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INTRODUCTION
The information contained in this report represents a framework for the Technical Advisory
Committee (TAC) to discuss and advise on various policies related to developing a master
plan for the Claremont Hills Wilderness Park (CHWP). The goal of this report is to provide
background information related to the history of the City-owned hillsides, existing policies
related to the Park’s management, existing physical and environmental conditions at the
Park and the type of recreation use that is occurring in the CHWP. Report 2 will contain a
series of options, suggestions, and potential policies to both address the various issues
associated with park use and also enhance the City’s environmental stewardship of the
Park and visitor experience in general.
BACKGROUND INFORMATION
In 2013, the City Council directed staff to retain the services of a consultant to prepare a
master plan for the Claremont Hills Wilderness Park in order to address a myriad of issues
associated with the increasing number of people visiting the CHWP primarily through the
main gate located at N. Mills used to access the five mile loop trail. These impacts
generally relate to significant increases in traffic and parking along surface streets and
concerns are associated with vehicular and pedestrian safety as increasing numbers of
people were parking along shoulders and walking in the streets. Other concerns that were

CHWP MASTER PLAN TAC MEETING
October 11, 2014
Report 1, Page 2

Updated 10/8/14

identified include: 1) litter and debris in and adjacent to the Park; 2) noise from car alarms,
car doors, and people’s conversations disturbing adjacent neighbors; 3) the lack of
adequate sanitary and trash facilities; and 4) potential environmental impacts from
escalating park usage contrary to the preservation goals of the Park.
Staff issued a Request for Proposals and in December 2013, the City Council authorized a
contract with MIG to undertake the development of a master plan for the CHWP. There are
four primary goals of the master plan:
1.
2.
3.
4.

Preserve the Park as an environmental resource,
Manage the Park as a passive recreational opportunity,
Minimize impacts to the surrounding neighborhoods, and
Fully engage stakeholders, users and the community at large in the planning
process.

The first three goals are often cited as being contradictory, which is why engaging
stakeholders, users, technical experts and the community at large in the master plan
process is critically important. Recommendations and decisions related to the CHWP
should be made in the context of balancing the first three goals.
History of Acquisitions and Related Policies (Section A)
The hills of Claremont have a long history of providing open space for outdoor activities
dating as far back as the late 1800s when Pomona College students were known to hike in
the foothills. Development of the hillsides dates back to the 1920’s when the Padua Hills
neighborhood was mapped and the Padua Theatre was constructed. Development
pressure continued in subsequent decades leading to efforts, beginning in the 1970’s, to
control hillside development. After an extensive community planning effort, the City
approved a program to allow the transfer of development credits, which authorized clusters
of development within designated areas while retaining most of the hillsides as open space.
The first hillside area obtained by the City for both open space preservation and passive
recreational use was Sycamore Canyon, when the developer of Claraboya dedicated 40
acres to the City in 1975. The original CHWP opened in 1996 through an agreement with
Pomona College, which dedicated 1,220 acres to the City in exchange for development
rights for an area along Mt. Baldy Road east of Padua Hills. As development pressure
continued, the Claremont Wildlands Conservancy (CWC) formed in 2000 with the goal of
preserving Claremont’s hillsides, and particularly Johnson’s Pasture which was being
considered for a 125 home development.
Since that time, the CWC and the City have jointly worked to acquire additional hillside land.
The City eventually acquired Johnson’s Pasture in 2008 after an extensive effort involving
City staff, the CWC, regional environmental groups and ultimately the support of Claremont
voters who approved Measure S. Measure S authorized up to $12.5 million in general
obligation bonds to help fund the acquisition. Today, the City of Claremont owns
approximately 2,000 acres of open space, which is collectively managed as the CHWP. A
Map of the CHWP Acquisitions is available on the City’s website and incorporated as

CHWP MASTER PLAN TAC MEETING
October 11, 2014
Report 1, Page 3

Updated 10/8/14

Attachment A-1.
In addition to accepting grant deeds, the City obtained funding through a variety of revenue
sources to acquire the properties. Of the nearly $20 million obtained or donated to fund
open space acquisitions, approximately 44% or $8,747,000 was from State or regional
funding sources (Attachment A-2). While the hillsides may be viewed by some as a local
resource, significant non-local funding sources contributed to these acquisitions to support
regional wildlife corridors and public access to open space, not specifically limited to
Claremont residents.
As part of the various acquisitions of what is now managed as the CHWP, a variety of
documents were approved and adopted outlining and detailing how the various acquisitions
should be utilized and managed. Many of these guiding documents indicate the
overarching, dual goals of preserving the natural environment while providing access to the
hills for passive recreational use.
The most relevant management document is the current CHWP Management Plan, which
was originally adopted in 1996 (Attachment A-3). This plan not only outlines the
conservation goals of the Park but also provides for a flexible framework to manage visitor
use, amenities, and safety. The plan may be modified as deemed necessary to address
changing circumstances as they arise. It also specifically defines permitted recreational
uses as “hiking, running, bicycling, horseback riding, photography, bird watching and
picnicking.”
MIG prepared a white paper, “Claremont Hillsides History, Acquisitions, Deeds,
Agreements, and Related Policies,” (Attachment A). This white paper contains more
specific information related to the chronology of acquisitions and the various documents that
guide park management. It also includes information on where specific documents may be
located for further review and consideration.
Estimated Annual Usage (Section B)
The number of Park visitors has significantly increased in recent years.
Prior to the
escalation, annual usage had been estimated at approximately 30,000 people, however the
source of the estimate is not well documented. As visitation increased, the small parking lot
at the north entrance and the southern Thompson Creek Trail parking lot became
inadequate to accommodate the volume of visitors. Subsequently, visitors parked on the
shoulders of N. Mills, Mt. Baldy, Pomello, and beyond. Numerous people unloaded
strollers, bikes, and dogs into the street and, with no sidewalks near many of those parking
areas, walked in the street to the main gate. Visitors jockeyed for parking spaces, while
drivers who traveled through the area had to be mindful of people in the street and cars
pulling in and out of spaces. Area residents increasingly voiced concerns about the noise,
litter, and vehicular and pedestrian hazards associated with the number of people visiting
the main loop trail.
In the spring of 2011, City staff counted people for a one week period and estimated
approximately 300,000 people were visiting the park annually. This exponential increase in
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Park usage for the most part has been attributed to the proliferation of social media and
electronic communication, convenient access to the CHWP, and increasing awareness
about maintaining healthy lifestyles. The number of people visiting the CHWP has been
the source of much conversation. A core issue to address for this master planning process
is determining at what point visitor use results in substantial environmental and/or social
impacts. Social impacts include those potentially impacting the surrounding neighborhoods.
In 2012, the City initiated a contract with ALTA Planning to undertake an estimate of annual
recreation use. Concurrently, the City had begun construction of the north parking lot and
the development of a regulated parking program for both the north and south lots. ALTA
coordinated two separate count periods during five days at five entrances to the CHWP. The
counts occurred in both December 2012, prior to the parking changes, and in May 2013
after the regulated parking lots had opened and the first phase of on-street parking
restrictions were implemented. Based on concerns with ALTA’s estimation methodology,
the City canceled the contract. Additionally, it is possible that the parking changes may
have also affected recreation use. The count data that was collected was forwarded to MIG.
ALTA’s model estimated upwards of 1.4 million visits. However, using ALTA’s data but
applying different estimation methodologies, MIG initially calculated an annual estimate of
850,000 to 900,000 visits.
MIG was also tasked with developing its own count program, which was implemented by a
team of volunteers in conjunction with the visitor intercept surveys. Counts were taken on
16 different days between May to July, to include two hour time blocks during various days
of the week. MIG prepared a white paper summarizing this process, “2014 Annual Estimate
Count,” Attachment B to this report. Based on the data MIG obtained through its own count
process, coupled with the data collected during the ALTA process along with vehicle counts
conducted by the Park Rangers for the last several years, MIG now estimates annual
visitation as approximately 500,000 visits to the CHWP. Approximately 80% of those visits
are through the main entrance on N. Mills.
Please refer to Attachment B for more detailed information regarding estimated usage and
the variations among the estimates. It is also important to note that a more accurate count
of annual users can only be determined with a far more intensive effort than has been
undertaken to date, the most accurate of which would be a daily count during operating
hours over the course of a complete year. The US National Forest regularly estimates
annual visitor usage at its facilities through a rigorous estimation program, and it
acknowledges its estimates have a possible variance of +/- 20%. Therefore, the 500,000
visits currently estimated by MIG is, at best, a very general estimate. For the purposes of
developing the CHWP master plan, however, an understanding of general magnitude of
annual visitation is sufficient to develop policies and standards to manage conditions and
impacts at the Park.
Baseline Environmental Condition Assessment (Section C)
In response to environmental concerns, MIG and its subcontractor, BonTerra Psomas
(BonTerra), completed a baseline environmental assessment of approximately 1,700 acres
of the CHWP area to evaluate current habitat, the presence of any sensitive or endangered
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species (plants or animals), and the degree to which visitors have impacted general
environmental conditions in the Park. As part of that effort, MIG and BonTerra inventoried
the authorized and unauthorized trail network within the CHWP. MIG prepared a summary
white paper, “CHWP Environmental Conditions,” which is available on the City’s website
and is referenced as Attachment C to this staff report. The complete BonTerra report, dated
July 16, 2014, is available upon request as a download from the City’s FTP site given the
large file size. Please contact Manager Bill Pallotto at bpallotto@ci.claremont.ca.us if you
would like to download the complete report.
The city-owned hillsides are characterized by a variety of vegetation communities, including
Sage Scrub, Chaparral, Riparian, and Upland Woodland as well as other non-native
vegetation communities. Evidence of brush fire activity, the most significant of which was
the 2003 Grand Prix Fire, is apparent in various areas of the Park. Despite the evidence of
brush fires and some human impacts, the consultant team notes that the area is generally in
good condition from a habitat perspective.
The following summaries are from the BonTerra report related to habitat conditions . The
referenced Exhibits 4 and 5 are Attachment C-1, Other Biological Resources / Concerns &
Unauthorized Trails Map, and Attachment C-2, Unauthorized Trails, to this report.
“The study area contains many important biological resources and habitats. From our
observations, the general overall condition of the study area would be considered good.
Disturbances such as fire, historical grazing, and human foot and bike traffic are evident
throughout the site and have allowed non-native vegetation such as mustard and various
grasses to proliferate in portions of the study area. These disturbed areas seem to be
mainly restricted to the Johnson’s Pasture area (in the southern portion of the study area)
and along the main trails throughout the site. Although there are areas with a disturbed
nature, the occurrence of extensive coast live oak woodland and sycamore woodland
habitat has excellent biological value for the region. Oak woodlands are considered to have
higher levels of biodiversity than virtually any other terrestrial habitat in California.
Additionally, the quality and condition of the scrub habitats in the study area is good with a
high degree of species diversity. Issues that have the potential to impact the study area
(e.g., trash and graffiti, unauthorized trails, and non-native invasive plant species) were
documented and mapped (Exhibits 4 and 5).” Page 32
“Non-native vegetation observed in the study area consisted mainly of eucalyptus trees,
castor bean (Ricinus communis), tree tobacco, Spanish broom (Spartium junceum), pine
trees, and Peruvian pepper trees. Along the main trails, a consistent cover of non-native
grasses and mustards extend a few feet from the edge of the trails, which is a result of
constant disturbance from fire clearance and from human and / or dog traffic. Instances of
non-native invasive plant species, (e.g., castor bean, Spanish broom, tree tobacco) was
relatively low throughout the Park and, with relatively minimal effort, these individuals could
be removed and maintained. The eucalyptus stands that occur in the study area represent
areas of nesting and perching habitat for raptors. Although these are non-native trees, any
plans for their removal should fully consider the impact of such activities on the raptors that
utilize these trees.” Page 34
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Staff note that the comments regarding the Eucalyptus trees warrant further discussion,
particularly related to the stands in Sycamore Canyon. Eucalyptus trees are known to be a
source of fuel in brush fires. Sycamore Canyon has particularly dense stands of Eucalyptus
trees, many of which burned in 2003. Although the majority of the dead trees have been
removed, subsequent discussions have occurred surrounding a phased removal of all the
Eucalyptus to mitigate fire risk. However, as noted in the BonTerra report, these trees
provide habitat for raptors, so removing these trees might result in a negative impact to
wildlife. Policy options regarding the Sycamore Canyon Eucalyptus trees will be discussed
in the context of the Park’s overall environmental management policies.
BonTerra also noted several special status (i.e. protected) plant and animal species are
known to occur in the vicinity of the study area. As with any substantial open space area,
any potential disturbance associated with constructing new trails or facilities needs to be
closely evaluated. Furthermore, the majority of the Park contains “waters of the U.S.” and
“waters of the State” (noted on Attachment C-2) that are under the jurisdiction of State and
Federal environmental resources agencies. Planned activities that result in defined impacts
to these “waters” or to riparian habitat would require permits from one or more agencies.
The Natural Resources Management Plan, which will be prepared later in the master
planning process, will describe in greater detail the environmental management policies,
practices, and potential projects to control invasive species, enhance habitat, and manage
wildlife. The framework for these policies will be discussed later in a forthcoming report to
assist with that plan’s development.
With regard to human impact, the following summary sections were taken from the
BonTerra report.
“Trash and graffiti were observed throughout the site to a relatively low degree. The Park is
currently maintained by Rangers who patrol the Park and pick-up trash and cover graffiti on
a weekly basis. The trash observed on site during the site visit can be placed into three
main categories: (1) hydration bottles; (2) toilet paper; and (3) fruit peels. Many of the
hydration bottles observed were thrown over the side of the main trail within a mile of the
Park entrance. Toilet paper was observed multiple times behind large shrubs where Park
users are urinating / defecating. Fruit peels from oranges were observed multiple times
throughout the Park, usually at locations where benches have been placed. Five 30-gallon
metal trash cans are placed strategically throughout the Park and are maintained by Park
Rangers. These trash cans are open top and do not have lids. (Lids have since been
added.) The Park would likely benefit from more numerous, closed-top, waste receptacles
placed strategically throughout the Park.” Page 33
“Numerous unauthorized pedestrian and mountain bike trails were documented throughout
the study area (Exhibit 5). Most of these trails are a few feet wide and are well established.
The length of the unauthorized trails varies greatly; some are small and appear to be used
as mountain bike jumps, while other trails meander a great distance from the main trail.
Park users were infrequently observed using these unauthorized during the site visit, the
majority of which were mountain bike riders. Numerous small foot trails leading to large
shrubs just off the main trail are being used by Park users to access areas of privacy in
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order to urinate and/ or defecate.” Page 33
“Although signage exists in the Park indicating users stay on “designated trails”, this
signage is limited and it may be unclear to Park users which areas are designated and
which are not. The unauthorized trails do not appear to be creating major erosion problems
in the Park. Areas of erosion in some of the unauthorized trails is [sic] occurring, but these
areas do not appear to be having a substantial effect on adjacent habitats and do not
appear to be caused by Park users.” Page 33 None of these particular trails have drainage
features, which would greatly reduce or eliminate erosion.
The City had previously mapped 20.3 miles of trails, primarily fire roads, and the .9 mile
single track Sycamore Canyon Trail. BonTerra mapped an additional three miles of
unauthorized trails. Following the completion of the BonTerra report, MIG collected
information at 38 locations, noting the condition of the cutbank, trail surface, fill area, and
presence or absence of drainage features. Trail conditions were rated using a system
developed by Mr. Timothy Best, a certified engineering geologist, for the Marin County Road
and Trail Management Plan. While the fire roads, which are maintained by LA County Fire,
were generally considered to be in good condition, erosion was noted at 25 of the 38 trail
locations throughout the Park. These locations are noted on Attachment C-3, titled “Exhibit
2: Trail Conditions” from MIG. One survey location was considered “severe,” ten locations
were considered moderate (between “Minor/Major” in Exhibit 2) and fifteen locations had
“minor” erosion. Representative pictures are included in Attachment C-3. All locations with
“moderate” or “severe” erosion will need more detailed evaluation for the potential addition
or modification of existing drainage structures. Seven very small sections of trail, all located
in the eastern part of the Park, totaling .14 miles, occur within jurisdictional waters, which
are given special protection under the Federal Clean Water Act. Two locations are near the
main entrance, two in the center of the Park, and three others in the northeast portion of the
Park. MIG recommends that policies be developed to close unauthorized trails in
jurisdictional waters, and to establish maintenance standards for existing and future
unauthorized trails. Attachment C-4, titled “Exhibit 1: Natural Resources,” includes these
trail locations.
Some pictures depicting general conditions in the Park are included in Attachment C-5,
General Condition Pictures. Overall, the environmental team has indicated that: 1) the trail
network is in overall good condition, 2) the fire roads and the majority of the existing trails
can accommodate existing usage levels by hikers and bikers, and 3) the human impacts
that have been identified can be managed and mitigated. Options to do so will be
discussed in a forthcoming report.

CHWP Visitor Characteristics and Observations (Section D)
As mentioned previously, MIG was tasked with developing a visitor intercept survey for the
dual purpose of counting overall visitors and the types of users as well as soliciting input
from users about their experiences in the Park. The counting process not only identified the
total number of users but also the type of user (e.g. hiker, biker, horseback rider), the
presence of dogs, group size, and which location users exited. The intercept questionnaires
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that the visitors completed included a range of questions from frequency of use, why they
visited the CHWP, where they parked, their primary activity, and where they lived, among
other questions. They were asked about what detracted from their visit, what they enjoyed
about their visit, and whether the number of visitors they saw on the trail detracted from their
experience. A more detailed summary of the intercept questionnaires and visitor
characteristics is provided in Attachment D, Intercept Survey Results: Key Findings
prepared by MIG.
Approximately, 3,700 visitors were counted during the intercept process; about 2,200 or
60% completed intercept questionnaires. A brief list of the more relevant information for
policy development is summarized below.


14% of the survey respondents indicated they were first time visitors, perhaps a nod
to electronic communication and that interest in visiting the CHWP is still growing.



80% of the respondents accessed the CHWP through the main entrance on N. Mills,
followed by 8% at Evey Canyon, 7% at Pomello / TCT, 4% above Mountain Avenue,
and less than 1% at the top of Padua Avenue.



60% of the visitors counted by volunteers were observed to be in groups, with an
average group size of 1.65 people.



88% of the surveyed visitors arrived by car, with 60% parking at the north lot, 13%
parking at the south lot, and another 10% parking on Mills, in the surrounding
neighborhoods, or the Von’s parking lot. The remainder of the respondents did not
access the park through the N. Mills entrance. 17% of the respondents indicated that
they had on at least one occasion previously arrived at the CHWP and then left
because they could not find a place to park. Please note that additional parking
restrictions on or adjacent to Mills south of Alamosa were not in place at the time of
the surveys.



75% of the respondents indicated their primary activity was walking or hiking, 20%
indicated they were joggers or runners, and 5% indicated their primary activity in the
Park was biking. Horseback riding was negligible. Foot traffic represents the vast
majority of park usage.



In terms of frequency, 38% indicated they visited the CHWP two to five times per
week, followed by 33% who visited once per week, and 25% who visited once a
month. Fewer than 4% of the respondents visited daily. 47% indicated they visited
both during weekdays and weekends, while 31% noted they visited primarily on the
weekends and 22% visited primarily during weekdays.



Of the respondents who included their zip code, approximately 18% were from
91711, the Claremont community; 11% of the people surveyed did not provide this
information.
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Respondents were asked the top three reasons they visited the CHWP. 96%
indicated exercise, followed by 27% who cited peace and quiet, 25% to view scenery,
20% listed socializing with friends, followed by training / conditioning (13%), walking a
dog (11%), general exploration (7%), and learning about nature (5%).



Related to visitor experience, respondents were asked to select up to three factors
that made their visit enjoyable. 66% enjoyed the presence of loop trails, 46% noted
that the distance of the trails was a positive factor, and 44% indicated enjoying
scenery. While 29% enjoyed socializing with friends during their visit, 23% of the
respondents indicated solitude was one of the top 3 factors for an enjoyable
experience. 22% valued the opportunity to observe and learn about nature; and 14%
liked walking their dogs.



When asked what top three factors detracted from their experience, 43% of the
respondents indicated no items detracted from their visit.
However, others
responded that detractions included insufficient parking (23%), trash on the trail
(17%), lack of restrooms (15%), overcrowding (14%), visible impacts to the
environment (6%), unfriendly visitors (6%), and a general feeling of being unsafe
(5%).



As a follow up to the number of users on the trail, visitors were asked to estimate how
many people they saw during their visit (40% indicated 0-25 people, and 32%
indicated 26-50). 93% of those who responded indicated that the number of people
they saw did not negatively impact their experience.



Related to how respondents obtain information about recreational opportunities in
general, 32% indicated they did not use social media while the balance used one of
several mediums; Facebook was the most popular (47%).

More detailed information is included in Attachment D, Intercept Survey Results: Key
Findings Summary.
CHWP Comparison to Other Parks (Section E)
The circumstances surrounding usage at the CHWP are not unique to Claremont. As
reported regularly in the news and shared by other facilities, the impacts associated with
increasing usage are commonplace. MIG was tasked with gathering general information
about eleven other natural, open space parks which had similar characteristics as
Claremont’s CHWP or had implemented management strategies to address visitor impacts,
such as the Manhattan Beach sand dunes. The information gathered has been outlined on
a Park Comparison Chart, Attachment E, to this report. The goal of this task was to gather
readily available general information regarding these parks (such as management,
maintenance, programming and enforcement) and whether management strategies had
been implemented elsewhere to address impacts associated with visitor usage. It is
important to note that this task was not intended to be an evaluation of other facilities or any
particular management strategy, but was undertaken as an opportunity to identify potential
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ATTACHMENTS
A. History of Acquisitions and Related Policies, available online.
1. Map of CHWP Acquisitions, available online.
2. Chronology of City-Owned Hillside Acquisitions, attached.
3. CHWP Management Plan, available online.
B. Estimated Annual Usage, available online
C. Baseline Environmental Conditions, available online.
1. Exhibit 4: Biological Resources/ Concerns & Unauthorized Trails Map,
attached.
2. Exhibit 5: Unauthorized Trails, attached.
3. Exhibit 2: Trail Conditions, attached.
4. Exhibit 1: Natural Resources, attached.
5. General Condition Pictures, attached
D. Intercept Survey Results: Key Findings, available online
E. Park Comparison Chart, available online.

Attachment A

White Paper: Claremont Hillsides History,
Acquisitions, Deeds, Agreements, and Related
Policies
July 28, 2014

Introduction
The City of Claremont is developing a Master Plan for the Claremont Hills Wilderness Park (CHWP). This
white paper provides a brief historical summary of the Claremont Hills area, the land acquisitions,
deeds, and agreements related to the City-owned hillsides, and existing policies guiding the
management and development of the CHWP.

History of Claremont Hillsides
The hills of Claremont have a long history of providing open space for outdoor activities. Dating as far
back as the 1800s, college students were known to hike in the foothills of present day Claremont. From
1900 to 1950, the 180-acre area known as Johnson’s Pasture belonged to the Johnson family, who used
the area primarily for picnicking, hiking, and planting trees, shrubs, and wild flowers with family and
friends. The hillsides were reserved for agriculture and irrigation, as well as recreation. Gale Ranch was
used to raise goats for mohair.
In 1925, the Padua Hills neighborhood was developed on a ridge near the northeastern edge of
Claremont, and in 1930, the Padua Theater was built. This marked the first of various changes in
development and land use in the area. When Claremont adopted its first general plan in 1956, most land
in northern Claremont was still part of Los Angeles County.
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The following timeline1 features key milestones in the history of Claremont Hills that pertain to present
day Claremont Hills Wilderness Park.


1960-1965. Claraboya, Claraboya II (Johnson’s Pasture), Webb School and other hillside lands
are annexed to the City of Claremont from Los Angeles County, more than doubling the City’s
size (from 3.65 to 7.14 square miles). The Claraboya development at the northern terminus of
Mountain Avenue is initiated.



