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From the Council

We congratulate Tony Andersen, Superin-
tendent of the St. Croix National Scenic
Riverway, on his recent retirement from
the National Park Service.  Tony served as
the Council’s first Chair and provided
valuable support in improving interagency
coordination in administration of the Wild
and Scenic Rivers Act (WSRA).  We are
also pleased to welcome several new
members:  Cal Hite, National Park Service,
New River Gorge National River; Phil
Horning, U.S. Forest Service, Pacific
Southwest Region; John Romanowski,
U.S. Forest Service, Eastern Region; and
Barry Whitehill, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, Yukon Flats National Wildlife
Refuge.

Our Reference Guide now includes nine
technical reports explaining various
aspects of the WSRA.  We are completing
several others, as detailed in this
newsletter.  With the completion of these
guidance documents, our focus is shifting
to providing training and, in select cases,
serving as technical consultants to agency
river staff.  The standing-room-only
attendance at the Council’s presentation of
Management of Designated Rivers at last
year’s Interagency River Managers
Workshop in Minneapolis, Minnesota,
attests to the need.  We invite you to
participate in our upcoming sessions and
also encourage river managers seeking
training opportunities to contact any
Council member.  We will make every
effort to find you a suitable forum to meet
your training needs.

In the continuing story of litigation (Friends of Yosemite Valley et
al. v. Norton) over the Merced Wild and Scenic River, on March
22, 2002, a federal district court ruled largely in favor of the NPS
and its Comprehensive River Management Plan (CRMP) for the
river.  This case is an outgrowth of an earlier suit, Sierra Club et
al. v. Babbitt et al.  In that case, the NPS lost a lawsuit primarily
because it had not prepared a management plan for the river in a
timely fashion.  Background for the case can be found in the
Council’s recently published paper, Wild and Scenic River
Management Responsibilities (March 2002).

The major issue in the second suit was whether the June 2000
CRMP, prepared in response to the first suit, provides adequate
protection for river values.  Specific complaints were that the
CRMP:

  • lacked baseline data;
  • eliminated previously identified ‘outstandingly remarkable

values’ (ORVs);
  • fails to protect and enhance the river’s free flow and ORVs;
  • is driven by decisions made in the Yosemite Valley plan; and
  • illegally reclassified a segment from “scenic” to “recreational.”

The court ruled in favor of the NPS on all these points, but noted
that the NPS failed to specify where and how the General
Management Plan for Yosemite National Park had been amended
by the CRMP.  The NPS has 180 days to complete this process.

Of special interest to the Council, the Court cited two products of
the Council as being authoritative sources for guidance to
management.  These are The Wild and Scenic Study Process for a
definition of an “outstandingly remarkable value” and A
Compendium of Questions & Answers Relating to Wild & Scenic
Rivers for guidance on establishing river corridor boundaries.

Merced Wild & Scenic River Litigation

For copies of the Council papers Wild and Scenic River
Management Responsibilities, The Wild and Scenic Study
Process, and A Compendium of Questions & Answers Relating
to Wild & Scenic Rivers, please go to www.nps.gov/rivers/.
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The 106th Congress proved productive for the National
Wild and Scenic Rivers System (National System),
designating five new rivers and adding to three
previous designations.  There was also a new study
authorization.

New Designations

  • Sudbury, Assabet and Concord (SuAsCo) Rivers,
Massachusetts, April 9, 1999 (29.0 miles)

  • Wilson Creek, North Carolina, August 18, 2000
(23.3 miles)

  • Wekiva River, Florida, October 13, 2000 (41.6
miles)

  • White Clay Creek, Pennsylvania and Delaware,
October 24, 2000 (190.0 miles) – This includes
virtually the entire watershed, the first watershed
in the National System.

  • Wildhorse and Kiger Creeks, Oregon, October 30,
2000 (13.9 miles)

Additions

  • Lamprey River, New Hampshire, May 2, 2000
(12.0 miles)

  • Three tributaries to the Donner und Blitzen River,
Oregon, October 30, 2000 (14.8 miles)

  • (Lower) Delaware River, Pennsylvania and New
Jersey, November 1, 2000 (67.3 miles) – This
brings the total mileage for the longest undammed
river in the East to approximately 176 miles.

Study Rivers

  • Taunton River, Massachusetts
  • Eight Mile River, Connecticut (107th Congress)

The USFS administers Wilson Creek; the BLM
manages the Donner und Blitzen River and Wildhorse
and Kiger Creeks.  The NPS has federal respon-
sibilities for the others.

