
To ozald the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act by designating the Skagit River 
in Washington 'as a cr;mponent of the National Wild dnd Scenic Rivers 
.System, 	 . 	• 

Bo it enacted by the Senate and House of Representztives o the  

''United States of America in Conoress assmhicd, That the wild and Scenic 

Rivers Act 02 Stat. 905 as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1274 et seq.), as amended. 

is further amended as follows: 

In section 3(a) after paragraph (15) insert the following new 
paragraph: 

"(16) Skagit, Washington--The segment from the Pipeline 	e  

crossing at Sedro Woolley upstream to and including the mouth of 

Raf'nn Creak: tfle r:AseAdo River from its mouth to the junction of 

its North and South Forks; the South Fork to the boundary of the 

Glacier Peak Wilderness Area; the Suiattle River from its mouth to 

the boundary of the Glacier Peak Wilderness Area at Milk Creek; 

the Sauk River from its mouth to its junction with Elliott Creek; 

the North Fork of the Sauk River from its junction with the South 

Fork of the Sauk to the boundary of the Glacier Peak Wilderness Area; 

as generally depicted on the boundary map entitled "Skagit Rifer - 

'River Area Boundary;" the Skagit River segment to ba administered 

by the State of Washington and all other segments to bn administered 

by thn Secretary of Agriculture: Pro,ridcd, That after consultation. 

with State and local governments and the interested public, the 

Secretary shall take such action as is provided for under subsection 

3(b) of this *section within one year from the citite of enactment of 

Sr' 
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.this paragrai."Ibli(16):: Provided  further,  that 71. the purpos2s,of 

this river thare are authorized to 	tppropriated not rtzre-,  than 

—$11,734,000 for the acquisition of lands or.interest.in  lands.". 

k. 

• 
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This is not a valid assessment of true flood control options available 

in the Skagit River basin. NPSEN-PL-ER 2 October 1975 letter identifies 

two projects, the Avon Bypass and storage on the Sauk River, which are 

not mutually exclusive, but additive in terms of flood control accomplishment 

potential. It is true that by constructing a larger bypass, a level of flood 

protection is possible for the lower 15 miles of the Skagit River, comparable 

to protection that could be afforded from a combination of a smaller bypass 

and storage on the Sauk River. However, no viable alternative exists to the 

Sauk River storage project for protecting the 40 miles of Skagit River flood 

plain lying between the bypass site and the mouth of the Sauk River. Also, 

as previously brought out in the NPSEN-PL-ER letter, substantial local cost-

sharing requirements of the Avon Bypass for all practical purposes, pre-

clude the bypass from being a feasible alternative. Little or no local 

cost-sharing would be necessary for Sauk River flood control storage. In 

order to make the bypass even a partial alternative to the Sauk River 

storage project local cost-sharing requirements established by Congress 

would have to be revised. 
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The President 
The White House 

Dear mr, President: • 

EPARTMENt OF AGRicULTURC 
Orr(CE or TUC SEICACTAIrilf 

WASICSOION. P. C. 40250 

10: 1 -rzf#7 	J-4) ifecic 4tql,  .rka 
PAGES: 4 
FM: NPD. ,y0 ,,,d4 1/1/ .3,3a  

Non DeD item 1495 

I am pleased to send you a report recommending the designation of the 
Skagit River, Washington, and its immediate environs as an addition 
to the National wild and Scenic Rivers System. The study and the 
recommiendations included in the report were made in response to the 
provisions of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (82 Stat. 906; 16 ILS.C. 
lt75-76). 

The Skagit River from the town of Mount Vernon to and including the 
-eeeMai 04.8acen Creek; the Cascade River between its mouth .arid 
Junction of its North and South Forks; the South Fork to the bound-
ary of the Glacier Peak Wilderness Area; the Suiettle River from ite 
mouth to the Glacier Peak Wilderness Area boundary at Milk treeke 

- the Sulk River from its mouth to its junction with Elliott Creek; 
the North Fork of the Sauk River from its junction with the South 

. Fort of the Sauk to the Glacier Peak Wilderness Area boundary were 
Ann 4fraf0 fOr study in the Wild and Scenic Metre Att. the study 

WL41  IUUUL 145,  "11e5 lit ":eneth e  we, in conjenctionediens. 
the State of Washington, conducted a detailed study of the river 
setts. The study found that the segmentS were clean and free- . 
flowing with outstanding fish and wildlife, ecenic, and recreational 
values. The Study segments and their immediate environs fully meet 
the criteria for a scenic and recreational river classification as 
defined in section 2(b) of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (62 Stat. 
906, 16 U.S.C. 1273) and in the supplementary criteria developed by 
tie Secretaries of Agriculture and of the Interior. 

