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Thank you for participating in today’s meeting.  The EENR Committee encourages public 
participation and invites you to share your views on agenda items.    

MEETINGS:  Regular Meetings of the EENR Committee are held on the fourth 

Wednesday of each month at 3:30 PM at the Monrovia Public Works Yard, 600 South 

Mountain Avenue, Monrovia, CA.  The EENR Committee agenda packet is available at 
the San Gabriel Valley Council of Government’s (SGVCOG) Office, 1000 South Fremont 
Avenue, Suite 10210, Alhambra, CA, and on the website, www.sgvcog.org.  Copies are 
available via email upon request (sgv@sgvcog.org).  Documents distributed to a majority 
of the Committee after the posting will be available for review in the SGVCOG office and 
on the SGVCOG website. Your attendance at this public meeting may result in the 
recording of your voice. 

CITIZEN PARTICIPATION:  Your participation is welcomed and invited at all EENR 
Committee meetings.  Time is reserved at each regular meeting for those who wish to 
address the Committee.  SGVCOG requests that persons addressing the Committee refrain 
from making personal, slanderous, profane or disruptive remarks. 

TO ADDRESS THE EENR COMMITTEE:  At a regular meeting, the public may 
comment on any matter within the jurisdiction of the Committee during the public comment 
period and may also comment on any agenda item at the time it is discussed.  At a special 
meeting, the public may only comment on items that are on the agenda.  Members of the 
public wishing to speak are asked to complete a comment card or simply rise to be 
recognized when the Chair asks for public comments to speak.  We ask that members of 
the public state their name for the record and keep their remarks brief.  If several persons 
wish to address the Committee on a single item, the Chair may impose a time limit on 
individual remarks at the beginning of discussion.  The EENR Committee may not 
discuss or vote on items not on the agenda. 

AGENDA ITEMS:  The Agenda contains the regular order of business of the EENR 
Committee.  Items on the Agenda have generally been reviewed and investigated by the 
staff in advance of the meeting so that the EENR Committee can be fully informed about a 
matter before making its decision.  

CONSENT CALENDAR:  Items listed on the Consent Calendar are considered to be 
routine and will be acted upon by one motion.  There will be no separate discussion on 
these items unless a Committee member or citizen so requests.  In this event, the item will 
be removed from the Consent Calendar and considered after the Consent Calendar.  If you 
would like an item on the Consent Calendar discussed, simply tell Staff or a member of the 
Committee. 

http://www.sgvcog.org/
mailto:sgv@sgvcog.org
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PRELIMINARY BUSINESS             3:30 PM 

1. Call to Order 

2. Roll Call 

3. Public Comment (If necessary, the Chair may place reasonable time limits on all comments) 

4. Changes to Agenda Order: Identify emergency items arising after agenda posting and requiring 
action prior to next regular meeting (It is anticipated that the EENR Committee may take action 

on the following matters) 

CONSENT CALENDAR (It is anticipated that the EENR Committee may take action on the following matters) 

5. EENR Meeting Minutes – 12/4/13  
Recommended Action:  Approve. 

6. Correspondence  
Recommended Action: Receive and File. 

PRESENTATIONS (It is anticipated that the EENR Committee may take action on the following matters) 

7. AB 341 & Solid Waste Legislation Update – Presentation by Glenn Acosta, LA County Sanitation 
Districts 
Recommended Action: For Information Only.   

8. Proposed Wilderness and Wild & Scenic Rivers Areas – Presentation by San Gabriel Mountains 
Forever Staff. 
Recommended Action: For Information Only.   

DISCUSSION ITEMS 

ACTION ITEMS (It is anticipated that the EENR Committee may take action on the following matters) 

9. Community Home Energy Retrofit Program (CHERP) Resolution  
Recommended Action: Recommend Governing Board adopt resolution of support for CHERP 

model.     

10. March Meeting Date 
Recommended Action: Discuss and Provide Direction to Staff.     

UPDATE ITEMS (It is anticipated that the EENR Committee may take action on the following matters) 

11. SGVCOG Environmental Goals & Objectives  
Recommended Action: For Information Only.  

12. San Gabriel Valley Energy Wise Partnership 
Recommended Action: For Information Only. 

13. SCE CEESP 
Recommended Action: For Information Only.  

14. California HERO  
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Recommended Action: For Information Only. 

COMMITTEE MEMBER ITEMS  

STAFF ANNOUNCEMENTS 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT 

ANNOUNCEMENTS 

ADJOURN            5:00 PM 



  
 

SGVCOG EENR Committee Minutes 
Date:  Wednesday, December 4 
Time:   12:00 p.m. 
Location: Monrovia Public Works Yard (600 S. Mountain Ave; 

Monrovia, CA)  
 
 

PRELIMINARY BUSINESS             
1. Call to Order 

The meeting was called to order at 12:05 p.m. 

2. Roll Call 
Members Present Members Absent  
Claremont S. Pedroza Rosemead 
Monrovia M. Lutz  
San Dimas D. Bertone  
Sierra Madre N. Walsh  
   
Guests  
AQMD R. Yeung  
LACDPW C. Sheppard  
RMC/WCA M. Stanley  
 R. Romanek  
Trust for Public Land T. Kjer  
USFS T. Contreras  
   
Staff   
C. Sims   

 

3. Public Comment  
T. Kjer, from the Trust for Public Land, provided an overview on a grant application 
that the TPL was intending to submit to develop a plan for the San Gabriel 
Mountains from Claremont to Santa Clarita.   

4. Changes to Agenda Order: Identify emergency items arising after agenda posting 
and requiring action prior to next regular meeting  

CONSENT CALENDAR 

5. EENR Meeting Minutes – 10/23/13 

6. Correspondence  
There was a motion to approve consent item 5 and 6 (M/S: Lutz/Walsh). 

 
AYES: Claremont, Monrovia, Sierra Madre, San Dimas 
NOES:  
ABSTAIN:  
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ABSENT: Rosemead 
 
PRESENTATIONS 

7. AB 341 Implementation Update & AB 32 Scoping Plan  
C. Shepard, from the LA County Department of Public Works, provided an update 
on the implementation of AB 341 and the development of the AB 32 Scoping Plan.  
There was considerable discussion regarding green waste and how to ensure that 
alternative daily cover (ADC) was not eliminated as an option for the cities.   

 
DISCUSSION ITEMS 

8. Environment TAC Structure  
Staff provided its recommendation on the structure of the Environment TAC that 
was recommended in the SGVCOG’s adopted Strategic Plan.  Staff proposes that 
the TAC would include the participation of City and County staff working in four 
topic areas (Open Space, Energy, Air Quality, and Solid Waste).  Each TAC 
meeting would be focused on one of the four topic areas, with each topic area being 
covered at least twice each year.  The Committee discussed whether there would 
be adequate participation from staff.  The Committee directed staff to set-up the 
structure as it sees fit.    

 
ACTION ITEMS 

 
UPDATE ITEMS 

9. SGVCOG Environmental Goals & Objectives 
Staff provided an update on COG’s progress on the Environmental Goals & 
Objectives.   

10. San Gabriel Valley Energy Wise Partnership 
Staff reported that the City of Monrovia had reach Gold in the Energy Leader 
Partnership.   

11. SCE CEESP 
Staff reported that the COG had held a training for city staff on the EEMIS System, 
an online program that allows cities to track the electricity usage of their facilities.   

12. California HERO  
Staff reported that the HERO program was expected to be available in the San 
Gabriel Valley in early 2014.   
 

COMMITTEE MEMBER ITEMS  

STAFF ANNOUNCEMENTS 

ANNOUNCEMENTS  
 
ADJOURN            
The meeting adjourned at 1:30 p.m.      
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lat imes.com
Bill banning sale of cosmetics containing micr obeads to be
pr oposed

Assemblyman Richard Bloom's pending bill targets the tiny plastic beads that end
up in waterways, the ocean and potentially the food chain.

By Ricardo Lopez

4:53 PM PST, February 12, 2014

California is lining up to become the largest state to ban the sale of cosmetic products, such as
facial scrubs, containing tiny plastic beads that find their way into waterways and the ocean.

Assemblyman Richard Bloom (D-Santa Monica) plans to introduce a bill Thursday that would ban the sale of
products containing the microbeads, which are too small to be removed by water treatment processes after they
drain out of sinks and showers.

A New York legislator introduced a similar measure Tuesday after scientists found high concentrations of the tiny
exfoliating beads in the state's lakes and other waters.

Researchers warn that the microbeads, which are not biodegradable, are ingested by fish and other animals,
potentially ending up in the food chain. The tiny plastic orbs have already been found in California waters and in
the Pacific Ocean.

The bill, which would impose civil penalties, isn't as far reaching as New York's, which would ban not just the
sale, but also the manufacture of products containing plastic particles 5 millimeters or smaller in diameter.

Nonetheless, its introduction is a victory for the 5 Gyers Institute, a Santa Monica environmental and advocacy
nonprofit with just five staff members. The group, which found high levels of microbeads in the Great Lakes in
2012 and is researching plastic pollution in California, helped craft the legislation in both states.

"5 Gyers is a really nimble organization," said Stiv Wilson, the group's policy director. "We take pride we were
able to get this bill introduced in two really important states."

Major cosmetic companies, including Procter & Gamble Co. and Johnson & Johnson, have already pledged to
phase out the use of the plastic microbeads from their products.

"We are discontinuing our limited use of micro plastic beads as scrub materials in personal care products as soon
as alternatives are qualified," said Mandy Wagner, a Procter & Gamble spokeswoman. "In addition, we have
decided not to introduce micro plastic beads into any new product category."
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Wagner did not immediately provide a timeline for when the company would end the use of the plastic beads.

In a statement on its website, Johnson & Johnson said it hopes to complete the first phase of reformulations for
about half of its products by the end of 2015. The remaining products will be reformulated once substitutes are
identified.

Other cosmetic companies already use ingredients, such as apricot and walnut shells, that accomplish the same
job without harming the environment.

A spokeswoman for the Personal Care Products Council, a trade group in Washington, D.C., declined to
comment on the pending legislation until the organization completes a full review of the proposed bills.

Cosmetics makers over the last decade have increasingly added microbeads to facial scrubs, soaps, toothpaste
and other products. 5 Gyres said that a single product can contain as many as 350,000 of the polyethylene or
polypropylene microbeads.

"Microbeads may seem insignificant, but their small size is what's the problem," Wilson said. The beads act as a
sponge for toxic pollutants, which fish and other aquatic life can mistake for food, he said.

Bloom, who was instrumental in passing a plastic bag ban in Santa Monica when he was mayor there, said he
expects some push-back from business groups but that he's encouraged that large companies appear to be
phasing out the plastic orbs.

"If … the industry is roughly on the same page in recognizing the long-term danger to sea life and habitat … this
is going to be a very easy process," he said.

Though research hasn't yet established that fish and other aquatic life are ingesting microbeads and contaminating
the food chain, Bloom said early evidence on plastic pollution in general is sufficient.

"It's important to get to this before it becomes a wide-scale problem — before it requires a very expensive
response," he said. "We know enough about marine biology to know that it will grow in magnitude and continue
to be a problem."

ricardo.lopez@latimes.com

Twitter: @rljourno

Copyright © 2014, Los Angeles Times
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Lawmakers propose nation’s first statewide ban on plastic bags
By Steve Scauzillo, San Gabriel Valley Tribune
Friday, January 24, 2014 sgvtribune.com

VERNON >> California would become the first state in the nation to
ban single-use plastic bags if a bill proposed by a trio of state
senators on Friday is adopted.

S.B. 270 would end the use of plastic carry-out bags at grocery
stores and pharmacies on July 1, 2015 and at convenience and
liquor stores one year later. The bill contains $2 million in seed
money for California businesses willing to re-tool and make reusable

plastic grocery bags.

The bill would end the use of 13 billion single-use plastic bags each year, of which only about 5 percent
get recycled, according to CalRecycle, a state agency. The thin, fly-away plastic bags often end up in
rivers, creeks, beaches and parks and are part of a flotsam of plastic waste that compose nearly 80
percent of all marine debris.

State Sens. Alex Padilla, D-Pacoima, Kevin de Leon, D-Los Angeles, and Ricardo Lara, D-Long Beach,
said during a news conference that the bill differs from last year’s bill that failed by three votes because it
contains a provision to incentivize plastic bag manufacturers to make plastic bags out of post-consumer
waste. The bill says future plastic bags must contain 40 percent recycled content by July 2016.

“This bill moves the economy forward into a greener future,” de Leon said.

Under tougher standards set by the bill, polymer-based recycled plastic bags must be certified by
CalRecycle and be strong enough to be reused 125 times. The new “smarter” plastic bag is thicker and
sturdier.

One of the plastic bag companies that would’ve been negatively effected by last year’s bill, Command
Packaging in Vernon, with about 300 employees, will begin making “smarter technology” plastic bags
made from agricultural plastic. The thin film is used to keep strawberry and other crops weed-free.

About 100,000 tons are dumped into landfills each year. Instead, Command Packaging invested $10
million in a plant in Salinas that shreds the plastic sheeting which is then shipped to Vernon in bundles.

“Contrary to what many have been led to believe, plastic grocery bags are not going out of style; we’re
innovating ways to make them better and changing age-old perceptions about their shortcomings,” said
Peter Grande, CEO of Command Packaging.

Lara said by bringing in a way for recycled plastic bags to be manufactured in Los Angeles County and
used in grocery stores, it changed his vote. Last year, he voted “no” on the similar bill because he said it
would kill jobs.

“This bill does not discriminate against one industry,” Lara said. “So we do not lose those criticalItem #6 
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manufacturing jobs.”

Mark Murray, of Californians Against Waste, said his group supports the new bill. He said the bill is not a
compromise, but a ban on cheap, flimsy plastic bags from China. It remains to be seen if the recycled
bags will be used at local markets, but he said the bill will establish standards that will assure quality and
reusability.

S.B. 270 has the support of Environment California, Friends of the Los Angeles River, Heal the Bay, the
United Food and Commercial Workers Local 324, California Grocers Association and Mujeres de la Tierra
as well as the county of Los Angeles and cities of Long Beach and San Francisco.

“People want to take care of the environment and also want to work. They shouldn’t have to choose one
over the other,” said Irma Munoz, president of Mujeres de la Tierra.

Although the bill has the support of the three powerful senators, many predict opposition from the plastics
lobby.

“We will have opposition, there’s no doubt about that,” said De Leon.

No other state has an outright ban on plastic bags. In California, 90 cities and or counties have bans,
including Los Angeles and unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County. The patchwork of regulations is
confusing to consumers, said Dan Jacobson of Environment California, who said one law would be easier
to follow for consumers and businesses.

“We would have a statewide policy that would make it consistent,” he said.
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Natural Gas (http ://www.kcet.org/news/rewire/natural-gas/)

Power Lost by Shuttered Nuclear Plant May Be Replaced With Renewable Energy
(http: //www.kce t.org/ne ws/re wire /natural-gas/state -sugge sts-re placing-som e-of-san-onofre -nuke s-pow er-w ith-
renewable s.htm l)

by Chris Clarke
on February 12, 2014 12:30 PM

The state grapples with how to replace power from the closed Son Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. |
Photo: the city project (http ://www.fl ickr.com/photos/cityprojectca/2104621691/)/Flickr/Creative
Commons License (http ://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/2.0/deed.en)

The state agency responsible for regulating California's public utilities has proposed a plan for adjusting to the loss of power from the shuttered San Onofre nuclear
power plant, and part of that plan involves generating a lot more renewable energy -- though environmental activists say the plan could be a lot better.

The proposed decision, released Tuesday by the California Public Utilities Commission, authorizes Southern California Edison to procure from 400 to 700 megawatts of
electrical power from energy efficiency, demand response programs (http ://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Demand_response), energy storage, and renewable power
generating capacity by 2022. San Diego Gas & Electric would be allowed to procure between 200 and 700 megawatts from similar sources.

That should go quite a ways toward replacing the power lost to the system when the beleaguered San Diego County nuclear power plant went offline in 2012, taking
more than 2.2 gigawatts of generating capacity off the grid. But at least one environmental group involved in the proceedings is saying the proposal still allows the
utilities to buy more gas-fired power, representing a net loss for the state's climate footprint.

Story Continues Below

Support KCET

The San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station was official ly shut down in June 2013 (http ://www.kcet.org/news/rewire/nuclear/its -offi cial-sce-notifies-feds-of-san-
onofre-shutdown.htm l) after a year and a half offline. The initial shutdown was prompted by a leak of radioactive steam in Unit 3. SCE, which operated the plant, is now
engaged in what will likely be a protracted dispute with steam tub generator manufacturer Mitsubishi Heavy Industries over liability for the shutdown.

SCE owned 78 percent of San Onofre, with SDG&E owning another 20 percent. The City of Riverside was the owner of the remaining one percent and change.

"Today's proposed decision is a step in the right direction," said the Sierra Club's Evan Gillespie in a press release Tuesday. "However, the proposed decision also
needlessly leaves the door open for utilities to propose the construction of new gas-fired plants in the future, which would constitute replacing a carbon-free energy

Like
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resource with new fossil fuels."

The proposed decision (http ://content.sierraclub.org/coal/sites/content.sierraclub.org.coal/fi les/Track-4-PD-2-11-14.pdf), an imposingly wonky document running close
to 200 pages, would also increase the amount of gas-fired power each utility can procure by 2022 by as much as 500 megawatts.

Complicating the issue is the fact that a significant number of existing gas-fired plants in California are expected to go offline in years to come due to state
requirements that so-called "once-through" cooled thermal power plants be phased out in the state. Such plants pipe cooling water through heat exchangers to
maintain a proper operating temperature without recirculating it. Power plant operators will likely be retiring almost 6,000 megawatts' worth of gas-fired power pants in
the state to comply with recent State Water Quality Control Board regulations aimed at making power generation more water-efficient, and less damaging to coastal
wildlife that doesn't like having heated water discharged into the ocean.

As a large number of those once-through power plants are sited on the south coast, and construction of new plants to replace them will likely focus on the same
areas, especially in the western L.A. Basin. That's attracted the notice of environmental justice groups such as the California Environmental Justice All iance
(http ://caleja.org/), which has urged the CPUC to restrict utilities' new procurement to cleaner options like conservation and renewables.

Nuclear energy is not precisely a "zero greenhouse gas" power source, as construction of the plants, as well as refining nuclear fuel and eventual plant
decommissioning, are quite energy-intensive. Still, on a "tons of carbon per megawatt" basis, natural gas-fired plants emit significantly more greenhouse gases than do
nuclear power plants.

