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» Applicant used low, moderate and heavy “effects”
or flows for its modeling

» “Low” flows were confined to Nookachamps Creek

» “Moderate” was Phase 1 flooding of the Skagit
River (67,400 cfs or Mt. Vernon gauge 28 feet
NGVD 29 datum)

» “Heavy” was the 100 year flood for Skagit at
elevation 47.7 NAVD 88 datum (or 43.9 NGVD 29
datum).



A Phase 1 flood Is a 2 year event, however
the lower flows still impact the project site
like those experienced between June 29th
and July 6™ as shown in exhibit #22.

We just experienced a backwater event with
a maximum flow on the Skagit of 64,000 cfs
which Is below a 2 year event and yet we
saw the results which were:
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(In front of Larry Gadbois house on Babcock Road) o e ———

Photo Thursday, July 3rd at approximately 11:30 AM by Allen Rozema
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(Swan Road looking at N00kéchamps)

Photo Thursday, July 3rd at approximately 11:30 AM by Allen Rozema



(From Mud Lake Road of Swan Road)
Photo Thursday, July 3rd at approximately 11:30 AM by Allen Rozema




(Project Site from SR 9 #1)

Photo Thursday, July 3rd at approximately 11:30 AM by Allen Rozema



(Project Site from SR 9 #2)

Photo Thursday, July 3rd at approximately 11:30 AM by Allen Rozema



At the time the

: Date/Time
pictures were
taken, again 07/03/2008 11:00
according to
exhibit #22 the 07/03/2008 11:15
Skagit was running
at :

07/03/2008 11:45

07/03/2008 12:00

Gage

24.83

24.84

24.85

24.87

cfs

58,100

58,100

58,200

58,300



This was down
from the peak of
the event the day
before:

Date/Time

07/02/2008 16:00

07/02/2008 16:15

07/02/2008 16:30

07/02/2008 17:00

Gage

25.68
25.70

25.69

25.70

cfs

63,800

63,900

63,800

63,900



+

In reviewing Exhibit #22 it can be determined
that the Skagit ran above 60,000 cfs for a period
of 17 hours (July 24 0900 — July 3" 0200)

It can also be determined that the Skagit ran
above 50,000 cfs for almost 5 2 days.

Flows varied from between 32,000 cfs and
64,000 cfs for over 7 days.



The importance of this discussion is that at some
point between those dates the site and its
conceptualized improvements went underwater
and their presence would impact flooded areas,
depths and perhaps even velocities.

There Is no discussion or analysis of anything
lower then a 2 year event on this project
proposal so we do not know what the impacts of
the project is going to be on those flows.

There i1s no analysis of the impacts of repeated
siltation on the effectiveness of the proposal or
the ELJ’s.



The applicant admits the following:
. (Page 16)

The applicant further admits
. (Page D-25)

Yet the applicant does not define flooding except for the
Phase 1 67,400 cfs 2 year event.

At what point (i.e. flows, as in cfs from the Skagit) does
the localized onsite flooding turn into off-site flooding?
That question is never addressed for the lower flows.

Clearly this is an inadequate analysis.



The applicant states: 7he site regrading will increase
the existing wetland areas, resulting in greater flood

Storage capacity
(Page D-37)

In short there is absolutely no benefit to the
surrounding property owners or to Skagit County
from this project with respect to flood event
from the Skagit River.



The applicant states:

and the East Fork of
Nookachamps Creek, both of which are reaches
of the Lower Skagit watershed. (Page 7)

After checking with FEMA and the Corps of
Engineers to be sure, there has never been a
determination of what the 100-year floodplain is
of Nookachamps Creek.



Nowhere in either the SEPA checklist nor
the county MDNS Is there any discussion
of the recreational aspects  of
Nookachamp Creek.

No mention of the Creek being utilized by
Largemouth Bass.

No mention of individuals using their
boats in Nookachamps Creek.



THE MOUNT VERNON ARGUS

SKAGIT COUNTY
LEADS NATION'
IN SOIL TEST

Seven - Year Government
Probe Brings District
Handsome Tribute.

|
FROM GUNDERSON FARM

First Seven and Last Two Out of
Twelve Won Locally; Gunder-
son Farm 100 Per Cent.

The United States government
Has just admitted that Skagit
county is the finest farming com-
munity in the nation, bar nonef

In a series of soil tests extend-
ing over the past seven years,

| Skagit county soil won nine out
of 12 points. An assay of soll
|taken from the Gunderson estate,
south of Clear Lake, was found
to be 100 per . cent perfect for
general agricultural purposes. It
was the only soil given a perfect
rating.

Analysis of soil in this district
took first seven Flaces in the
nation, the Cumberland valley, in
Marvland, took the next three,
m this county took the next

The. tests were conducted by
the United States department of
agriculture.

Announcement of the result of
the test was made to the Ro-
tary e¢lub, Tuesday, by Robert
Lord, of the Northwest Imple-
ment Co., during a _classification
talk on farm implements. It was
greeted with enthusiasm by the
Rotarians, all of whom already
kmew that this was .the finest
country in the United States, but
who didn’t realize how fine it
was. Mr, Lord said he got his
information from -C. I. Hall, who
in turn got it from a federal land
| bank official. The results of the
| test have mot yet been officially
announced as yet by the depart-
ment of agriculture.

The- county will receive some
invaluable advertising from the
test, the results of which will
be broadcasted th‘mughout the
country.

Mr. Lord g'ave an extremely in-

tion of farm implements, from
their crude beginnings to the
present.

——
SEPTEMBER 3, 1925,

which has just been completed,

teresting talk, tracing the evolu--

<A
In a. series of soil tests extend-
ing over the past seven years,
which has just been cumpleted
Skagit county soil won nine “g“ut
of 12 points.” An assay of soil

aken from the Gunderson estate,
south of Clear Lake, was found
to be 100 per.cent perfect for
general agncultural purposes. It

was the only soil given a perfect
rating.
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