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June 25,2010 
Skagit County Public Utility 
District No. 1 
P.O. Box 1436 
Mt. Vernon, WA 98273-1436 

UPPER SKAGIT INDIN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way 

Sedro-Woolley, WA 98284 
Phone: (360) 854-7000 • Fax: (360) 854-7004 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Conversion Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 

To Whom It May Concern: 

The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe (Tribe) has one of its Reservation areas located at Exit 236 of 
Interstate 5 at Bow Hill Road in Skagit County, WA. This Reservation (all trust land) was 
previously set aside for economic development and currently houses the Tribe's existing Resort 
facilities, including the casino and neighboring hotel along with associated parking and 
infrastructure. The Tribe is in the process of preparing an application to the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs to convert approximately 134.13 acres of contiguous fee land into federal trust status for 
additional economic, non-gaming development. The purpose of this proposed trust conversion is 
to allow expansion of the Resort facilities to support diversified economic growth for tribal 
members and the surrounding community. Additional details regarding the proposed Resort 
expansion are included in the attached Project Description. 

The Tribe is having an independent, third-party consultant prepare an Environmental Assessment 
pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The purpose of this letter is to 
provide your agency with an opportunity to submit formal comments to the Tribe at the address 
listed herein on the proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion. All comments received will 
be considered during the environmental review required under NEP A and will be included in the 
Environmental Review Record that is currently being compiled. Receipt of your comments is 
requested by July 25,2010. A Site Map showing the subject property is attached. 

this request. We look forward to receiving your comments. 

General Counsel to the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Enc!. 



• Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 
Comment Request Letter - June 14, 2010 

Agencies to receive request for comment 

Federal 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration I National Marine Fisheries Service 
United States Department of the Army, Corps of Engineers, Seattle District 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

State 
Northwest Clean Air Agency 
Washington Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation 
Washington Department of Ecology 
Washington Department ofFish and Wildlife 
Washington Department of Natural Resources 
Washington Department of Transportation 

County 
Skagit County Commissioners 
Skagit County Fire Marshall 
Skagit County Planning and Development Services 
Skagit County Public Works 

Local and Other 
City of Burlington 
County Fire District No. 14 (Alger) 
Samish Water District 
Skagit PUD No. I 
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UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
SKAGIT RESORT EXPANSION 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposed project involves the conversion of approximately 134.13 acres (the "Land") offee land into 
trust land for non-gaming hospitality / economic development purposes. The Land proposed for 
conversion is located immediately adjacent to and contiguous with the Upper Skagit Tribe's Bow Hill 
Reservation trust parcel, which Reservation parcel was previously taken into trust and declared Reservation 
by the United States. All of the land in question is located in Skagit County, Washington. Specifically, the 
proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion area is located in the SE V. of Section 31 and the NW Y.i of 
the SW V. of Section 32, Township 36 North; and the NE V. of the NW Y.i and the NY, of the NE Y.i of 
Section 6, Township 35 North, all within Range 04 East ofW.M. 

The Tribe intends to use the Land, after conversion from fee to trust, for a hotel, indoor water park and 
conference space, all non-gaming, economic development activities that focus on the tourism and 
hospitality industry. Specifically, the Tribe intends to build, own and operate the hotel, indoor water park 
and meeting center including restaurant, spa, fitness center, gift shop, and lounge together with associated 
parking and other infrastructure on approximately 42 acres of the Land. See the attached Site Map. 

Utilities 

The Land is already served by public and private utilities. Domestic water is currently supplied to 
the existing Resort by the Skagit County Public Utility District No. I. Adequate storage and 
transmission capacities are available to serve the proposed Resort expansion. Sanitary sewer 
service is provided by the Sarnish Water District and the City of Burlington. Adequate 
transmission and treatment and disposal capacities are currently available to serve the proposed 
Resort expansion. Stormwater runoff resulting from the proposal will be treated and detained on 
the site consistent with the Washington State Department of Ecology Stormwater Management 
Manual for Western Washington, 2005. Electrical power is currently available adjacent to the 
site and is provided by Puget Sound Energy. 

Roads 

Access to the Land is available from Interstate 5 at Exit 236, Bow Hill Road and Darrk Lane. 
Based on the traffic impact analysis prepared by Transportation Solutions, Inc. the proposed 
Resort expansion wiii not cause any roads or intersections to operate below adopted Level of 
Service standards. 

Wetlands 

Approximately 4 acres of wetlands will be filled to allow construction of the proposed Resort 
expansion, including buildings, accessory structures, parking and drainage facilities. A wetland 
mitigation plan has been prepared by Aqua-Terr Systems, Inc. that demonstrates that mitigation 
for all wetland impacts will be provided on the subject site through wetland creation and 
enhancement and through permanent preservation of existing and enhanced wetland areas. 



Threatened and Endangered Species 

No species identified as threatened or endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act have 
been observed on the subject site. Based on the Biological Assessment prepared by Aqua-Terr 
Systems, Inc., the proposed Resort expansion project will have no effect on species listed as 
threatened, endangered or candidate species under federal or state ESA regulations. 

Historic or Cultural Resources 

No site listed as a known archaeological, historic or cultural site on state or federal registers has 
been identified as being located on the subject site. Based on the archaeological and cultural 
resource assessment prepared by Equinox Research and Consulting International, the proposed 
Resort expansion is not anticipated to have any adverse effect on archaeological, historic or 
cultural resources. 
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June 29, 2010 

UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way • Sedro-WOOlley, Washington 98284 

Phone (360) 864-7000 • FAX (360) 854-7004 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Western WA Fish & Wildlife Office 
5 J 0 Desmond Drive S.E., Suite 102 
Lacey. WA 98503 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe Fee to Trust Map 

Attn.: Ken Berg 

On June 25th The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe did submit for your review and comment the 
attached letter regarding ita fee to trust application. The letter references a map which was to be 
attached but that was unfortunately omitted. I have attached hereto the map referenced for your 
review. I apologies for the omission of the map and look forward to receiving your commenta on 
the Tribe's application. 

Sincerely, 

-'111. ~~~ 
~.~ 

Harold Chesnin, General Counsel 
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UPPER SKAGIT INOIN TRIBE 
26944 Community Plaza Way 

Sedro-Woolley, WA 98284 
Phone: (360) 864-7000 • Fax: (380) 854-7004 

June 25, 2010 
U.S. Fish and W'tIdlife Service 
Westem WA Fish & Wi1dIife Office 
510 Desmond Drive S.E., Suite 102 
Lacey, WA98S03 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Feo-to-Trust Conversion Applicatioo and Proposed Resort Expansion 

Attn.: Ken Bel'g: 

The Upper Skagit Indian Tn"be (Tn"be) bas one ofits Reservatioo areas loeated at Exit 236 of 
Interstate 5 at Bow Hill Road in Skagit County. W A. This Reservation (all trust land) was 
previODSly set aside for economic development and eurrentIyhouses the Tribe's existing Resort 
facilities. including the casino and neighboring hotel along with associated parking and 
infrastrueture. The Ttt"be is in the process ofpreparing an application to the Bureau of Indian 
AffiIirs to convert approximately 134.13 fICnlS of contiguous fee land into federal trust status for 
additional economic, non-gaming development. The purpose oftbis proposed trust cooversion is 
to allow expansion of the Resort facilities to support diversified ecollOlllic growth for1ribal 
members and the SUlI'01JIIding community. Additional details n:garding the proposed Resort 
elqIIllSion are incl:uded In the attached Project Description. 

The Tribe is having an independent, third-party oonsultant prepare an Environmental Assessment 
pIIlllIIIIDt to the National Enviromnen1al Policy Act (NEPA). The purpose of this lettel' is to 
provide youragcllcywi1ban opportuDityto submitfumlal COhllllC!lls to tbe Tribe attheaddrcss 
listed herein on the proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion. All comments received will 
be coDSidered during the llI\Yiromuelllal review required UDder NEPA and will be included in the 
Emm>Dmtmtal Review Record tbat is currently being compiled. Receipt of your comments is 
requested by July 25, 2010. A Site Map showing the subject property is attached. 

Thank you for oonsidering this request. W c look forward to receiving your comments. 

~i~ C"= ~ 
Harold Chesnin 
General Counsel to the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Enel. 



Upper Skagit Indio Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Appli~tion and Proposed Resort Expansion 
Comment Reqnest Letter - Jnne 14, 2010 

Agencies to receive reqnest (or eomment 

Federal 
National Oceanic and A1mospheric Administration I National Marine Fisheries Service 
United States Department of the Anny, Corps of Engineers, Seattle District 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

State 
Northwest Clean Air Agency 
Washington Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation 
Washington Department of Ecology 
Washington Department ofFish and Wildlife 
Washington Department of Natural Resources 
Washington Department of Transportation 

County 
Skagit County Commissioners 
Skagit County Fire Marshall 
Skagit County Planning and Development Services 
Skagit County Public Works 

Local and Other 
City of Burlington 
County Fire District No. 14 (Alger) 
Sarnish Water District 
Skagit PUD No.1 



UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
SKAGIT RESORT EXPANSION 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposed project involves the convemion of approximately 134.13 acres (the "Land") of fee land into 
trust land for non-gaming hospitality I economic development purposes. The Land proposed for 
conversion is located immediately adjacent to and contiguous with the Upper Skagit Tribe's Bow Hill 
Reservation trust pllltel, wbich Reservation PIIlteI was previously taken into trust and declared Reservation 
by the United S1ates. All of the land in question is located in Skagit County, Washington. Speeifically, the 
proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion an:a is located in the SE l4 of Section 31 and the NW V. of 
the SW V. of Section 32, Township 36 North; and the NE v.. of1be NW v.. and the N lI.. of the NE v.. of 
Section 6, Township 35 North, all within Range 04 East ofW.M. 

The Tribe intends to use the Land, a&r conversion from fee to trust, for a hotel, indoor water park and 
conference space, all non-gaming, economic development activities that focus on the tourism and 
hospitslity industry. Specifically. the TnDe intends to build, own and operate !be hotel, indoor water park 
and meeting center including restaurant, spe, fitness center, gift shop, and lounge together with associated 
parking and other infrastructure on approximately 42 acres of the Land. See the attached Site Map. 

Utilities 

The Land is already served by public and private utilities. Domestic water is currently supplied to 
1he existing Resort by the Skagit County Public Utility District No. I. Adequate storage and 
transmission capacities are available to serve the proposed Resort expansion. Sanitary sewer 
service is provided by 1he Samish Water District and 1he City of Burlington. Adequate 
transmission and treatment and disposal capacities are currently available to serve 1be proposed 
Resort expansion. Stormwater runoff resulting from the proposal will be treated and detained on 
the site consistent with 1he Washington State Department of Ecology Stormwater Management 
M1mual for Western Washington, 2005. Electrical power is currently available adjacent to the 
site and is provided by Puget Sound Energy. 

Roads 

Access to 1he Land is available from Interstate 5 at Exit 23 6, Bow Hill Road and Darrk Lane. 
Based on 1he traffic impact analysis prepared by Transportation Solutions, Inc. 1he proposed 
Resort expansion will not cause any roads or intersections to operate below adopted Level of 
Service standards. 

Wetlands 

Approximately.4 acres of wetlands will be filled to allow construction of 1he proposed Resort 
expansion, including buildings, accessory structures, parking and drainage facilities. A wetland 
mitigation plan bas been prepared by Aqua-Ten Systems, Inc. that demonstrates that mitigation 
for all wetland impacts will be provided on the subject site through wetland creation and 
enhlmcement and through permanent preservation of existing and enhanced wetland areas. 



Threatened and Endanlered Species 

No species identified as tbreateruld or endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act have 
been observed on the subject site. Based on the Biological Assessment prepared by Aqua-Terr 
Systems, Inc., the proposed Resort expansion project will have no effect on species listed as 
threatened, endangered or candidate species under federal or state ESA regulations. 

Historic or Cultural Resourte5 

No site listed as a known archaeological, historic or cultural site on state or federal registers has 
been identified as being located on the subject site. Based on the archaeological and cultural 
resource assessment prepared by Equinox Research and Consulting International, the proposed 
Resort expansion is not anticipated to have any adver8C effect on archaeological, historic or 
cultural resources. 



June 29,2010 

UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way. Sedro-Woolley, Washington 98284 

Phone (360) 854-7000. FAX (360) 854-7004 

US Anny Corps of Engineers 
Regulatory Branch, Seattle District 
PO Box C-3755 
Seattle, WA 98124-2255 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe Fee to Trust Map 

Attn.: Randel Perry 

On June 25th The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe did submit for your review and comment the 
attached letter regarding its fee to trust application. The letter references a map which was to be 
attached but that was unfortunately omitted. I have attached hereto the map referenced for your 
review. I apologies for the omission of the map and look forward to receiving your comments on 
the Tribe's application. 

Sincerely, 

-=-:2-"-G4-_.:.:.,-'--"'-....-"-=~~--=~=-::::..:~=:::-...._~ 
Harold Chesnin, General Counsel 
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UPPER SKAGIT INDIN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way 

Sedro·Woolley. WA 98284 
Phone: (360) 854·7000 • Fax: (360) 854·7004 

June 25, 2010 
US Anny Corps of Engineers 
Regulatory Branch, Seattle District 
PO Box C·3755 
Seattle, WA 98124-2255 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Conversion Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 

Attn.: Randel Perry: 

The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe (Tribe) has one of its Reservation areas located at Exit 236 of 
Interstate 5 at Bow Hill Road in Skagit County, W A. This Reservation (all trust land) was 
previously set aside for economic development and currently houses the Tribe's existing Resort 
facilities, including the casino and neighboring hotel along with associated parking and 
infrastructure. The Tribe is in the process of preparing an application to the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs to convert approximately 134.13 acres of contiguous fee land into federal trust status for 
additional economic, non-gaming development. The purpose of this proposed trust conversion is 
to allow expansion of the Resort facilities to support diversified economic growth for tribal 
members and the surrounding community. Additional details regarding the proposed Resort 
expansion are included in the attached Project Description. 

The Tribe is having an independent, third-party consultant prepare an Environmental Assessment 
pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The purpose of this letter is to 
provide your agency with an opportunity to submit formal comments to the Tribe at the address 
listed herein on the proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion. All comments received will 
be considered during the environmental review required under NEPA and will be included in the 
Environmental Review Record that is currently being compiled. Receipt of your comments is 
requested by July 25, 2010. A Site Map showing the subject property is attached . 

. g this request. We look forward to receiving your comments. 

Harold Chesnin 
General Counsel to the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Ene!. 



Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 
Comment Request Letter - June 14, 2010 

Agencies to receive request for comment 

Federal 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration / National Marine Fisheries Service 
United States Department of the Anny, Corps of Engineers, Seattle District 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

State 
Northwest Clean Air Agency 
Washington Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation 
Washington Department of Ecology 
Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife 
Washington Department of Natural Resources 
Washington Department of Transportation 

County 
Skagit County Commissioners 
Skagit County Fire Marshall 
Skagit County Planning and Development Services 
Skagit County Public Works 

Local and Other 
City of Burlington 
County Fire District No. 14 (Alger) 
Samish Water District 
Skagit PUD No. 1 



UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
SKAGIT RESORT EXPANSION 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposed project involves the conversion of approximately 134.13 acres (the "Land") offee land into 
trust land for non-gaming hospitality / economic development purposes. The Land proposed for 
conversion is located immediately adjacent to and contiguous with the Upper Skagit Tribe's Bow Hill 
Reservation trust parcel, which Reservation parcel was previously taken into trust and declared Reservation 
by the United States. All ofthe land in question is located in Skagit County, Washington. Specifically, the 
proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion area is located in the SE Y. of Section 31 and the NW Y. of 
the SW Y. of Section 32, Township 36 North; and the NE Y. of the NW Y. and the N 1, of the NE Y. of 
Section 6, Township 35 North, all within Range 04 East ofW.M. 

The Tribe intends to use the Land, after conversion from fee to trust, for a hotel, indoor water park and 
conference space, all non-gaming, economic development activities that focus on the tourism and 
hospitality industry. Specifically, the Tribe intends to build, own and operate the hotel, indoor water park 
and meeting center including restaurant, spa, fitness center, gift shop, and lounge together with associated 
parking and other infrastructure on approximately 42 acres of the Land. See the attached Site Map. 

Utilities 

The Land is already served by public and private utilities. Domestic water is currently supplied to 
the existing Resort by the Skagit County Public Utility District No. I. Adequate storage and 
transmission capacities are available to serve the proposed Resort expansion. Sanitary sewer 
service is provided by the Samish Water District and the City of Burlington. Adequate 
transmission and treatment and disposal capacities are currently available to serve the proposed 
Resort expansion. Stormwater runoff resulting from the proposal will be treated and detained on 
the site consistent with the Washington State Department of Ecology Storrnwater Management 
Manual for Western Washington, 2005. Electrical power is currently available adjacent to the 
site and is provided by Puget Sound Energy. 

Roads 

Access to the Land is available from Interstate 5 at Exit 236, Bow Hill Road and Darrk Lane. 
Based on the traffic impact analysis prepared by Transportation Solutions, Inc. the proposed 
Resort expansion will not cause any roads or intersections to operaie below adopted Level of 
Service standards. 

Wetlands 

Approximately 4 acres of wetlands will be filled to allow construction of the proposed Resort 
expansion, including buildings, accessory structures, parking and drainage facilities. A wetland 
mitigation plan has been prepared by Aqua-Terr Systems, Inc. that demonstrates that mitigation 
for all wetland impacts will be provided on the subject site through wetland creation and 
enhancement and through permanent preservation of existing and enhanced wetland areas. 



• Threatened and Endangered Species 

No species identified as threatened or endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act have 
been observed on the subject site. Based on the Biological Assessment prepared by Aqua-Terr 
Systems, Inc., the proposed Resort expansion project will have no effect on species listed as 
threatened, endangered or candidate species under federal or state ESA regulations. 

Historic or Cultural Resources 

No site listed as a known archaeological, historic or cultural site on state or federal registers has 
been identified as being located on the subject site. Based on the archaeological and cultural 
resource assessment prepared by Equinox Research and Consulting International, the proposed 
Resort expansion is not anticipated to have any adverse effect on archaeological, historic or 
cultural resources. 



June 29, 2010 

UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way. Sedro-Woolley, Washington 98284 

Phone (360) 854-7000. FAX (360) 854-7004 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Region 10 
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900 
Seattle, W A 98101 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe Fee to Trust Map 

To Whom it May Concern: 

On June 25th The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe did submit for your review and comment the 
attached letter regarding its fee to trust application. The letter references a map which was to be 
attached but that was unfortunately omitted. I have attached hereto the map referenced for your 
review. I apologies for the omission of the map and look forward to receiving your comments on 
the Tribe's application. 

Sincerely, 

Harold Chesnin, General Counsel 
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June 25,2010 

UPPER SKAGIT INDIN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way 
Sedro-Woolley, WA 98284 

Phone: (360) 854-7000 • Fax: (360) 854-7004 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Region 10 
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900 
Seattle, WA 98101 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Conversion Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 

To Whom It May Concern: 

The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe (Tribe) has one of its Reservation areas located at Exit 236 of 
Interstate 5 at Bow Hill Road in Skagit County, WA. This Reservation (all trust land) was 
previously set aside for economic development and currently houses the Tribe's existing Resort 
facilities, including the casino and neighboring hotel along with associated parking and 
infrastructure. The Tribe is in the process of preparing an application to the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs to convert approximately 134.13 acres of contiguous fee land into federal trust status for 
additional economic, non-gaming development. The purpose of this proposed trust conversion is 
to allow expansion of the Resort facilities to support diversified economic growth for tribal 
members and the surrounding community. Additional details regarding the proposed Resort 
expansion are included in the attached Project Description. 

The Tribe is having an independent, third-party consultant prepare an Environmental Assessment 
pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The purpose of this letter is to 
provide your agency with an opportunity to submit formal comments to the Tribe at the address 
listed herein on the proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion. AU comments received wiU 
be considered during the environmental review required under NEP A and will be included in the 
Environmental Review Record that is currently being compiled. Receipt of your COmments is 
requested by July 25, 2010. A Site Map showing the subject property is attached . 

. g this request. We look forward to receiving your comments. 

Harold Chesnin 
General Counsel to the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Enc1. 



Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 
Comment Request Letter - June 14, 2010 

Agencies to receive request for comment 

Federal 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration / National Marine Fisheries Service 
United States Department of the Anny, Corps of Engineers, Seattle District 
t'nited States Environmental Protection Agency 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

State 
Northwest Clean Air Agency 
Washington Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation 
Washington Department of Ecology 
Washington Department ofFish and Wildlife 
Washington Department of Natural Resources 
Washington Department of Transportation 

County 
Skagit County Commissioners 
Skagit County Fire Marshall 
Skagit County Planning and Development Services 
Skagit County Public Works 

Local and Other 
City of Burlington 
County Fire District No. 14 (Alger) 
Samish Water District 
Skagit PUD No.1 



UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
SKAGIT RESORT EXPANSION 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposed project involves the conversion of approximately 134.13 acres (the "Land") of fee land into 
trust land for non-gaming hospitality / economic development purposes. The Land proposed for 
conversion is located immediately adjacent to and contiguous with the Upper Skagit Tribe's Bow Hill 
Reservation trust parcel, which Reservation parcel was previously taken into trust and declared Reservation 
by the United States. All of the land in question is located in Skagit County, Washington. Specifically, the 
proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion area is located in the SE Y. of Section 31 and the NW Y. of 
the SW V. of Section 32, Township 36 North; and the NE Y. of the NW Y. and the NY, of the NE Y. of 
Section 6, Township 35 North, all within Range 04 East ofW.M. 

The Tribe intends to use the Land, after conversion from fee to trust, for a hotel, indoor water park and 
conference space, all non-gaming, economic development activities that focus on the tourism and 
hospitality industry. Specifically, the Tribe intends to build, own and operate the hotel, indoor water park 
and meeting center including restaurant, spa, fitness center, gift shop, and lounge together with associated 
parking and other infrastructure on approximately 42 acres of the Land. See the attached Site Map. 

Utilities 

The Land is already served by public and private utilities. Domestic water is currently supplied to 
the existing Resort by the Skagit County Public Utility District No. I. Adequate storage and 
transmission capacities are available to serve the proposed Resort expansion. Sanitary sewer 
service is provided by the Samish Water District and the City of Burlington. Adequate 
transmission and treatment and disposal capacities are currently available to serve the proposed 
Resort expansion. Stormwater runoff resulting from the proposal will be treated and detained on 
the site consistent with the Washington State Department of Ecology Stormwater Management 
Manual for Western Washington, 2005. Electrical power is currently available adjacent to the 
site and is provided by Puget Sound Energy. 

Roads 

Access to the Land is available from Interstate 5 at Exit 236, Bow Hill Road and Darrk Lane. 
Based on the traffic impact analysis prepared by Transportation Solutions, Inc. the proposed 
Resort expansion will not cause any roads or intersections to operate below adopted Level of 
Service standards. 

Wetlands 

Approximately 4 acres of wetlands will be filled to allow construction of the proposed Resort 
expansion, including buildings, accessory structures, parking and drainage facilities. A wetland 
mitigation plan has been prepared by Aqua-Terr Systems, Inc. that demonstrates that mitigation 
for all wetland impacts will be provided on the subject site through wetland creation and 
enhancement and through permanent preservation of existing and enhanced wetland areas. 



• 

Threatened and Endangered Species 

No species identified as threatened or endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act have 
been observed on the subject site. Based on the Biological Assessment prepared by Aqua-Terr 
Systems, Inc., the proposed Resort expansion project will have no effect on species listed as 
threatened, endangered or candidate species under federal or state ESA regulations. 

Historic or Cultural Resources 

No site listed as a known archaeological, historic or cultural site on state or federal registers has 
been identified as being located on the subject site. Based on the archaeological and cultural 
resource assessment prepared by Equinox Research and Consulting International, the proposed 
Resort expansion is not anticipated to have any adverse effect on archaeological, historic or 
cultural resources. 



June 29,2010 
UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way. Sedro-Woolley, Washington 98284 

Phone (360) 854-7000 • FAX (360) 854-7004 

NOAA National Marine Fisheries 
Northern Puget Sound Branch 
7600 Sand Point Way N.E. 
Seattle, W A 98115 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe Fee to Trust Map 

Attn.: Dan Tonnes 

On June 25th The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe did submit for your review and comment the 
attached letter regarding its fee to trust application. The letter references a map which was to be 
.,,:~ched but that was unfortunately omitted. I have attached hereto the map referenced for your 
review. I apologies for the omission of the map and look forward to receiving your comments on 
the Tribe's application. 

Sincerely, 

. Ifer Wa hington, Chai 

.Y ... - ~C~ 
Harold Chesnin, General Counsel 
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UPPER SKAGIT IN DIN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way 
Sedro-Woolley, WA 98284 

Phone: (360) 854-7000 • Fax: (360) 854-7004 

June 25, 2010 
NOAA National Marine Fisheries 
Northern Puget Sound Branch 
7600 Sand Point Way N.E. 
Seattle, WA 98115 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Conversion Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 

Attn.: Dan Tonnes: 

The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe (Tribe) has one of its Reservation areas located at Exit 236 of 
Interstate 5 at Bow Hill Road in Skagit County, W A. This Reservation (all trust land) was 
previously set aside for economic development and currently houses the Tribe's existing Resort 
facilities, including the casino and neighboring hotel along with associated parking and 
infrastructure. The Tribe is in the process of preparing an application to the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs to convert approximately 134.13 acres of contiguous fee land into federal trust status for 
additional economic, non-gaming development The purpose of this proposed trust conversion is 
to allow expansion of the Resort facilities to support diversified economic growth for tribal 
members and the surrounding community. Additional details regarding the proposed Resort 
expansion are included in the attached Project Description. 

The Tribe is having an independent, third-party consultant prepare an Environmental Assessment 
pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The purpose of this letter is to 
provide your agency with an opportunity to submit formal comments to the Tribe at the address 
listed herein on the proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion. All comments received will 
be considered during the environmental review required under NEP A and will be included in the 
Environmental Review Record that is currently being compiled. Receipt of your comments is 
requested by July 25, 2010. A Site Map showing the subject property is attached. 

Thank you for considering this request. We look forward to receiving your comments. 
Sincerely, 



Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 
Comment Request Letter - June 14, 2010 

Agencies to receive request for comment 

Federal 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration / National Marine Fisheries Service 
United States Department of the Anny, Corps of Engineers, Seattle District 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

State 
Northwest Clean Air Agency 
Washington Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation 
Washington Department of Ecology 
Washington Department ofFish and Wildlife 
Washington Department of Natural Resources 
Washington Department of Transportation 

County 
Skagit County Commissioners 
Skagit County Fire Marshall 
Skagit County Planning and Development Services 
Skagit County Public Works 

Local and Other 
City of Burlington 
County Fire District No. 14 (Alger) 
Sarnish Water District 
Skagit PUD No. I 



UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
SKAGIT RESORT EXPANSION 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposed project involves the conversion of approximately 134.13 acres (the "Land") offee land into 
trust land for non-gaming hospitality / economic development purposes. The Land proposed for 
conversion is located immediately adjacent to and contiguous with the Upper Skagit Tribe's Bow Hill 
Reservation trust parcel, which Reservation parcel was previously taken into trust and declared Reservation 
by the United States. All of the land in question is located in Skagit County, Washington. Specifically, the 
proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion area is located in the SE V. of Section 31 and the NW V. of 
the SW V. of Section 32, Township 36 North; and the NE V. of the NW V. and the N 1/, of the NE 1;'; of 
Section 6, Township 35 North, all within Range 04 East of W.M. 

The Tribe intends to use the Land, after conversion from fee to trust, for a hotel, indoor water park and 
conference space, all non-gaming, economic development activities that focus on the tourism and 
hospitality indUStry. Specifically, the Tribe intends to build, own and operate the hotel, indoor water park 
and meeting center including restaurant, spa, fitness center, gift shop, and lounge together with associated 
parking and other infrastructure on approximately 42 acres of the Land. See the attached Site Map. 

Utilities 

The Land is already served by public and private utilities. Domestic water is currently supplied to 
the existing Resort by the Skagit County Public Utility District No.1. Adequate storage and 
transmission capacities are available to serve the proposed Resort expansion. Sanitary sewer 
service is provided by the Samish Water District and the City of Burlington. Adequate 
transmission and treatment and disposal capacities are currently available to serve the proposed 
Resort expansion. Stormwater runoff resulting from the proposal will be treated and detained on 
the site consistent with the Washington State Department of Ecology Storrnwater Management 
Manual for Western Washington, 2005. Electrical power is currently available adjacent to the 
site and is provided by Puget Sound Energy. 

Roads 

Access to the Land is available from Interstate 5 at Exit 236, Bow Hill Road and Darrk Lane. 
Based on the traffic impact analysis prepared by Transportation Solutions, Inc. the proposed 
Resort expansion wiiJ not cause any roads or intersections to operate below adopted Level of 
Service standards. 

Wetlands 

Approximately 4 acres of wetlands will be filled to allow construction of the proposed Resort 
expansion, including buildings, accessory structures, parking and drainage facilities. A wetland 
mitigation plan has been prepared by Aqua-Terr Systems, Inc. that demonstrates that mitigation 
for all wetland impacts will be provided on the subject site through wetland creation and 
enhancement and through permanent preservation of existing and enhanced wetland areas. 



Threatened and Endangered Species 

No species identified as threatened or endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act have 
been observed on the subject site. Based on the Biological Assessment prepared by Aqua-Terr 
Systems, Inc., the proposed Resort expansion project will have no effect on species listed as 
threatened, endangered or candidate species under federal or state ESA regulations. 

Historic or Cultural Resources 

No site listed as a known archaeological, historic or cultural site on state or federal registers has 
been identified as being located on the subject site. Based on the archaeological and cultural 

resource assessment prepared by Equinox Research and Consulting International, the proposed 
Resort expansion is not anticipated to have any adverse effect on archaeological, historic or 

cultural resources 



June 29,2010 

UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way. Sedro-Woolley, Washington 98284 

Phone (360) 854-7000 • FAX (360) 854-7004 

Northwest Clean Air Agency 
1600 South Second Street 
Mount Vernon, WA 98273-1617 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe Fee to Trust Map 

To Whom it May Concern: 

On June 25th The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe did submit for your review and comment the 
attached letter regarding its fee to trust application. The letter references a map which was to be 
attached but that was unfortunately omitted. I have attached hereto the map referenced for your 
review. I apologies for the omission of the map and look forward to receiving your comments on 
the Tribe's application. 

Sincerely, 

Harold Chesnin, General Counsel 
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UPPER SKAGIT INDIN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way 

Sedro-Woolley. WA 98284 
Phone: (360) 854-7000 • Fax: (360) 854-7004 

June 25, 2010 
Northwest Clean Air Agency 
1600 South Second Street 
MountVemon, WA 98273-1617 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Conversion Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 

To Whom It May Concern: 

The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe (Tribe) has one of its Reservation areas located at Exit 236 of 
Interstate 5 at Bow Hill Road in Skagit County, WA. This Reservation (all trust land) was 
previously set aside for economic development and currently houses the Tribe's existing Resort 
facilities, including the casino and neighboring hotel along with associated parking and 
infrastructure. The Tribe is in the process of preparing an application to the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs to convert approximately 134.13 acres of contiguous fee land into federal trust status for 
additional economic, non-gaming development. The purpose of this proposed trust conversion is 
to allow expansion of the Resort facilities to support diversified economic growth for tribal 
members and the surrounding community. Additional details regarding the proposed Resort 
expansion are included in the attached Project Description. 

The Tribe is having an independent, third-party consultant prepare an Environmental Assessment 
pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The purpose of this letter is to 
provide your agency with an opportunity to submit formal comments to the Tribe at the address 
listed herein on the proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion. All comments received will 
be considered during the environmental review required under NEP A and will be included in the 
Environmental Review Record that is currently being compiled. Receipt of your comments is 
requested by July 25, 2010. A Site Map showing the subject property is attached. 

Thank you for considering this request. We look forward to receiving your comments. 

Sincerely, 

Harold Chesnin 
General Counsel to the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Encl. 



Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 
Comment Request Letter - June 14, 2010 

Agencies to receive request for comment 

Federal 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration / National Marine Fisheries Service 
United States Department of the Army, Corps of Engineers, Seattle District 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

State 
Northwest Clean Air Agency 
Washington Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation 
Washington Department of Ecology 
Washington Department ofFish and Wildlife 
Washington Department of Natural Resources 
Washington Department of Transportation 

County 
Skagit County Commissioners 
Skagit County Fire Marshall 
Skagit County Planning and DeVelopment Services 
Skagit County Public Works 

Local and Other 
City of Burlington 
County Fire District No. 14 (Alger) 
Samish Water District 
Skagit PUD No.1 



UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
SKAGIT RESORT EXPANSION 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposed project involves the conversion of approximately 134.13 acres (the "Land") of fee land into 
trust land for non-gaming hospitality / economic development purposes. The Land proposed for 
conversion is located immediately adjacent to and contiguous with the Upper Skagit Tribe's Bow Hill 
Reservation trust parcel, which Reservation parcel was previously taken into trust and declared Reservation 
by the United States. All of the land in question is located in Skagit County, Washington. Specifically, the 
proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion area is located in the SE V. of Section 31 and the NW V. of 
the SW V. of Section 32, Township 36 North; and the NE V. of the NW V. and the N Y, of the NE V. of 
Section 6, Township 35 North, all within Range 04 East ofW.M. 

The Tribe intends to use the Land, after conversion from fee to trust, for a hotel, indoor water park and 
conference space, all non-gaming, economic development activities that focus on the tourism and 
hospitality industry. Specifically, the Tribe intends to build, own and operate the hotel, indoor water park 
and meeting center including restaurant, spa, fitness center, gift shop, and lounge together with associated 
parking and other infrastructure on approximately 42 acres of the Land. See the attached Site Map. 

Utilities 

The Land is already served by public and private utilities. Domestic water is currently supplied to 
the existing Resort by the Skagit County Public Utility District No. I. Adequate storage and 
transmission capacities are available to serve the proposed Resort expansion. Sanitary sewer 
service is provided by the Samish Water District and the City of Burlington. Adequate 
transmission and treatment and disposal capacities are currently available to serve the proposed 
Resort expansion. Stormwater runoff resulting from the proposal will be treated and detained on 
the site consistent with the Washington State Department of Ecology Stormwater Management 
Manual for Western Washington, 2005. Electrical power is currently available adjacent to the 
site and is provided by Puget Sound Energy. 

Roads 

Access to the Land is available from Interstate 5 at Exit 236, Bow Hill Road and Darrk Lane. 
Based on the traffic impact analysis prepared by Transportation Solutions, Inc. the proposed 
Resort expansion will not cause any roads or intersections to operate below adopted Level of 
Service standards. 

Wetlands 

Approximately 4 acres of wetlands will be filled to allow construction of the proposed Resort 
expansion, including buildings, accessory structures, parking and drainage facilities. A wetland 
mitigation plan has been prepared by Aqua-Terr Systems, Inc. that demonstrates that mitigation 
for all wetland impacts will be provided on the subject site through wetland creation and 
enhancement and through permanent preservation of existing and enhanced wetland areas. 



• Threatened and Endangered Species 

No species identified as threatened or endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act have 
been observed on the subject site. Based on the Biological Assessment prepared by Aqua-Terr 
Systems, Inc., the proposed Resort expansion project will have no effect on species listed as 
threatened, endangered or candidate species under federal or state ESA regulations. 

Historic or Cultural Resources 

No site listed as a known archaeological, historic or cultural site on state or federal registers has 
been identified as being located on the subject site. Based on the archaeological and cultural 
resource assessment prepared by Equinox Research and Consulting International, the proposed 
Resort expansion is not anticipated to have any adverse effect on archaeological, historic or 
cultural resources. 



June 29, 2010 

UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way. Sedro-Woolley, Washington 98284 

Phone (360) 854-7000 • FAX (360) 854-7004 

Washington Department of Ecology 
Northwest Regional Office 
3190 160th Avenue S.E. 
Bellevue, W A 98008-5452 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe Fee to Trust Map 

To Whom it May Concern: 

On June 25th The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe did submit for your review and comment the 
attached letter regarding its fee to trust application. The letter references a map which was to be 
attached but that was unfortunately omitted. I have attached hereto the map referenced for your 
review. I apologies for the omission of the map and look forward to receiving your comments on 
the Tribe's application. 

Sincerely, 

Harold Chesnin, General Counsel 
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UPPER SKAGIT INOIN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way 

Sedro-Woolley. WA 98284 
Phone: (360) 854-7000 • Fax: (360) 854-7004 

June 25, 2010 
Washington Department of Ecology 
Northwest Regional Office 
3190 160th Avenue S.E. 
Bellevue, WA 98008-5452 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Conversion Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 

To Whom It May Concern: 

The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe (Tribe) has one of its Reservation areas located at Exit 236 of 
Interstate 5 at Bow Hill Road in Skagit County, WA. This Reservation (all trust land) was 
previously set aside for economic development and currently houses the Tribe's existing Resort 
facilities, including the casino and neighboring hotel along with associated parking and 
infrastructure. The Tribe is in the process of preparing an application to the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs to convert approximately 134.13 acres of contiguous fee land into federal trust status for 
additional economic, non-gaming development. The purpose of this proposed trust conversion is 
to allow expansion of the Resort facilities to support diversified economic growth for tribal 
members and the surrounding community. Additional details regarding the proposed Resort 
expansion are included in the attached Project Description. 

The Tribe is having an independent, third-party consultant prepare an Environmental Assessment 
pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The purpose of this letter is to 
provide your agency with an opportunity to submit formal comments to the Tribe at the address 
listed herein on the proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion. All comments received will 
be considered during the environmental review required under NEP A and will be included in the 
Environmental Review Record that is currently being compiled. Receipt of your comments is 
requested by July 25, 2010. A Site Map showing the subject property is attached. 

Thank you for considering this request. We look forward to receiving your comments. 
Sincerely, 

Harold Chesnin 
General Counsel to the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Enc!. 
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Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 
Comment Request Letter - June 14, 2010 

Agencies to receive request for comment 

Federal 
'National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration I National Marine Fisheries Service 
United States Department of the Army, Corps of Engineers, Seattle District 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

State 
Northwest Clean Air Agency 
Washington Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation 
Washington Department of Ecology 
Washington Department ofFish and Wildlife 
Washington Department of Natural Resources 
Washington Department of Transportation 

County 
Skagit County Commissioners 
Skagit County Fire Marshall 
Skagit County Planning and Development Services 
Skagit County Public Works 

Local and Other 
City of Burlington 
County Fire District No, 14 (Alger) 
Samish Water District 
Skagit PUD No, I 



UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
SKAGIT RESORT EXPANSION 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposed project involves the conversion of approximately 134.13 acres (the "Land") offee land into 
trust land for non-gaming hospitality / economic development purposes. The Land proposed for 
conversion is located immediately adjacent to and contiguous with the Upper Skagit Tribe's Bow Hill 
Reservation trust parcel, which Reservation parcel was previously taken into trust and declared Reservation 
by the United States. All ofthe land in question is located in Skagit County, Washington. Specifically, the 
proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion area is located in the SE V. of Section 31 and the NW V. of 
the SW V. of Section 32, Township 36 North; and the NE V. of the NW 'I. and the N Y2 of the NE V. of 
Section 6, Township 35 North, all within Range 04 East ofW.M. 

The Tribe intends to use the Land, after conversion from fee to trust, for a hotel, indoor water park and 
conference space, all non-gaming, economic development activities that focus on the tourism and 
hospitality industry. Specifically, the Tribe intends to build, own and operate the hotel, indoor water park 
and meeting center including restaurant, spa, fitness center, gift shop, and lounge together with associated 
parking and other infrastructure on approximately 42 acres of the Land. See the attached Site Map. 

Utilities 

The Land is already served by public and private utilities. Domestic water is currently supplied to 
the existing Resort by the Skagit County Public Utility District No. I. Adequate storage and 
transmission capacities are available to serve the proposed Resort expansion. Sanitary sewer 
service is provided by the Samish Water District and the City of Burlington. Adequate 
transmission and treatment and disposal capacities are currently available to serve the proposed 
Resort expansion. Stormwater runoff resulting from the proposal will be treated and detained on 
the site consistent with the Washington State Department of Ecology Stormwater Management 
Manual for Western Washlngton, 2005. Electrical power is currently available adjacent to the 
site and is provided by Puget Sound Energy. 

Roads 

Access to the Land is available from Interstate 5 at Exit 236, Bow Hill Road and Darrk Lane. 
Based on the traffic impact analysis prepared by Transportation Solutions, Inc. the proposed 
Resort expansion will not cause any roads or intersections to operate below adopted Level of 
Service standards. 

Wetlands 

Approximately 4 acres of wetlands will be filled to allow construction of the proposed Resort 
expansion, including buildings, accessory structures, parking and drainage facilities. A wetland 
mitigation plan has been prepared by Aqua-Terr Systems, Inc. that demonstrates that mitigation 
for all wetland impacts will be provided on the subject site through wetland creation and 
enbancement and through permanent preservation of existing and enbanced wetland areas. 



Threatened and Endangered Species 

No species identified as threatened or endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act have 
been observed on the subject site. Based on the Biological Assessment prepared by Aqua-Terr 
Systems, Inc., the proposed Resort expansion project will have no effect on species listed as 
threatened, endangered or candidate species under federal or state ESA regulations. 

Historic or Cultural Resources 

No site listed as a known archaeological, historic or cultural site on state or federal registers has 
been identified as being located on the subject site. Based on the archaeological and cultural 
resource assessment prepared by Equinox Research and Consulting International, the proposed 
Resort expansion is not anticipated to have any adverse effect on archaeological, historic or 
cultural resources. 



June 29, 2010 

UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way. Sedro-Woolley, Washington 98284 

Phone (360) 854-7000 • FAX (360) 854-7004 

Washington State Department of Transportation - Mount Baker Area 
1043 Goldenrod Road, Suite 101 
Burlington, WA 98233 - 3415 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe Fee to Trust Map 

To Whom it May Concern: 

On June 25 th The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe did submit for your review and comment the 
attached letter regarding its fee to trust application. The letter references a map which was to be 
attached but that was unfortunately omitted. I have attached hereto the map referenced for your 
review. I apologies for the omission of the map and Jook forward to receiving your comments on 
the Tribe's application. 

Sincerely, 

Harold Chesnin, General Counsel 
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UPPER SKAGIT INDIN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way 
Sedro-Woolley, WA 98284 

Phone: (360) 854-7000 • Fax: (3601854-7004 

June 25,2010 
Washington State Department of 
Transportation - Mount Baker Area 
1043 Goldenrod Road, Suite 101 
Burlington, WA 98233 - 3415 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Conversion Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 

To Whom It May Concern: 

The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe (Tribe) has one of its Reservation areas located at Exit 236 of 
Interstate 5 at Bow Hill Road in Skagit County, WA. This Reservation (all trust land) was 
previously set aside for economic development and currently houses the Tribe's existing Resort 
facilities, including the casino and neighboring hotel along with associated parking and 
infrastructure. The Tribe is in the process of preparing an application to the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs to convert approximately 134.13 acres of contiguous fee land into federal trust status for 
additional economic, non-gaming development. The purpose of this proposed trust conversion is 
to allow expansion of the Resort facilities to support diversified economic growth for tribal 
members and the surrounding community. Additional details regarding the proposed Resort 
expansion are included in the attached Project Description. 

The Tribe is having an independent, third-party consultant prepare an Environmental Assessment 
pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The purpose of this letter is to 
provide your agency with an opportunity to submit formal comments to the Tribe at the address 
listed herein on the proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion. All comments received will 
be considered during the environmental review required under NEP A and will be included in the 
Environmental Review Record that is currently being compiled. Receipt of your comments is 
requested by July 25,2010. A Site Map showing the subject property is attached. 

Thank you for considering this request. We look forward to receiving your comments. 
Sincerely, 

Harold Chesnin 
General Counsel to the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Ene!. 



Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 
Comment Request Letter - June 14, 2010 

Agencies to receive request for comment 

Federal 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration / National Marine Fisheries Service 
United States Department of the Army, Corps of Engineers, Seattle District 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

State 
Northwest Clean Air Agency 
Washington Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation 
Washington Department of Ecology 
Washington Department ofFish and Wildlife 
Washington Department of Natural Resources 
Washington Department of Transportation 

County 
Skagit County Commissioners 
Skagit County Fire Marshall 
Skagit County Planning and Development Services 
Skagit County Public Works 

Local and Other 
City of Burlington 
County Fire District No. 14 (Alger) 
Sarnish Water District 
Skagit PUD No. I 



UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
SKAGIT RESORT EXPANSION 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposed project involves the conversion of approximately 134.13 acres (the "Land") offee land into 
trust land for non-gaming hospitality / economic development purposes. The Land proposed for 
conversion is located immediately adjacent to and contiguous with the Upper Skagit Tribe's Bow Hill 
Reservation trust parcel, which Reservation parcel was previously taken into trust and declared Reservation 
by the United States. All of the land in question is located in Skagit County, Washington. Specifically, the 
proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion area is located in the SE V. of Section 31 and the NW Y. of 
the SW Y. of Section 32, Township 36 North; and the NE V. of the NW y.; and the N V, of the NE y.; of 
Section 6, Township 35 North, all within Range 04 East ofW.M. 

The Tribe intends to use the Land, after conversion from fee to trust, for a hotel, indoor water park and 
conference space, all non-gaming, economic development activities that focus on the tourism and 
hospitality industry. Specifically, the Tribe intends to build, own and operate the hotel, indoor water park 
and meeting center including restaurant, spa, fitness center, gift shop, and lounge together with associated 
:,arking and other infrastructure on approximately 42 acres of the Land. See the attached Site Map. 

Utilities 

The Land is already served by public and private utilities. Domestic water is currently supplied to 
the existing Resort by the Skagit County Public Utility District No.1. Adequate storage and 
transmission capacities are available to serve the proposed Resort expansion. Sanitary sewer 
service is provided by the Samish Water District and the City of Burlington. Adequate 
transmission and treatment and disposal capacities are currently available to serve the proposed 
Resort expansion. Stormwater runoff resulting from the proposal will be treated and detained on 
the site consistent with the Washington State Department of Ecology Stormwater Management 
Manual for Western Washington, 2005. Electrical power is currently available adjacent to the 
site and is provided by Puget Sound Energy. 

Roads 

Access to the Land is available from Interstate 5 at Exit 236, Bow Hill Road and Darrk Lane. 
Based on the traffic impact analysis prepared by Transportation Solutions, Inc. the proposed 
Resort expansion will not cause any roads or intersections to operate below adopted Level of 
Service standards. 

Wetlands 

Approximately 4 acres of wetlands will be filled to allow construction of the proposed Resort 
expansion, including buildings, accessory structures, parking and drainage facilities. A wetland 
mitigation plan has been prepared by Aqua-Terr Systems, Inc. that demonstrates that mitigation 
for all wetland impacts will be provided on the subject site through wetland creation and e enhancement and through permanent preservation of existing and enhanced wetland areas. 



Threatened and Endangered Species 

No species identified as threatened or endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act have 
been observed on the subject site. Based on the Biological Assessment prepared by Aqua-Terr 
Systems, Inc., the proposed Resort expansion project will have no effect on species listed as 
threatened, endangered or candidate species under federal or state ESA regulations. 

Historic or Cultural Resources 

No site listed as a known archaeological, historic or cultural site on state or federal registers has 
been identified as being located on the subject site. Based on the archaeological and cultural 
resource assessment prepared by Equinox Research and Consulting International, the proposed 
Resort expansion is not anticipated to have any adverse effect on archaeological, historic or 
cultural resources. 



June 29, 2010 

UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way. Sedro-Woolley, Washington 98284 

Phone (360) 854-7000 • FAX (360) 854-7004 

Washington Dept. of Natural Resources, NW Region 
919 North Township Street 
Sedro-Woolley, WA 98284-9384 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe Fee to Trust Map 

Attn.: David Roberts 

On June 25th The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe did submit for your review and comment the 
attached letter regarding its fee to trust application. The letter references a map which was to be 
attached but that was unfortunately omitted. I have attached hereto the map referenced for your 
review. I apologies for the omission of the map and look forward to receiving your comments on 
the Tribe's application. 

Sincerely, 

an 

Harold Chesnin, General Counsel 
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June 25, 2010 

UPPER SKAGIT IHOIN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way 

Sedro-Woolley. WA 98284 
Phone: (360) 854-7000 • Fax: (360) 854-7004 

Washington Dept. of Natural Resources, 
NWRegion 
919 North Township Street 
Sedro-Woolley, WA 98284-9384 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Conversion Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 

Attn.: David Roberts: 

The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe (Tribe) has one of its Reservation areas located at Exit 236 of 
Interstate 5 at Bow Hill Road in Skagit County, W A. This Reservation (all trust land) was 
previously set aside for economic development and currently houses the Tribe's existing Resort 
facilities, including the casino and neighboring hotel along with associated parking and 
infrastructure. The Tribe is in the process of preparing an application to the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs to convert approximately 134.13 acres of contiguous fee land into federal trust status for 
additional economic, non-gaming development. The purpose of this proposed trust conversion is 
to allow expansion of the Resort facilities to support diversified economic growth for tribal 
members and the surrounding community. Additional details regarding the proposed Resort 
expansion are included in the attached Project Description. 

The Tribe is having an independent, third-party consultant prepare an Envirorunental Assessment 
pursuant to the National Envirorunental Policy Act (NEPA). The purpose of this letter is to 
provide your agency with an opportunity to submit formal comments to the Tribe at the address 
listed herein on the proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion. All comments received will 
be considered during the envirorunental review required under NEP A and will be included in the 
Envirorunental Review Record that is currently being compiled. Receipt of your comments is 
requested by July 25,2010. A Site Map showing the subject property is attached. 

Thank you for considering this request. We look forward to receiving your comments. 
Sincerely, 



Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 
Comment Reqnest Letter - June 14, 2010 

Agencies to receive request for comment 

Federal 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration I National Marine Fisheries Service 
United States Department of the Anny, Corps of Engineers, Seattle District 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

State 
Northwest Clean Air Agency 
Washington Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation 
Washington Department of Ecology 
Washington Department ofFish and Wildlife 
Washington Department of Natural Resources 
Washington Department of Transportation 

County 
Skagit County Commissioners 
Skagit County Fire Marshall 
Skagit County Planning and Development Services 
Skagit County Public Works 

Local and Other 
City of Burlington 
County Fire District No. 14 (Alger) 
Samish Water District 
Skagit PUD No. I 



UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
SKAGIT RESORT EXPANSION 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposed project involves the conversion of approximately 134.13 acres (the "Land") of fee land into 
trust land for non-gaming hospitality I economic development purposes. The Land proposed for 
conversion is located immediately adjacent to and contiguous with the Upper Skagit Tribe's Bow Hill 
Reservation trust parcel, which Reservation parcel was previously taken into trust and declared Reservation 
by the United States. All ofthe land in question is located in Skagit County, Washington. Specifically, the 
proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion area is located in the SE Y. of Section 31 and the NW 1;' of 
the SW Y. of Section 32, Township 36 North; and the NE I;' of the NW Y. and the NY, of the NE Y. of 
Section 6, Township 35 North, all within Range 04 East ofW.M. 

The Tribe intends to use the Land, after conversion from fee to trust, for a hotel, indoor water park and 
conference space, all non-gaming, economic development activities that focus on the tourism and 
hospitality industry. Specifically, the Tribe intends to build, own and operate the hotel, indoor water park 
and meeting center including restaurant, spa, fitness center, gift shop, and lounge together with associated 
parking and other infrastructure on approximately 42 acres of the Land. See the attached Site Map. 

Utilities 

The Land is already served by public and private utilities. Domestic water is currently supplied to 
the existing Resort by the Skagit County Public Utility District No. I. Adequate storage and 
transmission capacities are available to serve the proposed Resort expansion. Sanitary sewer 
service is provided by the Samish Water District and the City of Burlington. Adequate 
transmission and treatment and disposal capacities are currently available to serve the proposed 
Resort expansion. Storm water runoff resulting from the proposal will be treated and detained on 
the site consistent with the Washington State Department of Ecology Stormwater Management 
Manual for Western Washington, 2005. Electrical power is currently available adjacent to the 
site and is provided by Puget Sound Energy. 

Roads 

Access to the Land is available from Interstate 5 at Exit 236, Bow Hill Road and Darrk Lane. 
Based on the traffic impact analysis prepared by Transportation Solutions, Inc. the proposed 
Resort expansion will not cause any roads or intersections to operate below adopted Level of 
Service standards. 

wetlands 

Approximately 4 acres of wetlands will be filled to allow construction of the proposed Resort 
expansion, including buildings, accessory structures, parking and drainage facilities. A wetland 
mitigation plan has been prepared by Aqua-Terr Systems, Inc. that demonstrates that mitigation 
for all wetland impacts will be provided on the subject site through wetland creation and 
enhancement and through permanent preservation of existing and enhanced wetland areas. 



Threatened and Endangered Species 

No species identified as threatened or endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act have 
been observed on the subject site. Based on the Biological Assessment prepared by Aqua-Terr 
Systems, Inc., the proposed Resort expansion project will have no effect on species listed as 
threatened, endangered or candidate species under federal or state ESA regulations. 

Historic or Cultural Resources 

No site listed as a known archaeological, historic or cultural site on state or federal registers has 
been identified as being located on the subject site. Based on the archaeological and cultural 
resource assessment prepared by Equinox Research and Consulting International, the proposed 
Resort expansion is not anticipated to have any adverse effect on archaeological, historic or 
cultural resources. 



June 29, 20 I 0 

UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way. Sedro-Woolley, Washington 98284 

Phone (360) 854-7000. FAX (360) 854-7004 

Washington Dept. ofFish and Wildlife 
Environmental Review 
PO Box !lOO 
LaConner, W A 98257 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe Fee to Trust Map 

To Whom it May Concern: 

On June 25th The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe did submit for your review and comment the 
attached letter regarding its fee to trust application. The letter references a map which was to be 
attached but that was unfortunately omitted. I have attached hereto the map referenced for your 
review. I apologies for the omission of the map and look forward to receiving your comments on 
the Tribe's application. 

Sincerely, 

Jenni 
I 

:]?-.2~ cA~ ___ 
Harold Chesnin, General Counsel 
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June 25, 2010 

UPPER SKAGIT INDIN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way 

Sedro-Woolley, WA 98284 
Phone: (360) 854-7000 • Fax: (360) 854-7004 

Washington Dept. ofFish and Wildlife 
Environmental Review 
POBox 1I00 
LaConner, WA 98257 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Conversion Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 

To Whom It May Concern: 

The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe (Tribe) has one of its Reservation areas located at Exit 236 of 
Interstate 5 at Bow Hill Road in Skagit County, W A. This Reservation (all trust land) was 
previously set aside for economic development and currently houses the Tribe's existing Resort 
facilities, including the casino and neighboring hotel along with associated parking and 
infrastructure. The Tribe is in the process of preparing an application to the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs to convert approximately 134.1 3 acres of contiguous fee land into federal trust status for 
additional economic, non-gaming development. The purpose of this proposed trust conversion is 
to allow expansion of the Resort facilities to support diversified economic growth for tribal 
members and the surrounding community. Additional details regarding the proposed Resort 
expansion are included in the attached Project Description. 

The Tribe is having an independent, third-party consultant prepare an Environmental Assessment 
pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The purpose of this letter is to 
provide your agency with an opportunity to submit formal comments to the Tribe at the address 
listed herein on the proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion. All comments received will 
be considered during the environmental review required under NEP A and will be included in the 
Environmental Review Record that is currently being compiled. Receipt of your comments is 
requested by July 25,2010. A Site Map showing the subject property is attached. 

Thank you for considering this request. We look forward to receiving your comments. 
Sincerely, 

Harold Chesnin 
General Counsel to the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Ene!. 



Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 
Comment Request Letter - June 14, 2010 

Agencies to receive request for comment 

Federal 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration I National Marine Fisheries Service 
United States Department of the Army, Corps of Engineers, Seattle District 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

State 
Northwest Clean Air Agency 
Washington Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation 
Washington Department of Ecology 
Washington Department ofFish and Wildlife 
Washington Department of Natural Resources 
Washington Department of Transportation 

County 
Skagit County Commissioners 
Skagit County Fire Marshall 
Skagit County Planning and Development Services 
Skagit County Public Works 

Local and Other 
City of Burlington 
County Fire District No. 14 (Alger) 
Sarnish Water District 
Skagit PUD No.1 



UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
SKAGIT RESORT EXPANSION 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposed project involves the conversion of approximately 134.13 acres (the "Land") of fee land into 
trust land for non-gaming hospitality I economic development purposes. The Land proposed for 
conversion is located immediately adjacent to and contiguous with the Upper Skagit Tribe's Bow Hill 
Reservation trust parcel, which Reservation parcel was previously taken into trust and declared Reservation 
by the United States. All of the land in question is located in Skagit County, Washington. Specifically, the 
proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion area is located in the SE Y. of Section 31 and the NW V. of 
the SW Y. of Section 32, Township 36 North; and the NE Y. of the NW Y. and the NY, of the NE V. of 
Section 6, Township 35 North, all within Range 04 East of W.M. 

The Tribe intends to use the Land, after conversion from fee to trust, for a hotel, indoor water park and 
conference space, all non-gaming, economic development activities that focus on the tourism and 
hospitality industry. Specifically, the Tribe intends to build, own and operate the hotel, indoor water park 
and meeting center including restaurant, spa, fitness center, gift shop, and lounge together with associated 
parking and other infrastructure on approximately 42 acres ofthe Land. See the attached Site Map. 

Utilities 

The Land is already served by public and private utilities. Domestic water is currently supplied to 
the existing Resort by the Skagit County Public Utility District No.1. Adequate storage and 
transmission capacities are available to serve the proposed Resort expansion. Sanitary sewer 
service is provided by the Samish Water District and the City of Burlington. Adequate 
transmission and treatment and disposal capacities are currently available to serve the proposed 
Resort expansion. Stormwater runoff resulting from the proposal will be treated and detained on 
the site consistent with the Washington State Department of Ecology Stormwater Management 
Manual for Western Washington, 2005. Electrical power is currently available adjacent to the 
site and is provided by Puget Sound Energy. 

Roads 

Access to the Land is available from Interstate 5 at Exit 236, Bow Hill Road and Darrk Lane. 
Based on the traffic impact analysis prepared by Transportation Solutions, Inc. the proposed 
Resort expansion will not cause any roads or intersections to operate below adopted Level of 
Service standards. 

Wetlands 

Approximately 4 acres of wetlands will be filled to allow construction of the proposed Resort 
expansion, including buildings, accessory structures, parking and drainage facilities. A wetland 
mitigation plan has been prepared by Aqua-Terr Systems, Inc. that demonstrates that mitigation 
for all wetland impacts will be provided on the subject site through wetland creation and 
enhancement and through permanent preservation of existing and enhanced wetland areas. 



Threatened and Endangered Species 

No species identified as threatened or endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act have 
been observed on the subject site. Based on the Biological Assessment prepared by Aqua-Terr 
Systems, Inc., the proposed Resort expansion project will have no effect on species listed as 
threatened, endangered or candidate species under federal or state ESA regulations. 

Historic or Cultural Resources 

No site listed as a known archaeological, historic or cultural site on state or federal registers has 
been identified as being located on the subject site. Based on the archaeological and cultural 
resource assessment prepared by Equinox Research and Consulting International, the proposed 
Resort expansion is not anticipated to have any adverse effect on archaeological, historic or 
cultural resources. 



• 

June 29, 2010 

UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way. Sedro-Woolley, Washington 98284 

Phone (360) 854-7000 • FAX (360) 854-7004 

Washington State Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation 
1063 S. Capitol Way, Suite 106 
Olympia, WA 98501 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe Fee to Trust Map 

Attn.: Rob Whitlarn 

On June 25th The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe did submit for your review and comment the 
attached letter regarding its fee to trust application. The letter references a map which was to be 
attached but that was unfortunately omitted. I have attached hereto the map referenced for your 
review. I apologies for the omission of the map and look forward to receiving your comments on 
the Tribe's application . 

Sincerely, 

J~~1.· r Was figton, Ch~rrn 

(JL.,-~ ~-. ..,...-.---,/" 
Harold Chesnin, General Counsel 
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June 25, 2010 

UPPER SKAGIT INDIN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way 
Sedro-Woolley, WA 98284 

Phone: (360) 854-7000 • Fax: (360) 854-7004 

Washington State Department of 
Archaeology and Historic Preservation 
1063 S. Capitol Way, Suite 106 
Olympia, W A 9850 I 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Conversion Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 

Attn.: Rob WhitIam: 

The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe (Tribe) has one of its Reservation areas located at Exit 236 of 
Interstate 5 at Bow HiIl Road in Skagit County, W A. This Reservation (aU trust land) was 
previously set aside for economic development and currently houses the Tribe's existing Resort 
facilities, including the casino and neighboring hotel along with associated parking and 
infrastructure. The Tribe is in the process of preparing an application to the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs to convert approximately 134.13 acres of contiguous fee land into federal trust status for 
additional economic, non-gaming development. The purpose of this proposed trust conversion is 
to allow expansion of the Resort facilities to support diversified economic growth for tribal 
members and the surrounding community. Additional details regarding the proposed Resort 
expansion are included in the attached Project Description. 

The Tribe is having an independent, third-party consultant prepare an Environmental Assessment 
pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The purpose of this letter is to 
provide your agency with an opportunity to submit formal comments to the Tribe at the address 
listed herein on the proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion. All comments received will 
be considered during the environmental review required under NEP A and wiIl be included in the 
Environmental Review Record that is currently being compiled. Receipt of your comments is 
requested by July 25, 2010. A Site Map showing the subject property is attached. 

Thank you for considering this request. We look forward to receiving your comments. 
Sincerely, 



Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trnst Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 
Comment Request Letter - June 14, 2010 

Agencies to receive request for comment 

Federal 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration I National Marine Fisheries Service 
United States Department of the Army, Corps of Engineers, Seattle District 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

State 
Northwest Clean Air Agency 
Washington Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation 
Washington Department of Ecology 
Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife 
Washington Department of Natural Resources 
Washington Department of Transportation 

County 
Skagit County Commissioners 
Skagit County Fire Marshall 
Skagit County Planning and Development Services 
Skagit County Public Works 

Local and Other 
City of Burlington 
County Fire District No. 14 (Alger) 
Samish Water District 
Skagit PUD No. I 



UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
SKAGIT RESORT EXPANSION 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposed project involves the conversion of approximately 134.13 acres (the "Land") offee land into 
trust land for non-gaming hospitality I economic development purposes. The Land proposed for 
conversion is located immediately adjacent to and contignous with the Upper Skagit Tribe's Bow Hill 
Reservation trust parcel, which Reservation parcel was previously taken into trust and declared Reservation 
by the United States. All of the land in question is located in Skagit County, Washington. Specifically, the 
proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion area is located in the SE y.; of Section 31 and the NW y.; of 
the SW y.; of Section 32, Township 36 North; and the NE Y. of the NW 'j. and the N V, of the NE Y. of 
Section 6, Township 35 North, all within Range 04 East ofW.M. 

The Tribe intends to use the Land, after conversion from fee to trust, for a hotel, indoor water park and 
conference space, all non-gaming, economic development activities that focus on the tourism and 
hospitality indUStry. Specifically, the Tribe intends to build, own and operate the hotel, indoor water park 
and meeting center including restaurant, spa, fitness center, gift shop, and lounge together with associated 
parking and other infrastructure on approximately 42 acres of the Land. See the attached Site Map. 

Utilities 

The Land is already served by public and private utilities. Domestic water is currently supplied to 
the existing Resort by the Skagit County Public Utility District No. I. Adequate storage and 
transmission capacities are available to serve the proposed Resort expansion. Sanitary sewer 
service is provided by the Samish Water District and the City of Burlington. Adequate 
transmission and treatment and disposal capacities are currently available to serve the proposed 
Resort expansion. Stormwater runoff resulting from the proposal will be treated and detained on 
the site consistent with the Washington State Department of Ecology Stormwater Management 
Manual for Western Washington, 2005. Electrical power is currently available adjacent to the 
site and is provided by Puget Sound Energy. 

Roads 

Access to the Land is available from Interstate 5 at Exit 236, Bow Hill Road and Darrk Lane. 
Based on the traffic impact analysis prepared by Transportation Solutions, Inc. the proposed 
Resort expansion will not cause allY roads or intersections to operate below adopted Level of 
Service standards. 

Wetlands 

Approximately 4 acres of wetlands will be filled to allow construction of the proposed Resort 
expansion, including buildings, accessory structures, parking and drainage facilities. A wetland 
mitigation plan has been prepared by Aqua-Terr Systems, Inc. that demonstrates that mitigation 
for all wetland impacts will be provided on the subject site through wetland creation and e enhancement and through permanent preservation of existing and enhanced wetland areas. 



Threatened and Endangered Species 

No species identified as threatened or endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act have 
been observed on the subject site. Based on the Biological Assessment prepared by Aqua-Terr 
Systems, Inc., the proposed Resort expansion project will have no effect on species listed as 
threatened, endangered or candidate species under federal or state ESA regulations. 

Historic or Cultural Resources 

No site listed as a known archaeological, historic or cultural site on state or federal registers has 
been identified as being located on the subject site. Based on the archaeological and cultural 
resource assessment prepared by Equinox Research and Consulting International, the proposed 
Resort expansion is not anticipated to have any adverse effect on archaeological, historic or 
cultural resources. 



June 29,2010 

UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way. Sedro-Woolley, Washington 98284 

Phone (360) 854-7000 • FAX (360) 854-7004 

Skagit County Public Works Dept. 
1800 Continental Place 
Mt. Vernon, WA 98273 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe Fee to Trust Map 

To Whom it May Concern: 

On June 25th The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe did submit for your review and comment the 
attached letter regarding its fee to trust application. The letter references a map which was to be 
attached but that was unfortunately omitted. I have attached hereto the map referenced for your 
review. I apologies for the omission of the map and look forward to receiving your comments on 
the Tribe's application. 

Sincerely, 

Harold Chesnin, General Counsel 
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UPPER SKAGIT INDIN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way 
Sedro-Woolley, WA 98284 

Phone: (360) 854-7000 • Fax: (360) 854-7004 

June 25, 2010 
Skagit County Public Works Dept. 
1800 Continental Place 
Mt. Vernon, WA 98273 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Conversion Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 

To Whom It May Concern: 

The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe (Tribe) has one of its Reservation areas located at Exit 236 of 
Interstate 5 at Bow Hill Road in Skagit County, WA. This Reservation (all trust land) was 
previously set aside for economic development and currently houses the Tribe's existing Resort 
facilities, including the casino and neighboring hotel along with associated parking and 
infrastructure. The Tribe is in the process of preparing an application to the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs to convert approximately 134.13 acres of contiguous fee land into federal trust status for 
additional economic, non-gaming development. The purpose of this proposed trust conversion is 
to allow expansion of the Resort facilities to support diversified economic growth for tribal 
members and the surrounding community. Additional details regarding the proposed Resort 
expansion are included in the attached Project Description. 

The Tribe is having an independent, third-party consultant prepare an Environmental Assessment 
pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEP A). The purpose of this letter is to 
provide your agency with an opportunity to submit formal comments to the Tribe at the address 
listed herein on the proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion. All comments received will 
be considered during the environmental review required under NEPA and will be included in the 
Environmental Review Record that is currently being compiled. Receipt of your comments is 
requested by July 25, 20 I O. A Site Map showing the subject property is attached. 

TI1lu""lk you for considering this request. We look forward to receiving your comments. 

Harold Chesnin 
General Counsel to the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Ene!. 



Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 
Comment Request Letter -June 14, 2010 

Agencies to receive request for comment 

Federal 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration / National Marine Fisheries Service 
United States Department of the Anny, Corps of Engineers, Seattle District 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

State 
Northwest Clean Air Agency 
Washington Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation 
Washington Department of Ecology 
Washington Department ofFish and Wildlife 
Washington Department of Natural Resources 
Washington Department of Transportation 

County 
Skagit County Commissioners 
Skagit County Fire Marshall 
Skagit County Planning and Development Services 
Skagit County Public Works 

Local and Other 
City of Burlington 
County Fire District No. 14 (Alger) 
Samish Water District 
Skagit PUD No.1 



UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
SKAGIT RESORT EXPANSION 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposed project involves the conversion of approximately 134.13 acres (the "Land") of fee land into 
trust land for non-gaming hospitality / economic development purposes. The Land proposed for 
conversion is located immediately adjacent to and contiguous with the Upper Skagit Tribe's Bow Hill 
Reservation trust parcel, which Reservation parcel was previously taken into trust and declared Reservation 
by the United States. All of the land in question is located in Skagit County, Washington. Specifically, the 
proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion area is located in the SE 1. of Section 31 and the NW 1. of 
the SW 1. of Section 32, Township 36 North; and the NE I/, of the NW 1. and the N Y, of the NE 1. of 
Section 6, Township 35 North, all within Range 04 East ofW.M. 

The Tribe intends to use the Land, after conversion from fee to trust, for a hotel, indoor water park and 
conference space, all non-gaming, economic development activities that focus on the tourism and 
hospitality industry. Specifically, the Tribe intends to build, own and operate the hotel, indoor water park 
and meeting center including restaurant, spa, fitness center, gift shop, and lounge together with associated 
parking and other infrastructure on approximately 42 acres of the Land. See the attached Site Map. 

Utilities 

The Land is already served by public and private utilities. Domestic water is currently supplied to 
the existing Resort by the Skagit County Public Utility District No. I. Adequate storage and 
transmission capacities are available to serve the proposed Resort expansion. Sanitary sewer 
service is provided by the Sarnish Water District and the City of Burlington. Adequate 
transmission and treatment and disposal capacities are currently available to serve the proposed 
Resort expansion. Stormwater runoff resulting from the proposal wiJl be treated and detained on 
the site consistent with the Washington State Department of Ecology Stormwater Management 
Manual for Western Washington, 2005. Electrical power is currently available adjacent to the 
site and is provided by Puget Sound Energy. 

Roads 

Access to the Land is available from Interstate 5 at Exit 236, Bow Hill Road and Darrk Lane. 
Based on the traffic impact analysis prepared by Transportation Solutions, Inc. the proposed 
Resort expansion will not cause any roads or intersections to operate below adopted Level of 
Service standards. 

Wetlands 

Approximately 4 acres of wetlands will be filled to allow construction of the proposed Resort 
expansion, including buildings, accessory structures, parking and drainage facilities. A wetland 
mitigation plan has been prepared by Aqua-Terr Systems, Inc. that demonstrates that mitigation 
for all wetland impacts will be provided on the subject site through wetland creation and 
enhancement and through permanent preservation of existing and enhanced wetland areas. 



• 

Threatened and Endangered Species 

No species identified as threatened or endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act have 
been observed on the subject site. Based on the Biological Assessment prepared by Aqua-Terr 
Systems, Inc., the proposed Resort expansion project will have no effect on species listed as 
threatened, endangered or candidate species under federal or state ESA regulations. 

Historic or Cultural Resources 

No site listed as a known archaeological, historic or cultural site on state or federal registers has 
been identified as being located on the subject site. Based on the archaeological and cultural 
resource assessment prepared by Equinox Research and Consulting International, the proposed 
Resort expansion is not anticipated to have any adverse effect on archaeological, historic or 
cultural resources. 



June 29, 2010 

UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way. Sedro-Woolley, Washington 98284 

Phone (360) 854-7000 • FAX (360) 854-7004 

Skagit County Fire Marshall 
2911 E. College Way 
Suite B 
Mt. Vernon, WA 98273 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe Fee to Trust Map 

To Whom it May Concern: 

On June 25th The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe did submit for your review and comment the 
attached letter regarding its fee to trust application. The letter references a map which was to be 
attached but that was unfortunately omitted. I have attached hereto the map referenced for your 
review. I apologies for the omission of the map and look forward to receiving your comments on 
the Tribe's application. 

Sincerely, 

shington, Ch 'nnan 

2k~c~ 
Harold Chesnin, General Counsel 
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June 25, 2010 
Skagit County Fire Marshall 
291 I E. College Way, Suite B 
Mt. Vernon, WA 98273 

UPPER SKAGIT INDIN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way 

Sedro-Woolley, WA 98284 
Phone: (360) 854-7000. Fax: (360) 854-7004 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Conversion Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 

To Whom It May Concern: 

The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe (rribe) has one of its Reservation areas located at Exit 236 of 
Interstate 5 at Bow Hill Road in Skagit County, WA. This Reservation (all trust land) was 
previously set aside for economic development and currently houses the Tribe's existing Resort 
facilities, including the casino and neighboring hotel along with associated parking and 
infrastructure. The Tribe is in the process of preparing an application to the Bureau oflndian 
Affairs to convert approximately 134.13 acres of contiguous fee land into federal trust status for 
additional economic, non-gaming development. The purpose ofthis proposed trust conversion is 
to allow expansion of the Resort facilities to support diversified economic growth for tribal 
members and the surrounding community. Additional details regarding the proposed Resort 
expansion are included in the attached Project Description. 

The Tribe is having an independent, third-party consultant prepare an Environmental Assessment 
pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The purpose of this letter is to 
provide your agency with an opportunity to submit formal comments to the Tribe at the address 
listed herein on the proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion. All comments received will 
be considered during the environmental review required under NEPA and will be included in the 
Environmental Review Record that is currently being compiled. Receipt of your comments is 
requested by July 25,2010. A Site Map showing the subject property is attached. 

Thank you for considering this request. We look forward to receiving your comments. 
Sincerely, 

Harold Chesnin 
General Counsel to the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Enc!. 



Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 
Comment Request Letter - June 14, 2010 

Agencies to receive request for comment 

Federal 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration / National Marine Fisheries Service 
United States Department of the Army, Corps of Engineers, Seattle District 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

State 
Northwest Clean Air Agency 
Washington Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation 
Washington Department of Ecology 
Washington Department ofFish and Wildlife 
Washington Department of Natural Resources 
Washington Department of Transportation 

County 
Skagit County Commissioners 
Skagit County Fire Marshall 
Skagit County Planning and Development Services 
Skagit County Public Works 

Local and Other 
City of Burlington 
County Fire District No. 14 (Alger) 
Samish Water District 
Skagit PUD No.1 



UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
SKAGIT RESORT EXPANSION 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposed project involves the conversion of approximately 134.13 acres (the "Land") of fee land into 
trust land for non-gaming hospitality / economic development purposes. The Land proposed for 
conversion is located immediately adjacent to and contiguous with the Upper Skagit Tribe's Bow Hill 
Reservation trust parcel, which Reservation parcel was previously taken into trust and declared Reservation 
by the United States. AI! of the land in question is located in Skagit County, Washington. Specifically, the 
proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion area is located in the SE \4 of Section 31 and the NW \4 of 
the SW '/. of Section 32, Township 36 North; and the NE \4 of the NW \4 and the N Y, of the NE \4 of 
Section 6, Township 35 North, all within Range 04 East ofW.M. 

The Tribe intends to use the Land, after conversion from fee to trust, for a hotel, indoor water park and 
conference space, all non-gaming, economic development activities that focus on the tourism and 
hospitality industry. Specifically, the Tribe intends to build, own and operate the hotel, indoor water park 
and meeting center including restaurant, spa, fitness center, gift shop, and lounge together with associated 
Jlarking and other infrastructure on approximately 42 acres ofthe Land. See the attached Site Map. 

Utilities 

The Land is already served by public and private utilities. Domestic water is currently supplied to 
the existing Resort by the Skagit County Public Utility District No. I. Adequate storage and 
transmission capacities are available to serve the proposed Resort expansion. Sanitary sewer 
service is provided by the Sarnish Water District and the City of Burlington. Adequate 
transmission and treatment and disposal capacities are currently available to serve the proposed 
Resort expansion. Stormwater runoff resulting from the proposal will be treated and detained on 
the site consistent with the Washington State Department of Ecology Stormwater Management 
Manual for Western Washington, 2005. Electrical power is currently available adjacent to the 
site and is provided by Puget Sound Energy. 

Roads 

Access to the Land is available from Interstate 5 at Exit 236, Bow Hill Road and Darrk Lane. 
Based on the traffic impact analysis prepared by Transportation Solutions, Inc. the proposed 
Resort expansion will not cause any roads or intersections to operate below adopted Level of 
Service standards. 

Wetlands 

Approximately 4 acres of wetlands will be filled to allow construction of the proposed Resort 
expansion, including buildings, accessory structures, parking and drainage facilities. A wetland 
mitigation plan has been prepared by Aqua-Terr Systems, Inc. that demonstrates that mitigation 
for all wetland impacts will be provided on the subject site through wetland creation and e enhancement and through permanent preservation of existing and enhanced wetland areas. 



Threatened and Endangered Species 

No species identified as threatened or endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act have 
been observed on the subject site. Based on the Biological Assessment prepared by Aqua-Terr 
Systems, Inc., the proposed Resort expansion project will have no effect on species listed as 
threatened, endangered or candidate species under federal or state ESA regulations. 

Historic or Cultural Resources 

No site listed as a known archaeological, historic or cultural site on state or federal registers has 
been identified as being located on the subject site. Based on the archaeological and cultural 
resource assessment prepared by Equinox Research and Consulting International, the proposed 
Resort expansion is not anticipated to have any adverse effect on archaeological, historic or 
cultural resources. 



June 29, 2010 

UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way. Sedro-Woolley, Washington 98284 

Phone (360) 854-7000 • FAX (360) 854-7004 

Skagit County Board of Commissioners 
1800 Continental Place 
Mt. Vernon, WA98273 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe Fee to Trust Map 

To Whom it May Concern: 

On June 25th The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe did submit for your review and comment the 
attached letter regarding its fee to trust application. The letter references a map which was to be 
attached but that was unfortunately omitted. I have attached hereto the map referenced for your 
review. I apologies for the omission of the map and look forward to receiving your comments on 
the Tribe's application. 

Sincerely, 

~ _____ ._v c4 _________ 
Harold Chesnin, General Counsel 
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June 25,2010 

UPPER SKAGIT INDIN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way 
Sedro·Woolley, WA 98284 

Phone: (360) 854·7000 • Fax: (360) 854·7004 

Skagit County Board of Commissioners 
1800 Continental Place 
Mt. Vernon, WA 98273 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Conversion Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 

To Whom It May Concern: 

The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe (Tribe) bas one of its Reservation areas located at Exit 236 of 
Interstate 5 at Bow Hill Road in Skagit County, WA. This Reservation (all trust land) was 
previously set aside for economic development and currently houses the Tribe's existing Resort 
facilities, including the casino and neighboring hotel along with associated parking and 
infrastructure. The Tribe is in the process of preparing an application to the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs to convert approximately 134.13 acres of contiguous fee land into federal trust status for 
additional economic, non-gaming development. The purpose of this proposed trust conversion is 
to allow expansion of the Resort facilities to support diversified economic growth for tribal 
members and the surrounding community. Additional details regarding the proposed Resort 
expansion are included in the attached Project Description. 

The Tribe is having an independent, third-party consultant prepare an Environmental Assessment 
pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The purpose of this letter is to 
provide your agency with an opportunity to submit formal comments to the Tribe at the address 
listed herein on the proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion. All comments received will 
be considered during the environmental review required under NEP A and will be included in the 
Environmental Review Record that is currently being compiled. Receipt of your comments is 
requested by July 25, 20 I O. A Site Map showing the subject property is attached. 

Thank you for considering this request. We look forward to receiving your comments. 
Sincerely, 

Harold Chesnin 
General Counsel to the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Ene!. 



Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 
Comment Request Letter - June 14, 2010 

Agencies to receive request for comment 

Federal 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration I National Marine Fisheries Service 
United States Department of the Army, Corps of Engineers, Seattle District 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

State 
Northwest Clean Air Agency 
Washington Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation 
Washington Department of Ecology 
Washington Department ofFish and Wildlife 
Washington Department of Natural Resources 
Washington Department of Transportation 

County 
Skagit County Commissioners 
Skagit County Fire Marshall 
Skagit County Planning and Development Services 
Skagit County Public Works 

Local and Other 
City of Burlington 
County Fire District No. 14 (Alger) 
Samish Water District 
Skagit PUD No. I 



UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
SKAGIT RESORT EXPANSION 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposed project involves the conversion of approximately 134.13 acres (the "Land") offee land into 
trust land for non-gaming hospitality / economic development purposes. The Land proposed for 
conversion is located immediately adjacent to and contiguous with the Upper Skagit Tribe's Bow Hill 
Reservation trust parcel, which Reservation parcel was previously taken into trust and declared Reservation 
by the United States. All of the land in question is located in Skagit County, Washington. Specifically, the 
proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion area is located in the SE \I.i of Section 31 and the NW \I.i of 
the SW \I.i of Section 32, Township 36 North; and the NE I;' of the NW Y. and the NY, of the NE \I.i of 
Section 6, Township 35 North, all within Range 04 East ofW.M. 

The Tribe intends to use the Land, after conversion from fee to trust, for a hotel, indoor water park and 
conference space, all non-gaming, economic development activities that focus on the tourism and 
hospitality industry. Specifically, the Tribe intends to build, own and operate the hotel, indoor water park 
and meeting center including restaurant, spa, fitness center, gift shop, and lounge together with associated 
parking and other infrastructure on approximately 42 acres of the Land. See the attached Site Map. 

Utilities 

The Land is already served by public and private utilities. Domestic water is currently supplied to 
the existing Resort by the Skagit County Public Utility District No.1. Adequate storage and 
transmission capacities are available to serve the proposed Resort expansion. Sanitary sewer 
service is provided by the Samish Water District and the City of Burlington. Adequate 
transmission and treatment and disposal capacities are currently available to serve the proposed 
Resort expansion. Stonnwater runoff resulting from the proposal will be treated and detained on 
the site consistent with the Washington State Department of Ecology Stormwater Management 
Manual for Western Washington, 2005. Electrical power is currently available adjacent to the 
site and is provided by Puget Sound Energy. 

Roads 

Access to the Land is available from Interstate 5 at Exit 236, Bow Hill Road and Darrk Lane. 
Based on the traffic impact analysis prepared by Transportation Solutions, Inc. the proposed 
Resort expansion will not cause any roads or intersections to operate below adopted Level of 
Service standards. 

Wetlands 

Approximately 4 acres of wetlands will be filled to allow construction of the proposed Resort 
expansion, including buildings, accessory structures, parking and drainage facilities. A wetland 
mitigation plan has been prepared by Aqua-Terr Systems, Inc. that demonstrates that mitigation 
for all wetland impacts will be provided on the subject site through wetland creation and e enhancement and through pennanent preservation of existing and enhanced wetland areas. 



Threatened and Endangered Species 

No species identified as threatened or endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act have 
been observed on the subject site. Based on the Biological Assessment prepared by Aqua-Terr 
Systems, Inc., the proposed Resort expansion project will have no effect on species listed as 
threatened, endangered or candidate species under federal or state ESA regulations. 

Historic or Cultural Resources 

No site listed as a known archaeological, historic or cultural site on state or federal registers has 
been identified as being located on the subject site. Based on the archaeological and cultural 
resource assessment prepared by Equinox Research and Consulting International, the proposed 
Resort expansion is not anticipated to have any adverse effect on archaeological, historic or 
cultural resources. 



June 29, 2010 

UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way. Sedro-Woolley, Washington 98284 

Phone (360) 854-7000 • FAX (360) 854-7004 

Skagit County Planning and Development Services 
1800 Continental Place 
Mt. Vernon, WA 98273 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe Fee to Trust Map 

To Whom it May Concern: 

On June 25 th The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe did submit for your review and comment the 
attached letter regarding its fee to trust application. The letter references a map which was to be 
attached but that was unfortunately omitted. I have attached hereto the map referenced for your 
review. I apologies for the omission of the map and look forward to receiving your comments on 
the Tribe's application. 

Sincerely, 

'ngton, Chairm 

~ 
Harold Chesnin, General Counsel 
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Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Application aud Proposed Resort Expansion 
Comment Request Letter - June 14, 2010 

Agencies to receive request for comment 

Federal 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration / National Marine Fisheries Service 
United States Department of the Army, Corps of Engineers, Seattle District 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

State 
Northwest Clean Air Agency 
Washington Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation 
Washington Department of Ecology 
Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife 
Washington Department of Natural Resources 
Washington Department of Transportation 

County 
Skagit County Commissioners 
Skagit County Fire Marshall 
Skagit County Planning and Development Services 
Skagit County Public Works 

Local and Other 
City of Burlington 
County Fire District No. 14 (Alger) 
Samish Water District 
Skagit PUD No. I 



UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
SKAGIT RESORT EXPANSION 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposed project involves the conversion of approximately 134.13 acres (the "Land") offee land into 
trust land for non-gaming hospitality / economic development purposes. The Land proposed for 
conversion is located immediately adjacent to and contiguous with the Upper Skagit Tribe's Bow Hill 
Reservation trust parcel, which Reservation parcel was previously taken into trust and declared Reservation 
by the United States. All of the land in question is located in Skagit County, Washington. Specifically, the 
proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion area is located in the SE y, of Section 31 and the NW y, of 
the SW y, of Section 32, Township 36 North; and the NE Y. of the NW Y. and the N y, of the NE 1/, of 
Section 6, Township 35 North, all within Range 04 East ofW.M. 

The Tribe intends to use the Land, after conversion from fee to trust, for a hotel, indoor water park and 
conference space, all non-gaming, economic development activities that focus on the tourism and 
hospitality industry. Specifically, the Tribe intends to build, own and operate the hotel, indoor water park 
and meeting center including restaurant, spa, fitness center, gift shop, and lounge together with assoclated 
parking and other infrastructure on approximately 42 acres of the Land. See the attached Site Map. 

Utilities 

The Land is already served by public and private utilities. Domestic water is currently supplied to 
the existing Resort by the Skagit County Public Utility District No.1. Adequate storage and 
transmission capacities are available to serve the proposed Resort expansion. Sanitary sewer 
service is provided by the Samish Water District and the City of Burlington. Adequate 
transmission and treatment and disposal capacities are currently available to serve the proposed 
Resort expansion. Stormwater runoff resulting from the proposal wi\] be treated and detained on 
the site consistent with the Washington State Department of Ecology Stormwater Management 
Manual for Western Washington, 2005. Electrical power is currently available adjacent to the 
site and is provided by puget Sound Energy. 

Roads 

Access to the Land is available from Interstate 5 at Exit 236, Bow Hill Road and Darrk Lane. 
Based on the traffic impact analysis prepared by Transportation Solutions, Inc. the proposed 
Resort expansion will not cause any roads or intersections to operate beiow adopted Level of 
Service standards. 

Wetlands 

Approximately 4 acres of wetlands will be filled to allow construction of the proposed Resort 
expansion, including buildings, accessory structures, parking and drainage facilities. A wetland 
mitigation plan has been prepared by Aqua-Terr Systems, Inc. that demonstrates that mitigation 
for all wetland impacts will be provided on the subject site through wetland creation and 
enhancement and through permanent preservation of existing and enhanced wetland areas. 



Threatened and Endangered Species 

No species identified as threatened or endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act have 
been observed on the subject site. Based on the Biological Assessment prepared by Aqua-Terr 
Systems, Inc., the proposed Resort expansion project will have no effect on species listed as 
threatened, endangered or candidate species under federal or state ESA regulations. 

Historic or Cultural Resources 

No site listed as a known archaeological, historic or cultural site on state or federal registers has 
been identified as being located on the subject site. Based on the archaeological and cultural 
resource assessment prepared by Equinox Research and Consulting International, the proposed 
Resort expansion is not anticipated to have any adverse effect on archaeological, historic or 
cultural resources. 



June 29, 2010 

UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way. Sedro-Woolley, Washington 98284 

Phone (360) 854-7000 • FAX (360) 854-7004 

City of Burlington, Public Works Department 
Chal Martin, Director 
820 E. Washington 
Burlington, WA 98233 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe Fee to Trust Map 

To Whom it May Concern: 

On June 25th The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe did submit for your review and comment the 
attached letter regarding its fee to trust application. The letter references a map which was to be 
attached but that was unfortunately omitted. I have attached hereto the map referenced for your 
review. I apologies for the omission of the map and look forward to receiving your comments on 
the Tribe's application. 

Sincerely, 

Harold Chesnin, General Counsel 
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June 25, 2010 
City of Burlington, 
Public Works Department 
Chal Martin, Director 
620 E. Washington 
Burlington, WA 98233 

UPPER SKAGIT INDIN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way 

Sedro-Woolley, WA 98284 
Phone: (360) 854-7000 • Fax: (360) 854-7004 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Conversion Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 

To Whom It May Concern: 

The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe (Tribe) has one of its Reservation areas located at Exit 236 of 
Interstate 5 at Bow Hill Road in Skagit County, W A. This Reservation (all trust land) was 
previously set aside for economic development and currently houses the Tribe's existing Resort 
facilities, including the casino and neighboring hotel along with associated parking and 
infrastructure. The Tribe is in the process of preparing an application to the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs to convert approximately 134.13 acres of contiguous fee land into federal trust status for 
additional economic, non-gaming development. The purpose of this proposed trust conversion is 
to allow expansion of the Resort facilities to support diversified economic growth for tribal 
members and the surrounding community. Additional details regarding the proposed Resort 
expansion are included in the attached Project Description. 

The Tribe is having an independent, third-party consultant prepare an Environmental Assessment 
pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The purpose of this letter is to 
provide your agency with an opportunity to submit formal comments to the Tribe at the address 
listed herein on the proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion. All comments received will 
be considered during the environmental review required under NEP A and will be included in the 
Environmental Review Record that is currently being compiled. Receipt of your comments is 
requested by July 25, 20 i o. A Site Map showing the subject property is attached. 

Thank you for considering . request. We look forward to receiving your comments. 
S· 

Harold Chesnin 
General Counsel to the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Enc!. 



Upper Skagit Indian Tribe , 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 
Comment Request Letter -June 14, 2010 

Agencies to receive request for comment 

Federal 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration I National Marine Fisheries Service 
United States Department of the Army, Corps of Engineers, Seattle District 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

State 
Nortbwest Clean Air Agency 
Washington Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation 
Washington Department of Ecology 
Washington Department ofFish and Wildlife 
Washington Department of Natural Resources 
Washington Department of Transportation 

County 
Skagit County Commissioners 
Skagit County Fire Marshall 
Skagit County Planning and Development Services 
Skagit County Public Works 

Local and Other 
City of Burlington 
County Fire District No, 14 (Alger) 
Samish Water District 
Skagit PUD No.1 



UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
SKAGIT RESORT EXPANSION 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposed project involves the conversion of approximately 134.13 acres (the "Land") offee land into 
trust land for non-gaming hospitality I economic development purposes. The Land proposed for 
conversion is located immediately adjacent to and contiguous with the Upper Skagit Tribe's Bow Hill 
Reservation trust parcel, which Reservation parcel was previously taken into trust and declared Reservation 
by the United States. All of the land in question is located in Skagit County, Washington. Specifically, the 
proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion area is located in the SE Y. of Section 31 and the NW Y. of 
the SW Y. of Section 32, Township 36 North; and the NE 1. of the NW V. and the N Y, of the NE V. of 
Section 6, Township 35 North, all within Range 04 East ofW.M. 

The Tribe intends to use the Land, after conversion from fee to trust, for a hotel, indoor water park and 
conference space, all non-gaming, economic development activities that focus on the tourism and 
hospitality industry. Specifically, the Tribe intends to build, own and operate the hotel, indoor water park 
and meeting center including restaurant, spa, fitness center, gift shop, and lounge together with associated 
parking and other infrastructure on approximately 42 acres of the Land. See the attached Site Map. 

Utilities 

The Land is already served by public and private utilities. Domestic water is currently supplied to 
the existing Resort by the Skagit County Public Utility District No.1. Adequate storage and 
transmission capacities are available to serve the proposed Resort expansion. Sanitary sewer 
service is provided by the Samish Water District and the City of Bnrlington. Adequate 
transmission and treatment and disposal capacities are currently available to serve the proposed 
Resort expansion. Storm water runoff resulting from the proposal will be treated and detained on 
the site consistent with the Washington State Department of Ecology Stonnwater Management 
Manual for Western Washington, 2005. Electrical power is currently available adjacent to the 
site and is provided by Puget Sound Energy. 

Roads 

Access to the Land is available from Interstate 5 at Exit 236, Bow Hill Road and Darrk Lane. 
Based on the traffic impact analysis prepared by Transportation Solutions, Inc. the proposed 
Resort expansion will not cause any roads or intersections to operate below adopted Level of 
Service standards. 

Wetlands 

Approximately 4 acres of wetlands will be filled to allow construction of the proposed Resort 
expansion, including buildings, accessory structures, parking and drainage facilities. A wetland 
mitigation plan has been prepared by Aqua-Terr Systems, Inc. that demonstrates that mitigation 
for all wetland impacts will be provided on the subject site through wetland creation and 
enhancement and through permanent preservation of existing and enhanced wetland areas. 



Threatened and Endangered Species 

No species identified as threatened or endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act have 
been observed on the subject site. Based on the Biological Assessment prepared by Aqua-Terr 
Systems, Inc., the proposed Resort expansion project will have no effect on species listed as 
threatened, endangered or candidate species under federal or state ESA regulations. 

Historic or Cultural Resources 

No site listed as a known archaeological, historic or cultural site on state or federal registers has 
been identified as being located on the subject site. Based on the archaeological and cultural 
resource assessment prepared by Equinox Research and Consulting International, the proposed 
Resort expansion is not anticipated to have any adverse effect on archaeological, historic or 
cultural resources. 



UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way. Sedro-Woolley, Washington 98284 

Phone (360) 854-7000 • FAX (360) 854-7004 

June 29, 2010 

Skagit County Fire District No. 14 
18726 Parkview Lane 
Burlington, W A 98233 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe Fee to Trust Map 

To Whom it May Concern: 

On June 25 th The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe did submit for your review and comment the 
attached letter regarding its fee to trust application. The letter references a map which was to be 
attached but that was unfortunately omitted. I have attached hereto the map referenced for your 
review. I apologies for the omission of the map and look forward to receiving your comments on 
the Tribe's application. 

Sincerely, 

\ c 
J&fer Washington, Chai 

~~C~== ----
Harold Chesnin, General Counsel 
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UPPER SKAGIT INDIN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way 
Sedro-Woolley, WA 98284 

Phone: (360) 854-7000. Fax: (360) 854-7004 

June 25, 2010 
Skagit County Fire District No. 14 
18726 Parkview Lane 
Burlington, W A 98233 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Conversion Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 

To Whom It May Concern: 

The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe (Tribe) has one of its Reservation areas located at Exit 236 of 
Interstate 5 at Bow HiJI Road in Skagit County, WA. This Reservation (all trust land) was 
previously set aside for economic development and currently houses the Tribe's existing Resort 
facilities, including the casino and neighboring hotel along with associated parking and 
infrastructure. The Tribe is in the process of preparing an application to the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs to convert approximately 134.13 acres of contiguous fee land into federal trust status for 
additional economic, non-gaming development. The purpose of this proposed trust conversion is 
to allow expansion of the Resort facilities to support diversified economic growth for tribal 
members and the surrounding community. Additional details regarding the proposed Resort 
expansion are included in the attached Project Description. 

The Tribe is having an independent, third-party consultant prepare an Environmental Assessment 
pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The purpose of this letter is to 
provide your agency with an opportunity to submit formal comments to the Tribe at the address 
listed herein on the proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion. All comments received will 
be considered during the environmental review required under NEP A and will be included in the 
Environmental Review Record that is currently being compiled. Receipt of your comments is 
requested by July 25. 2010. A Site Map showing the subject property is attached. 

Thank you for considering this request. We look forward to receiving your comments . 
. cerely. 

Harold Chesnin 
General Counsel to the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Ene!. 



Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 
Comment Request Letter - June 14, 2010 

Agencies to receive request for comment 

Federal 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration / National Marine Fisheries Service 
United States Department of the Anny, Corps of Engineers, Seattle District 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

State 
Northwest Clean Air Agency 
Washington Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation 
Washington Department of Ecology 
Washington Department ofFish and Wildlife 
Washington Department of Natural Resources 
Washington Department of Transportation 

County 
Skagit County Commissioners 
Skagit County Fire Marshall 
Skagit County Planning and Development Services 
Skagit County Public Works 

Local and Other 
City of Burlington 
County Fire District No. 14 (Alger) 
Samish Water District 
Skagit PUD No. I 



UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
SKAGIT RESORT EXPANSION 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposed project involves the conversion of approximately 134.13 acres (the "Land'') of fee land into 
trust land for non-gaming hospitality / economic development purposes. The Land proposed for 
conversion is located immediately adjacent to and contiguous with the Upper Skagit Tribe's Bow Hill 
Reservation trust parcel, which Reservation parcel was previously taken into trust and declared Reservation 
by the United States. All of the land in question is located in Skagit County, Washington. Specifically, the 
proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion area is located in the SE V. of Section 31 and the NW 14 of 
the SW V. of Section 32, Township 36 North; and the NE V. of the NW 14 and the NY, of the NE 14 of 
Section 6, Township 35 North, all within Range 04 East ofW.M. 

The Tribe intends to use the Land, after conversion from fee to trust, for a hotel, indoor water park and 
conference space, all non-gaming, economic development activities that focus on the tourism and 
hospitality industry. Specifically, the Tribe intends to build, own and operate the hotel, indoor water park 
and meeting center including restaurant, spa, fitness center, gift shop, and lounge together with associated 
parking and other infrastructure on approximately 42 acres ofthe Land. See the attached Site Map. 

Utilities 

The Land is already served by public and private utilities. Domestic water is currently supplied to 
the existing Resort by the Skagit County Public Utility District No. I. Adequate storage and 
transmission capacities are available to serve the proposed Resort expansion. Sanitary sewer 
service is provided by the Sarnish Water District and the City of Burlington. Adequate 
transmission and treatment and disposal capacities are currently available to serve the proposed 
Resort expansion. Stormwater runoff resulting from the proposal will be treated and detained on 
the site consistent with the Washington State Department of Ecology Stormwater Management 
Manual for Western Washington, 2005. Electrical power is currently available adjacent to the 
site and is provided by Puget Sound Energy. 

Roads 

Access to the Land is available from Interstate 5 at Exit 236, Bow Hill Road and Darrk Lane. 
Based on the traffic impact analysis prepared by Transportation Solutions, lnc. the proposed 
Resort expansion will not cause any roads or intersections to operate below adopted Level of 
Service standards. 

Wetlands 

Approximately 4 acres of wetlands will be filled to allow construction of the proposed Resort 
expansion, including buildings, accessory structures, parking and drainage facilities. A wetland 
mitigation plan has been prepared by Aqua-Terr Systems, lnc. that demonstrates that mitigation 
for all wetland impacts will be provided on the subject site through wetland creation and 
enhancement and through permanent preservation of existing and enhanced wetland areas. 



Threatened and Endangered Species 

No species identified as threatened or endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act have 
been observed on the subject site. Based on the Biological Assessment prepared by Aqua-Terr 
Systems, Inc., the proposed Resort expansion project will have no effect on species listed as 
threatened, endangered or candidate species under federal or state ESA regulations. 

Historic or Cultural Resources 

No site listed as a known archaeological, historic or cultural site on state or federal registers has 
been identified as being located on the subject site. Based on the archaeological and cultural 
resource assessment prepared by Equinox Research and Consulting International, the proposed 
Resort expansion is not anticipated to have any adverse effect on archaeological, historic or 
cultural resources. 
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June 29, 2010 

Samish Water District 
2195 Nulle Road 
Bellingham, W A 98229 

UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way. Sedro-Woolley, Washington 98284 

Phone (360) 854-7000. FAX (360) 854-7004 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe Fee to Trust Map 

Attn.: Byron Gaines, District Manager 

On June 25 th The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe did submit for your review and comment the 
attached letter regarding its fee to trust application. The letter references a map which was to be 
attached but that was unfortunately omitted. I have attached hereto the map referenced for your 
review. I apologies for the omission of the map and look forward to receiving your comments on 
the Tribe's application. 

Sincerely, 

Harold Chesnin, General Counsel 
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UPPER SKAGIT INDIN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way 

Sedro-Woolley, WA 98284 
Phone: (360) 854-7000 • Fax: (360) 854-7004 

June 25,2010 
Samish Water District 
2 I 95 Nulle Road 
Bellingham, WA 98229 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Conversion Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 

Attn.: Byron Gaines, District Manager: 

The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe (Tribe) has one of its Reservation areas located at Exit 236 of 
Interstate 5 at Bow Hill Road in Skagit County, WA. This Reservation (all trust land) was 
previously set aside for economic development and currently houses the Tribe's existing Resort 
facilities, including the casino and neighboring hotel along with associated parking and 
infrastructure. The Tribe is in the process of preparing an application to the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs to convert approximately 134. I 3 acres of contiguous fee land into federal trust status for 
additional economic, non-gaming development. The purpose of this proposed trust conversion is 
to allow expansion of the Resort facilities to support diversified economic growth for tribal 
members and the surrounding community. Additional details regarding the proposed Resort 
expansion are included in the attached Project Description. 

The Tribe is having an independent, third-party consultant prepare an Environmental Assessment 
pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The purpose of this letter is to 
provide your agency with an opportunity to submit formal comments to the Tribe at the address 
listed herein on the proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion. All comments received will 
be considered during the environmental review required under NEPA and will be included in the 
Environmental Review Record that is currently being compiled. Receipt of your comments is 
requested by July 25,2010. A Site Map showing the subject property is attached. 

Thank you for considering this request. We look forward to receiving your comments. 

Sincere. Iy, ~ 

~\M~J(~ 
J~W~~:~ 
Harold Chesnin 
General Counsel to the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Enc!. 



Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 
Comment Request Letter - June 14, 2010 

Agencies to receive request for comment 

Federal 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration I National Marine Fisheries Service 
United States Department of the Army, Corps of Engineers, Seattle District 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

State 
Northwest Clean Air Agency 
Washington Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation 
Washington Department of Ecology 
Washington Department ofFish and Wildlife 
Washington Department of Natural Resources 
Washington Department of Transportation 

County 
Skagit County Commissioners 
Skagit County Fire Marshall 
Skagit County Planning and Development Services 
Skagit County Public Works 

Local and Other 
City of Burlington 
County Fire District No. 14 (Alger) 
Samish Water District 
Skagit PUD No. I 



UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 

SKAGIT RESORT EXPANSION 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposed project involves the conversion of approximately 134.13 acres (the "Land") offee land into 
trust land for non-gaming hospitality I economic development purposes. The Land proposed for 
conversion is located immediately adjacent to and contiguous with the Upper Skagit Tribe's Bow Hill 
Reservation trust parcel, which Reservation parcel was previously taken into trust and declared Reservation 
by the United States. All of the land in question is located in Skagit County, Washington. Specifically, the 
proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion area is located in the SE y. of Section 31 and the NW Y. of 
the SW Y. of Section 32, Township 36 North; and the NE '/' of the NW Y. and the N Y, of the NE Y. of 
Section 6, Township 35 North, all within Range 04 East of W.M. 

The Tribe intends to use the Land, after conversion from fee to trust, for a hotel, indoor water park and 
conference space, all non-gaming, economic development activities that focus on the tourism and 
hospitality industry. Specifically, the Tribe intends to build, own and operate the hotel, indoor water park 
and meeting center including restaurant, spa, fitness center, gift shop, and lounge together with associated 
parking and other infrastructure on approximately 42 acres of the Land. See the attached Site Map. 

Utilities 

The Land is already served by public and private utilities. Domestic water is currently supplied to 
the existing Resort by the Skagit County Public Utility District No. I. Adequate storage and 
transmission capacities are available to serve the proposed Resort expansion. Sanitary sewer 
service is provided by the Sarnish Water District and the City of Burlington. Adequate 
transmission and treatment and disposal capacities are currently available to serve the proposed 
Resort expansion. Stonnwater runoff resulting from the proposal will be treated and detained on 
the site consistent with the Washington State Department of Ecology Storrnwater Management 
Manual for Western Washington, 2005. Electrical power is currently available adjacent to the 
site and is provided by Puget Sound Energy. 

Roads 

Access to the Land is available from Interstate 5 at Exit 236, Bow Hill Road and Darrk Lane. 
Based on the traffic impact analysis prepared by Transportation Solutions, Inc. the proposed 
Resort expansion will not cause any roads or intersections to operate below adopted Level of 
Service standards. 

