14 MARCH 1984

in. Jess Knutzen

Chainman

Skagit County Flood Contrnol Advisony Committee
1183 Avon Aflen Road :
Bunlington, Washington

Dean Jess;

As you hknow, 1 have served on the FLood Controf Conmittee
since ALts - conception as the representative from ~the
Nookachamp/Clean Lake anea. Recentfy 1 sold my farm and have
moved Asouth of Mt. Veanon. 1 {eel that 1this move

cddisqualifies me grom particdipating as a voting memben and

herneby offer you my rnesdignation effective immediately.

Unden noamal cdrcumstances the above would suffice as
justifdcation enough forn my nesigning. Howeven, forn me o
say anything with fust those few oy words would be steppding
out o4 characten. So 1 submit to you the follLowing: a
suimation of my feelings towards jLood control, {Loodpladin
management, and the direction that the f§Lood control
commnitlee should continue on. '

Finst, FRood Controk. Having served as one of Zthe {ew
efected membens to the fLood control committee 1 have spent

the Last few yearns thoroughly neseanrnching and analyzing all

possibilities with nregards 2o §Lood contrhol f{eatures {§on
Skagit County. From dams on the Sauk Rivern to diking, and
from dredging the niven to what the old timens call the Avon
ByPass plan, {4t would be more appropriate because of 414
Location to nename the plan, the BURLINGTON BYPASS). 1In my
opindon, tne BURLINGTON BYPASS 4is the only fgLood control
option that will ever be implemented in Skagit Couniy.
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A dam on the Sauk Riven 44 out not only because of the Wild
and Scendic desdignation but also because it 4s engineeringly
impossible to budild a concrete Astrnucture that would provdide
100 yean 4Lood protection 4in that anrea, 67% of all Zzhe
steelhead 4in the Skagit spawn to the Sauk River and would be
destroyed, hundreds of homes would have to be destroyed and
the dam 48 cost prohibitive, (approx. cost 200 Zo 400 miflion
of which Local cost would be anywhere from 40 to 80 million.)

For the -committee to wasfe any monre time on the Sauk Rivern -

Dam would be a great 4injustice to the people of Skagit
County. '

Drnedging 44 out because you can't dig the ndivern deep enough
fast enough s0 Long as the dikes set night next to the adven
in ondern fon the channel to handle 240,000 cfs. A physical
as well as an economdc Ampossibility. :

Raising zhe dikes 4is oul because of zthe extreme adverse
{mpacts that has on the community of CLear Lake and zthe
Nookachamp, Sternking HiLL, Samish Rivern farming communities.
No one has the night to divert on otherwise displace Zthe
natural counse of fLoodwaterns at the expense of <thein

nedLghbons. No one. Not communities on private propenty
ownens on diking districts, sub fLood control zones or sitate
or federal or county agencies. No one. This A48 something

that the {Loodplain nresidents of Skagit County anre going Lo
have to come 2o grnips with. That besdides buying private
property ndights you are also buying responsibilities.

e AVON/BURLINGTON BYPASS on ithe other hand 44 2he ore
ornoject whene A4 At was handled properly 45 a project where
evernyone could come out a winner. 1§ all went according to
plan, not only would the entine Lowen valley never again be
dubject 2o {Looding, lorn 4LoodplLain management regulations),
the people of Shagit County would be permarently preserving
60,000 aches of prime agriculture fanmfand (which in and of
itseld would act a magnet {on every food processor, cheese
factony, and canneny on the west coast), creating elight miles
of wetlfands §orn all associated fLora and fauna, creating at
Least one and possibly two §4ish hatchendies, creating one of
the best bass {ishing areas 4in the state (thereby adding zo
the Local toundist economyl. As to the cost facton (60 Lo 90
mAllion), Af the development nights to the farmland (farmland
that 44 never goding to be allowed 2o be developed anyway
unden curnent conditions), wene itraded forn the BYPASS, <the
cost benefit natio woufd be Ao great in favorn of the project
that NO LOCAL MONTIES WOULD BE REQUIRED TO PAY FOR THE
PROJECT.
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The madin justification for building the BURLINGTON BYPASS 4is
that, THATS WHERE THE MAIN FORCE OF THE FLOODWATERS ARE GOING
TO GO ANYWAY. Thats where zthey have went before and no
matien where the dikes break on even Lf by some miracle zthe
dikes would hofd, thats whenre the §Loodwaterns are going to go
agaedin. Besdides mankinds encroachment 4into the area nothing
has altered the fact of where ithe {§Loodwatens will §Low.
Aneas zthat were covered with water £n 1909 will be covenred
with watern again except this time because of the encroachment
of man ({nnesponsible Land use planning), the water in some
places will be deepern and swifter. Taking allf the dams and
dikes and Levees 4in place dinto consdidenation during majon
fLooding events, conditions now are reafly much worse than
they were Ln 1909. ~

Which brdings me to my next topdc; FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT .-