1975-1981. American Savings and Loan, the new owner of Johnson’s Pasture, planned to
develop it. Existing zoning allows 356 housing units. The local League of Women Voters
published “Claremont Hillside Planning” and worked with the City to establish regulations
restricting development in the hillsides. A novel feature of the regulations is the transfer of
development rights (TDR) or development credits, which allowed clusters of development while
retaining most of the hillsides as open space. As a result of these efforts, in 1981 the City Council
adopted the Hillsides General Plan and Zoning ordinance. In 1975, Claremont received 40 acres
of hillside from the developer of Claraboya increasing the project density. The 40 acres will
become Sycamore Canyon Park.



1980. The H.H. Garner family donated to Pomona College the hillsides between Johnson’s
Pasture and Padua Hills.



1989-1997. The City annexed the eastern foothills and negotiated with Pomona College to
accept title to the Garner property (1,220 acres) creating the original Claremont Hills Wilderness
Park. In exchange, Pomona College gained the right to develop the cluster along Mt. Baldy Road
east of Padua Hills.



1995. The Claremont Hills Conservation Corporation was created to oversee use and
management of the CHWP. The City Council adopted Chapter 11.10 of the Claremont Municipal
Code that provided specific regulations governing the public use of the Wilderness Park,
including the Park’s closure between dusk and dawn. In 1996 the Park officially opened under
City ownership.
The City Council also adopts the Claremont Hills Wilderness Park Management Plan, which
addresses the use of the Park, facilities, and related improvements. The name, Claremont Hills
Wilderness Park, is confirmed.



1

1998. The CHWP hillside Management Plan was revised and approved by the City Council in
May.

Based on information provided by Claremont Wildlands Conservancy and City staff
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1999. A Vegetation Management Plan is adopted with LA County Fire as the lead agency,
specifying brush clearance standards and vegetation management to address fire risks
associated with the urban wildland interface.
A developer attempted to buy Johnson’s Pasture and build 125 homes on it. Residents began
meeting in protest.



2000. Several opponents of the development created the Claremont Wildlands Conservancy
(CWC) and incorporated it as a nonprofit organization with the goal of preserving Claremont’s
hillsides and Johnson’s Pasture in particular. The CWC contacted the Trust for Public Land for
assistance in acquiring hillside lands.



2001. CWC wrote a Conceptual Area Protection Plan to qualify for State of California funding for
hillside land purchases. CWC worked with the Trust for Public Land, which successfully
negotiated an option to buy Johnson’s Pasture from the owners. The option expired when
sufficient funds could not be raised before the deadline.



2003. CHWP Vegetation Management Plan was revised in May of 2003.
An October wildfire swept through the park and damaged or destroyed 60 homes in Claremont’s
foothills. Following the fire, Sycamore Canyon was closed to allow revegetation of the hillsides,
and debris fences were installed at the mouth of the canyon to prevent debris from entering the
Thompson Creek Wash.



2003-2005. The City won a State grant to acquire the Rancho de Los Amigos parcel (240 acres)
from the Noland family for $1 million. With the support of CWC and the Conceptual Area
Protection Plan, the City also won State grants to acquire properties from Claremont McKenna
College (129 acres) and the Wang family (104 acres) for $1.4 million. With urging from CWC and
other citizens, the City Council adopted a resolution to support the acquisition of Johnson’s
Pasture. The City commissioned an appraisal, which valued the land at $12 million.



2006. The CHWP Hillside Management Plan was revised and adopted in June.
Claremont voters approved Measure S, which authorized the issuance of up to $12.5 million in
general obligation bonds to fund a portion of the acquisition of Johnson’s Pasture and Padua
Park improvements.
The City of Claremont General Plan was adopted in November.



2007-2008. As the Trust for Public Land negotiator continued to work with the owners and the
City to complete the sale of Johnson’s Pasture, they encountered conflicts in preservation
language in the contract and state funding requirements. In the process of settling the
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differences, the City sacrificed $1 million in State funds that had been pledged to the purchase
in order to commemorate in the deed that the land remain open space. City Council members
voted to contribute that amount from the City’s budget. By August, the conflicts were resolved.
The City issued $9.655 million in thirty-year G.O. bonds to assist with funding the purchase of
180 acres known as Johnson’s Pasture. Note: For 2014, a typical Claremont household with an
assessed value of $500,000 pays $72 per year toward the assessment. Grants and contributions
from the Claremont Colleges and Claremont Wildlands Conservancy completed the funding for
the acquisition.


2009-2010. CWC and the Trust for Public Land, with the support of the City, continued to work
on acquiring three additional parcels southeast of the Wilderness Park—the Girl Scout property
(5 acres), the DeVito property (5 acres) and Gale Ranch (151 acres). Funds were available at the
State level from three propositions passed since 2002 that are committed to preserving
California’s open space and watershed. The 150-acre Gale Ranch property, owned by the Cuevas
family, was the top priority because of its large size and strategic location between Johnson’s
Pasture and the Wilderness Park entrance.



2010-Present. Efforts to acquire the Girl Scouts and De Vito properties are ongoing



2011. After two years of effort by Trust for Public Land, with support from the City and CWC,
two State agencies—the Rivers and Mountains Conservancy and the Wildlife Conservation
Board—agreed to split the $4.8 million cost of Gale Ranch. It became a part of the City’s
wilderness park.



2011-2013. Sycamore Canyon underwent a restoration after being badly damaged by the 2003
wildfire. The City partnered with the LA Conservation Corps and the Los Angeles Fire
Department to create a sustainable ecosystem, felling damaged trees, planting a number of
native sycamores, and other trees. The LA Conservation Corps built a rigorous 0.8-mile hiking
trail that connected the entrance of Sycamore Canyon to Johnson’s Pasture.



2012. A rough City staff survey counted more than 6,000 visitors per week in the Wilderness
Park in 2011, or about 320,000 per year. With the growing popularity of the park, the City
Council increasingly grappled with issues of conservation, safety and accessibility. The City
Council voted to expand the parking area at the main Mills Avenue entrance (north lot) and also
charge parking fees in both the north and south (Thompson Creek Trail) lots. The funds raised
were to be used exclusively for the park and parking lots. Large-scale developers showed
interest in the Evans parcel (75 acres), which went on the market in the fall. The Trust for Public
Lands, the City and CWC began the process of seeking to acquire it.



2013. The City Council adopted new operating hours by month for the Wilderness Park, rather
than the previous dawn to dusk. The City Council approved the Claremont Hillsides Wilderness
Park and Thompson Creek Trail Parking Permit Policy. The policy addressed the two parking lots
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available to access the Claremont Hills Wilderness Park and the Thompson Creek Trail. The City
Council implemented on-street parking restrictions in the neighborhoods and streets
immediately adjacent to the N. Mills entrance when the newly expanded north lot opened. The
City Council extended resident only permit parking zones on designated streets after they
reviewed neighborhood petitions stating that many park visitors found free parking farther
away from the paid lots.


2014. The City Council commenced preparation of a comprehensive master plan for the
Claremont Hills Wilderness Park to update the 1996 management plan for the City-owned
hillside wilderness area and incorporate the various documents and agreements guiding the
operation and maintenance of the almost 2,000 acre preserve. The goal of the master plan is to
create a unified vision for the CHWP that balances environmental conservation with passive trail
use. The City Council issued a moratorium on any additional parking restrictions pending the
completion of the master plan.

Claremont Hills Wilderness Park Deeds and Agreements
Since 1996, the City of Claremont, in cooperation with several non-profit organizations, has been
purchasing and conveying hillside properties for permanent open space protection along the lower
foothills of the San Gabriel Mountains. These properties, now under ownership of the City of Claremont,
are collectively known and managed as the Claremont Hills Wilderness Park. The Claremont Hills
Conservation Corporation was established to ensure the original hillside deeded to the City in 1996 (the
original acquisition) continues for public parkland purposes. There are also other agreements and
settlements involving the City that have shaped the ownership and management of City-owned hillsides.
The following is a brief overview of some of the key agreements that have occurred since 1996 along
with their corresponding restrictions. This section is divided by deeds, settlements and agreements, and
articles of incorporation.

Deed Restrictions
1996 Wilderness Park Deed. On December 11, 1996, the City of Claremont accepted 28 properties and a
portion of four properties from the Padua Hills organization and Pomona College in the City of
Claremont and unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County. This purchase allowed the CHWP to open in
1996 with 1,440 acres.


Restriction: Hillside Open Space. The property is limited to only hillside open space. “Perpetual
hillside open space shall permit only watershed, pasture, low intensity recreation, trails, and
scientific study (no such use requiring more than minor structures or minor terrain
modifications), uses of a nature similar to the foregoing and accessory uses as are necessary to
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support the foregoing uses, and with prohibitions against hunting, shooting guns, and use by
motorcycles and motorbikes.” 2
Johnson’s Pasture Deed and Agreement. On July 12, 2007, the City reached an agreement to purchase
Johnson’s Pasture, a centrally-located parcel within the Claremont hillsides, for 11.5 million dollars.


Restriction: Used Solely for Open Space. “This Grant Deed is executed, and the Property
conveyed, on the condition that the property permanently be used solely for open space,
conservation, and associated recreational purposes, provided that this restriction shall not be
deemed to prevent the construction of structures and improvements consistent with such
uses.” 3

Settlements and Agreements
Palmer Canyon Agreement. Following the Grand Prix Fire (or Padua Fire) in 2003 that damaged or
destroyed over 60 homes along the Claremont hillsides, the Palmer Canyon Homeowners’ Association,
the City of Claremont and the Southern California Joint Powers Insurance Authority agreed to a
settlement relating to the loss of homes in Palmer Canyon. As part of the settlement agreement dated
March 2007, the City agreed to cede ownership of the Palmer Canyon Road right-of-way and remnant
lands surrounding the canyon to the Palmer Canyon Homeowners’ Association.


Restriction: City Cooperation with Future Entitlements. The City of Claremont will not oppose
Palmer Canyon Association from obtaining approvals from the County of Los Angeles for a new
revised tract map for Palmer Canyon that allows for the reconfiguration of the lots so as to
permit the rebuilding of the infrastructure and the reconstruction of a similar number homes
that were destroyed in the Padua Fire. Though the County of Los Angeles would be responsible
for reviewing and approving plans for rebuilding in this area, this restriction does not prevent
the City of Claremont from commenting on any future development proposals.4



Restriction: Quitclaim Property. As part of the settlement, the City will vacate its property
interests in an unimproved road and various remnant parcels in the Palmer Canyon area. The
Palmer Canyon Association will agree to maintain the properties and pay for maintenance costs.
The City will no longer have responsibility or liability relating to the properties. These properties
adjoin a portion of the Claremont Hills Wilderness Park boundary.5

Pomona Valley Protective Association Thompson Creek Parking Lot Lease Agreement. The City of
Claremont and the Pomona Valley Protective Association (PVPA), owners of the Thompson Creek
Spreading Grounds, agreed to a long-term lease that allows the City to build and maintain a parking lot
2

Wilderness Park Deed
Johnson’s Pasture Deed and Agreement
4
Palmer Canyon Agreement
5
Palmer Canyon Agreement
3
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associated with the Wilderness Park on property owned by the PVPA. The lease is valid for 10 years,
starting on February 1, 2012, and can be automatically renewed for another 10 years (ending in July 31,
2032), unless the PVPA decides to terminate the lease on or before February 1, 2022.


Restriction: Time Limit. Initial lease is for 10 years starting on August 1, 2012. Lease can be
renewed for an additional 10 years, starting on August 1, 2022 and ending on July 31, 2032, but
can be terminated by the Pomona Valley Protection Association with written notice given prior
to August 1, 2022.



Restriction: Improvements. The City of Claremont, at its own expense, has the right to make
alterations and improvements to the leased property, including the right to remove trees,
shrubs and underbrush, excavate, grade or fill, to install storm water drain lines, catch basins, or
construct retaining walls, embankments, curbs, fences, or barricades, to install underground
electric wiring, parking meters, to erect light poles and flood lights; to install and operate
parking control and monitoring devices, such as meter boxes, and to pave and surface leased
premises. Upon termination of the lease, improvements will become property of PVPA except
for the parking meters.” 6



Restriction: Parking, Use/User Fees or Charges. “If Lessee (City of Claremont) determines in
Lessee’s sole discretion to charge parking, use/user fees or charges, such fees or charges shall be
uniform for all users of the Leased Premises regardless of the location of the users’ residency or
domicile. The Parties may determine to enter into one or more other agreements for purposes
including, but not limited to, the use and/or ownership of the Property or Leased Premises, and
responsibility for the costs of constructing all or part of the Improvements and in connection
therewith may include provisions for free parking and/or differential parking, use/user fees or
charges.”7

Articles of Incorporation
Claremont Hills Conservation Corporation Articles of Incorporation. The Claremont Hills Conservation
Corporation (CHCC) was established in 1995 to hold a Power of Termination for the original CHWP
dedication and any additional hillside parklands, and to undertake activities to facilitate acquisition and
development of additional publicly owned or managed hillside land within the sphere of influence of the
City of Claremont for public park, open space and recreational purposes. A total of nine directors to the
CHCC are appointed by the following organizations: three by the Claremont City Council, three by
Pomona College, and a final three by the six CHCC board of directors. Appointments are based on the
results of application reviews and personal interviews, and are generally for three-year terms. 8

6

Pomona Valley Protective Association Thompson Creek Parking Lot Lease Agreement
Pomona Valley Protective Association Thompson Creek Parking Lot Lease Agreement
8
Claremont Hills Conservation Corporation Articles of Incorporation
7
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Policies Related to Open Space and Hillsides
The following is a summary of adopted goals, objectives, and principles related to open space and
hillsides in the City of Claremont, derived from the following documents:








Claremont General Plan (2006)
Claremont Wilderness Park Management Plan (1996)
Claremont Wilderness Park Vegetation Management Plan (1996, updates, adopted 1999)
Draft Conceptual Area Protection Plan (CAPP) for the North Claremont Ecological Reserve (2001)
Claremont Hillsides Wilderness Park and Thompson Creek Trail Parking Permit Policy (2013)
Claremont Sustainability Plan (2013)
Sycamore Canyon Master Plan (1975)

The various goals and policies related to open space included in these documents address natural
resource protection, cultural resources, public health/safety, public access/funding, and parking. They
are summarized below. The matrix included in Appendix A organizes goals and policies within these
categories by major topic area relevant to the master planning process (e.g., public safety). All goals,
policies, and guiding principles listed below have been taken verbatim from City of Claremont
documents, or the Conceptual Area Protection Plan.

Claremont General Plan
On November 11, 2006, the City of Claremont comprehensively updated its General Plan, establishing an
updated set of goals and policies specifically addressing hillsides, open space, and the Claremont Hillside
Wilderness Park. During the update process, the City led an extensive public involvement program,
including a 100-member General Plan Citizen Committee with topic-oriented subcommittees. One of the
subcommittees focused on hillsides and open space. The General Plan goals and policies focused on
protecting, preserving, and managing open space and habitat resources; managing hillsides; maximizing
wilderness park areas; preserving open space as a public safety enhancement and minimizing risk
associated with wildland fires; and providing an extensive trail system. The following is a list of goals
related to Claremont open space and hillsides.

Land Use, Community Character, and Heritage Preservation Element
Goal 2-4

Protect, preserve, and manage the City’s diverse and valuable open space, water, air,
and habitat resources.

Goal 2-14

Retain and celebrate Claremont’s rich history and heritage, as evidenced through its
development patterns, buildings and building materials, landscaping, street treatments,
parks and open space, and civic architecture.

Community Mobility Element
Goal 4-3:

Establish and maintain a comprehensive system of pedestrian ways and bicycle routes
that provides viable options to travel by automobile.
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Goal 5-1

Maintain unique and diverse open space resources throughout Claremont for purposes
of resource and habitat protection.

Goal 5-2

Preserve and manage open space areas in Claremont’s hillsides.

Goal 5-3

Maximize wilderness park areas within Claremont’s hillsides.

Goal 5-6

Preserve open space as a public safety enhancement.

Goal 5-9

Provide a variety of park facilities that meet the diverse needs and interests of the
community.

Goal 5-10

Provide an extensive and safe system for walking and hiking that links areas of
Claremont.

Public Safety and Noise Element
Goal 6-7

Minimize the risks associated with urban and wildland fires.

Claremont Wilderness Park Management Plan
The Claremont Hills Wilderness Park Management Plan was adopted in 1996 to guide management of
the Claremont Wilderness Park. The Plan provides general guidelines for City officials concerning park
management with the goal of preserving the natural characteristics of the park while providing visitors
the opportunity for passive and recreational enjoyment of the park. Permitted recreational activities
were defined as “hiking, running, bicycling, horseback riding, photography, bird watching and
picnicking.” 9
Primary Goal: To manage the Claremont Wilderness Park so as to preserve its natural characteristics
while proving visitor opportunities for passive and recreational enjoyment.
Secondary Goal: Administer these lands in a cooperative manner in order to augment the conservation
efforts of adjoining county and federal jurisdictions. These include, but are not limited to, actions in
support of preservation and protection of the following resources or uses:






9

Existing or proposed parklands, recreation areas, and other designated open space lands.
Trail systems or easements that provide public access to parklands.
Plant and animal communities, habitats, species, cultural, historic, or archeological features.
Geological, topographical, and water resources present within the park boundaries.
Public access to public lands while preserving and protecting adjacent private property. 10

Claremont Wilderness Park Management Plan
Claremont Wilderness Park Management Plan

10
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Claremont Wilderness Park Vegetation Management Plan
This plan was developed in 1999 in concert with the Claremont Hills Wilderness Park Management Plan
to improve fire safety for residents and firefighters without compromising the environment, while
managing fire/flood cycles characterized by the interface between urban and wildland areas. It is
periodically updated by the County of Los Angeles Fire Department (LAFD). Currently, LAFD has
jurisdiction over vegetation management, fire mitigation, and fire road maintenance in the CHWP.


Primary Objective: “To preserve the park’s natural characteristics while providing all visitors
opportunities for passive recreational enjoyment of the park’s visual qualities, diverse
vegetation, wildlife, and cultural resources.”



Secondary Objective: “To administer these lands in a cooperative manner in order to
augment the conservation efforts of adjoining county and federal jurisdictions.”11

Draft Conceptual Area Protection Plan (CAPP) for the North Claremont
Ecological Reserve
The Draft CAPP, prepared in 2001 by the Claremont Wildlands Conservancy, provides for incremental
growth of the CHWP and establishment of a permanent wildlife movement corridor through the San
Gabriel foothills between the Claremont Hills Wilderness Park, Marshall Canyon, and the City of La
Verne. The CAPP helped secure State funding for the acquisition of properties for the CHWP, particularly
Johnson’s Pasture. 12
Overarching Goals

12



Permanently protect large, unfragmented blocks of high-quality habitat, including
Engelmann and coast live oak woodlands, sub-associations of Coastal Sage Scrub, and
grasslands.



Create an uninterrupted wildlife movement corridor extending across the foothills of the
San Gabriel Mountains from San Antonio Wash to the east, to Marshall Canyon to the west,
a distance of over five miles.



Preserve rare plant and animal communities that exist in the project area.



Effectively link large public holdings, thereby improving long-term protection and viability of
several area-dependent species such as mule deer, mountain lion, badger, and golden eagle.



Protect watershed that feeds both groundwater basins and the San Gabriel River.

Draft Conceptual Area Protection Plan (CAPP) for the North Claremont Ecological Reserve
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Comply with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) strategic plan and
Natural Community Conservation Plan (NCCP) Conservation Guidelines by promoting a
proactive, ecosystem based management approach to wildlife recovery.



Maintain crucial airshed in the Los Angeles Basin.



Provide an interface between natural and urban areas that can be effectively managed.

Claremont Hillsides Wilderness Park and Thompson Creek Trail Parking Permit
Policy
The CHWP and Thompson Creek Trail (TCT) Parking Permit Program allows visitors of the CHWP and TCT
to park in metered parking areas by obtaining either a Resident, Annual or Temporary Four Hour Parking
Permit. Claremont residents may receive two free Resident Permits per household. All CHWP visitors are
encouraged to park only in the designated parking lots.13

Claremont Sustainability City Plan
In October 2008, the City Council unanimously adopted the Claremont Sustainable City Plan, which
establishes a framework for the Claremont community to achieve its vision of becoming a sustainable
city where all who live and work in Claremont are enabled to live in ways that allow them to meet their
needs while preserving the ability of future generations to do the same. This vision of a sustainable
Claremont is based on the City's General Plan, adopted on November 11, 2006, and organized around a
theme of sustainability. Originally adopted on October 28, 2008, the Sustainable City Plan was amended
on October 8, 2013. 14


Guiding Principle 2: Protection, Preservation, and Restoration of the Natural Environment is a
High Priority of the City Government. Claremont is committed to protecting, preserving, and
restoring the natural environment. City government decision-making will be guided by a mandate to
maximize environmental benefits and reduce or eliminate negative environmental impacts.

Relevant Open Space and Land Use Goals
Goal 5.1

Protect Natural Open Space. Maintain, improve and protect natural open space
resources throughout Claremont. This includes taking an active role in the proposed
transition of the San Gabriel Mountains and watershed to a National Recreation Area.
This transition should focus on protecting the natural environment and limiting
potential damage to the local watershed and groundwater basins.

Goal 5.2

Expand and Improve Our Network of Constructed Open Spaces. Develop and maintain
a constructed open space system diverse in services, uses and opportunities which
conserves natural resources; provides passive and active recreation; offers a fair

13
14

Claremont Hillsides Wilderness Park and Thompson Creek Trail Parking Permit Policy
Claremont Sustainability City Plan
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distribution of parks, treed pathways and public gathering places throughout the
community; increases the aesthetic quality of the community and provides for urban
agriculture.
Goal 5.3

Maintain Diversity of Local Native Organisms. Maintain natural areas, increase local
native organisms in constructing landscapes. Prevent spread of invasive species. Work
to create new viable natural areas in areas that are currently vacant or occupied by
invasive plants, unsustainable plant communities, or plants that pose a danger to
wildlife.

Goal 5.5

Inform the Public. Instill the importance of open space and smart land use in our
community along with an understanding of how to manage our resources for a more
sustainable City and planet.
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Appendix A: Claremont Open Space and Hillsides Related Plans - Goals and Policies Matrix
Open Space Related Plans

Open Space/Natural Resource Protection

Claremont Sustainability Plan (2013)

 5.1 Protect Natural Open Space. Maintain, improve and
protect natural open space resources throughout Claremont.
This includes taking an active role in the proposed transition
of the San Gabriel Mountains and watershed to a National
Recreation Area. This transition should focus on protecting
the natural environment and limiting potential damage to
the local watershed and groundwater basins.
N/A

Agency: City of Claremont

Claremont Hillsides Wilderness Park
and Thompson Creek Trail Parking
Permit Policy (2013)

Cultural Resources

Public Health/Safety

Public Access and Funding

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

Agency: City of Claremont

Claremont General Plan (2006)
Agency: City of Claremont

Claremont Wilderness Park
Management Plan (1996)
Agency: City of Claremont

 Goal 2-4 Protect, preserve, and manage the City’s diverse
and valuable open space, water, air, and habitat resources.
(see related policies)
 Goal 5-1 Maintain unique and diverse open space resources
throughout Claremont for purposes of resource and habitat
protection. (see related policies)
 Goal 5-2 Preserve and manage open space areas in
Claremont’s hillsides. (see related policies)
 Goal 5-3 Maximize wilderness park areas within Claremont’s
hillsides. (see related policies)

 Goal 2-14 Retain and celebrate Claremont’s
rich history and heritage, as evidenced
through its development patterns, buildings
and building materials, landscaping, street
treatments, parks and open space, and civic
architecture . (see related policies)

 Goal. To manage the Claremont Wilderness Park so as to
preserve its natural characteristics while proving visitors
opportunities for passive and recreational enjoyment.
 Goal. Preservation and protection of existing or proposed
parklands, recreation areas, and other designated open
space lands.
 Goal. Geological, topographical, and water resources present
within the park boundaries.
 Policy Fostering a natural distribution of native plant and
animal species throughout the park by maintaining suitable
habitat conditions so that the existing ecological processes
will continue to function naturally.
 Policy Taking appropriate action, if necessary, to minimize
impacts associated with human disturbance or the
introduction of exotic, non-native plants and animals in order
to prevent the displacement, loss, or extinction of naturally
occurring species. Prior to taking any action involving the
restoration of an area where native vegetation has been
disturbed, including oak woodlands and chaparral, staff shall

 Goal. Preservation and protection of plant
and animal communities, habitats, species,
cultural, historic, or archeological features.
 Policy. Taking prompt, appropriate action
to minimize impacts associated with human
disturbance of archeological, cultural, or
historic resources in order to prevent their
loss or destruction.
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 Goal 6-7 Minimize the risks associated with
urban and wildland fires. (see related policies)
 Policy 5-6.1 Require property owners to
maintain slopes in a manner that minimizes
erosion and slippage. Whenever feasible, slopes
shall remain in their natural condition with
appropriate vegetation cover. When necessary
to avoid erosion and slipping, special designs and
construction shall be utilized.
 Policy 5-6.3 Permit development in areas
designated as “high” or “extreme” fire hazard
only when mitigation measures are provided to
mitigate the hazard adequately.
 Policy 6.7-2 Work with Fire Department to
enforce restrictions on vehicular and
recreational use of foothill areas during critically
hazardous periods.
 Policy 6-7.3 Enforce building fire codes and
ordinances, and continue to research and adopt
best practices pertaining to fire management
and fire hazards.
 Policy. Following fire, flood, or other major
disturbance to the park’s ecosystem, a natural
re-establishment of the ecosystem will be
allowed to take place without human
intervention. Exceptions to this policy will be
allowed to take place without human
intervention. Exceptions to this policy will
include the existence of conditions, which pose a
threat to human life, private property, or natural
resources of high value or limited distribution;
or, conditions, which would create an
undesirable or adverse long-term effect on parkland or adjacent properties. In the event of a
major disturbance to the park’s ecosystem, any
restoration action shall be coordinated with the
appropriate governmental agencies and the
adjacent property owners.

