


































































































From:
To: PDS comments
Subject: Regarding Proposed Marblemount Quarry
Date: Tuesday, March 26, 2019 5:11:47 PM

Dear Commissioners,
Greetings! 
I am commenting on the following permits:
PL19-0032 and PL19 -0033, 0046, 0046
BP 19-0070
As a college student who cares deeply about protecting our county's beautiful ecosystems, I
respectfully oppose the Marblemount Quarry.
I ask you to require a full environmental impact statement of the effects of the project on the
river and its salmon. Also, the chip bed roadbed of the Rockpoort-Cascade Road was never
designed for that volume or weight of truck, and this road is thus likely to be heavily
impacted. 

This quarry would not be beneficial for our community as it would increase truck traffic and
noise pollution (and thus threaten our outdoor tourism industry, which my community relies
upon for its income). Please once again, require an EIS for the Quarry!
Thanks for your time and kind consideration,
Rebecca Canright

-- 
Did you know that hummingbirds, dragonflies, dogs and butterflies can all see in ultraviolet
wavelengths?
"One touch of nature makes the whole world kin." -William Shakespeare

Peace, compassion and love for all beings.





From:
To: PDS comments
Subject: Re: Regarding Proposed Marblemount Quarry
Date: Tuesday, March 26, 2019 5:14:26 PM

Apologies, I neglected to include my mailing address:
, Rockport, WA 98283

The project I am commenting on, just to be clear, is:
Kiewet Infrastructure Quarry operation near Marblemount

On Tue, Mar 26, 2019 at 5:11 PM Rebecca Canright <
wrote:

Dear Commissioners,
Greetings! 
I am commenting on the following permits:
PL19-0032 and PL19 -0033, 0046, 0046
BP 19-0070
As a college student who cares deeply about protecting our county's beautiful ecosystems, I
respectfully oppose the Marblemount Quarry.
I ask you to require a full environmental impact statement of the effects of the project on the
river and its salmon. Also, the chip bed roadbed of the Rockpoort-Cascade Road was never
designed for that volume or weight of truck, and this road is thus likely to be heavily
impacted. 

This quarry would not be beneficial for our community as it would increase truck traffic and
noise pollution (and thus threaten our outdoor tourism industry, which my community relies
upon for its income). Please once again, require an EIS for the Quarry!
Thanks for your time and kind consideration,
Rebecca Canright

-- 
Did you know that hummingbirds, dragonflies, dogs and butterflies can all see in ultraviolet
wavelengths?
"One touch of nature makes the whole world kin." -William Shakespeare

Peace, compassion and love for all beings.

-- 
Did you know that hummingbirds, dragonflies, dogs and butterflies can all see in ultraviolet
wavelengths?
"One touch of nature makes the whole world kin." -William Shakespeare



Peace, compassion and love for all beings.





From: Linda Castell
To: PDS comments
Subject: Kiewit Infrastructure C0. Quarry at 59252 Rockport Cascade Rd. PL 19-0032,0033,0046 and BP-19 0070
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 5:19:01 PM

0Dear Skagit County Commissioners,
My husband, Robert Huet, and I own a cabin at , approximately 3/4 of a
mile from the proposed quarry.  Our concerns about this quarry are1) traffic congestion and
degradation of the Rockport Cascade Rd. (RC Rd.); 2) noise pollution; 3) worsening air and
water quality; 4) impact on the wildlife and endangered salmon.
The traffic Impact Analysis report of the Proposal estimates that 260 vehicle trips will be
made daily 6 days a week (1,560 trips total/week) The RC Rd. is a chipped, sealed road with
no shoulders. Where are the bicyclists and pedestrians supposed to go when confronted with
those big trucks? Who is going to be responsible for maintaining the road  or repairing the
damage done by those heavy trucks?  What plans do you have to monitor the increased traffic
from the quarry and ensure all those vehicles are complying with speed limits?  How safe will
it be for the children being transported on buses 4 times daily to embark and disembark?
I am especially concerned about the noise pollution, particularly the blasting.  We bought the
cabin as a place to enjoy the peace and quiet with our dogs.  We spend most weekends year
round and several weeks there every summer. We have an older dog who is terrified of
gunshots.  Thus we could no longer use the cabin with our dogs while blasting occurs.  Sound
carries very well in this valley and the Sound analysis report of the proposal was really
primarily conjecture, not based on fact.  With the noise, traffic congestion, probable dust and
decreased water quality, our property would likely suffer decreased value and be difficult for
us to sell even at a loss.
The proposed quarry is in an area which is often windy.  The afternoon winds are likely to
bring dust and exhaust fumes right toward our homes.  It is difficult to understand how during
rain storms leaks of fuel,blasting chemicals, etc. will not occur and affect our local aquifer and
the Skagit River.  We are all downhill from this quarry and most of us rely on shallow wells
for our water supply.  Who is going to monitor the wells and aquifer to ensure our water
supply stays safe?
I am especially concerned how the noise, air and water pollution would impact fish and the
wildlife habitat on adjacent lands.  We often see evidence of black bears on our property and I
have seen them crossing the RC Rd. west of the quarry area.  Currently, a big effort is
occurring to increase salmon runs and ensure more salmon for the Orcas to feed on.  I fear that
this quarry could negatively impact those efforts.
We sincerely hope that you will not allow this quarry to go forward.

Sincerely,
Linda Castell

Bow, WA  

















From: Kirsten Rice
To: PDS comments
Subject: Proposed Marblemount Mine
Date: Tuesday, March 26, 2019 8:20:45 PM

Hello,

I’d like to comment on the following:

—SEPA application: PL19-0032

— Grading application: BP19-0070

— Forest practice conversion application: PL19-0047

— Mining special use permit: PL19-0033

This is a terrible idea. The conclusion that the impact on highway traffic and noise pollution
would be negligible is ridiculous, and such disruption of a forest ecosystem close to the Skagit
River shows a lack of foresight. Please do not approve of the expansion of this quarry. 

Kirsten Colton 

Concrete, WA 98237

Sent from my iPhone





























































From:
To: PDS comments
Subject: Mine expansion proposed near Marblemount
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 12:47:01 PM

We're asking for an extension of the public comment period under SEPA due to the quantity
of documents to review and the limited time provided.
We're asking for a Determination of Significance under WAC197-11-330 and to require an
Environmental Impact Statement due to the significant effect on the local environment,
especially considering the quiet, remote nature of the surrounding community and
environment. This would require much more extensive review and public comment before
the project could proceed.

Skagit County resident
Benjamin edwards





























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































From: Kathleen Howe
To: PDS comments
Subject: Re: expansion of quarry
Date: Friday, March 29, 2019 1:47:00 PM

To whom it may concern;

I am opposed to the expansion of the rock quarry. I lived in Marblemount and worked for
NOCA and know the area well. These are the reasons I am opposed to the projected expansion
of the rock quarry on the Rockport/Cascade Road.

Traffic. This road is already dangerous, particularly in the winter and spring, with icy
conditions, and in the summer, with tourist conditions. With the number of trucks
moving rock on a daily basis the incidence of accidents will surely increase, along with
the possibility of accidents that result in mortalities
Residential effects: the noise from blasting will surely create noise issues for those who
live in this area. Residents fo the Upper Skagit put up with a lot of adversity as far as
conveniences, so they can enjoy the natural beauty and serenity of this area. A quarry
that involves logging operations, blasting, and multiple truck trips a day will cause
significant adverse effects for this community.
Wildlife: the area is adjacent to a national park. Let’s put nature and wildlife before
humans for a change.
Pollution: The Skagit River is a wild and scenic river with all five species of pacific
salmon using it (or Baker Lake) as a spawning grounds. Potential runoff and dust from
operations may have an adverse impact on the river. 

There seems to me to be plenty of areas to quarry rock that would be more fitting that this site.
The expansion of the quarry will adversely impact those communities living in the Upper
Skagit. I am opposed to the expansion of this quarry.

Sincerely,
Kathleen Howe







From: Ross Hudson
To: PDS comments
Subject: Marblemount Quarry request for comment period extension
Date: Sunday, March 24, 2019 10:01:23 AM

I request that the public input/comment period for the proposed Marblemount Quarry be extended an additional 30
days to allow public proposal review.  I am a property owner near the proposed site.

Ross Hudson

Seattle, WA 98136

Sent from my iPad

















From: Lauren Jaye
To: PDS comments
Subject: Opposed to Marblemount Quarry
Date: Wednesday, March 27, 2019 1:17:55 PM

Hello,
I lived in Marblemount for 8 years and feel very strongly about the quality
of life and potential environmental impact of a quarry. I am opposed to
the quarry and am urging the county to get an EIS and to consider the
impact of noise, tourism, road safety etc of this project.
Thank you,
Lauren Jaye
 

















From: Nora K
To: PDS comments
Subject: "Kiewet Infrastructure Quarry operation near Marblemount, Permit PL19-0033"
Date: Tuesday, March 26, 2019 1:10:59 PM

to: pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us

Subj: "Kiewet Infrastructure Quarry operation near Marblemount, Permit PL19-0033"
 
To whom it may concern:
 
I am writing in regard to the proposed expanded quarry on Rockport Cascade Road. I am a property
owner in Rockport 
 
First, I would like additonal time to review this complex project in our valley. I did not hear about it
until Friday March 22 from someone on Facebook, and comments are due on Friday March 29. This
is not enough time to review the extensive documentation available on the County website
supporting the application, and further, the County should have been promoting this information as
it came available so that members of the community would not be so surprised by the application
and the impacts of the project.
 
From what I have been able to glean from the documents available (again, not enough time to read
in depth), I am concerned about the storage of blasting explosives and fuel (10,000 + 3,000 + 1,500
gallons) in a rural and forested environment in the Upper Skagit. Should an accident happen, it
would fall on the Rockport Volunteer Fire Department and Marblemount Volunteer Fire
Department to respond. The level of training and equipment required for such a response is above
and beyond what is currently available in the community. Furthermore, the siting of the explosive
storage is near a forested property line. Forest fire is a real and increasing risk to the valley, and this
location has actually recently burned in 1998! In the event of a forest fire, the storage of explosives
and fuel will put wildland fire fighters at undue risk, as well as distract from their true task of
protecting life and property.
 
I am concerned about the haul route for this quarry. The turn from Hwy 530 to westbound Hwy 20 is
a difficult intersection. I have had numerous close calls there myself. To be able to sufficiently see
traffic coming from the east, I must steer my car slightly eastbound as I approach the stop sign
(something a large truck cannot do), then turn left/westbound when the opportunity arises. Sight
lines are difficult. Add to that the endless caravan of tourists and RVs heading over the pass to the
Methow Valley during a peak summer weekend, and I see either long delays at the intersection, or
worse, a traffic accident at a high-speed highway. Please pursue safety improvements to this
intersection to allow such massive (heavy, slow to accelerate) and long trucks to make this
dangerous turn. How are the sightlines from eastbound Hwy 20 onto Hwy 530? We know that the
intersection of Farm to Market and Josh Wilson has dangerous and fatal issues due to the turn lane
and large trucks obstructing the view of traffic travelling through, resulting in car accidents with
casualties. Will turning trucks create a similar blind spot? 
 
Should the trucks use an alternate route to avoid the difficult 530/20 intersection, they would be



travelling over the Cascade River Bridge and Marblemount Skagit River Bridge. The Marblemount
Bridge seems narrow, old, and frail. This is supported by the Traffic Report for this project which calls
the bridge functionally obsolete. Is this bridge wide enough for 2 passing quarry trucks? Is this
bridge strong enough for 2 passing quarry trucks (one loaded one not)? It seems that regular and
repeated traffic by such massive (tons and tons, day after day) loaded trucks would put undue and
perhaps unsafe strain on the old Marblemount Bridge. Should the bridge be rendered a one-lane
bridge, where one quarry truck would wait for the second the pass, I have concerns about the tail-
end of a truck sticking out into Highway 20.  The proximity of the Hwy 20 intersection to the end of
the Marblemount Bridge (about 100 feet) doesn’t seem to leave enough space for a truck to wait for
an oncoming truck. Please study these scenarios to avoid any unsafe traffic on the bridge or
complications to safe traffic patterns in the area. 

I am concerned about the effects of blasting on fish in the Skagit River. We know that noise in the
Puget Sound and ocean have a strong negative effect on whales and fish. What does the impact of
blasting do to fish in the Skagit River and associated wetlands, Illabot Creek, or the Cascade River?
These waterbodies are important spawning and rearing areas to our endangered fish. Does blasting
and resulting sound waves affect their ability to home into their spawning grounds? Encourge them
to travel elsewhere to spawn and/or rear? These are a precious and endangered resource, and we
must be sure that mining rock does not come at the expense of our Skagit runs of fish.
 
I am concerned about the deposition of dust on spawning grounds. Fine sediment reduces the
quality and quantity of desirable spawning gravels. The proximity to spawning grounds in Illabot
Creek (downwind of project area during the typical Oct-March spawning season), and to the Cascade
River and its critically endangered run of summer Chinook during the May-September months when
the prevailing winds switch direction.
 
With regard to visual impacts, I will be affected at my property on Conrad Road, per the Visual
Resources Report. While I am disappointed by this, I am more concerned about the visual impacts on
the valley and the resulting impact to tourism in the valley. For one, picture this, that iconic stretch
of Hwy 20 just east of Rockport, as one heads east passing the little chapel with the view of the
mountains, Johnson’s cattle pasture on your left and the turquoise Skagit River on your right and you
are coming up on the gorgeous rows of Cascadian Farms blueberries with Eldorado and all the glory
of the snowy North Cascades spread out before you. Yes, it is time for an ice cream cone, lets get out
of the car…..and what is that ?!? That quarry is going to be staring down at this iconic vista, one so
special it graces cereal boxes and bags of granola nationwide, in its unspoiled beauty. But it will be
spoiled. Will this affect tourism? Maybe not such a special place for an ice cream cone? Not such a
nice reach to raft to view bald eagles with the background blasting of the quarry operations. Will the
eagles tolerate the noise, or will they travel on, too?
 