Wetlands 

Approximately 4 acres of wetlands will be filled to allow construction of the proposed Resort 
expansion, including buildings, accessory structures, parking and drainage facilities. A wetland 
mitigation plan has been prepared by Aqua-Terr Systems, Inc. that demonstrates that mitigation 
for all wetland impacts will be provided on the subject site through wetland creation and e enhancement and through permanent preservation of existing and enhanced wetland areas. 



Threatened and Endangered Species 

No species identified as threatened or endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act have 
been observed on the subject site. Based on the Biological Assessment prepared by Aqua-Terr 
Systems, Inc., the proposed Resort expansion project will have no effect on species listed as 
threatened, endangered or candidate speeies under federal or state ESA regulations. 

Historic or Cultural Resources 

No site listed as a known archaeological, historic or cultural site on state or federal registers has 
been identified as being located on the subject site. Based on the archaeological and cultural 
resource assessment prepared by Equinox Research and Consulting International, the proposed 
Resort expansion is not anticipated to have any adverse effect on archaeological, historic or 
cultural resources. 
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June 29, 2010 

UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way. Sedro-Woolley, Washington 98284 

Phone (360) 854-7000 • FAX (360) 854-7004 

Skagit County Public Utility District No. I 
P.O. Box 1436 
Mt. Vernon, WA98273-1436 

SUbject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe Fee to Trust Map 

To Whom it May Concern: 

On June 25th The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe did submit for your review and comment the 
attached letter regarding its fee to trust application. The letter references a map which was to be 
attached but that was unfortunately omitted. I have attached hereto the map referenced for your 
review. I apologies for the omission of the map and look forward to receiving your comments on 
the Tribe's application . 

Sincerely, 

hington, Chai an 

,~~~ C~-----./ 
Harold Chesnin, General Counsel 
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June 25, 20 to 
Skagit County Public Utility 
District No. 1 
P.O. Box 1436 
Mt. Vernon, WA 98273-1436 

UPPER SKAGIT INDIN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way 
Sedro-Woolley, WA 98284 

Phone: (360) 854-7000 • Fax: (360) 854-7004 

Subject: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Conversion Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 

To Whom It May Concern: 

The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe (Tribe) has one of its Reservation areas located at Exit 236 of 
Interstate 5 at Bow Hill Road in Skagit County, WA. This Reservation (all trust land) was 
previously set aside for economic development and currently houses the Tribe's existing Resort 
facilities, including the casino and neighboring hotel along with associated parking and 
infrastructure. The Tribe is in the process of preparing an application to the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs to convert approximately 134.13 acres of contiguous fee land into federal trust status for 
additional economic, non-gaming development. The purpose of this proposed trust conversion is 
to allow expansion of the Resort facilities to support diversified economic growth for tribal 
members and the surrounding community. Additional details regarding the proposed Resort 
expansion are included in the attached Project Description. 

The Tribe is having an independent, third-party consultant prepare an Environmental Assessment 
pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEP A). The purpose of this letter is to 
provide your agency with an opportunity to submit formal comments to the Tribe at the address 
listed herein on the proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion. All comments received will 
be considered during the environmental review required under NEP A and will be included in the 
Environmental Review Record that is currently being compiled. Receipt of your comments is 
requested by July 25,2010. A Site Map showing the subject property is attached. 

this request. We look forward to receiving your comments. 

~er~on,}:: . r 

,. . .c::::: ~~ 
Harold Chesnin 
General Counsel to the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Encl. 



Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 
Comment Request Letter - June 14, 2010 

Agencies to receive reqnest for comment 

Federal 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration / National Marine Fisheries SeIVice 
United States Department of the Anny, Corps of Engineers, Seattle District 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

State 
Northwest Clean Air Agency 
Washington Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation 
Washington Department of Ecology 
Washington Department ofFish and Wildlife 
Washington Department of Natural Resources 
Washington Department of Transportation 

County 
Skagit County Commissioners 
Skagit County Fire Marshall 
Skagit County Planning and Development Services 
Skagit County Public Works 

Local and Other 
City of Burlington 
County Fire District No. 14 (Alger) 
Sarnish Water District 
Skagit POO No. I 



UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
SKAGIT RESORT EXPANSION 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposed project involves the conversion of approximately 134.13 acres (the "Land") of fee land into 
trust land for non-gaming hospitality I economic development purposes. The Land proposed for 
conversion is located immediately adjacent to and contiguous with the Upper Skagit Tribe's Bow Hill 
Reservation trust parcel, which Reservation parcel was previously taken into trust and declared Reservation 
by the United States. All of the land in question is located in Skagit County, Washington. Specifically, the 
proposed trust conversion and Resort expansion area is located in the SE V. of Section 31 and the NW Y. of 
the SW Y. of Section 32, Township 36 North; and the NE Y. of the NW Y. and the NY, of the NE Y. of 
Section 6, Township 35 North, all within Range 04 East ofW.M. 

The Tribe intends to use the Land, after conversion from fee to trust, for a hotel, indoor water park and 
conference space, all non-gaming, economic development activities that focus on the tourism and 
hospitality industry. Specifically, the Tribe intends to build, own and operate the hotel, indoor water park 
and meeting center including restaurant, spa, fitness center, gift shop, and lounge together with associated 
parking and other infrastructure on approximately 42 acres of the Land. See the attached Site Map. 

Utilities 

The Land is already served by public and private utilities. Domestic water is currently supplied to 
the existing Resort by the Skagit County Public Utility District No.1. Adequate storage and 
transmission capacities are available to serve the proposed Resort expansion. Sanitary sewer 
service is provided by the Samish Water District and the City of Burlington. Adequate 
transmission and treatment and disposal capacities are currently available to serve the proposed 
Resort expansion. Stormwater runoff resulting from the proposal will be treated and detained on 
the site consistent with the Washington State Department of Ecology Stormwater Management 
Manual for Western Washington, 2005. Electrical power is currently available adjacent to the 
site and is provided by Puget Sound Energy. 

Roads 

Access to the Land is available from Interstate 5 at Exit 236, Bow Hill Road and Darrk Lane. 
Based on the traffic impact analysis prepared by Transportation Solutions, mc. the proposed 
Resort expansion will not cause any roads or intersections to operate below adopted Level of 
Service standards. 

Wetlands 

Approximately 4 acres of wetlands will be filled to allow construction of the proposed Resort 
expansion, including buildings, accessory structures, parking and drainage facilities. A wetland 
mitigation plan has been prepared by Aqua-Terr Systems, mc. that demonstrates that mitigation 
for all wetland impacts will be provided on the subject site through wetland creation and 
enhancement and through permanent preservation of existing and enhanced wetland areas. 



Threatened and Endangered Species 

No species identified as threatened or endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act have 
been observed on the subject site. Based on the Biological Assessment prepared by Aqua-Terr 
Systems, Inc., the proposed Resort expansion project will have no effect on species listed as 
threatened, endangered or candidate species under federal or state ESA regulations. 

Historic or Cultural Resources 

No site listed as a known archaeological, historic or cultural site on state or federal registers has 
been identified as being located on the subject site. Based on the archaeological and cultural 
resource assessment prepared by Equinox Research and Consulting International, the proposed 
Resort expansion is not anticipated to have any adverse effect on archaeological, historic or 
cultural resources. 
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STATE OF WASHINGTON 

DEPARTMENT OF ARCHAEOLOGY & HISTORIC PRESERVATION 
1063 S. Capitol Way, Suite 106 • Olympia, Washington 98501 

Mailing address: PO Box 48343 • Olympia, Washington 98504-8343 
(360) 586-3065' Fax Number (360) 586-3067 • Website: www.dahp.wa.gov 

June 28, 2010 
Mr. Harold Chesnin 
Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
25944 Community Plaza Way 
Sedro-Woolley, Washington 98284 

Re: Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Conversion 
No.: 06281O-08-BIA 

Dear Mr. Chesin: 

Thank you for contacting our department. We have reviewed the materials you provide for the proposed 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Conversion near Exit 236 of 1-5 at Bow Hill Road, Skagit County, Washington. 

We concur with your determination of No Historic Properties Affected. 

We would appreciate receiving any correspondence or comments from concerned tribes or other parties 
that you receive as you consult under the requirements of 36CFR800A(a)(4). 

These comments are based on the information available at the time of this review and on behalf of the 
State Historic Preservation Officer in compliance with the Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as amended, and its implementing regulations 36CFR800A. Should additional 
information become available, our assessment may be revised, including information regarding historic 
properties that have not yet been identified. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment and a copy of these comments should be included in 
subsequent environmental documents. 

Sincerely, 

-
Robert G. Whitlam, Ph.D. 
State Archaeologist 
(360)586-3080 
email: rob.whitlam@dahp.wa.gov 
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SKAGIT COUNTY 
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

July 14, 2010 

Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
25944 Commwrity Plaza Way 
Sedro Woolley, WA 98284 

RE: Proposed resort expansion 

1800 Continentlll Place, Mount Vernon, WA 98273-5625 
(360)336-9400 FAJ(360) 336-9418 

Skagit County Public Works thanks you for the opportwrity to review your proposal. 

Based on !he information supplied in !he packet we have liInited comments !hat are general in 
nature. Firat is that a copy of the traffic analysis will need to be reviewed by County staff to see 
if we concur that the level of service will not be impacted. In addition there may be some other 
offsite improvements that may need to take place. 

The stormwaterrunoffthat will he generated as result of this project will need to dealt with in 
accordance with Skagit County Code and be compliant with stormwater management manual for 
western Washington. 

Should you seek more specific comments to your proposal, we would suggest that you submit for 
a Pre Development meeting with Skagit County Planning & Development Services. At that time 
we would have more material to review and be more capable of giving you a possible list of 
specific requirements. 

Sincerely, 

~LJ 
Shane Whitney 
Engineering Technician 

Committed to Community Service to Tran'portation, Surface Water Management and SoUd Waste 
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July 20,2010 

Jennifer Washington, Chairman 
Harold Chesnin, General Counsel 
Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
25944 Community Plaza Way 
Sedro-Woolley, WA 98284 

RE: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Conversion Application and 
Proposed Resort Expansion 

Dear Chairman Washington and Counselor Chesnin, 

Thank you for your letter of June 25th, 2010 outlining the Fee-to-Trust conversion and Resort 
expansion to support diversified economic growth for tribal members and the surrounding 
communities. The City of Burlington supports the Tribe's proposed Fee-to-Trust conversion and 
resort expansion. 

Burlington has capacity in its sewer treatment plant and collection system to treat increased flow 
from the expansion. The City is willing to receive additional flow, should the Tribe decide to contract 
with the City for sewage treatment service. 

The City of Burlington appreciates the steps the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe has taken over the years 
to expand economic opportunity and accomplish impactful environmental stewardship actions in the 
Skagit Valley. We wish the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe the best as it embarks on this new economic 
development effort. 

Sincerely, 

Edw~:~~{ Jl....J,:tM'.#~~(" 
Mayor 

c: Chal Martin, Public Works Director 

Administralion Department 
833 South Spruce SIroet, Burlingtoo. WA 98233 • Phone (380) 755-0531 • Fax (380) 755-12\17 • cityhall@<:iburBngton.wa.u. 
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Washington State 
Department of Transportation 
Paula J. Hammond, P.E. 
Secretary of Transportation 

July 23, 2010 

Honorable Jennifer Washington 
Upper Skagit Indian Tribe, Chairman 

ML Harold Chesnin 
Upper Skagit Indian Tribe, General Council 

Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
25944 Community Plaza Way 
Sedro-Woolley, Washington 98284 

Dear Chairman Washington and ML Chesnin: 

Northwest Region I Mount Baker Area 
Skagit. Island, San Juan & Whatcom Counties 
1043 Goldenrod Road, SUite 101 
Burlington, WA 98233-3415 

360-757-5999 
TTY 1-800-833-6388 
W</'M' wsdot.wa.gov 

Thank you for your invitation to review and comment on your fee to trust application and 
proposed resort expansion at Exit 236 near Interstate 5 at Bow Hill Road_ 

The Washington State Department of Transportation highly values our successful 
relationship with your nation. We view this proposal as another opportunity to work 
together toward improving the economic vitality of the tribe and the regional community. 

Currently we have plans to preserve the pavement on Interstate 5, due to the 
pavements poor condition, but no plans to improve the Exit 236 interchange. Smooth 
operation of this interchange is likely a key to long term success of this resort 
expansion. 

We look forward to working with you on this exciting proposal as you progress through 
this process . 



Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Conversion Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 
July 22,2010 
Page-2 

If we can be of any assistance to your staff, please do not hesitate to contact me at 
(360)757-5980 (carlsot@wsdot.wa.qov) or Marv Pulst, Engineering Services Manager 
at (360) 757-5960 (pulstm@wsdot.wa.gov). 

Planning and Engineering Services Manager 

Cc: Megan Cotton, WSDOT Statewide Tribal Liaison 
Todd Harrison, WSDOT Assistant Regional Administrator 
Marv Pulst, WSDOT Engineering Services 
Alan Soicher, WSDOT Environmental 
Ed Conyers, WSDOT Highways and Local Programs 
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Mr. Chesnin, 

Thanks for your call today. I have passed this on to Marc Whisler, my Branch Chief for Forest Resources 
Technical Assistance and Consultation, I will ask Marc to get back to you regarding this request for 
assistance. 

Ken 

Ken S, Berg 
Manager 
USFWS 
Washington Fish and Wildlife Office 
510 Desmond Drive, SE, Suite 102 
Lacey, Washington 98503 

Telephone: 360-753-6039 
FAX: 360-753-9405 

pat~us(Q)aott()J1l 

0712312010 01:33 PM 

If there are any issues, please contact 

Harry Chesnin 
General Counsel 
360-661-1020 
pateus@aol.com 

To ken bergrdlfws.gov 

" 
Subject Fwd: PDF of Message from Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
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Original Message----
From: Martha L Jensen@fws.gov 
To: pateus@aol.com 
Cc: John Grettenberger@fws.gov 
Sent: Tue, Ju127, 20103:43 pm 
Subject: Fw: PDF of Message from Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 

Harry 
I did take a quick look at this. Unfortunately, the FWS does not have the resources to review and provide 
comments on many of these project reviews. Although the Bow Hill Resort will not be sited in a location 
that has listed species, we are unable to determine if there could be indirect or long-term effects to water 
quality or quantity associated with site conversion and water use at the facility. Should an action agency 
determine that there would be no effect to listed species or critical habitat, there is no regulatory 
requirement for the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to provide concurrence. 
If you have questions, please contact me. 

Martha Jensen 
Branch Manager, 
Division of Consultation and Technical Assistance 
Washington Fish and Wildlife Office 
510 Desmond Dr SE 
Lacey, WA 98503 
tel: (360) 753-90001 fax: (360) 753-9008 
martha 1 jensenrmfws.goY 

---- Forwarded by Martha L JensenIWWO/Rl/FWS/DOJ on 07/2712010 10:43 AM ---

John GrettenbergerIWWOIR1IFWSIDOI 
071271201009:48 AM 

John Grettenberger 

To Martha L Jensen/WWDlRIIFWSIDOI@FWS 

cc Marc WhislerIWWO/RI/FWSIOOI@FWS 

Subject Fw: PDF of Message from Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 

Supervisor. Consultation and Technical Assistance Division 
Washington Fish and Wildlife Office 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
510 Desmond Dr. SE, Suite 102 
Lacey, Washington 98503 

Phone # (360) 753-6044 
Http://westernwashington. fws.gov 
-~-- forwarded by John GrettenbergerIWWOIR1/FWSJDOI on 07/27/20JO 09:47 AM -----

Ken BergIWWOlRllFWSIDOI To RaleuSr@aol com 
071231201003: t3 PM 

cc 

Subject Re: Fwd: PDF of Message from Upper Skagit Indian TribeLink 



• 

• 

• 



e 

JU!Y23,2010 

Upper Skagit Indian TrIbe 
25944 Community Plaza Way 
Sedro-Woolley, WA 98284 

SKAGIT COUNTY 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

RON WESEN, First District 
KENNETH A. DAm.STEDT, Second District 

SHARON D. DILLON, Third District 

RE: Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Conversion Application and Proposed Resort Expansion 

This correspondence is in response to yonr letter dated June 25, 2010, informing federal, state, county, and 
local governments/agencies of tile Bow Hill Fee-to-Trust Conversion Application and Proposed Resort Expansion. 

Thank you for bringing this matter to our attention. This unique and exceptional proposal bas the 
opportunity to bring much needed jobs, and economic and development monies to our community. While this is a 
positive concept dUring tI1ese economic challenging times, tile propoaal brings witll it potential impacts that will 
reqnire attention and possible mitigation. 

We understand that the Upper Skagit Indian Tn'be is proceeding with a third-party prepared Environmental 
Assessment (EA) under the requirements of tile National Environmental Policy Act. This environmental process is 
important in onr:Jfttempts to fully understand and comprehend the proposal's scope, project details, and its full 
impacts and possible mitigation. Skagit County respectfully recommends that the EA address the following 
elements of the environment: 

1. Earth 
a. Soils 
b. Topography 
c. Erosion 

2. Air 
a. Air quality 
b. Odor 

3- Water 
a. Surface water movement/ qnantity /quality 
b. Runoff/absorption 
c. Groundwater movement/quantity/quality 
d. Pnblic water supplies 

4- plants and anima!s 
•. Habitat of plants, fish or otller wildlife 
b. Unique species 
c. Fish or wildlife migration routes 
d. Energy and natural resources 
e. AnIount required/ rate of use/efficiency 
f. Source/availability 

5. Environmental health 
a. Noise 
b. Risk of explosion 

6. Land and shoreline use 
a. Relationship to existing laud use plans and estimated population (users) 
b. HOMing 
c. Light and glare 
d. Aesthetics 

SKAGIT COUNlY COMMISSIONERS ADMINISTRATIVE BUILDING 
1 SOO CONTINENTAl PlACE. SUm: 100. MOUNT VERNON. WA 98273 PHONE (360) 336-9300 FAX (360)336-9307 



July 23, 2010 

Page 2 

7. Transportation 
a. Transportation systems 
b. Vehicular traffic 
c. Parking 
d. Movement! circulation of people and goods 
e. Traffic bazanIs 

8. Public services and utilities 
a. Fire 
b. Law Enforcement 
c. Schools 
d. Maintenance 
e. Water/storm water 
f. Sewer/solid waste 

While there are anticipated on-site project impacts, there will also be off-site impacts and a project of thia 
magnitnde will need to address the regional impacts as well. Skagit County is also concerned about the impacts on 
local service providers and their abilities to maintain established level of service standards within their limited 
annual operating bndgets. Interlocal and/or mutnai aid agreements between the Upper Skagit Indian Tnbe and 
service providers might best address these concerns. 

Skagit County recommends that the Upper Skagit Indian Tnbe and/or its project representatives host a 
meeting oflocal, county, state, and federal agencies so that we might all learn more about the proposal and to foster 
good will and cooperation toward meeting your proposal's objectives. If we can be of assistance in coordinating a 
meeting. please contact me. 

cc: Gary Christensen, Skagit County Planning and Development Services 
Tom Ballard, Skagit County Public Works 
Kelley Blaine Skagit County Fire Marshall 
Will Honea, Skagit County Prosecuting Attorney Office 
Don Munka, Skagit County Assessor 
Peter Browning, Skagit County Health Department 
Rick G~d, Skagit County Sheriff 
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River Valley View Estates (RVVE) 
Road Association 

clo 5803 Jennifer Lane 
Burlington, WA 98233 

AugustJ}, 2010 

To Whom It May Concern: 

RV VE is locatedadjtteent t1) the properties· owned by the Upper Skagit Indian 
Tribe .. fnuddition, the tObe owns alotinthe RVVE in the west endofthe 
developmenta<ljacenno the properties whichare thesubjecr of its trust 
applic/ttion.and participates in our homeowner/road association. The Tnbe has 
been a go()dnei~borto us,sendingits securitypersonneltotegularly patmIthe 
rQadleadingintothedevelopment This has helped toelirninatethe use of our 
deveiopmentas a drug drop location. 

The Tribe has regularly updated the RoadAssociation on its plans for the acreage 
between its CasillO and our development. . We have been informed that the Tribe 
will build a berm and plant trees in a 50 foot buffer zone on its property at the 
west end of OUT development which will screen sound amI light. 

This letterwilI confmn thattheresidents ofRVVEhave no objection to the trust 
application fromOUf neighbor the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe. 

We look tbrward to a continued, open communication and dialogue with the 
Upper Skagit lndian Tribe regarding updates on future developments and projects 
adjacent toRVVR 

Sincerely, 



• 

• 

• 



September 1,2010 

Jennifer Washington, Chair 
Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
25944 Community Plaza 

Sedro-Woolley, WA 98284 

Greetings, 

SKAGIT COUNTY 

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

RON WESEN, First District 
KENNETH A. DAHLSTEDT, Second District 

SHARON D. DILLON, Third District 

We understand that the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe is proposing to transfer 

land it presently holds in fee simple into federal trust. The property in question 
is located near Exit 236 of Interstate S in Skagit County. Under the Tribe's 
proposal, title to approximately 134 acres on the north side of Bow HIli Road 
would be held by the United States in trust for the Tribe. We understand that 

the Tribe plans to use the proposed new trust land for non-gaming purposes, 
and intends to build a hotel, indoor waterpark, and conference facility on the 
site. 

Skagit County and the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe have an excellent 

relationship of cooperation and mutual respect. The Tribe is a major employer 

in Skagit County, providing jobs to tribal members and non-Indians alike. As 

we understand the proposal, this new business opportunity will provide both 
jobs during construction and during operation, as well as providing a superb 

new recreational opportunity for all Skagit County citizens. 

We understand that the trust transfer will occasion a small reduction in 
property tax revenue, which will be relatively minor given the partially tax 

exempt status of the property at present. However, we believe that any 
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diminution in revenue will be adequately compensated by the new jobs, 

commerce and recreational opportunities the project will create. 

In the course of government-to-government meetings involving staff and 

elected officials, the Tribe has assured us that any services currently being 

provided to the Tribe through fee-for-services contracts will be amended 

through negotiations with the Tribe and the County's service providers to 

ensure that County taxpayers are In no way burdened by the proposed new 

development. Our experience in such negotiatlos with the Tribe has been 

uniformly favorable, with the Tribe taking reasonable and justified positions. 

We have no reason to believe this proposal will transpire in any other fashion. 

The Skagit County Board of Commissioners believes that the Tribe's 

economic diversification is ofvalue not only for the Tribe, but for Skagit County 

and its citizens as well. We believe that the Tribe's proposal is a positive 

economic development for Skagit County, as we wish to express our support for 

the trust conversion and development proposal. 

Sincerely, 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

SKAGIT COUNTY, WASHINGTON 

./ .f' _ -A2~g//.~~~ ...... 
SHARON D. DILLON, Chair 

KENNETH A. DAHLSTEDT CommiSSioner 

RON WESEN, Commissioner 

cc: The Honorable Richard Weyrich 
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MAR (J 9 2010 

SEWER DEPARTMENT 360.757.4085 

March 5, 2010 

Bob Hayden 
Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
5984 N. Dark Lane 
Bow, WA 98232 

Re: Flow allocation 

Dear Bob, 

After ourte1ephone conversation on Wednesday, March 3, 2010 regarding your request 
for an increase in flow allocation, r must say your proposed projects sound very 
interesting. After considering an increase of up to 200,000 per day-projected flow, our 
response to your request is that we do have capacity available to accept the increased 
flow. However, we will need to address the following: 

• Modify the existing 60,000 gpd agreement 
• Caltm1ate connection fee 
• Evaluate impact on the down stream pUmp station 
• Coordinate with Sarnish Water District 
• Information on exact flow quantities, ie: min., max., avg. and peak 

We look forward to working with you to address the issues listed above. 

~
. 

-7<._---
nErickson 

Pretreatment Coordinatorl 
Collection System Foreman 
City of Burlington Sewer Department 
900 8. Section 8t. 
Burlington, WA. 98233 

c. Mr. Chal Martin 
Director of Public Works 
City of Burlington 
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2195 Nulle Road 
Bellingham, WA 98229-9329 
Phone: (360)-734-5664 
Fax: (360)-715-1626 

Board of Commissioners: 
Michael F. Roberts 
Herbert A. Barker 

Bob Merrill 

e-mail: samishwaterdistrict@comcast.net 

April 9, 2010 

Ms. Doreen Maloney 
General Manager for Economic Development 
Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
2284 Community Plaza 
Sadro Woolley, WA 98284 

District Manager: 
Byron Gaines 

Re: An Additional 140,000 gallons of Sewer Service Line Capacity Expansion at Bow 
Hill 

Dear Doreen; 

The Sarnish Water District (District) is In receipt of your March 5, 2010 letter in which you 
have asked the District to confirm the availability of capacity in the their existing force main 
to transport (wheel) an additional 140,000 gallons of Upper Skagit Tribe (Tribe) sewer 
effluent from Bow Hill to the Burlington Wastewater Treatment Plant. As of the dale of this 
letter, the District conflllTls that it has capacity available in the quantities as requested and 
extends said offer for two years. ThIs additional amount will require an amendment to the 
existing contract between the Upper Skagit Tribe and Samish Water District. However, any 
wastewater treatment for the addHional amount must be contracted by the Upper Skagit 
Tribe with the City of Burlington and a copy of that contractual amount received by the 
District before said transportation can occur. 

As with all customers the District cannot guarantee commiUed capacity until such time the 
DiStrict has executed a service agreement for said capacity. NaturaHy, any service 
agreement between the Tribe and The DiStrict would need to address other issues such as 
rates, future commitments regarding facility expansion, pumping rate. delivery time, etc. 

Further, the Tribe understands that this leiter is subject to compliance with all applicable 
laws and approvals together with the District's regulations and resolutions. 

CCI TIm Slater, Slater Law Firm 

MIuIon SIiI'lmant: Gowem 00IJ'In'NI1ify wslw and $!IIWI' ssrvk:e In 8 HIe. 
on~~ ___ Jsoful"""",.,., 
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.Sk'f~ I, 

PULl e PUBUC UT/UTY DlS170CT 

April 14, 2010 

1415 Freeway Drive 
P.O. BOX 1436 
Mount Vernon. WA 98273-1436 

tel: (360) 424-7104 

www.SkagttPUD.org 

Ms. Doreen Maloney 
Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
25944 Community Plaza Way 
Sedro Woolley WA 98284 

Ot'lmed by the people we serve. 

RE: North Darrk Lillie; PS0414, P50416, PSOSOO, P3S839 & P123324 
Proposed Bow ron Reservation Expansion 
Botel, Water Park & Conference Space 
Water Availability 

Dear Ms. Maloney: 

In response to your request, the Public Utility District has reviewed the above location for water 
availability and offers the following conunents: 
• The District recognizes the water quantity allocated to the Upper Skagit Indian Tribal 

Comrmmityper Section m, Paragraph C, Subparagraph 3 at page 10 of 17 of the 1996 MOA, 
that guarantees in perpetuity a water quantity of 0.75 million gallons per day. 

• The Tribe's current average use is approximately 44,000 gallons per day, and has indicated 
that the predicted maximum use for the proposed development will be an additional 103,000 
gallons per day, over and above the Tribe's current average use, for a total of 147,000 gallons 
per day. 

• The District has sufficient supply to furnish domestic water to the property. 
• When the proposed development moves forward 10 the design phase, the District will need to 

review lind approve the necessary water system infrastructure additions 10 order to provide 
water service to the proposed development. The specific water system infrastructure design 
will be determined in future discussions when design drawings are received from the Tn'bes 
Design Engineer. 

The comments in this letter are based on 1oformation available at the time of writing. 
Modification to the water system or policy change can make the information provided outdated. 
A re-evaluation of the comments is necessary one year after the date of this letter. 

Thank you for this opportunity to review and comment on water availability to the above 
property. 

s~cere2r' xfdU~ 

~s 
District Engineering Supervisor 

crop 
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Romn Harper 

From: 

e Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

DanCain [danc@co.skagit.wa.us] 
Wednesday, January 13, 2010 3:47 PM 
Rollin Harper 
RE: Bow Hill Project 

Dear Rollin, Anytime that large buildings are constructed and large numbers of people congregate there is a certain effect 
on public services including fire departments. In this case we would assume that with proper building set backs, proper 
types of consrtruction, fire flow and fire sprinklers that these buildings would not all have fires at the same time and 
therefore would probably not add measurably to the instantanious demands on local fire protection. However keep in mind 
that this is an all volunteer Fire Department which is facing the same budgetary issues that we all now face. I will be in 
contact with Fire District 14 and respond to you early next week. (This week has been shortened by a Furlough Day) I 
don't anticipate any real problem, but I cannot speak directly for the Fire Department. Dan 

Daniel V. Cain 
Skagit County Fire Marshal 
2911 College Way, Suite B 
Mount Vernon, VVA 98273 

From: Rollin Harper [mailto:rollinh@sehome.comj 
Sent: Wednesday, January 13, 2010 11 :22 AM 
To: DanCain 
Subject: Bow Hill Project 

Hi Dan, 

e Thank you for speaking with me the other day regarding a possible tribal project in the Bow Hill area. 
I am preparing an Environmental Assessment of the project and came across a reference to a personal 
communication with you from February 2005. My intent is to confirm or update the previously referenced 
information. 

The project to which I am referring is a Resort expansion on what the Upper Skagit Tribe hopes to be tribal 

trust land just east of the existing casino. The new facility would include approximately 125,000 square feet of 
new floor area (non-gaming hospitality facility). This includes a 300-unit hotel along with an indoor water 

park. All commercial buildings would have sprinklers installed, and PUD water to meet fire flow would be 

provided along with required fire hydrants, etc. 

The text that I would like confirmed or updated is as follows: 

Because of the size and intended construction materials and design, and the availability of required fire flows; 
the recreation and hospitality facility would not add measurably to the demands for local fire protection. 

I have also attached a vicinity map so that you can see the general location of the project. 
If possible, it would be great to receive your thoughts by the end of this week. 

al also spoke to Dan Costanti from Fire District #14 and he confirmed their fire and emergency response times .,(0 Bow Hill (4 minutes and 7 minutes, respectively, with a maximum response time of 9 minutes). 

1 



Thank you for your input, 

Regards, e Rollin 

Rollin H, Harper, Principal 
Sehome Planning and Development Services 
1323 Lincoln Street, #202 
Bellingham, WA 98229 
(360) 733-6033 

2 
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Rollin Harper 

From: 
... Sent: 
_To: 

Subject: 

Hello Rollin: 

Stacey, Tom F. [StaceyT@wsdot.wa.govj 
Monday, January 11, 2010 4:43 PM 
rollinh@sehome.com 
1-5 Bow Hill Traffic Counts 

Here is the link to WSDOT's Annual Traffic Report. Note that I recited counts over the phone from the printed 
2007 copy I had at my desk. On line there is now a newer 2008 version. The counts volumes went down rather 
significantly in 2008. Have a look: 

http://www.wsdot.wa.gov/mapsdataltdo/annualtrafficreporthtm 

Tom Stacey I WSDOT Planning 
W 360-757-5982 I Staceyt@wsclotwa.gov 

1 
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UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 

January 18, 2006 

Robert Whitlam, Ph.D, 
State Archaeologist 

25944 Community Plaza Way • Sedro-Woolley. WA 98284 
Phone ~60) 854-7000 • Fax (360) 854-7004 

Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation 
1063 S. Capitol Way, Suite 106 
P.O. Box 48343 
Olympia, WA 98504-8343 

Dear Dr. Whitlam: 

The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe's is proposing a conversion of approximately 128.35 acres (the 
"Land") of fee land consisting of four contiguous parcels into trust land for non-gaming 
hospitality economic development purposes. The Land proposed for conversion is located near 
Interstate 5, in a mostly rural area of western Skagit County. The Land is immediately adjacent 
to and contiguous with the Tribe's Bow Hill Reservation. A site map of the proposed property is 
included. 

The Equinox Research and Consulting International (ERCI) prepared an Archeological 
Investigation Report (March, 2005) including cultural resources survey regarding the conversion 
property which concluded that the proposed conversion would have no impact on any cultural 
resources. A copy ofthe report is enclosed. 

We are requesting a review and your concurrence to the findings of the report. Since time is of 
the essence the Tribe will appreciate your expedited review and written comments. If you need 
any additional information or have any questions, do not hesitate to call me at (360) 854-7090. 

Sincerely, 

ililw~ )1(1&"1 
Doreen Maloney 
Acting General Manager 

Encl: 
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STATE OF WASHINGTON 

DEPARTMENT OF ARCHAEOLOGY & HISTORIC PRESERVATION 
1063 S. Capitol Way, Suite 106 • Olympia, Washington 98501 

Mailing address: PO Box 48343 • Olympia, Washington 98504-8343 
(360) 586-3065· Fax Number (360) 586-3067 • Website: www.dahp.wa.gov 

Ms. Doreen Maloney 
Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
25944 Community Plaza Way 
Sedro-Woolley, Washington 98284 

Dear Ms. Maloney; 

January 24, 2006 

Re: Fee to Trust Conversion 
Log No.: 012406-08-BIA 

Thank you for contacting our department. We have reviewed the copy of the cultural resources survey by 
Ms. Kelly Bush, ERCI, for the proposed Fee to Trust Conversion of 128.35 acres in Skagit County, 
Washington. We concur with her professional recommendations and your findings that no cultural 
resources are in the identified Area of Potential Effect. Therefore, No Historic Properties are Effected. 

We would appreciate receiving any correspondence or comments from concerned tribes or other parties 
that you receive as you consult under the requirements of 36CFR800.4(a)( 4). 

These comments are based on the information available at the time of this review and on the behalf of the 
State Historic Preservation Officer in conformance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act and its implementing regulations 36CFR800. Should additional information become available, our 
assessment may be revised. In the event that archaeological or historic materials are discovered during 
project activities, work in the immediate vicinity must stop, the area secured, and this department and the 
concerned tribe's cultural committee notified. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment and a copy of these comments should be included in 
subsequent environmental documents. 

Sincerely, 

Robert G. Whittam, PhD. 
State Archaeologist 
(360) 586-3080 
email: rob.whitlam@.dahp.wa.gov 

';~~itPARTMENT OF ARCHAEOLOGY & HISTORIC PRESERVATION 
Proted Ihe Pesf. Shope the I"utllre 

,RECEIVED 
I 
! JAN 26 2006 
BY· '=====--, 
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UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 

January 26, 2006 

25944 Community Plaza Way • Sedro-Woolley, WA 98284 
Phone (360) 854-7000 • Fax (360) 854-7004 

Ms. Julie Stofel, Eagle Biologist 
Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife 
16108 Mill Creek Blvd. 
Mill Creek, WA 98012-1296 

Dear Ms. Stofel: 

The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe's is proposing a conversion ofapproximate1y 128.35 acres (the 
"Land") of fee land consisting of four contiguous parcels into trust land for non-gaming 
hospitality economic development purposes. The Land proposed for conversion is located near 
Interstate 5, in a mostly rural area of west em Skagit County. The Land is immediately adjacent 
to and contiguous with the Tribe's Bow Hill Reservation. A site map of the proposed property is 
included (Fig. 1 ). 

In reviewing our project for potential impact to endangered and threatened species, the WDFW
Habitat Program report dated February 25,2005 indicated that two eagle nests located in the 
vicinity of the project. A copy of the WDFW-Habitat program report is attached. An eagle nest is 
located in the vicinity ofT36N R03E S25 SWOFNW. The nest is located in the East of South 
end of Sammish Bay and West ofl-5. This nest is approximately 2.5 miles from the project site 
(Fig.2) The second eagle nest is located in the vicinity ofT35N R03E S12 SWOFNW. This nest 
is approximately 2.0 miles from the project site. (Fig.3). 

Considering the distance of the project from the nesting sites the Tribe has detennined there 
should either "no effect" or "not likely to adversely effect" on the species. Since time is ofthe 
essence, your expedited review and determination of potential impacts on threatened and 
endangered species at or near our proposed project site would be greatly appreciated. If you need 
additional information or have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (360) 854-7090. 

Sincerely, 

;it~0171lJb~7 
Doreen Maloney 
Acting General Manager 

Ene!: 



Figure I :24,000 Bow Quad Map with project locations. 



Location of eagle nest at T 36N R03E Section25 in comparison to the project site. 



Fig 3: Approx. Location of eagle nest at T 35N R03E Section 12 in comparison to the project site. 



I'IASHINGTON DEPARTMENT OF FISH lIND WILDLIFE - HABITATS AND SPECIES REPORT 
IN THE VICINITY OF T36R04E SECTION 31 

Report Date: February 24, 2005 

Information About Priority Habitats and Species Polygons 

Priority Habitats and SpeCles (PHS) polygons are labeled wlth a un1que number and '+" symbol, roughly 1n the 
center of the polygon on the map ThlS PHS Poly number refers to a IlSt of form numbers and speCles and habitat 
codes contained in the PHS Polygon Cross Reference Report (listed below). The form numbers refer to the attached 
PHS Polygon Report. This report details each species or habitat depicted as a polygon on the map. For a 
complete description of the codes used in this report please refer to the Fish and Wildlife Map Products document. 
This document may be viewed on our web site at http://www.wdf.lIT.wa.gov/hab/release.htm. 

Priority Habitats and Species Polygon - Summary Habitat and Species List: 

This report and the accompanying maps may contain some species or habitats that are not considered priority by 
the agency. YES under the "PHS' column in the table below indicates that the species is considered a priority 
and is on the Priority Habitats and Species List andlor the Species of Concern List. NO under the "PHS" column 
indicates the species/habitat is not considered an agency priority. 

State 
PHS Status PHS Code Common Name Species Use Species Use Description 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 

ST HALE 
RIPAR 
UNOS 
WET 

BALD EAGLE 
RIPARIAN ZONES 
URBAN NATURAL OPEN SPACE 
WETLANDS 

B 

Priority Habitats ane Species PolYgon Cross Reference Report: 

BREEDING OCCURRENCE 

Form number 900000 indicates presence of PHS is unknown or the area was not mapped. Form numbers 909998, 909997, 
or 909996 indicate compilation errors. 

PHS Poly41 Form# PHS Code*Species Use 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 

900000 
902762 
900000 
900000 
902762 
902825 
902762 
902762 
902830 
903621 
902830-903621 
902762-903621 
902762 
902825 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902825 
902762 
902778 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902825 
902762 
902762 
902825 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902778 
902778 
902762 
902762 
902825 
903850 
902762 
902762 
902762-903850 
902778 

*-
WET*-
'-

WET*-
RIpAR*-
WET*-
WET*-
RIPAR* -
HALE*B
RIPAR*-HALE*B
WET*-HALE*B
WET*-
RIPAR*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET"'-
RIPAR*-
WET*-
UNOS*-
WET"-
WET*-
NET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
l'iET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
RIPAR*-
WET*-
WET""-
RIPAR* -
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
!JNOS""-
UNOS*-
WET*-
WET*-
RIPAR* -
HALE""B-
WET*-
l'iET*
WET*-HALE""B
UNOS*-

Information About \vildlife Heritage Pain:. Report 



wildliie Heritage points on the map can be referenced LO this report by noting the quadpt number where the 
point occurs on the map, and then looking up the information listed below. This report is sorted by the quadpt 
number and provides details on each species depicted on the map. For a complete description of the codes used 
in this report, please refer to the Fish and wildlife Map Products document. This document may be viewed on 
our web site at http://www.wdfw.wa.gov/hab/release.htm. 

wildlife Heritage Point - Summary Species List: 

This report and the accompanying maps may contain some species or habitats that are not considered priority by 
the agency. YES under the "PHS" column in the table below indicates that the species is considered a priority 
and is on the Priority Habitats and Species List and/or the Soecies of Concern List. NO under the "PHS" column 
indicates the species/habitat is not considered an agency pri~rity. 

PHS 
State Species 
Status Code Common Name Species Use Species Use DescriPtion 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------~---------------- ----
YES ST HALE BALD EAGLE B 

Nildlife Heritage Point Report; 

Quadpt*: 4812253013 Species Code: HALE species Use: B 
Year: 1998 Class; SA Accuracy: C 
State Status: ST Federal Status: FT Priority: YES 
Township - Range - Section: T36N R03E S25 SWOFNW 
General Description: BALD EAGLE NEST LOCATED E OF S END 

TO RECENT LOGGING. 

BREEDING OCCURRENCE 

Common Name: BALD EAGLE 
Scientific Name: HALIAEETUS LEUCOCEPHALUS 
WDFW Region: 4 Verified: V 
occurrence#: 402 Sequence1!: 1 
OF SAMISH BAY & W OF 1-5. NEST IS ADJACENT 

Codes Used In Wildlife Heritage Point Report 

Quadpt# : A sequential number for a point based on a US Geological Survey 7.5-minute quadrangle. 

Species Code: Alphanumeric code which identifies the species. List of codes are available in the documentation. 

Species Use; Criteria that identifies how the area is used by the indicated species. List of codes are available 
in the documentation. 

Common Name: Common name of the species. 

Year : Year of the observation. 

Class Code that separates animals into general groups. 
AA Artifical animal (e.g., nest platforms not used yet). 
EA Exotic animal. 
GA Game animal. 
NA No animal found after target specific survey completed. 
SA. Special animal (e.g., state listed and monitor species). 
ST Split territory. 
ZA Zapped animal. Site no longer supports original occurrence. 

Accuracy ~ Mapping accuracy .of the site as determined by the individual doing the mapping. 
C Accurate to within 1/4 mile radius and confirmed by a reliable source. 
G Location known only to a general locality. 
N Accurate to within one mile radius. 
U Accurate to within 1/4 mile radius and unconfirmed by a reliable source. 

Scientific Name : Scientific name of the species. 

State Status: State listing status of species. 
SE State endangered. SC State candidate. 
ST State threatened. SM ~ State monitor. 
S5 = State sensitive. 

Federal Status : Federal 
FE Federal endangered. 
FT = Federal threatened. 

listing status of species. 
FC = Federal candidate. 
FCo ~ Federal concern. 

Priority Species and habitats that are considered to be priorities for conservation and management by Washington 
Department of Fish and wildlife (WDFW). For a copy of the most current Priority Habitats and species List contact 
WDFW PHS Section at (360)902-2543, or it is available on our web site at http://w~.wdfw.wa.gov/hab/phspage.htm. 
YES = Indicates that the species is considered a WDFW priority and is on the Priority Habitat and Species List 
and/or Species of Concern List. 
NO = Indicates that the species is not a WDF\I-,' priority. 

WDFW Region; This contains trie WDFW administra;:ive region number 1 through 6. 

Verified verification code for an observation. 
V Verified by a reliable source, generally WDFW or other agency biologist. 
U Not verified by a reliable source, or identification of species is uncertain. a'. Confirmed grizzly bear or wolf observation. 

~. Probable grizzly bear or wolf observation. 

Tow~ship - Range - Section The legal descriptio~ 0: the species occurrence. 

Occurrencefl 
species. 

Sequence# 

An ascension catalog number that combined wit~ sequence number identifies a unique record within a 

Occurrences with multiple locations of a species. 



General Description Description of location of a species. 
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Priority Habitats and Species Polygon Report 

902762 PHS Code: WET 
Season: Definition: 4 
State Status: Federal Status: 
Gener-al Description: VARIOUS \-JETLAND 

Species Use: 
.l\ccuracy: 1 
Priority: YES 

TYPES ASSOCIATED 

Source: NATIONAL WETLANDS I~~ENTORY, USFWS. 
Source Date: 89 Source Code: GSMAP 
Synopsis: 

Source: STENDAL, ART WDFW 
Source Date: 96 Source Code: PROF 

Common Name: NETLANDS 
Scientific Name: 
Site Name: SAMISH WETLANDS. 

WITH SAMISH RIVER PRO INDEPENDANT 

Synopsis: MAP EDIT: EXPANDED WETLAND. REGULAR ROUTE FOR WHATCOM COUNTY TRAVEL. 
VISUAL FROM SR9. 

DRAINAGES 

Farmi: 902778 PHS Code: ONOS Species Use: Common Name: URBAN NATURAL OPEN SPACE 
Season: Definition: 4 Accuracy: 1 Scientific Name: 
State Status: Federal Status: Priority: YES Site Name: MOUNT VERNON AREA OPEN SPACE. 
General Description: STEEP FORESTED AREAS NEAR MT. V~RNON AND BURLINGTON/SEDRO WOOLLEY. 

Source: MULLER, TED, 
Source Date: 90 
Synopsis: INFREQUENT 

wnw; PERSONAL OBSERVATIONS. 
Source Code: PROF 

VISITS TO THESE AREAS BY VEHICLE. 

Form#: 902825 PHS Code: RIPAR 
Season: Definition: 4 
State Status: Federal Status: 
General Description: FORESTED AND SHRUB 

Species Use: 
Accuracy: 1 
Priori ty: YES 
RIPARIAN AREAS. 

Source: MULLER, TED, WOW; PERSONAL OBSERVATIONS. 
Source Date: 90 Source Code: PROF 

Common Name: RIPARIAN ZONES 
Scientific Name: 
Site Name: SAMISH RIVER RIPARIAN 

Synopsis: PERIODIC SITE VISITS TO THESE AREAS OVER PAST TEN YEARS. 

AREAS. 



Priori~y Habitats a~d Species polygon Report 

902830 PHS Code: RIPAR 
Season: Definition: 4 

Species Use: Co~~on Name: RIPARIAN ZONES 
Scientific Name: 

e Form*, 

State Status: Federal Status: 
Accuracy: 1 
Priority: YES 
RIPARIAN AREAS 

Site Name: SAMISH BAY INDEPENDANT DRAINAGES 
General Description: FORESTED AND SHRUB 

Source: BUCHANAN, KURT, WDF; PERSONAL OBSERVATIONS. 
Source Date: 90 Source Code: PROF 
Synopsis: VISITS TO THESE SITES WHILE PROCESSING HPAS. 

Form#: 903621 PHS Code: HALE Species Use: B Common Name: BALD EAGLE 
Season: SU Definition: 4T Accuracy: 1 
State Status: ST Federal Status: FT Priority: YES 
General Description: EAGLE TERRITORY IDENTIFIED IN 1992; 

Scientific Name: HALIAEETUS LEUCOCEPHALUS 
Site Name: COLONY CREEK BALD EAGLE TERRITORY. 
ACTIVE 

Source: JIM WATSON, wnw 1992 PERS, OBS. 
Source Date: 01 92 Source Code: NEST 
Synopsis: REVISIONS MADE BY LETTENBERGER, MAY 1993, TO INCLUDE NEST WHICH WAS NOT INCLUDED 

IN PREVIOUSLY MAPPED TERRITORY 

Source: WATSON, JIM, WDW, 1992, PERSONAL OBSERVATIONS. 
Source Date: 01 92 Source Code: NEST 
Synopsis: BREEDING SURVEY. 

Form#: 903850 PHS Code: HALE Species Use: B Conunon Name: BALD EAGLE 
Season:l'lSU Definition: 4 Accuracy: 1 
State Status: ST Federal Status: FT Priority: YES 
General Description: BALD EAGLE TERRITORY . 

Scientific Name; HALIAEETUS LEUCOCEPHALUS 
Site Name: ALLEN ROAD 

• Source: MILNER, RUTH WDFW 
Source Date: 030595 Source Code; PROF 
Synopsis: AERI.~ AND/OR ON-SITE VISIT. 

Codes Used In Priority Habitat and Species Polygon Report 

Form# Unique number that links the information in the reports to features on the map. 

PHS Code This contains a code that identifies the fish and wildlife species found in the area or the habitat 
that occurs there. List of codes are available in the documentation. 

species Use Criteria that identiEies how the area is used by the indicated species. List of codes are available 
in the documentation. This field is not used if a habitat is described. 

Cornman Name Cornmon name of the species O~ habitat. 

Season 
tions or 
position 
Position 
position 

Season of species use. Use is indicated by 
sub-strings of the field position. 

~he presence of a non-blank character in one or more pos-

1: W Ninter use. Posi tioD 2: S Spring use. 
Fall use. J: V Summer use. Position 4: F 

S' S Severe winter use. 

Definition Identifies the definitions or criteria used to classify the area as a priority. 
available lD the documentation. 

Accu~acy Mapping accuracy of the 
1 Accurate wi thin a 1/4 mile. 3 
2 = Accurate within a 1/2 mile. 4 

line d~lineatio~ as determined by ~he mapper. 
Location Known to withir. one mile. 
Location known to general locality only_ 

Scientific Name Scientific name of the species. 

State Status State listing status of species. 

List of codes are 

_ E = State endangered. SC State candidate. 
T :::: State threatened. S}l = S;:ate monitor. 

'5 ~ State sensitive. 

federal Status Federal 
FE Federal endangered. 
FT = FederaJ threatened. 

listing status of spec~es. 
FC = Federal candidate. 
FCo = ~ederal concern. 

Prio!."ity Species and habitats that are considered :"0 be priorities £0:::: conservation a:1d management n'j l .. ~ashington 



Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDF\lJ). For a copy of the most current Priority Habitats and species List contact 
WDFW ¥HS Section at (360)902-2543, or it is available on our web site at http://www.wdfw.wa.90v/hab/phspage.htm. 
YES = Indicates that the species is considered a WDFW priority and is on the Priority Habitat and Species List 
and/or Species of Concern List. 
NO:= Indicates that the species is not a WDFi-J priority. 

Site Name Name aSSigned to t.he area based generally on a local place name. 

~eneral Description Description about the area, including how it is used and why it is important. 

Source 
the map. 

Identifies and describes the source responsible for the information described on the form or drawn on 
Single or multiple sources may be cited. 

Source Date Date of source of information. 

Source Code Code identifying the source of information. 

Synopsis Brief narrative describing content of source of information. 



e 
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WASHINGTON DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE 
PRIORITY FISH REPORT FROM THE WASHINGTON LAKES AND RIVERS INFOF.MATION SYSTEM OThRIS) DATABASE 

FOR TOWNSHIP T36R04E, SECTION 31 
Report Date: February 24, 2005 

Information About The Fish Presence Report 

The fish information in this report only includes information that Washington Department of Fish and wildlife 
(~mFW) maintains in a central computer database. This information only documents the location of important 
fish resources to the best of our knowledge. It is not a complete inventory of the fish species in the state. 
Fish are identified as priority by WDFW if they meet one of three criterion as listed in the Priority Habitats 
and Species List. The list is available by· contacting WOFN Priority Habitats and Species section at (360)902-
2543, or it is available on our web site at http://www.wdfw.wa.govJhabJphspage.htm. To insure appropriate use 
of this information users are encouraged to consult with WDFW biologists. 

State status information is not available in the NLRIS database for these species. Please see WDFW Species of 
Concern List for current status. For a copy of this list, contact WDFW Endangered Species Section at (360)902-
2515, or it is available on our web site at http://www.wdfw.wa.gov/wlm/diverstY/'soc/soc.htrn. 

Priority Fish Presence: 

Code Cornman Name Stream Narne Stream LLID Record Date 
------------------------------------------- --------------------------------------------------------------CCT Resident Cutthroat Colony Creek 1224244486004 04-12-09 
COHO Coho Salmon Colony Creek 1224244486004 04-02-25 
COHO Coho Salmon Colony Creek 1224244486004 05-02-16 
CCT Resident Cutthroat Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-12-09 
CHFA Fall Chinook Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-02-09 
CHMF Fall Chum Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-07-04 
COHO Coho Salmon Friday Creek 1223306485488 03-11-12 
COHO Coho Salmon Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-02-09 
KOK Kokanee Salmon Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-12-13 
STWI Winter Steelhead Friday Creek 1223306465489 04-02-09 
STWI Winter Steelhead Friday Creek 1223306465488 04-04-23 
CCT Resident Cutthroat Sarnish River 1224558485551 04-12-09 
CHFA Fall Chinook Sarnish River 1224558485551 04-02-09 
CHMF Fall Chum Sarnish River 1224558485551 04-07-04 
COHO Coho Salmon Samish River 1224556485551 04-02-09 
DBT Dolly Varden/Bull Trout Sarnish River 1224558485551 05-01-04 
KOK Kokanee Salmon Samish River 1224558485551 04-12-13 
PINK Pink Salmon Sarnish River 1224558485551 04-02-09 
SOCK Sockeye Salmon Samish River 1224558485551 03-10-14 
SOCK Sockeye Salmon Sarnish River 1224558485551 04-02 -09 
STWI Winter Steelhead Sarnish River 1224558485551 04-02-09 
STWI Winter Steelhead Sarnish River 1224558485551 04-04-23 
CCT Resident Cutt.hroat Stream name(s) not in database 1223151485514 04-12-09 
CCT Resident Cutt.hroat Stream name(s) not in database 1223395485493 04-12-09 
CCT Resident Cutthroat Stream name(s) not in database 1223400465453 04-12-09 
CCT Resident Cutthroat Stream name (s) not in database 1223750465798 04-12-09 
CHFA Fall Chinook Stream name(s) not in database 1223395485493 04-02-09 
CHFA Fall Chinook Stream name(s) not in database 1223400465453 04-02-09 
CHMF Fall Chum Stream name (s) not in database 1223395485493 04-07-04 CHMF Fall Chum Stream name(s) not in database 1223400485453 04-07-04 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name's) not in database 1223151485514 03-11-12 COHO Coho Salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223151485514 04-02-09 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223210485889 04-02-09 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223284485810 04-02-09 
COHO Coho salmon Stream name is) not in database 1223383485829 03-11-12 COHO Coho Salmon Stream name (s) not in database 1223383485829 04-02-09 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name (s) not in database 1223395485493 03-11-12 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name (s) not in database 1223395485493 04-02-09 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223400485453 03-11-12 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223400485453 04-02-09 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223421485446 04-02-09 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223485485887 04-02-09 COHO Coho Salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223750485798 05-02-16 
COHO Coho Salmon Wildes Creek 1223355485774 03-11-12 COHO Coho Salmon Wildes Creek 1223355485774 04-02-09 

Codes Used In The Fish Presence Report 
--------------------------------------

Code WDFW alphanumeric code that identifies the fish species. 

COTIU11on Name Common name of the fish species. 

Stream Name Stream name based on the US Geological Survey, Geographic Names Information System database. 

Stream LLID Uniq~e stream identifier (ID) generated from the node latitude and longitude located at a stream's 
mouth. This 10 is to be construed only as an 10, and not necessarily as a reference to a stream's location. 

Record Date Date the information was entered into the database. 
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WASHINGTON DEPj'\RTMENT OF FISH .AND WILDLIFE - HABITATS AND SPECIES REPORT 
IN THE VICINITY OF T35R04E SECTION 6 

Repo~t Date: February 24, 2005 

Information About Priority Habitats and Species polygons 

Priority Habitats and Species (PHS) polygons are labeled with a unique number and "+" symbol, roughly in the 
center of the polygon on the map. This PHS Poly number refers to a list of form numbers and species and habitat 
codes contained in the PHS Polygon Cross Reference Report (listed below). The form numbers refer to the attached 
PHS Polygon Report. This report details each species or habitat depicted as a polygon on the map. For a 
complete description of the codes used in this report please refer to the Fish and Wildlife Map Products document. 
This document may be viewed on our web site at http://www.wdfw.wa.gov/hab/release.htm. 

priority Habitats and species Polygon - Summary Habitat and Species List: 

This report and the accompanying maps may contain some species or habitats that are not considered priority by 
the agency. YES under the 'PHS" column in the t.able below indicat.es that the species is considered a priority 
and is on the Priority Habitats and Species List and/or the species of Concern List. NO under the "PHsn column 
indicates the species/habitat is not considered an agency priority. 

State 
PHS Status PHS Code Common Name Species Use Species Use Description 
------------------------------------------------------~---------------------------------------------------------
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 

ST HALE 
RIPAR 
UNOS 
WET 

BALD EAGLE 
RIPARIAN ZONES 
URBAN NATURAL OPEN SPACE 
WETLANDS 

B 

. Priority Habitats and Species Polygon Cross Reference Report: 

BREEDING OCCURRENCE 

Form number 900000 indicates presence of PHS is unknown or the area was not mapped. Form numbers 90999B, 909997. 
or 909996 indicate compilation errors. 

PHS Poly# 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
3S 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
4S 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 

Form# 

900000 
902762 
902762 
900000 
902825 
902762 
902825 
902762 
902778 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902825 
902762 
902762 
902825 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902778 
902778 
902762 
902762 
902825 
903850 
902762 
902762-903850 
902762 
902778 
903850 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
903695 
902762 

PHS Code*Species Use 

. -
WET*
WET*
'-
RIPAR* -
WET*-
RIPAR*
WET*-
UNOS*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
RIPAR*
WET*-
WET*
RIPAR*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
UNOS*
UNOS*-
WET*-
WET*-
RIPAR*
HALE*B
WET*
WET*-HALE*B
WET*-
UNOS*
HALE*B
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET* -
\I"E'1'*-
WET*-
WET~

HALE*B
WET*-

Information About Wildlife Heritage Point Report 

wildlife Heritage points on the map can be referenced to this report by noting the quadpt number where the 



p~int occurs on the map, and then looklng up the information listed below. This report is sorted by the quadpt 
number and provides details on each species depicted on the map. For a complete description of the codes used 
in this report, please refer to the Fish and wildlife Map Products document. This document may be viewed on 
our web site at http://w"WW.wdfw.wa.gov/hab/release.htm. 

wildlife Heritage Point - Summary Species List: 

This report and the accompanying maps may contain some species or habitats that are not considered priori~y by 
the agency. YES under the "PHS" column in the table below indicates that the species is considered a priority 
and is on the Priority Habitats and species List and/or the Species of Concern List. NO under the "PHS" column 
indicates the species/habitat is not considered an agency priority. 

PHS 
State Species 
status Code Common Name species Use Species Use Description 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------~--------------------
YES ST HALE BALD EAGLE B 

I"lildli£e Heritage Point Report: 

Quadpt#: 4812253007 species Code: HALE Species Use: B 
Year: 2001 Class: SA Accuracy: C 
State Status: ST Federal Status: FT Priority: YES 
Township - Range - Section: T35N R03E S12 SIo'JOFNW 
General Description: BALD EAGLE NEST IN COTTONWOOD ON 

TAILED HAWK NEST. 

BREEDING OCCURRENCE 

Common N~~e: BALD EAGLE 
Scientific Name: HALIAEETUS LEUCOCEPHALUS 
WDFW Region: 4 Verified: V 
Occurrencell: 1027 Sequence#: 1 

CORNER OF FIELD AND WETLAND, LOOKS LIKE A RBD-

Codes used In Wildlife Heritage Point Reporc 
-------------------------------

Quadptll A sequential number for a point based on a us Geological Survey 7.5-minute quadrangle. 

species Code; Alphanumeric code which identifies the species. List of codes are available in the documentation. 

Species Use Criteria that identifies how the area is used by the indicated species. List of codes are available 
in the documentation. 

Common Name: Common name of the species. 

Year Year of the observation. 

Class : Code that separates animals into general groups. 
AA Artifical Qnimal (e.g., nest platforms not used yet). e EA Exotic animal. 
GA Game animal. 
NA No animal found after target specific survey completed. 
SA Special animal (e.g., state listed and monitor species). 
ST split territory. 
ZA Zapped animal. Site no longer supports original occurrence. 

Accuracy: Mapping accuracy of the site as determined by the individual doing the mapping. 
C Accurate to within 1/4 mile radius and confirmed by a reliable source. 
G Location known only to a general locality. 
N Accurate to within one mile radius. 
U Accurate to within 1/4 mile radius and unconfirmed by a reliable source. 

Scientific Name Scientific name of the species. 

State Status: State listing status of species. 
SE State endangered. SC State candidate. 
ST State threatened. SM = State monitor. 
ss ::: State sensitive. 

Federal Status Federal 
FE Federal endangered. 
FT ::: Federal threatened. 

listing status of species. 
FC ::: Federal candidate. 
FCo = Federal concern. 

priority: Species and habitats that are considered to be priorities for conservation and management by washington 
Department of Fish and wildlife (WDFW) For a copy of the most current Priority Habitats and Species List contact 
WDFW PHS Section at (360)902-2543, or it is available on our web site at http://www.wdfw.wa.gov/hab/phspage.htm. 
YES = Indicates that the species is considered a WDF'I'! priority and is on the Priority Habitat and Species List 
and/or Species of Concern List. 
NO ::: Indicates that the species is no'::: a WDF\\l pr::'ority. 

WDFW Region: This contains the WDFW administra~ive region number 1 throug~ 6. 

Verified. Verification code for an obse~vation. 
V Verified by a reliable source, generally WDFIo'! or other agency biologis:.. 
U = Not verified by a reliable source, or identification of species is uncertain. 
1 = Confirmed grizzly ~ear or wolf observation. 
2 = Probable grizzly bear or wolf observation. 

e'ownShiP - Range - Seotior, , The legal description of the species occurrence. 

Occurrence# An ascension catalog number that combined with sequence nurnber identifies a unique record within a 
species. 

Sequencel! Occurrences with multlple locations of a speCles. 

General Description Description 0: location of a species. 



Priority Habitats and Species Polygon Report 

903695 PHS Code: HALE Species Use: B Common Name: BALD EAGLE e 'orml, 
Season:WSU Definition: 4 Accuracy: 1 Scientific Name: HALIAEETUS LEUCOCEPHALUS 
State Status: ST Federal Status: FT Priority: YES Site Name: BUTLER FLAT (MARSH) 
General Description: BALD EAGLE BREEDING TERRITORY. NEST IN BLACK COTTONWOOD IN MARSH. AREA IS 

NRCS WETLAND EASEMENT. ESTABLISHED THROUGH USDA WETLAND RESERVE PROGRAM. 

Source: FISHER, GREG NRCS 
Source Date: 05 96 Source Code: PROF 
Synopsis: ON-SITE VISIT. MAP OF NEST SENT TO JEFF BERNATOWICS, hT[)FW. 

Form#: 903850 PHS Code: HALE Species Use: B Common Name: BALD EAGLE 
Season:WSU Definition: 4 Accuracy: 1 
State Status: ST Federal Status: FT Priority: YES 
General Description: BALD EAGLE TERRITORY. 

Scientific Name: HALIAEETUS LEUCOCEPHALUS 
Site Name: ALLEN ROAD 

Source: MILNER, RUTH WDFW 
Source Date: 030595 Source Code: PROF 
Synopsis: AERIAL AND/OR ON-SITE VISI'I·. 

Codes Used In Priority Habitat and Species Polygon Repo~t 

Form# : Unique number that links the information in the reports to features on the map. 

PHS Code 
that occurs there. List of codes are a~Llable in the documentation. 

This contains a code that identifies the fish and wildlife species found in the area or the habitat 

Species Use : Criteria that identifies how the area is used by the indicated species. List of codes are available 
in the documentation. This field is not used if a habitat is described . 

• 

common Name: Cornmon name of the species or habitat. 

Season : Season of species use. Use is indicated by 
tions or sub-strings of the field position. 

the presence of a non-blank character in one or more pos-

Position 1: W Winter use. Position 2: S 
Position 3; U Summer use. Position 4: F 
Position 5: S Severe winter use. 

Spring use. 
Fall use. 

Definition : Identifies the definitions or criteria used to classify the area as a priority. 
available in the documentation. 

Accuracy : Mapping accuracy of the 
1 Accurate within a 1/4 mile. 3 
2 = Accurate within a 1/2 mile. 4 

line delineation as determined by the mapper. 
Location known to within one mile. 
Location known to general locality only. 

Scientific Name Scientific name of the species. 

State Status State listing status of species. 
SE State endangered. SC State candidate. 
ST State threatened. 8M = State monitor. 
8S State sensitive. 

Federal Status : Federal 
FE Federal endangered. 
FT = Federal threatened. 

listing status of species. 
FC = Federal candidate. 
FCo = Federal concern. 

List of codes are 

Priority Species and habitats that are considered to be priorities for conservation and management by Washington 
Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW). For a copy of the most current Priority Habitats and Species List contact 
WDFW PHS Section at (360)902-2543, or it is available on our web site at http://www.wdfw.wa.gov/hah/phspage.htm. 
YES = Indicates that the species is considered a WDFW priority and is on the Priority Habitat and Species List 
and/or Species of Concern List. 
NO = Indicates that the species is not a WDF\\' priority. 

Site Name : Name assigned to the area based generally on a local place name. 

General Description Description abol.:t the area, including hO\,.,' it is used and why it is important. 

Source Identifies and describes the source responsible for the information described on the form or drawn on 
~the map. Single or multiple sources may be cited. 

~source Date Date of source of information. 

Source Code Code identifying the source of information. 

Synopsis Brief narrative descrihlng content of source or information. 



WASHINGTON DEPARTt1ENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE 
PRIORITY FISH REPORT FRO!1 THE i-IASHINGTON LAKES AND RIVERS H1FORMATION SYSTEM (WLRIS) DATABASE 

FOR TOWNSHIP T35R04E, SECTION 6 
Report Date: February 24, 2005 

Information About The Fish Presence Report 

. 
'he fish information in this report only includes information that Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife 
WDFW) maintains in a central computer database. This information only documents the location of important 

fish resources to the best of our knowledge. It is not a complete inventory of the fish species in the state. 
Fish are identified as priority by WDFW if they meet one of three criterion as listed in the Priority Habitats 
and Species List. The list is available by contacting WDFW Priority Habitats and Species section at (360)902-
2543, or it is available on our web site at http://www.wdf .... ·.wa.gov/hab/phspage.htm. To insure appropriate use 
of this information users are encouraged to consult wit.h ItJDFW biologists. 

State status information is not available in the WLRIS database for these species. Please see WDFW Species of 
Concern List for current status. For a copy of this list, contact WDFW Endangered Species Section at (360)902-
2515, or it is available on our web site at http://www.wdfw.wa.gov/wlm/diversty/soc/soc.htm. 

Priority Fish Presence: 

Code Corrunon Name Stream Name Stream LL1D Record Date 
------------------------------------------------------------------- -----------------------------------------
CCT Resident Cutthroat Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-12-09 
CHFA Fall Chinook Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-02-09 
CHMF Fall Chum Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-07-04 
COHO Coho Salmon Friday Creek 1223306485488 03-11-12 
COHO Coho Salmon Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-02-09 
KOK Kokanee Salmon Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-12-13 
STW1 Winter Steelhead Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-02-09 
STWI l.-Jinter Stee1head Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-04-23 
CCT Resident Cutthroat Samish River 1224558485551 04-12-09 
CHFA Fall Chinook Samish River 122-4558485551 04-02-09 
CHMF Fall Chum Samish River 1224558-485551 04-07-04 
COHO Coho Salmon Samish River 1224558485551 04-02-09 
DBT Dolly varden/Bull Trout Samish River 1224558485551 05-01-04 
KOK Kokanee Salmon Samish River 1224558485551 04-12-13 
PINK Pink Salmon Sarnish River 1224558485551 04-02-09 
SOCK Sockeye Salmon Sarnish River 1224558485551 03-10-14 
SOCK Sockeye Salmon Samish River 1224558485551 04-02-09 
STWI Winter Steelhead Samish River 1224558485551 04-02-09 
STWI Winter Steelhead Samish River 1224558485551 04-04-23 
CCT Resident Cutthroat Stream name{s) not in database 1223151485514 04-12-09 
CCT Resident Cutthroat Stream name(s) not in database 1223395485493 04-12-09 

_CCT Resident Cutthroat Stream name{s) not in database 1223400485453 04-12-09 
..":HFA Fall Chinook Stream narne(s) not in database 1223395485493 04-02-09 
CHFA Fall Chinook Stream name(s) not in database 1223400485453 04-02-09 
CHMF Fall Ch= Stream nameis) not in database 1223395485493 04-07-04 
CHMF Fall Churn Stream name is) not in database 1223400485453 04-07-04 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223151485514 03-11-12 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223151485514 04-02-09 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223170485270 03-11-12 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223170485270 04-02-09 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223395485493 03-11-12 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223395485493 04-02-09 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name(s) noc in database 1223400485453 03-11-12 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223400485453 04-02 -09 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223421485446 04-02-09 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name{s) not in database 1223460485293 03-11-12 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name (5) not in database 1223460485293 04-Q2-09 
COHO Coho Salmon Wildes Creek 1223355485774 03-11-12 
COHO Coho Salmon Wildes Creek 1223355485774 04-02-09 

Codes Used In The Fish Presence Report 
---------------------------------

Code WDFW alphanumeric code that identifies the fish species. 

Cornman Name Common name of the fish species. 

Stream Name Stream name based on the US Geological Survey, Geographic Names Information System database. 

Stream LLID Unique stream identifier (ID) generated from the node latitude and longitude located at a stream's 
mouth. This ID is to be construed only as an 10, and not necessarily as a reference to a stream's location. 

Record Date Date the information was entered into the database. 
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WASHINGTON DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE 
16018 Mill Creek Blvd 

Doreen Maloney 
Acting General Manager 
Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
25944 Community Plaza Way 
Sedro-Woolley, Wa 98284 

Dear Ms. Maloney: 

Mill Creek, Washington 98012 ANNEX FAX (42~) 379-2323 

Jan 27 2007 

I received your letter by fax regarding the proposed annex of parcels P50414, P50416, P38537, and P38539, and 
conversion to developed use. You additionally provided a copy ofthe Priority Habitats and Species Report that you 
received from WDFW in Feb 2005. You requested that I review the project proposal for any new bald eagle sites, and 
also requested a concurrence with the determination that there will be "no effect" (or "not likely to adversely effect") of 
the project on bald eagles. 

WDFW conducted bald eagle surveys in April 2005, and I continually receive additional information from the public. 
There has been no change in the number or location of eagle nests in the vicinity of the proposed project. The nearest 
known eagle nest is approximately 2 miles from the project site. 

Therefore, I concur that this project will have no effect on bald eagles. 

If you have any eslions, please call at (425 79-23 I, or email me at eagle4@dfW.wa.gov. 

d and Endangered Spec' s Biologist 

,--.:T·~-{~ EIVED ... ------'"'---' , 

I JAN a 0 2006 
i 
i,~y\ . 
IU t; 
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EDASC 
E(~oomi( Oecv~l~p"U!f!' Ano<i.3ltiQI1 

of 5kl'lqil (Ol.llily 

POPULATION 

1998 

Skagit 98,700 

Unincorporated 46,750 

Incorporated 51,950 

Anacortes 13,900 

Burlington 5,525 

. Concrete 785 

Hamilton 300 

La Conner 775 

Lyman 320 

Mount Vernon 22,540 

Sedro-Woolley 7,805 

Economic Development 
Association of Skagit County 
204 West Montgomery 
Mount Vernon, washington 98273 
360-336-6114 tel. 
360-336-6116 fax. 

1999 2000 2001 2002 

100,600 102,300 104,100 105,100 

47,685 48,475 44,815 45,205 

52,915 53,825 59,285 59,895 

14,370 14,710 14,840 14,910 

5,635 5,705 6,995 7,190 

780 780 790 790 

300 300 325 340 

800 870 765 775 

320 310 410 415 

22,700 23,020 26,460 26,760 

8,010 8,130 8,700 8,805 

2003 2004 

106,700 108,800 

45,830 46,455 

60,870 62,345 

15,110 15,470 

7,315 7,425 

780 785 

340 340 

760 785 

425 440 

27,060 27,720 

9,080 9,380 

Source. the WaShington State Office of Financial Management, Forecastmg DIVISion 

Weather 

Skagit County Average Temperature and Precipitation 

Average Temperature (1) Average Precipitation 
Month 40 Yr. Norm 40 YrNorm 

January 39.4 4.21 

February 42.4 2.99 

March 44.9 2.75 

Aprif 48.4 2.52 

May 53.7 2.19 

June 58.4 1.81 

July 61.5 1.25 

August 62.2 1.46 

September 576 2.01 

October 50.7 2.96 

November 44.3 4.28 

December 39.9 4.22 

2005 2006 2007 2008 

110,900 113,100 115,300 117,500 

47,250 47,886 48,640 49,720 

63,650 65,214 66,660 67,780 

15,700 16,170 16,400 16,640 

7,550 8,120 8,400 8,460 

815 840 845 845 

330 330 330 325 

795 839 900 885 

450 450 450 445 

28,210 28,710 29,390 30,150 

9,800 9,755 9,945 10,030 

117110 3:47 PM 
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Annual Rain 32.65 

Source: The Washington State University Cooperative Extension - "Skagit Crop Topics" Newsletter 

Employment 

Current Unemployment: October 2009 (preliminary) 

Area Labor Force Employrnent Unemployment Unemployment Rate 

Skagit County 59,500 

Washington State 3,550,450 

54,030 

3,239.470 

5,470 

310,980 

9.2 

8.8 

Source: The Washington State Employment Security Department, Labor Market and Economic Analysis Branch 

Annual Average Nonfarm Wage and Salary Employment 
2004,2009, and 2014 projections 

Percent Percent 
Change Change 

2004 2009 2014 2004-2009 2009·2014 

Total Nonfann Employment 43,200 4B,900 52,200 2.5% 1.3% 

Construction 3,200 4,400 4,700 6.6% 1.3% 

Manufacturing 5,000 5,300 5,300 1.2% 0.0% 

Wholesale Trade 900 1,100 1,100 4.1% 0.0% 

Retail Trade 7,000 B,200 B,700 3.2% 1.2% 

Transportation, Warehousing & Utilities 1,300 1,400 1,600 1.5% 2.7% 

Information 400 500 600 4.6% 3.7% 

Financial Activities 1,800 2,100 2,200 3.1% 0.9% 

Professional & Business Services 2,200 2,600 2,900 3.4% 2.2% 

Education & Hearth Services 4,600 5,200 5,800 2.5% 2.2% 

leisure & Hospitality 4,600 5,000 5,300 1.7% 1.2% 

Other Services 1,700 1,900 2,000 2.2% 1.0% 

Government 10,200 11,100 11,900 1.7% 1.4'% 

Source: the Washington State Employment Security Department,Labor Market and Economic Analysis Branch 

Income 
2008 Estimated Average Household Income: $65,039 

2008 Estimated Median Household Income: $50,777 

2008 Estimated Per Capita Income: $24,651 

Source: Claritas Inc., May 2008 

Housing 

InllO 3:47 PM 
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Single Family Residences & Condos Sold - 2007 

Area Houses & Average Days on 
Condos Sold Price Market 

Anacortes 358 $453,407 109 

Burlington 267 $317,859 86 

Concrete & East 102 $176.010 88 

La Conner 81 $358,711 84 

Lyman/Hamilton 9 $224.128 104 

Mount Vernon 749 $301,918 71 

Sedro-Woolley 315 $248,481 95 

,. Print this Page 
, 

This document was printed from The Economic Development Association of Skagit County's website, www.skagit.org, on Thursday, 
r;r.nry 7, 2010 
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UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
25944 Community Plaza Way • Sedro-Woolley, WA 98284 

Phone (360) 854-7000 • Fax(360)854-7004 

August 2, 2010 

Re: Cultural Matters with respect to the Fee to Trust Application for Land Adjacent to 
and Contiguous with the Bow Hill Reservation Parcel 

To Whom It May Concern: 

I write as Cbainnan of the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe with respect to the above 
descnOed IIIlIttI::r. I have reviewed the files and archives of the Tribe as it relates to the proposed 
land transfer from fee to trust of lands which are owned by the Tribe and adjacent to and 
contiguous with the Bow Hill Reservation Parcel. The Tribe, based on the review of cultural 
resources records, reports, and information compiled regarding the Bow Hill area on :file at the 
Tribal Offices, bas concluded that no sacred or religious sites will be affected by the proposed 
project. 

Sincerely yours, 



• 

• 

• 



Date 12/30/2009 
Time: 1112:30 

Upper Skagit Tribal Housing Department 

Demographic Statistics Report 
Rentals· Project Summary 

Unit Locations 
Sedro Woolley 

erage Family Size 

Elderly Heads of Household (age 55 or oldGr) 

NDE-E2derly Heads of Household (age ::':,Lj or less) 

Near-Elderly Heads of Household (ages 55 to 54) 

Other Heads of Household (age 54 or less) 

Female Heads of Household 

Elderly 
Non-Elderly 

Near-Elderly 

Other 

Male Heads of Household 

Elderly 
Non-Elde:::ly 

Ncar-Slder!,:!

Other 

Dis6bled/Handicapped Heads of Housetlo_d 

Male 

e female 

Non-Minor"ity Heads of Household 

Minority Heads of Household 
Amprir0n lndian/Alaska Native 

# of ?am~ly Members younger than 18 yeaTS 

# cf ?amilies with children 

Tribal ~embers ConpositioI1 

Non-Nati\'e 

Cheam 

Lwnmi 

[/]uckleshoot 

Nouksack 

Ojibwe- Leech Lake B 

Uppe:::- Skdg~t 

HoH Count 
2] 

Count 
] 

L 

12 

U 

12 

14 

8 

6 

0 

6 

9 
] 

6 

0 

6 

L 

(, 

1 

n 
22 

19 

9 

5 

1 

I 

5 

I 

:d. 

Income Source Annual Amount 
Genera! Assistance 

IndidL Trust/Per- Capitd 

A(her i'Jonh'3ge SO'Jrces 

W Sl 

Sccial SecuriL'/ 

~AJ'lF (forEt(~r1.y AFDC) 

UneTr\j=~1'2':irnent Benefits 
Othe~ h1a.qe 

$JC9,9C2 

Percent Faro Count 

100 

"8 
' . "L 

a 
52 

61 
57 

43 

0 

43 

39 

33 

67 

0 

67 

42 

45 
(-, ,~ .. ~ 

4 

96 
96 

39 

g 

2 

2 

2 

hJ 

Percent 
(J . '=' 

l_-~ . 0 

1.0 
23.0 

11.2 

5.1 

2.4 

:J 3.4 

59 

63 

41 
0 

41 

53 

62 
40 

0 

40 

49 

65 

42 
0 

42 

53 

51 

53 

8 

Count 

19 

1 
1.7 

8 

'I 

1 

9 

Page: 1 

Percent 
100 

Percent 
2 

32 

2 

28 

13 
7 

2 

15 



Date: 12/30/2009 
Time 11:12:30 

Tota~ All Income Sources 

Illcome 

Upper Skagit Tribal Housing Department 

Demographic Statistics Report 
Rentals - Project Summary 

$<1"/8,707 

$20,813 A Jera-ge 

_overage 

Average 

Tenant Rent (per month) $89 

TTP (rent -.- utilities per month) 

Length of Time On Program 

Less than 1 years 

Less than 2 -I'ears 

Less than 3 years 

Less than 4 years 

Less than 5 years 

More than 5 )/ears 

Broad Range of Income 

$0 - $5,000 

$5,000 - $10,000 

$1i),OOO - $15,000 

$15,000 - $20, 000 

S7.0, 000 - $25, 000 

-_- tric'l S:?~), 000 

Income Levels 
Extrcrne2.'/ .'.Jm,;-]U1 

Very Lmv-Pd 1 

LOIv-l\ll 

Ather-.4il 

~xtremely Low-Elderly 
Very Low-Slderly 
Lm,'-Eldel ;'.'1' 

Other-F,ldecly 

$293 

count 

4 

3 

1 

J 

2 

10 

Count 
0 

2 

13 

1 

1 

6 

Count 
13 

5 

4 

1 

1 

J 

0 

0 

Page: 2 

100 60 100 

Percent 
l7 

13 

4 

13 

9 

43 

Percent 
0 

9 

':J7 

4 

4 

26 

Percent 
57 

22 

17 

4 



Date 12/30/2009 

Time: 11:1211 
Upper Skagit Tribal Housing Department 

Demographic Statistics Report 
Mutual Help - Project Summary 

Unit Locations 
Sedro \A,loolley 

Elderly Heads of Household (age 55 or older) 

Non-Elderly Heads of Household (age 54 or less) 

Near-Elderly Heads of Household (ages 55 to 

Other Heads of Household (age 54 or less) 

Female Heads of Household 

Elderly 

Non-Elderly 

Near-Elderly 

Other 

Male Heads of Household 

Elderly 

Non-Elderly 

j\;2ar-Elderlj' 

Other 

Disabled/Handicapped Heads of Household 

Male 

e Female 

Non-I"1inori ty Heads of Household 

tvlinority Heads of Household 

A..'Uer iean Indian/Alaska Native 

* of Famil'/ tJjembe r.'3 younger 

# of r'arnilies h'i th children 

Tribal ~embers Composition 

Colville 

LJ uflUT1.i 

N /j~ 

No Enrollment Into 

Sauk SU~(ltt.le 

S1rJinomish 

TGlalip 

Upper Skagit 

Income Source 

Child Suppert 

IndLan Tr~st/Per Capita 

Other Nonw~ge Sources _sr 
.ocial Security 

TANF I former 1 ' ';FDC) 

Unemployment BeTlefits 

Otr-:er ','7age 

rcta~ All Incolne Sourc~s 

than 18 years 

54) 

HoH Count 
24 

Count 

3 

6 

18 

0 

18 

10 

2 

8 

0 

8 

14 

4 

10 

C-

1.0 

2 

2 

0 

1 

23 

23 

29 

14 

2 
,1 

4 

1 

1 

Annual Amount 

$~,827 

$80,098 

$:0, 6tL~, 

SSE, j52 

$:6, £lIE. 

$]J,:328 

$14,U66 

S8C~l"j3c 

31, 018, 710 

Percent Fam Count 

100 

25 

75 

0 

75 

·12 

20 

80 

0 

80 

58 

29 

71 

O 

n 

8 

100 

0 

4 

96 

96 

58 

1 

I 

75 

Percent 

0.6 

7.9 

: • CJ 

1. C 

j. J 

I . 4 

! 8. '""7 

79 

64 

38 

0 

38 

39 

60 

34 

0 

34 

48 

66 

41 

a 
41 

0 

60 

0 

9 

Count 

2 

29 

2 

8 

2 

7 

1 

27 

78 

Page: 1 

Percent 
100 

Percent 

3 
37 

3 

10 

3 

9 

1 

35 

100 



Date: 12/30/2009 

Time: 11:12:11 

Average Income 

Upper Skagit Tribal Housing Department 

Demographic Statistics Report 
Mutual Help - Project Summary 

$42,446 

•. verage 
.,.verage 

Tenant Rent (per month) $212 

TTP (rent + utilities per month) 

Length of Time On Program 

Less than I years 

Less than 2 years 

Less than 3 years 

Less than 4 years 

Less than 5 'i"ears 

t"lore than c years " 

Broad Range of Income 
$0 - $5,000 

$5/000 - $10,000 

$10,000 - $15,000 

$15,000 - $20,000 

$20, 000 - $25,OUO 

More than $25,000 

Income Levels 
Extremely Low-All 

Very Lm-i-AJ 1 

LO'd-AII 

Other-l".ll 

• >(l_.r-emelY Lm'.i-Elderly 

.1II'>ecy' Lm~'-Elder 1 y 

Lmv-F,lderlj/ 

Other-Elderly 

$526 

Count 

4 

2 

0 

3 

1 

14 

Count 
2 

0 
2 

3 

2 

15 

Count 

3 

6 

6 

9 

0 

1 

2 

Page: 2 

Percent 
17 

8 

a 
13 

4 

58 

Percent 
8 

a 
8 

13 

8 

63 

Percent 

13 
25 
)", 

38 



Dale: 01115/2010 
Time: 10:25:01 

Upper Skagit Tribal Housing Department 

Demographic Statistics Report 
Section 8 - Project Summary 

Unit Locations 
4nacortes 

A3ellingharn 

-Bm" Burlington 
Clear Lake 
Concrete 

Everett 

Ferndale 
Lynden 
Haple Falls 

Marysville 

Mount Vernon 

Sedro Woolley 
Total All Locations 

Family Composition 
Average Family Size 

Elderly Heads of Household (age 55 or older) 
In:-Elderly Heads of Household (age 54 or less) 

Near-Elderly Heads of Household (ages 55 to 54) 
Other Heads of Household {age 54 or less} 

Female Heads of Household 

Elderly 
Non-Elderly 

Near-Elderly 
Other 

Male Heads of Household 
Elderly 
Non-Elderly 

Near-Elderly 
Other 

Disabled/Handicapped Heads of Household 
['1a1e 

Female 

Non-Minority Heads of Household 
Minority Heads of Household 

American Indian/Alaska Native 

# of Family Members younger than 18 years 
# 8£ E'amilies with children 

Tribal Members Composition 
Non-Native 
Alaska 

a-nackfeet 
~lla Fiver 

Lummi 

Huckleshoot 
N/A 

HoH Count 
2 

7 

1 
7 
1 
1 
1 
2 
1 
1 
1 

16 
17 
58 

Count 
3 

5 
53 

0 
53 

47 
4 

43 

0 
43 

11 

1 
10 

0 
10 

9 

3 

6 

1 
57 

57 

84 
42 

25 
2 

3 

2 

3 

1 
4 

Percent 
3 

12 
2 

12 
2 
2 
2 
3 

2 
2 

2 

28 
29 

100 

Percent 

9 
91 

0 
91 

81 
9 

91 
0 

91 

19 
9 

91 
0 

91 

16 
33 
67 

2 
98 

98 

72 

16 
1 
2 
1 

2 

1 
2 

Fam Count 
7 

14 
5 

19 
4 
1 
3 

4 
2 
3 

3 
52 
44 

161 

Avg Age 

70 
34 

0 
34 

37 
69 
34 

0 
34 

39 
75 
36 

0 
36 

54 
S3 

-=)4 

9 

Page: 1 

Percent 
4 

9 

3 

12 
2 

1 

2 
2 

1 

2 

2 

32 
27 

100 



Date: 0111512010 
Time: 10:25:01 

No Enrollment Info 
~o enrollment info 

eJOOkSaCk 
Northern Cheyenne 
Quileute 

SHlnomish 
Tlingit 
Tulalip 
Unenralled 
Upper Skagit 

Yakama 

Income Source 
Child Support 
General Assistance 

Indian Trust/Per Capita 
Other Nonwage Sources 

SSI 
Social Security 
TANF (formerly AFDC) 

Unemployment Benefits 
Other Wage 

Total All Income Sources 

Upper Skagit Tribal Housing Department 

Demographic Statistics Report 
Section 8 - Project Summary 

1 

16 

4 

1 

1 

1 

1 

3 

4 

86 

3 

Annual Amount 
$18,086 

$6,936 

$119,560 

$23,547 

$59,887 

$44,724 

$127,236 

$37,648 

$322,477 

$760,101 

1 
10 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

2 

2 

53 

2 

Percent 
2.4 

0.9 

15.7 

3.1 

7.9 

5.9 

16.7 

5.0 

42.4 

100 

Public Assistance is the sale source of income for 7% of households. 
Households that are working comprise 29% of households. e)f the working households, 6% of households also receive TANF. 

Average Income 

lwerage Tenant Rent (per month) 

Average TTP (rent + utilities per month) 

Length of Time On Program 
Less than 1 years 

Less than 2 years 

Less than 3 years 

Less than 4 years 

Less than 5 years 
~/loLe than 5 years 

Broad Range of Income 
so - $5,000 

$5,OCO - $10,000 

$10,000 - $15,000 

$15,000 - $20,000 

520,000 - $25,000 

More than $25,000 

Income Levels 
Extremely Low-All 
Very Low-All 

_'~OW-All 

~ther-All 

Extremely Low-Elderly 
Very Low-Elderly 

Low-Elderly 

Other-Elderly 

$13,105 

$174 

$281 

Count 
27 

8 

10 

2 

4 

7 

Count 
9 

IS 

1"" 

5 

J 

8 

Count 
44 

8 

6 

° 1 

1 

0 

Percent 
47 

14 

17 

3 

7 

12 

Percent 
16 

26 

30 

9 

5 

14 

Percent 
76 

14 

10 

0 

Page: 2 

Count Percent 
3 3 

2 2 

40 37 

6 6 

9 8 

8 7 

19 18 

3 3 

18 17 

108 100 
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A Petition 

to the 
United States Secretary of the Interior 

to Proclaim 
An Upper Skagit Indian Reservation 

Submitted by 

The Upper Skagit Tribal Council 
Burlington, Washington 

February 18, 1981 



The Upper Skagit Reservation 
Petition - In Brief 

The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe, a federally-recognized government 
pursuant to the Indian Reorganization Act of 1934, submits this 
Reservation Status Petition as the logical culmination of a long, ar
duous tribal growth process. 

Formed from five aboriginal tribal bands living along the Samish 
and Skagit Rivers, the modern tribe consists of 454 members, more 
than half of whom live in Skagit County, Washington. Although 
the Tribe was socially and governmentally organized before treaty 
times (circa 1850), the Upper Skagits were left landless when reser
vations were created for other tribes. In fact, until 1976, the only 
land owned by the Tribe consisted of a half-interest in a one-twelfth 
acre tribal cemetery. Yet the Upper Skagit people endured, and held 
their family and tribal identity more than a century, even after 
receiving marginal compensation of $.90 cents per acre in 1968 for 
part of the 2,000 square miles of territory ceded under the 1855 
treaty. 

Finally, on December 4, 1974, the Upper Skagit Tribe received 
federal recognition as a government. Centuries of tribal organiza
tion prior to federal recognition gave the tribal government the 
stability to form solid governing mechanisms. The Upper Skagit 
Constitution and Bylaws provides for clear leadership by an elected 
seven-member Tribal Council, and sets the standards for tribal 
authority for the health, welfare and resources of the tribal 



members. Under this authority, the Tribal Council has enacted 
sound, constructive legislation, including: 

• A tribal Enrollment Ordinance to regulate Upper Skagit member
ship qualifications; 

• A tribal Fisheries Ordinance to direct conservation and harvests 
of Upper Skagit treaty salmon fisheries, and to impose a 3 per
cent tax on tribal salmon sales; 

• A tribal Law and Order Code to control civil order and to protect 
property of Upper Skagit members; and 

• A tribal Housing Ordinance to authorize a tribal Housing 
Authority to provide housing assistance programs. 

In addition, the Tribe is enacting a Comprehensive Land Use Plan, 
Zoning Ordinance and Building Code to control the use of tribally
owned lands. 

In order to implement this legislation, the Upper Skagit Tribal 
Council created an efficient administrative staff. Eighteen persons 
are employed at the tribal offices in Burlington, Washington; eleven 
are Upper Skagit members. Four major departments, Health Ser
vices, Social Services, Fisheries and Planning, provide direct ser
vices and resource building programs to a growing tribal popula
tion. In addition, five other Upper Skagit members are assigned to 
the law and order programs of the Skagit System Cooperative (the 
salmon management agency of the Upper Skagit, Swinomish and 
Sauk-Suiattle Tribes). Three are fisheries police officers, the other 
two are the tribal judge and the prosecutor. The efficiency and 
stability of these tribal programs are widely known and accepted, 
and are emulated by other tribes in the region. 

But these tribal programs can fulfill only part of the Upper Skagit 
members' needs. Rebuilding the tribal community identity, return
ing the tribal members who have moved from the Skagit Valley, and 
providing improved housing and tribal facilities require land 
resources the Upper Skagit Tribe did not have in 1974. Beginning in 
1976, the Tribal Council began acquiring the lands necessary to 
create a new Upper Skagit community. The first acquisitions, total
ling 25 acres seven miles north of Burlington, satisfied some of the 11 



initial requirements of the Tribe's community development plan. 
During 1980, the Council acquired an additional 74 acres, two miles 
northeast of Sedro Woolley, as its prime site for tribal housing and 
community facilities. All of these lands have been taken in trust by 
the United States, for the Tribe, under authority of the Indian 
Reorganization Act, thereby insuring their eligibility for reservation 
status. 

Within a reservation of its own, the Upper Skagit Tribe can achieve 
substantial objectives now beyond its reach. 

SOcially, the Upper Skagit people can regroup in a clearly iden
tifiable community, where tribal custom, family and historical 
education can flourish. Tribal members scattered throughout Skagit 
County and Puget Sound will be drawn by the physical bond of a 
community land base as well as by the social bonds nurtured over 
the past centuries. 

Governmentally, the Tribe will benefit by improvements in tribal 
services and programs. A reservation base will increase the Tribe's 
eligibility for additional program funding. The Tribe also can im
prove delivery of its health, fisheries, housing, and social services to 
a tribal membership concentrated on the reservation. 

Economically, the Upper Skagit Tribe will be able to provide new 
opportunities for tribal members, as well as to stimulate the tribal 
and non-tribal economy. Tribal housing, community facilities, and 
fisheries enhancement projects will provide sorely needed construc
tion jobs. Expanded tribal programs will draw from the local labor 
pool of Indians and non-Indians. Tribal resource development will 
provide jobs and income to the Tribe. Many of the dollars from the 
Tribe's community growth will be spent locally, will circulate local
ly, and will return tax revenues to Skagit County, the state, the 
federal government, and the Tribe. 

Jurisdictionally, Upper Skagit police and regulatory authority will 
be improved. Reservation status will clearly place police respon
sibility for tribal members upon the Tribe, and the Upper Skagit law 
and order system is prepared. Two of the three Upper Skagit 
fisheries patrol officers are commissioned by the LaConner City 
Police Department, and both are Bureau of Indian Affairs Deputy 
Special Officers, capable of enforcing tribal and federal law on III 



reservation. The Tribal judicial system is well developed to enforce 
tribal codes and ordinances once reservation status is granted. The 
Tribe will be able to expand its tax and licensing mechanisms to 
regulate development and to generate tribal revenue. Land use 
authority, under Upper Skagit control, will insure the Tribe's ability 
to grow at pace with the tribal community, yet assuring that such 
growth will be moderate. 

The Upper Skagit Tribe is well prepared for this transition, and 
reservation status is the logical step in the Tribe's growth process. 
The Tribe's programs, lands, jurisdiction and economy are ready to 
transform the Tribe from a position of a landless nation without a 
"state", to a Tribe with a new homeland. To quote from the peti
tion text, 

"As one community, the Upper Skagit Tribe stands on the solid 
ground of its achievements; with its heart linked to a vital past; its 
eyes looking into a bright future; and the human resolve to grasp 
that future in hand. " 

The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe is truly ready for reservation status. 

IV 



February 18, 1981 

The Honorable James G. Watt 
Secretary of the Interior 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Secretary. 

UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 
725 Fairhaven Avenue· Burlington, Washington 98233 

The Upper Skagit Tribal Council, as the duly elected representative governing 
body of the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe, hereby submits this resolution, re
questing and petitioning you to proclaim a Reservation on Upper Skagit trust 
lands, in accordance with your authority under the Indian Reorganization Act 
of June 18, 1934: 

UPPER SKAGIT TRIBAL COUNCIL RESOLUTION 81-6 

WHEREAS, the Upper Skagit Tribal Council is the governing body of the 
Upper Skagit Indian Tribe, in accordance with its Constitution and 
Bylaws approved by the Secretary of the Interior on December 4, 1974, 
and in accordance with the Indian Reorganization Act of June 18, 1934; 
and 

WHEREAS, Section 7 of the Act of June 18, 1934 (25 U.S.c. § 467), 
provides that: "The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to pro
claim new Indian reservations on lands acquired pursuant to any authority 
conferred by section 461,462,463,464,465,466-470,471-473,474, 475, 
476-478, and 479 of this title, or to add such lands to existing reserva
tions: Provided, that lands added to existing reservations shall be 
designated for the exclusive use of Indians entitled by enrollment or by 
tribal membership to reside at such reservations. (June 18, 1934, c.576, § 
7, 48 Stat. 986);" and 

WHEREAS, the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe has acquired land in Skagit 
County, within the aboriginal territory of the Tribe, and within its ap
proved Tribal Consolidation Area, and has said land conveyed into trust 
under authority of the Act of June 18, 1934; and 



James G. Watt 
Page 2 
February 18, 1981 

WHEREAS, in the interest of the self-government, economic develop
ment, and social well-being of the Upper Skagit Indian people, the Tribe 
desires to make the best and most responsible use of said land; 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Upper Skagit Tribal 
Council petitions and requests the Secretary of the Interior to proclaim a 
Reservation for the Upper Skagit Tribe on lands described in Exhibit A 
attached, in accordance with the authority vested in the Secretary under 
Section 7 of the Act of June 18, 1934; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the attached Upper Skagit Reserva
tion Status Petition, and its endorsements and appendices, are incor
porated in this resolution. 

CERTIFICATION 

The above resolution was duly enacted by the Upper Skagit Tribal Coun
cil at a meeting held on February 18, 1981, at Burlington, Washington, at 
which time a quorum was present. The resolution was adopted by a vote 
of Six for and None against. 

ATTEST: 

Andres Fernando, Chairman 

The Upper Skagit Tribal Council is firm in its conviction that Reservation 
Status is in the highest interest of the Tribe and its members, and is in the in
terest of the United States. We look forward to a continued cooperative rela
tionship with the Department of the Interior, and we earnestly anticipate your 
affirmative response to this petition. 

Very Truly Yours, 

Andres Fernando 
Tribal Chairman 
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The Upper Skagit Reservation 
Status Petition 

The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe are a people bound together by a 
common history-a history of community strength and tenacity. 
The Tribe also is bound together by a common future-A future of 
internal growth and self-sufficiency. Creation of an Upper Skagit 
Reservation will be the culmination of an arduous process for the 
Tribe, which could have dispersed decades ago because it lacked a 
land base. Yet the Tribe rose again as one community, to seek a per
manent place'of residence in the Skagit River Valley, which for cen
turies has been the Upper Skagit Indian homeland. 

For generations, five bands of Skagits-Noo-wha-ah, Cho-ba-absh, 
Sbaliqw, Msi-kwi-qwilce and Noo-kwa-cha-absh-built their homes 
and livelihoods along Puget Sound and the upper Samish and 
Skagit Rivers, in what now is Skagit County, Washington (see 
Figures I and 2). Prior to 1850, a political-religious leader named 
stekb-cebt-keb consolidated the five bands through a series of 
political marriages, binding the five groups for the first time in 
known history. Inter-band marriages continued, further cementing 
familial and political relationships, and collectively these five bands 
became known as the Upper Skagits, as opposed to the four 
downstream bands of the Lower Skagit (now the Swinomish Tribal 
Community). 

Various Upper Skagits signed the Treaty of Point Elliott (12 Stat. 
927) in 1855 and were recognized by the U.S. negotiators as 1 
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representatives of their people. The treaty provided guarantees of 
self-determination and the right to continue much of the Skagit way 
of life, in exchange for cession of more than 2,000 square miles of 
land within the Skagit aboriginal homeland. Although a reservation 
was established for the Lower Skagits, nearly all Upper Skagits 
chose to remain nearer to their original upriver village sites. Under 
the Homestead and Allotment Acts, many of these Upper Skagits 
received tracts of land as public domain allotments. Less than 20 of 
these allotments still are held in trust for the heirs of original Upper 
Skagit allotees, and a few Tribal members reside on some of the re
maining allotments. 

Upper Skagits maintained their community and governmental cohe
sion into the twentieth century, despite geographical dispersion of 
tribal members caused in part by the lack of a central tribal commu
nity base. In the late 1800's, many Skagit and Sauk Indians fled to 
the alpine reaches of the Suiattle River to escape the encroaching 
non-Indian settlement, only to be evicted by the federal government 
when the Mt. Baker National Forest was created. 

The Tribe's membership endorsed the Indian Reorganization Act of 
June 18, 1934, and soon after the Bureau of Indian Affairs dis
cussed with the Tribe the creation of a /50,000 acre reservation for 
the Upper Skagit and Sauk communities far upstream on the Suiat
tle River. However, these discussions bore no fruit, and the com
munity remained landless. 

Still the Tribe maintained its community bonds. At least annually, 
the Upper Skagit members gathered at the Indian Shaker Church in 
Concrete, Washington, to discuss tribal business, disposition of any 
funds, tribal enrollment and membership, and selection of new 
tribal council members. These meetings were very important social 
as well as governmental functions. Members and their families 
would travel great distances, in many cases hundreds of miles, to 
share information, renew acquaintances and participate in religious 
services, as well as to carry out tribal business. Today the Shaker 
Church remains an important Upper Skagit meeting place for 
church members and their families. 

Following the Indian Claims Act of 1946, and formation of the In
dian Claims Commission, the Tribe filed a claim in 1957 for com
pensation for lands ceded under the 1855 Treaty. In 1968 a 



settlement was made for 453,000 of the 1,700,000 acres claimed by 
the Tribe, and Congress appropriated $385,471 as compensation for 
the ceded lands (82 Stat. 1190, 1198)-a valuation of about $0.90 
per acre. These funds, plus interest, were distributed in 1980 among 
the eligible Upper Skagit people, in a one-time payment of $271 per 
person. 

Rather than disperse after the claims settlement, the Upper Skagit 
Tribe chose to seek federal recognition pursuant to the Indian 
Reorganization Act. In 1968, tribal leaders gathered the necessary 
documentation, petitioned the Secretary of the Interior, and drafted 
a Constitution and Bylaws (see Appendix). On December 4, 1974, 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, on behalf of the Secretary, 
designated the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe as a federally-recognized 
government, with the rights and responsibilities of a reservation 
tribe, but without the land base. 

The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe Today 

454 Upper Skagits form the contemporary tribal population. 
According to a tribal demographics survey, more than half of the 
membership resides in Skagit County, with the remaining members 
residing in adjacent counties (see Figure 3). A large concentration of 
Upper Skagits live in King County, which includes Seattle. Each 
year, more tribal members return to the Skagit area, as the Tribe 
gains stability, and interest in the Tribe's future grows. 

Today's leadership resides in the seven-member Tribal Council 
which conducts the Tribe's official business. Each council member 
serves a three-year term, and is elected by the enrolled adult 
members (ages 18 and older) through annual council elections. The 
tribal chairperson and vice-chairperson are elected for one-year 
terms and are chosen by the membership from among the seven 
council members. The Council meets twice each month at the Tribal 
Offices in Burlington, Washington. 

Centuries of continuous social organization and internal 
cohesiveness, before federal recognition, provides the modern 
Upper Skagit tribal government with remarkable stability. 

The Tribal Constitution and Bylaws dictates the orderly transfer of 
responsibility from one Council to the next. Never has the Tribe 5 
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suffered the political turmoil of a recall. In fact the previous 
Chairperson and Vice-chairperson had served three consecutive 
terms. The death of Chairman Lawrence Boorne, Sr., on December 
5, 1980, was the first time an Upper Skagit Chairperson had not 
completed his or her term, and the succession of an acting Chairper
son occurred through the method prescribed by the Upper Skagit 
Constitution. 

Since federal recognition, the Upper Skagit Tribal Council has 
enacted legislation insuring protection of tribal members rights and 
property. 

The tribal Enrollment Ordinance established requirements for 
membership, including a requirement of a minimum one-eighth Up
per Skagit blood quantum, and a prohibition of concurrent 
membership in any other tribe. The Fisheries Ordinance provides 
enforcement capability for the Tribe's salmon management harvest 
and conservation policies, consistent with adjudicated treaty fishing 
rights, and mandates a 3 percent tax on the gross revenue of all Up
per Skagit licensed tribal fisherpersons. An interim Law and Order' 
Code prescribes civil standards of conduct for tribal members 
within the local jurisdiction of the Tribe, and is being amended to 
reflect the growth of the tribal community on Upper Skagit lands. 

In 1979 the Tribal Council enacted a Housing Ordinance, which 
establishes a tribal housing authority to coordinate housing im
provement programs available to individual tribal members on trust 
lands, as well as new housing development on tribally owned lands. 
Further, the Tribe is preparing a Comprehensive Plan, of which a 
Land Use Plan will be the first element. Based on the Land Use Plan 
a tribal Zoning Ordinance will be developed to assure controlled, 
responsible use of tribal lands. A tribal Building Code, which will 
closely parallel the Uniform Building Code, will be enacted in 
Spring 1981, and will reflect high standards for construction of 
homes, community facilities, and other structures on tribal lands. 
These ordinances and codes are evidence of the Tribe's commitment 
to governmental self-determination and organization. 

To implement Upper Skagit policies and programs, the Tribal 
Council carefully has built an efficient staff. 

Since beginning in January 1975 with two employees, the Upper 
Skagit Tribe now employs 18 persons directly. Eleven oj these 
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employees are Upper Skagit members. The Tribe also hires tem
porary employees in the winter for its salmon enhancement pro
gram, and in the summer for its youth recreation program. Further, 
five other Upper Skagit members are assigned to the Skagit System 
Cooperative-the tribal salmon fisheries agency consisting of the 
Upper Skagit Tribe, Swinomish Tribal Community, and Sauk
Suiattle Tribe-which is designed to implement tribal fisheries 
management in accordance with tribal law and adjudicated treaty 
fishing rights. Three of these Upper Skagit members are fisheries 
law enforcement officers, of which two are Bureau of Indian Af
fairs Deputy Special Officers, capable of enforcing federal law on 
any federal Indian reservation. The other two Upper Skagits detail
ed to the SSC function as the tribal judge and tribal prosecutor, and 
have completed rigorous training at Antioch Law College and the 
National Judicial College. 