According to a 2011 study by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (http ://srren.ipcc-wg3.de/report/IPCC_SRREN_Annex_II.pdf), Generation 2 nuclear
power plants such as San Onofre emit 16 grams of CO2 for every kilowatt-hour of energy produced, when the plants' entire lifecycle from construction to
decommissioning is taken into account. Natural gas-fired plants studied emitted 469 grams CO2 per kilowatt-hour, almost 30 times as much.

(In case you're wondering, onshore wind power came in just slightly cleaner than nukes at 12 grams CO2 per kilowatt-hours, while solar thermal troughs and silicon
photovoltaic panels were marginally less climate friendly at 22 and 46 grams, respectively. PV's life-cycle emissions have likely dropped since then, as greater
production allows more efficient manufacture.)

The CPUC is expected to reach a final decision on the proposed plan at a meeting scheduled for March 13.

 (http ://www.kcet.org/user/profi le/cclarke)

About the Author

Chris Clarke is a natural history writer and environmental journalist currently at work on a book about the Joshua tree. He lives in Joshua Tree. MORE
(http ://www.kcet.org/user/profi le/cclarke)  (http ://www.kcet.org/user/profi le/cclarke)

629Follow

Follow  @canis latrans

 (//plus.google.com/100562415844382241634)

 (http ://www.kcet.org/user/profi le/cclarke/feed/posts )
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Rim of the Valley national park proposal draws reaction
By Steve Scauzillo, San Gabriel Valley Tribune
Saturday, January 25, 2014 sgvtribune.com

LA CAñADA FLINTRIDGE >> Designating nearly 400,000 acres from the coastal edge of the Santa
Monica Mountains through Simi Hills, the Santa Susanna, Verdugo and San Gabriel mountains as a new
National Recreation Area managed by the U.S. National Park Service will be an uphill battle.

The idea — percolating in Congress since 2003 — faces opposition from property rights groups,
anti-government activists and the NPS itself which has said it doesn’t have the money to take on new
parks. Although many grass-roots and even national environmental groups support the proposal, it suffers
from confusion over where to place the boundaries and what to name it.

And that assessment comes from the author of the plan, Rep. Adam Schiff, D-Burbank, who held a town
hall meeting Wednesday night at the Crescenta-Cañada YMCA to collect input and keep what’s called the
Rim of the Valley Corridor proposal on the front burner.

“This is going to be enormously challenging to accomplish,” Schiff said in his introductions. He concluded
with a call for unity: “The only prayer we have for success is if we are all in this together.”

The meeting drew a standing-room-only audience of about 125 people. About a dozen residents asked
questions or made comments. Those in opposition were concerned about loss of property rights and
government intrusion. Supporters said it would help bring more resources such as park rangers and trail
builders, while at the same time protect lands for wild animals.

The NPS study offers four alternatives: no action, forming partnerships and two alternatives that create
different boundaries for a new park unit or an expanded unit of the Park Service.

Schiff and most of the 5,000 people who submitted comments so far favored combining Alternatives C
and D. This expanded proposal would link existing urban parks with wildlands into a new NRA. Such a
broad boundary would incorporate cultural resources such as: Hansen Dam, Sepulveda Basin, Debs
Park, El Pueblo de Los Angeles, Griffith Park, the Rose Bowl and JPL with existing wilderness areas,
such as the Arroyo Seco and the western portion of the Angeles National Forest and the Simi Hills.

Alternatives C and D exclude the San Fernando Valley, Simi Valley, Conejo Valley and Santa Clarita,
according to the NPS study. An updated study is expected to be released by early summer, said Ann
Dove, project manager with the NPS.

The new draft will include comments from the meeting and a refined look at alternatives and boundaries.
A final recommendation from Jonathan Jarvis, director of the NPS, will be presented to Congress at the
end of 2014. Schiff then would presumably introduce legislation and seek approval of Congress and the
president.

Aside from where to draw the boundary lines, the next decision involves what to call it.

“A new unit of the NPS system would be more costly and less feasible than expanding partnershipItem #6 
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authorities or expanding existing Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area park operations,”
Dove said.

Schiff said he didn’t mind if the Rim of the Valley became an extension of the existing Santa Monica
Mountains NRA. “Whatever has a better chance of shepherding this through Congress,” he said in an
interview before the meeting.

An adjoining proposal to create a national recreation area out of the rest of the Angeles National Forest,
the San Gabriel River and the Rio Hondo, plus part of the Puente-Chino Hills, was launched by Rep. Judy
Chu, D-Pasadena and is further along.

The NPS scaled down Chu’s preferred proposal from 581,000 acres to about 50,000 acres in April. The
NPS also recommended that it become a “unit of the Santa Monica Mountains NRA” and not a separate
park.

The NPS recommendation was met with considerable push back from Chu, the county Board of
Supervisors and the San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments. They generally supported the larger
proposal and did not want to be part of the Santa Monica Mountains NRA.

Assemblyman Chris Holden, D-Pasadena, wrote in a letter to Schiff stating that he and Chu favor an
expanded boundary, one that would provide more resources in Cucamonga Canyon, an area of waterfalls
and intense use in the eastern Angeles. The city of Rancho Cucamonga supports the wider San Gabriel
NRA, Holden wrote.

Holden, as does Chu, opposes association with the Santa Monica plan or its conservancy. The implication
being, if Schiff’s proposal gets attached to Santa Monica, then Chu’s might as well.

Joe Edmiston, executive director of the Santa Monica Mountain Conservancy, spoke at the town hall. He
urged residents to support Schiff’s Rim of the Valley proposal but didn’t favor one approach over the
other.

“We would all be better off if the (National) Park Service were here. If we see a lot of Stetsons on the trails
helping us in the community,” he said, referring to the hats worn by federal park rangers.

Schiff and others on the panel said that any NRA designation would not take away private property rights.
Dove said the NRA would not use eminent domain and only would buy land from a willing seller.

Item #6 
Page 8 of 8

http://www.sgvtribune.com/lifestyle/20140125/rim-of-the-valley-national-park-proposal-draws-reaction


 

San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments 
 

 

 
DATE:  February 26, 2014 
 
TO:  EENR Committee Members  
 
FROM: Andrea M. Miller, Executive Director 
 
RE: PROPOSED WILDERNESS AND WILD & SCENIC RIVER AREAS  
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION 
 
For Information Only. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The attached documents were provided as back-up for the final meeting of the NRA Ad-Hoc 
Committee in September 2013 and provide additional information about Wilderness and Wild & 
Scenic River (WSR) designations.  These documents include legislation, frequently asked 
questions, and background information about Wilderness and WSR designations. 
 
The presentation that will be given at the EENR Meeting by the San Gabriel Mountains Forever 
Campaign is also included under separate cover.       
 
The list of attachments can be found below: 
 
Wilderness Area 
Legal Basis & Background Information  
 
Attachment Document Source Purpose 
#1 1964 Wilderness Act US Congress 

(http://www.wilderness.net/n
wps/legisact) 

Law that defines 
“Wilderness Areas” and 
defines the uses 

#2 Map of Existing 
Wilderness Areas 

http://www.wilderness.net/m
ap.cfm 

Shows the 4 existing 
Wilderness Areas in the 
Angeles National Forest: 
1) Cucamonga 
2) Magic Mountain 
3) Pleasant View Ridge 
4) San Gabriel 
5) Sheep Mountain 

#3 Wilderness Area FAQs Bureau of Land 
Management 

More user-friendly 
overview of the 
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(http://www.blm.gov/wo/st/e
n/prog/blm_special_areas/N
LCS/wilderness2/Wilderness
_FAQ.html) 

Wilderness Act and 
Wilderness designations   

 
Supporting Documents from Other Organizations 
 
Attachment Document Source Purpose 
#4 Significant 

opportunities for 
review and public 
discussion of the 
proposed wilderness 
areas of the San 
Gabriel Mountains 

California Wilderness 
Coalition 

Provides an overview of 
the work that has been 
done to study Wilderness 
designations in the region 

 
 
Wild and Scenic Rivers Designation  
Legal Basis & Background Information 
 
Attachment Document Source Purpose 
#5 1968 Wild and Scenic 

Rivers Act 
US Congress 
(http://www.rivers.gov/d
ocuments/act/90-542.pdf) 

Defines “Wild and Scenic 
Rivers” and defines their 
uses 

#6 “About the WSR Act” National Wild and 
Scenic Rivers System 
(http://www.rivers.gov/w
sr-act.php)

More user-friendly version 
of the Wild and Scenic 
Rivers Act  

#7 WSR Questions & 
Answers 

National Wild and 
Scenic Rivers System 
(http://www.rivers.gov/
information.php) 

Answers a wide variety of 
questions about the Wild and 
Scenic Rivers Designation.  
Attached document has just 
a selection; there are many 
more at the website 

 
Supporting Documents from Other Organizations 
 
Attachment Document Source Purpose 
#8 Wild & Scenic Rivers 

Studies On The 
Angeles National 
Forest 
 

San Gabriel Mountains 
Forever Campaign 

Provides an overview of the 
Wild & Scenic Rivers 
studies that have been 
completed for the Angeles 
National Forest 
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Positions of Support for the Wilderness and Wild & Scenic River Designations 
 
Attachment Document Source Purpose 
#9 SGVCOG Resolution 

of Support 
SGVCOG Passed in 2009; supports 

a Wilderness and Wild & 
Scenic River Designation 
for the San Gabriel Valley

#10 Additional Resolutions 
of Support 

City of Claremont 
City of Glendora 
City of La Canada 
Flintridge 
City of Monterey Park 
City of Pasadena 
City of San Dimas  
 

Cities’ resolutions of 
support for Wilderness 
and Wild & Scenic River 
Designations 
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WILDERNESS ACT 
 

Public Law 88-577 (16 U.S. C. 1131-1136) 
88th Congress, Second Session 

September 3, 1964 
 

AN ACT 
To establish a National Wilderness Preservation System for the permanent good of 

the whole people, and for other purposes. 
 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled. 

 
Short Title 

Section 1. This Act may be cited as the "Wilderness Act." 
 

WILDERNESS SYSTEM ESTABLISHED STATEMENT OF POLICY 
Section 2.(a) In order to assure that an increasing population, accompanied by expanding 
settlement and growing mechanization, does not occupy and modify all areas within the United 
States and its possessions, leaving no lands designated for preservation and protection in their 
natural condition, it is hereby declared to be the policy of the Congress to secure for the 
American people of present and future generations the benefits of an enduring resource of 
wilderness. For this purpose there is hereby established a National Wilderness Preservation 
System to be composed of federally owned areas designated by Congress as ''wilderness 
areas'', and these shall be administered for the use and enjoyment of the American people in 
such manner as will leave them unimpaired for future use and enjoyment as wilderness, and 
so as to provide for the protection of these areas, the preservation of their wilderness 
character, and for the gathering and dissemination of information regarding their use and 
enjoyment as wilderness; and no Federal lands shall be designated as ''wilderness areas'' 
except as provided for in this Act or by a subsequent Act. 
 
(b) The inclusion of an area in the National Wilderness Preservation System notwithstanding, 
the area shall continue to be managed by the Department and agency having jurisdiction 
thereover immediately before its inclusion in the National Wilderness Preservation System 
unless otherwise provided by Act of Congress. No appropriation shall be available for the 
payment of expenses or salaries for the administration of the National Wilderness Preservation 
System as a separate unit nor shall any appropriations be available for additional personnel 
stated as being required solely for the purpose of managing or administering areas solely 
because they are included within the National Wilderness Preservation System. 
 

DEFINITION OF WILDERNESS 
(c) A wilderness, in contrast with those areas where man and his own works dominate the 
landscape, is hereby recognized as an area where the earth and its community of life are 
untrammeled by man, where man himself is a visitor who does not remain. An area of 
wilderness is further defined to mean in this Act an area of undeveloped Federal land 
retaining its primeval character and influence, without permanent improvements or human 
habitation, which is protected and managed so as to preserve its natural conditions and which 
(1) generally appears to have been affected primarily by the forces of nature, with the imprint 
of man's work substantially unnoticeable; (2) has outstanding opportunities for solitude or a 
primitive and unconfined type of recreation; (3) has at least five thousand acres of land or is 
of sufficient size as to make practicable its preservation and use in an unimpaired condition; 
and (4) may also contain ecological, geological, or other features of scientific, educational, 
scenic, or historical value. 
 

NATIONAL WILDERNESS PRESERVATION SYSTEM - EXTENT OF SYSTEM 
Section 3.(a) All areas within the national forests classified at least 30 days before 
September 3, 1964 by the Secretary of Agriculture or the Chief of the Forest Service as 
''wilderness'', ''wild'', or ''canoe'' are hereby designated as wilderness areas. The Secretary of 
Agriculture shall - 

Item #8 
Page 4 of 67



 
(1) Within one year after September 3, 1964, file a map and legal description of each 
wilderness area with the Interior and Insular Affairs Committees of the United States Senate 
and the House of Representatives, and such descriptions shall have the same force and effect 
as if included in this Act: Provided, however, That correction of clerical and typographical 
errors in such legal descriptions and maps may be made.  
 
(2) Maintain, available to the public, records pertaining to said wilderness areas, including 
maps and legal descriptions, copies of regulations governing them, copies of public notices of, 
and reports submitted to Congress regarding pending additions, eliminations, or modifications. 
Maps, legal descriptions, and regulations pertaining to wilderness areas within their respective 
jurisdictions also shall be available to the public in the offices of regional foresters, national 
forest supervisors, and forest rangers. 
 
Classification. (b) The Secretary of Agriculture shall, within ten years after September 3, 
1964, review, as to its suitability or nonsuitability for preservation as wilderness, each area in 
the national forests classified on September 3, 1964 by the Secretary of Agriculture or the 
Chief of the Forest Service as ''primitive'' and report his findings to the President.  
Presidential recommendation to Congress. The President shall advise the United States 
Senate and House of Representatives of his recommendations with respect to the designation 
as ''wilderness'' or other reclassification of each area on which review has been completed, 
together with maps and a definition of boundaries. Such advice shall be given with respect to 
not less than one-third of all the areas now classified as ''primitive'' within three years after 
September 3, 1964, not less than two-thirds within seven years after September 3, 1964, and 
the remaining areas within ten years after September 3, 1964.  
Congressional approval. Each recommendation of the President for designation as 
''wilderness'' shall become effective only if so provided by an Act of Congress. Areas classified 
as ''primitive'' on September 3, 1964 shall continue to be administered under the rules and 
regulations affecting such areas on September 3, 1964 until Congress has determined 
otherwise. Any such area may be increased in size by the President at the time he submits his 
recommendations to the Congress by not more than five thousand acres with no more than 
one thousand two hundred and eighty acres of such increase in any one compact unit; if it is 
proposed to increase the size of any such area by more than five thousand acres or by more 
than one thousand two hundred and eighty acres in any one compact unit the increase in size 
shall not become effective until acted upon by Congress. Nothing herein contained shall limit 
the President in proposing, as part of his recommendations to Congress, the alteration of 
existing boundaries of primitive areas or recommending the addition of any contiguous area of 
national forest lands predominantly of wilderness value. Notwithstanding any other provisions 
of this Act, the Secretary of Agriculture may complete his review and delete such area as 
may be necessary, but not to exceed seven thousand acres, from the southern tip of the Gore 
Range-Eagles Nest Primitive Area, Colorado, if the Secretary determines that such action is in 
the public interest. 
 
Report to President. (c) Within ten years after September 3, 1964 the Secretary of the 
Interior shall review every roadless area of five thousand contiguous acres or more in the 
national parks, monuments and other units of the national park system and every such area 
of, and every roadless island within the national wildlife refuges and game ranges, under his 
jurisdiction on September 3, 1964 and shall report to the President his recommendation as to 
the suitability or nonsuitability of each such area or island for preservation as wilderness.  
Presidential recommendation to Congress. The President shall advise the President of the 
Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives of his recommendation with respect 
to the designation as wilderness of each such area or island on which review has been 
completed, together with a map thereof and a definition of its boundaries. Such advice shall be 
given with respect to not less than one-third of the areas and islands to be reviewed under 
this subsection within three years after September 3, 1964, not less than two-thirds within 
seven years of September 3, 1964 and the remainder within ten years of September 3, 1964.  
Congressional approval. A recommendation of the President for designation as wilderness 
shall become effective only if so provided by an Act of Congress. Nothing contained herein 
shall, by implication or otherwise, be construed to lessen the present statutory authority of the 
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Secretary of the Interior with respect to the maintenance of roadless areas within units of the 
national park system. 
 
 
Suitability. (d)(1) The Secretary of Agriculture and the Secretary of the Interior shall, prior 
to submitting any recommendations to the President with respect to the suitability of any area 
for preservation as wilderness –  
Publication in Federal Register. (A) give such public notice of the proposed action as they 
deem appropriate, including publication in the Federal Register and in a newspaper having 
general circulation in the area or areas in the vicinity of the affected land;  
Hearings. (B) hold a public hearing or hearings at a location or locations convenient to the 
area affected. The hearings shall be announced through such means as the respective 
Secretaries involved deem appropriate, including notices in the Federal Register and in 
newspapers of general circulation in the area: Provided, That if the lands involved are located 
in more than one State, at least one hearing shall be held in each State in which a portion of 
the land lies;  
(C) at least thirty days before the date of a hearing advise the Governor of each State and the 
governing board of each county, or in Alaska the borough, in which the lands are located, and 
Federal departments and agencies concerned, and invite such officials and Federal agencies to 
submit their views on the proposed action at the hearing or by no later than thirty days 
following the date of the hearing.  
Any views submitted to the appropriate Secretary under the provisions of (1) of this 
subsection with respect to any area shall be included with any recommendations to the 
President and to Congress with respect to such area. 
Proposed modification. (e) Any modification or adjustment of boundaries of any wilderness 
area shall be recommended by the appropriate Secretary after public notice of such proposal 
and public hearing or hearings as provided in subsection (d) of this section. The proposed 
modification or adjustment shall then be recommended with map and description thereof to 
the President. The President shall advise the United States Senate and the House of 
Representatives of his recommendations with respect to such modification or adjustment and 
such recommendations shall become effective only in the same manner as provided for in 
subsections (b) and (c) of this section. 
 