The SEPA Recreation analysis is significantly lacking in depth and scope as it limits the description
of recreation to fly fishing. That is it, fly fishing?!? There is also a good deal of visitation and
recreation on the river for spin fishing, not to mention bird and eagle watching, river rafting during
the winter eagle watching festival, summer canoeing and kayaking, fall foliage scenic drives, and
scenic drives in general. The SEPA states that no recreational uses will be displaced. Do we know this
to be true? If the quarry affects eagles in the reach, won’t it affect recreational bird watching? I



don’t know how else to describe a scenic drive other than as recreation, but quite a few people do
that. They go out of their way to drive Highway 20 instead of Highway 2, and stop for ice cream and
picnics. If the drive isn’t so scenic, will they still recreate in the upper Skagit Valley? Please expand
the SEPA analysis of recreation to better represent the actual opportunities (and resulting economic
impacts and employment opportunities) in the upper Skagit Valley.
 
I am also concerned about the potential expansion of this project in the future beyond what is
presently proposed, the so-called ‘Future Phase’ described in the Project Description. The report
states that this would require an expansion of the Mineral Resource Overlay and Amendment to
the Comprehensive Plan. I am concerned about this process and the outcomes it might bring. I am
especially concerned that I would not be aware of this amendment process and be able to
participate and comment. How will the public be informed of this proposed amendment? Is it
already proposed and underway? It is not fair to expect the general public to be able to track all
things Comprehensive Planning, when it might affect us directly. Can the County send notifications
to those within proximity to this proposed change?
 
Now, this project will likely happen. It is properly zoned (Mineral overlay) and privately owned by a
big company that knows how to sell rocks. How do we know this will benefit the community? How
many living wage jobs will this create? Will this SW Washington company bring SW Washington
employees? Will the construction workers come from the greater Seattle area? Or employ local
residents in the depressed upriver economy? This part of the County has needed quality,
dependable, year-round employment options for decades – will this opportunity pass us by as well?
 
All in all, this is a very large project. There will be complicated outcomes. Because of this, I am left
wondering, why not an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)? Compiling all the impacts, both
good and bad, would help the community and the County better understand what is planned and be
more precise and measured in any conditions or mitigation required. Please consider requiring an
EIS to study this project to ensure the character of the upper valley is not sacrificed in the interest of
one privately owned venture.
 
Thank you very much for taking the time to read my letter and consider my concerns.
 
Sincerely,
Nora Kammer

 Bow WA 98232 (mailing)
 Rockport, WA 98283 (local)







From: Michael Keane
To: PDS comments
Subject: I am against the proposed mine near Marblemount.
Date: Wednesday, March 27, 2019 8:47:53 AM

I live approximately one to two miles from the proposed site, in Marblemount. I believe this mine would affect the
value of my property in a very negative way. I believe the best economic benefit for this area is tourism, not large
industrial projects. I’m concerned about the environmental impacts and the impacts of blasting. Why not find
suitable material further away from rural areas in which people would be negatively impacted?

Thank you,

Michael Keane



From: Michael Keane
To: PDS comments
Subject: Marblemount Mine Expansion PL19-0032 BP19-0070 PL19-0047 PL19-0033
Date: Friday, March 29, 2019 10:56:00 AM

I am against the proposed mine expansion adjacent to the existing rock quarry near Marblemount
Washington.
 
I live very close to the proposed expansion. I fear my quality of life will be diminished, my property
value will be negatively affected, and the structures on my property could be in jeopardy due to
vibrations from blasting.
 
I am concerned about the increased traffic and damage to already marginal rural roads.
 
I am concerned about increased noise and air pollution.
 
I feel that the area and tax base would be better served via tourism than heavy industry. It’s my
belief that a project such as this could negatively affect tourism and thus local businesses in the area.
 
There is a lot of rock in the North Cascade mountain range; there is also a lot of area. I feel that a
project such as this should be located further away from developed areas such as Marblemount.
 
Thank you,
 
Michael Keane

Marblemount, Washington 98267































































From: editorial@europeanweekly.net
To: PDS comments
Subject: Comments on the Marblemount Quarry
Date: Friday, March 29, 2019 10:23:37 PM

To whom it may concern:

I am writing in regard to the proposed expanded quarry on Rockport Cascade
Road.

I am not a resident of this area, but as a very active member of a large
mountaineering as well as a hiking group, I visit this area very often
along with fellow climbers and hikers.

Each time we visit, we are amazed about how beautiful the region is. The
area has offered many recreational possibilities to many of us living in
the Greater Seattle area. And each time we come and climb, hike, backpack,
we love to stop in Marblemount for dinner or even stay for a few nights.

The thought of this incredibly beautiful area (and refuge for so many from
the urban area) being considered for a stone mining company is deeply
concerning.  I'm almost certain that the impact on the area and
particularly on ts residents will be negatively felt.  For instance,
according to a Traffic Impact Analysis employee and hauling traffic would
go up to 260 vehicles each day. This is a significant increase to the
traffic that this area is currently seeing.  I further read that blasting
would occur up to six times per day during construction of the access road
and once or twice during mining operations. Although a sound analysis
claims otherwise, I am almost certain that this drastic increase of
traffic will surely be felt and heard by its residents.

I can't even begin to imagine what environmental impact a big operation
like this one would have on the region. With a rapidly vanishing natural
world, we need to make sure that we safeguard our natural resources as
best as we can. Skagit River has spawning populations of all 5 species of
pacific salmon, some of them endangered.

I truly hope you will reconsider your plans for many reasons: for the
residents who have chosen to move out there so they can live as close to
nature as possible (and for some the dream of living close to nature has
also turned into their livelihoods); for tourists like myself who depend
on natural areas like this for recreational purposes, and for its natural
diversity (fauna and flora) this region has to offer.

Thank you very much.

Martina Law



































































From: Anthony McColl
To: PDS comments
Cc: John Cooper
Subject: Kiewit Infrastructure Quarry operation near Marblemount
Date: Friday, March 29, 2019 4:38:55 PM

Good Afternoon,

Concerning: Kiewit Infrastructure Quarry operation near Marblemount

I believe that the Quarry will have a negative impact on our community and safety. There could be
75 to 150 haul truck trips to and from the site. How will this affect traffic in our area? How will it
affect traffic and tourism along Hwy 20 to I-5?  Also, with more traffic, who will enforce speed and
safety along this rural road? We have school buses serving children within close proximity of the
quarry 4 times a day.

Increased traffic will no doubt have an impact on our roads. Kiewit has no plan for maintaining or
repairing damage to the road. The traffic will not just affect Rockport Cascade Road. It will also affect
Concrete, Lyman, Hamilton, and Sedro Woolley. The trucks will likely take Cook Road to get to I-5.

Rockport Cascade Road is a popular place for local cyclists, joggers, and walkers. I’m concerned
about our safety as increased traffic along this road exposes us to a higher risk of accidents. Since
Rockport Cascade Road is chipsealed it has different weight limitations. Have any studies been done
on the weight limit in regards to the trucks.

There are several people within close proximity to the quarry site that have vulnerable health
conditions; we have multiple families with small children, there are two young children with Down
syndrome within a mile of the quarry (one has a heart condition, stimulus noise sensitivity, and
breathing issues), individuals fighting cancer, someone with MS, Seniors, and Veterans (many of
whom have been traumatized by explosions while serving our country). 

Sincerely, 

Anthony McColl

, Marblemount WA  





From: Christina Mccall
To: PDS comments
Cc: John Cooper
Subject: Kiewit Infrastructure Quarry operation near Marblemount
Date: Friday, March 29, 2019 4:32:27 PM

Good Afternoon,

I’m concerned about the geological impact of the Quarry.

How will the mining and blasting affect the hills around us? Can we expect another Oso? We just had
the anniversary of the Oso landslide and I’m concerned of the impact the blasting/mining operations
will have on our land. It’s scary to think of another event like the Oso mudslide happening near my
family. I looked though the material provided and according to their own data, the quarry is located
on a Landslide Hazard Critical Area, a Seismic Hazard Critical Area, and an Erosion Hazard Critical
Area. Their reports say that “Rockfall hazards could be encountered during the road building and
quarrying activities as well as potentially occurring intermittently without obvious triggers”, and that,
“Seismic Hazards Seismic activity is likely to occur in the vicinity of the subject area in the future. The
magnitude of seismicity may range for small, imperceptible events to significant ground motion for
larger magnitude events. During significant ground motion, rockfall and other landsliding may result
as well as potential liquefaction of saturated soils”. Furthermore, the report says that a, “Potential
risk to the public may exist from rockfall hazard occurrence”. The report also says that, “Rockfall
occurrence will be greatest during the road construction” and that “The geotechnical analysis cannot
be completed until the access road is complete to allow for the investigation”. Since the
geotechnical analysis has not been completed, we don’t know the true scope of how dangerous the
quarry will be or what we can expect.  I am very concerned about my family’s safety as well as the
safety of everyone in my community. We are located within two miles of the Quarry. The nearest
family is located within 600 ft.

It’s also scary to think that there is a potential for water contamination. The report says that the
groundwater is 28 ft. below the quarry with access to the Skagit River. This home is my children’s
legacy and part of our family’s story. How do I know that it be safe? Kiewit wants to mine for the
next 100 years. Our families will be here after they are gone. How will they ensure that there will not
be a spill or pollution from their operations? How will they leave the site after they are gone? Are
there plans or finances put in place to restore the land or clean up any pollution? 

Christina McColl
, Marblemount WA





From: George
To: PDS comments
Cc: John Cooper
Subject: Stop Marblemount Quarry
Date: Friday, March 29, 2019 4:24:38 PM

Good Afternoon,

 Concerning the Kiewit Infrastructure Quarry operation near Marblemount

I’m concerned about the levels of noise and vibration pollution. Kiewit says that vibrations will not
affect local residences because there are no local residences within 50ft and that their vibration
levels (from the mining and their trucks)  are within a category 2 Residential construction criteria
(nothing above 80 Vbd). The closest residence is within 600 ft. and there are 30 residences within ¾
mile. Vbd decrease at a rate of 6 Vbd per doubling distance. If we can experience a Vbd of 80 within
50 ft., then it would stand within reason that we would experience 56 Vbd within 800 ft. If the
average urban neighborhood is at a level of 50 to 70 Vbd, I’m confused why the report submitted by
Kiewit states that there will be no impact to residences outside of the 50 ft. radius.

In Marblemount, you can hear the sound of someone shooting a gun 2 miles away because of the
way the sound echoes off of the valley. How will the sound of a mining operation be different? I’m
concerned because the noise pollution from the mining operation will be 12 – 24 hours per day, 6
days a week and the closest residence is within 600 ft. The sounds of blasting, mining activity and
traffic noise will negatively impact our community. Our community is made up of elderly, young
families, veterans, and multi-generational families. These groups are sensitive to these types of
sounds.

As property owners, we are concerned about the way the quarry will negatively impact our property
values. No one will want to buy a house within two miles of a quarry.

George A McColl
, Marblemount WA





From: George
To: PDS comments
Cc: John Cooper
Subject: Kiewit Infrastructure Quarry operation near Marblemount
Date: Friday, March 29, 2019 4:26:05 PM

Good Afternoon,
 

Concerning the Kiewit Infrastructure Quarry operation near Marblemount

I’m concerned about the levels of noise and vibration pollution. Kiewit says that vibrations will not
affect local residences because there are no local residences within 50ft and that their vibration
levels (from the mining and their trucks)  are within a category 2 Residential construction criteria
(nothing above 80 Vbd). The closest residence is within 600 ft. and there are 30 residences within ¾
mile. Vbd decrease at a rate of 6 Vbd per doubling distance. If we can experience a Vbd of 80 within
50 ft., then it would stand within reason that we would experience 56 Vbd within 800 ft. If the
average urban neighborhood is at a level of 50 to 70 Vbd, I’m confused why the report submitted by
Kiewit states that there will be no impact to residences outside of the 50 ft. radius.

In Marblemount, you can hear the sound of someone shooting a gun 2 miles away because of the
way the sound echoes off of the valley. How will the sound of a mining operation be different? I’m
concerned because the noise pollution from the mining operation will be 12 – 24 hours per day, 6
days a week and the closest residence is within 600 ft. The sounds of blasting, mining activity and
traffic noise will negatively impact our community. Our community is made up of elderly, young
families, veterans, and multi-generational families. These groups are sensitive to these types of
sounds.

As property owners, we are concerned about the way the quarry will negatively impact our property
values. No one will want to buy a house within two miles of a quarry.

George A McColl
, Marblemount WA





From:
To: PDS comments
Cc: John Cooper
Subject: Concerning the Kiewit Infrastructure Quarry
Date: Friday, March 29, 2019 4:53:18 PM

Good Afternoon, 

Concerning the Kiewit Infrastructure Quarry operation near Marblemount  
I’m concerned how the Quarry will affect the wildlife in our area. First of all, the noise
pollution from the blasting, trucking traffic, and mining will also have an impact on our
wildlife. The local fishery is trying to support salmon growth within our area and the
vibrations/noise levels will negatively impact this project. Kiewit is applying for a 100 year
permit. What will be the 100 year impact to our wildlife, water, and land from the noise and
vibration levels? Our area contains federally protected species such as the Gray Wolf and
Fisher. We also have peregrine falcons nesting in this area. Also, this will drive away the deer
and encourage animals like bear and wolves to hunt closer to well-populated areas. I’m
concerned about safety. 
Also our water and Air quality will significantly diminish as operations begin. In the past few
years, we have already had a hard time with pollution from the forest fires. Dust and exhaust
fumes from the quarry will be blown into residential areas.  Also, how will leaks from fuel,
blasting chemicals, etc. be kept from our ground water and the Skagit River? What is Kiewit’s
plan if there is a spill? Has Kiewit been involved in water contamination from their mining
operations before? If there is a spill, how will it affect our safety and surrounding wildlife?
Sincerely, 
Holly McColl

, Marblemount WA  



From: Mackenzie McColl
To: PDS comments
Cc: John Cooper
Subject: Kiewit Infrastructure Quarry operation near Marblemount
Date: Friday, March 29, 2019 4:34:08 PM

Good Afternoon,

I’m very concerned about the Quarry proposed by Kiewit Infrastructure.

