GOLDEN GATE B

eSHIGHWAY & TRANSPORTATION DISTRICT

GGB Suicide Barrier Study
October 10, 2008

The Board of Directors voted on October 10, 2008, with a vote of 15 ayes and 1 no, to select
Alternative 3 - the NET as the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA). The motion was made by Marin
County Supervisor and Board member Hal Brown and seconded by Marin County Supervisor and
Board member Charles McGlashan. The breakdown of the vote was as follows: AYES (15): Directors
Brown, Cochran, Dufty, Grosboll, McGlashan, McGoldrick, Newhouse Segal, Pahre, Reilly, Sanders,
Sobel and Stroeh; Second Vice President Ammiano, First Vice President Boro and President Moylan;
NOES (1): Director Eddie; and ABSENT (3): Directors Hernandez, Kerns and Sandoval.

The selection of the LPA will provide direction for: 1) the preparation of written responses to comments;
2) the negotiation and execution of a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) to mitigate the adverse
effects the LPA has on the historic property; and, 3) the preparation of any additional required studies
for the LPA (for example, evaluate the potential for bird collisions). The responses to comments, MOA
and additional studies will be incorporated into the Final EIR and Findings of No Significant Impacts
(FONSI), which is anticipated to be completed by April 2009.

The next steps after the selection of the LPA and the preparation of the Final EIR/FONSI are the release
and certification of the Final EIR/FONSI and adoption of the project. Additionally, the Board will certify
that the Final EIR complies with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and will make Findings
and adopt a Statement of Overriding Considerations. Caltrans, as assigned by the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), will issue a FONSI. However, this can only occur if the project is funded as
demonstrated by the project’s inclusion in MTC’s fiscally constrained Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP) or Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).

October 10, 2008, Board Meeting Agenda, See Agenda Item No. 10
Additional Press Materials:

e Characterization of Public and Agency Comments

e Summary of GGB Suicide Incident Reports, 2000 to Sept. 30, 2008

e Sample Quotes from Public Comments Received, July 8 to August 25, 2008

e Comments Received during Public Comment Period, July 8 to August 25, 2008
Letters and Email from Individuals (12.5 MB)

Letters from Agencies

Letters from Organizations

Comment Cards Received at Public Meetings on July 22 and 23
Online Comments (28 MB)

Board Testimony (7 MB)
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Golden Gate Bridge Suicide Deterrent System Project
Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment
October 2008

COMMENT CHARACTERIZATION
Formal Comment Period: July 8 to August 25, 2008
Throughout the comment period, 3,458 individuals, organizations and

agencies provided 5.870 discrete or separate comments on the Draft
Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment (DEIR/EA).

The 3,458 individuals, organizations and agencies used the following methods
to submit comments:

1. 2,823 came in via the comment form on the project website
www.ggbsuicidebarrier.org

2. 44 were submitted via U.S. mail

3. 134 came via Email to the District

4. 15 were submitted using comment cards at one of the two public meetings
held on July 22 in San Rafael and July 23 in San Francisco

5. 442 individuals provided testimony at the Golden Gate Bridge Highway and
Transportation District (GGBHTD) Board of Directors meeting on August 22,
2008, the majority of which was in the form of a petition

Non-DEIR/EA Comments

Approximately 96.4% of the 5,870 discrete comments received during the
public comment period were not directed specifically at the environmental
document per se.

The non-DEIR/EA comments fell within the following general themes.

1. 1,497 or 25.5% were General Comments Related to Suicide

® Related personal stories of friends, loved ones who had committed
suicide

®  Supported belief that people will find a way to commit suicide, if not
on the Bridge then somewhere else

®  Supported the belief that a suicide deterrent is absolutely necessary.
That the District has a moral duty to erect a barrier.

®  Expressed frustration that majority would suffer because of minority
mental health problems



http://www.ggbsuicidebarrier.org/

Golden Gate Bridge Physical Suicide Deterrent System Comment Summary

® Expressed belief that suicide is impulsive and barriers reduce
suicides

® Did not think that suicide something the City should be responsible
for

2. 2,965 or 50.5% were Comments on Project Alternatives

® Expressed opinions (for and against) one or multiple alternatives
®  Expressed opinion on need for a barrier (for and against)
®  Suggested different ideas for alternatives

3. 878 or 15% Comments Related to Cost and Use of Funds
®  Should use funds for mental health programs

® Funding should be used to construct moveable median first
®  Barrier was a poor use of public funds

®  Should use funds to increase staff patrolling Bridge

®  Economy in no shape to be spending this kind of money

® Redirect funds to schools

4. 318 or 5.4% were Other Comments that were not relevant

DEIR/EA Comments

3.6% of total comments received or 212 comments that were received
pertained to the adequacy of the DEIR/EA and generally included comments
about:

® No-build alternative was not adequately considered
®  Supported performing additional bird studies
® A few addressed historic and cultural; and preservation issues

1-2 October 2008



SAMPLING OF ACTUAL COMMENTS

IN SUPPORT OF A SUICIDE BARRIER

| am outraged that the Bridge Authority hasn't moved to secure this attractive suicide
exposure before now. Our loved ones remain at risk. Build the barriers!

After watching the remarkably non-judgemental documentary, The Bridge, | was struck by
the absurdity of the current argument over aesthetics. The Bridge has been, and will
continue to be, an "attractive nuisance" which any ambulance chaser should be able to get
shut down. Why not put not less than five people on the bridge at all times to insure that
people exhibiting the characteristics outlined in the "Bridge" movie-nervousness, solitude,
all the others--don't have the time to get over the rail. Much cheaper, more humane,
dismisses the aesthetics argument. Your inaction is really criminal.

Other suicide lures such as the Empire State Building, the Eiffel Tower and Mount Fuji in
Japan all have barriers. The Golden Gate Bridge should have a barrier to save the lives of
people in need of help? | favor the Net System as it is the least costly and does not
obscure the view.

I like the nets below that would catch people. But what is most important is saving life. |
could live with any of the choices that would save people who want to jump. | have
worked for thirty years in the field of alcohol and drug addiction and I've seen many
people who felt like they could not face another day, but it can change and life can be
meaningful again.

Saving lives is far more important than worrying about how the bridge will look
aesthetically with a barrier. For those of us who have loved ones who took their lives off
of this bridge, it is inconsequential for us to consider the aesthetic impact that a barrier
will have if it will prevent further loss of life. And it will do just that.

A family friend jumped off the GG Bridge, leaving us shocked and saddened. We think a
suicide barrier is imperative, especially considering this fine bridge is the most deadly one
in the world for suicides. I'm sure there's a way to do this that would leave the beauty of
the bridge and the view intact so everyone's needs are met. Please count my vote for a
suicide barrier.

It is time we addressed this issue and remove this death-trap.

NOT IN SUPPORT OF A SUCIDE BARRIER

I will NEVER jump off of the bridge, but | fear being killed in a head on collision on the

bridge! The safety of the vast majority of people who do not want to be killed, must be
addressed before those unfortunate few that do! Don't waste another dollar on this, at

least before you complete the installation of a lane divider!

People are going to find a way to do what they are going to do. We should not be asked to
pay hugely for the small efforts that will be ineffective in any meaningful sense.



Adding any of the proposed barriers would be a travesty, and an insult to it's engineeers.
After walking the bridge this last June | was awestruck by it's beauty. AND the ability to
look down over the railing at the water was thrilling... | vote NO BARRIERS... Let em jump,
if not there, where next???

All that money for nothing. Not my tolls, Not my taxes.

We vigorously oppose the Golden Gate suicide barrier. This is an ill-advised idea and
financial boondoggle.

So you all are still going ahead with the suicide barrier. No matter the majority of the
population are against it. No matter that it will not totally prevent suicides. No matter
what the cost, hell it's not your money it's ours, you are still going along. You people
amaze me how you ever get these positions and then what you do when you do get them.
| still have not received a reply to my question "is it possible that once the barrier is
installed that a person might jump into the traffic????" Are you afraid to answer that??? I'll
make you a deal, let it go to the voters and the majority wins.

| feel strongly that adding a vertical element to the bridge would detract from the historic
design, and would detract from the enjoyment of the many recreational users of the
bridge. The change would be very expensive at time when resources are extremely
limited, and may only have the effect of forcing suicide attempts to other locations or
methods. The traffic lane dividers that have been proposed would be a more valuable
addition to the bridge's safety features

| feel that this is a waste of dollars. The percentages of people using the bridge is
extremely small compared to all of the other suicides in the entire bay area. The millions
of dollars spent on a physical barrier for the GG bridge could be put to better use towards
suicide prevention programs of education and therapy for the entire bay area.

This is a bandaid to a larger problem that would benefit from the $50 million being spent
on the barrier. With $50 million, you could not only add additional bridge security such as
increased patrols, video monitoring, etc, but the money could be allocated toward better
suicide prevention treatment and awareness programs. This is a lot of money to throw at
one of a million ways a person can kill themselves, which would also ruin a beloved
landmark.

It is beyond belief that a $40-55MM expenditure could be even considered for this
purpose. This is insane. Why would there not be more interest in spending money on
behalf of poor people who want to live than for people who want to die? We, the people,
would be repaying this debt. Let us vote on whether we want to spend this money, rather
than leaving it in the hands of bureaucrats who will not feel the financial impact.

People need to suffer the consequences of their actions. Better to build a middle barrier
for the bridge to help innocent people. Nineteen people a year is not as many as other
means of suicide. Help for treatment would be better.



LETTERS AND EMAILS

Individual Comments






ARTHUR W. BAUM

420 EL CAMINO DEL MAR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA. 94121
Phone (415) 668-9180

Fax: (415) 668-3570 e -
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Highway & Transportation District —o

PO Box 9000 Z< =

Presidio Station =0 9

San Francisco, CA 94129-0601 : s

I am opposed to any fences or netting put on the bridge to stop suicides. A person bent

upon suicide will do so one place or another. To spend $40-50 million plus the
maintenance is a waste of money.

Sincerely,

s

Arthur W. Baum



Bette w. wallace

944 Sir Francis Drake, #8 GGBH & TD
Kentfield, Marin County, CA 94904 |

Ph, (415) 258-9935 2008 AUG 26 PM 12: o9
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August 22, 2008

To: Board of Directors
Golden Gate Bridge District

I attended the Open House at the Embassy Suites Hotel in July concerning
the Suicide Barrier proposal. A story about that meeting appeared the
following day on the front page of San Francisco Chronicle, including head
shots of me in support, and another woman opposed.

Since then many people have volunteered to tell me that one or more of
their family have jumped, or committed suicide some other way. A young
woman who opposed the barrier at the Open House told me, as we walked to
our cars, wid " that her youngest son, and her brother. bad voth
committed suicide. Her opposition is that she feels barriers @ie hopeless,
that suicides can't be stopped I assured her they can. A woman in my
beauty shop. said ber cousm jumped off the bridge at age 22 a hopeless
schizophrenic. A nurse in the YMCA pool told me of her son's rescue of a
glrl with his surf board. People see the Golden Gate Bridge pin Kary gave me
in restaurants, the grocery store, ,or, Starbucks, and tell me the1r story.

Su1c1de is the second highest cause, of death today for young people between
10 and 24. I took a ride across the bridge on a recent Friday, where I saw
hundreds of youngsters and adults on bicycles, tricycles and baby strollers,
young and old, were hanging over the raJhng to look down at the water. No
one could have antlclpated who mlght jump or fall over the railing. My
heart jumped!

Since then, I have decided what type of barriers I would like to see, in this
order: 1) The net sticking out on the outside of the railing, along both sides,
and 2) a screen with horizontal lines inside the railing to prevent access to
the net and maintain the view as much as possible.

Our beautiful bridge and its envu'om;nent is a treasure, but it is dangerous
because of the number of people and vehicles crossing it daily. Your
administration does a great job of maintaining the safety and security of the
bridge. You do.not need to add to that people attracted to the bndge because
of their, fascmaﬂon wnh suicide jumpers.. ,

,I have contacted the offlces of State and Federal Ieglslators in person, and
have been assured of thelr interest. The new effort to form a Golden Gate
Natlonal Park could become a help in funding the costs of the bridge. There
is support for that in West Marin, according to local papers.
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The Ark, the Marin IJ, and the Pacific Sun support the barrier. I know that
John Brooks, Carol's father, has joined a foundation of families whose
member has been a jumper. Sunday's Marin IJ has confirmed that.

I will be in touch with Carol Channing who went to Lowell High School with
me in 1938. She graduated from Bennington College in Vermont, where
Carol Brooks expected to go this September. I will be seeing her on
September 25th at the Herbst Theater in San Francisco. I am sure she will
be interested.

I will do all I can to support this effort. We really can't have our Bridge
called "a bridge of death" because it is known to total 1300 plus suicides
since 1937. I walked across the bridge on opening day with my aunt Vera of
Tekamah, Nebraska. I am now 88 years old. It has been long enough!

Members of my family use the bridge daily. We cannot afford the cost of
suicide which goes on continuously after a suicide. It endangers the life of
others in trying to prevent or rescue them, and destroys the life of family
and friends left behind.

This also works against the positive results and the international interest in
our wonderful Golden Gate Bridge.

I will follow the progress of this matter with great interest as the Bridge
Boards begins its discussion.

Most sincerely,
Bette White Wallace
(415)258-9935

P.S. Your e-mail address has too many characters in it. Only 16 are allowed.

E-mad  Betteliolloce@ AbL. Com.
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July 11, 2008

Golden Gate Bridge District
San Francisco, CA

RE: Golden Gate Bridge Security

To Whom It May Concern:

I would like to make two suggestions for suicide prevention.

1. Install electric wires 18 to 24 inches above the existing bridge
railing.

("] [ ’

2. Install rolling cylinders on the top of the existing four foot
These cylinders were used in Berlin during the Cold War.

The wires would be placed one foot away from the bridge

barrier.

Sincerely,

<:Z;;%,,,.tr(::;> (sz,gqnul"“ih. naaqo

Daniel C. Anderson, M.D.

DCA:cr
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To Whom Tt May Concern

Tﬁf Lﬁ'ge y%hc;rz vote in favor of a swcude barrier this time around. T think 1,300
deaths are enough? And we all know that this number is much too low. What about the
~ people who have jumped arid whose bodies have never been found? What about the bridge
suicides the San Francisco Medical Examiner doesn't count separately from other "falls"
from tall buildings? How many more deaths will it take before people realize that human
lives are more important than a nice view? ‘

Because these are not just figures and numbers, but real lives, real people. People

‘who may have done this on an impulse and would otherwise still be with us. People who
decided the moment they let go of The rail that they really wan’red to live. People who had a-
great future ahead of them.

Like my son, Henry, who jumped on 8 May, 2007, at the age of 18. He was intelligent,
an honor student, witty, with a dry and unexpected sense of humor. He graduated with
highest honors - except he wasn't there to accept his diploma. My husband and I did that
for him. He was sensitive and kind (up to a point, he was a teenager after all). He loved dogs
and wanted to be a vet for the longest time until computers became his great passion. He
was totally confident around, rebuilt a better one (with a little help), taught himself C++ and
was going to be a computer engineer, scheduled to attend UC San Dlego He was excited
abou'r studying there.

But some’rhmg some lmpulse led him to leave Enghsh class on a Tuesday morning, go
to the school library to print off a map and driving directions to the Golden Gate Bridge and
jump at lamp post 47 at 11:38 a.m. There was a tourist from Louisiana who watched him jump
and called Emergency Services at 11:39. I seriously doubt he'll ever visit here again after
what he had to witness. There was a fishing boat under the bridge and Henry entered the
water 50 ft. away. He was pulled out of the water, the Coast Guard was notified, he was.
taken to Fort Baker where paramedics were standing by to transport him to San Francisco
‘General Hospital. He was breathing and had a pulse and that gave everybody hope that he
would survive (the head nurse wrote to me later and told me how hopeful they all were and
how deeply his death affected them). Like over 98 % of people who jump from this bridge,
he did not survive. He only had one broken bone, a rib, but his organs were badly damaged.
There was brain damage, his spleen and one kidney were damaged but the worst damage was
- to his lungs. He kept bleeding into them and eventually drowned in his own blood.

Henry passed away at 3:25 pm at SFGH. Since I had been notified by the hospital, I
was there to kiss him goodbye af terwards. The law enforcement chaplain who had ‘driven my
friend and I prayed over him and drove us back home. My husband, who had been on a
business trip that week, ar'r'lved home at 11 pm and we were left to try and make sense of it
all, to try to figure out what to do with our lives now. It's not the same anymore, 'rher‘e s
something very important missing from our lives these days. » :



There isn't a day fhat I don't think about Henry and miss him badly. I still have
nightmares over what happened. Often when I close my eyes and drop of f to sleep, I "see"
Henry slipping over the rail and falling into the water. No, I wasn't there but T read the
police report (and the autopsy report, although I haven't been able to read the ER report
~ yet) and I have enough imagination. Believe me, it's not a pretty mind movie.

We have been trying to figure out ever since what could have been done differently -
to prevent him from dying. And while there are lots of what ifs and maybes, the one
definite answer is always the same: a taller barrier, not just a rail that is easily scaled and
~ Henry would most Iikely still be with us.

So, please this time around don't decide to do nothmg yet again. Think of the many
lives already lost, think of the families whose lives have been ruined, the people who have
lost a loved one, the parents who miss their children, who will never see their teenagers
~ grow up, who will never have grandchildren. Think of the lives that can be saved by raising
the rail and, please, make the right decision this time around.