USE OF WILDERNESS AREAS 
Section 4.(a) The purposes of this Act are hereby declared to be within and 
supplemental to the purposes for which national forests and units of the national park and 
national wildlife refuge systems are established and administered and - 
(1) Nothing in this Act shall be deemed to be in interference with the purpose for which 
national forests are established as set forth in the Act of June 4, 1897 (30 Stat. 11), and the 
Multiple-Use Sustained-Yield Act of June 12, 1960 (74 Stat. 215) (16 U.S.C. 528-531). 
(2) Nothing in this Act shall modify the restrictions and provisions of the Shipstead-Nolan 
Act (Public Law 539, Seventy-first Congress, July 10, 1930; 46 Stat. 1020), the Thye–Blatnik 
Act (Public Law 733, Eightieth Congress, June 22, 1948; 62 Stat. 568), and the Humphrey-
Thye-Blatnik-Andresen Act (Public Law 607, Eighty-Fourth Congress, June 22, 1956; 70 Stat. 
326), as applying to the Superior National Forest or the regulations of the Secretary of 
Agriculture. 
(3) Nothing in this Act shall modify the statutory authority under which units of the 
national park system are created. Further, the designation of any area of any park, 
monument, or other unit of the national park system as a wilderness area pursuant to this Act
shall in no manner lower the standards evolved for the use and preservation of such 
park, monument, or other unit of the national park system in accordance with sections 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 of this title, the statutory authority under which the area was created, or any other Act 
of Congress which might pertain to or affect such area, including, but not limited to, the Act of 
June 8, 1906 (34 Stat. 225; 16 U.S.C. 432 et seq.); section 3(2) of the Federal Power Act (16 
U.S.C. 796(2)); and the Act of August 21, 1935 (49 Stat. 666; 16 U.S.C. 461 et seq.). 
(b) Except as otherwise provided in this Act, each agency administering any area 
designated as wilderness shall be responsible for preserving the wilderness character of the 
area and shall so administer such area for such other purposes for which it may have been 
established as also to preserve its wilderness character. Except as otherwise provided in this 
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Act, wilderness areas shall be devoted to the public purposes of recreational, scenic, 
scientific, educational, conservation, and historical use. 
 

PROHIBITION OF CERTAIN USES 
(c) Except as specifically provided for in this Act, and subject to existing private rights, 
there shall be no commercial enterprise and no permanent road within any wilderness area 
designated by this Act and, except as necessary to meet minimum requirements for the 
administration of the area for the purpose of this Act (including measures required in 
emergencies involving the health and safety of persons within the area), there shall be no 
temporary road, no use of motor vehicles, motorized equipment or motorboats, no landing of 
aircraft, no other form of mechanical transport, and no structure or installation within any 
such area.  

 
SPECIAL PROVISIONS 

(d) The following special provisions are hereby made: 
(1) Within wilderness areas designated by this Act the use of aircraft or motorboats, 
where these uses have already become established, may be permitted to continue subject to 
such restrictions as the Secretary of Agriculture deems desirable. In addition, such measures 
may be taken as may be necessary in the control of fire, insects, and diseases, subject to such 
conditions as the Secretary deems desirable. 
(2) Nothing in this Act shall prevent within national forest wilderness areas any activity, 
including prospecting, for the purpose of gathering information about mineral or other 
resources, if such activity is carried on in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 
wilderness environment. Furthermore, in accordance with such program as the Secretary of 
the Interior shall develop and conduct in consultation with the Secretary of Agriculture, such 
areas shall be surveyed on a planned, recurring basis consistent with the concept of 
wilderness preservation by the United States Geological Survey and the United States Bureau 
of Mines to determine the mineral values, if any, that may be present; and the results of such 
surveys shall be made available to the public and submitted to the President and Congress. 
Mineral leases, claims, etc. (3) Not withstanding any other provisions of this Act, until 
midnight December 31, 1983, the United States mining laws and all laws pertaining to mineral 
leasing shall, to the extent as applicable prior to September 3, 1964, extend to those national 
forest lands designated by this Act as "wilderness areas"; subject, however, to such 
reasonable regulations governing ingress and egress as may be prescribed by the Secretary of 
Agriculture consistent with the use of the land for mineral location and development and 
exploration, drilling, and production, and use of land for transmission lines, waterlines, 
telephone lines, or facilities necessary in exploring, drilling, producing, mining, and processing 
operations, including where essential the use of mechanized ground or air equipment and 
restoration as near as practicable of the surface of the land disturbed in performing 
prospecting, location, and , in oil and gas leasing, discovery work, exploration, drilling, and 
production, as soon as they have served their purpose. Mining locations lying within the 
boundaries of said wilderness areas shall be held and used solely for mining or processing 
operations and uses reasonably incident thereto; and hereafter, subject to valid existing 
rights, all patents issued under the mining laws of the United States affecting national forest 
lands designated by this Act as wilderness areas shall convey title to the mineral deposits 
within the claim, together with the right to cut and use so much of the mature timber 
therefrom as may be needed in the extraction, removal, and beneficiation of the mineral 
deposits, if needed timber is not otherwise reasonably available, and if the timber is cut under 
sound principles of forest management as defined by the national forest rules and regulations, 
but each such patent shall reserve to the United States all title in or to the surface of the lands 
and products thereof, and no use of the surface of the claim or the resources therefrom not 
reasonably required for carrying on mining or prospecting shall be allowed except as otherwise 
expressly provided in this Act: Provided, That, unless hereafter specifically authorized, no 
patent within wilderness areas designated by this Act shall issue after December 31, 1983, 
except for the valid claims existing on or before December 31, 1983. Mining claims located 
after September 3, 1964, within the boundaries of wilderness areas designated by this Act
shall create no rights in excess of those rights which may be patented under the provisions of 
this subsection. Mineral leases, permits, and licenses covering lands within national forest 
wilderness areas designated by this Act shall contain such reasonable stipulations as may 
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be prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture for the protection of the wilderness character of 
the land consistent with the use of the land for the purposes for which they are leased, 
permitted, or licensed. Subject to valid rights then existing, effective January 1, 1984, the 
minerals in lands designated by this Act as wilderness areas are withdrawn from all forms of 
appropriation under the mining laws and from disposition under all laws pertaining to mineral 
leasing and all amendments thereto. 
Water resources and grazing. (4) Within wilderness areas in the national forests 
designated by this Act, (1) the President may, within a specific area and in accordance 
with such regulations as he may deem desirable, authorize prospecting for water resources, 
the establishment and maintenance of reservoirs, water-conservation works, power projects, 
transmission lines, and other facilities needed in the public interest, including the road 
construction and maintenance essential to development and use thereof, upon his 
determination that such use or uses in the specific area will better serve the interests of the 
United States and the people thereof than will its denial; and (2) the grazing of livestock, 
where established prior to September 3, 1964, shall be permitted to continue subject to such 
reasonable regulations as are deemed necessary by the Secretary of Agriculture. 
(5) Other provisions of this Act to the contrary notwithstanding, the management of the 
Boundary Waters Canoe Area, formerly designated as the Superior, Little Indian Sioux, and 
Caribou Roadless Areas, in the Superior National Forest, Minnesota, shall be in accordance 
with regulations established by the Secretary of Agriculture in accordance with the general 
purpose of maintaining, without unnecessary restrictions on other uses, including that of 
timber, the primitive character of the area, particularly in the vicinity of lakes, streams, and 
portages: Provided, That nothing in this Act shall preclude the continuance within the area of 
any already established use of motorboats. 
(6) Commercial services may be performed within the wilderness areas designated by this Act
to the extent necessary for activities which are proper for realizing the recreational or 
other wilderness purposes of the areas. 
(7) Nothing in this Act shall constitute an express or implied claim or denial on the part of 
the Federal Government as to exemption from State water laws. 
(8) Nothing in this Act shall be construed as affecting the jurisdiction or responsibilities of 
the several States with respect to wildlife and fish in the national forests. 
 

STATE AND PRIVATE LANDS WITHIN WILDERNESS AREAS 
Section 5.(a) In any case where State -owned or privately owned land is completely 
surrounded by national forest lands within areas designated by this Act as wilderness, 
such State or private owner shall be given such rights as may be necessary to assure 
adequate access to such State -owned or privately owned land by such State or private owner 
and their successors in interest, or the State -owned land or privately owned land shall be 
exchanged for federally owned land in the same State of approximately equal value under 
authorities available to the Secretary of Agriculture:  
Transfers, restriction. Provided, however, That the United States shall not transfer to a 
State or private owner any mineral interests unless the State or private owner relinquishes or 
causes to be relinquished to the United States the mineral interest in the surrounded land. 
(b) In any case where valid mining claims or other valid occupancies are wholly within a 
designated national forest wilderness area, the Secretary of Agriculture shall, by reasonable 
regulations consistent with the preservation of the area as wilderness, permit ingress and 
egress to such surrounded areas by means which have been or are being customarily enjoyed 
with respect to other such areas similarly situated. 
Acquisition. (c) Subject to the appropriation of funds by Congress, the Secretary of 
Agriculture is authorized to acquire privately owned land within the perimeter of any area 
designated by this Act as wilderness if (1) the owner concurs in such acquisition or (2) 
the acquisition is specifically authorized by Congress. 
 

GIFTS, BEQUESTS, AND CONTRIBUTIONS 
Section 6.(a) The Secretary of Agriculture may accept gifts or bequests of land within 
wilderness areas designated by this Act for preservation as wilderness. The Secretary of 
Agriculture may also accept gifts or bequests of land adjacent to wilderness areas designated 
by this Act for preservation as wilderness if he has given sixty days advance notice 
thereof to the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives. Land 
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accepted by the Secretary of Agriculture under this section shall be come part of the 
wilderness area involved. Regulations with regard to any such land may be in accordance with 
such agreements, consistent with the policy of this Act, as are made at the time of such 
gift, or such conditions, consistent with such policy, as may be included in, and accepted with, 
such bequest. 
(b) Authorization to accept private contributions and gifts The Secretary of Agriculture or the 
Secretary of the Interior is authorized to accept private contributions and gifts to be used to 
further the purposes of this Act. 
 

ANNUAL REPORTS 
Section 7. At the opening of each session of Congress, the Secretaries of Agriculture and 
Interior shall jointly report to the President for transmission to Congress on the status of the 
wilderness system, including a list and descriptions of the areas in the system, regulations in 
effect, and other pertinent information, together with any recommendations they may care to 
make. 
 

APPROVED SEPTEMBER 3, 1964. 
 

Legislative History: 
 

House Reports: No 1538 accompanying H.R. 9070 (Committee on Interior & Insular Affairs) 
and No. 1829 (Committee of Conference). 

 
Senate report: No. 109 (Committee on Interior & Insular Affairs). Congressional Record: Vol. 

109 (1963): 
 

• April 4, 8, considered in Senate. 
• April 9, considered and passed Senate. 

• Vol. 110 (1964): July 28, considered in House. 
• July 30, considered and passed House, amended, in lieu of H.R. 9070 

• August 20, House and Senate agreed to conference report. 
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Frequently Asked Questions

THE W ILDERNESS IDEA

W hat is “W ilderness”? 
Wilderness is a legal designation designed to provide long-term
protection and conservation of Federal public lands. Wilderness is
defined by the Wilderness Act of 1964 as “an area where the earth and
its community of life are untrammeled by man, where man himself is a
visitor who does not remain…Federal land retaining its primeval
character and influence, without permanent improvements or human
habitation, which is protected and managed so as to preserve its
natural conditions and which (1) generally appears to have been
affected primarily by the forces of nature, with the imprint of man’s
work substantially unnoticeable; (2) has outstanding opportunities for
solitude or a primitive and unconfined type of recreation; (3) has at
least five thousand acres of land or is of sufficient size as to make
practicable its preservation and use in an unimpaired condition; and (4)
may also contain ecological, geological, or other features of scientific,
educational, scenic, or historical value.”

W hat w as the basis of the W ilderness idea? 
The wilderness idea — protection of the Nation’s most pristine
undeveloped lands — was born in the United States. Early supporters
of a wilderness system saw a fundamental need to sustain the unique
American character shaped by our national encounter with the wild
frontier. In 1925, conservationist Aldo Leopold first promoted a “definite
national policy advocating a system of wilderness involving the National
Parks and National Forests.” In a memo to Secretary Ickes in 1934, Bob
Marshall, another 20th-century Wilderness advocate, suggested the
need for protecting wilderness areas by law. After World War II, rapid
development threatened the integrity of the remaining undeveloped
tracts of public land. Based on early experiences in wilderness
protection, conservationists looked for stronger ways to permanently
protect wilderness and drafted the first wilderness bill in 1945.

THE W ILDERNESS ACT

W hat is the W ilderness Act of 1964? 
The Wilderness Act of 1964 is the general legal authority for Congress
to designate and for agencies to manage wilderness.

W hat did The W ilderness Act do? 
The Wilderness Act did a variety of things including:

1. Established a national policy to preserve wilderness.
2. Established a definition of wilderness.
3. Established a National Wilderness Preservation System.
4. Designated the first 9.1 million acres of legally protected

wilderness.
5. Established a single, consistent wilderness management

direction.
6. Mandated a wilderness review process.
7. Asserted the exclusive power of the Congress to designate

wilderness areas.

W hy are w ilderness areas designated? 
The Wilderness Act states that wilderness areas are established “to
assure that an increasing population, accompanied by expanding
settlement and growing mechanization, does not occupy and modify all
areas within the United States and its possessions, leaving no lands
designated for preservation and protection in their natural condition.”
Today, wilderness is designated for a variety of benefits, including clean
water and air, habitat for rare plants and animals as well as primitive
recreation.

How  is w ilderness designated?
The Wilderness Act asserted the exclusive power of the Congress to
designate Wilderness. Congress can also un-designate a Wilderness Area
or change the boundaries of a Wilderness Area.

How  much w ilderness has been designated by Congress? 
Since Congress passed the Wilderness Act in 1964, over 130 individual
wilderness bills have designated more than 680 Wilderness Areas. These
areas total over 106 million acres in 44 States. Of this acreage, more than
57 million acres are in Alaska and over 49 million in the coterminous United
States and Hawaii. This represents about 2.5 percent of the land in the
lower 48 states. To place this acreage in context, the Department of
Agriculture estimates that there are approximately 110 million acres of
intensively developed land in the coterminous United States (nearly 6
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intensively developed land in the coterminous United States (nearly 6
percent).

W hich agencies are responsible for w ilderness management? 
Wilderness is managed by four Federal agencies: the Bureau of Land
Management, the Fish and Wildlife Service, the Forest Service, and the
National Park Service.

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT - W ILDERNESS

For how  much W ilderness is the Bureau of Land Management
responsible?
The BLM manages 221 Wilderness Areas with 8.7 million acres. These
areas are located in all the Western States except Wyoming, Hawaii, and
Alaska.

W hat uses occur in BLM-managed w ilderness?
The uses of wilderness include protection of air and watersheds;
maintenance of soil and water quality, ecological stability, plant and animal
gene pools, protection of archaeological and historical sites, habitat for
wildlife; and livestock grazing. Wilderness provides opportunities for
outdoor recreation including hunting, fishing, hiking, horseback riding, and
camping. Wilderness also provides for the exercise of  valid existing rights
such as water rights, mining claims, mineral leases, and rights-of-way.

Does BLM manage w ilderness differently from other agencies?
No. Wilderness management is essentially the same from agency to
agency, though each agency has its own specific laws and policies for
resource management. All agencies respond to the same congressional
direction from the Wilderness Act. Differences include the National Park
Service prohibiting grazing in its Wilderness Areas, but this is because
national parks normally do not allow these activities.

Are motor vehicles allow ed in w ilderness?
No. The Wilderness Act generally prohibits the use of motor vehicles in
wilderness. The law contains special provisions for motor vehicle use when
required in emergencies or as necessary for the administration of the area.

Motor vehicles may also be permitted for special uses such as access to a
private inholding, to support grazing, or to exercise valid existing rights.

W hat are some of the other uses that occur in w ilderness?
Air quality  designations - The majority of BLM Wilderness Areas allow
some degradation of air quality associated with moderate industrial and
population growth. The Clean Air Act allows states to require that
Wilderness Areas meet a more stringent air-quality standard using normal
State processes.

Cultural and paleontological resources – Inventories, studies, and
research that involve surface examination or limited subsurface sampling
may be allowed. Salvage of archaeological and paleontological sites;
stabilization, reconstruction, and restoration of historic structures; and
excavations may also be permitted.

Fire m anagem ent - In many cases, fire is a natural part of the wilderness
character of an area. In these situations, the BLM is working to restore fire
to its natural role. Natural and prescribed fires may be allowed to burn
under certain conditions. In all cases, the equipment and tactics used to
manage fires is designed to minimize the impact to wilderness values.
When fire threatens human life or property, motorized equipment may be
used to eliminate or minimize the threat.

Landow ners access - Landowners have the right to access their property.
When private land is completely surrounded by wilderness, the BLM may
approve the kind and degree of access that the landowner enjoyed before
the area was designated wilderness and that will cause the least impact
on wilderness character.

Lands acquisition w ithin a w ilderness - BLM may acquire privately
owned lands within a wilderness through an exchange or purchase if the
owner is willing to sell. These types of acquisitions are usually supported
with money from the Land and Water Conservation Fund or public land
trusts.

Livestock grazing - Domestic livestock graze in almost all Wilderness
Areas that the BLM manages. Livestock grazing is permitted where it
occurred prior to an area’s designation as wilderness. Copies of the
specific congressional direction for livestock grazing in wilderness can be
found in any BLM office.

Livestock developm ents - There are a number of livestock-related range
developments such as fences, corrals, water lines, and stock tanks in
wilderness. Maintenance of these developments is usually completed with
non-motorized means. Where practical alternatives do not exist,
maintenance may be completed with the occasional use of motorized
equipment. The construction of new range developments may be approved
if the development is consistent with an area’s Wilderness Management
Plan and the new project is primarily for the purpose of resource
protection and the more effective management of these resources.
Projects designed to support increased numbers of livestock may not be
built.

Use of vehicles to support liv estock grazing - Congressional grazing
guidelines direct that the use of motorized equipment be based on a rule
of practical necessity and reasonableness. Where practical alternatives do
not exist, maintenance or other activities may be accomplished through
the occasional use of motorized equipment. Motorized equipment is not
allowed for activities that can reasonably and practically be accomplished
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allowed for activities that can reasonably and practically be accomplished
on horseback or foot. Use of motorized equipment is normally only
permitted in those portions of a Wilderness Area where such use had
occurred prior to the area’s designation as Wilderness and where
motorized equipment would not have a significant adverse effect on the
natural environment.

Mining and m ineral leasing - Minerals in wilderness are withdrawn from
all forms of appropriation under the mining laws and from disposition
under mineral leasing laws. Prior existing claims or leases with valid
existing rights may be developed, though mineral development within
wilderness is rare.

Mineral exploration - People may gather information about minerals or
other resources within wilderness if such activity is compatible with the
preservation of the wilderness.