The application materials state that mining will be conducted from 6am to 6pm, but that doesn’t
mean that all noise coming from the quarry will end at 6pm. Equipment Operation could continue
until 12am. They also say that operations may be conducted outside business hours but they will be
limited and in short-time duration. How can we enforce this? What can we expect when they say
operations outside of business hours will be during “limited, short-duration time periods”? What
protection/resources do we have if operations are conducted on a more frequent level outside of
business hours? Technically, the quarry can be in operation for 24 hours – mining can be conducted
all day and then equipment operations will continue throughout the night as the trucks are loaded,
not to mention the generators that will be used since the site has no power.

Also, the application materials only mention the total truck loads and are unclear about the total
vehicle traffic that will be generated by the quarry. Are the noise level assessments based only on
the 75 loads per day? Also, do the noise level assessments take into consideration the use of
compression release engine breaks? We are in a quiet area. In urban areas, the noise of trucking,
mining and blasting horns might be easy to ignore (or be drowned out by other noises), but we live
in a very quiet community. You can hear when your neighbor is cutting down a tree.

I also don’t think the trucks will be as quiet as the report indicates. A coal company in the Northeast
lists their trucks as running at 115 decibels while Kiewit shows that theirs will run at 45. This doesn’t
really make sense.

We have small children in the area. I’m concerned about their water being contaminated by the fuel
and blasting chemicals. We have no water utility in the nearby homes. Instead, we rely on relatively
shallow wells. If there is contamination, what do we do? Is there a plan in place? Kiewit is requesting
a 100 year permit. Do they have a way to keep our water safe for the next 100 years? How about the
Skagit River? 

Sincerely, 

Mackenzie McColl

 Marblemount WA  













































































From: Rose Oliver
To: PDS comments
Subject: Kiewet Infrastructure Quarry operation near Marblemount, Permit PL19-0033
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 7:44:26 AM

To whom it may concern,

I am writing in regard to the proposed expanded quarry on Rockport Cascade Road. I was born and
raised in Marblemount and the beauty and serenity of the area is incomparable. This quarry would do
great damage to the environment and the community. 

First, I would like additional time to review this complex project in our valley. I did not hear about it
until yesterday from someone on Facebook, and comments are due tomorrow. This is not enough time
to review the extensive documentation available on the County website supporting the application, and
further, the County should have been promoting this information as it came available so that members
of the community would not be so surprised by the application and the impacts of the project.

I am concerned about the storage of blasting explosives and fuel (10,000 + 3,000 + 1,500 gallons) in a
rural and forested environment in the Upper Skagit. Should an accident happen, it would fall on the
Rockport Volunteer Fire Department and Marblemount Volunteer Fire Department to respond. The
level of training and equipment required for such a response is above and beyond what is currently
available in the community. Furthermore, the siting of the explosive storage is near a forested property
line. Forest fire is a real and increasing risk to the valley, and this location has actually recently burned
in 1998! In the event of a forest fire, the storage of explosives and fuel will put wild land fire fighters at
undue risk, as well as distract from their true task of protecting life and property.

I am concerned about the haul route for this quarry. The turn from Hwy 530 to westbound Hwy 20 is a
difficult intersection. I have had numerous close calls there myself. To be able to sufficiently see traffic
coming from the east, I must steer my car slightly eastbound as I approach the stop sign (something a
large truck cannot do), then turn left/westbound when the opportunity arises. Sight lines are difficult.
Add to that the endless caravan of tourists and RVs heading over the pass to the Methow Valley during
a peak summer weekend, and I see either long delays at the intersection, or worse, a traffic accident at a
high-speed highway. Please pursue safety improvements to this intersection to allow such massive
(heavy, slow to accelerate) and long trucks to make this dangerous turn. How are the sight lines from
eastbound Hwy 20 onto Hwy 530? We know that the intersection of Farm to Market and Josh Wilson
has dangerous and fatal issues due to the turn lane and large trucks obstructing the view of traffic
travelling through, resulting in car accidents with casualties. Will turning trucks create a similar blind
spot?

Should the trucks use an alternate route to avoid the difficult 530/20 intersection, they would be
travelling over the Cascade River Bridge and Marblemount Skagit River Bridge. The Marblemount
Bridge seems narrow, old, and frail. This is supported by the Traffic Report for this project which calls
the bridge functionally obsolete. Is this bridge wide enough for 2 passing quarry trucks? Is this bridge
strong enough for 2 passing quarry trucks (one loaded one not)? It seems that regular and repeated
traffic by such massive (tons and tons, day after day) loaded trucks would put undue and perhaps unsafe
strain on the old Marblemount Bridge. Should the bridge be rendered a one-lane bridge, where one
quarry truck would wait for the second the pass, I have concerns about the tail-end of a truck sticking
out into Highway 20. The proximity of the Hwy 20 intersection to the end of the Marblemount Bridge
(about 100 feet) doesn’t seem to leave enough space for a truck to wait for an oncoming truck. Please
study these scenarios to avoid any unsafe traffic on the bridge or complications to safe traffic patterns in
the area.



I am concerned about the effects of blasting on fish in the Skagit River. We know that noise in the
Puget Sound and ocean have a strong negative effect on whales and fish. What does the impact of
blasting do to fish in the Skagit River and associated wetlands, Illabot Creek, or the Cascade River?
These water bodies are important spawning and rearing areas to our endangered fish. Does blasting and
resulting sound waves affect their ability to home into their spawning grounds? Encourage them to
travel elsewhere to spawn and/or rear? These are a precious and endangered resource, and we must be
sure that mining rock does not come at the expense of our Skagit runs of fish.

I am concerned about the deposition of dust on spawning grounds. Fine sediment reduces the quality
and quantity of desirable spawning gravels. The proximity to spawning grounds in Illabot Creek
(downwind of project area during the typical Oct-March spawning season), and to the Cascade River
and its critically endangered run of summer Chinook during the May-September months when the
prevailing winds switch direction.

With regard to visual impacts, I will be affected at my property on Conrad Road, per the Visual
Resources Report. While I am disappointed by this, I am more concerned about the visual impacts on
the valley and the resulting impact to tourism in the valley. For one, picture this, that iconic stretch of
Hwy 20 just east of Rockport, as one heads east passing the little chapel with the view of the mountains,
Johnson’s cattle pasture on your left and the turquoise Skagit River on your right and you are coming
up on the gorgeous rows of Cascadian Farms blueberries with Eldorado and all the glory of the snowy
North Cascades spread out before you. Yes, it is time for an ice cream cone, lets get out of the
car…..and what is that ?!? That quarry is going to be staring down at this iconic vista, one so special it
graces cereal boxes and bags of granola nationwide, in its unspoiled beauty. But it will be spoiled. Will
this affect tourism? Maybe not such a special place for an ice cream cone? Not such a nice reach to raft
to view bald eagles with the background blasting of the quarry operations. Will the eagles tolerate the
noise, or will they travel on, too?

The SEPA Recreation analysis is significantly lacking in depth and scope as it limits the description of
recreation to fly fishing. That is it, fly fishing?!? There is also a good deal of visitation and recreation
on the river for spin fishing, not to mention bird and eagle watching, river rafting during the winter
eagle watching festival, summer canoeing and kayaking, fall foliage scenic drives, and scenic drives in
general. The SEPA states that no recreational uses will be displaced. Do we know this to be true? If the
quarry affects eagles in the reach, won’t it affect recreational bird watching? I don’t know how else to
describe a scenic drive other than as recreation, but quite a few people do that. They go out of their way
to drive Highway 20 instead of Highway 2, and stop for ice cream and picnics. If the drive isn’t so
scenic, will they still recreate in the upper Skagit Valley? Please expand the SEPA analysis of
recreation to better represent the actual opportunities (and resulting economic impacts and employment
opportunities) in the upper Skagit Valley.

I am also concerned about the potential expansion of this project in the future beyond what is presently
proposed, the so-called ‘Future Phase’ described in the Project Description. The report states that this
would require an expansion of the Mineral Resource Overlay and Amendment to the Comprehensive
Plan. I am concerned about this process and the outcomes it might bring. I am especially concerned that
I would not be aware of this amendment process and be able to participate and comment. How will the
public be informed of this proposed amendment? Is it already proposed and underway? It is not fair to
expect the general public to be able to track all things Comprehensive Planning, when it might affect us
directly. Can the County send notifications to those within proximity to this proposed change?

All in all, this is a very large project. There will be complicated outcomes. Because of this, I am left
wondering, why not an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)? Compiling all the impacts, both good
and bad, would help the community and the County better understand what is planned and be more



precise and measured in any conditions or mitigation required. Please consider requiring an EIS to
study this project to ensure the character of the upper valley is not sacrificed in the interest of one
privately owned venture.

Thank you. Please take my comments and the comments of many other concerned residents to heart.

Sincerely,

Rose Oliver















From: Diane Percefull
To: PDS comments
Subject: Kiewet Infrastructure Quarry operation near Marblemount, Permit PL19-0033
Date: Tuesday, March 26, 2019 1:33:15 PM

To whom it may concern:
I am writing in regard to the proposed expanded quarry on Rockport Cascade Road. I am a
property owner in Rockport 
First, I would like additonal time to review this complex project in our valley. I did not hear about it
until Friday March 22 from someone on Facebook, and comments are due on Friday March 29.
This is not enough time to review the extensive documentation available on the County website
supporting the application, and further, the County should have been promoting this information
as it came available so that members of the community would not be so surprised by the
application and the impacts of the project.
From what I have been able to glean from the documents available (again, not enough time to
read in depth), I am concerned about the storage of blasting explosives and fuel (10,000 + 3,000
+ 1,500 gallons) in a rural and forested environment in the Upper Skagit. Should an accident
happen, it would fall on the Rockport Volunteer Fire Department and Marblemount Volunteer Fire
Department to respond. The level of training and equipment required for such a response is above
and beyond what is currently available in the community. Furthermore, the siting of the explosive
storage is near a forested property line. Forest fire is a real and increasing risk to the valley, and
this location has actually recently burned in 1998! In the event of a forest fire, the storage of
explosives and fuel will put wildland fire fighters at undue risk, as well as distract from their true
task of protecting life and property.
I am concerned about the haul route for this quarry. The turn from Hwy 530 to westbound Hwy 20
is a difficult intersection. I have had numerous close calls there myself. To be able to sufficiently
see traffic coming from the east, I must steer my car slightly eastbound as I approach the stop
sign (something a large truck cannot do), then turn left/westbound when the opportunity arises.
Sight lines are difficult. Add to that the endless caravan of tourists and RVs heading over the pass
to the Methow Valley during a peak summer weekend, and I see either long delays at the
intersection, or worse, a traffic accident at a high-speed highway. Please pursue safety
improvements to this intersection to allow such massive (heavy, slow to accelerate) and long
trucks to make this dangerous turn. How are the sightlines from eastbound Hwy 20 onto Hwy
530? We know that the intersection of Farm to Market and Josh Wilson has dangerous and fatal
issues due to the turn lane and large trucks obstructing the view of traffic travelling through,
resulting in car accidents with casualties. Will turning trucks create a similar blind spot?
Should the trucks use an alternate route to avoid the difficult 530/20 intersection, they would be
travelling over the Cascade River Bridge and Marblemount Skagit River Bridge. The Marblemount
Bridge seems narrow, old, and frail. This is supported by the Traffic Report for this project which
calls the bridge functionally obsolete. Is this bridge wide enough for 2 passing quarry trucks? Is
this bridge strong enough for 2 passing quarry trucks (one loaded one not)? It seems that regular
and repeated traffic by such massive (tons and tons, day after day) loaded trucks would put undue
and perhaps unsafe strain on the old Marblemount Bridge. Should the bridge be rendered a one-
lane bridge, where one quarry truck would wait for the second the pass, I have concerns about the
tail-end of a truck sticking out into Highway 20. The proximity of the Hwy 20 intersection to the end
of the Marblemount Bridge (about 100 feet) doesn’t seem to leave enough space for a truck to
wait for an oncoming truck. Please study these scenarios to avoid any unsafe traffic on the bridge
or complications to safe traffic patterns in the area.
I am concerned about the effects of blasting on fish in the Skagit River. We know that noise in the