Sincerely,
O @l
Doris Lew

4354 Summerfield Drive
Napa, CA 94558
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S 7 , Aug‘ust 25, 2665 ’ ‘ ’ 7
_ COMMENTS ON DRAFT EIRIEA FOR GOLDEN GATE BRIDGE:
A FASTER,C0$TEEECTIVE _PHYSICAL SUICIDE DETERRENT

TO: Golden Gate Bridge Highway & Transportation District

Limiting oneself to five design choices is unimaginative, contrary to this world-class bridge’s
intrinsic creativity and uniqueness. The anti-suicide barrier is the opportunity for an art
enhancement project, funded totally through public art funds and benefactors. An inspired
design could be simple and elegant, with no structural loading effects-—thus negating the need
for engineering and testing. Implementation would be super-accelerated. One possible design:
Ethereal vertical translucent rods, atop the existing railing, it softly with fiber optics---to create
“Ten-thousand points of light”.

Arguably, any form of physical deterrent would have saved lives. But the 5 design proposals, with nets
and horizontal/ vertical cages are obtrusive---with structural impacts and $25-$50 million in costs.
Understandably, a recent Chronicle online poll found 65 percent favored leaving the bridge alone and not
building anything. Often, architectural and engineering streamlining makes sense. Form follows function
isn’t a bad filter to test ideas. Art enrichment/ sculptural lighting could reinvigorate local artisans and
create singular artwork.

A FRESH LOOK: Let's reevaluate goals for the anti-suicide barrier on the Golden Gate Bridge.
Preserve the esthetics and historic integrity of the bridge, i.e. virtually “invisible” changes.
Add no structural load to the bridge--—-vertically, laterally or aerodynamically.

Prevent people from straddling, sitting or standing on the walkway'’s railings.

Low cost and fast construction.

AN ART ENRICHMENT PROJECT: An art project could draw on public art funding and benefactors, e.g.
artists Christo’s and Jeanne-Claude's environmental art. Artwork has no impact on the structural integrity
of the original structure---while adding to its esthetics and for the Golden Gate Bridge, adding to its safety.

A DESIGN CONCEPT: A myriad of designs are possible with thin wires, cables, rods... One possibility:
* Vertical translucent rods, on top of the existing railing, are visually soft and ethereal---fading into the
background and lit softly with fiber-optics.

The rods can be installed incrementally, first at high risk areas, without any bridge disruptions.

With minimal weight and surface area, the aerodynamic design has no structural loading effect---
negating the need for engineering and testing.

No fasteners are needed, with no steel penetrations or corrosion, using clear adhesives.

Fabrication and installation is simple, though technologically sophisticated.

Financing opportunities exist with benefactors, art patrons and individual donors.

A loan could kick start design/ construction while the donor program is underway.

g5 Qptimally, this design is no-cost, accelerated and effective. Moreover, this design does not preclude

Ghe c{gnstruction of future alternative anti-suicide barriers---which would likely take years to implement.

¢ o ° o o
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Howard Wong, AIA 128 Varennes St.  San Francisco, CA 94133 (415)-982-5055 wongaia@aol.com



Casey Joanna Brooks
5/3/1990 — 1/29/2008

July 12, 2008

Mary Currie, Public Affairs Director
Cecilia Kupersmith, General Manager
John Moylan, President of the Board
Al Boro, First Vice President

Tom Ammiano, Second Vice President
Harold Brown, Jr., Director

Gerald Cochran, Director

Bevan Dufty, Director

James Eddie, Director

Dick Grosboll, Director

Sabrina Hernandez, Director

Mike Kemns, Director

Charles McGlashan, Director

Jake McGoldrick, Director

Lynne Newhouse Segal, Director
Barbara Pahre, Director

Janet Reilly, Director

Joanne Sanders, Director

Gerardo Sandoval, Director

J. Dietrich Stroeh, Director

Golden Gate Bridge, Highway and Transportation District

P.O. Box 9000, Presidio Station
San Francisco, CA 94129

Ladies and Gentlemen:

By now most if not all of you know who | am and know my story. At 6:40AM on January 29", my 17
year old daughter and only child, Casey, leapt to her death from the Golden Gate Bridge. Her body
has not been found. She was a Redwood High School senior ready to go off to the college of her
choice and make her mark in the world. There were no obvious warning signs; it was an impulse. To
say that our community — family, friends, Casey's friends, neighbors, school, church, doctors,
therapists — is utterly in shock and crushed is a massive understatement.

Before this catastrophe, | had never had a close encounter with suicide, never gave a suicide barrier
a second thought and felt that a suicidal person could not be stopped. The Golden Gate Bridge was
nothing more than the highlight of my daily commute from Marin to San Francisco. Imagine how it
feels now? As you well know, my story now joins the 2,000 other identical stories of the other suicide
victims and their survivors. You know who they are.

JOHN, ERIKA & CASEY BROOKS

P :IIHY 81 7nr 8002

15 Claire Way Tiburon, CA 94920 Tel/Fax: 415-383-5967 E-Mail: johnrbrooks@comcast.net




I want this letter to serve as my formal response to the suicide barrier proposals now that the issue
has been thrust into the public spotlight with the recent release of the Environmental Impact Study,
appealing to reason as much as compassion. So | will address each issue as | see them separately.

1.

The public doesn’t want a suicide barrier. The vast majority of us, as Americans, hate to be
inconvenienced, hate needless expenses imposed on us, and abhor any limitations on our
personal freedoms. Therefore, if put to a public vote, it stands to reason that a suicide barrier
would be soundly voted down because the vast majority of the public has been spared the
effects of this tragedy. Further, the way the press - such as the Marin 1J and Chronicle - position
their public opinion “polls” is to guaranty an overwhelmingly negative response. What else would
you expect when the questions and artistic renderings are presented in such a stilted,
dispassionate manner? If you want a poll, let both sides fully express their case and do it right.

But this is not a popularity contest. If put to a public vote, we would probably not have helmet
laws, seat belts, airbags, gun laws, fences around freeways, overpasses and train tracks,
locked access to the roofs of tall buildings, controls on dangerous substances, and our beloved
TSA, to name but a few. We need a suicide barrier because we are supposedly a civilized
and compassionate society that cares about the safety of our fellow citizens even if it's
not "popular”. This is a moral imperative! To be brutally honest, for us to sit by knowing that
the deaths continue makes us no better then the German citizens who knowingly stood by and
let the Jews be gassed by Nazis. Or the Chinese political apparatchiks who knowingly approved
the construction of shoddy schools that ultimately killed thousands of school children in the
recent earthquake. | don't know how any of you in a position to do something can live with
yourselves while this travesty continues. | certainly can't. Since Casey’s death, at least a
dozen more people have leapt to their deaths, and counting!

A suicidal person will simply go elsewhere. The money would be better spent on the core
issue — mental health. | couldn’t agree more that we should deploy more resources to mental
liness. But that doesn’t assure that we will protect someone — like Casey — who was overcome
by a temporary impulse and had easy and ready access to the means to act on that
impulse. There is more than enough analysis and evidence out there that proves that suicide
barriers are highly effective. Will they stop all suicides? Of course not. Nothing is 100%
foolproof. But you have to be aware of the numerous studies done, such as Professor Richard
Seiden’s at Berkeley, that showed that over 90% of would-be jumpers who were stopped did not
make another suicide attempt. How about Great Britain, which converted from coal gas to
natural gas in the 60's and 70's, and saw its overall suicide rate drop by 1/3. Look at the
success of suicide barriers at the Empire State Building, Eiffel Tower, Sydney Harbor Bridge,
Bloor Street Viaduct, Ellington Bridge, and others that have brought suicide rates down
dramatically. When a suicide barrier was erected on the Ellington Bridge in Washington, D.C.,
the public predicted that suicidal people would simply walk to the nearby Taft Bridge to end their
lives. But while suicides on the Elllington Bridge were virtually eliminated, those on the Taft
Bridge hardly changed. Why? Because the Taft Bridge has a chest high barrier whereas the
Ellington Bridge had had a waist high barrier. Of course, one ‘advantage” that many of these
examples have is that the gruesome evidence of a body is left behind for all to see. Not so with
the Golden Gate. Only the Coast Guard and the Coroner get to deal with the aftermath — if there

is one. Honestly, how much more evidence do you need?




3. The vast majority of suicides in the Bay Area are NOT the result of the Golden Gate
Bridge. Why not focus on them? Are their lives worth any less? Of course every suicide
and accidental death is tragic. And we do have an army of professionals, services and safety
measures in place (see #1 above). Will they stop every suicide or death? Of course not. Again,
nothing is 100% foolproof. But if we have such an obvious, blatant and shameful ma net
for death in our community that is so well known, how on earth can we be so blasé about
it? If a few people a month jumped from a downtown high-rise — even if that accounted for a
small percent of the total — don’t you think that access to that roof would be immediately barred?
How about a particularly dangerous stretch of road notorious for deadly crashes? We don't
ignore them because the fatalities are smalll relative to total fatalities. One life is not worth any
more than another, but when this is so in-our-face how can we ignore it?

4. We must not obstruct the “iconic view” from our treasured national landmark. By making
“the view” more important than saving lives, the message we're sending is that a few lives lost
every month is but a small price to pay to preserve “the view”. How do you defend that?
Doesn’t that make us look incredibly barbaric and at the very least shallow, selfish and
uncaring? And really, how many people are affected by the view as o ed to the “idea”
of the view? When was the last time you walked or biked across the bridge? Motorists can’t
see much of anything in the couple of minutes it takes to cross the bridge because (1) your eye
level on the roadbed is below the railing and (2) you need to keep your eyes on the road to
avoid a head on collision. So that leaves the tourists who walk out on the bridge, snap a picture
and leave. Are we preserving this view for them?

5. We don’t have the $50 million needed to build the barrier. That money would be better
spent elsewhere when money is tight. Frankly, if the only remaining objection is money then
that is the least of my worries. Is it worth it to spend $50 million on a project that affects so few
of us? Depends on how you look at it. Take $50 million divided by 2.000 lives lost to the
bridge and you get $25,000 per life lost. I'd give up everything to have Casey back — even
for a_second. The families of 9/11 victims reportedly received an average of over $1
million per life lost. | don't claim to be an expert on public finance, but | do know that there are
operating expenses (routine repair and maintenance) and capital expenses (lane barriers,
suicide barriers, retrofitting). Operating expenses, | would guess, are funded mostly by tolls,
fees and taxes. | wouldn’t expect increases in my taxes and tolls to pay for a suicide barrier, but
would of course have no objection if they did. Unfortunately, the public assumes that the
cost of a suicide barrier would come directly out of their pocket or at the expense of a
more popular program. | can’t swear to this, but | think this assumption is probably false.
Monies for a suicide barrier | assume would come from an entirely different bucket at the state
or federal level, such as highway funds. If you took $50 million out of a highway fund, you are
not taking it away from other priorities like mental health, but maybe you are taking it away from

a re-paving project. The money should be the least of our worries.

Building a suicide barrier on the Golden Gate Bridge is the morally right thing to do for a society
that believes itself to be civilized, caring and compassionate, and that is indeed the image that the
Bay Area projects to the world. Until something is done, the Golden Gate Bridge will be nothing more
than our dirty little secret — but it isn't much of a secret anymore.

The Golden Gate Bridge has destroyed many lives. Now it has destroyed mine. My life now is but a
meaningless, empty shell of its former self, with my only child gone. But it isn't just me. Let me close
with a sample of the 653 wall posts to-date on Casey’s FaceBook page from her friends. An
extraordinary person was taken away from them — and the rest of us — far to soon. They are
completely destroyed and desperate to stay connected with her, as am |I.




“T'he Urge to End It

Is suicide the deadly result of a deep psychological condition — dr‘aﬂeé‘titng'impulse bfdught on By Op’p

By Scott Anderson

“There is but one truly serious philosophical problem,” Albert Camus wrote, “and that is suicide.” How
to explain why, among the only species capable of pondering its own demise, whose desperate attempts to
forestall mortality have spawned both armies and branches of medicine in a perpetual search for the Foun-
tain of Youth, there are those who, by their own hand, would choose death over life? Our contradictory
reactions to the act speak to the conflicted hold it has on our imaginations: revulsion mixed with fascina-
tion, scorn leavened with pity. It is a cardinal sin — but change the packaging a little, and suicide assumes
the guise of heroism or high passion, the stuff of literature and art.

Beyond the philosophical paradox are the bewilderingly complex dynamics of the act itself. While a
universal phenomenon, the incidence of suicide varies so immensely across different population groups
— among nations and cultures, ages and gender, race and religion — that any overarching theory about its
root cause is rendered useless. Even identitying those subgroups that are particularly suicide-prone is of very
limited help in addressing the issue. In the United States, for example, both elderly men living in Western
states and white male adolescents from divorced families are at elevated risk; but since the overwhelming
majority in both these groups never attempt suicide, how can we identify the truly at risk among them?

Then there is the most disheartening aspect of the riddle. The National Institute of Mental Health says that
90 percent of all suicide “completers™ display some form of diagnosable mental disorder. But if so, why have

Photographs by Todd Hido
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actor’s part (taking an overdose of pills, say, or

cutting your wrists), and thus most strongly
suggest premeditation, happen to be the meth
ods with the least chance of “success.” Co;
versely, those methods that require the least

. effort or planning (shooting yourself, jumping
from a precipice) happen to be the deadlies

The natural inference, then, is that the person

who best fits the classic definition of “being
 suicidal” might actually be safer than one act-
ing in the heat of the moment — at least 40
times safer in the case of someone opting for
an overdose of pills over shooting himself.

As illogical as this might seem, it is a ph
nomenon confirmed by research. According
to statistics collected by the Injury Control
Research 'Center on nearly 4,000 suicides
across the United States, those who had killed
themselves with firearms — by far the most
lethal common method of suicide — had a *
markedly lower history of depression, schizo-
phrenia, bipolar disorder, previous suicide
attempts or drug or alcohol abuse than those
who died by the least lethal methods. On the
flip side, those who ranked the highest for at-
risk factors tended to choose those methods -
with low “success” rates.

“We're' always going to have suicide,”
Hemenway said, “and thére’s probably not
that much to be done for the ones who are -
determined, who succeed on their 4th or 5th
or 25th try. The ones we have a good chance
of saving are those who, right now, succeed.
on their first attempt because of the lethal
methods they’ve chosen.”

Irievitably, this approach means focusing on
the most common method of suicide in the
United States: firearms. Even though guns -
account for less than 1 percent of all American
suicide attempts, their extreme fatality rate
— anywhere from 85 percent and 92 percent,
depending on how the statistics are compiled -
— means that they account for 54 percent
of all completions. In 2005, the last. year for
which statistics are available, that translited B
into about 17,000 deaths. Public-health officials like Hemenway can point
to a mountain of research going back 40 years that shows that the incidence
of firearm suicide runs in close parallel with the prevalence of firearms in a
community. In a 2007 study that grouped the 15 states with the highest rate
of gun ownership alongside the six states with the lowest (each group had a
population of about 40 million), Hemenway and his associates found that
when it came to all nonfirearm methods, the two’populations committed
suicide in nearly equal numbers. The more than three-times-greater preva-
lence of firearms in the “high gun” states, however, translated into 2 more
than three-times-greater incidence of firearm suicides, which in turn trans-
lated into an annual suicide rate nearly double that of the “low gun” states. In
the same vein, their 2004 study of seven Northeastern states found that the
3.5 times greater rate of gun suicides in Vermont than in New Jersey exactly
matched the difference in gun ownership between the two states (42 percent
of all households in Vermont opposed to 12 percent in New Jersey). From
these and other such studies, the Injury Control Research Center has extrap-
olated that a 10 percent reduction in firearm ownership in the United States
would translate into a 2.5 percent rediiction in the overall suicide rate, or
about 800 fewer deaths a year.

42

Beyond sheer lethality, however, what makes gun suicide attempts so
resistant to traditional psychological suicide-prevention protocols is the
high degree of impulsivity that often accompanies them. In a 1985 study of
30 people who had survived self-inflicted gunshot wounds, more than half
reported having had suicidal thoughts for less than 24 hours, and none of
the 30 had written suicide notes. This tendency toward impulsivity is espe-
cially common among young people — and not only with gun suicides.
In a 2001 University of Houston study of 153 survivors of nearly lethal
attempts between the ages of 13 and 34, only 13 percent reported having
contemplated their act for eight hours or longer. To the contrary, 70 per-
cent set the interval between deciding to kill themselves and acting at less
than an hour; including an astonishing 24 percent who pegged the interval
at less than five minutes, =+

The element of impulsivity in firearm suicide means that it is a method
in which mechanical intervention — or “means restriction” — might
work to great effect. As to how, Dr. Matthew Miller, the associate direc-
tor of the Injury Control Research Center, outlined for me a number of
very basic steps. Storing a'gun in a lockbox, for example, slows down
the decision-making process and puts that gun off-limits to everyone
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Judith Robinson
562 B Lombard Street
San Francisco, California 94133-2314
415-788-9112

9 August, 2008

Golden Gate Bridge District RE: Oppose visual for suicide prevention.barriers
P.O. Box 9000 '

Presidio Station

San Francisco, CA. 94129-0601

To Whom It May Concern:

I strongly oppose the installation of any suicide barriers on the bridge that would deface, mar or

otherwise destroy the architectural integrity of the design, visible from on or off the bridge, or
preventing views while on the bridge.

Non-instrusive methods to do so (such as nets) would be preferable, if some form of prevention
installation is chosen.

Thank you for considering my position on the matter. I am a property owner in San Francisco
with views of the bridge, which I also drive over regularly.