New  roads - The Wilderness Act prohibits construction of new roads.

Recreation - Wilderness Areas support a wide variety of recreation uses
that are consistent with protection of wilderness characteristics.
Recreational uses in wilderness include activities such as hunting, fishing,
hiking, horseback riding, backpacking, camping, nature study,
photography, and climbing. Bicycles and other forms of mechanical
transport are not allowed in Wilderness Areas, since they are prohibited
by the Wilderness Act.

Hunting and fishing- People hunt or fish in most BLM Wilderness Areas.
Some people prefer to hunt or fish in wilderness because they enjoy the
primitive experience available there. Hunting and fishing in BLM
Wilderness, like other BLM lands, is licensed by the State.

Outfitters - BLM-authorized outfitters provide additional recreation
opportunities in many Wilderness Areas. Outfitters commonly provide
services in river running, hunting, and packing. Outfitters also provide
wilderness therapy programs for-at risk youth and wilderness experience
programs. Each BLM field office maintains a list of outfitters operating in
the local Wilderness Areas.

Disabled use - Wheelchairs can be used in wilderness. In addition, people
with disabilities use rafts, canoes, and pack animals to access wilderness.
Certain outfitters conduct wilderness trips involving people with and
without disabilities.

Search and rescue - Search and rescue occurs within wilderness, normally
without on-the-ground vehicles. Vehicles may be used when required in an
emergency.

W ater rights - Wilderness designation does not affect existing water
rights. Because legislative direction has varied on reserved water rights,
some Wilderness Areas have a reserved water right, and some do not.
When a wilderness is designated with Federal water rights, the effective
date of the right is the date of wilderness designation. A Federal water
right does not affect older water rights and uses.
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Significant opportunities for the review and public discussion of the proposed wilderness areas of the 

San Gabriel Mountains 

 

By Ryan Henson, California Wilderness Coalition, 530-365-1455/rhenson@calwild.org 

 

Over the years, conservationists have sought to protect certain key wild lands in the Angeles National 

Forest (ANF) and the San Bernardino National Forest (SBNF) as wilderness. Since only Congress has the 

authority to protect federal lands as wilderness, all federal agencies and citizens can do is offer 

recommendations to policymakers. As the following brief history illustrates, the wilderness-eligible lands 

of the San Gabriel Mountains have been the subject of decades of public discussion and examination. 

Specifically, the areas have been the subject of 12 reviews in 46 years, including five by the Forest 

Service, five by legislators and two by non-governmental organizations. 

 

Wilderness Act of 1964: Southern California conservationists were successful in getting what is now the 

Cucamonga Wilderness in the ANF and SBNF included in this landmark legislation, though they had also 

pushed hard for additional areas. In the years that it took to pass the bill, there were several public 

hearings held to gauge opinion in both Southern California and elsewhere. 

 

Roadless Area Review and Evaluation, 1979: The Wilderness Act of 1964 directed the US Forest Service 

(USFS) to evaluate national forest lands for their wilderness potential. The proposed wilderness areas in 

the San Gabriel Mountains were first identified as wilderness candidates by the USFS during the first and 

second Roadless Area Review and Evaluation (RARE) process that began in 1967 and ended in 1979. The 

agency held hearings throughout the country and solicited input from literally thousands of stakeholders 

regarding which areas of national forest land met the definition of wilderness and which of them should 

be recommended for wilderness designation to Congress. Los Angeles County conservationists, public 

agencies and numerous other local interests provided input to the USFS during the RARE surveys both in 

writing and in person at several hearings. After holding 300 public meetings and receiving 50,000 

written and oral comments, one chronicler described RARE as, "the most extensive public involvement 

effort ever undertaken by the federal government."i The wilderness-eligible lands identified by the USFS 

during the RARE surveys were called “inventoried roadless areas” (IRA) by the agency. 

 

San Gabriel Wilderness Act of 1968: Senator Thomas Kuchel (R-CA) sought input from conservationists 

on which San Gabriel wild places were most in need of protection. Development threats convinced him 

to introduce a bill to protect what is now the popular San Gabriel Wilderness.  

 

California Wilderness Act of 1984: In 1981, Congressman Phillip Burton (D-San Francisco) began working 

on legislation to protect many of the IRAs identified in the RARE surveys as well as other areas brought 

to his attention by conservationists. Congressman Burton solicited input both in writing and in hearings 

that were held throughout the state. Southern California conservationists worked hard to get several 

San Gabriel wild places in the legislation, but, as is usually the case, a bill can only be so large. The 

California Wilderness Act (Public Law 98-425) passed and was signed in to law on September 28, 1984. 

Over three million acres of California public lands became wilderness, including Sheep Mountain. The 
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existing Cucamonga Wilderness was also expanded by the bill. Local conservationists continued to work 

to protect the key roadless lands that were not included in PL 98-425. 

 

ANF Land and Resource Management Plan, 1987: Conservationists worked hard to convince the USFS 

to recommend several IRAs for wilderness designation in the ANF Land and Resource Management Plan 

that was approved in 1987. Unfortunately, the agency failed to recommend any areas for wilderness, 

but it did note that of the 3,317 letters received on the draft Management Plan from stakeholders that 

“The Public indicated that it is important to maintain those roadless areas listed in RARE II that were not 

given wilderness status in the California Wilderness Bill.”ii  

 

Citizens Wilderness Inventory, 2001: Conservationists had never been satisfied with the accuracy of the 

USFS’ IRA maps. Many wilderness-eligible places had not been identified in the RARE process. As a 

result, in 1998 the California Wilderness Coalition (CWC) launched the first-ever statewide non-

governmental survey of all wilderness-eligible lands in California using techniques and technology that 

did not exist during RARE. Conservationists sought to identify and exclude from the proposed wilderness 

areas all of the following: 

 

 Areas that had been heavily disturbed by development or recreation. 

 Roads and trails that are legally open to motorized vehicles driven by the general public.  

 Communication sites, such as cellular towers and radar installations. 

 Maintained campgrounds that are accessed and/or maintained using motorized vehicles. 

 Areas considered “urban interface” for fire and fuels management purposes. 

 Gas, mining or oil leases that are being developed. 

 Proposed wind or solar energy developments. 

 Buildings (with some minor exceptions). 

 Authorized rights-of-way, especially for telephone lines, powerlines, gas lines, water diversions, 

sediment disposal sites or any other utilities or public works projects. 

 Dams or water diversions. 

 Fire lookouts. 

 

By the time the survey ended in 2001, all of the current proposed wilderness areas in the San Gabriel 

Mountains had been accurately mapped for the first time. 

 

Roadless Area Conservation Rule, 2001: It usually takes several years to pass wilderness legislation, and 

in some states it could take even longer. As a result, conservationists encouraged the Clinton 

administration to implement a policy that would provide at least partial protection to IRAs that had not 

yet been designated as wilderness. This “Roadless Rule” was finalized in January of 2001 after years of 

study, 600 local public hearings (including several in Los Angeles County) and over 2.5 million comments 

in favor of the measure. While the Roadless Rule provides a significant degree of protection for IRAs, 

including all of the remaining IRAs in the ANF and SBNF, it has enough loopholes to make it a poor 

substitute for wilderness designation. 
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California Wild Heritage Act of 2002: The CWC and its partner groups shared the results of the Citizens 

Wilderness Inventory with Senator Barbara Boxer (D-CA) and her staff in 2001. Following an intense 

research and vetting process, Senator Boxer began working with Representatives Hilda Solis (D-El 

Monte), Mike Thompson (D-Napa), and Sam Farr (D-Monterey) to introduce a 2.7 million-acre 

wilderness and wild and scenic river bill that would become known as the California Wild Heritage Act 

(CWHA). All of the areas that are currently being proposed for wilderness designation in the San Gabriel 

Mountains were included in the CWHA. Over 300 local elected officials, 600 businesses, and many other 

prominent community groups and leaders endorsed the legislation, including both houses of the State 

Legislature. Unfortunately, the bill as a whole did not pass, but portions of it did pass in the form of 

smaller local bills that protected wild places in Monterey County, the northern San Gabriels, Riverside 

County, the eastern Sierra and the North Coast.  

 

ANF Land Management Plan, 2005: The USFS is supposed to revise management plans for individual 

national forests every 10-15 years, so in 2002 the ANF began a public process for revising its 1987 plan. 

Once again, conservationists and other members of the public encouraged the USFS to recommend to 

Congress that certain key roadless areas be designated as wilderness. Unlike in 1987, this time the ANF 

recommended additions to the Cucamonga Wilderness and Sheep Mountain Wilderness. The USFS 

shared information on the plan revision process in both English and Spanish on the Internet and with the 

media, and they held over 29 public meetings attended by 1,511 people (by the end of the process, the 

agency had a mailing list for the project of over 8,500 individuals, organizations and institutionsiii). The 

USFS also received 4,356 letters, faxes, emails and other comments on the Land Management Plan.iv 

 

Reevaluation and refinement by conservationists, 2011-present: After a decade, the information 

gathered during the Citizens Wilderness Inventory had begun to grow outdated. As a result, all of the 

proposed wilderness areas in the San Gabriel Mountains were resurveyed and conservationists began 

meeting with stakeholders in earnest prior to working to get new legislation introduced. These meetings 

with stakeholders lead to many modifications of the wilderness proposals.  

 

Angeles and San Bernardino National Forests Protection Act of 2011: Representative David Dreier (R-

San Dimas) introduced legislation to add to the Sheep Mountain and Cucamonga wilderness areas and 

to study the suitability of several streams for wild and scenic river protection. While conservationists 

were pleased that he introduced his bill, they were disappointed that it included so little wilderness and 

that it only studied the feasibility of designating wild and scenic rivers. The bill failed to pass and 

conservationists are now seeking to get a more comprehensive wilderness bill introduced.  

 

Southern California National Forests Land Management Plan Amendment, 2012-present: 

Conservationists were unhappy that the ANF and other Southern California national forests failed to 

recommend more wilderness in their 2005 management plans. This lead to a court challenge that 

resulted in a judge directing the USFS to reexamine the issue. In early 2013, the agency issued a draft 

reevaluation and recommended two additional IRAs for wilderness designation. The plan amendment 
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should be finalized this year. As with all of its other planning efforts, the USFS held public meetings 

throughout the region, solicited public comments and issued press releases.  

i Roth, Dennis M., The Wilderness Movement and the National Forests, Intaglio Press: College Station, TX, 1995, page 53. 
ii USDA-USFS, Angeles National Forest Land and Resource Management Plan, Appendix Volume, 1987, page F-15. 
iii USDA-USFS, Final Environmental Impact Statement, Volume 1, Land Management Plans for the Angeles National Forest, 
Cleveland National Forest, Los Padres National Forest and San Bernardino National Forest, 2005, pages 8-9. 
iv Op cit, page 605. 
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1
 The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (16 U.S.C. 1271-1287) as set forth herein consists of Public Law 90-542

(October 2, 1968) and amendments thereto.

1

Wild & Scenic Rivers Act

An Act1

To provide for a National Wild and Scenic Rivers System, and for other purposes.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, that

SECTION 1.

(a) This Act may be cited as the “Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.”

(b)   It is hereby declared to be the policy of the United States that certain selected rivers of
the Nation which, with their immediate environments, possess outstandingly remarkable
scenic, recreational, geologic, fish and wildlife, historic, cultural, or other similar values,
shall be preserved in free-flowing condition, and that they and their immediate environments
shall be protected for the benefit and enjoyment of present and future generations.  The
Congress declares that the established national policy of dam and other construction at
appropriate sections of the rivers of the United States needs to be complemented by a policy
that would preserve other selected rivers or sections thereof in their free-flowing condition
to protect the water quality of such rivers and to fulfill other vital national conservation
purposes.

(c)   The purpose of this Act is to implement this policy by instituting a national wild and
scenic rivers system, by designating the initial components of that system, and by prescribing
the methods by which and standards according to which additional components may be
added to the system from time to time.

SECTION 2.

(a)  The national wild and scenic rivers system shall comprise rivers
(i)  that are authorized for inclusion therein by Act of Congress, or
(ii)   that are designated as wild, scenic or recreational rivers by or pursuant to an act of
the legislature of the State or States through which they flow, that are to be permanently
administered as wild, scenic or recreational rivers by an agency or political subdivision
of the State or States concerned, that are found by the Secretary of the Interior, upon
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Interagency Wild & Scenic Rivers Coordinating Council

2

application of the Governor of the State or the Governors of the States concerned, or a
person or persons thereunto duly appointed by him or them, to meet the criteria
established in this Act and such criteria supplementary thereto as he may prescribe, and
that are approved by him for inclusion in the system, including, upon application of the
Governor of the State concerned, the Allagash Wilderness Waterway, Maine; that
segment of the Wolf River, Wisconsin, which flows through Langlade County and that
segment of the New River in North Carolina extending from its confluence with Dog
Creek downstream approximately 26.5 miles to the Virginia State line.

Upon receipt of an application under clause (ii) of this subsection, the Secretary shall notify
the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission and publish such application in the Federal
Register.  Each river designated under clause (ii) shall be administered by the State or
political subdivision thereof without expense to the United States other than for
administration and management of federally owned lands.  For purposes of the preceding
sentence, amounts made available to any State or political subdivision under the Land and
Water Conservation [Fund] Act of 1965 or any other provision of law shall not be treated as
an expense to the United States.  Nothing in this subsection shall be construed to provide for
the transfer to, or administration by, a State or local authority of any federally owned lands
which are within the boundaries of any river included within the system under clause (ii).

(b)  A wild, scenic or recreational river area eligible to be included in the system is a
free-flowing stream and the related adjacent land area that possesses one or more of the
values referred to in Section 1, subsection (b) of this Act.  Every wild, scenic or recreational
river in its free-flowing condition, or upon restoration to this condition, shall be considered
eligible for inclusion in the national wild and scenic rivers system and, if included, shall be
classified, designated, and administered as one of the following:

(1) Wild river areas -- Those rivers or sections of rivers that are free of impoundments
and generally inaccessible except by trail, with watersheds or shorelines essentially
primitive and waters unpolluted.  These represent vestiges of primitive America.
(2) Scenic river areas -- Those rivers or sections of rivers that are free of impoundments,
with shorelines or watersheds still largely primitive and shorelines largely undeveloped,
but accessible in places by roads.
(3)   Recreational river areas -- Those rivers or sections of rivers that are readily
accessible by road or railroad, that may have some development along their shorelines,
and that may have undergone some impoundment or diversion in the past.

SECTION 3.

(a) The following rivers and the land adjacent thereto are hereby designated as components
of the national wild and scenic rivers system:
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The Wild & Scenic Rivers Act

3

[List of designated rivers omitted.  Please see following list.]

(b)   The agency charged with the administration of each component of the national wild and
scenic rivers system designated by subsection (a) of this section shall, within one year from
the date of designation of such component under subsection (a) (except where a different date
is provided in subsection (a)), establish detailed boundaries therefore (which boundaries shall
include an average of not more than 320 acres of land per mile measured from the ordinary
high water mark on both sides of the river); and determine which of the classes outlined in
section 2, subsection (b), of this Act best fit the river or its various segments.  Notice of the
availability of the boundaries and classification, and of subsequent boundary amendments
shall be published in the Federal Register and shall not become effective until ninety days
after they have been forwarded to the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House
of Representatives.

(c)  Maps of all boundaries and descriptions of the classifications of designated river
segments, and subsequent amendments to such boundaries, shall be available for public
inspection in the offices of the administering agency in the District of Columbia and in
locations convenient to the designated river.

(d) (1)  For rivers designated on or after January 1, 1986, the Federal agency charged with
the administration of each component of the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System
shall prepare a comprehensive management plan for such river segment to provide for
the protection of the river values.  The plan shall address resource protection,
development of lands and facilities, user capacities, and other management practices
necessary or desirable to achieve the purposes of this Act.  The plan shall be coordinated
with and may be incorporated into resource management planning for affected adjacent
Federal lands.  The plan shall be prepared, after consultation with State and local
governments and the interested public within 3 full fiscal years after the date of
designation.  Notice of the completion and availability of such plans shall be published
in the Federal Register.
(2)  For rivers designated before January 1, 1986, all boundaries, classifications, and
plans shall be reviewed for conformity within the requirements of this subsection within
10 years through regular agency planning processes.

SECTION 4.

(a) The Secretary of the Interior or, where national forest lands are involved, the Secretary
of Agriculture or, in appropriate cases, the two Secretaries jointly shall study and submit to
the President reports on the suitability or nonsuitability for addition to the national wild and
scenic rivers system of rivers which are designated herein or hereafter by the Congress as
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Interagency Wild & Scenic Rivers Coordinating Council

4

potential additions to such system.  The President shall report to the Congress his
recommendations and proposals with respect to the designation of each such river or section
thereof under this Act.  Such studies shall be completed and such reports shall be made to
the Congress with respect to all rivers named in subparagraphs 5(a) (1) through (27) of this
Act no later than October 2, 1978.  In conducting these studies the Secretary of the Interior
and the Secretary of Agriculture shall give priority to those rivers

(i)  with respect to which there is the greatest likelihood of developments which, if
undertaken, would render the rivers unsuitable for inclusion in the national wild and
scenic rivers system, and
(ii)  which possess the greatest proportion of private lands within their areas.  Every such
study and plan shall be coordinated with any water resources planning involving the same
river which is being conducted pursuant to the Water Resources Planning Act (79 Stat.
244; 42 U.S.C. 1962 et seq.).  Each report, including maps and illustrations, shall show
among other things the area included within the report; the characteristics which do or
do not make the area a worthy addition to the system; the current status of land
ownership and use in the area; the reasonably foreseeable potential uses of the land and
water which would be enhanced, foreclosed, or curtailed if the area were included in the
national wild and scenic rivers system; the Federal agency (which in the case of a river
which is wholly or substantially within a national forest, shall be the Department of
Agriculture) by which it is proposed the area, should it be added to the system, be
administered; the extent to which it is proposed that such administration, including the
costs thereof, be shared by State and local agencies; and the estimated cost to the United
States of acquiring necessary lands and interests in land and of administering the area,
should it be added to the system.  Each such report shall be printed as a Senate or House
document.

