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NMIE: 

ADDRESS : 

' ' 

ROBERT L• CLINTON 
1110 PETER AHOERSO 
117J(LINGTQN, IIASH. 

-- 98233 

REPRESENTING: 

PHONE: ---

a~ elf 

~ I want to continue receiving information on this study • 

__ I do not wish to receive further i nformation on this study • 
Please remove my name from the mailing list • 

On the II 3E plan f or the 100 year flood control for 
~lington and Mount Vernon where does the dike run from 
the river to Ster ling Rill? I live just ~South of the hill, 
with Gagea slough running aboQt 20 yards east of ~ house. 
~ 20 a &res runs from the peter anderson rd to the eaat 
1220 feet and is 66o feet wide. 

If t hia 3B plan goe:s through I'd lilke t o know how it. 
will affect me and ~y prope~, I can't tell froa ~our plana 
1us~ where the dike runs. 

I feel a much more sensible approach would be to use 
the new Hiway 20 from the Hopper r oad east as a dike, and 
then t o do something to help the nookiachamps area with dikes, 
or raise their homes a nd barns above the fl@Od plain. 

Thank you, 

sr;z:t/.~ 
Robert L. Clinton 

21 
••• 

p 002479 

Larry
Highlight

Larry
Highlight



. YOUB~'~OM. . . . 
i :-~) .., M 
l • NAME : ' /acK S7l:4AtJ(?J£. 

t.;) 

TS 
• • • 

I • 

• • • • • 
I • 

! 

• 
• • 

• 
: . 

ADDRESS: 

REPRESENTING: 