Sincerely,
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69 WEST SHORE ROAD
BELVEDERE, CALIFORNIA 94920

July 22, 2008

Physical Suicide Deterrent System Project
Golden Gate Bridge Highway & Trans. Dist.
P. 0. Box 9000

San Francisco, California 94129

Gentlemen:

It would be a shame to destroy the classic beauty
of the Golden Gate Bridge by adding a suicide barrier of
any type, even a supposedly invisible net.

People from all over the world come to San Fran-
cisco just to see this glorious landmark and the views it
affords. I live in Marin and cross the bridge often, each
time marveling at its beauty and the number of people walking,
bicycling and peering over the railing at the water below.

Please do not spoil an important tourist attraction
and take away the pleasure of so many people. The Bridge
District cannot be held responsible for suicides.

/;EZZZJAU%/;w%QMh/

Katharine H. Johnson

NEREDYEY
e
JUL 242008

GULOEN GATE BRIDGE
ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT




Suicide Deterrent Project IS A 1 Ok 13 Tuly 2008
Golden Gate Bridge 2008 JUL o

P.O. Box 900¢ SECRETARY O

San Francisco, CA 94129 THE DISTRICT

Dear Sir,

After waiting two years for your study to conclude, you allocate two consecutive days for public
comment — and, naturally, I will be out of town. Here are my comments:

1.

2.

1 do not support any horizontal designs (1B, 2B) since that only encourages people to
climb the fencing.

The net design is the worst of those proposed: the netting will rot faster than metal, it may
require continuous modifications to prevent people from escaping the net, and it
definitely requires continual manpower to police the nets and free anyone caught (this
could turn into a popular sport).

I prefer the vertical designs (1A, 2A). The current 4-foot fence seems to be difficult to
paint and one can observe holes where it has rotted through. Thus the completely new
vertical fence 2A seems the logical choice. Questions to be addressed: Are the vertical
railings close enough so that children cannot get their heads stuck (e.g., banister railings)?
Is there a method to easily paint close vertical railings? Are the railings solid enough so
they cannot be pried apart?

Wow, how amazing is it that all five proposed designs cost $40-50 million?? Who would
have thought that such differing designs would each end up costing the same amount?
Oh, and could we put a cap on spending so that the contractor pays for everything over
the bid price? We have too many examples of projects going with the lowest bid only to
end up paying double (triple? more?) the original estimated cost. There should be a
penalty for this!

I am enthused to see the proposals but I reserve judgment until I actually see a barrier
built. After all, a barrier has been proposed numerous times over the last 70+ years but
never built.

Finally, how much did this two-year study cost? I ask because there are already news
reports that the gate toll is increasing in order to pay for regular maintenance. I wonder if
it is only a matter of time before we hear there is not enough money for a suicide barrier.

Of course, the real question is: how many lives were lost while this two-year study was being
conducted? One was my nephew Henry who jumped off the bridge last year, just 3 weeks prior to
his high school graduation. I only hope that this is the last study and we will actually get a suicide
prevention barrier.

Sincerely,

e Sau-l é@g&u

Laurie Lew-McCrigler
2436 Homewood Drive
San Jose, CA 95128
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Dear Board Member, August 25, 2008

The Golden Gate Bridge District Board can be proud of the suicide prevention
measures performed by the bridge staff, workers, and California Highway Patrol. The
“No Build Alternative” to the proposed barrier debate should not be looked upon as
inhumane or non- caring. Each year a group of fifty or more people are identified as
suicidal, taken into custody, and referred to a hospital for psychiatric evaluation and
treatment. They are discovered through a system of live feed cameras, bicycle patrols,
and crisis hot line phones. They are seen climbing over the rail, sobbing at mid span,
pacing, staring over the side, or sitting alone in their cars. They are identified and
helped. The vast majority of these do not go on to take their lives. In 1978 Dr. Richard
Seiden found that over 95% of the 515 people taken off the bridge were either living or
died of natural causes. The current identification system works. Lives are being saved.

Once a barrier is erected, nobody will come and thus be identified. The customary fifty
people will remain suicidal and at risk, and most mental health professionals believe
that at least 10 of them would take their own lives during the next few years.

On the other hand, there are twenty suicides off the bridge each year which a barrier
would eliminate. However, most mental health professionals believe that at least 15 of
them would take their own lives elsewhere by other means.

The annual suicide rate in the Bay area is 600, and the overall effect of erecting a
barrier will have no effect on that number. With or without a barrier there will be 20-25
suicides related to the bridge. A certain number of suicides will be prevented by a
barrier, however an equal number will take their own lives because they were never
identified and referred into the mental health system.

More can to be done to prevent suicide related to the bridge. The District Board is in a
position to improve detection and prevention. Increased bicycle patrols, more intensive
camera and coverage, new and innovative signage, and more phones could increase
the identification process. More lives would be saved, not lost. The cost for these
improvements would be miniscule in comparison to the projected $50 million for a
barrier. Steps taken today, at a relatively small cost, could prevent future suicides. The
Board should convene a panel to study and recommend further improvements to the
already successful program of suicide prevention. Board members, CHP, bridge staff,
local suicide prevention agencies, mental health professionals, and other volunteeréf‘ﬂ,

could be charged with examining the possibilities and making recommendaﬁong%“%
lives would be saved with an expanded “No Build Alternative.” Qx‘a:;% %
e ol

2
Sincerely, et a

&
Mac Coffey, Ph.D. AL
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August 19, 2008

Physical Suicide Deterrent System Project
Golden Gate Bridge

Highway & Transportation District

- P.O.Box 9000

San Francisco, CA 94129

RE: Comment on the Draft EIR/EA and Section 4(f) Evaluation for the Golden
Gate Bridge Physical Suicide Deterrent System Project

To: Golden Gate Bridge, Highway and Transportation District and Caltrans (Lead
Agencies for CEQA and NEPA):

The Draft EIR/EA clearly describes a direct adverse effect to the Bridge character-
defining features under Cultural Resource impacts for all build alternatives, which also
have Section 4(f) effects. Adverse visual impacts are also described for views of the
bridge from Vista Point for Alternatives 1A, 1B, 2A, and 2B, which does not meet the
District Board criteria to “have minimal visual and aesthetic impacts on the Bridge”.

The historic resource and Section 4(f) effects of each of the Build Alternatives, in
addition to the visual impacts to this internationally prominent historic structure, should
render a decision in favor of the No Build Alternative. Deterring suicide attempts on the
Golden Gate Bridge would not have prevented the other 599 suicides in the Bay Area in
2005, and will not prevent suicides in the future in the Bay Area.

Sincerely,

sk Do,

Marilyn Duffey
Environmental Consultant
1172 Greenwich Street
San Francisco, CA 94109
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Robert W. Cherny

Professor Vice-President
Department of History Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board
San Francisco State University City and County of San Francisco

Home address: 1462 9™ Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94122

11 August 2008

Mr. Jeffrey Y. Lee, PE lﬁ BEIVW Em
Golden Gate Bridge Physical Suicide Deterrent System Project ©AUG 19 2008
Box 9000, Presidio Station SRR

San Francisco, CA 94129-0601 GOLDEN GATE BRIDGE
ENGINEFRING DEPARTMENT

Dear Mr. Lee,

I am responding, somewhat belatedly, to your letter of April 29, requesting that | reply to
you if | have any concerns regarding the potential effects of a suicide deterrent on the
Golden Gate Bridge as an historic resource.

First let me explain that | am vice-president of the San Francisco Landmarks
Preservation Advisory Board (Board). However, the Board will not be holding a hearing
on the issues associated with the suicide deterrent project, so | am responding to your
letter as an individual.

| have been a member of the Board since April 2003, and have served as vice-president
of the Board since January 2006. During the time that | have served on the Board, we
have reviewed hundreds of proposals for alterations inhistoric structures, including
structures on the city, state, and national registers. |'am responding to the Draft EIR/EA
as | would if this project had come to the Board for review and comment.

First of all, there has been established a clearly defined need to make alterations in the
historic structure. The large preponderance of the evidence from various studies
indicates clearly that a suicide barrier does, in fact, prevent suicides. | would draw the
conclusion from the studies of which | am aware that any of the proposed “build”
alternatives would be likely to significantly reduce, if not completely end, suicides from
the bridge. And | would conclude that this public good completely justifies alterations in
the historic structure. Although there is not yet a law that requires installation of a
suicide barrier, this is clearly a public health issue.

The Secretary of the Interior's Standards are not intended to prevent any change to
historic structures. On the contrary, they are designed to guide such changes so as to
minimize damage to historic resources. The Standards acknowledge a variety of
reasons for altering a historic structure. During my service on the Board, we have
reviewed many alterations to historic structures. One of the most frequent has been the
addition of a garage to a home that is individually listed as an historic resource or that is
part of an historic district. When such proposals are sensitive to the need to minimize
alterations to the historic structure, i.e., the proposal is developed to comply with the
Standards, the proposed garages have almost always been approved-indeed, during




my service on the Board we have only once denied a proposal to add a garage to an
historic structure.

| provide this information to illustrate the reality that the Standards are intended to guide
alterations to historic structures, not to stand as a roadblock to changes in such
structures. If it is appropniate, under the Standards, to alter an historic house to provide
its owner with the convenience of a garage, | would consider it immensely more
appropriate to alter the Golden Gate Bridge to save lives.

| therefore cannot agree with the conclusion on pp. 2-113 and 2-114 of the DEIS/EA,
that "The addition of any of these barrier systems would be an alteration to the historic
property that is not consistent with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties.” | know of no section of the Standards that directly
addresses a situation like that facing the Bridge District. However, it does seem to me
that the most similar situation is for alterations intended to meet accessibility
requirements, or health and safety code requirements, or to improve energy efficiency.
Such changes to historic structures are made regularly because they are required for
other reasons than preservation, rehabilitation, or reconstruction. In this instance,
though there is not yet a code requirement, there is certainly a clear moral imperative.
With regard to such alterations, the Standards specify: "particular care must be taken
not to obscure, damage, or destroy character-defining materials or features in the
process of undertaking work to meet code and energy requirements.”

Given that, the question for me then becomes: Which alternative is the least intrusive?
Which alternative makes the least significant changes to the historic structure while also
best serving the primary purpose of preventing suicides?

Of the proposed "build" alternatives, | see Alternative 1A as most preferred in that it
makes the least significant changes in the historic structure. First of all, it preserves
most of the original rail, and the addition to the original would be differentiated from it.
Second of all, it preserves the verticality of the original rail. By preserving most of the
original rail, it minimizes changes to the structure, and by differentiating the new from
the old it complies with the Standards.

| see Alternative 2A as next most preferred, because it preserves the verticality of the
original structure, but less preferred than Alternative 1A in that it removes the original
rail.

Alternatives 1B and 2B, by introducing a horizontal barrier, make significant changes to
the original design, by substituting for the current verticality a horizontal feature. It may
also be questioned whether they would be as effective as Alternatives 1A and 2A, since
the horizontal cables could be used as a ladder.

Alternative 3 makes the most radical changes in the original structure by adding a new |
design element--a net projecting from the side of the bridge. | would consider it least
preferred for that reason, and also because it is likely to become rapidly unsightly, and



to require more maintenance than the other alternatives, because it will catch litter and
debris. In addition, like Alternatives 1B and 2B, it would seem to me that the net is less
likely to be a significant barrier to someone who jumps first into the net and then climbs
over the edge.

| find the mitigation measures proposed in the DEIS/EA to be completely appropriate.

There are aesthetic dimensions to all of these alternatives, but consider for a moment
that an effective suicide barrier would prevent the most distressing and least aesthetic
of all viewing experiences--the view of someone leaping to his/her death in full sight of
bridge visitors or commuters. | cannot imagine anything less aesthetic than seeing
someone fall to his/her death and then watching the Coast Guard retrieve the body from
the water. Thus, any effective barrier would be an aesthetic improvement. Alternatives
1B and 2B, unfortunately, pose a similar potential--of visitors and commuters witnessing
someone trying to climb the horizontal cables. And Alternative 3 poses the potential of
visitors to the bridge witnessing someone leaping into the net and then, perhaps, trying
to climb over the edge. Only Alternatives 1A and 2A, it seems to me, would be
effective in preventing even an attempt to jump from the bridge. In addition, even if a
visitor to the bridge does not witness an attempted suicide, Alternative 3 presents the
highly unaesthetic potential of viewing the bay through a net littered with trash and
debris.

Finally, though it does not have to do with the Standards or with aesthetics, | would like
to comment on the cost issue. | have seen estimates that the barrier could cost $40-50
million. In terms of saving lives, this seems a small price to pay. Consider that the
Environmental Protection Agency has recently established $6.9 million as the price of a
human life. While it seem crude to put any dollar value on a human life, this number
has been approved by the EPA as the number to be employed for a variety of planning
purposes. By that measure, the barrier would need to save only seven lives to justify
the cost.

Thank you for your consideration.

Robert W. Cherny

cc: Bridge District members, Mary C. Currie
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Re: Proposed Suicide Barrier

3
ETARY
Dear GGBTD Board of Directors, SEQEHisTRICT

I live in Terra Linda and commute to San Francisco on the 38, 44 and 54 Express buses. I am a
member of the Bus Passenger Advisory Committee, although I write to you as an individual. I
strongly oppose construction of a suicide barrier on the bridge.

You are currently increasing the bridge toll by a dollar to address a budget deficit of 91 million
dollars. Why would you simultaneously consider a suicide barrier that could cost as little as forty
to fifty million dollars, but may cost more, possibly a great deal more? (Current estimates for
replacing Doyle Drive are much higher than initial estimates, and the actual cost of the new east
span of the Oakland Bay Bridge is far exceeding initial projections.)

If the Board wishes to minimize suicides on the bridge, it could, at very little cost, close it to
pedestrians and cyclists unless and until a barrier is in place. This would engender a great deal of
controversy, but it should also provoke consideration of the underlying issue: public agencies
simply cannot take on the responsibility to ensure that every citizen is safe at every moment in
every situation. That responsibility belongs in many cases to the individual.

Whatever the circumstances that led up to it, jumping off the bridge is a volitional act. The
jumper has the right to make what others may regard as a very bad decision. He or she takes
primary responsibility for the consequences of that decision, followed, arguably, by the jumper's
family members and friends, who should have been aware of the possibility and would have been
in the best position to encourage preventive measures.

There have been two serious head-on collisions on the bridge so far this year. A moveable median
barrier would have prevented both of them. It seems to me that the District has a responsibility to
protect people who intend to drive safely that comes before any responsibility it may (or may not)
have to protect people who intend to kill themselves.

The family members and friends that jumpers leave behind are understandably distraught, as any
of us would be in similar circumstances. If they believe that a barrier should be put in place to
spare others similar pain, they have the option to mount a fundraising campaign to pay for it. But
they shouldn't expect a public agency that exists to expedite travel between San Francisco and the
North Bay to divert part of its limited resources to an endeavor unrelated to its purpose.

Thank you for taking my point of view into account.

Stantoh Klose
San Rafael, CA



100 Thorndale Drive #447
San Rafael CA 94903
415/488-0531

July 28, 2008

Board of Directors

Golden Gate Bridge, Highway and
Transportation District

P.0.Box 9000, San Francisco CA 94129

Re: Physical Suicide Deterrent System Project

Dear Board members and bridge officials:

Condolences for the emotional, political hotbed you face with this issue.

I cannot find/any justification for the District to spend over $40 million

to give the APPEARANCE of preventing suicide at the GG Bridge site. The cost
per potential deflected suicidal individual boggles the mind. I read that an
estimated 1300 people jumped in the bridge's 71 years; if correct that averages
to less than 20 a year!

I haven't read any data on the costs and dangers involved in 'rescuing"
people who land in the net or who take the vertical or horizontal bars as

a challenge to surmount--and they will. I object to putting safety personnel
and others at risk for thrill seekers and 'causelattention seekers as well as
for the intentionally suicidal.

Realistically, hopping over the vail is less damaging to all involved: the

suicide, the survivors and rescuers. Less damaging, for example, than a deliberate
auto or motorcyecle "accident'" that injures or kills others. As a social worker
I've seen the physical and emotional aftermath of messy failed suicides on the
perpetrator and his community. (Lest I sound tw detached, I'll add that my own

two children were suicidal as teenagers and young adults and one was headed

for the bridge.)

Still, I oppose spending public &ransportation monies on physical barriers
which are simply not cost effective on any measure. The only legitimate
concern of the GGB District with suicide is for the safety of those bridge
users and personnel who might get caught up in the dangerous behaviors 'of both
intentional suicides and risk takers who see the barrier as a challenge (think
net as a bungie cord).

Please don't spend any more of our scarce resources to give the "appearance"
of caring.

Sincerely, //

Ms. Tedi Dunn
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Bette w. wallace
944 Sir Francis Drake, #8

Kentfield, Marin County, CA 94904 =
Ph. (415) 258-9935 oy &
[+ ]
August 22, 2008 - &
To: Board of Directors &< =
Golden Gate Bridge District =8 :j o

Honorable Board Members and staff,

I attended the Open House at the Embassy Suites Hotel in July concerning
the Suicide Barrier proposal. A story appeared the following day on the
front page of San Francisco Chronicle (including head shots of me in
support.) Your efforts are commendable, since the public generally hates to
talk about, or listen to talk about suicide.