Currently, the Upper Skagit Tribe strives to meet its community's 
needs through four major departments-Health Services, Social 
Services, Fisheries, and Community Planning. 

Health Services are provided to Upper Skagit members and 
dependents through the Tribal Clinic located near the tribal office 
in Burlington. The program's success is due primarily to a well plan
ned and administered combination of clinic, home and hospital 
care. A family nurse practitioner provides clinic health exam and 
counseling services, while more pressing health care needs are refer
red to local doctors and hospitals, or to the Indian Health Service 
center on the Lummi reservation, 40 miles away. Meanwhile, 
medical follow-up and transportation is provided to tribal members 
in need by two Community Health Representatives (both Upper 
Skagit members). These CHR's serve the critical functions of insur
ing that tribal members have access to available public or private 
health care, or, if necessary, that health care can be brought to the 
home. 

The clinic also operates a community food and nutrition program 
and a maternal-child health project, providing prenatal and nutri
tion counseling to expectant mothers, postpartum care to mothers 
and infants, and health screening and checkups for children to age 
21. Diet and exercise counseling for adults is another important 
facet of the food and nutrition program. Recently, the Tribe began 
an elders luncheon and health screening program, which provides 



balanced meals in a communal atmosphere, and combines the lun
cheons with health checkups and referrals. The luncheons furnish 
an important social function, by bringing Upper Skagit elders, who 
live throughout Skagit and Whatcom Counties, together on a 
regular basis. 

High infant and child mortality, and chronic health problems of 
tribal adults which were poorly treated in their youth, stimulated 
the creation of an Upper Skagit Clinic. Health care for tribal elders 
contributes to their vitality and longevity, and prolongs the valuable 
contributions elders can make to educate the younger generations. 
In this perspective, the Tribe views its health services as a key to a 
healthy, self-reliant community, and a key to preserving the Tribe's 
social structure into the future. 

Tribal Social Services are targeted toward personal development 
of Upper Skagit people. In the past, few Upper Skagits completed 
high school, much less college or technical training. The Tribe 
strives to help its members, particularly its young members, to 
realize and attain the education necessary in adult life, and to guide 
those Upper Skagit members seeking further education. Working in 
concert with the education program, the Tribe is assisting adult 
Upper Skagit members to find employment and/or training to im
prove their income earning capability. Tribal members suffer high 
unemployment (up to 70 percent during the winter and spring) and 
few have the skills necessary for securing stable, year-round 
employment. For the future, the Tribe is developing vocational 
training programs to meet the labor force needs of planned Upper 
Skagit community construction projects. Energy conservation is 
another Upper Skagit social service, furnishing home weatheriza
tion and emergency energy assistance to eligible low income tribal 
members. 

'T' 
..I. he Upper Skagit Fisheries Department insures that tribal 
fisherpersons can receive the full benefit of treaty-guaranteed 
Skagit River salmon fisheries. The fisheries manager, in conjunc
tion with the tribal fisheries committee, establishes commercial, 
subsistence and ceremonial salmon fishing seasons and standards 
throughout the year. These policies and seasons are designed to 
allow enough salmon to pass by the fishers to spawning grounds, in
suring a perpetual availability of salmon. Since the Tribe began 
managing its salmon fisheries in 1975, salmon spawning goals are 9 
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being met with increasing accuracy, and the tribal fishery is improv
ing each year. The fisheries department also administers tribal 
salmon fishing licensing and collection of the 3 percent tribal in
come tax levied on gross salmon sales of the 110 licensed Upper 
Skagit fisherpersons. Through the Skagit System Cooperative, the 
Upper Skagit Tribe supplies fisheries law enforcement, a fisheries 
judicial system, fisheries harvest monitoring and biological 
research, and fisheries enhancement and rearing programs. 

Enhancing a self-reliant, cohesive tribal community is the primary 
responsibility of the Upper Skagit Planning Department. In recent 
years the Tribe has emphasized acquisition of lands suitable for the 
Upper Skagit community and for improving the Tribe's economic 
development potential. Current and future emphasis is shifting 
toward molding the tribal law and administrative structure to 
facilitate controlled and environmentally sound use of Upper Skagit 
lands and resources. The Tribal Council has delegated to two ad
visory bodies-the tribal housing authority and planning commit
tee-key roles in land use policy planning. 

Working with the planning staff, the tribal housing authority in 
1981 is preparing a new housing assistance plan which will meet the 
housing needs of the many Upper Skagit families living in substan
dard homes, and of the tribal families who are, and will be, return
ing from distant locations to the tribal community. Current objec
tives are to develop tribal housing of moderate density. The plann
ing committee is charged with developing a comprehensive land use 
plan and the necessary implementing regulations to insure that 
development of Upper Skagit lands will meet tribal land use stan
dards. The committee advises the Council on long-range resource 
development policies and projects which will produce growth con
sistent with both tribal employment and revenue generation goals. 
The Upper Skagit Tribe shares many of Skagit County's land use 
goals, and the Tribe intends through its land use practices to main
tain the generally rural character of the Skagit Valley, while diversi
fying the Tribe's economic base. 

Creation of an Upper Skagit Land Base 

Until recently, the Upper Skagit Tribe was truly a landless tribe. 
Reservations established in the nineteenth century were considered 
too distant from traditional villages, fishing sites and hunting places 



in the Skagit River basin. Public domain allotments were estab
lished only for a fraction of the tribal members, and most of these 
trust allotments were sold or lost, both legally and illegally. Today 
the few remaining allotments are scattered across an SO-mile wide 
area, from near Samish Bay in the west, to the alpine reaches of the 
Suiattle River to the east. Because of their location, proximity to 
fIoodways or remoteness, none of these individual allotments could 
serve all the Upper Skagit Tribe's community development 
goals. 

With federal recognition in 1974 came additional responsibilities for 
the Upper Skagit tribal government. Unemployment was critically 
high. Tribal families were living in substandard housing. Education 
levels were preventing tribal members from increasing their living 
standards. Chronic poor health was the major tribal family and 
community problem. These same conditions continue today. In its 
first few years, the Tribe has addressed these responsibilities 
through increasingly successful programs administered from rented 
facilities in Burlington. 

But the Tribe foresaw that to alleviate some of the most pressing 
problems, and to meet the self-determination needs of a growing 
tribal community, creating a tribal land base was clearly the logical 
and essential next step. Therefore, the Upper Skagit Tribe in 1976 
began a land acquisition program. 

Prior to taking land into trust status for the Tribe, the Tribal 
Council established a Tribal Consolidation Area pursuant to the In
dian Finance Act. The Phase One-Tribal Consolidation Area was 
approved by the BIA Portland Area Director in May 1978, and a 
Second Phase application was submitted in August 1980. All tribal 
land acquisition has occurred within the approved Tribal Con
solidation Area (see Figure 4). 

Initially the Upper Skagit Tribe sought land near existing public do
main allotments seven miles north of Burlington along Interstate 
Highway Five, the major west coast highway. The first parcel of 
5.80 acres, held in trust for five Upper Skagit members, was pur
chased in 1976 with Bureau of Indian Affairs financial assistance. 
The BIA Portland Area Director, on behalf of the Secretary of the 
Interior, transferred the acreage to tribal trust status under the In
dian Reorganization Act, in 1978. Soon after, the Tribe purchased II 
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another 5. 74 acres of the same trust allotment, (under a grant from 
a now-defunct Washington State program), which too was transfer
"rej to trust status for the Upper Skagit Tribe under IRA authority 
\ see Figure 5). 

Further, to open the Tribe's land to existing roads, the Tribe bought 
5 acres of non-Indian owned land separating the tribal property 
from the old Bow Hill County Road, again with BIA assistance. 
The BIA approved the Tribe's request under IRA authority to con
vert this acreage from fee to trust in 1978. In order to extend the 
county road into the tribal property, the Tribe negotiated an ease
ment agreement with a neighboring membership-camping associa
tion (Thousand Trails, Inc.) which desired similar access to its pro
perty north of the Tribe's land. Under the agreement, Thousand 
Trails constructed a 60-foot-wide right-of-way from the county 
road, north through the Tribe's property, and connecting to the 
Thousand Trails property. In return, the Upper Skagit Tribe retain
ed ownership of and access to the road, and received 8.43 acres of 
Thousand Trails property north of the Tribe's acreage. In addition, 
the Tribe gained access to a sewer trunkline on the 8.43 acres, in
creasing the land's development potential. This acquisition was 
completed in October 1980, and brought the total of Upper Skagit 
land at that site to 25 acres (see Figure 5). 

During this period of 1976-80 the Upper Skagit tribal community 
was focusing its plans for community facilities, particularly tribal 
meeting and classroom space. Also, the Tribe desired to construct 
its own government facilities to eliminate the rental costs of the cur
rent tribal offices. High unemployment among tribal members dic
tated some form of future tribal resource development. Most im
portantly, better housing was a growing need for tribal members. In 
1977 and 1978 the Upper Skagit Tribe conducted a demographic 
survey of tribal member households and found many tribal 
members lived in substandard or inadequate homes. Many members 
said they would move to centrally-located tribal housing should 
such homes become available; these figures were confirmed in a 
1980 survey of Upper Skagit households. 

[t became apparent that the 25 acres the Tribe had acquired could 
not meet all these needs, nor were additional purchases nearby 
possible. New Upper Skagit acquisitions would have to occur 
elsewhere. 13 
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In mid-1979, the Upper Skagit Tribe applied for, and received, a 
$250,000 HUD Community Development Block Grant to acquire 
the additional land necessary. Public meetings were held to gauge 
tribal members' desires for location and needs for tribal housing 
and community facilities. Generally, the members wanted a site 
close to the existing center of the Upper Skagit population; 37 per
cent of the Tribe's Skagit County population live in the Sedro 
Woolley area. The members wanted land well out of the flood 
plain, but within reasonable proximity to the Skagit River, where 
tribal members and their families engage in treaty-guaranteed tradi
tional salmon fishing. 

The Tribe, in the winter of 1980, found a parcel of 74 acres two 
miles northeast of Sedro Woolley. The property is well out of any 
flood plain, and has suitable soils and drainage for septic systems. 
A deep aquifer provides excellent water quantity and quality. Suffi
cient residential access is available from a paved county road along 
the property's southern boundary, and potential access exists on a 
gravel county road fronting the western boundary. Some past logg
ing roads across the property serve as logical locations for future 
residential streets. Setbacks and wooded zones can easily buffer 
Upper Skagit community development from rural developments to 
the south and east. Further, the property is insulated from en
croachment from the north by large timber company tracts recently 
reforested, and from the west by a large state-owned parcel which 
formerly was a hospital complex. The property generally slopes 
uphill to the northeast, and has excellent southern exposure, 
facilitating the Tribe's desire to use energy-efficient building 
technologies to reduce operation costs of any tribal community 
buildings or houses. Tribal fisheries biologists have determined that 
a year-round creek flowing through the property has high potential 
as a salmon-rearing facility. 

Following approval by the Tribal Council, and inspection of the 
property by BIA, Indian Health Service, and HUD, the Tribe pur
chased the 74 acres (see Figure 6). The BIA transferred the land 
from fee to trust status in December 1980 under Indian Reorganiza
tion Act authority. 

The Upper Skagit Tribe anticipates that these acquisitions will ful
fill many of the immediate needs of the tribal community. However, 
other tribal objectives may stimulate further land acquisition. 
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Should tribal community growth exceed the capacity of current 
lands, the existing Upper Skagit acreage would provide an excellent 
base for future contiguous purchases. Non-contiguous land acquisi
tion by the Tribe within Skagit County could entail increased ad
ministrative costs to the Tribe. Therefore, additional Upper Skagit 
land acquisition, if necessary, must be weighed with these factors in 
mind. 

The Tribe still is seeking a parcel suitable for developing a salmon
rearing facility in the upstream reaches of the Skagit. In conjunc
tion with the two other Skagit System Cooperative tribes, the Upper 
Skagit Tribe has planned and designed a 20-acre salmon spawning 
channel capable of producing 30 million young chum salmon each 
year. Since the Tribe would be the primary manager of the spawn
ing channel, tribal ownership of the facilities and the site is 
desirable. However, despite recent cooperative attempts by the 
Tribe and the State Fisheries Department, no site has yet been iden
tified having ideal location, water quality, water quantity, and 
availability. 

Reservation Status Benefits 

From the time the Upper Skagit Tribe began purchasing lands under 
the Indian Reogranization Act, it weighed the consequences of 
establishing a federal reservation .as opposed to maintaining only 
federal trust status over Upper Skagit lands. The Tribal Council has 
debated the question widely, has sought the thoughts and desires of 
the tribal membership, and has studied the experience of other 
tribes. During the past three and one-half years, this information in
put, as well as changing law, tribal growth, and new government 
regulation has resulted in the following logical conclusion: the 
Upper Skagit Tribe can better promote community stability and 
meet its responsibilities to the Tribal members by petitioning the 
Secretary oj the Interior Jor Reservation Status over Upper Skagit 
lands. 

Establishing an Upper Skagit Reservation will bring the Tribe 
nearer to many of its goals and will improve many of the services 
currently provided to tribal members. The tribal membership will be 
strengthened by development of a centralized community. The 
Tribe's governmental role will be strengthened by improving both 
the type and quality of its self-determination programs. Tribal 17 
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economic development potential will be strengthened by greater ac
cess to capital resources. And finally, tribal jurisdiction will be 
clarified, thereby providing the potential for stronger jurisdictional 
cooperation with other local, state, federal and tribal authorities. 

Creating a centralized community. Although the Upper Skagit 
Tribe has proved its resiliency over many decades despite the lack of 
a land base, the Tribe has suffered the effects of community disper
sal. Tribal families scattered throughout Skagit County, as well as 
those scattered throughout the Puget Sound region, desire to return 
to an Upper Skagit tribal community. Such a tribal community can 
enhance and support a clearly Upper Skagit identity for its people, 
rather than subject the tribal community to further dilution. Educa
tion in tribal history, language, and custom can flourish in an at
mosphere that encourages such teaching, where the youth of the 
Upper Skagit Tribe again can live among the elders and learn the 
social skills necessary to perpetuate the Tribal community. Tribal 
housing will bring together those families dispersed across the 
County and the region. Tribal meeting facilities will provide a place 
for socially important ceremonial functions-funerals, namings, 
potlatches, rituals-within easy and comfortable access to the tribal 
community, as well as providing a location for general tribal 
meetings and annual Tribal Council elections. 

Strengthening the Tribe's governmental role. Federal recognition 
of the Upper Skagit Tribe in 1974 opened new opportunities which 
previously were beyond the Tribe's grasp, and recognition bestowed 
tremendous new responsibilities upon the Tribe. However the 
Upper Skagit Tribe, through its tribal government, has met its 
social, fiscal, and administrative responsibilities through carefully 
constructed and conscientiously managed tribal programs. Some of 
these programs initially were designed to serve an existing tribal 
population distributed across Skagit and Whatcom Counties, and 
to serve tribal members returning to the tribal homeland from sur
rounding areas. 

Today the Upper Skagit tribal government is re-defining its role to 
incorporate greater self-determination of tribal interest and respon
sibilities to the Upper Skagit members, and toward its relationship 
to other governments. This policy of greater self-determination 
clearly is a conscious action of the Tribe and its government, intend
ed to convey the Upper Skagit Tribe from a landless, dispersed 



community, into becoming a landed, cohesive community. Such 
change is evident in the transition of existing services, and the grow
ing importance of new Upper Skagit programs. 

Upper Skagit fisheries services are envisioned to include more 
salmon enhancement and production facilities, requiring commit
ment of suitable lands and waters. The Tribe is improving its health 
services and programs to serve a more centralized tribal community, 
and to provide more direct care to Upper Skagit families within 
tribal health facilities. The establishment of a tribal housing 
authority furnishes to the Tribe the regulatory and administrative 
mechanisms to construct quality new housing on tribal lands. Upper 
Skagit land acquisition programs were accelerated to secure lands 
suitable for tribal housing and community facilities. An Upper 
Skagit planning department was created to prepare the Tribe's 
governmental and administrative structure for the best comprehen
sive use of Upper Skagit human, territorial, and financial resources. 

Reservation status will clarify and continue the Upper Skagit 
Tribe's position as a partner with other governments in sharing 
Skagit County's future. 

In recent years, the Tribe demonstrated its cooperative spirit with 
other local governments and agencies whenever the needs of the 
Upper Skagit and non-Indian communities coincided. Although 
many tribes during the 1970's were gaining their primary tribal in
comes from tribal cigarette sales, the Upper Skagit Tribe entered in
to funding agreements wherein the Tribe would refrain from 
operating smoke shops on some of the its lands. 

During the 1970's, Skagit Valley communities grappled with the 
land use impacts of a proposed nuclear power development in the 
County, and the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe joined in that decision
making process. As the tribal community most affected by the 
potential nuclear development, the Tribe commissioned multi
disciplinary research on possible impacts of the nuclear plants, and 
later provided the results of that research in community forums and 
to the Skagit County Commissioners in 1979 public hearings. Given 
these considerations, the County Commissioners made impacts to 
the tribal community a part of its decision to defer a favorable zon
ing for the nuclear project. Working hand in hand with local, state 
and federal authorities, the Upper Skagit Tribe has won protection 19 
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from environmental degradation for Skagit River salmon resources, 
which are the staple resource for the Tribe and many non-Indians. 
As the Upper Skagit Tribe shapes and develops its reservation com
munity base, the Tribe can strengthen its intergovernmental part
nerships with county and state authorities in order to share in the 
improvement of the Skagit River basin. 

Strengthening Tribal economic potential. Plainly, the prospect of 
Upper Skagit reservation status carries opportunities to create an 
economically self-reliant tribal community, whose benefits will ac
crue not only to the Tribe and its members, but to the local citizenry 
as well. Reservation status will extend the Tribe's tax revenue 
authority, open new funding sources, create jobs for Indians and 
non-Indians, and provide incomes to stimulate the local economy. 

Currently, Upper Skagit tax revenue consists of a 3 percent tax on 
gross fishing income from the Tribe's licensed treaty fisherpersons. 
This tax provides less than 2 percent of the Tribe's necessary 
budget, yet to increase the tax would excessively burden Upper 
Skagit fishing households, which average little more than $8,000 a 
year in fishing income. Trust status on tribal land provides an ex
emption from local property tax and other taxes, but restricts the 
Tribe from imposing its own taxing structure. Reservation status 
would permit the Upper Skagit Tribe to develop its tax and licensing 
authority to provide tax revenue to support necessary tribal ser
vices. 

Public and private financial assistance to the Tribe would be 
enhanced by reservation status. Many federal and state develop
ment programs, even some Bureau of Indian Affairs programs, 
provide very limited assistance to non-reservation tribes. Funding 
availability for housing, community facilities, social programs, and 
fisheries enhancement would be improved by delineation of Upper 
Skagit reservation status. A reservation base also could improve the 
Tribe's already good relationship with local banks and lending in
stitutions, by assuring that the Tribe will be a permanent part of the 
Skagit Valley future. 

Employment opportunities for Upper Skagit members and for non
Indians (both groups in Skagit County suffer high unemployment) 
will increase with reservation status. New construction of tribal 
housing, community facilities and salmon-rearing projects will aid 



sagging construction markets. The chum salmon spawning channel, 
a project supported by the Tribe as well as state and federal fisheries 
agencies, would provide more than $2.5 million in construction 
jobs, and up to 200,000 additional adult chum salmon for harvest 
each year. Tribal resource and economic developments, and the ex
pansion of Upper Skagit services will require additional workers 
drawn from the Indian and non-Indian labor pool. These employ
ment opportunities will result in many valuable life-long skills from 
which tribal members and non-Indians will earn stable, year-round 
income. Those incomes from Upper Skagit growth will purchase the 
goods and services necessary to sustain financially sound 
households. The Tribe, and persons working on the reservation, 
will purchase many of their goods and services in Skagit County. 
Each dollar spent locally will circulate again locally, providing more 
jobs to tribal and non-tribal communities. Eventually, some of 
these dollars will return to Skagit County, the state, the federal 
government and the Tribe as tax revenues. 

Clearly, establishment of an Upper Skagit reservation will facilitate 
economic growth beneficial to the Tribe, to the tribal members, and 
to surrounding non-Indian communities. The ability of the Tribe to 
enhance its taxing authority, financial base, development projects 
and employment opportunities, through reservation status, will in
sure that the Tribe's tremendous growth potential is realized. 

Strengthening tribal jurisdiction. During the six years following 
federal recognition of the Upper Skagit Tribe, the tribal govern
ment has taken a constructive approach to jurisdictional issues. The 
Tribe is prepared to provide full protection of the rights, property 
and welfare of the Tribe and its members within an Upper Skagit 
reservation. The Tribal government has made the sound decisions in 
the areas of police jurisdiction and land use necessary to meet the 
Tribe's goals in a responsible manner, consistent with existing laws 
and compatible with other services. 

In 1974, when the U.S. District Court in U.S. v. Washington firmly 
established the Tribe's right and responsibility to regulate Upper 
Skagit salmon fisheries, the Tribal Council adopted an Upper 
Skagit Fisheries Ordinance. In order to enforce this ordinance, the 
Tribe created its ownfisheries police department, which in 1976 was 
merged with the Swinomish and Sauk-Suiattle fisheries law and 21 
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order departments under the Skagit System Cooperative, where 
they remain today. Upper Skagit fisheries police have a proven 
record of excellence and the ability to work with local law enforce
ment. The three Upper Skagits assigned to fisheries patrol have suc
cessfully completed state, federal, and tribal police academies, and 
they currently are commissioned to work as LaConner City Police 
officers when necessary. Tribal fisheries officers often patrol side
by-side with state fisheries officers, or assist County Sheriff 
deputies in emergencies, both on and off reservations in Skagit 
County. The three-tribe court system (whose judge and prosecutor 
are Upper Skagit members) has demonstrated a commitment to pro
fessionalism. As a result, the County and tribal prosecutor offices 
exchange cases whenever clearer jurisdiction exists in either court 
system. When necessary, this entire judicial-enforcement system is 
prepared to serve the requirements of an Upper Skagit reservation. 

The Tribe, like the County, is committed to responsible use of the 
natural resources which provide the Skagit Valley's economic and 
community strength. The Upper Skagit Tribe in the past has 
demonstrated its desire to exist and grow as a part of the Skagit 
Valley community. The best opportunity for the Tribe to realize its 
potential, and to preserve its tribal identity, rests in the Tribe's 
development of an Upper Skagit community land base within the 
legal and administrative jurisdiction of the Tribe. Reservation 
status over Upper Skagit land would relieve the County's land use 
jurisdiction commitment (and ultimately relieve any cost to the 
County of exercising that jurisdiction), and would provide new op
portunities from which the County and Tribe will benefit. Reserva
tion status will cement the applicability of the Tribe's Comprehen
sive Land Use Plan, and will promote the orderly development of 
Upper Skagit lands. Designating Upper Skagit lands as a reserva
tion will improve the cooperative relationships which exist between 
the Tribe and Skagit County. 

Summary 

Reservation status is the logical next stage of development for the 
Upper Skagit Tribe. Decades of tribal community organization 
without federal recognition or a land base has formed a social bond 
as powerful as that of one family. The Upper Skagit government 
and administration are models of efficiency and strength, and are 
emulated by other tribes. Upper Skagit services and programs 



have grown at a pace with the tribal community by' meeting social 
needs, not creating them. 

The Upper Skagit Tribe has acquired land and resources suited for 
community social and economic growth. These lands were acquired 
under Indian Reorganization Act authority, assuring their eligibility 
for reservation status. The Tribe's reasoned approach in developing 
its governmental, regulatory, administrative, and community struc
tures demonstrates its common sense attitude. The Upper Skagit 
history of tenacity and common bond over decades of dispersal has 
kept the Tribe together, enabling its leaders to look forward with 
the knowledge that the Upper Skagit people support the continuing 
life and health of the Tribe. 

As one community, the Upper Skagit Tribe stands on the solid 
ground of its achievements; with its heart linked to a vital past; its 
eyes looking into a bright future; and the human resolve to grasp 
that future in hand. The Tribal Council, guided by the wishes of the 
454 Upper Skagit members, submits this petition knowing well the 
responsibility it entails. 

Truly, the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe is ready for reservation status. 
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Constitution and Bylaws of the 
Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 

CONSTITUTION 

PREAMBLE 

We, the members of the Upper Skagit Tribe of Indians of the State of 
Washington, in order to establish a tribal organization and to secure the 
powers and privileges available to recognized tribes through the Indian 
Reorganization Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984), do ordain and establish 
this Constitution and Bylaws. 

ARTICLE I - NAME AND TERRITORY 

Section 1. Name. The name of this organized body shall be the Upper Skagit 
Indian Tribe. 

Section 2. Territory. The jurisdiction of the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe shall 
be any territory in which the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe has a beneficial in
terest, and any other lands which may be acquired for or by and held in the 
name of the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe. 

Nothing in this article shall restrict treaty hunting and fishing rights which 
may be established as belonging to the tribe, including the right to hunt and 
fish in usual and accustomed places. 



ARTICLE II - MEMBERSHIP 

*Section I. The membership of the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe shall consist of 
the following: 

a. All persons possessing at least 1/8 degree Skagit-Suiattle Indian 
blood whose names appear on the Skagit-Suiattle Census dated January, 
1942. 

b. All original Upper Skagit allottees possessing at least 118 degree 
Skagit-Suiattle Indian blood and their descendants of at least 1/8 degree 
Skagit-Suiattle Indian blood living on January I, 1942. 

c. All other persons possessing at least 1/8 degree Skagit-Suiattle In
dian blood and who were accepted as members of the Upper Skagit Tribe by 
official action of the tribe as of January I, 1942. 

d. All persons possessing at least 1/8 degree Skagit-Suiattle Indian 
blood born to any member of the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe. 

e. All persons who are adopted into membership in accordance with 
resolutions or ordinances passed by the tribal council. 

Section 2. No person shall become a member of the Upper Skagit Tribe who 
is a member of any other organized tribe, band, or Indian Community which 
is officially recognized by the Secretary of the Interior, unless he has relin
quished his membership in such tribe, band, or community, prior to being 
approved for membership with the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe. 

Section 3. The Upper Skagit Tribal Council may correct the tribal member
ship roll at any time, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior 
or his au thorized representative, provided that any person previously admit
ted into membership and officially approved will not be removed from the 
tribal membership roll without a hearing. 

Section 4. The Upper Skagit Enrollment Committee shall establish pro
cedures for handling membership matters including, but not limited to, ap
plication procedures, establishing and maintaining official records, disenroll
men! guidelines and blood degree correction all in accordance with resolu
tions approved by the tribal council. 



ARTICLE III - GOVERNING BODY 

Section 1. The governing body of the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe shall be 
known as the Upper Skagit Tribal Council. 

Section 2. The tribal council shall consist of seven (7) members duly dected to 
serve three (3) year terms, whose terms will be staggered in accordance with 
Article IV, Section 5. 

'Section 3. The general council shall elect annually a chairman and a vice
chairman from the seven (7) duly elected members on the same day as the 
regular election. For the purpose of electing the chairman and vice-chairman 
only, there will be no provision for absentee balloting. The tribal council 
shall elect from within or without its members, a secretary and a treasurer 
Jnd may appoint such other officials and committees that are considered 
necessary. In the event that the secretary and! or treasurer are elected from 
without the council, such officials shall not be counted for a quorum and/ or 
voting purposes at tribal council meetings. 

ARTICLE IV - NOMINATIONS AND ELECTIONS 

Section 1. Eligibility to vote and hold office. All members of the Upper 
Skagit Tribe 18 years of age or older shall be eligible to vote, and any 
qualified voter 21 years of age or older may become a candidate for the tribal 
council. 

Section 2. Election Dates. The first tribal council election under this constitu
tion shall be held within 30 days after the constitution is ratified and approv
ed. Thereafter, tribal council elections shall be held at the annual member
ship meeting. 

Section 3. Nominations. Nominations for the tribal council may be made 
from the floor, or in accordance with other procedures approved by the 
membership. 

Section 4. Election Procedures. Election procedures shall be in accordance 
with written election regulations adopted by the tribal council. The regula
tions shall require voting by secret ballot, provide for absentee balloting, and 
shall prescribe the duties of the election board, outline procedures for settle
ment of election disputes, tie Yotes, and shall include any further provisions 
which are consistent with this constitution and bylaws. 



Section 5. Council Terms. At the first election, the three candidates receiving 
the highest number of votes shall hold office for three (3) years; the next two 
highest for two (2) years; and the next two (2) highest for one (1) year or until 
the first annual election. 

In the following annual elections, the councilmen shall be elected on the 
above staggered basis for three (3) year terms. 

ARTICLE V - V ACANClES AND REMOVAL FROM OFFICE 

Section 1. If a member of the tribal councilor other officer shall die, resign, 
or be found guilty of a felony, or of a misdemeanor involving dishonesty, in 
any Indian, State or Federal Court, or be removed from office for any other 
reason, the tribal council shall declare the position vacant and shall appoint a 
new member to serve until the next regular election when a successor shall be 
elected. 

Section 2. The tribal council may expel any member for neglect of duty or 
gross misconduct, provided the member is furnished due notice of charges in 
writing and is given the opportunity to answer the charges at an open hearing 
held for that purpose. At least four members of the council must vote in 
favor of expulsion to make it valid. The chairman shall be permitted to 
vote. The position shall be filled in the same manner as provided in Article V, 
Section I. 

Section 3. Upon a petition of at least one-third of the eligible voters of the 
Upper Skagit Indian Tribe, it shall be the duty of the tribal council to call a 
special election to consider the recall of the member or members of the coun
cil named in such petition. If a majority of those voting in such election favor 
recall from office, the office shall be declared vacant and an election shaH be 
held to fill the vacancy. 

ARTICLE VI - POWERS OF THE COUNCIL 

Section 1. Enumerated Powers. The Tribal Council of the Upper Skagit In
dian Tribe shall exercise the following powers, subject to any limitations im
posed by the statutes or the Constitution of the United States, and subject 
further to all express restrictions upon such powers contained in this constitu
tion and bylaws: 

a. To negotiate with the Federal, State and local government on behalf 
of the tribe and to advise and consult with the representatives of the 



Department of the Interior on all activities of the Department that may affect 
the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe. 

b. To employ legal counsel, the choice of counsel and the fixing of fees 
to be subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior as long as such 
approval is required by law. 

c. To approve or veto any sale, disposition, lease, or encumbrance of 
tribal lands, interest in lands, or other tribal assets which may be authorized 
or executed by the Secretary of the Interior or his authorized representative; 
provided, that no tribal lands shall be encumbered, sold, or leased for a 
period exceeding the time authorized by law. 

d. To advise the Secretary of the Interior with regard to all appropria
Clon estimates or Federal projects for the benefit of the Upper Skagit Indian 
Tribe prior to submission of such estimates to the Office of Management and 
Budget and to Congress. 

e. To manage all economic affairs and enterprises of the tribe in accor
dance with the terms of a charter that may be issued to the said tribe by the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

f. To appropriate any available funds for public purposes of the tribe. 

g. To levy taxes upon members of the tribe or to require the perfor
mance of community labor instead. 

h. To remove or exclude from the territory of the tribe non-members 
whose presence may be injurious to the peace, health, or welfare of the tribe, 
under ordinances which shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

i. To enact resolutions or ordinances governing the adoption of 
members and the relinquishment of membership, and to maintain a correct 
roll of the members of the tribe. 

J. To safeguard and promote the peace, safety, moral, and general 
welfare of the members of the tribe by regulating the use and disposition of 
tribal property, provided that any ordinance directly affecting non-Indians 
shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior as long as re
quired by law. 



k. To charter subordinate organizations for economic purposes and to 
regulate the activities of all cooperative associations of members of the tribe 
by ordinances. 

l. To regulate the domestic relations of members of the tribe, to the ex
tent permitted by law. 

m. To provide for the appointment of guardians for minors and mental 
incompetents by ordinance or resolution, to the extent permitted by law, sub
ject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

n. To adopt resolutions regulating the procedure of the council itself 
and of other tribal agencies and tribal officials. 

o. To delegate to subordinate boards or to cooperative associations 
which are open to all members of the tribe any of the foregoing powers, 
reserving the right to review any action taken by virtue of such delegated 
powers . 

• p. To promulgate and enforce ordinances governing the conduct of 
members of the Upper Skagit Tribe to the extent permitted by law. 

Section 2. Joint Land Use Committee. The chairman of the Upper Skagit In
dian Tribe and committee members designated by the tribal council shall 
work in conjunction with representatives of the Sauk-Suiattle Tribe to trans
act business regarding common property taken pursuant to the Act of June 
30, 1913 (38 Stat. 101) for the Upper Skagit and Sauk-Suiattle Tribes. 

Section 3. Future Powers. The Tribal Council of the Upper Skagit Indian 
Tribe may exercise such further powers as may in the future be delegated to it 
by the Secretary of the Interior, or by any other duly-authorized official or 
agency of government. 

Section 4. Reserved Powers. Any rights and powers heretofore vested in the 
Upper Skagit Indian Tribe but not expressly referred to in this constitution 
shall not be abridged by this Article, but may be exercised by the people of 
the Upper Skagit Tribe through the adoption of appropriate bylaws and con
stitutional amendments. 

ARTICLE VII - BILL OF RIGHTS 

Section 1. Economic Resources. All members of the tribe shall be accorded 
equal opportunities to participate in the economic resources and activities of 
the tribe. 



Section 2. Civil Liberties. All members of the tribe may enj oy freedom of 
worship, conscience, speech, press, assembly, and association. 

ARTICLE VIII - REFERENDUM 

Within thirty (30) days of the receipt of a petition of one-third or more of the 
eligible voters or the written request of the majority of the members of the 
tribal council, the chairman shall call a special meeting of the general council 
to consider any proposed resolution or ordinance or other proposed action of 
the tribal council. The vote of the majority of the voting membership attend
ing the special meeting will decide whether the proposed ordinance, resolu
tion, or other action shall thereafter be in effect, provided that one-third or 
more of the eligible voters shall vote on such referendum. 

ARTICLE IX - INITIATIVE 

The members of the Upper Skagit Tribe may propose a resolution, or
dinance, or other action permitted under the tribal constitution by an initia
tive petition signed by at least one-third of the eligible voters. Within thirty 
(30) days from the receipt of said petition, the chairman shall call a special 

A general council meeting to vote on the initiative. A majority vote of the voters 
- attending the meeting shall determine whether the initiative shall go into ef

fect, provided that one-third or more of the eligible voters shall vote on the 
initiative. 

ARTICLE X - AMENDMENTS 

This constitution and bylaws may be amended by a majority vote of the 
qualified voters of the tribe voting at an election called for that purpose by 
the Secretary of the Interior; provided, that at least thirty (30) percent of 
those entitled to vote shall vote in such election. Amendments shall become 
effective when approved by the Secretary of the Interior. 
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proposed amendment upon receipt of a petition signed by one-third of the 
eligible voters, or by a resolution passed by a majority of the tribal council. 

BYLAWS 

ARTICLE I - DUTIES OF OFFICERS 

Section 1. Chairman. The chairman of the tribal council shall preside over all e meetings of the tribal council and of the general council, shall perform all 



duties of the chairman, and exercise any authority delegated to him by the
council. Unless otherwise provided, he shall vote only in the case of a tie. 

Section 2. Vice-Chairman. The vice-chairman of the tribal council shall assist 
the chairman when called upon to do so. In the absence of the chairman, he 
shall preside and when so presiding, he shall have all the rights, privileges, 
duties, and responsibilities of the chairman. 

Section 3. Secretary. The secretary of the tribal council shall conduct all 
tribal correspondence and shall keep an accurate record of all business trans
acted at council meetings. It shall be the secretary's duty to keep minutes of 
regular and special tribal meetings and to submit copies of such minutes to 
the superintendent of the agency having jurisdiction. 

Section 4. Treasurer. The treasurer of the tribal council shall account for, 
receive, receipt for, preserve, and safeguard all funds in the custody of the 
council, whether same be tribal or other funds for which the council is acting 
as trustee or custodian. Deposits of such funds shall be made in a bank or 
elsewhere, as designated by the council. The treasurer shall make and 
preserve a financial record of all such funds and shall report on all receipts 
and expenditures, and the amount and nature of all funds in his possession or 
custody, such report being made in writing to the council at regular meetings 
at such other times as requested by the council. The treasurer shall not pay 
out or otherwise disburse any funds in his possession or custody, or in the 
possession or custody of the council, until properly authorized to do so by 
resolution duly passed by the council. 

The books and records of the treasurer shall be audited at least once each 
year by a competent auditor employed by the council and at such other times 
as the council or the Commissioner of Indian Affairs may direct. 

The treasurer shall be required to furnish a bond satisfactory to the council 
and to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs before tribal funds under the 
jurisdiction of any government agency can be advanced, and the council is 
hereby authorized to pay the premium on such bond from any available 
funds. 

Section 5. Duties of Appointive Officers and Boards. The duties of all ap
pointive boards or officers appointed by the council shall be clearly defined 
by resolution of the council at the time of their creation or appointment. 
Such boards and officers shall report from time to time, as required, to the 
council, and their activities and decisions shall be subject to review by the 
council upon the complaint of any person aggrieved. 



ARTICLE II - CERTIFICATION OF ELECTION 

It shall be the dU,ty of the tribal council, or a board appointed by it, to certify 
the election of the newly-elected tribal council members within five days after 
the election, and thereupon they shall be notified by the secretary of the 
council of their election, 

ARTICLE III - INSTALLATION OF COUNCIL MEMBERS 

Newly-elected members who have been duly certified shall be installed 
thereafter at the next regular meeting of the tribal council. Each newly
elected member shall subscribe to the following oath: 

" , do solemnly 
swear (or affirm) that I will support and uphold the 
Constitution of the United States and the constitution, bylaws, 
and ordinances of the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe of the State of 
Washington; 

That I will in all respects faithfully and fully perform the duties 
of my office of , for 
the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe, so help me God. 

Signed ______________________ ~ 

ARTICLE IV - COMPENSATION 

The tribal council may prescribe for compensation of officers or members of 
the council from available funds. Compensation rates shall be subject to ap
proval of the general council. 

ARTICLE V - TIME AND PLACE OF TRIBAL COUNCIL MEETINGS 

'Section 1. Meetings. Regular meetings of the tribal council shall be held at 
such times as the tribal council may provide by resolution. 

Special meetings shall be called by a written notice or a telephone call 24 
hours in advance of the meeting to each council member, and approved by 
the chairman or a maj ority of the tribal council. 

Section 2. Quorum. No business shall be transacted unless a quorum is pre
sent. A quorum shall consist of four (4) members of the tribal council. 



Section 3. Order oj business. The following order of business is established 
for all meetings: 

I. Call to order by chairman 
2. Roll call 
3. Ascertainment of a quorum 
4. Reading the minutes of last meeting 
5. Adoption of the minutes by vote or common consent 
6. Treasurer's report 
7. Unfinished business 
8. Reports 
9. New business 

10. Adjournment 

Section 4. All matters shall be fully discussed and a reasonable attempt shall 
be made to secure unanimous agreement. Parliamentary procedure shall be 
governed by Robert's Rules of Order, unless otherwise provided in this con
stitution. 

ARTICLE VI . GENERAL TRIBAL MEETINGS 

Section 1. There shall be an annual general council meeting held at a time and 
place designated by the tribal council. A quorum of the general council shall 
consist of not less than 25 eligible voters. A notice of the meeting shall be 
mailed at least 15 days prior to the meeting to eligible voters with addresses of 
record. 

It shall be the duty of the chairman to make a report at said meeting of the ac
tivities of the council throughout the year and to outline proposed plans for 
economic and social betterment of the tribe. Also, any other discussion or ac
tions appropriate to the meeting shall be considered. 

Section 2. Special general council meetings may be called by the Chairman of 
the Upper Skagit Indian Tribal Council; provided, that eligible voters with 
addresses of record shall be mailed a notice at least 15 days prior to such 
meeting. 

The tribal council shall be required to call a special general council meeting 
within 30 days after receiving a written petition signed by at least twenty-five 
eligible voters; provided that eligible voters with addresses of record shall be 
mailed a notice at least 15 days prior to such meeting. 



ARTICLE VII - ADOPTION OF CONSTITUTION AND BYLAWS 

If this constitution and bylaws is ratified by a majority of the qualified voters 
of the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe in an election called for that purpose by the 
Secretary of the Interior and at least thirty (30) percent of those qualified to 
vote in such an election, the constitution shall be submitted to the Secretary 
of the Interior and shall be effective upon approval by the Secretary or his 
authorized representative. 

* Amendments I, II, III, & IV 
Adopted by Tribe on March 26, 1977 
Approved by Area Director on April 8, 1977 



CERTIFICATE OF RESULTS OF ELECTION 

Pursuant to an election authorized by Morris J. Thompson, Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs on June 12th, 1974, the attached Constitution and Bylaws 
of the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe was submitted to the qualified voters of the 
tribe, and was on October 5th, 1974, duly adopted by a vote of 65 for, and 2 
against, from a total of 67 votes cast (including spoiled ballots) by the 99 
registered voters, in an election duly called for that purpose. 

(Sgd) Paul H. Clements 
Chairman, Election Board 

(Sgd) Alice Cuthbert 
Election, Board Member 

(Sgd) Henry I. Lange J r. 
Election, Board Member 

APPROVAL 

I, Morris Thompson, Commissioner of Indian Afairs, by the authority 
granted to the Secretary of the Interior by the Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 
984), as amended, and delegated to me by 230 DM 1.1, do hereby approve the 
Constitution and Bylaws of the Upper Skagit Tribe of Indians of the State of 
Washington. 

Washington, D.C. 
Date: December 4, 1974 

(Sgd) Morris Thompson 
Com m~is:-::s~i occn:CCe'cr--=o"'f'IC:n"dCCia=-=n:-AALf"'f acciO::rccs 



Exhibit A 

Legal Descriptions and 
Deeds in Trust 
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5.80 Acres 

Acquired 
October 21, 1976 

Trust Status Approved 
January 21, 1977 
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Land being conveyed W'a3 
allotted to 3ull Jack 
Allottee No. S&U~ Valle.y Publlcubomain 

He 3900 
UNITED STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF JNDIAN AFFAIRS 

DEED TO RESTRICTED INDIAN LAND 

TIllS INDENTURE, Made and enlered inlo lhis _.,#'",/;:..0=-,-_ day of --,"a="d"",~"'6"'''<£.L.) __ _ 
one thousand nine hundred and ~~.~J-?"_~, by and between William Jones, No. ~}O-6?96; 

James Jones. l'i~-=---~_?O-6R8_.~.3_~~_lom~~_~~2~_~_~, No. 130-6884; Casey Jones, No. 130-6886; 

Danny c. Jone~_!._:!.~_. No. 130-7428; ae their sole and separat:e-.E.EE.E.....::.E..~ _____ _ 

of 

Indians ____ • parLL~~_ of the first part, and __ .I.bsd·Lnl.l~....QLAm.et:..U.A....1n.......u..u~ 

.<he_Upper Skadt. .. I.ru1ianJ.rl.!bOJe'-____ _ 

kif! with Office in eu~asbingron.parLY.--o{tb.esecond'Part~ 

WITNESSETH, That said pa~~-=--- of the first part, for and in consideration of the sum of 

TEN THOUSM1D o:nd no/IOO (.$10,000.00)- dollars, 

in hand paid, the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, do __ hereby grant. bargain, sell. and convey 

unto said Part....:.Y __ of the-second part the following-described real estate and premises situated in 

Skagit ____ County, -"S"tJlaLlt"e'-____ of lr.'ashjnHon 

I/uli'ah' R'e};eHatlo'rJ., to wit: The south 4CO feet as 

[1).1!.£1&_t!:t;: .. ~~L9ll& .. --tJHLt; .. ? .. $ .. LUn~_~~illJ. .. ~.ast q\larU.I:......1lL-thLSD~---Quarter .. a1.._ 

~ .. ~ .. t 1 on 3 l..L-.-!?~....:' .. ~ .. ~P_ .. ~_~~or ~ .. ~ .. _~~!:lr...~ .... ~ ...... ~~~ .. ~ .. ! .. _ .. ~ .. i 11 ame .. ~~ .. ~ .. ~!i~~~L..~1L~~_~ .. ~~ h ~ 
~~.terly boun .. ~_ary .... of the 1- 5 Hl~ .. hwa~!.2~~ .. 'Way, containing 5.80 acres. more or 

1 eaa. 

~ .. ~ .• T~q~~er.1e .. ~tB documented and on file ~ith the Chief, Titles & Records Section 

~.':: .. ~.Area ~ .. ~ce; .. ~OI9. 119-43 and 119-141. ___ _ 

Ti~~--.-..!:o the_..I .. and herein described sh~..!:..~~_~_ subject to any existing ea&emellts for 

'p~ .. ~!..~~_~oarls .... ~~ ...... ~....!..~~ .. :-:~Y~ .. ~E.....E.::~~~~t..!..~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~e9 and for railroads alld pi pel ines and 

any other rights of way of record. Thrs-.. conv .. e .. ianc .. e ...... rs .. ma(r~ .... ~pUrsu.-an:-f .. ·fo .... ·tTl .. e-7\"cl OfJUi'le .. J. .. 8 ... -rg3"4-t4a:--sTa~84--r.----
together with all the improvements thereon and the appurtenances thereunto belonging.. And the said 

heirs, e..xecutors, and administrators, 

do hereby covenant, promise, and agree to and with the said part----Y.. ___ of the second part, 
its successors 
1--- ftM'r;. and assigns. that ~:L- will forever warrant and defend the said premises against the 

claim of all persons. claiming or to claim by. through. or under t hems elves only, 

To have and to hold said described -premises unto the said parL........Y...- of the second part, ULsuccessoB 
)i~i,r .. J¢¥#-\.t¢IJ·!(./!J'(hfli"rli~t"tMQ~~ and as.'ligns, forever. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, That said part..ie.s... of the first part ha'a..- hereunto !lett.b~iJ: hand_L 

and seak... the day and year first-ab(}Ve WrItten. 

~lfiP.{~<:~~~~']~;;t~=/ ::::: 
ames Jones- 1/5 _........ L-I~\< __ - [SEAL] Danny C. Jon je. !I)~~~~~~~~ 

____ ... ____ .. __ . .[SEAL] 

_________ [SEAL] 



5.7429 Acres 

Acquired 
September 21, 1978 

Trust Status Approved 
October 13, 1978 



5-5446 
(\956 Rev.) 

(Do not wrlfo In Ihl" "pace) 113 

UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 

DEED TO RESTRICTED INDIAN LAND 

191 

THIS INDENTURE, l\!ade and entered into this ..::{/ d_._ day'of ~" 
~ ~~~~ Solomon ~ 6884 one thousand nine hundred and ~/;:;--'_, by and between ,.::::::::"",c.::::Jo.nes, o. __ -.-:. __ .; 

-------.--"--~-----.--~.-----.------------------:--.---------------

----------
of ___ ~dro ... ~oo~ey, Wash!:..n~.~~ _____ ~ ______________ _ 

Indiarh. ______ , part._.1 _____ of the first part, and _~_~_!!NI_TI=A~_"!'~!!~_Qf.._~~_g!_~l~"__IIlY.~! __ 
J ~~ ___ ~.~_~_..t!p2.~ ~ .. _$J·~~gJ~ ___ ;J;_1)_9.1.<; !I. __ IEi be '-___ __ ,,----,,------------
of _~.uXJLf!g5.?t.'_Ly.<;t.:;_hL[)g.~_Q9___ • part. __ Y.- of the second part: 

WITNESSETH. That said part ___ Y_ of the first part, for. and in ~onsideration of the sum of 

_~~~~SAN!?-.!.!~-~l?-~?!_lI?_U~2, 005.00) ---- -- - - - -:- ---- ------- ---. - -- -- -- doliars, 

in hand paid, the receip~ of which is hereby acknowledged, do~ hereby grant, bargain. sell, and convey 

unto said p~ of the second part the following-described real estate and premises situated i~, 

County. Stnte of 

on the Publ ie fumain __ . __ . ____ . ____ Indian Reservation, to wit: An undivided 1/5 interes t 

in: The. Nor~h .388_.50 feet of. the South 788.50 feetL_<l.~ ___ !,,~_a5~!_":..~ .. _~_tl?I2;_~l:t.~ __ ~~_~_~ ___ . __ 
Tffie---o·Ctfut: oo·rHo·cl-·6TT?-le ··S·cltitiie~-·CC'tia-r-t"E~·r·,· QT--eEc South-..:es t l)u2rtcr. 0:1: 
Section 31, TO· ... 1l5n1.0 36 l-:ortn, :{an~c 4: East W.;i. lyir.? iao;t or the £::-.stcr1y 

-~~~·~a~t~_~·~I~~.I~~:·itt~·~.t~_~Ig=_;.~;~~.?~~~~.~·t..·.~~}:~.r;:~f~~:~~~i~~~~·.~~_~D:~:~~·~·~I~~;_·.~·29~~_~S·;'-----·-
SUBJECT to easements documenced and on file ~ith the Cheif. Titles and Records 
-S"i~·d:ii)·n-;··Fo-ftr:]"na·-A"i:e·a--D·ffrcE;·-·~o·s-;-nlJ::liT·-a·n(rn·~·T4T=------------"------·-"·--···-·' 

----------------------------- ------------- ------------------------------

together with all the improvements thereon and the .1.ppurten~mccs thereunto belonging. And the s:lid 

parLl' _____ <_ of the first p:l.rt, for ._~!:nsel.~ _____ and __ ~~ ___ heirs, executors, und administr:1tors, 

do es _______ hereby cO"€,ll:l.nt, promise, and agree to and \vith the said part_Y __ of the second p;1rt, 
/ i t9 Buc;.!7eSSQrs th 
- .. _- VI/vi and .:tssig-ns. that ___ ey_ will forever warrant and defend the said premises again.::t the 

clainl of .111 persons, claiming or to cbim by. through, or under ~~~~sel~~ __ only. its successors 

To h;"l\'c :mrl to 1I01d s;tid descnlwrl prcDlis('s urto U:,:, ::.1:;:1 p:nLY __ of th~ second part. L ___ 
Iliffili,j1"lf'l'NrrJ jl}\fr-jl)l);flNVlM', .• 1IHJ llssi!:ns, iorcH'r. 

IN \\'JT~ESS \\·HEI~EO]" Tklt s;,id p:1rL .Y .. of the tirst pad ha~~ __ hereunto set .. ~.~.~_. hnnd. 

anrl sC'ai _ the d.W :md Yf':lr flrst-.1uO\.·C' writLcn. 

,.-."., .. 

[sr.lLl 

_ [s[,\1. J 

----------------- ________________ [SE.I I ,1 

----------.------------_._------ •• _ .. [:O;:E,\1.] 



• 

Admowlcd~ncul~ Inust ho in a('"coruauco will! tho forms prc~crih("t...t.!:y. tJ:,o Sto.l..o iu which tha lOJJd is 
sit.ulltod. 

~:::T:PO:-=_~~~~~=:=:=:: } '" 
DE IT REME~mEnED, Thot 0'1 till, ___ .1£41: ____ doy Of~_' A. D. IgH 

boloro the undersigned, eo ...•••. _~~_~_~_:y._.~_~~_~_~~ ___________ . _______________ in and lor tho County fWd St.u.~ 

aforesaid, porsonnlly appoared _____ ~?_!_~~~~_.:-!~~~!. ___________________ , ________ _ 

to me personally known to be the identical persoD.. ___ who e:tecuted the within instrument of v,ritl.og, tlO.d 

• As his tree a:d vah,;;,t.lry 3:::1 ar.d 6ed 
such pcrson ____ duly acknowledged tbo execution of the same. for the us:- ~ .. ~ ['::r;:.s~ r.!~r.:jonilj Il.:!r.:in. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF~ 1 havo hereunto subscribed my Dame lUld affixed my seal on the day 

and year last hereinabove writte~ 

. ,. \."-,., ;'UNlTED STATES 

'-(~<\V .~rA~T~Er(r OF T~E INTERIOR 

.. --:" ,c ~ . , , . 

The within deed i3 hereby approved: 

AP?I\OVEO p~,:rs;...:'r:t t~ vt:!!--,D,ity c0:::::::::Jted to the 
Sllper;n~endcr.t :'-"} Fc::-'; ·,r.r! }\r'::-<l R:-:3 ~I'::-~i::tion 
Order rJQ 3 {34 F.lI. 15813. Oclo!:::?r 14: E(9)t 

IC';/X/'_{~ . &,.~ .....);-,~ 

My commission expire, ___ ~ ... ' ·<......-----'7-~-~~"'__'Z'___ __ 

D,lte" Spocrint~nG~nt 
The within deed is'recorded in the Office of Indian J.iIuirs in Volume '. _____ , Page .,......----~. 

Inherited Indian Land Deed Book.,) 
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5 Acres 

Right of Way Acquired 
April 15, 1977 

Balance Acquired 
September 19, 1978 

Trust Status Approved 
January 23, 1979 
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SAFECQ· 130 1499 

TRACT NUMBE/t" 1//). I 
Filed for Record at Request of 

SKAGIT COUNTY TITLE CO. 
NAME Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 

ADDRESS ____ ~8~O~S~F~a~1~·r~h~a~v~e~n~ __________ ~L__ 

THIS SPACE RESERVEO FOR RECORDER'S USE,_ 

UiELlI. HENRY.,! /" 
cK,r,IT C\~'I;TY .'.\':",'CLf( 
.., 'HJ. '.1_ ~ /)1'" 

... /\ , liD· 'li APR Z I. '4:u 

.<E:':UtST GF. -~-'--

• ~ AND STATE __ --"B"u"r"1"i"n"g-"t"o"n_-"W,,A'---cfl2.9-"S,,2c;3..,3'----

~rY 7 o 855055 
THE GRANTOR Amy D. Moody. as her separate 

property 
for and in comideration of Seven hundred and fifty dollars ($750.00) 

in ha~d paid conveys and warrants to The United States of America in Trus t for the 
Upper Skag~t Indian Tribe 

the following described real estate situated in the County of Skagi t ,State of 
W"h;ngtono The West 60 feet of the following described tract 0 

That. portion of Government Lot 3, Section 6, TOw~ship 35 North, Range 4 
East, Willamette Meridian, lying Northerly of the Old Bow Hill County 
road (as located prior to January 18. 1963), and Easterly of the East 
line of Primary State Highway No. I, as conveyed to the State of Wash
ington by deed dated October 9, 1958, recorded October 3D, 1958 under 
Auditor's File .No. 572316. 

Title to the land herein described shall be subject to any existinR 
easements for public roads and highways, for public utilities and for 
railroads and pipelines and any other ~ights of way of record. 

This conveyance is made pursuant to the Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 
984) . 

Dated 

(Individual) 

STATE OF WASHINGTON 
COUNTY OF 5 Ie' ~C- if 

.19 7 7 

.~ .. '-. -. 

, . 
On this day personally appeared before me .. ______ -'-

B»r'{ D 1'106ti1 
to me known to be the individual described in and who 

executed the within and foregoing imtrument, and acknowl· 
edgedthat __ ~"'~J~'~--~."-~ ______________________ __ 
signed the ~allle as -~It"-''''''-'y''--c__---------
free and voluntary act and deed, for the uses and purposes 
therein mentioned. 

GIVEN under my hand and ollicial seal this / S-rc..... 
--__ d,vof 0...u . t9 z:z 

BV __________ ~~~~----------___ 
(President) 

BV _____________ -------------------
(Secretary) 

STATE OF WASHINGTON 
COUNTY OF 

On this __________ day of _______ _ 

19 _. belore me, the undersigned, a Notary Public.in a-nd 

for the State of Washington, duly commissioned and sworn. 

personally appeared 

'nd ___________________________________ _ 

to me known to be the ____________ President 

and Secretar¥. respectlvely. of 

the C01poral1on that executed the foregoing imtrument. and 

acknowledged the ~aid inHrument to be the free and volun· 

tary act and deed of ~aid corporation. for the IJses and pur· 
poses therein mentioned, and on oalh ~taled that ____ _ 

_____________ authoriled to execute the said 

imtrument and that the seal aHixed is the corporate seal of 

sald corporation. 

Witness my hand and official .eal hereto alflxed the day and 

year first above written. 



890343 130 1101 
, T-45151 

STATUTORY l'lARRANTY DEED 

THE GRANTOR, AMY D. MOODY, as her separate property for and 
in consideration of FIVE THOUSAND EIGHT HUNDRED TlVENTY-SEVEN AND 
50/100 DOLLARS ($5,827.50) in hand paid, conveys and warrants to 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA in Trust for the Upper Skagit Indian 
Tribe the following described real estate, situated in the County 
of Skagit, State of Washington: 

That portion of Government Lot 3, Section 6, Township 
35 North, Range 4 East, W.M., lying Northerly of the 
Old Bow Hill County Road (as located prior to January 
18, 1963), and Easterly of the East line of Primary 
State Highway No.1, as conveyed to the State of Wash
ington by deed, dated October 9, 1958, recorded October 
30, 1958 under Auditor's File No.~_572316, EXCEPT the 
West 60 feet thereof as conveyed to the UNITED STATES OF 
AMERICA in Trust for the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe by 
deed, dated April 15, 1977, recorded April 21, 1977 
under Auditor's File No. 855055 . . 

SKAGIT COUNTY WASHINGTON or , 
RCJIE,\aleExciseTax Title to the land he:48in' de~cribed shall be subject to 

PAID any existing easements for public roads and highways, 

0
, C-T' -10 for public utilities and, for railroads and pipelines 

30 ,.78 and any other rlghts of 'way of record. 

"rno"n! ro;d , ~j - • ' 
." Rulh Wylie, Cu, Tre'S. This conveyance is made pur~ant to the Act of June 18, 

By ~~L: fr,"- Depu~934 (48 Stat. 984). 

\" " ' , ", 
" 'I-.' ,\ " t 
\ \~ 

DATED this 
Jt-lCf day of 

AM CP. MOODY ~ ,/ 

STATE OF WASHINGTON ) 
) s s . 

COUNTY OF SIc'V:,,\ ) 

On this day personally appeared before me N1Y D. MOODY, to 
me known to beche individual described in and who executed the 
withitl and foregoing instrument, and acknowledged that she signed 
the same as her free and voluntary act and deed, for the uses 
and pu:poses therein mentioned. 

GIVEN under my hand and official seal this day of 
';'cC'l-~','V\. 'il.';::' ,1978. 

:-~-' : lJ: , • , ' . 
• J l/,.". 

" C,' 
for the 

State of Washington, residing 



8.43 Acres 

Acquired 
October 16, 1980 

Trust Status Approved 
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IPansamerIC3 lITre Insurance Co 

irrr 1,;~:;::;::';,:;~. ('0''''''(;., RLEO FOR RECORD lIT 

REQUEST OF: 
PIONfIR NATIONAL TITlE INSURANCE CO. 
222J Riverside Drive, Mount Vernon. WA 

Hf:,"H1[ 

nLCC~-~ ~,.' - - __ .: I'_L\. --

P.ZCU:'~ j .~::---

8vl01.70U44 Statutory Warranty Deed 
Form 4U-C-

(COftPC)RATE FORM) 

THE GRA~TOR, 1'HOUSAND TRAILS .. IN.C ... ~ a "Wasb1.ngton corporati.on 

for and;n rons;d .... Uon of Ten Dollars ($10.00). and other valuable consideration 

in hand paid, convtys and warrants to The United Stat.es of America in Trust for 

THE UPPER SKAGIT TRIBE 

OCT 171980 

- ..... ~0 
lIullt y/)!ie, f;o. 1 ..... 

oy -WI J)tp~ 

the Iollowing described r~al c'itate, situated in the COUtlty of S ka gi t 
W.asbington: 

, Stalt of 

Tract 1, Sho~t Plat 45-80, a~proved July 3, 1980, recorded July 7, 1980 
under Auditor's File No. 8007070006 in Volume 4 of Short Plats, pages 
131 and 132. Being located in the southeast quarter of the northwest 
quarter and the southwest quarter of the northeast quarter of section 
31, Township 36 North, Range 4 East, Willamette Meridian. 

T!tle to the land herein described shall be subJect to any existing 
e~sements for public roads and highways, for public utilities and for 
railroads and pipelines and any other/rights of way of record. 

easements or 
This conveyance is made pursuant ~o ~he Act of June 18, 1934 (48. Stat.984). 

This conveyance is made subject to an easement reserved by Grantor and 
described on Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated herein by 
reference. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, said .corporation has caused this instrutnet'Jt to be oeCl.lkd by its proper officers 

'h" /6", d,y of (!)~~ .19 .>"n 

';tL:7i!~·· 
~:z- .... _ .. C~.~~~:.~ .. ~_ ... 

St" etu.,: 
STi\TE OF Wi\SHINGTON. 

County of ~ 
On ,h;, /6 % day of ({;Jrr-.r0>t- .lllSV • bef= rn<. tht andcn;gned. 

• Notary Public In and (or the State of Wnhington, duly commiuionec:i and !Woro, penooally appea.red 
V'J ' L L I +\1",,\ ,.. P ~ p..-,,<-E... and .:] C h r'v'" r. a K"_ uSb. 00 

to me known to be the Pr~ldmt and ~t= ;\Su jlt=~ietlly, rnpecuvdy, of ~ ~ 
't1-+oUSAf0 f(.!..AI'-~ Jf'./r_ S~ 

the WfrnfJtilln thlt executed the fore~omg: Instrument, .and ~(knowJed.£:ed the s .. ud lOstrummt to be the frtt ~d voluntary.. ':..: 
Jtt .-n,1 ,ked 01 ~JIJ ~"DfrOfJtlOn, for the u~n Jnd purf'<'Vt<~ t~crn mmtJoneci, Mid on o~h R:.aied ~h;.t. '.,...," ~ ~ 
J.uthnrlJt·d to n:tcure [he uld in~lrumcnt .and thlt th~ ~I .1tnJ:t':d (d ~ny) is the rorpora.l:t: se.U DIJ uld 'io·~ion" '. rn 

\X/ltll1:\~ m)' hJnJ ;and officill! ~aI mreto atfixcd "the day .a.nd year hr5-t above writr:al. -r.... • ..... -~ C C" C " --t 
II :",.~ :i;_. ~ /, ~ 



Exhibit A 
to Statutory Warranty Deed 

Grantor hereby reserves a non-exclusive appurtenant 
perpetual easement, 60 feet in width, legally described as 
follows: 

Commencing at the S.W. corner of Parcel NO. 1 of a 
recorded tract of land known as Short Plat No. 4S-80, 
recorded in Auditor Record Book No.4, pages 131 and 
132 on 7 July, 1980. Thence S 86°24'42" E, a distance 
of 224.38' to the true point of beginning, Thence N 
1°27'.18" E, a distance 1>f 484.13', Thence N 4s008'30" 
W, a distance of 27.S3' to a point on the north line of 
the above discussed tract, Thence N 86°02'02" E, a 
distance of 100.46' along said north line of the above 
discussed tract, Thence S 12°S6'36" W, a distance vf 
100.42', Thence S 1°27'18" W, a distance of 416.37' to 
a point on the south line of the above described 
tract, Thence N 86°24'42" W, a distance of 60.04' to 
the true point of beginning. 

For the use of Grantor, its successors, assigns, grantees, 
'Cenants, subtenants, agents, employees, invitees, licensees, 
and guests, and for the benefit of and providing access to 
Grantor's properties legally described as follows: 

CaJ That part of the NW 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Section 30, 
Townsni? 36 north, R2nge 4 east, W.M., lying east of 
Prima~y St2te High\.tay ND .. 1, as condem:1ec by the State 
of Washington, under Skagit County Superior Court 
Cause No. 26638, EXCEPT that portion thereof described 
as follows: Beginning at the· southeast corner of said 
subdivision; thence north 8s002'15" west along the 
south line of said subdivision 201.30 fee~i tbence 
north 6°10 1 46" €as't 20.50 feet; thence north 57°47'35" 
west 1067.71 feet to the east line of the State 
High~ay right of way; thence north SOS7' east along 
the east line of said highway right of way 788.75 feet 
to the north line of said subdivision; thence south 
86°10'35" east 987.50 feet to the northeast corner of 
sa~a subdivision; thence south Q0 16 1 19 n west 1320.17 
feet to the point of beginning. 

(b) That pact of the SK 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Section 30, 
Township 36 north, ~ngE 4 east, W.M., lying east of 
Priwa~y St2te Highway No.1, as condemned by the State 
of ~·:ashington under Skag it County Superior Court Cause 
No. 26638, EXC~PT that portion thereof lying east of a 
line aescribed as follo~'s:" Beginning at. ~he southeast 
corner of said subdivision; thence north 86°09'15" 
west along the south line of said subdivision 173.83 
feet to the true point of beginning of the line herein 
described; thence north 33°13 west 593.74 feet; thence 
north 11 °13' 45" \Jest 366.72 feet; thence north 
0015'~5" east 91.67 feet; thence north 17°52'30" east 
89.17 feet; thence north 56°13'30" east 260.95 feet; 
thence north 76°01'30" east B3.57 feet; thence north 
6°10'45" East 136.52 =eet to the north lir.e of said 
sub'division; thence south 85·02'15" east 201.30 feet 
to the northeast corne" of said subdivision and the 
terffiinal point of the line herein described. 
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(c) The W 1/2 of the SE 1/4 of Section 30, Township 36 
north, Range 4 east, W.Y.., EXCEPT county road rights 
of ¥lay. 

(d) 

(e 1 

(:f ) 

(g) 

That part of the SE 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of Section 30, 
TOwnship 36 north, Range 4 east, W.M., lying west of 
the Friday Creek Road No. 2611 (formerly known as and 
called Lake Sarnish Public Highway and the L.M. Abbey 
Ro,:d 1 • 

That part of the south 600 feet of the NE 1/4 of the.' 
SE 1/4 of Section 30, Township 36 north, Range 4 east, 
W.M., lying west of the Friday Creek Road No. 2611 
(formerly known as and called Lake Sarnish Public 
Highway and the L.M. Abbey Road). 

That part of the SW 1/4 of Section 30, Township 36 
north, Range 4 east, W.M.: lying east of Primary State 
Highway No.1, as condemned by the State of Washington 
under Skagit County Superior Court Cause No. 26638. 

The north half of the NE 1/4 of Section 31, Township 
36 north, Range 4 east, W.M.; lying west of the 'Friday 
Creek Road (formerly known. as and' called Lake Samish 
Public oighway and L.M. Abbey Road). 

(h) The south half of the NE 1/4 of Section 31, Township 
36 north, Range 4 east, W.M., lying west of the 
Pacific Highway (old Sighway 99) EXCEPT county road 
rights of way. 

(i) That part of the N~ 1/4 of Section 31, Township 36 
north, P~nge 4 east, W.M., lying east 0= Primary State 
oighway No.1, as condemned by the State of 
Washington, under Skagit County Superior Court Cause 
No. 26638. SUBJECT to easements, restrictions and 
encu~rances of record. 

There is excepted from this Agreement the following 
describ~d tract which was ret2ined by the predecessors 
in interest to Sellers herein: 

A Tract of land loc2ted in the NE 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of 
Section 30, TownshiD 26 nor'th, R2.noe 4 east, W.M., 
descri~ed cs follow~: Beginning" at a point of 
intersection with the nOL"th line of the south 600 feet 
of said NE 1/4 of the SE 1/4 with the center line of 
Friday Creek as it existed on December 9, 1969; thence 
easterly along the south line of that certain tract of 
land conveyed to Grace Je2n Wallace by instrument 
recorded under Auditor's File No. 717952 records of 
Skagi~ County, Washington, a dis~2nce of 120 fee~i 
thence southwesterly in a straight line which 
generally runs parallel with the easterly bank of 
Friday Creek a distance of 250 feet; thence Westerly 
parill"l ... ,ith the north line of the south 600 feet of 
the NE l/~ of the SE 1/4 120 feet to the center line 
of Friday Creek; thence northeasterly along the center 
line of Friday Creek to the point of be9inning. 
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~GE~a with a non-exclusive thirty foot easement 
from the County Road to the East line of this retained 
tract, which Purchaser's may locate more specifically 
at a later date so long as adequate ingress and egress 
is maintained. 

~here is further excepted restrictions and easements 
now or hereafter placed of record. 

EXCEPT Tract 1, Short Plat 45-80, approved July 3, 
1980, recorded July 7, 1980 under Auditor's File 
No. 8007070006 in Volu:me 4 of Short Plats, pages 
131 and 132. Being located in the southeast 
quarter of the northwest quarter and the southwest 
quarter of the northeast quarter of section 31, 
Township 36 North, Range 4 East, Wil1amette Meridian. 

EXCEPT 

.",-2. t:-.at part of the :!:ollovTing described Tr'act "X" lying "\v'-ithin a parcel of 
l~nd cesc=ioEC as follows: 

Begi~ 0:;' the ,westerly boundary of s2.id Tract "X" at a point 200 feet distant 
easte=l~', ~hen mezsured at right angles from the center line (SR-S) survey 
of .s~2.git County Su~d=y Site Pl2.~s-Rest Areas RA I-N-130 & RA I-M-131 at 
High~·G.y Engineer's S~ation 739+00; thence north 35°55 1 49" east 617.17 fe~t; 
thEn8e north 72°23'06" east 335.~1; thence north g057' east 75Q feet; thence 
no=th 36~Q31 west 212.13 feet; thence north 81 0 03' west 430 fee~, more or 
less, to a point 200 feet distant easterly, when measured 2.t right angles 
':.:rO!;~ za':"d center line at. Highway Engineer's Station 755+00; thence south 
3<57' w~st 1,600 feet 2nd returning to the point of beginning . 

. TR.;;CT n X" 

Tbat part of the N;, 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Section 30, Township 36 
N"or""t.h l Range 4 East \-;'.M., lying east of Primary State Highway ~v. 1 
~s cor.demned bv the State of \·;ashington, under Skagit COU!1ty 
Superior Court'" Cause 1';0. 26638 I EXCEPT tho. t ~ortio~ th~reof described 
as follows: 

Beginning at the SE corner of said subdivision; the~ce north 85°02'15" 
west alone the south line of said s~bdivision 201.30 feet; thence 
north 6°16 1 46" east 20.50 feet; thence north 57 Q 47'35" west 1067.71 
=eet to the east li~e of the Sta~e Highway right of way; thence no~~h 
seS7' east along the east line of s2id highway right of way 788.75 
feet to the north line of said subdivision; thence soc:th 86°10'35" 
east 937.50 feet to the NE corner of said subdivision; thence south 
0°16'19" west 1320.17 feet to the point of beginning. 

ALSO, that pact of the SW 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Section 30, Township 
36 North, Range ~ East W.~., lying east of Primary State Highway 
No.1, az conde=ed by the State of Washington under Skagit County 
Superior court Cause No. 26638, EXCEPT that portio:l thereof lying 
east of a line.describec as follows: 
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3eginning at the SE corner of said subdivision; thence north 
86°09'15" west alOng the south line of said subdivision 173.83 feet 
to L~e true point of beginning of the line herein described; thence 
north 33°13' west 593.74 feet; thence north 11°13'45" west 366.72 
feet: thence north 0°15'45" east 91_67 feet; thence north 17°52'3°. 
east 89.17 feet; thence north 56"13'30' east 260.95 feet; thence 
north 76·01'30" east 83.57 feet; t.'lence 3l0rth 6"10'45" east 136.52 
feet to the north line of said subdivision and the terminal point 
of the line herein described. 

ALSO, the west 1/2 of the SE 1/4; that portion of the SE 1/4 of the 
SE 1/4 and of the south 600 feet of the NE 1/4 of the SE 1/4 lying 
west of the Friday Creek Road No. 2611 (formerly known as and called 
Lake Samish Public Highway and the L.N. Abbey Road): all in 
Section :>0, Township 36 North, Range 4 East W.M.; EXCEPTING from the 
above described premises the follo~ing described tract: 

Beginning at a point of intersection with the north line of the 
south 600 feet of said NE 1/4 of the SE 1/4 with the center line 
of Friday Creek as it existed on December 9, 1969; thence easterly 
along the south line of that certain tract of land conveyed to 
Grace Jea \~allace by i.nstrument recorded under Auditor' 5 File No. 
717952 records of Skagit. County, Washington a distance of 120 feet; 
tlle!lCe southwesterl)' in a st.raight line which generally runs 
parallel with the easterly bank of Friday Creek a distance of 250 
~eet; thence westerly parallel with the north line of the south 600 
feet of the NE l/? of the SE 1/4, 120 feet to the center line of 
said Friday Creek; thence northeasterly along the center line of 
said Friday Creek to the point of beginning. 

ALSO, that part of the SI'I 1/4 of Section 30, Tmmship 36 North, 
R~nge 4 East W .M., lying east of Primary State Highwa)' No.1, 
as condemned by the State of l'Iashington under Skagit County 
Superior Court Cause No. 26638. 

ALSO, that portion of the north 1/2 of the NE 1/4 of Section 31, 
Township 36 North, Range 4 East ".1-1. lying west of the Friday 
Creek Road (formerly known as and called Lake Samish Public High~ay 
and L. M. Abbey Road); EXCEPT any portion thereof-lying within the 
boundaries of Pacific Highway (Old Highway 99). 

ALSO, that portion of the south 1/2 of the NE-l/4 of Section 31, 
Tm.nship 36 North, Range 4 East 1.y.M. lying west of the Pacific 
Highway (Old Highway 99). 

ALSO, that portion of the NW 1/4 of Section 31, Township 36 North, 
Range'; East. H.M., lying east of Primary State Highway No.1, 2.S 

condemned by the State of Washington under Skagit County Superior 
Court Cause No. 26638. 

Situate in the County of Skagit, State of Washington. 

The lands bei.ng herein condemned. contain- an area of 14.85 acres, r..ore or 
less l the specific details concerning all of which may be found within 
tha~ c2rtain rna? of definite location now of record and on =ile in the 
Office of the Secretary of Transportation at Olympia, \'"shington bearing 
da~a of approval July 28, 1978. 

TO;:;E:;:HER IUTH all rights of ingress and egress, if any (including all 
Ezisting future or po~ential easemen~s of access, light, view and air) to, 
fro:;', 2.:1d between the above described Parcel HA" and the reminder of said 
T!"z.::t "X':. 
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Which easement is for the construction, -maintenance, and 
operation of a roadway for ingress, egress, utilities, and 
any other use or purpose not inconsistent therewith, over, 
under, and across the real property herein conveyed by 
Grantor to Grantee. Said easement and the benefits and 
obligations created hereby shall be deemed covenants running 
with the land and shall inure to the benefit and be binding 
upon Grantor and Grantee and their respective successors, 
grantees, and assigns. 

The above easement 
agreement dated 
December 11th, 1979 

is made subject to that pre-easement 
June 14th. 1979 and amended 
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74 Acres 

Acquired 
October 17, 1980 

Trust Status Approved 
December 17, 1980 
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PIONEEfl NATIONAL 
, TITLE H6URANCE 

-' 

A TICOR COMPANY 
III, II I' iJ I ":1,>,/ AI 

Fikc.J. lor HeclJr~_.~~)J~:~~!I,Il't;J'} 

p!OI~rW 1-I1I1lOil,-ll TITLE HJSURMICE CO. 
Inl RJV:!f<;:de Drive. ~iounl Vernon, WII 

AFTER RECORDING MAIL TO: 

Il JIU/7.c-",,r.f ll".-... ,;.( .(-I/'\~~'(~/ 
/'" // t: 

,;.j6 // /36 

1111~ '.PAct .i:l~lrYII) few ~'ICOI:P(V'> U',I 

"C .. 
f\:'Ll~1 ." 

j 
o 

:1/:. 

Statutory Warranty Deed 

130 

FOAM L59 

THE GRANTOR. MORLEY BOUCK. a bachelor at date of acquiring title, as his 
separnte cs tate 

for and in CIlnJ;idrraliOil (If ONE HUNDRED THTRTY-TlIREETUOUS/\ND THO lllli'iDRED AND NO/lOa 
DOLLARS (133,200.00) 

in hand JXlit!, con\'r~'s nlHl \\'nfrants to 
SKAGIT H;DIA,.~ TRIBE 

THE UNITED STATES OF MrEfHCI\ IN T1U'ST FOJ{ THE UFPER 

lh" following dcscriOl'd real estate, sj(u<lleu in lht" Conn:)' of Skagt t , Slale of 
'Va.~hington: 

PlI.RCE_L A: The north 5 acres of that portion of the t'HJl/ltl'\\U/tl Sec. 9. T. 3S N .• 1<. 5E.. 
W.H., lying west of tho Bonneville Power Administration right of \ .. lay. TbE: south Hoc 
of said S acrC5 to be parallel to the north line of said northh'('st quarter of the nortil-
west quarter. /) 
PARCCL H: r'ollO\~ing descrihed real CSt<1tC, situiltcd in the Connty of Skagit, StAte of I, ' 
Willihingt011, tllat r~rt of the NWI/4NEI/4 Scc, 8, 'I', 35 N., R. 5 E., N.M., lying eRst of 
the abilndoned r.:.lilroad right of \·:oy; and thv northl.."~l."'l- (ju;lrter- (If tlie northc,Lst qunrtL'r. 
?Ar~CJ.~~: '!hnt portion 0f the SEJ/':'~i~li<i Sec. b. T 35 ;~" H. 5 E.. \~.H., u",:"Lrii·(,d 
as [ollo~ys: Beginnine; {It a cedar post located on the' section line of tne north(":ast 
cornL'r ot sOJid 'SEl!4NEl/4 \.Jhich cecl,~r rost is desir,notC:!d as the ht'ginning point in that 
dC'cd to t\'. ;\. Stiles, d UX~ d3tcd JnnlliJr.y 24, 1920, rn,('d 2-2<'1-20, ;]s File No. 139489 
~ncl re('orue>d in Volume 113 of dec'cis ;It Pi1l\C 523, lhellcc south 191.4 feet to a suk(> <':~: 

uC's.igniJteri in said dcC'd on the north side of th~ Counly Road; tllcnee> south 7G045' 
w. 495 fc~t; thence S. 46°45 ' W. 372.9 fecl'along t110 nortll ~ide of pulllic rOilt! as 
d(':o;ign01tet! in S.:lid deed to <1 ced;lr post as dcsi~natcd in said dcc'd ncar n sm;}ll 
strC';1m from which a hemlock tree six inch,,!) in di<lIll(,j"C'T <1S desiglltltC'd in silid d{,('d 
I':>(>"rs l';e,'>t 25.03 fcpt; thcnCl~ north 559.69 f('et to ;) u'(j;)r post :1':; dvsir.n;}~l'd in ,<::lid 
Jced from I ... hich nn ;)Jdc'r tree ns desir,l1"led ill .';;liJ dvc'd fuul"Lc'l"11 il]('lIc'::; ill di;)lo('tvr 

bc'ors lC<lSt 10.5(1 ft'l't; thenCl' ca~;t 753.06 fc(,_t to lIw point 01 h,':~i.nlli!lg. r.:;CEl'T thi,t 
portion of said pTl'mi5~s. if any, lying witllin nny cxi!;ting TllOci (IT ilighw:ly; nIl of the 
above bcillg situated in Sec. 8, T. 35 ~., I{ 5 E., W.~l. Title to tIle land 11crein 
dcsc~ibcd shall be subject to any existing cosempnts for publj_c roads anJ hiehwoys, 
for pllblic utilities and for railronds .:lnd pil)clines nlld any olllcr rights of way of 

J J)atr-d thIS Tl' • --' ',:1\"" of , '8 193' (' 0 St - fit") re-C:OT , ,us cunveyance 1.5 m.::lllC pursu,!nt tLl tl)(:· Act of ,HI1I<2 _" ... ---;u ,:,L. _.",j • 

") '.f' ( ~-') )~t JII'·~'-'" 7 J, /! 0 f SI\AGiT Cfl!j,iIY \' ',:-!, , .. 1.'., / G!.~ :1. ' () 
RCJI hf~l: it~i"r IL:( ~~(;{:I~·E7-C~;l)UC~~7.!' c .. ~~ ~L\I 

eeT 171980 
______________________ (St:AI.) 

STYI E OF W:\SlIll\CTn:--:, 

COUHty or 

On this d:1Y p<'rsoll.llly appr;urd IJdurf' Ill!? 
HOUCK 

10 me k/l(l\\'11 tn b{" the indi\'iuu,ll df'~'rilll'd in ;11\(1 whll r~rrull'(l Ihe within :lllJ forq;nlllg in~lnltllenL :Inri 

\'~' , ,1)\,) 1"" ~"' .... , I 1>('I,'jll 11l('lllillll{'{1. 

t;l\'J-:~ !llIdl~r Illy hand aflJ u(t"U'i:ti ~,;d lh,~ 
r - : " \; 

his 
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"', ' •. Federlll Resister (VoL ~a, NO. 182' I Monday, September 2.1. '19al f Notice. 46681 

===~~~~~~~~~~~~====== 
,.' 

D,led: SePI~ber ~ i~ ': ~,::: ;',. - ~:.:: Tr>oc!No. TIm"'" ., \. '.... "'. .'";' ",.,. Bureau ol'L~rid Managemen" 
• •••• I ~. _ I"~' '" -.' • ., .' •• ....... \ •• , "".. '.. _ 

D .. IdP.,2.a.U..~:: ,:", ... ' ", •• _:"" Tt.cl1.SI>orlPlaI~'aw",vodJuly:t,,,,, , ", ' ...... :. , 
Diroc1Dr,Natio=1T~ouPI;r>sr=;.-i'\ .:~,; 198O,=rdidlul17.1lIOO.undeiAuditor'~': ["-'-28106) ... '. ,,' ':. = •. _:~ : .. ::.,' .. 
"",'p;.,~!",":,~ .... ..." ," ":, ',J:, ;;;::"'p.~~~d~3~o=~:'~0<1"':,.:, ;· •. :AI;.k·a. H'th.,.~~set~f"':':' 
fIiIU.J"G.~ .. \~ • ~ • "':.;.:~ • _ 

th. SEY.NWI'...,d th. swy. olNEY. or ,'1Oe document entitled ',...".. aDd 
'.. __ SeC. 31.. T. 3-8 N~ R. 4 E... WUlaro.elle', CondlUoDa'for L.and c.oo..oUdllnon ao.d . 

DEP.~.Frn;iOO OF THE IHTE~lI~~: ,I, , MeridlllD. ",", : ,':- :; ;'. Managemrnt hi u", Cool: InIe{ Area· .. ' 

Bureau oflndlan iffaln' '·'t':, '-,'T ,:'. Tr>oct No. 1"1= . " .'" 'w .. ratlJle'd by PubUc La .... [Pub. L.) 9-1-
, ': " • ' .. ' ":' ',_.' .. ,. "" "', -'", Po";el kTh. North 5',=, of Ihat portion of 204 (89 Stat 1145. 1151) OD ja.nuary Z; 

Upp<>< Slc&gtt. WJ!Sh.; Er\AbIIshment ot, • th. NWY.NWY. Soc. .. T.lS N. R. S R..,' 1976, and clarified OD Augu":n. 19711.' 
!R •• e ...... Uon ,", ,". ," ,_,,,';',; Will,mell. Meridla.o. 1-',. We,l or the " 5<ctlon II of the Term.a and Conditio"", 
, " r"'. .nth~rized reoonnyanC!! by tho United, 
Sipl.mbu'lO, lOOt..' .. :', '. ': ... ' C :" :' 8oM,vIlle p'"",,,,, AdmJnl,'ntlo. rlghl~' SI.te. 10 CaoHoIRI Region, Inc.. DC 

This notice la pubUsh.d In the' ".. .... 1· ~ Sooth Bo. oC .. Id S 'c=J, to be '. 'lands conveyed br th. Slale DC Alaah 
exereh. of authority delegaled by 1M " parallel 10 th, North Una or .. Id. , 10 the U-Iled Stal ... On No.ember l5. 

, " NWY.NWI«. -, ',- ~ 

, Secrelary of the Inlerior to the Asst.lanl J' red Th 'cl r Ih NWV.NRY. 5 8. '19:77, 5<c. 3{.) of Pub. L. 9$-176 (91 S\'&l 
Sec::retary-Inwan Affa.In by zog DM" a B: _t P D. ,!II '. :-- ec. 1369) aulhorized the S~t:a..rT of the 
8.1., ,'. ',T. 35 N.. R. 5 Eo WiD."",,, M~':tlyUo.s lnt~rior 10 Identify .ndre3 .... e wilhia 

NotiCe b hereby gJveo \hat unde.r~ -' .~ . .I\ DC the aballdoocd rallroa,d ri8b.t. two yean afler lnitia.1 coc.ve-nDl!l oJ. 
!h f . w ...... aDd tha NE\4NEV... . .' . ,J-

au ority DC 5<ction 7 oC the Act 0 Jun.' ' ' ', " , ouch land. 10 Cook inle{ Regia,," Ioc. 
16, 19:1-{ (48 Sial 004). the h.",inaner,' ',. 1'0=:1 Co nd pocIloa or the SEY.NEV .. ~ any ea'emenl b. ~ hAve,lawrullly 
d 'b d~~ (I d.J t~"-, , .. ;, ' B,T.3S..R.SEoWlUamotl.MerldlL...... d 
e,en e u a\,. .... 0 an oa. e\J....W •• ',,' • 'de&Crlbed •• CotlOWJ;: Beginning a.1. cedu': reserved prior to conveyance an . to 

Skagil Caanty, Wa,hlngton. We", :', '. P . po>tlo=l,o<I oa the ~oo 11= or~,~, .:: luue Immedlalely ~&fu:r. reYUe~ 
proclaimed to be an IodJarl f'e5eryation.:~ comer or Nlld SEV ... NEY, whIch Cedir potl .' co!lveYBDce renecl:ing ludi res-eN1ltioa. 
effec'l5.ve on September 10.1981, ror the ,:' 1a de'lgnnled as the heilnnlng.poLOnn·~at: On September 71. 1979• Patent No.. SQ-

, us. alid beoelil 01 the '!?ppcr Skogll '; .,." dud •• W, A. SUle .. et 1lX. daled la<UU>ry ", 79-{)151 and Inlenm Canvey~ No. U:l 

Indian T~be. _'.:It"'":;;'::~::; _. ' .'.1.::.· .• :.:.... zt. llJ20.· .hled %'-14-20. u ah: No. lJ.9.4ma ." were Inned to ~ok Inlel Repao. I~ 
Tnd No. nl~;::.. :-:"t! ' ...• .:.~.J": ~J' ·k.. 8.Dd rtXXltl'dCKlIn.Volumre. 113 of deedJ a.l •• ' for 2.355.48 IlcreS and 941.31 &a"""eS.. '., 

Thlt Sau\h WJ reet .. mcuul'cd alo.n.z: lh.e::~ . ...:. page. 5.ZJ. theccC, lOuth In. .. re-e-l to !l .au'.. re.5.pe.ctively: or the. Iw'bce and' -:: . 
F.,ulllne of lhe.SEIf.SWY" Sec. n. T.lG N... . b dea1g:n.aled 10 'a.a..Id dr:ed oa. tho Noeth anbsurface t.latell of ~andl cotIVeyed to 
P-" E.... WUla.mcUe Mcrid.18..nJ)ing Ea.a' of" ~. . aide of the County Ro.ad: lheoca IIOUtia • .' the Unlled Siale! by the Slate of Alas~. 
the Eal\erly bol11lde.ry DC the i-5 High-way. rr{s' W. 4-OS fed: thence's. w:CS W.:uur The lands we.re conveyed punuant to .• 
rl$hl~f.w.y. ooolalnlng Sln aC'U, , , .Ions the North dd. ol pUblic road.. ,Se",- 14(e) and 22Ul oC the Al.,ka • ,.' 

Trad No. TItC-3"9OO-B . '. . dC31gnated I.e. uld dod '0. cedar pQ:lllu Native Claim. Settlement Act or 

The florth""""" r&d of tk Sooth l'U..SO f.cl,~ d .. ign.led 10 .. Id deed Dear ,a "",all December 18, lQ71 [43 Us.c. 1601. , 
... ",e .. ured olong lb. E",I Un. ol,th.1 ,lIcam from which • hemlock ~ olx 1613[e),18Z1(j)) (ANCSA). aDd Sec.12{c) 

, portJoo of Ih. SEIISWI'. 01 Soc. :n. T. 36" Inch.. 10 eIlame.er u d •• lgna"d in ',ald C>l Pub. I. !H-2Il4 lB9 SLal114S. 1152).,a. 
N. R. 4 Eo WWam,lI. Meridlao, lying lOut· • .,. d .. d b ...... weal :t:S,oa f~1; thence Dorlb amended by Sec. 3{.) C>l Pub. L. !l5-VB 

• of the Eaaleriy boundary oJ the J.....5 659.00" to .. cedar polt .. dellgnili.d 1.0 uld (91. SlaL 13.fm), end are described 8. 
- Highway rlghl~r.,....y. c:o.o.taloIng 5.'74,29 ... ; dee.d from which an alder tree.... follows:. , 
• aCTts, [Dore or leaL. , . ' .... ; • .. oe,\gnated. in uld deed B" in di!l.In.e\er Patent No: 50-79-01.51 or Sep\emb-et-
Tract No, Tll21 , ' " , caM 10,56' thence EuI7SJ,oo"o the polnl Zl,l!179-- '_ 
Th, Well 60 r .. 1 of lb. fobow~'do";;;-bcd .' orh<glnnJn&, EXCEPT lha't porllOll ol .. id , S.~ud ~oridl.n. ~th (s~'.yodl 

I::ra ct: na 1 portio.o. 0 r Co ... cm.inen I Lot ~ . pre m 1s e ... IU anl. l:yi.ng wi th In. an 1 e-X:IA tins 
, Sec tl 0 D a.. To wru hi p 3S Nnrth. RUlg"CI 4. • :-.. -to lUi or blgbwa r: an of tb It a boy e bdl18 
Eu l Wlll.a.me t tJI M eridWl.. 1 y{ng No rt..b eo1y . . . T! ha te d l.n Sec,. 5. T. 35 N .. R. 5 E... 
of the Old Bow l-IDl County ROld (IU' ! WiUarriette ~rldla.n.. ...... ~ . I" • 

located j:7rlor to J .. noary la. lOOl). Ind' .'-, , 
E-alkrly DC tho East1ine ofPrlrna.ry S\&\e •. SaId land. being .ubJ~l to all valid, 

T.16N.!t,zW'. ' 
Scc,., NV.SEV.SWIt. '. 
Conlainlns ZO a..ac::t. -. • . 

- T.l1 N. R. Z w. Soc.1-l ... ,."d <. 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 BACKGROUND 

This environmental assessment (EA) addresses the proposed development of a gaming facility 
on the Upper Skagit Indian Reservation (Reservation) at Bow Hill and Helmick Road in Skagit 
County, Washington (see Figure 1-1). The primary focus of this EA is on the Bow Hill 
Reservation, the location of the Tribe's Preferred Alternative. The EA was prepared for the 
National Indian Gaming Commission (NIGC), as lead agency, under the direction of the Upper 
Skagit Indian Tribe (Tribe), the project proponent. The EA was written in accordance with 
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, and the Council of Environmental 
Quality Guidelines for Implementing NEPA (40 Code of Regulations [CFR]) Parts 1501 
through 1508). Under the terms of the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act (IGRA) of 1988 (Public 
Law [PL] 100-497), the NIGC is responsible for reviewing and approving agreements for the 
development, construction, and management of gaming facilities. The Tribe proposes to 
develop the project under an agreement with Harrah's Washington Corporation (Harrah's), a 
subsidiary of The Promus Companies Incorporated. Approval of the agreement by the NIGC 
is the federal action requiring compliance with NEPA. 

This EA is prepared to evaluate the likely environmental consequences of locating, 
constructing, and operating a proposed gaming facility, restaurant, gift shop, lounge, and 
associated parking and other infrastructure on the human environment. In accordance with 
NEPA and the Upper Skagit Environmental Protection Code (USEPC) regulations, this EA: 
1) identifies the purpose and need for the project; 2) describes the proposed action and defined 
alternatives; 3) characterizes the existing environmental setting; 4) assesses the expected 
environmental impacts of the project and potential mitigation; and, 5) describes the Tribe's 
consultation and coordination activities for the proposed project. The EA also provides an 
evaluation of cumulative impacts and a conclusion based on this analysis. The objective of the 
EA is to determine whether the proposed action would be likely to have any significant 
environmental impacts. 

1.2 PURPOSE AND NEED 

The Tribe intends to locate a Class II and Class III gaming facility within the parameters 
estahlished through a Compact negotiated with the State of Washington under the IGRA. 
(As defined by the IGRA, Class II gaming generally includes bingo and related games, and 
selected limited-wager card games; Class III gaming generally refers to table games and 
banking card games such as baccarat or black jack.) The Compact sets forth limits on the 
maximum numbers of tables, bet size, hours of operation, State and Tribal regulatory and 
enforcement responsibilities, and auditing and internal control. The Compact was signed in 
December 1992 and approved by the Assistant Secretary of Indian Affairs in March 1993. 
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The purposes of the proposed development are to provide an improved governmental revenue 
base for the Tribe and jobs and career opportunities for Tribal community members. 
Revenues from the gaming facility would give the Tribe an independent economic base to 
support its governmental functions and significantly reduce its reliance on dwindling state and 
federal funds. The proposed gaming facility would provide an estimated 750 to 800 full-time 
jobs, with career opportunities for Tribal members and non-members in management, 
accounting, food services, marketing, mechanical operations, and other fields. 

-'ie need for the proposed project is based on: (1) inadequate and unstable revenue sources 
for the Tribal Government and Tribal services; (2) insufficient employment opportunities for 
Tribal members; and, (3) limited economic development opportunities on the Tribe's restricted 
land base. After 9 years of economic development efforts, the Tribe has not been able to 
generate more than eight permanent full-time jobs or provide its own revenue streams for 
Tribal programs and projects. This economic and fiscal condition has been due to the limited 
success and scale of existing Tribal enterprises, including timberland services, wood products 
'l'::nufacturing, and an inability to attract new businesses to the Reservation, The Tribe has a 
very limited land base, which consists of 99 total acres within the Helmick Road and Bow Hill 
areas of the Reservation. Only a small portion of that land is suitable to support new 
commercial development. 

Federal and State grants account for nearly 99 percent of the Tribe's total governmental 
revenue. Those same funds are decreasing in availability. Funding needs, however, are 
increasing with the Tribe taking over programs of the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) and 
Indian Health Service (IHS). The Tribe is unable to provide needed governmental services, 
sufficient infrastructure, necessary administrative facilities, and lacks quality housing on the 
Reservation. Gaming net revenue will help the Tribe meet unfulfilled governmental 
responsibilities and will provide the resources for desired social, cultural, recreational, and 
community development programs. 

According to recent BIA statistics, the labor force of the 600 member Tribe has an annual 
unemployment rate of 21 percent; unemployment exceeds 30 percent of the labor force in the 
winter. In comparison, unemployment rates for Skagit County as a whole are about 10 
percent annually, and 13 percent in the winter. Existing economic opportunities provide 
Tribal members with limited incomes. Treaty commercial salmon fishing, once a mainstay 
activity for Tribal members, is in serious decline. In 1991, llO active Tribal fishermen and 
women earned an average gross fishing income of $1,624. The Skagit River is the Tribe's 
only legal fishing ground. Even though the Skagit produces most of the wild salmon in 
northwestern Washington, harvests have been severely restricted to protect declining wild 
stocks. 

As a result of such limited economic opportunities, 86 percent of those Tribal members who 
are employed earn less than $7,000 per year. A 1992 compilation of income by the Cascade 
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Inter-Tribal Housing Authority (CITHA) found that, per U.S. Department of Housing and 
Urban Development criteria, 92 percent of all on-Reservation households were of very low or 
low income; at least 65 percent were very low income (CITHA, 1992). 

The proposed gaming facility is the only known viable opportunity for a business capable of 
generating sufficient profits to support the Tribe's economic development objectives, 
particularly given its limited land base. Those objectives include: 1) current and future 
employment opportunities for Tribal community members; 2) developing needed infrastructure 
on the Reservation; 3) diversifying and expanding the Tribal business base; 4) acquiring trust 
land for future housing and commercial development; and, 5) providing necessary 
governmental services. 

1.3 PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 

The Tribe has encouraged public comment and participated in a variety of forums that 
provided opportunity for Tribal community and local community comment during the planning 
'·":~S of the proposed development. Forums providing opportunities for specific input on the 

proposed project have included: 

• 

the Annual Upper Skagit General Council Meetings held in March 1992, April 
1993, and January 1994 

numerous Tribal Council meetings from 1991 to date 

• Washington State Gambling Commission and the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe Class 
III Gaming Meeting, Local Caucus, Mount Vernon, Washington, May 1992 

Washington State Legislature House and Senate Commerce and Labor Committee 
Public Hearing on Review of the Class III Gaming Compact Between the State of 
Washington and the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe, Mount Vernon, Washington, 
November 1992 

Skagit County Board of Commissioners, Washington State Gambling Commission, 
and the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe Public Meeting on Indian Gaming Laws and 
Their Impact to Skagit County, Mount Vernon, Washington, July 1992 

The Tribal community has consistently and overwhelmingly supported development of the 
gaming facility . 
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2.0 ALTERNATIVES 

2.1 ALTERNATIVE 1: PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE 
The preferred alternative is to develop a gaming facility with ancillary and infrastructure 
facilities on the Tribe's Bow Hill Reservation. The Bow Hill Reservation is adjacent to and 
just east of Interstate 5 and is accessed via Bow Hill Road and Darrk Lane (see Figure 2-1). 
The Reservation consists of two parcels. the 16.5 acre Main Parcel and the 8.5 acre North 
Parcel. 

The gaming facility and associated features, including parking, stormwater detention pond, 
and utilities would occupy a total of approximately 14.5 acres of the two-parcel Reservation. 
The gaming facility itself would be located on the western portion of the Bow Hill Reservation 
Main Parcel. The 8.5 acre North Parcel will be used for employee, bus, and valet overflow 
parking. Primary utilization of this overflow area will be holidays and special events. 
A shuttle bus will transport employees between sites. The Bow Hill Reservation is primarily 
~",.""eloped except for a two-lane paved roadway, a well, sewage transmission lines, and 
electrical and telephone lines. The Upper Skagit Tribal Council (Council) has designated the 
Bow Hill Reservation land for commercial and general business use. 

Description of the Preferred Alternative 

• Figure 2-1 shows the proposed layout of facilities at the Bow Hill Reservation. The proposed 
gaming facility would be approximately 63,640 square feet in area, allocated as follows: 

27 ,950 squarc fcct of gaming space; 
• 8,590 square feet of additional "front-of-house" and public space; 

7 ,900 square feet for food and beverage service; and 
19,200 square feet of "hack-of-house" space; 

The proposed gaming facility would have 11 Class II and, initially, 31 Class III gaming tables 
and an SOO-seat bingo hall. It would also include a 75-seat off-track betting area and a 25-seat 
keno lounge. The Class III facility would initially be open an average of 16 hours per day on 
an annualized basis, with the potential for 24 hour operation on certain 3-day weekends. 
After 6 to 9 months of operation, 21 additional Class III tables would be added, and the Class 
III facility would be open an average of 20 hours per day on an annualized basis, with the 
potential for 24 hour operation on certain 3-day weekends. The facility space not devoted to 
gaming would support food and beverage service, retail space, and offices. 
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Infrastructure and ancillary facilities would include: 

approximately 870 parking spaces on the main parcel and 230 employee, 
bus, and valet overflow parking spaces on the north parcel; 

• public water system hookup; and 
• wastewater disposal hookup. 

The estimated construction cost for the project is $10,000,000. Once in operation, the project 
is expected to employ 750 to 800 persons. The Tribe will use the profits from the gaming 
operation to: 

• fund tribal government operations or programs; 
• provide for the general welfare of the Tribe and its members; 
• promote Tribal economic development; 
• donate to charitable organizations; and 

help fund operations of local government agencies. 

2.2 ALTERNATIVE 2: MODIFIED DEVELOPMENT AT BOW HILL 

In the process of developing the project scope, the Tribe considered several alternative plans 
for the Bow Hill Reservation, including ones that called for a smaller gaming facility with 
reduced requirements. The intent of such analysis was several fold: (1) to determine whether 
or not a modified gaming project would substantially reduce environmental effects as 
compared to full scope or preferred alternative project, (2) to examine whether or not they 
would have revenue generation ability sufficient to recover fixed costs under constrained time 
frames, and (3) to evaluate Tribal community member employment opportunities afforded 
under a reduced project scope. The analysis indicated that a reduced project scope, that could 
still service its initial capital infrastructure and capital construction debt and provide the 
minimum required facility to host gaming, would not substantially reduce environmental 
impacts from those identified under the Preferred Alternative. 

2.3 ALTERNATIVE 3: NO ACTION 

The no action alternative - no facility development for Class !II gaming operations, would 
result in no gaming facility development by the Tribe. The Bow Hill Reservation would be 
left in its current state, and would be available for other forms of commercial development. 
However, all potential gaming revenues would go unrealized, and the needed economic results 
would not likely be available to assist the Tribe in pursing its stated objective. No action on 
this project would result in none of the environmental affects that the Preferred Alternative 
will have; however, the Tribe would continue on a course of economic development on the 
Bow Hill Reservation. 
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2.4 ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED BUT NOT EVALUATED IN DETAIL 

In addition to the preferred alternative, modified development at Bow Hill alternative, and no 
action, the Tribe initially considered other alternatives that were subsequently determined to be 
insufficient to meet the project purposes and need. These alternatives generally included (I) 
other sources of revenue and economic development that did not involve gaming and (2) 
development of gaming at sites other than Bow Hill. The rationale for not considering these 
alternatives in detail is summarized below. 

2.4.1 Alternative Forms of Development at Bow Hill 

Gaming currently appears to be the most viable of economic development opportunities for 
Indian tribes throughout the United States. In passing the IGRA, Congress recognized that a 
principal goal of Federal Indian policy is to promote tribal economic development, self
sufficiency, and strong tribal government, and that gaming provided a viable means to meet 
" ',gIla!. Particularly for tribes with a minimal land base, such as the Upper Skagit, gaming 
is likely to be the best and may be the only form of development that is reasonably 
economically viable. 

As indicated in Chapter 1, the Tribe has a small Reservation consisting of 99 acres divided 
into two parcels at Bow Hill totaling 25 acres and a single 74 acre parcel at Helmick Road. 
This land base is too small to provide revenues and employment opportunities through natural 
resource based and manufacturing activities. The Bow Hill Reservation is the best site for 
commercial development from a land use and environmental perspective, and since 1979 the 
Tribe has attempted, without success, to attract non-gaming commercial ventures to the Bow 
Hill Reservation. Consequently, the Tribe concluded that non-gaming development 
alternatives for the Bow Hill Reservation would not be a viable option so long as the option of 
Class III gaming is available. 