~want to continue receiving information on this study • 

_____ I do not wish to receive further information on this stud 
Please remove my name from the mailin~ list . Y • 

~~~,~r-~~~ ~tJ~ 
~~-1-Vv~~ ~~~ -?.5' 
~ M..~ ~ ~, (~) 
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PHONE: 

ADDRESS: -- <'/A/0'/ _l~4. ~ A.£L. f-i;,t~at?, U!g 9~2.?3 
REPRESENTING: .,S ~if / L aa/ ~6-JIU?< Eib/1~/.,s e.( 

~ant to continue receiving information- on this study. 

_____ I do not wish to receive further information on this study. 
Please remove my name from the mailin~ l ist . 

/~e ~~7.s hd\:5 n?u~ ;h-?~/~P'eP~eJ~ 
/ -'? //-<5 ;t=>.....-C'~~ ·~k .br ~okr-4/ c £qH?,e5 

L-.Jhi' c £, ~ ~oP??e e x 1~~-,! LvL// ~/Xj9~/e.. 
-~.n?/"~rls ~~ ;V~Jbch'aH?~~ .. 13o4cd Rd 
ah~ C / c.c?r La-LE:: a/-~d -rh~ ~~ ;,; 
+4-~s e7 .re q c7 .,-c:_ a /so c?/-7 r ~/or,(';~/-
eC"!...<""~C>h-7/C L? ~ s: e /-

/,£. ~ -~~ ~~~7/ a~/dr~/?4'~ .,1-4<?~ 
Cvn 7rc-ss- ;/n~/~d -/ke -<0cPL ~/v'<:<>r-
/.ry -l-4e UJ, /d ~ S c PH/C e'/-Yt.Or s~s/Pn . 
/) c on -k,u, ;n~H'I- /:z c /;: ,/;t a-h ~L;<'"._ 5 a o L 
LLJC?C'~/d 6 e- k~s / ~-~'-7J /7'7" r: !' cos;:-
~ ,L~c- l-1 t/~ -S"o /~~on -16 ~~~: /::>n::;,.l'k,-"7? 
/ ._5'ha/l Co,r--7~/"?C/OU~+ ~~/£ ~ _7e_,L-

T h/s /ff/ S fak (" .()rr-~c-:;L'c-J-
/ ~L.,~,~k,--· .;-e/~-~~#r!y Li'CCt=>p-/-

A/ kr-~.t2~V~ 3 C t::?-::5 ??# /// kr//:?7 ~ed$"/~ · ./ 

?rL>C/rdcd -r~/ ev~.rte./ ~~/;/' ,Pt:::1CS/k4;:: 

be.. do.~?~ ~o e/-'ff//?~ nV/erse e/~ 
6-M Noo/b Ch~s ~ C/~ ~,£. A-;?d 
/3aAec>d- Pql _ /J L!/J !? ... 

~~P~ (~~<-7f 
I 6/'1--$""/7/ 
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NAME: So."\ £. (Y\A()..y S o ~Q..h"" . J-\- PHONE : --

ADDRESS : -- Pt. TeR.. Rt-.H~£2 &1~ N ~oF\ b 1 ~ue.LJN G. IOI:..\ ~A 

REPRESENTING: 

~ I want t o continue receiving information on this s tudy. 

I do not wish to receive further information on this study . -- Please remove my name from the mailin~ list . 

wuu -~~ a,-nA. ~ hJu aJ:; .1Ju_ $~ .v>v:i-J o/; 
·.~u.V7'1 ~· - ftc_, s;e dw.p a~ ~ 4 . 

{v.u (J.Av ~ ..L% ~ -Via.d.-tLJ ---~~ ~~ .3 f 

-..u._L{.t.,L cyj;u).. Q.uJ._ ~ l1;n.cJ... .fA"'fll~ . 
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MICHAEL D. WALKER, ATTORNEY AT LAW 
------

610 BELLI NG HAM TOWE RS • BELLINGHAM, WASHI NGTO N 98225 • (206) 671·2200 

June 28, 1979 

Forrest Brooks , Study Manager 
U. S . Army Corps of Engineers , Seattle District 
P. 0. Box C- 3755 
Seattle, WA 98124 

Dear ~I . Brooks : 

The purpose of thi s letter is to provide the Corps of Engineers 
with written comments in response to its proposed plan for levy 
and channel improvements in the Skagit River system . This l etter 
is written on behalf of numerous residents in the Nookachamps 
area , all of whom will be significantly affected by the Corps ' 
present proposal as embodied in Alternative 3E and described in 
the public brochure prepared for the June 19, 1979 meeting on 
Draft #2 of the Environmental Impact Statement. 

Both in the public brochure prepared for the meeting and at the 
meeting itself, the Corps publicly stated that Alternative 3 - E 
will have a significant environmental impact on the Nookacharnps 
area in tha.t it will cause induced flood damage to the area. 
The residents of the Nookachamps area are r i ghtfully concerned 
about the damages that they will suffer personally and in their 
businesses as a result of the induced flooding. 

The June 19, 1979 meeting was well attended by ma ny of the resi­
ctents of the area. Near the end of the meeting, the Nookachamps 
residents were encouraged by Colonel Poteats ' statements that 
his staff will be specifically directed to meet with each and 
every landowner in areas where induced flood damage would occur. 
The residents were further encouraged by his statements that 
no work of any kind would be begun on the project without first 
identifying specifically each and every damage that would occur 
and therefore preventing the damage through structural and/or 
non-structural measures . 

In ord er that the final environmental impact statement will ade­
quately reflect the concerns of these residents, we would request 
that the Corps fully consider all of the questions below prior to 
submitting the general design me morandum ana prior to the intro­
duction of any legislation in Congress : 

1. Will Corps of Engineers staff meet with each and every land­
owner in the Nookachamps area to determine what specific damage 
would occur as a result of induced floodi ng? 
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Forrest Brooks 
page two 
June 28 , 1979 

2. After having met with Nookachamps residents to determine 
consequential damages, will the Corps outline in detail what 
structural and non- structural steps i t will take to prevent 
economic loss as a result of i nduced flooding? \<Jill these 
structural and non-structural steps included in the general 
design memorandum be included in the legislative authorization 
bi l l? 

3 . To the extent that structural measures to prevent induced 