Until 2zthe FlLood Controf Commitiee oh some oither goveanment
agency actually builfds the BURLINGTON BYPASS the onfy thing
available to the people of Shagit County 44 FLOODPLAIN
MANAGEMENT. This 4is nothing mone than an exercise 4Ln commen
sense. A philosophy based on EXISTING CONDITIONS setting the
necesdary nestrdictions and nregufations. There arne those Lin
this county that feel FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT 4s a violation of
thein private propenty nights. The Lrony herne {4 that based
on the principle of no one has the night to §Lood anothens
propenty, FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT 4is Lhe strongest supporten of
paivate property ndights. Skaygit County, namely 2Zhe diking

distrnicts and the cities of Bunfington and Mt Vernon have had

teandible Landuse nreconds. Case 4n point; Bunlingtons
promotion of a hregional shopping centen and soliciting of
state funds for the widening of Garnl Street Lo f4ive Lanes 4in
avw IDENTIFIED FLOOD FLOW PATH OF A MINIMUM OF 61,000 CFS. To-
alfow that kind of 4rnesponsible construction 4n such an
casdly Adentifiable FLOODWAY can only senve Lo {furthen
endangen exdsting snesdidents. Just because <the Burlingion
City Councdf has s0ld out the safety of thein nresddents 4s no
neason that the FlLood Control Comindittee should 54t on zhe
sidelines and allow the Samish Rivern garming community Lo
recedve the bulhk of the 130,000 overflow, which would be the
ultimate end nresult.

Jess, 1 hate to say Lhis, but At s what 1 pensonally feel.
With the exception of the 20,000 dotlars appropriated fon Zhe
expansdon of tne FRood Eanly Wanning System (of which nothing
has been done with yet), and Lthe Anditlating of the process
Jorn Rog fain removal (of which nothing has been done vet), the
FLood Contrnol Commdiitee nas been a jailure Lo the people of
Shagit County.
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This must not be allowed to continue.  There 4s just too much
at stake. The mafondity of the nresidents of our valley have
been Lulled 4Anto a Zernible sense of false securndity.
Admittedly the dams and dires on the Skagit have contributed
greatly to nreducing the high {requency g§Loods. But they will
only hold s0 much water, untif the dams willf have 2zo be
opened and the Levees {ail. FlLood Controf fon the serdious
{Looding events |anything mone sendious than the 1975 14 yean
4Lood) has been a failure.

Unless strnict FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT measures are 4instituted
and followed to the Letten we are inviting and Ain some cases
creating, disasten. Perhaps the Flood Controf Committee
should serndiously consddern nrestructuning and redefining ALts
purpose. 1 pensonally feel that ithe committee should not
~under any circumstances dissolve Ltself but perhaps new bLood
wouldn't hunt. Liaisons with Legislative commitiees and
goveanment agencies snould be set up Lmmediately, on a Local,
county, state and federal Level. The FLood Controf Committee
should be completely Aindependent of any urban orn public wonks
deparntment 4influence. Some anrneas are more dangenrous zthan
othens. These should be didentified by ithe committee and
ranagement hecommendations based on existing conditions made
Z0 the govennding authonity.

Unless this 4s done by June o0f next yearn 1 feel that Skagit
County Sub FLood Contrnof Zones, Diking Districts, and urban
arecs will not be allowed Lo panticipate 4An Lthe 4 miflion
dollan matching funds appropricted by the state Legislature
to be made availfable in June of 19§5.

Jess, because c¢f my ALnvolvement 1 have created extensdive
files on the many {§Lood related ALssues facing our county.
Juszt because 1 have moved out of the Nookachamps and can no
“Longen senve on the FLood Controf Commiftee does not 4in any
way mean that 1 am godng to Astop my efforts to baing about
good, sensible, much needed FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT measures Zo
Shagit County. 1§ 1 can be of any assdistance to you o1 any
future FLood Control Commititee please do noi hesitate to call

me. My {§4ifes are always open 2o the commitiee, the County
Commissdionens, on fon that matter any publdic entity that so
desdines the Ainformation.

1t has been both an honon and a privilege and most definitely
one heff of a Learning expendence for me 2o have served on
the Skagit County FLood Control Advisory Commitilee.
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1 would Like to Leave you with the words of a Local rewspapen
editornial boarnd. "In the yeans of 1906, 1909, 1917 and 1921,
all within the Lifetime of many nesdidents, the mighty Shagit
has approached §Loods of 100 yean §Lood frequency...Floods of
this magnitude have catastrophdic effect, wreaking tremendous
damnage on Skagit County and nresulting in Large scale Loss of
propenty and probably Loss of Life. ... Flood specialist have
tenmed the Skagit Rivenr "a disasten wadting Lo happen.”
e..1§ a majon §Lood occuns, we will pay a cosit almost beyond
ourn present dAdmaginatdion. 1t wilf be a price we can 4LLL
afgornd.”

Jess, 1 am 4in total agreement with the above statement with
the exception of the wornd "IF". 1t should be WHEN.

Respectively submitted;

i .
;/ =) /
',:*’\(L'L,;ZQ ;2 e e Ul
Lanny “T*Kunzlex
1899 Stackpole Road
Mt Vennon 98273

ce:  Skagdt County Commissionens
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