(b)   Before submitting any such report to the President and the Congress, copies of the
proposed report shall, unless it was prepared jointly by the Secretary of the Interior and the
Secretary of Agriculture, be submitted by the Secretary of the Interior to the Secretary of
Agriculture or by the Secretary of Agriculture to the Secretary of the Interior, as the case may
be, and to the Secretary of the Army, the Chairman of the Federal Power Commission, the
head of any other affected Federal department or agency and, unless the lands proposed to
be included in the area are already owned by the United States or have already been
authorized for acquisition by Act of Congress, the Governor of the State or States in which
they are located or an officer designated by the Governor to receive the same.  Any
recommendations or comments on the proposal which the said officials furnish the Secretary
or Secretaries who prepared the report within ninety days of the date on which the report is
submitted to them, together with the Secretary’s or Secretaries’ comments thereon, shall be
included with the transmittal to the President and the Congress.
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(c)  Before approving or disapproving for inclusion in the national wild and scenic rivers
system any river designated as a wild, scenic or recreational river by or pursuant to an act of
the State legislature, the Secretary of the Interior shall submit the proposal to the Secretary
of Agriculture, the Secretary of the Army, the Chairman of the Federal Power Commission,
and the head of any other affected Federal department or agency and shall evaluate and give
due weight to any recommendations or comments which the said officials furnish him within
ninety days of the date on which it is submitted to them. If he approves the proposed
inclusion, he shall publish notice thereof in the Federal Register.

(d)  The boundaries of any river proposed in section 5(a) of this Act for potential addition
to the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System shall generally comprise that area measured
within one-quarter mile from the ordinary high water mark on each side of the river.  In the
case of any designated river, prior to publication of boundaries pursuant to section 3(b) of
this Act, the boundaries also shall comprise the same area.  This subsection shall not be
construed to limit the possible scope of the study report to address areas which may lie more
than one-quarter mile from the ordinary high water mark on each side of the river.

SECTION 5.

(a)  The following rivers are hereby designated for potential addition to the national wild and
scenic rivers system:

[List of study rivers and study periods is omitted.  If you need the list,
please contact a Council member.]

(c) The study of any of said rivers shall be pursued in as close cooperation with appropriate
agencies of the affected State and its political subdivisions as possible, shall be carried on
jointly with such agencies if request for such joint study is made by the State, and shall
include a determination of the degree to which the State or its political subdivisions might
participate in the preservation and administration of the river should it be proposed for
inclusion in the national wild and scenic rivers system.

(d) (1)  In all planning for the use and development of water and related land resources,
consideration shall be given by all Federal agencies involved to potential national wild,
scenic and recreational river areas, and all river basin and project plan reports submitted
to the Congress shall consider and discuss any such potentials.  The Secretary of the
Interior and the Secretary of Agriculture shall make specific studies and investigations
to determine which additional wild, scenic and recreational river areas within the United
States shall be evaluated in planning reports by all Federal agencies as potential
alternative uses of the water and related land resources involved.
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(2)  The Congress finds that the Secretary of the Interior, in preparing the Nationwide
Rivers Inventory as a specific study for possible additions to the National Wild and
Scenic Rivers System, identified the Upper Klamath River from below the John Boyle
Dam to the Oregon-California State line.  The Secretary, acting through the Bureau of
Land Management, is authorized under this subsection to complete a study of the
eligibility and suitability of such segment for potential addition to the National Wild and
Scenic Rivers System.  Such study shall be completed, and a report containing the results
of the study shall be submitted to Congress by April 1, 1990.  Nothing in this paragraph
shall affect the authority or responsibilities of any other Federal agency with respect to
activities or action on this segment and its immediate environment.

SECTION 6.

(a) (1)  The Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary of Agriculture are each authorized to
acquire lands and interests in land within the authorized boundaries of any component
of the national wild and scenic rivers system designated in section 3 of this Act, or
hereafter designated for inclusion in the system by Act of Congress, which is
administered by him, but he shall not acquire fee title to an average of more than 100
acres per mile on both sides of the river.  Lands owned by a State may be acquired only
by donation or by exchange in accordance with the subsection (d) of this section.  Lands
owned by an Indian tribe or a political subdivision of a State may not be acquired without
the consent of the appropriate governing body thereof as long as the Indian tribe or
political subdivision is following a plan for management and protection of the lands
which the Secretary finds protects the land and assures its use for purposes consistent
with this Act.  Money appropriated for Federal purposes from the land and water
conservation fund shall, without prejudice to the use of appropriations from other
sources, be available to Federal departments and agencies for the acquisition of property
for the purposes of this Act.
(2)  When a tract of land lies partially within and partially outside the boundaries of a
component of the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System, the appropriate Secretary
may, with the consent of the landowners for the portion outside the boundaries, acquire
the entire tract.  The land or interest therein so acquired outside the boundaries shall not
be counted against the average one-hundred-acre-per-mile fee title limitation of
subsection (a)(1).  The lands or interests therein outside such boundaries, shall be
disposed of, consistent with existing authorities of law, by sale, lease, or exchange.

(b)   If 50 per centum or more of the entire acreage outside the ordinary high water mark on
both sides of the river within a federally administered wild, scenic or recreational river area
is owned in fee title by the United States, by the State or States within which it lies, or by
political subdivisions of those States, neither Secretary shall acquire fee title to any lands by
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condemnation under authority of this Act.  Nothing contained in this section, however, shall
preclude the use of condemnation when necessary to clear title or to acquire scenic easements
or such other easements as are reasonably necessary to give the public access to the river and
to permit its members to traverse the length of the area or of selected segments thereof.

(c)  Neither the Secretary of the Interior nor the Secretary of Agriculture may acquire lands
by condemnation, for the purpose of including such lands in any national wild, scenic or
recreational river area, if such lands are located within any incorporated city, village or
borough which has in force and applicable to such lands a duly adopted, valid zoning
ordinance that conforms with the purposes of this Act.  In order to carry out the provisions
of this subsection the appropriate Secretary shall issue guidelines, specifying standards for
local zoning ordinances, which are consistent with the purposes of this Act.  The standards
specified in such guidelines shall have the object of (A) prohibiting new commercial or
industrial uses other than commercial or industrial uses which are consistent with the
purposes of this Act, and (B) the protection of the bank lands by means of acreage, frontage,
and setback requirements on development.

(d)  The appropriate Secretary is authorized to accept title to non-Federal property within the
authorized boundaries of any federally administered component of the national wild and
scenic rivers system designated in section 3 of this Act or hereafter designated for inclusion
in the system by Act of Congress and, in exchange therefore, convey to the grantor any
federally owned property which is under his jurisdiction within the State in which the
component lies and which he classifies as suitable for exchange or other disposal.  The
values of the properties so exchanged either shall be approximately equal or, if they are not
approximately equal, shall be equalized by the payment of cash to the grantor or to the
Secretary as the circumstances require.

(e)  The head of any Federal department or agency having administrative jurisdiction over
any lands or interests in land within the authorized boundaries of any federally administered
component of the national wild and scenic rivers system designated in section 3 of this Act
or hereafter designated for inclusion in the system by Act of Congress is authorized to
transfer to the appropriate Secretary jurisdiction over such lands for administration in
accordance with the provisions of this Act.  Lands acquired by or transferred to the Secretary
of Agriculture for the purposes of this Act within or adjacent to a national forest shall upon
such acquisition or transfer become national forest lands.

(f)  The appropriate Secretary is authorized to accept donations of lands and interests in land,
funds, and other property for use in connection with his administration of the national wild
and scenic rivers system.
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(g) (1)  Any owner or owners (hereinafter in this subsection referred to as “owner”) of
improved property on the date of its acquisition, may retain for themselves and their
successors or assigns a right of use and occupancy of the improved property for
noncommercial residential purposes for a definite term not to exceed twenty-five years,
or in lieu thereof, for a term ending at the death of the owner, or the death of his spouse,
or the death of either or both of them.  The owner shall elect the term to be reserved.  The
appropriate Secretary shall pay to the owner the fair market value of the property on the
date of such acquisition less the fair market value on such a date retained by the owner.
(2)  A right of use and occupancy retained pursuant to this subsection shall be subject to
termination whenever the appropriate Secretary is given reasonable cause to find that
such use and occupancy is being exercised in a manner which conflicts with the purposes
of this Act.  In the event of such a finding, the Secretary shall tender to the holder of that
right an amount equal to the fair market value of that portion of the right which remains
unexpired on the date of termination.  Such right of use or occupancy shall terminate by
operation of law upon tender of the fair market price.
(3)  The term “improved property,” as used in this Act, means a detached, one-family
dwelling (hereinafter referred to as “dwelling”), the construction of which was begun
before January 1, 1967, (except where a different date is specifically provided by law
with respect to any particular river), together with so much of the land on which the
dwelling is situated, the said land being in the same ownership as the dwelling, as the
appropriate Secretary shall designate to be reasonably necessary for the enjoyment of the
dwelling for the sole purpose of noncommercial residential use, together with any
structures accessory to the dwelling which are situated on the land so designated.

SECTION 7.

(a)  The Federal Power Commission shall not license the construction of any dam, water
conduit, reservoir, powerhouse, transmission line, or other project works under the Federal
Power Act (41 Stat. 1063), as amended (16 U.S.C. 791a et seq.), on or directly affecting any
river which is designated in section 3 of this Act as a component of the national wild and
scenic rivers system or which is hereafter designated for inclusion in that system, and no
department or agency of the United States shall assist by loan, grant, license, or otherwise
in the construction of any water resources project that would have a direct and adverse effect
on the values for which such river was established, as determined by the Secretary charged
with its administration.  Nothing contained in the foregoing sentence, however, shall
preclude licensing of, or assistance to, developments below or above a wild, scenic or
recreational river area or on any stream tributary thereto which will not invade the area or
unreasonably diminish the scenic, recreational, and fish and wildlife values present in the
area on the date of designation of a river as a component of the National Wild and Scenic
Rivers System.  No department or agency of the United States shall recommend authorization
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of any water resources project that would have a direct and adverse effect on the values for
which such river was established, as determined by the Secretary charged with its
administration, or request appropriations to begin construction of any such project, whether
heretofore or hereafter authorized, without advising the Secretary of the Interior or the
Secretary of Agriculture, as the case may be, in writing of its intention so to do at least sixty
days in advance, and without specifically reporting to the Congress in writing at the time it
makes its recommendation or request in what respect construction of such project would be
in conflict with the purposes of this Act and would effect the component and the values to
be protected by it under this Act.  Any license heretofore or hereafter issued by the Federal
Power Commission affecting the New River of North Carolina shall continue to be effective
only for that portion of the river which is not included in the National Wild and Scenic
Rivers System pursuant to section 2 of this Act and no project or undertaking so licensed
shall be permitted to invade, inundate or otherwise adversely affect such river segment.

(b)  The Federal Power Commission shall not license the construction of any dam, water
conduit, reservoir, powerhouse, transmission line, or other project works under the Federal
Power Act, as amended, on or directly affecting any river which is listed in section 5,
subsection (a), of this Act, and no department or agency of the United States shall assist by
loan, grant, license, or otherwise in the construction of any water resources project that
would have a direct and adverse effect on the values for which such river might be
designated, as determined by the Secretary responsible for its study or approval --

(i) during the ten-year period following enactment of this Act or for a three complete
fiscal year period following any Act of Congress designating any river for potential
addition to the national wild and scenic rivers system, whichever is later, unless, prior
to the expiration of the relevant period, the Secretary of the Interior and where national
forest lands are involved, the Secretary of Agriculture, on the basis of study, determine
that such river should not be included in the national wild and scenic rivers system and
notify the Committees on Interior and Insular Affairs of the United States Congress, in
writing, including a copy of the study upon which the determination was made, at least
one hundred and eighty days while Congress is in session prior to publishing notice to
that effect in the Federal Register: Provided, That if any Act designating any river or
rivers for potential addition to the national wild and scenic rivers system provides a
period for the study or studies which exceeds such three complete fiscal year period the
period provided for in such Act shall be substituted for the three complete fiscal year
period in the provisions of this clause (i); and
(ii)  during such interim period from the date a report is due and the time a report is
actually submitted to the Congress; and 
(iii)  during such additional period thereafter as, in the case of any river the report for
which is submitted to the President and the Congress for inclusion in the national wild
and scenic rivers system, is necessary for congressional consideration thereof or, in the
case of any river recommended to the Secretary of the Interior under section 2(a)(ii) of
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this Act, is necessary for the secretary’s consideration thereof, which additional period,
however, shall not exceed three years in the first case and one year in the second.

Nothing contained in the foregoing sentence, however, shall preclude licensing of, or
assistance to, developments below or above a potential wild, scenic or recreational river area
or on any stream tributary thereto which will not invade the area or diminish the scenic,
recreational, and fish and wildlife values present in the potential wild, scenic or recreational
river area on the date of designation of a river for study as provided in section 5 of this Act.
No department or agency of the United States shall, during the periods hereinbefore
specified, recommend authorization of any water resources project on any such river or
request appropriations to begin construction of any such project, whether heretofore or
hereafter authorized, without advising the Secretary of the Interior and, where national forest
lands are involved, the  Secretary of Agriculture in writing of its intention so to do at least
sixty days in advance of doing so and without specifically reporting to the Congress in
writing at the time it makes its recommendation or request in what respect construction of
such project would be in conflict with the purposes of this Act and would affect the
component and the values to be protected by it under this Act.

(c)  The Federal Power Commission and all other Federal agencies shall, promptly upon
enactment of this Act, inform the Secretary of the Interior and, where national forest lands
are involved, the Secretary of Agriculture, of any proceedings, studies, or other activities
within their jurisdiction which are now in progress and which affect or may affect any of the
rivers specified in section 5, subsection (a), of this Act.  They shall likewise inform him of
any such proceedings, studies, or other activities which are hereafter commenced or resumed
before they are commenced or resumed.

(d)  Nothing in this section with respect to the making of a loan or grant shall apply to grants
made under the Land and Water Conservation Fund Act of 1965 (78 Stat. 897; 16 U.S.C.
4601-5 et seq.).

SECTION 8.

(a)  All public lands within the authorized boundaries of any component of the national wild
and scenic rivers system which is designated in section 3 of this Act or which is hereafter
designated for inclusion in that system are hereby withdrawn from entry, sale, or other
disposition under the public land laws of the United States.  This subsection shall not be
construed to limit the authorities granted in section 6(d) or section 14A of this Act.

(b)  All public lands which constitute the bed or bank, or are within one-quarter mile of the
bank, of any river which is listed in section 5, subsection (a), of this Act are hereby
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withdrawn from entry, sale, or other disposition under the public land laws of the United
States for the periods specified in section 7, subsection (b), of this Act.  Notwithstanding the
foregoing provisions of this subsection or any other provision of this Act, subject only to
valid existing rights, including valid Native selection rights under the Alaska Native Claims
Settlement Act, all public lands which constitute the bed or bank, or are within an area
extending two miles from the bank of the river channel on both sides of the river segments
referred to in paragraphs (77) through (88) of section 5(a) are hereby withdrawn from entry,
sale, State selection or other disposition under the public land laws of the Unites States for
the periods specified in section 7(b) of this Act.

SECTION 9.

(a)  Nothing in this Act shall affect the applicability of the United States mining and mineral
leasing laws within components of the national wild and scenic rivers system except that --

(i) all prospecting, mining operations, and other activities on mining claims which, in the
case of a component of the system designated in section 3 of this Act, have not heretofore
been perfected or which, in the case of a component hereafter designated pursuant to this
Act or any other Act of Congress, are not perfected before its inclusion in the system and
all mining operations and other activities under a mineral lease, license, or permit issued
or renewed after inclusion of a component in the system shall be subject to such
regulations as the Secretary of the Interior or, in the case of national forest lands, the
Secretary of Agriculture may prescribe to effectuate the purposes of this Act; 
(ii)   subject to valid existing rights, the perfection of, or issuance of a patent to, any
mining claim affecting lands within the system shall confer or convey a right or title only
to the mineral deposits and such rights only to the use of the surface and the surface
resources as are  reasonably required to carrying on prospecting or mining operations and
are consistent with such regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior,
or in the case of national forest lands, by the Secretary of Agriculture; and
(iii)   subject to valid existing rights, the minerals in Federal lands which are part of the
system and constitute the bed or bank or are situated within one-quarter mile of the bank
of any river designated a wild river under this Act or any subsequent Act are hereby
withdrawn from all forms of appropriation under the mining laws and from operation of
the mineral leasing laws including, in both cases, amendments thereto.

Regulations issued pursuant to paragraphs (i) and (ii) of this subsection shall, among other
things, provide safeguards against pollution of the river involved and unnecessary
impairment of the scenery within the components in question.

(b)  The minerals in any Federal lands which constitute the bed or bank or are situated within
one-quarter mile of the bank of any river which is listed in section 5, subsection (a) of this
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Act are hereby withdrawn from all forms of appropriation under the mining laws during the
periods specified in section 7, subsection (b) of this Act.  Nothing contained in this
subsection shall be construed to forbid prospecting or the issuance of leases, licenses, and
permits under the mineral leasing laws subject to such conditions as the Secretary of the
Interior and, in the case of national forest lands, the Secretary of Agriculture find appropriate
to safeguard the area in the event it is subsequently included in the system.  Notwithstanding
the foregoing provisions of this subsection or any other provision of this Act, all public lands
which constitute the bed or bank, or are within an area extending two miles from the bank
of the river channel on both sides of the river segments referred to in paragraphs (77) through
(88) of section 5(a), are hereby withdrawn, subject to valid existing rights, from all forms of
appropriation under the mining laws and from operation of the mineral leasing laws
including, in both cases, amendments thereto, during the periods specified in section 7(b) of
this Act.

SECTION 10.

(a)  Each component of the national wild and scenic rivers system shall be administered in
such manner as to protect and enhance the values which caused it to be included in said
system without, insofar as is consistent therewith, limiting other uses that do not substantially
interfere with public use and enjoyment of these values.  In such administration primary
emphasis shall be given to protecting its esthetic, scenic, historic, archaeologic, and scientific
features.  Management plans for any such component may establish varying degrees of
intensity for its protection and development, based on the special attributes of the area.

(b)  Any portion of a component of the national wild and scenic rivers system that is within
the national wilderness preservation system, as established by or pursuant to the Act of
September 3, 1964 (78 Stat. 890; 16 U.S.C., ch. 23), shall be subject to the provisions of both
the Wilderness Act and this Act with respect to preservation of such river and its immediate
environment, and in case of conflict between the provisions of these Acts the more restrictive
provisions shall apply.

(c)   Any component of the national wild and scenic rivers system that is administered by the
Secretary of the Interior through the National Park Service shall become a part of the national
park system, and any such component that is administered by the Secretary through the Fish
and Wildlife Service shall become a part of the national wildlife refuge system.  The lands
involved shall be subject to the provisions of this Act and the Acts under which the national
park system or national wildlife refuge system, as the case may be, is administered, and in
case of conflict between the provisions of these Acts, the more restrictive provisions shall
apply.  The Secretary of the Interior, in his administration of any component of the national
wild and scenic rivers system, may utilize such general statutory authorities relating to areas
of the national park system and such general statutory authorities otherwise available to him
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for recreation and preservation purposes and for the conservation and management of natural
resources as he deems appropriate to carry out the purposes of this Act.