Since then, a number of people have told me that one or more of their family
have jumped, or committed suicide. A young woman who publicly opposed
the barrier at the Open House, later told me that her youngest son, and her
brother, had both committed suicide. She felt barriers are hopeless, the
money is wasted and suicides can't be stopped I assured her suicides can
be stopped and explalned why A woman in my beauty shop said her cousin
jumped off the bridge at age 22, a hopeless schizophrenic. A nurse in the
YMCA pool told me of her son's rescue of a girl who jumped, with his surf
board. People in restaurants, the grocery store, or Starbucks see the Golden
Gate Bridge pin that Kary Wwitt, Bridge Manager, gave me. They want to tell

me their story.

Suicide is the second highest cause of death today for young people between
ages of 10 and 24 years. I rode across the bridge on a recent Friday. Large
numbers of youngsters and adults on bicycles, tricycles and baby strollers,
were hanging over the railing to look down at the water. My heart jumped!
No one could have anticipated who might jump or fall over the railing.

Since then, I have decided the type of barriers I would like to see, in this
order: 1) The net sticking out on the outside of the railing, along both sides,
and 2) a screen with horizontal lines inside the railing to prevent access to
the net and maintain the view as much as possible.

Our beautlful brldge and its env:ronment is a treasure, but it is dangerous
because of the number of people and vehicles crossing it daily. Your
admlmstratlon does a great job of maintaining the safety and security of the
bridge. Itis crucial that the number of jumpers be reduced dramatically.
Beauty of the bridge cannot be allowed to supercede preventable death.



-2-

The Golden Gate Bridge has totaled 1300 plus suicides since 1937. Can we
let it be known internationally as "the bridge of suicide?" I walked across
the bridge during the opening week in 1937. I am now 88 years old. Seventy
years of procrastination is long enough! I will use all I have ever learned in
and out of public life to support the installation of safety barriers to help
you eliminate this hypnotic form of tragedy.

I have contacted the offices of State and Federal legislators, to gain their
support. The effort to form a Golden Gate National Park could be a help in
funding the costs of the barrier. There is support for that in West Marin.
(Speaker Nancy Pelosi's project). Marin papers: The Ark, the Marin IJ, and
the Pacific Sun support the barrier. I know that John Brooks, Casey's father,
has pursued every possible avenue of assistance.

I will be in touch with Carol Channing who graduated from Bennington
College in Vermont, where Casey Brooks expected to enroll this September. I
will be seeing Carol on September 25th at the Herbst Theater in San
Francisco, and I will ask for her support in publicizing and raising funds.

I realize that the Board members face serious challenges, but the public cost
of suicide continues and endangers public safety. The cost of suicide for
families and friends of victims endures for many years.

I will follow the progress of this matter with great interest as the Bridge
Board begins its discussion of the issues.

Most sincerely,
Bette White Wallace
(415)258-9935

P.S. There was no Golden Gate bridge in 1932 when my family came to
California from Nebraska.



SAN FRANCISCO :: July 23, 2008
3:30pm-7:30pm

San Francisco Ferry Building, Pier 1

Port Commission Hearing Room, 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA 94111

I am the founder of San Francisco Suicide Prevention service that
has been helping save thousands of lives for fifty years. But the
1930 design of the Golden Gate Bridge was lethal! It ignored the
need for a deterent to desperate, impulsive acts. Even as long ago
as 1961 when our service first opened, it was said by the callous
that suicidal behavior was not worth preventing because suicides
weren’t worth saving. This is now being said again. It seems that
for some, the cost is too much, or the bridge is too pretty, while the
cost in human life is irrelevant. But human life is all we have and
far more valuable than dollars and design. We should have
responded to this human need years ago. Impulsive acts of self
destruction can be reduced and we have no excuse to ignore them.
Today we know better than the original architects of the bridge.
We must show we care for people in despair. Construct a barrier
or a net so that the bridge can stand as proof not of greed or callous
irresponsibility but as proof of our humanity.

Aemged Duncan MayeS
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Bette W. Wallace
944 Sir Francis Drake #8
Kentfield, CA. 94904
(415) 258-9935

July 20, 2008

To: The Chairman and members of the Board of Directors
Golden Gate Bridge District
San Francisco, CA.

Honorable members of the Board,

Marin Supervisor Hal Brown, a member of the Bridge Board, has suggested that I
write to you in support of the necessity for a Suicide Barrier on the Golden Gate
Bridge. My long private and professional interest in the subject has been
reactivated by the fatal jump from the Bridge by Casey Brooks, a 17-year old
resident of Belvedere, and a student of Redwood High School in Larkspur, on
January 29th of this year. Her body has not yet been recovered.

Suicide is a subject that people don't want to hear or talk about. It is a threat to
one's own mortality. When a person is in great difficulty in public, people often
turn their heads, or walk the other way. They don't want to get "involved".
Others who are compassionate and could help, may. worry about legal liabilities.
By the time a person is perceived to be a "jumper", the rescue may come too late.

Suicide is often called a cry for help. It is a complex issue in which a person
experiences great emotional agony and depression. The person may with draw
from normal activities and hide his or her feelings unless a family member, a
teacher, or a friend becomes concerned and starts asking questions. It occurs on
every level of the social scale from the most privileged to the poorest. I could
describe numerous examples to you.

In the Mental Health field in Marin County "going to the Bridge" is a term often
heard. That is a terrible trade mark for the Golden Gate Bridge. Today, suicide is
the second highest cause of death among young people 10 to 24 years old.
Insurance companies do not pay for suicides. The emotional and financial costs to
families, and to the public, is very high for years no matter how you look at it!

I understand that this is a difficult time for the Bridge District, with Doyle Drive
repair so imminent,and there will be opposition. I intend to seek special help
from Senators Diane Feinstein and Barbara Boxer, whom I know, and Speaker
Nancy Pelosi, who is in process of turning the Golden Gate Bridge District area
Recreation Area to a National Park, which will draw even more attention to The
Bridge. Since a study of the suicide barrier has finally been made, a way must be
found to construct it. The time is NOW.

Sincerely,

Bette W. Waﬂacew‘ﬁ-
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I am enclosing pertinent copies of articles in local newspapers since that
time, including the heartbreaking letter of John R. Brooks, Casey's father,
in the San Francisco Chronicle of July 16, 2008. I am a former Conservator-
ship Investigator for the Marin County Public Guardian, a Veterans Officer,
Consumer Deputy, and a former member for 13 years of the Tamalpais
Board of Trustees, which includes Redwood High. I am also mother of five
adult children and 14 grand- and great-grandchildren.

My family came to San Francisco from Omaha Nebraska in August 1932.
There was no bridge at that time.

I walked across the Golden Gate Bridge at its opening on June 2, 1937.
Suicide from the Bridge was unthinkable.

After World War II, my husband Joseph and I came to Marin in 1947. I have
lived 23 years in Belvedere, 2 years in Ross, 20 years in Corte Madera, 2
years in Larkspur Landing and 22 years in Kentfield. We had five children,
all still living. Widowed in 1984, I now have 9 grandsons and 4 grand-
daughters. (3 are "great")

I hold an Adult Teaching Credential in Consumer Law, and a Master's
Degree in Community Development and Public Service from Lone Mountain
University (1979) Affiliated with U. of San Francisco. (Thesis: Mediation as
Alternative to Violence.)

Positions held:

County of Marin, Conservatorship Investigator, Veterans Officer, Consumer
Deputy, 1strecipient of Marin County Human Rights award.

(1971 - 1982)

Board of Trustees: Tamalpais Union High School District (3 four-year
terms, 1 year as Chairperson). Redwood High is included. (1966-1979)

San Quentn State Prison (Inmate Education Dept., teacher and supervisor of
inmates) (1965 to 2002) 16 years inside the Perimeter. Oldest retiree at
that date.

I am now a writer of books and letters of interest to various media.

(Brretiinttye
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Casey Joanna waoo_a

‘Redwood high school
enior Casey Joanna
Srooks of Tiburon, the
aughter of John and
rica Brooks, died sud-
enly January 29, 2008.
he was 17.

A public memorial ser-
ice will be held at 4 p.m.,
aturday, February 9, at
t. Stephen’s Church in
elvedere.

Casey was born in'Po-
nd and spent the first
{ months of her life in an orphanage. John and Erica
rooks adopted Casey and brought her to the Brooks’
onnecticut home. In 1995, the family moved to Marin
1d settled in Tiburon. i

Casey attended Reed Elementary School, Bel Aire
*hool, Del Mar School and Redwood High School. She
1d been accepted at Bennington College in Vermont.

Outside her studies, she loved being with her
iends, listening to music and reading. She was inter-

ted in political science, the environment and human
shts, and was interested in a career that would make
e world a better place.

“Casey was a seeker of knowledge, a teacher, a phi-

sopher, a soothing presence and, ultimately, a saint,”
id her father. “We are only now beginning to under-
ind and appreciate the magnitude of the impact she
d on our community, and we embark together on a
w journey to learn what she was placed on Earth to
ich us. Casey’s presence will be with us forever.”

Casey’s closest female friend was Roxanne Makoff.

e two met in kindergarten at Reed School. Roxanne

nembers running over to her mother’s car at the

d of the day and saying, “Mommy, write this down.

%m met my new best friend!” Casey attended Red-

and Roxanne went off to boarding school in New
mpshire, but the two remained tight. Casey loved
rning, but wasn't happy at Redwood, Roxanne said.

Asked about the qualities that made Casey her
friend, Roxanne said, “She was always brutally honest
and down to earth. She was funny and she was very
caring about my friendship with her. She was a really
good listener.”

Another friend, Julian 5@5 of Mill Valley, who
attends Tamiscal High School, said, “Casey was ex-
tremely compassionate and wise beyond her years.”

Besides her parents, Casey leaves her paternal
grandmother, Dorothy Brooks of Madison, Connect-
icut; her paternal great-grandmother, Helen Brooks,
also of Madison; and her maternal grandmother,
Toni Borkowski of Tawas, Michigan; her aunts and
uncles, Don and Kim Brooks of Abington, Pennys-
Ivania; Lester and Diane Borkowski of Tawas; and
Rich and Joyce Borkowski of Bronson, Z_ngmma.
and many cousins.

In lieu of flowers, donations in her memory may
be sent to Marin Suicide Prevention Center, P.O. Box
4369, San Rafael, CA 94913-4369; or to a charity of
one’s choice.

n-1. «—*
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Casey Brooks Remembered

BY DIANE SMITH .

There were both smiles and tears in Del Mar Middle
School’s new gymnasium last Saturday evening when Casey
Brooks, aRedwood High School senior who died on January
29, was remembered in song, poems and letters.

Organized entirely by her school friends, the celebra-
tion of life was attended by 200-plus people. Readings
were interspersed with the music by the Itchy Mountain
Men and other musicians who joined the local band.

Casey’s dad, John Brooks, read two poems written
by Casey that testified to her talents as a writer.

One friend commented, “It didn’t matter if you knew
her very well or not so well, you knew you were lucky
to have met her.”

John Brooks ended with, “Our biggest concern is
that when this evening is over, everyone will forget
about us. We want to be sure you know you will always
be welcome to our home.”

Pat Collins, whose son Kevin was one of two people
who have survived jumping off the Golden Gate Bridge,
spoke about ways to “end the horror of suicide.” Collins
now is an advocate of “The Bridge Rail Foundation”
that is pushing to build a higher railing on the bridge.
“Hope is the most powerful of all the emotions,” he
said. “But hope without action is hopeless.”

Kevin said afterward that as he fell, he realized he
had made a mistake. He now gives talks to war veter-
ans about depression in hope of saving lives,

Collins said of the Golden Gate, “The rails are too
low and the access too great.” He said the Golden Gate
Bridge, Highway and Transportation District board
has agreed to “study the problem.”

‘Tables set up in the gym held jars for donations to be
divided between The Bridge Rail Foundation and the

Family Service Agency of Marin Suicide Prevention

and Community Counseling. Donations may be made
online at www.bridgerail.org and at www.fsamarin.
org {click on “Donate Now” then pull down menu after"

L
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Teenagers’ Plea for Suicide Barrier
Puts Trivial Pursuits into Perspective

BY DEIRDRE MCCROHAN -

It was more than John Brooks could stand, appar-
ently.

After sitting in the Tiburon Town Council meeting
for more than an hour, listening to the excruciatingly
tedious details of a dispute over skylight shrouds for
a new multi-million dollar home on Ridge Road that
has been under construction for a decade, he got up
from his seat and paced in the town hall lobby, making
little sounds of exasperation. It’s hard to wait your turn

when the discussion going on seems so, well, unim-

portant in the larger scheme of things.

Finally, when the town council voted on an outcome
to the stone-veneer panel, shroud and skylight dis-
pute that became the subject of a lawsuit, the property
owner and the neighbors began to leave the council
chambers.

Brooks confronted the property owner (who had
sued the town over his rooftop accoutrements) and
said, “We had to sit through your presentation. You
owe it to us to sit through ours.”

And the property owner, perhaps responding to
Brooks’ emotional state, and like others in the room
not knowing what ‘was ahead, found himself drawn
back into the council chambers.

Brooks then went to the podium with Sarah Barr,
a Redwood High School senior whe lives in the Reed-
lands, to plead with the Tiburon Town Council to take

a position in support of a su1c1de barrler on the Golden
Gate Bridge.

Brooks is the father of Casey Brooks, a Redwood
High School teen who took her own life by jumping
from the bridge in January.

“We don’t have any more children,” Brooks told
councilmembers. “She grew up here, went to school
here. She was going to go to Bennington College. Now
she’s gone.”

Sarah lives up the street from Casey and had known
her since Casey was five.

“Only a few months ago, I was opposed to a sui-
cide barrier on the Golden Gate Bridge,” said Sarah.
“I thought it was beautiful and it should stay the way
it was. But something happened on January 29 that
changed my opinion very strongly.”

“When teens consider suicide, they see an escape,”
said Sarah. “They don't see death. Casey had four sec-
onds before she hit the water to realize that. The Eiffel
Tower is one of the seven wonders of the world. It has a
suicide barrier. Where is ours?”

Tiburon Mayor Jeff Slavitz commended Barr and
spoke words of comfort, but also told her the town coun-
cil wouldn’t be able to take any action on her proposal
because it wasn’t on the agenda. Neither he nor any of
the councilmembers made any commitments. They just
listened. And after Brooks and Sarah left the room with
their families, the council somberly adjourned. €
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LETTERS

It's Time to Take Action!

To the editor:

Re: May 28th story of a teenager s appeal to the
Tiburon Town Council for support of a suicide barrier
on the Golden Gate Bridge.

My heart goes out to John Brooks and Sarah Barr, a
high school friend of Casey Brooks, who “went to the
Bridge” and jumped. I feel impelled to respond.

The Golden Gate Bridge is 70 years old. So many
people of every age have jumped from the bridge. Sure-
ly it is time to take action!

People don’t want to talk about suicide, or gomg to
the Bridge.” It’s too scary! It draws attention to one’s
own mortality. There is also a stigma attached to emo-
tional and mental problems. We must get over it. Who'’s
to blame? People tend to be judgmental, to demand
punishment. That’s the last thing needed!

Suicide is a cry for help, a needed relief from severe
emotional pain. It is a belief that the pain will stop if
you jump, whether it is impromptu, or contemplated for
a period of time. People of every social standing and
mental ability are tempted. Some would argue, “The
devil made me do it!” Others remain silent in their ag-
ony. The suicide rate is very high among children from
10 to 24 years of age.

Alertness and wisdom are needed by family mem-
bers and friends. Sometimes a young friend knows
about their friend, but adults don’t believe them.

Signs to look for: If a person is unusually moody, re-

mains in their room listless, disinterested and anxious,
or if they become suddenly cheerful and start giving
away precious things to other people, it is a 31gn they
have made up their mind to go.

Regardless, a calm person, a friend, a family mem-
ber is needed to listen, to persuade the person to talk.
To my surprise, I learned to ask the person if they were
thinking about suicide. They will tell you.

LIS SO P S

sequences to themselves, and to others; to realize that
life is very precious and worth living. They need to be
assured that you will help them to find help. Listen for
the right idea, and act upon it.

Tell a family member, a teacher, a minister, a prac- .

titioner, a social worker, a trained therapist or psychia-
trist, and follow through. You can only be blamed for
remaining silent, or feeling that it’s not up to you.

If the person has no family or friends, the police may
be needed to prevent a disaster and get help. We are
our brother’s keeper. Emotional and mental problems
have a severe effect on everyone connected.

Don’t be afraid to also get help for yourself. Now is
the time to pray, to learn to listen more to our children
and family members, to talk to them no matter how
busy we are. We need to follow our own bestinstincts,
to let people know they are loved and cared for, and
then go do it!

—Bette W. Wallace
Former Conservatorship Investigator

Thanks for Support
of Classic Car Show
To the editor:

The directors of the Tiburon Classic Car Show,
Bruce Ross, Jim Hermann and Tom O’Neill, want to
thank our community for the fine support we received

in the running of our 7th annual classic car show.
With the help of our generous sponsors and adver-

tisers, plius the car show participants, we raised over

$10,000 that will be given to Rotaplast International to
help found teams of local doctors to carry on their good
work for children in Third World countries.

An event like this requires a lot of volunteer effort’

and we want to specially thank our planning com-
mittee for its guidance, the Town of Tiburon for their

help w1th the street closure and the overall ease of
S esat fha DAl 1co and Biva Nana-+
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““We see alot of things that are Re - .2 Online: BetteWa
going on in the war-which do con- 2008 Amenca

tribute,” said Col. Elspeth Ritch- Thursday, July 17,

ie, psychiatric. consultant to the
Army surgeon general.