Puget Sound and ocean have a strong negative effect on whales and fish. What does the impact
of blasting do to fish in the Skagit River and associated wetlands, Illabot Creek, or the Cascade
River? These waterbodies are important spawning and rearing areas to our endangered fish.
Does blasting and resulting sound waves affect their ability to home into their spawning grounds?
Encourge them to travel elsewhere to spawn and/or rear? These are a precious and endangered
resource, and we must be sure that mining rock does not come at the expense of our Skagit runs
of fish.
I am concerned about the deposition of dust on spawning grounds. Fine sediment reduces the
quality and quantity of desirable spawning gravels. The proximity to spawning grounds in Illabot
Creek (downwind of project area during the typical Oct-March spawning season), and to the
Cascade River and its critically endangered run of summer Chinook during the May-September
months when the prevailing winds switch direction.
With regard to visual impacts, I will be affected at my property on Conrad Road, per the Visual
Resources Report. While I am disappointed by this, I am more concerned about the visual
impacts on the valley and the resulting impact to tourism in the valley. For one, picture this, that
iconic stretch of Hwy 20 just east of Rockport, as one heads east passing the little chapel with the
view of the mountains, Johnson’s cattle pasture on your left and the turquoise Skagit River on
your right and you are coming up on the gorgeous rows of Cascadian Farms blueberries with
Eldorado and all the glory of the snowy North Cascades spread out before you. Yes, it is time for
an ice cream cone, lets get out of the car…..and what is that ?!? That quarry is going to be staring
down at this iconic vista, one so special it graces cereal boxes and bags of granola nationwide, in
its unspoiled beauty. But it will be spoiled. Will this affect tourism? Maybe not such a special place
for an ice cream cone? Not such a nice reach to raft to view bald eagles with the background
blasting of the quarry operations. Will the eagles tolerate the noise, or will they travel on, too?
The SEPA Recreation analysis is significantly lacking in depth and scope as it limits the
description of recreation to fly fishing. That is it, fly fishing?!? There is also a good deal of
visitation and recreation on the river for spin fishing, not to mention bird and eagle watching, river
rafting during the winter eagle watching festival, summer canoeing and kayaking, fall foliage
scenic drives, and scenic drives in general. The SEPA states that no recreational uses will be
displaced. Do we know this to be true? If the quarry affects eagles in the reach, won’t it affect
recreational bird watching? I don’t know how else to describe a scenic drive other than as
recreation, but quite a few people do that. They go out of their way to drive Highway 20 instead of
Highway 2, and stop for ice cream and picnics. If the drive isn’t so scenic, will they still recreate in
the upper Skagit Valley? Please expand the SEPA analysis of recreation to better represent the
actual opportunities (and resulting economic impacts and employment opportunities) in the upper
Skagit Valley.
I am also concerned about the potential expansion of this project in the future beyond what is
presently proposed, the so-called ‘Future Phase’ described in the Project Description. The report
states that this would require an expansion of the Mineral Resource Overlay and Amendment to
the Comprehensive Plan. I am concerned about this process and the outcomes it might bring. I
am especially concerned that I would not be aware of this amendment process and be able to
participate and comment. How will the public be informed of this proposed amendment? Is it
already proposed and underway? It is not fair to expect the general public to be able to track all
things Comprehensive Planning, when it might affect us directly. Can the County send
notifications to those within proximity to this proposed change?
Now, this project will likely happen. It is properly zoned (Mineral overlay) and privately owned by a
big company that knows how to sell rocks. How do we know this will benefit the community? How
many living wage jobs will this create? Will this SW Washington company bring SW Washington
employees? Will the construction workers come from the greater Seattle area? Or employ local
residents in the depressed upriver economy? This part of the County has needed quality,
dependable, year-round employment options for decades – will this opportunity pass us by as



well?
All in all, this is a very large project. There will be complicated outcomes. Because of this, I am left
wondering, why not an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)? Compiling all the impacts, both
good and bad, would help the community and the County better understand what is planned and
be more precise and measured in any conditions or mitigation required. Please consider requiring
an EIS to study this project to ensure the character of the upper valley is not sacrificed in the
interest of one privately owned venture.

Thank you very much for taking the time to read my letter and consider my concerns.

Diane Percefull



From: Diane Percefull
To: PDS comments
Subject: "Kiewet Infrastructure Quarry operation near Marblemount, Permit PL19-0033"
Date: Tuesday, March 26, 2019 1:45:29 PM

To whom it may concern:
I am writing in regard to the proposed expanded quarry on Rockport Cascade Road. I am a
property owner in Rockport 
First, I would like additonal time to review this complex project in our valley. I did not hear about it
until Friday March 22 from someone on Facebook, and comments are due on Friday March 29.
This is not enough time to review the extensive documentation available on the County website
supporting the application, and further, the County should have been promoting this information
as it came available so that members of the community would not be so surprised by the
application and the impacts of the project.
From what I have been able to glean from the documents available (again, not enough time to
read in depth), I am concerned about the storage of blasting explosives and fuel (10,000 + 3,000
+ 1,500 gallons) in a rural and forested environment in the Upper Skagit. Should an accident
happen, it would fall on the Rockport Volunteer Fire Department and Marblemount Volunteer Fire
Department to respond. The level of training and equipment required for such a response is above
and beyond what is currently available in the community. Furthermore, the siting of the explosive
storage is near a forested property line. Forest fire is a real and increasing risk to the valley, and
this location has actually recently burned in 1998! In the event of a forest fire, the storage of
explosives and fuel will put wildland fire fighters at undue risk, as well as distract from their true
task of protecting life and property.
I am concerned about the haul route for this quarry. The turn from Hwy 530 to westbound Hwy 20
is a difficult intersection. I have had numerous close calls there myself. To be able to sufficiently
see traffic coming from the east, I must steer my car slightly eastbound as I approach the stop
sign (something a large truck cannot do), then turn left/westbound when the opportunity arises.
Sight lines are difficult. Add to that the endless caravan of tourists and RVs heading over the pass
to the Methow Valley during a peak summer weekend, and I see either long delays at the
intersection, or worse, a traffic accident at a high-speed highway. Please pursue safety
improvements to this intersection to allow such massive (heavy, slow to accelerate) and long
trucks to make this dangerous turn. How are the sightlines from eastbound Hwy 20 onto Hwy
530? We know that the intersection of Farm to Market and Josh Wilson has dangerous and fatal
issues due to the turn lane and large trucks obstructing the view of traffic travelling through,
resulting in car accidents with casualties. Will turning trucks create a similar blind spot?
Should the trucks use an alternate route to avoid the difficult 530/20 intersection, they would be
travelling over the Cascade River Bridge and Marblemount Skagit River Bridge. The Marblemount
Bridge seems narrow, old, and frail. This is supported by the Traffic Report for this project which
calls the bridge functionally obsolete. Is this bridge wide enough for 2 passing quarry trucks? Is
this bridge strong enough for 2 passing quarry trucks (one loaded one not)? It seems that regular
and repeated traffic by such massive (tons and tons, day after day) loaded trucks would put undue
and perhaps unsafe strain on the old Marblemount Bridge. Should the bridge be rendered a one-
lane bridge, where one quarry truck would wait for the second the pass, I have concerns about the
tail-end of a truck sticking out into Highway 20. The proximity of the Hwy 20 intersection to the end
of the Marblemount Bridge (about 100 feet) doesn’t seem to leave enough space for a truck to
wait for an oncoming truck. Please study these scenarios to avoid any unsafe traffic on the bridge
or complications to safe traffic patterns in the area.
I am concerned about the effects of blasting on fish in the Skagit River. We know that noise in the
Puget Sound and ocean have a strong negative effect on whales and fish. What does the impact
of blasting do to fish in the Skagit River and associated wetlands, Illabot Creek, or the Cascade



River? These waterbodies are important spawning and rearing areas to our endangered fish.
Does blasting and resulting sound waves affect their ability to home into their spawning grounds?
Encourge them to travel elsewhere to spawn and/or rear? These are a precious and endangered
resource, and we must be sure that mining rock does not come at the expense of our Skagit runs
of fish.
I am concerned about the deposition of dust on spawning grounds. Fine sediment reduces the
quality and quantity of desirable spawning gravels. The proximity to spawning grounds in Illabot
Creek (downwind of project area during the typical Oct-March spawning season), and to the
Cascade River and its critically endangered run of summer Chinook during the May-September
months when the prevailing winds switch direction.
With regard to visual impacts, I will be affected at my property on Conrad Road, per the Visual
Resources Report. While I am disappointed by this, I am more concerned about the visual
impacts on the valley and the resulting impact to tourism in the valley. For one, picture this, that
iconic stretch of Hwy 20 just east of Rockport, as one heads east passing the little chapel with the
view of the mountains, Johnson’s cattle pasture on your left and the turquoise Skagit River on
your right and you are coming up on the gorgeous rows of Cascadian Farms blueberries with
Eldorado and all the glory of the snowy North Cascades spread out before you. Yes, it is time for
an ice cream cone, lets get out of the car…..and what is that ?!? That quarry is going to be staring
down at this iconic vista, one so special it graces cereal boxes and bags of granola nationwide, in
its unspoiled beauty. But it will be spoiled. Will this affect tourism? Maybe not such a special place
for an ice cream cone? Not such a nice reach to raft to view bald eagles with the background
blasting of the quarry operations. Will the eagles tolerate the noise, or will they travel on, too?
The SEPA Recreation analysis is significantly lacking in depth and scope as it limits the
description of recreation to fly fishing. That is it, fly fishing?!? There is also a good deal of
visitation and recreation on the river for spin fishing, not to mention bird and eagle watching, river
rafting during the winter eagle watching festival, summer canoeing and kayaking, fall foliage
scenic drives, and scenic drives in general. The SEPA states that no recreational uses will be
displaced. Do we know this to be true? If the quarry affects eagles in the reach, won’t it affect
recreational bird watching? I don’t know how else to describe a scenic drive other than as
recreation, but quite a few people do that. They go out of their way to drive Highway 20 instead of
Highway 2, and stop for ice cream and picnics. If the drive isn’t so scenic, will they still recreate in
the upper Skagit Valley? Please expand the SEPA analysis of recreation to better represent the
actual opportunities (and resulting economic impacts and employment opportunities) in the upper
Skagit Valley.
I am also concerned about the potential expansion of this project in the future beyond what is
presently proposed, the so-called ‘Future Phase’ described in the Project Description. The report
states that this would require an expansion of the Mineral Resource Overlay and Amendment to
the Comprehensive Plan. I am concerned about this process and the outcomes it might bring. I
am especially concerned that I would not be aware of this amendment process and be able to
participate and comment. How will the public be informed of this proposed amendment? Is it
already proposed and underway? It is not fair to expect the general public to be able to track all
things Comprehensive Planning, when it might affect us directly. Can the County send
notifications to those within proximity to this proposed change?
Now, this project will likely happen. It is properly zoned (Mineral overlay) and privately owned by a
big company that knows how to sell rocks. How do we know this will benefit the community? How
many living wage jobs will this create? Will this SW Washington company bring SW Washington
employees? Will the construction workers come from the greater Seattle area? Or employ local
residents in the depressed upriver economy? This part of the County has needed quality,
dependable, year-round employment options for decades – will this opportunity pass us by as
well?
All in all, this is a very large project. There will be complicated outcomes. Because of this, I am left



wondering, why not an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)? Compiling all the impacts, both
good and bad, would help the community and the County better understand what is planned and
be more precise and measured in any conditions or mitigation required. Please consider requiring
an EIS to study this project to ensure the character of the upper valley is not sacrificed in the
interest of one privately owned venture.

Thank you very much for taking the time to read my letter and consider my concerns.

Diane Percefull

Mount Vernon, WA 98273















From: Steffany
To: Commissioners
Subject: A disastrous quarry project proposed for Marblemount
Date: Wednesday, March 20, 2019 6:32:41 PM

March 20, 2019

Dear Lisa Janicki,

I am writing in regard to a proposed quarry enlargement upriver on Rockport Cascade Road (Kiewet Infrastructure Quarry operation
near Marblemount).  The scope of this project is immense (“Kiewit infrastructure proposes to expand the existing 20 acre quarry to an
approximately 79 acre operation. The proposal will remove approximately 3.8 million cubic yards of quarry stone, over a projected 100
year period. Quarry rocks and spalls will be removed from the site by truck and trailer, generating a maximum of 75 loads per day.  The
mining operation will require the removal of 2.7 million board feet of timber from approximately 90 acres of six parcels totaling 600
acres. Stumps will be removed and the area graded in preparation for quarry operations.”)  The comment period is now for a number of
permits that need approval.  I am writing to speak about the human impacts of such a project.  There have been studies done (at
significant expense) about the potential impacts on fish and wildlife, and regarding the possibility of cultural artifacts (ancient peoples)
but there is no study being done about the impact on the land, the neighborhood, the people who live in that area of the upper Skagit.

I was a resident of that neighborhood, at , less than 1/2 mile from the quarry site, for more than twelve
years.  I am still a member of the Skagit Land Trust and a steward for the Land Trust at Hurn Field.  My wife and I sold our beloved
home and five acre parcel (that extends up that mountainside) to a young couple with a child and were very excited to pass it on knowing
that a young human would grow up in a beautiful place and learn about protecting our earth.  A small home day care resides on that land. 
Nearby are friends who have invested their entire life savings in the home and land they occupy (in Marblegate).  At least one neighbor
(whose property is very very close to this quarry site) is disabled, poor, and finds her comfort and solace in being outdoors on her
property in a beautiful fern grotto against that hillside. 

The impacts of an active quarry and the proposed enlargement of the site (including road construction) will be huge!  While we lived on
Rockport Cascade Road, the quarry was active for one season and it was a constant disruption.  The sound from the rock work carried all
the way through the valley.  It was so bad that I gave up working outside in my garden during the day for several months. The project
generated a great deal of noise and dust from the trucks being filled and then driving by.  We complained but nothing much could be
done; we were assured that the project would be completed and the problem would go away.  Someone had decided that taking rock from
one part of the County for the benefit of another part of the County was a perfectly acceptable thing to do, without weighing the impacts
of that rock removal.  I would liken it to mining, oil drilling, and fracking that is occurring in other parts of the country.  There is a cost,
to the earth, to the people living nearby, and to future generations.  

A few years before we moved to Rockport Cascade Road there was a forest fire on that hillside (rumored to have started in that very rock
quarry).  It nearly claimed multiple houses (including the one we later inhabited).  The burned remains were visible on that landscape for
miles around.  The removal of trees, the addition of a road, the removal of much more rock will be a similar scar on that landscape, one
that will not heal.  