 Goal 5-9 Provide a variety of park facilities that meet
the diverse needs and interest of the community.
 Goal 5-10 Provide an extensive and safe system for
walking and hiking that links areas of Claremont
(connect trails, increase, preserve/maintain trails).
 Policy 4-3.3 Continue to provide for compatible joint
use of the Thompson Creek Trail and Wilderness
Park Trail by bicyclists, pedestrians, and equestrians.
 Policy 5-9.1 Develop a high-quality network of parks
and open spaces that meet the needs of families,
young adults, seniors, children, and disabled
individuals.
 Policy 5-9.6 Balance and prioritize parks and
facilities construction considering the City’s limited
operational and maintenance funds.
 Policy 5-9.5 Strive to make parks and related
facilities accessible to Claremont residents, when
feasible.
 Policy 5.9.8 Plan for and designate adequate funding
to maintain new parks and facilities.
 Goal. Preservation and protection of trail systems or
easements that provide public access to parklands.
 Goal. Preservation and protection public access to
public lands while preserving and protecting
adjacent private property.
 Policy. Limiting the use of the park to those
specified by the City of Claremont General Plan,
Municipal Code, zoning ordinance, and the deed
restriction on the property(ies) located within the
Claremont Hills Wilderness Park boundaries.
 As deemed appropriate, the City Council may
establish fees in order to reimburse the City for
costs associated with the restoration and
maintenance of the park areas.

Parking
N/A

 Allow visitors of the Claremont
Hillsides Wilderness Park (CHWP) and
Thompson Creek Trail (TCT) to park in
metered parking areas by obtaining
either a Resident, Annual or
Temporary Four Hour Parking Permit.
Claremont residents may receive two
free Resident Permits per household.
All CHWP visitors are encouraged to
park only in the designated parking
lots.
 Policy 4-6.5 Continue to provide
directional signage pointing the way to
City and private parking locations to
promote maximum utilization of
available parking spaces and to reduce
impacts on surrounding
neighborhoods.

 The City shall monitor the adequacy of
parking for the park by visually
inspecting on a routine basis all
designated parking areas and nearby
streets to determine if park visitor use
consistently exceeds the supply of
spaces provided. If parking demands
exceed the availability of parking
spaces, the City shall construct
additional parking facilities or enforce
restrictions, such as limiting the
number of visitors to the park or
requiring parking permits.
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Open Space Related Plans

Sycamore Canyon Master Plan (1976)
Agency: City of Claremont
Claremont Wilderness Park
Vegetation Management Plan (1999)
Agency: City of Claremont

Draft Conceptual Area Protection Plan
(CAPP) for the North Claremont
Ecological Reserve (2001)
Agency: State of California
Department of Fish and Wildlife

Open Space/Natural Resource Protection

Cultural Resources

Public Health/Safety

consult a professional horticulturist and/or forester.
 Policy Allowing fire, insect activity, pathogenic disease, and
decay to play a natural role in the parks ecosystem.
Exceptions to this policy include conditions that pose a threat
to human life, private property, or natural resources of high
value or limited distribution; or, where the resultant change
would create an undesirable or adverse long-term effect on
park land or adjacent properties.
 Policy. Preserving watershed, vegetation, soils, and drainage
courses in as natural a condition as possible in order to
maintain water quality and allow associated hydrologic
presses previously altered by human influences to become
re-established wherever they do not pose a significant
hazard or nuisance to the public or downstream property.
 Place special significance on preservation of the natural
environment.



 Objective. Preserving the park’s natural characteristics while
providing all visitors opportunities for passive recreational
enjoyment of the park’s visual qualities, diverse vegetation,
wildlife, and cultural resources.
 Objective. Administering these lands in a cooperative
manner to augment the conservation efforts of adjoining
county and federal jurisdictions.

 Protect large, unfragmented blocks of high quality habitat,
including Engelmann and coast live oak woodlands, subassociations of Coastal Sage Scrub, and grasslands.
 Create an uninterrupted wildlife movement corridor
extending across the foothill of the San Gabriel Mountains
from San Antonio Wash to the east and to Marshall Canyon
to the west, a distance of over five miles.
 Preserve rare plant and animal communities that exist in the
project area.
 Effectively link large public holdings, thereby improving longterm protection and viability of several area dependent
species such as mule deer, mountain lion, badger, and
golden eagle.
 Protect watershed that feeds both groundwater basins and
the San Gabriel River
 Maintain air shed within the LA Basin
 Provide an interface between natural and urban areas
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Parking

Place special significance on serving local
community needs for open space.

 Allowing a variety of methodologies to manage
vegetation to mitigate fire hazards, including:
biological (grazing, strategic recycling), manual
(clearing, mowing, thinning, etc.), equipment
(roller crushing), and prescriptive (controlled
burns).

 Manage the Claremont Wilderness Park so
as to preserve its natural characteristics
while proving visitors opportunities for
passive and recreational enjoyment.
 Taking prompt, appropriate action to
minimize impacts associated with human
disturbance of archeological, cultural, or
historic resources in order to prevent their
loss or destruction
 Provide visitors opportunities for passive
and recreational enjoyment

 Allowing fire, insect activity, pathogenic disease,
and decay to play a natural role in the parks
ecosystem. Exceptions to this policy include
conditions that pose a threat to human life,
private property, or natural resources of high
value or limited distribution

N/A

N/A
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ATTTACHMENT A-2

CHRONOLOGY OF CITY-OWNED HILLSIDE ACQUISITIONS

DATE

ACQUISITION

ACRES

APN

40.00

1,220.00

8670-001-907/908
8673-001-903/904
8673-002-905/905
8673-006-002/271
8673-011-002/271
8673-015-004/271
8673-016271/901/902
8673019-003/271
8673-024900/901/902
8675-023902/903/270
8675-024-906/907

1973-75

Sycamore Canyon
Park - original
dedication

1996

Claremont Hills
Wilderness Park original dedication

2003

Rancho De Los
Amigos Property

240.00

8675-023-905

2003

McKenna Property

129.00

8675-024-909

2004
2007

Wang Property
Johnson's Pasture

104.00
180.00

8670-001918
8675-024-910

2011

Cuevas Property

150.72

8675-024-911

2,063.72

FUNDING
SOURCE

$
AMOUNT

Developer exchange
for project density

Part of development
agreement- City inkind service
Grant from San
Gabriel and Lower Los
Angeles RMC
Grant from Wildlife
Conservancy Board
Grant from Wildlife
Conservancy Board
Grants* and Bonds
Grants from San
Gabriel and Lower Los
Angeles RMC and
Wildlands
Conservancy Boards
Total

1,250,000

1,000,000
774,000
623,000
11,500,000

4,850,000
19,997,000

* Grants from: LA County- $500,000, State of California- $1,000,000, Claremont Wildlands Conservancy- $250,000, Pomona College$236,021.11, Claremont McKenna College- $180,576.46, Harvey Mudd College- $39,034.96, Pitzer College- $5,817.68

FUNDING SOURCE SUMMARY
Regional
Local Grants /
Acquisition
Grants Sources / Bonds
Johnson's Pasture
1,500,000
10,000,000
CHWP - Los Amigos 1,000,000
CHWP - Original
1,250,000
CHWP - McKenna
774,000
Sycamore - Wang
623,000
Cuevas
4,850,000
TOTAL
8,747,000
11,250,000
44%
56%

ATTACHMENT A_3

City of Claremont
Claremont Hills Wilderness Park
Management Plan

Community & Human Services
(909) 399-5431
`

Adopted: March 26, 1996
Last Revision: June 27, 2006

MANAGEMENT POLICIES AND GUIDELINES
INTRODUCTION
The following guidelines and policies are intended to provide general direction to the
City of Claremont, its administrative staff, and field personnel; and, to inform the public
regarding the management of the open space and wilderness areas located within the
boundaries of the Claremont Hills Wilderness Park. These guidelines and policies are
in accordance with the City of Claremont General Plan, Municipal Code, zoning
ordinance, and the deed restriction on the property(ies) located within the boundaries of
Claremont Hills Wilderness Park.

I. GOALS AND OBJECTIVES
The primary management goal is to manage the Claremont Hills Wilderness Park so as
to preserve its natural characteristics while providing visitors opportunities for passive
and recreational enjoyment. A secondary goal is to administer these lands in a
cooperative manner in order to augment the conservation efforts of adjoining county
and federal jurisdictions. These include but are not limited to actions in support of
preservation and protection of the following resources or uses:
*

Existing or proposed parklands, recreation areas and other designated open
space lands.

*

Trail systems or easements that provide public access to parklands.

*

Plant and animal communities, habitats, species, cultural, historical or
archeological features.

*

Geological, topographical, and water resources present within the park
boundaries.

*

Public access to public lands while preserving and protecting adjacent private
property.
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II. CONSERVATION POLICIES
Claremont Hills Wilderness Park shall be managed by the City of Claremont so as to be
affected primarily by the forces of nature, with the imprint of human modifications being
minimized in order to preserve and protect any animals, plants, habitats, hydrologic,
geologic, scenic, historic, cultural, or scientific values which the park may contain.
These policies shall include but not be solely limited to the following:
*

Fostering a natural distribution of native plant and animal species throughout the
park by maintaining suitable habitat conditions so that the existing ecological
processes will continue to function naturally.

*

Taking appropriate action, if necessary, to minimize impacts associated with
human disturbance or the introduction of exotic, non-native plants and animals in
order to prevent the displacement, loss, or extinction of naturally occurring
species. Prior to taking any action involving the restoration of an area where
native vegetation has been disturbed, including oak woodlands and chaparral,
staff shall consult a professional horticulturist and/or forester.

*

Allowing fire, insect activity, pathogenic disease, and decay to play a natural role
in the park's ecosystem. Exceptions to this policy include conditions that pose a
threat to human life, private property, or natural resources of high value or limited
distribution; or, where the resultant change would create an undesirable or
adverse long-term effect on park land or adjacent properties.

*

Following fire, flood, or other major disturbance to the park's ecosystem, a
natural re-establishment of the ecosystem will be allowed to take place without
human intervention. Exceptions to this policy will include existence of conditions,
which pose a threat to human life, private property, or natural resources of high
value or limited distribution; or, conditions, which would create an undesirable or
adverse long-term effect on park-land or adjacent properties. In the event of a
major disturbance to the park’s ecosystem, any restoration actions shall be
coordinated with the appropriate governmental agencies and the adjacent
property owners.

*

Preserving watershed, vegetation, soils, and drainage courses in as natural a
condition as possible in order to maintain water quality and allow associated
hydrologic processes previously altered by human influences to become reestablished wherever they do not pose a significant hazard or nuisance to the
public or downstream property.

2

*

Taking prompt, appropriate action to minimize impacts associated with human
disturbance of archaeological, cultural or historic resources in order to prevent
their loss or destruction.

*

Limiting the uses of the park to those specified by the City of Claremont General
Plan, Municipal Code, zoning ordinance, and the deed restriction on the
property(ies) located within the Claremont Hills Wilderness Park boundaries.
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III. MANAGEMENT PLAN
Park Entrance
The primary entrance to Claremont Hills Wilderness Park shall be at the trailhead
located at the north end of Mills Avenue (Cobal Canyon), adjacent to the Thompson
Creek spreading grounds. A secondary entrance shall be at the Marshall Canyon
Regional Park gate. Other entrances may be added as needed.
Visitor Use and Facilities
Visitor use will be accommodated by limited facilities which are intended to protect the
public's health and safety and to provide other necessary conveniences where deemed
appropriate. In order to avoid the degradation of sensitive or unique resources the
carrying capacity of the park shall be determined based upon anticipated type and
intensity of use.
Horse trailers and buses shall park only in the spaces provided for them at the overflow
parking lot located on the corner of Mills Avenue and Mt. Baldy Road. If visitor use
exceeds the availability of parking spaces at both the trailhead and overflow parking
lots, the City may consider limiting the number of visitors arriving by private automobile
or designating additional areas for parking.
If visitor use threatens to adversely impact the area's natural characteristics, appropriate
actions shall be taken to prevent any further decline and to allow natural regeneration
processes to occur. In most cases, indirect methods of reducing impacts such as
temporarily restricting permitted uses in specified areas of the park through signage and
public information shall be preferred. However, where these methods prove to be
unsuccessful or are considered inadequate, further restrictions may be necessary.
Depending on the situation, these may include either partial or total closure, restricting
periods of use, or restricting the number of visitors permitted access to the park.
The visitor must also recognize that Claremont Hills Wilderness Park is an undeveloped
wilderness area.
Use of such an area involves certain risks as a consequence of
isolation from urban services and the unpredictability of the natural environment.
Although the visitor must accept these risks, in response to a need for assistance, the
City of Claremont shall take appropriate and timely action to coordinate necessary law
enforcement and medical emergency services.
The Los Angeles County Fire
Department is the primary respondent for fire and medical emergencies and the City of
Claremont Police Department is the primary law enforcement agency.
Restrooms
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Until more permanent facilities are constructed, portable toilet facilities, including at
least one that is handicapped-accessible, will be available in the parking area at the
park's Mills Avenue entrance.
Emergency Phone
A handicapped accessible, emergency telephone will be available for public use at the
park’s Mills Avenue entrance.
Trash/Recycling
Animal resistant trash receptacles and recycling containers shall be placed in the
parking area and at the Mills Avenue entrance/exit to the park. All trash receptacles will
be serviced on the same schedule as the City’s urban parks.
Visitor Information and Education
Informational Brochure
The informational brochure developed for the park shall be updated periodically. The
brochure will contain a map of the park denoting the roads and trails, park rules and
regulations, and safety hazard warnings for distribution to the public. This brochure will
be available at the park entrance and from the Park Ranger, City Hall, Human Services
Department, and Community Services Department.
Visitors Guide
A more complete guide should be developed in the future containing more complete
information regarding the park’s features, resources, flora, fauna, and history.
Park Security
The Claremont Police Department shall be the primary agency responsible for law
enforcement and emergency response within the park. The Claremont Police
Department shall provide random patrols by sworn officers for law enforcement and
visitor safety purposes.
The Los Angeles County Fire Department shall be the primary agency for fire
prevention and control within the park.
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Park Rangers (non-sworn) shall be assigned to the park during peak use hours to
provide:
•
•

regular monitoring of park use, roads and trails
visitor information and safety

The Park Ranger shall be equipped with a police radio and telephone for reporting
purposes.
For the purpose of public safety, the City may at times partially or entirely close the
park.
Fire Hazard Management
The Los Angeles County Fire Department shall be the primary agency responsible for
fire prevention, control, and fire hazard management within the park.
State Vegetation Management Program
The State of California has adopted a vegetation management program (Senate Bill
1704) which establishes guidelines for vegetation management throughout California.
SB 1704 grants the County of Los Angeles Fire Department (LACFD) the authority to
manage brush-covered lands in order to reduce hazardous wildfire conditions.
A
Coordinated Resource Management Agreement allows the LACFD to act as the lead
agent in cooperation with other governmental agencies in projects concerning
vegetation management and preservation of natural and cultural resources.
Local Vegetation Management Plan
The City has executed a Coordinated Resource Management Agreement with the
LACFD, and has adopted a Vegetation Management Plan (VMP) for the park. This plan
will provide strategies for the long-term management of the vegetative fuels located
within the park boundaries and includes provisions to minimize any impacts on
biological or cultural resources, or erosion which may result from vegetation
management activities. The VMP was developed in accordance with the provisions of
the State Vegetation Management Program and complies with all of the conditions of
the State Vegetation Management Program Environmental Impact Report.
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Vegetation Management Plan Review
The Community Services Commission shall review the Vegetation Management Plan
every six years.
This review shall be performed in conjunction with the biannual
Commission review of the management policies and guidelines.
Brush Clearance/Fuel Modification Zones
Vegetation management such as brush clearance and/or fuel modification shall be
performed within the park only as required by the vegetation management plan and
under the direction of the LACFD, California Department of Forestry (CDF), or the
United States Forest Service (USFS) to protect adjacent urban areas from wildfire.
Fuel modification zones of varying size have been established by the Community
Services Department and the LACFD in areas adjacent to developed properties in order
to create a transition between natural open space areas and, to afford protection from
incompatible uses that may exist or be proposed on adjacent property. These zones
may vary in size from year to year contingent upon annual rainfall and fuel load. The
fuel modification zones shall be maintained by the City and shall meet all the
requirements of the LACFD for fire protection in urban/wildland interface areas.
The City shall encourage the owners of private property adjacent to the park to
coordinate their vegetation management efforts with those being conducted by the
LACFD and the City of Claremont.
The Director of Community Services may authorize private property owners to perform
fuel modification that is consistent with the intent of the VMP on parklands adjacent to
their property. Such activities may include cutting and/or removing trees, plants,
shrubs, or grass. Prior to performing any work, the property owner must submit a
written request to the Director of Community Services describing the area of public land
they wish to maintain and a work schedule. All work shall be at the property owner’s
expense.
Closure of the Park Due to Fire Danger
The LACFD uses five categories of brush fire danger: low, medium, high, very high and
extreme. During periods of extreme brush fire danger, the City will close the park to
public access. During periods of very high and high brush fire danger, the City may
partially or entirely close the park to public access. Closure of the park for fire
prevention purposes will be done based on information and recommendations from the
LACFD and/or the USFS.
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Specific criteria to be considered in closing the park shall include the occurrence of a
wildland, prescribed burn, or structural fire within proximity to the park boundaries
and/or when all of the following conditions exist: live fuel moisture is less than 60
percent, relative humidity is less than 16 percent and wind speed is greater than 25
miles per hour.
Procedures for closing the park shall involve, whenever possible, patrolling and
extricating of park patrons by trained City staff or Fire Department personnel, deploying
park closed signage at park access points, and monitoring of the area to ensure that no
one but emergency response staff enters the park.
Public Information
The City shall cooperate with the LACFD in the distribution of public information
materials concerning wildland fires and urban/wildland interface. Examples of such
publications are:
Homeowner’s Guide to Fire and Watershed Safety at the Chaparral/Urban
Interface, County of Los Angeles, 1993.
Vegetation Management in the Wildland/Urban Interface of Los Angeles
County, Los Angeles County Department of Forestry and Fire Warden,
Publication P7-89.
Fire Hazard vs. Erosion Control, A Homeowner’s Guide, Los Angeles
County Department of Forestry and Fire Warden, Publication P6-89.
Fire Hazard Reduction and Safety Guidelines, Los Angeles County Fire
Department.
Safeguarding Your Home Against Wildland Fire, Los Angeles County Fire
Department.
Fire Hazard Reduction Requirements, Los Angeles County Fire Department.
Additional fire safety and fire hazard reduction information is available through the Los
Angeles County Fire Department Community Relations Office and the Los Angeles
County Fire Department Forestry Division.

Permitted Uses
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Claremont Hills Wilderness Park shall be managed to provide recreational use and
enjoyment by the public in ways that are consistent with the preservation of its natural
characteristics. The following public uses are permitted on designated trails (fire
roads) only:
*

Recreational activities such as hiking, running, bicycling, horseback riding,
photography, bird watching and picnicking.

*

Conservation projects, student research or other educational programs involving
the study of nature, ecology, or earth sciences.

*

Outdoor programs, lectures, and organized community activities subject to the
conditions stated in the Claremont Hills Wilderness Park Ordinance, CMC 11.10.

•

Group usage. All groups of 20 or more persons must have approved plans for
alternate transportation to the park such as carpools, shuttles, walking or biking.
Groups of 20 to 49 persons require prior authorization from the Community
Services Department. Groups of 50 or more shall require a park permit issued
by the Human Services Department. Prior to issuance, this permit requires
review by the Human Services Commission and/or the Community Services
Commission.

Prohibited Uses
Except where subject to private rights, or where necessary for the management of the
park's resources, or as specifically provided for elsewhere in the policies, the following
uses shall be prohibited:
•

Any action that creates a nuisance, poses a real or immediate threat to, or
results in damage to or destruction of the park's resources or other public
property.

•

Any use except on designated trails (fire roads).

•

All forms of hunting, trapping, or use of poisonous baits.

•

Removal or the intentional destruction of living or dead vegetation, geological,
historical or archaeological materials for any reason including the harvesting or
collecting of native plant materials for personal use or sale.

•

Motor vehicles of any kind beyond the limits of established parking areas.
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•

Littering or dumping of trash and debris or disposal of hazardous waste
materials.

•

Unrestricted activities of pets such as dogs or cats and/or exotic pets.

•

Use of firearms, weapons, or other devices, which present a hazard or threat to
the park visitors or resources.

•

Grazing or herding of livestock including utilization of natural forage for
commercial purposes.

•

Glass containers, flammable liquids, smoking materials, and fires of any type
including campstoves, smoking, and fireworks.

•

Possession or consumption of alcoholic beverages or illegal drugs.

•

Any after hours use, including hiking, biking and overnight camping.

•

Competitive group events such as bicycle, horse, or foot races.

•

Commercial services such as those provided by concessionaires or equestrian
outfitters and guides are not permitted.