“Mainly the longtime and mul-
tiple deployments, away from
home, exposure to really terrify-
ing and horrifying things, the
easy availability of loaded weap-
ons-and a force that’s very, very

busy right now. And so all of |
those together we think are part
of what ‘may contribute, espe-
cially if somebody’s having diffi-
.culties already,” Colonel Ritchie
“said at a Pentagon news confer-
ence. . L

Some common factors among
those who took their own lives
were trouble with relationships,
work problems, and legal and fi-
nancial difficulties, officials said.

The 115 confirmed suicides
among active-duty soldiers and
National Guard and Reserve
troops who had been activated
amounted to a rate of 18.8 per
100,000 troops the highest
since the Army began keeping
records in 1980. Two other deaths
were suspected suicides but are
still under investigation.

Ninety-three of the 115 suicides
were active-duty troops; 22 were
members of the Army National
Guard or Reserve who had been
mobilized. There were also 166 at-
tempted suicides among troops
in Irag and Afghanistan and 935
in the whole Army. As of Monday,
there had been 38 confirmed sui-
cides in 2008 and 12 more deaths
that were suspected of being sui-
cides but were still under investi-
gation, said Lt. Col. Thomas E.
Languirand, head of command
policies and programs.

Watch The Times.
NYTimes.com/Video.
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OLDEN GATE Bridge Dis-

trict directors face tremen-

dous pressure to install a
suicide deterrent on the span. This
. is one of those times when the bet-
* ter decision is to do nothing.

‘District directors
should say “no” to
spending an esti-
mated $40 million to
$50 million on a bar-
rier that will not and
cannot eliminate all
‘bridge suicides.

In no way do I min-
imize the personal
agony surrounding each of the 19
people who on average annually
jump to their death from the bridge,
yet one must ponder the statistic
that those deaths represent a tiny
fraction of the almost 32,600 Amer-
ican suicides each year.

Bridge district officials face a
practical dilemma. None of the five
proposed barriers or nets will com-
pletely eliminate suicides. Certain-
ly some of the 19 will be deterred,
but a few will succeed despite best
efforts, while others inevitably will
find another site to end their lives.

The current barrier plan produc-
es a mediocre result at great cost.
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Columnist Dick Spotswood of Mill
Valley shares his views on local poli-
tics every Sunday in the IJ. His e-mail
address is spotswood@comcast.net

A flawed suicide barrier isn’t the

wisest expenditure of public funds.
There are those who say that no
sum is too great to save even one
life. That’s nonsense.

Society could make airplanes far
safer by encapsulating every pas-
senger and virtually guarantee that
no ship would sink by mandating
double hulls.

We don’t go to that extreme since
the real-world costs of these theo-
retically beneficial lifesaving moves
can’t be ignored. An inevitable part
of human existence is making cost-
benefit analysis and then deciding

3t ﬁbrth the price.
, 1ise, - Americans are not
_universally appalled at the very act

" of suicide. Conisider the. conundrum

of those who demand that govern-

- ment take every conceivable action
and spend the last doliar to prevent
Golden Gate Bridge suicides yet
simultaneously advocate enactmeént

of a'California assisted SlllClde law. -

The other moral dilemma is that

" there aren’t unlimited funds to

do good. It’s proper to ask if the

. almost $50 million might be more

produetive elsewhere.
Bridge directors need to rex.
ber that every decision has unin-

tended consequences. If the bridge

board were to commit to paying
even a matching share of the cost
of a suicide barrier of dubious effec-
tiveness, in addition to further rais-
ing the toll, the move would cause
the agency to cut public transit.

More transbay auto travelers
imply more fatal auto accidents. Si-
multaneously, fewer people on buses
and ferries harms the environment
by-adding pollutants to the atmo-
sphere which kill people.

We can’t have it all. There are.
those well-meaning folks who face
every societal problem and instinc-

cf Say no’ to suicide barru

tlvely react by exclaiming “do some-
.” It’s particularly easy for

poh icians who can please a con-
stituency demanding action while
avoiding the hard responsibly of
coming up with the needed funds.

Occasmnally, we can’t and

shouldn’t act. This is one of those

- times.

Yés, the bridge district should
increase 1tn already excellew: yts
to déter :.-izides with iner:
bridge vatrols and camera-

** ¢ shouldn’t spend 2 $30

::on of unfunded tz+ .ver dol-
arstoerectas. ide
barrier aimed at . - :g the
unsteopehle
vb@
DDS & ENDS: The No.em-

ber race for two eeatb 01_1 the
ever-contentious M:.. : Healthcare
District Board is sha:-ing up. In
recent years the battis has beer be-
tween slates, one allied with b .rin
General’s current operator, Sutter
Health, and the other advocating
an independent public hospital.
With Sutter’s soon to depart the
scene, the old lines are blurred.
Incumbent Sharon Jackson of
Mill Valley will be running together
with retired San Rafael obstetri-

cian-gynecologis:
The big question
other incumbent,
surgeon Archim
will run and if an
will join him. Fili
day and closes on
Ramirez decides 1
event, filing close
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MEMO

Date: Thursday, June 26, 2006
To: The Ark, 1550 Tiburon Blvd. Tiburon, CA. 94920

Attention: Barbara Gnoss, Editor

From: Helen Bette Wallace Re: Suicide Letter
944 Sir Francis Drake, # 8 June 25th issue
Kentfield, 94904 of The Ark

(415) 258-9935
Dear Barbara:

Thanks so much for publishing my letter re the Suicide Barrier on the
Golden Gate Bridge supported by Mr. Brooks and Sarah Barr. You were
very generous to print such a long letter.

I realize I omitted to enclose specific public contacts which can be made
to get help in the front of the Marin County phone book;

Natonal Suicide Prevention Hotline
English 1-800-273-8255
Spanish 1-800-670-954

Marin County Public Guardian
20 N. San Pedro Road, Ste 2014
San Rafael, CA. 94903

Ph. 499-6168

Veterans Affairs
10 N. San Pedro Road, Ste. 1010
Ph. 499-6193

In serious emergency
Call 911 or local police station

Many churches can provide assistance and help.






July 22, 2008

TO: Denis Mulligan, Chief Engineer
FROM: Daniel Canada, President, representing

THE SAN FRANCISCO DUMB IDEA DISCUSSION SOCIETY

Attention: All Golden Gate Bridge Officials

Up until now, the dumbest idea ever presented by City officials was when a past mayor
wanted to eliminate cable cars as a way to save money. You have now managed to tie
that bad idea. Namely, a Suicide Prevention Barrier on the Golden Gate Bridge.

Suicide is an emotional problem which needs to be addressed by suicide prevention
experts. That is where money aught to be spent to prevent suicides. The GGB is perfect
the way it is and needs no ridiculous mechanical suicide prevention devices.

Sincerely, ; :

Daniel L. Canada
650 Chestnut St. #103
San Francisco, CA 94133
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A Suicide Barrier Must Be Built on the Golden Gate Bridge

by Mary Teetor Zablotny

Since the Golden Gate Bridge was opened, as many as two thousand people have leapt to
their deaths all along its mighty span. Three years and five months ago, on the terrible day of
February 1, 2005, one of them was my eighteen-year-old son, Jonathan Zablotny. Since then,
more than seventy people have followed him into the waters of San Francisco Bay. In the Bay
Area, there is a shattering indifference to this problem, due to a combination of concerns about
the bridge’s appearance and misconceptions about suicide.

Suicide barriers have been added to other famous and beautiful structures. The Eiffel
Tower, the Empire State Building, and the Vatican, to name but a few, all have suicide barriers.
The people in charge of those buildings decided that a minor change in appearance was a small
price to pay for the saving of many lives. But the price also seems steep to many in the Bay Area
in terms of the money that will have to be spent: $25,000,000. Yes. Quite a price tag. But let us
consider for a moment why the Bridge Board has requested and received $20,000,000 from the
federal Congestion Management and Air Quality fund: to build a median barrier for the bridge.
People have indeed died in head-on collisions on the bridge. Thirty-six people since 1971;
thirty-six people in thirty-seven years. But last year alone, thirty-five people jumped to their
deaths from the bridge. The average number of deaths per year on the bridge due to suicide is

twenty. That’s right: one death per year due to traffic accidents, twenty per year due to suicide.



Pure numbers and cold logic, in a just and compassionate world, should dictate where there is the
greater need to spend $25,000,000.

I want now to turn to the misconceptions about suicide. Many people think that if those
bent on suicide from the bridge find a barrier in their way, they will just seek out some other
means. Completely untrue, according to many studies. A long-term followup of people
prevented from jumping off the bridge showed that twenty-five years later, 94% of them were
either still alive, or had died of causes other than suicide. In Great Britain, the suicide rate
dropped 25% after toxic coal gas was replaced by a safer gas, making it impossible to commit an
easy, painless suicide by putting one’s head in the oven. Restricting access to lethal means
prevents suicides.

It is widely thought that suicide is a choice people make freely, and some even say that
suicidal people should be allowed to make that choice. But suicide is not a rational and freely
chosen act. In the case of my son and many other teens, it is done on a rash impulse. Or, far
more often, it is a response to overwhelming, unbearable physical or psychological pain. No one
in possession of a sound mind and a sound body kills himself or herself. Suicide is the way
mental illness kills people, in the cruelest way, by forcing them to turn their own hands against
themselves. It is the end result of a disease process. Just like any other death due to illness. It
follows, then, that society does have a moral obligation to do everything it can to prevent
suicides.

The lack of a suicide barrier on the Golden Gate Bridge is no longer merely a local issue.

The status of the bridge as the number one suicide magnet in the world is attracting national and



global attention. Eric Steel’s 2006 movie, “The Bridge,” has received wide recognition. The
ABC news show “20-20” aired a piece on the bridge in October of 2006. The Washington Post
ran a story on the bridge by Karl Vick on March 17,2008. The New York Times Magazine ran
an article on July 6, 2008, titled “The Urge to End It All,” by Scott Anderson. There are many
other newspaper and magazine articles about this disgrace to the Bay Area. People all over the
world are becoming aware that San Francisco is the only place where nothing has been done to
prevent such deaths.

It is long past time to put an end to the fatal attraction of the Golden Gate Bridge.

Mary Tedor Zallt
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Testimony Presented to the Golden Gate Bridge District: Construction of Suicide Barriers
The Rev. Dr. Douglas K. Huneke - July 22, 2008

My name is Douglas Huneke. I am in my 28" year as head of the pastoral staff at Westminster
Presbyterian Church in Tiburon. I am the department chaplain for and provide critical incident services to
the women and men of the Southern Marin Fire Protection District, the Sausalito Police Department, and
the Marin County Sheriff’s Office. Among the other ways I have served this community include as co-
founder of the Marin Interfaith Council, founding trustee and chairperson of the Marin Community
Foundation, United States Selective Service System, and the U. S. Holocaust Memorial Council.

I applaud and greatly appreciate the Bridge District Board and the bridge staff and California
Highway Patrol who use cameras, foot patrols, emergency phones, staff training, and surveillance by
officers in cars in an attempt to prevent suicides from the bridge.

Based on my related experiences over 38 years of ministry and chaplaincy, I speak to you in full
support of the installation of a suicide barrier that will reasonably deter or prevent people from taking
their lives off of the bridge. Some have argued, coldly and indefensibly, as did a Tiburon psychologist
who contended that bridge suicides are carefully planned and executed with strategic precision.! Or,
you’ve read the weekly political pundit in the Marin Independent Journal who speciously and
erroneously argued that barrier supporters “demand that government spend every last dollar to
prevent...bridge suicides.” You’ve heard all about aesthetics, iconic architecture, tourists, and the
nostalgia of those of us native-born San Franciscans who love the sight of the bridge.

It is too often and too easily asserted that a bridge suicide takes but one life and therefore the cost
of a barrier outweighs its benefits. In fact, the cost of a bridge suicide, as every suicide, must be weighed
according to a variety of economies. It deeply damages and often kills the spirit of spouses and families,
parents and siblings, classmates of youth who take their lives, school and community counselors, friends
and work associates, religious institutions and their leaders, witnesses to the fatal jump, first responders
including firefighters, paramedics, law enforcement, Coast Guard officers and crews, coroners, and the
conscience of the citizenry. Suicide from the bridge may be a solitary act, but its emotional, familial,
social, political, and economic consequences expand exponentially.

Not long ago, a youth suicide from the bridge, following two earlier suicides, tragically struck at
the core of our community. The high school was deeply traumatized, school counselors and teachers
were overwhelmed by the number of students not only in profound grief, but driven to despair. One
bridge suicide sent a number of students into long-term counseling, into psychiatric care, and at least two
into residential mental health placements out of the community, resulted in several additional suicide
attempts, and appears to be indirectly related to a subsequent more recent bridge suicide. Two years later,

school counselors continue to work with students still in significant conflict or despair and who cannot be



expected at this point in their development to comprehend the decision to commitment suicide or make
sense out of their own tumultuous feelings about that act or their fear of doing the same.

Families are forever changed by the devastation. One family of a prominent south bay
businessman who jumped, is in grave crisis with a marriage at risk, children left fatherless, a wife trying
to make sense of the unexpected and unpredictable, and three years later family members in continuing
counseling and business associates equally vulnerable. You will hear testimony from the families, from
ministers and rabbis devastated by the long-term burdens of working with surviving families and
presiding over memorials, from counselors and teachers, mental health professionals and first responders
strained to the limit by the carnage they must recover or, tragically, witness in autopsies. Finally, one of
the first, if not the first suicide from the bridge was a World War [ veteran in his late 40’s suffering from
what might today be known as post-traumatic stress disorder.3 There is an added mental health and moral
urgency to build the barrier: with more Viet Nam era veterans having taken their own lives than died in
battle, and so also with the Iraq and Afghanistan conflicts, we may reasonably expect and must prevent
more such PTSD battle related deaths from this bridge.

The escalation of these tragic costs associated with bridge suicides must run in the tens of
thousands of dollars per death and in the tens of hundreds of directly related professional hours. They
deflect the normal labors of school counselors, administrators, and teachers, and of employees and co-
workers, increase the cost to insurance companies for mental health interventions with surviving families,
peers, associates, and friends, and reflect an incalculable social and emotional cost to families and for the
support of emergency responders.

Once again, I honor you for the steps you have taken, for the difficult decision you must make,
and for the way these deaths and the testimony you hear may touch each of you. I urge you to give great
weight to the larger social costs, the often-unconsidered but great economic costs, and therefore vote to
support the installation of a suicide barrier that will reasonably deter or prevent deaths from the bridge.

The Rev. Dr. Douglas K. Huneke, 240 Tiburon Blvd., Tiburor, CA. 94920/ 415-383-5272

! Marin Independent Journal, 2/20/07, B6.
2 Marin Independent Journal, 7/13/08, B7.
3 Tad Friend, “Letters From California: Jumpers,” in The New Yorker, 10/13/03.



Yes to a Suicide Barrier on the Golden Gate Bridge 7-21-2008

| definitely want to see a suicide deterrent barrier installed, and the
horizontal lines above the handrail is the most visually in keeping
with the bridge and the least distracting. While the net below is
functional, and, if kept in view by rescue workers, could provide a
solution, preventing a jump in the first place is far preferable. At
any rate, a human being is a "biological resource” that certainly
should trump any aesthetic consideration. It neither honors Charles
Evans (the actual designer of the Golden Gate Bridge) nor speaks
well about the local residents and commuters who use the bridge
and admire it as an icon to allow death to be synonymous with the
span, or to be cavalier about those suffering, isolated people who
are drawn to end-it-all there and who need help, not a lift over the
edge and a cold, heartless and cynical goodbye wave of the hand.

You suicide barrier nay-sayers should be reminded that historically,
people only jump from the side facing the city (the east side), so no
barrier is needed on the west side at all. As someone who has
experienced depression and had thoughts, decades ago, of jumping
from the bridge myself, | could tell you why I think that side is such
a draw: the truth is that the San Francisco skyline looks so beautiful
and archetypal when seen from that bridge in the eyes of someone
who feels rejected and left out and like a failure. Through those
eyes, it looks at once desirable and impossible to reach.

Eight out of ten persons contemplating suicide are in a depressive
episode, it has been shown. While some people are more prone
than others to depression, a brain chemistry imbalance triggered by
stress, no one is totally immune from it. Sufferers from depression
need help, not a mean-spirited farewell. Many among those who
have survived the jump say they wouldn't do it again. It’s too easy
an exit, on the east side of the Golden Gate bridge. Please block it!

Since emotionally distressed people are among those who converge
there, a booth with mental health counselors would also be a very
good thing. A barrier is the urgently needed first step.We need a
suicide barrier on the Golden Gate Bridge.

Do we or do we not care about human life and emotional healing in
the San Francisco Bay Area? Our ultimate response here will speak
volumes to the rest of the world about that.