2.4.2 Alternative Sites - Off-Reservation 

The Tribe has also considered gaming development at alternative off-reservation sites, 
including the non-reservation Indian Trust land sites in the Bow Hill area. Due to contraints 
imposed either on a Federal, State, or local level on .. vhere gaming and related activities can be 
conducted and the Tribe's authority to conduct and regulate those activities, the Tribe's 
reservation land would be the only feasible land for gaming development. The Tribe also 
considered the options of locating project ancillary services, such as the overflow parking on 
non-resveration Indian Trust land. That option was withdrawn from consideration for reasons 
set forth in section 2.5, Comparison of Alternatives. 
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2.4.3 Alternative Sites - On-Reservation 

The 74-acre Helmick Road Reservation is located 10 miles east of the Bow Hill Reservation 
and 3 miles east and north of Sedro-Woolley at the base of Lyman Mountain in Skagit County, 
Helmick Road is a County road that intersects State Route 20, which is the North Cascades 
Highway and the primary highway in the vicinity, The Tribal lands on Helmick Road are 
located approximately I mile from State Route 20, 

The Helmick Road Reservation has been designated by the Tribe to serve primarily for 
administrative, housing, and community activity use. The Tribe has developed one small, 
vocational/training, and wood-products manufacturing operation at Helmick Road, but the 
Reservation is generally lacking in suitable sites for industrial or commercial development. 
The 74-acre Helmick Road Reservation Parcel is developed or designated for the following 
uses (see Figure 2-2): 

• about 28 percent of this Reservation land base is developed as a 50-home housing 
area with a community septic system and playfield; 

• about 12 percent is primarily stream riparian zones for Red Creek and an unnamed 
seasonal stream on the northwest corner of the parcel; 

• about 20 percent is developed for administrative and Tribal vocational training 
business use, primarily for the Tribe's government and community services 
including the Tribal Center, Health and Social Services facility, Education and 
Employment facility, septic systems, and the Fisheries Enhancement facility, 
All of these facilities are located on the southwest side of Nuwha-ah Drive. 
The remaining 50 percent of the area is on the northeast side of Nuwha-ah Drive, 
where the Tribe is planning to construct a Tribal community-oriented cultural 
resources center and supporting septic system; 

about 5 percent is for a planned cemetery on the easternmost portion of the 
Reservation; 

• about 8 percent is planned for religious activity on the westernmost portion of the 
Reservation adjacent to Cokedale Lane, This area has the most suitable soils for 
construction, Community members are planning to build a facility for religious 
activities; and 
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the remaining approximately 27 percent of the western portion of the Helmick 
Road Reservation is managed for forestry. Much of this Reservation may not be 
developable. Several acres provide the right-of-way for the secondary access 
route; the Tribal wellhead sanitary control area is located in the southwestern 
5 acres and elder housing is planned for development in the central portion. 
The housing area and playfield are adjacent to the east. 

Because of the current and planned future use of the Helmick Road Reservation, and the 
location of this Reservation outside of the prime market area, the Tribe concluded that gaming 
development would not be feasible at this location and thus this alternative need not be 
considered in detail in the EA. 

2.5 COMPARISON OF ALTERNATIVES 

The Preferred Alternative is the only alternative that would meet the project purpose and 
satisfy the stated Tribal needs. Developing the proposed gaming facility at the Bow Hill 
D',,0rvation would provide a new and substantial revenue source for Tribal governmental 
services, create a significant number of new employment opportunities for Tribal and 
surrounding community members, and provide a revenue source for future diversified 
economic development endeavors. While the Preferred Alternative would result in minimal 
short-term construction impacts, the long-term impacts to the environment would not be 
significant. The Preferred Alternative, from the Tribe's perspective, constitutes the best and 
wisest use of its limited land base from both an economic and environmental position. 

An economically viable modified or reduced scope of gaming facility at the Bow Hill 
Reservation would not result in a significant reduction of environmental affects. The analysis 
indicated that minimum fixed infrastructure improvements to the site, and these associated 
environmental affects are virtually the same under the modified or Preferred Alternatives. 
The modified project would, however, result in a substantial loss of potential revenue to the 
Tribe. This alternative would not allow the Tribe the most efficient use of its limited 
economic land base. 

With respect to the Bow Hill Reservation, the No Action Alternative, while having none of the 
environmental affects of the Preferred Alternative, No Action would not result in a 
continuation of existing conditions. The current economic status of the Tribe would force the 
Tribe to develop and locate other businesses on the Bow Hill Reservation in the near future, 
which would include similar associated environmental affects as the Preferred Alternative. 
No action would ensure that the existing economic difficulties of the Tribe and its membership 
would likely persist until such time as viable economic oppormnities could be identified and 
developed. Regional industries such as timber, agriculture, and commercial fishing, in which 
Tribal members have traditionally been employed, continue to decline. Recovery of these 
natural resource based industries, on which the Tribe has relied, is not expected in the near 
future. 
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The off-Reservation Alternative, including Indian Trust land adjacent the Bow Hill 
Reservation, from a Tribal jurisdictional perspective present significant limitations on activities 
proposed pursuant to this project and regulatory authority over those activities. The Tribe also 
considered the option of leasing a portion of the Indian Trust land between the two Bow Hill 
reservation Parcels, which the Tribe has an interest in for ancillary services. That option was 
withdrawn from consideration when the anaylsis indicated that no significant reduction of 
environmental effects would be achieved if this option was pursued. The limitations on 
allowed activities and the additional project costs to secure a lease hold interest in these lands 
were reasons for rejecting this option. 

The environmental consequences of the Preferred Alternative are described in detail in 
Chapter 4. 
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3.0 EXISTING ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

3.1 Geology, Topography, and Soils 

The Bow Hill Area is located in the Central Puget Lowland, which is part of a regional north
south trending trough that extends approximately 350 miles from southwest British Columbia 
to Eugene, Oregon. In western Washington, the Puget Lowland is bordered on the west by 
the Olympic Mountains and on the east by the Cascade Mountains. 

Site Geology 

Bedrock in the vicinity of the Bow Hill Area consists primarily of igneous, sedimentary, and 
metamorphic rocks of pre-Devonian to Pliocene age. The rocks are complexly folded and 
faulted, and are exposed as hills above the predominantly flat ground surface in the general 
site vicinity. Except where exposed, the bedrock is overlain by glacial deposits from the 
"raser Glaciation of about 10,000 to 20,000 years ago (Shannon and Wilson, Inc., 1994). 
The Bow Hill Area was heavily glaciated by a minimum of three ice flow events that 
inundated the area. 

Topography 

The Bow Hill Reservation (see Figure 3-1) consists of two parcels totaling 25 acres, located on 
a gently sloped upland terrace ranging from 245 to 265 feet above sea level. The Main Parcel 
is 16.5 acres in size. The North Parcel lies approximately 1,800 feet north of the Main Parcel 
and totals about 8.5 acres in size. The two parcels are connected by Darrk Lane, which 
travels northward through Reservation and Trust land dividing the parcel's east and west 
sections. The topography of the west portion of the 16.5 acre Main Parcel is relatively flat 
and slopes gently to the southeast. The eastern portion of the Main Parcel is also flat, 
although it contains scattered depressions and swales and a small portion of the beginning 
channel of Bob Smith Creek. The topography of the entire 8.S-acre North Parcel is similar to 
the west portion of the Main Parcel (Shannon and Wilson, Inc., 1994). 

Soils 

The predominant soil type on the Bow Hill Reservation, as mapped by the Soil Conservation 
Service (SCS), is the Skipopa silt loam (SCS, 1989). This very deep, somewhat poorly 
drained soil is found on terraces. The permeability of Skipopa soils is very slow, and the 
water storage capacity is very high. Effective rooting depth is limited by a perched water 
table that is at a depth of approximately 12 to 24 inches from October to June. Runoff is slow 
and the hazard of water erosion is slight. 
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A geotechnical engineering evaluation was performed at the project site by John A. Pinner & 
Associates (1993). They encountered a surface layer of approximately 6 inches of moist 
brown organic clay, underlain by stiff, moist-to-wet brown clay to approximately 15 feet 
below land surface. Below this lies a wet, firm-to-stiff blue-gray silty clay to a depth of at 
least 35 feet. 

3.2 Climate 

The Bow Hill Area has a temperate climate that receives a significant nautical influence from 
the Pacific Ocean. The moderating influence of ocean air, combined with seasonal air 
circulation patterns, generally results in warmer winter and cooler summer temperatures in 
western Washington than in interior areas (Jackson and Kimerling, 1993). The lowlands 
bordering Puget Sound have relatively moist, mild winters and dry, sunny summers. 
Daily January maximum temperatures in the Bow Hill Area are typically above 40° Fahrenheit 
(F), while July maximums usually range from 60° to 80°F. 

The amount and type of precipitation in Skagit County varies considerably from west to east, 
.,. :; result of the mountain influences on climate. The total annual precipitation measured just 
south of the project area in Mount Vernon averages approximately 31 inches per year 
(Economic Development Association of Skagit County [EDASC], undated). Nearly all of the 
annual precipitation total falls as rain. Rains are frequent during the fall, winter, and spring, 
particularly from November through April. In the summer, rainfall is generally light and 
several weeks often pass without precipitation. The average annual snowfall is 7 inches, and 
there is at least 1 inch of snow on the ground on approximately 4 days per year. 

The prevailing wind direction is from the southwest. Wind speeds are highest during the 
winter months. During most winters, the Bow Hill Area experiences one or two storms that 
bring strong and sometimes damaging winds. 

3.3 Water Resources 

Surface Hydrology 

The Bow Hill Reservation is within the drainage basin of the Samish River. The headwaters 
area of the Samish River is located northeast of Wickersham in Whatcom County, about 10 
miles northeast of the Bow Hill Reservation. The river flows to the south and west for 
approximately 35 miles, draining into Sam ish Bay near the community of Edison. 
Friday Creek, which flows out of Samish Lake, is a principal tributary. The Bow Hill 
Reservation is located approximately 1 mile northwest of the Sam ish River at an elevation that 
is approximately 265 feet above the river. 

On-site surface drainage on the Bow Hill Reservation is provided from surrounding surface 
and subsurface runoff, and direct precipitation (Aqua-Terr Systems, Inc. [ATSI], 1993) . 
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The topography of the Main Parcel directs up-gradient surface drainage, and probably 
subsurface drainage, toward the southern part of the forested wetlands on the eastern portion 
of this parcel. Here, runoff flows into Bob Smith Creek, a seasonal stream. The majority of 
the on-site wetlands are hydrologically interconnected, with drainage directed into the seasonal 
stream. 

Past actions, such as the construction of Interstate 5, Darrk Lane, and associated ditches and 
culverts, have altered the original hydrology of the Reservation (ATSI, 1993). Interstate 5 has 
interrupted up-gradient flow from the west and has either diverted it completely away from the 
Reservation or, as in the drainage to the east, directed it into specific outlets onto the site. 

Bob Smith Creek is a tributary of the Samish River. Part of the beginning section of the creek 
channel flows south through the Main Parcel, heads south, crosses west under Interstate 5, 
then flows south again and empties into the river approximately 1 mile from the Reservation. 
Drainage records for Bob Smith Creek are not available, due to the small size and intermittent 
nature of the stream. Based on unit area flow comparisons with the Sam ish River and Friday 
Creek; however, staff from the Tribe's natural resources agency, Skagit System Cooperative 
(SSC), estimated the mean annual flow of Bob Smith Creek at less than 1.4 cubic feet per 
,.,cl.;;d (cfs) (letter from R.G. LaRock, SSC, LaConner, Washington, July 20, 1994). 

Groundwater 

Groundwater can be found in up to three aquifer zones beneath the Bow Hill Reservation. 
A shallow, often perched aquifer occurs in some locations, but is not present near the Main 
Parcel. It appears that an aquifer between 10 and 70 feet in elevation is the regional aquifer 
(Shannon and Wilson, Inc., 1994). This unit is generally referred to as the middle aquifer by 
local well drillers, and many wells in the area are finished in this zone. Infiltration of 
precipitation recharges the aquifer; groundwater then probably flows toward, and discharges 
to, the Strait of Georgia. Though precipitation is an important source of recharge, it appears 
that much of the recharge to the aquifer also comes as seepage from the up-gradient Samish 
and Whatcom Lakes. 

An underlying aquifer generally exists between -1 and -100 feet elevation (Shannon and 
Wilson, Inc, 1994). This is a saturated unit of interlayered sand, gravel, and clay, which is 
occasionally tapped by wells. This water-bearing zone, for purposes of this EA, is termed 
"the deep aquifer." It is believed that the unit is more or less laterally continuous. 
The middle and deep aquifers may not be distinct and a degree of hydraulic connection 
between the two probably exists. Aquifers in the project area are essentially shielded by the 
deep clay layer below the land surface (Pinner and Associates, 1993). 
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Water Quality 

Water quality in the streams at the Bow Hill Area is generally good. The Samish River and 
Friday Creek have not been assigned specific classifications under the State of Washington's 
surface water quality classification system, and are included among the unclassified waters 
collectively grouped under Class A waters (Washington Administration Code [WAC) 173-
201A-120). 

Comprehensive data on ex.isting water quality in Bob Smith Creek are currently unavailable. 
Runoff from Interstate 5 drains through the Reservation and probably contributes unknown 
levels of constituents such as gasoline and motor oil to Bob Smith Creek. Cattle have access 
to most of Bob Smith Creek downstream from Bow Hill Road, and streambank trampling and 
cattle dung in the stream were observed during a field inspection (SSC, 1994). Water quality 
in the tributary drainage flowing through the Bow Hill Reservation, in the waters on the 
Reservation, and in Bob Smith Creek below the Reservation will be fully characterized 
through the water quality monitoring plan. 

3.4 Vegetation 

The Bow Hill Reservation Main Parcel supports mix.ed upland coniferous/deciduous forest, 
palustrine forested wetlands, palustrine scrub-shrub wetlands, and riparian vegetation 
(ATSI, 1993). Darrk Lane divides the main parcel into western and eastern portions. 
Approximately 8.5 acres of the 10.5-acre western portion were logged in 1984 and were not 
replanted. The remaining 2 acres are, from a biological perspective, natural regeneration 
second-growth forest that average 45 years of age, with a few trees as old as 60 to 70 years of 
age. The 6-acre eastern portion of the main parcel has been selectively logged in small areas, 
but is largely undisturbed. It currently supports a second growth forest, averaging 45 years of 
age with several 60 to 70 year old trees. Vegetation in the upland and riparian areas is 
described below, while wetlands are discussed separately in Section 3.5. 

The Bow Hill Reservation North Parcel, approximately 1,800 feet to the north of the Main 
Parcel, is vegetated with upland mixed coniferous and deciduous forest, very similar to the 
vegetation on the west side of the Main Parcel. 

Upland Forest Community 

Much of the logged upland portion of the Bow Hill Reservation Main Parcel has naturally 
regenerated as deciduous forest (ATSI, 1993). The dominant, regenerating, canopy species in 
this area are black cottonwood (Populus balsamifera) and red alder (Alnus rubra). Understory 
species include vine maple (Acer circinatum), salmonberry (Rubus spectabilis), elderberry 
(Sambucus racemosa), sword fern (Polystichum munitum) , cascara (Rhamnus purshiana), and 
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lady fern (Althyriumfilix-femina). Several facultative wet species were found within the 
disturbed areas of the uplands. The remaining upland vegetation is similar to that found in the 
upland areas of the eastern portion of the parcel, which support a coniferous forest with an 
average age of 45 years. The canopy is predominantly composed of western redcedar (Thuja 
plicata) interspersed with red alder and Douglas fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii). 

Typical upland vegetation of the North Parcel consists of red alder (Alnus rubra), big leaf 
maple (Acer macrophyllum), western redcedar (Thuja plicata), salmonberry (Rubus 
spectabilis), red elderberry (Sambucus racemosa), sword fern (Polystichum munitum), youth 
on age (Tolmiea menziesii), and trailing blackberry (Rubus ursinus) (letter from J. Wiggins, 
President, ATSI, Bellingham, Washington, September 7,1994). 

Riparian Community 

Riparian vegetation along Bob Smith Creek in the eastern portion of the Main Parcel ranges 
from a mix of obligate and facultative wet plant species at the northern end to facultative and 
facultative upland species in the southern reaches (ATSI, 1993). At the northern end, the 
stream has not formed a well-defined channel and is difficult to differentiate from the 
"iirounding forested wetland. As the stream flows south, it lies within a ravine approximately 
10 feet deep and 20 feet across. Plants inhabiting this section of the stream are predominately 
facultative, facultative upland, and upland species. Vegetation is present on the sides of the 
stream bank, but very little grows within the stream channel. Typical plant species include 
western redcedar, Sitka spruce (Picea sitchensis), western hemlock (Tsuga heterophylla), red 
alder, vine maple, salmonberry, elderberry, sword fern, and lady fern . 

3,5 Wetlands 

Wetland Setting 

As discussed in Section 3.4, the Main Parcel of the Bow Hill Reservation contains 
palustrine forested wetlands and palustrine scrub-shrub wetlands. Wetland communities are 
located on the eastern portion of the parcel in low-lying areas or depressions (ATSI, 1993). 
The topography slopes gently toward Bob Smith Creek, the beginning of which is a seasonal 
stream located on the eastern portion of the parcel. A small drainage originating from 
Interstate 5 is located on the western portion of the parcel. This drainage flows east, into a 
ditch along Darrk Lane, and eventually into Bob Smith Creek. Water from the on-site 
werlands drains into Bob Smith Creek (see Figure 3-2). 
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Palustrine Scrub-Shrub Wetland Community 

Approximately 0.75 acre of scrub-shrub wetlands are located on the western portion of the 
Main Parcel (see Figure 3-2) (ATSI, 1993). As in the upland areas of this portion of the 
parcel, many of the plants are seral species. Dominant species include red alder, cascara, 
Scouler's willow (Salix scouleriana), twinberry (Lonicera involucrata), salmonberry, 
Himalayan blackberry (Rubus discolor), creeping buttercup, soft rush, hardhack, small-fruited 
bulrush, cattail (Typha latijolia), manna grass (Glyceria elata), and Canadian thistle (Circium 
arvense). Few trees exceed 30 feet.in height. 

The wetland areas on the North Parcel are mostly ditches except for the eastern edge of the 
parcel (letter from J. Wiggins, President, ATSI, Bellingham, Washington, July 25, 1994). 
The wetland vegetation on this parcel consists of red alder (Alnus rubra), salmonberry (Rubus 
Spectabilis), twinberry (Lonicera involucrata), creeping buttercup (Ranunculus repens), lady 
fern (AthyriumJilixjemina), skunk cabbage (Lysichitum americanum), water parsley 
(Oenanthe sarmentosa), and manna grass (Glyceria elata). 

The existing sewerline and other disturbed areas within the North Parcel are a combination of 
\,dlands and uplands as previously described. The wetlands that are nearest to Darrk Lane 
are areas already disturbed or low-quality wetlands (see Figure 3-3) (letter from J. Wiggins, 
President, ATSr, Bellingham, Washington, September 7, 1994). 

Palustrine Forested Wetland Community 

Palustrine forested wetlands are located in the eastern portion of the Main Parcel in 
depressions and swales (ATSI, 1993). They are relatively undisturbed and mature, and are 
dominated by a canopy of western redcedar and red alder. Understory vegetation ranges from 
dense stands of salmonberry to open areas under a high canopy (50 to 60 feet) in which water 
parsley (Oenanthe sarmentosa), skunk cabbage (Lysichitum americanum), false lily-of-the
valley, and twisted stalk (Streptopus amplexijolius) dominate. 

Wetland Functions and Values 

ATSI evaluated wetlands at the Bow Hill site using WDOE's Wetland Rating System 
(WDOE, 1991). This rating system attempts to differentiate wetlands based on their 
sensitivity to disturbance, rarity, irreplaceability, and the functions and values they provide. 
There are four wetland categories. Category r wetlands are essentially pristine and usually 
(1) have value for a particular rare species; (2) represent a high-quality example of a rare 
wetland type; (3) are rare within a given region; or (4) provide irreplaceable functions and 
values. Category II wetlands are those that (1) provide habitat for very sensitive or important 
wildlife or plants; (2) are difficult to replace; or (3) provide very high functions and values, 
particularly for wildlife habitat. Category III wetlands provide important functions and values. 
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They are generally smaller, less diverse and/or more isolated than wetlands in Categories I 
and II. Category IV wetlands are smaller, isolated and have less diverse vegetation than any 
of the preceding categories, and are therefore considered the lowest-value wetlands. 

ATSI (1993) rated the overall functional value of the palustrine scrub-shrub wetlands on the 
western side of Darrk Lane as low. The only wetland function to have a high value was the 
buffer structure and function. This was in spite of the wetland being located in a very 
disturbed, but heavily vegetated area. The remaining functions received values of moderate to 
low. Using WDOE's Wetland Rating System, ATSI classified the palustrine scrub-shrub 
wetlands located in the western portion of the site as Category II wetlands, because they have 
a well-established buffer, are small in size, have experienced disturbance, and contain some 
invasive or non-native plant species. 

3.6 Fish and Wildlife Resources 

The headwaters of Bob Smith Creek are located in the eastern portion of the Bow Hill 
Reservation Main Parcel. The upper portion of Bob Smith Creek is intermittent and does not 
.,upport fish. The lower reaches of the creek, which drains to the Samish River, may support 
salmon. Friday Creek, a tributary to the Samish River located 0.5 to 1 mile east of the 
Reservation, supports coho (Oncorhynchus kisutch), chinook (0. tshawytscha), and chum 
salmon (0. ketal (Washington Department of Fisheries, undated). Any salmon present in the 
lower reaches of Bob Smith Creek would likely include one or more of the species found in 
Friday Creek. Based on field investigation in July of 1994, the upper reaches of Bob Smith 
Creek are blocked by three debris jams that are probably barriers to upstream anadromous fish 
migration (letter from R.G. LaRock, biologist, SSC, LaConner, Washington, August 9, 1994). 
In addition, culverts where Bow Hill Road and Darrk Lane cross the creek (both of which are 
located downstream from the proposed gaming facility) are barriers to fish passage. The field 
investigation conducted in July 1994 indicated that Bob Smith Creek was without water and 
did not provide viable fish habitat at the time. In addition, significant areas of streambank and 
near-stream soils have significant clay content and have been churned by cattle hoofs and are 
open to erosion. 

The Bow Hill Reservation provides habitat for a variety of wildlife species, including black
tailed deer (Odocoileus hemionus columbianus), small mammals, birds, amphibians, and 
reptiles. The common species that typically occur in the vicinity of the Reservation or in 
similar settings are listed in Appendix B. 

The Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW) Nongame Program was contacted 
to obtain a list of sensitive species that could potentially occur on Bow Hill Reservation. 
Based on the knowledge of comparable sites, great blue heron (Ardea herodia), osprey 
(Pandion haliaetus), and wintering/migrating waterfowl potentially occur at or near the 
Reservation. Because the Reservation is immediately adjacent to Interstate 5 and consists 
primarily of logged forest land, it does not provide suitable habitat for these species. 
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The forested wetlands may provide limited habitat for great blue heron and waterfowl, but no 
great blue herons are likely to use the area for breeding. The nearest major waterfowl areas 
are at Samish Bay and Padilla Bay, 5 to 8 miles to the west of the Bow Hill Reservation. 

3.7 Threatened and Endangered Species 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) indicates that the bald eagle (Haliaeetus 
leucocephalus) , marbled murrelet (8rachyramphus marmoratus marmoratus), and northern 
spotted owl (Strix occidentalis caurina) may occur in the vicinity of the Bow Hill Reservation 
(letter from D. Fredrick, FWS, Olympia, Washington, March 22, 1994). All three species are 
listed as threatened under the Federal Endangered Species Act (ESA). The Tribe conducted 
extensive consultation with Federal and State resource agencies concerning the likely presence 
of these species, or suitable habitat for these species, on the Bow Hill Reservation and in the 
Bow Hill Area. 

The FWS also identified four species that are candidates for listing under ESA and potentially 
occur in the area: northern goshawk (Accipter gentilis), the mountain quail (Oreorryx pictus) , 
>lU' ,;,-:m red-legged frog (Rana aurora aurora), and spotted frog (Rana pretiosa). 
All occurrences of these species are considered priority areas (letter from J. Wiggins, 
President, ATSI, Bellingham, Washington, September 7,1994). 

Twenty-one endangered, threatened, or sensitive (ETS) plant species (including four monitor 
species) have been recorded within Skagit County. Of those only the ground-pine, boreal 
bedstraw, and branching montia are found in habitats similar to those of the Bow Hill Area. 
Field investigations conducted on the Bow Hill Reservation revealed no evidence that any of 
these twenty-one species or any other ETS plant species are located on the Main and the North 
Parcels or in the immediate area (letter from J. Wiggins, President, ATSI, Bellingham, 
Washington, December 11, 1994). 

3.8 Socioeconomics 

The proposed gaming facility would affect socioeconomic conditions both for the Tribe and, to 
a lesser extent, the surrounding community. To provide a context for the larger area of 
socioeconomic influence, this section summarizes existing conditions for Skagit County as a 
whole. While some of the project's socioeconomic effeCts would be felt beyond the county 
boundaries, Skagit County represents the off-Reservation local jurisdiction in which these 
effects would be most noticeable. 

Population 

The population of Skagit County has been growing steadily for several decades. The county 
population increased by 22 percent between 1970 and 1980, and 24 percent between 1980 and 
1990 (EDASC, undated). The population in 1993 was estimated to be 88,500 (personal 
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communication, Dave Baltz, Manager, Skagit County Department of Financial Management, 
July 15, 1994), an increase of 11 percent over the 1990 population. The relatively rapid 
growth has been primarily attributed to immigration, in part because the County is 
increasingly serving as a bedroom community for Everett and surrounding areas. The Skagit 
County popUlation is projected to be nearly 97,000 by the year 2000 and over 105,000 by 
2005 (EDASC, undated) 

Skagit County's overall population density is moderately low, about 46 people per square mile 
in 1990 (EDASC, undated), primarily because there are large, unpopulated tracts of federal 
lands in the eastern part of the County. Approximately 52 percent of the county's population 
live in incorporated towns and cities that are primarily located in the western part of the 
County. 

The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe has an enrolled membership of approximately 600 persons. 
Approximately one-fifth of the Tribal members live on the Helmick Road Reservation, and 
one-third live elseWhere in Skagit County or adjacent counties. 

The 50 on-Reservation homes at the Upper Skagit Community on Helmick Road house 
,'proximately 180 people. Of these, approximately 130 are Tribal members while the rest are 

other Native Americans or non-members that live in an Upper Skagit household (personal 
communication, Michelle Robbins, Enrollment Clerk, Upper Skagit Indian Tribe). 

Employment 

e Total employment in Skagit County in 1990 was just under 30,000, an increase of almost 47 
percent over the 1980 employment level. While comparable summary data for more recent 
years are not yet available, popUlation growth and new-business locations indicate that 
employment in the county has continued to increase since 1990 (EDASC, undated). 

Overall, trade, government, and services are the largest economic sectors in Skagit County in 
terms of employment. Employment in services, trade, and construction grew rapidly between 
1980 and 1990. Manufacturing employment grew somewhat in absolute numbers, but fell 
from 19 percent of the total in 1980 to about 15 percent in 1990, largely as a result of changes 
in the forest products industry. 

Skagit County unemployment rates in the early 1980s exceeded 15 percent, then dropped to 
approximately 8.7 percent by 1988 (EDASC, undated). The unemployment rate was 8.3 
percent in 1991, then rose to 9.7 percent in 1992, 10.8 percent in 1993, and fell to 9.9 percent 
for the first half of 1994. Unemployment rates in Skagit County for 1994 have been typically 
3 to 4 percent higher than State-wide unemployment rates (personal communication from 
P. Parker, Washington State Employment Security Department, Olympia, Washington, 
August 8, 1994). 
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BIA Labor Force Statistics for 1991 show the total Tribal labor force at 214 persons (including 
members living on and off the Reservation). Of these, 170 (79 percent) were employed, and 
44 (21 percent) were unemployed. However, a substantial number of the employed Tribal 
members hold seasonal or low-paying jobs. The annual wage for 86 percent of the employed 
members was less than $7,000 (which is below the poverty level). 

A total of 46 individuals are currently employed in on-Reservation jobs. Of these, 8 are 
employed in the Tribe's businesses, and 38 are employed by the Tribal government. 
Almost all of the Tribe's business jobs are held by Tribal members or members of Tribal 
households. Of the 38 Tribal government jobs, 14 are held by non-members (about 50 percent 
of whom are Native American) and about 24 are held by Tribal members. 

Income 

Per capita personal income in Skagit County in 1990 was estimated to be $16,453, which 
was approximately 88 percent of the United States and Washington State income levels· 
(EDASC, undated). Median household income for the county was estimated at $25,705. 
'"'!!proximately 40 percent of the households in the county had incomes of less than $20,000 in 
1990, and approximately 17 percent had household incomes of less than $10,000. 

Bureau of Census income data are not available for the Tribal membership as a whole. 
The best information about on-Reservation household income is from CITHA (1992) resident 
statistics. Per 1992 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development, Community 
Development Block Grant Program criteria, on-Reservation family or household income 
distribution is as follows: 

Very Low Income 
Low Income 
Above Low Income 

66 percent 
26 percent 
8 percent 

The Upper Skagit Reservation can be characterized as impoverished. Unemployment of Tribal 
members is estimated at 21 percent, 86 percent of employed Tribal members earn less than 
$7,000 per year, and 92 percent of on-Reservation households are considered to be of very 
low or low income. 

3.9 Land Use 

Bow Hill Reservation is located adjacent to Interstate 5, in a mostly rural area of western 
Skagit County (see figure 3-4) Land use in the Bow Hill area includes commercial, 
agriculture, transportation, commercial recreation, recreational vehicle (rv park/camp ground 
and a motor speed way) forestry and scattered rural residence (see figure 3-4). In 1994, 
Skagit County, in its Comprehensive Land Use Plan, designated those lands, within its 
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jurisdiction (non-Indian fee lands) in the Bow Hill area for rural use, with the exception of two 
commercial parcels on the northwest and southwest corners of the Bow Hill interchange. 
This designation mirrors the counts past ten year land use patterns for the area. 

In 1990, the Tribe, by Tribal Council action, designated the Bow Hill Reservation and 
adjacent dependent non-reservation Indian Trust land, which the Tribe asserts land use 
authority over, for general buisness/commercial and rural use (see figure 3-4 and figure 3-1). 
With the exception of the 6.5 acre parcel of land directly north of the main parcel, the Tribe 
has, through long-term purchase agreements, acquired majority interest in all Bow Hill area 
non-reservation Indian Trust lands that it designated for business/commercial use (see figure 
3-4 and figure 3-1). Approximately 103 acres of non-reservation Indian Trust land located 
across Interstate 5 from the proposed gaming facility are managed in a forestry plantation by 
the Tribe. These lands were previously harvested and were reforested in 1970. 

In the immediate vicinity of the Bow Hill Reservation, the 6.5 acre parcel of non reservation 
Indian Trust land previously referenced (see figure 3-1) is owned by an Upper Skagit Tribal 
member. It contains one single-family detached dwelling located approximately 600 feet north 
0; [lie Main Parcel and a travel trailer residence located approximately 180 feet north of the 
Main Parcel. Two other homes are located east of Interstate 5 within a 0-5 mile radius of the 
proposed gaming facility. The Thousand Trails, Inc. campground located approximately 0-5 
mile north of the Main Parcel, is a 280-acre, commercial camping facility consisting of 230 
campsites and RV spaces. With the above exceptions, all lands immediately to the north, east, 
and south of the Bow Hill Reservation are either vacant woodlots or unused pasture land. 

A retail seafood business is located in the northwest quadrant of Exit 236 (across the freeway 
from the Bow Hill Reservation). Near this business are four homes located along Bow Hill 
Road. With these exceptions, all the lands to the west and southwest of the proposed gaming 
facility are either vacant forest lands or undeveloped cleared acreage. 

Since 1979, the Tribe has conducted five feasibiity studies to determine appropriate business 
or commercial development options for the Bow Hill Reservation. The Tribe recognized that 
it would need to attract an anchor business or develop its own anchor business before the 
Tribe's economic development program would be successful. In 1990, the Tribal Council, 
with overwhelming Tribal membership support, identified Class III gaming as the most viable 
business option for the Bow Hill Reservation. 
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3.10 Transportation 

Roads 

Transportation access to the Bow Hill Reservation is provided by paved local roads in the 
northeast quadrant of the Interstate 5 interchange at Bow Hill Road (Figure 3-5). Bow Hill 
Road provides the sole access to the Reservation, with access thereby to Darrk Lane. 
Interstate 5, a four-lane, controlled-access freeway, the primary West Coast highway, abuts 
the Reservation on the west. 

Bow Hill Road is a two-lane Skagit County road that crosses Interstate 5 south of the proposed 
development, and is classified as a major collector arterial. Bow Hill Road carries school bus 
and mail routes, but lacks public transit and bicycle routes. It is the only off-Reservation 
access to Darrk Lane and the Reservation. 

Darrk Lane is a 22-foot wide, two-lane asphalt road that intersects Bow Hill Road 
"pproximately 900 feet southeast of the Bow Hill Reservation. Darrk Lane was built in 1981 
under a 60-foot road and utility easement agreement between the Tribe, surrounding Indian 
landowners, and Thousand Trails, Inc. 

Harrington Road is a I5-foot wide, one-lane, gravel drive serving as an easement for ingress 
and egress to Darrk Lane for the single family residence located on the adjoining 40-acre fee 
parcel, just east of the Bow Hill Reservation Main Parcel. 

Roadway Conditions 

Speed limits are 65 mph on Interstate 5, 35 mph on Bow Hill Road, 25 mph on Darrk Lane, 
and 35 mph on most other arterials in the area. Pavement quality on both Bow Hill Road and 
Darrk Lane are generally good, with limited exceptions in the form of some failing segments 
along the 4 to 6 percent (eastbound) downgrade on Bow Hill Road between Darrk Lane and 
Old Highway 99, to the east of Bow Hill Reservation. The principal traffic controls within the 
immediate Bow Hill Area are 3 marked stops where the 1-5 exit ramps and Darrk Lane enter 
Bow Hill Road. 

Skagit County has a two-phase roadway improvement project in progress for the Bow Hill 
Area: (I) safety and traffic volume improvements of the intersection of Bow Hill Road and 
Darrk Lane, scheduled for completion in summer of 1995, and (2) the reconstruction of Bow 
Hill Road just east of the Darrk Lane intersection, scheduled for completion in 1996. 
The purpose of the former would be to improve the deficiencies in sight distances at the 
subject intersection, and allow for safer left turn traffic. The latter would be to stabilize slopes 
on Bow Hill Road east of Darrk Lane and Old Highway 99 and to correct pavement failure 
problems in that area. 
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Comprehensive traffic accident data for Bow Hill Road is not available. For the 3-year period 
from 1989 to 1991, Bow Hill Road had one accident per year at the Interstate 5 northbound 
ramp intersection and none at the southbound ramp intersection. This is not an uncommon 
accident rate for a mostly rural area. 

Traffic Conditions 

The Tribe commissioned a traffic study of existing conditions which was conducted during the 
summer of 1994 (Entranco, 1994). The purpose of the study was to assess the current traffic 
volumes and movements in the Bow Hill Area, and to further anticipate impacts which might 
be occasioned by the construction and operation of the proposed facility. The study relied 
upon available traffic data and other information and reports provided by the Tribe, WSDOT, 
and Skagit County. This data was supplemented by field investigation and office studies 
conducted by the consultant. 

The 1994 average daily traffic volume on Interstate 5 at Exit 236 (Bow Hill Road) is estimated 
tn he 27,500 (Entranco, 1994). Skagit County reports an average annual daily traffic on Bow 
11111 Ruad of 1,300 vehicles and a peak hour volume of 130 vehicles between Interstate 5 and 
Old 99 North. The weekly daily traffic volume on Darrk Lane is estimated at 550 vehicles 
(Entranco, 1994). 

The traffic study showed p.m. peak hour directional volumes and intersection turning 
movement volumes. The current and projected 1995 without gaming facility peak hour was 
detennined to be from 4:30 to 5:30 p.m. Casual observations, plus the count data, indicated 
that weekday truck and recreational vehicle traffic falls off sharply after 4:00 p.m. 

Figure 3-6 indicates projected summer Friday p.m. peak hour traffic volumes in the project 
vicinity. These volumes are based on a 10 percent increase applied to the observed 1994 
volumes to adjust to a Friday basis, plus a 5 percent increase to project the latter forward to 
the summer of 1995. The Friday analysis provides a conservative assessment of traffic 
impacts for the gaming facility (a worst-case scenario) for 1995. 

A level of service (LOS) analysis was made for the 1995 without casino p.m. peak hour 
volumes (typical summer Friday peak case). (LOS is a grading system that indicates the level 
of congestion and delay at intersections and along roadways. LOS calculations show that the 
stopped approaches and main route left-turn movements at the four study intersections on Bow 
Hill Road would likely operate at LOS A for the 1995 summer Friday p.m. peak hour without 
the proposed gaming facility. The LOS grading system applied here and the resulting LOS 
determination does not take into account the existing limited east-west sight distance at the 
Darrk Lane and Bow Hill Road intersection (letter from D. Sheridan, Engineering Division 
Manager, Skagit County Public Works Department, Moun, Vernon, Washington, December 
23, 1994). 
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3.11 Air Quality 

Regulation of air quality in Washington State involves the cooperative efforts of Federal, 
State, Tribal and local government agencies. The Washington Department of Ecology 
(WDOE) has overall statewide authority for air quality, and has primary responsibility for 
protecting local air quality in areas where no local authority exists. The Northwest 
Washington Air Pollution Authority (NW APA) has primary responsibility for air quality in 
Skagit and Whatcom Counties (WDOE, 1993), and therefore within the Bow Hill Area. The 
Tribe has not chosen to pursue this authority for the Reservation as of this date. 

NWAPA and WDOE monitor ambient air concentrations for several criteria pollutants, 
including total suspended particulates, fine particulate matter, carbon monoxide, ozone, 
nitrogen oxides, and sulfur dioxide. Skagit County is classified as in attainment of the ambient 
air quality standards (AAQS) for all of these criteria pollutants (WDOE, 1993). Based on the 
attainment status and monitored pollutant readings well below the standards existing air quality 
in the Bow Hill Area and the remainder of Skagit County can be considered generally good. 
Sources of air emissions within or near the project area include motor vehicles, petrochemical 
plants near Anacortes and Bellingham, plowed fields, and burning of logging residue. 

3.12 Public Services/Infrastructure 

Water 

A nearby public water system operated by Skagit County Public Utility District No.1 (PUD), 
has a water line located approximately 4.7 miles south of the Bow Hill Reservation. PUD will 
provide the 40,000 gallons of water per day for the project, with the necessary 750,000 
gallons/two hour of fire flow required for the project (Resolution No. 1649-94 of the 
Commission of Public Utility District No.1 of Skagit County, Mount Vernon, Washington, 
December 20, 1994). The Tribe has an existing 190-foot-deep water well located just east of 
Darrk Lane. However, the well will not be used for this project. 

Sewer 

An 8-inch sanitary sewer transmission line operated by Whatcom Water District No. 12 serves 
the Bow Hill Area and crosses the North Parcel of Tribal land at the Bow Hill Reservation. A 
12-inch force main, with over 250,000 gallons of excess capacity, much more than the 40,000 
gallons per day required by the project, is located within one mile of the project. Sewage is 
then transported via this line to the City of Burlington treatment facility. The City of 
Burlington has sufficient capacity at its sewage treatment facility for wastewater generated 
from the project and will make the service available (Resolution No. 13-94 of the City of 
Burlington, Burlington, Washington, December 8, 1994). 
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Solid Waste 

The Bow Hill Reservation is located within the solid waste collection territory of Rural Skagit 
Sanitation, a private waste hauler. Solid waste collected from the Reservation is transported to 
the Skagit County-owned solid waste collection station, located approximately 14 miles 
southwest of the Bow Hill Area. 

Power and Telephone 

Puget Sound Power and Light Company, a private utility company, provides power to the Bow 
Hill Reservation and all of Skagit County. Three-phase power is located approximately 0.75 
mile east at the intersection of Bow Hill Road and Old U.S. Highway 99. Darrk Lane is 
currently served by single-phase electric power. General Telephone and Electronics provides 
local telephone service to the Reservation. A 48-pair telephone line was installed along Darrk 
Lane in the 1980s. There is no natural gas utility service to the Reservation. 

Emergency Services 

Police protection is afforded by the Upper Skagit Police Department and through law 
enforcement mutual aid agreements between the Tribe and two neighboring Indian tribes. 
Law enforcement officer availability through this agreement includes five full-time and two 
part-time officers. The police station is located on the Tribe's Helmick Road Reservation, 
approximately 12 miles from the Tribe's Bow Hill Reservation preferred alternative site . 
The maximum emergency response time between the Bow Hill Reservation and the Helmick 
Road Reservation is approximately 15 minutes (personal communication with E. Fernando, 
Chief, Upper Skagit Tribal Police, Sedro-Woolley, Washington, September 19, 1994). 

Fire and emergency response for the Bow Hill Reservation is provided by the Alger Fire 
District, supplemented by a mutual aid agreement with Burlington and other adjacent districts. 
Ambulance service in the western Skagit County area is provided by Med One. Maximum 
emergency response times for fire and ambulance services are approximately 10 minutes 
(personal communication, D. Cain, Skagit County Fire Marshal, Mount Vernon, Washington, 
September 23, 1994). 

3.13 Recreation 

Skagit County maintains 17 public parks that offer a variety of recreational opportunities. 
The closest park to the Bow Hill Reservation is Pomona Grange Park which is located 
approximately 1 mile east of the site on Old Highway 99 North. Private-sector commercial 
recreational faCilities within an approximately I-mile radius include the Thousand Trails 
campground; the Skagit Speedway (an auto racing venue), which is located north of the 
Reservation on Old Highway 99 North; a Kampgrounds of America (KOA) campground 
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(120 sites) located south of the project site on Old Highway 99 North; and the Avalon Golf 
Course located approximately 2 miles south of the Reservation near Old Highway 99. 

The Thousand Trails campground is located directly north of the North Parcel of Reservation 
land. The 2S0-acre facility is open all year, and has 230 full-serviced campsites. The average 
annual estimated number of visitors at the facility from July 1991 to June 1992 was 
approximately 56,200, of which approximately 85 percent visited the campground between 
Memorial Day and Labor Day (personal communication, 1. Jaeger, Engineering Manager, 
Thousand Trails Inc., Bellevue, Washington, September 9, 1994). 

3.14 Aesthetics 

The Bow Hill Reservation Main Parcel and North Parcel are both currently partially 
developed, with roadways and utilities, and contain a mixture of vegetation types, some of 
which have been altered to varying degrees. The southern end of the Main Parcel has been 
cleared of all vegetation, and is used seasonally for the sale of fireworks. The primary 
viewers of both parcels are campers driving past the site on Darrk Lane to the Thousand Trails 
C;.i,npground. The campground is approximately 2,300 feet north of the Main Parcel, and is 
adjacent to the North Parcel. Views of the North Parcel from within the campground are 
screened by vegetation. The Main Parcel cannot be seen from the campground. 

Interstate 5 is located immediately west of the Bow Hill Reservation. Trees and shrubs along 
the edge of the right-of-way screen views of the interior of the site from Interstate 5 . 

One single-family detached dwelling is situated on the east side of Darrk Lane approximately 
600 feet north of the Bow Hill Reservation Main Parcel. A travel trailer residence is located 
on the west side of Darrk Lane approximately 180 feet north of the Main Parcel. 

Trees on the west side of the Main Parcel can be observed from the retail seafood outlet 
located west of Interstate 5 adjacent to Bow Hill Road, and from two nearby residences. 
Visual elements from this location toward the site include Interstate 5, the southbound 
Interstate 5 exit ramp to Bow Hill Road, light standards along the exit ramp, and light 
standards for the retail fish outlet parking lot. Trees on the western edge of the site can also 
be observed from the Bow Hill Road overpass that crosses Interstate 5. 

3.15 Noise 

The Bow Hill Reservation is located east of, and adjacent to, the Interstate 5 right-of-way. 
Freeway traffic can be heard from within both parcels, and from Darrk Lane. There are 
currently no structures or noise sensitive receptors at the Main Parcel, nor are there any noise 
generating facilities. The Thousand Trails campground, an occupied house, and an occupied 
travel trailer north of the site on Darrk Lane, and two residences west of Interstate 5 are the 
only uses or structures located within one-half mile of the proposed project that might be 
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classified as noise or odor sensitive. The travel trailer residence is located approximately 180 
feet north of the Main Parcel on the west side of Darrk Lane. The single family dwelling is 
located approximately 600 feet north of the Main Parcel on the east side of Darrk Lane. 

Noi-,e is customarily measured in decibels (dB), units related to the apparent loudness of 
sound. An A-weighted decibel (dBA) represents sound frequencies that are normally heard by 
the human ear. On this scale, the normal range of human hearing extends from about 3 dBA 
to 140 dBA, with speech normally occurring between 60 and 65 dBA. A 10 dBA increase in 
the level of a continuous noise represents a perceived doubling of loudness, whereas a 3 dBA 
increase is just noticeable to most people (Hessler, 1993). 

Because of the presence of Interstate 5, noise levels at the Bow Hill Reservation are higher 
than noise levels typically found in rural areas, which range from 40 dBA during the day to 30 
dBA at night (see Table 3-1). Staff from the WSDOT Noise Program estimated the likely 
peak (L,q) daytime noise level at a site 400 feet from the center northbound lane of Interstate 5 
(which is approximately the distance to the center of the gaming facility site) at 64 dBA 
(personal communications with T. Coats, Washington State Department of Transportation, 

"':'ia, Washington, July 22, 1994). The estimate was based on several assumptions 
involving traffic volume (average annual daily traffic of 33,000), traffic composition 
(91.3 percent automobiles and 8.7 percent trucks), speed (65 mph), peak hour traffic volume 
(8.1 percent), and a straight line-of-sight between the Bow Hill Reservation and the center lane 
of Interstate 5. In a follow-up contact, WSDOT staff indicated that reanalyzing this case with 
a reduced freeway traffic volume to represent potential nighttime traffic loads, of which 
approximately one-third of the truck volumes are at night (personal communication, 
J. Cryderman, Enforcement Officer, Washington State Patrol, Bow, Washington, December 
15, 1994), would still result in a corresponding noise level of about 61 dBA at 400 feet from 
the centerline (personal communication, E. Combs, Washington State Department of 
Transportation, Olympia, Washington, December 15, 1994). 

3-1 Typical noise levels, by type of setting 

Table 3-1 Typical noise levels, by type of setting. 

Setting 

Rural Areas 

Suburban Areas 

Busy Urban Areas 

Source: Duerden, 1971. 
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45 dBA 

50dBA 

Nighttime 

30 dBA 

35 dBA 

35 dBA 
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3.16 Cultural Resources 

In June 1994, the Tribe, under the advisement of the State Historical Preservation Office, 
conducted a cultural resources survey of the Bow Hill Reservation. The survey was prepared 
by professional archaeologists, Robert R. Mierendorf and Paula Hartzell of Skagit Snow and 
Water, Unlimited (1994). Prior to the survey, there were no known surveys for cultural 
resources or archeological sites recorded in the Bow Hill Area. A check of the archeological 
site inventory maintained at the Washington State Office of Archaeology and Historic 
Preservation (OAHP) in Olympia indicated that no cultural resource sites have been recorded 
with the office for the entire area encompassed by the Alger, Washington, U.S. Geological 
Survey (U.S.G.S.) quadrangle. 

The objective of the survey conducted by Skagit Snow and Water was to locate, describe, and 
record all cultural resources located within the Bow Hill Reservation, particularly any that 
appeared to be greater than 50 years old. Cultural resources as defined by this objective 
include artifacts, features, sites, and historic standing structures that are situated above, on, or 
below the present ground surface. Due to the extensive mineral soils exposed in the existing 
cI;';.'hes and recent survey transects, shovel testing was not warranted. 

The survey found one isolated flaked cobble being found in a disturbed context, at the 
northwest perimeter of the Main Parcel. This artifact constitutes the only certain cultural item 
found that is older than 50 years old. The survey also identified a basin shaped feature, 
approximately 50 centimeters in diameter and 30 centimeters in depth. at the southeast edge of 
the North Parcel. The feature, of uncertain origin and age, consists of a basin shaped oxidized 
stain in the soil found exposed in the walls of an existing drainage ditch. No construction 
activities are planned in or near the area where the feature is located. 

There are no sites listed on or eligible for inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places 
that are located on or immediately adjacent to the Bow Hill Reservation (Skagit Snow and 
Water, 1994). If a locus or concentration of chipped stone artifacts exists in the vicinity, it 
may be on the higher parts of the landform. which are to the west, within or beyond the 
Interstate 5 corridor (Skagit Snow and Water, Unlimited. 1994). 

A sacred andlor religious site survey conducted by the Tribe revealed no sacred or religious 
sites on or immediately adjacent to the Bow Hill Reservation (letter from F. Williams, 
Chairman, Upper Skagit Indian Tribe, December 18, 1994). The survey included a record 
and literature search of cultural resources information compiled by the Tribe for over the past 
fifteen years on the Bow Hill area, consultation with theTribe's Cultural Committee, and a 
field survey of the area. 
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4.1 

4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES AND MITIGATION 
~?-" (// , 

Geology, Topography, and Soils ~// \ 
.' ... ~ 

Building and operating the proposed projed'Wo\Jld have no impact on the underlying geology 
at the Bow Hill Reservation. The local topography would be altered very slightly by surface 
grading needed to prepare the site for construction. 

Construction of the project would disturb approximately 14.5 acres of the land surface 
at both the Main and North parcels, and could cause a minor temporary increase in soil 
erosion. Approximately 1 acre would be temporarily disturbed in the road and utility 
right-of-way, between the Main and North parcels, for the construction of a sewage pipeline. 
Soil compaction from construction equipment, clearing of vegetative cover, and development 
of impermeable surfaces during construction would increase surface runoff from the site. 
However, the relatively flat topography of the site, and the soil type present, indicate that the 
natural erosion hazard would be relatively low (Pacific Survey and Engineering, 1994). 
In addition, a construction erosion and stormwater control plan would require the use of 

'per erosion control practices during construction. 

Approximately 12 acres of the Main Parcel and 2.5 acres of the North Parcel would be mostly 
covered with impermeable surface materials after construction is complete. The addition of 
impermeable surfaces could increase runoff velocity and quantity, and thereby increase the 
potential for erosion at the site and downstream without preventive action. Pacific Survey and 
Engineering's (1994). The stormwater drainage plan for the project incorporates a series of 
detention ponds or swales to contain and slow runoff from the project site (letter from 
D. Holzl, Pacific Survey and Engineering, February I, 1994). By collecting, conveying, and 
slowing down water from typical 2-, 10-, and lOO-year, 24-hour storm events, the potential 
for on-site and downstream erosion during project operation would be minimal. 

The proposed gaming facility incorporates a construction erosion and stormwater control plan 
and a drainage plan for the project operation phase. These plans would ensure the use of 
appropriate erosion control practices during the construction period. No mitigation measures 
would be needed. Therefore, utilizing these best management practices, erosion during 
construction or operation of the project is not expected to be significant. 

4.2 Climate 

Affects to climate as a result of this project are not expected to be significant in light of the 
small scale of the proposed gaming facility. 
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4.3 Water Resources 

Construction of the proposed gaming facility would not be likely to significantly affect water 
quality because the site is fairly flat, and a construction stormwater control plan would be 
implemented as part of the project. Expected water quality effects on surface waters from 
operation would also be insignificant. The facility drainage plan submitted by Pacific Survey 
and Engineering detailed a stormwater system that would be designed to trap pollutants 
washed into the system from throughout the site (primarily parking areas) (personal 
communication, D. Holzl, engineer, Pacific Survey and Engineering, Bellingham, 
Washington, September 23, 1994). 

The stormwater detention system entails the construction of shallow grass lined treatment 
ponds or swales for each site. In the area of the casino site, the most practical loction for this 
pond is the southeast corner, west of Dank Lane. Another treatment swale system will be 
constructed on the parking site east of Darrk Lane (see figure 4-1). A third treatment system 
is planned for the overflow parking area on the north parcel (see figure 4-2). It is anticipated 
that all of the ponds or swales will be constructed on upland sites and no wetlands will be 

llrhed. Stormwater from all developed portions of the sites will be treated in these systems 
before being released to downstream ditches and streams. For all practical purposes, the post
development flows will be indistinguishable from pre-development flows in both quantity and 
quality (letter from D. Holzl, Pacific Survey and Engineering, February 1, 1995.) 

Retaining pollutants in the pond during storms, when pollutants would be most likely to effect 
downstream water quality (letter from J. Wiggins, President, ATSI, Bellingham, Washington, 
June 28, 1994), should prevent any significant effect on surface water quality at the project 
site or downstream in accordance with the Stormwater Management Manual for the Puget 
Sound Basin (WDOE, 1992). 

Although not required, the Tribe will, pursuant to best management practices, monitor water 
quality conditions on and adjacent to the Bow Hill Reservation during construction and 
through 3 years of project operation. Monitoring will be conducted according to a water 
quality monitoring plan prepared for the Tribe by the Skagit System Cooperative (1994). 

4.4 Vegetation 

Upland Forest Community 

Approximately 10.5 acres of existing vegetation on the western portion of the Main Parcel 
would be removed for construction of the gaming facilities and parking areas. Upland 
vegetation to be removed includes regenerating deciduous trees and second-growth coniferous 
forest (with an average age of 45 years). Approximately 1.5 acres of existing vegetation on 
the east side of the Main Parcel, south of Harrington Road, would be removed for a parking 
area. Upland vegetation to be removed in this area includes western redcedar and red alder 
(with an average age of 45 years). There would be no disturbance or vegetation removal north 
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of Harrington Road and within 15 feet of the top of the slope on the east side of Bob Smith 
Creek on the main parcel. An additional 2.5 acres of existing vegetation (primarily young 
deciduous forest) on the North Parcel would be removed to construct an overflow parking 
area. 

Vegetation around the perimeter of the site would be left intact where possible, to limit the 
extent of site clearing. Organic soils removed from building foundation and parking areas 
during site grading would be stockpiled for later use in landscaped areas. 

A narrow strip of land running parallel to Darrk Lane, approximately 1,800 feet long in the 
road and utility easement would be temporarily disturbed for the connection to the sewer line 
that crosses the North Parcel of Bow Hill Reservation. Assuming a clearing width of 
approximately 10 feet, this would disturb slightly less than 0.5 acres of vegetation that is 
predominantly young deciduous forest. 

Riparian Community 

11" the riparian vegetation found on the Bow Hill Reservation is located in the eastern 
portion of the Main Parcel. Construction of the 1.5-acre parking area on the southeastern 
portion of the Main Parcel will be outside of the riparian corridor. 

4.5 Wetlands 

A total of 0.96 acres of wetlands in two areas of the main parcel would be filled during 
construction of the project (see figure 4-1). Planned activity in the north parcel, including 
overflow parking area construction, will not encroach upon wetlands (see figure 4-2). 
The project will not require an individual Department of the Army permit because il) the total 
wetland fill area is under 1 acre, (2) the affected wetlands have low or moderate functions and 
values, and (3) there would be no disturbance of the riparian corridor (letter from A. R. 
Uhrich, Army Corps of Engineers, Seattle District, September, 1994). 

There are 0.75 acre of predominantly palustrine scrub-shrub wetlands located in the western 
portion of the Main Parcel. The wetlands have been disturbed by past logging activities. 
All 0.75 acre of this wetland area would be eliminated by construction activities. The overall 
functional value of these wetlands was rated as low. Based on the size and low value of the 
affected wetland area, this impact would be insignificant (see Figure 4-1). Approximately 
0.21 acre of wetlands at the southeastern corner of the Main Parcel would be eliminated by 
construction activities. Wetlands to be filled are on the eastern edge of this area and are of 
moderate function and value (see Figure 4-1). 
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Most of the palustrine forested wetlands found on the Bow Hill Reservation are located north 
of Harrington Road in the eastern portion of the Main Parcel and along the riparian corridor. 
Selective logging has previously occurred in this area. The remaining palustrine forested 
wetlands are to be avoided for the purposes of this project, those east of Darrk Lane but north 
of J-Iarrington Road. 

4.6 Fish and Wildlife Resources 

The project would not be expected to have any adverse effects on fish resources. The upper 
reaches of Bob Smith Creek within the Bow Hill Reservation are seasonally dry and do not 
support fish. The potential for adverse impacts to fish resources that may be present in the 
lower reaches of the creek would be prevented through erosion control, stormwater retention, 
and water quality monitoring measures that are incorporated in project plans. 

The project would result in both temporary and permanent impacts to wildlife. Construction 
of the project would result in the loss of approximately 14.5 acres of deciduous and coniferous 
forest on both parcels, including approximately 0.96 acres of wetland wildlife habitat. 
n'l1inating these habitats would reduce habitat for deer, birds, amphibians, and small 
mammals. However, construction would not disturb the 4.5 acres of wetlands north of 
Harrington Road, the riparian corridor along Bob Smith Creek, nor the eastern wetlands 
located on the 8.5-acre North Parcel. 

Construction and operation of the gaming facility would also increase the level of human 
activity and noise at the site, leading to additional avoidance of the area by wildlife species. 
Some species such as black-capped chickadees, that are tolerant of human disturbance are 
likely to use remaining habitat close to the facility. Other species might avoid the area 
entirely. Given the current high level of noise and activity near the freeway, and the 
abundance of similar wildlife habitat in the area of that being displaced, the additional impact 
created by the proposed project is expected to be minimal. 

4.7 Threatened and Endangered Species 

The project would not affect primary habitats for bald eagles, marbled murrelets, or northern 
spotted owls. As discussed in Section 3.7, the closest known bald eagle nest is approximately 
1. 5 miles from the project and the closest known area where bald eagles congregate is over 5 
miles away. Representatives from FWS and WDFW who visited the Bow Hill Reservation 
agreed that the gaming facility site does not contain habitat suitable for the northern spotted 
owl or the marbeled murrelet. 

Operation of the gaming facility would increase the human presence at Bow Hill Reservation. 
Because of the habitat conditions present, however, birds of the above mentioned threatened 
species are not likely to use the site and the project would be unlikely to affect any of the 
species (letter from D. C. Frederick, FWS, Olympia, Washington, September 15, 1994 and 
letters from J. Bernatowicz and A. G. Stendal!, biologists, WDFW, July 25, 1994). 
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The northern goshawk, spotted frog, and mountain quail do not occur on the Bow Hill 
Reservation. Because of habitat requirements and species use characteristics (see Section 3.7), 
no adverse impacts to these candidate species are expected. 

Based on the planned project siting, the Bow Hill Reservation habitat where the red-legged 
frog would typically occur, and their most likely Reservation breeding area (the forested 
wetland and inundated pools on the northeast portion of the Main Parcel east of Darrk Lane 
and the wetland on the extreme east side of the 8.5 acre North Parcel), no adverse impacts are 
expected to this species. Those areas will be avoided during construction and operation and 
will remain undisturbed. Given these constraints, no likely adverse impacts from this project 
to this candidate species or its habitat are expected (letter from J. Wiggins, President, ATSI, 
Bellingham, Washington, September 7, 1994). 

The project would not affect primary habitats for ETS plant species. As discussed in Section 
3.7, there is no evidence that any ETS plant species are located on the Bow Hill Reservation 
or the immediate area. 

4,8 Socioeconomics 

Population 

Although the Preferred Alternative would create approximately 750 to 800 new jobs, the 
gaming facility would be expected to have little or no effect on the population of Skagit 
County or the Reservation. A sizeable portion of the jobs created would be held by the overall 
Tribal community, and most of the remaining jobs are expected to be filled by local residents. 
Skagit County has been averaging 4,360 unemployed residents per month in the first half of 
1994 (personal communication, P. Parker, Washington State Employment Security 
Department, Olympia, Washington, August 8, 1994), so the local labor force should be able to 
fill the project jobs from the existing pool of available labor. Therefore, the project is not 
expected to trigger significant immigration. 

Employment 

Under contract to the Tribe, a team of economists from Western Washington University 
conducted a study of the economic impact of the proposed gaming facility on the local and 
regional economy. The economic impact study concluded that the Preferred Alternative would 
have a significant long-term beneficial impact on the economy of the Tribe, Skagit County, 
and northwest Washington (Merrifield and Hagen, 1994). The proposed project would not 
represent a large-scale construction effort that would have significant employment-related 
effects on the local economy. The scale of the proposed gaming facility is such that it would 
likely be one of several moderate-sized commercial developments active in western Skagit 
County at the time of development. The project would provide a temporary source of 
employment for a small fraction of the existing construction labor force in the local labor 
market. This labor market includes approximately 2,400 existing construction jobs in Skagit 
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County, plus additional construction employment in adjacent areas of Snohomish and 
Whatcom Counties. The project would generate around 75 temporary construction jobs. 

The Preferred Alternative would create between 750 and 800 new full-time operation jobs at 
wages comparable to or better than typical local wage levels. The new jobs at the gaming 
facility would represent approximately 2.2 to 2.5 percent of existing total employment in 
Skagit County, and about 10 percent of existing employment in the trade and services sectors. 
Most of the operations positions at the gaming facility would likely be filled by current 
residents of Skagit County (both Tribal members and non-members) and nearby Whatcom and 
Snohomish Counties. The Tribe's employment preference policy for this project includes local 
residents to increase the likelihood that employment benefits remain at a local and regional 
level. Overall, the project would directly create a small long-term increase in trade and 
services employment within this labor market, which is considered a positive impact. The 
project would also indirectly support additional employment increases primarily in the trade 
and services sectors, through the multiplier effect. 

The new long-term jobs created by the Preferred Alternative amount to 15 to 17 percent of the 
. '194 Skagit County unemployed labor force (personal communication, P. Parker, Washington 
State Employment Security Department, Olympia, Washington, August 8, 1994). Therefore, 
the operation of the project is likely provide jobs for currently unemployed workers in Skagit 
County and adjacent areas. As for the Tribe, the operation of this project could virtually 
eliminate unemployment within the Tribe's current 214 member labor force. 

Income 

Construction-related jobs would produce an estimated $2.1 million direct increase in income 
for construction workers, the majority of whom would come from Skagit County or elsewhere 
in northwestern Washington. The Tribe would use local contractors and material suppliers 
whenever practical and feasible. Therefore, much of the estimated $10,000,000 project 
construction cost would be spent in northwestern Washington and benefit the regional 
economy. 

Operating the gaming facility would have significant, long-term direct and indirect positive 
income effects on the local and regional economies. The economic variables that would be 
influenced include total personal income, labor income in various economic sectors, taxable 
retail sales, and sales tax revenues (Merrifield and Hagen, 1994). 

Total personal income in northwest Washington is also estimated to increase as a result of 
the Preferred Alternative by $18 million to $ I 9 million annually during the early years of 
operation, and is expected to increase to approximately $22 million by the year 1999. 
While many sectors would experience growth in income as a result of the project, somewhat 
more than three quarters of the total effect would be concentrated in the services sector (which 
includes recreation). Taxable retail sales in northwest Washington would also experience a 
strong positive effect. 
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The proposed gaming facility would directly benefit the Tribe and is expected to eliminate the 
general state of poverty within a fairly short period of time. Of the 750 to 800 jobs created by 
the project a significant portion v.:,ould be filled by the tribal community. Jobs created by the 
project would offer employment opportunities to a high percentage of the tribal community, 
even those with lesser job skills. The Tribe intends to use a portion of the expected net profits 
to assist tribal community members in, among other things, developing job skills through 
education, job readiness, and work experience programs. 

4,9 Land Use 

Long-term impacts to land use at the Bow Hill Reservation would result from developing 
approximately 14.5 acres of business or commercially designated property from an 
undeveloped state. Approximately 4.5 acres of wetlands on the east side of the Main Parcel 
and 6 acres of upland and wetlands on the North Parcel would remain undisturbed. Based on 
the extent of the area affected, these land use changes would not represent a significant local 
impact. 

"\,.~ Preferred Alternative could intensify land use at the Bow Hill interchange, and could 
induce further development on nearby lands. Properties near the Bow Hill Road-Interstate 5 
interchange that are designated commercial by Skagit County would be the areas most likely 
affected by future land use intensification. However, the limiting factor for additional 
commercial development in the Bow Hill Area is the availability of wastewater treatment 
service. For other than the Tribe's project, additional wastewater treatment availability at the 
City of Burlington will not occur until after facility expansion, expected in the year 2010. 
Skagit County designation of other lands in the immediate area as rural will also limit 
development. 

4.10 Transportation 

The Tribe commissioned Entranco in 1994 to conduct a traffic study for the project. 
The study focus was to estimate future traffic levels and related service impacts associated with 
the Preferred Alternative. The results of that study were provided to Skagit County Public 
Works Department in September, 1994. Subsequently, the Tribe and the County have jointly 
identified and agreed to project area road system improvements that will meet County 
standards, provide safe and efficient traffic operation under the Preferred Alternative, and 
address existing road system limitations (letter from D. Sheridan, Engineering Division 
Manager, Skagit County Public Works Department, December 23, 1994). These proposed 
road improvements, including identification of project proponents, project supervision, 
completion date and financial responsibility, are also discussed in Section 4.18, Mitigation. 

In determining the traffic effects under the Preferred Alternative, the study included estimated 
number of customers (from the project marketing study), estimated number of employees, the 
likely route of both customers and employees to the site, and existing traffic conditions. 
The study indicated that 97 percent of the traffic attributable to operation of the gaming facility 
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would be via Interstate 5, with 34 percent to and from the north, and 63 percent to and from 
the south. The project peak trip generation volumes from the Preferred Alternative are based 
un Saturday operations as applied to a Friday to represent a worst case impact analysis 
scenario. Gaming facility projected hour-by-hour trip volumes from 4:00 p.m. to midnight are 
,i1()W!l in Table 4-1. The highest total site trip generation occurs from 6:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. 
(729 vehicles total entering and exiting), with the second highest peak during the 5 :00 p.m. to 
6:00 p.m. commuter peak hour (617 vehicles). As shown in Figure 4-3, total p.m. peak hour 
traffic volumes would be considerably increased with the gaming facility. 

With the following Bow Hill area road improvements to address increased traffic volumes and 
the existing Bow Hill RoadlDarrk Lane Intersection sight distance limitations, safe and 
efficient traffic operation can be achieved under the preferred Alternative: (I) signage to 
provide advanced warning to westbound traffic on Bow Hill Road, (2) signalization of the Bow 
Hill Road/Darrk Lane Intersection to regulate traffic out of Darrk Lane and reduce delays, 
(3) design and signalization of intersection will take into account and provide safe entry and 
exit for the residence located near the intersection, (4) provision of a left-turn pocket for east
bound Bow Hill Road, and (5) full illumination of Darrk Lane. Due to geographical 

"aints, the existing sight distance limitations can be dealt with primarily through 
signalization and signage versus roadway realignment. 

The level of service LOS (p.m. peak hour), shown in Figure 4-3, for the project area 
intersections, with these roadway improvements, meet Skagit County requirements (letter from 
D. Sheridan, Engineering Division Manager, Skagit County Public Works, December 23, 
1994). The Bow Hill RoadlDarrk Lane intersection improvement design includes nearby 
residence driveway consideration and owner imput to provide safe entry and exit for the 
residence (personal communiction, T. Loney, January 31, 1995) The Bow Hill Road 
improvement project is a Skagit County project with financial and engineering assistance 
provided by the Tribe. 

The scheduling of gaming facility events (primarily bingo sessions), customer and employee 
bus transportation service, and staff shift changes, will be utilized to minimize and regulate 
traffic effects under the Preferred Alternative . 
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4-1Hourly traffic volumes, 4:00 p.m.-12:00 a.m. 

Table 4-1. Hourly traffic volumes, 4:00 p.m.-12:00 a.m. 

Hours Inbound Outbound 

4:00-5:00 p.m. 205 248 

5:00-6:00 p.m. 290 327 

6:00-7:00 p.m. o; 420 309 

7:00-8:00 p.m. 230 264 

8:00-9:00 p.m. 250 236 

9:00-10:00 p.m. 200 199 

10:00-11 :00 p.m. 150 317 

1 I :00-12:00 a.m. 120 362 

a/ Peak hour 

Total 

453 

617 

729 

494 

486 

399 

467 

482 

Even though the level of sevice LOS (delay time for vehicles) increases during peak hour (see 
Figure 4-3) at the effected Bow Hill Road Intersection, acceptable County LOS will be 
maintained under the Preferred Alternative. Additionally, the current unsafe conditions on 
Bow Hill Road and at the Bow Hill Road/Darrk Lane Intersection will be substantially reduced 
with the proposed road improvement measures. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative would 
not result in significant traffic impact. 

4.11 Air Quality 

Construction of the proposed project would result in two types of air emissions at the Bow Hill 
Reservation. Motorized construction equipment would produce small quantities of carbon 
monoxide, ozone, and nitrogen oxides as combustion by-products. Construction traffic and 
wind would also generate blowing dust from disturbed areas at the Reservation. Dust emis
sions can be controlled through regular watering of disturbed areas. Both types of emissions 
would be minor, highly localized. and short term. Therefore, the expected effects of project 
construction on air quality would not be significant in the Bow Hill Area, which is in 
attainment of the AAQS. 

During operation, the gaming facility would be expected to generate as many as 3,110 average 
daily trips (Entranco, 1994). The introduction of this additional traffic would increase the 
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volume of air emissions in the vicinity of the Bow Hill Reservation. However, this increase 
must be considered within the context of existing traffic levels and emissions patterns. 
An estimated daily average of 27,500 light and heavy vehicles pass by the Reservation on 
Interstate 5 per day. Additional existing local daily traffic includes approximately 1,300 
vehicles on Bow Hill Road, 550 vehicles on Darrk Lane, and about 3,000 vehicles on Old 
Highway 99 (Entranco, 1994). The local increase in traffic and vehicle emissions contributed 
by the gaming facility would be small relative to the existing local levels of traffic and vehicle 
emissions. Therefore, it is reasonable to assume that the small increase in vehicle emissions 
attributable to the gaming facility would not perceptibly decrease short- or long-term air 
quality in the Bow Hill Area, which is in attainment of the AAQS. 

4.12 Public Services/Infrastructure 

The proposed gaming facility development is not expected to have any significant adverse 
impacts on local public facilities and services as indicated by the appropriate public officials 
contacted with regard to the project (see Section 5.0 Consultation and Coordination). 
Skagit County Public Utility District No.1 has available water and will provide water service 

.he Bow Hill Reservation via existing roads and utility right-of-ways (Resolution No. 
1649-94 of the Commission of Public Utility District No.1 of Skagit County, Mount Vernon, 
Washington, December 20, 1994). The Preferred Alternative is expected to use 35,000 to 
40,000 gallons of water per day for domestic use and require 750,000 gallons of storage for 
fire flows. 

The preferred alternative would be expected to generate approximately 35,000 to 40,000 
gallons of wastewater per day and use existing wastewater transmission lines and treatment 
facilities of local jurisdictions. The Tribe would connect the gaming facility discharge to 
Whatcom Water District No. 12's 12-inch force main transmission line, which is located 
within 2,500 feet to the east at Highway 99, with an 8-inch transmission line using an existing 
utility right-oI-way within and along the existing County road and utility right-of-way of Bow 
Hill Road. The Tribe has contacted the local transmitter of sewage waste, Whatcom Water 
District No. 12, and the operator of the local treatment facility, the City of Burlington, with 
regard to access to these services, and they have agreed to provide the services (Resolution 
No. 13-94 of the City of Burlington, Burlington, Washington, December 8,1994). 

Because of the size and intended construction materials and design, and the availability of 
required fire flows, the gaming facility would not add measurably to the demands for local fire 
pmtection (personal communication, D. Cain, Skagit County Fire Marshal, Mount Vernon, 
Washington, September 23, 1994). It is anticipated that deputized security personnel will 
supplement Tribal police to provide security and police functions for the proposed gaming 
facility. 
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4.13 Recreation 

Development of the gaming facility would have minimal impacts on existing recreational 
facilities and activities. The insignificant impacts that would occur would primarily be limited 
to the construction period. 

Based on the nature of the Preferred Alternative and its geographic relationship to existing 
recreation resources, the Thousand Trails, Inc. commercial campground is the only resource 
that would be affected. Other recreation facilities in the general project area operated by 
Skagit County or the private sector would not be affected by the project. Impacts at the 
Thousand Trails campground would primarily consist of minor disturbance and inconvenience 
during construction of the project. Construction traffic, noise, and dust would be noticed by 
campers driving past the construction site to the Thousand Trails campground, and brief travel 
delays might be encountered during selected types of construction activities. 

4.14 Aesthetics 

Th· c'.640 square foot gaming facility would be sited in the northwestern part of the Main 
Parcel between Darrk Lane and Interstate 5. The building would be one story in height, with 
a cupola of approximately three stories rising above the center of the building. The building 
would be designed to suggest a Northwest nautical style. The gaming facility would be 
surrounded on the north, east, and south sides by parking areas and landscaping. 
As previously stated, substantial area east of Darrk Lane would be left undisturbed . 

The gaming facility would be visible from Darrk Lane and, to a lesser extent, from Bow Hill 
Road. A landscaped strip between Darrk Lane and the gaming facility parking areas would 
help screen the facility and soften its visual presence when observed from Darrk Lane. Part of 
the cupola could be visible from Interstate 5. The gaming facility would change the visual 
character of the west part of the parcel. However, the Northwest nautical architectural design 
of the building would likely be perceived by viewers as in character with the site and region. 
Landscaping with indigenous vegetation will help the facility fit visually with the surrounding 
area. Parts of the roof of the gaming facility would be visible from the retail seafood outlet 
and two nearby residences located west of Interstate 5, and to motorists driving on the Bow 
Hill Road overpass. 

The gaming facility estimated traffic volume and the timing of that traffic will generate 
increased night-time vehicle lights for the single family residences located near the intersection 
of Bow Hill Road and Darrk Lane and, to a lesser extent, for the single-family residence 
located on Darrk Lane (see Figure 3-1). 

To address this Preferred Alternative effect, a natural material (such as tree and rock) light and 
sound barrier, designed with owner input (personal communication, T. Loney, single-family 
residence owner, Bow Hill Road and Darrk Lane intersection, January 31, 1995)(personal 
communication, B. Carnahan, single-family residence owner, Darrk Lane, August, 1994) . 
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Construction of a I ight and sound barrier for these residences is also discussed in Section 4,18, 
Mitigation. 

At night the gaming facility would be more visible due to lights from the building and parking 
101 The visual impact of increased night -time light levels, however, would be expected to be 
minor. Existing conditions at the Bow Hill interchange area include exterior and parking lot 
lights at the retail seafood outlet, freeway light standards along the exit and on-ramps, and 
freeway and roadway traffic lights, Therefore, the addition of lighting from the gaming 
facility would not be a significant change to the night-time visual character. 

The following best management practices would help soften views of the gaming facility and 
visually tie the facility to the surrounding landscape: 

• Use native plants when possible when landscaping. 
Heavily plant landscaped areas along Darrk Lane and Bow Hill Road to screen 
parking areas. 
Maintain as much of the natural vegetation as possible between Darrk Lane and the 
gaming facility to frame and soften the view of the facility, 

• Use low intensity exterior lighting and downlighting to reduce light production 
from facility, 

Based on the degree of landscape modification created by the gaming facility and the benefits 
of the design measures listed above and the building of light and sound barriers for the 
effected residences, the aesthetic impacts of the project would be insignificant. 

4.15 Noise 

Construction and operation of the proposed gaming facility would both produce additional 
noise at the site and in the immediate vicinity. Construction vehicles and machinery operation 
would create short -term, intermittent noise effects that would be audible at nearby properties. 

Vehicular traffic would be the project's primary noise source during the operation phase. 
Gaming facility -generated traffic would represent another potential noise source in addition to 
existing traffic and other noise in the vicinity of the Bow Hill Reservation, Because Interstate 
5 is immediately west of the project site, however, noise from freeway traffic would continue 
to dominate local ambient conditions. As indicated in Section 3,15, the daytime noise level at 
the project site is likely to reach about 64 dBA, which is considerably above the 40 dBA level 
that is typical for rural areas. The nighttime freeway noise level is still likely to be near 60 
dBA compared to a typical ambient night level of 30 dBA. Speed and vehicle mix are very 
important factors in determining the noise level produced by traffic; freeway traffic near the 
site averages a speed of about 65 mph, while speeds on Bow Hill Road and Darrk Lane would 
be 35 mph or less. 
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Trucks also generate more noise than cars; one heavy truck is generally the noise equivalent of 
18 passenger cars (personal communication, E. Coombs, Washington State Department of 
Transportation, Olympia, Washington, December 15, 1994). Interstate 5 has a significant 
proportion of truck traffic, particularly at night; approximately one-third of the weekday 
average of 5,000 trucks, 2,500 passing through the Bow Hill Weigh Station southbound and 
2,500 passing by northbound, on Interstate 5 travel at night (personal communication, 
J. Cryderman, Enforcement Officer, Washington State Patrol, Bow, Washington, December 
15,1994). In comparison, virtually all of the casino traffic would be passenger cars or other 
light vehicles. 

Given the current noise level at the proposed project site, the increased noise levels generated 
by the proposed project would be negligible for residents at the single family dwelling located 
on Darrk Lane and the dwelling located near the intersection of Bow Hill and Darrk Lane. 
Though not necessary for noise abatement, a light and sound barrier, as described in Section 
4.18, Mitigation, will be constructed to minimize any project effect and to reduce exsisting, 
pre-project noise levels. 

'onscquently, potential noise receptors near the casino would be affected (day or night) by 
one high-volume, high-speed noise source that includes many trucks (and passenger buses), 
and one low-volume, low-speed noise source with few trucks. Under these conditions, 
potential noise receptors near both sources would continue to experience ambient noise levels 
that are determined by Interstate 5 and that woutJ not be measurably increased by the second, 
minor noise source (personal communication, E. Coombs, Washington State Department of 
Transportation, Olympia, Washington, December IS, 1994). Therefore, vehicle traffic noise 
associated with the casino would not have a significant impact. 

4.16 Cultural Resources 

No sites listed on or eligible for inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places will be 
effected by the Preferred Alternative project (letter from Dr. Robert G. Whitlam, State 
Archaeologist, Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation, State of Washington). 

The small basin-shaped feature found on the extreme southeast edge of the 8.5-acre North 
Parcel will be avoided and left in its present condition. Ground disturbing activities will not be 
conducted in this area (Skagit Snow and Water, Unlimited; 1994). Evidence of cultural 
resources was not found in other areas of the site that would be affected by project 
construction. The Tribe, based on the review of cultural resources records, reports, and 
information compiled on the Bow Hill Area, on file at the Tribal Offices, concluded that no 
sacred or religious sites will be effected by the proposed project (letter from F. Williams, 
Chairman, Upper Skagit Indian Tribe, December 19, 1994). In the event that any artifacts or 
other resources are discovered during ground-disturbing activities, the Tribe would be 
informed immediately, and if needed, appropriate protection measures taken. 
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4.17 UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE IMPACTS 

Unavoidable adverse impacts are those environmental consequences of an action that cannot be 
avoided, either by changing the nature of the action or through mitigation, if the action is to be 
lmdertaken. In general, the adverse impacts identified previously in Chapter 4 and 
summarized in Section 2.5 would be unavoidable consequences of developing a gaming facility 
(or any commercial operation of comparable scale) at the Bow Hill Reservation. Physical 
impacts such as erosion and sedimentation are inevitable if the ground is disturbed, although 
these impacts can be minimized with appropriate control measures. Similarly, clearing of 
vegetation and construction of impervious surfaces are unavoidable requirements for 
developments such as the proposed gaming facility. Developing the Bow Hill Reservation also 
requires filling 0.96 acres of wetland that cannot be avoided, although the Preferred 
Alternative plans would leave larger wetland areas on the more sensitive eastern portion of the 
site undisturbed. Other unavoidable consequences of the project include converting 
undeveloped land to commercial use, modifying the visual environment, and introducing 
additional traffic to the facility and the immediate vicinity. 

, ''l MITIGATION 

Transportation, Traffic, Aesthetics, and Noise 

The Preferred Alternative mitigation measures will include: 

(l) An active warning sign 500 feet east of the Bow Hill Road/Darrk Lane intersection. 
This sign will provide advanced intersection and signal warning to westbound traffic on 
Bow Hill Road. This measure will assist in correcting existing intersection sight 
distance limitations. 

(2) Installation of traffic signals at the Bow Hill RoadJDarrk Lane intersection, an eastbound 
left turn lane on Bow Hill Road for the intersection, and a right turn lane exiting Darrk 
Lane to safely regulate entry and exit to Darrk Lane and and to provide safe entry and 
exit to the residence near the intersection (see Figure 3.1) and to correct existing unsafe 
conditions at this intersection. 

(3) Illumination of Bow Hill Road and the Bow Hill Road/Darrk Lane intersection as an 
additional safety measure for this area. 

(4) The construction of a light and sound barrier in front and/or alongside the single-family 
dwellings located on Darrk Lane and near the intersection of Bow Hill Road and Darrk 
Lane to provide a screen and barrier for light and sound that may be generated by this 
project (see Figure 3.1). 

With respect to the roadway improvement, as previously stated, Skagit County determined 
that these measures will adequately mitigate traffic effects from the Preferred Alternative 
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(letter from D. Sheridan, Engineering Division Manager, Skagit County Public Works, 
December 23, 1994). This project will be a Skagit County project, with engineering and 
financial assistance from the Tribe. Financial responsibility for the roadway improvement 
project will be assigned and allocated between Skagit County and the Tribe on the basis of 
correction of existing unsafe conditions and effects attributable to the Preferred Alternative. 
The Tribe will be responsible for the latter. Estimated completion date for the roadway 
improvement is late summer, 1995, but in no event later than Gaming Facility operation date. 

As for the light and sound barrier for the two previously noted residences, this mitigation 
measure will buffer and screen these residences from light and noise effects from the Preferred 
Alternative and reduce current light and noise levels caused by existing freeway and roadway 
traffic volumes. Estimated completion date is late summer, 1995, but in no event later than 
Gaming Facility operations date. 

With these mitigation measures, the Preferred Alternative will have no significant adverse 
effect on the project area environment. These measures will, however, substantially reduce 
current unsafe conditions at the Bow Hill Road/Darrk Lane intersection and at the residence 
~par this intersection. 

4.19 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

Cumulative impacts are defined as the incremental impact of a proposed action when added to 
other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions, regardless of what other agency 
or person undertakes the other actions (40 CFR 1506.7). Cumulative impacts can result from 
individually minor, but collectively significant actions taking place over a period of time. 

Assessment of the potential for cumulative impacts from the proposed gaming facility 
primarily involves considering the identified project-specific impacts within the context of 
other known or expected actions that have affected or will likely affect project area resources. 
The appropriate focus for this assessment is the overall pace and pattern of development in the 
Bow Hill Area and within the larger Skagit County community. The environmental studies 
conducted for the project have not identified any unique or regionally significant resources that 
would be adversely affected by the project. Therefore, the potential for cumulative impacts 
from the proposed gaming facility relates to the incremental contribution of the project in 
conjunction with other historic and ongoing development events. 

The Bow Hill Area and western Skagit County remain largely rural, but both areas have been 
int1uenced by land conversion and development. There is relatively little development in the 
immediate vicinity of the Bow Hill Reservation, but a major freeway, a commercial retail 
outlet, a commercial campground, and several rural residences are present. Within a radius of 
I or 2 miles of the Reservation are another commercial campground, a motor speedway, a new 
golf course, and additional rural residences. These developments have all created effects on 
the local environment that are similar to those expected from the proposed project, such as 
runoff from impervious surfaces, removal of existing vegetation, increased local traffic, and 
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modification of the local aesthetic environment. Add:onallimited development in the Bow 
Hill Area may be likely in the future, particularly within the 10 acre parcel of land designated 
for commercial use by the County, located at the southwest corner of Bow Hill Road and 
Interstate 5. However, as previously stated, near future commercial development in this area 
is constrained by the availability of wastewater treatment service and the County's "Rural" 
designation of lands west of Interstate 5. The impacts of the proposed gaming facility would 
add to the effects of these past and expected future actions, but would represent a small 
incremental increase in local development-related consequences. The scope and scale of the 
Preferred Alternative are such that the Bow Hill Area will likely remain predominantly rural 
for the foreseeable future, with physical, biological, and human environmental conditions, that 
are generally similar to existing conditions. 

Within this context, the cumulative effects of the Preferred Alternative on the physical and 
biological environments would be inconsequential and barely measurable. Because the gaming 
facility would generate a relatively large number of jobs and volume of business, it would 
represent a small but noticeable cumulative addition to the expanding local economy. 

\, currently designated on the Official Skagit County Zoning Map, July, 1981, and as 
recommended in the Final Draft Land Use Element of the Skagit County Comprehensive Plan, 
June, 1994, the area lying between the Town of Alger and City of Burlington will remain 
largely rural. This rural land use designation signifies that no imminent or potential 
commercial growth would occur in and around those areas other than the proposed Bow Hill 
Reservation gaming project. In addition, sewage utility capacity is not projected to be 
available for future commercial development in the Bow Hill Area with the exception of the 
gaming project. 

As described in Section 3.7, southwestern Skagit County has been experiencing relatively 
rapid population and economic growth, with associated urban development. The annual 
conversion of undeveloped agricultural and forest land to residential, commercial, industrial, 
and other urban land uses is extensive. Overall, the impacts of the proposed gaming facility 
would be individually minor when viewed independently, and would remain insignificant when 
viewed collectively within the context of other relevant County-wide actions or events. 

4.20 PERMITS REQUIRED 

The Tribe win be required to obtain a US Army Corps of Engineers Nationwide Permit (not 
an Individual Permit) for fill of wetlands and a National Pollution Discharge Elimination 
System (NPDES) permit from the US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) for stormwater 
runoff during construction of the project prior to the start of construction activities. 
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5.0 CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION 

The following Federal, State, and local agencies were consulted during the planning process 
iu! the gaming development and the preparation of the EA. Coordination activities generally 
involved permits and approvals needed for the proposed project or the provision of services to 
the gaming facility, Copies of key correspondence documenting the coordination process are 
included in Appendix A. The agencies contacted during the process include the following: 

Federal Agencies 
• Bureau of Indian Affairs 

Army Corps of Engineers 
Fish and Wildlife Service 

• Environmental Protection Agency, Region 10 
State Agencies 

Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation 
• Department of Fish and Wildlife 

Department of Transportation 
• State Gambling Commission 

Local Agencies 
Skagit County Public Works Department 

• Skagit County P,U,D, No. I 
Skagit County Board of Commissioners 

• City of Burlington 
Whatcom Water District No. 12 
Skagit County Fire Marshall 

• Alger Fire District No. 14 
Upper Skagit Tribal Enforcement 
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e H,IWPDOCSlGAMI"GlEAFlNAl,04/95 60 



• 

7.0 LIST OF PREPARERS 

EA Preparers 

Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
2284 Community Plaza 
Sedro Woolley, Washington, 98284 
(206) 856-5501 
FAX (206) 856-3175 

Doreen Maloney 
Daniel Jones 

Enserch Environmental Corporation 
10900 N. E. 8th Street, Suite 500 
L" _ . c: c, Washington, 98004-4405 
(206) 451-4600 
FAX (206) 451-4187 

Chris Lawson 
Mark Greenig 
Ron Tressler 
Bruce Stoker 
Kristin A very 
Stacie Seaver 

Resource Specialist Consultants 

Aqua-Terr Systems, Inc. (Wetlands, Candidate Species) 
Jolm A. Pinner & Associates (Geotechnical) 
Pacific Survey and Engineering (Storm water) 
Skagit System Cooperative (Fisheries, Hydrology) 
Shannon & Wilson, Inc. (Groundwater) 
D.H.. Strong, Inc. (Wastewater) 
Skagit Snow and Water, Unlimited (Cultural Resources) 
Drs. David Merrifield and Daniel Hagen, Western Washington University (Economic Impacts) 
Entranco (Traffic) 
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Consultation and Coordination 

Appendix A 
Consultation, Coordination and Public Involvement 

Letter from A. Uhrich, Chief, Environmental and Processing Section, U.S. Army Corps 
of Engineers, September 8, 1994. 

Letter from D. Frederick, State Supervisor, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
March 22, 1994. 

Letter from J. Bernatowicz, Wildlife Biologist, Wa. State Dept. of Fish and Wildlife, 
July 25, 1994. 

·tter from A. Stendal, Area Habitat Biologist, Wa. State Dept. of Fish and Wildlife, 
July 25, 1994. 

Letter from D. C. Frederick, State Supervisor, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
September 15, 1994 . 

Letter from D. Barnet, County Engineer, Skagit County Public Works Department, 
July 8, 1994. 

Letter from R. Medved, Director of Public Works, Skagit County Public Works Department, 
September 23, 1994. 

Letter from D. Sheridan, Engineering Division Manager, Skagit County Public Works 
Department, Mount Vernon, Washington, December 23, 1994. 

Letter from P. Messina, City Administrator, City of Burlington, September 12, 1994. 

Letter from Skagit County Board of Commissioners, Skagit County, September 22, 1994. 

Letter from G. Welch, Interim District Manager, Whatcom County Water District 
No. 12, September 9, 1994. 

Letter from J. Kirkpatrick, General Manager, Public Utility District No.1 of Skagit County, 
September 14, 1994. 

Resolution No. 13-94 of the City of Burlington, Burlington, Washington, December 8, 1994. 
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Appendix A 
Consultation, Coordination and Public Involvement 

Continued 

Resolution No. 1649-94 of the Commission of Public Utility District No.1 of Skagit County, 
Mount Vernon, Washington, December 20, 1994. 

Letter from Dr. R. Whitlam, State Archaeologist, Office of Archaeology and Historic 
Preservation, July 22, 1994. 

Letter from F. Williams, Chairman, Upper Skagit Indian Tribe, December 19, 1994. 

The following additional individuals were contacted in gathering data for use in this 
environmental assessments. 

1. Ed Fernando, Chief, Upper Skagit Tribal Enforcement 

~ Dan Cain, Skagit County Fire Marshall 

3. Dan Constante, Chief, Alger Fire District #14 

4. Joe Wallace, EPA Region 10, NPDES General Permit 

Public Involvement 

Notice of Proposed Action to Adjacent Property Owners, August 31, 1994. 

Letter from B. Black, Superintendent, Puget Sound Agency, Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
September 14, 1994. 
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The following is a list of wildlife species that typically occur in the vicinity of 
the Bow Hill Reservation Site, or in similar settings . 

Forested Environment 

Mammal Columbian black-tailed Odocoileus hemionus 
deer col. 

Coyote Canis latrans 

Red fox Vulpes vulpes 

Raccoon Procyon lotor 

Opossum Dedelphis virginiana 

Porcupine Erethizon dorsatum 

Spotted skunk Spilogale putorius 

Striped skunk Mephitis mephitis 

Mountain beaver Aplodontia rufa rufa 

Douglas squirrel Tamiasciurus douglasi 

Snowshoe hare Lepus american us 

Longtailed weasel Mustela Jrenata 

Townsend's chipmUnk Eutamias townsendii 

Red-backed mouse Clethrionomys gap peri 

Deer mouse Peromyscus 
maniculatus 

Vagrant shrew Sorex vagrans 

Trowbridge's shrew Sorex trowbridgei 

Red tree vole Phenacomys 
longicaudus 

Townsend's vole Microtus townsedii 

Shrew mole Naurotricus fuscus 
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Birds Pileated woodpecker Dryocopus pileatus 

Downy woodpecker Picoides pubescens 

Western screech-owl Otus kennicotti 

Common crow Corvus brachyrhynchos 

Steller's jay Cyanocitta stelleri 

Northern flicker Colaptes auratus 

Rufous-sided towhee Pipilo 
erythrophthalmus 

American robin Turdus migratorius 

Swainson's thrush Catharus ustulatus 

Varied thrush Ixoreus naevius 

Red-breasted sapsucker Sphyrapicus ruber 

• Brown creeper Certhia americana 

Dark-eyed junco Junco hyemalis 

Red-breasted nuthatch Sitta canadensis 

Chestnut-backed Parus rufescens 
chickadee 

Black-capped chickadee Parus atricapillus 

Mountain chickadee Parus gambeli 

Golden-crowned kinglet Regulus satrapa 

Ruby-crowned kinglet Regulus calendula 

MacGillivray's warbler Oporornis tolmiei 

Fox sparrow Passerella iliaca 

Purple finch Carpodacus purpureus 

House finch Carpodacus mexicanus 
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Pine siskin 

Bushtit 

Reptiles and Rubber boa 
Amphibian 

Common garter snake 

Western terrestrial garter 
snake 

Northwestern garter 
snake 

Northern alligator lizard 

Northwestern salamander 

Long-toed salamander 

Pacific giant salamander 

Olympic salamander 

Roughskin newt 

Ensatina 

Dunn's salamander 

Van Dyke's salamander 

Western redback 
salamander 

Tailed frog 

Western toad 

Pacific tree frog 

Red-legged frog 

Bullfrog 
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Carduelis pinus 

Psaltriparus minimus 

Charina bottae 

Thamnophis sirtalis 

T. elegans 

T. ordinoides 

Elgaria coerulea 

Ambystoma gracile 

A. macrodactylum 

Dicamptodon ensatus 

Rhyacotriton olympicus 

Taricha granulosa 

Ensatina eschscholtzii 

Plethodon dunni 

P. vandykei 

P. vehiculum 

Ascaphus truei 

Bufo boreas 

Hyla regilla 

Rana aurora 

R. catesbeiana 



Shrub Environments 

~1ammals Townsend's chipmunk Eutamias townsendii 

Raccoon Procyon lotor 

Opossum Dedelphis virginiana 

Black-tailed deer Odocoileus hemionus 

Deer mouse Peromyscus 
maniculatus 

Vagrant shrew Sorex vagrans 

Coyote Canis latrans 

Red fox Vulpes vulpes 

Red-backed mouse Clethrionomys gapperi 

Townsend's vole Microtus townsedii 

Trowbridge's shrew Sorex trowbridgei 

Striped skunk Mephitis mephitis 

Birds Wilson's warbler Wilsonia pusilla 

Orange-crowned warbler Vermivora celata 

Red-tail hawk Buteo jamaicensis 

Song sparrow Melospiza melodia 

House sparrow Passer domesticus 

Barn swallow Hirundo rustica 

American robin Turdus migratorius 

European starling Sturm us vulgaris 

Red-shafted flicker Colaptes auratus 
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Reptiles 
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American goldfinch 

California quail 

Common yellow-throat 

Ring-necked pheasant 

Common garter snake 

Cardellus tristis 

Callipepla calif arnica 

Geathlypis trichas 

Phasianus calchicus 

Thamnaphus sirtalis 
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Indian Population and Labor Force Report 

102-477, the Indian Employment, Training, and Related Services 
ll!lJIlSIJra{JlulL Act of 1992, mandates the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) to puhlish, 

,!~,!,~~,,~_, __ biennially, a report on the American Indian and Alaska Native 
Jj!l~!;'!"','."VU eligible for services that the Secretary ofthe Interior provides to 
mt;,.i<:an Indian and Alaska Native people. 

re"Ol-t provides 2003 calendar year data on tribal enrollment, service 
and labor force information for the Nation's 562 federally recognized 

i:IiantrilJ,es. All the data provided in this publication was determined by 

~~i~~;~:~a~~v::~ of each tribe and certified as accurate by their tribal leader or 
~£ .. In addition to the 562 federally recognized Indian tribes, this report 

. '. several corporate and "at-large" Alaska tribal entities that were formed as 
the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act of 1971. 

.!.1~:G~~:~:I~ recognized Indian tribes, 79 percent provided revised data for this 
)', of the tribes that did not provide updated population and labor force 

l~'JIUU identified the lack of staffing and resources as the primary reason for 

the Indian reservation population, there was less than 10 percent change 
and 2003 regardless of informational area. The one exception, where 

Derci~nt of change exceeded 10 percent nationally, is "Not Available For Work" 
ml"rp9.<prl by about 23 percent (from 208,451 in 2001 to 268,485 in 2003, an 

lcr'p""p 60,034). Much of the increase occurred in Self-Governance tribes, which 
vu,,, .. u for 74 percent ofthe national increase. 

factors contributed to the Self-Governance increase, such as revised 
()i!0\c'gi,es used by Self-Governance tribes, additional tribes included in the Self
""!Ul:e section of the report, as well as eligible Indians who came to reside in 

'~tlt.~\";o~'er:naJnce tribe's service area to benefit from increased opportunities. 



Tribal Enrollment 

The total 2003 reported Tribal Enrollment of 1,923,650 represents an increase of 
107,146 or 5.9 percent over the 1,816,504 enrollment reported in the 2001 Labor 
Force Report. 

The total 2003 reported Tribal Enrollment represents an increase of 495,380 or 34.7 
percent over the 1,428,270 total Tribal Enrollment reported in 1995, the first year 
Tribal Enrollment information was collected and inclnded in this biennial labor 
force report. 

The 2003 increase in enrollment is attributed to updated tribal rolls, improved 
record keeping procedures, and revisions to tribal enrollment criteria. 

Service Population 

The total 2003 reported Service population of 1,587,519 represents an increase of 
63,494 Indian residents or 4.2 percent over the 1,524,025 reported in the 2001 labor 
force report. 

The total 2003 reported Service Population represents an increase of 327,313 or 26.0 
percent over the 1,260,206 total Service Population reported in 1995, and an 
increase of 852,624 or 216 percent over the total Service Population reported in 1982 
(the earliest year for which data were available). 

The 2003 increase in Service Population is attributed to increased record keeping 
and improved data collection methods, as well as eligible Indian individuals and 
families who came to reside in the tribe's service area to benefit from opportunities 
and services unavailable to them in off-reservation communities. 

Employment 

Unemployment, as a percent of the available labor force, remained the same (49 
percent) in 2003 as it was in 2001. Even so, 3,091 more employment eligible 
individuals in the Service Population were unemployed in 2003 (394,705) than were 
unemployed in 2001 (391,614). Likewise, 2,109 more individuals were employed in 
2003 (405,823) than were employed in 2001 (403,714). 

The percent of Indians who were both eligible for BIA services and who were 
employed remained about the same (approximately 25 percent) over a 21-year 
period (1982 to 2003). Over this sante period, the percent oflndians who were both 
eligible for BIA services and who were unemployed yet able to work increased from 
20 percent to 25 percent. 

The total 2003 workforce of 800,528 also increased by 5,200 individuals or about 1 
percent, over the total workforce of" 795,328 reported in 2001. The total 2003 
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workforce increase is primarily attributable to an increase in the Service 
Population, most of which (70.5 percent) are aged 16 or older and are available for 
inclusion in the workforce. 

In 2003, Indian individuals employed but earning wages below the poverty level 
decreased by 772 between 2001 (132,500) and 2003 (131,728), and the overall. 
percentage oftbose employed remained virtualIy the same (32.8 percent in 2001 and 
32.5 percent in 2003). 

The number ofindian individuals employed (405,823) represents 51 percent of the 
total workforce. Of the 51 percent of the Service Population that is employed, 32 
percent earn wages below the 2003 poverty guidelines established by the U.S. 
Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS). This pattern remained 
relatively constant during the period 1982 to 2003 - from 32 percent to 36 percent of 
employed Indians were employed below that year's poverty guideline. 

Coverage: 

Each tribe that responded designated a tribal labor force coordinator who used a 
standardized survey reporting form to collect data and provide estimates on their 
enrolled members and members from other tribes who lived "on-or-near" the 
reservation and who were eligible to use the tribe's BIA-funded services. The 
aggregated total ofthose eligible to use the services constituted the tribe's Indian 
"Service Population." Excluded from each tribe's 2003 Service Population total and 
other report totals were members who, for example, were serving in the Armed 
Forces or attending post-secondary institutions and not residing on tribal lands. 
Members were also excluded from the tribe's Service Population ifthey had 
relocated for purposes of direct employment or were incarcerated or confined to a 
long-term treatment facility. 

The data within the Regional/Tribal section of this Report are provided by Tribe, by 
BIA Agency, and by BIA Region. The Navajo Nation is listed by BIA Agency, 
under the BIA Navajo Region. Alaska Native entities are listed individ~ally or 
grouped by consortium. 

Definitions (from 25 CFR § 20_1): 

Indian means any person who is a member of a Federally recognized Indian tribe. 
Some tribes have enrolIment criteria that alIows their members to have a blood 
quantum less than the one-fourth specified in 25 CFR § 20.1. 

Indian Tribes are tribes, bands, nations, rancherias, pueblos, colonies, communities, 
and Alaska Native groups recognized as eligible for funding and services from the 
BIA and included in the current list of tribal entities, pursuant to Section 104 of the 
Act of November 2,1994 (pub. L. 103-454; 108 Stat. 4791). Tbe list was last 
published in the Federal Register on December 5,2003. 
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Available for Work represents the tribe's 2003 "Total Work Force" and is the sum 
of the "Age 16-64" and "Age 65 imd Over" sub-totals minus the number of 
individuals who were "Not Available for Work." 

Number Employed is determined by aggregating the tribe's estimated subtotals of 
the number of individuals in their Service Population who were either employed by 
public, private, or tribal entities. 

Number Not Employed is determined by subtracting the "Number Employed" from 
the tribe's number of individuals in the tribe who were "Available for Work." 

Uuemployed as a percent ofthe Labor Force is determined by dividing the 
"Number Not Employed" by the "Total Work Force" (also called the "Available for 
Work" total). 

Employed, but Below Poverty Guideline is determined by using the DIllIS Poverty 
Guidelines (applicable for 2003). The tribe estimated the number of its employed 
work force whose annual earned income was below the poverty guideline. For 
example, for a family of two the poverty threshold of combined earned income was 
$12,120 and for a family of four the poverty threshold of combined earned income 
was $18,400 (for Alaska, $13,940 and $21,160 respectively). Additionally, the report 
tables show the percent ofthose employed below the "Poverty Guideline." This 
percent is derived by dividing the tribe's estimated total number of "Employed, but 
Below Poverty Guidelines" by the "Number Employed." 

Report Format: 

The Indian PopUlation and Labor Force Report is organized into three sections: 

1. National Totals by State 

2. National Totals by Region 

3. Totals by Region and Tribe 

For tribes with reservation boundaries and service populations that are located in 
more than one state, the tribe's labor market totals are proportionately distributed, 
by tribal population, for each state. An asterisk "*,, following a tribe's name in the 
"Region/Tribe" section indicates that the reported totals were from the 2001 Report. 
Also, "NR" in any column signifies that data was not provided by the tribe. In 
addition, the total for the State of Alaska does not equal the total for the Alaska 
Region, because about half the Alaska tribes are in the Self-Governance section of 
the "Totals by Region and Tribe." 
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Near'Reservation means those areas or communities adjacent or contiguous to a 
r('S~rvation, which are designated by the Assistant Secretary upon recommendation 
of the local BIA Superintendent. The recommendation is based upon consultation 
with the tribal governing body of those reservations on the basis of such general 
criteria as: 

~ Number ofIndian people native to the reservation residing in the area; 
~ A written designation by the tribal governing body that members of their 

tribe and family members who are Indians and residing in the area, are 
socially, culturally, and economically affiliated with the tribe and the 
reservation; 

~ Geographic proximity of the area to the reservation; and 
~ Administrative feasibility of providing an adequate level of service. 

For Alaska, the term includes the entire State, since Alaska Native tribes are 
typically isolated from each other and are not formed as reservations, except for the 
Metlakatla Indian Community on the Annette Island Reserve in southeast Alaska. 

On Reservation means American Indians who live within the present reservation 
boundaries and who are eligible for BIA-funded services. 

Resident Indian means American Indians living on or near Federal reservations 
who are considered part ofthe tribe's service population . 

Headings/Terms Used in Tables: 

Tribal Enrollment is the total number oftribal enrollees who are certified as being 
tribal members by their tribe's leader or designate. Pursuant to tribal governing 
documents, tribal enrollees may live on-reservation or anywhere outside the 
reservation - for example, in distant towns, cities or foreign countries. 

Total Service PopUlation is the tribe's estimate of all American Indians and Alaska 
Natives, members and non-members, who are living on-or-near the tribe's 
reservation during the 2003 calendar year and who are eligible to use BIA-funded 
services. The aggregated sum of those reported as "Age Under 16," "Age 16-64," 
and "Age 65 and Over" sub-totals of a giveu tribe equals the tribe's "Total Service 
Population." Typically, Indians included in a tribe's Service Population live within 
a reasonable distance ofthe reservation from where they can access the tribe's 
services. Such Indians typically do not live in distant cities, towns, or foreign 
countries. 

Not Available for Work is the total estimated number of individuals who were age 
16 and over and who were included in a tribe's Service Population, but because of 
personal circumstances were umible to assume or sustain gainful employment . 

IV 



Additional Information: 

Any questions regarding a specific tribe's labor market information can be directed 
to the tribe's BIA Agency, Field Office or Regional Office. The current Tribal 
Leaders Directory, with contact information for BIA Regional and Agency offices 
and the tribes, can be accessed at www.doi.gov/leaders.pdf.This report can also be 
found at www.doi.gov/triballaborforce2003/pdf. 