(d)  The Secretary of Agriculture, in his administration of any component of the national wild
and scenic rivers system area, may utilize the general statutory authorities relating to the
national forests in such manner as he deems appropriate to carry out the purposes of this Act.

(e)  The Federal agency charged with the administration of any component of the national
wild and scenic rivers system may enter into written cooperative agreements with the
Governor of a State, the head of any State agency, or the appropriate official of a political
subdivision of a State for State or local governmental participation in the administration of
the component.  The States and their political subdivisions shall be encouraged to cooperate
in the planning and administration of components of the system which include or adjoin
State-or county-owned lands.

SECTION 11.

(a)  The Secretary of the Interior shall encourage and assist the states to consider, in
formulating and carrying out their comprehensive statewide outdoor recreation plans and
proposals for financing assistance for State and local projects submitted pursuant to the Land
and Water Conservation Fund Act of 1965 (78 Stat. 897), needs and opportunities for estab-
lishing State and local wild, scenic and recreational river areas.

(b) (1)  The Secretary of the Interior, the Secretary of Agriculture, or the head of any other
Federal agency, shall assist, advise, and cooperate with States or their political
subdivisions, landowners, private organizations, or individuals to plan, protect, and
manage river resources.  Such assistance, advice and cooperation may be through written
agreements or otherwise.  This authority applies within or outside a federally
administered area and applies to rivers which are components of the National Wild and
Scenic Rivers System and to other rivers.  Any agreement under this subsection may
include provisions for limited financial or other assistance to encourage participation in
the acquisition, protection, and management of river resources.
(2)  Wherever appropriate in furtherance of this Act, the Secretary of Agriculture and the
Secretary of the Interior are authorized and encouraged to utilize the following:

(A)  For activities on federally owned land, the Volunteers in the Parks Act of 1969
(16 U.S.C. 18g-j) and the Volunteers in the Forest Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C.
558a-558d).
(B) For activities on all other lands, section 6 of the Land and Water Conservation
Fund Act of 1965 (relating to the development of statewide comprehensive outdoor
recreation plans). 
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(3)   For purposes of this subsection, the appropriate Secretary or the head of any Federal
agency may utilize and make available Federal facilities, equipment, tools and technical
assistance to volunteers and volunteer organizations, subject to such limitations and
restrictions as the appropriate Secretary or the head of any Federal agency deems
necessary or desirable.
(4)   No permit or other authorization provided for under provision of any other Federal
law shall be conditioned on the existence of any agreement provided for in this section.

SECTION 12.

(a)  The Secretary of the Interior, the Secretary of Agriculture, and the head of any other
Federal department or agency having jurisdiction over any lands which include, border upon,
or are adjacent to, any river included within the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System or
under consideration for such inclusion, in accordance with section 2(a)(ii), 3(a), or 5(a), shall
take such action respecting management policies, regulations, contracts, plans, affecting such
lands, following the date of enactment of this sentence, as may be necessary to protect such
rivers in accordance with the purposes of this Act.  Such Secretary or other department or
agency head shall, where appropriate, enter into written cooperative agreements with the
appropriate State or local official for the planning, administration, and management of
Federal lands which are within the boundaries of any rivers for which approval has been
granted under section 2(a)(ii).  Particular attention shall be given to scheduled timber
harvesting, road construction, and similar activities which might be contrary to the purposes
of this Act.

(b)   Nothing in this section shall be construed to abrogate any existing rights, privileges, or
contracts affecting Federal lands held by any private party without the consent of said party.

(c)  The head of any agency administering a component of the national wild and scenic rivers
system shall cooperate with the Administrator, Environmental Protection Agency and with
the appropriate State water pollution control agencies for the purpose of eliminating or
diminishing the pollution of waters of the river.

SECTION 13.

(a)  Nothing in this Act shall affect the jurisdiction or responsibilities of the States with
respect to fish and wildlife.  Hunting and fishing shall be permitted on lands and waters
administered as parts of the system under applicable State and Federal laws and regulations
unless, in the case of hunting, those lands or waters are within a national park or monument.
The administering Secretary may, however, designate zones where, and establish periods
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when, no hunting is permitted for reasons of public safety, administration, or public use and
enjoyment and shall issue appropriate regulations after consultation with the wildlife agency
of the State or States affected.

(b) The jurisdiction of the States and the United States over waters of any stream included
in the national wild, scenic or recreational river area shall be determined by established
principles of law.  Under the provisions of this Act, any taking by the United States of a
water right which is vested under either State or Federal law at the time such river is included
in the national wild and scenic rivers system shall entitle the owner thereof to just
compensation.  Nothing in this Act shall constitute an express or implied claim or denial on
the part of the Federal Government as to exemption from State water laws.

(c)  Designation of any stream or portion thereof as a national wild, scenic or recreational
river area shall not be construed as a reservation of the waters of such streams for purposes
other than those specified in this Act, or in quantities greater than necessary to accomplish
these purposes.

(d)  The jurisdiction of the States over waters of any stream included in a national wild,
scenic or recreational river area shall be unaffected by this Act to the extent that such
jurisdiction may be exercised without impairing the purposes of this Act or its
administration.

(e)  Nothing contained in this Act shall be construed to alter, amend, repeal, interpret,
modify, or be in conflict with any interstate compact made by any States which contain any
portion of the national wild and scenic rivers system.

(f)  Nothing in this Act shall affect existing rights of any State, including the right of access,
with respect to the beds of navigable streams, tributaries, or rivers (or segments thereof)
located in a national wild, scenic or recreational river area.

(g)  The Secretary of the Interior or the Secretary of Agriculture, as the case may be, may
grant easements and rights-of-way upon, over, under, across, or through any component of
the national wild and scenic rivers system in accordance with the laws applicable to the
national park system and the national forest system, respectively:  Provided, That any
conditions precedent to granting such easements and rights-of-way shall be related to the
policy and purpose of this Act.
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SECTION 14.

The claim and allowance of the value of an easement as a charitable contribution under
section 170 of title 26, United States Code, or as a gift under section 2522 of said title shall
constitute an agreement by the donor on behalf of himself, his heirs, and assigns that, if the
terms of the instrument creating the easement are violated, the donee or the United States
may acquire the servient estate at its fair market value as of the time the easement was
donated minus the value of the easement claimed and allowed as a charitable contribution
or gift.

SECTION 14A.

(a)  Where appropriate in the discretion of the Secretary, he may lease federally owned land
(or any interest therein) which is within the boundaries of any component of the National
Wild and Scenic Rivers system and which has been acquired by the Secretary under this Act.
Such lease shall be subject to such restrictive covenants as may be necessary to carry out the
purposes of this Act.

(b)  Any land to be leased by the Secretary under this section shall be offered first for such
lease to the person who owned such land immediately before its acquisition by the United
States.

SECTION 15.

Notwithstanding any other provision to the contrary in sections 3 and 9 of this Act, with
respect to components of the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System in Alaska designated
by paragraphs (38) through (50) of section 3(a) of this Act --

(1)  the boundary of each such river shall include an average of not more than six
hundred and forty acres per mile on both sides of the river.  Such boundary shall not
include any lands owned by the State or a political subdivision of the State nor shall such
boundary extend around any private lands adjoining the river in such manner as to
surround or effectively surround such private lands; and
(2)   the withdrawal made by paragraph (iii) of section 9(a) shall apply to the minerals in
Federal lands which constitute the bed or bank or are situated within one-half mile of the
bank of any river designated a wild river by the Alaska National Interest Lands
Conservation Act.
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SECTION 16.

As used in this Act, the term --

(a)  “River” means a flowing body of water or estuary or a section, portion, or tributary
thereof, including rivers, streams, creeks, runs, kills, rills, and small lakes.

(b)  “Free-flowing,” as applied to any river or section of a river, means existing or flowing
in natural condition without impoundment, diversion, straightening, rip-rapping, or other
modifi-cation of the waterway.  The existence, however, of low dams, diversion works, and
other minor structures at the time any river is proposed for inclusion in the national wild and
scenic rivers system shall not automatically bar its consideration for such inclusion: 
Provided, That this shall not be construed to authorize, intend, or encourage future
construction of such structures within components of the national wild and scenic rivers
system.

(c)  “Scenic easement” means the right to control the use of land (including the air space
above such land) within the authorized boundaries of a component of the wild and scenic
rivers system, for the purpose of protecting the natural qualities of a designated wild, scenic
or recreational river area, but such control shall not affect, without the owner’s consent, any
regular use exercised prior to the acquisition of the easement.  For any designated wild and
scenic river, the appropriate Secretary shall treat the acquisition of fee title with the
reservation of regular existing uses to the owner as a scenic easement for purposes of this
Act.  Such an acquisition shall not constitute fee title ownership for purposes of section 6(b).

SECTION 17.

There are hereby authorized to be appropriated, including such sums as have heretofore been
appropriated, the following amounts for land acquisition for each of the rivers described in
section 3(a) of this Act:

Clearwater, Middle Fork, Idaho, $2,909,800; 
Eleven Point, Missouri, $10,407,000;
Feather, Middle Fork, California, $3,935,700;
Rio Grande, New Mexico, $253,000;
Rogue, Oregon, $15,147,000
St. Croix, Minnesota and Wisconsin, $21,769,000;
Salmon, Middle Fork Idaho, $1,837,000; and 
Wolf Wisconsin, $142,150.
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9/3/13 About the WSR Act

www.rivers.gov/wsr-act.php 1/2

Safeguarding the Character of Our Nation's Unique Riv ers

The National Wild and Scenic Rivers System was created by Congress in 1968 (Public
Law 90-542; 16 U.S.C. 1271 et seq.) to preserve certain rivers with outstanding natural,
cultural, and recreational values in a free-flowing condition for the enjoyment of present and
future generations. The Act is notable for safeguarding the special character of these
rivers, while also recognizing the potential for their appropriate use and development. It
encourages river management that crosses political boundaries and promotes public
participation in developing goals for river protection.

It is hereby declared to be the policy of the United States that certain selected
rivers of the Nation which, with their immediate environments, possess
outstandingly remarkable scenic, recreational, geologic, fish and wildlife, historic,
cultural or other similar values, shall be preserved in free-flowing condition, and
that they and their immediate environments shall be protected for the benefit and
enjoyment of present and future generations. The Congress declares that the
established national policy of dams and other construction at appropriate
sections of the rivers of the United States needs to be complemented by a policy
that would preserve other selected rivers or sections thereof in their free-flowing
condition to protect the water quality of such rivers and to fulfill other vital national
conservation purposes. (Wild & Scenic Rivers Act, October 2, 1968)

Rivers may be designated by Congress or, if certain requirements are met, the Secretary
of the Interior. Each river is administered by either a federal or state agency. Designated
segments need not include the entire river and may include tributaries. For federally
administered rivers, the designated boundaries generally average one-quarter mile on either
bank in the lower 48 states and one-half mile on rivers outside national parks in Alaska in
order to protect river-related values.

Riv er Classification

Rivers are classified as wild, scenic, or recreational.

Wild River Areas – Those rivers or sections of rivers that are free of impoundments and
generally inaccessible except by trail, with watersheds or shorelines essentially primitive and
waters unpolluted. These represent vestiges of primitive America.

Scenic River Areas – Those rivers or sections of rivers that are free of impoundments, with
shorelines or watersheds still largely primitive and shorelines largely undeveloped, but
accessible in places by roads.

Recreational River Areas – Those rivers or sections of rivers that are readily accessible by
road or railroad, that may have some development along their shorelines, and that may have
undergone some impoundment or diversion in the past.

Regardless of classification, each river in the National System is administered with the goal of
protecting and enhancing the values that caused it to be designated. Designation neither
prohibits development nor gives the federal government control over private property. Recreation,
agricultural practices, residential development, and other uses may continue. Protection of the
river is provided through voluntary stewardship by landowners and river users and through
regulation and programs of federal, state, local, or tribal governments. In most cases not all
land within boundaries is, or will be, publicly owned, and the Act limits how much land the
federal government is allowed to acquire from willing sellers. Visitors to these rivers are
cautioned to be aware of and respect private property rights.

Choose a State

Choose a River

Go

Go

ABOUT THE WSR ACT

While progress should never come to a halt,
there are many places it should never come to
at all. — Paul Newman

HOME NATIONAL SYSTEM MANAGEMENT RESOURCES PUBLICATIONS CONTACT US KID'S SITE
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The Act purposefully strives to balance dam and other construction at appropriate sections of
rivers with permanent protection for some of the country's most outstanding free-flowing rivers.
To accomplish this, it prohibits federal support for actions such as the construction of dams or
other instream activities that would harm the river's free-flowing condition, water quality, or
outstanding resource values. However, designation does not affect existing water rights or the
existing jurisdiction of states and the federal government over waters as determined by
established principles of law.

As of July 2011, the National System protects 12,598 miles of 203 rivers in 38 states and the
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico; this is less than one-quarter of one percent of the nation's
rivers. By comparison, more than 75,000 large dams across the country have modified at least
600,000 miles, or about 17%, of American rivers.
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Wild & Scenic River Questions & Answers 

Private Land  

1) Q: What are the effects of wild and scenic river designation on private landowners 
within the river corridor? 
A: Under the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, designation neither gives nor implies 
government control of private lands within the river corridor. Although many rivers 
include private lands within the boundaries of the designated river area, management 
restrictions would apply only to federal lands. The federal government has no power to 
regulate or zone private lands under the Act; however, administering agencies may 
highlight the need for amendment to local zoning (where state and local zoning occurs). 
People living within a river corridor may use their property as they had before 
designation. 
 

2) Q: Can the federal government force landowners to move from their land because 
of wild and scenic river designation? 
A: No. The river study, enabling legislation, and subsequent management planning 
process will consider how best to protect river values while recognizing private property 
rights. 
 

3) Q: Can the federal government regulate or zone private lands under the Wild and 
Scenic Rivers Act? 
A: No. Under the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, the federal government has no authority to 
regulate or zone private lands. Land use controls on private lands are solely a matter of 
state and local zoning. Although the Act includes provisions encouraging the protection 
of river values through state and local governmental land use planning, there are no 
binding provisions on local governments. In the absence of state or local river protection 
provisions, the federal government may seek to protect values by providing technical 
assistance, entering into agreements with landowners and/or through purchase of 
easements, exchanges, or acquisition of private lands. 
 

4) Q: What restrictions apply to private residences, farm buildings and other 
buildings? Will landowners lose any use or development rights? 
A: No restrictions to private lands may be applied under the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. 
Comprehensive River Management Plans may establish goals for new construction 
consistent with classification. There is a wide range of uses compatible with these 
classifications so long as the overall values and character of the river corridor is 
maintained. Any effect on private lands would be through state or local zoning. Federal 
acquisition of lands or development rights would require landowner compensation. 
 

5) Q: What if a proposed development on private land is clearly incompatible with 
wild and scenic river designation, classification, or management objectives? 
A: The government typically provides technical assistance to find ways to alleviate or 
mitigate the actual or potential threat(s). Purchasing a partial right (easement) or the 
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property in fee title is usually the last resort. If an easement is purchased, the owner 
would sell certain development rights and receive a payment, yet retain title to the land. 
 

6) Q: Will designation affect the existing landowner's ability to control access to the 
riverbanks? 
A: Wild and scenic river designation does not change land ownership or grant new 
privileges to the public on private lands. If the riverbanks are in private ownership, the 
landowner continues to control their use after designation. Ownership of the bed and 
bank of a river may be affected by whether the river is determined navigable. 
 

7) Q: What restrictions and procedures apply to construction, improvement, or 
maintenance of private roads within wild and scenic river corridors? 
A: Maintenance of roads generally would not be affected. In consultation with 
landowners involved through coordinated management planning, every effort would be 
made to eliminate or reduce adverse impacts from any proposals for road improvement, 
realignment and/or new construction. If a proposed new road would have a negative 
impact on river values, the administering agency will work with the landowner(s) to 
mitigate the proposal. Should mitigation and/or consultation fail to reduce adverse 
impacts to an acceptable level, the administering agency could negotiate with the 
landowner to purchase the specific development rights necessary to remove the threat to 
the river. 
 

8) Q: Can the private landowner sell land within the wild and scenic river corridor 
after designation? 
A: Yes. The ability of the owner to buy, sell, donate or leave property to heirs is 
unaffected by the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. Landowners who sell should inform the 
new owner of any easement transferred with the title. 
 

9) Q: Will designation increase recreational use and unauthorized uses on private 
land? 
A: Designation may cause an increase in use along the river as new visitors seek it out. 
However, the wild and scenic river management requirements should ensure that any 
such increase will not damage resources on private property. If anything, there will be 
increased oversight after designation, discouraging littering, trespass and vandalism. 
Private landowners may continue to post their property with "No Trespassing" signs or 
require users to obtain landowner permission. 
 

10) Q: How does each classification (wild, scenic, recreational) of a designated river 
affect future development on federal lands in the river corridor? 
A: Wild and scenic river designation seeks to protect and enhance a river's current 
condition. Generally, the classification of the river reflects the level of development at the 
time of designation, and future development levels must be compatible with such 
classification. Any proposed new developments on federal lands must be guided by land 
use and resource management objectives that are compatible with the river's 
classification. 
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Land Acquistion  

11) Q: Can the government acquire or "take" private land within the river corridor? 
A: Yes, but with many restrictions. It is important to note that condemnation is a tool that 
has been used only rarely on wild and scenic rivers. The objective of wild and scenic 
river designation is to protect and, as possible, enhance the values which caused the river 
to be designated. Should some proposed or actual use clearly threaten the values the river 
was designated to protect, the river managing agency would work with a landowner to 
explore ways to avert the threat through local zoning, state provisions, land exchanges, or 
purchases on a willing-seller/willing-buyer basis. Condemnation would be a last resort, 
would only be feasible if funding were available, and is prohibited on some wild and 
scenic rivers by their enabling legislation. 
 