Sincerely,

Sharon Skolnick-Bagnoli

138 Mission Ave., San Rafael, CA 94901
srsb@visigraf.com 415-455-8221



County of Marin

Suicide Statistics for Marin County

2007
Gender Number % Method Number %
Female 17 24% Jumping 35 49%
Male 54 76% Gun Shot 9 13%
Total 71 100% Overdose 7 10%
Hanglng 11 15%
Race Number % Cutting 1 1%
White 58 79 % Asphyxia 7 10%
Black 3 4% Carbon Monoxide 0
Asian 7 10% Other Causes 1 1%
Hispanic 4 5% Total 71 100%
Native American 1 1% Marin Residents 40 56%
73 (greater Non Residents 28 39%
than total
reported - may
include
duplicated
individuals)
Marital Status | Number % San Quentin 1 1%
~ Single 33 46% Unk 2 3%
Married 17 24% Prior Attempts | Number %
Divorced 18 25% Yes 12
Widowed 1 1% Unknown 59
Unk 2 3%
Age Number CMHS Number %
Involvement
5-14 0 0 Open Episode (scen 4 6%
at least once within
last year)
15-24 ) 7% Former (not seen 4 6%
within last year)
25-34 7 10% Seen at CMHS 1 time 3 NA
only- May include
Open & Former
individuals
35-44 16 23%
45-54 19 27% Location
55-64 13 18% Home 24 34%
65-74 4 6% In Auto 1 1%
75-84 5 7% Golden Gate Bridge 35 49%
85+ 1 1% Other Location 10 14%
unk 1 1% San Quentin 1 1%
Total 71 100% Total 71
Reported 17 24%
Physical Health
Problems

Note: The reported rate for Marin residents committing suicide in Marin is lower than the rates indicated for
Marin residents in California in State Statistics. This report only indicates incidences of suicide occurring in
Marin County and does not capture those residents who may have committed suicide out of the county.
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Marin Mental Health Board

Resolution Regarding Construction of a
Suicide Barrier on the San Francisco
Golden Gate Bridge

WHEREAS, suicide is the ninth leading cause of death in the United States Claiming over
31,000 lives each year; and,

WHEREAS, Research indicates that most people who commit suicide have an untreated but
treatable mental iliness, clinical depression or heavy alcohol use, or both; and,

WHEREAS, In Marin County suicide is a leading cause of death claiming over 500 lives
since 1997; and,

WHEREAS, The Golden Gate Bridge has been the site of more than 1300 known suicides in
the 70 years since its construction, more than any other site in the entire world; and,

WHEREAS, There were more suicides from the Golden Gate Bridge in 1997 than there were
traffic fatalities on the bridge during the last quarter century; and,

WHEREAS, Available research indicates that over 90 percent of the individuals prevented
from committing suicide on the Golden Gate Bridge do not make another suicide attempt;
and,

WHEREAS, It is now possible to design and construct an aesthetically acceptable barrier
that will prevent suicides from occurring on the Golden Gate Bridge without detracting from
the view or grandeur of this magnificent architectural wonder; and,

WHEREAS, Other architecturally significant structures such as the Empire State Building
and the Eiffel Tower have eliminated suicides by constructing a suicide barrier; and,

WHEREAS, Marin County has a long established commitment to establish and enforce
public policies that protect the health, well-being and safety of its residents, therefore, be it

RESOLVED, That the Marin Mental Health Board does hereby declare that the absence of a
suicide barrier on the Golden Gate Bridge is a hazard to the public's health and safety; and,
be it

FURTHER RESOLVED That the Marin Mental Health Board does hereby support a suicide
barrier on the Golden Gate Bridge; and, be it,

FURTHER RESOLVED That the Marin Mental Health Board pledges to work with the San
Francisco Mental Health Board to work toward reducing incidences of suicide in our
communities; and, be it,

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Marin Mental Health Board does hereby support and
encourage the Golden Gate Bridge Board of Directors to complete a design and consultation
contract on the suicide barrier; and, be it,

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Marin Mental Health Board does hereby urge the Golden
Gate Bridge Board of Directors to proceed with haste to eliminate this public hazard.

PASSED AND ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the Mental Health Board of the County of
Marin held on this 25th day of February 2008.

CHAIR, MARIN MENTAL HEALTH BOARD



file://IM|/Projects/Consulting%20Services/2133%20Gol den%20Gate%?2...ail ed%20comments/AGAINST/AGAINST-Agai nst%20Sui cide%20Barrier.htm

From: Randall Van Nostrand [rvn@SNPNET.com]

Sent: Monday, July 21, 2008 9:27 PM

To: Suicidebarrier

Subject: Against Suicide Barrier

Please do not put up a suicide barrier. It will ruin a truly magnificent experience for the millions of people
who cross the bridge each year. Additionally the No Action alternative has not been fully vetted. To make
such a huge change to a true American monument without this, is irresponsible.

Randall Van Nostrand

SNP Communications
san francisco | seattle | austin | new york

415.343.3954 office
415.218.0647 cell
415.343.3939 main
TalkBack: www.snpnet.com

file:///M|/Projects/Consulting%20Services/2133%20Gol den...omments AGAINST/AGAINST-Agai nst%20Sui cide%20Barrier.htm [9/3/2008 2:23:49 PM]
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From: Mark Vreeland [m95030@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2008 11.07 AM

To: Suicidebarrier

Subject: barrier??? What for???

Dear Friends,

A suicide barrier isatotal waste of money. Asnormal, people haven't checked out the statistics of
committing suicide as compared to those who jump from the GG bridge.

The stats are that there is 19 jumpers/year average. 90% of these people jump from the city view or east
side. Obviously areason for not even thinking about a barrier on the west side of the bridge. During
difficult times in the economy, the rate rises. Perhaps we should focus out attentions on how to make our
economy better instead of wasting our time/money on this foolishness.

Has anyone checked out the article from SF gate.com Thursday, January 18, 2007? OR According to
the WHO Sept. 8, 2006 pressrelease, "yearly, more than 1 million people commit suicide, and that
between 20 to 50 million attempts were made."

Thismeans that in terms of suicides, the GG bridge doesn't have a minuscule proportion of the suicide
trade. That even thinking of placing a barrier on this bridge is unthinkable.

As aperson who is on medication for depression myself, | can state that if one was wishing to commit
suicide, there are many other ways this can be done without such emotional turmoil and perhaps along
distance drive.

My suggestion isto place adiving board on the east side near the center. Charge anominal toll for
entrance into the area and let them have at it if they wish to do so. | personally like the spring board idea
compared to my nurse friend that likes the solid platform. Since I'll never useit, | really don't care.

| am in total agreement about never publicizing the people's names that jump. Great idea.

Did anyone check to look at the suicide stats after this "rule" was adopted? Did the jumpers reduce their
numbers in the next 3 years? Not significantly if you account for the economy.

There is no doubt that people kill themselves al the time in some rather innocuous ways such as causing
auto accidents. Arethere stats on these suicides? No. There are probably more people that kill
themselves (and others) this way in a month than in 1 year from jumping from the bridge .

Jumping off the bridge kills only the jumper and not others. Another reason for promoting the diving
board idea. Tourism will also increase.

Another great ideais not to have anyone including he coast guard search after these bodies since these
things make the "jump" more attractive to some.

Overdosing on prescriptions, guns, illegal drug overdoses, "extreme sports’, and even not making yearly
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appointments to get ayearly exam can al be forms of committing suicide.
Wake up people and learn that your efforts to build a barrier are misguided and unnecessary.

Mark
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bridge suicide barrier

From: gtucker@mailstation.com
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2008 3:50 PM
To: Suicidebarrier

Subject: bridge suicide barrier

I am against erecting barrier. It is not in social or economic interests of the community. Expected
results do not justify investment or concern. It would also be a serious detractor from bridge views.
Gordon J. Tucker (resident), San Francisco, Ca.
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From: Andrew Wernick [andrewwernick@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, August 25, 2008 3:47 PM

To: Suicidebarrier

Subject: Comment on the draft EIR/EA

August 25,2008

Physical Suicide Deterrent System Project
Golden Gate Bridge

Highway & Transportation District

P.O. Box 9000, San Francisco, CA 94129
FAX: 415-563-0809

Below you will find my comment on the draft EIR/EA:

I am not convinced that the construction of a physical barrier on the Golden Gate Bridge will significantly address the
issue of suicide prevention. It may prevent individuals from jumping off the bridge but it will not prevent the act of
suicide.

Funds for aphysical barrier would be more wisely spent for the creation of a Golden Gate Suicide Prevention Clinic in the
Presidio adjacent to the bridge. It is the compassion and understanding of people that can better address the issue of
prevention. A barrier would simply deter the means.

The Golden Gate Bridge has stood as a suicide icon in this country and around the globe for years. The first individual
jumped after three months of its completion. The Bridge is not however, the prime location or means of committing the
act of suicide. The use of afirearm in one's homeisfar more prevaent. If a physical barrier on the bridge were to be
erected, it would not surprise meif after three months; a suicide prone individual would walk to the north tower with a
pistol and put the gun to his head in frustration of not being able to jump. What then of the millions to erect a physical
suicide barrier? | don't see the wisdom in the expenditure.

There is no doubt that losing aloved one though suicide is devastating to friends and family. It touched my life severa
times in college and though graduate school. In none of the cases would a barrier on the bridge saved alifeso | can't
blame the Golden Gate. The saddest of all, isthat we never got the chance to say good-bye.

Sincerely,

Andrew Wernick

Andrew Wernick

10 Liberty Ship Way Suite 237
Sausalito, CA 94954-3312
telephone 415-332-5520
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From: Carol Bolter [cth240@sbcglobal .net]

Sent: Tuesday, July 08, 2008 10:33 AM

To: Suicidebarrier

Subject: Crazy!

Arewe out of our minds? With the economy the way it is| think there are many much more important
things to be spending 50 million dollars on, like food, shelter & health insurance for people. | vote NO.

Carol Bolter
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From: william foti [mailto:w.foti@hotmail.com]

Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2008 6:56 PM

To: Mary Currie

Subject: RE: Golden Gate Bridge Suicide Barrier Study Schedule on October 16, 2007

So you all are still going ahead with the suicide barrier. No matter the majority of the population are
against it. No matter that it will not totally prevent suicides. No matter what the cost, hell it's not your
money it's ours, you are still going along. You people amaze me how you ever get these positions and
then what you do when you do get them. | still have not received a reply to my question "is it possible
that once the barrier is installed that a person might jump into the traffic????" Are you afraid to answer
that??? I'll make you a deal, let it go to the voters and the majority wins. William Foti a taxpayer, a native
of California and very much against what you all are trying to do.

Subject: Golden Gate Bridge Suicide Barrier Study Schedule on October 16, 2007
Date: Tue, 16 Oct 2007 12:03:52 -0700

From: MCurrie@goldengate.org

To: Bridgesuicidedeterrent@lists.mcn.org

Status Update on the Golden Gate Bridge Suicide Barrier
Study

The following provides an update on the Golden Gate Bridge Suicide Deterrent System
Study (Study).

Phase 1 of the Study concluded on May 24, 2007, when the wind tunnel testing findings were
presented to the Golden Gate Bridge, Highway and Transportation District (District) Board of Directors
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(Board). Phase 1 focused on performing wind tunnel testing of generic potential suicide deterrent
concepts as the Bridge is a long span suspension bridge that responds dynamically, and potentially
dramatically, to wind. The wind tunnel testing was undertaken to determine which generic concepts do
not create wind stability problems for the Bridge and focused on three generic concepts: (1) adding to the
existing railing; (2) replacing the existing railing; and (3) utilizing nets that cantilever out horizontally.
Concepts with various heights, component dimensions and wind appendages have been tested to
determine which combinations of variables are acceptable for the Bridge, from a wind stability standpoint.
The full report and associated sketches of potential suicide barriers concepts passing the wind test are
posted on www.ggbsuicidebarrier.org.

Phase 2 of the Study encompasses evaluating the Phase 1 generic concepts that passed the wind

tunnel tests in accordance with required federal and state environmental laws and reviews. A draft
environmental document will be prepared that will consider and evaluate a “no-build” alternative as well
as several “build” alternatives. “Build alternatives” will be developed utilizing the results from the wind
tunnel testing.

The draft environmental document provides information about the required federal and
state environmental studies undertaken and evaluates each alternative against the
established Study Criteria (as posted on the Study website). It also includes a
description of the environmental setting, evaluation of potential environmental impacts
and mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate potential impacts of the alternatives. The
document provides information developed for each alternative including architectural
renderings, visual impact analysis, historic preservation considerations and cost. As the
Bridge is eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places it is afforded
protection under both state and federal historic preservation laws.

In accordance with these laws, the District, in addition to developing and releasing for
public comment a draft environmental document will be consulting with appropriate state
and federal agencies throughout the process.

Study Schedule Update: The original Study schedule was ambitious. With Phase 2 starting in June

2007, the original schedule called for the release of the draft environmental document just four months
later. The District will not be able to keep to this timeline and wanted to bring you up to date as to why.

The original aggressive schedule did not anticipate a change in the environmental
review process. On July 1, 2007, there was a change in the way that the federal
government, through the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), participates in the
review of environmental documents prepared in California that require federal review, as
our environmental document does. This review responsibility was delegated to the
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) from the FHWA.

The District is working closely with Caltrans, FHWA along with Historic Preservation
agencies as this new review process has evolved. The Study environmental document
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schedule is delayed due, in part, to the “growing pains” of this transition which are to be
expected in a transition of this magnitude. We can not side-step this process and will
continue to work as hard as we possibly can to move this project through the
environmental process successfully.

We appreciate the support of our partner agencies, FHWA and Caltrans, in moving this
project forward.

The draft environmental document is now scheduled to be released for public comment
in mid-2008, with a final document anticipated in late 2008.

We appreciate your understanding during this transition.

Study Website: Visit the Suicide Barrier Study website at www.ggbsuicidebarrier.org to learn more as
the Study advances. Please direct all interested parties to the Study website.

Mary Currie, Public Affairs Director
Golden Gate Bridge, Highway and Transportation District
PO Box 9000, Presidio Station, San Francisco, CA 94129

Use video conversation to talk face-to-face with Windows Live Messenger. Get started.
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From: stephen turpie [mailto:turpiel@comcast.net]
Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2008 10:37 AM

To: Jan Tarantino

Subject: Suicide Barrier

Sirs,

Has everyone gone insane?

|s there even one member of your group that has the sense to vote against spending a dime on the
foolish idea of asuicide barrier?

| am appalled and dismayed that you even spent two million of tax payer and toll payer monies
to do the ridiculous study and now you are seriously thinking of spending 12 to 50 Million?! to
build something that is already announced as unable to prevent all suicides!!!!

Where has common sense gone?

What is the cost efficiency of this? How much will each proposed "saved" soul cost the rest of
us?

What is the additional cost to maintain this stupid idea? Y ou can't even afford to maintain the
bridge now and you're willing to throw away 50Mill for thisineffective, useless and totally
unneeded addition.

Can you actually look in the mirror and convince yourselves that thisis agood idea or are you all
afraid of standing up to the hysteria of a minority.

Please tell methereis at least one sane person among you.

Steve Turpie
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From: Karen Engbretson [K Engbretson@goldengate.org]
Sent: Monday, August 04, 2008 10:27 AM

To: GGBSDS; Mary Currie

Cc: Molly Graham; Jeffrey Y Lee; District Secretary
Subject: FW: suicide barrier

THIS COMMUNICATION MAY BE PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL; CHECK NOTICE AT END.

Karen B. Engbretson

Assistant Clerk of the Board

Office of the District Secretary

Golden Gate Bridge, Highway & Transportation District
kengbretson@goldengate.org

415-923-2225

X IF THIS BLANK IS MARKED WITH AN "X," THE FOLLOWING NOTICE APPLIES: THIS COMMUNICATION, INCLUDING ANY
ATTACHMENTS, IS CONFIDENTIAL AND IS PROTECTED BY PRIVILEGE. IF YOU ARE NOT THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, ANY USE,
DISSEMINATION, DISTRIBUTION OR COPYING OF THIS COMMUNICATION IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED. IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED
THIS COMMUNICATION IN ERROR, PLEASE IMMEDIATELY NOTIFY THE SENDER BY TELEPHONE OR E-MAIL, AND PERMANENTLY
DELETE ALL COPIES, ELECTRONIC OR OTHER, YOU MAY HAVE. THE FOREGOING APPLIES EVEN IF THIS NOTICE IS EMBEDDED
IN A MESSAGE THAT IS FORWARDED OR ATTACHED.

From: John Boessenecker [mailto:jboess@comcast.net]
Sent: Tuesday, July 22, 2008 10:37 PM

To: Jan Tarantino

Subject: suicide barrier

To the Board off Directors:

Are you people crazy? What kind of PC garbage are you trying to sell? You continue to raise the bridge
tolls and now you want to spend even more money on feel good repairs? The bridge was built on

the understanding that once it was paid for there would be no toll at all. Here we are 72 years later and
you not only are raising the toll again, you want to waste even more money.

I've got a better idea. Let's spend $50 million to ban rope, $50 million to band gas stoves, and $50 million
to ban guns. After all, as everyone knows, people don't kill people, guns and bridges do.

John Boessenecker
San Francisco
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From: Karen Engbretson [K Engbretson@goldengate.org] on behalf of Jan Tarantino
[JTarantino@gol dengate.org]

Sent: Friday, August 08, 2008 11:.01 AM

To: GGBSDS; Mary Currie

Cc: Molly Graham; Jeffrey Y Lee; District Secretary; Denis Mulligan

Subject: FW: suicide barrier-golden gate bridge

THIS COMMUNICATION MAY BE PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL; CHECK NOTICE AT END.

Karen B. Engbretson

Assistant Clerk of the Board

Office of the District Secretary

Golden Gate Bridge, Highway & Transportation District
kengbretson@goldengate.org

415-923-2225

X IF THIS BLANK IS MARKED WITH AN "X," THE FOLLOWING NOTICE APPLIES: THIS COMMUNICATION, INCLUDING ANY
ATTACHMENTS, IS CONFIDENTIAL AND IS PROTECTED BY PRIVILEGE. IF YOU ARE NOT THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, ANY USE,
DISSEMINATION, DISTRIBUTION OR COPYING OF THIS COMMUNICATION IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED. IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED
THIS COMMUNICATION IN ERROR, PLEASE IMMEDIATELY NOTIFY THE SENDER BY TELEPHONE OR E-MAIL, AND PERMANENTLY
DELETE ALL COPIES, ELECTRONIC OR OTHER, YOU MAY HAVE. THE FOREGOING APPLIES EVEN IF THIS NOTICE IS EMBEDDED
IN A MESSAGE THAT IS FORWARDED OR ATTACHED.