VI 
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e Local Estimates of Indian serVIC.e .ion and Labo: 'Aarket Information 
e 

. 
Alasl," Region COMBINED TOTALS " ,\', ';'(;;';)";",{;;!'i');i,!i:;wi'$ERVIt:;E'if'.O£J.lI.:ATJON: 0N,QR;NEAR,RESERVATION 2'of 3 \' ,',,' 

Aae Distribution Data Labor Force Data Total Em£lo ed 

Agency, Tribe, and Reservation Available for 
Tribal Total Eljyjbl~ for No! Avail8ble Work 0, Tota) Number Nof Unemploy~d 3$ % Employ~d, bul Below 

Names Enrollment Services A!lR Under 16 Ag& 05& fQrWork WorkForce Numwr Employed of labor Force PoveliyG~s 
StSite/s 1" (1)«2)+(3) 1" Age 16_64 (2) Over ''I ,., 

'" Employed (6) '" ,., public (~I Private PO) TOlal (11) , % 

Kaguyak* AK 8 6 2 4 0 0 4 3 1 25% 3 0 3 2 67% 
Kaktovik Village (aka Barter Island)· AK 227 259 76 165 18 12 171 63 108 63% 60 3 63 2 3% 
Karluk, Native Village of* AK 186 186 87 88 13 35 64 50 14 22% 48 2 50 24 48% 
Kas.ig!uk AK 607 603 209 362 32 93 301 152 149 50% 0 152 152 59 39% 
Kenaitze Indian Tribe AK 1,200 3,7Q1 1,261 2,024 416 611 1,829 788 1,041 57% 108 680 786 475 60% 

Kiana AK 683 356 111 220 25 53 192 37 155 81% 24 13 37 0 0% 
King Salmon AK 85 73 17 49 7 28 28 6 22 79% 1 5 6 6 100";(, 

Kipnuk AK 776 776 286 452 38 91 399 118 281 70% 101 17 118 44 37% 

Knik Tribe AK 837 3,264 1,141 2,016 107 375 1,748 200 1,548 89% 50 150 200 172 86% 

KOdiak Tribal CounciL<Shoonaq') AK 1,246 1,760 650 979 131 120 990 673 317 32% 0 673 673 116 17% 
Kwethluk AK 784 584 200 348 36 ,. 365 103 262 72% 92 11 103 103 100% 

KWigiUingok* AK 408 266 80 172 " 7 179 78 101 56% 74 4 78 33 42% 

Larsen Bay, Native Village of AK 471 73 23 44 6 26 24 12 12 50% 6 6 12 12 100% 

Lesnoi ViU~ {\!\bogy Island)* AK 255 115 5 89 21 0 110 4 106 96% 2 2 4 1 25% 

Lime* AK 44 43 18 
" 

6 1 24 11 13 54% 10 1 11 10 91% 

Louden Tribal Council'" AK 572 282 87 178 17 17 178 98 80 45% 93 5 98 6 6% 

Lower KalskaQ AK 280 388 108 271 9 9 271 37 234 66% 35 2 37 37 100% 

Marshall~ AK 345 265 83 170 12 8 174 B1 93 53% 78 3 B1 14 17% 

Mekoryuk AK 497 201 24 157 20 54 123 75 48 39% 58 17 75 38 51% 

Mentasta Traditional Council"" AK 250 311 95 208 8 28 188 142 46 24% 140 2 142 76 54% 

Naknek AK 390 300 157 107 36 24 119 62 57 48% 28 34 62 17 27% 

Newhalen Village AK 194 135 45 85 5 5 85 7B 7 8% 37 41 78 18 23% 

Newtok' AK 313 308 135 161 12 69 104 73 31 30% 70 3 73 19 26% 

Nightmute AK 239 211 84 112 15 23 104 101 3 3% 99 2 101 36 36% 

Ninilchik Village AK 592 699 202 614 83 251 446 375 71 16% 70 305 375 44 12% 

Noatak· AK 497 386 168 189 29 4 214 76 138 64% 72 4 76 22 29% 

Nondalton AK 443 174 55 105 14 9 110 39 71 65% 38 1 39 4 10% 

Noorvik Native Community· AK 735 472 149 301 22 30 293 127 166 57% 120 7 127 21 17% 

Northway' AK 256 252 119 122 11 3, 130 23 107 82% 21 2 23 7 30% 

Nl!iqsuUNooiksuJ1 Native Village of· AK 450 486 214 255 17 11 261 80 181 69% 76 4 80 a 0% 

Nunakauyak Tribe (Toksook Bay)" AK 654 644 272 343 29 3 369 151 218 59% 145 6 151 69 46% 

Old Harbor, Village of AK f,9C 590 164 405 21 185 241 47 194 80% 22 25 47 6 13% 

Orutsararmuit Native Village (Bethel) AK 1,618 3,805 91 3,479 235 538 3,176 1,389 1,787 56% 743 646 1,389 651 47% 

Ouzinkie, Native Village of AK 540 132 L. 45 67 20 -<' L-- .. ~2 ,--_42 20 32% 31 11 42 0 0% 
- - -

",,- .;..-~-,':!;::'liC,<,,> .>; 
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. T 9j5 ._----"-,- -. I r , •. 1 

:,h and Labor r-,.-,arket Informatlon - ~:~:\' 

Alaska Region COMBINED TOTALS ;. .; <. ·.i;;iJ;;!py\c , .... ; <;!);! :;4;!:\m!?1!!lfl'ji:r.SElw.IC;E:;~~eULATIQN.:.QN'QR'NEAR RESERVATION 1 of 3 . 
Ace DIstrIbution Data Labor Force Data Total Emplo ed 

Agency, Tribe, aDd Reservation Avail.bl" for 
Tribal Tot.1 Eligible lor Nol Av~llable Work o. Toial Number No! Unemployed as '4 Employed. but 8elow 

Names Enrolh""n! Services Age Under 16 Age 65 & I«Wo.k Wor~FQfce Number Employed 01 Labo. FD.ce Poverty Guidelines 
State!! ", (1)+(2)+(3) ,,, Age 1 6-64 (2) Over 1" ", ,,, Employed (6) ", ,", PubBc (9) P,ivat~ (10) Tolal (11) • ., 

Afognak Native Village AK 458 1,939 716 1,105 118 118 1,105 227 878 79% 113 114 227 227 100% 
Agdaagux Tribe of King Cove AK 672 348 100 224 24 14 234 116 118 50% 49 67 116 52 45% 

Akhiok Villaqe'" AK 98 86 40 40 6 3 43 36 7 16% 34 2 36 10 28% 

Akiachak- AK 562 408 98 280 30 12 298 141 157 53% 135 6 141 18 13% 

Akiak AK 347 281 102 155 24 NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR 
Anaktukvuk Pass~ AK 275 223 69 140 14 14 140 84 56 40% 81 3 84 13 15% 

Anchoraae CITC '638 Tribal Oro'- AK 7,383 28,884 10,152 17,445 1,287 6,537 12,19S 11,179 1,016 8% 4,236 6,943 11,179 4,012 36% 

Aniak AK 686 528 144 344 40 34 350 217 133 38% 100 117 217 8 4% 

Arctic Village· AK 172 171 so 75 3 3 75 9 66 88% 7 2 9 0 0% 

Asa'carsarmiul Tribe (MI. Villager AK 977 977 366 562 49 1 610 155 455 75% 145 10 155 0 0% 

Atmautluak'" AK 300 201 49 140 12 8 "4 68 76 53% 65 3 68 32 47% -

Atqasuk Village (Atkasook)~ AK 250 274 84 178 12 12 178 59 119 67% 56 3 59 1 2% -

Beaver Villaoe AK 236 218 46 161 11 1 171 18 153 89% 16 2 18 0 0% 

Buckland· AK 386 233 73 150 10 5 155 65 90 SB% 62 3 65 21 32% 

Chalkyitsik AK 123 123 28 81 14 6 89 15 74 83% 15 0 is 4 27% 

Chickaloon Native Village AK 254 1,091 403 634 54 396 292 255 37 13% 45 210 255 159 62% 

Chilkat- AK 99 99 6 70 23 60 33 33 0 0% 24 9 33 25 76% 

Chislochina AK 50 40 7 24 9 12 21 11 10 48% 11 0 11 0 0% 

Chitina Tradjtional Village· AK 412 41 15 26 2 24 9 15 63% 9 0 ·9 8 89% -

Chuathbaluk~ AK 132 80 19 55 6 4 57 32 25 4-4-% 30 2 32 15 47% -

Chuloonawik~ AK 51 49 16 29 4 2 31 9 22 71% 8 1 9 4 44% 

Circle- AK 182 182 38 120 26 4 142 39 103 73% 37 2 39 11 28% 

Diomede, Native Villaoe of InuaHk)- AK 190 205 75 115 15 76 54 31 23 43% 26 5 31 18 58% 

Dow:llas· AK 404 405 75 293 37 45 285 36 249 87% 34 2 36 4 11% 

Eklutna Native Village AK 246 191 51 126 14 23 117 45 72 62% 9 36 45 33 73% 

Emmonak" AK 847 847 317 481 49 191 339 290 49 14% 282 8 290 145 50% 

Fairbanks (FNA '638 Tribal Org.)' AK 6,971 6,971 2,440 4,252 279 75 4,456 836 3,620 81% 761 75 836 475 57% 

False Pass AK 96 102 16 83 3 0 66 2. 57 66% 15 14 29 18 62% 

Georgetown- AK 49 51 15 28 8 3 33 18 15 45% 17 1 18 3 17% 

Hamilton- AK 26 .25 • 14 2 2 14 8 6 43% 8 0 8 2 25% 

Hoonah Indian Association AK 596 596 86 450 60 274 236 176 60 25% 70 106 176 85 54% 

Hydaburo' AK 318 318 44 236 38 130 144 111 33 23% 55 56 111 65 S9% 

lioiuoio AK 65 42 18 18 6 6 18 12 6 33% 8 ·4 12 5 42% 

IQurmuit Tribe (Russian Missiony -_.- - - -- AK 29:4 309 132 162 15 107 70 55 15 21% 52 3 55 14 25% 

Page 1 



on and Labor, iarket 'nformatlon e 

Alaska Region COMBINED TOTALS '\11.0 ,l"OPUlATIOriE ON'ORcNEARRESERVAf'rON .3 of 3 
A e Olstrlbution Data Labor Force Data Total Em 10 ed 

Agency, Tribe, and Reservation 
Names 

Paimiut* 
Pedro Bay· 

Polnt Hope, Native Vtftage of' 
Point Lay, Native Village of" 
Port Lions, Native Villa e of 
Qaga~_ Toyagungin Trib~(San~f't) 

1 Trlbe 
" Vlnag~of 

)--S-er~wik 
I Stevens, Native Village of' 

Trlb .. , Tota' Eligible 101 

I St~le!~ Enr7~~,en' (~J:~~)~~~J 
AK 66 66 

AK 115\ 57 
AK 70 71 

AK 795 794 

AK 197 217 

AK 309 178 

AK 629 629 

AK 234 

AK 129 

AK 713 

AK 1961 119 
AK 377 298 

Tununak- I AK) - 243f 259 

lIil;'lOek, Native Village of~ AK 572j 58~ 
AK 31 21 

\Valdez N'ative Tribe ('638 Tribal Om.) AK 317\ 31~ 
IVenetie, Viffage of~ I AK 2371 23~ 
VItcIinwri ht, Villa e of* AK 593 61: 

:l;fut_,.~~~r!~hlj;00iAla!fk:ajtR-t!'~' fB'i)::,JotAiis! :;:l:!~:i;1tEf J:)L4t:SS5 :;i;~;;)it4-'3 

Available fo' 
Not AvallablR Work or Total Number Nol 

WorkForce Numb@r Employed 
Unemployed as % 

of Labor Force 

'" Public (9) I Private 1101 TOlal (11) 

Employed. but Below 
Poverly Guidelines . ., (5) Employed (61 (7) 

Age Under 111 I I Aga 85 & I forWor)( 
(I) _ Age 16·G-4 (2) OVer PI (4) 

341 111------0] ---J2r 101-- ~32T -'6% 91 11 101 21 20% 21 
2C 

21 
290 

...Jfc 
~ 

,6 
8B 

__ 0 

1Sf 

~ 

" 95 

16! 

1C 

6' 
111 
25~ 

I,(/sl 

-----'" .- - -
426 78 79 425 B 417 98% <\ 4 8 4 50"; 

136 5 21 120 77 43 36% 75 2 77 0 0% 
117 16 0 133 56 77 58% 31 25 56 8 14% 

482 71 101 452 90 362 80% 30 60 90 90 100% 

---;vr - 19 NR N~ NRI NR T- NR NR NR NR NR 

1191 10 24\ 1051 471 5al 55% I 5 42 47 11 23% 

4881 391 2251 3021 1081 1941 64% I 102 6 108 88 81% 

11 75 2 88% 

46% 

~ 171 171 1471 .. I 931 63% 441 101 541 11 2% 
---

406 96% 

13 50% 
2281 271 - 111- -2441 -- 661 -"8173%- -T . " 641 661 61 9", 
1151 111 ,I 1191 751 441 37% 01 751 751 521 69% 
330 28 25 333 178 155 171 7 178 0 0% 

".'lil!! :itiElI~{92.0hi~1·S· 9,,",;38501 ",;,20 80B·;i17 693 9853 . 1()955 ,·20808 8032 39% 
• = 2001 Labor Force Data NR = Totals Not Reported by tribes 
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e Local Estimates of Indian serVice. ,n and labor -,.arket Information • 
Eastern Region COMBINED TOTALS -''', \ ~_---_~_;H_\;XJ\_ (:, ,td_~ll:' \\'::7;~~~;cJ1_::(\lll~t;~~~rj;?; 

! Age Distribution Data 

,F' ~> -:, 

Agency, Field Office, Tribe, and 
Reservation Names 

k Band of Micmac Indians 
Catawba Indian Nation 

Tribe 
Tribe 

Houlton Band of MaHseet Indians 
Jena Band of Choctaw Indians 

t Pequot Tribe 
Tribe of Indians" 

1 Indian Tribe 
it Indian Tribe 

~ t Point 
t Tribe 

i
poarCh Band of Creek Indians

Tunica-Biloxi Indian Tribe 
l Tribe of Gay Head 

_ j Office": : 
:::ayuqa Na~n 
)neida Nation 

Nation 
3eneca Nation 

1st. RegisBandOf MohaWk Indians 
~dofSeneca 

IT a Natio 

Eastern Bani 
Choctaw ~A'tfericy', , 

Ii Band_of-",,-,*,",,~~_ 

Labor Force Data 
i \ 

Avail.ble '0' 
No! Available Work 0' Tot~r Number Not Unemployed as % 

lor Work WorHorc~ Number Employed of Labor Force 
("! (5) Employed (5/ (7) (~) 

~ 

PUbll,:_y)~~" (1~ TOlal 11.!! 

Employed, but BeloW 
Pover1yG~s 

• % 

ME I 904 904 227 646T 311 2iT 64~ 751 57if aa% 1 7~ QI 7~ 3~ 48% 
SC 1 2,478 1,836 595 1,1681 73\ 395\ 846 462! 384 45% 444 18 462\ 79 0 

LA 1 1,060 450 156 2801 14] 111 28~L 151 L 1321 47'. 1 _~ _8~ _ 15'1 3:JL 22% 
LA 819 819 286 496 37 47 486 17 469 97% 5 12 17 0 0% . 

ME 792 437 144 281 12 49 244 109 135 55% 17 92 109 75 69% 

LA 231 136 46 88 2 8 82 35 47 57% 24 11 35 9 26% 

CT 723 723 271 432 20 224 228 172 56 25% 0 172 172 NR NR 

FL 400 589 244 324 21 13 332 171 161 48% 171 0 171 NR NR 

CT 1,611 1,611 580 960 71 NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR 
- --

RI 2,748 2,748 786 1,817 145 NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR 

ME 1,341 707 201 474 32 110 396 142 254 64% 111 31 142 26 18% 

ME 1,977 897 241 602 54 318 338 266 72 21% 201. 59 266 103 39% 

ME 2,247 618 14B 408 62 32 438 320 118 27% 110 210 320 108 34% 

Al 2,264 1,811 217 1,358 236 201 1,393 1,029 364 26% 110 919 1,029 432 42% 

LA 980 318 124 181 13 164 NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR 

~A 1,065 304 91 191 ~ Jl 202 113 89 _~r------1131--_ Of--, __ W 27 24% 

NY 339 29 NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR 

NY 1,000 NR 

NY NR ~R 

NY I 7,3211- 7,322]'2,1231 ---,,6841- 5351- 2,7~_ 2c!96T '-2,4961 _~ L 0% 62.1 -',8721 '2,4961 - 2,2051 88% 

NY 10,830 10,830 2,134 7,849 847 0 B,696 1,308 7,388 85% 413 895 l,30B 24~ _ _ 

NY NR 689 227 386 76 119 343 1'08 155 45% 0 188 186 NR NR 

NY NR 664 219 369 76 135 310 159 151 49% 0 159 159 NR NR 

}, <\.'" '.';, 'i,e".';" ,.",,;:; •• , ",,";.:;;«,;,1,.,;::;;'·' .. ,:.1 
NG 13,'128 7,477 2,260 4,686 511 38 5,159 3,312 1,847 36% 914 2,398 3,312 NR NR 

"";;;', 
MS 9,239 8,099 3.015 4, 51 259 132 4,952 3,725 1,227 25% 1,670 2,055 3,725 745 20% 

. <;.... ii' ,,;'i.,;.;'"','.",c ,.':<,,;,; .,; ;',," <'/;< ::. 
!e Tribe 1 FL 2,983 2,959 1,300 1,596 63 NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR 

~" Eastern Regjon TOTALS;] ';':,i;,' 66608 p' 54 O~~ '?lj5~b6 '34 86t:!l§iZ9~ ,if: ':j 11'42 ~l\.21,872 ,,;14250 w,11J 622, ,49% ';i', , ;;5,074 '>'9 1.76 :;14,250;,,,"'.121'12.9%,. 
";; 2001 Labor Force Data NR = Totals Not t;;' ......... ,... ....... ~ h" l ... 1h",., 

¥"D, _"' ..... -~~;a;?t~~~~~~~~~'~~~R;,2b'W;~"i",)-:,m:~."m""::"'l:"!',~'}~::i.lF;';:'~i0""'y"""'-+:.;''''.,,:;.,. ;;.;;;,. . .... ,0,.'.',. ',,- ~-, ,-~: 



e Local Estimates of Indian Se,vlce e >n and Labo, L1a,ket Information e 

Eastern Oklahoma COMBINED TOTALS lfICE,RClPUbAtJClN:< ON·OR·NEAR RESERVATION 

Agency, Tribe, {Iud Reservation 
Names 

,(Pfflci! 

Labor Force Data Total Em 10 ed 

A'I .. Uable lor 
Tribal T0131 Eligible lor Not Availabl. W.,..k or Tol., Number Not Un.mployad u", 

Enrollment Service. Age Under 16 Age 65.s. ror Work WorkForce Number Employed 01 Labor Force 

State/~ I (1)+(2)+(3) (1) Age 1&-&4 (2) Over PI (4) (5) Employe<! (6) f7f (B) Public (9) I Privata (10' TOla~ 

Employed, but Below 
Po.verty Guidelines . " 

e Indians 47% 125 750 387 52% 
United Keetoowah Band OK 8,603 6,260 1,128 5,461 1,671 6,133 2,646 3,487 57% 239 2,407 2,646 1,964 74% 

e Tribe 57% 
;:!W,:0i.\ 

Ottawa Tribe 42% 
Peo,ia Tribe I OK 1 2,6781 2,6781 5351 1,9651 1781 01 __ NRI NRI NRI NR NRI NRI NRI NRI 0% 

?,U~Pw~~5;~,~b~"""¥<".":,.,,,, ,",' """'" OK 3,014, .,698 532 1~~ 90 42 1,124 1,034 90 8% ~ 102 932 1,034 - 633 61% 
OkmUlgeltAg'ericy::,",:", '::"'::. "",', ;,,":Ed:,', iy. '" '.:" ~F::::"':' """" U ':", ,,',.'.<,' ..... . 

na-Quassarte Tribal Town OK 338 808 329 440 39 82 397 323 74 19% 49 274 323 115 36% 