12) Q: Are there limitations on the federal government's ability to acquire lands 
through condemnation under the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act? 
A: Yes. Section 6(b) of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act specifically prohibits the use of 
condemnation for fee title purchase of private lands if 50 percent or more of the acreage 
within the boundaries on both sides of the designated river is in public ownership (i.e., 
owned by the federal, state, or local government). In addition, Section 6(a)(1) of the Act 
prohibits acquiring more than 100 acres per river mile within the corridor, which equates 
to a strip of land about 400-feet wide along both sides of the river. Fee title condemnation 
is allowed to clear title or to acquire conservation, scenic, or other types of easements 
reasonably necessary for public access. Section 6(c) of the Act specifically prohibits 
condemnation for fee title acquisition of lands located within any incorporated city, 
village, or borough if suitable local zoning ordinances are in place and applicable. 
Although this section authorizes the appropriate Secretary to issue zoning guidelines, this 
has not been done due to the many other tools and incentives available, great differences 
among river settings, and variable local government conditions. 
 

13) Q: What is the federal government's policy and past record on using condemnation 
authority involving wild and scenic rivers? 
A: The federal government has rarely exercised its eminent domain powers with respect 
to wild and scenic rivers. Of the 203 rivers in the National System as of May 2012, 
condemnation for fee title has been used on only four rivers. Nearly all of the federal 
government's use of condemnation occurred in the early years of the Wild and Scenic 
Rivers Act's implementation when the attitudinal climate was one of federal acquisition. 
Similarly, the use of scenic easement condemnation has also been used very rarely, and 
then only on seven rivers, all designated prior to 1976. (Refer to "Wild and Scenic Rivers 
and the Use of Eminent Domain" (1998).) 

Water Rights 

14) Q: What does the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act say about management of water 
resources? 
A: The following summarizes the sections of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act related to 
water resources (quality and quantity): Section 1(b) of the Act establishes that the 
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national policy of dam and other construction be complemented by a policy that would 
preserve other selected rivers or sections thereof "in their free-flowing condition to 
protect the water quality of such rivers and to fulfill other vital national conservation 
purposes." Section 10(a) states: "Each component of the national wild and scenic rivers 
system shall be administered in such a manner as to protect and enhance the values which 
caused it to be included in said system . . .." The values of each component are its free-
flowing condition, water quality and specifically identified outstandingly remarkable 
values. On some rivers, a hydrologic value, such as a unique flow regime, or exceptional 
water quality may be outstandingly remarkable values. Section 11(b)(1) authorizes the 
Secretary of the Interior or Agriculture, or the head of any federal agency to provide 
technical (i.e., non-monetary) assistance and the use of agency funds to states, local 
government, private organizations, and individuals "to plan, protect and manage river 
resources." This section has been used by wild and scenic river-administering agencies to 
enter into cooperative agreements with various entities to protect water resources. Section 
12(c) directs the river-administering agency to cooperate with the Environmental 
Protection Agency and state water quality agencies to address water quality concerns. 
Cooperation requires active participation by the river-administering agency in evaluating 
existing water quality, identifying issues (e.g., violation of temperature or turbidity 
standards), and developing the long-term strategies to address water quality-related 
issues. Section 13(c) expressly reserves the quantity of water necessary to achieve the 
purposes of the Act. This federal reserved water right is generally adjudicated in a state 
court (e.g., basin-wide adjudication). The designation does not supersede existing, valid 
water rights and establishes a priority date coincident with the river's date of designation 
into the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. Section 13(e) clarifies that interstate 
compacts are unaffected by the Act. 
 

15) Q: Does the federal reserved water right affect existing water rights? 
A: No. The designation does not supersede existing, valid water rights. 
 

16) Q: May the federal reserved water right affect future water rights? 
A: Yes it may. Once water rights are adjudicated, the federal reserved water right may 
affect future water development projects, depending upon the impacts of the new 
proposal on the river's flow-dependent values. Adjudications have been completed or are 
in process on 15 designated wild and scenic rivers. To date, existing flows have been 
sufficient to protect current and future demands and to meet the purposes for which the 
river was designated. River-administering agencies can work with local and state 
agencies to negotiate solutions that accommodate future water needs and that protect wild 
and scenic river flows and outstandingly remarkable values. 
 

17) Q: What effect does wild and scenic river designation have on other federally 
assisted water resources projects? 
A: Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act prohibits any department or agency of the 
United States from assisting in the construction of any water resources project that would 
have a "direct and adverse" effect on the values for which the river was established, 
namely its free-flowing condition, water quality and outstandingly remarkable values. It 
also precludes federal assistance to projects below/above a designated river that have 
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been determined to "invade the area or unreasonably diminish the scenic, recreational, 
and fish and wildlife values present . . . as of the date of designation. . . ." The "direct and 
adverse" standard applies to water resources projects within the river corridor, while the 
"invade or unreasonably diminish" standard applies to water resources projects below, 
above or on a stream tributary to the boundaries. 
 

18) Q: What is the definition of a water resources project? 
A: Any hydroelectric project licensed under Part 1 of the Federal Power Act, or other 
federally assisted (loan, grant, permit or license) project, which would affect the free-
flowing condition of a wild and scenic river. 
 

19) Q: What types of projects may fall under the purview of Section 7 of the Wild and 
Scenic Rivers Act? 
A: Examples include, but are not limited to any dam, water conduit, reservoir, 
powerhouse, transmission line, or other project works licensed under the Federal Power 
Act; other federally assisted projects such as dams, water diversion projects, fisheries 
habitat and watershed restoration/enhancement projects, bridges, roadway 
construction/reconstruction projects, bank stabilization projects, channelization projects, 
levee construction, recreation facilities (e.g., boat ramps, fishing piers), and activities that 
require a Section 404 permit from the Army Corps of Engineers. 

Uses 

20) Q: Are motorized vehicles allowed within designated wild and scenic river 
corridors? 
A: Yes. Motorized access allowed prior to designation will, generally, be allowed post 
designation, subject to congressional intent and river management objectives. However, 
if motorized use adversely impacts a river's water quality or outstandingly remarkable 
values, or if the use is not consistent with the river's classification, the route may be 
closed or regulated. The continued legality of motorized use on land or water is best 
determined through the river management planning process, which considers factors such 
as impacts on river values, user demand for such motorized recreation, health and safety 
to users, and acceptability with desired experiences and other values for which the river 
was designated. 
 

21) Q: Can individuals pan or suction dredge for gold in designated wild and scenic 
rivers? 
A: It depends on whether the collecting activity is commercial or noncommercial in 
nature and subject to river-administering agency regulation. Mining under the 1872 
mining law is a commercial and business activity tied to valid existing rights of claims 
and is regulated as such (36 CFR 228, 43 CFR 3809, 8365, et al). Non-commercial 
mineral collecting for recreational purposes (e.g., hobby collecting, rock-hounding, gold 
panning, sluicing, or dredging) may be authorized by the Bureau of Land Management or 
the U.S. Forest Service depending on the amounts collected, size and scale of activity, 
resource values impacted, and river management objectives. This collecting is subject to 
state, local and other federal regulations. The National Park Service and the U.S. Fish and 
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Wildlife Service (FWS) generally prohibit both commercial and non-commercial 
locatable mineral collecting (subject to valid existing rights). For refuges in Alaska, the 
FWS under 50 CFR 36.31(b) allows surface collection by hand of gold (including 
handheld gold pans) for recreational use only; however, collection involving surface 
disturbance (e.g., the use of shovels, pick axes, sluicing or dredging) is prohibited. 
 

22) Q: Will camping be allowed to continue in wild and scenic river corridors? Might it 
also be restricted and, if so, how would such restrictions be enforced? 
A: Camping is often important to the enjoyment of wild and scenic rivers. As appropriate, 
and when private interests do not provide sufficient facilities, the federal managing 
agency attempts to provide them on federal lands. As a condition of use, consistent with 
river classification and the management objectives for the river area, the managing 
agency may specify that camping will be permitted only in designated locations. 
Enforcement of camping restrictions and limitations can be through indirect means 
(brochures, maps, signs, etc.) and/or direct means (permits, enforcement personnel, etc.). 
 

23) Q: Will the public still have access to federal lands within wild and scenic river 
areas for hunting and fishing? 
A: Yes. Fishing and hunting are regulated under state laws. Where hunting and fishing 
were allowed prior to designation, they may continue. The river-administering Secretary 
may, however, designate no hunting zones or periods in which no hunting is allowed for 
public safety or other reasons. The Secretary must issue such regulation in consultation 
with the wildlife agency of the state(s). 
 

24) Q: Does wild and scenic river designation lead to increased river use and the need 
for a permit system? 
A: There are no known studies comparing river use levels before and after wild and 
scenic river designation with changes in use levels of similar non-wild and scenic rivers. 
Factors other than wild and scenic river designation (i.e., river and water attributes, 
access to the river, and availability of facilities and commercial services) are considered 
to be the major influences on river use levels. For wild and scenic rivers, as for other 
rivers managed by federal agencies, the implementation of permit systems or other limits 
of use are typically undertaken when use exceeds an acceptable level or carrying capacity 
as determined through an agency's planning process. 

25) Q: Will wild and scenic river designation lead to restrictions on recreational use of 
rivers? 
A: No, not unless necessary to protect public safety, the river's water quality, or other 
resource values. Recreational use of our nation's rivers is increasing in both magnitude 
and extent, i.e., the types of recreational activities pursued and the technologies being 
used. Whether and how to restrict recreational use is a key issue in the planning process, 
which includes extensive local, regional and national public involvement. 

Management 

26) Q: Who is responsible to administer a river included in the National Wild and 
Scenic Rivers System? 
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A: Rivers included in the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System by act of Congress 
(under Section 3(a) of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act) are administered by one of four 
federal agencies: Bureau of Land Management, National Park Service, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service and/or U.S. Forest Service as specified in the legislation. Rivers 
included in the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System at the request of a governor and 
designated by the Secretary of the Interior (under Section 2(a)(ii) of the Act) are 
administered by the respective state(s). Rivers that flow entirely or largely through non-
federal lands require an enduring partnership with state and local government to protect 
values. This collaborative approach is well-evidenced on several "Partnership" rivers 
administered by the National Park Service. On these rivers, National Park Service staff 
help communities manage their river-related resources locally by bringing together state, 
county, and community representatives to preserve the outstandingly remarkable values 
for which the rivers were designated. This is community-based conservation provides the 
framework to ensure these rivers will be protected into the future. 
 

Source: http://www.rivers.gov/information.php 
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Wild & Scenic Rivers Studies On The Angeles National Forest 
By Steven L. Evans, Consultant  

California Wilderness Coalition & Friends of the River 
July 29, 2013 

 
The National Wild & Scenic Rivers Act (Act) is the nation’s foremost river 
conservation law. The Act declares it to be the policy of the United States that 
certain selected rivers of the Nation and their immediate environments that possess 
outstandingly remarkable scenic, recreational, geologic, fish and wildlife, historic, 
cultural and other similar values shall be preserved in a free-flowing condition and 
protected for the benefit and enjoyment of present and future generations. Congress 
further declares that the established national policy of dam and other construction 
at appropriate sections of rivers be complemented with a policy that would 
preserve other selected rivers in their free-flowing condition to protect water 
quality and fulfill other vital national conservation purposes.1 
 
Wild & Scenic Rivers are primarily designated through an act of Congress. Congress 
can either respond to a recommendation of a federal land management agency that 
is the result of an agency study or Congress can simply designate rivers outright. 
The Act requires in all planning for the use and development of water and related 
land resources, consideration shall be given to by federal agencies to potential 
national wild, scenic and recreational river areas. The Act further requires federal 
agencies to make specific studies and investigations to determine which additional 
wild, scenic, and recreation river areas shall be evaluated in planning reports as 
potential alternative uses of water and related land resources.2 
 
The study mandate in the Act has been translated by the Forest Service Handbook as 
requiring a comprehensive evaluation of all potential wild and scenic rivers in 
National Forest Plans or if a comprehensive evaluation was not completed in the 
original Forest Plan, in the subsequent Forest Plan Revision.3 
 
Federal studies follow a three-step process.4 The first component is to determine 
the eligibility of potential wild and scenic river candidates. A river or stream is 
determined eligible if it meets the definition of free-flowing and if it possesses one 
or more outstandingly remarkable values. A river is considered to be free-flowing if 
flows are sufficient to sustain or complement the outstanding values for which the 
river would be designated.5 In addition, federal guidelines explicitly state that river 
segments that flow between impoundments are not precluded and may qualify if the 
river meets eligibility criteria.6 Outstandingly remarkable values are determined by 

1 16 USC Sec. 1271 
2 16 USC Sec. 1276(d)(1) 
3 FSH 1909.12_81.2 (2006) 
4 FSH 1909.12_82 (2006) 
5 FSH 1909.12_82.13 (2006) 
6 Federal Guidelines, Federal Register Vol. 47, No. 173, pg. 39457, (Sep. 7, 1982) 
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an interdisciplinary team of agency resource specialists using existing resource 
knowledge, following eligibility criteria for each resource value in the Handbook. 
Input from the public, including organizations and individuals familiar with specific 
river resources is sought and documented in the process.7 
 
The second step of the process is to determine the tentative classification of each 
eligible river segment as wild, scenic, or recreational based on the level of existing 
development at the time of the study. The Forest Service proposes tentative 
classification based on criteria in the Act, Federal Guidelines, and the Forest Service 
Handbook.8 Segment classification is finalized within a one year of an eligible river’s 
designation by Congress. 
 
The third step in the study process determines suitability, which provides the basis 
for determining which eligible rivers should be recommended by the agency to 
Congress as potential additions to the National System. The suitability component of 
the study answers key questions such as: 
 

 Should the eligible river’s free flowing character, water quality, and 
outstanding values be protected or are thee more important uses that 
warrant doing otherwise? 

 
 Will the river’s special values be protected through designation and is 

designation the best method for protecting the river corridor? 
 

 Is there a demonstrated commitment to protect the river by nonfederal 
entities that may be partially responsible for implementing protective 
management? 

 
In answering these questions, the trade-offs between benefits and impacts of 
designation must be evaluated and alternative protection methods considered. In 
evaluating and answering these questions, the agency should consider the 
characteristics that make the river a worthy addition to the National System, the 
current status of land ownership and use in the area, the reasonably foreseeable 
potential uses of the land and water that would be enhanced or foreclosed if the 
river were included in the National System, and other factors. 
 
The original Angeles National Forest Plan completed in the 1980s did not study or 
consider any potential Wild & Scenic Rivers. When the Forest Service initiated the 
Angeles Forest Plan Revision in 2001, the agency committed to recommending to 
Congress rivers eligible for designation and sought public input concerning 
candidate rivers and streams. Friends of the River nominated 10 streams on the 
Angeles Forest for consideration, including the East, West, and North Forks of the 

7 FSH 1909.12_82.14-82.14a (2006) 
8 FSH 1909.12_82.3 Exhibit 01 (2006) 
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San Gabriel River. The first step of the study – determining eligibility of candidate 
streams – was completed, but the Plan Revision took longer than anticipated and 
was over budget, so the Forest Service decided to not complete the suitability 
component for eligible rivers and streams on the Angeles Forest.9 This is in 
accordance with the Forest Service Handbook, which states that completing 
suitability studies in the plan is the preferred approach but the timing of the 
suitability evaluation may vary.10 The FEIS for the four southern California Forest 
Plan Revisions simply states that the suitability study for the eligible rivers and 
streams will be initiated at a later date.11 
 
The Forest Plan Revision and FEIS identified five eligible streams on the Angeles 
National Forest, including the San Gabriel River (East, West, and North Forks), San 
Antonio Creek, Little Rock Creek, Piru Creek, and San Francisquito Creek.12 The 
eligible segments of the San Gabriel River were further defined in the FEIS as: 
 

RIVER MILES CLASSIFICATION OUTSTANDING VALUES 
Upper East Fork 8.1 Wild Fish & Wildlife 

Scenery &Recreation 
Historic 

Lower East Fork 6 Recreation Fish & Wildlife 
Historic 

Upper West Fork 8.6 Recreation Fish & Wildlife 
Recreation 

Lower West Fork 7.4 Recreation Recreation 
North Fork 4.2 Recreation Fish & Wildlife 

 
 
The Angeles Forest Plan Revision documented and described the specific 
outstandingly remarkable values of each eligible segment. These values were 
further documented in extensive online appendix.  
 
Fish & Wildlife – East, West, & North Forks: All eligible segments of the three forks 
of the San Gabriel River support regionally and nationally significant fish resources, 
including an assemblage of native fishes and the Santa Ana sucker, a federal listed 
threatened species. The three forks of the San Gabriel River provide the best habitat 
and support the best population of the very rare Santa Ana sucker. The lower West 
Fork’s state designation as a Wild Trout Stream is also considered a regionally and 
nationally significant fish resource. 
 

9 Ron Pugh USFS (personal conversation) 
10 FSH 1909.12_83.1 (2006) 
11 Southern California Forest Plan Revisions FEIS Vol. 2, pg. 184 (Sep. 2005) 
12 Angeles National Forest Plan Revision, pgs. 83-85 and Southern California Forest 
Plan Revisions FEIS, Vol. 2, pg. 185 (Sep. 2005) 
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Scenery & Recreation – East Fork: The year-round flowing waters of the wilderness 
segment of the East Fork San Gabriel offer recreational opportunities unique for 
southern California residents. The peace, solitude and undeveloped setting draw 
local and regional attention. The East Fork’s diverse landscapes are regionally 
important attractions.   
 
Historic – East Fork: The presence of significant historic mining sites in both 
segments of the East Fork are considered outstandingly remarkable. 
 
Recreation – West Fork: Three National Recreation Trails, high quality fishing 
opportunities, and several campgrounds and group camps comprise regionally and 
nationally significant outstandingly remarkable values. 
 
Conclusion 
 
Although it’s true that the Forest Service hasn’t completed the suitability step for the 
eligible rivers and streams identified in the Angeles National Forest Plan Revision, it 
is important to note that only Congress determines which rivers and streams are 
protected in the System. All the streams in California protected by Congress since 
2006 were similarly lacking completion of the suitability step, including segments of 
the Black Butte River and its tributary Cold Creek on the Mendocino National Forest 
(designated in 2006); segments of the Owens River Headwaters and Cottonwood 
Creek on the Inyo National Forest (designated in 2009); segments of the North Fork 
San Jacinto River, Fuller Mill Creek, Palm Canyon Creek, and Bautista Creek on the 
San Bernardino National Forest (designated in 2009); and the segment of Piru Creek 
identified in the 2005 Angeles Forest Plan Revision (also designated in 2009). 
Clearly, Congress reserves the right to take action to protect a river regardless of the 
status of agency studies. 
 
Since first developing a comprehensive legislative proposal to protect additional 
wilderness and wild and scenic rivers on the Angeles National Forest, the San 
Gabriel Mountains Forever coalition have met and negotiated with agencies and 
stakeholders many times. Significant adjustments have been made to our proposal 
to remove existing or even potential conflicts. This is quite similar to the process the 
Forest Service would follow in completing the suitability step.  
 