From: nancy greenfield [mailto:nanlougreenf@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, July 21, 2008 11:49 AM

To: Jan Tarantino

Subject: suicide barrier-golden gate bridge

22 Skylark Dr. #122
Larkspur, Ca. 94939
July 21, 2008

Golden Gate Bridge District

Board of Directors

Dear Board Member,

| do not support the suicide barrier because of the immense cost. 25 or fifty million dollarsis too

much to spend. Just as every household hasto look at the costs of individual projects, so does the
GGBDist. Which project will impact the most people? Will it be Doyle Drive improvements or
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the moving median on the bridge or a decrease in the tolls for commuters?

Having afamily member who commits suicide istragic, tragic, tragic!!! | can empathize with
them.

My vote, if | have one, isto not direct money to be spent on the suicide barrier.

If | had another vote, it would be to not increase the toll for commuters for whom the impact is
immense.

All best wishes....Sincerely, Nancy L. Greenfield
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From: Dana Melnichek [mailto:Dana.Melnichek@ci.san-rafael.ca.us]
Sent: Monday, August 11, 2008 10:04 AM

To: Denis Mulligan

Subject: FW: Suicide barriers GGB

Hi Denis, Mayor Boro asked me to forward this e-mail to you. Thank you! --Dana
From: Ed Duggan [mailto:edduggan@comcast.net]

Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2008 12:40 PM

To: Sanrafael Mayor

Cc: Ed Duggan
Subject: Suicide barriers GGB

Mr. Mayor
The way to stop suicides is to close pedestrian access to the bridge.

Since that is unlikely pedestrian access should be subject to a $5:00 toll to be earmarked for installation
and maintenance of suicide prevention measures.

This idea should liven up the debate.You can quote me as | love hot water.
Thank you all you have done for our City and Marin County.
CIAO

Ed Duggan
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From: gtopor@sbcglobal.net [mailto:sandgtopor@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2008 12:45 PM

To: Jan Tarantino

Subject: Suicide Deterrent

Hi,

Having looked at the recent proposals for a Suicide Deterrent System as proposed for the Golden
Gate Bridge, and having just read an article in the New Y ork Times Magazine of 6 July 2008 by
Scott Anderson in which he refers to the work of Richard Seiden, please alllow me to ask this
guestion.

If Mr. Seiden’s data, and that of others talks about "time", cutting off or slowing down the means
to act, and has been shown to work at the Taft and Ellington Bridges in Washington D.C. why
hasn't any sort of barrier (of the same style proposed) at say five (5) to six (6) feet high been
suggested?

Yes, | knew people who took their own life, but | am definitely not an expert in thisfield, nor am
| opposed to increasing the deterrent, (I do accept that you can not stop people from taking their
own life), but does it really have to cost $50 million dollars?

Thanks,

ot

George Topor
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42 Spindrift Passage
Corte Madera, CA 94925
415 945 0650

415 302 9148 cell

gtopor @sbcglobal .net
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From: Wayne T. [mailto:digsthelake@mchsi.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 22, 2008 7:28 PM

To: bridgecomments

Subject: Suicide rail

Seemingly, the question that just a very few are forcing the Directors to consider, is one of
priorities. Surly, it would be great to prevent suicides. They are devastating to the family and
friends who are left behind. However, the person who commits suicide has made a choice. The
choice to end his/her life despite what effects it may have on those left behind to pick up the
pieces.

Another priority that the Directors have been agonizing over is that of a moveable median

barrier. If | recall, the hue and cry for amedian barrier was alot louder and alot more people
involved than asuicide barrier. A moveable barrier, properly designed, will prevent 100 % of the
deaths and horrible injuries sustained by those involved in a cross over accident. AND, unlike a
suicide, those involved in that accident didn't make a choice: they were just in the wrong place at
the wrong time,

And while the movable median barrier will prevent 100 % of the deaths, can we say the same
thing for the suicide barrier? 1f aperson hell bent on suicide can't climb over the barrier, perhaps
it will become just as acceptable to throw themselves over the traffic barrier in front of atruck.
This might even result in the truck swerving into on-coming traffic and yet another person(s) gets
killed.
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It is apparent that a median barrier will save lives every time, while asuicide barrier isjust a stop
gap solution for someone who isreally determined. Lets spend the limited resourcesin the best
way possible. If the public would take the time to think about this and make their feelings
known, | would bet they would vote for a median barrier every time.

Wayne Diggs

Bus Transit Manager (ret.)
3310 Lakeshore Blvd.

L akeport, Ca. 95453
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From: Elaine Mannon [elaine@mannon.com]

Sent: Monday, August 18, 2008 10:43 AM

To: Suicidebarrier

Subject: GG Bridge

Please reconsider - A barrier that will destroy the beauty of this San Francisco monument will not stop
people from taking their lives. The bridge does not cause people to commit suicide.

Elaine Mannon
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Golden Gate Bridge anti-suicide barrier

From: gtucker@mailstation.com

Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2008 3:54 PM

To: Suicidebarrier

Subject: Golden Gate Bridge anti-suicide barrier

I vote for NO barrier at all. Any suicide is regrettable but barrier is not answer to matter from a cost-
effective or bridge appearance consideration. Gordon J. Tucker
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From: Edward Delsuc [|oeddel @sbcglobal .net]

Sent: Friday, July 11, 2008 1:03 PM

To: Suicidebarrier; letters@pressdemocrat.com

Subject: Golden Gate Bridge

People bent on suicide will find many ways to do away with themselves - pills, hanging, drowning,
cutting arteries, jumping from any other bridge or building. Wouldn't it be much better to spend the
money on mental health care for many people instead of worrying about the few that jump off bridges?
Lois Delsuc, Healdsburg
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From: Randall Trefzger [randalltrefzger @sbcglobal .net]
Sent: Tuesday, August 12, 2008 1:24 PM
To: Suicidebarrier
Subject: ...i STRONGLY oppose the placing of any "Suicide Barrier(s)" on the Golden Gate Bridge
This is truly an “only in San Francisco” moment. Do you really think that the number of overall suicides
(in general)
will decline due to such a barrier? Unbelievable.

Sincerely,
Randall Trefzger

650 Chestnut St., #105
San Francisco, CA 94133
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jumpers

From: Erik Linker [camo@piratedx4.com]
Sent: Monday, July 21, 2008 3:30 PM

To: Suicidebarrier

Subject: jumpers

Dear girs.

Please do not ater the bridge with any anti jumping fences or nets.

Erik "Camo" Linker

Vice President Sales & Marketing
Piratedx4.com

530-333-4847
camo@piratedx4.com
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From: RonFiretag@aol.com
Sent: Tuesday, August 19, 2008 7:47 PM
To: Suicidebarrier
Subject: My Comment About the Barrier

| oppose the construction of a suicide barrier because it would waste money and achieve nothing.
Anyone who was prevented from jumping off the Golden Gate Bridge would find another, more
destructive, way of killing himself or herself. Someone who jumps off atall building would be much
more likely to kill someone who iswalking in the street than someone who jumps off the bridge into the
water.

Ron Feiertag

kkkkkkkkkkkkkk

It's only a deal if it's where you want to go. Find your travel deal here.
(http://information.travel.aol.com/deals?ncid=aoltrv00050000000047)
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From: Jill Johnson [jillfjohnson@comcast.net]

Sent: Sunday, July 13, 2008 8:14 AM

To: Suicidebarrier

Subject: My opinion

Creating a suicide barrier on one of the most beautiful landmarks in the world isridiculous. Thisisanill-
conceived idea and an unnecessary waste of money. |t is not going to prevent someone who wants to end
their life from succeeding. If they don’t do it on the Golden Gate Bridge they will do it elsewhere. Are
we now going to put suicide barriers on every tal building, on every bridge, every freeway overpass?
Why one would even consider such an incredible expense in this economy is astonishing to me. Who
thinks this stuff up?

Leave the Golden Gate Bridge as it is— spectacular and breathtakingly beautiful. Spend this “extra
money” cleaning up al the trash in the city, or feeding/sheltering the homeless.

Jill Johnson
Sunnyvale, CA
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From: Joe Cline [jwdc56@msn.com]

Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2008 10:39 AM

To: Suicidebarrier

Subject: No Bridge Barrier

Those responsible for taking a direction on this matter need to use sound judgment. It makes no sense to spend
$40-50MM for a suicide barrier, regardless of what the activists say. If they were told it would cost $100 million
or even $150 million they would still say it was worth it. We're compassionate people but if something doesn't
make sense, it doesn't make sense no matter what an activist says.
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From: Carsten Kristensen [ carsten@copenhagenfurniture.com]

Sent: Tuesday, July 08, 2008 4:44 PM

To: Suicidebarrier

Subject: one dollar toll increase

| am opposed to any toll increase. | am aworking stiff and this will amount to about $300 annually,
money | don’t have in this economy. |If you want a barrier, suggest you impose a $10 fee for pedestrians
for whom crossing the bridge is elective and optional.

Carsten Kristensen
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From: SHEILAHERSHON @comcast.net

Sent: Monday, August 25, 2008 2:16 PM

To: Suicidebarrier

Subject: opinion

Please - after much painful consideration on my part - do not change the design in any way except
to keep it safe for its daily users, the cars, the walkers, al who use and enjoy its utilitarian beauty.

| understand the pain of the ones who have lost their loved ones. | hope the day will come for them to
understand the bridge was not the cause. They may never know the cause but it was deeper than the fact
that the GGB "was there."

| oppose any barrier. Please keep the design of the bridge asit standstoday. Thank you.

Sheila Hershon
Marin Resident for 48 years
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From: Davis, Darren (EFS) [Darren.Davis@morganstanley.com]

Sent: Tuesday, July 08, 2008 9:24 AM

To: Suicidebarrier

Cc: MarciaDavis

Subject: Proposed Golden Gate Bridge Barrier - Strongly Oppose

| strongly oppose the building of a barrier on one of the most globally recognized treasures of
our country, The Golden Gate Bridge.

While my heart goes out to the families of those who have taken their lives by jumping off the
GGB, we must stop becoming a "Nanny State".

These families are looking to place the responsibility of an individual who has attempted to
commit/committed suicide on someone else other than the individual and the family
themselves.

We as people must stop acting as "babysitters" for individuals who are acting irrationally, and
reaching out for help. Families always say "they just didn't know" or "had no idea". While this
IS tragic, it does not transfer the responsibility to the state.

If these troubled individuals have decided to kill themselves, a barrier will only stop them from
“jumping”. They may decide instead to jump off a building, shoot themselves or park their SUV
on a commuter train track.

For some people who have the desire to commit such a desperate, final act in ones life is a
spontaneous decision.

However, getting to the GGB is not a "spontaneous" task. One must drive and/or walk out to
jump. Therefore, they have thought about jumping.

| feel the money that would be spent on the barrier would be better spent by funding suicide
prevention programs, better medical treatment and education for those that seek help.

Regards,
Darren Davis

Marin Resident
Dialy Golden Gate Transit Rider

This is not an offer (or solicitation of an offer) to buy/sell the securities/instruments mentioned or an official confirmation. Morgan
Stanley may deal as principal in or own or act as market maker for securities/instruments mentioned or may advise the issuers.
This is not research and is not from MS Research but it may refer to a research analyst/research report. Unless indicated, these
views are the author’s and may differ from those of Morgan Stanley research or others in the Firm. We do not represent this is
accurate or complete and we may not update this. Past performance is not indicative of future returns. For additional information,
research reports and important disclosures, contact me or see https://secure.ms.com/servlet/cls. You should not use e-mail to

request, authorize or effect the purchase or sale of any security or instrument, to send transfer instructions, or to effect any other
transactions. We cannot guarantee that any such requests received via e-mail will be processed in a timely manner. This
communication is solely for the addressee(s) and may contain confidential information. We do not waive confidentiality by
mistransmission. Contact me if you do not wish to receive these communications. In the UK, this communication is directed in the
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UK to those persons who are professional and eligible counterparties (as defined in the UK Financial Services Authority’s rules).
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From: Keith Wedmore [ kbwedmore@comcast.net]

Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2008 6:51 PM

To: Mary Currie

Subject: Re: Golden Gate Bridge Suicide Barrier -- absence of relevant Study

I mportance: High

Dear Mary

Because you wrote to me on Monday “There will not be an opportunity at these
meetings for public testimony or presentations”’ | did not come yesterday. | did
not wish to listen to a no-input exposition about alternative designs and
environmental impact. | gather from today's pressthat in the event | was
misinformed. Much was said on the question of whether there should be a
barrier. That iswhat | address.

Why the barrier? Who will it benefit? What will its effects be on deaths?

One immediate effect will be the less serious one (in a sense). Y ou will set an
example that plaintiff’s lawyers will force others to follow. All those now in
charge of roads, bridges, beaches and the Grand Canyon itself, will realize they
are going to have to cease to be mere way-builders or overseers of recreation
resorts. They must become part of life care. They may be sued for every death.
Thiswill cause hundreds of thousands of miles of new fencing, cut off the great
sights of Americain large part, never mind most highways and railroads. You
will have set an example, the following of which will be horribly expensive.
Indeed, it is not too much to say, it will cause chaos. (After all, carscankill. A
no-four-wheels policy? Whereisthisall to stop?)

| recall that one reason the Empire State building and the Eiffel tower have
suicide barriersis that they have, if | might put it delicately, matters of street
hygiene and ground level safety to consider, as you do not. Many people jumped
from the burning 9/11 buildings, one of them actually killing afire officer.

| turn to the more serious matter. Why a barrier? How can it possibly effect the
total number of suicides, let alone reduce them, just by removing one of the
methods? Are there no suicides elsewhere, in those parts of the world where
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thereisno GGB? ? If we put up a GGBridge in London (say) , will the suicide
rate increase by 20 or so ayear, and then go down by that number if we take it
away again?

Thetruth is that there are other ways of killing yourself. We all know this.
Presently suicides by jumping under Bart trains or Muni busses are few, asfar as
| know. But such choices, far more dangerous to others, will foreseeably be
made, absent the Bridge. People who did not actually wish to die, will find
themselves thwarted by a bus swerving to avoid abody or by being in one of the
vehicles it may hit. Recall the law of unintended consequences?

| am amazed that some proponents seem to assert a one-on-one relationship
between deaths from the bridge, and lives saveable by its not being there. On
what possible evidence?

The Board has identified potentially significant impacts, including (1) impacts
related to land use and recreation, (2) visual and aesthetics, and (3) cultural and
biological resources.

They strangely did not include: could a Barrier make any difference to the
outcome?

The board may wish to to commission an informed report on what the effect of
the barrier would be would be on the totality of deaths by suicide and those
related to the suicide. The report should assume, as | do, that the barrier will be
totally effective.

L ondon gets some 300 suicides ayear. A common way isthrowing yourself in
front of atubetrain asit entersthe station; or under abus, or atruck. The last
two are not so reliable, asthe driver normally will try to swerve: risking his and
other lives, especially those of those that the truck or bus runsinto.

The favorite, then, isthe train. There are some 2000 drivers of London
Underground trains. People jump under them on average twice aweek. If drivers
serve (as on average they do) for 20 years, then they are required, by their job, to
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run over 8 people. Thereis no way they can stop thetrainin a2 or 3 seconds.
Thisisvery upsetting for the driver, and for the passengers. The distress of
driversforced to kill is unforgettable. The Unions do complain.

Thereis along service stoppage, while the bits are cleared up and the police
finish their inspections. The body is not in the sort of state passengers wish to
see, let alone relatives who have to identify and bury. Itisafearful way of
committing suicide. The GGBridge has an advantage there. Y ou get a one-piece
corpse, and no actual viewers. Nor is there a dispute about did they fall or were
they pushed?

The GGB isadecent and (it must be said) dignified way of killing yourself.
(Note that people always choose the Bay side.) It doesn't involve others, save the
couple needed to drag you out of the water The suicide has his last moments of
dignity. And nobody goes down with him.

| am not a proponent of suicide. It is generally thought, and it is true from my
experience as a Barrister and as a human being, that many or most of these
deaths happen during (mostly undiagnosed) clinical depression, and might well
have been saved. But | myself know of no way of being tipped off and
intervening in advance, nor do | know of any who does. Would-be suicides
become withdrawn towards the end, and, well, unlikely to write to dear Abbey
for advice. | greatly regret this-- | have lost two friends and two cousins to
suicide by now -- but there is absolutely nothing | can do or could have done
about it. Nor am | against rebuilding the Twin Towers on the grounds they
might again be the occasion of (rational!) suicide.

| trust the Supervisors will now see fit to ask : for whose good? Cui Bono? And
what damage might we do?

sincerely,

Keith Wedmore
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On Oct 16, 2007, at 12:03 PM, Mary Currie wrote:

Status Update on the Golden Gate Bridge Suicide
Barrier Study

The following provides an update on the Golden Gate Bridge Suicide
Deterrent System Study (Study).