flooding are not feasible , will the Corps compensate each and 
every lan downer fully for each and every economic loss that 
wi l l arise out of induced f l ooding? 

4 . Has the Corps taken the 1974 Public Works Act into con­
sideration in formulating its p l an to prevent induced flooding 
and , in the alternative, in formu lating its plan to compensate 
affected l andowners . · 

5 . Aft er ~eeting with residents who will b e affected by 
induced flooding , does the Corps still take the position that 
the average annual induced damages as a result of proceeding 
with Alternative 3E will be only $25 , 000? At the June 19 , 
1979 meeting , Corps staff stated that non- structural measures 
wi l l be paid for with 20% local monies and 80% federal monies . 
Regardless of the source of the monies, does the Corps guaran­
tee that all losses suffered by affected owners will be paid 
for in their entirety prior to beginning the project? 

6. Does the Corps have exact figures on what will be the 
increased water levels in the Nookachamps area at a 10- year 
event , a .25-year event, a 50-year event, and a 100-year event? 
What are those increased v'ater level s in the Nookachamps area 
as a whole? What are those levels with regard to each indivi­
dua l landowner in the Nookachamps area? 

7 . Does alternative 3E contemplate Congressional funding to 
compensate for damage that will occur to farm improvement such 
as livestock , h nrns, roads , homes, milking operations, and 
electricity? 

8 . Does Alternative 3E contemplate e1e payment of flowage 
easements to any of the residents of the Nookachamps area? 
If so , on what basis will these f l owage easements be computed 
and when will they be paic? 

9 . Has the Corps of Engineers considered what affect the 
construction of a highway between Sedro Woolley and Mount Vernon 
on the dike would have in terms of increased water flows to 
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Forrest Brooks 
page t h ree 
June 28 , 19 79 

the Nookachamps area? If so, what are the increased water flows 
which would be caused by the construction of this highway and 
who would pay for the increase0 damages? 

10. In past f l oods in other areas similar to the Nookachamps 
area , farmers have lost their whole livestock operations within 
minutes as a result of the drowning of the livestock . What 
attention has the Corps given to this possibilit y in the Nooka­
champs area? vfuat steps, if any, does the Corps anticipate 
taking to prevent this possibility from happening? Has the 
Corps considered the possibility of insuring the farmers against 
catastrophic damage that might occur as a result of flooding 
in the Nookachamps area? 

11. Prior t o submission of l egislation , wi l l the Corps do a 
complete economic analysis of the farming oper ations in the 
Nookachamps area so that they will have an adequate base upon 
which to compensate farmers for damages that cannot be prevented 
by structural measures . 

12 . What procedures, if any , must individual l andowners in the 
Nookachamps area fol l ow in order to notify the Corps of speci ­
fic damages they will suffer as a result of the induced flooding 
that will occur? 

13 . After the December 20, 1978 Workshop , the Skagit County 
Commissioners requested the Corps to study in more detail the 
flooding problems of the Nookachamps. In response to the 
Commissioners ' request, what further studies did the Corps 
undertake and what did those studies reveal? 

14. Corps Manager Vernon Cook has stated, ''No matter which al­
ternative the County Commissioners ·decided to pursue, the Nooka­
champs 'tJill get more water." Would the Nookachamps get more 
water under the Sauk containment alternative? 

15 . If it were not for the existence of the Wild and Scenic 
Rivers Act, would the Corps have recowrnended the Sauk Containment 
Alternative? Please explain . 

16 . What factors have led the Corps to conclude that flood 
prevention in the Nookachamps area is not cost effective? Please 
outline in detail all factors considered. 

17 . According to Colonel Potea ts' statements at· the June 19, 
1979 meeting, Alternative 3E has been modified to include struc­
tural and non-structural measures to alleviate the induced 
flooding and , where possible . provide for flood damage reduction 
measures for improvements on the land in the Nookachamps Valley. 
Please outline in detail the total cost the Cor~s anticipates 
in providing these structural and non- structura l measures . 
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Forrest Brooks 
page four 
June 28, 1979 

Finally, please outline in detail how these costs will be 
alloca.ted . 

Having in good faith attempted to aporise the Corps about their 
concerns about the damage they will apparently sufferiftle Corps 
p~ds with Alternative 3E, the residents in the Nookachamps 
area now submit this letter in the hopes that the Corps will do 