If this project were proposed in Mount Vernon or Burlington (who knows maybe the right kind of rock is lurking in one of the city’s
beloved parks) there would be an outcry because there are many people living nearby.  In fact it wouldn’t even be considered.  This land
and the landscape around it is also loved, just not by as many people because it is rural.  This proposed project is much much bigger and
longer lasting, thus the impact will be larger; the people who live near this project will want to leave and will be unable to sell their
homes.  Marblemount will be degraded.  Skagit County is a wonderful place to live because there is an ethic of stewardship that is not
found in many other places.  That ethic deserves to be applied to this project. It is time to stop destroying our landscapes for commercial
gain.  It is time to consider the impacts of our decisions for future generations.  This project is a very bad idea.

I am requesting that you become educated about this project - quickly - the decisions about permits are happening soon.  Oversight by the
County for this kind of project development is essential.  Your constituents are not being given enough time or information and they are
not being consulted about the impacts on their community. 

Sincerely,

Steffany Raynes  



















From: Corina Sahlin
To: PDS comments
Subject: "Kiewet Infrastructure Quarry operation near Marblemount, Permit PL19-0033"
Date: Tuesday, March 26, 2019 2:05:17 PM

To whom it may concern,

We have lived at our five acre homestead in Marblemount for 17 years, and in these years, we
have built a thriving business leading classes, workshops and retreats here. People from all
over the world attend and come here specifically because we teach them how to live more
sustainably and healthfully.  
The proposed quarry in Marblemount would have a terrible impact on our business and on our
personal life.

The noise and blasting, the sound of which travels far and wide, would destroy our peaceful
setting and teaching.

The traffic from the trucks hauling rocks would create even more noise, not to mention
pollution. We are also concerned about increased accidents. Our roads here (namely Highway
20 and Highway 530, and also the Rockport Cascade Road) are classified as scenic. They are
heavily traveled by tourists visiting our area and continuing on over to the East side of the
mountains to the Methow Valley. Increased truck traffic would exponentially impact these
roads and accidents

Mining operations would negatively impact our wildlife and environment. Salmon would be
negatively impacted, since our rivers here are all salmon spawning.

Our low income region relies heavily on tourists. The quarry operations, noise, traffic and eye-
sores from the operations would have a devastating effect on our area's economic situation.

We are also concerned that the deadline for comments is March 29th. We didn't hear about
this until very recently, and this doesn't give us time to mobilize more people and educate
them about the impact of this proposal. Please consider adding more time for comments.

Sincerely,

Corina Sahlin

Marblemount, WA 98267

-- 
http://www.marblemounthomestead.com

Check out my online courses on fermentation and cheesemaking



Download my FREE e-book "Three Essential Tutorials for Homesteaders and Urbanites"





From: Steve Sahlin
To: PDS comments
Subject: Kiewit Infrastructure proposal
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 5:47:43 PM

Skagit Count Planning Department,
I am writing in response to the Kiewit Infrastructure proposed expansion of the quarry in
Marblemount. I have been a land owner and resident of Marblemount for 17 years. I am very
concerned about this proposal for many reasons:
Traffic: Increased traffic density and danger - especially at Hwy 530/Hwy 20 intersection. The
proposed plan includes up to 75 trips a day! That's one every 10 minutes!
Noise pollution: a lot of us choose to live up here for the quiet. The noise from blasting and
trucks would seriously affect quality of life.
Water pollution: what about the very real possibility of fuel leaks and blasting chemical leaks
into the water table near residents wells not to mention into the nearby Skagit River. Do we
really need a quarry like this right next to one of the most wild and scenic rivers left in the
contiguous US?
Property rights and values: this project does not respect individual and community rights as
outlined in the Counties own Comprehensive Plan. Local residents property values could
seriously be compromised.
Lastly, imagine if you lived next door to this? Would you be in favor of it or opposed? In the
least, would you want the impacts mitigated?
Thank you for your consideration of these comments and many people's very real concerns.
Steve Sahlin

Marblemount, WA 98267



















From: Kate Stram
To: PDS comments
Subject: Marblemount Quarry/Kiewit Application
Date: Saturday, March 23, 2019 10:51:37 AM

My name is Kate Schellie-Stram,
                    
                    Marblemount WA 98267
                    

Re:              Notice of Development Application for Quarry
                    File # PL19-0033, PL19-0047 & PL19-0032
                    By Kiewit Infrastructure Co., LLC

My husband Lawrence Stram and I have owned  5.6 acres in the Marblegate community since 2009 and it is our full
time residence. We just learned about this permit application and proposed Development on March 13, 2019. The
application materials were not available on the internet until 3/21/19. We have slow internet in our area and due to
the size of the application we do not have sufficient time to review and make appropriate comments prior to the
3/28/19 deadline for comments.

We are requesting an extension of the time for comments for 90 days so we can make an informed response.

I have many questions and concerns about the environmental impact, specifically the impacts on  water, air quality,
noise, wildlife, vibration and other effects on the stability of the mountain, impact on Rockport Cascade Road
(traffic and surface of road) and potential wildfire dangers. I did not see any mention of any requirement for Kiewit
to provide an Environmental Impact Study which would seem like an obvious requirement.

I look forward to reviewing the application materials and again request a 90 day extension for comments so that the
community may have sufficient time to respond to this  potential environmental disaster and severe effect on our
quality of life.

Thank you,
Sincerely,
Kate Schellie-Stram

                   
   
Sent from my iPad































From: Jacqueline Sibi
To: PDS comments
Subject: PL19-0033 Marblemont Quarry
Date: Wednesday, March 27, 2019 11:05:49 PM

Jacqueline Sibi                        March 25, 2019

Marblemount, WA 98267

RE: Kewitt Infrastructure Marblemount Quarry #PL19-0033

My name is Jacqueline Sibi, I am writing on behalf of me and my four young children.   I am 
writing to express my deep concern and objection about the Hewit Infrastructure 
Marblemount Quarry, permit # PL19-0033.   We live with our four children at  

in Marblemount. We moved here two years ago after my parents 
purchased the home to do a rent to own agreement with us.  This project proposes to do 
mining of the mountain range behind my home and many of my neighbors homes. 

First of all the comment period needs to be extended, I would like to request 90 days. 
 The fact that this project is an extreme expansion on the previous quarry  and a totally new 
business only became apparent to me on March 17th. The details of the project and permit 
application was only posted to the county site it seems at the end of last week around 
March 22nd.   It seems our neighborhood has only been given less than a week to go 
through over 200 pages of plans for a permit that is for 100 years. 100 years!?! 

Second I demand an Environmental Impact Study be done and that assessments be 
done by contractors not employed by Heiwit. 
  
Zoning
Why is this land is zoned for mining when it is literally backing up to the banks of the 
Skagit River, a wild and scenic river.  It is also in between Illabot which was a recent 
investment to restore Salmon and Jordan creek equally important.  

Human Impact
This area is also right in the middle of a large settlement of people including many 
houses on Rockport Cascade, across the road from Marblegate community and close to 
Willow lane, powerlane road, Pandora circle communities(taxpayers).  Most of 
Marblemount’s residents live within 2 miles of the site. This project proposes to use 
explosives and does not have proper safety security plans laid out for such work.   It also 
doesn’t make sense to allow zoning and permiting of this type of mining so close to homes. 



Myself and many of my neighbors homes are right at the base of the mountain they 
propose to blast away.  How will you guarantee the safety of or homes and lives? This area 
is more vulnerable to fire every year this project increases the fire hazard/risk on many 
levels. 

This will decrease property values for the Marblemount area and all areas along the 
trucking routes.  This will also decrease the amount of property tax that is paid to the 
county. 

This projects goes against almost every point in the section titled Respect Property 
Rights of the Skagit County Comprehensive Plan.  

I babysit at my home for two different families. There is another nanny working closer to to 
the site who also provides care for a couple families. (Can I mention babies, sleep, farm 
animalsand loud explosions don’t mix well) There has been about two years of work to start 
a daycare up here and both potential sites were on this road with this site in their backyard. 
 
This is work we were doing for the community to try to make this area more sustainable for 
the families that live and work up here at places like the Parks, Seattle City Light, and local 
businesses.   

This plan prioritizes the profits of a 9 billion dollar 
company over the taxpayers who really invest in this 
area, at the detriment of one of the greatest 
resources the county has, the Skagit River and 
surrounding recreation/living areas.  This is not a local company 
they have no plans to invest in our infrastructure despite the project name and I believe the 
economic consequences from lost tourism will be felt through the valley.   

Noise Pollution

This type of mining will be extremely intrusive and destructive to the nature of 
the quiet environment up here.   Sounds echo across the valley and can be 
heard from far away.

I am concerned about the constant noise from not only blasting but the 
proposed generator use, traffic, truck exhaust, and jake breaks.   

They propose 12 hour working days and 24 hours for maintenance.  They 
propose working 6 days a week? Including Fridays and Saturdays during heavy 



tourist traffic times? This is not acceptable.  Maintenance of heavy machinery 
is not a quiet process, this project is very invasive and destructive.

Skagit upriver is an area people come to have peace and quiet, sensitive and vulnerable 
populations make their home and find refuge here.  In the immediate area  of the site 
there are families, farms, vets, and a wounded warriors refuge.  This is a population 
that is particularly sensitive to exposians and loud noises.

Water 
The population out here rely on wells, there is no city water to rely on should anything 
happen to the ground water.  Any pollution, accidental spills, chemicals will leach its 
way into the aquifer and then our wells and then the river.  The containment and 
waste practices laid out are not sufficient to protect these important waters. The plan 
for handling their waste water is not sufficient.  Will the catchment ponds be lined? What 
about rains washing chemicals down to streams do you know how much it rains here? 
  What about contaminated water evaporation?  There is almost always a constant mist in 
the air.   

Roads
School buses make routes 4 times a day and have multiple stops on Rockport 
Cascade during weekdays.  Twice for the Elementary at around 6 am and again at 4pm.  
Twice for the preschool bus at 8:30 am and 1:30 pm. These are all within the proposed high 
volume trucking hours of huge slabs of rock which the school buses will have to share the 
road with.   How easy is it to stop a truck carrying a ton or more of rock? The intersection 
at Rockport cascade is a low visibility area where a  50 mph runs right up to the 
intersection and has a dangerous turn for big trucks.

They propose 75 trucks per day.  The traffic congestion on roads will be felt from 
here to sedro woolley neither highway 20 nor 530 built for that heavy traffic.  The 
intersection at Rockport cascade and the 20/530 intersection are very dangerous. 

Rockport Cascade Rd is an important path for commuters and human traffic. 
  Tourists on bikes, foot, and in collector car parades come in constant streams 
down the road during the summer.   It is preferred because it is a safer, quieter route 
than 20 to get to the North Cascade National Park. 

There is no shoulder on Rockport Cascade making it very dangerous to add such big 
trucks and heavy traffic load. The speed limit for traffic on Rockport Cascade not 
appropriate for large trucks, there is constant animal and human foot/bike traffic 
using the road causing regular unexpected stops and slow downs for cars.   These 
big rigs cannot negotiate these sensitive areas safely.  



Environmental Risk

There needs to be an Environmental Impact study done.   The assessments 
submitted by the company and their contractors point to a conflict of interest and 
assessment reports written for the benefit of the company.  Their biologist saw little 
signs of animal presence? How is that even possible? I would like a more neutral 
third party(not contracted by the company) to do the assessments.   

This proposed plan does not align with keeping the Skagit wild and scenic.  Their 
plan does not acknowledge the constant flow of water here from heavy rains and 
water evaporation.   They need to have much stronger safeguards and procedures in 
place to prevent contamination of the very important river and surrounding creeks.   

Concern for the large, diverse population of animals including at risk and 
endangered species.  Eagles are recovering their population in this area of the skagit is 
hunting and nesting grounds for populations that tourists come from all over to see.  Eagles 
do not like explosive sounds and it could completely eliminate the birds from this area. The 
big eddy of the skagit and all the waters that run to it are necessary for Salmon, this project 
puts both at risk.
There is a collard Wolf and Fisher that come to the area.  I have seen a Pileated 
woodpecker pair and a lynx or bobcat on my property.  I hear the hooting of owls nightly 
and calls of the coyotes often. 

The CO2 emission from the trucks and dust from blasting and road building will be 
extreme.  How will this affect our air quality?   Our area is filled with plants and species 
sensitive to air quality such as Old Man’s beard which grows on all the trees and only in 
areas with pristine, clean air. 

This area has already been compromised by previous  logging, mining, and wildfire. How 
does this company propose to work through the summer during the hours proposed without 
putting our area at risk for fires?   There needs to be better fire hazard control and safe 
gaurd procedures in place as this ecosystem on the banks of the Skagit is very 
sensitive and vulnerable.    

There needs to be a more detailed comprehensive emergency response plan and 
procedures in place.  

The reclamation plan is not sufficient it is lacking in useful detail and what they do 
propose will do nothing for reclaiming the land and allowing native species to thrive. 
  Waiting 100 years for the company to start the process of reclamation of the land is 
too long. 

Economic



The taxpayers will be left to foot the bill for the extra wear and tear to our roads 
throughout the valley.   

Much of our area and local economy through the valley relies on tourism.  There is a 
lot of farm and eco tourism that takes place in the area. Property owners rent out air 
bnb, camp sites, and profit in other ways from the flow of tourists. I have met 
bicyclists from around the world riding down my road.    The noise, traffic, and 
environmental pollution puts all of this at risk. 

I have heard the argument that this project will provide jobs and income.  However 
the company only lays out 23 employees for this large plan. It seems they 
underestimate the trucks and employees required.  However if there current plan for 
employment is true I would guess the loss of tourist income would far outweigh the 
benefits of any jobs the company temporarily employs.  From what I see they are not 
guaranteeing permanent positions for anyone. Despite a need for economic stimulus 
upriver this is not the solution it will only make it worse for people who are trying to 
live out their lives here.  