Trail Improvements
The only designated trails in the park are the existing fire roads. If determined to be
desirable by the Community Services Commission, new trails may be developed in a
manner that can accommodate hikers, equestrians, bicyclists, or persons with limited
physical abilities. If new trails are developed every effort shall be made to preserve
open space values and natural resources. In order to minimize vegetation removal and
topographic impacts, trail alignments should follow existing paths, fire roads, and natural
landform contours as much as possible. Trailheads should also be selected to provide
varied scenic experiences and degrees of difficulty and to avoid any disturbance of
cultural resources.
If determined to be necessary, traffic control plans may be developed to accommodate
multiple usage on designated trails.
If fencing and barriers are deemed necessary, they must be designed with materials
that harmonize with natural landscape features. Such fencing and barriers may be
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utilized to direct entry into the park at specific points, control vehicle access, and
provide separation of visitors and horses from hazards.
Bridges will be designed and constructed to harmonize with the environment and to
allow for all permitted uses. Bridges shall only be provided when no alternate route is
available and the trail crossing cannot be negotiated safely; or, where less established
crossings tend to be damaged or washed out during periods of high runoff.
Hitch racks and other improvements to facilitate equestrian use shall be utilized to
prevent resource damage as required. These structures shall be located away from
focal points of interest so as not to obstruct access or cause a nuisance or hazard when
in use.
Signs
A minimum number of signs shall be installed in order to control and direct visitor uses,
along with trail maps, route descriptions, brochures, etc. Signs will only be provided for
visitor information, public safety, and resource protection. They should range in size
and complexity from small, simple arrow directional posts at trail junctions, to regulatory
signs posting park rules, park boundaries, and city boundaries. To protect the natural
scenic quality of the park, signs posted within the park and signposts should utilize
natural earthtone colors and building materials similar to the style and design utilized by
the National Park Service and the United States Forest Service.
Structures/Amenities
Temporary shelters such as tents or canopies are not permitted within the park. The
Director of Community Services may grant an exception and allow temporary shelters
for pre-approved outdoor programs, lectures, or community organized events.
Permanent buildings having a roof supported by walls, other than public restrooms,
shall not be constructed within the park.
However, the Community Services Commission may grant an exception for minor,
permanent structures on a case-by-case basis. The design of permanent structures
(e.g. restroom facilities, kiosks and shade structures) should be consistent with the
natural qualities of the park through the use of natural building materials and earthtone
colors. Any permanent structures may only be constructed at or near portals of the
park. Any permanent amenity must be consistent with low intensity recreational use of
the park. Permanent amenities must not impede foot and bicycle traffic on existing trails
and must preserve open space values and natural resources.
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Emergency Facilities
At times, it may be necessary to provide emergency facilities within Claremont Hills
Wilderness Park. The facilities may include:
*
*
*
*

Emergency access roads
Fire breaks
Fuel modification zones
Temporary helipads for emergency services

The Director of Community Services shall approve construction of these facilities, in
advance, in order to minimize potential impact to natural landscape features as well as
sensitive biological and cultural resources.
Historic and Cultural Landmarks and Archaeological Remains
During any construction or excavation work, if any surface or subsurface remains are
discovered as the result of these activities, all work shall be stopped and the remains
shall be examined by an archaeologist to assess their significance while they are in
place prior to any more work being performed. The City shall cause all potentially
significant cultural resources found in the park to be recorded with the UCLA
Archaeological Information Center.
Easements
Access across the park shall be allowed according to a recorded easement or other
legal entitlement. In the event an existing access route is determined to be impractical
or unreasonable, an alternative easement may be granted by the City, which results in
the least physical impact to natural resources while still serving the purpose for the
easement.
Dogs and Other Pets
Upon entering the park, dogs and other pets shall be kept on leashes of preferably no
more than six (6) feet in length at all times in order to minimize conflicts with other
visitors and prevent disturbance to wildlife and plant resources. Visitors shall be held
responsible for the removal of all waste produced by their dogs from designated trails.
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Campsites, Picnics and Trash
Overnight camping, and fires of any type including camp stoves and smoking, are not
permitted within the park. Day use and picnics are permitted. Trash collection facilities
will not be provided within the park in order to encourage a "pack it in, pack it out"
practice by visitors. Visitors are required to retain any refuse that they produce while in
the park until they are able to dispose of such items in an appropriate trash receptacle
located at the park entrance or off park grounds.
Visitor Information and Education
Visitor education should be utilized whenever feasible to achieve objectives. Only the
minimum amount of regulation necessary to achieve the desired objectives should be
used. In some cases, informational materials or regulatory signs may be placed as a
management tool to correct specific problems, protect natural, historical, cultural and
archaeological resources, or inform the public of health and safety risks.
Informational and educational materials pertaining to open space resources, trails,
special programs, and conservation activities should be made available to the public by
the City at City Hall, the Human Services Department, and Community Services
Department and at the park entrance. Such materials will also inform the public of the
responsibilities and risks involved in visiting and using natural wilderness areas.
The City recognizes Claremont Hills as a wilderness park. Thus, any public promotion
of the park should be limited to local sources, such as the City letter or Human Services
publications.
Use of Motorized Equipment
Travel within the park shall always be by non-motorized
control of noise and preservation of natural characteristics.
are motorized wheelchairs and admittance of public agents
protection, emergency access or general maintenance,
specified in this policy. Such acceptable activities include:

means consistent with the
The only exceptions to this
for the purpose of resource
or for permitted activities

*

Ranger patrol, emergency fire access, rescue or law enforcement purposes.

*

Conservation projects.

*

Monitoring or scientific research by private individuals, educational institutions or
public utilities as necessary.
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*

Control of insects, disease or pathogens that may adversely affect park visitors
or natural resources in compliance with Federal, State, and County regulations.

Usage Monitoring
The City shall periodically conduct organized surveys in order to identify usage trends,
such as the amount and types of activities taking place in the park, as well as to obtain
comments from park visitors.
The City may periodically take aerial photographs of the park. Such photos should be
made available for scientific research and analysis for the purpose of monitoring the
condition of park-lands.
Field Surveys/Research Projects
Interested parties must first obtain a permit from the Director of Community Services
prior to engaging in any activity for the purpose of gathering information about natural,
cultural, historical, or archaeological resources or features located within the boundaries
of Claremont Hills Wilderness Park.
A written description of the activity must be submitted to the Director for review prior to
commencing any such research activities. The activity shall be carried out in a manner
compatible with conservation efforts established by these policies, deed restrictions,
zoning restrictions, and the City of Claremont General Plan.
The Director of Community Services in advance of any such activities must also
approve vehicular access in connection with this research. In no case shall degradation
of any of the park's resources be allowed.
Fees
As deemed appropriate, the City Council may establish fees in order to reimburse the
City for costs associated with the restoration and maintenance of the park areas.
Management Plan Review
The Community Services Commission shall conduct a public hearing in spring of even
numbered years for the purpose of reviewing this management plan, or as needed.

14

IV. IMPLEMENTATION PLAN
*: required for park opening
Park Entrance *
The primary entrance to Claremont Hills Wilderness Park shall be the City's right-of-way
located at the north end of Mills Avenue (Cobal Canyon), adjacent to the Thompson
Creek spreading grounds.
A pedestrian/equestrian entry gate shall be constructed, at City expense, at the park
entrance. Fencing will extend from the park entrance gate to approximately 50 feet
north of the road from the park entrance trail to PVPA”s Thompson Creek spreading
grounds. A gate will be installed across this road. An interpretive sign shall be posted
on the fence informing the public of the nature and purpose of the PVPA property.
A kiosk containing informational brochures concerning the park will be installed at the
park entrance. Park rules, and warning signs will be posted in the parking lot, and
restrooms, an emergency phone, trash receptacles, and recycling containers will be
available for public use.
Parking *
A limited area for vehicle parking shall be provided outside the designated primary park
entrance in the City right-of-way. The area shall be covered with compacted gravel or
decomposed granite over the native soil, and a lockable gate shall be installed at the
entrance which will be open during regular park hours only. The City shall post “No
Parking” signs on North Mills Avenue between the parking area entry gate and the
entrance to the Thompson Creek Dam.
Additional parking area shall be provided along North Mills Avenue, between the
entrance to the Thompson Creek Dam and Mt. Baldy Road.
Signs shall be posted along North Mills Avenue prohibiting vehicles equipped with horse
trailers. Future parking for vehicles with horse trailers will be provided in the parking
area to be located on Pomello Drive and the Thompson Creek Trail.
Signage shall be installed in the parking areas informing park visitors to park at their
own risk.
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The City shall monitor the adequacy of parking for the park by visually inspecting on a
routine basis all designated parking areas and nearby streets to determine if park visitor
use consistently exceeds the supply of spaces provided. If parking demands exceed
the availability of parking spaces, the City shall construct additional parking facilities or
enforce restrictions, such as limiting the number of visitors to the park or requiring
parking permits.
Except where provided for in the policies and guidelines, motor vehicles will not be
permitted beyond the park entrance.

Park Signage
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Park Entrance Signs*
A regulatory sign shall be posted at the main entrance. The sign shall contain the
following information:
While visiting the park we ask that you please observe the following precautions
and rules (per CMC 11.10 and 11.04):
• Park hours shall be posted at entry gate. No after hours use is permitted.
• The cutting, pruning or injury of native vegetation or digging of any ground
surface within the park is not permitted.
• Hunting, trapping, or harvesting of any living or dead thing is not permitted.
• The possession of use of firearms, air guns, bows, and arrows, or slingshots
or other weapons is not permitted.
• For your pet’s protection, dogs must be kept on a leash of less than six feet
in length at all times. In consideration of other visitors, please remove your
dog’s waste products from the roads and trails.
• Glass containers can start brush fires; therefore, they are not permitted
within the park.
• Fires of any kind including smoking, camp stoves, flammable liquids or
fireworks are not permitted in the park.
• Possession or consumption of alcoholic beverages is not permitted.
• Except for emergency and maintenance vehicles, no motor vehicles are
permitted in the park.
• Please take all trash and litter out of the park with you when you leave.
• Stay on designated city trails (along the fire roads) at all times.
• Practice trail etiquette. Bicyclists and hikers must yield to horses. Bicyclists
yield to hikers.
• Bicyclists must maintain safe speeds at all times.
• No safe drinking water, trash receptacles or restroom facilities are available
beyond this point.
• Groups of 20 or more are required to obtain a permit prior to using the park.
Contact the Community Services Department at (909)399-5431 for more info
CMC 11.10.150
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A warning sign shall also be placed at the main entrance containing the following
information:
WARNING
CLAREMONT HILLS IS A WILDERNES AREA WITH FEW IMPROVEMENTS. THE
TERRAIN IS STEEP AND RUGGED WITH NO SOURCES OF SAFE DRINKING
WATER. VISITORS TO THE PARK ENTER AT THEIR OWN RISK. THE CITY OF
CLAREMONT WILL NOW BE RESPONSIBLE FOR ANY INJURIES RESULTING
FROM THE USE OF THE PARK.
THE CITY OF CLAREMONT RECOMMEDS THAT VISITORS TO CLAREMONT HILLS
WILDERNESS PARK WEAR PROPER CLOTHING AND SHOES FOR A
WILDERNESS AREA.
DO NOT DRINK WATER FROM THE STREAMS. VISITORS ARE ADVISED TO
CARRY WATER AND TO BE AWARE OF POSSIBLE HAZARDS INCLUDING BEARS,
RATTLESNAKES, COYOTES, BOBCATS, MOUNTAIN LIONS, BEES, AND POISON
OAK.

The design of these signs shall be submitted to the Community Services and
Architectural Commissions for review and approval. Once approved, the design shall
be included as a part of this plan.
Trail Signs
Simple directional signs should be posted at major road and trail junctions indicating
road/trail name and direction. These should be simple wooden signs labeled with the
trail or road name and a directional arrow.
Informational and directional signs indicating routes and distances shall be placed at the
park entrance points and at major trail/road junctions.
Hiking, bicycle, and equestrian warning signs may also be posted informing the park
visitors of potential hazards or the degree of difficulty of the trail.
Boundary Signs
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Signs shall be posted along major trails and roads indicating the park boundaries and
city limits. Depending upon location, the signs will display the following information:
A:
B:
C:
D:

Claremont City Limit
Private property beyond this point
Angeles National Forest beyond this point
Do Not Enter

Safety Warning Signs
Safety warning signs will contain some or all of the following information:
A: Subject to Flooding/Do not enter when flooded
B: Do not disturb or feed animals
C: Bicyclists watch downhill speed
D: Beware of falling rocks
E: No horse trailer parking beyond this point
F: Park at your own risk
G: Equestrian/pedestrian/bicycle
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Visitor Facilities
Restrooms*
Until more permanent facilities are constructed, portable toilet facilities, including at
least one which is handicapped-accessible, will be available in the parking area at the
park's primary entrance.
Emergency Phone
A handicapped accessible, emergency telephone will be installed for public use at the
park's primary entrance.
Trash/Recycling*
Animal resistant trash receptacles and recycling containers shall be placed in the
parking area and at the primary entrance/exit to the park. All trash receptacles will be
serviced on the same schedule as the City’s urban parks.
Visitor Information and Education
Informational Brochure*
An informational brochure will be developed containing a map of the park denoting the
roads and trails, park rules and regulations, and safety hazard warnings for distribution
to the public. This brochure will be available at the park entrance and from the Park
Ranger, City Hall, Human Services Department, and Community Services Department.
Visitors Guide
A more complete guide should be developed in the future containing more complete
information regarding the park's features, resources, flora, fauna, and history.
Park Security
The Claremont Police Department shall be the primary agency responsible for law
enforcement and emergency response within the park. The Claremont Police
Department shall provide random patrols by sworn officers for law enforcement and
visitor safety purposes.
The Los Angeles County Fire Department shall be the primary agency for fire
prevention and control within the park.
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Park Rangers (non-sworn) shall be assigned to the park during peak use hours to
provide:
•
•
•

regular monitoring of park use, roads and trails
visitor information and safety
park security including the opening and closing of the park

The Park Ranger shall be equipped with a police radio and telephone for reporting
purposes and shall be certified in first aid and Cardio Pulmonary Resuscitation (CPR).
For the purpose of public safety, the City may at times partially or entirely close the
park.
Fire Hazard Management
LACFD will develop a local vegetation management plan in cooperation with the City
within one year from the park’s opening to the public. Any recommendations for fuel
modifications shall be implemented with assistance from Los Angeles County Fire
Department, Los Angeles County Probation Department, California Department of
Forestry, California Conservation Corps, private contractors, or adjacent property
owners as provided for in the Management Plan.
Prior to the plan’s approval, the Community Services Commission shall conduct a public
hearing to review the plan and receive public comment. Following approval, the plan
shall be reviewed every five years at a public hearing by the Community Services
Commission.
Vegetation Management
The City shall receive notification of any planned prescribed burning for vegetation
management purposes prior to the work being performed. In the case of prescribed
burning, the LACFD shall notify all adjacent property owners and conduct a public
meeting to review the planned work. Other methods of vegetation treatment, e.g.
mechanical brush removal, hand clearing or biological control, may be performed
without notification.
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Attachment B

September 18, 2014

Claremont Hills Wilderness Park
2014 Annual Count Estimate

Introduction
This report summarizes the number of park users visiting the Claremont Hills Wilderness Park (CHWP)
based on intercept questionnaires (one-on-one, impromptu surveys) done on location at CHWP
entrances by volunteers as part of preparing the Claremont Hills Wilderness Park Master Plan. The
intercept questionnaires were conducted to identify the perspective of park users upon completion of
their visit to CHWP. During the intercept process, volunteers at each of these locations also counted the
number of people exiting the park, the type of visitor (hiker / walker, runner, biker, equestrian), and
whether the visitors were observed by themselves or in groups and with dogs. Using this information,
MIG estimated an approximate range of how many people visit the CHWP on an annual basis. This
report provides a summary and methodology on how the annual visitor count was estimated.
A highly accurate count of annual visitors can only be determined with a much more intensive counting
effort over a year long period. The USDA Forest Service regularly estimates visitor usage at its facilities
using a rigorous estimation methodology. The annual visitation estimates include a 20% margin of error.
Therefore, the annual estimate developed during this data collection process, at best, is a general
magnitude of visitation for policy development purposes.

Survey Count Summary
Surveys were conducted on 16 different days between May 5 and July 18, 2014. Survey days included
weekends and weekdays when the park was open, between the hours of 6:30 A.M. to 8:30 P.M. See
Table 1 for the days and hours surveyed. Volunteers were trained by MIG and City staff to conduct
surveys. Volunteers were stationed at five different CHWP trailheads, including North Mills Avenue,
Pomello/Thompson Creek Trail, Mountain Avenue, Padua Avenue, and Evey Canyon. Volunteers worked
in two-hour shifts per day at each location. The number of volunteers at each trailhead varied between
one and six people, depending on trail usage at the trailhead. Volunteers asked visitors exiting the trails
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to participate in the intercept questionnaire. Visitor activities (running, walking, and biking), the
presence of leashed dogs, as well as group sizes were identified as part of the survey.
A total of 2,242 surveys were collected from the volunteers. The survey summary sheets counted a total
of 3,737 users and 2,259 groups with an average of 1.65 people per group. Most visitors were walking
(2,941), with about 597 counted running, and 199 biking. The results are summarized in Table 2.
Additionally, 241 leashed dogs were counted, and no horses or equestrians were observed.
Table 1: Hours/Day of Week
Hours/Day of
Week
6:30-8:30 A.M.
7:30-9:30 A.M.
9:30-11:30 A.M.
1:30-3:30 P.M.
2:30-4:30 P.M.
4:30-6:30 P.M.
5:35-7:35 P.M.
6:30-8:30 P.M.
Totals

Mon.

Tue.
1

Number of Days Surveyed
Wed.
Thu.
Fri.
1

1

1
1

Sat.

Sun.

1

1
2

1
1

1

1
1

1

2

2

2

2

1
3

2

3

Totals
1
4
4
1
2
2
1
1
16

Table 2: Summary of Count Data1
Hours
6:30-8:30am

7:30-9:30am

9:30-11:30am

1:30-3:30pm

2:30-4:30pm

Activity
Walking
Running
Biking
Subtotal
Walking
Running
Biking
Subtotal
Walking
Running
Biking
Subtotal
Walking
Running
Biking
Subtotal
Walking
Running
Biking
Subtotal

Annual Count Estimate

Mon.
---------------------

Tue.
146
65
10
221
------------52
10
10
72

Wed.
----94
25
5
124
--------58
20
3
81

Thu.
----115
24
16
155
191
47
10
248
---------

Fri.
----123
42
12
177
-------------

Sat.
--------277
75
15
367
175
24
6
205
-----

Sun.

340
79
20
439

----511
64
15
590
342
34
29
405
---------

Totals
143
60
10
221
843
155
48
1,046
1,150
235
74
1,459
175
24
6
205
110
30
13
153
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Hours

Activity
Walking
4:30-6:30pm Running
Biking
Subtotal
Walking
5:35-7:35pm Running
Biking
Subtotal
Walking
Running
6:30-8:30pm
Biking
Subtotal
Totals

Mon.
110
17
5
132
178
53
22
253
----385

Tue.
------------293

Wed.
------------205

Thu.
------------403

Fri.
64
6
15
85
--------262

Sat.
--------165
12
6
183
755

Sun.
------------1,434

Totals
174
23
20
217
178
53
22
253
166
12
6
189
3,737

1-MIG documented 3,737 visitors counted based on data received from volunteer staff. Volunteer staff reported a higher count
total of 3,799 visitors. At the time of this writing MIG has not been able to verify if there are missing data count forms that
would account for this discrepancy.

Annual Estimate Methodology
Based on the data, MIG developed an annual estimate of park users per year. The following describes
the methodology employed to estimate an annual visitor count by two different methods: Hourly
Average Approach and the Multiplier Approach, which are standard methods for these types of projects.
Another counting method involves the use of electronic counters to record each visitor as they pass a
fixed point on a trail. When the counter is properly calibrated and managed it can result in accurate
estimates of use. However, calibration is often difficult and time consuming, and resources were not
allocated for this approach under the current MIG contract.
Hourly Average Approach
Since counts were only conducted on two-hour increments for an entire day, an hourly visitor rate was
calculated to estimate daily visitors by weekdays and weekends. The hourly rate was calculated by
averaging the daily data points and dividing by two (two-hour intervals) to establish weekday and
weekend hourly visitor rates. This rate was they multiplied by the average number of hours the CHWP
was opened throughout the year (12.63 hours). The weekday daily visitor rate was then multiplied by
the number of weekdays per year in 2014 (261 weekdays) and the weekend daily visitor rate was then
multiplied by the number of weekend days per year (104 weekday days). Adding these two numbers
yields an estimated annually visitor number.
Estimate of Yearly Usage: 494,556 visits
Multiplier Approach
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Surveys completed provided at least one data point for every two-hour increment on weekdays. Surveys
provided data for two two-hour increments (total of 4 hours) on Sundays, and three two-hour
increments (total of 6 hours) on Saturdays.
Weekdays: Generally, there is only one data point for each two-hour increment on weekdays. Where
there is more than one data point, the data were averaged. Then, this data was applied uniformly for
the same time frame. (For example, on Thursday, May 15, 2014 survey results indicate 248 total users
during 9:30 A.M and 11:30 A.M. For purposes of this analysis, it was assumed that there were 248 users
on all other weekdays between 9:30 A.M. and 11:30 A.M.)
Weekends: Because there were fewer data points for weekends, a multiplier was calculated to apply
data collected during weekday intervals to the weekend intervals. The multiplier was calculated by
comparing users during the same time interval on the weekend versus the weekday. The Saturday
multiplier was calculated at 1.48 and the Sunday multiplier was calculated at 4.75. (The Saturday
multiplier was calculated by comparing the only comparable time interval; 9:30 A.M. to 11:30 A.M. The
Sunday multiplier was calculated based on comparing data collected during 7:30 A.M. to 9:30 A.M. time
interval on Sunday to the lowest count during the same time on a weekday, to yield the largest, and
thus most conservative, multiplier.) The multiplier was then applied to weekday data for the same time
interval.
Estimate of Yearly Usage: 566,949 visits
City Parking Information Data
To evaluate the 2014 count data, MIG conducted a third analysis using the City’s 2013 parking counts,
and 2014 Parking meter (Ventek) data. These data along with a factor accounting for the number of
people per vehicle and park opening hours were included in a calculation to develop this annual use
estimate. Since the parking counts collected by City staff did not cover all hours the CHWP is open, it
was necessary to apply their counts to periods of time when data were not collected. To accomplish this
MIG reviewed the distribution of parking times across the time the CHWP is open in the Ventek data.
Parking numbers from original data collected in spreadsheets were rounded using the Excel rounding
function, then multiplied by a factor of 1.8 to obtain total visitors (based on 1.8 visitors per car). The
results were then rounded again. This included Saturday and Sunday visitors, and used data from the
three original, observed time periods (7:30-9:30am, 11am-12:30pm, and 2-3pm) during which time City
staff counted vehicles.
For the six other time periods (5:30-7:30am, 9:30-11am, 12:30-2pm, 3-5pm, 5-7pm, and 7-8:30pm) in
the Saturday/Sunday visitor estimates, percentage ratios from the Claremont VenTek RCS Hourly
Parking Volume Report (Dec. 1, 2013 - June 25, 2014) were applied to estimate the remaining
proportion of visitors (e.g., "known" visitor counts equaled ~43% of the total). Using this information,
the "unknown" remaining time period counts were estimated and apportioned based on the respective
proportions in the VenTek time periods (with adjustments made for time periods that didn't begin or
end at the same time, such as 5:30 to 6:00, 6:30 to 7:00, etc.
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For the weekday estimates, Saturday and Sunday numbers were totaled, and then a factor of 67% was
applied. The resulting estimate was 473,420 annual visitors. However, this estimate used an average
group size of 1.8 persons per group, which is the median for the 2014 count data and a commonly found
group size for other visitor count studies of 2. This median value was used, since the 2014s group size
estimate may be low. One explanation for the lower group size estimate from the 2014 count is that
individuals were not questioned about the size of their group; volunteers estimated group size based on
observation as visitors exited the park. People who may have started their hike together may not have
exited together. Furthermore, parking meter data would not include the number of people who
walked or biked to the CHWP to begin their hike.
Estimate of Yearly Usage: 473,420 visits
Summary of Estimates
Table 3: Annual Use Estimation by Approach
Technique
Hourly-Average Approach
Multiplier Approach
Claremont Ventek RCS Hourly
Parking Approach

Annual Use Estimation
494,556 visits
566,949 visits
473,420 visits

It is worthwhile exploring why the estimates may vary. First, when a sampling technique is
used, sampling error is always a possibility as especially heavy or light use days may not have
been sampled or over sampled. As more samples are taken, the estimation becomes more
refined. Second, all use estimation procedures make assumptions about visitor or group
characteristics. As such, group size estimation, for example, that is off by just 10 percent would
result in an error of 10 percent. Additionally, assumptions about off-season use are made
even though the sampling period was during only part of the year. Third, it is also possible that
conditions have changed as visitors may have responded to parking fees and periodic changes
to parking restrictions. Finally, the Claremont Ventek RCS Hourly Parking Approach did not
capture walk-ins and, thus, it likely underestimates the level of recreation use. Finally, it should
be noted that visitor use estimates are subject to sampling error, and that rigorous visitor count
program administered by the USDA Forest Service, the National Visitor Use Monitoring program
(NVUM), yields visit estimates for each national forest that are +/- 20% of the true level of
visitation.
ALTA ESTIMATE
MIG’s preliminary estimate of visitor use prepared in May, 2014, was based on data collected
by Alta during three days in December 2012 and two days in June, 2013. Alta estimated 1.4
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million annual visits to the CHWP. MIG re-calculated this estimate using more conservative
assumptions about how recreation use is distributed across weekends and weekdays, resulting
in an estimate of 858,00 visitors, which was offered as a range of 850,000 to 900,000. This
estimate is about 60% higher than the estimates developed from 2014 and 2013 data, for which
there are several possible explanations.
Alta oversampled peak use periods. With the exception of the 3 to 5 pm time slot on the
December, 2012, Tuesday, Alta sampled peak use time periods, resulting in an overestimate of
total annual visits. Moreover, Alta only sampled five days resulting in a higher sampling error
than parking counts conducted by City staff in 2013, and MIG volunteers in 2014. Alta also may
have sampled several time periods with unusually high periods of visitor use.
Table 4 displays the most comparable dates for the Alta and MIG sampling efforts.
Table 4: Best Comparable Dates for Alta and MIG Count Data.
Alta Dates & Time,
2013
Saturday, June 8,
7:30-9:30am
Saturday, June 8,
6:00-8:00pm
Sunday, June 9,
7:30-9:30am
Saturday, June 8,
7:30-9:30am
Saturday, June 8,
6:00-8:00pm
Sunday, June 9,
7:30-9:30am
Saturday, June 8,
7:30-9:30am
Saturday, June 8,
6:00-8:00pm
Sunday, June 9,
7:30-9:30am

MIG Dates & Time,
2014
Saturday, May 17,
9:30-11:30am
Saturday, July 5,
6:30-8:30pm
Sunday, June 22,
9:30-11:30am
Saturday, May 17,
9:30-11:30am
Saturday, July 5,
6:30-8:30pm
Sunday, June 22,
9:30-11:30am
Saturday, May 17,
9:30-11:30am
Saturday, July 5,
6:30-8:30pm
Sunday, June 22,
9:30-11:30am

Alta
Visitor
Count

MIG
Visitor
Count

1306

315

252

148

982

374

87

15

13

18

29

29

70

29

24

4

46

15

Location

Mills Avenue

Pomello

Evey Canyon

Table 4 shows that for the first Saturday time period of 7:30 to 9:30 am at the Mills Avenue
access point, Alta’s visitor count was more than 4 times as high as MIG’s count. For the
Pomello location, Alta’s visitor count during the same time period was more than 5 times higher
than MIG’s count. Sunday counts for the 7:30 to 9:30 am time period show a similar difference,
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with Alta’s visitor count being about 3 times higher than MIG’s for the Mills Avenue and Evey
Canyon locations.
Finally, the City implemented fee based parking and neighborhood street parking restrictions,
which may have reduced CHWP use. When Sand Dune Park in Manhattan Beach implemented
an online permit system visitor use dropped by 40% of total park capacity.