everything in its power to prevent flood damage where at all 
possible ann to fully compensate each and every landowner for 
the risks they will t ake to benefit all of the residents of 
Skagit County. 

Sincerely, 

~·~.uJ~~ 
MICHAEL D. WALKER 
Atto·rney for NOOKACHAMPS VALLEY FLOOD DEFENSE ORGANIZATION 

cc: Larry Kunsler 
4807 Francis Rd. 
Mount Vernon, WA 98273 

Larry Gadbois 
2046 M.udlake Rd . 
Mount Vernon, WA 98273 

Barbara Austin 
1381 Austin Rd. 
Mount Vernon , WA. 98273 

Ken Johnson 
1981C Francis Rd. 
Mount Vernon, WA 98273 

Skagit Valley Ferald 
Sedro Woolley Courier-Tiroes 
Congressman Al Swift 
Senator Henry Jackson 
Senator Warren Magnuson 
Bud Norris, Chairman 

Skagit County Commissioners 
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NAME : I .a rry .I, KUNZ LER PHONE : ---ADDRESS : Franc is Rd Mt. Vez:rum 

REPRESENTING: Self 

~ I want to continue receiving information on this study . 

__ I do not wish to receive further information on this study , 
Please remove my name from the mailin~ list • 

Since Federal funds were use d to create the existing cond it i ons 
in the Nookach~ps (WPA in early 30 ' s) federal funds must now 
be made ava ilabl e to corr ect those conditions . Perhaps funds 
from other agencies cou ld be made availabl e to the corp • 

Livestock mounds ( 50 years plus one foot) must be created on all 
exist ing farms in our area with emergency milking facil ~ties 
f or d~iry farmers . This is an uncompremiseable issue . ~ But 
as l~ te as ) PM the 19th o~ June local off icials were stil l telling 
us that t hey would not do this . Clair i fic ation on this issue 
between Corp ann l ocal sponsor and farmers in our area is a must . 

Please %1~ send me a copy of the fina l Environmental I mpact 
St a tement • 
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f":!.., BURUNGTON NORTHERN 
QZ!?$ __ , 

E.NG I ~Jl EH INC,IJ IV ISI(JN 
Pm l hru l /~~_;,111"• tlr·•"'" ' 

The District Engineer 
United States Army 
Corps of Engineers 
P. 0. Box C-3755 
Seattle, WA 98124 

ATTENTION: Mr. Forest Brooks 

Gentlemen: 

~l 

~ , 1\1 I I 111 tl 1\ • . .,, 1111 • 

So•.illf ••, \'' . 1 ,f1f111fl11!1 ! 1~{]11} 

June 29, 1979 

Refering to your public brochure dated .Iune 1979 entitled "Skagit River, 
Washington Levee Improvement" and your invitation to comment on 
Alternative 3E. 

You have my letter of April 10, 1978. in which I commented on your proposals 
to raise levees along the Skagit River and those comments are still valid. 

You have selected Alternative 3E for further study and in general this Alternative 
proposes to raise existing dikes one foot to seven foot from Sedro Woolley to the 
river's mouth. Following are our comments: 

1. The currents to the water surface under our Bridge 36 over the Skagit 
River at Burlington would be two feet to three feet. This clearance is 
not adequate to pass the' debris which comes down the river. We need 
six feet of clearance above high water to pass large trees. We should, 
therefore, have a new bridge or possibly raise the existing bridge and 
open the wnterway under the north approach by removing some of the 
girder spans and placing a truss s pan. 

2. At Fischer's slough near MP 61.2 on our Coast Line. you propose to 
construct a new dike and cause the river surface to be at a higher 
elevation than our track. We need details of your plans so that we can 
determine if raising the river will b e adverse to us at this location . 
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The District Engineer 
June 29, 1979 
Page 2 

3. At Gages' slough at about our MP 18 between Burlington and Sedro 
Woolley, your engineers state that the 100 Year Flood would inundate 
4, 000 feet of track if levees were constructed as proposed by Alternate 3E . 
Inundation of track leaves the ballast full of silt and this is not satisfactory. 
It appears that we should raise our track and provide a bridge for passage 
of flood waters. 

We are, in genera, opposed to the raising of dikes. Your plan is to construct levees 
to such an elevation that they are overtopped in the lower reaches of the river 
(below Mt. Vernon) before the levees are overtopped in the upper reaches. We 
find that local people raise the dikes when they are in danger of being overtopped 
(and the Army Engineers sometime help them in this) . When flood waters recede, 
the material brought in to raise the dike is left on top of the dikes and thus, they 
are gradually raised. 

The data contained in the brochure, which you have furnished us, i s not adequate 
for us to completely analyze the effect of raising the levees along the Skagit River. 
Please furnish us working drawings as soon as you have them and we will ask for 
a meeting with your engineers to discuss the proposal to raise levees along the 
Skagit River . 

?.l~-~ 
C. F. lntlekofer ~ 
Director , Engineers 

cc: Mr . J . W . Wicks 
Mr. B . G. Anderson 
Mr. D. H. Burns 
Mr. G. E. Haug 
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