Ordinarily, NPS responsibility for wild and scenic river
management makes the river a part of the National
Park System pursuant to Section 10(c).  However, the
legislation for the lower Delaware, SuAsCo, Wekiva,

Recent Designations

and White Clay specifies that these rivers shall not
become part of the National Park System and thereby
not subject to the rules and regulations applicable to
that system.  Responsibility for on-the-ground
protection for these rivers rests with local and state
governments, as outlined in management plans
developed by local governments with NPS assistance
during the studies and adopted by these local
governments.  (A plan was not developed for the
Wekiva during the study; however, the NPS will be
assisting local and state governments in developing
one post-designation.  The lead planner has just been
hired.)  In addition to carrying out the Secretary of the
Interior’s Section 7 responsibilities under the WSRA,
the NPS provides ongoing service to the local and state
governments in such areas as technical assistance,
research, education and outreach, and plan
implementation.

The NPS study of the lower Delaware determined that
some segments were eligible but not suitable as the
adjacent communities did not support designation.  In
a provision of the WSRA unique to the lower
Delaware, Congress has given the Secretary of the
Interior authority to designate additional segments if
the adjacent communities show support in the future
and agree to abide by the river management plan.

Congress also authorized a study of the Taunton River
in Massachusetts.  The NPS has initiated this study
and expects to find the river eligible.  A web site for
this study is in preparation.  The Taunton is a “private-
land” river, and the study approach will be that used
in other such studies conducted by the NPS since 1985.

So far in the 107th Congress, the Eight Mile River in
Connecticut has been authorized for study by the NPS.
This study will follow the format used for the Tauton.
Also a bill to designate three rivers (Rio de la Mina,
Rio Icacos, Rio Mameyes) on the Caribbean National
Forest in Puerto Rico has passed the House on May 7
and was referred to the Senate on May 8.  These rivers
were recommended as a result of the forest planning
process.  To learn more about the Caribbean National
Forest rivers, please use the map on the web site at
www.southernregion.fs.fed.us/caribbean/.
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In November 1998, the Council celebrated the 30th

anniversary of the WSRA by hosting a symposium on
the history and future of the National System.
Symposium participants developed a proposed agenda
for the future of the National System that included
recommendations for improved education,
coordination, and management between river-
administering agencies, state and local governments,
and river advocacy groups.  There were four major
elements in the agenda:

  • Build congressional support for the National
System.

  • Improve education about wild and scenic rivers.
  • Increase coordination among nongovernmental

organizations.
  • Improve wild and scenic river management.

Of these, improving education and river management
are primarily the responsibility of the Council to
implement.  Over the past three years, we have worked
to fulfill these responsibilities in the following ways:

Improved Education on the National System

Starting in 1999, the Council has become increasingly
involved in helping train agency staff involved in the
day-to-day management of wild and scenic rivers.
While the Council is only 13 members strong, and
while its members have other full-time responsibilities,
we have nonetheless found ways to sponsor trainings
in conjunction with other conferences and meetings.
So far, members of the Council have conducted Wild
and Scenic River Workshops of a day or longer at the
following venues:

  • May 1999, Interagency River Management
Workshop in Phoenix, Arizona.

  • October 1999, Council Meeting in Fresno,
California.

  • March 2000, NPS and USFS Training at Grand
Canyon and Phoenix, Arizona.

  • May 2000, River Management Society Sym-
posium in Charleston, South Carolina.

  • October 2000, BLM and USFS Training in
Lakewood, Colorado.

  • May 2001, Interagency River Management
Workshop in Minneapolis, Minnesota.

  • November 2001, BLM and USFS Training in
Portland, Oregon.

  • February 2002, BLM, NPS and USFS Training in
Folsom, California.

  • March 2002, NPS and USFS Training at Grand
Canyon and Camp Verde, Arizona.

  • March 2002, North Carolina State Employees
Training in West Jefferson, North Carolina.

  • May 2002, River Management Society Sym-
posium in Boise, Idaho.

Popular training topics include implementing Section
7 of the WSRA, which relates to preventing the
harmful effects of federal water resource projects on
wild and scenic river values, and preparing or updating
comprehensive river management plans.

Other Council efforts to improve awareness and
understanding of the WSRA include the addition of
several technical papers to the Reference Guide.  We
supplemented the Reference Guide in March 2002
with a technical paper describing management
direction rivers as found in the WSRA and as
elaborated upon by the courts.  We also expect
completion of several other technical papers in 2002,
including a paper that discusses water quantity and
quality requirements for wild and scenic rivers.

All technical papers and other Reference Guide
materials are available as downloads from our web
site (www.nps.gov/rivers/).  The site has undergone a
revision and will be the principal means for the
Council to communicate with the river community.
Check the web site for new technical papers.

The Council cooperated with the USGS to produce
an updated (complete to January 2000) map of the
National System.  This was the 4th comprehensive map
produced through interagency cooperation.  Copies
of the map (and the recently developed wild and scenic
river brochure) are available through various agency
offices or by contacting a Council member (see
members on the last page).