General Opposition

This is a complete diversion from the previous use.   From what I understand Hewitt 
just purchased this land and is a new business proposing to operate.  Why are they 
not subject to the strict restriction put on new development and businesses? 

There are other places this rock can be sourced,  we believe Kewitt is only interested 
in this property so they can have higher profits not having to purchase from a 
contractor or other company.   

Kiewit is a wealthy company with an unimpressive environmental record.  Their 
history demonstrates only a care for profit not the communities or environments 
they work in.  Safe guards need to be put in place to prevent them from destroying 
our area. Giving a company like this a 100 year permit is not wise given our current 
environmental and climate change crisis taking place.

This plan does NOT align with the Skagit Valley Comprehensive Plan.   From Looking 
at page 16 and 17 alone . Please refer to this section for guidance. 
“Protect and conserve the environment and ecologically sensitive areas, and 
preclude development and land uses which are incompatible with critical areas” 
  The Skagit river is a National wild and scenic river which is described on rivers.gov 
as “the largest and most biologically important river draining to the Puget Sound.   This 
property stretches between to vital fish bearing streams that lead to the Skagit Illabot and 



Jordan. 
The sections addressing Respect Property Rights has this key guidance with my 
comments in ():
“Planning, land use regulations and zoning protect individual and community rights in the 
following ways:

By avoiding nuisances through ensuring against incompatible neighboring land uses;
(This situation is an incompatible land use. A 100 year blast mining permit alongside 
protected, important waters, species, and farming/rural communities that rely on 
tourism is not compatible.) 

By balancing public and private responsibilities that may have conflicting interests;
(Keiwit and the taxpaying public that lives in the area have conflicting interests.  
They intend to literally blow apart a mountain, hauling tons of rocks down our roads, 
ruin a sesitive eco system gain their profits and leave.  The individuals that own 
these homes intend to invest in this area for generations.)

By providing predictability that enhances the value of private property;
(This would drastically decrease property values of homes  like ours that have been 
invested in substantially) 

By incorporating trends of populations growth and resource availability to provide 
necessary public facilities;  (We do not have the proper road maintenance, road 
design, shoulders, basic infrastructure, emergency services to support this project.)

By providing codes, ordinances and regulations that organize a community's physical 
layout; (The layout of this zoning doesn’t work with the layout of the residential homes 
and the vicinity to important natural resources of the Rivers and creeks.It puts the 
homes at the base of this mountain at risk.)

By protecting and conserving the natural resources that provide us with clean air and 
water;  (Introducing all the emissions from diesel trucks, removing the trees, 
introducing chemical contaminants to the enviroment close to key waterways for the 
entire puget sound region is not in alignment with this) 

Marblemount does not have the emergency response infrastructure to support a 
project of this size and the potential accidents that could result.   The company 
should be willing to invest in our emergency response infrastructure if they propose 
to do business up here.  We are lucky to even get a delayed response from the sheriff or 
volunteer departments.  People up here have accepted we are on our own and have to be 
self sufficient up here but with such a big, high risk operation this will not be acceptable. 



Effects on my Family and Home

Moving here was a fulfillment of a life dream. It is our first and last home that we hope to 
pass to our children.  We have done what we can to preserve the forest and be good 
stewards of the land and believe opposing this permit is part of our responsibility to the land 
we love.   We moved to this area to have a peaceful, quiet, self sufficient life in the 
mountains most everyone who chooses to live or visit here is seeking that same peace and 
quiet.   We have invested almost $70,000 making improvements to our home and property 
since its purchase only to see its value be put at risk by this project. 

My four year old son has Down Syndrome and multiple health issues that would be 
negatively affected by this project.   He is stimulus/noise sensitive, has airway/breathing 
issues, and a heart condition. 

This project will make daily life more difficult for us on many levels.  The county needs to 
weigh heavily the risks and benefits of this project.   It does not seem to fit with any of the 
vision or plan for Skagit valley, the river, and its natural resources.   It is not wanted by 
anyone in our neighbourhood and most of the population of Marblemount. It definitely won't 
be welcomed by the tourists who come to this area for a taste of the wild.  We ask that you 
please value the land, river, and taxpayers over this proposed project that only benefits a 
corporation. 

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments and the negative impacts this 
project will have on our beloved North Cascades!

Sincerely,

Jacqueline Sibi

Please consider supporting my favorite non-profit
Ivory Coast Medical Relief Team 
www.icmrt.org







































From: Rachel Smith
To: PDS comments
Subject: Kiewet Infrastructure Quarry operation near Marblemount, Permit PL19-0033
Date: Tuesday, March 26, 2019 3:28:24 PM

To whom it may concern:

I am writing in regard to the proposed expanded quarry on Rockport Cascade Road. I am a
property owner in Marblemount  

First, I would like additional time to review this complex project in our valley. I did not hear
about it until Saturday March 23 from someone on Facebook, and comments are due on Friday
March 29. This is not enough time to review the extensive documentation available on the
County website supporting the application, and further, the County should have been
promoting this information as it came available so that members of the community would not
be so surprised by the application and the impacts of the project--and so that we would have
adequate time to respond with our comments.

From what I have been able to glean from the documents available (again, not enough time to
read in depth), I am concerned about the storage of blasting explosives and fuel (10,000 +
3,000 + 1,500 gallons) in a rural and forested environment in the Upper Skagit. Should an
accident happen, it would fall on the Rockport Volunteer Fire Department and Marblemount
Volunteer Fire Department to respond. The level of training and equipment required for such a
response is above and beyond what is currently available in the community. Furthermore, the
siting of the explosive storage is near a forested property line. Forest fire is a real and
increasing risk to the valley, and this location has actually recently burned in 1998! In the
event of a forest fire, the storage of explosives and fuel will put wildland fire fighters at undue
risk, as well as distract from their true task of protecting life and property. An accident of this
nature would also put property and lives at risk. The residential community in and around
Marblemount is rural and road access is limited. For example, there is only one accessible
road in and out of Cascade River Park, a few short miles from the proposed site of explosive
materials. Cascade River Park is a 720-acre gated community of full-time residents and
regular vacationers, comprised of 423 individual lots. Careful preparation must be done
around accident prevention, viable escape routes, and emergency notification planning if we
are to introduce explosive materials of this volume to the area. We know from the recent tragic
fires in Paradise, CA that limited escape routes can be a decisive, fatal factor--and we must
take mitigating action if we accept the increased forest fire risk that this project poses. 

I am concerned about the haul route for this quarry. The turn from Hwy 530 to westbound
Hwy 20 is a difficult intersection. To be able to sufficiently see traffic coming from the east,
one must steer slightly eastbound when approaching the stop sign (something a large truck
cannot do), then turn left/westbound when the opportunity arises. Sight lines are difficult. Add
to that the endless caravan of tourists and RVs heading over the pass to the Methow Valley
during a peak summer weekend, and there will be long delays at the intersection, or worse, a
traffic accident at a high-speed highway. Please pursue safety improvements to this
intersection to allow such massive (heavy, slow to accelerate) and long trucks to make this
dangerous turn. How are the sight lines from eastbound Hwy 20 onto Hwy 530? We know that
the intersection of Farm to Market and Josh Wilson has dangerous and fatal issues due to the
turn lane and large trucks obstructing the view of traffic traveling through, resulting in car
accidents with casualties. Will turning trucks create a similar blind spot?



Should the trucks use an alternate route to avoid the difficult 530/20 intersection, they would
be traveling over the Cascade River Bridge and Marblemount Skagit River Bridge. The
Marblemount Bridge seems narrow, old, and frail. This is supported by the Traffic Report for
this project which calls the bridge functionally obsolete. Is this bridge wide enough for 2
passing quarry trucks? Is this bridge strong enough for 2 passing quarry trucks (one loaded
one not)? It seems that regular and repeated traffic by such massive (tons and tons, day after
day) loaded trucks would put undue and perhaps unsafe strain on the old Marblemount Bridge.
Should the bridge be rendered a one-lane bridge, where one quarry truck would wait for the
second the pass, I have concerns about the tail-end of a truck sticking out into Highway 20.
The proximity of the Hwy 20 intersection to the end of the Marblemount Bridge (about 100
feet) doesn’t seem to leave enough space for a truck to wait for an oncoming truck. Please
study these scenarios to avoid any unsafe traffic on the bridge or complications to safe traffic
patterns in the area. Please also consider the wear and tear on our bridges and roads. Who will
bear the cost of that and how will it be calculated?

I am concerned about the effects of blasting on fish in the Skagit River. We know that noise in
the Puget Sound and ocean have a strong negative effect on whales and fish. What does the
impact of blasting do to fish in the Skagit River and associated wetlands, Illabot Creek, or the
Cascade River? These water bodies are important spawning and rearing areas to our
endangered fish. Does blasting and resulting sound waves affect their ability to home into their
spawning grounds? Encourage them to travel elsewhere to spawn and/or rear? These are a
precious and endangered resource, and we must be sure that mining rock does not come at the
expense of our Skagit runs of fish. We must especially consider the long duration of this
project. Are there contingencies in place if, several years down the road, environmental
impacts are suspected? Who bears the burden of proof under such circumstances? Or will the
project simply carry on, damaging our irreplaceable wildlife, on the strength of existing
permitting? 

I am concerned about the deposition of dust on spawning grounds. Fine sediment reduces the
quality and quantity of desirable spawning gravels. The proximity to spawning grounds in
Illabot Creek (downwind of project area during the typical Oct-March spawning season), and
to the Cascade River and its critically endangered run of summer Chinook during the May-
September months when the prevailing winds switch direction.

With regard to visual impacts, I am most concerned about the visual impacts on the valley and
the resulting impact to tourism in the valley. For one, picture this, that iconic stretch of Hwy
20 just east of Rockport, as one heads east passing the little chapel with the view of the
mountains, Johnson’s cattle pasture on your left and the turquoise Skagit River on your right
and you are coming up on the gorgeous rows of Cascadian Farms blueberries with Eldorado
and all the glory of the snowy North Cascades spread out before you. Yes, it is time for an ice
cream cone, lets get out of the car…..and what is that? That quarry is going to be staring down
at this iconic vista, one so special it graces cereal boxes and bags of granola nationwide, in its
unspoiled beauty. But it will be spoiled. Will this affect tourism? Maybe not such a special
place for an ice cream cone? Not such a nice reach to raft to view bald eagles with the
background blasting of the quarry operations. Will the eagles tolerate the noise, or will they
travel on, too? The draw of the Marblemount area is its pristine wildness. That is why tourists
come from all over the world each summer to visit, and what has earned it the nickname,
"Gateway to the American Alps." One does not come to the Alps-like wilderness to view bald
patches of rock, or to breath the exhaust fumes of 240 rock haul truck transits per day on these
beautiful roads. 



The SEPA Recreation analysis is significantly lacking in depth and scope as it limits the
description of recreation to fly fishing. That is it, fly fishing? There is also a good deal of
visitation and recreation on the river for spin fishing, not to mention bird and eagle watching,
river rafting during the winter eagle watching festival, summer canoeing and kayaking, fall
foliage scenic drives, and scenic drives in general. The SEPA states that no recreational uses
will be displaced. Do we know this to be true? How? If the quarry affects eagles in the region,
won’t it affect recreational bird watching? I don’t know how else to describe a scenic drive
other than as recreation, but quite a lot of people do that. They go out of their way to drive
Highway 20 instead of Highway 2, and stop for ice cream and picnics. If the drive isn’t so
scenic, will they still recreate in the upper Skagit Valley? Please expand the SEPA analysis of
recreation to better represent the actual opportunities (and resulting economic impacts and
employment opportunities) in the upper Skagit Valley.

I am also concerned about the potential expansion of this project in the future beyond what is
currently proposed, the so-called ‘Future Phase’ described in the Project Description. The
report states that this would require an expansion of the Mineral Resource Overlay and
Amendment to the Comprehensive Plan. I am concerned about this process and the outcomes
it might bring. I am especially concerned that I and my neighbors would not be aware of this
amendment process and be able to participate and comment. Given the rushed nature of this
initial permitting process and the narrow window for submitting concerns, this prospect is
especially troubling. How will the public be informed of this proposed amendment? Is it
already proposed and underway? It is not fair to expect the general public to be able to track
all things regarding Comprehensive Planning, when it might affect us directly. Can the County
send notifications to those within proximity regarding this proposed change?

Now, if this project is to go forward in our community, and if our community is to accept the
numerous detrimental effects I've expressed concern over above, what benefit will it have to
our community? The rocks to be mined are not being put to use toward local projects. How
many living wage jobs will this create? Will this SW Washington company bring SW
Washington employees? Will the construction workers come from the greater Seattle area? Or
will local residents in the depressed upriver economy be employed and fairly compensated?
This part of the County has needed quality, dependable, year-round employment options for
decades. We might also consider what economic opportunities we may forgo in committing to
this project over such a long stretch of time. My husband and I are both in our early 30s. We
bought our property in Marblemount for the sole reason that it was the most pristine, peaceful
and wild area within two hours of Seattle. We work remotely and all the money we spend
locally in our town is new wealth to the community. We are not the only young couple who's
recently bought property in the area in similar circumstances. Rural areas like Marblemount
that promise affordable living and a high quality of life are attractive to young people who are
now able to work remotely and who are being priced out of cities. But an eyesore of a quarry
and a deluge of truck traffic makes the area far less appealing for this kind of healthy,
promising long-term development. Skagit County's Comprehensive Plan (2013-2036) states as
its goal for the upper Skagit Valley (11B-8) to "strive to stimulate the economy of the upper Skagit Valley through
protection of resource-based industry, compatible tourism, and community development strategies." While this
aligns with the objective of protecting resource-based industry, I'm concerned that it does so in a way that fails to
benefit the upper Skagit community, while actively acting in opposition to the other two stated goals: compatible
tourism and community development strategies.