However, because of proposals for flood alleviation measures involving ' 
the loWer reach of the Skagit study segment, we recommend that approxi-
mately 158 stifles of the total 166 miles studied be designated for 
Inclusion in the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System, 

The Skagit eild and Scenic River Study Report has been revireed by 
Other Federal end State agencies as provided by section 4(b) of the 
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. Copies of the review comments received 
are appended to the report. In addition to the study report, a Draft 
Environmental Statement was prepared and coordirated in accordance 

. with section 10Z(2)(c) of the National Environmental Policy Act of 

FROM: (Mara) 	OFFICE SYMBOL 

7,11-4 //aNe-cCiffel-11 
r0 	(Neale) 	OFFICI SYABOL 

0: • 	 /  

TILgVUOON NO. 	NELEASER I S SIONATUR 
4e7I"? —" • 

TILIMI01111 NO. 	i PACN$ 
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rie President 
11110 . 1969. Generally; the reviewers support our recommendation that the 

Skagit River and tributaries should be added to the National Wild 
and Scenic Rivers System. The Federal Power CommAsion and the 
Department of the Interior pointed out in their responses to the 
Study report that some of the river segments proposed for .  designation 
contain reservoir sites with substantial hydroelectric power potential. 
Although there are no known plans to construct projects at any of 	- 
the sites and development plans are only a theoretical evaluation of 
the water•wer otential, the potential does 	 , force 

es gna on r 	 ,ver. the free-flow 
river values appear to outweigh the hydroelectric power development 
opportunity which *Ill bo foregone. In addition. the Department of 
the Army, in their response to the study report, pointed out that deSige 
nation of the Sauk River would preclude construction of a flood control 
storage project on the river. However. alternatives to the Sauk River 
site exist which 'mould provide the same degree of flood protection for 
downstream areas. 

• 

• 

Public response to the proposal for the river is mixed. Generally. 
those living in or adjacent to the area recommended are opposed to 
desiunation yrigarily oeceuse they am carIcAirfilid that zneir proyorcy 
rights could be adversely affected. Although, there would be some 
-impact on private lands generally, use; of the private lands which are 
compatible with wild and scenic river objectives uould be unaffected. 

The segments of river proposed for designation flow through both public 
and private lands. The area encompassed within the proposed river manage- 
:lent zone is but 34,650 acres. Ss Me 16,603 acres are National Forest -
land, 1 1430 acres are owned by thOtate and/or other public agencies %  
and the remaining 16,615 acres are in private ownership. Administrative 
and management responsibility for the Skagit River and adjacent lands 
should rest with the State of Washington, and the Secretary of Agriculture 
would administer the Cascade, Sauk, and Sufattle Rivers segments. 

The estimated additional Federal costs for administration of the segments 
of river as a wild and scenic river for the 6eyeer period following 
enactment are $11.7 million for land acquisition, $332.000 for development, 
and $534.000 for operation and maintenance. Land acquisition would be 
funded through the Land and Water Conservation Fund. A small increase in 
Federal employment is anticipated which would consist primarily of seasonal 
worker t employed for Maintenance and protection of the river area. 

I believe the combination of unique natural values associated with the 
Skagit River is an irreplaceable resource. Accordingly, I recommend the 
proposal to ingress of legislation to incorporate the Skegit, SAuk. 
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PrisidAnt 

Cascade, and Suiattle Rivers into the Rational Wild and Scenic Rivers 
ystiao and enclose a draft bill for this purpose. 	. 

Final fnvironmental Statement for classification of the 5kagft River 
as a part of the Rational Wild and Scenic Rivers Syttem was prepared in 
accordance with the Uattonal Environmental - Policy Act of 1969 (83 Stat. 
853) and also is enclosed. 

Sincere ly, 

f 

6closureV 

• 
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T1. 

• tIPDRE4CD 14 January 1977 

• 

WASECT: rropoeed Asendsentto Wild and Scents Rivers Act by Designating 
Skagit River iei Washington as a CON:poem* of the Rational Wild 
cad Scanin Rivers Systeme 

fl)M 041/ Ralf-f) 
uhsH DC 20314 

1. Reference is amds to Office of the Secretary, Department of 
Agriculture latter to the Preaidant and the attached proposod Rill, 
telecopied this office as 13 January 1977. 

2. Ue consider the consents in RPSEP.17/4-ER 2 October 1975 letter to 
Regional roroater, Portland, Oregon, and Dium-(4P-r 9 SeptenBar 1975 
latter to the Assistant Secretary of Agriculture are still applicable 
t' tba auojeot proposed action. 6,piaa 	 roaay LuZt.aum.4k• 

The above referenced letter, starting in line 12 on page 2 addresses 
thi td*pOnite of the Depertuent ef the Array to the study report. The 
Depsrtpent of Agriculture added to the Departaant of the Arvy raaponae 
by tinting "Nave*, alternatives to the Saul: River eite exists which 
woUld provide the sane degree of flood protection tor downstream amis.". 
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