Summary
Three approaches were used to develop estimates of recreation use levels at CHWP (Table 3).
Two of the approaches were based on data collected as a part of visitor surveys conducted
during the spring and summer of 2014. The third approach was based on data generated by
the City of Claremont’s parking lot tracking system, and 2013 parking count data collected by
City staff. The estimates range from 473,420 to 566,472 annual visits. The results of these
three analyses support a general conclusion that CHWP receives about one-half million visits
per year. In terms of developing the CHWP Master Plan, an understanding of the general
magnitude of annual visitation may be sufficient to develop policies and implementation
actions if the goal of the master plan effort is to manage the impacts associated with park usage
rather than establishing a maximum number of visits per year.
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Attachment C

CHWP Environmental Conditions Whitepaper
Context
As a part of the scope of work for the Biological Resources Report created by Bonterra PSOMAS
for the Claremont Hills Wilderness Park (CHWP) Project a study area was agreed upon. The
1,704 acre study area for the CHWP Master Plan is a portion of the total Wilderness Park which
is over 2,000 acres. The areas of the Wilderness Park to the east and west of Palmer Canyon
Road are not included in the study area. These areas are not publicly accessible, and they are
not affected by the same issues (e.g., parking, crowding) as the 1,704 acre study area. Please
see the maps labeled CHWP Wilderness Park and CHWP Environmental Study Area for
reference.

Purpose
This whitepaper summarizes results of the environmental baseline inventory and the trail inventory.
The environmental baseline report was prepared by BonTerra Psomas, dated July 16, 2014, and is
available on the City’s website. The trail inventory is based on data collected by MIG, Inc.
The purpose of the inventory was to identify: sensitive plant and animal species and habitats, areas of
environmental concern (presence of erosion, presence of invasive species), and the degree of human
impact at CHWP. BonTerra Psomas staff conducted a literature review, a review of aerial photography,
and four days of site observations within the CHWP. MIG, Inc. conducted the trail inventory. The
purpose of the trail inventory was to identify areas of erosion and whether or not erosion was related to
the level of visitor use.
To evaluate the potential of the study area for sensitive vegetation communities, and sensitive plant
species, the vegetation surveillance included United States Geological Service (USGS) 7.5-minute
quadrangles of Mt. Baldy, Glendora, Crystal Lake, Mount San Antonio, Telegraph Peak, Cucamonga Peak,
Guasti, Ontario and San Dimas. A review of Federal Endangered Species Act (FESA) critical habitat
documents was used to identify any portions of the study area occurring within proposed or designated
critical habitat. Plants were identified using Baldwin et al. (2012) and the Jepson Flora Project (2012).
Taxonomy follows Baldwin et al. (2012) and current scientific data (e.g., scientific journals) for scientific
and common names. Vegetation communities were generally classified using A Manual of California
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Vegetation (Sawyer 2009). Additionally, vegetation communities described in Holland (1986) and the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife’s (CDFW) Natural Communities List (CDFW 2010) were
considered while classifying vegetation.
Vegetation types and land covers that were observed in the study area were categorized into the
following groups: coastal sage scrub communities, chaparral communities, riparian areas, upland
woodlands, non-native communities, and other areas. Within these habitat categories, specific
vegetation types that were observed include: California sagebrush scrub, California sagebrush-laurel
sumac scrub, laurel sumac scrub, laurel sumac scrub/annual grassland, California buckwheat scrub,
sagebrush-annual grassland ecotone, chamise-black sage chaparral, chamise chaparral, scrub oak
chaparral, annual grassland, coast live oak woodland, California sycamore-coast live oak woodland,
California sycamore-coast live oak woodland-restoration, California sycamore woodland, willow thickets,
mule fat thickets, coast live oak woodland, eucalyptus stands, ornamental, developed, and disturbed -all of which are defined categories of habitat communities. Many of these areas are recovering from
previous fires.

Vegetation Communities
Sage Scrub Communities
California sagebrush scrub occurs throughout the eastern portion of the study area. This vegetation
type is dominated by California sagebrush (Artemisia californica), with California buckwheat (Eriogonum
fasciculatum), white sage (Saliva apiana), black sage (Salvia mellifera), laurel sumac (Malosma laurina),
and toyon (Heteromeles arbutifolia). The understory includes herbaceous species such as blue dicks
(Dichelostemma capitatum), ripgut brome (Bromus diandrus), and red brome (Bromus madritensis ssp.
rubens).
California sagebrush – laurel sumac scrub occurs throughout the central and eastern portions of the
study area. Within this vegetation type, California sagebrush is co-dominated by laurel sumac. Other
shrub species mentioned above are also found in lesser amounts within this vegetation type. The
understory consists of herbaceous species dominated by non-native grasses (Bromus spp.).
Laurel sumac scrub occurs in the southern portion of the study area. This vegetation type is dominated
by laurel sumac, with other shrubs such as California sagebrush and white sage scattered sparsely
throughout. Understory species are the same as those found in the other scrub vegetation types
described above.
Laurel sumac scrub/annual grassland occurs throughout the southern portion of the study area. These
areas are similar to the laurel sumac scrub described above, with areas of annual grassland incorporated
throughout. This vegetation type contains the same dominant species as laurel sumac scrub, but with
the inclusion of a high density of non-native annual grassland species such as ripgut brome, red brome,
and slender wild oat (Avena barbata).
California buckwheat scrub occurs in small patches or strips scattered throughout the western and
southern portions of the study area. This vegetation type is dominated by California buckwheat with
scattered California sagebrush, coastal deerweed (Acmispon glaber), and sessileflower goldenaster
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(Heterotheca sessiliflora). The understory consists of herbaceous species dominated by non-native
grasses.
Sagebrush-annual grassland ecotone occurs on south-facing slopes in the southern portion of the study
area. This vegetation type represents areas of transition due to previous disturbances such as grazing.
These areas contain significant quantities of non-native grasses such as ripgut brome, red brome, and
wild oat with native annual species including succulent lupine (Lupinus succulentus), California poppy
(Eschscholzia californica), and blue dicks occurring throughout. Emergent coastal sage scrub species are
present throughout and include pinebush (Ericameria pinifolia), California sagebrush, and California
buckwheat.

Chaparral Communities
Chamise – black sage chaparral occurs in large areas in the western portion of the study area and
smaller portions of the eastern study area. This vegetation type is co-dominated by chamise
(Adenostoma fasciculatum) and black sage. Additional species commonly occurring in this vegetation
type include California sagebrush, hoaryleaf ceanothus (Ceanothus crassifolius), bush monkeyflower
(Mimulus aurantiacus), laurel sumac, and toyon, with an understory of non-native grasses.
Chamise chaparral occurs in the northern, central, and western portions of the study area. This
vegetation type is dominated by chamise with hoaryleaf ceanothus, laurel sumac, black sage, California
sagebrush, and toyon. Areas of chamise near the intersection of Johnson’s Pasture and Burbank Roads
are degraded with shortpod mustard (Hirshfeldia incana) and non-native grasses.
Scrub oak chaparral occurs on north-facing slopes across the study area. This vegetation type is
dominated by San Gabriel scrub oak (Quercus durata ssp. gabrielensis), with hoaryleaf ceanothus, little
leaved red berry (Rhamnus crocea), skunk bush (Rhus aromarica), hillside gooseberry (Ribes
californicum), heart-leaved bush-penstemon (Keckiella cordifolia), southern honeysuckle (Lonicera
subspicata var. denudata), chamise, white sage, and scattered bush monkeyflower.
Riparian Communities
Coast live oak woodland occurs along drainages throughout the study area. Coast live oak woodland is
dominated by coast live oak trees (Quercus agrifolia), with canyon live oak, (Quercus chrysolepis),
western sycamore (Platanus racemosa), San Gabriel scrub oak, toyon, and California bay (Umbellularia
californica). The understory is open and dominated by western poison oak (Toxicodendron
diversilobum), with mugwort (Artemisia douglasiana), giant wild rye (Elymus condensatus), wild
cucumber (Marah macrocarpus), common miner’s-lettuce (Claytonia perfoliata ssp. perfoliata), and
non-native grasses including ripgut brome and hare barley (Hordeum murinum var. leporinum).
California sycamore-coast live oak woodland occurs in the southeastern drainage on the study area as
well as additional smaller drainages throughout the study area. This vegetation type has a dense tree
canopy that is dominated by western sycamore and coast live oak trees. Additional species include blue
elderberry (Sambucus nigra ssp. caerulea), arroyo willow (Salix lasiolepis), mule fat, and scattered
California sagebrush and chamise.
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California sycamore-coast live oak woodland-restoration occurs along Sycamore Canyon in the southern
portion of the study area. Areas here have been cleared along the riparian drainage and western
sycamore and coast live oak trees have been planted. These planted trees are young, therefore the
canopy is open and coastal sage scrub species including California sagebrush, laurel sumac, and deer
weed, are present with ripgut brome, shortpod mustard, and hare’s ear cabbage (Sisymbrium orientale).
California sycamore woodland occurs within drainages throughout the study area. This vegetation type
is dominated by western sycamore and mule fat, with elderberry, California gooseberry, coast live oak,
black willow (Salix gooddingii), narrow-leaved willow (Salix exigua), oak mistletoe (Phoradendron
serotinum ssp. tomentosum), and chaparral nightshade (Solanum xanti). The understory consists of
herbaceous species including non-native grasses.
Willow thickets occur in the basins adjacent to the eastern and southwestern boundaries of the study
area. These areas are dominated by young arroyo willow, with mule fat and cattails (Typha sp.).
Mule fat thickets occur along the California sycamore woodland riparian drainage in Johnson’s Pasture
and consist of dense mule fat.
Upland Woodland Communities
Coast live oak woodland occurs on north trending slopes in Johnson’s Pasture and is dominated by coast
live oak trees. Additional species occurring in this vegetation type include San Gabriel scrub oak,
chamise, and laurel sumac, with an understory of non-native grasses.
Non-Native Communities and Other Areas
Annual grassland occurs throughout Johnson’s Pasture in the southwestern portion of the study area.
This vegetation type is dominated by non-native grasses, including slender wild oat, ripgut brome, and
red brome with non-native weedy species including shortpod mustard, common horehound Marrubium
vulgare), and sourclover (Melilotus indica), with annual native species such as California milkweed
(Asclepias californica) and blue dicks. Scattered chaparral species and sage scrub species listed above
also occur throughout the grasslands. Additional disturbed or cleared areas occur in the study area and
are comprised of non-native grasses, mustards, and other disturbance-following species including redstemmed filaree , strigose lotus (Acmispon strigosus), and miniature lupine (Lupinus bicolor).
Eucalyptus stands occur primarily in the southwestern portions of the study area in Johnson’s Pasture
and Sycamore Canyon. The eucalyptus stands in Johnson’s pasture are generally upland stands of
eucalyptus trees (Eucalyptus spp.) with an understory of semi-natural herbaceous species as listed
above. The eucalyptus stands in Sycamore Canyon occur along the downstream portion of a riparian
corridor. This area is dominated by eucalyptus trees with scattered black locust (Robinia pseudoacacia)
and coast live oak trees. Mule fat, ash trees (Fraxinus sp.), fan palms (Washingtonia sp.), tree tobacco
(Nicotiana glauca), mugwort, and poison oak are present in the understory. Additional stands of
eucalyptus occur along Cobal Canyon with Peruvian pepper trees (Schinus molle) and pines (Pinus sp.).
Ornamental areas occur in the eastern portion of the study area and consist of planted rows of olive
trees (Olea europaea). A stand of pines trees occurs in Johnson’s Pasture and is included as ornamental
vegetation.

Page | 4

Developed areas consist of paved roads and concrete utility pads occurring within the study area.
Disturbed areas consist of dirt roads that have little to no vegetation occurring. These dirt roads include
Cobal Canyon, Burbank, and Johnson’s Pasture trails. Transitional areas immediately adjacent to the fire
road trails include disturbance-following species such as red-stemmed filaree (Erodium cicutarium),
strigose lotus (Acmispon strigosus), miniature lupine (Lupinus bicolor), Russian thistle (Salsola tragus),
wild oat, and ripgut brome.

Invasive Species
Invasive (exotic) species are found on site, but their occurrences are localized and generally do not
appear to present an immediate concern to habitat integrity. BonTerra Psomas staff observed small,
isolated patches of tree tobacco, Spanish broom, black locust, castor bean, and eucalyptus. Spanish
broom and castor bean are rated as having a high potential to impact habitats (as rated by the California
Invasive Plant Council; meaning, these species have the potential to produce seed prolifically, grow
rapidly, and displace native species), while the others are rated as having moderate potential. Though
these species have the potential to be problematic, they are currently found in small patches.

Special Status Vegetation Types
The California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) provides an inventory of vegetation types that are
considered special status by the State and federal resource agencies, academic institutions, and various
conservation groups, such as the California Native Plant Society.
In this report, all vegetation alliances that have NatureServe State ranks of S1 to S3 are considered to be
highly imperiled. Information on the NatureServe ranking methodology may be found in the complete
BonTerra Psomas Report dated July 16, 2014.
Four of the aforementioned vegetation types in the study area would be considered special status: scrub
oak chaparral, California sycamore-coast live oak woodland, California sycamore woodland, and willow
thickets.

Special Status Plant and Wildlife Species
Plants or wildlife may be considered to have “special status” due to declining populations, vulnerability
to habitat change, or restricted distributions. Certain special status species have been listed as
Threatened or Endangered under the California and/or Federal Endangered Species Acts.

Special Status Plants
Several special status plant species are known to occur or have historically occurred in the vicinity of the
study area. Five of these species are federally and/or State-listed Threatened or Endangered species:
Braunton’s milk-vetch, Nevin’s barberry, thread-leaved brodiaea, San Fernando Valley spineflower, and
slender-horned spineflower, Brand’s star phacelia is a candidate species for federal listing. Potentially
suitable habitat exists in the study area for each of these species. Only Nevin’s barberry was observed
during the reconnaissance survey. Any impacts to this species or any special status species, if present,
would be considered significant under Section 15380 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).
In addition, to species formally listed by the resource agencies, multiple species reported in the vicinity
of the study area are California Rare Plant Rank (CRPR) List 1B and 2 plant species that may be
considered constraints on project-related activities according to CEQA. Potentially suitable habitat exists
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within the study area for the following List 1B and List 2 plant species: round-leaved filaree, slender
mariposa lily, late-flowered mariposa lily, intermediate mariposa lily, Parry’s spineflower, San Gabriel
River dudleya, many-stemmed dudleya, San Gabriel bedstraw, mesa horkelia, California satintail,
knotted rush, white rabbit tobacco, chaparral ragwort, San Bernardino aster, Greata’s aster, and
Sonoran maiden fern. Impacts on these species would be considered potentially significant per CEQA
depending on the size of the population, if present, relative to populations in the region.

Special Status Wildlife
Several special status wildlife species are known to occur in the vicinity of the study area
(CDFW 2014). The California gnatcatcher (Polioptila californica californica) is one of the only federally
and/or State-listed Threatened or Endangered species with potentially suitable habitat occurring within
the study area. Historical occurrences of coastal California gnatcatcher have been documented
approximately 5 miles west of the study area but are presumed extirpated from this area due to
development. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) has determined final critical habitat for the
gnatcatcher approximately 4.5 miles to the southwest of the study area in Frank Bonelli Regional Park.
No contiguous habitat occurs between Bonelli Park and the study area, which reduces potential for
dispersal to the study area, but does not eliminate potential. The study area is contiguous with open
space to the east, along the foothills, where suitable habitat for the gnatcatcher occurs. Potentially
suitable habitat occurs in the scrub vegetation types in the southern portion of the study area. In
addition to species formally listed by the resource agencies, additional special status species may occur
within the study area. Potentially suitable habitat for the following species exists within the survey area:
silvery legless lizard (Anniella pulchra pulchra), coast (San Diego) horned lizard (Phrynosoma coronatum
blainvillii), coast range newt (Taricha torosa torosa), San Bernardino ringneck snake (Diadophis
punctatus modestus), San Bernardino Mountain kingsnake (Lampropeltis zonata parvirubra), San
Bernardino Mountain kingsnake (Lampropeltis zonata parvirubra), coastal rosy boa (Lichanura [Charina]
trivirgata roseofusca), coast patch-nosed snake (Salvadora hexalepis virgultea), northern harrier (Circus
cyaneus), white-tailed kite (Elanus leucurus), long-eared owl (Asio otus), burrowing owl (Athene
cunicularia), loggerhead shrike (Lanius ludovicianus), pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus), Townsend’s bigeared bat (Corynorhinus townsendii), western red bat (Lasiurus blossevillii), western mastiff bat (Eumops
perotis californicus), pocketed free-tailed bat , big free-tailed bat (Nyctinomops femorosaccus),
northwestern San Diego pocket mouse (Chaetodipus fallax fallax) southern grasshopper mouse
(Onychomys torridus ramona), Los Angeles pocket mouse (Perognathus longimembris brevinasus), San
Diego desert woodrat (Neotoma lepida intermedia), and American badger (Taxidea taxus).

Trail Inventory
Overall condition
MIG collected trail information at 38 locations over a four day period in March 2014. At each location,
MIG’s staff noted the condition of the cutbank, trail surface, fill area, presence or absence of drainage
features, and presence or absence of unauthorized trails. The presence of unauthorized trails was noted
by BonTerra Psomas staff during their baseline resource inventory. Trail conditions were rated using a
system developed by Mr. Timothy Best, a certified engineering geologist, for the Marin County Road and
Trail Management Plan.
Based on information in the City’s streets database, the CHWP contains slightly more than 20 miles (20.3
miles) of mapped trails. The trails are basically fire roads that are now used predominantly for passive
recreation use. The fire roads provide essential access to the CHWP for LA County Fire and will be
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maintained for this purpose. Based on four days of field observations, the general overall condition of
the CHWP trail system is considered good.

Minor Erosion Impacts
It should be noted that winter 2013-14 was characterized by unusually dry conditions. As a result, the
extent of erosion on the CHWP trail system may be lower compared to normal precipitation conditions.
Thirteen locations had no erosion, while 15 showed minor erosion, and 10 showed a moderate level of
erosion. None of the locations inventoried showed severe erosion. The majority (30 locations) of
inventory locations did not have features to help direct water off the trail, thereby minimizing erosion.
Among these, seven locations had trail tread erosion ratings of “moderate,” suggesting these should
have drainage features installed.

Unauthorized Trails
In addition, BonTerra Psomas mapped approximately three miles of unauthorized trails. None of these
unauthorized trails are maintained by LA County Fire or the City and do not have any drainage features.
The majority of the mileage (2.2 miles) occurs in the Westside zone, with approximately equal amounts
of unauthorized trails occurring in Johnson’s Pasture and the Eastside zone. The majority of the
unauthorized trails follow ridgelines or contours and are unlikely to deliver sediment from erosion to the
numerous drainages that occur in the CHWP.

Human impact
Regarding human waste impacts, the consensus of BonTerra Psomas’ staff was that human waste areas
do not appear to be in locations that are in danger of washing into streambeds and affecting water
quality or site biology in general. From what staff observed in the field, human waste locations were
generally limited to specific locations (see Exhibit 1) and were not located in areas that would wash
down into drainages.

Summary
Based on results of the environmental baseline inventory, the study area contains many important
biological resources and habitats. From BonTerra Psomas staff observations, the general overall
condition of the study area would be considered good. Disturbances such as fire, historical grazing, and
human foot and bike traffic are evident throughout the site and have allowed non-native vegetation
such as mustard and various grasses to proliferate in portions of the study area. These disturbed areas
seem to be mainly restricted to the Johnson’s Pasture area (in the southern portion of the study area)
and along the main trails throughout the site. Although there are areas with a disturbed nature, the
occurrence of extensive coast live oak woodland and sycamore woodland habitat has excellent
biological value for the region. Additionally, the quality and condition of the scrub habitats in the study
area is good with a high degree of species diversity.

Potential Policy Recommendations
Based on findings summarized above, there are several topics for which new policies or infrastructure
should be considered in the Master Plan.
Erosion: Among 38 trail locations, the trail inventory found evidence of “moderate” erosion in ten
locations, and “minor” erosion in fifteen locations. No locations were identified with “severe” erosion.
The baseline assessment reported approximately three miles of unauthorized trails. The majority of
these trails follow ridgelines or contours. A very small percentage of the total mileage (0.14 miles)
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occurs within jurisdictional drainage areas (i.e., areas defined as “waters of the U.S.” and/or “waters of
the State”) (see Exhibit 1), which are areas that are given special protection under the federal Clean
Water Act. A policy could be developed that further clarifies that unauthorized trails located in “Waters
of the State” areas should be clearly designated as closed. For those unauthorized trails that are not
located within jurisdictional waters and could be retained, policies are needed to define maintenance
and usage standards.
Litter: The environmental baseline inventory reported evidence of three types of litter: 1) hydration
bottles, 2) toilet paper, and 3) orange peels and other organic waste. Based on preliminary park
intercept survey results, the majority of the visitors use the CHWP for exercise and many observed by
BonTerra Psomas staff were carrying hydration bottles. Many of the hydration bottles were thrown or
blown over the side of the main trail within a mile of the CHWP entrance. Toilet paper was observed
multiple times behind large shrubs where Park users are relieving themselves. Fruit peels from oranges
were observed multiple times throughout the Park, usually at locations where benches have been
placed. The Park would likely benefit from more numerous, closed-top, waste receptacles placed
strategically along the Main (5-mile) Loop Trail. Furthermore, to minimize human waste, a discussion of
sanitary facilities would also be appropriate.
Tree Retention: The environmental baseline inventory noted stands of eucalyptus trees located in the
Sycamore Canyon and Johnson’s Pasture portions of the CHWP. Although considered an exotic species,
these trees provide potential nesting and perching habitat for raptors in the CHWP. A discussion related
to retaining or removing stands of Eucalyptus would be appropriate given concerns associated with fire
hazards in Sycamore Canyon.
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1. View of the northern portion of the Park; coast live oak riparian woodland and chaparral vegetation

2.