All in all, this is a very large project. There will be complicated outcomes. Because of this, I
am left wondering, why not an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)? Compiling all the
impacts, both good and bad, would help the community and the County better understand what



is planned and be more precise and measured in any conditions or mitigation required. Please
consider requiring an EIS to study this project to ensure the character of the upper valley is not
sacrificed in the interest of one privately owned venture.

Thank you very much for taking the time to read my letter and consider my concerns.

Regards, 

Rachel Smith



From: Rachel Smith
To: PDS comments
Subject: Resubmitting: Kiewet Infrastructure Quarry operation near Marblemount, Permit PL19-0033
Date: Tuesday, March 26, 2019 3:58:01 PM

Resubmitting to include my mailing address: 

Rachel Smith
 

Marblemount, WA 98267

On Tue, Mar 26, 2019 at 6:27 PM Rachel Smith <rschariot@gmail.com> wrote:
To whom it may concern:

I am writing in regard to the proposed expanded quarry on Rockport Cascade Road. I am a
property owner in Marblemount  

First, I would like additional time to review this complex project in our valley. I did not hear
about it until Saturday March 23 from someone on Facebook, and comments are due on
Friday March 29. This is not enough time to review the extensive documentation available
on the County website supporting the application, and further, the County should have been
promoting this information as it came available so that members of the community would
not be so surprised by the application and the impacts of the project--and so that we would
have adequate time to respond with our comments.

From what I have been able to glean from the documents available (again, not enough time
to read in depth), I am concerned about the storage of blasting explosives and fuel (10,000 +
3,000 + 1,500 gallons) in a rural and forested environment in the Upper Skagit. Should an
accident happen, it would fall on the Rockport Volunteer Fire Department and Marblemount
Volunteer Fire Department to respond. The level of training and equipment required for
such a response is above and beyond what is currently available in the community.
Furthermore, the siting of the explosive storage is near a forested property line. Forest fire is
a real and increasing risk to the valley, and this location has actually recently burned in
1998! In the event of a forest fire, the storage of explosives and fuel will put wildland fire
fighters at undue risk, as well as distract from their true task of protecting life and property.
An accident of this nature would also put property and lives at risk. The residential
community in and around Marblemount is rural and road access is limited. For example,
there is only one accessible road in and out of Cascade River Park, a few short miles from
the proposed site of explosive materials. Cascade River Park is a 720-acre gated community
of full-time residents and regular vacationers, comprised of 423 individual lots. Careful
preparation must be done around accident prevention, viable escape routes, and emergency
notification planning if we are to introduce explosive materials of this volume to the area.
We know from the recent tragic fires in Paradise, CA that limited escape routes can be a
decisive, fatal factor--and we must take mitigating action if we accept the increased forest
fire risk that this project poses. 

I am concerned about the haul route for this quarry. The turn from Hwy 530 to westbound
Hwy 20 is a difficult intersection. To be able to sufficiently see traffic coming from the east,
one must steer slightly eastbound when approaching the stop sign (something a large truck
cannot do), then turn left/westbound when the opportunity arises. Sight lines are difficult.
Add to that the endless caravan of tourists and RVs heading over the pass to the Methow



Valley during a peak summer weekend, and there will be long delays at the intersection, or
worse, a traffic accident at a high-speed highway. Please pursue safety improvements to this
intersection to allow such massive (heavy, slow to accelerate) and long trucks to make this
dangerous turn. How are the sight lines from eastbound Hwy 20 onto Hwy 530? We know
that the intersection of Farm to Market and Josh Wilson has dangerous and fatal issues due
to the turn lane and large trucks obstructing the view of traffic traveling through, resulting in
car accidents with casualties. Will turning trucks create a similar blind spot?

Should the trucks use an alternate route to avoid the difficult 530/20 intersection, they would
be traveling over the Cascade River Bridge and Marblemount Skagit River Bridge. The
Marblemount Bridge seems narrow, old, and frail. This is supported by the Traffic Report
for this project which calls the bridge functionally obsolete. Is this bridge wide enough for 2
passing quarry trucks? Is this bridge strong enough for 2 passing quarry trucks (one loaded
one not)? It seems that regular and repeated traffic by such massive (tons and tons, day after
day) loaded trucks would put undue and perhaps unsafe strain on the old Marblemount
Bridge. Should the bridge be rendered a one-lane bridge, where one quarry truck would wait
for the second the pass, I have concerns about the tail-end of a truck sticking out into
Highway 20. The proximity of the Hwy 20 intersection to the end of the Marblemount
Bridge (about 100 feet) doesn’t seem to leave enough space for a truck to wait for an
oncoming truck. Please study these scenarios to avoid any unsafe traffic on the bridge or
complications to safe traffic patterns in the area. Please also consider the wear and tear on
our bridges and roads. Who will bear the cost of that and how will it be calculated?

I am concerned about the effects of blasting on fish in the Skagit River. We know that noise
in the Puget Sound and ocean have a strong negative effect on whales and fish. What does
the impact of blasting do to fish in the Skagit River and associated wetlands, Illabot Creek,
or the Cascade River? These water bodies are important spawning and rearing areas to our
endangered fish. Does blasting and resulting sound waves affect their ability to home into
their spawning grounds? Encourage them to travel elsewhere to spawn and/or rear? These
are a precious and endangered resource, and we must be sure that mining rock does not
come at the expense of our Skagit runs of fish. We must especially consider the long
duration of this project. Are there contingencies in place if, several years down the road,
environmental impacts are suspected? Who bears the burden of proof under such
circumstances? Or will the project simply carry on, damaging our irreplaceable wildlife, on
the strength of existing permitting? 

I am concerned about the deposition of dust on spawning grounds. Fine sediment reduces
the quality and quantity of desirable spawning gravels. The proximity to spawning grounds
in Illabot Creek (downwind of project area during the typical Oct-March spawning season),
and to the Cascade River and its critically endangered run of summer Chinook during the
May-September months when the prevailing winds switch direction.

With regard to visual impacts, I am most concerned about the visual impacts on the valley
and the resulting impact to tourism in the valley. For one, picture this, that iconic stretch of
Hwy 20 just east of Rockport, as one heads east passing the little chapel with the view of the
mountains, Johnson’s cattle pasture on your left and the turquoise Skagit River on your right
and you are coming up on the gorgeous rows of Cascadian Farms blueberries with Eldorado
and all the glory of the snowy North Cascades spread out before you. Yes, it is time for an
ice cream cone, lets get out of the car…..and what is that? That quarry is going to be staring
down at this iconic vista, one so special it graces cereal boxes and bags of granola
nationwide, in its unspoiled beauty. But it will be spoiled. Will this affect tourism? Maybe



not such a special place for an ice cream cone? Not such a nice reach to raft to view bald
eagles with the background blasting of the quarry operations. Will the eagles tolerate the
noise, or will they travel on, too? The draw of the Marblemount area is its pristine wildness.
That is why tourists come from all over the world each summer to visit, and what has earned
it the nickname, "Gateway to the American Alps." One does not come to the Alps-like
wilderness to view bald patches of rock, or to breath the exhaust fumes of 240 rock haul
truck transits per day on these beautiful roads. 

The SEPA Recreation analysis is significantly lacking in depth and scope as it limits the
description of recreation to fly fishing. That is it, fly fishing? There is also a good deal of
visitation and recreation on the river for spin fishing, not to mention bird and eagle
watching, river rafting during the winter eagle watching festival, summer canoeing and
kayaking, fall foliage scenic drives, and scenic drives in general. The SEPA states that no
recreational uses will be displaced. Do we know this to be true? How? If the quarry affects
eagles in the region, won’t it affect recreational bird watching? I don’t know how else to
describe a scenic drive other than as recreation, but quite a lot of people do that. They go out
of their way to drive Highway 20 instead of Highway 2, and stop for ice cream and picnics.
If the drive isn’t so scenic, will they still recreate in the upper Skagit Valley? Please expand
the SEPA analysis of recreation to better represent the actual opportunities (and resulting
economic impacts and employment opportunities) in the upper Skagit Valley.

I am also concerned about the potential expansion of this project in the future beyond what
is currently proposed, the so-called ‘Future Phase’ described in the Project Description. The
report states that this would require an expansion of the Mineral Resource Overlay and
Amendment to the Comprehensive Plan. I am concerned about this process and the
outcomes it might bring. I am especially concerned that I and my neighbors would not be
aware of this amendment process and be able to participate and comment. Given the rushed
nature of this initial permitting process and the narrow window for submitting concerns, this
prospect is especially troubling. How will the public be informed of this proposed
amendment? Is it already proposed and underway? It is not fair to expect the general public
to be able to track all things regarding Comprehensive Planning, when it might affect us
directly. Can the County send notifications to those within proximity regarding this
proposed change?

Now, if this project is to go forward in our community, and if our community is to accept
the numerous detrimental effects I've expressed concern over above, what benefit will it
have to our community? The rocks to be mined are not being put to use toward local
projects. How many living wage jobs will this create? Will this SW Washington company
bring SW Washington employees? Will the construction workers come from the greater
Seattle area? Or will local residents in the depressed upriver economy be employed and
fairly compensated? This part of the County has needed quality, dependable, year-round
employment options for decades. We might also consider what economic opportunities we
may forgo in committing to this project over such a long stretch of time. My husband and I
are both in our early 30s. We bought our property in Marblemount for the sole reason that it
was the most pristine, peaceful and wild area within two hours of Seattle. We work remotely
and all the money we spend locally in our town is new wealth to the community. We are not
the only young couple who's recently bought property in the area in similar circumstances.
Rural areas like Marblemount that promise affordable living and a high quality of life are
attractive to young people who are now able to work remotely and who are being priced out
of cities. But an eyesore of a quarry and a deluge of truck traffic makes the area far less
appealing for this kind of healthy, promising long-term development. Skagit County's



Comprehensive Plan (2013-2036) states as its goal for the upper Skagit Valley (11B-8) to "strive to
stimulate the economy of the upper Skagit Valley through protection of resource-based industry, compatible
tourism, and community development strategies." While this aligns with the objective of protecting resource-
based industry, I'm concerned that it does so in a way that fails to benefit the upper Skagit community, while
actively acting in opposition to the other two stated goals: compatible tourism and community development
strategies.

All in all, this is a very large project. There will be complicated outcomes. Because of this, I
am left wondering, why not an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)? Compiling all the
impacts, both good and bad, would help the community and the County better understand
what is planned and be more precise and measured in any conditions or mitigation required.
Please consider requiring an EIS to study this project to ensure the character of the upper
valley is not sacrificed in the interest of one privately owned venture.

Thank you very much for taking the time to read my letter and consider my concerns.

Regards, 

Rachel Smith



From: Rachel Smith
To: PDS comments
Subject: Re: Automated Reply: Your comment was received!
Date: Wednesday, March 27, 2019 7:53:14 AM

Addendum to letter:
Note that my letter was adapted and added to from a neighbor's eloquent letter (with
permission). I submit my own words along with hers in order to reinforce and emphasize the
necessity of these particular points. Thank you for hearing all of our comments, and giving
further deep consideration to the significant risks and detriments to the community posed by
this project. . 

On Tue, Mar 26, 2019 at 6:58 PM PDS comments <pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us> wrote:
Thank you for submitting a comment to Skagit County Planning & Development Services.
This message is an automated confirmation that we have received your email. Please do not
reply to this email.

If you did not include the name of the project you are commenting on in your subject line, or
if you did not include your name and complete mailing address, please resubmit your
comment with that information included.

For more information about commenting on Skagit County planning and permitting projects,
please visit
www.skagitcounty.net/pdscomments<http://www.skagitcounty.net/pdscomments>.





















From: Sharon Stroble
To: PDS comments
Subject: Proposed quarry near Marblemount
Date: Tuesday, March 26, 2019 8:21:41 AM

This is a totally bad idea with multiple downsides including fowling of salmon streams with sediment.  NO TO
THIS WHOLE PROPOSITION.

SHARON STROBLE
Seattle

Sent from my iPad















From: Angela Swanson
To: PDS comments
Subject: My name is Angela,
Date: Friday, March 29, 2019 4:01:32 PM

I'm not a scientist, but I am a concerned citizen, and I am a resident of the Up River
Community. As a former city dweller, I was drawn to this area 18 year's ago, and I
purchased a home because of the river, and the peace and quiet, and because of the
lack of road congestion. There are literally two main road's. Hwy 20, and the So
Skagit Hwy. These are the only two roads that I use to explore my surroundings. The
clean air, and the natural beauty that surrounds me is why I am here. My home is off
the Skagit river, and I have a well to supply all of my water needs. It's my only water
source. I am very concerned about the silt from this quarry, getting into my water
supply, and my air supply. 
I pay a lot of taxes to enjoy my quality of life, and I am against anything that could,
and most likely would, compromise the quality of mine, and my fellow upriver
community's lives. 
I am opposed to this quarry using our road's and polluting our air and water. I stand
with my community that opposes this action. 

Thank you for hearing me. 
Angela Swanson 

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone











From: Laurie Thomas
To: PDS comments
Subject: Objections to Kiewit Quarry in Marblemount
Date: Wednesday, March 27, 2019 2:20:25 PM

Please do NOT do this.  

1. There has been no public input - the decision has been made without notification and time
for public hearing.

2. This is bad for the environment. The Blasting noise and constant truck traffic. Run off
pollution into the river. Diesel and gasoline storage. Danger of Fires in our forests.

3. This area is a paradise and this quarry will ruin that.

4. Hours of operation leave no quiet time.  Sounds echo this is not good us, gunshots alone are
so loud - blasting is dangerous for the people and the animals.

5. Lease is 100 years, this is way too long.

6. There will be a decrease in tourism, which is the only way to make a living here locally and
this will ruin that.

Please do not move forward with this plan.