Phase 1 of the Study concluded on May 24, 2007, when the wind
tunnel testing findings were presented to the Golden Gate Bridge,
Highway and Transportation District (District) Board of Directors
(Board). Phase 1 focused on performing wind tunnel testing of
generic potential suicide deterrent concepts as the Bridgeisalong
Span suspension bridge that responds dynamically, and potentially
dramatically, to wind. The wind tunnel testing was undertaken to
determine which generic concepts do not create wind stability
problems for the Bridge and focused on three generic concepts: (1)
adding to the existing railing; (2) replacing the existing railing; and
(3) utilizing nets that cantilever out horizontally. Concepts with
various heights, component dimensions and wind appendages have
been tested to determine which combinations of variables are
acceptable for the Bridge, from awind stability standpoint. The full
report and associated sketches of potential suicide barriers concepts
passing the wind test are posted on www.ggbsuicidebarrier.org.

Phase 2 of the Study encompasses eval uating the Phase 1 generic
concepts that passed the wind tunnel tests in accordance with required
federal and state environmental laws and reviews. A draft
environmental document will be prepared that will consider and
evaluate a“no-build” alternative as well as several “build”
alternatives. “Build alternatives” will be developed utilizing the

results from the wind tunnel testing.

The draft environmental document provides information about the required
federal and state environmental studies undertaken and evaluates each
alternative against the established Study Criteria (as posted on the Study
website). It also includes a description of the environmental setting,
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evaluation of potential environmental impacts and mitigation measures to
reduce or eliminate potential impacts of the alternatives. The document
provides information developed for each alternative including architectural
renderings, visual impact analysis, historic preservation considerations and
cost. As the Bridge is eligible for inclusion in the National Register of
Historic Places it is afforded protection under both state and federal historic
preservation laws.

In accordance with these laws, the District, in addition to developing and
releasing for public comment a draft environmental document will be
consulting with appropriate state and federal agencies throughout the
process.

Study Schedule Update: The original Study schedule was ambitious.
With Phase 2 starting in June 2007, the original schedule called for
the release of the draft environmental document just four months
later. The District will not be able to keep to this timeline and wanted

to bring you up to date as to why.

The original aggressive schedule did not anticipate a change in the
environmental review process. On July 1, 2007, there was a change in the
way that the federal government, through the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), participates in the review of environmental
documents prepared in California that require federal review, as our
environmental document does. This review responsibility was delegated to
the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) from the FHWA.
The District is working closely with Caltrans, FHWA along with Historic
Preservation agencies as this new review process has evolved. The Study
environmental document schedule is delayed due, in part, to the “growing
pains” of this transition which are to be expected in a transition of this
magnitude. We can not side-step this process and will continue to work as
hard as we possibly can to move this project through the environmental
process successfully.

We appreciate the support of our partner agencies, FHWA and Caltrans, in
moving this project forward.

The draft environmental document is now scheduled to be released for
public comment in mid-2008, with a final document anticipated in late 2008.
We appreciate your understanding during this transition.

Study Website: Visit the Suicide Barrier Study website at www.
ggbsuicidebarrier.org to learn more as the Study advances. Please
direct all interested parties to the Study website.
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From: Lou Judson [loujudson@mac.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 08, 2008 9:33 AM
To: Suicidebarrier
Cc: bridgecomments
Subject: Safety comment
RE: We want to hear from you. Have the potential impacts been addressed? Is there
additional information that should be considered?
« Attend one of the two public meetings

« Complete comment form at www.ggbsuicidebarrier.org/getinvolved.asp
e Submit via email to suicidebarrier@goldengate.org
e  Submit viafax: 415-563-0809

e  Submit viaU.S. Mail: Suicide Deterrent Project, Golden Gate Bridge, P.O. Box 9000,
San Francisco, CA 94129.

Technical documents can be reviewed at District Administration Building; submit requests
by email to suicidebarrier@goldengate.org or call 415-923-2023 (TDD 711).

Disabled individuals who require special accommodations are required to contact the
Office of the District Secretary at least three days before the meetings at 415-923-2223
(TDD 711).

Comments must be submitted by Monday, August 25, 2008 at 4:30 pm

Dear Golden Gate Bridge admistrators,

| have lived in Marin since 1957, and have been aware of suicides and attemptssinceage 7. It istragic
and sad that people feel the need to take their own lives. | have alos been aware of numerous head on
collisions on the bridge as well.

The real and far greater tragedy is the head on collisions that happen in the middle of the Golden Gate
bridge! When they happen, many more innocent lives are lost. great damage is done to property and
peopl€e's lives, and there is always at least one innocent victim.

| feel extremely strongly that thereis afar greater need to put up a solid, immovable, concrete " Jersey
Barrier" down the middle of the bridge to keep the north and southbound lanes safe from headon
collisions.

When someone chooses to take their own life, they are the only death, and it is their own personal
choice. When adriver accidentally veers only afew inches off the narrow lanes, many people can die,
and much interference happens to people who are just trying to get to work or to home or on errands.
Thisisatragic and wasteful loss that can be completely and easily and economically prevented!
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In years gone by, it seemed neccessary to divert traffic to two or four lanes according to the load at rush
hours - in recent years, the traffic patterns have changed and when there are two or four lanes, it never
seems to be needed, and restoring the bridge to three lanes each way al the time only makes sense - after
all, the people who chooseto all go the same way all at the same time will find a greater incentive to
carpool and use public transport if the trafic backup is slowed a bit by the three lane arrangement.

So, | say, stop wasting time, money and lives on a suicide barrier - people will find another way, another
bridge, if they really want to end their lives, while untold costs, innocent lives, and costly delays occur
by the unsafe design using little rubber toothpicks to keep traffic moving 90 miles an hour relative to
each other from colliding.

We need a safety barrier not a suicide barrier!
Thanks,

Lou Judson
Novato CA415-883-2689
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From: David Albrand [dalbrand@pachell.net]

Sent: Monday, August 25, 2008 10:42 AM

To: Suicidebarrier

Subject: Scuicide Barriers

Having been on the Bridge for many years, | feel that, although laudable, the project to protect people
from themselves is doomed. The no build alternativeis, for all purposes, the best. The divider, between
lanes of traffic will be more valuable and should receive priority.

Also, | have a profound photo of the bridge, do you know who | should contact to seeif it would be
useful to you?

Thank you

David Albrand
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From: Chazzzzzz@aol.com

Sent: Wednesday, August 13, 2008 6:39 AM

To: Suicidebarrier

Subject: Suicide barrier for GG bridge

Gentlemen.

| find it hard to believe that people think a suicide barrier on the Golden Gate Bridge will stop people
from committing suicide. All it will do is cost money and deface the bridge.

There are many ways to commit suicide. You take one way away from someone it will only be replaced
by another. So for me a native born San Franciscan | find it offensive to build a barrier which in the end
will not stop people from committing suicide.

Regards,

Charles E. Luchessa
329 Ellen Dr

San Rafael Ca

Looking for a car that's sporty, fun and fits in your budget? Read reviews on AOL Autos.
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From: Susan leidy [justduckysuzee@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, August 25, 2008 9:23 AM

To: Suicidebarrier

Subject: suicide barrier for the Golden Gate Bridge
25 August 2008

Having spent 36 years with special need students (severa years with teens), | am against the barrier for
the GG Bridge - | do not feel it will prevent suicide as disturbed individuals will find alternative ways to
end their life. The exorbitant cost of creating the barrier would be far better spent creating prevention
programs addressing the cause of suicidal ideation in children, teens and adults.

Susan Leidy
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SUICIDE BARRIER PROPOSALS

From: lily subias [lilysubias@yahoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, July 27, 2008 12:00 PM

To: Suicidebarrier

Subject: SUICIDE BARRIER PROPOSALS

When the country isin the worst economical disaster since the "Great Depression”, It is totally insane to spend
untold millions of taxpayers moniesto save afew "lost souls'. | totally oppose any kind of physical barrier on
the Golden Gate Bridge. Instead use afew thousand dollars to have members of the Suicide Prevention
Organization (and publicize the fact), patrol the bridge for potential suicides. There are more insightful methods
to prevent potential suicides on the bridge. Lily Subias, San Francisco, CA.
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suicide barrier

From: EllaDriscoll [ellad@sonic.net]
Sent: Saturday, July 12, 2008 3:47 PM
To: Suicidebarrier

Subject: suicide barrier

"I would like to comment on the proposed suicide barrier on the
Golden Gate Bridge. Perhaps the group should consider alternate
methods, rather than construct very costly barriers which would make
the span look like a huge concentration camp. For instance, close
pedestrian entrances and bicycle paths after dark. What about
installing TV monitors connected to an office on the bridge where a
trained person or persons would be dispatched to save people from
tragedy for themselves and their families. Lastly, and as alast
resort, install a safety netting over the sides of the bridge.

These methods could save lives, aswell asretain the structural
beauty of the bridge, which is an international icon. Perhaps many
lives could be preserved, as well as save money.

Yourstruly,

Ella G Driscoll
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The projected barrier

From: Robin Rose [robinandroy@earthlink.net]
Sent: Sunday, July 13, 2008 9:01 PM

To: Suicidebarrier

Subject: The projected barrier

To The bridge Administration: The projected barrier, in any form is a waste of money and a visual
disgrace. Many bridges have "suicide screens" that keep no one from killing themselves. There are
many ways to die, if you want to kill yourself. | had a family member who tried 4 different times to kill
herself. She was saved/prevented 3 times. The 4th time she was able to kill herself.

| feel for the parents and relatives who lost loved ones. Will we fence every bridge and cliff and high
place? It will not do it. The cost in dollars and visually is not worth it. We may be being asked to
assuage the guilt of people who feel guilty that they could not prevent the death of a loved one. There
may be some deserved guilt, in that they did not recognize "danger" signs. But there should not be.
The suicide is determined.

I was very upset by the "phony statistics” quoted in the article. The barrier advocate who quoted the
rubber numbers for 'suicides prevented". How was that fantasy arrived at? How does she know? Did
someone ask people who appeared vulnerable? How many suicides will tell you that that is what they
are going to do. Not many. They know why you are asking. You have have prevention in mind. They
do not need someone else in their way. They say "no, of course not".

I was once on a highway bridge. | was on the edge of the rail to take some measurements for my job.
Someone stopped and ran up to me and yelled, "Don't do it, don't jump". | looked over and told him
what | was doing and | was not going to jump. | went back to what | was doing. When | got through
and got down, | saw him parked up the way. | am sure he believed he had kept me from hurting
myself.

People believe what they want to believe. Always with the best of intentions. With the best of
intentions, people who have not been tempted to kill themselves, believe that they can see into the
minds of the potential suicide. You can't and you won't. The few who might be saved from an
"iImpulse death", will either get over it or go elsewhere. Hysterical decisions do little.

Roy Rose -Robinandroy@earthlink. net
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From: Jim Cauble [jcauble@hotmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 08, 2008 4:04 PM
To: Suicidebarrier

Subject: the suicide barrier

The Golden Gate Bridge District is considering spending $50 million of our dollars on a“suicide
barrier” for our national landmark. Thisis about the stupidest idea|’ve ever heard. Problemsinclude:

* You have already admitted they have no way of funding it. Can you say $10-$15 bridge
tolls?

o It will adversely affect the beauty of one of our premiere tourist attractions. Can you imagine
the bridge with netting dangling underneath?

 Itwill beadismal failure at achieving itsdesign goal. Netting can easily be cut, as can chain-
link fence. A concrete barrier will add tons of weight, possibly affecting the strength and/or
flexibility of the suspension bridge. And resourceful people will climb over it.

If someone really wants to kill himself, he will find away. | predict if the bridge barrier does
succeed, it will mean more deaths on the BART tracks, which then impacts the 400,000 riders who
use it.

$50 million will go along way toward suicide prevention, from ANYWHERE. Isn’t that the rea
goal? If thedistrict is only trying to eliminate the bridge as alaunching site, it sounds like they are
only either considering liability to the district or trying to justify their high-paying jobs.

The i'm Talkaton. Can 30-days of conversation change the world? Find out now.
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From: Patricia Ter Heun [mailto:pterheun@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Tuesday, July 22, 2008 9:22 PM

To: bridgesuicidedeterrent-bounces@lists.mcn.org
Subject: Suicide Barrier

Dear Bridge District Authority:
This is to share with you my view on the proposed suicide barrier on the Golden Gate Bridge.

As a life long resident of Marin County, | am opposed to the Barrier, which | think would have a negative
impact on the beauty of the bridge which is a global icon and one of the wonders of the world.

As tragic as suicide is, | do not think that the Barrier addresses the situation that would lead people to
want to kill themselves. | believe that people who want to kill themselves will find a way to do it — ruining
the grace and perfect symmetry of this magnificent creation is not the solution and everyone | know are
vehemently opposed to the Barrier.

Thank you.

Patricia Ter Heun

510 Browning St.

Mill Valley, CA 94941

415-389-8939
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From: P2on@aol.com

Sent: Monday, August 25, 2008 10:06 AM

To: Suicidebarrier

Subject: (no subject)

| am in favor of a suicide barrier, having known the parents of 4 teenagers who have jumped from the
bridge. | believe that we can have a bridge that is both safe and beautiful.

Patricia O'Neil
172 San Carlos Avenue
Sausalito, CA 94965

It's only a deal if it's where you want to go. Find your travel deal here.
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From: Daren Wein [daren.wein@mlegal consulting.com]

Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2008 2:12 PM

To: Mary Currie

Subject: A messagein favor of an augmented safety system/barrier on the Golden Gate Bridge
Ms. Currie:

| write to voice my support for a barrier or netting system on the Golden Gate Bridge. As a Marin County resident and a
Bay Area native, | cherish the majestic symbol that the Golden Gate Bridge represents to the world at large. | love the
artistic silhouette it provides from land and the view of the Bay and beyond that it provides while | cross it. What | do not
love is the fact that we as a society are putting these rather insignificant views above the value of human life.

| did not always feel this way. For a very long time | sided with people who argued that a barrier was a waste of money
that would accomplish nothing and add an eyesore to the artistry of the Bridge. | no longer agree because the evidence |
have seen refutes the contention.

We as a society go to great lengths to protect the population from itself- helmet laws, sin taxes on alcohol and tobacco,
gun registration laws, etc. Constructing additional safety measures on the Bridge in my mind falls into this reasonable
category of protections that a government provides to its citizens- its most vulnerable citizens.

As to the question of how to pay for it, | strongly support reinstating the pedestrian toll to cross the bridge because:

1. The protection sought is for pedestrians. The barriers, as | understand them, are not meant to
augment safety for cars crossing the Bridge. They are to protect individuals who may fall over the rail either
purposely or by accident. As such, | think those benefitting from the protection should shoulder the cost.

2. As we all know, the majority of the people who walk/bike across the Bridge are tourists. Charging a
tourist $1 to cross the bridge will not change their plans to walk across the bridge and the enormous estimate of
the number of pedestrians crossing the bridge each year is not likely to suffer. However, if an additional fee was
placed on cars, | think you would see a dramatic downturn in the number of commuters crossing the bridge each
day. This in turn would impact the financial viability of the plan. Quite simply, the Bridge Authority cannot keep
asking Marin county commuters to pay for everything (bridge barriers, Doyle Drive, Bridge retrofits, increased
pension costs for Bridge workers, etc.).

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Daren G. Wein

Senior Consultant | Partner & General Counsel Division
Mlegal Consulting, Inc.

847 Sansome Street, 3rd Floor | San Francisco, CA 94111
415.398.0797 office | 415.756.2824 mobile | 415.398.5907 fax
www.mlegal consulting.com

The information transmitted is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential and/or
privileged material. Any review, retransmission, dissemination or other use of, or taking of any action in reliance upon, this
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information by persons or entities other than the intended recipient is prohibited. If you received thisin error, please contact the sender
and delete the material from any computer.
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A suicide barrier please

From: Donna Anderson [donna@photol ee.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 22, 2008 9:49 AM

To: Mary Currie

Subject: A suicide barrier please

Mary, afamily friend jumped off the GG Bridge last January, leaving us
shocked and saddened. We think a suicide barrier isimperative,
especially considering this fine bridge is the most deadly one in the
world for suicides. I'm sure there's away to do this that would leave
the beauty of the bridge and the view intact so everyone's needs are
met. Please count my vote for a suicide barrier, and those of my
children, lan and Audrey Anderson. --Donna Anderson

Donna Anderson

Studio Manager | Anderson Photography

2409 Brentwood Place | Alexandria, Virginia 22306

studio 703 765-8833 | cell 703 853-2065

www.photolee.com
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From: Judy Moore [jmmoore@pacbell.net]
Sent: Tuesday, July 22, 2008 7:46 AM
To: Mary Currie

Subject: Barrier for the Golden Gate Bridge
Since | also have lost my son to suicide. | feel that any prevention that can save a life is necessary.

Please consider if it were your love one. Thank you, Judy Moore
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From: PegA1950@aol.com

Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2008 8:26 PM

To: Suicidebarrier

Subject: Barrier Support

Please put up a barrier...now before one more life is lost.

Peggy Andrews

Get fantasy football with free live scoring. Sign up for FanHouse Fantasy Football today.
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From: ashkenazys@aol.com

Sent: Tuesday, July 22, 2008 7:31 AM
To: Mary Currie

Subject: barrier

Dear Mary Currie

| have been following the debate about the suicide barrier on the golden gate bridge, and just want to let
you know that i am in favor of abarrier. | would be the right thing to do, save life and give the golden
gate a new reputation around the world.

sincerely Bolette Ashkenazy

The Famous, the Infamous, the Lame - in your browser. Get the TMZ Toolbar Now!
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Barrier

From: garshah@juno.com

Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2008 10:04 AM
To: Suicidebarrier

Subject: Barrier

| am in favor of a