Unauthorized Trail #3.

3. Calochortus species.

4. Unauthorized Trail #9; within a drainage and coast live oak riparian woodland.

5. Representative example of graffiti.

6. Representative example of Park signage.

7. One of four Nevin’s Barberry (Berberis nevinii) plants observed detected in the study area (State and
Federally Endangered plant species).

8. Unauthorized Trail # 13; with mountain bikers.

9. Representative view of chaparral occurring throughout the study area.

10. View of non‐native eucalyptus and pepper trees.

11.

View of coast live oak riparian woodland.

12.

Mule deer tracks detected on site.

13. One of five trash receptacles located in the study area.

14. Representative view of non‐native grasses occurring along the edges of the main trails through the park.

15. Domestic dog tracks detected on Unauthorized Trail #2.

16. Representative example of trash detected on site.

17. Unauthorized Trail #1; with representative view of trash observed on site.
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September 18, 2014

Intercept Questionnaire Results: Key Findings
Summary

Introduction
The Claremont Hills Wilderness Park (CHWP) Intercept Questionnaire was designed to collect
information from the perspective of park users upon completing their visit to the CHWP. This intercept
questionnaire represents one element in a series of public outreach efforts that, together, provide a
collection of opinions about the CHWP from a diverse group of community members and visitors. Two
additional questionnaires will be completed in early fall, a neighborhood questionnaire in the vicinity of
North Mills and an online community questionnaire. Visitor counts of CHWP were also completed and
will be reported on in a separate document. This report summarizes key findings from the 2,243 total
questionnaires1 collected by volunteers. Complete data tables and figures referenced throughout this
report are included in Appendices A and B.
Methodology
From Monday, May 5, 2014 to Friday, July 18, 2014, the City of Claremont conducted intercept
questionnaires with visitors of the Claremont Hills Wilderness Park. Questionnaires were administered
by volunteers over approximately 16 days (32 hours of questionnaire time slots), during weekdays and
weekends within those dates. Visitors were asked upon exiting the trails if they would participate in the
questionnaire. To ensure a representative sample of visitors, volunteers were scheduled throughout
various times of the day and were simultaneously stationed at five different park access points:
1)North Mills Avenue 2) Pomello/TCT 3)Mountain Avenue 4) Padua Avenue 5) Evey Canyon
The CHWP Intercept Questionnaire was intended to provide overview and anecdotal user data; it was
not a statistically valid survey. Though the questionnaires were meant to reflect individual opinions, it is
also true that many CHWP visitors entered / exited the park as part of a small group. As such, it is
possible some questionnaires reflect the collective opinion of a small group if one questionnaire was
completed on behalf of the group.
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About the Visitors

Figure 1: Where Users Accessed CHWP

Where Visitors Access CHWP
Together, the table below and the pie
chart to the right show the percentages
of questionnaire respondents who
accessed the park through each point:
Table 1: Access Points to the CHWP

Access Point
North Mills Ave
Pomello/TCT
Mountain Ave
Padua Ave
Evey Canyon
Total

%
80.69
6.84
4.01
0.54
7.92

Raw #
1, 793
152
89
12
176
2,222

Frequency of Visits
Eighty six percent of CHWP visitors that completed an intercept questionnaire stated that they were not
first time users of the park (1,914 respondents), while 14 percent stated that they were first time visitors
(305 respondents). Respondents were asked how often they visit CHWP and if they frequented primarily
on weekends or weekdays. The results were:
Table 2: Frequency of Visits

Answer Choice
Visit 2-5 times per week
Visit once per week
Visit once per month
Visit every day
Total

%
38.32 %|
32.87 %
25. 32 %
3.49 %

Raw #
746
640
493
68
1, 947

Table 3: Days of Visits

Answer Choice
Both on Weekends and Weekdays
Primarily on Weekends
Primarily on Weekdays
Total

%
47%
31%
22%

Raw #
931
618
430
1,979

A total of 296 respondents skipped the question about visitation frequency, and 264 skipped the
question which asked what days of the week they visit. Since the response options available would
indicate a pattern or habitual use, new users of the CHWP may have opted to skip these questions.
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Reasons for Visiting
Figure 2: Main Reasons for Visiting CHWP (Up to 3 Chosen per Respondent)

Respondents were asked to
select up three choices that they
consider to be their main
reasons for visiting the CHWP.
Figure 2 shows the results. The
choices were:










Exercise/ fitness
Experience peace and
quiet
View scenery
Socialize with friends
Training/ conditioning
(for a race, competition,
etc.)
Walk my dog
General exploration
Learn about nature

805

224
209

172
109
89
56
40

Primary Activity
Given the option of identifying
themselves as a walker, a runner a
cyclist, or an equestrian user,
respondents reported the following
activities as their primary activity
when at CHWP:





Figure 3: Primary Activity on the Trails

74.53% Walking/ Hiking
20.20% Jogging/Running
5.18% Biking
0.09% Equestrian
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Table 4: Top 21 ZIP Codes of Residence Supplied by CHWP Users

ZIP Code
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

91711
91767
91762
91786
91763

6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.

91784
91710
92336
91764
91766
91761
91730
91750

14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.

91701
91737
91768
91709
91739
92335
91773
91741

City
Claremont
Pomona
Ontario
Upland
Montclair
Upland, Rancho
Cucamonga
Chino, Ontario
Fontana
Ontario
Pomona
Ontario
Rancho Cucamonga,
La Verne, Claremont
Rancho Cucamonga,
Upland
Rancho Cucamonga
Pomona
Chino Hills
Rancho Cucamonga
Fontana
San Dimas, Glendora
Glendora, San Dimas

Total Counted
Per ZIP

%

357.5
93
93
92
90

17.86%
4.65%
4.65%
4.60%
4.50%

77
77
73
67
66
60.5
57
56

3.85%
3.85%
3.65%
3.35%
3.30%
3.02%
2.85%
2.80%

51
42
41
34
27.5
25
25
25

2.55%
2.10%
2.05%
1.70%
1.37%
1.25%
1.25%
1.25%

ZIP Codes of Residence
Respondents were asked to write in
their ZIP code of residence. Of the
2,243 questionnaires completed, a
total of 2,002 respondents provided
this data. The chart below includes
all supplied ZIP codes that appeared
25 times or more. A complete table,
which includes all 179 unique ZIP
codes provided by participants, is
included in Appendix B.
Five respondents listed cities of
residence rather than ZIP codes. The
five cities listed were: Claremont,
Ontario, Montclair, Tustin, and
Upland.

The following map provides a visualization of the ZIP code data collected within the local geographic
context. It is intended to serve as an exhibit for discussion purposes. Claremont is outlined in navy and
the boundaries of neighboring cities delineated in white. ZIP Code Tabulation Areas (ZCTAs) are different
colors. The top 10 ZIP codes are highlighted with bolded black font.
Figure 4: ZIP Codes and City Boundaries Around Claremont; Top 10 ZIP Codes of Residence Supplied by CHWP Users

Legend
Highways

Claremont Boundary

City Boundaries

Top 10 ZIP Codes in
black bold text

Sources:
SCAG, City Boundaries,
2008
USA ZIP Code Boundaries,
Esri Data & Maps, 2012
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User Observations and Experiences Regarding Use
What Detracts from the CHWP Experience
Participants were asked to select up to three
responses from a list to answer
what detracts from their experience
at CHWP. The answer choices were:










Nothing detracts from my
experience
Lack of parking
Trash on trail
Lack of restroom facilities
Trails are too crowded
Visible impacts to natural
resources (e.g. trampled
vegetation, erosion)
Other visitors are unfriendly
and disrespectful
Feeling unsafe

Figure 5: What Detracts from the CHWP Experience

794
428

316
283
262
112
103
98

Figure 5 summarizes the results. A
total of 397 people did not respond to this question, but 359 provided a response in the free response
section for this question.

What Makes an Enjoyable CHWP
Experience

Figure 6: What Makes and Enjoyable CHWP Visit

When asked what makes for an
enjoyable visit to the CHWP, the top
three responses included loop trails,
long distance rides and hikes, and
observing scenery. Figure 6 shows
the results.

1,392
964
923
609
492
457
303
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Number of Visitors on the Trails
Questionnaire respondents were also asked
to estimate a range of how many visitors
they saw on the trail.
Figure 7 shows the
percentage of responses
per range. Number ranges
of visitors to choose from
included:






Figure 7: Estimated Number of Users Seen by Visitors

About 0-25
About 26-50
More than 50-75
More than 100
More than 75-100

As a follow up question,
respondents were asked if
the number of visitors
they saw on the trail
negatively impacted their
experience at CHWP. The
responses were:
Table 5: Number of Visitors Seen and its Effect on the Experience

Answer Choice
No
Yes
Don’t know/ Not Sure
Total

%
93.21%
3.56%
3.23%

Raw #
1,991
76
69
2136

The questionnaire also asked if the respondents had ever arrived at CHWP and then gone to another
area outside of the CHWP area because they could not find a place to park.
Answer Choice
Yes
No
Total

%
17.25%
82.75%

Raw #
362
1737
2,099
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User Experiences Regarding Parking and Access
Mode of Travel and Parking
Figure 8 shows responses regarding how visitors arrived to CHWP.
Figure 8: How Respondents Arrived to CHWP

1,930

182

83

Those who indicated that they drove to CHWP were also asked to select which of the 15 listed parking
areas they parked in. The chart below shows the parking areas on the left, and the corresponding result
for that answer to the right. Ninety two percent entered CHWP from their parking location; 8 percent
did not.
Table 6: Respondent's Parking Locations

Answer Choices
CHWP North Parking Lot (Top of Mills Avenue)
TCT South Parking Lot (Mills Avenue and Mt. Baldy Road)
Mills Avenue (south of Alamosa)
Von’s Parking Lot (Mills Avenue and Baseline)
Mt. Baldy Road and Via Padova
Padua Theater (Top of Padua Avenue)
Mt. Baldy Road and Strasbourg Court Area (Park on Strasbourg Court)
Mt. Baldy Road and Grand Avenue
Mt. Baldy Road and Evey Canyon Trail
Indian Hill Boulevard/TCT Parking Lot/ La Puerta Park
Higginbotham Park Area
Mountain Avenue/ High Point Condos
Via Santa Catarina Avenue area (east end of street)
Mountain Avenue (near TCT trail entrance)
Towne Avenue (North of Baseline)
Total

Responses
60.46%
12.65%
6.64%
1.11%
0.84%
0.16%
0.84%
0.69%
7.33%
3.27%
1.11%
1.05%
1.37%
1.32%
1.16%

Raw #
1147
240
126
21
16
3
16
13
139
62
21
20
26
25
22
1887
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Of the 8% (65 people) who stated they did not enter from where they parked, 11 answered the question
which asked to select their point of entry. They listed the following locations:








CHWP North Lot (Top of Mills Avenue)—3 people
Towne Avenue (North of Baseline)—2 people
Higginbotham Park Area—2 people
TCT South Parking Lot (Mills Avenue and Mt. Baldy Road)—1 person
Bt. Baldy Road Evey Canyon Trail—1 person
Mills Avenue (south of Alamosa)—1 person
Mountain Avenue (Near TCT Entrance)—1 person

When asked why they chose that particular parking location, respondents answered:
Table 7: Reasons for Selecting Parking Location

Answer Choices
It’s free
It was the only place with available parking
It provides access to less crowded parts of the CHWP
Total




Responses
35.24%
35.08%
29.68%

Raw #
457
455
385
1,297

It is free—35.24%
It was the only place with available parking—35.08%
It provides access to less crowded parts of the CHWP—29.68%

Of those who answered they did not enter from the same location where they parked, respondents
selected seven alternative access points. Table 8 below summarizes the responses.
Table 8: Point of Entry if Different From Parking Location

Answer Choices
CHWP North Parking Lot (Top of Mills Ave)
Towne Avenue (North of Baseline)
Higginbotham Park Area
TCT South Parking Lot (Mills Avenue and Mt. Baldy Road)
Mt. Baldy Road and Evey Canyon Trail
Mills Avenue (south of Alamosa)
Mountain Avenue (near TCT trail entrance)
Total

Responses
27.27%
18.18%
18.18%
9.09%
9.09%
9.09%
9.09%

Raw #
3
2
2
1
1
1
1
11
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User Opinions Regarding Potential Improvements
Support/ Opposition to Proposed Improvements and Changes
The chart below summarizes responses to questions about improved signage, parking availability,
restroom facilities, and interpretive programs. Respondents were asked to select their level of support
for a list of possible improvements.
Table 9: Level of Support for Suggested Improvements

A list of suggestions that were made at the community meeting was provided in the questionnaire.
Participants were asked to select their level of support for each of the suggestions. These suggestions
included:







Increasing the parking fee
Charging a CHWP admission fee
Limiting use on certain days after a certain number of people entered CHWP
Restricting additional hours when CHWP is open
Restricting the types of uses (hiking, biking, running) on certain days
Other

Claremont Hills Wilderness Park Intercept Questionnaire Results: Key Findings Summary
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Table 10 below shows the level of support for each suggestion as selected by questionnaire participants.
Table 10: Level of Support for Changes Suggested at Community Meeting

Fees
Respondents were asked if they indicated support for fees in the question above, to specify the amount
they deemed an acceptable daily amount they would be willing to pay. A free response box was
provided to fill in the amount, along with an option to check off if they did not support fees at all. A total
of 1,578 respondents marked that they did not support increased fees at all, and 298 provided free
response answers. For information on responses regarding fee amounts, please see the Anecdotal Data
section.
Conservation
Conservation was also surveyed by asking respondents to rank the importance of conservation to them
personally on a scale of 1 to 5, one being of lowest importance and 5 of the highest importance.

Claremont Hills Wilderness Park Intercept Questionnaire Results: Key Findings Summary
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Level of importance 5—69.35%
Level of importance 4—14.57%
Level of importance 3—7.61%
Level of importance 2—1.46%
Level of importance 1—2.37%
Don’t know/not sure—4.65%

A total of 390 respondents skipped this question, possibly due to the questionnaire’s length, and this
question’s location at the end of the questionnaire.

Trends in Communication and Other Trail Usage
Social Media Use

Figure 9: Social Media Used for Recreational Information by Users

Respondents were asked to
select all of the social media
mediums they use to learn
about places for outdoor
recreation and share that
information with friends or
family. The results are shown in
Figure 9.

884
590
549
409

When Asked how they first
learned of CHWP, respondants
selected the following answers:





From friends or family
Information from the
City of Claremont
Website
Social Media

Those who did not respond were likely not social
media users.

1,930
171
58
28

Figure 10: Other Areas Visited
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Other Areas Visited
Respondents were asked to select
additional areas frequented. The
results are graphed to the right.
Options included:







587
556

Frank Bonelli Park
National Forests
Chino Hills State Park
Prado Regional Park
Santa Ana River Regional
Park
Martin Tudor Jurupa Hills
Regional Park

342
174
163
64

A total of 397 provided a written
response for this question, while
1,079
skipped
it,
possibly
indicating they do not visit additional wilderness areas.

Anecdotal Data Summary
The questionnaire form provided spaces for participants to add written comments throughout; there
was a general open comments section, and various questions that allowed for additional responses. This
section provides a summary of anecdotal data from the open ended sections. These data are not
statistically valid. They are intended to summarize similar comments made by multiple respondents.
Fees
For the second portion of that question which asked if respondents would support policy changes
regarding increased fees, respondents were asked to write in what would be an acceptable daily amount
they would be willing to pay. There were 298 respondents that filled in a response. Of those, monetary
ranges that emerged were:





$0
$1 to $4
$5 and $7
$8 or higher

More general comments regarding fees in this, and other sections of the questionnaire were:



Needs to be affordable for families
Yearly payments ($30/yr, $50/yr, $100/yr, or ‘discuss amount’)

Claremont Hills Wilderness Park Intercept Questionnaire Results: Key Findings Summary
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Fees for admission, not parking
No fees
Lower the parking fee
Do not increase the parking fee
If admission fee is added, remove parking fee
Admission for those with pets to pay for cleanup
More free parking for Claremont residents
Admission fee for non Claremont residents

Use
Respondents were asked to estimate how long they
have been visiting CHWP. The categories that
emerged were:






1 Year or less
2-6 Years
7-9 Years
10 Years plus
Other (Responses not written as time range)

Figure 11: Length of Relationship with CHWP

6%
15%

29%

4%

1 Yr or Less
2-6 Yrs
7-9 Yrs
10+ Yrs

46%

Other

Some respondents provided input regarding
improvement suggestions for CHWP. In
summary, they were:







Install drinking fountains
Add trashcans along the trails
Prohibit the use of ear buds/ headphones while on the trail
Restrict use to Claremont residents and their guests only
Separate bikers from other users
Restrict biking

Parking
A total of 649 people provided a written response regarding the reason for selecting their parking
location; categories that emerged were:




Owned a permit pass
Easy access to trail entrance
Close to access point

Claremont Hills Wilderness Park Intercept Questionnaire Results: Key Findings Summary
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What makes CHWP Enjoyable vs. What Detracts from the Experience
A total of 101 respondents supplied written responses about the elements that make their visits to
CHWP enjoyable. Some responses that were listed by multiple individuals were:




The trails because they are challenging
Time with the family
Clean bathrooms

A total of 359 respondents supplied written responses about the elements that detract from an
enjoyable visit to CHWP. Some responses that were listed by multiple individuals were:





Dog droppings
Bikers riding too fast
Fear of animals
Lack of water fountains

Notes:
1-Due to data entry errors there are 123 duplicates reported in the survey summary results. Due to
constraints in the Survey Monkey software application MIG is unable to identify and remove those
duplicates. In response, to this MIG conducted two data analysis “sensitivity” runs and randomly
extracted 5% of the observations each time. None of the survey responses varied by more than 0.4%
from the % responses reported in this summary, based on 2,143 observations.
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Appendix A:
Summary Data
Chart Format*
* Questionnaire results that display blank pages were free response questions. Please refer to
Appendix B for more data on those sections.
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Claremont Hills Wilderness Master Plan Survey
Q1 Date Survey Taken
Answ ered: 2,243

1 / 33

Skipped: 0

Claremont Hills Wilderness Master Plan Survey
Q2 Time of Survey
Answ ered: 2,239

2 / 33

Skipped: 4

Claremont Hills Wilderness Master Plan Survey
Q3 Location
Answ ered: 2,222

Skipped: 21

Evey Canyon - Mt.
Baldy Road entrance
Padua Avenue - top
near Padua Theatre
Mountain Avenue at trail junction
Pom ello/TCT - w est
of Mills Avenue

North Mills Avenue
- m ain entrance

Answ er Choices

Responses

North Mills Avenue - main entranc e

80.69%

Pomello/TCT - west of Mills Avenue

6.84%

152

Mountain Avenue - at trail junc tion

4.01%

89

Padua Avenue - top near Padua Theatre

0.54%

12

Evey Canyon - Mt. Baldy Road entranc e

7.92%

176

Total

1,793

2,222

3 / 33
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Q4 Type of visitor?
Answ ered: 710

Skipped: 1,533

Walker

Runner

Bicyclist

Equestrian

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

Answ er Choices

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

Responses

Walker

76.76%

545

Runner

18.59%

132

Bic yc list

4.65%

33

Equestrian

0.00%

0

Total

710
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Q5 Is this your first visit?
Answ ered: 2,217

Skipped: 26

Yes (Go to
Question 5)

No (Go to
Question 2)

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

Answ er Choices

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

Responses

Yes (Go to Question 5)

13.76%

305

No (Go to Question 2)

86.33%

1,914

Total Respondents: 2,217
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Claremont Hills Wilderness Master Plan Survey
Q6 If no, how long have you been visiting
the CHWP?
Answ ered: 1,717

Skipped: 526
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Claremont Hills Wilderness Master Plan Survey
Q7 How often do you visit the CHWP?
Answ ered: 1,947

Skipped: 296

100%

80%

60%

40%

20%

0%
2-5 times a w eek

Once a w eek

Answ er Choices

Once a month

Ev ery day

Responses

2-5 times a week

38.32%

746

Onc e a week

32.87%

640

Onc e a month

25.32%

493

Every day

3.49%

68

Total

1,947
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Q8 Do you come to the CHWP primarily on:
Answ ered: 1,979

Skipped: 264

w eekdays

w eekends

both

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

Answ er Choices

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

Responses

weekdays

21.73%

430

weekends

31.23%

618

both

47.04%

931

Total

1,979
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Claremont Hills Wilderness Master Plan Survey
Q9 For today's visit, how did you get here?
(check one)
Answ ered: 2,195

Skipped: 48

100%

80%

87.93%

60%

40%

8.29%

20%

3.78%

0%
by car

w alked/ran

Answ er Choices

biked

Responses

by c ar

87.93%

walked/ran

8.29%

182

biked

3.78%

83

Total

1,930

2,195
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Claremont Hills Wilderness Master Plan Survey
Q10 Where did you park today?
Answ ered: 1,897

Skipped: 346

CHWP North
Parking Lot...
TCT South
Parking Lot...
Mills Av enue
(south of...
Von’s Parking
Lot (Mills...
Mt. Baldy Road
and Via Padov a
Padua Theater
(Top of Padu...
Mt. Baldy Road
and Strasbou...
Mt. Baldy Road
and Grand...
Mt. Baldy Road
and Ev ey Can...
Indian Hill
Boulev ard/TC...
Higginbotham
Park area
Mountain
Av enue/ High...
Via Santa
Catarina Av e...
Mountain
Av enue (near...
Tow ne Av enue
(North of...
0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

Answ er Choices

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

Responses

CHWP North Parking Lot (Top of Mills Avenue )

60.46%

1,147

TCT South Parking Lot (Mills Avenue and Mt. Baldy Road)

12.65%

240

Mills Avenue (south of Alamosa)

6.64%

126

Von’s Parking Lot (Mills Avenue and Baseline)

1.11%

21

Mt. Baldy Road and Via Padova

0.84%

16

Padua Theater (Top of Padua Avenue)

0.16%

3

Mt. Baldy Road and Strasbourg Court Area (Park on Strasbourg Court)

0.84%

16

Mt. Baldy Road and Grand Avenue

0.69%

13

Mt. Baldy Road and Evey Canyon Trail

7.33%

139

Indian Hill Boulevard/TCT Parking Lot/La Puerta Park

3.27%

62

Higginbotham Park area

1.11%

21

Mountain Avenue/ High Point Condos

1.05%

20

Via Santa Catarina Avenue area (east end of street)

1.37%

26
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Mountain Avenue (near TCT trail entranc e)

1.32%

25

Towne Avenue (North of Baseline

1.16%

22

Total

1,897
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Q11 Why did you park in this location?
(please select one response)
Answ ered: 1,297

Skipped: 946

It is free

It w as the
only place w ...

It prov ides
access to le...

