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DON W. CLARKE, DIrECTOR
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February 23, 1949

L. H. Hewitt

Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Engineer, Seattle District
4735 E. Marginal Way

Seattle, 4, Washington
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Dear Colonel Hewitt:

@/ T

Re: File No. 821.207 (Skagit River) 17 NPSGC

Reference is made to a recent commnication from the Corps of
Engineers of the Seattle District requesting an opinion from the various
fisheries agencies as to the probable effect certain dams on the Skag:.t
River would heve upon our fisheries resources.

The dams about which the opinion was recuested were:

1. Faber Dam

2. Lower Sauk Dam

3. Upvper Baker River Dam
L. Casczde River Dam

Before discussing the probable effects of these installations,
it is well to point out that the Skagit River is the most valuable tribu-
tary of Puget Sound from both a commercial and recreational fishing stand-
point. - There is no other streem in north Western Washington of a compar-
able production magnitude. It is our belief that a high dam at either the
Faber or Lower Sauk site would do irreparable damage to the fisheries of the
Skagit River. It should be borne in mind that much of the lower river below
the Faber site is not suited for spewning and that the progress of civiliza-
tion has resulted in destroying many of the tributaries of the lower river.
This places increasing importance on the upstream spawning and feeding
areas. If dams were to be built at both the Faber and Seuk sites there
would be only a minor production of salmon and steelhead in the Skagit
River in future years. A dam at either site would greatly impair the pro-
ductivitye. '

We make the above statements, taking into consideration the fact
that the Army would undoubtedly cooperate to the fullest possible extent in
providing the best fishway facilities and such hatchery facilities as might
be deemed necessary.
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We mist point out that we have never been zble to maintain 2 run
of steelhead or spring chinook solely by hatchery methods. Hatcheries zlay
an important part in sunvlementing the natural productivity of our streams
but can never renlace it.

@I‘he dem on the Upper Baker at the site prososed would flood out
the larger pert of the available spewning grounds. It can be shown statis-
tically that the present Baker River dam has caused terrific losses of cer-
tain species of fish, completely eliminating the runs of steelhead, cut-
throat, and spring chinook. Howsver, Baker River silver salmen and sockeye
salmon runs have been maintained sven though the mins are of ccnsiderably
less magnitude than they were prior to the construction of the dam.

@ It is our understanding that the »rovosed Baker River dem in addi-
tion to flooding out the major mezrt of the remaining spawming areas would in-
undzte Baker Lake. This is a2 beautiful, orimitive recrsational arsa which
will increacse in value in its present state as the yzars go cn. The elimin-
ation of this natural lake would in addition to fisheries losses, deorive
the people of one of the few remeining natural recrzsticnal areas. -

A dam on the Cascade River would cause fisheries losses. How ex-
tensive such losses might be is not imown at present. It will be necessary
for us to make some additional biological investizations before we zre pre-
pared to state what damages might be incurred. We can definitely state that
losses incurred from the construction of dams on either the Cascade or Beker
gsites would not come near aponroaching the tremendous losses which would e
occasioned by the construction of dams at either the Faber site or Saux site.
This last sentence is not to be construed to mean that losses at either
Baker or the Csscade would be of & minor nsture.

We appreciate the franimess znd siacerity of the Corns of Engineers
of the Seattle District in anvroaching us 2% an earliy. nlarning stage in re-
gard to the fisheries problems, and you will find that our men will cocperate
by advising the engineers at ail times of fishing problems which mmst be con-
sidered. We resalize there are problems of a serious nature effecting the
residents of Skagit County, perticularly as regsrds the control of flood
waters. It is our belief that these msy be met by a orogram of dyking and
dredging as correlated with the construction of either the Avon cutoff or
Joe Leery cutoff. It is hoved zs your studies srogress that this will be
borne out. We believe this would best serve the interests of the jeocle of
Skagit County and =11 the State of Washington as well.

Very truly yours,
THE DEPARTHENT OF GAME
7 /7
DWC:be ' '
ce: U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service-Portland
" u n T Laborzatory—Seattle
Figheries Dept.



Larry Kunzler
Note
Upper Baker would destroy spawning areas for fish but they allowed PSE to build it anyway.

Larry Kunzler
Note
Upper Baker Dam also destroyed "natural recreation area".  Clearly the argument could be made that what is there now, although man-made, is just as beautiful as what the natural lake used to be.

Larry Kunzler
Note
This begs the question Was the construction of Upper Baker a trade-off for not building the or Lower Sauk or Faber sites.

Larry Kunzler
Note
WDOG supported by-pass and dredging over dam building.