30th Anniversary Agenda for the Future – Progress Report

Continued on next page



Improved River Management

Through Council trainings and consultations, there is
increased understanding among agency staff about
their responsibilities under the WSRA.  The Council
has provided technical assistance for several recent
efforts to develop or update comprehensive river
management plans.  The Council has also started to
document the past and present WSRA legal challenges,
assessing their implications for river management, and
sharing this information with river managers.

Council members have done a great deal of work to
develop a Section 7 rule for the Department of the
Interior.  This rule is consistent with the Department
of Agriculture’s rule at 36 CFR 297 (promulgated in
1984), but provides more detail about procedures and
reflects an additional 18 years of administrative
experience.  The DOI rule clarifies terms used in the
WSRA and explains in plain English the procedures
DOI river-managing agencies use in providing Section
7 determinations to those federal agencies that

Continued from previous page construct, or assist others in constructing, water
resources projects.  The desired effects of the rule are
to educate other federal agencies and the public about
the requirements of this section of the law and to
expedite decision-making by agencies.  The final rule
is being reviewed by the current administration.

Meanwhile, recognition that there was confusion
among state and local agencies, tribal governments,
the public, and federal permitting/assisting agencies
about responsibility for implementing Section 7 on
California’s state-administered federally designated
rivers led to the development of an interagency
agreement that clarifies which federal agency has
jurisdiction for making Section 7 determinations.  This
agreement affects Section 7 determinations on five
northern California rivers–American, Eel, Klamath,
Smith and Trinity and many of their tributary streams.
Prior to this agreement, no federal agency was
consistently evaluating water resources projects under
Section 7(a).  The agreement takes advantage of
federal ownership, knowledge of local water resources
or land-use issues, proximity of field staff for on-site
review, and staff knowledge and expertise.

Wild & Scenic Rivers Coordinating Council Members

Chris Brown
National Park Service
1849 C Street, Northwest
Mail Stop MIB-3623
Washington, DC  20240
Internet:  chris_brown@nps.gov
Telephone:  (202) 565-1175

Jackie Diedrich, Council Chair
U.S. Forest Service
333 Southwest First Avenue
Post Office Box 3623
Portland, Oregon  97208-3623
Internet:  jdiedrich@fs.fed.us
Telephone:  (503) 808-2444

Jim Eicher
Bureau of Land Management
63 Natoma Street
Folsom, California  95630
Internet:  james_eicher@ca.blm.gov
Telephone:  (916) 985-4474

Edward Fite, III
Oklahoma Scenic Rivers Commission
Post Office Box 292
Tahlequah, Oklahoma  74465
Internet: osrc@fullnet.net
Telephone:  (918) 456-3251

Dan Haas
National Park Service
909 First Avenue
Seattle, Washington  98104
Internet: daniel_haas@nps.gov
Telephone:  (206) 220-4120

Bruce Halstead
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
1655 Heindon Road
Arcata, California  95521
Internet:  bruce_g_halstead@fws.gov
Telephone:  (707) 822-7201

John Haubert
National Park Service
1849 C Street, Northwest
Mail Stop MIB-3230
Washington, DC  20240
Internet:  john_haubert@nps.gov
Telephone:  (202) 208-4290
Fax:  (202) 208-4886

Phil Horning
U.S. Forest Service
631 Coyote Street
Nevada City, CA  95959
Internet:  phorning@fs.fed.us
Telephone:  (530) 478-6210

Terry Humphrey
Bureau of Land Management
226 Cruz Alta Road
Taos, New Mexico 87571
Internet:  terry_humphrey@nm.blm.gov
Telephone:  (505) 751-4718

Lon Kelly
Bureau of Land Management
1150 University Avenue
Fairbanks, Alaska  99709
Internet:  lon_kelly@blm.gov
Telephone:  (907) 474-2368

Gary G. Marsh
Bureau of Land Management
1849 C Street, Northwest
Suite 302 LS, WO-172
Washington, DC  20240
Internet:  gary_marsh@blm.gov
Telephone:  (202) 452-7795

John Romanowski
U.S. Forest Service
310 West Wisconsin Avenue
Milwaukee, Wisconsin  53203
Internet:  jromanowski@fs.fed.us
Telephone:  (414) 297-3727
Fax:  (414) 297-3808

Cassie Thomas
National Park Service
2525 Gambell Street
Anchorage, Alaska  99503
Internet:  cassie_thomas@nps.gov
Telephone:  (907) 271-1715

Barry Whitehill
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Yukon Flats National Wildlife Refuge
101 - 12th Avenue
Room 262
Fairbanks, Alaska  99701
Internet:  barry_whitehill@fws.gov
Telephone:  (907) 456-0409
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