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

Answ er Choices

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

Responses

It is free

35.24%

457

It was the only plac e with available parking

35.08%

455

It provides ac c ess to less c rowded parts of the CHWP

29.68%

385

Total

1,297
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Claremont Hills Wilderness Master Plan Survey
Q12 Do you usually enter the CHWP from
this location?
Answ ered: 809

Skipped: 1,434

Yes (Go to
Question 10)

No (Go to
Question 9)

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

Answ er Choices

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

Responses

Yes (Go to Question 10)

91.97%

No (Go to Question 9)

8.03%

Total

744
65
809
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Claremont Hills Wilderness Master Plan Survey
Q13 If no, which area do you most often
enter the wilderness area from?
Answ ered: 11

Skipped: 2,232

CHWP North
Parking Lot...
Higginbotham
Park area
Tow ne Av enue
(North of...
TCT South
Parking Lot...
Mills Av enue
(south of...
Mt. Baldy Road
and Ev ey Can...
Mountain
Av enue (near...
Von’s Parking
Lot (Mills...
Mt. Baldy Road
and Via Padov a
Padua Theater
(Top of Padu...
Mt. Baldy Road
and Strasbou...
Mt. Baldy Road
and Grand...
Indian Hill
Boulev ard/TC...
Mountain
Av enue/ High...
Via Santa
Catarina Av e...
0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

Answ er Choices

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

Responses

CHWP North Parking Lot (Top of Mills Avenue )

27.27%

3

Higginbotham Park area

18.18%

2

Towne Avenue (North of Baseline)

18.18%

2

TCT South Parking Lot (Mills Avenue and Mt. Baldy Road)

9.09%

1

Mills Avenue (south of Alamosa)

9.09%

1

Mt. Baldy Road and Evey Canyon Trail

9.09%

1

Mountain Avenue (near TCT trail entranc e)

9.09%

1

Von’s Parking Lot (Mills Avenue and Baseline)

0.00%

0

Mt. Baldy Road and Via Padova

0.00%

0

Padua Theater (Top of Padua Avenue)

0.00%

0

Mt. Baldy Road and Strasbourg Court Area (Park on Strasbourg Court)

0.00%

0

Mt. Baldy Road and Grand Avenue

0.00%

0
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Indian Hill Boulevard/TCT Parking Lot/La Puerta Park

0.00%

0

Mountain Avenue/ High Point Condos

0.00%

0

Via Santa Catarina Avenue area (east end of street)

0.00%

0

Total

11
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Claremont Hills Wilderness Master Plan Survey
Q14 What are your main reasons for your
visit to the CHWP? (select up to three
responses)
Answ ered: 842

Skipped: 1,401

Exercise,
staying in...

95.61%

Experience
peace and quiet

26.60%

24.82%

View Scenery

Socialize w ith
friends

20.43%

Training and
conditioning...

12.95%

10.57%

Walk my dog

General
exploration ...

6.65%

Learn about
nature

4.75%

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

Answ er Choices

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

Responses

Exerc ise, staying in shape and fitness

95.61%

805

Experienc e peac e and quiet

26.60%

224

View Sc enery

24.82%

209

Soc ialize with friends

20.43%

172

Training and c onditioning (for a rac e, c ompetition, etc .)

12.95%

109

Walk my dog

10.57%

89

General exploration or disc overy

6.65%

56

Learn about nature

4.75%

40

Total Respondents: 842
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Claremont Hills Wilderness Master Plan Survey
Q15 What is your primary activity on the
trails? (select one)
Answ ered: 2,124

Skipped: 119

Horseback riding
0.09% (2)
Biking
5.18% (110)
Jogging/running
20.20% (429)

Walking/hiking
74.53% (1583)

Answ er Choices

Responses

Walking/hiking

74.53%

1,583

Jogging/running

20.20%

429

Biking

5.18%

110

Horsebac k riding

0.09%

2

Total

2,124
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Claremont Hills Wilderness Master Plan Survey
Q16 What makes for an enjoyable visit to
the CHWP? (select up to 3 responses)
Answ ered: 2,107

Skipped: 136

66.07%

Loop trails

Long distance
rides and hikes

45.75%

Observ ing
scenery

43.81%

Socializing
w ith friends

28.90%

Seeking
solitude

23.35%

Observ ing and
learning abo...

21.69%

14.38%

Walking my dog

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

Answ er Choices

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

Responses

Loop trails

66.07%

1,392

Long distanc e rides and hikes

45.75%

964

Observing sc enery

43.81%

923

Soc ializing with friends

28.90%

609

Seeking solitude

23.35%

492

Observing and learning about nature

21.69%

457

Walking my dog

14.38%

303

Total Respondents: 2,107
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Q17 Currently, what detracts from your
experience while at the CHWP? (Select up
to 3 responses)
Answ ered: 1,846

Skipped: 397

No items
detract from...

43.01%

23.19%

Lack of parking

Trash on the
trail

17.12%

Lack of
restroom...

15.33%

Trails are too
crow ded

14.19%

Visible
impacts to...

6.07%

Other v isitors
are unfriend...

5.58%

Feeling unsafe

5.31%

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

Answ er Choices

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

Responses

No items detrac t from my experienc e

43.01%

794

Lac k of parking

23.19%

428

Trash on the trail

17.12%

316

Lac k of restroom fac ilities

15.33%

283

Trails are too c rowded

14.19%

262

Visible impac ts to natural resourc es (e.g. trampled vegetation, erosion)

6.07%

112

Other visitors are unfriendly and disrespec tful

5.58%

103

Feeling unsafe

5.31%

98

Total Respondents: 1,846
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Q18 Please indicate whether you oppose
or support the following improvements to
the CHWP:
Answ ered: 1,953

Skipped: 290

Improv ing
signage for...

Improv ing
parking...

Adding
restroom...

Dev eloping
interpretiv e...
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Other

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

Strongly oppose

Oppose

Strongly support

It all depends

50%

70%

Neither oppose or support

Strongly
oppose
Improving signage for navigating the trails in the CHWP

60%

Oppose

80%

90% 100%

Support

Neither oppose or
support

Support

Strongly
support

It all
depends

Total

4.99%
92

5.64%
104

30.91%
570

35.74%
659

18.76%
346

3.96%
73

1,844

Improving parking availability

5.56%
104

4.28%
80

22.02%
412

31.53%
590

32.44%
607

4.17%
78

1,871

Adding restroom fac ilities along the trails

8.37%
155

8.10%
150

24.51%
454

33.37%
618

22.79%
422

2.86%
53

1,852

Developing interpretive programs to learn about natural and c ultural
resourc es in the CHWP

3.91%
71

3.53%
64

34.79%
631

34.95%
634

19.24%
349

3.58%
65

1,814

Other

4.55%
9

3.03%
6

41.41%
82

16.16%
32

22.73%
45

12.12%
24

198
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Q19 About how many visitors did you see
on the trails today?
Answ ered: 2,148

Skipped: 95

More than 75 to
100 visitors
5.87% (126)
More than 100
visitors

About 0 to 25
visitors

7.40% (159)
More than 50 to 75
visitors

40.22% (864)

14.71% (316)

About 26 to 50
visitors
31.80% (683)
Answ er Choices

Responses

About 0 to 25 visitors

40.22%

864

About 26 to 50 visitors

31.80%

683

More than 50 to 75 visitors

14.71%

316

More than 100 visitors

7.40%

159

More than 75 to 100 visitors

5.87%

126

Total

2,148
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Q20 Did the number of visitors you saw
today negatively affect your experience at
the CHWP?
Answ ered: 2,136

Skipped: 107

No

Yes

Don't know /not
sure

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

Answ er Choices

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

Responses

No

93.21%

Yes

3.56%

76

Don't know/not sure

3.23%

69

Total

1,991

2,136
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Q21 Have you ever arrived at the CHWP,
and then gone to another area outside of
CHWP on that same visit because you
could not find a place to park?
Answ ered: 2,099

Skipped: 144

Yes (please
indicate w he...

No

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

Answ er Choices

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

Responses

Yes (please indic ate where in c omment field)

17.25%

362

No

82.75%

1,737

Total

2,099
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Q22 18. Below are some suggestions that
were made at the first community
workshop to improve the visitor
experience at the CHWP. The City will be
evaluating these potential changes, and
possibly others during the master planning
process. Please indicate whether you
oppose or support for the following
potential policies pertaining to visitor
management at the CHWP. It’s okay to say
“Not Sure,” or “It all depends.”
Answ ered: 2,013

Skipped: 230

Increased
parking fee

CHWP admission
fee

Limiting use
on certain d...
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Additional
restrictions...

Restricting
the types of...

Other

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

Strongly oppose

Oppose

Strongly support

It all depends

50%

60%

70%

80%

Neither oppose or support

Strongly
oppose

Oppose

90% 100%

Support

Neither oppose or
support

Support

Strongly
support

It all
depends

Total

Inc reased parking fee

57.58%
1,140

19.19%
380

11.36%
225

5.25%
104

4.60%
91

2.02%
40

1,980

CHWP admission fee

60.41%
1,184

18.83%
369

9.95%
195

4.85%
95

3.67%
72

2.30%
45

1,960

Limiting use on c ertain days after a c ertain number of people have
entered the CHWP

52.19%
1,001

25.03%
480

13.09%
251

5.01%
96

2.61%
50

2.09%
40

1,918

Additional restric tions on the hours when the CHWP is open

47.93%
925

23.73%
458

18.34%
354

5.18%
100

2.38%
46

2.44%
47

1,930

Restric ting the types of uses (hiking, biking, running) on c ertain days

50.52%
970

24.22%
465

13.70%
263

6.61%
127

2.60%
50

2.34%
45

1,920

39.06%
75

6.25%
12

23.44%
45

5.73%
11

12.50%
24

13.02%
25

192

Other
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Q23 If you support the potential policy
changes regarding increased parking and
admission fees, what would be an
acceptable daily amount you would be
willing to pay?
Answ ered: 1,578

Skipped: 665

I don't
support...

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

Answ er Choices

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

Responses

100.00%

I don't support inc reased fees

Total

1,578
1,578
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Claremont Hills Wilderness Master Plan Survey
Q24 What other nearby areas do you visit?
(Select all that apply)
Answ ered: 1,164

Skipped: 1,079

Frank Bonelli
Regional Park

50.43%

National
Forest Areas

47.77%

Chino Hills
State Park

29.38%

Prado Regional
Park

14.95%

Santa Ana
Riv er Region...

14.00%

Martin Tudor
Jurupa Hills...

5.50%
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Frank Bonelli Regional Park

50.43%

587

National Forest Areas

47.77%

556

Chino Hills State Park

29.38%

342

Prado Regional Park

14.95%

174

Santa Ana River Regional Park

14.00%

163

Martin Tudor Jurupa Hills Regional Park

5.50%

Total Respondents: 1,164
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64

Claremont Hills Wilderness Master Plan Survey
Q25 One a scale of 1 (lowest importance)
to 5 (highest importance), how important to
you personally is the
preservation/conservation of natural
habitats and wildlife that occur in the
CHWP?
Answ ered: 1,853

Skipped: 390

69.35%

0%

10%
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20%
4

30%
3

40%

14.57%

50%

Don't know/Not sure

Answ er Choices

60%

70%

1

80%

7.61%4.64%
2.37%
1.46%

90% 100%

2

Responses

5

69.35%

1,285

4

14.57%

270

3

7.61%

141

Don't know/Not sure

4.64%

86

1

2.37%

44

2

1.46%

27

Total

1,853
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Claremont Hills Wilderness Master Plan Survey
Q26 What is the zip code of your
residence?
Answ ered: 2,002

Skipped: 241
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Claremont Hills Wilderness Master Plan Survey
Q27 How did you first learn about the
CHWP?
Answ ered: 1,822

Skipped: 421

From friends
or family

Information
from the Cit...

Website
(please spec...

Social Media
(please spec...

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

Answ er Choices

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

Responses

From friends or family

92.59%

Information from the City of Claremont

3.68%

67

Website (please spec ify below)

2.63%

48

Soc ial Media (please spec ify below)

1.10%

20

Total

1,687

1,822
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Claremont Hills Wilderness Master Plan Survey
Q28 Please select all of the social media
mediums you use to learn about places for
outdoor recreation or share information
with friends and family:
Answ ered: 1,862

Skipped: 381

47.48%

Facebook

I do not use
social media

31.69%

29.48%

Instagram

21.97%

Yelp

14.34%

Alltrails

9.18%

Tw itter

3.11%

LinkedIn

1.50%

Foursquare

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

Answ er Choices

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

Responses

Fac ebook

47.48%

884

I do not use soc ial media

31.69%

590

Instagram

29.48%

549

Yelp

21.97%

409

Alltrails

14.34%

267

Twitter

9.18%

171

LinkedIn

3.11%

58

Foursquare

1.50%

28

Total Respondents: 1,862
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Claremont Hills Wilderness Master Plan Survey
Q29 Do you have any other comments
about the CHWP you would like to share?
Answ ered: 640

Skipped: 1,603
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Appendix B:
Summary Data
Table Format

Claremont Hills Wilderness Park Intercept Questionnaire Results: Key Findings Summary

Claremont Hills Wilderness Master Plan Survey
Q1. Date Survey Taken
Answer Options
answered question
skipped question

Response Count
2243
2243
0

Q2. Time of Survey
Answer Options
answered question
skipped question

Response Count
2239
2239
4

Q3. Location
Answer Options
North Mills Avenue - main entrance
Pomello/TCT - west of Mills Avenue
Mountain Avenue - at trail junction
Padua Avenue - top near Padua Theatre
Evey Canyon - Mt. Baldy Road entrance

Response Percent
80.7 %
6.8 %
4.0 %
0.5 %
7.9 %
answered question
skipped question

Response Count
1793
152
89
12
176
2222
21

Response Percent
76.8 %
18.6 %
4.6 %
0.0 %
answered question
skipped question

Response Count
545
132
33
0
710
1533

Q4. Type of visitor?
Answer Options
Walker
Runner
Bicyclist
Equestrian

Q5. Is this your first visit?

Answer Options
Yes (Go to Question 5)
No (Go to Question 2)

Response Percent
13.8 %
86.3 %
answered question
skipped question

Response Count
305
1914
2217
26

Q6. If no, how long have you been visiting the CHWP?
Answer Options
answered question
skipped question

Response Count
1717
1717
526

Q7. How often do you visit the CHWP?
Answer Options
Once a month
Once a week
2-5 times a week
Every day

Response Percent
25.3 %
32.9 %
38.3 %
3.5 %
answered question
skipped question

Response Count
493
640
746
68
1947
296

Response Percent
21.7 %
31.2 %
47.0 %
answered question
skipped question

Response Count
430
618
931
1979
264

Response Percent
87.9 %
8.3 %

Response Count
1930
182

Q8. Do you come to the CHWP primarily on:
Answer Options
weekdays
weekends
both

Q9. For today's visit, how did you get here? (check
one)
Answer Options
by car (go to Question 6)
walked/ran (go to Question 8)

biked (go to Question 8)

3.8 %
answered question
skipped question

83
2195
48

Response Percent
60.5 %

Response Count
1147

Q10. Where did you park today?
Answer Options
CHWP North Parking Lot (Top of Mills Avenue )
TCT South Parking Lot (Mills Avenue and Mt. Baldy
Road)
Mills Avenue (south of Alamosa)
Von’s Parking Lot (Mills Avenue and Baseline)
Mt. Baldy Road and Via Padova
Padua Theater (Top of Padua Avenue)
Mt. Baldy Road and Strasbourg Court Area (Park on
Strasbourg Court)
Mt. Baldy Road and Grand Avenue
Mt. Baldy Road and Evey Canyon Trail

12.7 %
6.6 %
1.1 %
0.8 %
0.2 %

240
126
21
16
3

0.8 %
0.7 %
7.3 %

16
13
139

Indian Hill Boulevard/TCT Parking Lot/La Puerta Park
Higginbotham Park area
Mountain Avenue/ High Point Condos

3.3 %
1.1 %
1.1 %

62
21
20

Via Santa Catarina Avenue area (east end of street)
Mountain Avenue (near TCT trail entrance)
Towne Avenue (North of Baseline
Comments

1.4 %
1.3 %
1.2 %
answered question
skipped question

26
25
22
94
1897
346

Answer Options
It is free
It was the only place with available parking

Response Percent
35.2 %
35.1 %

Response Count
457
455

It provides access to less crowded parts of the CHWP
Comments

29.7 %

Q11. Why did you park in this location? (please select
one response)

answered question
skipped question

385
649
1297
946

Q12. Do you usually enter the CHWP from this
location?
Answer Options
Yes (Go to Question 10)
No (Go to Question 9)

Response Percent
92.0 %
8.0 %
answered question
skipped question

Response Count
744
65
809
1434

Response Percent
27.3 %

Response Count

Q13. If no, which area do you most often enter the
wilderness area from?
Answer Options
CHWP North Parking Lot (Top of Mills Avenue )
TCT South Parking Lot (Mills Avenue and Mt. Baldy
Road)
Mills Avenue (south of Alamosa)
Von’s Parking Lot (Mills Avenue and Baseline)
Mt. Baldy Road and Via Padova
Padua Theater (Top of Padua Avenue)
Mt. Baldy Road and Strasbourg Court Area (Park on
Strasbourg Court)
Mt. Baldy Road and Grand Avenue
Mt. Baldy Road and Evey Canyon Trail

3

9.1 %
9.1 %
0.0 %
0.0 %
0.0 %

1
1
0
0
0

0.0 %
0.0 %
9.1 %

0
0
1

Indian Hill Boulevard/TCT Parking Lot/La Puerta Park
Higginbotham Park area
Mountain Avenue/ High Point Condos

0.0 %
18.2 %
0.0 %

0
2
0

Via Santa Catarina Avenue area (east end of street)
Mountain Avenue (near TCT trail entrance)
Towne Avenue (North of Baseline)

0.0 %
9.1 %
18.2 %
answered question
skipped question

0
1
2
11
2232

Response Percent
95.6 %
20.4 %
26.6 %

Response Count
805
172
224

Q14. What are your main reasons for your visit to the
CHWP? (select up to three responses)
Answer Options
Exercise, staying in shape and fitness
Socialize with friends
Experience peace and quiet

Walk my dog

10.6 %

89

Training and conditioning (for a race, competition, etc.)
Learn about nature
General exploration or discovery
View Scenery
Comments

12.9 %
4.8 %
6.7 %
24.8 %

109
40
56
209
25
842
1401

answered question
skipped question

Q15. What is your primary activity on the trails? (select
one)
Answer Options
Walking/hiking
Biking
Jogging/running
Horseback riding
Comments

Response Percent
74.5 %
5.2 %
20.2 %
0.1 %
answered question
skipped question

Response Count
1583
110
429
2
106
2124
119

Q16. What makes for an enjoyable visit to the CHWP?
(select up to 3 responses)
Answer Options
Loop trails
Long distance rides and hikes
Walking my dog
Observing and learning about nature
Observing scenery
Socializing with friends
Seeking solitude
Comments

Response Percent
66.1 %
45.8 %
14.4 %
21.7 %
43.8 %
28.9 %
23.4 %
answered question
skipped question

Response Count
1392
964
303
457
923
609
492
101
2107
136

Response Percent

Response Count

Q17. Currently, what detracts from your experience
while at the CHWP? (Select up to 3 responses)
Answer Options

Other visitors are unfriendly and disrespectful
Feeling unsafe
Trails are too crowded
Lack of restroom facilities
Lack of parking
Trash on the trail
Visible impacts to natural resources (e.g. trampled
vegetation, erosion)
No items detract from my experience
Comments

5.6 %
5.3 %
14.2 %
15.3 %
23.2 %
17.1 %

103
98
262
283
428
316

6.1 %
43.0 %

112
794
359
1846
397

answered question
skipped question

Q18. Please indicate whether you oppose or support
the following improvements to the CHWP:
Answer Options
Strongly oppose
Improving signage for navigating the trails in the
CHWP
Improving parking availability
Adding restroom facilities along the trails
Developing interpretive programs to learn about natural
and cultural resources in the CHWP
Other
Comments

Oppose

Neither oppose or support

Support

Strongly support

It all depends

92
104
155

104
80
150

570
412
454

659
590
618

346
607
422

73
78
53

1844
1871
1852

71
9

64
6

631
82

634
32

349
45

65
24

1814
198
65
1953
290

answered quest
skipped questio

Q19. About how many visitors did you see on the trails
today?
Answer Options
About 0 to 25 visitors
About 26 to 50 visitors
More than 50 to 75 visitors
More than 75 to 100 visitors
More than 100 visitors

Response Count

Response Percent
40.2 %
31.8 %
14.7 %
5.9 %
7.4 %
answered question
skipped question

Response Count
864
683
316
126
159
2148
95

Q20. Did the number of visitors you saw today
negatively affect your experience at the CHWP?
Answer Options
Yes
No
Don't know/not sure

Response Percent
3.6 %
93.2 %
3.2 %
answered question
skipped question

Response Count
76
1991
69
2136
107

Response Percent
17.2 %
82.8 %

Response Count
362
1737
252
2099
144

Q21. Have you ever arrived at the CHWP, and then
gone to another area outside of CHWP on that same
visit because you could not find a place to park?
Answer Options
Yes (please indicate where in comment field)
No
Comments

answered question
skipped question

Q22. 18.Below are some suggestions that were made
at the first community workshop to improve the visitor
experience at the CHWP. The City will be evaluating
these potential changes, and possibly others during the
master planning process. Please indicate whether you
oppose or support for the following potential policies
pertaining to visitor management at the CHWP. It’s
okay to say “Not Sure,” or “It all depends.”
Answer Options
Strongly oppose
Oppose
Increased parking fee
1140
CHWP admission fee
1184
Limiting use on certain days after a certain number of
people have entered the CHWP
1001
Additional restrictions on the hours when the CHWP is
open
925
Restricting the types of uses (hiking, biking, running)
on certain days
970
Other
75
Comments

380
369

Neither oppose or support
Support
Strongly support
It all depends Response Count
225
104
91
40
1980
195
95
72
45
1960

480

251

96

50

40

1918

458

354

100

46

47

1930

465
12

263
45

127
11

50
24

45
25

1920
192
44

answered quest
skipped questio

Q23. If you support the potential policy changes
regarding increased parking and admission fees, what
would be an acceptable daily amount you would be
willing to pay?
Answer Options
I don't support increased fees
Comments

Response Percent
100.0 %
answered question
skipped question

Response Count
1578
298
1578
665

Q24. What other nearby areas do you visit? (Select all
that apply)
Answer Options
Frank Bonelli Regional Park
Chino Hills State Park
Martin Tudor Jurupa Hills Regional Park
Prado Regional Park
Santa Ana River Regional Park
National Forest Areas
Comments

Response Percent
50.4 %
29.4 %
5.5 %
14.9 %
14.0 %
47.8 %
answered question
skipped question

Response Count
587
342
64
174
163
556
323
1164
1079

Response Percent
2.4 %
1.5 %
7.6 %
14.6 %
69.3 %
4.6 %

Response Count
44
27
141
270
1285
86

Q25. One a scale of 1 (lowest importance) to 5 (highest
importance), how important to you personally is the
preservation/conservation of natural habitats and
wildlife that occur in the CHWP?
Answer Options
1
2
3
4
5
Don't know/Not sure

2013
230

answered question
skipped question

1853
390

Q26. What is the zip code of your residence?
Answer Options
answered question
skipped question

Response Count
2002
2002
241

Q27. How did you first learn about the CHWP?
Answer Options
From friends or family
Information from the City of Claremont
Website (please specify below)
Social Media (please specify below)
Comments

Response Percent
92.6 %
3.7 %
2.6 %
1.1 %
answered question
skipped question

Response Count
1687
67
48
20
210
1822
421

Response Percent
31.7 %
9.2 %
47.5 %
29.5 %
3.1 %
1.5 %
22.0 %
14.3 %
answered question
skipped question

Response Count
590
171
884
549
58
28
409
267
1862
381

Q28. Please select all of the social media mediums
you use to learn about places for outdoor recreation or
share information with friends and family:
Answer Options
I do not use social media
Twitter
Facebook
Instagram
LinkedIn
Foursquare
Yelp
Alltrails

Q29. Do you have any other comments about the
CHWP you would like to share?
Answer Options
answered question
skipped question

Response Count
640
640
1603

Appendix C:
ZIP code Data

Claremont Hills Wilderness Park Intercept Questionnaire Results: Key Findings Summary

Q 26: ZIP Code of Residence

Count of Response Text
Response Text
91711
91767
91762
91786
91763
91784
91710
92336
91764
91766
91761
91730
91750
91701
91737
91768
91709
91739
92335
91773
91741
91702
91722
92376
91724
91740
92377
92337
91765
92880
92407
91789
91732
91706
91733
91792
91791
91010
91790
91723
91752
91016
92882
91780
92324
92392
90065
92509
92346
91744
91708
91104
92835
92503
92399
91745
92571
91748
92354
92395
92886
90280
92505
97229
92806
91731
90764
90640
92507
85718
91105
92344
90034
91716
92236
90703
92504
92374
92506