e Tribal Town ______ OK 320 320 17 266 37 54 249 94 155 62% 57 37 9.4 75 80% 

:l TribalTown OK 764 7641 1251 5661 731 781 561 423 138 25% 159 264 42:3 274 65% 

~~~Z::'ilij:,.",ilij:':'~~"'.!::"'::' ):;"" . " '" ...; "::. ..,..... ..' 
Osa eTribe OK 19,929 11,960\ 3,097\ 7,320\ 1,543\ 1,950\ 6,913 3,086 3,827 55% 1,942 1,144 3,086 1,462 47% 

:';,: .' : '.J:,:,: .",;, y,' ;, .:',."";".,, .. 

OK 14-,307 4,013], 857] 2,88~ 270\ 130'- 3,026 691 2,335 77% 228 463 691 193 28% 

;iill!ri''>:'' :/';1.64058,;"" ,3;j':5a7,I~!iiI~1i'2'j7:I:::::~~2'j)S'O:' ";jlill'r:~ilr3:77jj"':~;20~28 "9650 ,101'76 53'1 .. ,:<;" .. ' 3004 . 6 646" 9650 5402 56% 

"" /'"" I ; .... "'r Force Data NR - Totals Not Reported by tribes 

PageS 
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e Local Estimates of Indian Service P_ n and Labor~' ,rket Information e 

. 
Great Plains COMBINED TOTALS !\,JION 

Agency, Tribe, and Reservation 
Names 

,rij'a't pJii'ins' ReQional Office 
ntee Sioux Tribe 

y ver .Agency 

~h~yenne Rive_rSiou~ Tribe* 
;ro,y.;, J;reek':Ag(mcY,'{>:~-
:row Creek Sioux Tribe;e,--c_~ 

iT Tribes 

Jolala Sioux Tribe of Pine Ridge 

,joux Tribe 

Rock Sioux Tribe 
Standin Rock Sioux Tribe 
Turtle, Mountair{A,Qericy 
Turtle Mountain ~~_§I 
[Trenton Indian$erviceArea 
ITrenton Indian S~rviceArea 

I 
Omaha Tribe 
Santee SiouX Tribe 

) Tribe 

~ Da" Labor Force Data Total 

• Available for 
Trlb~1 Total Ellgibl~ 'or No! Available Work or TOI.I Number Not Unemployed as % 

Enrollment S",.icu Age Under 16 Age 6~ & for Work WorkForce Numbe, Employed' of Lib« Force 
Stlll~/s (AJ (1)+(2)+131 (1) Age 16·64 {21 Over (3) (4) (5) Employed (SI (7) ($1 Public I~ I Pr;vale_ (101 TOlal (11) 

Employed, bUI Below 
Pov .. rtyG~~ . " 

'" ',," """I">"":;""'~I'",>;", = ~,~ 2 ~;,;,'2; '" ,,' 
SD 723 1,922 651 1,222 49 24 1,247 775 472 38% 775 0 775 52 7% 

, ,', ' ,,">;'" ,"';"L IC',';;' ';'" 1"';,,,:'.. ',"> ." , ~ '-"-
SO 14,277 11,422 3,665 6,675 1,082 353 10,704 1,312 9,392 88% 174 1,138 1,312 1,312 100% 

,;o;o' .. ';';oU"";o """."," ", .... ., '" ., --'-
SO 3,507 3,002 1,359 1,502 141 326 1,317 558 759 58% 487 71 558 88 16% 

• '1';, '''''',,',' lL::.i' "" -'- ~ -"'-'-- ' . '-'., 
~_1_g_,789 ____ 8,396 3,371 4,735 290 786 4,239 1,211 3,028 71% 1,087 124 1,211 395 33% 

• ____ ~. ' -;C;:C;; i7?V';;, ~:i;o~ -c -'-- ~r-i -" ,,;; ...... ~ 
NO 5,42E 5,426 1,974 3,254 198 842 2,610 1,427 1,183- 45% 1,401 26 1,427 728 51% 

, '/",1',,""',;;,.;;,' ' .",....'" " ......•..•. 1;"2"""";O',"~' . _ ."--.. ~. "--. 
NO 2,B2l 1,447 587 813 47 202 658 363 295 45% 303 60 363 61 17% 

~, b··"',' ... .,~ ~~ ·.·.o:o::·L .. ' ~'" '~. ' .. 
S( 

SO 1 11,266 11,266 2,642 7,509 1",115 1,489 7,135 1,270 5,865 82% 974 296 1,270 417 33% 

~ ",. • .•... "".h'l .' • •• 'hl;; "h;'"..,,',';'"'' ., c. •. '~ 
NO 13,948 5,776 1,723 3,792 261 98 3,955 1,748 2,207 56% 1,652 96 1,748 1,090 62% 

SO 4,857 1,406 3,230 221 42 3,409 291 3,118 91% 152 139 291 211 73% 

Is.·· L I"~ ~~L""--.·1,.'~ _2 .... --'-.:-'-. 
NO 2,641 635 6,966 17,112 71% 6,966 1,311 19% 

MT 36 25 155 11 7% 155 26 17% 

NO 23% 

NE 5,605 83% 

NE 3,~8 48' 
NE 4,192 1,637 ------66Sr-- 8901 79 43 ---926- 388 538 -- 58% -----91 297 388\ toT 3% 

1",;,;",·;;: ;) •• ,l":;{%;":.,,,., •• , 1,.'2,;" ,.;1 ,,;;'1". 
[Yankton Sioux Tribe __ ?_Q__ 7,742 4,553 1,165! 2,958! 432 953 2,435 702 1,733 71% 657 45 70?1 5891 84% 

Ponca Tribe· 29% 

'." i.',"."";';Great;PI"ins .TOTALS: 39% 
.. = 2001 Labor Force Data NR = Totals Not Reported by tribes 



1I$~'~;;t~:;":e local Es';matesof Ind;an Servke e on and Labor rket Informat;on e" 

Midwest Region COMBINED TOTALS 1< ---:S'C:' '0i".;~\ill!ii,;' ,jiiilil~i¥~~\lj\),jfiUSE!~\lJOl!p(ilpULArIOI\.O/ll;OR'NI!ARRI!SERVATION - - -- • 
Age Distribution Data Labor Force Data Total Emplo ed 

A T . b d R t" Available for gency, n e, an eserva IOU Tribal rotHI EI;glbl~ for NotAv.'I~bl. Work or Total Number No' Ur>emplaved as·~ Employ .. d. bul Below 
Names Enrolln","! Services Age Under Ie Age 65 & for Work Workfare. Number Employed 01 Labor Force po~e"y Guldell""s 

SI;lIeis ~AJ (1)+12)+(3) (f) Ag .. 16-64 (2) 0"", (J) (4) (5) Employed (e) (7) (8) Publ;c (9) Private Ill)1 To!al \tI\ lI'J" 

W~w.;~\'I!tl1ii~nail:cill!e",'it·'iL-"j\i_ 1"" -. - ::I!i, __ .i. iiil,i\;'i\i; . -.,. '. _ ._... -- -
Lower Sioux Indian Community MN 838 737 359 351 27 27 351 162 189 54% 80 82 162 40 25% 

Menominee Indian Tribe \/VI 8,154 5,111 1,921 2,928 262 804 2,386 1,217 1,169 49% 598 619 1,217 377 31% 

Prairie Island Indian Community MN 660 251 127 213 11 13 211 B2 129 61% 40 42 82 12 15% 

Sac & Fox Tribe IA 1,309 1,343 581 676 86 60 702 281 421 60% 99 182 281 0 0% 

Shakopee Sioux CommunilV MN 354 764 2B1 464 19 24 459 426 33 7% 426 0 426 0 0% 

~er Sioux Indian Community MN 413 413 174 216 23 58 1Bl 59 122 67% 7 52 59 0 0% 

~ lei"'+.'<',-.I....l" ." 
Bad River Band 1M 6,618 2,343 485 1,701 157 250 1,608 357 1,251 78% 352 5 357 3.49 98% 

Forest County Potawatomi 1M 1,235 1,235 396 792 47 27 812 206 606 75% 206 0 206 19 9% 

Ho-Chunk Nation ofWsconsin 1M 6,284 6,284 1,611 4,385 2B8 SOB 4,165 3,561 604 15% 1,362 2,199 3,561 2,142 60% 

Lac Caurte Oreilles Band \fIJI 5,522 7,721 1,130 6,003 588 137 6,454 1,652 4,802 74% 537 1,115 1,652 B09 49% 

Lac du Flambeau Band WI 3,273 1,643 357 1,165 121 94 1,192 658 534 45% 516 142 658 320 49% 

Red Cliff Band \fIJI 5,312 2,513 BB2 1,463 168 145 1,486 589 B97 60% 243 346 589 221 38% 

Sokaogon Chippewa Commun!!y' \!VI 1,227 446 146 283 17 39 261 77 184 70% 35 42 77 23 30% 

St. Croix ChlQpewa Indians \fIJI 1,031 2,648 821 1,695 132 75 1,752 1,241 511 29% 193 1,048 1,241 119 10% 

Stockbridge-Munsee Communl!'L VII1 1,560 737 93 547 97 128 516 251 265 51% 151 100 251 16 6% 

j.'NIli:hiiiiin :4aonev".' ?,h .... ,,,__ .. ii'"'' . '1)' .•. 

IB~Mills Indian Community Ml 1,584 ~,2€>B 361 852 55 25 882 610 272 31% 225 385 610 13 2% 

HannahviJle Indian Community MI 744 5B3 205 361 17 43 335 170 165 49% 81 89 170 31 18% 

Huron Patawatomi, Inc, MI 671 374 62 285 27 127 185 185 a 0% 2 183 185 185 100% 

Keweenaw Bay Indian Community MJ 3,085 2,097 753 1,218 126 202 1.142 766 376 33% 269 497 766 222 29% 

Lac Vieux Desert Band Mt 442 322 137 175 10 30 155 141 14 9% 27 114 141 ° 0% 

Little River Band of Ottawa Indians MI 3,058 1,382 247 1,050 85 66 1,069 366 703 66% 247 119 366 131 36% 

Little Traverse Bay Band MI 3,889 1,362 278 977 107 251 833 401 432 52% 339 62 401 101 25% 

Match-e-be-Nash-She-\fv\sh Band MI 294 189 72 109 8 16 101 70 31 31% 54 16 70 2 3% 

PokaQon Band of potawatomi IN 173 60 107 6 12 101 73 28 28% 6 67 73 24 3.1% 

Pok~on Band of potawatomi M\ 2,816 982 355 576 51 69 558 507 51 9% 47 460 507 17B 35% 

S!9!naw ~;,Ttr~;b~e~§~J2g MI 3,016 1,288 425 788~75 98 765 631 134 18% 366 265 611 a 0% 
~,;';,--__ ,:'::n', :":';~;;;!f'l ,.,__ ,----•. _".-:·,x.·· - 1, •. "'--, .. ' "'c':"" . '---' 

lNhite Eanh Band MN 19,629 7,687 2,710 4,2661 711 1,527 3,450 2,739 711 21% 693 2,046 2,739 B03 29% 

i:fi!Aii:!:li:~n:'!RMlaW<iS-I:'Reilioli'TOTAUS-:;fOf8: 'i!'lij;g§1I >ii:(j29:;ii0i3~i6~Il]i¥ . lli"iiiitlt:ass. \ilH~ilz'H2 !:M74.'f.~ ' •• f 41134 1; 46%1.'>;1 201 102'1"1 j 7478;-'61 37. .. WI, 
• = 2001 Labor Force Data NR = Totals Not Reported by tribes 
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e Local Estimates of Indian serVicee ion and labo: "'Iarket Information e 

;ilimpse , V!c;telI'SPuLATIQN~:;ON.QR:NE;ARRe$1 
Data Labor Force Data 

- l' c" Navajo Region COMBINED TOTALS 
Ag, _JC?t'll 

Agency, Tribe, and Reservation 
Names 

Icflinl.-
Chinle Navajo 

E~!t~rn 'NavaJ6 AOEmc'v 
Eastem Navajo 

Fod'O,f1ance:Agency; :!,;L>: :t,:;:~ ','" 
Fort Defiance Navajo 

1 

__ ·_--

Fort Defiance Nava~:.; __ . __ _ 

l§hiprOCk Navajo 

,k Navajo 

I Western Navajo 

IWestern Navajo 

Avall.oble for 
1'1\\> .. \ TC1al E\igib\~ Ie, Not Available WOI"k or Total Number Number No! Unemployed as % 

Enrellme,,1 Services Age Under 16 Age 55 & lor Work WorkForcp Employed Employ~d 01 Labor Fwc.. I 
Stllte/s IA) (1)+(2)+(3) (1) Age 16·~ (2) OVer 13) 14) (5) (6) (7) (8) Public (9) I Private I1GJi Tola! (11) 

employed. but Below 
Poverty Guidelines 

• % 

I.~ 
AZ 9% 

2,664 

6,298 

I <~,MJ 17,194 661 3,408 2,798 825 

62 2% 

1,298 21% 

1021 12% 

10% 

20% 

5% 

:~:i;l "" 10,343 4,330 6,013 __ ~~% 2,038 2,292 4,330 688 16% 

23% 

aid' ITOTAlS: ' 15% 



e Local EsHmates of 'ndian Service e ';on and Labor "arket Information e 
Northwest Region COMBINED TOTALS :,.'''',''; i<:':.'SiiL::!:<":'i:~~1:iit~!i:~il:Z$ERVIGE·.PQf'ULATION! O~N~_Q"'R:;-_-;CN;;:E:-;A:;:R;-.;:;R;::E;:;S;::E;:;R"VA"'T:;:CIC;:OO:N:-------------,---

A~e Distribution Data Labor Force Data Total Emplo ed 

Agency Tribe aDd Reservation ' . Available for 
, , Trlb,,1 Tol~1 EligIble lor Not Avallabl. Work ."Total Number NOI Unemployed as % Ernplo~@d, but Below 

N ames Enrollment Service. Age Under i6 Aye 65 & IOf Work WorkFor<::e Number Employed or labor Force Pover1j' Guidelines 

l:m. . '. ". '. ' " , Stllie/s (A) (IJ+(Z)+I3J (1) A!;I.16-6~ (2) Over (3) (4) IS) Employed 16) IT) IS) Public 19) p"val. (10) TOlal (II) # Ok 

~nhWeStRe<;iil~ijli'bf/i2~'!' I",;',; :' ":l, :""0,::::::",<:hi~:i' i,',':;::i", ,i,i,,:': 
Klamath Indian Tribe OR 3,526 2,672 891 1,616 165 646 1,135 899 236 21% 235 664 899 205 23% 

,,!.;,,:. ("f.", ;,'/,!, :' ,i.',i 

~ated Tribes of the Colville "WA 9,0231 9,023 ~ 6,043 ~7~41~;;Gill~'5~4pL;;:;6'~6~30~L=~2~8tL~6~'6~O~2t=L'~O~OO~'L:tLL~22+LL~6(:::LL~2~'(:::L~2~8(:::~'0~O~OA~O:: 
~ .'.!i:', . .,', .J,(i;' ~ "r,::;" "", 
Northwestern Band of Stmshoni VT 450 314 87 206 21 30 197 131 66 34% 24 107 131 18 14% 

ShO,S,~?n.,,~-~~~,n?,c~,!r.,i,~.,~ .. s .. -,~.O.d ... H ..... an , ,,10 4,844 13,947 3,oFI,~749 t~ 907 9,973 1,88«1 8,089 81% 322 1,562 1,884 743 39% 
:N'8Itfl.¥n:llrliih~rAg.hf~':',ni;ti"""'"i:.,i';t:' ~ ~ e,:"i;,:':'. .;:': ' 
Nez Perce Tribe· 10 3,300 1,839 501 1,1881 150 329 1,009 361 648 64% 361 0 361 0 0% 

,illimpICiiA"~llIsW.<A',:' '~:Tii,Yi:" 
Confederated Tribes of the Chehalis WA 688 3,437 1,430 1,738 269 461 1,546 1,546 0 0% 333 1,213 1,546 332 21% 

Cowlitz Indian Tribe WA 2,855 1.392 253 1,025 114 66 1,073 677 396 37% 677 0 677 NR NR 

Hoh Indian Tribe WA 167 172 59 104 9 44 69 29 40 58% 26 3 29 9 3'1% 

Quileute Tribe WA 658 700 172 497 31 50 478 102 376 79% 65 37 102 68 67% 

':~~~~'~;':~!d~~:~b,iQ;),\illnft~iY'\~iE{b;,~~,,\t:;> lj',\f'/J,; >\='\0 1,9071,t~> :~, :>:;~;;"~~3 o-."~~J~: ,",' 159 «184 643 193 30% 

f,PlJaeti"Soun1:tA'ril:Hl'cY~'iE!;;~\lf~;,:'~i 01;"<;:'::' .\>i';. ;>;,:,>~ <::< ',." ' 
Nooksack Indian Tribe' WA 1,707 825 271 460 94 182 372 204 168 45% 78 126 204 70 34% 

Puyallup Tribe WA 3,224 22,995 9,671 12,695 629 1,448 11,876 2,035 9,841 83% 2,035 2,035 1.412 69% 

Samish Indian Tribe WA 1,067 1,067 235 736 96 31 801 685 116 14% 306 379 685 51 7% 

Sauk-Suialtle Indian Tribe WA 163 156 46 107 3 60 50 15 35 70% 15 a 15 NR NR 

Snoqualmie Tribe WA 595 595 79 451 65 0 516 252 264 51% 127 125 252 95 38% 

Stillaguamish Tribe~ WA 182 182 38 142 2 17 127 69 58 46% 69 0 M 28 41% 

I:!p.Qer SkaQit Indian Tribe WA 755 304 104 184 16 15 185 60 125 68% a 60 60 52 87% 

~1~fi'Abl!ri~\'i!lfm\,,[,,)iJ,ilt':ii!, '. : '>'/::" ;":::':;;;1":. :.;",Jil":. . ,I;,' " ". 
Confed.-Coos, L.Umpqua, Siuslaw OR 761 721 228 448 45 2 491 145 346 70% 145 0 145 74 51% 

Coquille Tribe OR B17 398 146 220 32 0 252 62 190 75% 62 ° 62 0 0% 

~
cow Creek Band of Umpqua Indians OR 1,239 454 164 264 26 52 238 107 131 55% .'. 107 ° 1.07 36 34% 

'.", i.',:ii,! '" ",""i,I>I" .. >:,:" .. ·..',;.i·'. ,Li , "'L ,,;. >, .... ," ,:,', 
Kalispellndian Community WA 364 19B 99 90 9 39 60 51 9 15% 14 37 51 10 20% 

1 Spokane Tribe of the Spokane Res! WA 2,3051 2,246 544 1,471 231 44 1,658 367 1,291 78% 367 0 367 180 49% 

,':':'.,.i ,:f'c"', ',i','".,:·'; '" 7,~;,!*'~j i' . ' .. :.'.;" 

.
confed.erat.ed Tribes - Umatilla Res. OR 2,452 2,622 787 1,552 283 738 ~ 922 175 16% . 855 67 922 149 16% 

,wahjji$prlllijs,A'i';, . ':,e';",i.·,,·, ~ '/.. ' ... " ; . 
Burns Paiute Tribe OR 339 257 91 151 15 18 148 49 99 67% 38 11 49 3 6% 

Confederated Tribes-V\larm ~s OR 4,248 3,355 1,333 1,908 114 500 1,522 927 595 39% 752 175 927 278 30% 

~:":">";' ";uk':il:i,i ':i'~".'ic;(i';Y;,r,· ". i ';',:,'/:: ' ..•... 

Confed. Tribes & Bands-Yakama WA 9,6871 16,3171 5,711 9,790 816 7461 9,860 4,214 5,646 57% 1,053 3,161 4,214 1,200 28% 

,;YF,:,:u'0,' r1\lorili\\'~si!:R""i6i1':,iT()TALS:j,1iii"" "i,573231,:i~ia7,~~81i~l:K2a,Jt21; \2 'i'53~'tlJ:Iill!:6:i94'iJg"ji666Ii7:;;52Q06 " 16464, :;; 35 542 .," . 68% ',.'", , .6 212 10 252 .. 16 464.5 234 32% 
... = 2001 Labor Force Data NR - TotalS Not Reported by tnbes 
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e Local Estimates of Indian Service pe, and Labor Mrket Information e 

Pacific Region COMBINED TOTALS 
Aqe Data 

Agency, Tribe, and Reservation 
Names 

Ice:htr-~LCaTifOrriHt:AgeiiCY '" ' :' .';:':" 
Cachll OeHe Band of Wintun Indians 
::ahto Indian Trih",,-

::;hicken Ranch 

Cold Springs 
:ortina Indian 
:oyote Vallev 
)eath Valley 

o Indians 

J Ind. 

~d, 
) Indians 

3rt Creek Rancheria of Porno Ind. * 
=Iem Indian Colony of Porno Indians 

1Ft. 

01nd.* 
; -'-I n"d";a"'n"s"'=G"-ra"'t"o""n Ranch 

3 Indian Community 

_IV' .. "'U Indians 
e Indian 

-Iopland Band of Pomo Indians 

. Band of Porno Indians 

I Indian Tribe of 9hico 

-IVlsidu Indians 

'a of Mono" 

-i;)IIOSnOne IflUIi:tll:;)-L.Urle Pine 
Paskenta Band of Nomlaki Indians* 

Picayune Rancheria-Chukchansi Ind 
ma Indians 

Scotts Valley Band of Pome Indians 
rule River Indian Tribe 
Tuolumne Band of Me~ 
United Auburn IndIan I 

Upper Lake Band of Porno Indians 
Utu Utu Gwaitu Paiute' 

I State/~ 
",,' 

CA 

~ 
~ 
~ 

CA 

CA 

~ 
-.S:!:!. 

CA 

CA 
CA 

~ 
~ 
~ 
~ 
~ 

CA 
CA 

~ 
CA 

..'0.. 
CA 

CA 
CA 

~ 
CA 

CA 
CA 
CA 

CA 
CA 

~ 
....'0.. 
....'0.. 

CA 
CA 

CA 

Age 65 & 
Tdbal Tolal Eligible 101 

Enrollment Services Aile Under16I 
(A) (1)+(2)+(3) (1) Age 16-64 (2)lo~r (3) 

·";'.'!fI 
75 1171 

81 2931 

23 23j 

414 41 

213 213 

152 1521 

368 320 

270 270 

B33 519 

103 241 

414 438 

1,002 425 

108 108 

168 145 

137 168 

114 114 

692 692 

652 65;.1 

26 2E 

557 511 

273 273 

621 734 

409 409 

83 156 

1,162 1,132 

1,327 753 

914 914 

295 35C 

282 18~ 

1,234 79c 

237 23i 

173 18~ 

1,510 1,45{ 

350 2,70( 

263 214 

165\ 165 

136i 67 

51 

J.i~ 

-'-
16~ 

a; 

" 14~ _,_, 
19~ 

~ 
145 

~ 

" -'!' 
~ 

---.3.! 
293 

~ 

--' 
~ 
~ 

81 

'54 

..2l 
~ 

271 

2?.! 
61 
4C 

~ 
6~ 

8 

36~ 

6 •• 

71 

65 

2e 

54 
134 

12 

22~ 

11! 

10: 
16! 

14 

30' 
113 
2.9 

275 

71 

B5 

10€ 

8' 
38e 

39~ 

" 335 

145 

.21 

234 

8. 
851 

433 

581 

24' 
1H 

54< , .. 
~ 
~ 

1,620 

130 

" '0 

5 

16 

a 
18 

1 

2< 

2' 
31 

11 

, 
H 
31 

31 

32 

21 

3 
72 

45 

" 
" " " 
., 
~ 

13 

'.;, ·l·.'_~· 

Not Avai(able 
for Work 

1" 

" 
C 

" 1C 

" 1C 

3. 
1f 

a 
47 

o 
10 

2' 

" 36 

259 

NR 
85 

16 

115 

16 

1C 

53 

160 

10e 

5~ 

" 1E 

17< 

37. 

3 

26 

j'.'J ':, ,'" 

Labor Force Data Total 

Available lor 
Work or Total Number Not Unemployed as % Employed, but Below 

Workforc.. Number Employ&d of Labor Forea Poverty Guidelines 
(~) Employed (6) (7) (6) Public (9) Private (10) Total (11) /I 'k 

.,.,;,.:. ~. ,::,~: ~ ~ ~ ~ "- --'-
41 26 15 37% 20 6 26 12 46% 

147 30 117 80% 17 13 30 17 57% 

12 2 10 83% 2 0 2 0 0% 

213 123 "!.2 4~J\,_ ._. ____ ~9 __ J.94 123 54 44% 
116 23 93 80% 13 10 23! 19 83% 
99 32 67 68% 25 7 32 18 56% 

168 98 70 42% 40 58 98 58 59% 

121 76 45 37% 8 68 76 37 49% 

308 203 105 34% 120 83 203 64 32% 

118 55 63 53% 50 5 55 0 0% 

246 80 166 67% 6 74 80 18 23% 

306729998% 7 07 00% 

71 50 21 30% 34 16 50 6 12% 

62 37 25 40% 15 22 37 14 38% 

109 35 14 68% 35 0 35 5 14% 

79 66 13 16% 66 0 66 55 83% 

~63 .. __ ...:153 ~~8% ~3 60 153 119 ?8% 

171 171 0 0% . 66 105 171 47 27% 

NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR 

281 281 0 0% 192 89 281 211 75% 

134 59 75 56% 7 52 59 43 73% 

538 51 487 91% 11 40 51 14 27% 

239 157 82 34% 11 146 157 69 44% 

88424652% 04242 00% 

816 496 320 39% 68 428 496 40 8% 

429 362 67 16% 30 332 362 75 21% 

483 194 289 60% 80 114 194 0 0% 

183 67 116 63% 50 17 67 13 19% 

92 66 26 28% 0 66 66 35 53% 

558 400 158 28% 125 ~75 400 111 28% 

156 72 84 54% 25 47 72 72 100% 
- 89 43 46 ~ - 5 - .- -- 38 43 12 28% 

907 631 276 48% 163 468 631 153 24% 

1,680 1,110 570 34% 162 948 1,110 471 42% 

140 22 118 _ 84% 5 17 22 0 0% 

20% 
0% 



e Local Estimates 0' Indian Se,vlce e on and Labo, "ket Info,matlon e 
,'" 'o,,;,> ,,;,"\j,::;,$);RVJCEeOPJ)LATION: 0,/-

i Pacific Region COMBINED TOTALS UION - 2of3 
Aqe Distribution Data Labol Force Data 

Agency, Tribe, and Reservation 
Names 

1 Berry Creek R!,!ncheria of Maidu 
Bt Pine Band~Owens Valle Paiute 
Big Sandy Rancheria-Mono Indians 
Big Valley Rancheria-Pomo & Pit Riv. 

t Paiute Indian Colony 
I Bue-riaVi~~ R_ancheriaof ~J1o:>_ 
I Potter Valley Rancherta of Porno Ind. 

;I Valley Rancherta of Porno· 
1 Rancheria-Porno Indians" 

Round Valle Indian Tribes 
Rumsey Indian Rancheria of \l\linlun*_ 
Santa Rosa Indian 

nia Viiiiey Me-\J'v\Jk Tribe 
-ad Valley Rancherte of Porno 

Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Ind. 
Table Mountain l3.§ 
Northerri'C"iiliil'l1 
Alturas Indian .... 
Bear River 
Big LaQoon 

9 Lake I~IU 

Elk Valle 
Fort Bidwell Indian 
Pit River Tribe 

v 
3 Ranch. 

·ac;f Smith River 

Quartz VaUey Indian ( 

l~~it~ River 
9 Indian R 

Table Bluff Rancheria of Wiyot 
:eJlI/l!$llrlnasr.Flelct:Offlce,i,jri;:'i' f" 
~!Ja Caliente Band of Cahuilla 
fSQiithe'riicilllf.otJJl.;;;iieho . 
Augustine Band of Cahuilla Mission 
~arona Group-Capitan Grande Band 

a Band of Mission llidians 
Campo 8and~Diegueno Mission Ind. 
Ina·a Band of Die ueno Mission Ind. 
Jamul Indian Village 

Stnte/s 

CA 
CA 
CA 
CA 
CA 

CA 

CA 

~ 
CA 
CA 
CA 
CA 

CA 
CA 
CA 

-0 

CA 
CA 
CA 
CA 
CA 

CA 
CA 
CA 

CA 

CA 
CA 
CA 
CA 

CA 

CA 
CA 

CA 

CA 
CA 

CA 

Tribal Tota! Eligible for Net Available 
mollmenl S~tvlces Age Under 16 Age 65 & for Work 

(AI (1)+(2)+(3) PI Age 16.U (2) Over (31 (4) 

464 464 180 ~~ 18 18 

398 414 40 364 20 68 

331 29B 108 173 17 27 

696 502 252 233 17 15 

133 87 19 55 13 16 

12 12 3 9 0 0 

33 33 8 24 

158 158 44 106 

433 433 154 264 15 29 

3,567 3,574 937 2,411 226 312 

44 44 21 23 0 0 

682 421 183 226 12 _11 

5 5 1 4 0 0 

401 401 50 331 20 35 

310 310 119 179 12 22 

115 115 49 59 7 39 

c2> .' ". ,''C .. f· ,Ff:; . , ·:if.· •. '., 
5 9 1 6 2 3 

237 122 35 76 11 22 

18 18 5 10 3 3 

50 86 35 42 

28 36 13 21 

162 f62 48 105 

100 50 7 33 

277 277 73 18B 

2,315 9,515 2,978 6,052 

175 194 95 93 

99 87 39 43 

964 3,254 696 2,1~ 

438 1,757 502 1,13C 

459 108 45 Sf 

9 

10 

16 

485 
6 

5 

408 

~ , 

33 

3,816 

8 

5201 

40f , 

Total I 

Avail.bl .. for 
Work or Total Number No! Unemployed .. "A. 

WorkForce Number EmploVed of L~bor force 
(5) Employed (6) III (8) 

266 __ 266 0 0% 257 

306 117 189 62% 2 11~ 

163 74 89 55% 37 37 

235 103 132 56% 91 12 

52 26 26 50% 14 12 

NR NR NR NR NR NR 
24 21 3 13% 4 17 

105 48 57 54% 40 8 

250 235 15 6% 15 220 

2,325 257 2,068 89"10 168 89 

23 5 18 78% 5 0 

~ __ 51 -.J..77 78% ~~.~ 

99 

~ 
19 

25% 3 0 

2171 69% 50 49 

34 23% 95 3~ 
30% 19 0 

Tolal (11) 

266 

11 ~ 

74 

103 

26 

NR 
2' 

48 

235 

257 

5 
51 

99 

130 

19 

Employed, but Below 
Povel19'Guldeline" . " 

91 3% 

~ 
18 24% 

48 47% 

o 0% 

NR NR 

o 0% 

6 13% 

47 20% 

176 68% 

o 0% 

o "-' 
0% 

72 73% 

27 21% 

0% 

43 43 0 0% 3 40 43 4 9% 

21 9 12 57% 0 9 ,9 0 0% 

111 42 69 82% 2 40 42 0 0% 

43 19 24 56% 8 11 19 0 0% 

171 57 114 67% 18 39 57 49 86% 

2,721 2,607 114 4% 647 1,960 2,607 2,607 100% 

,91 54 37 41% 6 48 54 18 33% 

44 18 26 59% 17 1 18 1 6% 

2,038 1,916 122 ..§..%_ 1..1§ 1,770 ~ _J23 3~°1> 

847 567 280 33% 46 521 567 555 98% 

54 19 35 65% 10 9 19 5 26% ,< .•. f". 

25;t 11 0 NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR 
,,«Ii 

412 412 145 

388 

305T 
~ 

19 

50 

494 

286 

332 

" 51 

194 

104 

65 

6 

10 

,; .•.•• I 

41 0 0 4 1 3 75% 0 1 1 0 0% 

~ 
17~ 

~ 
.J.l 

3S 

18 19 281 47 234 83% 27 20 47 0 0% 

8 31 151 111 40 26% 58 53 111 34 31% 

~ 35 232 92 140 60% 24 68 92 13 14% 

o 13 3 10 . 17% 3 0 3 0 0% 

81 8 __ . 35 18 17 49% 1 17 18 0 0% 
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e Local Estimates of Indian Service pe " and Labor', eket Information e 

})acific Region COMBINED TOTALS 
" 

,il>IiiR:Ilt()lI;!E'ORU t.:A:TI01\1!<:~!'l,oR~!'lE;6.R:RESgRVATIO!'l .:r of3 ,', ": '",' 
Age Distribution Data Labor Force Data Total Emplo ed 

Agency, Tribe, and Reservation Av.;I~bl .. fo< 
Tribal Total EJ.glble for Not Available Worle o{ Tot~1 Number Not Unemployed as % Employed, but Below 

Names Enrollment Services Age Undar16 Age 65 & fc.Work WorkForce Number Employed "f L.bor Fo.ee Poverty Guidellnu 

Sill leIs lA, 11)+(2)+131 11, Age 16",(;4 (2) Over 1" ", 15) Employed (5) 1" I" Public ($) Private PO) TOlal 111) • % 

La Jolla Band of Luiseno Mission Ind. CA (;99 493 134 32 327 10 349 155 194 56% 107 48 155 16 10% 

La Posta Band of DieQueno Mission CA 19 49 35 13 1 2 12 4 8 67% 0 4 4 2 50% 
Los Coyotes Band of CahuHla Mis. CA 288 288 104 173 11 36 148 89 59 40% 45 44 89 58 65% 

Mesa Grande Band of Diegueno Mis. CA 615 111 44 59 8 0 67 27 40 60% 12 15 27 3 11% 

Morongo Band of Cahuilla Mission CA 1,099 1,542 590 141 811 295 657 657 0 0% 330 327 657 NR NR 
Pala Band of Luiseno Mission Ind. CA 900 1,033 480 43 530 130 443 165 278 63% B5 80 165 40 24% 

Pauma Band of Luiseno Mission CA 182 120 28 87 5 6 86 3D 56 65% 4 26 30 NR NR 
Pechanqa Band of Luiseno Mission* CA 1,475 943 386 474 83 83 474 25 449 95% 25 0 25 0 0% 

Ramona Band or Village of Cahuitla CA 7 7 2 5 0 0 NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR 
Rincon Band of Luiseno Mission Ind. CA 585 585 52 467 66 66 467 229 238 51% 139 90 229 NR NR 
San Manual Band of Serrano Mis CA 172 131 7' 53 4 0 NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR 
San Pasqua I Band of Diegueno Mis. CA 429 294 17 203 74 31 246 246 0 0% 46 200 246 71 29% 

Santa Rosa Band of Cahuilla Mis. CA 209 209 " 101 14 14 101 49 52 51% 34 15 49 28 57% 

Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Mis. CA 156 400 61 284 55 33 306 284 22 7% 5 279 284 0 0% 

Santa Ysabel Band of Diegueno Mis CA 656 656 133 448 75 86 437 437 0 0% 277 160 437 147 34% 

Soboba Band of Luiseno Mission CA 855 679 273 387 19 34 372 23 349 94% 23 0 23 0 0% 

Sycuan Band of DieQueno Mission CA 69 138 65 66 7 4 69 41 28 41% 0 41 41 0 0% 

Torres-Martinez Band-Cahuilla Mis. CA 573 521 108 368 45 40 373 229 144 39% 116 113 229 139 61% 

Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Luiseno CA 13 13 0 13 0 1 12 3 9 75% 0 3 3 0 0% 

Viejas(Baron Long)Capitan Grande" CA 268 271 63 172 36 22 186 60 126 68% 60 0 60 0 0% 

L"'b,!i:,,,';i:Pacific Re~ion TOTALS: 39712 49594 :,14968 ' 29,'7$t ,£A 869 ::;8317 25953 : 15268 10685 . .410)0 4488 ,10780 '15268 [,6806 45% 
* = 2001 Labor Force Data NR Totals Not Reported by tnbes 

s,~~.~~~,: .. :..',', '" \:;t. ~:·;.:·t:, ; Page 12 
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Rocl<y Mountain COMBINED TOTALS 

Agency, Tribe, and Reservation 
Names 

Tribal 
Enrollmerot 

Local Estimates of Indian Se'vlce e ,n and Labo,'a,ket Info'matlon 

Ag@ Under 16 
16_6" 

Available for 
Not Available I Wo<k Of Tolal 

Ags 65 & I for Worlc I WorkForce 

Page 13 
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Employ&d 

Public (11) 
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e Local Estimates of Indian Service P_ n and Labor t. "ket Information e 

Southern Plains COMBINED TOTALS NEAR ON 

Agency, Tribe, .md Reservation 
Names 

Kicka 00 

)\'nidarl{o)\' Ii 
Apache Tribe* 

ICaddo Tribe· 
_.- -

! Tribe" 

i"Office 
I Tribes· 

Tribe 

I Fort Sill Apache Tribe 

I 
Kiowa Indian Tribe" 
W~chita and.~ffiliated Tribes· 

">\;C __ J~> 
~ 

!Iowa Tribe* 

I S~e!s 
Trib~1 

Enrollm.nt 
(A( 

__ Age Distribution Data_ Labor Force Data Total 

"I 
Available lor 

Ie lor Not Avajlabl~ Work or Total N"",btlr Net Unemployed as '" Employed, but Below 
_~ •• ,~~" A~e Und., 16 Age 65 8. for Work WorkForce Number Employ@d of Labor Fore,", Poverty Guod@tlnu 

(1)+(2)+(3) (1) AgeI6.&<a (2) Over (3) l~) (5) EmplDy~d (6) (7) 18) Public (91 Prlv~l. (10) T01~1 (111 /I 0/0 

.... < < ·.·C· i': ,1'.:<. ..,'. I . 
TX I 1,0011 603 143 402 5& NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NF1 NR 

TX A77 476 182 270 24 194 100 100 0 0% 100 0 100 NRI NR 

P<. . C" .... I' .. ' :.'< ;;.,.. <,,···.·;J·:<···;.·;·;;·I··;;;\'·· •. ;( .;'.. ;';..' . '.,< .. ' '. '. 
OK ).846 __ 2,937 1~ 1,560 360 225 1,695 180 1,515 89% 102 ~~!~ 1801 10.T[o_ 

OK NR 
OK NR 

""'-I 5701 5701 21§.L 3071 271 NRI NRI NRI NRI NR NRI 1'J& NRI NRI N"-
NR 
NR 

OK 11,615 11,615 3,125 7,989 - - 501 NR - NR ---NR NR - NR -----NR NR NR NR NR 

t····. . I> .. •• ., .... ' <c. ; .... ;. '.; ... ;. ...... I ..; .. 
KS 3,059 3,607 1,513 1,905 189 NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR 

NE 238 67 145 - 26 -r:rnr- NR --NR' - NR NR NR NR NR NR NR 

KS 1,633 1,825 472 1,251 102 128 1,225 253 972 79% 129 124 253 13 5% 

IPrairieBandofPotawatomi*- KS 4,870 2,018 411 986 621 0 NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR N~ 
rSac and Fox of Missouri· NE 440 18 --- Sf 12 1 NR NR NR NR --NR NRf NRT NAT Nru NR 

Sac and Fox of Missouri* KS 422 10al 2B3 31 NR NR NR NR NR NRI NRI NRI NR! NR 

~>i'.;;I;i. lo··I: /.; ..... ,.'..... :·:3·;'·I .... ,·I .. <: ... ·,;:1'31·0J£ c .. V·f."':·· --_ .. _----------
l IIIUC NR 

IPawr1~e Indian Trib~ _N~ 
Tonkawa Tribe of Indians· OK 481 1,102r- --41Sf 6611 231 411 643 lBB 45ST 71% 78 110 188 156 83% 

Sh.Wri •• :Aiie"d"·.J:··'ii';X:c.· "; ;. > .... '.. .' I;;;; .i.". i/..·;';'; r ;./.'/"i:1i!:J;, ;?:;;;.~·':I::"'l·/I;"." ;', «i'; 
Iowa Tribe OK 497 3,824 1,4B7 1,8521 485 930! 1,407 1,407 0 0% 1,273 134 1,407 957 68% l 
' .. ;;'&11;'; ·., .. 'Southerrf PlainilTOTALS: . I·i ;1'.60 0291 60395'~c17··2591 .. ! ... i·i!8i7.,21!1;;1:lil!4()9 iI:';;1'7331;';.;~ 5955 .' 2725>'::1 230154%' 1783 =::' 942[,2.7is ::1.306 48% 

• = 2001 Labor Force Data NR - Totals Not Reported by tnbes 

Pag~ __ 14 ,:j':";:'<--~' .:::". ~'.'~ ">:-,!"',~- .. ,"~,;~: 



e Local Estimates of Indian Service e ?nand Labor f' "ket Informat;on e 

Southwest Region COMBINED TOT A LS ;,POPL 
Data labor Force Data 

nON 
~ Total 

Agency, Tribe, and Reservation lelbal Total Eligible lor J NolAvailal>le ~::~:~I~~O:I Unemployed as '/0 Employed, but Below 
N am es Enrollment Services Age Under 16 Age 65 & IOf Work WorkForce Number Number Not 01 Labor Force Poverly G~s 

I.. .... Stnte/s (AI (1)~(2J.(3) ~ Age 16.-64 (i) Over (3) (4) (~I Employed (6) Employed (T) (BI Public (9) Private pOI T~al (11) /I .... 

f.llci"iIla')\ii'';iib .... ··.:L::~':::,; ':. 
l-'icarilla Apache Tribe NM 3,403 2,700 669 1,7051 126 165 1,666 1,112 554 33% 1,041 71 1,112 115 10% J 

+""'f ~ ;'''C \ 
PUeblO. of L .. aaot una .. NM ~,~ 5,895 ~ 4,343 404 387 4,360 828 3,532 8 ... 1% 827 1 828 NR NR 
Meiicale,oAtlaehe'A];liht :,;,~ ~',<>, :,,""., . .... ... .. . 

Mescalero Apache Tribe NM 4,157 4,312 1,570 2,608 134 183 2,559 1,437 1,122 44% 467 970 1,437 254 18% 

I\IQrtlT.jii1'pil"~lo§:Agel\~Y$: ::"'ll:::;':.;:":>:: ;'j\%':ili'H,::::< I:':Y.', .. ~~_ 
Pueblo of Nambe* NM 643 448 174 250 2iL 32 242 157 85 35% 157 0 157 41 26% 

Pueblo of Picuris 89% 
Pueblo of PO'OB ue 0% 
Pueblo of San Juan 33% 
Pueblo of San IIdefonso 18% 

Pueblo of Cochiti' I NM I 1,189f 1,3331 3301 __ ~75j 1281 861 9171 ~L 5381 59% I --3521 271 3791 751 20% 
PuebloofJen;.z - -- ------ INM 13,6301 2,5571 7791 1,5"1 1841 --,ooL 1,5781 1,~ __ '18L 7% 1-1;1851 2751 _'.4601 600141% 
Pueblo ofisieta~--- I NM 4:i~J 4,441 [ 1,0171 3,012[ 4121 691 3,3551 2,295[ 1,060[ 32% ijJ4S1 2501 2,2951 3:'1?[~ 

)10 of San Feli e" 3% 
~ueblo of Sandia· 28% 

iPueb'O of Santa Ana- 14% 
Pueblo of Santo Domingo· 45% 

Page 15 



e Local Estimates of Indian Service P_ n and Labor I Tket Information e 

Western Region COMBINED TOTALS ~EAR now"' 10f2 " "----- ,,-'-'-

Agency, Tribe, aDd ReservlItion 
Names 

i Tribe 
J River Indian Tribes 

Iyort Mojave_l_ndia~Trjbe 
I Fort Mojave Indian Tribe 

_fl/,m'K Tribe ~ Elko Colony"' 
,Tribe - South Fork-

, Tri_b~ - We,lIs Calant 
ache'A enc 

VVllite Mountain A ache Tribe 
""""urilaFleldOfflce , 

-I.. :ribe 

rribe of the Fort Yuma* 
h;p.1 Age"nc·t"Y;<"" 
-Iopi Tribe 

~apagci Auency 
Ilohono O'odham Nation 
S~ri:,Cadcis'Age-"cy . .',· 
I San Carlos Apache Tribe 

rntJice::;:;i~;-i.;-}' :,: -.'i ' 

Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation 
Pascua Yagui Tribe 

j Office 

Kaibab Band of Paiute Indians 
Las Vegas Tribe of Paiute Indians· 

1 Moapa-Sand of P~iute Indian~ 

I 
Paiute Indian Tribe 
San Juan Southern Paiute Tribe* 

Age Data Labor _Force Data T~ 

I
,! Not Available AvaU~ble 10' 

Tribal T01&1 Eligible for 1« Work Work 0: Tot~1 Number Not Unemployed u % Employed, bIJI 8elow 

I Enrollmer!1 Servlce$ Age Under 16 Age 15-64 Age 65 & (4) WorkForce Number Employed 01 Labor FDlce Poverty Guidelines 
State/s (AI (1)+(21+(31 (1) (2) over (3) (5) employe<:! (6) (7) (U) Public (9) Private PO) ToCal (11) /I % 

:-r ''',', ',"" I' ""'",'.I"""U,i!!.i!!.'!!. ' .. ';;,1", .. ',," '" ",' "'~ 
CA 768 ~ ~~ 12 12 108 57 51 47% 5~ 4 57 1& 21% 

AZ 11% 

A:l 18% 
CA 477 528 -193 3121 231 --~ ----317"-1-821 135 43% ---- ---182 0 182 40 22% 

,(' ":.(,.", . ("', "".',;1:2,:,"("'.::;.'. '. .', ",Y,',', ',~ 
NY 19 4 131 2 3 12 10 2 17% 5 5 10 4 40% 

UT 440 168 49 1171 21 9 110 70 40 36% 49 21 70 32 46% 

NV 575 575 ~ --~!.:!l ~ 411 NR N~ NR NR N~ NR NR NR NR 
NY 1,594 1,594 360 1,123 111 190 1,044 409 635 61% 168 241 409 33 8% 

NV 226 226 31 174 21 4 191 39 152 80% 0 39 39 5 13% 

NY 202 202 46 139 17 12 144 27 117 81% 0 27 27 12 44% 

.".'". ,,,.,.~ '"i:;" ....... ' ."" I",':)",' '.,','". ··· .. ·,,,, .. ;;.;;1.;(,,,,.,"'.,".,',.' .. ,;,.,.·,,,1'(,.";, 
A:l 13,230 12,213 3,733 7,974 506 665 7,815 3,849 3,966 51% 2,651 1,198 3,849 1,930 50% 

,;.L,'." "';i'".,·, "",', ::"),,." ",:'",!.:", """",,:'.'" '." . ,:: ..... ":."","," ".,v i .... 
A:l 940 1,081 313 728 40 NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR 

CA 2,668 2,668 819 1,573 "276 504 1,345 625 720 54% 0 625 625 ~I--- 0% 

AZ 11,843 7,2071 1 ,880 4,644 683 22% 

L . II", .1 
AZ 28,510 26,295 16,466 1,047 4,539 12,809 74% 4,148 391 4,539 1,026 23% 

A2 12,671 10,273 1,820 7,832 621 430 8,023 1,522 6,501 81% 939 583 1,522 381 25% 

£hl 
248 215 46% 136 112 248 NR NR 

3,270 748 19% 327 1,962 60% 

A2 I 2591 1681 691 961 _-,I 121 871 581 291 33% 37L 211 581 121 21% 

NY I ssl 691 11 571 _,_ 51 01 621 261 361 58% oL 261 261 01 0% 

NY I __ 2\l51. __ 2951 ~_ ~ 141 .. 51 _ 2291 621 1671 ~_L 411 211 .EL 31 ~ 

Page.16 
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iFort 

e Local Estimates of Indian Service e 'n and Labor', -,ke' Information .-. , ' :.' ':'" . ;:!5~~;~;:,(r~rS::Kr1~ • 

Western Region COMBINED TOTALS -
Age Distribution Da.! .. 

: ON·OR'NEAR ,--"---2 of 2 
~_b()r _E0-::c~ Data Total 

Agency, Tribe, and Reservation Tribal Total Eligible 10 
Net A"allable 

''''Work 

A"allabl~ lor 

Wo'"o,To!al Number No' Unemployed as '10 
of Labor Foree 

Employ.d, but 8~low 

Poveny G.'.!.!!k!iru~ N aiD es Enrollm.n! Seroicu Alia Unde, 16 Aga 16_64 AIIQ 65 & ( 

Statels (A) 11)+(;:)+(J) P) (2) OVer P) (5) Employed 16)1 (7) 1'1 Public (9) Private (10) TOI~I (1111 ~ '., 

ice'",,,,,;;' "Ii:';i,;"''';,;'' " I. ; ',',;;"i," , ,;, 
:Ii Tribe AZ 679 679 170 479 30 33 476 116 360 76% 114 2 116 51 44% 

A2 1,902 1,901 631 1,197 73 673 597 153 444 74% 93 60 153 37 24% 

AZ 125 127 31 94 2 4 92 36 56 61% 10 26 36 0 0% 

AZ 1,867 1,829 632 1,129 68 805 392 126 266 68% 96 30 126 5 4% 

AZ 161 262 94 144 24 40 128 116 12 9% 6 110 116 0 0% 

,i'" ",,,iei:;!-""':":,:,;,;,,,!!,, ,,' ',' .. ,; 
lIT 118 26 3 22 1 0 23 7 16 70% 7 0 7 0 0% 

UT 3,174 3,174 826 2,254 94 0 2,348 544 1,804 77% 544 0 544 63 12% 

jf',;i:;i',;;" i: '!:,'i' iii", ':'" ;:': , 

N\f 291 366 122 174 70 50 --~ ---ger-----g.a 51% 55 -- 31 96 39 41% 
NY 1,002 987 459 479 421 89 439 435 4 ___ .1°"". 46 389 4351 3891 89% "tt Paiute and 

1eTribeoftheFallon* NV 1,002 1,692 426 1,052 214 211 1,055 841 214 20% 841 0 841 29535% 

!!!,.d Lake Paiute Tribe NY 2,161 2,137 770 1,151 216 122 1,245 765 480 39% 677 88 765 267 35% 

Indian Colony NY 701 839 210 562 67 51 578 311 267 46% 73 238 311 311 100% 

Lake Paiute Tribe NY 106 133 38 90 5 10 NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR 

IV\lalker River Paiute Tribe* NY 2,219 1,169 539 534 96 46 584 137 447 77% 65 72 137 5540% 

~Tribe· CA 1,582 1.580 237 1,183 160 0 NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR 

a Indian Colony· NY 77 66 18 41 7 17 31 24 7 23% 0 24 24 21 88 

o~ Paiute Tribe NY 998 506 190 260 36 26 290 116 174 60% 62 54 116 34 29 

IYomba Shoshone Tribe of Yomba NY 206 111 32 71 8 16 63 39 24 38% 33 6 39 24 62% l 
Ii~F~;,;;,;,;i;:\';ilflWesti!ti1'Ri!ldibfh"O"ALS:. '\,11335B ;"0::96636 ~d;,29;351.'::;:~j)653 ;ihsS26 ;);,{:8-1'17: ,;',56tiS6 ,223n ,,;34 569 61 % 15 539 (; 7SS '22,327 ,7 958 36% 1 
* ::: 200'\ Labor Force Data NR = Totals Not Reported by tnbes 
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e local Estimates of Indian Service p. n and labor]\. ,arket Information e 

Self-Governance COMBINED TOTALS 1:2 :i\:!it'~i,I:~G'0;'!):' (Yi!!!I~t!Ii\~ERVIQ"if!~~IJ,I:'l\ TIQN:~:~N,Q.R*NE:M"RESERVA 'f1Q.N'" 1· of 6 ':',' . " :~ " 

Age Distrlbutfon Data Labor Force Data Total Emplo ed 

Region (Area), Tribe, and Available for . 
Tribal Tolal Eligible fOl NO! AVall"ble Work or Total Number No! Un&mployed as % Employed, but BeJow 

Reservation Names Encollmenl Service. Ag" Under 16 A9~ 65 & '«Work WorkForce Number Employed of Lab". Force Poverty Gu;de!ine$ 
StllteJS 1" 11)+(2)+(3) 

'" 
Age 1 6_64 (2) Ove' ''I '" ''I Employed (S) '" 

,., Public (9) Private (10) TOl,,1 Pl) • "' Southwest Rli!Jloni> .', ....•. ,. '. "'.' .: .' ...... , . 'c, "",;., 1'(':' ,'. ""'.' 
, 

" 
Santa Clara Pueblo NM 2,800 2,800 589 

~ 
830 1,381 1,238 143 ' 10% 1,238 0 1,238 51 4% 

Sciutheiii,Pjalns:Reglon .. '.' . ',,;:': .. ;.;;:;:';~ I:i,',",!',!,"" : i';',.!;' , ""';' .. ;' IX;'!;!'.:;; .. ',"',i':; ' .. ; .. "", ;'{'" I;';:;:,· ,"" 
Absentee Shawnee Tribe OK 3,013 12,721 3,094 8,990 637 3,731 5,896 4,805 1,091 19% 3,924 881 4,805 4,185 87% 
Citizen Potawatomi Nation OK 24,504 11,011 3,412 6,942 657 1,117 6,482 4,296 2,186 34% 1,oa7 3,209 4,296 836 19% 
Delaware Tribe of Western Ok OK 1,302 475 120 311 44 119 236 118 118 50% 118 0 118 NR NR 
Kaw Nation OK 2,724 3,621 1,210 2,151 260 599 1,812 1,293 519 29% 301 992 1.293 241 19% 
Kickapoo Tribe OK 2,675 2,675 900 1,650 125 90 1,685 1,155 530 31% 225 930 1,155 100 9% 
Ponca Tribe OK 2,560 1,870 519 1,264 87 128 1,223 905 318 26% 905 0 905 430 48% 

Sac and Fox Nation of Oklahoma OK 3,163 8,523 2,320 5,545 658 3,229 2,974 2,825 149 5% 2,825 0 2,825 1,413 50% 
Ro'cki/Mou'ntaln' Re'gion, 'C; ".: .. :',.' .. ; , .,c,'." .....': . ' ;:" . : .. '; .. ;" ...... ; .. ';" .. ; ";".';.,. {. 
Chippewa Cree Tribe MT 5,505 4,372 1,714 2,465 193 138 2,520 527 1,993 79% 492 35 527 152 29% 

'Eastern Region' ("/'.: " '. ,,"('. ,,', P ; ;:;,'d' .. ,}i',';" ,.,c .. ,c; /' ... 
VVampanoag Tribe of Gay Head MA 1,065 304 91 191 22 11 202 113 89 44% 113 0 113 27 24% 

Midwest Regiciif"'ii,c'" , ..... " \i'c' " .. ;;:'';. :;;,c.,,;;, 
!'c" :,',: ' .. , .. ',c' .. .... 

Bois Forte Band of Chippewa Tribe MN 2,931 2,644 1,031 1,426 185 476 1,137 537 600 53% 383 154 537 195 36% 

Fond du Lac Band of Lake Superior MN 3,90z 3,379 677 2,435 267 368 2,334 1,810 524 22% 1,079 731 1,810 277 15% 

Grand Portage Band of Chippewa MN 1,106 451 109 275 67 0 342 171 171 50% 171 0 171 9 5% 

Grand Traverse Band MI 3,956 3,217 932 2,122 163 105 2,180 1,155 1,025 47% 210 945 1,155 94 8% 

Leech Lake Band MN 8,294 8.875 2,801 5,272 802 2,235 3,839 2,841 998 26% 2,841 0 2,841 1,989 70% 

Mille Lacs Band of Ojibwe Indians MN 3,602 2,053 747 1,190 116 287 1,019 917 102 10% 569 348 917 69 8% 

Oneida Tribe of Indians 1M 14,745 5,382 1,816 3,188 378 376 3,190 1,780 1,410 44% 1,7BO 0 1,780 NR NR 
Red Lake Band of Chippewa Indians MN 9,538 9,912 3,172 6,244 496 362 6,378 2,572 3,806 60% 2,542 30 2,572 1,671 65% 

Sault Ste. Marie Tribe 01 Chippewa MI 30,324 16,415 3,599 12,062 754 0 12,816 3,541 9,275 72% 3,541 0 3,541 785 22% 

l:asteril:OklahoiTla. Reciion ' ',;,(\ 1','(\. ,(\ A I;.;,;; ;>::.,:;' ,,;;!. ;:'. . ;; ;.>;';;; :.;\;11'(., , •. ; 

Cherokee Nation OK 241,226 123,215 25,203 83,985 14,027 55,879 42,133 27,336 14,797 35% 27,336 0 27,336 7,394 27% 

Chickasaw Nation OK 48,934 26,746 8,864 15,964 1,918 4,873 13,009 10,237 2,772 21% 10,237 0 10,237 3,017 29% 

Choctaw Nation OK 162,721 92,550 30,508 49,157 12,885 11,432 50,610 31,438 19,172 38% 17,748 13,690 31,438 10,188 32% 

Eastern Shawnee Tribe OK 2,223 592 196 347 49 36 360 96 264 73% 74 22 96 50 52% 

Miami Tribe OK 2,953 811 269 501 41 63 479 124 355 74% 41 83 124 12 10% 

Modoc Tribe OK 160 160 58 95 7 5 97 19 78 80% 19 0 19 17 89% 

MuscoQee Creek) Nation OK 55,955 55,817 13,810 37,330 4,677 6,302 35,705 33,780 1,925 5% 9,427 24,353 33,780 8,324 25% 

Seneca-Cayuga Tribe OK 3,998 1,214 390 748 67 113 702 476 226 32% 19 457 476 159 33% 

Wyandotte Tribe OK 4,303 2,159 506 1,409 24' 58 1,595 1,235 380 23% 310 925 1,235 400 32% 
Notes on Self-Governance tribes have been provided by the Office of Self-Govemance, Department of the Interior. 

Absentee Shawnee Tribe 01 OKlahoma: Some dupllc<ltion 01 data may exisllrVith data submitted by the Citizen Potawatomi Nation, 

Cherokee Nation of OKlahoma: Some duplic<ltion of data may exlstlrVith data submitted by the United Keetowah Band and the Delaware Tribe of Indiaf1s. 

Citizen Potawatoml Nation: Some duplication of data may exlsllrVith data submiUed by the Abwm" shawnee Tribe 01 Oklahoma. 

Muscogee (CreeK) Nation: Some duplication of data may exist >MIll data from Alabama-Quassarte Tribal Town, Kialegee Tribal Tovvn, and Thlopthlocco Tribal Town 
--
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e Local Estimates of Indian Service e m and Labor arket 'nformation e 

Self-Governance COMBINED TOTALS ",;,_,~;;\;~, ";,h; .. , Oi"-' ~TION-2of6 

Area, Tribe, and Reservation Names 

Ak·Chin Indian 
Duck Valley 
Duck Valley 

Tribal 
Emollment 

State/s I ~ 

_ Age Distribution Data 

Ie for 

I Age Under 16 I Age 65 !I. 
(1)+(2)+(3) PI Age16.64 (2) Oyer ___ ~ 

Not Available 
fo,Work ,., 

labor Force Data 

Available lor I 
Work or Total Number Not unemP.IO)l8d as ~ 

WorkForce Employed of labor Force 
(5) (7) _ (S) 

Total 

Public (9) I Private (10) Tota:---.!~l) 

Employed. but Below 

Povertv Guiderl"". , 
8ilIil 2 ---::--..: 

AZ 730 984 363 596 2~ 17 604 410 194T 32% 1 12~ 28~ 4191 47T 11 

JD 1,927 960 262 547 15.:!l 263 435 138 297\ 68% ~ 12& 1~ 13n 7!3L 55% 

NV 931 23:lj, 57ll 129+ 111 587 42 54ti- 93% -l. 4'l- 'l- 4~ 2.eL 55% 
,ne Tribe NV 349 149 43 - - -as 21 29 77 9 68 88% 9 0 9 0 0' 

Ely Shoshone Tribe NV 488 300 95 185 20 25 180 140 40 22% 60 80 140 30 21% 

Gila River Indian Community AZ 18,359 11,021 4,201 6,095 725 1,035 5,785 2,159 3,626 63% 1,873 286 2,159 1,9S8 92% 

Salt River Pima-Maricopa Ind Comm AZ 7,597 7,605 2,831 4,587 187 912 3,862 464 3,398 88% 421 43 464 15 3% 

N\)i'lijWe'Si:Fj~'.>,·>;.f;';;;; :",:.i,:;;>:;:>;'··.·. ,., I 
..... z -' • d Tribes·Grand Ronde OR 4,869 15,988 2,923 12,403 662 2,812 10,253 6,782 3,471 34% 1,985 4,797 6,78~ 3,143 460l 

~ Tribe WA 526 1,192 714 383 95 74 404 250 154 38% 86 164 250 68 27 

Ii Tribe 4' 
: Lower Elwha·S'KlaUam Tribe 77% 

Lummi Nation 20% 
----
l1akah Tribe WA 2,492 1,237 440 731 66 22 775 354 421 54% 100 174 354 191 54% 

~ Indian Community AK 2,144 1,211 336 780 95 134 741 443 298 40% 309 134 443 137 31% 

~t Indian Tribe WA 1,712 4,211 1,743 2,373 95 51 2,417 1,457 960 40% 1,166 291 1,457 760 52% 

i!tYlndian Tribe WA 525 5,504 2,283 2,892 329 917 2,304 677 1,627 71% 318 359 677 383 57% 

I Port Gamble S'KlaUam Tribe VVA 1,059 1,243 332 841 70 58 853 496 357 42% 97 399 496 163 33 

~Quinault Indian Nation" WA 2,454 3,203 1,169 1,856 178 298 1,736 864 872 50% a64 0 BE?4 727 84 

j Salish & Kootenai MT 6,970 4,584 1,156 3,028 400 0 3,428 2,228 1,200 35% 917 1,311 2,228 824 37% 

Bav Indian Tribe WA 255 1,264 372 753 139 216 676 250 426 63% 35 215 250 121 48% 

edTribesofSiletz OR 4,034 50,660 11,138 33,975 5,747 11,189 28,533 21,979 6,554 23% 2,898 19,081 21,979 2,971 14% 

h Tribe WA 750 1,393 409 903 81 45 939 318 621 66% 87 231 318 221 69% 

n Istand Tribe* WA 782 2,591 824 1,645 122 232 1,535 1,075 460 30% 423 652 1,075 296 28% 

ish Tribe WA 863 3,783 850 2,665 268 76 2,857 1,120 1,737 61% 168 952 1,120 816 73% 

lish Indian Tribal Community WA 770 727 258 450 19 95 374 286 68 24% 119 167 286 10 3' 

~TutalipTriQeS WA 3,604 3,604 l,3Si 2,108 139 627 1,620 1,231 389 24% 929 302 1,231 173 14% 
;,;Fj.~·;\'.:';;i,<;; I.,'~:' ii:;:;., ..., ..' _ . . ...:-
on Band of Mission Indians CA 30 46 13 28 5 0 33 6 27 82% 6 0 6 oDor --

yofDiegueno I CA 8. 8 1 6 1 0 7 4 3 43% 0 4 4 0 0' 
CA 1,893 1,983 590 1,172 221 350 1,043 621 422 40% 621 0 621 NR Nf HoopiVaftey Tribe* 

Karuk Tribe 
"'."B>C.-n-d"-of"Mcocis-sc-io-n-'C'nC'dc-i.-n-s 

CA 3,165 5,250 1,067 4,010 173 876 3,307 2,834 473 14% 2,834 0 2,834 821 29% 

CA 108 __ I~ ___ 19 51 4 '<I 46 30 16 35% 15 15 30 5 17% 

CA 15% 

CA 0' 

Page 19 

-""f 



e Local Estimates of Indian Service P. ,1 and Labor ~1.~(ket Information e 

Self-Governance COMBINED TOTALS ;:;l%f)tl§ji~,E,RV!~_ 0N-C 1- 3 of 6 
------

Alasi{3 Assoc., Tribe, and Village 
Names 

. '1' Prlbiiof Islands-
L6k.Yt_an, Native Villaqe of 
I Atka, Native Village of 

i, Native Villa!l9 of 
elson Laqoon, Native VillaQ9 of 

kol~~i. Native Villaqe of 
:>auloff Harbor Village 

1st. George 
1st. Paul 
I Unqa, Native ViUaQe of 

e Assoc'~) 
" Native Villa e of 

I Chignik Lake ViHaqe* 

I Chignik, Native Villaqe of 
I Clark's Point. Village of 

n Nativ~ Village" 

I Egegik Village 
I Ekuk, NativeSillClge gf 
I Ekwok Village 
\lliamna, Village of 
I Ivanoff Bay Village* 

~, Native Village of* 
k Village 
k Village 

:k Villaqe 

I k Village* 
New Stuyahok Village' 

1, Native VilJa e of 
Pilot POint, Native Vil1aae of 
I Port Heiden, Native Village of* 

e Creek 
South Naknek. Villa e 

Togiak, Traditional Village of 

ITwin Hills Village 
I Ugashik Village 

Age )ata Labor Force Data 

Av~lIable lor 
Trobal No! Availabl. Work or Total Number Not 

Enrollment Aile Undu 1 e Ag~ 65 & for Work WorkForce Numoe. Employed 
State/s (A) (1) Age 1&-64 (2) Ovar (1) (4/ (51 EmpJcyed /61 (7) 

Totar 

Unemployed as '., 
of Labor Fo,ce 

(U) PL/bllc (9) J PrivaTe (HI) Total (11) 

Employed, bur Below 
Poveny G.I!..i!!.rlI!lls 

• % 

ilK 1631 58! 141.411 31 ·,1- --'lL __ .~51 61 15% ··351 01 351 01 0% 
AK 13% 

AK 0% 

AK 1 sol 471 171 271 31 01 301 71 231 77% 01 71 71 41 57% 
AK I 851 191 51 91 51 51 91 51 41 44% 51 01 51 31 60% 

Ai< 1 511 511 171 301 41 21 321 281 .4l .13% 71 ~. 281 141 50% 
11,,-1 --'~ 1101 311 __ IlL .1 n-------or 741 381 361 49% .. j 311 71 381 "1 29% 
AK I 6531 4501 1801 2391 311 321 2381 1781 601 25% 1531 251 1781 271 15% 

0% 

AK 

AK 19 14 33 5 15% 

AK I 2751 1441.4~1 861 121 291 6'1 321 371 54% 27L ____ 5L ___ n321 221 69% 
AK I 2271 751 'I 611 'I 361 301 91 211 70% 'I 01 ,I 'I 100% 
AK 25% 

AK 37% 

AK I 2051 1091 241 811 41 241 611 201 411 67% 141 61 201 'I 45% 
AK 1 661 21 01 21 01 01 21 21 01 0% 01 21 21 ----".L.Q.% 
AK I 2421 1301 4'1 6'1 121 271 541 271 271 50% 211 61 271 151 56% 
AK I 1031 911 161 731 21 641 111 111 01 0% 111 01 111..A. 18% 
AK 15 5 4 1 1 4 1 3 75% 1 0 1 1 100% 

AK 133 57 5 51 1 a 52 2 50 96% 2 0 2 a 0% 

AK 190 174 43 117 14 44 87 37 50 57% 33 4 37 32 86% 

AK 262 174 60 98 16 64 50 46 4 8% 42 4 46 21 46% 

AK 209 124 42 69 13 35 __ 47 34 ~~2B% 25 9 34 18 53% 

AK 515 404 134 237 33 90 180 88 92 51% 73 15 88 56 64% 

AK 598 400 140 193 67 35 225 52 173 77% 52 0 52 21 40% 

AK 269 110 31 71 8 32 47 30 17 36% 27 3 30 5 17°,1 

AK 156 96 33 58 5 50 13 9 ~~31% 9 0 9 9 100% 

AK 110A 
AK 100~ 

AK 43% 

AK 75% 

AK I '61 _ 701 221 351 131 151 331 151 181 55% ,~_ai ___ 151 81 53% 
AK I 811 121 01 111 11 41 81 'I 31 38% 51 01 51 51 100% 

'ef'M~~kd;:t.i;;~,.""i"'." Page 20 



e Local Estimates of Indian Service e In and Labor ,\larket Information e 

Self-Governance COMBINED TOTALS ' '" '",q,\ i:':;;:0;t::,,*,~t;!>!,R)lICI::POI'OLATION:6N-OR-NEAR RESERVATION ,- 4 of 6 
Age Distribution Data Labor Force Data Total Emplo ed 

Alaska Assoc., Tribe, aDd Village Av.llable for 
Tribal Total Eligible lor Not AVailable Work or T01al Number Not Un~mployed as % Employ .. d, but 8elow 

Names Enrollm .. nt Services Age Unde, 16 Age 65& f",WorM WorkForce Numbe, Employed 01 labor Force POllertyGuldellnes 
Stlltefs '" (1)+(2)+(31 

h'''~ 
Age 1&-64 (2) Over ''I 1" I"~ Employed (6) 1" 10' Public (9) PrlvJie (10) Total 111) , 

" 'Alaska'.'~:ChuriactimuiV"',; , ',i; ",h ' ',cC,i, iH ,ii,'"~ fi'?' .£", ' " 

Chenega Village AK 65 22 8 10 4 0 14 6 8 57% 6 6 0 0% 
Nanwalek Village (English Bay) AK 248 261 96 162 3 4 161 47 114 71% 44 3 47 2' 51% 
Port Graham, Native Village of AK 298 134 38 78 18 9 87 52 35 40% 35 '7 52 16 31% 
Tatitlek, Native Village of AK 90 79 29 39 11 5 45 26 19 42% 26 0 26 12 46% 
:1i'la~ka'pCdp'per ,Rivet Native As'soc, , , .'i· 
Cantwell, Native Village of AK 108 117 26 83 8 13 78 45 33 42% 30 15 45 21 47% 
Gakona, Native Village of AK 85 91 20 65 6 11 60 35 25 42% 23 12 35 16 46% 
Gulkana Village AK 132 142 31 101 10 16 95 54 41 43% 36 18 54 25 46% 
Ktuti-Kaah (Copper Center) AK 302 326 73 230 23 38 215 124 91 42% 82 42 124 58 47% 
Tazlina, Native Village of AK 147 159 35 113 11 18 106 61 45 42% 40 21 61 28 46% 

)'iiis~ii :i>Vilfaae ;t~(jurlcll ,:Presldents . [.::.,. ' "ii,,.' . .. : ...i:': i.,::,,: :' " i. 
Alakanuk* AK 803 803 309 445 49 250 24' 226 18 7% 139 87 226 224 99% 

Algaaciq Village (SL Mary's' AK 50 49 20 25 4 0 29 15 14 48% 15 a 15 , 27% 

Yupit of Andreafskv AK 244 138 57 66 15 4 77 38 39 51% 38 0 36 17 45% 
Bill Moore's Slough" AK 102 102 31 65 6 6 65 7 58 89% 6 1 7 7 100% 
Chefornak Village- AK 449 399 116 259 24 34 249 19 230 92% 17 2 19 7 37% 

Chevak Native Village" AK 694 667 323 317 27 88 256 99 157 61% 99 0 99 75 76% 

Crooked Creek Villaae" AK 121 115 54 56 5 0 61 10 51 84% 10 0 10 9 90% 

Eek Villaae" AK 371 276 104 148 24 76 96 71 25 26% 60 11 71 71 100% 

Goodnews Bay, Native Village of· AK 344 338 94 221 23 126 118 81 37 31% 81 0 B1 44 54% 

Hooper Bay, Native Village of' AK 1,356 1 ,1m 443 512 56 115 453 170 283 62% 136 34 170 150 88% 

Kalskaq Upper), Village of' AK 190 190 70 105 15 28 92 37 55 60'% 23 14 37 20 54% 

Kongiganak, Native Village of" AK 480 450 147 290 13 146 157 108 49 31% 103 5 108 25 23% 

Kotlik, Village of· AK 570 570 205 343 22 172 193 96 97 50% 78 18 96 79 82% 

Napaimute Village· AK 75 75 2' 46 5 6 45 24 21 47% 24 0 24 12 50% 

Napakiak, Native Vitlaae of· AK 526 306 130 154 22 6 170 83 B7 51% 75 6 83 24 29% 

Napaskiak, Native Village of* AK 512 401 164 210 27 34 203 46 157 77% 36 10 46 17 37% 

Nunapitchuk, Native Village of* AK 635 480 180 277 23 53 247 128 119 48% 69 59 128 106 83% 

Village of Ohogamiut* AK 80 B1 27 47 7 2 52 22 30 58% 14 8 22 7 32% 

Oscarville Traditional Villaae* AK 65 59 26 27 6 9 24 20 4 17% 15 5 20 15 75% 

Pilot Station Traditional Villaae* AK 619 641 235 372 34 76 330 63 267 81% 55 8 63 4 6% 

Pitka's Point* AK 140 98 36 57 5 4 56 21 37 64% 21 0 21 11 52% 

Red Devil Village· AK 28 28 5 21 2 0 23 3 20 87% 3 0 3 1 33% 

Scammon Bay, Native Village of* AK 580 574 264 289 21 0 310 84 226 73% 84 0 84 17 20% 

Sheldon's Point, Village of* AK 245 170 74 85 11 50 46 39 7 15% 25 14 39 39 100% 

Sleetmute, Village or AK 126 111 51 50 10 10 50 23 27 54% 23 0 23 23 100% 

Stony River, Village of* AK 48 56 24 30 2 4 28 13 15 , 54% 13 0 13 13 100% 

Tuntutuliak. Native ViliaCle of" AK 421 334 150 167 17 93 91 75 16 18% 53 22 75 58 77% 
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e Local Estimates of Indian Service e n and Labor ~,] "ket Information e 
t'NEA"RRESE.R\1ATION'},s'6f6 .. ;;; Self-Governance COMBINED TOTALS ---

AQe Data Labor rorce Data Total 

as (3 SSOC., n e, an I age Tribal Total Eligible lor Not Available Work or TotaJ NumberNot Unemployed as '10 . Etnploved,~butBelow AI I A T 'b d V'II J' I A,,","_'o. 
N nm es Enrollment Servlce$ Age Under 16 Age 65 & j", Work Wor~Force Number Employed 01 Labor Force Poverty GuideHnes 

""'. ",,',,', '''''''_. '.' ,,' Stnte/s IA) (1)+\2)+1J) ~ Age16·64 12) Over 13) )4) (5) Employed \6) (7) (8) Pu.bliC (9) P"val~ (HI) Tolal (11) # '/0 

Aloska·,To/ian.Chiefs Conference;';,;';;:;;;.; ... .. ,,'; ';."';':;;~',i,"~ .... ~;. ...... "" .. , 
A!atna Village AK 70 33 9 24 0 1 23 12 11 48% 12 0 12 5 42% 

t VlUage AK 257 129 35 ail- 10 1U 79 32 47 59% 19 _11 32 13 41°1 

IAnvik Village I AK I-""=-_ 2211 961 301 601 61 -i,r 521 181 341 65% 101 81 181 ~ 
3irch Creek Villaoe 1 AK I 841 281 61 221 _1 81 141 21 121 86% 21 01 21 11 50' 
)01 Lake 1 AK 1 1371 221 61 121 41 41 121 51 71 58% 01 51 51 21 40' 
'oole. NOliv8Village-,X I AK 1 1131 301 51 221 31 31 221 101 121 55% 61 41 101 41 40' 
Fort Yukon, Native Villa e of 40~ 

Galena Vil!~gE!lh_~l!~_ _ 40~ 

I Healy Lake Village 
I Holy Cross Village 

I Hughes Village 
I Huslia Village 
I Kaltag~Vfllaqe of 
I Koyukuk Native Village 

I Manley Hot Springs Village 
h Native Vil1aqe 

!
Minto, Native Village of 

Nenana Native 

INikolaiVi~ 
Village --- ----

~uby, Native Village of 
NatiVe ViJlage 

ra/<.otna Village 
;, Native Village of 

ITelidaVillage 
Tetlin Villa e 
Afciska::;j'(]ambE!if ':;'#iiJgg\' 
Gambell Native Villa e 

I.~Skt(:1i:K~wer~Klih;;i:i;;L ;,;':;:';; ,",,':< ',» 
Brevi Mission 
Chinik Eskimo 
l~unCil, Native Village 
~m, Native Village of 

Mar's I 100, Native Village of 

Nome Eskimo 

I 

AK <11% 

AK 40% 

AK I 5281 2191 821 1201 171 211 1161 791 371 32% __ 561 231 791__ 321 41% 
AK I 1391 --611-- 23] 3il --71----'1 291 -'31- - -'6)-550" 121 '1 131 51 38% 
AK I 5221 2741 1101 1441 ....2"1 __ 181. 1361 831 ..so.L 39% 411 421 831 331 40% 
AK I 4041 1941 681 ' 1081 181 201 1061 571 491 46% 351 221 571 231 40% 
AK I 2801 921 311 541 71 71 541 361 181 33% 261 101 361 141 39% 
AK 40% 

AK 40QIo 

AK 39°1 

AK 41 0, 

A.K 42"J 
AK 38~ 

AX 41% 

AK 41% 

AI< 42 21 9" 3 10 3 7 

AK 169 124 78 9 20 67 29 38 

AK I 21 31 01 11 21 01 3\.__ 01 31 100% NRI NRI NRI NRI NR 
41% 

AK I 7151 _,_71.5l __ ~ 4731 40r 6T 5071 lOiT 406 80% 81 20 101 85 84% 

AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 
AK 

294 29~ 

110 11C 

1311 10~ 
406 26~ 

4771 41~ 
381 26( 

981 1m: 
~ 2,12. 

1351 1471 11 
42 61 

331 6~ 
88 1551 1~ 

1301 2681 1E 
99 144 

221 76
1 

442 1,538 14: 
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e Local Estimates of Indian serVlcee '011 and Labor 'iarke! Information e 
Self-Governance COMBINED TOTALS 0"- ~EA_R - 6 of 6 

Alasi{a Corp., Tribe, and Village 
Names 

Saint Michael, Native Village of 

ive Village of 

~ive Village of 

Natiwe VillaQ8 of 

, Village of 

~- Jatii Lab!:,r_J Total 

Tribal I Total Eligible fO'1 . I I I Not Available 
Enrollment Services Age Under 16 - _. • - ... . 

(A) (1)+(2)+(3) (1) Age __ . 

Work or To!a! I I Number No! I Uflemployed a. % 
o "!Ie ,,,, '" WorkForce Number Employed of Labor For~e I Age 16_64 (2)1 Over 1l)1 (4) __ ~5) Employed (6) (7) _(81_ I Public (9( 1 Private (1011 Total~ 

Available lor 

Employed, bUI Below 
Povel1y Guidelines . ., 

AK 399 334 163 160 11 6 165 103 62 38% 40 63 103 65 63% 

AK 793 728 308 361 59 25 395 94 301 76% 87 7 94 47 50% 

AK - 369 205 71 122 12 3 131 56 75 57% 55 1 56 15 27% 

AK 643 503 196 272 ~_J49 _ 158 __ 126 __ 32 20"1r 116 10 __ 126 ~ 79% -- --

AK 68 61 18 37 8 a 43 18 25 58% 9 9 18 4 22% 

ISsac. 1 AK 642 642 278 343 21 6 358 61 297 83% 60 1 61 56 92% 

~Teller, Native Village of 1 AK 208 91 22 59 10 25 44 38 6 14% 31 7 38 26 68% 

t. NativeVillaQeof 1 AK 1,541 606 169 560 77 97 540 371 169 31% 354 17 371 145 39% 

IWafes, Native Village of __ . __ .J. AK2<.'L 1271 _ 361 .51 61 01 91 L '61 451 "Ok 431 31 '61 191 41% 
rVvhiteMountain,NativeVillageof AK 337 146-- 50 81 15 13 83 37 46 55% 36 1 37 1130% 

1'P;1~~1,.i¥")VIarilila~A"i>6iaiio nl'~.:;"···I: :",.t,' ?"ifii"; .. ·q·::;,:..,,;,,.;, . •... i. ii .. ';. .. 
~Ambler, Native Village of* AK 361 334 157 161 16 16 161 39 122 76% 39 0 39 31 79% 

I£h Native Village of*_ AK 186 178 84 86 8 8 86 41 45 52% 41 0 41 28 68% 

,a~Native Village of* AK 389 370 174 179 17 17T 179 39 140 78% 39 0 39 .34 87% 

IKobuk, Native Villaae of* AK 78 74 35 35 4 0 39 5 34 87% 5 0 5 4 80% 

nak, Native Villaae of* AK 266 253 119 122 12 10 124 20 104 84% 20 0 20 15 75% 

~I.~k~I~;e'~n!l::edtfn:IBf .. "rfii,.qi!"H'itlai.;'/' 'J i,:lil,,:: ·:::..;o •. ;·i11:::/,".· . .:.I'I·.;I: .. 
AnQoon Community Association AK 493 464 90 32& 46 199 175 119 56 32% 34 85 119 85 71% 

Central Council Tlingit & Haida AK 25~4S4 25,485 4,305 18,389 2,791 9,828 11,352 8,543 2,809 25% 4,543 4,000 8,543 4,200 49% 

)t Indian Assoc. (HNS) AK 422 422 77 297 48 261 84 36 48 57% 18 18 36 25 69% 

Craiq Community Association AK 426 426 108 289 29 158 160 131 29 18% 100 31 131 100 76% 

~ Village of 

, Organized Village of 

~ yil@ge* 

AK 57 53 15 32 6 5 33 15 18 55% 4 '11 15 0 0% 

AK 510 510 131 328 51 180 199 148 51 26% 85 63 148 80 54% 

AK 458 458 127 297 34 170 161 127 34 21~ __ 60 67 127 60 47% 

AK 219 219 3 187 29 120 96 67 29 30% 37 30 67 40 60% 

AK 26 26 9 15 2 8 9 6 3 33% 1 5 6 4 67% 

~ AK 551 551 111 392 48 227 213 65 148 69% 33 32 65 40 62% 

·'i·:·"';:;";"';';!"'::;· .• -:-~ .••.. . J .... . I.·.·... l-"ie;", .:::;: I:· .......... ... . l 
Ik-ake, Oraanized Villane of AK 497 512 140 317 55 34 338 223 115 34% 65 158 223 49 22% l 

\.;;;,K .• t"hlk"r1"@;1"::::;.~.. ...ih':n. .. :: •.•. ·.··.1 • ". ,0. ••.. ..:".'" '.. .'. 
llnOlan Corooration AK 4,660 3,100 694 2.1481 258 0 2,406 1,756 650 27% 1,756 0 1,756 0 0% 

Ala'k.",Srtk'~'/'::i:;::::::,;::;"::;;;.·~:;:·,::;,. :,.;;": ·"I·;::,!·;,:··.I:, .. ::.:' ...... "'" .. ' 
Sitka Tribe of Alaska AK 3,438 3,436 423 2,478 537 776 2,239 739 1,500 67% 739 0 739 229 31% 

!l<la.k.:;;'Yi!~lJtat·.;;ti:i():i\::-i;::::::;i.:· .;.. ···I::',r·:: I." ... :; Co I: '.3 I.:... ...... --: -:-
Yakutat TIi~git Tribe AK 385 358 118 2191 21 5 235 175 60 26% 175 0 175 38 22% 

)ifa.~~I;:>.:,sa'lijOr~armiilt:.:'·'·:':':: .: •. :.. :-; ...• -;,. ...... I..' .' 
Asa'carsarmiut AK 337 146 50 811 ~ 83 37 46 55% 36 37 11 30% 

., ~., ___ , 'HI age O~fli§:Ed~~~~~~AOOK~ill[~2~'5~9~0~~~2TI"~9i6~~,fili ~:3~7~1 ill[ili'~'3~9~ •• ·~I!ll!~ 161 36 ¥0!i:'! ~,;~f;1 i,llj<>, ";~9j. :--')' 964 '~'3;~-/ 382 177 559 372t 67% 

:.1"" " .. ':.;;; I::!::f, I·f.· .1 ____._:. 1---: 
~ 2,538 2,175 874 1,2181 85 100 1,201 1,060 141 12% 1,060 0 1,060 34zt 32% 

~ ~ 4..22 .... 
)ue 

(, Native Villa~ of AK I 6611 6161 1521 ~I 491 1651 2991 143\ 1561 52% 1121 311 1431 93\ 65% 
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e e .. 
Local Estimates of Indian Service POpl.tl~_.Jn and Labor Market Information 

e 

Self-Governance COMlllNED TOTALS ,'iC.' I;:,'.L''':::!E:';:}SI''RVICE:'POPUL:ATION:'ON"OR,NEAR RESERVATION,> •. Got 6 "':: .:.': ':" .:. : .. ,::.:.,, 
Age Distribution Data Labor force Data Total Emplo ad 

Alasl{3 Corp., Tribe, and Village Av~JI~ble lor 
Tribal Tolal Eligjn,,,,o. Not AvaUable Work or Total Number Not Unemployad u 0" Employed, but B.,low 

Names Enrollment Servicu Age Unde, 16 Ag~ 55 & for Work WorkForce Number Employed of Labor Foree Poverty Gulde'inu 
State/s ,AI [1 )·(~)"(JI '" Ag& 16_64 (2) OVer ''I '" ''I Employed (6) '" ''I Public (9) Pri"ate (101 Tolal (11) • % 

Ala~ka;':Nul"to' :::" ... '. . <, ",,' :, ... ,: ':, :'. ": ' ... :: .... , : I: ... , 
Nulato VillaQ8 AK 715 626 195 3951 36 129 302 58 244 81% 41 17 58 20 34% 
Ala.ki"\Eyak:::

'
::: ·:i· .... ,.: .:' . .,::.e ''Ss', ,'.;,"';' :':':'.' ",::,,:. ' ,:,:'<' . .' I·' . ...... " I::: i': .... ,.< .•. :.: 

~Y.§lk (Cordova), Village of AK 368 461 149 266 46 8 304 243 61 20% 243 0 243 231 95% 

Alask.<Seld"v).:::;;:,· ...... ",: " : ,"'" :.';;:,:~::;;" ',,;; ':':" 1,<.';",·)'· ;:'::t:,i~ 1'1:;: :,' :,.' .•.. ... '.' 1 .. ,.: 
" .. :'::: .. ;;,:,:'. 

Seldovia VlIIage Tribe AK 421 100 27 60 13 11 62 31 31 50% 23 8 31 15 48% 

A.las'kil'.-;-lanana :';":;,:' ,)/)" ; "i: t" .' ';'':. ~ , '.< , .. " ,"': , ,C. 
Tanana, Native Villaqe of AK 962 218 53 146 19 14 151 43 108 72% 35 8 43 0 0% 

'Self":Governance TOTALS: ,. .'813751 ,.624561 ;,168'005 ',398817 t.57739 133732 ·:322'800 210649 112151 35% 123528 87121. 210649 '66557 32% 
* = 2001 Labor Force Oata NR = Totals Not Reported by tribes 
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lABOR MARKET INFDRMATION ON THE INOIAN lABOR FD~CE 1/31o~ 
SURVEY FORM FOR CALENDAR YEAR' 2005 

TRIBE: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
Agency or Field Office: Puget Sound Agency Region: Northwest 
State: WA. County(ies): ___ .::S:,::ka:'Ja~2Ciit~ _____________ --11 

List Counly(ies) in which the Tribal Entity is phusically located and, if applicable, its nllar (off) reselVation Service Area County(ies) 

Zip Codes: _--=9::08::;28:::4'-__ _ Tribal Code: _______ _ 

Total Resident/Service Area Indian Population (individuals eligible 
on-reservation services which the Secretary of Interior provides to 

B Indian 

Employed BUT Below the Poverty Line (Use attached HHS Poverty 
to determine line ** 

the 55 individuals on the reservation who are 

67% of the on-reservation i are below "low-income" 

94% of on-reservation rental household incomes are below "low-income". 

Information used is athered from the Tribe's Housin Data software. 

rolled member ouseholds were used for" n" statistics. 

MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

See attachments 

information on 



uare: Uj/ULILUUb 

Time: 09:47:03 
Upper ~kaglt 1 nOal Housing Department 

Demographic Statistics Report 
Mutual Help - Project Summary 

Unit Locations 
Sedro v-Joolley _ 

1 

~ ?amily Composition 

~Average Family Size 

Nen-Elderly Heads of Household 

Elderly Heads of Household (age 62 or older) 

Female Heads of Household 
Non-Elderly 

Elderly 

Male Heads of Household 

Non-Elderly 

Elderly 

Disabled/Handicapped Heads of Household 
Male 

Female 

Non-Minority Heads of Household 
Minority Heads of Household 

American Indian/Alaska Native 

of Family Members younger than 18 years 
of Families with children 

Tribal Members Composition 
Non-Native 

Kootenai 
Lummi 

N/.i\ 

Quileute 

S\-.;inomish 

Tulalip 

Upper Skagit 

Income Source 

Child Support 

Indian Trust/Per Capita 

Other ~o~wage Sources 

SSI 
Social Security 

TANF (formerly AFDC) 

Unemployment Benefits 

Other Wage 

Total All Income Sources 

.,rerage Income 

Average Tenant Rent (per month) 

Average TTP (rent + utilities per month) 

HoH Count 
42 

Count 

3 

34 

8 

24 

20 

4 

18 

14 

4 

2 

0 

2 

1 
41 

41 

48 

26 

5 

4 

6 

13 

1 

4 

3 

96 

Annual Amount 
$10,885 

$62,050 

$27,114 

$63,180 

$33,754 

$29,860 

$26,711 

$1,220,444 

$1,473,998 

$35,095 

$184 

$406 

~age: 1 

Percent Fam Count Percent 
100 132v' 100 

Percent Avg Age 

81 40 

19 71 

57 44 

83 39 

17 71 

43 48 

78 41 

22 72 

5 75 

0 0 

100 75 

2 

98 

98 

10 

62 

4 
3 

5 

10 

1 

3 

2 

73 

Percent count Percent 
0.7 4 3 

4.2 42 35 

1.8 4 3 

4.3 11 9 

2.3 8 7 

2.0 5 4 

1.8 3 2 

82.8 44 36 

100 121 100 



e 

Date: 03/02/2006 

Time: 0947:03 

Length of Time On Program 

t.ess than 1 yeC)rs 

'-.Jess -chan 2 years 

Less than 3 years 

L2ss than 4 years 

Less than 5 years 
'i1cre than 5 yea.rs 

Broad Range of Income 

so - $5,000 

$5 1 000 - $lD/COO 

S10,OOO - $15,000 

$15,000 - $20,00C 

$20,000 - $25,000 

More than $25,000 

Income Levels 
Extremely Lovv-FUl 

Very Low-All 

Lmv-All 

,-ler-All 

Extremely Low-Elderly 
Very Low-Elderly 

LOIr/-Elderly 

Other-Elderly 

Upper Skagit Tribal Housing Department 

Demographic Statistics Report 
Mutual Help - Project Summary 

Count 

2 

o 
2 

1 

2 

35 

Count 

o 
7 

2 

3 

4 

26 

Count 
9 

8 

11 
14 

2 

3 

2 

1 

Percent 

5 

o 
5 

2 

5 

83 

Percent 

o 
l7 

5 

7 

10 

62 

Percent 
21 

19 

26 

33 

Page: 2 



uate: UJ/ULILUUo 

Time: 09:46:51 
upper SKagit Tnbal Housing Department 

Demographic Statistics Report 
Rentals - Project Summary 

Unit Locations 
Sedro vJoolley' ;: 

__ Family Composition 

~Average Family Size 

No~-Elderly Heads of Household 

Elderly Heads of Household (age 62 or older) 

female Heads of Household 

Non-El.derly 
Elderly 

Male Heads of Household 

Non-Elderly 

Elderly 

Disabled/Handicapped Heads of Household 

Male 

Female 

Non-Minority Heads of Household 

Minority Heads of Household 

American Indian/Alaska Native 

of Family Members younger than 18 years 

of Families with children 

Tribal Members Composition 

Non-Native 

Cheam 

Chippewa 

Colville 

Huckleshoot 

N/A 
Nez Perce 

Nooksack 

Ojibwe- Leech Lake B 

Oneida 

Sauk Suattle 

Sh'inomish 

Upper Skagit 

Income Source 

Chdd Support 

General Assistance 

Indian Trust/Per Capita 

Other Nonwage Sources 

S1 

411tbCial Security 

TANF (formerly AFDC) 
Other Wage 

Total All Income Sources 

HoH Count 

Annual 

27 

Count 

2 

23 
4 

14 

13 
1 

13 

10 
3 

5 
2 

3 

a 
27 

27 

19 
12 

9 
1 
1 
1 
1 
2 

2 

1 
1 
1 

1 
2 

37 

Amount 
$2,149 
$7,332 

$27,009 

$70,266 

$43,836 
$40,543 

$34,404 

$129,815 
$355,354 

..-age: 1 

Percent Fam Count Percent 
100 601/ 100 

Percent Avg Age 

85 42 

15 74 

52 45 

93 44 
7 63 

48 49 

77 40 

23 77 

19 50 
40 50 

60 50 

a 
100 
100 

8 

44 

15 
2 

2 
2 
2 

3 
3 
2 

2 

2 

2 

3 
62 

Percent Count Percent 
0.6 2 3 
2.1 2 3 

7.6 18 30 

19.8 8 13 

12.3 9 15 
11.4 5 8 

9.7 6 10 

36.5 11 18 
100 61 100 



uate: Uj/ULILUUti 

Time: 09:46:51 

.D.verage Income 

Upper SKagit Tribal Housing Department 

Demographic Statistics Report 
Rentals - Project Summary 

$13,161 

.Z1.veraqe renantyRent (per month) 

TTF (rent + utilities per monthi 

$96 

$2l8 

Time On Program 

Less than years 

Less than 2 years 

=.,ess than 3 years 
Less -::=han 4 years 

Less than 5 years 

l"~Qre than c years " 

Broad Range of Income 
$0 - $5,000 

$5,000 - $10,000 

$10,000 - $15,000 

$15,000 - $20,000 

$20,000 - $25,000 

More than $25,000 

Income Levels 
Ghcremely Low-All 

Very LOl--i-JUl 

L01:J-All 

Other-All 

Extremely Low-Elderly 

e Jery Low-Elderly 
L01,oJ-Elderly 
Other-Elderly 

Count 
3 

7 

3 

5 

4 

5 

Count 
1 

12 

6 

1 

3 

3 

Count 
20 

3 

3 

1 

3 

° 1 

° 

l-'age: ~ 

Percent 

11 

26 

11 

19 

15 

19 

Percent 
4 

46 

23 

4 

12 

12 

Percent 
74 

11 

11 

4 



Date 03/02/2006 

Time: 094713 
Upper Skagit Tribal Housing Department 

Demographic Statistics Report 
Section 8 " Project Summary 

Unit Locations 

a 3ell ir:gham 

.. 2"Jrllfl:jI.on 

H~mil"'.:.on 

L2.ke Stevens 

l:nlden 

L~/nn\-Jood 

L"Ja':::-j'sville 

t'Joun:: Vernon 

Sedro \;oolley 

Total All Locations 

Family Composition 
Average Family Size 

'lrr-~lderly Heads of Household 

~_~~_iy I~eads of Household (age 62 or older) 

Female Heads of Household 

Non-Elderly 

Elderly 

.,-:1dle Heads of Household 
Non-Elderly 

Elderly 

Disabled/Handicapped Heads of Household 
Male 

Female 

Non-Minority Heads of Household 

Minority Heads of Household 

lunerican Indian/Alaska Native 

Hispanic 

# of ramil'y' ~'lembers younger than 18 years 
# of Families with children 

Tribal Members Composition 
Non-Native 
.!:..laskan 

J\pache 

Elackfeet 
r::::-iOctaVl 

arm"'. Creek 
.UTIlJlll 

~;/A 

Sioux 

Nooksack 

Northern Cheyenne 
Quileute 

HoH Count 

1 

8 

4 

1 

7 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

4 

14 

13 

58 

Count 
3 

55 

3 

43 

41 

2 

15 
14 

1 

4 

1 

3 

1 

57 

56 

1 

82 
39 

86 

1 

1 

5 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

1 

1 

Page: 1 

Percent Fam Count Percent 
2 2 1 

14 21 12 

7 14 8 

2 1 1 

12 17 10 

3 ~ 5 3 

2 2 1 

2 ~ 5 3 

2 -6 3 

2 - 3 2 

7 18 10 

24 49 28 
22 34 19 

100 1 ~,J(;~ 100 . p~ 
Percent Avg Age 

95 39 

5 74 

74 40 

95 39 

5 76 

26 41 
93 39 

7 71 

"I 41 

25 46 

75 41 

2 

98 

97 

2 

8 

67 

49 

1 

1 

3 

1 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 



Date: Uo/U<I<006 

Time: 09:4 7: 13 

Tlingit 

_'ulalip e Upper ~kagit 
-:{akama Nation 

Income Source 
Indian Trust/Per Capita 

Child Support 

General Assistance 
Indian Trust/Per Capita 

Other Nonwage Sources 

SSI 
Social Security 

TANF (formerly AFDC) 

Unemplo1~ent Benefits 

Other Wage 

Total All Income Sources 

Upper :SkagIt I nbal Housing uepartment 

Demographic Statistics Report 
Section 8 - Project Summary 

2 

9 

4 

55 

2 

Annual Amount 
$1,500 

$24,160 

$8,136 

$45,988 

$16,934 

$48,531 

$46,821 

$101,388 
$5,772 

$351,193 

$650,423 

1 

5 

2 

31 

1 

Percent 
0.2 

3.7 

1.3 
7.1 

2.6 

7.5 

7.2 

15.6 

0.9 

54.0 

100 

Public Assistance is the sale source of income for 5% of households. 

_,....;eholds that are v-iorking comprise 34 % of households. 

Of the working households, 15% of households also receive TANF. 

Average Income 

Average Tenant Rent (per month) 

•

,verage TTF (rent + utilities per 

Length of Time On Program 
Less than 1 years 

Less than 2 years 

Less than 

Less than 

Less than 

l1are than 

3 

4 

5 

5 

years 
years 

years 

years 

Broad Range of Income 
$0 $5,000 

$5,000 - $10,000 

S10,000 - $15,000 

$15,000 - $20,000 

$20,000 - $25,000 

More than $25,000 

Income Levels 

Extremely Low All 

'iery LOh'-All 

LOI-I-P,ll 

Other-All 

Extremely Low-Elderly 

A·ery LOCI-Elderly 

.--'OV,'-Elder 1 y 

Other-Elderly 

$11,214 

$153 
month) $244 

Count 

21 

16 
7 

5 

3 

6 

Count 
13 

13 

11 

7 

7 

4 

Count 

43 

13 

1 

1 

2 

1 

° 
° 

Percent 

36 

28 

12 

9 

5 

10 

Percent 
24 

24 

20 

13 

13 
7 

Percent 
74 

22 

2 

2 

~age: L 

Count Percent 

1 1 

6 5 

2 2 
30 26 

17 15 

9 8 

9 8 

17 15 

1 1 

22 19 

114 100 
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• 

Upper Skagit Enrolled Tribal Members 
Census Data as of January 2~ 2005 

931 Enrolled Members 
The Upper Skagit Tribe anticipates substantial increase in the Tribe' s enrollment 

over the next few years, primarily from individuals relinquishing their membership in 
other tribes and enrolling in the Upper Skagit Tribe. Since the last enrollment in 

August 2005, the Tribe has received approximately 26 applications for April 2006 
enrollment cycle. In the three (3) previous years, enrollment was as follows: 

2003 - 51 enrolled: 2004 - 60 enrolled: 2005 - 136 enrolled 

As of January 26, 2006 Tribal Membership 

Adult Members 640 
Minor Members 291 

Total 931 

Members in Skagit County 345 
Members in Whatcom County 43 
Members in Snohomish County 98 
Members in King County 81 
Members in Pierce County 34 
Members in all other WA State Counties 191 
Members out of WA State 139 

Total 931 

Skagit County Membership PopUlation Distribution 

Membership living on the Upper Skagit Reservation 148 
Membership Living off the Upper Skagit Reservation 197 

Total 345 

Skagit County Membership Age Groups 

Membership Ages 0 to 17 
Membership ages 18 to 30 
Membership ages 31 to 49 
Membership ages 50 to 60 
Membership ages 61 & older 

Total 

127 
62 
93 
31 
32 

345 
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• 

• 

Chapter 2 • Dropout Statistics 

Figure 3: Annual Dropout Rates by Gender and Race/Ethnicity, Grades 9--12 
(School Year 2003-2004) 

20% 
o Ma\e o Female o Total 

12.9% 

- 12 .0% 

10% 

1.1 ".- 10.8% 11.1% - r- r- 10.2% 
9.7% 

e::: 
,:::: 

6.4% 
r- ,,5.8% 

5.5% " .0% .2 ~ 
- 4.3% - .4r-

r- ,.3.7% f--
.1 l-
f-

0% 
All students Amer. Indian AsianlPac. is . Black Hspani:: W'hite 

Table 4: Annual Dropout Rates by Grade for Student Groups 
(School Year 2003-2004) 

Grade 9 Grade 10 Grade 11 Grade 12 Annual 
dropout dropout dropout dropout dropout rate, 

Student Grou rate rate rate rate all rades 
All students 5.1% 5.6% 6..l% 6.3c}~ 5.8% 

Amer. lndian 12.8% 11.2% 12.3% 11.5% 12.0% 
Asian/Pacific Is. 3.0% 3.8% 3.8% 4.3% 3.7% 
Black 8.2% 10.9"10 11.3% 8.4% 9.7% 
Hispanic 10.6% 10.6% 10.3% 8.9% 10.2% 
White 3.9% 4.5% 5.7% 5.9"10 5.0% 

Special education 5.0% 7.0% 7.8% 9.1% 6.9% 
Limited English 7.2% 8.2% 8.3% 8.0% 7.9% 
Low income 5.6% 7.3% 7.9% 6.8% 6.8% 

Female 4.8% 5.2% 5.7% 5.2% 5.2% 
Male 5.5% 5.9% 7.2% 7.4% 6.4% 
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• 

• 

CHAPTER 3 

GRADUATION STATISTICS 

On-Time Graduation Rates 

The dropout rates shown in Chapter 2 are used to estimate the graduation rates for the cohort of 
students who were expected to graduate in 2004. This "Class of 2004" is the group of students 
who would have started grade 9 in the fall of 2000 and were expected to graduate "on-time" in 
the spring of2004, i.e., in a 4-year period. 

We estimate that 70 percent of the students in the Class ofl004 graduated by the end of the 
4-yea .. period wi th a regular di ploma. Figure 10 shows how dropouts in previous years 
gradually reduced the number of enrolled students in the Class of2004 over time26 By the end of 
the 2003- 04 school year, 21.5 percent of the students in the cohort had dropped out (78.5% still 
remained). The grade 12 students who were still enrolled at the end of the year 1Uld did not 
graduate reduces the on-time graduation rate even furU,er. Figure 11 summarizes the enrollment 
status of these students at the end of the four-year period (i .e. , by the end of summer 2004). 

Figure 10: Attrition in the Class of 2004 

100 

90 

80 

" 0 
.c 70 0 
0 

.s 60 
J!l 
~ 

" "0 50 .a 
"' '0 40 
C 
" ~ 30 
" <l. 

20 

10 

0 

100 

-

-
r--
'--

-

-
r--

-

r--

Entering 
Grade 9 

Annual dropout rate: 5.1% 

~ 

Entering 
Grade 10 

5.6% 

89.6 

Entering 
Grade 11 

6 .4% 

83.8 -

Entering 
Grade 12 

6.3% 

78.5 
r--

Rnishing 
Grade 12 

• A total of 10. 1% of the grade 12 students were still enrolled in 
school at the end of the ycar~ which represents 8.5% of the cohort. 

70.1 

-

-

-

-

-

-

less 
continuing 
students' 

16 We assume the dropout rate that occurred in school year 2003-04 for each grade is the same that occurred for the 
cohort i.n earlier years. See Table 4 in the previous chapter for these rates. 
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• 

Chapter 3 • Graduation Statistics 

Table 7: Graduation Statistics by Student Group (Class of2004) 

Received high Received On-time Cumulative 
school adult ITEP Total gradulltion dropout Continuing 

Student Grou raduates rate rate rute 
All students 57,701 215 57,926 70.1% 21.5% 8.5% 

Amer. Indian /, / 36 9 1.1 45 47.2% 39.9% 12.9% 
Asian/Pacific Is. 4,875 /5 4,890 78.0% 14. t% 7.8% 
Black 2,342 23 2,365 53.9% 33.6% 12 .6°/. 
Hispanic 4,083 9 4,092 54.0% 34.7% 11.3% 
White 45, J83 169 45,352 73.6% 18.7% 7.70/. 

Spec ial education 3,346 80 3,426 52,3% 25.9% 2 1.8% 
Lim ited Eng[ish 1,465 6 1,471 57.8% 28. 1% 14.1% 
Low income 10,483 60 10,543 62.30/ 0 24.8% 12.8% 

Female 30,046 93 30, 139 73.6% 19.3% 7.1% 
Male 27,655 112 27,787 66.6% 23.5% 9.8% 

Figure 12: Graduation, Dropout, and Continuing Rates by Student Group 
(Class o(2004) 

100% 

75% 

50% - - - - -- -- -

25% 

0% 

- -- - I-- r r- - -

~ 1 h 1 h rh n n h l 

o On-time graduates o Cohort dropout rate o Cohort continuing rate 
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Rainier Beach High 

Residential Consortium 

• Roosevelt Higb 

Sealth Hi8h 

Secondary Bilingual Orientation Center 

South Lake High 

Summer School 

Summit K- 12 

The Bridge 

The Cenler School 

Transi tion Success 

West Seattle High 

Sl'tlro Woolley 

ScdTO Woolley Senior High 

Sedro Woolley Spccial Programs 

Stale Street High 

Selah 

Selah Academy 

Selah High 

Selah Junior High 

Selkirk 

Selkirk lr Sr High 

Sequim 

Sequim Community School 

Sequim Senior High 

•
helfon 

Choice High 

Shel ton High 

Shoreline 

AJdercresl Annex Home Exchange 

Handicapped ContractuaJ Services 

Shorecrest High 

Shorewood High 

Skykomish 

Skykomish High 

Snohomish 

Aim High 

Freshman Campus Re Entry 

High School Re-Entry 

Parent Pnrtncrhip 

Snohomish Center 

Snohomisb Freshman Campus 

Snohomish High 

Snoqualm ie V aU ey 

Mount Si High 

Two Rivers School 

Soap Lake 

Smokiam Ahcmative High 

• Soap Lake Middle & High 

Dropout Rutes for All Grade, Combinco 

Net 
Enrol1nlcnt 

580 

9 

1606 

892 

170 

191 

31 

204 

2 

283 

1087 

1653 
1135 

j 

513 

1113 

62 

765 

286 

141 

141 

1011 

48 

963 

1763 

240 

1523 

3262 

4 

3 

1460 

1795 

l8 

l8 

2~05 

77 

29 

55 

20 

8 

689 
1927 

1376 

1265 

III 

203 

88 

115 

Total 
Dropouts 

46 

4 

13 

39 

18 

41 

5 

9 

2 

10 

o 
29 

239 

26 

212 

62 
o 

42 

20 

3 

3 

28 

8 

20 

176 

55 
12 1 

84 

o 
o 

30 

54 

5 

5 

92 

8 

30 

o 
o 
8 

45 

14 

10 

4 

7 

4 

3 

A-I 

Known 
Dropouts 

16 

o 
3 

14 

8 

14 

o 
3 

o 
I 

o 
12 

101 

10 

o 
91 

36 

o 
35 

1 

11 

3 

8 

48 

3 

45 

45 

o 
o 

26 

19 

3 

3 

29 

4 

o 
3 

o 
o 
o 

22 

11 

10 

6 

4 

2 

GED 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

59 

o 

58 

2 

o 
2 

o 
1 

I 

10 

3 

7 

S 

2 

3 

6 

o 
o 
o 
6 

o 
o 
9 

2 

o 
4 

o 
o 
o 
3 

1 

o 
I 

o 
o 
o 

Unknown 
Location 

30 

4 

10 

25 

10 

27 

5 

6 

2 

9 

o 
17 

79 

16 

o 
63 

24 

o 
5 

19 

7 

2 

5 

123 

50 
73 

33 

o 
o 
4 

29 

2 

2 

S4 

2 

23 

o 
o 
8 

20 

2 

o 
2 

1 

o 

Percent 
Dropouts 

7 .9% 

44.4% 

0.8% 

4.4% 

10.6% 

21.5% 

16. 1% 

4 .4% 

100.0% 

3 .5% 

0 .0% 

2 .1% 

14.5% 

2.3% 

20.0% 

41.3% 

5.6% 

00% 

5.5% 

7.0% 

2.1% 

2. 1% 

2.8% 

16.7% 

2.1% 

JO.O% 

22.9% 

7.9% 

2.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

2.1% 

3.0% 

17.9% 

17.9% 

3.3% 

10A% 

3.5% 

54.6% 

0.0% 

0 .0% 

12% 

2.3% 

1.0%. 

0 .8% 

3.6% 

3.40/0 

4 .6% 

2 .6% 

15 



• 
ka ttle 

Ballard High 

Career Link 

Cleveland High 

Education Service Centers 

Fmnldin High 

Garfield High 

Home School Resource Center 

Ingraham High 

Interagency Youth Edue. Program 

John Marshall High 

Middle Cellege High 

Nathan Hale High 

NOV8HiSh 

Rainier Beach High 

Residential Consortium 

Roosevelt High 

Sealth High 

Secondary Bilingual Orient..1tioll 

South Lake High 

Summer School 

Summit K-12 

The Bridge 

The Centor School 

Transition Success 

West Seattle High 

S.dro Woolley 

Sedro Woolley Senior High 

SOOro Woolley Speoial Progrnms 

State Street High 

Selal, 

Selah Academy 

Selah High 

Grad~ 9 

2.9% 

0.7% 

0.0% 

2.3% 

0.0% 

2.g% 

0.3% 

4.8% 

1.0% 

27.9% 

30.4% 

23.1% 

1.1 % 

0.0% 

5.2% 

100.0% 

0.8% 

0.9% 

6.5% 

10.3% 

10.0% 

1.5% 

NA 
2.3% 

NA 
1.4% 

18.1% 

1.6% 

O.O'A. 

65.2% 

6.4% 

0.0% 

NA 

Dropout Rates 

Grade 10 

4.4% 

1.3% 

20.6% 

3.1% 

3.6% 

5.2% 

1.5% 

10.5% 

1.9% 

24.4% 

26.3% 

17.7% 

1.2% 

0 .0% 

9.0% 

33.3% 

0.7% 

4.0% 

47.1% 

20.0% 

0.0% 

3.3% 

100.0% 

2.5% 

NA 
1.6% 

16.7% 

0.7% 

33.3% 

53.5°0 

3.0% 

0.0% 

3.1% 

Grade 11 

7.0% 

1.1 % 

38.0% 

4.4% 

2.2% 

4.1 % 

0.8% 

5.7% 

2.1% 

34.5% 

37.0% 

11.1 % 

1.2% 

1.4% 

10.9% 

33.3% 

1.6% 

6.8% 

NA 

27.0% 

25.0% 

8.9% 

NA 
7.1% 

NA 
4.4% 

12.9% 

I.~~ 

OJ)% 

32.9% 

6.0*10 

0.0% 

6.3% 

Graduation Rates Based on Dropout and Continuing Rates 

• 
Grade 12 

7.4% 

0.8% 

34.1% 

5.6% 

6.8% 

4.6% 

0.5% 

5.0% 

2.3% 

38.2% 

34.6% 

21.1 % 

3.2% 

4.4% 

6.7% 

0.0% 

0.2% 

5.7% 

NA 
22.5% 

66.7% 

5.9% 

100.0% 

2.1% 

0.0% 

4.1% 

9.5% 

5.5% 

NA 
17.6~o 

6.7% 

0.0% 

7.1% 

NetGrl2 
Enrollment 

3534 

397 

170 

143 

59 

370 

403 

40 

174 

157 

52 

128 

254 

69 

134 

424 

227 

o 
49 

3 

34 

48 

196 

379 

254 

o 
125 

252 

II 

241 

B·I 

# Not 
Completed 

712 

34 

112 

24 

55 

25 

31 

13 

30 

59 

18 

63 

33 

22 

30 

o 
43 

42 

o 
24 

7 

o 
6 

I 

39 

75 

13 

o 
62 

34 

10 

24 

Grade 12 
Continuing Rate 

20.0% 

9.0% 

66.0% 

17.0% 

93.0% 

7.0% 

8.0% 

33.0% 

17.0% 

38.0% 

35.0% 

49.0% 

13.0% 

32.0% 

22.0% 

0.0% 

10.0% 

19.0% 

NA 
49.0% 

33.0% 

21.0% 

0.0% 

13.0% 

100.0% 

20.0% 

20.0% 

5.0'. 

NA 
SO.Mo 

13.0% 

91.0% 

10.0% 

Cohort 
On-time 

Graduation Rate 

62.6% 

87 .9% 

O.O'A. 

70.3% 

0.0% 

78.4% 

89.5% 

50.2% 

76.5% 

8.6% 

10.0% 

16.7% 

81.0'10 

62.9% 

54.5% 

O.O'A. 

86.9% 

67.2% 

NA 
15.0% 

0.0% 

63 .8% 

0.0'1, 

75.5% 

0.0'10 

70.5% 

~2.0% 

85 .7~0 

NA 
3.6°0 

6~.1% 

9.1% 

75.3% 

• 
Cohort 

Dropout 
Rate 

20.0% 

3.8% 

67 .6% 

14.5% 

12.1% 

15.7% 

3.0% 

23 .7% 

7.1% 

77.9% 

78.9% 

55.6% 

6.5% 

5.6% 

28.3% 

100.0'10 

3.3% 

16.4% 

NA 
59.4% 

77 .5% 

18.4% 

100.0'10 

13.4% 

NA 
11.0'10 

-46.2'-;0 

9A~o 

NA 
91.1°0 

20.4% 

0.0% 

15 .7% 

Cohort 
Continue 

Rate 

17.4% 

8.3% 

32.5% 

15.2% 

87.9% 

6.0% 

7.5% 

26.1% 

16.4% 

13 .4% 

11.2% 

27.7% 

12.6% 

31.5% 

172% 

0 .0% 

9.8% 

16.4% 

NA 
25.7% 

22.5% 

17.9% 

0.0% 

11.1% 

NA 
18.5% 

11.8'/0 

4 .9'0 

NA 
5.4'0 

11.5% 

90 .9% 

9.0% 

20 
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LABOR FORCE REPORT 

SKAGIT COUNTY 

April 14, 2010 

15 17 - years 
Employed Full-time 0 
Employed Part-time 0 
Unemployed 13 

. Disability, Social Security, Retirement, 0 
Pension, DSHS, & TANF 

18 28 - years 
Employed Full-time 17 
Employed Part-time 9 
Unemployed 24 
Disability, Social Security, Retirement, 11 
Pension, DSHS, & TANF 

I Employed Full-time 
29-40years 

Employed Part-time 6 
Unemployed 16 
Disability, Social Security, Retirement, 14 
Pension, DSHS, & TANF 

Upper Skagit Indian Tribe Labor Force Report Skagit County Page 1 



41- 62years 
Employed Full-time 34 
Employed Part-time 4 
Unemployed 22 
Disability, Social Security, Retirement, 26 
Pension, DSH~ & TANF 

63-73years 
Employed Full-time 6 
Employed Part-time 0 
Unemployed 0 
Disability, Social Security, Retirement, 8 
Pension, DSHS, & TANF 

Upper Skagit Indian Tribe Labor Force Report Skagit County PageZ 



LABOR FORCE REPORT 

WHATCOM COUNTY 

April 14, 2010 

15 17 - years 
Employed Full-time 0 
Employed Part-time 0 
Unemployed 4 
Disability, Social Security, Retirement, 0 
Pension, DSHS, & TANF 

18 28 - years 
Employed Full-time 4 
Employed Part-time 2 
Unemployed 8 
Disability, Social Security, Retirement, 3 
Pension, DSHS, & TANF 

29 - 40years 
Employed Full-time 3 

LEmployed Part-time 0 
Unemployed 5 
Disability, Social Security, Retirement, 2 
Pension, DSHS, & TANF 

Upper Skagit Indian Tribe Labor Force Report Whatcom County Page 1 



41 62 - years 
Employed Full-time 4 
Employed Part-time 0 
Unemoloyed 8 
Disability, Social Security, Retirement, 8 
Pension, DSHS, & TANF 

63 73 - years 
Emoloved Full-time 0 
Employed Part-time 0 
Unemployed 0 
Disability, Social Security, Retirement, 2 
Pension, DSHS, & TANF 

• Upper Skagit Indian Tribe Labor Force Report Whatcom County Page 2 



LABOR FORCE REPORT 

SNOHOMISH COUNTY 

April14J 2010 

1 5 -17years 
Employed Full-time 0 
Employed Part-time 0 
Unemployed 4 
uisabilityJ Social SecurityJ RetirementJ 0 
PensionJ DSHSJ & TANF 

18-28years 
Employed Full-time 5 
Employed Part-time 7 
Unemployed 12 
DisabilitYJ Social SecurityJ RetirementJ 3 
PensionJ DSHSJ & TANF 

I Employed Full-time 
29 - 40years 

Emploved Part-time 2 
Unemployed 2 
DisabilityJ Social SecuritYJ RetirementJ 0 
PensionJ DSH~ & TANF 

Upper Skagit Indian Tribe Labor Force Report Snohomish County Page 1 



41- 62years 
Employed Full-time 16 
Employed Part-time 1 
Unemployed 3 
Disability, Social Security, Retirement, 6 
Pension, DSH~ & TANF 

63 73 - years 
Employed Full-time 0 
Employed Part-time 0 
Unemployed 0 
Disability, Social Security, Retirement, 5 
Pension, DSHS, & TANF 

• 
Upper Skagit Indian Tribe Labor Force Report Snohomish County Page 2 
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State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) 
Guidance on Addressing Greenhouse Gas Emissions (GHG) 
DRAFT 

Thi:,; Department of Ecology will take written ptlbii( ,,:OilirYif-:nt 

on this dl'"ft ~li-JidanCf~ until .June 25, 2010. C(Jrnrnl2;l"~; 

<.;tlOl\!tj C>€. sent. to ~~Q9--9uidan~e.@~,~A&9'y. 

If you lj·l.;mt t.f~1 j.:rovide specific edits, yeu C-t'1n ('(\ __ -\1 ;"in 1 !.:·i.\-:;rE" 

any of H)..:~ Pd9-e:~ hit·) 2 ~i',:nrd dO(,LHllent (i'e !Yl~1i.:>' \i"" <',rl /' 

e.asleL F\il::~n th()~j'~Jh the (j'?parfmenl inter:d:; fe, >';>;--1 :>,' ~r' 

guldance dn(::~r t-h~-~ '.~ornmei1t perinci l:::'ldS', i:1!S noted :~i 1",'1(

dO(llnl'2iH, it ''Ad!: be .;t \"F:-ni~ in proqrf;s~ 

Introduction 

This guidance does not 

establish new requirements and 

its use is not mandatory. It 

does not: 

• Serve as a legal standard 

for compliance with SEPA. 

• Change any existing SEPA 

requirements. 

• Affect existing categorical 

exemptions. 

• Rep/ace or supersede 

ECQ!Q!l't.,£5EPA Hiindbook. 

The Washington Department of Ecology has prepared this guidance for lead agencies for use when 
evaluating proposals under the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) that: 

• Will result in greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions; 

• Or may be vulnerable to the effects of climate change. 

Agency decision-making that includes a SEPA analysis is an important part of reducing greenhouse 
gas emissions. This guidance is intended to help lead agencies, applicants, and the public use SEPA 
to: 

• Assess greenhouse gas emissions that could be expected from various types of projects, 

• Understand the environmental impacts of those emissions. 
• Support conSistency within and between agencies in their assessments. 

It also provides information about sources and types of greenhouse gases as well as suggestions 

on how emissions can be reduced or avoided, All other pertinent information on E!&199Y~~~!;_e...~ 

Y!~.IJ~j'" should be considered along with this guidance. 

SEPA is an important tool to help reduce GHG emissions in Washington State. We also want to 
avoid the successful legal challenges we've seen in California and in federal courts when 

proponents neglected to consider the climate implications of their proposals. As lead agencies use 
this guidance in conducting SEPA analyses, Ecology will be actively improving and revising its 

applicability. We know SEPA will be more effective for analyzing greenhouse gas emissions and 

crafting mitigation approaches if it is supported by and supplemented with sound development 

http://www.ecy.wa.gov/climatechange/sepa.htm 6/4/2010 
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policies r plans, and practices. In most cases, greenhouse gas reductions will be easier and less 
costly to achieve when relevant government programs are designed with these reductions in mind. 

Thus, the agency realizes the importance of expanding this guidance to include policies, plans and 
regulations. 

By the end of 2010, this information will be supplemented to include gUidance on assessing 

greenhouse gases from "non-projects" - or government decisions about policies, plans, and 

regulations. See -'~ext St§pJ; for more information about our ongoing work. 

Additional measures and incentives can help meet Washington's emission limits and contribute to 
stabilizing our climate. Many of the future reductions will likely result from regional or national 

greenhouse gas programs, such as those being considered by the Western Climate Initiative, the 

Environmental Protection Agency and U.S. Congress. Until these programs are adopted and 
implemented, SEPA can help fill the gaps in existing regulations and help the state and its political 

subdivisions address the threats that greenhouse gas emissions and climate changes pose to our 

health, our econ?my, and our environment. 

For more information, contact: 
SEPA Process - tj.nnig __ S~~~~_C;:_J;, 360-407-6925 

Climate Change - Ll!l>Jin.!?rant, 360-407-7335 

Copyright © Washington State Department of Ecology. See http://www.ecy.wa.gov/copyright.html. 

http://www.ecy.wa.goY/climatechange/sepa.htm 6/412010 
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Guidance: SEPA and GHG Emissions 
1) State Actions to Reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

The state has undertaken many actions to reduce its emissions of greenhouse gases and mitigate 
their impact on climate change. Using SEPA to assess and address greenhouse gases from projects 

and programs is an important addition to that work. Read the fy.Hjlk.<;Q!Jl1t!o.~Qtali ot_tt.!~tat!!~$ 
ctimat'L<!~ti91l~ (2005-2009). 

In addition, Ecology issued a report in 2008 entitled "G[Owing_I'IE~iIl9tQo'§_~"onomy In_iLCM.boll: 
r .'C:ined W()rlg" that discusses in detail the state's overall emissions, the sources of those 
emissions and additional actions we may take to reduce them further. 

Copyright © Washington State Department of Ecology. See http://www.ecy.wa.gov/copyright.html. 

http://www.ecy.wa.gov/climatechange/sepa_actions.htm 6/4/2010 
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Guidance: SEPA and GHG Emissions 
2) SEPA and Climate Change 

In crafting this guidance, Ecology relied on the plain wording of SEPA statutes and regulations as 

well as the work of the Sl'PA~mgJeJDentil!l9JL I'{QL~iDg GroM (SEPA IWG). The SEPA IWG was 
formed in 2008 to provide advice to the Climate Action Team, which prepared recommendations to 
the Legislature regarding the most promising actions Washington could take to reach statutory 
greenhouse gas reduction targets under state law (RCW 70.235.020). We also reviewed guidance 

prepared by other states as well as court cases and rulings. This work has highlighted that failure 

to evaluate the environmental impacts of a proposal on the climate could result in a successful 

legal challenge regarding the adequacy of an agency's SEPA review. 

SEPA history and purpose 
SEPA became state law in 1971 (B~W<l3.c~JD. Its primary purpose is to promote efforts to 

prevent or eliminate damage to the environment and biosphere (RC\1II~<I:l.,:U~&lQ) The Washington 
Legislature recognized the "profound impact of human beings activity on the interrelations of all 

components of the natural environment" (R~V\'-4321.C:.Q29lD). By enacting SEPA, lawmakers 
established a systematic, interdisciplinary approach for evaluating decisions that may impact our 

environment and ensure that "presently unquantified environmental amenities and values ... be 
given appropriate consideration along with economic and technical considerations" (B~W 

<l3.21C.Q.:l.Q(Q)-l. Further, SEPA directs agencies, municipal and public corporations, and counties to 

"recognize the world-wide and long-range character of environmental problems .. " (R~W 

<13,.21 c. Q:JJ!Lfl) . 

Climate change important SEPA consideration 
Climate is one element of the environment that SEPA requires agencies to evaluate before making 
a decision on a proposal. SEPA is based on the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA). 

Our state law shares the same overarching policy goal of requiring the government to use all 

practical means to implement state and local programs in the most environmentally-sound fashion. 

SEPA requires state and iocai agencies to: 

• Consider the likely environmental consequences of a proposal before approving it. 

• Identify possible environmental impacts that may result from governmental deciSions. 

• ConSider impacts that are not speculative. 

SEPA provides direction on how to proceed when information gaps exist. The absence of "perfect 
information" does not prevent planning for climate change. Good decisions can be made in spite of 

this uncertainty - similar to addressing other uncertain factors such as future economic conditions 
or rates of population growth . 

At the federal level, the C:9,!!O"il . .oO~E"-Yir\'-"m<>fl.!ilLQ.l@Jity (CEQ) is charged with oversight of NEPA. 

In March 2010, CEQ issued dr::Qft_-.N.EE1L91,liQ~nc~ for federal agencies in considering greenhouse 

gases as part of NEPA reviews. While that document is still in draft, we have drawn applicable 

http://www.ecy.wa.gov/climatechange/sepa_climate.htm 6/4/2010 
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information from it for this guidance document. 

< !task I Next> 

Copyright © Washington State Department of Ecology. See http://www.ecy.wa.gov/copyright.html. 

http://www.ecy.wa.goy/climatechange/sepa_climate.htm 6/4/2010 
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Guidance: SEPA and GHG Emissions 
3} Environmental impacts of greenhouse gases 

The environmental impacts associated with greenhouse gas emissions are real and many are 
already being felt in Washington State. Climate experts have done considerable work on the 
expected environmental impacts of climate change not just in Washington and the Pacific 
Northwest but nationally and globalfy. Lead agencies can use these are impacts in the SEPA 
process when assessing the environmental impacts from greenhouse gas emissions. 

~~ "a! and National Studies 

The l[l~[.9Q_'L~r-'lmgDJ~U~9-fl~l~rLQlm~t~~tU:~I~q~ concluded that most of the observed temperature 
increases Since the mid 20th Century have been caused by increasing concentrations of 
greenhouse gases resulting from human activity such as fossil fuel burning and deforestation. The 
IPCC is a scientific intergovernmental body under the United Nations that reviews and assesses the 

SCience of climate change, 

On December 15, 2009, the u.s. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) released its fmgjn9tlli'lt 
g[~~!1tl.QLJse..9.~§gndaJlg~_L.PJtQJ1lliei!11h. EPA presented several measurable effects attr'lbuted to 
increases in greenhouse gas emissions resulting from human activity - including an increase in 
global average temperatures. A warmer planet is expected to lead to changes in: 

• Rainfall patterns 
• Polar icecap retreat 

• Sea level rise 
• Changes in ecosystems supporting human, animal and plant life 

• Human health impacts 
• Ocean aCidification 

More specifically, EPA found in part that: 

• Since 1750, the global average net effect of GHG concentrations in our atmosphere, 
combined with other human activities such as land-use changes and aerosol emissions, has 
been one of warming, 

• Based on observations of increases in global average air and ocean temperatures, 
widespread snow and ice melting, and rising global average sea levels, it is indisputable that 

our climate is warming.,. 

• Most of the observed increase in global average temperatures since the mid-20th century is 
most likely due to the observed jncrease in human-caused GHG concentrations. 

• U.S. temperatures also wanned during the 20th and into the 21st century. 

• Observations show changes are occurring in the amount, intensity, frequency, and type of 
precipitation. 

• There is strong evidence that global sea levels gradually rose in the 20th century and is 
currently rising at an increased rate, 

• Satellite data since 1979 show that annual average Arctic sea ice has shrunk 4.1% per 
decade. 

http://www.ecy.wa.gov/climatechange/sepa_impacts.htm 6/4/2010 
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• Widespread changes in extreme temperatures have been observed during the last 50 years 
across the globe, including the United States. 

• Ocean carbon dioxide uptake has lowered the average ocean acidity by about 0.1 pH since 
1750. 

• Observations show climate change is currently affecting U.S. physical and biological systems 
in significant ways. 

Climate change in Washington and Pacific Northwest 
In February 2009, theUniv.ersity _Qf WashiIlill9n's c:JiDli'lt~_!mpacts_Group-(CIG) released a study 

that provides a COrT1PJ:~hensiv~Lasse~~rnent QfJ:he_en\-::irPnrne.rL@.u!112i;Lq~LQf clirn~ll~J~t!fm.9.g in 
Washington and the Pacific Northwest. (See the ~~~_C_y.tI'lUJJfl1~_of tl]~_sty.d.I{·) 

Using global climate models scaled to the Pacific Northwest, CIG projects that even with moderate 
reductions in the rate of current global greenhouse gas emissions, Washington can expect 

environmental impacts from climate change resulting in: 

• Higher temperatures 
• Changes in precipitation patterns 

• Lower water supply in summer months 

• Elevated stress on certain animal species and habitats 

• Increased risk to our forests 

• Reductions in air quality 
, Adverse impacts to agriculture 
• Increased risk to coastal areas 

• Decrease in summer hydropower production 
• Increase in summer energy demands 
• Increase in illness and mortality related to heat and worsening air quality 

The !J-'_s. ... Glott~1~!l9-'N~_BeseaX(;J1JTQ9L?lm, overseen by the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, recently released a scientific report titled "§_[QQ~J..~]irn.-9J~_Charm§_t[[l@~t~Un_th~ 
_UniJg~:tStgJ~?," This report identified Similar impacts for the pacific Northwest: 

• Declining springtime snowpack, leading to reduced summer stream flows and strained water 
supplies. 

• Increased stresses on salmon and other cold water species due to reduced summer stream 
flows and warmer water temperatures. 

• Drought stress and higher ambient temperatures resulting in increased insect outbreaks, 
wildfire, and changes in species composition. 

• Rising sea fevels leading to increased erosion and loss of land. 

SEPA, NEPA, and cumulative GHG emission impacts 
Cumulative emissions are responsible for the increasing change in GHG concentrations in our 
atmosphere. In turn, these emissions are responsible for the environmental impacts associated 

with climate change. SEPA requires consideration of the cumulative environmental impacts of a 

proposai (W!I.1;J9],l.1_-Q§Q and J.9X,lLI92). Under NEPA, "cumulative impact" IS defined and 
provides guidance for SEPA-Ievel reviews: 

"The impact on the environment which results from the incremental impact of the action when 

added to other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions regardless of what agency 
(Federal or non-Federal) or person undertakes such other actions. Cumulative impacts can result 

from individually minor but collectiVely significant actions taking place over a period of time. 1# (1Q 

<:fR lSOS.Z). 

The Council on Environmental Quality issued general Ii~E~ 9':ti9_ctnCe_oJlS.Q!l~Q.~rLQg J;J!rrHJlgJh!.~ 

i!I1Q_qJ~t~_ that may be useful for SEPA lead agencies when considering these impacts. 

The environmental impacts noted in this document are the result of cumulative releases of 

http://www.ecy.wa.gov/climatechange/sepa_impacts.htm 6/4/2010 
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greenhouse gas emissions. It is difficult, if not impossible, to directly tie greenhouse gas emissions 
from a single proposal to a specific impact - and we wouldn't recommend a lead agency attempt to 

do so. The CEQ llLi;lft NEPA g~idance 9-'l_greenbQy~~.g~.ses states "it is not currently useful for the 
NEPA analysis to attempt to link specific climatological changes, or the environmental impacts 

thereof, to the particular project to emissions, as such direct linkage is difficult to isolate and to 
understand. " 

Nexus to SEPA 
Given the connection between greenhouse gas emissions and changes to our climate, it is 
reasonable under SEPA to: 

• Treat emissions as a proxy for the environmental impacts that arise from those emissions; 
and 

• Identify greenhouse gas emissions associated with projects subject to SEPA review. 

Proposals that will emit greenhouse gases contribute to cumulative regional, national, and global 
environmental impacts associated with those gases. Therefore, SEPA requires a lead agency to 
consider: 

• If and how greenhouse gases from a project will contribute to environmental impacts; and 
• How those impacts could be mitigated by avoiding or reducing the levels of greenhouse gas 

emissions. 

_ ,j ajso important to consider the beneficial environmental impacts that may be identified, 
including greenhouse gas emissions that may be concurrently or ultimately reduced as a result of 
the project . 

Copyright © Washington State Department of Ecology. See http://www.ecy.wa.gov/copyright.html. 
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Guidance: SEPA and GHG Emissions 
4) The SEPA Review Process 

SEPA requires public agencies to consider the environmental consequences of proposals that are 

not exempt from SEPA for which they have an approval or implementation role. The SEPA review 
process is also intended to inform the public about potential environmental effects of proposed 
government decisions and to result in informed decision-making. SEPA obligates agencies to 
consider less environmentally-damaging alternatives as well as feasible mitigation measures to 

reduce or avoid a proposal's environmental impacts 4. 

Using SEPA analysis to evaluate climate change impacts 

The SEPA analysis of the environmental impacts of a given proposal and its vulnerability.s to 
climate change should include the following steps, which are part of the standard SEPA review 

process. Although the SEPA analysis is an iterative process, we have identified the party who will 
typically first undertake each step: 

• ~q~~'tlJ!jfy_A!lC;L~qk:_LJJ~'!S! or otherwise assess the greenhouse gas emissions associated with the 

project over its lifetime including the construction phase.§ (Project proponent) 
• Identify reasonable m!!!lliltton that avoidsr reduces, or compensates for the ~Q'ig[~_~ ef{~J;l~ 

of the emissions. (Project proponent) 
• Assess the potential effects of climate change on the project itself, how this _y:Mln~E!!;llJi!Y 

may cause or exacerbate other environmental impacts, and identify reasonable measures to 

mitigate both. (Lead agency in consultation with project proponent) 
• Assess the "?tgflifica.rr~_" of the unmitigated emissions as well as any impacts that may 

result from the project's vulnerability to the impacts of climate change, and make a 

threshold determination. (Lead agency) 
• If required, prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that analyzes the 

environmental impacts of climate changer alternatives, and mitigation options. (Lead 
agency) 

• ConSider these impacts when making a decision on a proposal and, if appropriate, use 
substantive authority to condition or deny approval of the proposal. (Lead agency) 

The draft CEQ guidance document provides the following advice when undertaking this analysis: 

... agencies should use the scoping process to set reasonable spatial and temporal 
boundaries for this assessment and focus on aspects of climate change that may lead to 
changes in the impacts, sustainabiJity, vulnerability, and design of the proposed action and 

alternative courses of action. At the same time, agencies should recognize the SCientific 

limits of their ability to accurately predict climate change effects, especially of a short-term 

naturer and not devote effort to analyzing wholly speculative effects. 

No standard format but draft worksheet available 
Currently, there is no standard format for documenting this analysis in a SEPA document but 

Ecology is working on it. In the meantime, a graftytQ[K~b~g:t. is available to supplement the ~!lIr~,!Jj 

chJ;!:_g.;li~t, which includes several questions relating to the greenhouse gas analysis such as: 

http://www.ecy.wa.gov/chmatecbange/sepaJeview.htm 6/4/2010 
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• Addressing emissions to the air. 
• The number of people residing or working in the completed project. 

• Vehicle trips per day and other demands on transportation. 
• Energy use. 

• Impacts on land and shoreline use such as the amount of vegetation lost. 

The lead agency could append additional analysis to the checklist that assist in the evaluation of 
greenhouse gas emissions and impacts. 

Using SEPA substantive authority to condition projects 
Agency decision~makers must consider the environmental information contained in the SEPA review 

documents, along with technical and economic information, when deciding whether to approve, 
approve with conditions, or deny a proposal. Agencies may use SEPA substantive authority to 

condition a proposal based on information in the SEPA record and the agencies' adopted SEPA 
policies. If the emissions from the project will not be mitigated below the level deemed to be 

significant, the lead agency must require the preparation of an environmental impact statement 
(EIS). See the Sjg.nificaD_ce Det~[m1.mttioo section for more information. 

Under SEPA substantive authority, governmental actions may be conditioned to reduce the 
environmental impacts if: 

• Adverse environmental impacts are clearly identified in the proposal's environmental 
documents. 

• The decision to mitigate is based on policies formally adopted by the agency.Z 
• Mitigation measures are reasonable and capable of being accomplished. 

• Mitigation measures are imposed upon an applicant only to the extent attributable to the 
identified adverse impacts of the proposal, including cumulative impacts. However, 
additional vOluntary mitigation may also be undertaken. 

SEPA substantive authority may be used to deny a proposal if the proposal will result in Significant 
environmental impacts identified in a final or supplemental EIS and reasonable mitigation measures 
are insufficient to mitigate the identified impacts. 

Notes: 

4 - Greenhouse gas "emissions" are distinct from climate change "impacts". Emissions result from 
the proposal or an aspect of the proposaL Impacts are the resulting consequences of the emissions 
upon the natural or built environment. 

S - "Vulnerability" refers to how a project itself might be impacted by changes in the climate such 
as sea level rise. 

6 - This step can occur at different and multiple stages in the SEPA analysis, such as during the 

evaluation to determine consistency with development regulations, during the threshold 
determination, and during an EIS study. In most cases, the assessment at one stage can carry 
forward to other stages of the process, 

7 - !'l<9rnp~-'lfSJ;Pi\QQ!il;y ~i!DJJ~i!g~jnJnQlte! Qr<1imm~ 

Copyright © Washington State Department of Ecology. See http://www.ecy.wa.gov/copyright.html. 
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Guidance: SEPA and GHG Emissions 
5} Sources of greenhouse gas emissions 

Washington's 2005 .Greenho!JseJi<t!Lf.mi~sions_In,\!:~.Dj:o[Y. found greenhouse gas emissions in our 
state come from the following sectors: 

• Transportation (46%) 

• Electricity (20%) 
• Industrial combustion (12%) 

• Residential and commercial buildings (9%) 
!'I Agriculture (6%) 

• Industrial processes (4%) 

• Waste management (3%) 

Major greenhouse gas sources 

Within those sectors, the major sources of greenhouse gases are: 

• Stationary combustion - Fuel burned to produce electricity or at manufacturing facilities 
(for example, using boilers); fuel combustion at industrial, reSidential, or commercial 
facilities. 

• Mobile combustion - Fuel burned for transportation, such as in cars, trucks, ships, trains, 
and planes, and other mobile sources such as portable equipment, and specialized 

construction equipment. 

• Industrial processes - Non-combustion emissions produced as a byproduct of certain 

types of manufacturing such as cement, aluminum, ammonia, and electronics. 
• Fugitive Emissions - Other vented or leaked non-combustion-related greenhouse gas 

emissions. These emissions do not pass through a stack, chimney, or exhaust pipe. 
Examples include methane (CH4) from natural gas pipelines, sulfur hexafluoride (SF6) from 
electricity transmission lines, HFCs from air conditioning and refrigeration units, and CH4 

from agricultural, wastewater, and solid waste management facilities. § 

Evaluating emission sources 
There are three types of emissions that may be considered when assessing a proposal's 

greenhouse gas emissions. 9' The level of evaluation may depend on the project type. 
• Scope One emissions are under the direct control of the project proponent. These 

emissions come directly from sources owned by or necessarily associated with a proposal, 

including fugitive emissions such as on-campus stationary combustion of fossil fuels or 
mobile combustion of fossil fuels by vehicles that are owned or operated as a necessary 
component of the proposal. 

• Scope Two emissions come from purchased energy to produce electriCity, heat, steam or 
cooling to support or operate the project. 

• Scope Three emissions are those produced as a consequence of the activities of the 

proposal - but occur from Sources not owned by or a part of the proposal such as 
transportation demand created by the project including contractor and/or visitor-owned 

vehicles, emissions from outsourced activities, and line losses from electriCity transmission 

and distribution. Scope Three emiSSions can also include embodied emissions from the 

http://www.ecy.wa.gov/climatechange/sepa~hgsources.htm 6/4/2010 
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extraction, production, and transportation of purchased goods. 

Currently, Scope One and Scope Two emissions can be quantified more easily than some Scope 
Three emissions. Given the calculation tools currently available, Scope Three emissions from 

construction, employee commuting and other mobile sources, waste management, and embodied 

construction materials may be easier to estimate than other Scope Three emissions. However, even 
though some Scope Three emissions might be harder to estimate, they can be critically important 

to consider when reviewing the overall long-term greenhouse gas emissions associated with the 
proposal. Whether and to what degree the different sources of emissions need to be considered will 
depend on the nature and size of a particular proposal. 

Consider land-use changes 
In addition to the emissions sources above, changes in land use will release carbon stored in trees 

and soils. It will also reduce the number of trees available to store carbon in future years. 

Therefore, land clearing and land use changes such as land conversion are other potential sources 

of emissions that should also be evaluated. 

Evaluate all known or expected GHG sources 
Proponents should be asked to evaluate all aspects of their proposal for all known or expected 

sources of greenhouse gases that they can reasonably assess or calculate over the life of the 
project. They should look at emissions that will come from construction of the project, as well as 

'Issions that wililikery be associated with its continued operation or implementation. 

The following examples are the types of projects that could require a qualitative or quantitative 
assessment of greenhouse gas emissions. They are illustrative only and should not be considered 
definitive. 

• Development and operation of: 

o Energy generating or transmission facility. 
o Residential, commercial, and industrial sites such as a housing subdivision or a 

warehouse, shopping center, or industrial manufacturing plant. 
o Livestock operations, landfills, or wastewater treatment plants . 

• Transportation and other public infrastructure projects. 

Other proposals may require consideration of greenhouse gases depending on their nature and 
size. Simple proposals may require assessment of only one or two sources of emissions while more 

complicated proposals may require assessing a greater number of sources. In order to meaningfully 
evaluate mitigation measures and alternatives, it may also be necessary to consider a greater 

number of sources when preparing an EIS than would be necessary for making the initial 
significance determination. 

Notes: 

8 - See also (iL~vtinQ .. ~~/]jnSJtQa~£l;Q..r!Q!11Y_Ln.AI';_?'[P.Q[l~.c..QJ]§.trQin~J1...J1'9JlrL December 2008 
published by the Departments of Ecology and Commerce at for a more complete discussion of the 

state's greenhouse gas sources and strategies for reducflons. 
9 - Scope One emissions are also called "direct emissions" and Scope Two and Scope Three 

emissions are also called "indirect emissions." However, because SEPA uses the terms "direct" and 

"indirect" to refer to impacts, we are using the more technical terms for the types of GHG 

emissions. Other documents, such as the CEQ draft guidance, use the more common terms of 
"direct" and "indirect" to refer to emission types. 

< [li;l~k I Next> 
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Guidance: SEPA and GHG Emissions 
6) How to Calculate or Otherwise Assess Emissions 

< I>,,-c.k I fljS!xt > 

The SEPA process calls for project proponents to reasonably calculate greenhouse gas emissions 

and reductions from identified sources or actions that may be achieved from various actions. That 
calculation will allow the lead agency and the public to: 

• Better understand the overall proposal. 
• Any alternatives that have been identified, 
• Strategies to reduce emissions that may be considered. 

GHG calculation based on proposal specifics 
The necessary rigor of the greenhouse gas calculation or assessment will depend on the specifics of 
the proposal. For many projects, a reasonable estimate of the emissions may be sufficient. For 
others, particularly those that may be covered by the state's mandatory greenhouse gas reporting 

requirements, more rigorous quantification methods might be appropriate. 

If the lead agency believes the proponent has sufficiently incorporated measures to mitigate 
greenhouse gas emissions associated with the proposal, the lead agency may decide a qualitative 

assessment of any remaining greenhouse gas emissions is sufficient. If the lead agency ;s 
concerned the emissions should be calculated, it may want to do this only for the larger emission 
sources that are part of the proposal, which may include land clearing and permanent land-use 

changes, and use a qualitative analysis for the collective smaller sourceS. 

Project proponents should use accepted emissions factors 
We suggest project proponents use well-accepted emissions factors when calculating or otherwise 
assessing emissions from their project. For large, complex projects with a number of sources of 
greenhouse gas emissions or where the emiSSions are significant enough to require an EIS, Ecology 

recommends using Ib~ ~C;IiI]1",t~egistry',g"O~-,gIJ~j)QI1iOg QIQtQcgJ to calculat~ emissions. It is 
one of the most widely used protocols in North America. 

Greenhouse gas protocols 
ApQ~J!JHX_A includes variety of greenhouse gas protocols in addition to The Climate Registry to help 
project proponents calculate emissions. Within the larger calculation methodologies in these 

protocols, the lead agency and project proponent can find generic emissions factors, calculation 

methodologies, and simple modeling tools. The project proponent and th~ lead agency can choose 
to use basic methods or factors outlined in these methodologies without requiring the level of 

documentation and rigor necessary for the underlying mandatory or voluntary reporting programs 
the protocols support. 

Some of the protocols in Appendix A provide guidance for estimating emissions on projects that 

already exist while others are basic modeling tools that use average factors and assumptions to 

provide estimates of energy demand, construction emissions, and vehicle trips for new projects. 

Either can be used as part of the SEPA analysis. When this guidance is updated to include agency 

http://www.ecy.wa.gov/climatechange/sepa-.Jlhgcalculate.htm 6/4/2010 
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policies, plans and regulations, we will expand the list of tools accordingly. 

The Washington Department of Commerce has looked at a variety of tools that ~~jmat~ 

tra!l~p.Q[1:i!tiQ!utemaQg.i!Jll11he veilicl§..miL~lLlL.YJ!jglLthat i!..Qf~b.t wi!Lgenerate. Ecology has 
developed an ~.:::!_~'i_~alc!:llator f.9Lget~mtning_ ern~~iQJ1~_C!5S0~L~t~Q~jtt1-1rQR~QQrt_~tlQD_fLJgl~ that 
can be used if an estimate of quantity of fuel that will be consumed by a project is available. To 

estimate the loss of carbon storage from land clearingr proponents can use a method outlined in 

8PIL~DjjL~.l.oiJh~Jl,S .. QeP.artl]:te!)j . .9f...E!le.[gy.J§.Q5.ti.!e,hnkil!llujdelin~!;. To estimate §.missiQQ.!; 
frQIILQurc;b"sed.me_<;td~lty, we recommend using the EPA eGRID emissions rate for the Northwest 
Power Pool (NWPP). 

Copyright © Washington State Department of Ecology. See http://www.ecy.wa.gov/copyright.html. 

http://www.ecy.wa.gov/climatechangelsepa_ghgcalculate.htm 6/4/2010 



::'bJ-' A ana liHli emISSIOns: Reducing or avoiding emissions I Climate Change I Washingt... Page 1 of3 

Guidance: SEPA and GHG Emissions 
7) Reducing or avoiding emissions 

Under SEPA rules, "mitigation" is defined in _W_~~J,!~J-ll.::1~i6. and includes: 
• Not taking certain aspects or parts of an action. 

• Using appropriate technology or other affirmative steps to avoid or reduce the environmental 
impacts. 

• Compensating for the impact by repracing or providing substitute resources, 

Making mitigation work 
SEPA substantive authority can be used by any agency with j!:!rlsgj~tiQl1 over a project to 

supplement existing regulatory authority to mitigate for specific adverse environmental impacts 
identified in an environmental document. This authority must be stated in writing, and may be in 

the permit, license, or in a stand-alone agreement. The lead agency must include or identify: 

• The specific mitigation measures that will be required (see WAL191ctt,§5,s.l; 
• The agency's SEPA policy that is the basis for the required mitigation; and 

• When proposals are denied, a finding that the proposal will result in significant adverse 
environmental impacts that cannot be sufficiently mitigated through reasonable mitigation 
measures. 

Before submitting a proposal for consideration, the proponent may choose to incorporate measures 
to mitigate greenhouse gas emiSSions. Once submitted, the lead agency and the proponent may 

determine that additional mitigation measures are needed. While the SEPA statute itself does not 
require mitigation, the lead agency is required to complete an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) if impacts are not mitigated below the lever of significance. 

Mitigation strategies 
There are a number of ways project proponents can mitigate environmental impacts by reducing or 

avoiding greenhouse gas emissions. For stationary sources, certain technologies or alternative fuels 

can be used that will lead to lower greenhouse gas emissions. 

Commercial, residential, and industrial facilities can all be designed to exceed the state building 
code by using available energy efficiency technologies and building methods, Certification systems 

such as t...~_i!cj~-,:sJJiJ.?jrI __ ~[I_~nly. __ (H19j;DyjrQDJn~n!~Udg~9f,-{LEED), !=l1~gy_S@r, and 5uj,ILG.r~~n are 

all sources for highly energy~efficient building standards. The W~t~bjIlgtQfl5tC3t~J.l!1iY~L~iJy_ 

!;xt.~n.~Qn __ ~.n_~[Q'y£'[99I~flJ is another excellent source of information about energy efficiencies. 
Local electricity and natural gas utilities are another good source. 

Combined Heat and Power (CHP) technologies generate electricity as well as useful mechanical or 

thermal energy. CHP uses the energy twice by recycling waste heat for on-site energy production. 

These systems are a good match for some industrial and commercial applications. More Information 

and technical assistance can be found at the NorthJ"'l!~_st C:1~.rLtieat.flIlQ PQW~_WpJj~qljQD_ C~rn~r· 

http://www.ecy.wa.gov/climatechange/sepa~ghgreduction.htm 6/4/2010 
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For proposals that will increase emissions from mobile sources, there are also a number of options. 
Increased transportation emissions from new residents or customers could be reduced by: 

• Establishing walking, biking, and public transportation options to the area. 
• Providing employees with mass transit passes. 

• Limiting parking spaces or charging for parking. 

New subdivisions can include pedestrian links to transit stops. To enhance their use, transit shelters 
and appropriate lighting for evening hours might be required, "Complete streets" - designed and 

operated so that pedestrians, bicyclists, motorists and publiC transportation users of all ages and 

abilities are able to safely and comfortably access and travel the street-should be considered. 
Mixed-use developments well served by transit can substantially reduce greenhouse gas emissions. 

In addition l lead agencies can use tools like transfer of development rights to promote denser, 

mrxed-use development to provide easy access to housing, shopping, and work options. 

Proposals that .will release carbon stored in forested and agricultural ecosystems can reduce the 

loss of carbon stored by clustering development in some areas and leaving aside a portion of a 

developed parcel for conservation or continued use as natural resources land. A lead agency could 

also plant trees to mitigate any loss of forested lands. 

Measures to reduce or avoid emissions vary with the type of proposal and might be part of the: 

• Site design. 

• Project design, location or operation. 

• Transportation options such as measures to reduce vehicle miles traveled. 

• Energy use. 
• Landscaping such as preserving or replacing trees to provide carbon storage. 

Types of mitigation to reduce GHG emissions 
Below are examples of actions that can reduce or avoid emissions that project proponents and lead 

agencies may wish to consider. The list is not exhaustive or prescriptive. 

Site Design and location 
• Conserve and restore natural areas on-site. 

• Permanent protection for open space on the project site. 
• Preserve or replant trees that are removed during development as a means of providing / 

maintaining carbon storage. 

• Use Transfer Development Right (TOR) to protect natural areas and promote higher density 
development. 

• Cluster development. 

land use and transportation 
• Develop projects along reliable and convenient public transit. 

• Integrate housing, jobs, shopping opportunities, and schools to reduce vehicle miles 
traveled or support transit. 

• Street improvements that are bicycle and pedestrian friendly. 

• Low impact development. 

• Parking incentives and management. 

• Include infrastructure, such as charging stations l for plug-in Hybrid electriC vehicles (PHEVs) 

and electric vehicles (EVs). 

• Highly efficient or alternative fueled vehicles. 

• Organic or low input agriculture. 

• Low carbon shipping methods. 
• Video conferencing. 

Building design and operation 
• Trees and vegetation to shade the buildings and reduce energy requirements for heating 

http://www.ecy.wa.gov/climatechange/sepa_ghgreduction.htm 6/4/2010 
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and cooling. 
• Residential and commercial projects that exceed State Building Code requirements. 

• Green building practices and materials, including light colored (high-albedo) roofing 
materials and sustainably harvested wood products. 

• Orient buildings to takes advantage of natural light. 
• Energy star equipment and appliances. 
• On-site renewable energy production. 
• Water-efficient and low maintenance landscaping. 

• Combined Heat and Power. 
• Alternative and renewable fuels. 
• Low carbon intensity building materials. 

• Locally sourced and reused building materials. 
• Methane destruction. 
• High-global warming potential gas destruction. 
• Water recycling or gray water system. 

Energy efficiencies 
• Energy efficient bulbs and appliances in traffic lights, street lights, and other electrical uses. 

• Energy efficient industrial processes. 
• Correctly sized equipment. 

~_ ~ reduction 

• Recycle construction and demolition waste. 
• Residential and commercial food waste collection and composting. 
• On-site collection and storage of recycled materials. 

Once emissions from a proposal have been reduced or avoided to the maximum extent, verifiable 

and enforceable carbon offsets could be considered to mitigate some or all of the remaining 

emissions. In concept, offsets are a mechanism to allow real reductions of emissions or increases in 
carbon storage at other locations to count toward, or "offset" emissions that occur elsewhere. 

It should be noted that many offset projects are highly controversial. There are legitimate 
questions surrounding the veracity of many projects claiming to offset greenhouse gas emissions. 

Issues include how to ensure the offset project is permanent, how to enforce the continued 
maintenance of the offset project, and the consequences if the offset project is abandoned. A lead 

agency considering allowing the use of an offset project to mitigate a portion of the 
emissions associated with a project is encouraged to contact Ecology for assistance to 
ensure the offset project results in real and enforceable emission reductions. 

Copyright © Washington State Department of Ecology. See http://www.ecy.wa.gov/copyright.html. 
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Guidance: SEPA and GHG Emissions 
8) Significance Determination 

Unless an action is categorically exempt, when a proposal has "a probable significant, adverse 
environmental impact" SEPA requires an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) be developed 

CRCW 42.31C.031). "Significance" is defined at WAC 197-11-794, as "a reasonable likelihood of 
more than a moderate adverse impact on environmental quality." 

Making a threshold 'determination of significance' 
'~. '::--e lead agency determines the incremental addition of greenhouse gas emissions from a 

proposed project is "significant/' the proponent must either mitigate the emissions to a levei of 

non-significance or an EIS must be prepared. 

The SEPA rules at WIIC197,JJ"Dl! layout the process for making the threshold determination. In 
most cases, significance is determined on a case-by-case basis. Beneficial environmental impacts 

may also be identified, including any emissions that may be concurrently or ultimately reduced as a 
result of the project. 

No uniform standard for the threshold 
Ecology understands the desire to develop a standard significance threshold for greenhouse gases 
so emissions below the standard threshold would be presumed "non-significant" while emissions 
above the standard threshold would be presumed "significant:' While we do not identify a uniform 

standard in this guidance, the department welcomes further discussion on this issue as we gather 

more information about greenhouse gas analyses performed under SEPA. 

In the meantime, some agencies in other states have recommended levels of emissions that are 

COJ1:',?JQ~r.~g_Jj~J~H~tQ~jgD_ift<;;gIlJ;. CEQ's draft guidance also gives guidance on this issue}). Using 
these references may be helpful for those lead agencies interested in developing their own level of 
significance. 

If a lead agency develops a standard Significance threshold, it will need to make a policy judgment 
about where the line should be drawn distinguishing "significant" adverse environmental impacts -

including impacts rematning after any required or voluntary mitigation - from those that are not. 
This judgment must be based on scientifiC information and other factual data as well as follow the 

threshold determination criteria in WAC 197-1k3C!O. The alternative is to make a significance 
determination on a case-by-case basis. 

Key questions in making a threshold determination 
In making the threshold determination, Ecology recommends considering the following key 

questions. Would the proposal: 
• Be likely to significantly contribute, either directly, indirectly, or cumulatively to greenhouse 

gas concentrations in the atmosphere? 

• Be vulnerable to the environmental impacts that would in turn be likely to cause a 

http://www.ecy.wa.gov/climatechange/sepa_significance.htm 6/4/2010 
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significant impact on the environment? 
• Conflict with applicable plans, policies, or regulations adopted for the purpose of reducing 

greenhouse gas emissions or for reducing vulnerability to the impacts of climate change? 

Notes: 

12 - The reporting threshold in Washington state is 10,000 metric tons annually. 

Copyright © Washington State Department of Ecology. See http://www.ecy.wa.gov/copyright.html. 
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Guidance: SEPA and GHG Emissions 
9) Vulnerability of the Proposal to the Impacts of Climate Change 

Some proposals may be negatively affected by the ~OYir~r)meI)J;1LLrnp-ggs associated with climate 

change. "Adaptation" refers to efforts to respond to those impacts of climate change, It involves 

adjustments in natural or human systems to enhance resiliency and reduce the "vulnerability" to 

expected climate changes and resulting environmental impacts. 

"Vulnerability" is a new term in SEPA's procedural framework. It is a type of cumulative impact and 
" :l separate evaluation from that of the greenhouse gas emissions from the project. The 

'vulnerability analysis" looks at how the project may be affected by climate change and in turn, 

create additional environmental impacts or exacerbate impacts that are reasonably expected as a 

result of climate change. Also, climate-related changes to the Pacific Northwest's environment may 

reduce the effectiveness of mitigation measures designed to reduce the environmental impacts of 

greenhouse gas emissions from the project. By undertaking this vulnerability analysis, the lead 
agency can use SEPA to assess this range of impacts. 

Assessing vulnerability impacts is appropriate in a SEPA review, including at the threshold 

determination stage, not only because it is relevant to the cumulative impacts analysis but also 

because SEPA requires consideration of the "built environment" as an element of the environment. 

(See R<;Y'iA~,21<;,J~_Q(U1f} and ~ACt9J,U,1<1A). 

Some examples of what the assessment may consider include: 

Proposal 

Development project in 

a coastal area 

Surface water 

withdrawal 

Future impacts on 
the proposal 

Flooding of the project 

from sea level rise 

~hange in hydrologiC 

cycle resulting in less 

water available at highest 
demand 

Development project Increased number of 

that removes trees and severe storms, floods 

other vegetation 

Future impacts from the proposal as 
a result of climate change 

Land and water contamination (oils, 

fertilizers, septic systems) from flooding of 

the project 

Reduced instream flows that are 

insufficient for salmon and other aquatic 

resources due to less precipitation and 

changes in preCipitation patterns 

Increased storm water runoff, erosfon and 

possible landslides due to loss of 

vegetation. 

The level of analysis for a specific project will depend in part on the sensitivity of the applicable 

natural resource to variations in climate and the risks associated with those variations. See the 

section of this guidance of ~nvj[90m~nta! lmRacts for more information. As noted in the draft CEQ 
guidance, this assessment may be most appropriate for long-term projects that are located in 
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areas that are considered vulnerable to the impacts of climate change. 

In Washington, we are already seeing the impacts of climate change on our environment, most 
impacting water in some way. Following are some types of vulnerabilities that may be considered 

at both the project and planning (non-project) level decisions: 

• Water availability (changes in precipitation patterns) 
• Water quality (particularly temperature and storm water runoff) 
• Urban infrastructure (particularly due to increased stormwater runoff) 
• Energy supply and demand (due to water supply and ambient temperature rise) 
• Forests (health, productivity I fires, biodiversity) 
• Agriculture (particularly irrigated and dryland areas) 
• Air quality (increased ozone, particulates, allergens) 
• Impacts due to extreme weather events (flooding, windstorms, droughts, heat waves) 

• Coastlines (direct and indirect impacts from sea level rise) 

Copyright © Washington State Department of Ecology. See http://www.ecy.wa.gov/copyright.html. 
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Guidance: SEPA and GHG Emissions 
10) Next Steps 

Ecology expects the next steps for SEPA and climate change will include: 

• An update to this guidance to include information on planning-level analysis by the end of 
2010. 

• Training and outreach to state and local agencies about how to use this guidance and 
address the environmental impacts of climate change in SEPA. 

• Continued improvement to this guidance, including examples of Washington proposals that 
i-'i~ve undergone SEPA review as they become available, assessment tools, and significance 
threshold approaches. 

• Developing worksheets to include greenhouse gas emissions and environmental impacts of 
climate change. 

• To the extent possible and practical, guidance on how to determine the overall vulnerability 

of a project to the impacts of climate change. 

Copyright © Washington State Department of Ecology. See http://www.ecy.wa.gov/copyright.html. 
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Appendix B: Example of Greenhouse Gas Emissions Worksheet 

Supplemental Information for SEPA Environmental Checklist 

The following worksheet provides a template to screen for the relevant sources of GHG emissions from a 
proposal. (please see Appendices A and C for background) 

This sample "optional" worksheet can be used by agencies to supplement information provided in the Environmental Checklist to help 
evaluate the range of GHG emissions from a proposal. The worksheet can assist the project proponent and lead agency with evaluating 
climate change impacts by calculating or otherwise assessing all GHG emissions that will be created over the Hfe span of a proposal. 
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Non·Road 

Mobile Sources 
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Industrial 
Processes 

Fugitive 
Emissions 
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Agricultural 
Emissions 

land 
Disturbance 

Electricity and 

Steam 

Construction 

Extraction 
Purchased 

Other Mobile 
Emissions 

Water Use and 
Wastewater 

Disposal 

Wh~~ is~heqll~ntitathle 

,talc!lI~IOn q'l r'q~~lit~_i!ie 

State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) and Climate Change AppendiX B 
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Waste 
Management 

Product Use 

CO, 

CH. 

N,O 

HFC' 

• 
PFC's 

SF, 

Carbon Dioxide 

Methane 

Nitrous Oxide 

Hydrofluorocarbons 

Perftuorocarbons 

Sulfur Hexafluoride 

Fossil fuel combustion, forest clearing, cement production, etc 

Landfills, production and distribution of natural gas & petroleum, fermentation from the digestive system of livestock, 
rice cultivation, fossil fuel combustion, etc 

Fossil fuel combustion, fertilizefs, nylon production, manure, etc_ 

Refrigeration gases, aluminum smelting, semiconductor manufacturing, etc 

Aluminum production, semiconductor industry, etc 

Electrical transmissions and distribution systems, circuit breakers, magnesium production, etc 

State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) and Climate Change Appendix B 
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WASHINGTON DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE - HABITATS AND SPECIES REPORT 
IN THE VICINITY OF T35R04E SECTION 6 

Report Date: February 24, 2005 

Information About Priority Habitats and Species Polygons 

Priority Habitats and Species (PHS) polygons are labeled with a unique number and '+" symbol, roughly in the 
center of the polygon on the map. This PHS Poly number refers to a list of form numbers and species and habitat 
codes contained in the PHS polygon Cross Reference Report (listed below). The form numbers refer to the attached 
PHS Polygon Report. This report details each species or habitat depicted as a polygon on the map. For a 
complete description of the codes used in this report please refer to the Fish and wildlife Map products document. 
This document may be viewed on our web site at http://www.wdfw.wa.gov/hab/release.htm. 

Priority Habitats and Species Polygon - Summary Habitat and Species List: 

This report and the accompanying maps may contain some species or habitats that are not considered priority by 
the agency. YES under the "PHS" column in the table below indicates that the species is considered a priority 
and is on the Priority Habitats and Species List and/or the Species of Concern List. NO under the "PHS" column 
indicates the species/habitat is not considered an agency priority. 

PHS 

YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 

State 
Status PHS Code Common Name 

ST HALE 
RIPAR 
UNOS 
WET 

BALD EAGLE 
RIPARIAN ZONES 
URBAN NATURAL OPEN SPACE 
WETLANDS 

Species Use Species Use Description 

B BREEDING OCCURRENCE 

Priority Habitats and Species Polygon Cross Reference Report: 

Form number 900000 indicates presence of PHS is unknown or the area was not mapped. Form numbers 909998, 909997, 
or 909996 indicate compilation errors. 

PHS Poly# 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 

Form# 

900000 
902762 
902762 
900000 
902825 
902762 
902825 
902762 
902778 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902825 
902762 
902762 
902825 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902778 
902778 
902762 
902762 
902825 
903850 
902762 
902762-903850 
902762 
902778 
903850 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
903695 
902762 

PHS Code*Species Use 

WET*
WET*-

RIPAR*
WET"
RIPAR*
WET*-
miOS" -
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET"-
WET*~ 

WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET"-
WET"
RIPAR*~ 

WET*-
WET*
RIPAR*
WET*-
WET"-
LvET*-
WET*-
UNOS*
UNOS"-
WET*-
WET*
RIPAR*
HALE*B
WET*
WET*-HALE"B
WET*-
UNOS*
HALE"B
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET~-

WET*-
WET*-
WET*
HALE*B
'N'ET*-

Information About Wildlife Heritage Point Report 

\"ildlife Heritage points on the map can be referenced to this report by noting the quadpt number where the 



P0int occurs on the map, and then looking up the information listed below. This report is sorted by the quadpt 
number and provides details on each species depicted on the map. For a complete description of the codes used 
in this report, please refer to the Fish and Wildlife Map Products document. This document may be viewed on 
our web site at http://www.wd£w.wa.gov/hab/release.htm. 

Wildlife Heritage Point - Summary Species List: 

This report and the accompanying maps may contain some species or habitats that are not considered priority.by 
the agency. YES under the "PHS' column in the table below indicates that the species is considered a prior1ty 
and is on the Priority Habitats and Species List andlor the Species of Concern List. NO under the "PHS" column 
indicates the species/habitat is not considered an agency priority. 

PHS 
state 
Status 

Species 
Code Common Name Species Use species Use Description 

----------------------------------------------------------
YES ST HALE BALD EAGLE B 

Wildlife Heritage Point Report: 

Quadpt#: 4812253007 Species Code: HALE Species Use: B 
Year: 2001 Class: SA Accuracy: C 
State Status; ST Federal Status: FT Priority: YES 
Township - Range - Section: T35N R03E S12 SWOFNW 
General Description: BALD EAGLE NEST IN COTTONWOOD ON 

TAILED HAWK NEST. 

BREEDING OCCURRENCE 

Common Name: BALD EAGLE 
Scientific Name: HALIAEETUS LEUCOCEPHALUS 
WDFW Region: 4 Verified: V 
Occurrence#: 1027 Sequence#: 1 

CORNER OF FIELD AND WETLAND, LOOKS LIKE A RED-

Codes Used In wildlife Heritage point Report 

Quadpt# A sequential number for a point based on a US Geological Survey 7.5-minute quadrangle. 

Species Code: Alphanumeric code which identifies the species. List of codes are available in the documentation. 

''',:ies Use Criteria that identifies how ':..he area is used by the indicated species. List of codes are available 
,-De documentation. 

Cornman Name: Common name of the species. 

Year : Year of the observation. 

Class: Code that separates animals into general groups. 
AA Artifical animal (e.g., nest platforms not used yet). 
EA Exotic animal. 
GA Game animal. 
NA No animal found after target specific survey completed. 
SA Special animal (e.g., state listed and monitor species). 
ST Split territory. 
ZA Zapped animal. Site no longer supports original occurrence. 

Accuracy: Mapping accuracy of the site as determined by the individual doing the mapping. 
C Accurate to within 1/4 mile radius and confirmed by a reliable source. 
G Location known only to a general locality. 
N Accurate to within one mile radius. 
U Accurate to within 1/4 mile radius and unconfirmed by a reliable source. 

Scientific Name; Scientific name of the species. 

State Status; State listing status of species. 
SE State endangered. SC State candidate. 
ST State threatened. SM ~ State monitor. 
SS ~ State sensitive. 

Federal Status ; Federal 
FE Federal endangered. 
FT ~ Federal threatened. 

listing status of species. 
FC ~ Federal candidate. 
FCo = Federal concern. 

Priority Species and habitats that are considered to be priorities for conservation and management by vJashington 
Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW). For a COpy of the most current Priority Habitats and Species List contact 
'v-iDFVJ PHS Section at (360)902-2543, or it is available on our web site at http;llwww.wdfw.wa.gov/hab/phspage.htm. 
YES ~ Indicates that the species is considered a WDFW priority and is on the Priority Habitat and Species List 
andlor Species of Concern List. 
NO ~ Indicates that the species is not a WDFW priority. 

WDFW Region This contains the WDfW administrative region number 1 through 6. 

Verifi~rl ; Verification code for an obs8Lvation. 
V Verified by a reliable source, generally WDFW or other agency biologist. 
U Not verified by a reliable source, or identification of species is uncertain. 
1 Confirmed Q::rizzly bear or wolf observat.io::1. 
2 Probable grizzly bear or wolf obse~faLion. 

~TownShip - Range 

W"occurrence# An 
species. 

- Section The legal description of the species occurrence. 

ascension catalog number that combined with sequence number identifies a unique record within a 

Sequence# Occurrences with multiple locations of a species. 

General Description Description of location of a species. 



Priority Habitats and Species Polygon Report 

e Forml, 903695 PHS Code: HALE Species Use: B Common Name: BALD EAGLE 
Season:WSU Definition: 4 Accuracy: 1 Scientific Name: HALIAEETUS LEUCOCEPHALUS 
State Status: ST Federal Status: FT Priority: YES Site Name: BUTLER FLAT lMARSH) 
General Description: BALD EAGLE BREEDING TERRITORY. NEST IN BLACK COTTONWOOD IN MARSH. AREA IS 

NRCS WETLAND EASEMENT. ESTABLISHED THROUGH USDA WETLAND RESERVE PROGRAM. 

• 

Source: FISHER, GREG NRCS 
Source Date: 05 96 Source Code: PROF 
Synopsis: ON-SITE VISIT. MAP OF NEST SENT TO JEFF BERNATOWICS, WDFW. 

Form#: 903850 PHS Code: HALE species Use: B Common Name: BALD EAGLE 
Season:WSU Definition: 4 Accuracy: 1 
State Status: ST Federal status: FT priority: YES 
General Description: BALD EAGLE TERRITORY. 

Scientific Name: HALIAEETUS LEUCOCEPHALUS 
Site Name: ALLEN ROAD 

Source: MILNER, RUTH NDFW 
Source Date: 030595 Source Code: PROF 
Synopsis: AERIAL AND/OR ON-SITE VISIT. 

Codes Used In Priority Habitat and Species polygon Report 

Form# Unique number that links the information in the reports to features on the map. 

PHS Code This contains a code that identifies the fish and wildlife species found in the area or the habitat 
that occurs there. List of codes are avqilable in the documentation. 

Species Use Criteria that identifies how the area is used by the indicated species. List of codes are available 
in the documentation. This field is not used if a habitat is described. 

Com.'TIon Name Common name of the species or habitat. 

Season Season of species use. Use is indicated by the presence of a non-blank character in one or more pos
tions or sub-strings of the field position. 
position 1: W Winter use. position 2: S spring use. 
position 3: U Summer use. Position 4: F Fall use. 
position 5: S Severe winter use. 

Definition 
available in 

Identifies the definitions or criteria used to classify the area as a priority. 
the documentation. 

Accuracy Mapping accuracy of 
1 Accurate within a 1/4 mile. 
2 ~ Accurate within a 1/2 mile. 

the 
3 
4 

line delineation as 
Location known to 
Location known to 

Scientific Name : Scientific name of the species. 

State Status; State listing status of species. 
SE State endangered. SC State candidate. 
ST State t.hreatened. SM '" State monitor. 
SS St.ate sensit.ive. 

Federal status Federal 
FE Federal endangered. 
FT ~ Federal t.hreatened. 

listing status of species. 
FC = Federal candidate. 
FCo = Federal concern. 

determined by the mapper. 
within one mile. 
general locality only. 

List of codes aTe 

Priority: Species and habitats that are considered to be priorities for conservation and management by washington 
Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW). For a copy of the most current priority Habitats and Species List contact 
WDFW PHS Section at (360)902-2543, or it is available on our web site at http://~~.wdfw.wa.gov/hab/phspage.htm. 
YES'" Indicates that the species is considered a WDFW priority and is on the Priority Habitat and Species List 
and/or Species of Concern List. 
NO '" Indicates that the species is not a WDFW priority. 

Site Name: Name assigned to ·the area based generally on a local place name. 

General Description Description about the area, including how it is used and why it is important. 

Source Identifies and describes the source responsible for the informatlon described on the form or drawn on 
~ the map. Single or multiple sources may be cited. 

~source Date Date of source of information. 

Source Code Code identifying the source of information. 

Synopsis Brief narrative describing content of source of information. 



WASHINGTON DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND NILDLIFE 
PRIORITY FISH REPORT FROM THE WASHINGTON LAKES AND RIVERS INFORMATION SYSTEM (WLRIS) DATABASE 

FOR TOWNSHIP T35R04E, SECTION 6 
Report Date: February 24, 2005 

Information About The Fish Presence Report 

The fish information in this report only includes information that Washington Department of Fish and wildlife 
(WDFW) maintains in a central computer database. This information only documents the location of important 
fish resources to the best of our knowledge. It is not a complete inventory of the fish species in the state. 
Fish are identified as priority by WDFW if they meet one of three criterion as listed in the Priority Habitats 
and Species List. The list is available by contacting WDFW Priority Habitats and Species section at (360)902~ 
2543, or it is available on our web site at http://www.wdfw.wa.gov/hab/phspage.htm. To insure appropriate use 
of this information users are encouraged to consult with WDFW biologists. 

State status information is not available in the WLRIS database for these species. Please see WDFW Species of 
Concern List for current status. For a copy of this list, contact WDFW Endangered Species Section at (360)902-
2515, or it is available on our web site at http://www.wdfw.wa.gov/wlm/diversty/soc/soc.htm. 

Priority Fish Presence: 

Code Common Name Stream Narne Stream LLID Record Date 

CCT Resident Cutthroat Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-12-09 
CHFA Fall Chinook Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-02-09 
CHMF Fall Chum Friday Creek 1223306485488 04~07-04 
COHO Coho Salmon Friday Creek 1223306485488 03~11-12 
COHO Coho Salmon Friday Creek 1223306485488 04~02~O9 

KOK Kokanee Salmon Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-12-13 
STWI Winter Steelhead Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-02~O9 
STWI Winter Steelhead Friday Creek 1223306485488 04~04-23 
CCT Resident Cutthroat Samish River 1224558485551 04~12~O9 

CHPA Fall Chinook Sarnish River 1224558485551 04~02~O9 

CHMF Fall Chum Sarnish River 1224558485551 04-07~O4 
rOHO Coho Salmon Sarnish River 1224558485551 04~02~09 
[JBT Dolly Varden/Bull Trout Sarnish River 1224558485551 05-01-04 
KOK Kokanee Salmon Sarnish River 1224558485551 04~12~13 
PINK Pink Salmon Sarnish River 1224558485551 04-02~09 
SOCK Sockeye Salmon Sarnish River 1224558485551 03-10-14 
SOCK Sockeye Salmon Sarnish River 1224558485551 04-02-09 
STWI Winter Steelhead Sarnish River 1224558485551 04-02 ~09 
STWI Winter Steelhead Sarnish River 1224558485551 04~O4~23 

CCT Resident Cutthroat Stream name(s) not in database 1223151485514 04-12-09 
CCT Resident Cutthroat Stream name(s) not in database 1223395485493 04-12-09 
CCT Resident Cutthroat Stream name(s) not in database 1223400485453 04-12-09 e CHFA Fall Chinook Stream name (s) not in database 1223395485493 04-02-09 
CHFA Fall Chinook Stream name(s) not in database 1223400485453 04-02-09 
CHMF Fall Chum Stream narne(s) not in database 1223395485493 04~07~04 
CHMF Fall Chum Stream name(s) not in database 1223400485453 04~07~04 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223151485514 03-11~12 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223151485514 04~02~09 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223170485270 03-11-12 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream narne(s) not in database 1223170485270 04-02~O9 
COHO Coho salmon Stream narne(s) not in database 1223395485493 03~1l~12 
COHO Coho salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223395485493 04-02~O9 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223400485453 03-11-12 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name (s) not in database 1223400485453 04~O2~O9 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223421485446 04~02~O9 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name (s) not in database 1223460485293 03~11~12 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223460485293 04~02-09 
COHO Coho Salmon Wildes Creek 1223355485774 03-11-12 
COHO Coho Salmon Nildes Creek 1223355485774 04-02-09 

Codes Used In The Fish Presence Report 
-~-~~~~~--

~-~~~--~-----~----~---------

Code WDFW alphanumeric code that identifies the fish species. 

Corrunon Name Common name of the fish species. 

Stream Name Stream name based on the US Geological Survey, Geographic Names Information System database. 

Stream LLID Unique stream identifier (10) generated from the node la~itude and longitude located at a stream's 
mouth. This ID is to be constYued only as an ID, and not necessarily as a reference to a stream's location. 

Record Date ; Date the information was entered into the database. 



• 

• 

• 



UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 

January 26, 2006 

25944 Community Plaza Way • Sedro-Woolley, WA 98284 
Phone (360) 854-7000 • Fax (360) 854-7004 

Ms, Julie Stofel, Eagle Biologist 
Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife 
16108 Mill Creek Blvd, 
Mill Creek, WA 98012-1296 

Dear Ms, Stofe!: 

The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe's is proposing a conversion of approximately 128.35 acres (the 
"Land") of fee land consisting of four contiguous parcels into trust land for non-gaming 
hospitality economic development purposes, The Land proposed for conversion is located near 
Interstate 5, in a mostly rural area of west em Skagit County, The Land is immediately adjacent 
to and contiguous with the Tribe's Bow Hill Reservation, A site map of the proposed property is 
included (Fig, 1), 

In reviewing our project for potential impact to endangered and threatened species, the WDFW
Habitat Program report dated February 25, 2005 indicated that two eagle nests located in the 
vicinity of the project. A copy of the WDFW -Habitat program report is attached, An eagle nest is 
located in the vicinity ofT36N R03E S25 SWOFNW, The nest is located in the East of South 
end of Sammish Bay and West ofl-5. This nest is approximately 2,5 miles from the project site 
(Fig,2) The second eagle nest is located in the vicinity ofT35N R03E S12 SWOFNW, This nest 
is approximately 2.0 miles from the project site. (Fig.3), 

Considering the distance of the project from the nesting sites the Tribe has determined there 
should either "no effect" or "not likely to adversely effect" on the species. Since time is of the 
essence, your expedited review and determination of potential impacts on threatened and 
endangered species at or near our proposed project site would be greatly appreciated, If you need 
additional information or have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (360) 854-7090, 

Sincerely, 

;tfi~171}ll?~7 
Doreen Maloney 
Acting General Manager . 

Encl: 



Figure 1:24,000 Bow Quad Map with project locations. 



Location of eagle nest at T 36N R03E Section25 in comparison to the oroiect ,;,p 



Fig 3: Approx. Location of eagle nest at T 35N R03 E Section 12 in comparison to the project site. 



WASHINGTON DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE - HABITATS AND SPECIES REPORT 
IN THE VICINITY OF T36R04E SECTION 31 

Report Date: February 24, 2005 

Information About Priority Habitats and Species Polygons 

Priority Habitats and Species (PHS) polygons are labeled ".dth a unique number and "+" s}'1l1bol, roughly in the 
center of the polygon on the map. This PHS Poly number refers to a list of form numbers and species and habitat 
codes contained in the PHS Polygon Cross Reference Report (listed below). The form numbers refer to the attached 
PHS Polygon RepoTt. This report details each species or habitat depicted as a polygon on the map. For a 
complete description of the codes used in this report please refer to the Fish and wildlife Map Products document. 
This document may be viewed on our web site at http://www.wdfw.wa.gov/hab/release.htm. 

Priority Habitats and Species Polygon - Summary Habitat and Species List; 

This report and the accompanying maps may contain some species or habitats that are not considered priority by 
the agency. YES under the "PHS" column in the table belo ... , indicates that the species is considered a priority 
and is on the Priority Habitats and SpeCies List and/or the Species of Concern List. NO under the "PHS" colwnn 
indicates the species/habitat is not considered an agency priority. 

State 
PHS Status PHS Code Common Name Species Use Species Use Description 

YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 

ST HALE 
RIPAR 
UNOS 
WET 

BALD EAGLE 
RIPARIAN ZONES 
URBAN NATURAL OPEN SPACE 
WETLANDS 

B 

Priority Habitats and species Polygon Cross Reference Report: 

BREEDING OCCURRENCE 

Form number 900000 indicates presence of PHS is unknown or the area was not mapped. Form numbers 909998, 909997, 
or 909996 indicate compilation errors. 

?~S poly# 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 

Fonn# 

900000 
902762 
900000 
900000 
902762 
902825 
902762 
902762 
902830 
903621 
902830-903621 
902762-903621 
902762 
902825 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902825 
902762 
902778 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902825 
902762 
902762 
902825 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902778 
902778 
902762 
902762 
902825 
903850 
902762 
902762 
902762-903850 
902778 

PHS Code*Species Use 

WET*-

WET*-
RIPAR*-
WET*-
WET*-
RIPAR*
HALE*B
RIPAR*-HALE*B
WET*-HALE*B
WET"'-
RIPAR*-
WET*-
WET"'-
WET*-
WET"'-
RIPAR*-
WET*-
UNOS*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
NET*-
WET*-
RIPAR'" -
WET*-
WET*
RIPAR*
WET*-
WET*-
rlET* -
WET*-
UNQS*
UNOS*-
WET*-
\'lET*
RIPAR*
HALE"'B-
vJET'" -
·wET'" -
I'IET*-HALE*B
UNOS*-

Informatlon About vJildlife Herltage Point Report 



Wildli~e Heritage points on the map can be referenced to this report by noting the quadpt number where the 
point occurs on the map, and then looking up the information listed below. This report is sorted by the quadpt 
number and provides details on each species depicted on the map. For a complete description of the codes used 
in this report, please refer to the Fish and Wildlife Map Products document. This document may be viewed on 
our web site at http://www.wdfw.wa.gov/hab/release.htm. 

Wildlife Heritage Point·- Summary Species List: 

This report and the accompanying maps may contain some species or habitats that are not considered priority by 
the agency. YES under the "PHS" column in the table below indicates that the species is considered a priority 
and is on the priority Habitats and species List and/or the species of Concern List. NO under the ~PHS" column 
in'::.icates the species/habi tat is not considered an agency priori ty. 

PHS 
State 
Status 

Species 
Code Common Name species Use Species Use Description 

--------------------------------------------------------------
YES ST HALE BALD EAGLE B BREEDING OCCURRENCE 

Wildlife Heritage Point Report: 

Quadpt#: 4812253013 Species Code: HALE Species Use: B Cornman Name: BALD EAGLE 
Year: 1998 Class: SA Accuracy: C Scientific Name: HALIAEETUS LEUCOCEPHALUS 
State Status: ST Federal Status; FT Priority: YES 
Township - Range - Section: T36N R03E S25 SWQFNW 
General Description: BALD EAGLE NEST LOCATED E OF SEND 

WDFVJ Region: 4 Verified: V 
Occurrence# : 402 sequence# : 1 
OF SAMISH BAY & W OF I-5. NEST IS ADJACENT 

TO RECENT LOGGING. 

Codes Used In Wildlife Heritage ?oint Report 

Quadpt# : A sequential number Ear a point based on a US Geological Survey 7. 5-rninute quadrangle. 

~.I-",--";les Code; Alphanumeric code which identifies the species. List of codes are available in the documentation. 

Species Use: Criteria that identifies how the area is used by the indicated species. 
in the documentation. 

Cornmon Name Common name of the species. 

Year Year of the observation. 

Class: Code that separates animals into general groups. 
AA Artifical animal (e.g., nest platforms not used yet) 
EA Exotic animal. 
GA Game animal. 
NA No animal found after target specific survey completed. 
SA Special animal ("e.g., state listed and monitor species) 
ST Split territory. 
ZA Zapped animal. Site no longer supports original occurrence. 

List of codes are available 

Accuracy : Mapping accuracy of the site as determined by the individual doing the mapping. 
C Accurate to within 1/4 mile radius and confirmed by a reliable source· 
G Location known only to a general locality. 
N Accurate to within one mile radius. 
U Accurate to within 1/4 mile radius and unconfirmed by a reliable source. 

Scientific Name Scientific name of the species. 

State Status: State listing status of species. 
SE State endangered. SC State candidate. 
ST State threatened. SM ::: State monitor. 
SS State sensitive. 

Federal Status Federal 
FE Federal endangered. 
FT = Federal threatened. 

listing status of species. 
FC = Federal candidate. 
FCo = Federal concern. 

Priority Species and habitats that are considered to be priorities for conservation and management by Washington 
Department of Fish and wildlife (WDFW). For a copy of the most current Priority Habitats and species List contact 
WDFW PHS Section at (360)902-2543, or it is available on our web site at http://www.wdfw.wa.gov/hab/phspage.htm. 
YES = Indicates that the species is considered a WDFW priorit~l:' and is on the Priority Habitat and Species List 
and lor Species of Concern List. 
NO::: Indicates that the species is not a \,''[IF\\l priority. 

WDFW Region This contains the vmFW administrative region number 1 through 6. 

Verified Verification code for an observation. 
\, Verified by a reliable source, generally "'OHI or other agency biologist. 
U Not verified by a reliable source, or identification of species is uncertain. 

~) Confirmed grizzly bear or wolf observation. 
~ Probable grizzly bear or wolf observation. 

Township - Range - Section The legal description of the species occurrence. 

Occurrence# 
species. 

SeqlJenceif 

An ascension catalog number that combined ",!it~ sequence number identifies a unique record within a 

Occurrences with multiple loca~ions of a species. 



General Description Description of location of a species. 



Priority Habitats and Species Polygon Report 

e Form#, 902762 PHS Code: WET 
Season: Definition: 4 

Species Use: 
Accuracy: 1 
Priority: YES 

Common Name: WETLANDS 
Scientific Name: 

• 

State Status: Federal Status: 
Gener'al Description: VARIOUS WETLAND TYPES ASSOCIATED 

Source: NATIONAL WETLANDS INVENTORY, USFWS. 
Source Date: 89 Source Code: -GSMAP 
Synopsis: 

Source: STENDAL, ART WOFW 
Source Date: 96 Source Code: PROF 

Site Name: SAMISH WETLANDS. 
WITH SAMISH RIVER AND INDEPENDANT 

Synopsis: MAP EDIT: EXPk~DED WETLAND. REGULAR ROUTE FOR WHATCOM COUNTY TRAVEL. 
VI SUAL FROM SR9. 

DRAINAGES 

Form#: 902778 PHS Code: UNOS Species Use: Common Name: URBAN NATURAL OPEN SPACE 
Season: Definition: 4 Accuracy: 1 Scientific Name: 
State Status: Federal Status: priority: YES Site Name: MOUNT VERNON AREA OPEN SPACE. 
General Description; STEEP FORESTED AREAS NEAR MT. VERNON AND BURLINGTON/SEDRO WOOLLEY. 

~:>T'~<:;e: MULLER, TED, wnw; PERSONAL OBSERVATIONS. 
--. t2: 90 Source Code: PROF 

Syrwpsls: INFREQUENT VISITS TO THESE AREJ..S BY VEHICLE. 

Form#; 902825 PHS Code: RIPAR 
Season: Definition: 4 
State Status; Federal Status: 
General Description: FORESTED AND SHRUB 

Species Use: 
Accuracy: 1 
priority: YES 
RIPARIAN AREAS . 

Source: MULLER, TED, wnw; PERSONAL OBSERVATIONS. 
Source Date: 90 Source Code: PROF 

Common Name: RIPARIAN ZONES 
Scientific Narne: 
Site Narne: SAMISH RIVER RIPARIAN AREAS. 

Synopsis: PERIODIC SITE VISITS TO THESE AREAS OVER PAST TEN YEARS. 



?riority Habitats and Species ?olygon Report 

902830 PHS Code: RIPAR 
Season: Definition: 4 

Species Use: Common Name: RIPARIAN ZONES 
Scientific Name: 

e'orrn#, 
State Status: Federal Status: 

Accuracy: 1 
Priority: YES 
RIPARIAN AREAS 

Site Name: SAMISH BAY INDEPENDANT DRAINAGES 
General Description: FORESTED AND SHRUB 

Source: BUCHANAN, KURT, WOF; PERSONAL OBSERVATIONS. 
Source Date: 90 Source Code: PROF 
Synopsis: VISITS TO THESE SITES WHILE PROCESSING HPAS. 

Common Name: BALD EAGLE Form#: 903621 PHS Code: HALE Species Use: B 
Season: SU Definition: 4T Accuracy: 1 
State Status: ST Federal Status: FT Priority: YES 
General Description: EAGLE TERRITORY IDENTIFIED IN 1992; 

Scientific Name: HALIAEETUS LEUCOCEPHALUS 
Site Name: COLONY CREEK BALD EAGLE TERRITORY. 
ACTIVE 

Source: JIM WATSON, WDW 1992 PERS, OBS. 
Source Date: 01 92 Source Code: NEST 
Synopsis: REVISIONS MADE BY LETTENBERGER, MAY 1993, TO INCLUDE NEST WHICH WAS NOT INCLUDED 

IN PREVIOUSLY ~~PPED TERRITORY 

Source; WATSON, JIM, WDW, 1992, PERSONAL OBSERVATIONS. 
Source Date: 01 92 Source Code: NEST 
Synopsis: BREEDING SURVSY. 

Common Name: BALD EAGLE Form#: 903850 PHS Code: HALE Species Use: B 
Season:WSU Definition: 4 Accuracy: 1 
State Status; ST Federal Status: FT Priority: YES 
General Description: BALD EAGLE TERRITORY. 

Scientific Name: HALIAEETUS LEUCOCEPHALUS 
Site Name: ALLEN ROAD 

Source: MILNER, RUTH WDFW 
Source Date: 030595 Source Code: PROF 
Synopsis: AERIAL AND/OR ON-SITE VISIT. 

Codes Used In Priority Habitat and Species Polygon Report 

Form# : Unique number that links the information in the reports to features on the map. 

PHS Code This contains a code that identifies the fish and wildlife species found in the area or the habitat 
that occurs there. List of codes are available in the documentation. 

Species Use Criteria that identifies how the area is used by the indicated species. List of codes are available 
in the documentation. This field is not used if a habitat is described. 

Cornman Narne Corrunon name of the species or habitat. 

Season 
tions or 
Position 
Position 
Position 

Season of species use. Use is indicated by 
sub-strings of the field position. 

the presence of a non-blank character in one or more pos-

1: W \'linter use. position 2: S 
3: U Summer use. Position 4: F 

Spring use. 
Fall use. 

5; S Severe winter use. 

Definition Identifies the definitions or criteria used to classify the area as a priority. 
available in the documentation. 

Accuracy Mapping accuracy of the 
1 Accurate within a 1/4 mile. 3 
2 ~ Accurate within a 1/2 mile. 4 

line delineation 
Location known 
Location known 

Scientific Name Scientific name of th~ sp~cies. 

_
'tate Status: s.ta.te listing status of spe.~ies. 

E = State endangered. SC = State candldate. 
T ~ S~ate threater.ed. 8M = State moultor. 

SS = State senSltlve. 

Federal Status Federal 
FE Federal enoangered. 
FT = Federal threatened. 

listing status of species. 
FC = Federal candidate. 
FCo = Federal conce~n. 

as 
to 
to 

determined by the mapper. 
wi thir, one mile. 
general locality only. 

List of codes are 

Priority Specles and habitats that are considered t.o be p:.-iorities for conservation and management by t'llashingt.on 



Depar:.ment of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW). For a- copy of the most current Priority Habitats and Species List contact 
\.;rDFW I:lHS Section at {360)902-2543, or it is available on our web site at http;//www.wdfw.wa.gov/hab/phspage.htm. 
YES =- Indicates that the species is considered a \'JD?W priority and is on the Priority Habitat and Species List 
andlor Species of Concern List. 
NO = Indicates that the species is not a WDFW priority. 

Name assigned to the area based generally on a local place name. Site Name e Jeneral 

Source : 

Description Description about the area, including how it is used and why it is important. 

the map. 
Identifies and describes the source responsible for the information described on the form or drawn on 
Single or multiple sources may be cited. 

Source Date Date of source of information. 

Source Code Code identifying the source of info~ation. 

Synopsis Brief narrative describing content of source of information. 



WASHINGTON DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE 
PRIORITY FISH REPORT FROM THE WASHINGTON LAKES .r..ND RIVERS INFORMJ..TION SYSTFl-l (WLRIS) DATABASE 

FOR TOWNSHIP T36R04E, SECTION 31 
Report Date: February 24, 2005 

Information About The Fish Presence Repo.:-t 

The fish information in this report only includes information that Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife 
(WDFW) maintains in a central computer database. This information only documents the location of importont 
fish resources to the best of our knowledge. It is not a complete inventory of the fish species in the state. 
Fish are identified as priority by WDFW if they meet one of three criterion as listed in the Priority Habitats 
and Species List. The list is available by contacting \-IDFvJ prio.:-ity Habitats and Species sectior. at (360)902-
2543, or it is available on our web site at http://www.wdfw.wa.gov/hab/phspage.htm. To insure appropriate use 
of this information users are encouraged to consult with VJDFW bi01ogis~s. 

State status information is not available in the WLRIS database for these species. Please see WDFW Species of 
Concern List for current status. For a copy of this list, contact WDFW Endangered Species Section at 1360)902-
25:i.5, or i'.: is available on our web site at http://www.wdfw.wa.gov/wlm/diversty/soc/soc.htm. 

priority Fish Presence: 

Code Common Name Stream Name Stream LLID Record Date --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------CCT Resident Cutthroat Colony Creek 1224244486004 04-12-09 
COHO Coho Salmon Colony Creek 1224244486004 04-02-25 
COHO Coho Salmon Colony Creek 1224244486004 05-02-16 
CCT Resident Cutthroat Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-12-09 
CHFA Fall Chinook Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-02-09 
CHMF Fall Chum F.:-iday Creek 1223306485488 04-07-04 
COHO Coho Salmon Friday Creek 1223306485488 03-11-12 
COHO Coho Salmon Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-02-09 
KOK Kokanee Salmon Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-12-13 
STWI Winter Steelhead Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-02-09 
STWI Winter Steelhead Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-04-23 

Resident Cutthroat Sarnish River 1224558485551 04-12-09 -' .. ;... Fall Chinook Sarnish River 1224558485551 04-02-09 
CHMF Fall Chum Sarnish River 1224558485551 04-07-04 
COHO Coho Salmon Sarnish River 1224558485551 04-02-09 
DBT Dolly Varden/Bull Trout Sarnish River 1224558485551 05-01-04 
KOK Kokanee Salmon Sarnish River 1224558485551 04-12-13 PINK Pink Salmon Sarnish River 1224558485551 04-02-09 
SOCK Sockeye Salmon Samish River 1224558485551 03-10-14 
SOCK Sockeye Salmon Sarnish River 1224558485551 04-02-09 STWI Winter Steelhead Sarnish River 1224558485551 04-02-09 

_STWI Winter Steelhead Sarnish River 1224558485551 04-04-23 
CCT Resident. Cutt.hroat Stream name(s) not in database 1223151485514 04-12-09 CCT Resident Cutthroat Stream name (s) not in database 1223395485493 04-12-09 
CCT Resident Cutthroat Stream name(s) not in database 1223400485453 04 -12-09 
CCT Resident Cutthroat Stream name(s) not in database 1223750485798 04-12-09 
CHFA Fall Chinook Stream name(s) not in database 1223395485493 04 -02-09 
CHFA Fall Chinook Stream name(s) not in database 1223400485453 04-02-09 
CAMF Fall Chum Stream name(s) not in database 1223395485493 04 -07 -04 
CHM:F Fall Chum Stream name(s) not in database 1223400485453 04-07-04 COHO Coho Salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223151485514 03-11-12 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name (s) not ,n database 1223151485514 04-02-09 COHO Coho Salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223210485889 04-02-09 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223284485810 04-02-09 COHO Coho Salmon Stream name (s) not in database 1223383485829 03-11-12 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream narne(s) not in database 1223383485829 04-02-09 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name (s) not in database 1223395485493 03-11-12 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name (s) not in database 1223395485493 04-02-09 COHO Coho Salmon Stream name (s) not in database 1223400485453 03-11-12 COHO Coho Salmon Stream name (s) not in database 1223400485453 04-02-09 COHO Coho Salmon Stream name Is) not in database 1223421485446 04-02-09 COHO Coho Salmon Stream name (s) not in database 1223485485887 04-02-09 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name is) not in database 1223750485798 05-02-16 COHO Coho Salmon Wildes Creek 1223355485774 03-11-12 COHO Coho Salmon y.Jildes Creek 1223355485774 04-02-09 

Codes Used In The Fish Presence Report 
--------------------------------------Code WDFW alphanumeric code that identifies the fish speCles. 

Corrunon Name Common name of the fish species. 

St:::earr. Name Stream name based on the US Geological Survey, Geographic Names Information System database. 

Stream LLID Unique stream identifier (10) generated from the node latitude and longitude located at a stream's 
mouth. This 10 is to be construed only as an ID, and not necessarily as a reference t_o a stream's location. 

Date Date t.he information was entered int.o ::.he database. 
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WASHINGTON DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE - HABITATS AND SPECIES REPORT 
IN THE VICINITY OF T35R04E SECTION 6 

Report Date: February 24, 2005 

Information About Priority Habitats and Species polygons 

priority Habitats and species (PHS) polygons are labeled with a unique number and "+' symbol, roughly in the 
center of the polygon on the map. This PHS Poly number refers to a list of form numbers and species and habitat 
codes contained in the PHS Polygon Cross Reference Report (listed below). The form numbers refer to the attached 
PHS Polygon Report. This report details each species or habitat depicted as a polygon on the map. For a 
complete description of the codes used in this report please refer to the Fish and wildlife Map Products document. 
This document may be viewed on our web site at http://w--..W.wdfw.wa.gov/hab/release.htm. 

Priority Habitats and Species Polygon - Summary Habitat and Species List: 

This report and the accompanying maps may contain some species or habitats that are not considered priority by 
the agency. YES under the 'PHS" column in the table below indicates that the species is considered a priority 
and is on the Priority Habitats and Species List and/or the Species of Concern List. NO under the 'PHS" column 
indicates the species/habitat is not considered an agency priority. 

State 
PHS Status PHS Code Common Name Species Use Species Use Description 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 

ST HALE 
RIPAR 
UNOS 
WET 

BALD EAGLE 
RIPARIAN ZONES 
URBAN NA~URAL OPEN SPACE 
WETLANDS 

B 

Priority Habitats and Species Polygon Cross Reference Report: 

BREEDING OCCURRENCE 

Form number 900000 indicates presence of PHS is unknown or the area was not mapped. Form numbers 909998, 909997, 
or 909996 indicate compilation errors. 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 

Form# 

900000 
902762 
902762 
900000 
902825 
902762 
902825 
902762 
902778 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902825 
902762 
902762 
902825 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902778 
902778 
902762 
902762 
902825 
903850 
902762 
902762-903850 
902762 
902778 
903850 
902762 
902762 
902752 
902762 
902762 
902762 
902762 
903695 
902762 

PHS Code*Species Use 

WET*
WET*-

RIPAR*
WET*-
RIPAR* -
WET*-
UNOS*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
vlET*-
vlET*-
WE~* -
WET*-
WET*-
WET*-
WET""-
WET"-
WET*-
vJET* -
RIPAR*
WET*-
'fIlET* -
RIPAR''' -
WET""-
\'IlET*-
\'JET*-
WET*-
UNOS*
UNOS*-
WET*-
WET*-
RIPAR* -
HALE*B
WET*
WET*-HALE*S
WET*-
L'NOS* -
HALE*S
WET*-
\.,-.ET* -
WET*-
WET* -
WET*-
vJET* -
'OIlET* -
H.i\LE*B
v.lET*-

Ir.fo2:lTlaLioll .;bout I'lildlire HeriLage ?oint Report 

Wildlife Heritage points on the map can be referenced to this report by noting the quadpt number where the 



p0int occurs on the map, and then looking up the information listed below. This report is sorted by the quadpt 