Given the distressed state of the Forest Service’s budget for the Angeles National 
Forest, the general public and interested stakeholders may wait for completion of 
the suitability study for many years. Completion of the suitability study could cost 
the agency as much as $1.5 million. It simply makes no sense to require the agency 
to complete the study (and required EIS that would accompany it) when much of the 
suitability work has already been completed through stakeholder negotiations and 
because Congress has the power to consider protection of these rivers without 
agency studies. 
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San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments 
 

 

 
DATE:  February 26, 2014 
 
TO:  EENR Committee 
 
FROM: Andrea M. Miller, Executive Director 
 
RE: COMMUNITY HOME ENERGY RETROFIT PROJECT (CHERP) 

RESOLUTION  
   
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION 
 
Recommend Governing Board adopt resolution of support for the CHERP model. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
In 2011, the County of Los Angeles was awarded funding by the California Public Utilities 
Commission (CPUC) to market the Energy Upgrade California program.  One of the most 
successful community outreach models has been the Community Home Energy Retrofit Project 
(CHERP) model, and the County has decided to expand this model to cities across the region to 
promote Energy Upgrade California.   
 
The Community Home Energy Retrofit Project (CHERP) is a volunteer, non-profit organization 
that was created by volunteers in the City of Claremont.  The purpose of the program is to educate 
homeowners and building owners about the impact of buildings on greenhouse gasses and to 
demonstrate the opportunities and the benefits that homeowners and building owners can receive 
from retrofitting buildings.  The CHERP model was developed to engage the entire City, and the 
model can be modified for other communities across the region and the State.        
 
In October 2013, Devon Hartman, co-founder of CHERP Claremont, and Steve Culbertson, from 
contractor BKI who will be assisting with the development of CHERP programs on behalf of the 
County of Los Angeles, presented the program to the EENR Committee.  Since that time, CHERP 
has been expanding to cities across the region.  There are now CHERP programs in the cities of 
Huntington Beach, Redlands, and Monrovia.   
 
NEXT STEPS 

 
Staff recommends the EENR Committee recommend the Governing Board adopt a resolution of 
support for CHERP to educate the municipalities in the San Gabriel Valley about the benefits of 
the program for improving residential energy efficiency through community engagement.   
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RESOLUTION NO. 14-XX 
 

RESOLUTION OF THE SAN GABRIEL VALLEY 
COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS (SGVCOG) SUPPORTING THE COMMUNITY 

HOME ENERGY RETROFIT PROJECT (CHERP)  
 
 

WHEREAS, there are unprecedented energy challenges resulting from rising energy 
consumption and energy costs;  

 
WHEREAS, the State of California, through Assembly Bill 32 – the California Global 

Warming Solutions Act of 2006 – requires the mitigation of greenhouse gases (GHG) and requires 
local governments to provide energy use reduction plans;  

 
WHEREAS, forty percent of GHGs in the United States are produced by buildings and 

more than fifty percent of all the energy used in buildings is wasted;  
  
WHEREAS, energy efficiency is an untapped energy source;  
 
WHEREAS, the California Energy Commission (CEC) has whole-building energy 

retrofits as a cornerstone of California’s future energy policy, and the California Public Utilities 
Commission (CPUC) is initiating the largest and most comprehensive building retrofit program in 
the United States to reduce energy consumption in the 13 million homes in California;  

 
WHEREAS, the County of Los Angeles was awarded funding by the CPUC to market the 

Energy Upgrade California program;  
 
WHEREAS, the Community Home Energy Retrofit Project (CHERP) is a volunteer, non-

profit organization whose purpose is to educate homeowners and building owners about the impact 
of buildings on greenhouse gasses (GHG) and to demonstrate ways to reduce energy consumption 
in buildings;  

 
WHEREAS, CHERP has been one of the most successful Energy Upgrade California 

community outreach models and, while inspiring building retrofits on an unprecedented scale, is 
also stimulating local economies through increased investment in real estate, the creation of local 
jobs, reductions in building owner’s energy bills, and increases in property values.  has been the 
Community Home Energy Retrofit Project (CHERP).  
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Governing Board hereby supports 
CHERP to educate the municipalities in the San Gabriel Valley about the benefits of the program 
for improving residential energy efficiency through community engagement.    

 
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Governing Board of San Gabriel Valley Council of 

Governments, County of Los Angeles, in the County of Los Angeles, State of California, on the 
___ day of _________, 2014. 
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       San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments 
 
       __________________________________ 
       Barbara Messina, President 
 
Attest: 
 
_________________________________ 
Andrea M. Miller, Secretary 
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Environment 
	 Work	Plan	
	 FY	2013‐2014	

Issue	Area			 Near‐Term	Action		 
Schedule		 Current	

Progress		 
Work	Completed	

	to	Date		  Next	Steps		 
Nov	 Dec	 Jan	 Feb	 Mar	 Apr	 May	 Jun	

General			

Prepare	 quarterly	 report	 submit	 to	 EENR	
Committee	and	Governing	Board.			 ⋆	 	 ⋆	 	 	 ⋆	 	 ⋆	 50%	

Report	 submitted	 in	 Sept.	 2013	 and	
January	2014.			

Next	report	will	be	submitted	Apr.	
2014	

Convene	 Environmental	 TAC	 to	 provide	
technical	input	to	EENR	Committee.	 	 ⋆	 	 	 ⋆	 	 	

	
5%	

TAC	 structure	 recommendations	 were	
presented	 and	 discussed	 at	 the	 EENR	
Committee	meeting	in	Dec.	2013.		

	

Solicit	 volunteers	 for	
Environmental	TAC	

Air	Quality		

Participate	 on	 SoCal	 PEV	 Coordinating	
Council	and	report	to	EENR	Committee.			

	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	
0%	 n/a	

Last	meeting	was	held	in	Oct.	2013.		
Staff	 will	 coordinate	 with	 SCAG	
staff	to	con irm	next	meeting	time.	

Develop	 scope	 of	 work,	 secure	 funding	 for	
and	 conduct	 regional	 PEV	 infrastructure	
plan.	

	
	

	
⋆	 	 	 	 	

0%	 n/a	
Meet	 with	 SCAG	 &	 AQMD	 staff	 to	
identify	 possible	 funding	
opportunities	

Energy	
Ef iciency		

Manage	SGVEWP.	

⋆	 ⋆	 ⋆	 ⋆	

	 	 	 	

65%	

Awarded	$37,189	to	cities	in	incentives	
Completed	 city	 projects	 have	 saved	
~237,892	kWh	

Held	HVAC	101	and	Title	24	trainings.	
Attended	 18	 community	 events,	
including	9	Holiday	Light	exchanges	

Held	homeowner	workshop	in	Arcadia	
1	 city	 has	 reached	 Gold	 Level	 in	 the	
Energy	Leader	Model	

Hosted	SGVEWP	Annual	Energy	Awards	
Luncheon	in	Dec	2013		

Host	2014	Kickoff	in	March	2014	

Manage	SCE	CEESP.		 	 	 	

	 ⋆	
	 	

	 65%	

Held	 	 Phase	 1	 EEMIS	 trainings	 in	 13	
cities	

Hosted	Phase	2	EEMIS	Training	on	Nov.	
19.	

Host	 Phase	 3	 EEMIS	 trainings	 in	
March	2014		



Environment 
	 Work	Plan	
	 FY	2013‐2014	

Issue	Area			 Near‐Term	Action		 
Schedule		 Current	

Progress		 
Work	Completed	

	to	Date		  Next	Steps		 
Nov	 Dec	 Jan	 Feb	 Mar	 Apr	 May	 Jun	

Open	Space		

Work	 with	 RMC	 	 and	 other	 agencies	 to	
develop	priority	 list	of	multi‐bene it,	multi‐
jurisdictional	 open	 space	 projects	 and	
present	to	EENR	and	Governing	Board.			

	 	 	

⋆	 ⋆	
	 	 	

33%	 Met	 with	 RMC/WCA	 staff	 to	 identify	
existing	projects	

WCA	will	identify	existing	projects	

Track	 legislation	 related	 to	 proposed	 NRA	
in	 the	 San	 Gabriel	 Valley	 and	 provide	
regular	updates	to	Governing	Board.	

	 	 	
	

	 	 	 	
0%	

Transmitted	 SGVCOG	 White	 Paper	 to	
Congresswoman	Judy	Chu	in	Sept.	2013	

Awaiting	 release	 of	 draft	 NRA	
legislation	

Prepare	 report	 on	 existing	 education,	
literacy	 and	 stewardship	 programs	 in	 the	
San	Gabriel	Valley.			

	 	 	
⋆	

	 	 	
⋆	 25%	 Met	 with	 RMC/WCA	 staff	 to	 identify	

existing	efforts	

Staff	 will	 continue	 to	 coordinate	
with	 WCA	 staff	 to	 gather	
information	



Water 
	 Work	Plan	
	 FY	2013‐2014	

Issue	Area			 Near‐Term	Action		 
Schedule		 Current	

Progress		 
Work	Completed	

	to	Date		  Next	Steps		 
Nov	 Dec	 Jan	 Feb	 Mar	 Apr	 May	 Jun	

General			 

Convene	Water	Policy	Committee	and	TAC.	 	 	 	 ⋆	 	 ⋆	 	 	 0%	 n/a	
	

Solicit	volunteers	 for	Water	Policy	
Committee	

By‐laws	 Committee	 will	 begin	
process	 of	 changing	 by‐laws	 to	
form	Committee	

Develop	 TAC	 structure	 and	
present	 recommendation	 to	
WRWG	&	EENR	Committee	

Attend	 and	 report	 on	 Upper	 San	 Gabriel	
River	and	Rio	Hondo	River	IRWMP	Steering	
Committee	Meetings	.		

	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	
0%	 n/a	

 Include	 IRWMP	Phase	2	 results	 in	
Feb.	2014	newsletter	

Water	
Quality/
NPDES	 

Support	County‐wide	funding	task	force.	 	 	 	 	 ⋆	 	 	 	 0%	 n/a	 Meet	 with	 M.	 Lutz	 to	 determine	
possible	roles	for	SGVCOG	

Host	 annual	 educational	 workshop	 on	
relevant	 water	 quality	 and	 stormwater	
issues	for	elected	of icials	and	staff.		

	 	 	
	

	 ⋆	 	 	
5%	

Draft	 agenda	 for	 the	 “Water	 101”	
workshop	 was	 discussed	 at	 the	
December	2013	WRWG	meeting	

Event	 is	 anticipated	 to	 be	 held	 in	
Apr.	2014	

Water	
Conservation	 

Collect	 information	 on	 existing	 water	
conservation	messaging	campaigns,	prepare	
report,	 and	 identify	potential	opportunities	
for	COG	to	support	these	efforts.	

	 	

	

	 	

⋆	

	 	

10%	

Presentation	 from	 USGVMWD	 General	
Manager	 on	 water	 conservation	
programs	at	October	WRWG	meeting	

 Information	 on	 the	 USGVMWD’s	 water	
conservation	 programs	 was	 included	 in	
the	Nov.	2013	SGVCOG	newsletter	

Meet	 with	 Water	 Districts	 to	
identify	 opportunities	 to	 promote	
water	conservation	programs		

Research	 potential	 funding	 source	 to	
expand	 LA	 County	 EEMIS	 to	 include	water	
usage	 and	 costs	 and	 present	 report	 to	
Water	Policy	Committee.	

	 	 	 	 	 	 	

⋆	 0%	 n/a	

Meet	 with	 LA	 County	 and	 the	
Water	 Districts	 to	 discuss	
opportunities	

Prepare	 summary	 analysis	 of	 sources	 of	
water	 and	 water	 provider	 service	
territories.	

	 	
	 	 	 ⋆	

	 	
50%	

Draft	list	of	water	providers	presented	at	
October	WRWG	meeting	

 Information	 will	 be	 presented	 at	
Water	101	event	in	Apr.	2014	



Water 
	 Work	Plan	
	 FY	2013‐2014	

Issue	Area			 Near‐Term	Action		 
Schedule		 Current	

Progress		 
Work	Completed	

	to	Date		  Next	Steps		 
Nov	 Dec	 Jan	 Feb	 Mar	 Apr	 May	 Jun	

Water	
Reliability	

Present	information	regarding	status	of	Bay	
Delta	Conservation	Plan	and	potential	State	
bond	 measure	 and	 provide	
recommendations.	

	 	

	 ⋆	
	 	 	 	

33%	

Presentation	on	the	BDCP	at	the	October	
Governing	Board	meeting	

Presentation	 on	 BDCP	 EIR	 at	 January	
2014	joint	WRWG/EENR	meeting	

Governing	 Board	 will	 hear	
presentation	 and	 consider	
adoption	 of	 resolution	 at	
February	2014	meeting	

Wastewater	 Collect	 information	 on	 current	 funding	
obstacles	and	regulatory	issues.	

	 	 	 	 	 	 	 ⋆	 0%	 n/a	 	



 

 

San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments 
 

 

 
DATE:  February 26, 2014 
 
TO:  EENR Committee 
 
FROM: Andrea M. Miller, Executive Director 
 
RE:  GRANTS UPDATE (SGVEWP, SCE CEESP, & CALIFORNIA HERO) 
   
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION 
 
For Information Only.  
 
BACKGROUND 
 
San Gabriel Valley Energy Wise Partnership  
 
The San Gabriel Valley Energy Wise Partnership (SGVEWP) – which includes the SGVCOG, 
Southern California Edison (SCE), and Southern California Gas Company (SoCalGas) – is funded 
by investor-owned utility ratepayer funds designated for the administration of programs that 
reduce energy consumption in cities.  Through the SGVEWP, cities receive technical assistance 
and incentives for completing energy and gas saving projects.  Cities also receive support in 
promoting energy and gas saving programs in their communities as a whole.      
 
The SGVEWP is currently in a 2013-2014 program cycle.  The SGVEWP has a kilowatt-hours 
savings goal of 1.7 million kWh for 2014 and therms savings goal of 30,000 therms for 2014.   
 
These are activities currently underway in the SGVEWP: 
 
Monrovia Reaches Gold Level 
 
At the end of 2013, the City of Monrovia became the seventh city in the San Gabriel Valley to 
reach Gold in the Energy Leader Partnership.  The Energy Leader Partnership recognizes cities 
that achieve significant energy savings in municipal facilities, complete community events, 
participate in Southern California Edison (SCE) Demand Response (DR) programs, and engage in 
energy efficiency planning for the future.  These cities are then eligible for higher incentive 
amounts per kilowatt-hour when they complete incentivized projects in the Partnership.    
 
The City of Monrovia completed the following activities to reach Gold Level:  
 

 Achieved more than 1.1 million kWh of energy savings, representing a 10% savings.  
Completed projects included retrofitting traffic signal bulbs with light-emitting diode 
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(LED) bulbs, installing LED exit signs at various City facilities, replaced Monrovia Library 
Park lighting with LEDs, retrofitted the Police Department building, and upgraded several 
of its pumps. 

 Presented an overview of the SGVEWP to the Monrovia City Council in December 2013, 
and also promoted energy efficiency programs at its own Sustainability Fair, the Monrovia 
Area Partnership (MAP) Conference and the Monrovia Day Festival.   

 Enrolled several water pumping accounts in SCE’s demand response (DR) programs and 
promoted DR programs at community events. 

 Develop a comprehensive Energy Action Plan.   
 
The SGVEWP celebrated the City of Monrovia’s achievements at a Gold Level celebration on 
February 24, 2014.   
 
2014 Kick-off Workshop 
 
On Tuesday, March 4, 2014, the SGVEWP will host a 2014 SGVEWP Kick-Off for City staff.  
The program will feature several presentations designed to inform cities about upcoming changes 
and opportunities in the program, including the following:   
 

 Update on statewide policies and programs from Joseph Oldham, the Statewide Local 
Government Energy Efficiency Best Practices Coordinator.    

 Overview of the changes to the incentivized projects based on updates to Title 24. 
 Assistance for cities in identifying and implementing projects, featuring case studies of the 

cities of South El Monte and Covina 
 Overview on the nexus between water and energy  

 
At 12:00 noon, there will also be a training session on LA County’s EEMIS program, which allows 
cities to track their energy consumption and costs.  More information can be found under the 
California Energy Efficiency Strategic Plan (CEESP) heading.   
 
The event will be held as follows: 

 Date:  Tuesday, March 4, 2014 
 Time:  8:30 a.m. – 1:30 p.m. 
 Location:  San Gabriel Hilton 
   225 W. Valley Blvd. 
   San Gabriel, CA   

We encourage all City staff to attend.  Please email csims@sgvcog.org to indicate your attendance.   
 
California Energy Efficiency Strategic Plan (CEESP) 
 
In 2010, the SGVCOG was awarded $4.7 million to complete two activities that support 
California’s Long-Term Energy Efficiency Plan: development of city energy efficiency chapters 
of climate action plans (Energy Action Plans) and procurement of an online energy management 
information system (EEMIS) in which cities can track and monitor energy usage in their facilities.  
The SGVCOG was able to apply for this funding – which is funded by ratepayer funds through 
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the CPUC and administered by SCE – through the SGVEWP.  The Energy Action Plans were 
completed in 2013.  The SGVCOG is continuing to work with the cities to implement EEMIS.   
 
These are activities currently underway in CEESP: 
 
EEMIS Training 
 
On Tuesday, March 4, the SGVCOG will be hosting a city training to demonstrate how to utilize 
EEMIS to identify projects.  With EEMIS, cities are able to track their electricity usage and 
electricity costs in their municipal facilities.  The program allows cities to more easily identify 
opportunities to reduce their energy usage and implement projects.   
 
This training will be specifically focused on how cities can use the EEMIS program to identify 
possible projects.  The training will be held in the afternoon as a part of the SGVEWP 2014 Kick-
off.  That event will be held at the San Gabriel Hilton (225 W. Valley Blvd) on Tuesday, March 
4th from 8:30 a.m. – 1:30 p.m.   
 
California HERO 
 
The California HERO program allows residents and business owners to finance the installation of 
eligible energy efficiency, renewable generation and water conservation improvements with low-
interest loans that are repaid as an item on the property owner’s property tax bill.    
 
The start of the California HERO program is currently delayed in LA County; however, it is 
expected to launch in the coming weeks.  There is also a dedicated California HERO staff person 
located in the SGVCOG offices, who is able to provide information to cities and customers about 
the program, and when the program launches, will collect California HERO documents from 
contractors.     
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