Total
355
93
93
92
90
77
77
73
67
66
60
57
56
51
42
41
34
27
25
25
25
21
20
20
20
20
16
15
15
12
10
10
9
9
9
9
9
8
8
6
6
5
5
4
4
4
4
4
4
4
4
4
3
3
3
3
3
3
3
3
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2

90004
92508
Claremont
92557
90603
92780
91001
91746
90301
90660
92404
94611
91735
92410
90620
91769
92887
92683
9764 Ontario
90240
92860
90241
98376
20815
91306
23112
91354
40241
909
91801
95662
92131
81050 (Home)91711 (college)
92223
upland
91717
92592
92316
92736
91721
92821
92326
92870
90604
91772
90607
91775
71763
97166
90631
911768
92345
91711 & 91759
90638
Harvey Mudd College (91711)
76092
92553
92372
91342
92373
92647
82072
92704
90670
92750
84103
91362
90744
91450
85032
92869
90806
92879
92401
92881
1711
20813
92405
94509
91006
95028
91007
95928

2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

92411
90102
10039
99260
90022
917167
91079
9166- Montclair
91760
91739 & 91761
90032
91781
14766
Tustin, Ca
91106
90201
92551
Grand Total

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
2002

Attachment E

Park Comparison Chart
Claremont Hills Wilderness Park Master Plan
Updated July 29, 2014
Context
The intention of the Park Chart is to provide a snapshot of open spaces in Southern California and Half Dome in Yosemite National Park. The chart provides a comparison of other parks that have similar issues related to the CHWP. The comparison allows
us to determine if these recreation areas are experiencing an increase in usage and if they charge for parking and/or usage fees.
The comparison looks at a total of eleven parks and provides a description, information regarding fees, park program offerings, how they handle parking, the visitation numbers, if they have parking enforcement, including the methods of enforcement, and
finally, methods of trail management and operations. This information was gathered via the internet for published information and followed up with calls to park contacts to gain further information. Information not listed means that it was unavailable
through the aforementioned research methods. The following eleven parks were used in the comparison chart:
1. Mission Trails Regional Park (Cowles Mountain)
2. Eaton Canyon Natural Area Park and Nature Center
3. Daley Ranch
4. Sand Dune Park
5. North Etiwanda Preserve
6. Cucamonga Canyon – Sapphire Falls
7. Azusa Canyon (Garcia Trail)
8. Iron Mountain Trail
9. Sturtevant Falls Trail (Chantry Flats)
10. Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area (Sandstone Park)
11. Yosemite National Park (Half Dome Trail)
This chart is meant to provide context for the discussions regarding the Claremont Hills Wilderness Park. This information is not meant to serve as a study or a complete comparison, but a starting point for items to consider as staff and the community
progress through the CHWP Master Plan.
Park Name/

Description

Fees

Programming

1. Mission Trails Regional
Park – Cowles Mountain

Similar Characteristics: Adjacent to residential, public lands, acre size, parking

Parking

Visitation Numbers
Current Use Levels

Trends

Enforcement Methods

Trail Management and Operations

(pronounced “Coals”)
Agency: City of San Diego Park
and Recreation Department
Location: One Father Junipero
Serra Trail, San Diego, CA
92119-1008
Hours: Available – except
when closed by Park Rangers
Proximity to Residential
Neighborhoods:
Cowles Mountain surrounded
by residential neighborhoods
to the east and west
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 No fee for hiking
 5,800 acres of both natural
 Camping fee and
and developed recreational
permit required
acres
 Cowles Mountain: 1,540 acres
 Cowles Mountain: 14.7 miles
Notes
of recreational trails/unpaved  Permit for groups of
roadways
50+
 Regional park acquired in 1974  Large groups must
 Hikers access Cowles
be approved
Mountain from all four
trailheads: Golfcrest Drive(at
Navajo Road); Barker Way,
Mesa Road, and Big Rock
Road, with the highest amount
of trail use being from
Golfcrest Drive

 Numerous children
programs
 Field trips
 Ranger-led
interpretive
programs
 Group hikes
 Children classes
 Habitat restoration
crews

 20-25 parking spaces
(Main Cowles
Mountain trailhead)
 Some parking
capacity issues
 Parking spots being
consistently filled
everyday (20-25
spaces)
 Additional parking
along Golfcrest Drive
when lot is full
 No parking fee

Monthly counts
(based on parking
counts) for 2014:
 Jan: 7,115
 Feb:7,415
 Mar: 79,90
 Apr: 6,674
 May: 6,874
 Total: 36,068

Park visitor
growth in recent
years has
exploded

 Primary management practices include
 Signage
keeping visitors on trails prohibiting
 7 park rangers that do
after-hours use.
enforcement daily

Parking and hours of use: For the last 3 2 grounds maintenance
5 years, residents in nearby
workers
neighborhoods have complained about
 San Diego Police and Fire
parking and after hour use
departments assist when
needed
 Docents and volunteers
help too, but do not have
enforcement authority

Park Name/

Description

2. Eaton Canyon Natural
Area Park and Nature
Center

Similar Characteristics: Adjacent to residential, public lands, parking

Agency: County of Los Angeles  Access into Angeles National
Forest
Parks and Recreation

190-acre zoological, botanical,
Location: 1750 N. Altadena Dr.,
and geological nature
Pasadena, CA
preserve
Hours: Sunrise-sunset daily
 Located at the base of San
Gabriel Mountains
Proximity to Residential
 Hiking trails, equestrian trails
Neighborhoods:
with a staging area, picnic
Close to residential
areas, seasonal stream, rocks
neighborhoods; parking lot
and minerals, various natural
located in a canyon away from
habitats, native plants, and
residential properties
wildlife
 Eaton Canyon falls very
popular

Fees

 No Entry Fee

Programming








Docents Tours
Self Guided Tours
Education Programs
Nature Center
Scheduled Walks
Trained Volunteers

Parking

 Paved Parking Lot 80
spaces
 Overflow Lot 40
spaces, they use half
of an equestrian area
for parking only on
the weekends
 They have Sheriff’s on
weekends enforcing
traffic and traffic flow
 No parking fees
 They have limited
residential parking to
2 hours, in the
neighborhoods that
interface with the
trails

Visitation Numbers

Enforcement Methods

Trail Management and Operations

Usage increased
when the Station
Fire occurred,
since they closed
all the wilderness
areas related to
the fire

 Signs with rules
enforcement reminders
and safety notices
 Blogs/websites
mentioned interaction
with park rangers

 Volunteers: Conservation group
coordinates clean-up walks for groups

More people
using the area to
get the hiking in
open space
experience.

 Informational signage
 Rangers patrol/enforce
rules; give citations for
violations (minimum
fines $250 to $1,000)
 Off-trail trespassing
considered a
misdemeanor
 Volunteers enforce rules
by seeing and reporting
to the ranger station
 Bike and horse patrol
volunteers
 Have 25 – 30 volunteers
that assist with
providing park
information to users.
Volunteers and rangers
provide school programs
to approx. 1,900
students annually

 Volunteers: Monthly maintenance
walks utilize volunteers to clean and
restore the trail; they are managed by a
rangers admin assistant (Escondido
staff)
 “Friends of Daley Ranch” provide
volunteers for building restoration, and
donations to benefit park
 Wayfinding: Trails are marked with
name and mileage
 Mt. Biking Issues: Hiker/biker conflicts
on single track trails; bikers want more
single track trails; solutions are reactive
at this time; not enough staff to engage
in planning efforts
 More usage on weekends
 Pet Waste: Pets are allowed; doggie
bag dispensers available;
rangers/volunteers remind users to pick
up waste
 User web resources: Interactive
website for users to access trail info,
rules and trail etiquette, organized by
use (hiking, biking, equestrian) type
along with volunteer info
(http://daleyranch.org/)

Current Use Levels

Trends

2011: 487,000
Current use 460,000
usage numbers down
this year due to lack of
water in streams.
Eaton Canyon
estimates park usage
by taking the number
of vehicles x 3.5
people per vehicle.

Notes:
 Parking lot hours:
7:30 a.m. – 5:00 p.m.
7:30 a.m. – 7:00 p.m.
(during daylight
savings time)

3. Daley Ranch

Similar Characteristics: Adjacent to residential, public lands, acre size, parking

Agency: City of Escondido
Location: 3024 La Honda Drive,
Escondido, CA 92027
Hours: Sunrise-sunset daily

 3,058-acre conservation area
 Over 20 miles of multipurpose
trails
 City acquired in 1996
 Managed in perpetuity for the
preservation of diverse habitat
area
 Recreational and educational
opportunities and experiences
in a historically significant
setting
 Leashed dogs allowed
 Formal volunteer program
 Active non-profit organization
involvement (website)

Proximity to Residential
Neighborhoods:
Parking lots/trail heads fairly
secluded from residential areas
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 No Entry Fee
 No parking free
(except weekend
fee only in main
overflow lot)

 Scheduled Walks
 Trained Volunteers

 Parking is free at park
location
 Overflow Lots are
mostly free (except
main over flow lot
which charges a $5
fee on weekends)
Close park when
parking lots are full
Notes:
 Four parking lots
 Main parking lot free
 Parking fee on
weekends only in
main overflow lot

No individual visitor
counts available. City
tracks use levels
through vehicle
parking (number not
available)
Calculate park usage
by 3 people x number
of vehicles
Estimated usage:
450,000 annually
Park has become
more crowed over the
past couple of years.
Park hours Dawn Dusk

Park Name/

Description

4. Sand Dune Park

Similar Characteristics: Adjacent to residential

Agency: City of Manhattan
Beach
Location: Bell Ave, Manhattan
Beach, CA 90266
Hours: 8:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m.
(hourly reservation required for
use of sand dune)

 3-acre park
 Located within a residential
neighborhood and adjacent to
National Guard facility
 100-foot high sand dune
 Sand dune popular for low
impact and steep climb
exercises
 Three-acre park also includes a
fenced small children's play
area with swings, merry-goround and climbing
equipment, shaded picnic
facilities and an open pavilion
 Street parking available

Proximity to Residential
Neighborhoods:
Residential homes located
directly adjacent to sand dune
and recreation area

Fees

 On-line reservation
system ($1 cash fee
due at time of visit)
 Monthly
membership
($20/month)
 No phone
reservation

5. North Etiwanda Preserve

Similar Characteristics: Adjacent to residential, public lands

Agency: San Bernardino County
Special Districts
Location:
Hours: Sunrise-sunset daily

 762 acres
 3.5 miles in trail length
 Established as a habitat
preservation area on February
10, 1998
 Consists primarily of a unique
Riversidean Alluvial Fan Sage
Scrub plant community to be
preserved as Natural habitat
for impacts to the Costal
California Gnatcatcher and
similar habitat
 Ongoing conservation efforts
have enabled expansion of the
Preserve to over 1,200 acres.

Proximity to Residential
Neighborhoods:
Park trailhead and parking lot
located close to residential
neighborhoods
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 No Fee
Note:
No current desire to
apply entry fees

Programming

Parking

 No formalized
programs

 Street parking along
Bell Avenue
 No parking lot

 No events
 Dirt parking lot with 15
 Primary purpose is
spaces
to protect natural
 Vehicles often spill
resources with
over to adjoining open
limited hiking access
dirt areas along
 Preserve is highly
roadway leading in
used site and, for
and not along
the most part, by
residential streets
people are who are
respectful

Visitation Numbers

Enforcement Methods

Trail Management and Operations

In 2010, dunes
closed as a result
of excessive use,
noise and parking
impacts to the
neighborhood, as
well as
maintenance
issues and sand
dune damage.
When
reservations were
implemented, use
dropped to 44%
of maximum
determined
capacity;
additional
reservation slots
were added.
Park visitor use
currently stable.
Park is expected
to open August
2014

 On-site attendant to
collect fees and tickets
and manage reservation
slot capacity;
determines space on
dune is available for
seniors or monthly
members
 Fencing discourages
unauthorized use
 Signage displays also
encourage proper use

 Noise, Traffic and Overcrowding
Concerns: City implemented an on-line
reservation system. One hour use only
per day, per patron. Seven one-hour
slots available weekdays and six slots
on weekends. No reservations on
Sundays

Park usage has
increased due to
marketing the
Preserve in City of
Rancho
Cucamonga’s
recreational
marketing
material.

 No assigned staff
 Rely primarily on
signage, interpretive
panels, and education
information posted on
trails
 Small number of
volunteers, but do not
engage in enforcement
activities
 Occasional calls to the
Sheriff






Current Use Levels

Trends

 Average use is
about 20 people per
hour (during
summer peak
hours) and 15
people per hour
(during winter
hours)

 No capacity
limitations currently
in place. Visitors
generally stay about
two hours
(approximation)
and are generally
exclusively hikers
looking to exercise
 Preserve is solely
for hiking, no bikes,
horses, or dogs
allowed
 Between 40-100
visitors/hour
regularly based on
vehicle counts and
two people per car
average

No access restrictions
No Dogs
No Horses
There was no indication of overcapacity
and crowding, even with residential
neighborhoods being in proximity to the
park
 Discouraging off trail use: Visitors are to
remain on the trail and don’t stage sites
that would encourage longer term visits
(no frequent stopping points, picnic
areas, or resting benches)
 They don’t provide shade or have a lot of
natural shade either
 Preservation: Staff keeps tabs on the
bird nesting season; foot traffic is
currently not causing habitat damage
along the trail route
 Staff would consider implementation of
restrictions if foot traffic was found to
have a detrimental effect on the quality
of habitat and its value

Park Name/

Description

6. Cucamonga CanyonSapphire Falls, Upper &
Lower

Similar Characteristics: Adjacent to residential

Agency: San Bernardino
National Forest
Location: Terminus of Skyline
Rd., Rancho Cucamonga, CA
Hours: Lower Falls, Closed
Upper Falls, open daylight
hours for part of the year
Closed during fire season as
determined by SBNF

The southern trail used to be
open, but access through
canyon not sanctioned by City
No parking lot or trailhead
Due to the severe amount of
vandalism and other issues, the
private property owners have
signed No Trespassing orders
and asked the City to enforce
No Trespassing laws

Proximity to Residential
Neighborhoods:
Trailheads are located near
residential neighborhoods

Hikers can only access the
Upper Falls

Access to trail head is north of
Skyline Road (residential area)
to start of trail
Hikers must stay on designated
trail to the Upper Falls
Private property is west of the
trail heading to the National
Forest area and is a “No
Trespassing” area

7. Azusa Canyon
(Garcia Trail)
Agency: U.S. Forest Service,
Cities of Azusa and Glendora
Location: Sierra Madre
Ave./Macneil Dr., Azusa, CA
Hours: Sunrise to sunset
Proximity to Residential
Neighborhoods: Adjacent to
residential, public lands
(partial)
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Fees

 Not applicable to
Lower Falls
 No Fee Upper Falls

Programming

Parking

 Former docent led
tours
 Former
environmental
education programs

Single Day Parking
Permits are available on
the City’s “Park
Rancho.com” website
Permits for street
parking along Almond,
max 26 permits / day
Residents: free with
proof of residency
Non-Residents: pay. For
Off-Peak (October 1 –
April 30) Monday –
Thursday: $15/day;
Friday – Sunday:
$20/day

The Lower Falls have been
closed by the San Bernardino
National Forest

Visitation Numbers
Current Use Levels

Trends

Enforcement Methods

Trail Management and Operations

 City-enforcing ‘no
trespassing’ laws
 Enforcement methods:
parking permits and
signage alerting people
to the proper trailhead
 Officials considered more
parking but limited to 26
permits / day on Almond.
Upper falls area / trail
too small to
accommodate large
crowds of people

 Upper Falls trail open
 Lower Falls in SBNF and private property
closed

Prior to closure, social
media accounts of the
falls attracted large
numbers of people.
With increased traffic,
residents complained
of trash, graffiti, and
crime
Usage has increased
over the past few

Has become a
popular site,
many hikers
wanted to repel
down the top of
the falls area to
the bottom
Canyon was
closed last
September –
December 2013
due to high fire
danger

 Experienced
increase in usage
due to open space
becoming more
popular experience

 Trail closed
 City Glendora
January 18,
implemented
2014 due to the
preferential parking
Colby fire
permit district for
 As of one
residential
month ago trail
neighborhoods near
is closed
Garcia Trail
indefinitely
 City of Glendora wants
City of Azusa to enforce
closure hours
 Azusa considering
accepting deed for
ownership and
maintenance of land

During Peak (May 1 –
September 30) Monday
– Thursday: $20/day;
Friday – Sunday:
$25/day
Parking Permit Hours:
7:00 a.m. – 6:00 p.m.
daily

Similar Characteristics: Adjacent to residential, public lands (partial)
 Majority of trail privately
owned (Rosedale Partners)
 Garcia Trail located partially in
Azusa, Glendora, and Angeles
National Forest
 Steep trail (climbs 1,040 feet
in 1.2 miles)
 Trail very popular on
weekends

 No fee

 None

 No parking facility
 Vehicles park along
Sierra Madre
 Glendora
implemented parking
district for residential
areas near trail
 No fee for residential
parking district
 Azusa considering
parking ordinance

 Parking Issue: No parking facility. Very
crowded on weekends. Glendora
residents complained of parking, noise,
and traffic
 Fire: Trail closed due to major fire
(Colby Fire). Fire caused excessive
damage to trails
 Erosion: Heavy storms caused rutting
and erosion on trail. LA County fire
camp 16 performed significance trail
maintenance, removing brush,
widening the trail, and regarding the
tread (2011)

Park Name/

Description

8. Iron Mountain Trail

Similar Characteristics: Parking

 Privately owned
 Easements for public trail
access and use of parking lot
 Several miles of trails that
leads to Iron Mountain summit
 Two picnic tables at summit
 Trail is primarily used for
hiking and trail running and is
Proximity to Residential
accessible year-round
Neighborhoods:
 Trail gets crowded on
Located in a rural area within
weekends
eastern Poway miles away from  Restroom facility at parking
residential uses
lot/trailhead
Agency: City of Poway
(privately held land)
Location: Poway Road and
State Route 67, Poway, CA
92064
Hours: Sunrise-sunset daily

9. Sturtevant Falls Trail (Chantry
Flats)

Agency: Location: Santa Anita
Canyon Road, Sierra Madre, CA
91025
Hours: 6:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Proximity to Residential
Neighborhoods:
Located in Angeles National
Forest miles from urban areas

Visitation Numbers

Fees

Programming

Parking

Enforcement Methods

Trail Management and Operations

 No Fee

 No formalized
education programs
or tours

 106 parking spaces
 5 handicapped spaces
 Improved parking lot
and trailhead with
amenities
 Full on weekends (user
park on along roadway
– SR-67)
 25% full on weekdays
 Unpaved parking
 Restroom facilities
 No fee
 On weekends parking
lots fill up and hikers
park along highway

 Weekdays 25% full
(21-52 users at 2 per
car)
 Parking lot full on
weekends and
holidays
( 212 users at 2 per
car)
 When full 20 to 80
vehicles parked on
the side of the road
(40 to 160 users at 2
per car)
 Heavy usage –
increase over past 3
years

A recent
substantial
growth in trail use
within the City of
Poway,
particularly at Iron
Mountain, the
Lake Poway
Recreation Area,
and the Blue Sky
Ecological Reserve
Best seasons to
hike trail
Winter/Spring

 Regulation signs are
present
 Volunteer reserve park
rangers to meet and
greet the public,
educate on rules and
regulations, and conduct
public information
campaigns on trail
safety, dog-on-leash

 Parking Capacity Issues: Parking full on
weekends
 No overflow lot
 Users park along street. Issues with
users crossing street (State Route 67
highway)
 City is aware of issue, but no solutions
at this time

 Docent led tours

 Improved parking lot
(80 + spaces)
 Parking lot fills early
in the morning on
weekends
 Adventure Pass
required for parking

 Unavailable
information

 Open November
– March
 Some creeks still
have water but
most are dry

 Recreation technicians
(bathroom cleaning)
 Forest protection officers
(enforcement abilities)
 Forestry technicians
 Mixture of all
communication methods
(signage, pamphlets,
volunteers)

 Information unavailable

 School programs
 Tours led by docents
 Volunteers

 Several unpaved (dirt)
parking lots accessible
by Yerba Buena Road

 Unavailable
information
 Highest use levels in
spring/summer
months
 Usage low in winter
months December February

 723,752
projected for
CY 2009
 504, 444 for FY
2008
 604,451 for FY
2007
 Indicates a
potential
significant
increase at the
time of the
recession

 Federal and State laws
and regulations that
protect Santa Monica
Mountains National
Recreation Area
 Visitors to the park are
responsible for knowing
and abiding by those
rules
 The National Park
Service’s webpage is
intended to help people
learn about the rules
that protect them and
their park
 Park rangers enforce
rules

 Trail Management Plan: A Trail
Management Plan (TMP), as of 2014, is
being prepared. The TMP will prescribe
a comprehensive plan for circulation,
access, and allowable trail uses of trails
throughout the National Recreation
Area

Current Use Levels

Trends

Similar Characteristics: Public lands, parking
 Designated "Recreation Area"
within the Angeles National
Forest
 Three miles into Big Santa Anita
Canyon
 Large public picnic area
 Several trailheads to Sturtevant
Falls
 Parking lot fills early in the
morning on weekends
 Adams' Pack Station is a
permitted outfitter and general
store; open to the public on
weekends and holidays until 5:00
p.m.

 No permits for
hiking.
 Adventure Pass
required for
parking ($5
daily/$30 monthly)

10. Santa Monica Mountains
National Recreation Area
(Sandstone Park)

Similar Characteristics: Public lands, parking

Agency: National Park Service –
Santa Monica Mountains
Recreation Area
Location: 12896 Yerba Buena
Road, Malibu, CA, 90265)
Hours: Available – except
when closed by Park Rangers

 Former Boy Scout ranch, Circle  No entrance or exit
fees
X Ranch

Permit fee
 Sandstone Peak is the highest
required for
peak in the Santa Monica
camping
Mountains, a steep 1.5-mile
hike to the top of the peak
offers views of the ocean and
inland valleys
 Many of the rocky outcrops
that rise out of the chaparral
covered slopes
 Sandstone Peak Trailhead is
located one mile north of
Circle X Ranch
 Mishe Mokwa Trailhead is
located one and three quarter
miles north of the Circle X
contact station along Yerba
Buena Road

Proximity to Residential
Neighborhoods:
Located in central portion of
recreation area miles from
urban areas
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Park Name/

Description

11. Yosemite National Park
(Half Dome Trail)

Similar Characteristics: Public lands, safety, crowding

Agency: National Park Service –
Yosemite National Park

 Popular day use hike, with
cables attached to stanchions
imbedded in the rock face on
the steepest part of the trail
 Permits required when cables
are operational (generally
Memorial Day to Columbus
Day)
 225 day use permits per day
issued via a pre-season lottery
 50 additional day use permits
per day issued during the use
season

Location: Yosemite National
Park, P.O. Box 577,
Yosemite, CA. 95389
Hours: Available – except when
closed by Park Rangers
Proximity to Residential
Neighborhoods: Not applicable

Fees

 Permit fee is
required. $4.50 for
application, $8.00
for receipt of
permit if selected
via lottery

Programming

Parking

 No specific
programming for
Half Dome, but
Yosemite Park offers
a vast variety of
programs and
activities
throughout the year
for other park areas

 Parking is available at:
the trailhead parking
lot 0.5 miles from the
trail), and Curry Village
parking lot (0.75 miles
from the trail)
 Shuttle bus stop #16
(Happy Isles) provides
access to the trail
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Visitation Numbers
Current Use Levels

 Summer, 2010 use
was approximately
41,000 visitors
 Yosemite Park
Officials consider
summer months:
Memorial Day
through Columbus
Day

Trends

 Visitor use has
been
intentionally
decreased via
the permit
system
following
fatalities on
the cables
section of the
trail between
2006 and 2009

Enforcement Methods

Trail Management and Operations

 Federal and State laws
and regulations that
protect Yosemite
National Park
 Visitors to the park are
responsible for knowing
and abiding by those
rules
 The National Park
Service’s webpage is
intended to help people
learn about the rules
that protect them and
their park
 Park rangers enforce
rules

 Half Dome Plan: Plan to reduce
crowding and safety hazards and the
associated environmental
documentation were completed and
approved in 2012