number and provides details on each species deplcted on the map. For a complete description of the codes used 
in this report, please refer to the Fish and Wildllfe Map Products document. Tbis document may be viewed on 
our web site at http://www.wdfw.wa.gov/hab/release.htm. 

IHldlife Heritage Point - Surrunary Species List; 

This report and the accompanying maps may contain some species or habitats that are not considered priority by 
the agency. YES under the "PHS" column in the table below indicates that the species is considered a priority 
and is on the Priority Habitats and Species List and/or the Species of Concern List. NO under the "PHS" column 
indicates the species/habitat is not considered an agency priority. 

PHS 
Sta te Species 
Status Code Common Name Species Use Species Use Description 

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
YES ST HALE BALD EAGLE B 

Wildlife Heritage Point Report: 

Quadpt# : 4812253007 Species Code: HALE Species Use; B 
Year; 2001 Class: SA Accuracy: C 
State Status: ST Federal Status: FT Priori~y; YES 
Township - Range - Section: T35N R03E S12 SWOFNW 
General Description; BALD EAGLE NEST IN COTTOilllOOD ON 

TAILED HAWK NEST. 

BREEDING OCCURRENCE 

Common Na-"Tle: BALD EAGLE 
Scientific Name: HALIAEETUS LEUCOCEPHALUS 
WDFW Region: 4 Verified: V 
Occurrence#-: 1027 Sequence#-: 1 

CORNER OF FIELD AND WETLAND, LOOKS LIKE A RED-

Codes Used In Wildlife Heritage Point Report 

Quadpt# A sequential number for a point based on a US Geological Survey 7.S-minute quadrangle. 

Species Code; Alphanumeric code which identifies the species. List of codes are available in the documentation. 

~pecies Use Criteria that identifies how the area is used by the indicated species. List of codes are available 
in the documentation. 

Common Name Cornmon name of the species. 

Year 

Class 
AA 
EA 
GA 
NA 
SA 
ST 
ZA 

Year of the observation. 

: Code that separates animalS into general groups. 
Artifical ~nimal (e.g., nest platforms not used yet) 
Exotic animal. 
Game animal. 
No animal found after target specific survey completed. 
Special animal (e.g., state listed and monitor species). 
Split territory. 
Zapped animal. Site no longer supports original occurrence. 

Accuracy Mapping accuracy of the site as determined by the individual doing the mapping. 
C Accurate to within 1/4 mile radius and confirmed by a reliable source. 
G Location known only to a general locality. 
N Accurate to within one mile radius. 
U Accurate to within 1/4 mile radius and unconfirmed by a reliable source. 

ScientiEic Name: Scientific name of the species. 

S~ate Status State listing status of species. 
SE State endangered. SC State candidate. 
ST State threatened. SM = State monitor. 
SS State sensitive. 

Federal Status Federal 
FE Federal endangered. 
FT = Federal threatened. 

listing status of species. 
FC = Federal candidate. 
FCo = Federal concern. 

Priority Species and habitats that are considered to be priori~ies for conservation and management by Washington 
Department of Fish and Wildlife (wnFW). For a copy of the most current Priority Habitats and Species List contact 
WDFW PHS Section at (360)902-2543, or it is available on our web site at http://www.wdfw.wa.gov/hab/phspage.htm. 
YES = Indicates that the species is considered a WDFW priority and is on the priority Habitat and Species List 
and/or Species of Concern List. 
NO = Indicates that the species is not a WDFW priority. 

WDFW Region: This contains the WDFW administrative reglon number: through 6. 

Verified Verification code for an observation. 
V Verified by a reliable source, generally WDFW or other agency biologist. 
U = Not verified by a reliable source, 01' idencification of species is uncertain. 
1 = Confirmed grizzly bear or wolf observation. _2 :0 Probabl<2 grizz.ly bear or wolf observation. 

~ownShip - Range - Section : The legal description of the species occurrence. 

Occurrence# 
species. 

sequence# 

An ascension catalog nwnber :.nat combined with sequence number identifies a unique record within a 

OCCurrences wit:t1 multiple locations of a species. 

General Description Description of location of a species. 



Priority Habitats and species polygon Report 

_.,orm., 903695 PHS Code: HALE Species Use: B Cornmon Name: BALD EAGLE 
Season:WSU Definition: 4. Accuracy: 1 Scientific Name: HALIAEETUS LEUCOCEPHALUS 
State Status: ST Federal Status: FT Priority: YES Site Name: BUTLER FLAT (MARSH) 
General Description: BALD EAGLE BREEDING TERRITORY. NEST IN BLACK COTTONWOOD IN MARSH. AREA IS 

NRCS WETLAND EASEMENT. ESTABLISHED THROUGH USDA W~TLAND RESERVE PROGRAM. 

Source Code: PROF 
Source: FISHER, GREG NRCS 
Source Date: 05 96 
Synopsis: ON-SITE VISIT. MAP OF NEST SENT TO JEFF BERNATOWICS, h'DFW. 

Common Name: BALD EAGLE Farm#: 903850 PHS Code: HALE Species Use: B 
Season:WSU Definition: 4 Accuracy: 1 
State Status: ST Federal Status: FT Priority: YES 
General Description: BALD EAGLE TERRITORY. 

Scientific Name: HALIAEETUS LEUCOCEPHALUS 
Site Name: ALLEN ROAD 

Source: MILNER, RUTH WDFW 
Source Date: 030595 Source Code: PROF 
Synopsis: AERIAL AND/OR ON-SITE VISIT. 

Codes Used In Priority Habitat and Species Polygon Report 

Form# Unique number that links the information in the reports to features on the map. 

PHS Code This contains a code that identifies the fish and wildlife species found in the area or the habitat 
that occurs there. List of codes are a~~lable in the documentation. 

Species Use Criteria that identifies how the area is used by the indicated species. 
in the documentation. This field is not used if a habitat is described. 

List of codes are available 

_:omman Name' Common name of the species or habitat. 

Season; Season of species use. Use is indicated by the presence of a non-blank character in one or more pos
tions or sub-strings of the field position. 
Position 1: W Winter use. position 2: S 
Position 3: U Summer use. Posi tion 4: F 

Spring use. 
Fall use. 

Position 5· S Severe winter use. 

Definition Identifies the definitions or criteria used to classify the area as a priority. 
available in the documentat.ion. 

Accuracy Mapping accuracy of the line delineation as 
1 Accurate within a 1/4 mile. 3 Location known to 
2 ~ Accurate within a 1/2 mile. 4 Location known to 

Scientific Name: Scientific name of the species. 

State Status: St.ate listing status of species. 
SE State endangered. SC State candidate. 
ST State threatened. SM ::0 State monitor. 
SS State sensitive. 

Federal Status Federal 
FE Federal endangered. 
F~ = Federal threatened. 

listing status of species. 
FC ::0 Federal candidate. 
FCo ::0 Federal concern. 

determined by the mapper. 
within one mile. 
general locality only. 

List of codes are 

Priority Species and habitats that are considered to be priorities for conservation and management by washington 
Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW). For a copy of the most current Priority Habitats and Species List contact 
WDFW PHS Section at (360)902-2543, or it is available on our web site at http://www.wdfw.wa.gov/hab/phspage.htm. 
YES = Indicates that the species is considered a WDFI'J priority and is 0:1 the Priority Habitat and Species List 
and/or Species of Concern List. 
NO = Indicates that the species is not a WDFW priority. 

Site Name; Name assigned to the area based generally on a local place name. 

General Description Description about the area, includinC] how it is used and ..... ,hy it is important. 

~source : Identifies and describes the source responsible for the information described on the form or drawn on 
.the map. Single or multiple sources may be cited. 

Source Date Date of source of information. 

Source Code Code identifying the source 0: information. 

Synopsis Brief narrative describing conten'[ of source of information 



\'iASHINGTON DEPARTHENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE 
PRIORITY FISH REPORT FRO~ THE WASHINGTON LAKES AND RIVERS INFOPl1ATION SYSTEf'.i (WLRIS) W,TABASE 

FOR TOWNSHIP T35R04E, SECTION 6 
Report Date: February 24, 2005 

Information About The Fish Presence Report 

_ \he fish information in this repo~~-~;"l~-i~~l~d~~-i~f~~~~;i~~-;h~~-~~~hi~~~on Department of Fish and Wildlife 
~(WDFW) maintains in a central computer database. This information only documents the location of ~mportant 

fish resources to the best of our knowledge. It is not a complete inventory of the fish species in the state. 
Fish are identified as priority by WDFW if they meet one of three criterion as listed in the Priority Habitats 
and Species List. The list is available by contacting WDFW Priority Habitats and Species section at (360)902-
2543, or it is available on OUr web site at http://~·.wdfw.wa.gov/hab/phspage.htm. To insure ~ppropriate use 
of this information users are encouraged to consul t wi th ~'illFW biologists. 

State status information is not available in the IHLRIS database for these species. Please see WDFW Species of 
Concern List for current status. For a copy of this list, contact WDFW Endangered Species Section at (360)902-
2515, or it is available on our web site at http://www.wdfw.wa.govh/lm/diversty/soc/soc.htm. 

Priority Fish Presence: 

Code Common Narne Stream Name Stream LLID Record Date 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
CCT Resident Cutthroat Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-12-09 
CHFA Fall Chinook Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-02-09 
CHMF Fall Chum Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-07-04 
COHO Coho Salmon Friday Creek 1223306485488 03-11-12 
COHO Coho Salmon Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-02-09 
KOK Kokanee Salmon Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-12-13 
STWI Winter Steelhead Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-02-09 
STWI Winter Steelhead Friday Creek 1223306485488 04-04-23 
CCT Resident Cutthroat samish River 1224558485551 04-12-09 
CHFA Fall Chinook Samish River 1224558485551 04-02-09 
CHMF Fall Chum Sarnish River 1224558485551 04-07-04 
COHO Coho Salmon Samish River 1224558485551 04-02-09 
DBT Dolly Varden/Bull Trout Sarnish River 1224558485551 05-01-04 
KOK Kokanee Salmon Sarnish River 1224558485551 04-12-13 
PINK Pink Salmon Samish River 1224558485551 04-02-09 
SOCK sockeye Salmon sarnish River 1224558485551 03-10-14 
SOCK sockeye Salmon Samish River 1224558485551 04-02-09 
STWI Winter Steelhead Samish River 1224558485551 04-02-09 
STWI Winter Steelhead Sarnish River 1224558485551 04-04-23 
CCT Resident Cutthroat Stream name(s) not in database 1223151485514 04-12-09 

_CCT 
Resident Cutthroat Stream name(s) not in database 1223395485493 04-12-09 

TT Resident Cutthroat Stream name (s) not in database 1223400485453 04-12-09 
CHFA Fall Chinook Stream name(s) not in database 1223395485493 04-02-09 
CHFA Fall Chinook Stream :1ame(s) not in database 1223400485453 04-02-09 
CHMF Fall Chum Stream name(s) not. in database 1223395485493 04-07-04 
CHMF Fall Chum Stream name(s) not in database 1223400485453 04-07-04 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223151485514 03-11-12 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream narne(s) not in database 1223151485514 04-02-09 
COHO Coho Salmon Strearn narne(s) not in database 1223170485270 03-11-12 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream narne(s) not in database 1223170485270 04-02-09 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream narne(s) not in database 1223395485493 03-11-12 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream narne(s) not in database 1223395485493 04-02-09 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream narne(s) not '" database 1223400485453 03-11-12 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name{s) not in database 1223400485453 04-02-09 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream narne{s) not in database 1223421485446 04-02-09 
COHO Coho .Salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223460485293 03-11-12 
COHO Coho Salmon Stream name(s) not in database 1223460485293 04-02-09 
COHO Coho Salmon Wildes Creek 1223355485774 03-11-12 
COHO Coho Salmon Wildes Creek 1223355485774 04-02-09 

Codes Used In The Fish Presence Report 
--------------------------------------

Code \-JDFW alphanumeric code that identifies the fish species. 

Cornman Name Common name of the fish species. 

Stream Name Stream name based on the US Geological Survey, Geographic Names Information System database. 

Stream LLID unique stream identifier (10) generated from the node latitude and longitude located at a stream's 
mouth. This IO is to be construed only as an IO, and not necessarily as a reference to a stream's location. 

Record Da te Date the information was entered into the database. 
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Clallam 
9.8 

_Contacts 

Jefferson 
8.4 

Greg Weeks, Ph.D., Director 
Labor Market and 
Economic Analysis 
(360) 438-4800 

Dave Wallace 
Acting Chief Economist 
dbwallace@esd.wa.gov 
(360) 438-4818 

Economists: 

Alex Roubinchtein, Ph.D. 
aroubinchtein@esd.wa.gov 
(360) 438-4764 

Chris Thomas 
cthomas@esd.wa.gov 
(360) 438-3169 

Nora Keith 
nkeith@esd.wa.gov 

_(360) 438-4825 

D 

Unemployment Rates by County, November 2009 
NOT seasonally adjusted 

Cowlitz 

13.2 

Whatcom 
8.2 

Skag~ 
10.4 

Skamania 

8.7 

Yakima 
9.6 

Klickitat 
9.1 

Okanogan 

10.7 

Grant 

11.0 

Benton 

6.8 

12.7 

Lincoln 
Spokane 

8.1 8.7 

Mams Whitman 

9.8 4.6 

Washington State Employment Situation Report is designed to 
provide our customers and stakeholders with an accurate, up-to-date portrayal of 
Washington's economic vitality as it is reflected through our labor market data. 

Regional Labor Economists: 

Scott Bailey, Southwest Washington 
scott. bailey@esd.wa.gov 
(360) 906-2768 

Olympic Consortium 
vacant 

Joe Giannamore, N. W Washington 
jg iannamore@esd.wa.gov 
(360) 676-3253 

Arum Kone,Eastern Washington 
akone@esd.wa.gov 
(509) 527-1844 

Don Meseck, S. Central Washington 
Temporarily, Roger Miller 
romiller@esd.wa.gov 
(509) 574-0162 

T. Baba Moussa, N. Central Washington 
bmoussa@esd.wa.gov 
(509) 665-3737 

Desiree Phair, King County 
dphair@esd.wa.gov 
(206) 448-0474 ext 3073 

Dean Schau, Benton-Franklin 
dschau@cbc2.org 
(509) 547-0511 ext 2217 

Snohomish 
Temporarily, Desiree Phair 

(206) 448-0474 ext 3073 

Paul Turek, Ph.D., Pierce 
ptu rek@esd.wa.gov 
(253) 593-7336 

Doug Tweedy, Spokane 
dtweedy@esd.wa.gov 
(509) 532-3188 

Jim Vieming, Pacific Mountain 
jvleming@esd.wa.gov 
(360) 438-4821 
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e tit e 
April 1 Popuiatlon Density and Land Area by County 

Year of land Area, 
Po~ulatlon Densi~ (Persor per Square Mile) 

Form. 2000 (sq mil 1900 1910 1920 1930 1940 1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 ~- ::00 2001 21)02 2003 2004 2005 200. 2007 2008 2009 
WAState 1889 66,544.1 7.78 17.15 20.38 23.48 26.08 35.73 42.85 47.21 62.06 73.09 88.58 a5l.79 90.79 91.64 92.69 94.02 95.81 97.50 99.00 100.21 
Adams 1883 1,925.0 2,51 5.67 5.00 4.01 3.23 3.42 5.16 6.24 6.89 7.07 8.53 8,62 8.62 8.62 8.68 8.83 8.99 9.14 9.25 9.35 
Asotin 1883 635.3 5.29 9.17 10.28 12.79 13.15 17.11 20.30 21.70 26.46 27.69 32.35 32.58 32,58 32.42 32.58 32.90 33.21 33.53 33.68 33.64 
Benton 1905 1,703,1 4.66 6.40 6.43 7,08 30.16 36045 39.66 64.26 66.09 63.66 85.02 86.67 89.01 91.07 92.83 94.30 95.65 97,18 99.41 
Chelan 1899 2,921.4 1.35 5.17 7.16 10.63 11.78 13.45 13.95 14.15 15.42 17.66 22.80 22.97 23.14 23.24 23.41 23.69 24.00 24.37 24.66 24.85 
Clallam 13 1854- 1,739.5 3.21 3.87 6.51 11.72 12.52 15.12 17.20 19.&2 29.59 32.20 36.90 37.05 37.31 37.54 37.69 36.40 36,98 39.38 39.78 39.96 
Clark 11 1849 628.2 21.37 41.59 52.25 64.21 79.39 135.86 149.40 204.58 306.14 379.13 549.55 561.27 578.46 592.63 610,13 623.19 642.29 660.59 675.24 686.38 
Columbia 1875 868.8 8.20 8.11 7.01 6,13 6,39 5.59 5.26 5.11 4.67 4.63 4.68 4.72 4.72 4,72 4.72 4.72 4.72 4.72 4.72 4.72 
Cowlitz 1854 1,138.6 6.92 11.03 10.35 28.02 35.26 46.87 50.76 60.26 69.86 72.12 81.63 82.47 82.91 83.34 83.70 84.22 85.01 85.69 86.95 67.47 
Douglas 1883 1,820.5 1.10 5.07 5.16 4.15 4.75 5.94 8.18 9.22 12.16 14.39 17.91 18.02 18.18 18.46 18,79 19.06 19.61 19.94 20.32 20.65 
ForTY 1899 2,204.0 2.07 2.18 2.33 1.95 2.13 1.86 1.76 1.66 2.64 2.86 3,29 3.31 3.31 3.31 3,31 3.36 3.40 3,43 3.49 3.54 
FrankJin 1883 1,242.4 0.39 4,15 4.73 4.94 5.08 10.92 18.79 20.78 28.20 30.17 39.72 40,57 41.29 43.14 45.88 48.70 51.67 54.25 56.50 58.52 
Garfield 1881 710,5 5.51 5.91 5.45 5.15 4.76 4.51 4.19 4.10 3.47 3.16 3.37 3.38 3.38 3.38 3.38 3.38 3.38 3.31 3.24 3.17 
Grant 1909 2,681.1 3.25 2.90 2.12 5.48 9.10 17.37 15.65 18,13 20,47 27.86 28.31 28.50 28.76 29.20 29.50 30.06 30.77 31,55 32.11 
Grays Harbor 1854 1,916.9 7,89 18.56 23.34 31.28 27.73 27.98 28.41 31,06 34.59 33.47 35.05 35.74 35.68 35.89 36.10 36.41 36.73 36.93 36.99 37.14 
Island 1853 208.4 8.96 22.55 26.31 25.74 29.23 53.11 94.14 129.49 211.16 288.57 343.31 347.35 350.71 355.03 358.67 364.62 370.38 376,14 380.46 385.25 
Jefferson 13 1852 1,814.2 3.16 4,61 3.63 4,61 4.93 6,42 5.33 5.89 8.83 11.28 14,50 14,58 14.66 14.72 14.86 15.21 15.54 15.76 15.87 15.98 
King 1852 2,126.0 51.76 133.88 183.09 218.01 237.51 344.76 439.78 544.02 597.29 708.95 817.03 827.03 834.56 836.91 841.14 850.55 863.25 875.48 886.25 898.05 
Kitsap 1657 396.0 17.09 44.56 83.74 77,72 112.09 191.22 212.57 256.90 371.60 479.12 585.82 589.43 592.72 598.52 604.84 607.11 614.69 618.22 623.27 625.29 
Kittitas 1883 2,297.2 4.23 8.08 7.72 7.90 8.81 9.68 8.91 10.90 10.83 11.64 14.52 14.80 15.15 15.32 15.58 15.93 16.28 16,67 17.15 17.37 
Klickitat 1859 1,872.4 2.88 5.44 4.95 5.25 6.07 6.43 7.19 6.48 8.45 8.87 10.23 10.31 10.31 10.31 10.31 10.41 10.57 10,63 10.74 10.79 
Lewis 1845 2,407.6 6.29 13.34 15.30 16.63 17.19 18.17 17.38 18.88 23.27 24,65 28.49 28.87 29.18 29.24 29.36 29.74 30.28 30.78 31.03 31.23 
Lincoln 1883 2,311.2 5.18 7.59 6.55 5.14 4.92 4.75 4.72 4.14 4.16 3.84 4.41 4.41 4.41 4.37 4.41 4.37 4.41 4,46 4.50 4.52 
Mason 1854 961.1 3.96 5.36 5.12 10.47 12.07 15.63 16.91 21.76 32.45 39.89 51.41 51.61 51.82 52.23 52.86 54.00 55.25 56.81 58.58 59.10 
Okanogan 1888 5,268.1 0.89 2.45 3.24 3,52 4.66 5.53 4.84 4.91 5.82 6.33 7.51 7.54 7.55 7.52 7.52 7.52 7.55 7.55 7.61 7.69 
Pacific 1851 933.0 6.14 12,86 15.28 15,36 16.34 16.99 15.06 16.21 17.69 19.37 22,49 22.51 22.51 22,40 22.51 22.83 23.04 23.15 23.37 23.37 
Pend Oreille 1911 1,400,3 4.54 5.11 5.11 5.29 4.94 4.30 6.13 6.37 8.38 8.43 8.43 B.43 8.50 B.71 8.78 9.00 9.14 9.21 
Pierce 1852 1,678.9 33.13 72.11 86.02 97.79 10B.67 164.65 191.94 245.32 289.86 349.87 417.42 424.92 431.63 437.01 443.14 450.23 460.71 470.84 479.71 464.60 
San Juan 1873 174.9 16.74 20.60 20.61 17.71 18.05 18.55 16.42 22.05 44.61 57.36 80.48 82.32 83,47 64.61 86.32 88.61 89.75 90.90 92.04 93.18 
Skagit 1883 1,735.1 8.22 16.85 19.23 20,25 21.70 24.94 29.59 30.19 36.96 45.64 59,35 60.00 60.57 61.49 62.70 63.91 65.18 66,45 67.72 68.52 
Skamania 1854 1,656.4 1.02 1.74 1.42 1.75 2.80 2.89 3.14 3.53 4.78 5.00 5.96 5.98 5.98 5.98 6.10 6.22 6.40 6.46 6.46 6.52 
Snohomish 1861 2,089.1 11.46 28.33 32.38 37.73 42.46 53.38 82.38 126.90 161.57 222.77 290.09 296.11 300,61 305.16 308.68 313.92 321.58 328.52 333.45 337.14 
Spokane 12 1879 1,763.6 32.62 79.04 80.10 85.31 93.35 125.62 157.80 162.99 193.81 204.86 236.98 239,51 241.32 243.02 244.95 247.39 251.64 255.84 260.26 263.68 
stevens 1863 2,478.3 2.72 6.52 8.72 7.48 7.78 7.50 7.22 7.02 11.69 12,49 16.17 1-6.26 16.30 16.38 16.42 16.62 16.99 17.35 17.63 17.75 
Thurston 1852 727.0 13.65 24.18 30.76 43,12 51.28 61.73 75.71 105.75 170.90 221.75 285.21 289,12 292,01 2515.45 300.54 306.24 317.87 327.36 337.40 343.59 
wahkiakum 1854 264.2 10.67 12.43 13,14 14.61 16.22 14.51 12.96 13.59 14.50 12.59 14.47 14,38 14.38 14.38 14.38 14.76 14.76 15.14 15.52 15.52 
walla walla 1854 1,270.5 14.70 25.13 21.68 22.39 24.04 31.59 33.21 33.20 37.34 38.13 43.43 43,45 43.60 43.92 44.63 45.26 45.57 45.89 46.12 46.60 
\fVhatcom 1854 2,119.5 11.37 23.35 23.87 27.89 28.47 31.46 33.17 36.65 50.33 60.27 78.71 80.49 81.24 82.33 83.65 85.30 86.95 88.84 90.11 91.10 
'v\'tlilman 1871 2,159,4 11.74 15.41 14.51 12.97 12.61 15.04 14,48 17.55 16.57 17.96 18.87 18,66 18.80 18.99 19.31 19.64 19,82 19.77 19.91 20.05 
Yakima 1865 4,296.2 2.38 51,71 14.83 18,02 23.05 31.59 33.78 33.80 40.15 43.95 51.81 52,26 52.37 52.60 52.95 53.37 53.95 54.51 54.91 55.49 

Notes: 
11 Clark County was originally created as Vancouver District in 1845. However, the first board of county government was organized in 1650 after the 184S Oregon Territortallegislature changed 
the name to Clark from Vancouver. 
21 The date of formation for Spokane County is the date when it regained separate county status after having been merged with Stevens County. 
31 Population density values for Clallam and Jefferson counties for 2000 have been revised to reflect adjustments made in the U.S. Census 2000 populations for those counties. 

The land area measurement exdudes lakes and other water areas within. 

Land area for counties derived from U.S. Census Bureau: Land Area Population and Density for States and Counties: 1990 ['NWW,eensus.gov/populationtcensu$datal90den_stco.lXtj for 1900·1990, 
From 2000 on, county land areas from the U.S. Census Bureau 2000 Census Gazeteer [www.census.gov/geo1MVW/gazetteer/places2k.hbTll]. 
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Bob Hayden 

From: 

Cc: 

Randy Doolittle 

Wednesday, December 30, 2009 12:54 PM 

Bob Hayden 

Rick Swanson 

Subject: Expenses for Water park 

Page 1 of 1 

Per your request the following are an estimated annual expenditures that would be anticipated for a water park with a 300 room 
hotel, restaurants and no convention facilities. 

Cost of goods, supplies, repairs, marketing, utilities and other expenses would total $12,539,000 per year. 

Labor costs would be approximately $10,900,00 per year. Approximately 40% less labor costs than the Skagit Valley Casino Resort. 

Randy 

12/30/2009 
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Bob Hayden 

From: pateus@aol.com 

Monday, January 04,20106:41 AM 

Bob Hayden 

Subject: fishermen issues 

The Tribe has 59 members who fished in 09 

The average income of a fisherman going after salmon in 09 was $3642 

Page 1 of 1 

g of our fishermen engaged in the crab fishery (requires bigger boats, pots, larger investment) + the tribe engaged in test fisheries 
for crab. 

The average income for crab fishing was $29,000 although only 3 of the fishermen earned the average or better 

• 
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GEOENGINEERS Q 

PHASE I ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT 
TAX PARCELS P35839, P123324, P50416, 
AND P50414 
BOW, WASHINGTON 

OCTOBER 26, 2007 

FOR 
UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 

FIle .No, 00829-02 i ·00 



October 26, 2007 

Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
5984 Nbrth Darrk Lane 
Bow, Washington 98232 

Attention: Bob Hayden 

Subject: Phase I Environmental Site Assessment 
Tax Parcels P35839, P123324, P50416, and P50414 
Bow, Washington 
File No. 0829-02 j -00 

GEoENGINEERS 0 

GeoEngineers is pleased to submit three copies of our ~'Phase I EnvironmentaJ Site Assessmel1~ Tax 
Parcels P35839, P123324, P50416, and P50414, Bow, Washington." Our services were completed in 
general accordance with our Confllming Agreement dated September 7, 2007 (Appendix A). Bob 
Hayden authorized OLII Phase I Environmental Site Assessment services on September 11,2007. We 
appreciate the opportunity to assist you on this project. Please contact us if you have questions regarding 
tbis report. 

Yours very truly, 

GeoEngineers, me. 

/ 
.~/ 

J/R915eI1 
Meipal 

RMBJRG:ims;sla 
BELL: P:\O\0829021 \Finals\O&29021 00 Itdoc 

Ear1h ScilmC8 -+ Teclinoillgy 600 DUPIHlt Street tolephonc 360:64J,1510 

Bellingtlalll, WfI, 9~225 I~c~imll~ 360.6JlJ.S044 

",~b~ilO IYW·N.geoellglneers..cDIII 



Phase I Environmental Site Assessment 
Tax Parcels P35839, P123324, P5041S, and P50414 

Bow, Washington 

Prepared for: 

Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 
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PHASE I ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT 
TAX PARCELS P35839, P123324, P50416, AND P50414 

Bow, WASHINGTON 
FOR 

UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

This report summarizes the results of the Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) of Tax Parcels 
P35839, P123324, P50416, and P50414 in the Bow area of Skagit County. The site is approximatelY 
13 I acres in size and is undeveloped with the exception of a pole building. The site is shown relative to 
surrounding physical features in Vicinity Map, Figllre 1. The site layout and surrounding properties are 
shown in Site Plan, Figllre 2. 

The site is currently owned by the Upper Skagit Indian Tribe (USJT). We understand results of this Phase J 
ESA will be used by Upper Skagit Indian Tribe as part of their evaluation of potential environmental 
liabilities associated with placing the site in tribal trust lands . 

. ;·,,)Eogineers provided geotechnical engineering services for the proposed Skagit Resort Water Park which 
will be located 00 the site. The results of our previous study were presented in our report titled 
"Geotechnical Engineering Services Report, Proposed Skagit Resort Water Park, Bow, Washington", dated 
February 26,2007. Pertinent information from our geotechnical engineering study is included in this Phase r 
ESA report where appropriate. 

1.1 PHASE I ESA 

The purpose of this Phase I ESA is to identify recognized environmental conditions' (RECs) in connection 
with the site. Our scope of services was completed in general accordance with American Society for Testing 
and Materials (ASTM) Standard E1527-05 for Phase I ESAs which is intended to pennit a user to satisfy one 
of the requirements to qualify for the innocent landowner, contiguous property owner, or bona fide 
prospective purchaser limitations on CERCLA liability, that is the practice that constitutes "all appropriate 
inquiry into the previous ownership and uses of the property consistent with good commercial or customary 
practice" as defined hy 42 U.S.c. §9601. The scope of services described below was completed by, or under 
the direction of, an environmental professional as described in ASTM El527-05. We completed the 
following specific scope of services for this Phase I ESA: 

1. Reviewed readily available environmental reports andlor other relevant documents pertaining to 
environmental conditions at the site. 

2. Reviewed the results of a federal, state and local environmental database search provided by a 
subcontracted environmental data service [Environmental Data Resources (EDR)] for listings of 
known or suspected environmental problems at the site or nearby properties within the search 
distances specified by ASTM. 

) Recognized EnVIronmental Condiciaas are defined In ASTM E1527~05 as "the presence or likeJy presence of any hazardous substances or petroleum 
products OJ] a property under conQitions that mdicate an existing release, a past release, or a material threat of D release of any hazardous substances or 
petroleum producEs into structures on the property or into the ground, groundwater or surface water of the property The term includes hazardous 
substances or petroleum products even under conditions in compliance Wlth laws. The term is not intended to include de mimmlS conditions that 
generally do no, present a material risk of harm to public health or the environment and that generally would not be the subject of an enforcement 
action ifbroughtto the attention of appropriate governmental agencles" 
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3. Identified a key site manager with knowledge of past and present subject site use and interviewed 
him in person. Identified previous site owner with knowledge of past and present subject site use 
and interviewed him by telephone. 

4. Interviewed a representative of the local health department regarding the Ekely presence of 
hazardous substances. 

5. Reviewed historical aerial photographs, historical topographic maps, city directories, chain-of-title 
reports, Metsker's Atlases and land use and tax assessor records, as available and appropriate, to 
identifY past development history on and adjacent to the site relative to the possible use, generation, 
storage, release or disposal of hazardous substances. Attempted to identify uses of the site from the 
present to the time that records show no apparent structures on the site, back to t"e time the property 
was first used for residential, agricultural, commercial, industrial or governmental purposes or back 
to 1940 whichever is earlier. 

6. Identified data gaps relative to site historical use. 

7. Reviewed current USGS topographic maps to identifY the physiographic setting of the site and 
provided a statement on the local geologic) soil and groundwater conditions based on our general 
experience and sources such as geologic maps and our previous geotechnical study for the Skagit 
Resort Water Park. 

8. Identified the source of potable water for the site and the current heating and sewage disposal 
system(s) used at the site. 

9. Conducted a visual reconnaissance ofthe site and adjacent properties to identify visible evidence of 
RECs. 

10. Provided a written summary of the Phase I ESA results and identified RECs along with our opinion 
and recommendations regarding the potential for contamination by hazardous substances at the site 
and the significance of any data gaps identified. 

1.2 SPECIAL CONSIDERATIONS 

Our scope of services did not include an enviromnental compliance audit, an evaluation for the presence of 
lead-based paint, toxic mold, biological pollutants, polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) in light ballasts, radon, 
lead in drinking water~ mercury-containing thermostats, asbestos-containing building materials or urea
formaldehyde insulation in on-site structures or other hazardous building materials (if any). 

2.0 SITE DESCRIPTION 

2.1 INVOLVED PARTIES 

The site currently is owned by usn. usn purchased parcels P504l4 ard P504l6 from the Nielson 
Brothers Logging Company in approximately 2002. Parcel P35839 was purchased by usn from Paul 
Brendle in 1995, according to the Assessor website. There was no sales history listed for parcel Pl23324 in 
the Assessor website. 

2.2 LOCATION, LEGAL DESCRIPTION AND SETTING 

General site information, property use(s) and enviromnental setting of the site area are summarized in 
Table 1. Refer to Figure I for a vicinity map and Figure 2 for the layout of the site in relation to surrounding 
properties. 
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Topographic Map 

f-------------- .--------
Quarter/Quarter. Section, Township 
and Range 

Table I. Site Information 

U.S. Geological Survey, 7.5 minute Alger, Washington topographic 
quadrangle map dated 1994. 

---------------- - ------------------- . ------------------
NW, SW, and NE quarter of SW qlJ<'1rter of Section 31, Township 36 
North, Range 4 East, Willamette Meridian and NE quarter of NW quarter 
and NW quarter of the NE quarter of Section 6, Township 35, Range 4 
East. 

--:----------------- -1-----------------_._-----_ .. __ ._---------------
SIte Address The site does not have an address. 

!-·;ii-te-G~~~;;;_LD~ti-;_------ ----------·--"+-N-orth~~;-~~d·-~~~-t-h;~t- of th~" -;;I;r-;~ct·i~~ -b-~-~~;;o;~--L~~-;-;~d 
I North Darrk Lane, Bow, Washington. 

------------------ .. ---"---1----"--------------------- .---... ---------------------------. 
" Site Legal Description Legal descriptions are included in the EDR report in Appendix B. 
--c-----'--------------t-~-----'------.----- ____ " ________ .---"---.---------------
Site Approximate Area Approximately 131 acres. 

-----r:-------"------·------- -----------------
Site Existing Use The site is undeveloped with the exception of a pole building. 
-----"----------------._. -------. - . __ ._---
Geologic Setting The site is located on retatively level land ;n an area that was glacialed 

10,000 years ago. 
"---_._---------- -:------------------------------------
Nearest Surface Water Bodies Friday Creek is located approximately 200 feet east of the site. 

Approximate Surface Elevation Ranges from approximately 260 feet above mean sea level over the 
majority of the site down to approximately 120 feet above mean sea level 
in the southern and eastem portions of the site. 

----- ---.------ .... _---- -- ---- - -_ .. _- -:--._---------- ---- --"._-------- :-- -- - ---- ------_._------ --------------"------
Soil and Geologic Conditions Two geologic units are mapped In the sile area: Bellingham (glaciomarine) 

Drift consisting primarlly of silt and clay soils with varying sand and gravel 
content, and glacial till which genera1!y consists of an unsorted, non~ 
stratified mixture of clay, silt, sand, gravel, cobbles and boulders, We 
performed 17 test pits and 8 borings at the site during our previous 
geotechnical study. The general subsurface soil profile consisted of 
topsoil overlying very stiff grading to medium stiff glaciomarine drift over 
very dense glacial till. Some possible glacial outwash was encountered 
overlying the glaciomarine drift. Fill soil was encountered in one of our 
test pits. Visual and olfactory evidence of contamination was not 
observed in the fill or native soils. 

--_ ... ----------_._----- -- -- -,---------------------"------ ----_._.- --"._---------- -"----
Depth to Groundwater A perched groundwater condnion was observed at approximately 0.5 to 3 

feet below ground surface in our previous explorations. No groundwater 
was observed below 1hree feet. A shallow perched groundwater condition 
typically develops during the wetter portions of the year. Sandier zones 
within the glaciomarine drift and glacial till will sometimes produce 
seepage as well. The EDR report indicates the deep aquifer is 

._, ___ ._,~_. __________________ . ______ ~£:.oxima~~!Y~~o 50_ !:.:~_ ~el~~~_~~~.md .:~~~_::~~_~_ vicinity .. ~!~~:..~~~:... 
Inferred Direction of Shallow 
Groundwater Flow 

The topography shown in the U.S Geological Survey, 7.5 minute Alger, 
Washington topographic quadrangle map dated 1994 suggests an 
inferred direction of shallow groundwater flow to the southeast at the site. 

Our knowledge of the general phYSiographic settmg, geology and groundwater occurrence In the site VICInity 

is based on our review of the documents listed in Table 1 and our previous experience at the site. 

2.3 RECONNAISSANCE OF THE SITE 

2.3.1 Summary of Observations 

A representative of GeoEngineers performed an unaccompanied visual reconnaissance of the site on 
September 14, 2007_ The site was accessed from the gravel road in the southern portion of the site_ The site 
is covered primarily with tall grass and treed areas_ Our visual reconnaissance focused on the areas where 
dwellings were fonnally located and along the trails, access road, and old logging road in the site_ 
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--------

Table II below summarizes conditions observed during our site reconnaissance. The approximate locations 
of the observed features discussed in this section are shown in Figure 2. Photographs of the site were taken 
to document ohservations made during our site reconnaissance. Site photographs are available in our files. 

Table ii. Summary of Sile Reconnaissance Observations 

ObselVed 

Comment. location and/or Description and other 

~ 
Feature Yes No development on site (e.g. pavement, etc.) 

tructures (exlslIng) X ___ ;~~~~~~~~;:~~ ~f~~: ~i~!~e_acc~ss ~:~.~~_:~ 
, S-';LJ~t~~es-(evid9n~ offormer} --- --- ----- --x- Two areas where mobile homes were formerly located. 

u.~---'--~-----------'----'--'------- --f~ _~~~ .. ~~.~~~.3J~~.~tai!s. _____________ . ___ --- --_._-,._--
! ,eating/Cooling System X 
~~?.~-D-ra-in-s-. S~mps-. or-D-ryw--e~s--'-----------+-- 'x.+----~~ .. ~~~ .. ~~~ ____ ._._-_._ .. _ .. _._-. __ =_ .. -_ .. _-_=_-._-_-= 
~_~~~found S~orage Tanks (ASTs) .___ X ____ ~ ______________ . _____________ . _____ . ___ . _____ . 

~fJ~~~~t~~~:~~;::S (UST~X~~_~y~~~_ce .~~ ,-cxc-+-'x:.:...··+o·"ne-emptY~~t;beied d-r-um-a-Io-n-g-a~ces-s-ro-ad.'---·~-- .-----

~hemicals or Hazardous Materials (other than de 
~.i_~~is ~antiti~~_~_!.cJea~i~_~p.!...~~!=L _:=- ___ _ 
Evidence of Leaks, Spills or Releases Surrounding ASTs, 
\ _IC:T~.:.. and!.'!!..~~~m;ca!.. St0..r:a~_,: Ar~.~ _____________ ~~_ 
~;L:/ned or Corroded Floors, WaJJs or Dralns (other than 
apparent water stains or minor oil stains on pavement 

x 

x 

x 

fom parked vehicles) 
P-;pesof-U~k~own Ong~;~Use------------------ --- I-x-- ----

•..•.. -.--- ----_ .•. _ .. __ ._- -_._- [--

On~-ii~~h-di;;;~-t~r-PVC-p·i·p·~ waSloC3ted b~b;-the---- ---

On-site Septic System ~ 
ground in a horizontal position at one of the vacated mobile 
home sites. The pipe appears to be a waterline that runs 
from the well. 

--X-- seP'tlcdffiinag;-fieldsforthe forriier-mOblle-ho~s ar~-iik~i"
pre_~nt a~co~.'.l..!!~_~~_~~~ site r:!:'~n.~~!:J~.~~~_~. 

Se~;g~-D-~p~~I-SySte;:r;-'--- ------------- ----~- X 

P~t-;bie·Water suppiY-----~----------------··----·--- -x- ... -- -A'"domE;stic water-weilis--i~t;ct~~ sHe soulh'-~Tthe access 

_. _________________ . __ .. _____________ ._, __ ... _______ .___ _ __ ~~!d and _east_.~_~~~Y_~~~ilding. __ . _______ ..... _________ _ 

~~lid Waste Refuse Dumpsters X- One large green Waste Management dumpster is located 
south of the pole building. 

~yd-~·~~i-jCHOists __ ------·-----------·---·---.. - X - "~--.---~--.. -----------.. -------------------.-.. 

~{~~d?:~;~:~~r~-·S~I~~V~~~~~~~~~~=~~;;~-fro~~· .. "--- ~~--- -- -- - ----- ---~-~" .. -.. ~ .... ~=.=~-=-=.~--::~~-~-~-=-:~~ 
Hazardous Substances 
H~~~~~~'Waste Dispos~ip;._;;.,;s--"-·---.. --·-------- Ix -._-- -- ------ .. ----.--.---
Uncontafned D~bri~:-R;fuseo~-U~klentifi;;;d Waste'--- --X-- ---- .. D~bns aroundthe~eb~ildi~gim;~di~ lightp~i;~~f;~~' 
Materials posts, electrical panels, construction supplies, and lumber. 

10;-... ----.... -.--.. ------.--... ----- --
I'-'tanding Water or Other Liquids X 
1;0 .... -----.- . '.-.. -.~~-.--.-
Icatch Basins and StOfITIwater Drainage X 
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Car parts, a lire atld an old drum were observed along the 
access road leading to the pole building. No staining was 
observed on the soil beneath the drum. Construclion 
equipment and supplies were observed where the access 
road intersects North Dank Lane. At P123324 a feW 
scattered plastic sacks and a beer bottle along with several 
burn piles appearing to have contained wood debris. Some 
scattered garbage was observed including an old tin bucket, 
metal ~~~ foo_~_~~~~rs and_~_eer bottles. ___ . ___ .-__ 

---·-···-;c--;-~--,-·.---,,---:c··_;_::_-·__c_ 

Drainage ditches run along both sides of the access road 
and a culvert was observed along the old logging road 
located in the northeastern section of the site. 
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• 

Observed 
Comment, Location and/or Description and other 

Feature Yes No development on site (e.g. pavement, etc.) 

2.3.2 Findings 

• fill soil was observed at the site. No visual evidence of contamination was observed in the fill soil. 
The fiJi soil does not represent a REC to the site in onr opinion. 

• Uncontained debris was observed at the site such as a tire, some car parts and an old drum which 
could have contained a petroleum product. No visual evidence of contamination was observed in 
these areas. The observed un contained debris does not represent a REC to the site in our opinion. 

• A pad-mounted transformer is located on the site. Evidence of leaks from the transformer was not 
observed on the ground surface or on the exterior of the transfonmer. The potential for a release from 
the transformer having impacts to soil or shallow perched groundwater at the site exists if the 
transformer should leak. The transformer does not pose a significant REC to the site in our opinion 
while it is in proper working condition. 

2.3.3 Data Gaps 

Data gaps were not identified by this portion of the study. 

2.4 ADJACENT PROPERTY AND VtCINITY OBSERVATIONS 

2.4.1 Summary of Observations 

We viewed properties located adjacent to and surrounding the site on September 14, 2007 from the site. The 
site is situated in an area that is used primarily for residential or agricultural uses. Table ill below outlines 
adjacent land uses and pertinent observations with respect to conditions that could pose a REC on the site. 
Figure 2 shows adjacent property uses and locations in relation to the site. 

Table III. Adjoining Streets and Adjacent Properties Observations 

Adjoining Position Relative 
DirectIon Street to site 

, 
Adjacent Property and Use Comments 

-
North Darrk Lane Upgradient Skagit Casino and wooded areas 
---- ----- --._._ .. _---- ---- - - - - - ----- _._-- ... -.----.-----------,----.-~--,.-.-----.--- ----- - _. , .. --.. -----~-----------_._. -.----

East Old Highway Downgradient Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFWl, See Section 24.2 
99 Fish Hatchery (5577 Old Highway 99) and Residence at for details 

---------,- r-------. 18754 Old Hig hway 99. 
----- .... _------ -··TTh~ -skagil-B-;;;~HiiIG~~~~d-F~;dM~;;~-nd-L~~k;L;II~;I---

-_. __ ..... _- _.-_.---_. 

South 8awHili Downgradient See Section 2.4.2 
Road 18494 Bow Hill Road for detai Is. 

2 The inferred shallow groundwater flow direction in the site vicinity is to toward the southeast as described in Section 2.2. 
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Adjoining Posrtion Relative 
Direction Street to site.2. Adjacent Property and Use Comments 

west None Upgradient Skagit Casino, parking areas, undeveloped, residence at 
5765 North Darrk Lane 

2.4.2 Findings 

Known or suspect environmental conditions identified by this portion of the study are summarized below: 

• The Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW) Fish Hatchery which is located east of 
the site, is listed in the EDR report. See Section 3.2 for details. 

• The Skagit Bow Hill Gas and Food Mart is located south of the site. This facility is listed in the 
EDR report. See Section 3.2 for details. 

• A pad-mounted transformer is located just off northwestern comer of the site in the overflow parking 
lot for the casino. Five pole-mounted transformers were observed. Four of the transformers are 
located south of Darrk Lane near the northern boundary of the southwestern portion of the site. 
Three of the transformers had a blue placard indicating no PCBs. The fifth transformer is located 
along Old Highway 99 near the northeastern comer of the site. No placard was observed indicating 
PCB content. Evidence ofleaks from the transformers was not observed on the ground surface or on 
the exteriors of the transformers. The potential for a release from the transformers having impacts to 
soil or shallow perched groundwater at the site exists if the transformers should leak. The 
transformers do not pose a significant REC to the site in our opinion while it is in proper working 
condition. Regardless of these potential off-site sources, the Washington State Model Toxics 
Control Act exempts the subject site owner/operator from classification as an "owner/operator" 
should contamination migrate to this property from off-site sources (ReW 70.105D.020(12)(iii)). 
The property owner should not have any fiscal or cleanup responsibility for any potential impacts 
from these potential off-site sourCes. 

2.4.3 Data Gaps 

Data gaps were not identified by this portion of the study. 

3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS REVIEW 

3.1 DATABASE SEARCH 

GeoEngineers reviewed the results of a search of pertinent environmental regulatory lists and databases for 
current or previous facilities listed at addresses located within ASTM-specified distances from the site. The 
information reviewed was provided by a subcontracted regulatory list search service, EDR. The EDR report 
is presented in Appendix B. The report includes details regarding the listed facilities identified and maps 
showing the approximate locations of the listed facilities relative to the site. 

GeoEngineers reviewed the search results for listings pertaining to the subject site. GeoEngineers also 
reviewed EDR's listing of database entries that could not be mapped by EDR because of insufficient 
addresses (orphans). Off-site facilities found within the specified distances from the site were evaluated for 
potential impact to the site. 

The site is not listed in the EDR report. The remaining listed facilities identified in Appendix B either are 
located a significant distance from the site, are in an inferred down- or cross-gradient position relative to the 
site, or are included on the RCRA lists only and are unlikely to pose a potential environmental concern to the 
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site, in OUI opinion. Inclusion on the RCRA list does not necessarily indicate the facility is a known or 
suspected contaminated site. Regulatory database acronyms are defined in the EDR report. 

Location 

Upgradient, 
approximately 
600-feet to the 
northwest 

. --~.---.-
Downgradient 
approximately 
1 OD-feet 10 the 
southeast 
r--------
Downgradient 
approximately 
175-feet to the 
east 

3.2 FINDINGS 

Table IV. Summary of Regulatory Database Search Listings 
of Potential Environmenta! Concern 

Regulatory 
Listed Business Listed Address Database Description 

Thousand Trails 5409 Darrk Lane UST, FINDS, S=e Section 3.2 for details. 
LUST and ICR 

- '-c:-:-c-~---"-"-'-""'" ..... _-_._--_ . ---.-.---~-----------
Bow Hill Chevron 5984 (18520) Bow FINDS, LJST See Section 3.2 for details. 
(The Skagit Bow Hill Road 
Hill Gas and Food 
Mart) 

---- ---_ .. _-_ .. ----------- -_.,--------------------_._----_._-
WDFWSamish 5585 Old Highway LlJST, LJST, See Section 3.2 for details. 
Salmon Hatchery 99 
Adult Pond 
(Washington 
Department of 
Fish and Wildlife) 

• The Thousand Trails site is listed in the UST database as having one underground unleaded gasoline 
tank removed. The site is also listed in the LUST database. A leak was reported in January of 1991 
and the affected media was soil. A final cleanup report was completed for the site according to the 
EDR report. 

• The Bow Hill Chevron (The Skagit Bow Hill Gas and Food Mart) is listed in the UST database to 
have three underground unleaded gasoline tanks in operation. Each tank ranges in size from 20,000 
to 29,999 gallons. There have been no reports listed for leaks from the underground storage tanks 
associated with this property. Skagit Bow Hill Gas and Food Mart is located in a downgradient 
position relative to the site and does not represent a REC to the site in our opinion. 

• The WDFW Sarnish Salmon Hatchery Adult Pond is listed in the LUST and UST database. The leak 
was reported in 1998 and cleanup began that year. The affected media were soil and groundwater. 
The leak is reported as cleaned up. One diesel underground storage tank was reportedly removed 
from the site. The Sam ish Salmon Hatchery Adult Pond is located in a downgradient position 
relative to the site and does not represent a REC to the site in our opinion. 

• The EDR report lists a Puget Sound Energy (PSE) spill from a transformer at tbe Skagit Valley 
Casino. GeoEngineeers observes all mineral oil release cleanup actions from PSE transfonners in 
the Puget Sound Area under contract with PSE. It is unlikely tbat the mineral oil release impacted 
soil or grOtUldwater at the subject site. The mineral oil release at the Skagit Valley Casino does not 
represent a REC to the site in our opinion_ 

3.3 DATA GAPS 

Data gaps were not identified by this portion of the study. 
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4.0 SITE HISTORY 

4.1 HISTORICAL RESOURCES 

Our understariding of t1C site history is based on a revie\v of the information from the historical resources 
Iisled in Table V and interviews with the individuals listed. 

Table V. Historical Resources Reviewed 

Description 

Historical Aerial 
Photographs~ 

EDR 

Provider or 
Interviewee 

Dates of Coverage or Dates 
of site Knowiedg& 

1971,1981, and 1990 

Date 
Revlewed or 
Contacted 

09121107 

-------------- ._------------ ------------------ --_. __ ._--_._- -----
Historical Fire EDR search of No Coverage 
Insurance Maps Sanborn maps 

Historical City 
Directories 

EDR search 2000,2006 

Historical EDR search of USGS 1952, 1954, 1968, 1994 
Topographlc Maps topographic maps 

Historica! Metsker 
Atlas.es 

Bellingham Public 
Library 

1935,1950,1972,1983, 
1996 

9/7/07 

09111/07 

09107107 

09/20107 

Comment 

The site is covered with trees with the 
exception of two cleared areas in the 
southwestern portion of the site in the 
1971 phot09raph. Bow Hill Road and 
Oarrk Lane are shown. The 
surrounding properties are shown as 
mostly undeveloped except for 
several agricultural properties located 
south of the site. The fish hatchery is 
shown east of the site. The site 
conditions shown irl the 1981 
photograph are similar to those 
shown in the 1971 photograph ~~orth 

Darrk Lane and the Thousand Trails 
property afe shown in the 1981 
photograph. The site conditions 
shown in the 1990 photograph are 
similar to the conditions shown in the 
previous photographs with the 
exception of the pole building in the 
southeast portion of the site. Copies 
of the aerial photographs are 
included in Appendix C. 

Sanborn maps are MI available for 
the s"rte viCiriity. 
--_._-------------------
EDR used the address 5984 North 
Darrk Lane for the city directory 
search because Ihe site has no 
address. USIT is listed in the 2000 
directory and the Skagit Valley 
Casino Resort is listed in the 2006 
directory. Thousand Trails is listed at 
5409 North Darrk Lane in the 2000 
and 2006 directories. A residence is 
listed at 5765 North Darrk Lane in the 
2006 directory. Residences are listed 
at 18107 and 18111 Bow Hill Road in 
the 2000 directory 

The conditions shown in the historical 
I topographic maps are similar to those 
I shown in the historical aerlal 
photographs. 

Buildings are not shown in the 
atlases because of the large scale of 
the maps. The atlases list historical 
propertyownershjp. In the 1935 
atlas, the owners of the site parcels 

3 The scale of the photographs reviewed allowed for an interpretation of general site developmenUconfiguration, such as identifying 
most structures, roadways and clearings. However, the scale of the photographs did not allow for identification of specific site 
features, such as fuel pumps, weUs or chemical storage areas on tfte site, if any. 
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DescriptIon 
Provider or 
Interviewee 

Dates of Coverage or Dates 
of site Knowledge 

Date I 
Reviewed or I 
Contacted 

Comment 

are shown as F. Hilsinger, Carl D. 
Latham, and the Belfast School 
District. The owoen;hip is the same 
in the 1950 atlas except Carl Moody 
owned the parcel formerly owned by 
the school district. ~n the 1972 atlas 
the site parcels are owned by 
Florence Hilsinger. Bernice 
Humphrey, Paul Brendle and Amy 
Moody. In 1983, the owners are 

,Goodyear Nelson Lumber Company. 
R. Barrington, Paul Brendle and Amy 
Moody. The owners are listed as 
Goodyear Lumber Company, R 
Barrington and L. Burkland in 1996. r-·-------r--·--------+--·····-·--·------ -.-----.- ----... -------. 

Interview Bob Hayden, key site 2003-2007 09114/07 See Section 4.2.1 for details. 
manager 

f-----.---- -.-.--.-.--- ---.--------- .. ---.- -.. -.. -.-------------- - .. ---.. -.. 
InteNiew Sieve Moss, Nielson 

Bros. Inc. 
2000-2003 09120/07 M~. Moss stated 1hat the Nielson 

Brothers owned the site fO( three 
years. They logged the site while 
they owned it but no milling took 
place on sile. He also slated that no 
refueling of logging truc.l(s teok place 
on the sile and no dumping was 
allowed. He was unaware of any 
environmental concerns regarding 
the sile. 

- .. --- .. -.. -.-.-.- .... -.--- .-------.-----.---f-----.--- --.--.--.----
Interview Britt Pfaff-Dunton, Recenl 

Skagit County Public 
Health Department 

4.2 HISTORICAL SITE OWNERSHIP AND USE SUMMARY 

09/19/07 Ms. Pfaff-Dunton had no records of 
environmental concerns or 
complaints for the site . 

USIT purchased the northern portion of the site from Nielsen Brothers approximately four to five years ago 
and the southern portion from Burkland approximately three years ago according to our key person 
interview. Additional property transaction details for the site are presented in Table V above (historical 
Metsker Atlases). The site has never been developed with the exception of a pole building and two formcr 
mobile home sites based on the resources reviewed. 

4.2.1 Key Person Interview 

Bob Hayden was identified as a 'key site manager' for the Phase I ESA study. A summary of the key person 
interview is provided below: 

o Mr. Hayden has been familiar with the site for approximately four to five years. He indicated that 
the northern two parcels were bought from Nielsen Brothers four to five years ago and the southern 
parcel was purchased from Burkland approximately three years ago. 

o To the best of his knowledge, Mr. Hayden indicated that the site has never been developed with the 
exception of one pole building used for storage and two fonner mobile homes. He stated that fill 
material was brought to the site to construct fill pads for the mobile home sites. The fill pads were 
never paved, 

• Mr. Hayden said that logging had occurreu un the site while the Nielson Brothers owned it. 
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• The former mobile homes had electric heating systems. Mr. Hayden was not aware of current or past 
heating oil tanks or any other USTs/ASTs being present at the site. 

• The drum observed during OUT visual reconnaissance of the site was originally located near an old 
(non motorized) plow in a treed area near the access road~ 

• Mr. Hayden was not aware of potential environnlental impacts to the site from off site sources. 

4.3 ADJACENT PROPERTIES 

Adjacent properties were developed primarily for residential and agricultural uses since 1952 based on our 
review of the historical topographic maps. 

4.4 ENVIRONMENTAL LIENS OR PROPERTY USE RESTRICTIONS 

During the course of our research, we did not fInd that environmental liens had heen med against the site. A 
copy of the EDR environment.llien search is provided in Appendix B. 

4.5 INFORMATION PROVIDED BY USER/USER OBLIGATIONS 

:, IZECs or data gaps were indicated by responses to the User questionnaire. A completed copy of the User 
questionnaire is provided in Appendix A. 

4.6 FINDINGS 

No known or suspect environmental conditions were identified by this portion of the study. 

4.7 DATAGAPS 

Data gaps were not identifIed by this portion of the study. 

5.0 CONCLUSIONS 

GeoEngineers has performed a Phase I ESA of the site identifIed in this report in Bow, Washington. The 
Phase I ESA was conducted in general accordance with the scope and limitations of ASTM E 1527-05 and 
EPA's Federal Standard 40 CFR Part 312 "Standards and Practices for All Appropriate Inquiries (AAIl." 
We identified the following RECs for the site: 

• The TIlOusand Trails property is located approximately 600 feet northwest of the property in an 
upgJ'adient position relative to the site. The property had a leaking undergronnd storage tank. A 
fInal cleanup report was issued to Washington Department of Ecology (Ecology). A No Further 
Action detennination has not been issued by Ecology according to the EDR report. impacts to the 
site would be a manifestation of grOlmdwater contamination migrating from Thousand Trails. The 
site is nnderlain by relatively impermeable glacial soils that would inhibit contanaination migrating to 
the site. The Thousand Trails property does not represent a significant REC to the site based on the 
information reviewed. We did not have suffIcient time during this Phase I ESA to obtain the files 
from Ecology and make any other determinations. 

Regardless of this potential off·site soW'Ce, the Washington State Model Taxies Control Act exempts the 
subject site owner/operator from cJassification as an "owner/operator" should contamination migrate to this 
property from off-site sources (RCW 70.105D.020(12)(iii». The property owner should not have any liscal 
or cleanup responsibility for any potential impacts from these potential off·site sources. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
The Upper Skagit Tribe proposes to construct a hotel and water park on N Darrk 
Lane in Bow, Washington. The project would include approximately 300 hotel 
rooms, conference facilities for 1,200 people, and a water park. The water park 
would be open to hotel guests only. Given the distance between the hotel and 
major population centers, most conference attendees would also be hotel guests. 
This development would be complete and occupied by 2010. 

The project is forecasted to generate 988 vehicle trips on a weekday and 99 trips 
during the PM peak hour. Intersections near the site were analyzed during the PM 
peak hour to evaluate their existing performance and determine if they would be 
adversely affected by the proposed hotel development. 

The study finds that all of the analyzed intersections are forecasted to operate at 
,,,ceptable levels of service with the project complete and occupied. The study 
concludes that off-site traffic mitigation or roadway improvements are not needed. 
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INTRODUCTION 
This report documents the traffic conditions associated with the construction and 
occupation of the proposed Upper Skagit Hotel and Water Park. The purpose of this 
report is to identify potential traffic related impacts generated by occupancy of the 
proposed project and, where appropriate, outline programmatic and/or physical 
improvements to minimize or eliminate such impacts. 

DEVELOPMENT LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION 

The proposed project is located on N Darrk Lane in Bow, Washington near the 
existing Upper Skagit Casino Resort. Access to the site will be off Bow Hill Road at 
its existing intersection with Darrk Lane E. A vicinity map is included as Figure 1. 

The project would include 300 new hotel rooms, conference facilities for 1,200 
neople, and a water park for hotel guests. The distance from the resort to local 
population areas makes it reasonable to assume that the majority of people 
attending conferences are likely to spend at least a night at the hotel. It is anticipated 
that this development will be complete and occupied by 2010. A site plan is 
included as Figure 2. 

This study follows the general format of Skagit County's Level II Traffic Impact 
Analysis. 

EXISTING CONDITIONS 
This section of the report describes existing transportation conditions near the 
proposed development and includes a description of the street network, traffic 
controls, traffic volumes, and intersection levels of service. This section serves as a 
basis for subsequent analysis of forecasted transportation conditions with the 
development. 

STUDVAREA 

The study area for this analysis includes three off-site intersections: Bow Hill Road/ 1-
5 southbound ramps, Bow Hill Road/ 1-5 northbound ramps, and Bow Hill Road/ 
Darrk Lane E. A new on-site intersection created by modifications to the internal 
road network will separate internal site traffic traveling to the existing hotel/casino 
from traffic traveling to the proposed hoteVwater park/conference center is also 
analyzed. This intersection is identified as N Darrk Lane/ internal roadway in this 
report. 
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At the Bow Hill Roacl/ 1-5 southbound ramps intersection, the southbound off-ramp 
is controlled by a stop sign and the eastbound/westbound approaches on Bow Hill 
Road are fee flowing. The intersection is channelized with separate left turn and a 
shared through and right turn lane on the southbound approach. The eastbound 
and westbound approaches have one lane in each direction. 

At the Bow Hill Road/ 1-5 northbound ramps intersection, the northbound approach 
is controlled by a stop sign and the eastbound and westbound movements on Bow 
Hill Road are fee moving. Bow Hill Road is a two-lane roadway as it crosses over 1-
5. The intersection is channelized with separate left turn and a shared through and 
right turn lane on the northbound approach. The eastbound and westbound 
approaches have one lane in each direction. 

The Bow Hill Roacl/ Darrk Lane E intersection is controlled by a traffic signal. The 
·,,,tbound approach is channelized with separate left, through, and right turn lanes 

while the southbound approach is channelized with a right-turn lane and shared left 
and through lane. Both the westbound and northbound approaches are channelized 
with a single lane for all turning movements. The south leg of this intersection serves 
commercial businesses, including a gasoline station! food market that is located in 
the southwest corner of the intersection. 

EXISTING TRAFFIC VOLUMES 

TSI evaluated the traffic impacts for this development during the afternoon (PM) 
peak hour period. The traditional PM peak hour occurs between 4:00 and 6:00 PM 
and is typically associated as the time-period when the combination of background 
and development-generated traffic volumes are highest. The peak hour within this 
two-hour period is identified as the 60-minute interval associated with the greatest 
four consecutive I5-minute traffic volumes. 

Traffic Data Gathering Services collected PM peak hour traffic volumes on Tuesday, 
June 13, 2007 and Friday, June 16, 2007. The Tuesday traffic volumes were 
collected at each of the three off-site intersections and were used to evaluate typical 
weekday operations in the vicinity of the site. The Friday traffic volumes were 
collected only at the Bow Hill Road at Darrk Lane E intersection and were used to 
evaluate what was initially thought of as a peak activity period for the existing casino 
and hotel. At this intersection, there were 246 vehicles entering the site and 244 
exiting for a total of 490 site-generated trips during the PM peak hour. On the 
Friday, traffic volumes were slightly higher with 244 vehicles entering the site and 
276 exiting for a total of 520 site generated PM peak hour trips. Peak hour volumes 
are illustrated in Figure 3. 
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EXISTING LEVELS OF SERVICE 

TS] examined the existing PM peak hour levels of service (LOS) at the study 
intersections. Level of service is a measure of the ability of a given intersection to 
serve the traffic volumes using the street network. The Transportation Research 
Board developed the LOS methodology used in making this evaluation, and it is 
described in the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM), 2000 update. Intersection LOS 
calculations were performed using the Synchro, version 6, computer program. 

For signalized and all-way stop controlled intersections, LOS is based on the average 
vehicle delay for all movements. For two-way stop-sign controlled intersections, 
LOS is typically based on the vehicle delay of the most congested approach. 
Vehicular delays, expressed as seconds of delay, for both signalized and unsignalized 
intersections are divided into grade levels ranging from LOS-A, which indicates little, 
or no congestion and delay, to LOS-F, which reflects overcapacity conditions with 

.,,'1 delays. Although these letter designations provide a simple basis for 
comparison, seconds of control delay should be used as the exact measure of 
comparison. Table 1 summarizes the weekday and Friday peak hour LOS at the 
study intersections. Level of service is calculated using 2000 HeM methodology and 
the summary reports are provided in Appendix A. 

TABLE 1: ExiSTING PEAK HOUR LEVEL OF SERVICE AND DElAY (SEC) 

southbound); Avg. = Average 
2. TWSC = two-way Slop-sign controlled - stop-sign controlled at the southbound 

approach 
3. TWSC = two-way stop-sign controlled - stop-sign controlled at the northbound 

approach 

The analyzed intersections operate well at LOS-C or better under existing conditions. 
In addition, there are no queue length deficiencies identified within the study 
corridor. 

Along with Synchro, SimTraffic computer software was used to evaluate and 
determine if long vehicle queues developed at intersections within the study area. 
SimTraffic takes the Synchro input, applies vehicle and driver performance 
characteristics developed by the Federal Highway Administration, and simulates 
arterial and intersection performance. The design car length used in the simulation 
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analysis (queue length calculation) is 20 feet and spacing between cars is 5 feet. 
SimTraffic queue length output is in the form of maximum, average and 95th
percentile queues. Table 2 summarizes weekday and Friday peak hour queuing at 
the study intersections. Queuing reports are included in Appendix B. 

Maximum queue lengths, identified in Table 2 as "Max," are the maximum back of 
queue observed for the entire analysis period. Typically the maximum queue length 
is noticed though may only be present during peak congested hours/periods on a 
weekday. Average queue lengths identified in Table 2 as "Avg.," are average length 
of all queues observed during the analysis period. Typically, the average queue 
length is most prevalent during a weekday. The 95 th percentile queue lengths, which 
are not necessarily ever observed, identified in Table 2 as "95th," are based on 
statistical calculations using average queue length and standard deviation. 

TABLE 2: EXISTING PM PEAK HOUR QUEUES (IN fEET) 

Bow Hill Road at Darrk Lane E 

. = Approach; Mvrnt. = Movement 
• Max = maximum queue length obselVed during the simulation 
• Avg. = average queue length observed during the simulation 

75 
84 
95 
74 

• 95th = 95th-percentile queue length observed during the simulation 
• Movement (xx x-x) = approach turning movement (left-tum, through, or" right

tum movements; shared turning movements are delineated with a dash ["_")) 

Queues at the southbound approach from the existing casino at Bow Hill Road and 
Darrk Lane E intersection are on average two car lengths and at most four car 
lengths. Queues at the highway ramps are on average two car lengths and at most 
four car lengths on the southbound off-ramp and are on average two car lengths and 
at most four car lengths on the northbound off-ramp. Queues do not back across 
the 1-5 overpass. 
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FUTURE (2010) WITHOUT THE HOTEL AND WATER PARK 

This section outlines the assumptions and steps taken to forecast future 2010 traffic 
volumes without the proposed project It discusses the potential impacts of 
additional automobile traffic in the site vicinity generated by the growth in the area 
and the impacts associated with various transportation issues unrelated to this 
development. 

BACKGROUND TRAFFIC VOLUMES 

Year 2010 'without' the proposed hotel (background) traffic volumes are made up of 
regional traffic growth and pipeline development traffic. Pipeline development traffic 
volumes are the trips generated by other development applications approved though 
not yet constructed. For this study, a 2% annual traffic growth rate was used to 
forecast future background traffic growth. 

The tribe identified 4,000 square feet of additional retail space planned to the south 
of the Bow Hill Road! Darrk Lane E intersection. Trip generation for this proposed 
development was calculated using the trip rate information for land use code (LUC) 
814, "specialty retail center" from the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) 
publication Trip Generation, 7th edition (2003). ITE identified this land use to have 
an average trip generation rate of 2.71 peak hour trip ends per 1,000 square feet of 
gross leasable area. The trips generated from this proposed land use, (11 peak hour 
trips) were added to the existing traffic volumes (Figure 3) along with the incremental 
background annual trafflc growth between now and 2010 to illustrate the without 
dev"lopment !rafflc volumes shown in Figure 4. 

BACKGROUND LEVEL OF SERVICE 

Table 3 summarizes the peak hour weekday and Friday LOS at the study 
intersections without the proposed hotel. The existing conditions LOS analysis is 
included for comparison. 

TABLE 3: FUTURE 2010 PM PEAK HOUR LEVEL OF SERVICE AND DELAY (SEC) WITHOUT 
THE HOTEL 
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Intersection delay increases slightly with the growth in background traffic; however, 
intersection LOS is unchanged except for the site access at Bow Hill Roacl/ Darrk 
Lane E}, where the minor increase in delay cause the LOS to drop from LOS-A to 
LOS-B. 

Table 4 summarizes peak hour weekday and Friday queuing at the study 
intersections without the new hotel. The existing peak queuing analysis is included 
in for comparison. 

TABLE 4: FuroRE 201 0 PM PEAK HOUR QUEUES (IN FEET) WITHOUT THE HOTEL 

Queue lengths at most increase by one car length between the existing and 
background conditions and are still not antiCipated to cause any operational 
concerns. 

FUTURE (2010) WITH THE HOTEL AND WATER PARK 

This section of the report analyzes the forecasted traffic volumes associated with the 
proposed project and discusses the potential impacts associated with additional 
vehicular traffic generated near the site. The forecasted conditions with the 
proposed hotel will be compared with the background traffic conditions to determine 
the incremental impact of the additional trips generated by the project. 

DEVELOPMENT-GENERATED TRAFFIC VOLUMES 

TSl uses a generally accepted transportation planning approach that includes the 
following steps for forecasting travel demand: 

• Trip Generation: Trips produced by the occupancy of the development. 
• Mode Split: Proportion of trips by travel mode (automobile, transit, other). 
• Trip Distribution: Origins/destinations and routes of trips. 
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• 

• Travel Assignment: Number of new trips using the street network by route. 

Trip Generation and Mode Split 
The trip generation rate for the proposed hotel is based on trip generation rates 
contained in the 7th edition of the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip 
Generation Manual. For this project, the ITE land use for a hotel was used (LUC 
310). The HTNB study is included as Attachment C. The trip generation 
calculations in Table 5 are based on the 308-room hotel. It should be noted that the 
water park is open to hotel guests only and would not generate additional trips. 

TABLE 5: ITE TRIP GENERATION FOR THE SKAGIT VALLEY HOTEL AND WATER PARK 

a. using I curve 
b. no ITE data; assumed to be approximately 10 times the PM Peak Hour Trip Rate 

The proposed hotel would generate approximately 99 new PM peak hour trips and 
approximately 988 new daily trips. 

For this analysis, it is assumed that all project-generated trips are vehicle trips and 
there are no deductions made for pedestrian, bicycle, or transit trips. 

Trip Distribution and Travel Assignment 
The peak hour trip distribution is based on 2007 traffic volumes and turning 
movement distribution patterns and is illustrated in Figure 5. Peak hour hotel 
generated trips are multiplied by the distribution percentages to illustrate the travel 
assignment for the development, also shown in Figure 5. The new PM peak hour 
trips generated by the proposed development were superimposed onto the 
background traffic volumes (Figure 4) to forecast the future 2010 traffic conditions 
with the hotel complete and occupied. Future 2010 traffic conditions with the hotel 
in place are shown in Figure 6. 
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Traffic Impact Analysis 
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Future Levels of Service with the Hotel and Water Park 
Level of service analysis under "2010 With the Hotel" conditions was performed for 
the study intersections as well as the internal roadway intersection with N Darrk 
Lane. A summary of LOS at the study intersections is shown in Table 6 with the 
2007 existing and 2010 background conditions LOS analyses included for 
comparison. 

TABLE 6: FUTURE 2010 PM PEAK HOUR LEVEL OF SERVICE AND DELAY (SEC) WITH THE 

PROPOSED HOTEL 

= two-way 

The PM peak hour traffic volumes generated by the proposed hotel do not adversely 
affect any of the study intersections. At the Bow Hill Road at 1-5 southbound ramps 
the southbound approach (off-ramp) increases delay by 4.5 seconds and drops from 
LOS-C to LOS-D. There are 35 project generated peak hour trips forecasted to 
travel through this intersection with only six of these at the southbound off-ramp of 
the intersection. It is perfectly acceptable to have an approach to a two-way stop
controlled intersection operate at LOS-D during the peak hour and the 4.5 second 
increase in delay would not be noticeable to the typical motorist. 

At the intersection of Bow Hill Road and the 1-5 northbound ramps, the northbound 
approach (off-ramp) continues to operate at LOS-B with less than a second of 
additional delay. Level of service "B" indicates that this intersection would operate 
very well under future conditions. 

The intersection of Bow Hill Road and Darrk Lane E continues to operate at LOS-B 
during the peak hour. The additional trips generated by the proposed hotel would 
add less than a second of delay to the intersection. Similarly on Fridays, when traffic 
volumes are slightly higher the intersection would still operate at LOS-B and the 
average vehicle delay would increase by only 0.1 seconds. 

The intersection of the internal road and N Darrk Lane is forecast to operate at LOS
B during the peak hour with no adverse project generated impacts. 

Upper Skagit Hotel & Water Park 
Traffic Impact Analysis 
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The internal roadway intersection is the location where existing hoteVcasino traffic 
and future hoteVwater park/conference center traffic split to access the two areas of 
the resort. While there may be other driveways that distribute internal traffic, it is 
assumed for the purposes of analyzing a worst-case condition that all internal resort 
traffic would travel through this intersection that would be controlled by stop signs on 
all approaches. 

A summary of queuing at the study intersections is shown in Table 7 with the 2007 
existing and 201 0 background conditions queuing analyses included for comparison. 

TABLE 7: FuruRE 2010 PM PEAK HOUR QUEUES (IN FEET) WITH THE HOTEL 

The maximum queue lengths, during the weekday PM peak period, at the 
intersections along Bow Hill Road are at the northbound 1-5 off-ramp (140-feet) and 
at the eastbound left-turn movement and westbound approach at Darrk Lane E 
(133-feet and 124-feet respectively). Such queue lengths represent about six car 
lengths each. At the internal road/ N Darrk Lane intersection, the northbound queue 
could reach 152-feet or roughly six car lengths. These queues do not typically 
indicate poor operations. On Fridays, the queues would be roughly the same as on 
other weekdays. 

In summary, the analyzed intersections would not experience significant drops in 
level of service or unacceptable vehicle queues with proposed hotel complete and 
occupied. 

CONCLUSIONS 

The proposed hotel and water park would not result in any foreseeable significant 
adverse impacts to the local road system that would require mitigation. 

Upper Skagit Hotel & Water Park 
Traffic Impact Analysis 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 2007 Existing 
1: Bow Hill Road & 1-5 SB Ram~s - Weekdaz 8/9/2007 

./ -+ "t .f - 4.... "'\ t t" ',. ~ .; 
Movern.ent .l'JBJ-. 'EJiiT EBR WBL . WBT WEIR NEll NElT NBR SBL SeT SBR 
Lane Configurations 1+ 4' 'OJ 1+ 
Sign Control Free Free Stop Stop 
Grade 0% 0% 0% 0% 
Volume (veh/h) 0 89 51 162 117 0 0 0 0 117 1 35 
Peak Hour Factor 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.85 0.85 0.85 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.83 0.83 0.83 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 0 110 63 191 138 0 0 0 0 141 42 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (It) 
Walking Speed (ftJs) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream Signal (It) 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 138 173 703 660 141 660 692 138 
vC 1, stage 1 cant vol 
. J_, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 138 173 703 660 141 660 692 138 
tC, single (s) 4.1 4.1 7.1 6.5 6.2 7.2 6,6 6.3 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 2.2 2.2 3.5 4.0 3,3 3.6 4.1 34 
pO queue free % 100 86 100 100 100 58 100 95 
eM capacity (veh/h) 1434 1404 302 333 912 332 313 900 e Dir",cji.cin·;.L"C)!3 .tt. I::B,.1 'lI'B','1.,. .SB1 SB2 
Volume Total 173 328 141 43 
Volume Left 0 191 141 0 
Volume Right 63 0 0 42 
cSH 1700 1404 332 856 
Volume to Capacity 0.10 0.14 0.42 0.05 
Queue Length 95th (It) 0 12 51 4 
Control Delay (s) 0.0 5.1 23.6 94 
Lane LOS A C A 
Approach Delay (s) 0.0 5.1 20.3 
Approach LOS C 

lotersectionSumrn"ry, 
Average Delay 79 
I ntersection Capacity Utilization 394% ICU Level of Service A 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

Transportation Solutions, Inc. 
Page 1 



HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 2007 EXisting 
2: Bow Hill Road & 1-5 NB Ram~s - Weekda~ 8/9/2007 

..J -+ ~ .f +- ~ ~ t t" \. ~ .; 
Mp""J:\ll;lOI ' .I:;f;ll. EaST :,E.[l1R · •. waL .W[lT walR Nal., NST NBIR SBl SIlT SBIR 
Lane Configurations +t r. "'! r. 
Sign Control Free Free Stop Stop 
Grade 0% 0% 0% 0% 
Volume (veh/h) 43 164 0 0 210 92 68 3 251 0 0 0 
Peak Hour Factor 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.85 0.85 0.85 0.81 081 0.81 0.92 0.92 092 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 49 186 0 0 247 108 84 4 310 0 0 0 
Pedestrians 
lane WIdth (It) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (It) 1163 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 355 186 585 639 186 897 585 301 
vCl, stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 355 186 585 639 186 897 585 301 
tC, single (s) 4.1 4.1 7.1 65 6.2 7.1 6.5 6.2 
iC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 2.2 2.2 3.5 4.0 3.3 3.5 4.0 3.3 
pO queue free % 96 100 79 99 64 100 100 100 
cM capacity (veh/h) 1198 1376 409 378 856 161 408 743 

i1JiIectii:m;ican",# . .. '10;[1.:1 WBl NB 1 NB2 
Volume Total 235 355 84 314 
Volume Left 49 0 84 0 
Volume Right 0 108 0 310 
cSH 1198 1700 409 843 
Volume to Capacity 004 0.21 0.21 0.37 
Queue Length 95th (It) 3 0 19 43 
Control Delay (s) 2.0 00 16.1 11.8 
Lane LOS A C B 
Approach Delay (s) 2.0 0.0 12.7 
Approach LOS B 

Inters.ectjon Summary 
Average Delay 5.6 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 534% ICU Level of Service A 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

Transportation Solutions, Inc. 
Page 2 



Timings 2007 Existing 
3: Bow Hill Road & Darrk Lane E - Weekda~ 8/9/2007 

./ - '). .( -+- ~ t \. + .; 
i59m<i;\',SfDlJlli c~!:!~, g~T ~t;Bg . WBL WBT NBL. NEIT SBL SBT SBR 
Lane Configurations "'i t l' 4- .;. +1' l' 
Volume (vph) 166 197 3 20 88 135 31 55 39 150 
Turn Type pm+pt Perm Perm Perm Perm Perm 
Protected Phases 7 4 8 2 6 
Permitted Phases 4 4 8 2 6 6 
Detector Phases 7 4 4 8 8 2 2 6 6 6 
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 40 4~0 4.0 
Minimum Split (5) 8.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split (s) 9.0 29.0 29.0 20.0 20.0 21.0 21.0 210 21.0 21.0 
Total Split (%) 18.0% 58.0% 58.0% 40.0% 40.0% 42.0% 42.0% 42.0% 42.0% 42.0% 
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 
LeadlLag Lead 
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes 
Recall Mode None 
Act EffctGreen (5) 21.2 
Actuated glC Ratio 0.52 
,:c Ratio 0.29 
Control Delay 7.8 
Queue Delay 0.0 
Total Delay 7.8 
LOS A 
Approach Delay 
Approach LOS 

Cycle Length: 50 
Actuated Cycle Length: 38.6 
Natural Cycle: 50 

3.5 
0.5 

Min 
22.5 
0.58 
0.20 

6.9 
0.0 
6.9 

A 
73 

A 

Control Type: Actuated-Uncoordinated 
Maximum vic Ratio: 0.61 
Intersection Signal Delay: 10.2 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 47.3% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

and Phases: 3: 

Transportation Solutions, Inc. 

3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 

Lag 
Yes 

Min Min 
22.5 
0.58 
0.00 
4.7 
0.0 
4.7 

A 

3.5 3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 0.5 

Lag 
Yes 
Min None None 

15.3 11.2 
0.40 0.28 
0.28 0.61 
11 ~ 3 17.6 

0.0 0.0 
n~3 17.6 

B B 
11.3 17.6 

B B 

Intersection LOS: B 
ICU Level of Service A 

3.5 3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 0.5 

None None None 
11.2 11.2 
0.28 0.28 
0.29 0.32 
12~5 4.1 
0.0 0.0 

12.5 4:1 
B A 

7~3 

A 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 2007 Existing 
3: Bow Hill Road & Darrk Lane E - Weekda~ BI912007 

,J. - ,. .- -of- -\.. '\ t ~ \. ! .; 
Mov$rri!l.h!:,. . , ... El'll:: .i;;!3T: EBR wal: WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SI3L SaT SBR 
Lane Configurations l!j t rt 4- 4- 4' rt 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 
Total Lost time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lane UtiL Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Frt 1.00 1.00 0.B5 0.96 097 1.00 OB5 
Fit Protected 0.95 1.00 1.00 099 0.97 0.97 100 
Satd. Flow (prot) 1736 1827 1553 1674 1739 1758 1538 
Fit Permitted 0.57 1.00 1.00 0.95 0.74 0.78 1.00 
Satd. Flow (perm) 1050 1827 1553 1601 1323 1407 1538 
Volume (vph) 166 197 3 20 88 49 135 31 40 55 39 150 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.85 0.85 0.85 0.87 0.87 0.87 0.84 0.84 0.84 
Adj. Flow (vph) 177 210 3 24 104 58 155 36 46 65 46 179 
RTOR Reduction (v ph) 0 0 1 0 31 0 0 20 0 0 0 136 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 177 210 2 0 155 0 0 217 0 0 111 43 
Heavy Vehicles (%) 4% 4% 4% 8% 8% 8% 3% 3% 3% 5% 5% 5% 
Turn Type pm+pt Perm Perm Perm Perm Perm 
Protected Phases 7 4 8 2 6 
i- E::rrnJtted Phases 4 4 8 2 6 6 
Actuated Green, G (s) 22.4 22.4 22.4 14.4 9.7 9.7 9.7 
Effective Green, g (s) 22.4 22.4 22.4 14.4 9.7 9.7 9.7 
Actuated glC Ratio 0.56 0.56 0.56 0.36 0.24 024 024 
Clearance Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Vehicle Extension (s) 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 30 3.0 3.0 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 655 1021 868 575 320 340 372 
vis Ratio Prot cO.03 0.11 
vis Ratio Perm cO.12 0.00 0.10 cO 16 008 0.03 
vic Ratio 0.27 0.21 000 027 0.68 0.33 0.12 
Uniform Delay, d1 4.8 4.4 3.9 9.1 13.8 12.5 11.9 
Progression Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 100 1.00 
Incremental Delay, d2 02 0.1 0.0 0.3 5.6 0.6 0.1 
Delay (s) 5.0 4.5 3.9 9.4 19.4 13.1 12.0 
Level of Service A A A A B B B 
Approach Delay (s) 4.7 9.4 19.4 12.4 
Approach LOS A A B B 

Irit<l[secjionSUmmaQ( 
HCM Average Control Delay 10.7 HCM Level of Service B 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 0.39 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 40.1 Sum of lost time (s) 8.0 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 47.3% ICU Level of Service A 
Analysis Period (min) 15 
c Critical Lane Group 

Transportation Solutions, Inc. 
Page 4 



HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 2010 Without Resort 
1: Bow Hill Road & 1-5 SB Rames - Weekda~ 8/9/2007 

~ - " .f <l- -\... ~ t I' \. 

* 
.; 

M'i>M~!:tl~Jt)I,!;!;ic '!ii,clf~a\;!" Ji;~~ ',~aE "Vl/jSL waI WEiR Nfl~ NJ;!'1; NflB SBL SBT SBR 
Lane Configurations 1+ 4 "l 1+ 
Sign Control Free Free Stop Stop 
Grade 0% 0% 0% 0% 
Volume (veh/h) 0 95 54 173 125 ° 0 0 0 125 1 37 
Peak Hour Factor 0,81 0,81 0,81 0,85 0,85 0,85 0,92 0,92 0,92 0,83 0,83 0,83 
Hourly How rate (vph) 0 117 67 204 147 0 0 ° 0 151 1 45 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (It) 
Walking Speed (ftJs) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (It) 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 147 184 750 705 151 705 738 147 
vC 1, stage 1 conf vol 
,::;2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 147 184 750 705 151 705 738 147 
tC, single (s) 4,1 4,1 7,1 6,5 6,2 7,2 6,6 6,3 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 22 2,2 3,5 4,0 3,3 3,6 4,1 3A 
pO queue free % 100 85 100 10O 100 51 10O 95 
cM capacity (veh/h) 1423 1391 278 310 901 307 291 889 

Pitection;,~,iIll!i!,lt , gill): WEl;, SEn SB 2 
Volume Total 184 351 151 46 
Volume Lelt 0 204 151 ° Volume Right 67 0 0 45 
cSH 1700 1391 307 844 
Volume to Capacity 0,11 0,15 OA9 0,05 
Queue Length 95th (It) 0 13 64 4 
Control Delay (s) 00 52 27,5 9.5 
Lane LOS A D A 
Approach Delay (s) 00 52 23,3 
Approach LOS C 

l[lt~.fsectionS!;Immary 

Average Delay 8,8 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 41A% ICU Level of Service A 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

• Transportation Solutions, Inc 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 2010 Without Resort 
2: Bow Hill Road & 1-5 NB Ram~s - Weekdal 8/9/2007 

"'" 
--+ ...,. f' - "- ~ t !' '. + .; 

r,1<:\Yi3IJli3jJL>,;~i;, :;::i::,"-:>";" .Esk E:S,-V Ji;.sR Wi3t Wa-v . .wEIR NBL NBT NSB SBk SBT SaR 
Lane Configurations 4' 10- "II 10-
Sign Control Free Free Stop Stop 
Grade 0% 0% 0% 0% 
Volume (veh/h) 43 175 0 0 225 99 72 3 268 0 0 0 
Peak Hour Factor 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.85 0.85 0.85 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 49 199 0 0 265 116 89 4 331 0 0 0 
Pedestrians 
Lane Wtdth (It) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (It) 1163 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 381 199 620 678 199 952 620 323 
vC1, stage 1 conf vol 

stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 381 199 620 678 199 952 620 323 
tC, single (s) 4.1 4.1 7.1 6.5 6.2 7.1 6.5 6.2 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 2.2 2.2 3.5 4.0 3.3 3,5 4.0 3.3 
pO queue free % 96 100 77 99 61 100 100 100 
cM capacity (veh/h) 1172 1362 388 359 842 141 390 723 

mi~i;i¢tiqn;,L<lne,#, EElt .wS1. 1'1&;1 <'NB2 
Volume Total 248 381 89 335 
Volume Left 49 0 89 0 
Volume Right 0 116 0 331 
cSH 1172 1700 388 830 
Volume to Capacity 0.04 0.22 023 040 
Queue Length 95th (It) 3 0 22 49 
Control Delay (s) 1,9 00 170 12.2 
Lane LOS A C B 
Approach Delay (s) 1.9 0.0 13.2 
Approach LOS B 

Intersection Summary 
Average Delay 5.8 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 56.2% ICU Level of Service B 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

Transportation Soluttons, Inc, 
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Timings 2010 Without Resort 
3: Bow Hill Road & Darrk Lane E - Weekday 

Lane Configurations "i t r' 
Volume (vph) 176 209 6 
Turn Type 
Protected Phases 

pm+pt 
7 

Permitted Phases 4 
Detector Phases 7 

4 

4 
4.0 

20.0 

Perm 

4 
4 

4.0 
20.0 

.f 
VilaL 

22 
Perm 

8 
8 

4.0 
20.0 

- " VilaT NI'l.~ 
4+ 
93 143 

Perm 
8 

2 
8 2 

4.0 4.0 
20.0 20.0 

t \. ! .; 
.NI'lT :.S.l:?k .. SST SBR 

4+ <1 r' 
33 60 42 163 

Perm Perm 
2 6 

6 6 
2 6 6 6 

4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 

Minimum Initial (s) 
Minimum Split (s) 
Total Split (s) 
Total Split (%) 
Yellow Time (s) 
All-Red Time (5) 
LeadlLag 

4.0 
8.0 
9.0 29.0 29.0 20.0 20.0 21.0 21.0 21.0 21.0 21.0 

18.0% 
3.5 
0.5 

58.0% 58.0% 40.0% 40.0% 42.0% 42.0% 42.0% 42.0% 42.0% 
3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 

Lead-Lag Optimize? 
Recall Mode 
Act Elfct Green (s) 
Actuated glC Ratio 
.c Ratio 
Control Delay 
Queue Delay 
Total Delay 
LOS 
Approach Delay 
Approach LOS 

Irjfe'f~EiP.ijbIi1Surnrn"ry:. 
Cycle Length: 50 

Lead 
Yes 

None 
20.4 
0.51 
0.31 

81 
0.0 
8.1 

A 

Actuated Cycle Length: 37.9 
Natural Cycle: 50 

Min 
22.1 
0.58 
0.21 

7.1 
0.0 
7.1 

A 
7.5 

A 

Control Type: Actuated-Uncoordinated 
Maximum vic Ratio: 0.63 
Intersection Signal Delay: 10.5 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 49.2% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

Lag 
Yes 

Min Min 
22.1 
0.58 
0.01 
4.3 
00 
4.3 

A 

Lag 
Yes 
Min None None 

15.2 11.4 
0040 0.29 
0.29 0.63 
11.6 18.5 
00 0.0 

1 i.6 18.5 
B S 

11.6 18.5 
B B 

Intersection LOS: B 
ICU Level of Service A 

Splits and Phases: 3: Bow Hill Road & Darrk Lane E - Weekday 

Transportation Solutions, Inc. 

None None None 
11.3 11.3 
0.28 0.28 
0.30 0.34 
12.9 4.1 
0.0 00 

129 41 
B A 

7.5 
A 

8/9/2007 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 2010 Without Resort 
3: Bow Hill Road & Darrk Lane E - Weekdaz 8/9/2007 

-" - .. .f - '- '\ t I*" '. + .; 
MpY,"!il!i~t :~~'~K~f·::,': ' ::Ii~ :)~!i!T .EBR, \lV!i!~ WEtT WElR NBL NI'\T Nl'\g Si;\L sSr SBR 
Lane Configurations "I -+ l' 40- 40- 4 l' 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 
Total Lost time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Frt 1.00 1.00 0.85 0.96 0.97 1.00 0.85 
Fit Protected 0.95 1.00 1.00 0.99 0.97 0.97 1.00 
Satd. Flow (prot) 1736 1827 1553 1674 1740 1758 1538 
Fit Permitted 0.56 1.00 1.00 0.95 0.73 0.77 1.00 
Satd. Flow (perm) 1031 1827 1553 1594 1312 1388 1538 
Volume (vph) 176 209 6 22 93 52 143 33 42 60 42 163 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.85 0.85 0.85 0.87 0.87 0.87 0.84 0.84 0.84 
Adj. How (vph) 187 222 6 26 109 61 164 38 48 71 50 194 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 0 3 0 31 0 0 20 0 0 0 146 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 187 222 3 0 165 0 0 230 0 0 121 48 
Heavy Vehicles (%) 4% 4% 4% 8% 8% 8% 3% 3% 3% 5% 5% 5% 
Turn Type pm+pt Perm Perm Perm Perm Perm 
Protected Phases 7 4 8 2 6 
;oermitted Phases 4 4 8 2 6 6 
Actuated Green, G (s) 21.9 21.9 21.9 14.1 9.7 9.7 9.7 
Effective Green, 9 (s) 21.9 21.9 219 14.1 9.7 9.7 9.7 
Actuated g/C Ratio 055 0.55 0.55 0.36 0.24 0.24 024 
Clearance Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 40 4.0 
Vehicle Extension (s) 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 30 3.0 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 638 1010 859 568 321 340 377 
vis Ratio Prot c003 0.12 
vis Ratio Perm cO.13 0.00 0.10 cO.18 009 0.03 
vic Ratio 0.29 0.22 000 0.29 0.72 0.36 0.13 
Uniform Delay, dl 4.9 4.5 4.0 9.2 13.7 12.4 11.6 
Progression Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Incremental Delay, d2 0.3 0.1 00 0.3 7.5 0.6 0.2 
Delay (s) 5.1 4.6 4.0 9.4 212 130 11.8 
Level of Service A A A A C B B 
Approach Delay (s) 4.8 9.4 212 12.3 
Approach LOS A A C B 

Inter§8ctiOi:l$\lb:unsty. 
HCM Average Control Delay 11.1 HCM Level of Service B 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 0.42 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 39.6 Sum of lost time (s) 8.0 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 49.2% ICU Level of Service A 
Analysis Period (min) 15 
c Critical Lane Group 

Transportation Solutions, Inc. 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 2010 With Resort 
1: Bow Hill Road & 1-5 SB Ram~s - Weekdaz 8/9/2007 

--" - "') .(" +- ""- ~ t I' \. ! .; 
/>'lov'I'lr:Mnt[; :'i::;;;'; .E:Jil!t: lEIBT .. I:.IB.R .liIIlBl WBT WBR. NBL NBT NB.R .. SBl $BT SBR 
Lane Configurations 1+ 4' \oj 1+ 
Sign Control Free Free Stop Stop 
Grade 0% 0% 0% 0% 
Volume (veh/h) 0 100 54 187 135 0 0 0 0 131 1 37 
Peak Hour Factor 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.85 0.85 0.85 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.83 0.83 0.83 
Hourly flow rate (v ph) 0 123 67 220 159 0 0 0 0 158 1 45 
Pedestrians 
lane Width (tt) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn fiare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (tt) 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 159 190 801 756 157 756 789 159 
vC1, stage 1 conf vol 
. ,;~, :;Iage 2 confvol 
veu, unblocked vol 159 190 801 756 157 756 789 159 
tC, single (s) 4.1 4.1 7.1 6.5 6.2 7.2 6.6 6.3 
ie, 2 siage (s) 
tF (s) 2.2 2.2 3.5 4.0 3.3 3.6 4.1 3,4 
pO queue free % 100 84 100 100 100 44 100 95 
cM capacity (veh/h) 1408 1384 253 286 894 281 268 876 

D:iiffcliQni:l;:an§# 12131 .WBt. cSJilJ $.82 
Volume Total 190 379 158 46 
Volume Left 0 220 158 0 
Volume Right 67 0 0 45 
cSH 1700 1384 281 827 
Volume to Capacity 0.11 0.16 0.56 0.06 
Queue Length 95th (It) 0 14 80 4 
Control Delay (s) 0.0 5.3 33.1 9.6 
Lane LOS A D A 
Approach Delay (s) 0.0 5.3 27.8 
Approach LOS D 

Intersection Summary 

Average Delay 9.9 
Intersection Capacity Util',zation 43.3% ICU Level of Service A 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

Transportation Solutions, Inc. 
Page 1 



HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 2010 With Resort 
2: Bow Hill Road & 1-5 NB Rames - Weekda~ 8/9/2007 

-" - .,. .f - -\.. .... t ". '. ! ./ 
Mqyemf;flt' :+;::-:~,'-<;;~>-,; ;i!i!~.· E;'~%. EB."" WSt.; WElT WBR. NElL N.BT • i'I~R SBL SElT SBR 

Lane Configurations 4' l> "I l> 
Sign Control Free Free Stop Stop 
Grade 0% 0% 0% 0% 
Volume (veh/h) 46 187 0 0 250 109 72 3 286 0 0 0 
Peak Hour Factor 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.85 0.85 0.85 0.81 0.81 081 092 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (v ph) 52 212 0 0 294 128 89 4 353 0 0 0 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (It) 
Walking Speed (fils) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signa; (ft) -1163 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 422 212 675 739 212 1030 675 358 
vCl, stage 1 conf vol 
fC2, stage 2 coni vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 422 212 675 739 212 1030 675 358 
tC, single (s) 4.1 4.1 7.1 6.5 6.2 7.1 6.5 6.2 
tC, 2 stage (5) 
tF (s) 2.2 2.2 3.5 4.0 3.3 3.5 4.0 3.3 
pO queue free % 95 100 75 99 57 100 100 100 
cM capacity (veh/h) 1131 1346 355 329 828 117 361 691 

O!)$~tiq1!cLg'l.e.# .5S:1 .'tJS" i'll'} 1 i'I.S 2 .. 
Volume Total 265 422 89 357 
Volume Lelt 52 0 89 0 
Volume Right 0 128 0 353 
cSH 1131 1700 355 815 
Volume to Capacity 0.05 0.25 0.25 0.44 
Queue Length 95th (It) 4 0 24 56 
Control Delay (s) 2.0 0.0 18.5 12.8 
Lane LOS A C B 
Approach Delay (s) 2.0 0.0 14.0 
Approach LOS B 

IritM§ection Summary 
Average Delay 6.0 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 60.0% ICU Level of Service B 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

Transportation Solutions, Inc. 
Page 2 
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Timings 2010 With Resort 
3: Bow Hill Road & Darrk Lane E - Weekdaz 

~ - '). f - '\ t \. + .; 
"~fI.(;f:t2r\li:lp:':i~' lS.IilI lSlill& WBl WIilT NBl NBT SBl SBT SBR 
Lane Configurations t ." 4> 4> <1 ." 
Volume (vph) 209 6 22 93 147 39 71 51 194 
Tum Type pm+pt Perm Perm Perm Perm Perm 
Protected Phases 7 4 8 2 6 
Permitted Phases 4 4 8 2 6 6 
Detector Phases 7 4 4 8 8 2 2 6 6 6 
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Minimum Split (s) 8.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 
Total Split (s) 9.0 29.0 29.0 20.0 20.0 21.0 21.0 21.0 21.0 210 
Total Split (%) 18.0% 58.0% 58.0% 40.0% 40.0% 42.0% 42.0% 42.0% 42.0% 42.0% 
Yellow Time (s) 3.5 
All-Red Time (s) 0.5 
Lead/Lag Lead 
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes 
Recall Mode None 
Act Effct Green (s) 19.1 
Actuated glC Ratio 0.49 
vic Ratio 0.38 
Control Delay 9.0 
Queue Delay 0.0 
Total Delay 9.0 
LOS A 
Approach Delay 
Approach LOS 

Cycle Length: 50 
Actuated Cycle Length: 36.9 
Natural Cycle: 50 

3.5 
0.5 

Min 
21.4 
0.58 
0.21 
7.3 
00 
7.3 

A 
8.1 

A 

Control Type: Actuated-Uncoordinated 
Maximum vic Ratio: 0.65 
Intersection Signal Delay: 10.8 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 50.7% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

3.5 
0.5 

Min 
21.4 
0.58 
0.01 
4.5 
0.0 
4.5 

A 

3.5 
0.5 

Lag 
Yes 
Min 

3.5 35 3.5 
0.5 0.5 0.5 

Lag 
Yes 
Min None None 

14.8 11.6 
OAO 0.30 
0.31 0.65 
11.5 19.1 
0.0 0.0 

11.5 19.1 
B B 

11 .5 19.1 
B B 

Intersection LOS: B 
ICU Level of Service A 

3.5 3.5 3.5 
0.5 0.5 0.5 

None None None 
11.5 11.5 
0.30 030 
0.36 0.37 
13.6 4.1 
0.0 0.0 

13.6 4.1 
B A 

7.8 
A 

Splits and Phases· 3' Bow Hill Road & Darrk Lane E - WeekcJ.':Cay'--__________ ~ 

t ~2 I-to- ~4 
I 

I~ .7 

Transportation Solutions, Inc 

8/9/2007 
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 2010 With Resort 
3 Bow Hill Road & Darrk Lane E - Weekdaz 8/9/2007 

e ~ .- ~ -('" - "'- "\ t I'" '. + .; 
M(lY~!"ll!gnt(~'i' .' E:13.L . EElT t=.I3R . WI3~ WElT WBR Nl3ic NIH N.I3R sa~ SEll' SBR 
Lane Configurations lj t ." 4+ 4+ 4' ." 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 
Total Lost time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Lane UtiL Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Frt 1.00 1.00 0.85 095 0.97 1.00 0.85 
Fit Protected 0.95 1.00 1.00 0.99 0.97 0.97 100 
Satd. Flow (prot) 1736 1827 1553 1667 1741 1758 1538 
Fit Permitted 0.55 1.00 1.00 0.95 0.72 0.75 1.00 
Satd. Flow (perm) 1005 1827 1553 1589 1296 1355 1538 
Volume (vph) 205 209 6 22 93 60 147 39 44 71 51 194 
Peak-hour factor, PHF 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.85 0.85 085 0.87 0.87 0.87 0.84 0.84 0.84 
Adj. Flow (vph) 218 222 6 26 109 71 169 45 51 85 61 231 
RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 0 3 0 37 0 0 20 0 0 0 174 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 218 222 3 0 169 0 0 245 0 0 146 57 
Heavy Vehicles (%) 4% 4% 4% 8% 8% 8% 3% 3% 3% 5% 5% 5% 
Turn Type pm+pt Perm Perm Perm Perm Perm 
Protected Phases 7 4 8 2 6 
fCermitted Phases 4 4 8 2 6 6 
Actuated Green, G (s) 21.1 21.1 21.1 13.4 9.6 9.6 9.6 
Effective Green, g (s) 21.1 21.1 21.1 13.4 9.6 9.6 9.6 
Actuated glC Ratio 055 0.55 0.55 0.35 0.25 0.25 0.25 
Clearance Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Vehicle Extension (s) 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 618 996 847 550 321 336 382 
vis Ratio Prot cO.03 0.12 
vis Ratio Perm cO.16 0.00 0.11 cO.19 0.11 0.04 
vic Ratio 0.35 0.22 0.00 0.31 0.76 0.43 0.15 
Uniform Delay, dl 5.1 4.6 4.0 9.3 13.5 12.3 11.4 
Progression Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 100 100 1.00 100 
Incremental Delay, d2 0.3 0.1 0.0 0.3 104 0.9 0.2 
Delay (s) 5.4 4.7 4.0 9.6 239 132 11.5 
Level of Service A A A A C B B 
Approach Delay (s) 5.0 9.6 23.9 12.2 
Approach LOS A A C B 

Inlerse~tiQrr~umm"ry 
HCM Average Control Delay 11.7 HCM Level of Service B 
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 0.47 
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 38.7 Sum of lost time (s) 8.0 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 50.7% ICU Level of Service A 
Analysis Period (min) 15 
c Critical Lane Group 

Transportation Solutions, Inc. 
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 2010 With Resort 
4: Internal Roadwa~ & Darrk Lane E - Weekda~ 8/9/2007 

.,.; - l- f +- ~ '\ t ". \. l .; 
Mo:\(~r)j,~l:jt ..•. : .. ',):2:£::'> • .. :jf.E)L: JC:8iK I::S'R W8l .WIBT .. Wi3R ~13.~ NBT fIIBR SBL SBT SBR 
Lane Configurations 4- 4- 4- 4-
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop 
Volume (vph) 10 10 260 56 10 10 262 10 42 10 10 10 
Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 11 11 283 61 11 11 285 11 46 11 11 11 

Qire¢tlgi)·,·li<ifle.# .1::.8.1 W81 N8.l $13 1 
Volume Total (vph) 304 83 341 33 
Volume Left (vph) 11 61 285 11 
Volume Right (vph) 283 11 46 11 
Hadj (s) -0.52 0.10 0.12 -0.10 
Departure Headway (s) 4.5 5.4 5.0 5.3 
Degree Utilization, x 0.38 0.12 0.48 0.05 
Capacity (veh/h) 747 604 676 607 
Control Delay (s) 10.3 9.2 12.5 8.5 
Approach Delay (s) 10.3 9.2 12.5 8.5 
Approach LOS 13 A 13 A 

:,terseptib""$ummary 
Delay 11.1 
HCM Level of Service 13 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 55.7% ICU Level of Service B 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

Transportation Solutions, Inc. 
Page 5 
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Transpor\~tio~;SDlutions, Inc. 

APPENDIX B: 
QUEUING REPORTS 

Traffic Impact Analysis Transportation Solutions, lnc. 



Queuing and Blocking Report 
2007 Existing 

Intersection: 1: Bow Hill Road & 1-5 SB Ramps - Weekday 

L TR 
Maximum Queue (It) 61 87 67 
Average Queue (It) 19 39 23 
95th Queue (It) 53 68 54 
link Distance (It) 639 462 
Upstream Blk Time (%) 
Queuing Penalty (veh) 
Storage Bay Dist (It) 75 
Storage Blk Time (%) 1 
Queuing Penalty (veh) 0 

Intersection: 2: Bow Hill Road & 1-5 NB Ramps - Weekday 

Maximum Queue (tt) 64 4 57 122 
Average Queue (It) 14 0 30 57 
.. '. (;'.:eue (tt) 45 3 49 92 
link Distance (It) 639 1095 367 
Upstream 81k Time (%) 
Queuing Penalty (veh) 
Storage Bay Dist (It) 75 
Storage Blk Time (%) 0 2 
Queuing Penalty (veh) 0 1 

Intersection: 3: Bow Hill Road & Darrk Lane E - Weekday 

Directions Served L T R L TR L TR L T R 
Maximum ·Que!ue (ft) 97 90 24 95 98 97 45 
Average Queue (It) 45 39 1 46 57 39 2 
95th Queue (It) 83 75 10 84 95 74 23 
Link Distance (It) 1095 421 79 132 
Upstream Blk Time (%) 2 0 
Queuing Penalty (veh) 0 0 
Storage Bay Dist (It) 
Storage Blk Time (%) 
Queuing Penalty (veh) 

200 

SimTraffic Queuing Evaluation 

Transportation Solutions, Inc. 

o 
o 

100 
o 
o 

o 
o 

100 
o 
o 

2007 Existing 
8/9/2007 
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Queuing and Blocking Report 
2010 Without Resort 

Intersection: 1: Bow Hill Road & 1-5 SB Ramps - Weekday 

L TR 
Maximum Queue (ft) 4 92 56 
Average Queue (ft) 0 41 24 
95th Queue (ft) 3 69 50 
Link Distance (ft) 579 462 
Upstream Blk Tim.e (%) 
Queuing Penalty (veh) 
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 75 
Storage Blk Time (%) 1 0 
Queuing Penalty (veh) 0 0 

Intersection: 2: Bow Hill Road & 1-5 NB Ramps - Weekday 

TR L TR 
Maximum Qu.eue (ft) 57 4 64 91 
Average Queue (ft) 14 0 32 56 

f I Queue (ft) 44 3 55 83 
link Distance (ft) 639 1095 367 
Upstream Blk Time (%) 
Queuing Penalty (veil) 
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 75 
Storage Blk Time (%) 0 
Queuing Penalty (veh) 0 

Intersection: 3: Bow Hill Road & Darrk Lane E - Weekday 

Directions Served L T 
Maximum Queue (ft) 127 115 
Average Queue (ft) 
95th Queue (ft) 
Link Distance (ft) 
Upstream B Ik Ti me (%) 
Queuing Penalty (veh) 
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 
Storage Blk Time (%) 
Queuing Penalty (veh) 

Nework Summary 

53 
95 

200 

44 
87 

1095 

o 
1 

Network wide Queuing Penalty; 2 

SimTraffic Queuing Evaluation 

Transportation Solutions, Inc. 

;lj~.,j;!,; 

R 
18 
1 
8 

100 

J.(IlB, NB ; ,,cEl'Et.:1' 
LTR LTR LT 
119 94 85 

52 59 38 
96 99 74 

421 79 132 
3 
0 

0 
0 

2010 Without Resort 
8/9/2007 
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Queuing and Blocking Report 
2010 With Resort 

Intersection: 1: Bow Hill Road & 1-5 SB Ramps - Weekday 

Maximum Queue (It) 72 96 91 
Average Queue (It) 22 46 29 
95th Queue (It) 57 78 71 
Link Distance (It) 639 462 
Upstream Blk Time (%) 
Queuing Penalty (veh) 
Storage BayDist (tt) 75 
Storage Blk Time (%) 2 0 
Queuing Penalty (veh) 1 0 

Intersection: 2: Bow Hill Road & 1-5 NB Ramps - Weekday 

Maximum Queue (It) 57 8 76 132 
Average Queue (It) 15 0 34 63 

'h Queue (It) 44 4 63 103 
Link Distance (It) 639 1095 367 
Upstream Blk Time (%) 
Queuing Penalty (veh) 
Storage Bay Dist (tt) 75 
Storage Blk Time (%) 0 3 
Queuing Penalty (veh) 1 2 

Intersection: 3: Bow Hill Road & Darrk Lane E - Weekday 

Maximum Queue (It) 128 111 
Average Queue (It) 57 46 56 64 44 
95th Queue (It) 102 92 13 95 101 76 
Link Distance (It) 1095 421 79 132 
Upstream Blk Time (%) 3 
Queuing Penalty (veh) 0 
Storage Bay Dist (It) 200 100 
Storage Blk Time (%) 0 0 
Queuing Penalty (veh) 0 

SimTraffic Queuing Evaluation 

Transportation Solutions, Inc. 

2010 With Resort 
8/9/2007 
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Queuing and Blocking Report 
2010 With Resort 

Intersection: 4: Internal Roadway & Darrk Lane E - Weekday 

Maximum Queue (tt) 100 58 
Average Queue (tt) 61 32 
95th Queue (tt) 97 54 
Link Distance (tt) 85 114 
Upstream Blk Time (%) 1 
Queuing Penalty (veh) 0 
Storage Bay Dist (tt) 
Storage Blk Time (%) 
Queuing Penalty (veh) 

Nework Summary 

Network wide Queuing Penalty: 4 

SimTraffic Queuing Evaluation 

Transportation Solutions, Inc. 

138 43 
63 18 

105 41 
134 122 

o 
o 

2010 With Resort 
8/9/2007 
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SKAGIT COUNTY DEMOGRAPHICS 

POPULATION 

Skagit County Population 1995-2005 

1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 
Skagit 93,100 95,500 96,900 98,700 100,600 102,300 104,100 105,100 106,700 108,800 110,900 
Unincorporated 43,936 45,442 45,893 46,750 47,685 48,475 44,815 45,205 45,830 46,455 47,250 
Incorporated 49,164 50,058 51,007 51,950 52,915 53,825 59,285 59,895 60,870 62,345 63,650 
Anacortes 12,820 13,140 13,460 13,900 14,370 14,710 14,840 14,910 15,110 15,470 15,700 
Burlington 5,385 5,445 5,445 5,525 5,635 5,705 6,995 7,190 7,315 7,425 7,550 
Concrete 740 765 770 785 760 760 790 790 780 785 815 
Hamilton 250 248 297 300 300 300 325 340 340 340 330 
La Conner 737 780 780 775 800 870 765 775 760 785 795 
Lyman 312 320 325 320 320 310 410 415 425 440 450 
Mount Vernon 21,580 21,820 22,280 22,540 22,700 23,020 26,460 26,760 27,060 27,720 28,210 

Sedro-Woolley 7,340 7,540 7,650 7,805 8,010 8,130 8,700 8,805 9,080 9,380 9,800 

Source: the Washington State Office of Financial Management, Forecasting Division 

WEATHER 

Skagit County Average Temperature and PreCipitation 

Average Average 
Temperature (f) Precipitation 

40 Yr. Norm 40 Yr Norm 
January 39,4 4.21 
February 42,4 2.99 
March 44.9 2.75 
April 48,4 2.52 
May 53.7 2.19 
June 58,4 1.81 
July 61.5 1.25 
August 62.2 1,46 
September 57.6 2.01 
October 50.7 2.96 
November 44.3 4.28 
December 39.9 4.22 
Annual Rain 32.65 

Source: the Washington State University Cooperative Extension - "Skagit Crop Topics" Newsletter 

EMPLOYMENT 

Current Unemployment: November 2005 

Labor Force Employment Unemployment Unemployment Rate 

Skagit County 58,460 55,090 3,370 5.8 
WaShington State 3,337,900 3,153,100 184,800 5.5 e Source: the Washington State Employment Security Department, Labor Market and Economic Analysis Branch 



MAR-31-2004 WED 03:52 PM PUDGET SOUND AGENCY FAX NO. 425 258 1254 P. 08 

01/08/2004 16;14 FAX ~ north west RD tal 004/009 

hI\" lof6 OMll1076-0147 E!;pire>; 12/31/04 

U.S. Department of the Interior 
Bureau of Indian Affairs 

LABOR MARKET INFORMA liON ON THE INDIAN LABOR FORCE 

TRIBE: Upper Skagit Indian Tribe 

Agency or Field Office Puget Sound . Reglon:,_N_o_r_t_h_w_e_s_t _______ _ 

State: Washington CoUnty(les):_-'lS.!S:k£!:agi(;l!J·t~ ________________ _ 

Zip Codes: 98284, 98233, 98237 Tribal Code: 

B Total Resident/Service Area Indian Population (individuals eligible for 
on-reservation services which the Secrets!'y of Interior provides to lodian 

C Labor Force Detennination (for individual American Indians and Alaska 
Natives On or Near 

7 Employed BUT Below the Poverty Line (Use attached HHS 
to 

~i 'U I' ),1- ;"11\1 F 'J ()'I i\J 

52 

List sources used in collecting data for this report other than from tribal rolls (for example, 
using an actual cOllnt; social service reports; state, county, andfor municipal records; etc.): 

~llRirt" n~t" SVRtpmo cl"tabase software. 

(Attach additional she.~ if no""ssary) 
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MAR-31-2004 WED 03:52 PM PUDGET SOUND AGENCY FAX NO, 425 258 1254 p, 09 

-+ nOl'"th wes't RD @OOS/009 

Page: 20f6 OMB I076'()147 Expires: 12/31/04 

f'rovide a written explanation below if the total tribal population has changed pills or minus 10 
I'.m;ent (or more) trom the 2001 "India" Servic:e Populatio" and Labor Force Estimates Report": 

Pers 11 o::omplo;;ting report; 

Name (Type or f>ril1t): Paula Lurf 

l1tle: Comptroller 

--------------
Cerl Agency Superintellllen~'s Signature 

Cen,fyillg Regional Director', Si;;natUre 

(Attach additional shee~ if necessmy) 

Date: 
April 8, 2004 

Telephone #: 160 854 7020 

April 8, 2004 

Date 

Date 

Date 



Ui:ilt::. U"+/UII.£UU"+ 

Time: 16:00:14 
Upper Skagit Tribal Housing Authority 

Demographic Statistics Report 
Applicants· Section B 

Unit Locations 

a Auburn 
_ Bellingham 

Burlington 
Concrete 

La Conner 

t-iarysville 
Mount Vernon 

Sedro Woolley 
Total All Locations 

Family Composition 
Average Family Size 

Non-Elderly Heads of Household 

Elderly Heads of Household (age 62 or older) 

Female Heads of Household 

Non-Elderly 

~Iderly 

Male Heads of Household 

Non-Slderl), 

Elderly 

a,)isabled/Handicapped Heads of Household 

... t'1ale 

Female 

Non-Minority Heads of Household 

Minority Heads of Household 

American Indian/Alaska Native 

# of Family Members younger than 18 years 

I of Families with children 

TI'ibal t-1embers Composition 

Non-Native 
Blackfeet_ 

Choctaw 

Lummi 

Makah 

t·luckleshoot 

N/l\ 

Nez Perce 

Nooksack 

Ojibwe- Leech Lake B 

aPota\'latomi 

_?U',/C111u p 

Sauk Suat<::le 

Swinomish 

Tulalip 
Upper Skagit 

HoH Count 
2 

1 

7 

2 

2 

4 

1 

2 

18 

39 

Count 
2 

38 

1 

31 

30 

1 

8 

8 

0 

4 

1 
3 

1 

38 

38 

34 
24 

34 

2 

1 

11 

1 

2 
1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

10 

4 

24 

Percent 
5 

3 

18 

5 

5 

10 

3 

5 

46 

100 

Percent 

97 

3 

79 
97 

3 

21 
100 

[) 

10 
25 
7"> 

3 

97 

97 

62 

35 

2 

1 

11 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

10 

4 

25 

Fam Count 

4 

6 

17 

3 

4 

l3 

6 

5 

39 

97 

Avg Age 

32 

62 

31 

30 

62 

36 

36 
0 

40 
32 

40 

4 

Page: 1 

Percent 
4 

6 

18 

3 

4 

l3 

6 

5 

40 

100 



Date: 0410712004 
Time: 16:00:14 

Yakama Nation 

Income Source 

~Other Nonwage Sources 
SSI 

Social Security 

TANF (formerly AFDC) 

Unemployment Benefits 

Other Wage 

Total All Income Sources 

Upper Skagit Tribal Housing Authority 

Demographic Statistics Report 
Applicants - Section S 

I 

Annual Amount 

$2l,000 

$45,001 

$15,840 

$51,000 

$5,668 

$95,897 

$234,406 

1 

Percent 
9.0 

19.2 

6.8 
21.8 

2.4 

40.9 

100 

Public Assistance is the sole source of income for 21% of households. 

Households that are working comprise 15% of households. 

Of the working households, 17% of households also receive TANF. 

Average Income $7,813 

Length of Time On Program Count Percent 

~road Range of Income Count Percent 
$0 - $5,000 4 17 

$5,000 - $10,000 13 57 
$10,000 - $15,000 I 4 
$15,000 $20,000 2 9 
$20,000 - $25,000 1 4 

~More than $25,000 2 9 

Income Levels Count Percent 
Extremely Low 30 77 

Very Low 4 10 

Lo',,", 5 13 

Other 0 0 

Page: 2 

Count Percent 
2 7 

7 23 

3 10 

10 33 

1 3 

7 23 

30 100 



Date: 04107/2004 
Time: 15:59:59 

Upper Skagit Tribal Housing Authority 

Demographic Statistics Report 
Mutual Help - Project Summary 

unit Locations 
Sedro Woolley e Family Composition 
Average Family Size 

Non-Elderly Heads of Household 

Elderly Heads of Household (age 62 or older) 

Female Heads of Household 

Non-Elderly 

Elderly 

Male Heads of Household 

Non-Elderly 

Elderly 

Disabled/Handicapped Heads of Household 
Male 

Female 

Non-Minority Heads of Household 

Minority Heads of Household 

American Indian/Alaska Native 

of Family Members younger than 18 years 

of Families with children 

Tribal Members Composition 

Non-Native 
Blackfeet 

Kootenai 

N/A 

Quileute 

swinomish 

Tulalip 

Upper Skagit 

Income Source 
Child Suppurt 

S8r 

Social Security 

TANF (formerly AFDC) 

Unemployment Benefits 

Other Wage 

Total All Income Sources 

Average Income 

~~verage Tenant Rent (per month) 

1II'~verage TTP (rent + utilities per month) 

Length of Time On Program 
Less than 1 years 

Less than 2 years 

Less than 3 years 

HoH Count 
45 

Count 

3 

37 

8 

27 

23 

4 

18 

14 

4 

2 

1 

1 

o 
45 

45 

48 

24 

35 

1 

2 

9 

1 

3 

3 

76 

Annual Amount 
$3,63~ 

$75,626 

$23,208 

$17,292 

$43,013 

$966,277 

$1,129,051 

$16,363 

$171 

$282 

Count 
2 

2 

3 

Percent Fam count 
100 130 

Percent 

82 

18 

60 

85 

15 

40 

78 

22 

4 

50 

50 

a 
100 

100 

53 

27 

1 

2 

7 

1 

2 

2 

58 

Percent 
0.3 

6.7 

2.1 

1.5 

3.8 

85.6 

100 

Percent 
4 

4 

7 

Avg Age 

44 

39 

70 

47 

.40 

70 

55 

59 

55 

8 

Count 
2 

14 

4 

3 

3 

43 

69 

Page: 1 

Percent 
100 

Percent 
3 

20 

6 

4 

4 

62 

100 



Date: 04/07/2004 
Time: 15:59:59 

Less than 4 years 

Less than 5 years e lore than 5 years 

Broad Range of Income 
$0 - $5,000 

$5,000 - $10,000 

$10,000 $15,000 

$15,000 - $20,000 

$20,000 - $25,000 

More than $25,000 

Income Levels 
Extremely Low 

Very Low 

Low 
Other 

Upper Skagit Tribal Housing Authority 

Demographic Statistics Report 
Mutual Help· Project Summary 

31 

2 

6 

30 

Count 

° 5 

3 

1 

4 

24 

Count 
15 

8 

14 

8 

4 

13 

67 

Percent 

° 14 

8 

3 

11 

65 

Percent 
33 

18 

31 

18 

Page: 2 



Date: 04/07/2004 
Time: 15:59:38 

Upper Skagit Tribal Housing Authority 

Demographic Statistics Report 
Rentals - Project Summary 

Unit Locations 
Sedro Woolley 

__ unily Composition 
Average Family Size 

Non~Elderly Heads of Household 

Elderly Heads of Household (age 62 or older) 

Female Heads of Household 

Non-Elderly 

Elderly 

Male Heads of Household 

Non-Elderly 

Elderly 

Disabled/Handicapped Heads of Household 

Male 

Female 

Non-Minority Heads of Household 

Minority Heads of Household 

American Indian/Alaska Native 

4IIlOf Family Members younger 

~~f Families with children 

Tribal Members Composition 

Non-Native 

Chippewa 

Lummi 

Nooksack 

Ojibwe- Leech Lake B 

Oneida 

Tulalip 

Upper Skagit 

Income Source 
Other Nonwage Sources 

SSI 

Social Security 

TANF (formerly AFDC) 

Unemployment Benefits 

Other Wage 

Total All Income Sources 

Average Income 

than 18 years 

~rage Tenant Rent (per month) 

~rage TTP {rent + utilities per month) 

Length of Time On progr~ 
Less than 1 years 

Less than 2 years 

Less than 3 years 

HoH Count 
25 

count 
2 

21 

4 

15 

14 

1 

10 

7 

3 

6 

2 

4 

o 
25 

25 

8 

5 

25 

1 

2 

1 

1 

2 

3 

11 

Annual Amount 
$48,816 

$26,866 

$25,638 

$22,572 

$5,668 

$59,121 

$188,681 

$8,576 

$79 

$110 

Count 
5 

8 

6 

Percent Fam Count 
100 46 

Percent 

84 

16 

60 

93 

7 

40 

70 

30 

24 

33 

67 

o 
100 

100 

20 

54 

2 

4 

2 

2 

4 

7 

24 

Percent 
25.9 

14 .2 

13.6 

12.0 

3.0 

31.3 

100 

Percent 
20 

32 

24 

Avg Age 

42 

75 

43 

41 

72 

54 

45 

76 

53 

48 

53 

9 

Count 
3 

5 

4 

4 

1 

5 

22 

Page: 1 

percent 
100 

Percent 
14 

23 

18 

18 

5 

23 

100 



Date.: 04/07/2004 
Time: 15:59:38 

Less than 4 years 
Less than 5 years 

e'1ore than 5 years 

Broad Range of Income 
$0 $5,000 

$5,000 - $10,000 

$10,000 

$15,000 

$20,000 

$15,000 

$20,000 

$25,000 

More than $25,000 

Income Levels 
Extremely Low 

Very Low 
Low 

Other 

Upper Skagit Tribal Housing Authority 

Demographic Statistics Report 
Rentals - Project Summary 

1 

5 

° 
Count 

° 9 

1 

2 

o 
3 

Count 
20 

3 

2 

o 

4 

20 

° 
Percent 

o 
60 

7 

13 

o 
20 

Percent 
80 

12 

8 

o 

Page: 2 



------- ---

Date: 04/07/2004 Upper Skagit Tribal Housing Authority 
Time: 15:59:18 Demographic Statistics Report 

Section 8 • Project Summary 

unit Locations 
Anacortes e '3ellingham 
Burlington 
Everett 

Ferndale 
Hamilton 

Lynden 

Lynnwood 
Marysville 

Mount Vernon 
Sedro Woolley 

Snohomish 

Total All Locations 

Family Composition 
Average Family Size 

Non-Elderly Heads of Household 

Elderly Heads of Household (age 62 or older) 

Female Heads of Household 
Non-Elderly 

Elderly 

_ l\1ale Hea.ds of Household 

.. Non-Elderly 
Elderly 

Disabled/Handicapped Heads of Household 
Male 
Female 

Non-Minority Heads of Household 

Minority Heads of Household 
American Indian/Alaska Native 

# of Family Members younger than 18 years 

# of Families with children 

Tribal Members Composition 
Non-Native 

Alaskan 

Blackfeet 

Chippewa 

Choctaw 

Crow Creek Sioux 

Lummi 

aliA 
~ooksack 

Puyallup 

Swinomish 

Tlingit 

Tulalip 

HoH Count 
2 

10 

3 

11 

1 

1 

1 

1 

4 

8 

11 

1 

54 

Count 
3 

50 

4 

42 

39 

3 

12 

11 

1 

5 
2 

3 

·1 

53 

53 

62 

32 

86 

1 

5 

1 

1 

1 

7 

1 

1 

4 

2 

6 

1 

Page: 1 

Percent FaIn Count Percent 

4 4 3 

19 22 16 

6 6 4 

20 24 17 

2 2 1 

2 3 2 

2 1 1 

2 1 1 

7 9 6 

15 29 21 

20 37 27 

2 1 1 

100 139 100 

Percent Avg Age 

93 38 

7 73 

78 40 

93 38 

J 7 74 

22 41 

0\'Y 92 38 

8 69 

9 42 

40 47 

60 42 

2 

98 

98 

8 

59 

62 

1 

4 

1 

1 

1 

5 

1 

1 

3 

1 

4 

1 



Date: 0410712004 
Time: 15:59:18 

Upper Skagit 

a Income Source 
_ child Support 

General Assistance 
Indian Trust/per Capita 

Other Nonwage Sources 

SSI 

Social Security 

TANF (formerly AFDC) 

Unemployment Benefits 

Other Wage 

Total All Income Sources 

Upper Skagit Tribal Housing Authority 

Demographic Statistics Report 
Section 8 - Project Summary 

22 

Annual Amount 
$687 

$8,136 

$35,100 

$9,152 

$28,122 

$16,042 

$54,888 

$22,516 

$183,201 

$357,844 

16 

percent 
0.2 

2.3 

9.8 

2.6 

7.9 

4.5 

15.3 

6.3 

51.2 

100 

Public Assistance is the sale source of income for 17% of households. 

Households that are working comprise 20% of households. 

Of the working households, 0% of households also receive TANF. 

Average Income 

Average Tenant Rent (per month) 

.r~verage TTP (rent + utilities per month) 

Length of Time On Program 
Less than l years 
Less than 2 years 

_Less than 3 years 

~ess than 4 years 
Less than 5 years 
More than 5 years 

Bread Range of Income 
$0 - $5,000 

$5,000 $10,000 

$lO,OOO - $l5,000 

$15,000 - $20,000 

$20,000 - $25,000 

More than $25,000 

Income Levels 
Extremely Low 

Very Low 

Low 

Other 

$8,727 

$130 

$l30 

Count 
21 

8 

10 

6 

l 

8 

Count 
4 

12 

6 

2 

3 

3 

Count 
( 47 

S?- Z 
5 

2 

0 

Percent 
39 

15 

19 

II 

2 

l5 

Percent 
l3 

40 

20 

7 

10 

lO 

Percent 
87 

9 

4 

° 

Page: 2 

count Percent 
1 2 

2 5 

5 12 

l 2 

5 l2 

4 lO 

9 22 

2 5 

QD 29 

4l 100 



STATE, COUNTY, CITY POPULATIONS 

Table 4 

e Populations of Cities, Towns, and Counties: April 1, 2000 to April 1, 2005 
Caution: Annual change may not be valid due to corrections and data changes. Estimates for individual years may not be comparable. Estimates in this series are 
not revised based on information that becomes avaffable after the estimate date. Evaluate growth by looking at the growth between the last census and most current 
estimate. 

Census Estimate 
Municipality 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 

Adams 16,428 16,600 16,600 16,600 16,700 17,000 
Unincorporated 7,905 8,001 8,045 7,965 7,985 8,230 
Incorporated 8,523 8,599 8,555 8,635 8,715 8,770 
Hatton 98 119 • 105 105 105 105 
Lind 582 580 570 575 570 565 
Othello 5,847 5,895 5,905 5,970 6,050 6,120 
Ritzville 1,736 1,745 1,725 1,735 1,740 1,730 
Washtucna 260 260 250 250 250 250 

Asotin 20,551 20,700 20,700 20,600 20,700 20,900 
Unincorporated 12,119 12,225 12,245 12,195 12,295 12,490 
Incorporated 8,432 8,475 8,455 8,405 8,405 8,410 
Asotin 1,095 1,095 1,110 1,115 1,125 1,130 ' 
Clarkston 7,337 7,380 7,345 7,290 7,280 7,280 

Benton 142,475 144,800 147,600 151,600 155,100 158,100 
Unincorporated 33,169 33,350 34,610 34,965 35,830 36,075 
Incorporated 109,306 111,450 112,990 116,635 119,270 122,025 
Benton City 2,624 2,720 2,725 2,790 2,815 2,840 
Kennewick 54,751 55,780 56,280 57,900 58,970 60,410 
Prosser 4,838 4,865 4,905 4,940 4,985 5,045 e Richland 38,708 39,350 40,150 41,650 42,660 43,520 
West Rich la nd 8,385 8,735 8,930 9,355 9,840 10,210 

Chelan 66,616 67,100 67,600 67,900 68,400 69,200 
Unincorporated 29,238 29,510 29,665 29,730 29,840 29,985 
Incorporated 37,378 37,590 37,935 38,170 38,560 39,215 
Cashmere 2,965 3,070 3,045 2,975 2,980 2,980 
Chelan 3,526 3,535 3,535 3,600 3,645 3,680 
Entiat 957 975 990 1,010 1,010 1,055 
Leavenworth 2,074 2,080 2,095 2,115 2,165 2,180 
Wenatchee 27,856 27,930 28,270 28,470 28,760 29,320 

Clallam 64,179$ 64,454 $ 64,900 65,300 65,900 66,800 
Unincorporated 38,328$ 38,519 $ 38,970 39,265 39,660 40,305 
Incorporated 25,851 25,935 25,930 26,035 26,240 26,495 
Forks 3,120 3,145 3,130 3,125 3,125 3,125 
Port Angeles 18,397 18.420 18.430 18.470 18,530 18,640 
Sequim 4,334 4,370 4,370 4,440 4,585 4,730 

Clark 345,238 352,600 363,400 372,300 383,300 391,500 
Unincorporated 166,279 170,430 175,710 179,825 184,650 188,955 
Incorporated 178,959 182,170 187,690 192,475 198,650 202,545 
Battle Ground 9,322 10,040 11,110 12,560 14,220 14,960 
Camas 12,534 12,970 13,540 14,200 15,360 15,460 
La Center 1,654 1,735 1,805 1,855 1,990 2,095 
Ridgefield 2,147 2,175 2,145 2,185 2,195 2,630 
Vancouver 143,560 145,300 148,800 150,700 152,900 154,800 
Washougal 8,595 8,790 9,100 9,775 10,770 11,350 

e Woodland part 92 95 85 85 80 90 
Yacolt 1,055 1,065 1,105 1,115 1,135 1,160 
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STATE, COUNTY, CITY POPULATIONS 

Table 4 continued e Populations of Cities, Towns, and Counties: April 1, 2000 to April 1, 2005 
Caution: Annual change may not be valid due to corrections and data changes. Estimates for individual years may not be comparable. Estimates in this series are 
not revised based on information that becomes available after the estimate date. Evafuate growth by looking at the growth between the last census and most current 
estimate. 

Census Estimate 
Municipality 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 

Columbia 4,064 4,100 4,100 4,100 4,100 4,100 
Unincorporated 1,279 1,255 1,255 1,255 1,255 1,255 
Incorporated 2,785 2,845 2,845 2,845 2,845 2,845 
Dayton 2,655 2,715 2,715 2,715 2,715 2,715 
Starbuck 130 130 130 130 130 130 

Cowlitz 92,948 93,900 94,400 94,900 95,300 95,900 
Unincorporated 38,792 39,195 39,485 39,745 40,000 40,290 
Incorporated 54,156 54,705 54,915 55,155 55,300 55,610 
Castle Rock 2,130 2,125 2,120 2,140 2,150 2,140 
Kalama 1,783 1,840 1,870 1,935 1,950 1,980 
Kelso 11,895 11,860 11,770 11,830 11,800 11,820 
Longview 34,660 35,100 35,310 35,290 35,340 35,430 
Woodland part 3,688 3,780 3,845 3,960 4,060 4,240 

Douglas 32,603 32,800 33,100 33,600 34,200 34,700 
Unincorporated 22,317 22,469 20,539 20,855 21,330 21,780 
Incorporated 10,286 10,331 12,561 12,745 12,870 12,920 
Bridgeport 2,059 2,080 2,065 2,070 2,075 2,075 
Coulee Dam part 125 125 176 175 175 175 
East Wenatchee 5,757 5,770 7,965 8,140 8,255 8,300 e Mansfield 319 321 320 320 325 325 
Rock Island 863 865 860 865 870 875 
Waterville 1,163 1,170 1,175 1,175 1,170 1,170 

Ferry 7,260 7,300 7,300 7,300 7,300 7,400 
Unincorporated 6,306 6,310 6,325 6,325 6,330 6,425 
Incorporated 954 990 975 975 970 975 
Republic 954 990 975 975 970 975 

Franklin 49,347 50,400 51,300 53,600 57,000 60,500 
Unincorporated 13,686 13,765 12,915 12,175 12,305 12,455 
Incorporated 35,661 36,635 38,385 41,425 44,695 48,045 
Connell 2,956 2,970 3,100 3,190 3,195 3,195 
Kahlotus 214 215 215 215 220 220 
Mesa 425 440 440 440 440 440 
Pasco 32,066 33,010 34,630 37,580 40,840 44,190 

Garfield 2,397 2,400 2,400 2,400 2,400 2,400 
Unincorporated 880 880 885 885 890 885 
Incorporated 1,517 1,520 1,515 1,515 1,510 1,515 
Pomeroy 1,517 1,520 1,515 1,515 1,510 1,515 

Grant 74,698 75,900 76,400 77,100 78,300 79,100 
Unincorporated 35,797 36,230 36,625 36,815 37,240 37,660 
Incorporated 38,901 39,670 39,775 40,285 41,060 41,440 
Coulee City 600 600 590 590 605 600 
Coulee Dam part 4 5 O· 0 0 0+ 
Electric City 922 950 950 955 950 950 

e Ephrata 6,808 6,895 6,865 6,855 6,890 6,930 
George 528 535 540 525 525 525 
Grand Coulee 897 926 • 910 920 925 925 
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STATE, COUNTY, CITY POPULATIONS 

Table 4 continued e Populations of Cities, Towns, and Counties: April 1, 2000 to April 1 ,2005 
Caution: Annual change may not be valid due to corrections and dala changes. Estimates for indWidual years may not be comparable. Estimates in this series are 
not revised based on information fhat becomes available after the estimate date. Evaluate growth by looking at the growth between the last census and most current 
estimate. 

Census Estimate 
Municipality 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 

Grant continued 
Hartline 134 135 130 130 135 135 
Krupp 60 65 65 65 65 60 
Mattawa 2,609 2,820 2,850 3,025 3,265 3,290 
Moses Lake 14,953 15,210 15,420 15,730 16,110 16,340 
Quincy 5,044 5,165 5,140 5,165 5,255 5,265 
Royal City 1,823 1,825 1,800 1,815 1,815 1,870 
Soap Lake 1,733 1,730 1,720 1,730 1,735 1,735 
Warden 2,544 2,565 2,555 2,540 2,540 2,575 
Wilson Creek 242' 244 ' 240 240 245 240 

Grays Harbor 67,194 68,500 68,400 68,800 69,200 69,800 
Unincorporated 25,548$ 26,770 $ 26,995 $ 27,265 $ 27,295 27,505 
Incorporated 41,646$ 41,730$ 41,405 $ 41,535 $ 41,905 42,295 
Aberdeen 16,461 16,490 16,250 16,320 16,410 16,450 
Cosmopolis 1,595 1,595 1,565 1,630 1,590 1,600 
Elma 3,049 3,050 3,175 3,060 3,085 3,105 
Hoquiam 9,097 9,035 8,945 8,855 8,885 8,875 
McCleary 1,484$ 1,475 $ 1,440 $ 1,450 $ 1,455 1,475 
Montesano 3,312 3,325 3,325 3,345 3,375 3,420 
Oakville 675 680 670 680 675 680 e Ocean Shores 3,836 3,930 3,930 4,065 4,240 4,385 
Westport 2,137 2,150 2,105 2,130 2,190 2,305 

Island 71,558 72,400 73,100 74,000 74,800 76,000 
Unincorporated 49,081 49,635 50,494 50,680 51,085 51,450 
Incorporated 22,477 22,765 22,606 23,320 23,715 24,550 
Coupeville 1,723 1,735 1,730 1,745 1,745 1,785 
Langley 959 970 996 ' 1,005 1,030 1,045 
Oak Harbor 19,795 20,060 19,880 20,570 20,940 21,720 

Jefferson 26,299$ 26,446 $ 26,600 26,700 27,000 27,600 
Unincorporated 17,965$ 18,016 $ 18,145 18,270 18,465 18,855 
Incorporated 8,334 8,430 8,455 8,430 8,535 8,745 
Port Townsend 8,334 8,430 8,455 8,430 8,535 8,745 

King 1,737,046$ 1,758,312 $ 1,774,312 $ 1,779,300 1,788,300 1,808,300 
Unincorporated 349,234$ 353,040 $ 351,136$ 351,843 356,795 364,498 
Incorporated 1,387,812$ 1,405,272 $ 1,423,176$ 1,427,457 1,431,505 1,443,802 
Algona 2,460 2,500 2,525 2,590 2,605 2,660 
Auburn part 42,901 43,420 43,970 43,890 43,670 43,540 
Beaux Arts Village 307 310 295 302 300 297 
Bellevue 109,827 111,500 117,000 116,400 116,500 115,500 
Black Diamond 3,970 4,015 4,015 3,995 4,000 4,080 
Bothell part 16,119$ 16,244 $ 16,264 $ 16,250 16,250 16,250 
Burien 31,881 31,830 31,810 31,480 31,130 31,040 
Carnation 1,893 1,920 1,905 1,905 1,895 1,900 
Clyde Hill 2,890 2,900 2,895 2,830 2,790 2,780 
Covington 13,783 13,840 14,395 14,850 15,190 16,610 

e Des Moines 29,267 29,600 29,510 29,120 29,020 28,960 
Duvall 4,616 4,860 5,190 5,460 5,545 5,595 
Enumclaw part 11,116 11,180 11,195 11,140 11,160 11,190 
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STATE, COUNTY, CITY POPULATIONS 

Table 4 continued e Populations of Cities, Towns, and Counties: April 1, 2000 to April 1, 2005 
Caution: Annual change may not be valid due to corrections and data changes. Estimates for individual years may not be comparable. Estimates in this series are 
not revised based on information that becomes available after the esh'mate date. Evaluate growth by looking at the growth between the fast census and most current 
estimate. 

Census Estimate 
Municipality 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 

King continued 
Federal Way 83,259 83,890 83,850 83,500 83,590 85,800 
Hunts Point 443 455 455 445 450 450 
Issaquah 11,212 12,950 13,790 15,110 15,510 17,060 
Kenmore 18,678 18,790 19,180 19,200 19,170 19,290 
Kent 79,524 81,900 84,275 84,210 84,560 84,920 
Kirkland 45,054 45,770 45,790 45,630 45,800 45,740 
Lake Forest Park 12,871 $ 12,889 $ 12,860 12,750 12,770 12,730 
Maple Valley 14,209 14,590 15,040 15,730 16,280 17,870 
Medina 3,011 2,990 3,010 2,970 2,955 2,930 
Mercer Island 22,036 21,970 21,955 21,840 21,830 21,710 
Milton part 814 815 815 820 800 815 
Newcastle 7,737 7,815 8,205 8,320 8,375 8,890 
Normandy Park 6,392 6,405 6,395 6,345 6,400 6,385 
North Bend 4,746 4,755 4,735 4,680 4,660 4,685 
Pacific part 5,373 5,380 5,405 5,525 5,545 5,640 
Redmond 45,256 45,490 46,040 46,480 46,900 47,600 
Renton 50,052 51,140 53,840 54,900 55,360 56,840 
Sammamish 34,104 34,560 34,660 35,930 36,560 38,640 
SeaTac 25,496 25,380 25,320 25,100 25,130 25,140 
Seattle 563,376$ 568,102 $ 570,802 $ 571,900 572,600 573,000 e Shoreline 53,296$ 53,421 $ 53,250 52,730 52,740 52,500 
Skykomish 214 215 215 210 210 210 
Snoqualmie 1,631 3,416 • 4,210 4,785 5,110 6,345 
Tukwila 17,181 17,230 17,270 17,230 17,240 17,110 
Woodinville 9,809$ 9,825 $ 9,830 $ 9,905 9,915 10,140 
Yarrow Point 1,008 1,010 1,010 1,000 990 960 

Kitsap 231,969 233,400 234,700 237,000 239,500 240,400 
Unincorporated 159,898 160,625 161,345 162,000 164,960 167,920 
Incorporated 72,073 72,775 73,355 75,000 74,540 72,480 
Bainbridge Island 20,308 20,740 20,920 21,350 21,760 22,200 
Bremerton 37,259 37,260 37,530 38,730 37,520 34,580 
Port Orchard 7,693 7,810 7,900 7,910 8,060 8,250 
Poulsbo 6,813 6,965 7,005 7,010 7,200 7,450 

Kittitas 33,362 34,000 34,800 35,200 35,800 36,600 
Unincorporated 13,614 14,120 14,520 14,785 14,910 15,375 
Incorporated 19,748 19,880 20,280 20,415 20,890 21,225 
Cle Elum 1,755 1,755 1,775 1,775 1,785 1,800 
Ellensburg 15,414 15,460 15,830 15,940 16,390 16,700 
Kittitas 1,105 1,105 1,100 1,120 1,130 1,135 
Roslyn 1,017 1,017 1,020 1,020 1,020 1,020 
South Cle Elum 457 543 • 555 560 565 570 

Klickitat 19,161 19,300 19,300 19,300 19,300 19,500 
Unincorporated 12,536 12,665 12,720 12,775 12,765 12,960 
Incorporated 6,625 6,635 6,580 6,525 6,535 6,540 
Bingen 672 675 670 655 645 655 

e Goldendale 3,760 3,745 3,720 3,650 3,690 3,650 
While Salmon 2,193 2,215 2,190 2,220 2,200 2,235 
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Table Dp·l. Profile of General Demographic Characteristics: 2000 
Geographic area: Skagit County, Washington 

[For information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see text] 

Subject Number Percent Subject 

Total population ....... , ....... ' . , ....... . 

SEX AND AGE 
Male. 
Female. 

Under 5 years. 
5 to 9 years. 
10 to 14 years 
15 to 19 years. 
20 to 24 years. 
25 to 34 years . 
35 to 44 years. 
45 to 54 years . 
55 to 59 years . 
60 to 64 years . 
65 to 74 years. 
75 to 84 years . 
85 years and over. 

Median age (years). 

18 years and over. 
Male. 
18fTlole. 

21 years and over. 
62 years and over. 
65 years and over. 

Male. 
Female. 

RACE 
One race. 

White. 
Black or African American .. 
American Indian and Alaska Native .. 
Asian. 

Asian Indian. 
Chinese. 
Filipino .. 
Japanese. 
Korean .. 
Vietnamese. 
Other Asian 1 , 

Native Hawaiian and Other Pac'lflc Islander .. 
Native Hawaiian .. 
Guamanian or Chamorro. 
Samoan. 
Other Pacific Islander L .' 

Some other race. 
Two or more races. 

Race alone or in combination with one 
or more other races: J 

White 
Black or African American. 
American Indian and Alaska Native. 
Asian. 
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander. 
Some other race . 

102,979 

50,982 
51.997 

6,718 
7,560 
7,894 
7,927 
5,826 

12,363 
15,384 
14,869 
5,167 
4,237 
7,521 
5,529 
1,984 

37.2 

75,897 
37,112 
38,785 
71,572 
17,468 
15,034 
6,652 
8,382 

100,511 
89,070 

450 
1,909 
1,538 

98 
248 
441 
365 
214 

54 
118 
163 
34 
51 
28 
50 

7,381 
2,468 

91,314 
770 

2,826 
2,109 

300 
8,271 

- Represents zero or rounds to zero (X) Not applicabJe. 
1 Other Asian alone, or two or more Asian categories 

100.0 HISPANIC OR LATINO AND RACE 

49.5 
50.5 

6.5 
7.3 
7.7 
7.7 
5.7 

12.0 
14.9 
14.4 
5.0 
4.1 
7.3 
SA 
1.9 

(X) 

73.7 
36.0 
37.7 
69.5 
17.0 
14.6 

6.5 
8.1 

97.6 
86.5 

0.4 
1.9 
1.5 
01 
0.2 
0.4 
0.4 
0.2 
0.1 
0.1 
0.2 

Total population ..•........... " ... ,., .... 
Hispanic or Latino (of any race). 

Mexican .. 
Puerto Rican. 
Cuban. 
Other Hispanic or Latino .. 

Not HispaniC or Latino. 
White alone. 

RELATIONSHIP 
Total population ....... , ...... , ....... , .. . 

In households. 
Householder. 
Spouse 
Child. 

Own child under 18 years. 
Other relatives. 

Under 18 years. 
Nonrelatives . 

Unmarried partneT . 
In group quarters. 

Institutionalized population. 
Naninstitutionalized population 

HOUSEHOLD BY TYPE 
Total households ..................... " .. 

Family households (families). 
With own children under 18 years. 

Married-couple family. 
With own children under 18 years. 

Female householder, no husband present .. 
With own children under 18 years. 

Nonfamily households . 
Householder living alone. 

Householder 65 years and over 

Households with individuals under 18 years .. 
Households with individuals 65 years and over. 

Average household size. 
Average family size .. 

HOUSING OCCUPANCY 
Total housing units ......... , ............ . 

- Occupied housing units 
- Vacant housing units. 

72 

For seasonal. recreational, or 
occasional use 

2.4 Homeowner vacancy rate {percent). 

88.7 
0.7 
2.7 
2.0 
0.3 
B.O 

Rental vacancy rate (percent). 

HOUSING TENURE 
Occupied housing units ................. . 

Owner·occupied housing units. 
Renter-occupied housing units. 

Average household size of owner-occupied units. 
Average household size of renter-occupied units. 

Number Percent 

102,979 
11,536 
9,524 

127 
36 

1,849 
91,443 
85,496 

102,979 
101,138 
38,852 
21,993 
29,738 
24,338 

4,495 
1,743 
6,060 
2,361 
1,841 

893 
948 

38,852 
27,343 
12,754 
21,993 

9,276 
3,761 
2,521 

11,509 
9,052 
3,879 

13,828 
10,177 

2.60 
3.06 

42,681 
38,852 

3,829 

1,971 

1.9 
4.7 

38,852 
27,074 
11,778 

2.61 
2.60 

100.0 
11.2 
9.2 
0.1 

1.8 
88.8 
83.0 

100.0 
982 
37.7 
21.4 
28.9 
23.6 

4.4 
1.7 
5.9 
2.3 
1.8 
0.9 
0.9 

100.0 
70.4 
32.8 
56.6 
23.9 

9.7 
6.5 

29.6 
23.3 
10.0 

35.6 
26.2 

(X) 
(X) 

100.0 
91.0 

9.0 

4.6 

(X) 
(X) 

100.0 
69.7 
30.3 

(X) 
(X) 

2 Other Pacific Islander alone, or two or more Native Hawaiian and Other PacifiC Islander categories. 
:I In combination with one or more of the other races listed. The six numbers may add to more than the total population and the six percentages 

may add to more than 100 percent because individuals may report more than one race. 

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000. 
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Table DP-2_ Profile of Selected Social Characteristics: 2000 
Geographic area: Skagit County, Washington 

[Data based on a sample. For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see text] 

Subject Number Percent Subject 

SCHOOL ENROLLMENT 
Population 3 years and over 
enrolled In school ......... ' ......... . 

Nursery school, preschool. 
Kindergarten 
Elementary school (grades 1-8) . 
High school (grades 9-12). 
Cc~tege or graduate school .. 

EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT 
Population 25 years and over ......... . 

Less than 9th grade. 
9th to 12th grade, no diploma. 
High school graduate (includes equivalency) .. 
Some college, no degree. . ...... . 
Associate degree .. 
Bachelor's degree. 
Graduate or professional degree. 

Percent high school graduate or higher. 
Percent bachelor's degree or higher .. 

MARITAL STATUS 
Population 15 years and over .... 

Never married . 
Now married, except separated. 
Separated. 
Widowed. 

Female. 
Divorced. 

Female. 

GRANDPARENTS AS CAREGIVERS 
Grandparent living in household with 

one or more own grandchildren under 
18 years ........................... . 

Grandparent responsible for grandchildren. 

VETERAN STATUS 
Civilian population 18 years and over .. 

Civilian veterans 

DISABILITY STATUS OF THE CIVILIAN 
NON1NS11TUTIONAUZED POPULATION 

Population 5 to 20 years .............. . 
With a disability _ 

Population 21 to 64 years ............. . 
With a disability. 

Percent employed .. 
No disability 

Percent employed .. 

Populaiion 65 years and over ........ . 
With 8 disability. 

RESIDENCE IN 1995 
Population 5 years and over ........ . 

Same house in 1995 .. 
Different house in the US. in 1995. 

Same county 
Different county. 

Same state. 
Different state. 

Elsewhere in 1995 ... _ . . .. . 

26,225 
1,606 
1,444 

12,694 
6,386 
4,095 

66,959 
3,680 
7,066 

17,642 
18,852 
5,815 
9,219 
4,685 

84.0 
20.8 

80,900 
17,846 
47.326 

1,559 
5,035 
4,073 
9,134 
5,034 

1,479 
517 

75,444 
13,074 

24,733 
2,242 

55,636 
10,138 

55.9 
45,498 

76.5 

i4,350 
5,959 

96,277 
48,349 
45,368 
24,854 
20,514 
12,133 
8,381 
2,560 

-Represents zero or rounds to zero (X) Not applicable. 

100.0 
6.1 
5.5 

48.4 
24.4 
15.6 

NATIVITY AND PLACE OF BIRTH 
Total population ...... , ........... , ...... . 

Native. 
Born in United States. 

State of residence. 
Different state 

Born outside United States. 
Foreign born. 

Entered 1990 to March 2000 . 
Naturalized citizen. 

100.0 Not a citizen. 
5.5 

10.6 
26.3 
28.2 

8.7 
13.8 

REGION OF BIRTH OF FOREIGN BORN 
Total (excluding born at sea) .......... , .. . 

Europe. 
Asia. 
Africa '. 

7.0 Oceania. 
Latin America. 

(X) Northem America .. 

(X) LANGUAGE SPOKEN AT HOME 

100.0 
22.1 
58.5 

1.9 
6.2 
5.0 

11.3 
6.2 

100.0 
35.0 

100.0 
17.3 

100.0 
9.1 

100_0 
18.2 

(XJ 
81.8 

(XJ 
100,0 

41.5 

100.0 
50.2 
47.1 
25.8 
21_3 
12.6 
8.7 
2.7 

Population 5 years and over ....... . 
English only . 
Language other than English. 

Speak English less than "very well" . 
Spanish. 

Speak English Jess than "very well" . 
Other Indo-European languages. 

Speak English less than "very well" . 
Asian and Paciftc Island languages. 

Speak English less than "very well" . 

ANCESTRY (single or multiple) 
Total population ............ . 
lotal ancestries reported .. 

Arab. 
Czech 1 

. 

Danish. 
Dutch 
English. 
French (except Basque)1. 
French Canadian 1 • 

German. 
Greek. 
Hungarian. 
Jrish1

. 

Italian. 
Lithuanian. 
Norwegian. 
Polish. 
Portuguese 
Russian. 
Scotch-Irish .. 
Scottish. 
Slovak 
Subsaharan African. 
Swedish. 
Swiss. 
Ukrainian _ 
United States or American 
Welsh. 
West Indian (excluding Hispanic groups)_ 
Other ancestries . . ..... _ .. 

Number Percent 

102,919 
93,886 
92,717 
55,728 
36,989 

1,169 
9,093 
4,538 
2,985 
6,108 

9,093 
1,467 
1,172 

34 
58 

5,360 
1,002 

96,271 
85,002 
11,275 
6,069 
8,255 
4,964 
1,758 

542 
1,104 

496 

102,979 
111,218 

121 
689 

1,431 
4,047 

13,983 
3,800 
1,060 

16,833 
209 
189 

11,372 
2,665 

128 
9,407 
1,171 

241 
548 

2,598 
3,664 

136 
46 

5,269 
515 
325 

5,351 
1.040 

18 
24,362 

100.0 
91.2 
90.0 
54.1 
35.9 

1.1 
8.8 
4.4 
2.9 
5.9 

100.0 
16.1 
12.9 
0.4 
0.6 

58.9 
11.0 

100.0 
883 
11.7 
6.3 
8.6 
5.2 
1.8 
0.6 
1.1 
0.5 

100.0 
108.0 

0.1 
0.7 
1.4 
39 

13.6 
3,7 
10 

16.3 
0.2 
0.2 

11.0 
2.6 
0.1 
9.1 
1.1 
0.2 
0.5 
2.5 
3.6 
0.1 

5.1 
0.5 
0.3 
5.2 
1.0 

23.7 

'The data represent a combination of two ancestries shown separately in Summary File 3. Czech includes Czechoslovakian. French includes Alsa
tian. French Canadian includes Acadian/Cajun. Irish includes Celtic 

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census 2000. 
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April 1 Population of Cities, Towns, and Counties 

Used for Allocation of Selected State Revenues 

State of Washington _ Caution: Annual change may not be valid due to corrections and data changes. Estimates for individual years may not be 

comparable. Estimates in this series are not revised based on information that becomes available after the estimate date. 

Evaluate growth by looking at the growth between the last census and most current estimate. 

County Census Estimate Estimate Estimate Estimate Estimate 

Munici~alill' 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 

Pacific continued 
Raymond 2,975 2,975 2,985 2,960 2,970 2,975 

South Bend 1,807 1,805 1,790 1,775 1,760 1,755 

Pend Oreille 11,732 11,800 11,800 11,800 11,900 12,200 

Unincorporated 8,735 8,710 8,735 8,810 6,920 9,210 

Incorporated 2,997 3,090 3,065 2,990 2,980 2,990 

Cusick 212 210 210 205 210 210 

Jone 479 475 465 440 425 425 

Metaline 162 160 160 160 160 160 

Metaline Falls 223 225 225 220 220 220 

Newport 1,921 2,020 2,005 1,965 1,965 1,975 

Pierce 700,818 $ 713,398 $ 724,998 $ 733,700 744,000 755,900 
Unincorporated 315,359 $ 323,741 $ 329,124$ 332,980 339,477 345,940 

Incorporated 385,459 $ 369,657 $ 395,874 $ 400,720 404,523 409,960 
Auburn part 146 565 1,040 1,465 2,465 3,930 
Bonney Lake 9,687 9,980 12,360 12,950 13,740 14,370 
Buckley 4,145 4,330 4,410 4,505 4,510 4,515 

Carbonado 621 650 • 647 655 + 658 + 645 + 

DuPont 2,452 2,855 3,295 3,685 4,425 5,410 

• Eatonville 2,012 2,040 2,070 2,095 2,165 2,330 

Edgewood 9,089 9,220 9,320 9,405 9,440 9,460 
Enumclaw part 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Fife 4,784 4,820 4,815 4,905 4,885 4,855 

Fircrest 5,868 5,890 5,925 5,935 5,995 6,080 

Gig Harbor 6,465 6,485 6,540 6,655 6,680 6,765 

Lakewood 58,293 $ 58,272 $ 58,662 $ 58,940 59,010 58,850 

Milton part 4,981 5,005 5,180 5,205 5,225 5,285 

Orting 3,931 $ 4,186 $ 4,060 4,295 4,440 4,820 

Pacific part 154 145 145 140 135 130 

Puyallup 33,014 33,900 34,920 35,490 35,690 35,830 

Roy 260 367 • 865 870 865 865 

Ruston 738 740 740 745 745 745 

South Prairie 382 430 • 440 440 435 440 

Steilacoom 6,049 6,085 6,095 6,120 6,160 6,175 

Sumner 8,504 8,585 8,670 8,780 8,835 8,940 

Tacoma 193,556 194,500 194,900 196,300 196,800 198.100 

University Place 29,933 30,190 30,350 30,720 30,800 30,980 

Wilkeson 395 417 • 425 420 420 440 

San Juan 14,077 14,400 14,600 14,800 15,100 15,500 

Unincorporated 12,088 $ 12,380 12.555 12,760 13,025 13,350 

Incorporated 1,989 $ 2,020 2,045 2,040 2,075 2,150 
Fr"lday Harbor 1,989 $ 2,020 2,045 2,040 2,075 2.150 

Skagit 102,979 104,100 105,100 106,700 108,800 110,900 
Unincorporated 44,506 44,815 45,205 45,830 46.455 47,250 

Incorporated 56,473 59,285 59,895 60,870 62,345 63,650 

_Anacortes 14,557 14,840 14,910 15,110 15,470 15,700 

Burlington 6.157 6,995 7,190 7,315 7,425 7,550 

Concrete 790 790 790 780 785 815 

Office of Fmanclal Management. Forecasting DiVision June 28, 2005 



April 1 Population of Cities, Towns, and Counties 

Used for Allocation of Selected State Revenues 

State of Washington e Caution: Annualchange may not be valid due to corrections a~d data changes. Estimates for individual yearsmay not be 
comparable. Estrmates In this senes are not revised based on Information that becomes available aftl1r the estimate date. 

Evaluate growth by looking at the growth between the last census and most curreotestimate. 

County Census Estimate Estimate Estimate Estimate Estimate 
MuniciQality 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 

Skagit continued 
Hamilton 309 325 340 340 340 330 
La Conner 761 765 775 760 785 795 

Lyman 409 410 415 425 440 450 
Mount Vernon 26,232 26,460 26,670 27,060 27,720 28,210 
Sedro-Woolley 8,658 8.700 8,805 9,080 9,380 9,800 

Skamania 9,872 9,900 9,900 9,900 10,100 10,300 
Unincorporated 8,079 8,109 8,063 8,075 8,205 8,299 
Incorporated 1,793 1,791 1,837 1,825 1,895 2.001 
North Bonneville 593 586 + 627 615 685 • 741 • 

Stevenson 1,200 1,205 1,210 1,210 1,210 1.260 

Snohomish 606,024 618,600 628,000 637,500 644,800 655,800 
Unincorporated 291,142 294,088 300,460 305.730 309,418 315,390 
Incorporated 314,882 324,512 327,540 331,770 335,382 340,410 
ArlIngton 11,927 12,770 13,280 14,330 14,700 14,980 
Bothell part 13,965 14.160 14,490 14,660 14,680 14,750 
Brier 6,383 6,440 6,445 6,450 6,460 6,475 
Darrington 1,136 1,307 • 1,335 1,385 1,405 1,435 

e Edmonds 39,544 39,590 39,460 39,580 39,620 39,860 
Everett 91,488 95,990 96,070 95,470 96,640 97,500 
Gold Bar 2,014 2,035 2,055 2,075 2,075 2,085 
Granite Falls 2,347 2,540 2,760 2,915 3,010 3,060 
Index 157 160 160 160 157 155 
Lake Stevens 6,361 6,590 6,640 6,910 7,135 7,185 
Lynnwood 33,847 34,010 33,990 34,500 34,540 34,830 
Marysville 25,315 26,770 27,580 28,370 28,800 29,460 
Mill Creek 11,525 11,970 12,055 12,260 12,760 14,320 
Monroe 13,795 14,210 14,670 15,160 15,480 15,920 
Mountlake Terrace 20,362 20,370 20,470 20,380 20,390 20,390 
Mukilteo 18,019 18,340 18,520 19,190 19,220 19,360 
Snohomish 8,494 8,565 8,575 8,640 8,585 8,700 
Stanwood 3,923 3,975 4,085 4,190 4,315 4,580 
Sultan 3,344 3,775 3,910 4,095 4,135 4,225 
Woodway 936 945 990 1,050 1,075 1,140 

Spokane 417,939 422,400 425,600 428,600 432,000 436,300 
Unincorporated 199,019 $ 202}10 $ 201,453 119,844 120,726 121,848 
Incorporated 218,920 $ 219,690 $ 224,147 308,756 311,274 314,452 

Airway Heights 4,500 4,490 4,565 4,590 4,590 4,640 
Cheney 8,832 9,200 9,305 9,470 9,855 10,070 
Deer Park 3,017 3,035 3,045 3,055 3,045 3,100 
F almeld 494 591 • 590 586 + 576 + 589 + 
Latah 202 • 205 200 • 194 • 204 • 212 • 
Liberty Lake 4,480 @ 4,640 4,950 5,255 
Medical Lake 3,815 $ 3,877 $ 3,885 4,215 4,120 4,350 

e Millwood 1,649 1,650 1,655 1,655 1,645 1,645 
Rockford 413 509 • 500 533 + 511 + 484 + 
Spangle 240 295 • 290 275 + 297 + 269 + 

Office of FinanCial Management, Forecasting DiviSIOn June 26, 2005 
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uale: U I/UQI£UUb 

Time: 11:18:16 

Unit Locations 
Sedro Woolley 

~'amily Composition 
~Average Family Size 

Upper Skagit Tribal Housing Department 

Demographic Statistics Report 
Rentals - Project Summary 

HoH Count 
27 

Count 
2 

Non-Elderly Heads of Household 23 

Elderly Heads of Household (age 62 or older) 4 

Female Heads of Household 14 

Non-Elderly 13 

Elderly 1 

Male Heads of Household 13 

Non-Elderly 10 

Elderly 3 

Disabled/Handicapped Heads of Household 5 
Male 2 
Female 3 

Non-Minority Heads of Household 0 
Minority Heads of Household 27 

American Indian/Alaska Native 27 

# of Family' Members younger than 18 years 19 e of Families with children 12 

Tribal Members Composition 
Non-Native 10 
Cheam 1 
Chippewa 1 
Colville 1 
Muckleshoot 1 

N/A 2 
Nez Perce 2 
Nooksack 1 
Ojibwe- Leech Lake B 1 
Oneida 1 
Quileute 1 
Sa uk Suattle 1 
Swinomish 2 
Upper Skagit 37 

Income Source Annual Amount 
Child Support $2,149 
General Assistance $7,332 
Indian Trust/Per Capita $25,509 

411ither Nonwage Sources $99,378 
3I $50,856 

Social Security $40,543 
TANF (formerly .I"FOC) $39,684 
Other Wage $116,965 

Total All Income Sources $382,416 

Page: 1 

Percent Fam Count Percent 
100 62 100 

Percent Avg Age 

85 42 

15 74 

52 45 

93 44 

7 63 

48 49 

77 40 

23 77 

19 50 

40 50 

60 50 

0 

100 

100 

8 

44 

16 

2 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

2 

2 
2 

2 

2 

3 

60 

Percent Count Percent 
0.6 2 3 

1.9 2 3 

6.7 17 28 

26.0 9 15 

13.3 10 16 

10.6 5 8 

10.4 7 11 

30.6 9 15 

100 61 100 



LJd\t:. \.J IIl1QILU\.JQ 

Time: 11 :18:16 

Average Income 

Upper Skagit Tribal Housing Department 

Demographic Statistics Report 
Rentals - Project Summary 

$14,163 

_n.verage 

w.verage 

Tenant Rent (per month) 

TTP (rent + utilities per 

$96 

month) $217 

Length of Time On Program 
Less than 1 years 

Less than 2 years 

Less than 3 years 

Less than 4 years 

Less than 5 years 

More than 5 years 

Broad Range of Income 
$0 - $5,000 

$5,000 - $10,000 

$10,000 - $15,000 
$15,000 - $20,000 

$20,000 - $25,000 

More than $25,000 

Income Levels 
Extremely Low-All 

Very Low-All 

Low-All 

Other-All 

.,.xtremely Low-Elderly 

Wery Low-Elderly 
Low-Elderly 

Other-Elderly 

Count 
5 

6 

3 

4 

4 

5 

Count 
1 

12 

6 

1 

3 

4 

Count 
21 

2 

3 

1 

3 

0 
1 

0 

Page: 2 

Percent 
19 

22 

11 
15 

15 

19 

Percent 
4 

44 
22 

4 

11 

15 

Percent 
78 

7 

11 

4 



uate: V1JUbILUUb 

Time: 11:19:14 
Upper Skagit Tribal Housing Department 

Demographic Statistics Report 
Mutual Help· Project Summary 

Unit Locations 
Sedro Woolley 

~'amily Composition 
~Average Family Size 

Non-Elderly Heads of Household 

Elderly Heads of Household (age 62 or older) 

Female Heads of Household 

Non-Elderly 

Elderly 

Male Heads of Household 

Non-Elderly 

Elderly 

Disabled/Handicapped Heads of Household 

Nale 

Female 

Non-Minority Heads of Household 

Minority Heads of Household 

American Indian/Alaska Native 

of Family Members younger than 18 years 

of Families with children 

Tribal Members Composition 

Non-Native 

Kootenai 

Lununi 
N/A 

Quileute 

Samish 
S~ .... inomish 

Tulalip 

Upper Skagi t 

IncomQ Source 
Child Support 

Indian Trust/Per Capita 

Other Nonwage Sources 

SSI 

Social Security 

TANF (formerly AFDC) 

Unemployment Benefits 

Other Wage 

Total All Income Sources 

ttverage Income 

Average Tenant Rent (per month) 

Average TTP (rent + utilities per month) 

HoH Count 

Annual 

43 

Count 
3 

35 

8 

24 

20 

4 

19 

15 

4 

2 
(J 

2 

1 

42 

42 

52 

27 

6 

4 

6 

13 

1 

1 

4 

3 

101 

Amount 
$10,885 

$59,050 

$28,488 

$63,180 

$33,434 

$28,960 

$21,355 

$1,309,988 

$1,555,340 

$36,170 

$190 

$429 

Page: 1 

Percent Fam Count Percent 
100 139 100 

Percent Avg Age 

81 40 

19 71 

56 44 

83 39 

17 71 

44 47 

79 41 

21 71 

5 75 

0 a 
100 75 

2 

98 

98 

9 

63 

4 

3 

4 

9 

1 

1 

3 

2 

73 

Percent Count Percent 

0.7 4 3 

3.8 40 33 

1.8 5 4 

4.1 11 9 

2.1 8 7 

1.9 5 4 

1.4 2 2 

84.2 46 38 

100 121 100 



ucne: V IIUOJLUUb 

Time: 11:19:14 

Length of Time On 
Less than 1 years e,ess than 2 years 

.ess than 3 years 

Less than 4 years 
Less than 5 years 

More than 5 years 

Program 

Broad Range of Income 
$0 - $5,000 

$5,000 - $10,000 

$10,000 - $15,000 

$15,000 - $20,000 

$20,000 - $25,000 

More than $25,000 

Income Levels 
Extremely Low-All 

Very LOW-All 

Low-All 

0ther-)Ul 

Sxtremely Low-Elderly 

Very Low-Elderly 

Low-Elderly 

Other-Elderl y 

Upper Skagit Tribal Housing Department 

Demographic Statistics Report 
Mutual Help - Project Summary 

Count 
2 

o 
2 

1 

2 

36 

Count 
o 
5 

2 

3 

5 

28 

Count 
8 

8 

13 
14 

2 

3 

2 

1 

Percent 

5 

o 
5 

2 

5 

84 

Percent 
o 

12 

5 

7 

12 

65 

Percent 
19 

19 

30 

33 

Page: 2 



Uate: U110612006 

Time: 11:21:14 
Upper Skagit Tribal Housing Department 

Demographic Statistics Report 
Section 8 - Project Summary 

Unit Locations 
Anacortes 

_ '<.ellingham 

.-,urlington 
Concrete 

Everett 
Ferndale 

Hamilton 

Lake Stevens 

Lynden 

Lynnwood 
Marysville 

Mount Vernon 

Sedro Woolley 

Total All Locations 

Family Composition 
Average Family Size 

Non-Elderly Heads of Household 

:;1 :.o-:1:'1y Heads of Household (age 62 O[ older) 

~emale Heads of Household 

Non-Elderly 

Elderly 

_ale Heads of Household 

Non-Elderly 

Elderly 

Disabled/Handicapped Heads of Household 

Nale 

Female 

Non-Minority Heads of Household 
Minority Heads of Household 

American Indian/Alaska Native 

Hispanic 

# of Family Members younger than 18 years 

# of Families with children 

Tribal Members Composition 

Non-Native 
Alaskan 
Apache 

Blackfeet 

Choeta',·, 

_"'[OVo,. Creek 

_umrnl 

N/A 
Nooksack 

Sioux 

Northern Cheyenne 

Quileute 

HoH Count 
1 

8 

4 

1 

7 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

4 

14 

12 

57 

Count 
3 

54 
3 

42 

40 

2 

15 

14 

1 

4 

1 

3 

1 

56 

55 

1 

76 

37 

85 

1 

1 

5 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

1 

1 

Percent 
2 

14 

7 

2 

12 

4 

2 

2 

2 

2 

7 

25 

21 

100 

Percent 

95 

5 

74 

95 

5 

26 

93 

7 

7 

25 

75 

2 

98 

96 

2 

65 

49 

I 

1 

3 

1 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

Fam Count 
2 

21 

14 

1 

17 

8 

2 

5 

6 

3 

17 

43 

33 

172 

Avg Age 

39 

74 

41 

39 

76 

41 

39 
71 

41 

46 

41 

8 

Page: 1 

Percent 
1 

12 
8 

1 

10 
5 

1 

3 

3 

2 
10 
25 

19 
100 



Uate: 01/06/2006 
Time: 11:21:14 

Swinomish 

Tlingit 

.,ulalip 

"~pper Skagit 
Yakama Nation 

Income Source 
Child Support 

General Assistance 

Indian Trust/Per Capita 

Other: Nonv;age Sources 

SSI 

Social Security 

TANF (formerly AFDC) 

Unemployment Benefits 

Other Wage 
Total All Income Sources 

Upper Skagit Tribal Housing Department 

Demographic Statistics Report 
Section 8 • Project Summary 

2 

9 

3 

52 

2 

Annual Amount 
$24,160 

$12,324 

$35,988 

$16,934 

$47,775 

$46,821 

$97,380 

$5,772 

$360,863 

$648,017 

1 

5 

2 

30 

1 

Percent 
3.7 

1.9 

5.6 

2.6 

7.4 

7.2 

15.0 

0.9 

55.7 

100 

Public Assistance is the sole source of income for 9% of households. 

Households that are working comprise 33% of households. 

I:.:f Lhe working households, 11% of households also receive TANF. 

Average Income 

Average Tenant Rent (per month) 

Average TTP (rent + utilities per month) 

_angth of Time On Program 
ess than 1 years 

Less than 2 year-s 

Less than 3 years 

Less than 4 years 

Less than 5 years 

More than 5 years 

Broad Range of Income 
$0 - $5,000 

$5,000 - S10,000 

$10,000 - $15,000 

$15,000 - $20,000 

$20,000 - $25,000 

More than $25,000 

Income Levels 
Extremely Low-All 

Very Low-All 
LOv-I-AII 

Other-All 

Extremely Low-Elderly 

Very Low-Elderly 

A°v-I-Elderl'J.! 

_ther-Elderly 

$11,368 

$160 

$243 

Count 
23 

13 

8 

5 
2 

6 

count 
13 
11 

7 

" , 
7 

5 

Count 
40 

14 

2 

1 

2 

1 

0 

0 

Percent 
40 

23 

14 

9 

4 

11 

Percent 
25 

26 

13 

13 

13 

9 

Percent 
70 

25 

4 

2 

Page: 2 

Count Percent 

6 6 

3 3 

24 22 

17 16 

9 8 

9 8 

17 16 

1 1 

23 21 

109 100 
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RECEIVED 

FEB 2 8 2005 

State of Washington BY: 
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE tB-!-,=====l 

Mall'lng Add,ess: 600 Capitol Way N· Olympia, WA 98501-1091 • (360) 902-2200, TDD (360) 902-2207 
Main Office Location: Natural Resources Buifding .. 1111 Washington Street SE· Olympia, WA 

Date: >'8 2.'J Z005 

Dear Habitats and Species Requester: 

Enclosed are the habitats and species products you requested from the Washington Department 
of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW). This package may also contain documentation to help you 
understand and use these products. 

These products only include information that WDFW maintains in a computer database. They 
are not an attempt to provide you with an official agency response as to the impacts of your 
project on fish and wildlife, nor are they designed to provide you with guidance on interpreting 
this information and determining how to proceed in consideration of fish and wildlife. These 
products only document the location of important fish and wildlife resources to the best of our 
knowledge. It is important to note that habitats or species may occur on the ground in areas not 
currently known to WDFW biologists, or in areas for which comprehensive surveys have not 
been conducted. Site-specific surveys are frequently necessary to rule out the presence of 
priority habitats or species . 

Your project may require further field inspection or you may need to contact our field biologists 
or others in WDFW to assist you in interpreting and applying this information. Generally, for 
assistance on a specific project, you should contact the WDFW Habitat Program Manager for 
your county and ask for the area habitat biologist for your project area_ Refer to the enclosed 
directory for those contacts. 

Please note that sections potentially impacted by spotted owl management concerns are 
displayed on the 1 :24,000 scale standard map products. If specific details on spotted owl site 
centers are required they must be requested separately. 

These products are designed for users external to the forest practice permit process and as 
such, does not reflect all the information pertinent to forest practice review. The Forest Practice 
Rules adopted August 22, 1997 by the Forest Practice Board and administered by the 
Washington Department of Natural Resources require forest practice applications to be 
screened against marbled murrelet detection areas and detection sections. Marbled murrelet 
detection locations are included in the standard priority habitats and species products, but the 
detection areas and detection sections are not included .. If your project is affected by Forest 
Practice Regulations, you should specially request murrelet detection areas. 

WDFW updates this information as additional data become available. Because fish and wildlife 
species are mobile and because habitats and species information changes, project reviews for 
fish and wildlife should not rest solely on mapped information. Instead, they should also 
consider new information gathered from current field investigations. Remember, habitats and 
species information can only show that a species or habitat type is present, they cannot show 
that a species or habitat type is not present. These products should not be used for future 
projects. Please obtain updates rather than use outdated information. 



Because of the high volume of requests for information that WDFW receives, we need to charge for 
these products to recover some of our costs. Enclosed is an invoice itemizing the costs for your 
request and instructions for submitting payment. 

Please note that sensitive information (e.g., threatened and/or endangered species) may be 
included in this request. These species are vulnerable to disturbances and harassment. In order to 
protect the viability of these species we request that you not disseminate the information as to their 
whereabouts. Please refer to these species presence in general terms. For example: "A Peregrine 
Falcon is located within two miles of the project area". 

If your request required a Sensitive Fish and Wildlife Information Release Agreement and you or 
your organization has one on file, please refer to that document for conditions regarding release of 
this information. 

For more information on WDFW you may visit our web sitewww.wdfw.wa.govorvisitthe Priority 
Habitats and Species site at www.wdfw.wa.gov/hab/phspage.htm . 

For information on the state's endangered, threatened, and sensitive plants as well as high quality 
wetland and terrestrial ecosystems, please contact the Washington Department of Natural 
Resources, Natural Heritage Program at PO Box 47014, Olympia Washington 98504-7014, by 
phone (360) 902-1667 or visit the web site at www.dnr.wa.gov/nhp . 

If you have any questions or problems with the information you received please call me at (360) 
902-2543 or fax (360) 902-2946. 

Sincerely, 

Lori Guggenmos, GIS Programmer 
Priority Habitats and Species 

Enclosures 



WASHINGTON DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE 
REGIONAL HABITAT PROGRAM MANAGER CONTACTS 

For assistance with Priority Habitats and Species Information contact a regional 
habitat program manger and they will direct your questions to a biologist. 

County project is in ... 

Asotin, Columbia, Ferry, Garfield Lincoln, 
Pend Oreille, Spokane, Stevens, Walla Walla, 
Whitman 

Adams, Chelan, Douglas, Grant, Okanogan 

Benton, Franklin, Kittitas, Yakima 

Island, King, San Juan, Skagit, Snohomish, 
Whatcom 

Clark, Cowlitz, Klickitat, Lewis, Skamania, 
Wahkiakum 

Clallam, Grays Harbor, Jefferson, Kitsap, Mason, 
Pacific, Pierce, Thurston 

Contact... 

Kevin Robinette 
8702 North Division Street 
Spokane, WA 99218-1199 
Phone: (509) 456-4082 

Tracy Lloyd 
1550 Alder Street NW 
Ephrata, WA 98823-9699 
Phone: (509) 754-4624 

Ted Clausing 
1701 24th Avenue 
Yakima, WA 98902-5720 
Phone: (509) 575-2740 

Rich Costello 
16018 Mill Creek Blvd. 
Mill Creek, WA 98012-1296 
Phone: (425) 775-1311 

Steve Manlow 
2108 Grand Blvd. 
Vancouver, WA 98661 
Phone: (360) 696-6211 

Steve Kalinowski 
48 Devonshire Road 
Montesano, WA 98563-9618 
Phone: (360) 249-4628 
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United States Department of the Interior 

Bureau of Indian Affairs 
Puget Sound Agency 

2707 Colby Ave. - Suite 1101 
Everett, Washington 98201-3665 

(425) 258-2651 

Honorable Marilyn Scott, Chairperson 
Upper Skagit Tribal Council 
25944 Community Plaza 
Sedro Woolley, W A 98284 

ATTN: Doreen Malony & Carol Bentskin 

Dear Chairperson Scott: 

July 19, 2006 

As Doreen requested, the updated traffic count for N. Darrk Lane is enclosed. A 6-day 
traffic count was used, rather than our normal 3-day mid-week count to catch the 
additional weekend use of the employee parking lot. This was discussed with John 
LaVerdure at the NWRO. This count should supplement the "winter" count that was 
transmitted during January, 2006. 

If you have any questions, please call James Hagen, Highway Engineer - PSA at (425) 
258-2651. 

cc: Joseph Bonga, BIA - NWRO 

Sincerely, 

~k~ 
Judith R. Joseph 
Superintendent 



785 ______ ~--------------~----------------~1 
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TRIBE 

LUMMI 
MUCKLESHOOT 
NISQUALLY 
NOOKSACK 
PORT GAMBLE S'K. 
PUYALLUP 
SAMISH 
SAUK SUIATTLE 
SNOQUALMIE 
STILLAGUAMISH 
SUQUAMISH PM 
SWINOMISH 
TULALIP 
UPPER SKAGIT 

• No Roads Now 

SEASONAL FACTOR IS.F.) 

SEASONAL FACTORS FOR TRAFFIC COUNTS 
7/2/04 JAH Rev. 3 - 5/30/2006 

WSDOT WSDOT 
SEASONAL I-S COUN1 URBAN 
FACTOR (SF) P-1 GR-02 

MONTH 
GR-05 JANUARY 1.02 1.04 
GR-OS FEBRUARY 1.01 0.98 
GR-05 MARCH 1.01 0.98 
GR-05 APRIL 0.9S 0.94 
GR-OS MAY 0.95 0.92 
GR-02 JUNE 0.92 0.9 
LATER' JULY 0.92 0.92 
GR-OS AUGUST 0.91 0.9 
LATER' SEPTEMBER 0.98 0.92 
GR-05 OCTOBER 0.99 0.94 
GR-OS NOVEMBER 1.03 0.98 

SHEET 3 

(WEEKDAY) 

WSDOT NWRO 
RURAL RURAL 
GR-OS WEST 

1.23 1.S 
1\12 1.SS 
H2 1.27 
1.02 1.09 
0.99 0.98 
0~.93 0.9 
0,86 0.84 
0;86 0.81 
0,9S 0.89 
1.02 1.02 
1.08 1.17 

GR-OS DECEMBER 1.01 1 . 1,14 1.28 
GR-05 
GR-OS 

Annual Sum 11.7 11.42 12.32 13.3 

Default Values: Ref. Pg. 43124 of Fed. Register 7/19/04, Table 2 

IRR Class Cur. ADT Fut. ADT 
1 Proposed NA NIA 
2 100 149 
3 25 37 
4 SO 74 
5 50 74 
6 50 74 
7 50 74 
8 20 30 



• ADT Cross Check Worksheet 
By: John Wright Date: 7/18/2006 

Location: N. Darrk Ln 

ADT Trucks Defaults 
Day1 Tue 7/11 444 82 none 
Day2 Wed 7/12 392 76 none 
Day3 Thur 7/13 1009 96 none 
Day4 1352 133 
Day5 1450 98 
Day6 832 123 
Day7 
Day8 
Day9 

• Day10 
Total 

Trucks 

Seasonal ~~r-·tml 

AADT 

Note: All counts less than 25 are recorded as 25. 

• 
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• 
The Tribe resides completely 1fithin the State of Washington and Skagit County. It iG also within tbe 2nd Congressional District. 
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BOW HiLL RESERVATION AREA 

Figure 1-2 
UPPER SKAGIT RESERVATION 



~SERV 

:OAD 
:OUTE 

.me 
12:AM 

01:00 
02:00 
03:00 
04:00 
05:00 
06:00 
07:00 
08:00 
09:00 
10:00 
11:00 

12:PM 
01:00 
02:00 
03:00 
04:00 
05:00 
06:00 
07:00 
08:00 
09:00 
10:00 
11:00 

er. 
r' 

• 

: UPPER SKAGIT 
: N. DARRK LANE 
: 10 

Total 
• 
* 
* 
• 
* 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

28 
36 
28 
31 
34 
27 
20 
25 
22 
18 
14 
10 
5 

298 

Bikes 
• 
• 
• 
* 
* 
• 
* 
• 
* 
* 
• 
2 

4 
2 
3 
o 
o 
I 
3 
o 
3 
1 
2 

22 

7.4 

2 
Cars 8L 

Tlrs 
• 

• 
• 
• 
* 
• 
• 
• 
• 

16 
15 
10 
15 
19 
14 
13 
11 
10 
10 
9 
7 
3 

152 

51.0 

Data File: PSA N DARRRK LN 

3 
2 Axle 

Long 

• 
• 
• 
* 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
* 
4 

10 
10 
6 
9 

10 
4 
9 
7 
4 
2 
I 
o 

76 

25.5 

4 

Buses 
• 
* 

* 
• 
* 
* 

• 
• 
• 
o 
o 
o 
3 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

1.0 

RESERVATION 
JHAGEN 

Direction: N +S 

5 6 
2 Axle 
6 Tire 

• 
• 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
3 
7 
3 
4 
2 
2 
I 
4 
2 
4 
o 
o 
o 

32 

10.7 

3 Axle 
Single 

• 

• 
• 

• 
• 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
I 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

0.3 

7 
4 Axle 
Single 

• 
• 

• 
• 
• 

• 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

0.0 

'8 
<SAx) 
Double 

* 
* 

• 
• 

* 
• 
• 
• 
3 
2 
I 

I 
o 
2 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

10 

3.4 

9 
5 Axle 

Double 

• 
• 

• 

* 
• 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
I 
o 

OJ 

10 
>6Axl 
Double 

• 
* 
• 
* 
* 
• 
• 
* 
• 
• 
• 
o 
I 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

0.3 

Site: PSAUSIRDARKL 
Date: 07/10/06 

11 
<6Ax1 
Multi 

• 
• 
* 
* 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

0.0 

12 
6 Axle 
Multi 

• 
• 
* 
• 
• 
• 
• 
* 
* 
* 
* 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

0.0 

13 
>6Ax1 

Multi 
• 
• 
• 
• 
* 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

0.0 
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RESERVATION 
JHAGEN 

ESERV : UPPER SKAGIT Site: PSAUSIRDARKL 

OAD : N. DARRK LANE Date: 07/11106 

OUTE : 10 Direction: N +S e. 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 JO II 12 13 
Can; & 2 Axle 2 Axle 3 Axle 4 Axle <5 AxI 5 Axle >6Ax1 <6AxI 6 Axle >6AxI 

ime Total Bikes TITS Lon. Buses 6 Tire Single Single Double Double Double Multi Multi Mu1ti 
l2:AM 3 0 1 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

01:00 4 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

02:00 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

03:00 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I 0 0 0 0 

04:00 4 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

05:00 10 0 5 2 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

06:00 4 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

07:00 15 0 3 5 0 4 0 0 2 I 0 0 0 0 

08:00 15 0 9 4 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

09:00 25 2 9 5 3 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
10:00 36 0 16 !3 2 4 0 0 I 0 0 0 0 0 

11:00 43 21 16 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

12:PM 30 2 15 6 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

01:00 35 0 17 II 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

02:00 31 0 12 16 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

03:00 36 2 22 7 0 4 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

04:00 29 0 15 7 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
05:00 21 0 IQ 5 0 5 0 0 0 I 0 0 0 0 

06:00 19 4 8 4 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
07:00 28 I 14 8 0 4 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
08:00 15 3 9 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

09:00 13 2 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
10:00 14 3 5 4 0 I 0 0 0 0 I 0 0 0 

11:00 II 5 4 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
aily 444 28 209 125 6 64 2 0 6 3 0 0 0 

atals 4 q~ 

;~ • 6.3 47.1 28.2 1.4 14.4 0.5 0.0 1.4 0.7 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 

• 
D,t, File: PSA N DARRRK LN Printed: 7/1812006 Page: 2 



ESERV : UPPER SKAGIT 

OAD :N.DARRKLANE 

RESERV A nON 
J HAGEN 

OUTE : 10 Direction: N +S 

.-----.---c-!,o-&--2 ~Ie 4 2 ~e 3 ~e 4 ~Ie 

.me Total Bikes Tlrs Long Buses 6 Tire Single Single 
~l2~:AM~-~~6---2°----I'--~~2~~~~0--- I 0 0 

01 :00 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 
02:00 4 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 
03:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
04:00 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 
05:00 8 0 3 2 0 3 0 0 
06:00 9 0 6 3 0 0 0 0 
07:00 10 0 6 2 0 2 0 0 
08:00 15 10 I 0 2 0 0 
\l9:00 23 0 II 5 3 3 0 
10:00 35 I 17 6 2 8 0 0 
!L:OO 20 2 10 4 0 3 0 0 

12:PM 24 I 14 3 0 3 0 0 
01:00 29 5 II 6 0 4 0 0 
02:00 33 I 20 8 0 2 0 0 
03:00 29 0 16 6 0 6 0 0 
04:00 26 3 14 5 0 4 0 0 
05:00 26 2 14 3 0 7 0 0 
06:00 30 3 15 9 0 3 0 0 
07:00 20 0 10 6 0 4 0 0 
08:00 23 3 16 3 0 1 0 0 
09:00 4 0 3 I 0 0 0 0 
10:00 6 0 5 I 0 0 0 0 
!L:OO 6 0 I 3 0 2 0 0 

laily 392 24 213 79 5 58 0 

otal, li) 1 fa 

ere n 
6.1 543 20.2 1.3 14.8 0.3 0.0 

• 
Data File: PSA N DARRRK LN 

8 
<5Axl 
Double 
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o 
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o 
o 
I 
o 
I 
1 
3 
3 
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o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

12 

3.1 

9 
5 Axle 

Double 
o 
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o 
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o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

0.0 

\0 
>6Axl 
Double 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

0.0 

Site: PSAUSIRDARKL 

Date: 07112/06 

11 12 13 
<6 Axl 6 Axle >6 Ax! 

Multi Multi Multi 
o 0 0 
000 
o 0 0 
000 
000 
000 
o 0 0 
o 0 0 
o 0 0 
o 0 0 
000 
000 
000 
000 
o 0 0 
000 
000 
000 
o 0 0 
000 
o 0 0 
000 
000 
o 0 0 
000 

0.0 0.0 0.0 

Printed: 7/18/2006 P~e: 3 
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RESERVATION 
JHAGEN 

ESERV : UPPER SKAGIT Site: PSAUSIRDARKL 

OAD : N. DARRK LANE Dale: 07113/06 
OUTE :10 Direction: N +S • 2 3 4 5 6 7 & 9 10 1\ 12 \3 

Cars & 2 Axle 2 Axle 3 Axle 4 Axle <SAxI 5 Axle ~Ax1 <6Ax1 6 Axle ~Ax1 

une Total Bikes Tlrs Long Buses 6 Tire Single Single Double Double Double Multi Multi Multi 
[2:AM I 0 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
01:00 3 2 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
02:00 4 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
03:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
04:00 9 I 7 0 0 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
05:00 12 0 5 2 0 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
06:00 32 0 14 17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
07:00 42 0 21 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
08:00 52 4 27 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
09:00 30 2 12 12 I 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
10:00 49 3 22 16 0 6 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
11:00 57 23 28 I 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I2:PM 55 9 16 21 2 6 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
01:00 58 6 21 21 0 5 I 0 J 0 0 0 0 I 
02:00 71 5 40 18 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
03:00 65 6 32 22 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
04:00 77 4 45 22 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
05:00 6\ I 34 19 3 0 0 2 \ 0 0 0 0 
06:00 66 8 34 17 0 2 0 0 2 0 3 0 0 0 
07:00 62 0 42 13 I 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
08:00 53 26 24 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
09:00 49 6 23 15 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
\0:00 49 0 \8 28 0 2 0 0 0 0 \ 0 0 0 
11:00 52 I 24 26 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

JaiJy 1.009 62 490 361 
l;.6 ~~ 

5 0 II I 4 0 0 
otals ;'. 6.1 48.6 35.8 0~6 6.7 0.5 O~O II 0.1 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.1 

• 
----~---

Data File: PSA N DARRRK LN 
~~~-~ ... --~~---------~---------cc-:-:=--,---c-----