Thank You,
Laurie Thomas

Marblemount, WA  98267



From: Annemarie Todd
To: PDS comments
Subject: Marblemount Quarry
Date: Thursday, March 28, 2019 6:06:31 PM

NO on Marblemount Quarry!!  Will ruin quality of life, significant negative impact on roads, no significant job
creation for east Skagit County. no, no, no!!!!

Annemarie Todd

Concrete, WA. 98237

Mailing address:

Sedro Woolley, WA 98237

Sent from my iPhone











































From: Lon-Marie Walton
To: PDS comments
Subject: Kiewitt Infrastructure Quarry Operations Marblemount -59252 Rockport-Cascade Road
Date: Wednesday, March 27, 2019 9:12:50 AM

I oppose this permit / project on the basis that it will cause grave environmental and economic damage to both the
immediate area and the region in addition to threatening water quality and fish runs.

Any supposed benefits to the local area, if there are any, will be short lived at best. The region and immediate area
are best served by working to preserve water quality and promote policies that prevent environmental degradation. 
Mining is well documented as causing irreparable damage by poisoning water supplies with chemicals and
sediment. 

In addition the loss of timber promotes landslides- think Oso,  further sedimentary pollution of streams and is
injurious to salmon runs; thereby depleting/ destroying the basis for commercial and recreational fishing.

I vehemently oppose this project.
Lon Walton

Sent from my iPhone



































From: Andrea Weiser
To: PDS comments
Subject: Comments on the Notice of Development for Marblemount Quarry (PL19-0032 and PL19-0033, PL19-0046, and

BP 19-0070).
Date: Monday, March 25, 2019 7:45:20 PM

To: Skagit County Planning Office pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us
Planning and Development Services
1800 Continental Place
Mount Vernon WA 98273
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment. I have reviewed the project proposal and
supporting documents for expansion of the Kiewet infrastructure for rock quarrying
and mining in Marblemount 59252 Rockport-Cascade Road, Skagit County, within a
portion of Section 24, Township 35 North, Range 10 East, Skagit County, WA
(Parcels P45543, P45541, P45548, P45552, P45550, P45548, P128574, &
P120304). The associated permits are PL19-0032 and PL19-0033, PL19-0046, and
BP 19-0070.
 
I am deeply concerned with this proposal because even without a fuller understanding
of overall reach or longevity of impacts (i.e., through an EIS), this is clearly an
inappropriate location for such dramatic direct and indirect impacts to the health of
people, animals and fish, health of the natural environment, and the overall aesthetics
and quality of life for all those who live in or travel to this project vicinity.
 
This proposal is in a location within close proximity to a wild and scenic river in one of
the largest annual migration areas for bald eagles in the country in a river system
where federal, state and tribal agencies, and non-profit groups work in coordination
and have spent millions of dollars to enhance and protect and educate the public
about salmon and wildlife habitats and environmental health. This project is located at
the gateway to U.S. National Park and U.S. National Forest wild and wilderness areas
where visitors from all over the world come to enjoy the scenery and recreation
opportunities in a rural, remote, mountainous non-industrial setting. Several things
about the proposed project are diametrically opposed to these values and would
undermine the progress that has been made over the last several decades to
promote recovery from resource exploitation and extraction and cooperation and
collaboration between groups toward a common goal.
 
This quarry expansion project is counter to the mission of the Recreation and
Conservation Office (RCO) which, is a small state agency that manages millions of
dollars in grant programs each year to “create outdoor recreation opportunities,
protect the best of the state's wildlife habitat and farmland, and help return salmon
from near extinction(www.RCO.wa.gov)." The habitat and recreation opportunities in
the Skagit River system is a key part of their programs. They collaborate with partners
and tribal communities annually with a focus toward restoration. The project proposal
and potential effects of the quarry project in this location is the direct opposite of RCO
mission and the organizations it supports: i.e., Recreation and Conservation Funding
Board (RCFB);Salmon Recovery Funding Board (SRFB); Invasive Species Council



Governor’s Salmon Recovery Office; Habitat and Recreation Lands Coordinating
Group.” 
 
People visit and live in Marblemount because of the low population density, abundant
fish and wildlife, clarity of the air and water and beauty of the landscape. Not only
would the proposed project disturb the peaceful beauty of the landscape, it would
leave a lasting visible scar on the geography and a series of invisible scars that may
take decades to recognize or understand.
 
The studies that are submitted with the project proposal so far only serve to highlight
the great gaps in understanding of the lasting and overall impacts of such a proposal.
Yet comparison to other areas of and projects of similar scope and scale make it clear
that the costs and risks to the surrounding community and environment would be far
greater than the benefit.
 
Noise
Perhaps the most obvious immediate and lasting negative impact over the broadest
reach would be sound. From my home in Marblemount, I can already hear a
chainsaw from over a mile away and rocky ridges reflect that sound like a speaker to
the rest of the community. It’s difficult for me to fathom the noise and vibration impact
of blasting for constructing over a mile-long stretch of road, chainsaw and heavy
equipment noise for timber harvest of 2.7 million board feet over 90 acres and the
truck traffic to transport all that timber. Removal of 3.8 cubic meters of quarry rock
and transporting it could involve up to 250 truck trips per day, at three minute
intervals, six days per week for 12-hour days. Add to this level of noise disturbance a
rock crushing operation, oversized trucks carrying rock pieces large enough to use for
jetties, and gas and diesel re-supply trucks large enough to fill and refill storage tanks
for 13,000 gallons of diesel fuel and 1,500 gallons of gasoline. There is no way to
adequately mitigate for this sustained level of sound and traffic for the people living
directly downslope or across the road from these proposed operations such as the
residential homes along Cascade River Road. And the noise would be projected by
the rock faces being demolished and would carry across the valley, across the river
and be heard by people specifically in Marblemount for the quiet camping and
recreating experiences. Tourism is an important part of the economy and the National
Park Service and Forest Service have built their programs to support it.
 
Environmental Health & Water Quality
Transport, storage, and resupply of diesel and gas leave the area at risk for spillage
of toxic materials which can cause local soil contamination and far reaching
contamination through water transport. The proposed work is on a rocky site in an
area that receives an average rainfall of roughly 70-80 inches per year. This is a
setup for slope runoff conditions compounded by the proposed timber harvest that
would put fish-bearing streams and the Skagit River system at risk for contamination.
 
Traffic
Traffic increases from the transportation of timber, rock, gravel, and diesel and gas
would cause a huge negative impact to the surrounding community(ies) for traffic
safety and road maintenance due to the heavy loads. Currently the Cascade River



Road is a favored route for bicyclists, motorcyclists, runners and fishermen in addition
to the local commuter traffic you might expect in a rural community. It is a quiet road
with not much traffic and a narrow shoulder. This dramatic shift in usage would cause
a safety hazard for anyone wanting to run or ride a bike and the large and oversized
trucks used to transport extracted materials would cause bottleneck areas for
motorists and increase hazards such as flying gravel or debris from truck wheels.
 
Environmental Considerations
Though the SEPA checklist and Biological Assessment touches on several of my
other concerns, the scope of study so far has been either inadequate to address them
or already made it clear to me that this proposed project is not suitable for the location
it is proposed within.
 
Comprehensive Plan and State Constitution
The proposed activities to expand the rock quarry infrastructure and operation are in
direct opposition to the Skagit County Comprehensive Plan. Relevant sections
regarding property rights include, and I quote:
Skagit County, in exercising its land use regulatory authority to protect the public health,
safety and general welfare (Article XI Section 11 of the State Constitution), must respect
private property rights by not exceeding the constitutional limits on its authority. Planning,
land use regulations and zoning protect individual and community rights in the following
ways:

·      by avoiding nuisances through ensuring against incompatible neighboring land
uses;
·      by balancing public and private responsibilities that may have conflicting interests;
·      by providing predictability that enhances the value of private property;
·      by protecting and conserving the natural resources that provide us with clean air
and water;
·      by protecting our heritage by preserving both natural and man-made resources,
and scenic and cultural areas that generate civic pride;
·      by assuring that each generation has responsibilities as a trustee of the
environment for future generations;
·      by attaining the widest range of land uses without degradation, risk to health or
safety, or other undesirable and unintended consequences; and
·      by recognizing that each person has a fundamental and inalienable right to a
healthful environment and that each person has a responsibility to contribute to the
protection and enhancement of the environment;
·      by recognizing existing non-conforming land uses and the development rights
associated with them.

 
Cultural Resources
A more expansive and intensive study is needed to establish how many cultural
resources lie within the project footprint and how those and other known cultural
resources outside of the footprint would be affected by the proposed activities. Due
diligence for search/discovery of cultural resources has not been met nor is it
adequate to address long-term indirect effects of the project. The project came to my
attention because I’m a local resident of Marblemount and would feel, hear, and see



the dramatic effects of such a project. I also have particular expertise relevant to
reviewing the cultural resources investigation for the project as a professional
archaeologist recognized by the Department of Archaeology and Historic
Preservation (DAHP) and the Secretary of Interior for my professional qualifications,
which include a Masters degree in archaeology and over 25 years of experience,
most of that in the surrounding area in Washington. I have reviewed dozens of such
reports in Washington in recent years across several counties and conducted many
archaeological investigations myself so I am well aware of the guidelines set forth by
the DAHP as well as best management practices and common styles of investigation
that are conducted in the region. For an area of medium to high probability for
archaeological discovery such as this, a low level interval of investigation would be 5
shovel tests per acre which would equate to 600 shovel probes for this 150-acre
project. Archaeological survey is typically tailored to the topography and conditions in
a project area and the research design should show an appropriate coverage of the
area to meet due diligence. In an area like this that includes a lot of rocky terrain, the
number of shovel probes would be reduced but the amount of pedestrian survey
transects would be increased due to the potential for rock art, rock shelters, toolstone
outcrops, cairns and other features that may be related to hunting, ceremony or other
activities. 

Another consideration is that level of effort should match the scope of proposed
disturbance of a project. The Cultural Resources Report submitted for this project is
grossly inadequate to meet the scope of the proposed project. A survey conducted in
two partial days by three people and only 9 shovel tests to cover a 150-acre project
area, much of which would be demolished by rock extraction and road building if the
project moves forward, is an inappropriately small level of investigation. I question
why the archaeologists did not continue their survey to cover a greater area or find
additional areas within the 150 acres for more intensive investigation. It is not clear
from their report how much of he area they actually surveyed. Since the scope of the
project is to remove most of the rock within the project footprint, the scope of impact
is much greater than the scope an archaeological survey could achieve in two days of
work.
 
Further, the authors mention nearby archaeological sites as general context but fail to
make a connection between the area of the proposed project and nearby cultural
resources deeply important to the Sauk-Suiattle, Swinomish, and Upper Skagit
Tribes. Distance in mileage is not the best measure of the connectivity of a landscape
and river system to cultural importance in the precontact period. Nearby villages
contain archaeological evidence showing thousands of years of use, and human
remains in other nearby locations represent two types of cultural resources that are
important to consider and serve to heighten the probability of finding archaeological
sites in the surrounding terrain. Broad “home base” areas that indigenous people
accessed for different activities surrounded villages (perhaps several miles accessible
on foot and even greater distances easily accessible by canoe). Ethnographic
documents suggest a high probability for spiritual/ceremonial practices in places like
highpoint rock promontories close to villages such as the proposed project area.
Other precontact (prehistoric) types of activities that could be expected within the
project include hunting, camping, plant collecting, acquiring stone suitable for making



tools and for special ceremonies. Rock shelters, culturally-modified trees and
significant trails are also possible within the project footprint. Ridge tops and ridge
saddles are some of the highest probability landforms for finding archaeological sites
as is demonstrated by hundreds of archaeological sites recorded and studied
throughout the North Cascades. This project includes a ridge crest with close
proximity and access to the Skagit River, and nearby villages could have easily been
accessed by trail and then a short canoe ride.
 
These cultural areas are important to the tribes as evidence of their history and some
for modern-day visitation to these places. It appears that the authors of the cultural
resources survey did review archaeological and ethnographic expectations, but didn’t
design their strategy of investigation to adequately search for them.
 
Again, I appreciate the opportunity to comment and thank you for considering the
many additional ways that this proposal threatens quality of life and health of the
community and environment now and in the very distant future.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea L. Weiser

Marblemount, WA 98267























From: Sharon Wilson
To: PDS comments
Subject: Kiewet Infrastructure Quarry operation near Marblemount, Permit PL19-0033
Date: Wednesday, March 27, 2019 8:12:06 AM

Please NO! Do not allow this 100-year quarry in our beautiful Skagit Valley. There are so many
reasons this is a bad idea. The three most important to me are listed below:
1) heavy truck traffic will damage our roads, increase the risk for accidents, and add unnecessary
congestion.
2) noise pollution and marring of the beautiful hillside and scenery we love in our valley
3) environmental consequences -- water & air pollution, wildlife interference/disruption
 
Please do not allow this proposal to continue. Stop it, PLEASE!
 
Thank you,
Sharon Wilson
 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
 



From: Sharon Wilson
To: PDS comments
Subject: Kiewet Infrastructure Quarry operation near Marblemount, Permit PL19-0033
Date: Wednesday, March 27, 2019 8:20:23 AM

RE: Kiewet Infrastructure Quarry operation near Marblemount, Permit PL19-0033
 
Please NO! Do not allow this 100-year quarry in our beautiful Skagit Valley. There are so many
reasons this is a bad idea. The three most important to me are listed below:

1. Heavy truck traffic will damage our roads, increase the risk of accidents, and add unnecessary
congestion

2. Noise pollution and visual marring of the beautiful hillside and scenery we love in our valley
3. Environmental consequences – water and air pollution, wildlife interference and disruption.

Please do not allow this proposal to continue. Stop it, PLEASE!
 
Thank you,
Sharon Wilson

Mount Vernon, WA 98273

 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
 














