Printed: 7/1812006 Plll!e: 4 
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RESERVATION 
JHAGEN 

ESERV : UPPER SKAGIT Site: PSAUSIRDARKL 
OAD : N. DARRK LANE Dale: 07114/06 
OUTE :10 Direction: N +S 

". 2 3 4 . 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 
Cars & 2 Axle 2 Axle 3 Axle 4 Axle <5 Axl 5 Axle >6Axl <6Axl 6A;<1e >6Axl 

Ime Total Bikes Tlrs Long Buses 6 Tire Single Single Double Double Double Multi Multi Multi 
12:AM 31 0 13 15 I 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
01:00 47 23 20 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
02:00 41 21 16 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
03:00 34 0 19 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
04:00 21 8 11 0 I 0 () 0 0 0 0 0 0 
05:00 19 4 9 5 0 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
06:00 19 0 8 II 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
07:00 54 28 23 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
08:00 49 25 15 0 5 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 
09:00 61 0 23 27 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
10:00 70 6 27 23 9 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 
11:00 61 3 31 19 2 5 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 

12:PM 65 3 24 23 2 12 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
OLOO 67 5 37 21 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
02:00 91 4 44 31 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
03:00 80 7 39 23 7 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 
04:00 82 3 42 25 I 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
05:00 87 5 49 26 0 6 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
06:00 68 7 32 24 0 4 0 0 I 0 0 0 0 0 
07:00 81 11 45 21 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
08:00 56 2 34 ]6 0 4 0 a 0 0 a 0 0 0 
09:00 58 3 29 24 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
10:00 65 3 36 25 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
11:00 45 5 20 18 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
~-l~- 76 666 477 , 10 105 2 0 14 2 0 0 0 0 

olals l> \ ,...~ 'L, 
, J ~; 

"Ctt 5.6 49.3 35.3 0.7 7.8 0.1 0.0 1.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
'1 

• 
Data File: PSA N DARRRK LN Printed: 711812006 Page: 5 



RESERVATION 
JHAGEN 

ESERV : UPPER SKAGIT Site: PSAUSIRDARKL 

DAD : N. DARRK LANE Date: 07/15/06 
DUTE :10 Direction: N +S =- 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 

Cars & 2 Axle 2 Axle 3 Axle 4 Axle <5Ax1 5 Axle >6Ax1 <6Ax1 6 Axle >6Ax1 

me Total Bikes llrs Long Buses 6 Tire Single Single Double Double Double MuHi Multi Muhi 
2:AM 25 1 13 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
01:00 39 3 23 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
02:00 36 1 15 19 0 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

03:00 19 I 7 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
04:00 24 2 10 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
05:00 43 7 23 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
06:00 53 5 26 22 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
07:00 47 1 23 19 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 
08:00 55 25 22 2 2 2 0 0 0 I 0 0 0 
09:00 43 9 28 0 3 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
10:00 61 0 29 24 1 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
11:00 75 3 32 31 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

12:PM 60 1 29 27 I 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
01:00 53 2 16 29 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
02:00 116 4 61 37 0 II 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
03:00 109 8 59 32 2 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
04:00 94 4 52 28 I 8 0 0 I 0 0 0 0 0 
05:00 72 I 44 24 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
06:00 106 5 60 35 0 4 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 
07:00 61 6 34 16 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
08:00 76 10 46 17 1 I 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
09:00 67 2 41 24 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
10:00 66 7 35 21 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
11:00 50 1 25 23 0 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

lai\y 1.450 77 137 538 8 73 4 0 8 2 0 I I 

otals ~) 01,5 er. 5.3 50.8 37.1 0.6 5.0 0.3 0.0 0.6 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.1 

f' . 

• 
Data File: PSA N DARRRK LN 

.._---._--_._-------------::-
Printed: 7/18/2006 Page: 6 
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RESERV ATION 
1 HAGEN 

ESERV : UPPER SKAGIT Site: PSAUSIRDARKL 
DAD : N. DARRK LANE Date: 07116106 
DUTE : 10 Direction: N +s =- 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 

C""'& 2 Axle 2 Axle 3 Axle 4 Axle <5AxI 5 Axle >6Ax1 <6AxI 6 Axle >6Ax1 
me Total Bikes Tlrs Long Buses 6 Tire SinJ!le Single Double Double Double Multi Multi Multi 
2:AM 32 0 17 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
01:00 50 II 25 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
02:00 59 2 40 17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
03:00 26 0 II 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
04:00 29 0 8 20 0 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
05:00 25 0 12 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
06:00 24 I II 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
07:00 36 2 23 10 0 0 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
08:00 18 0 6 5 0 4 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 
09:00 30 16 6 2 3 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
10:00 43 4 22 10 0 6 0 0 I 0 0 0 0 0 
11:00 56 5 30 II 2 5 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 

12:PM 59 4 34 5 2 9 2 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 
01:00 47 5 22 6 0 8 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 
02:00 56 2 28 10 I II 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 
0):00 39 4 21 9 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
04:00 57 3 30 12 I 8 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 
05:00 34 0 23 5 0 5 0 0 I 0 0 0 0 0 
06:00 32 4 15 8 0 3 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
07:00 33 0 24 4 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
08:00 16 I 6 4 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
09:00 15 0 9 2 I 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
10:00 II I 8 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
11:00 5 0 I 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

lailv 832 50 442 217 10 81 3 0 28 0 0 0 0 

otals .~ 1/"-1 'l 
'. l/ L 

/ ;. 6.0 53.1 26.1 1.2 9.7 0.4 0.0 3.4 0.0 O~I 0.0 0.0 O~O 

• 
- --._-- - ~~.-- -'_.,---

Data File: PSA N DARRRK LN Printed: 7/1812006 Page: 7 



ESERV : UPPER SKAGIT 
DAD ; N. DARRK LANE 

RESERVATION 
JHAGEN 

Site: PSAUSIRDARKL 
Date: 07/17/06 

OUTE : 10 Direction: N +S 
~---------'----~c-ms-2'&----2~!xO-le----~4'-~---2r~--e--~3~~f6~e~-~4~~'-�e----<5n8'kd----~5n~--e---~'ln~----~<'!'~-I----6,.1~,-e---~~lP~,-~ 

me Total Bikes Tlrs Lonl! Buses 6 Tire Single S",i~ng::le::_-..::D::::ou~b~le~~Do=u"'b_;:le----Do=u--:bl~e __ --"'M"u:cltici __ --"'M::;u::;IIIc-· __ --"'M:="::;lti;.-
:;'2c:,:AM"--~--'-2 ----'~Oc------"'iO:----'-=:;;O-----==;,.O ----"-~2c-----==:;:0- ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0):00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
02:00 4 I 2 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
03:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
04:00 5 0 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
05:00 7 0 5 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
06:00 6 0 4 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
07:00 18 I 13 I 0 I 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
08:00 9 0 6 0 2 0 0 0 I 0 0 0 0 0 
09:00 30 16 5 I 5 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
10:00 35 16 8 0 7 0 0 2 I 0 0 0 0 
11:00 34 21 7 0 3 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 

12:PM 39 21 10 0 3 0 0 2 0 I I 0 0 
01:00 35 19 5 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
02:00 30 I 17 7 3 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
03:00 35 2 21 3 2 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
04:00 36 17 10 0 5 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 
05:00 28 I 19 3 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
06:00 30 3 15 5 0 7 0 0 0 0 . 0 0 0 0 
07:00 16 II I 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
08:00 20 9 8 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
09:00 18 0 12 4 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
10:00 9 0 6 2 0 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
\ 1:00 6 2 0 0 2 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

~ailv 452 19 254 84 7 65 6 0 14 1 1 1 0 0 

'otals I 
~ 

4.2 56.2 18.6 1.5 14.4 u 0.0 3.1 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.0 

• 
Data File: PSA N DARRRK LN Printed: 7/1812006 Page: 8 



RESERV A nON 
JHAGEN 

ESERV : UPPER SKAGIT 
OAD : N. DARRK LANE 
OUTE 10 Direction: N +S 
-.~-- -,------O2.--~3,--..... 4-----;;-5 -----y6~-·-7-- -8.----- 9 
eg.. Cars & 2 Axle 2 Axle 3 Axle 4 Axle <5 Axl 5 Axle 
ime 
12:AM 
01:00 
02:00 
03:00 
04:00 
05:00 
06:00 
07:00 
08:00 
09:00 
10:00 
11:00 

12:PM 
01:00 
02:00 
03:00 
04:00 
05:00 
06:00 
07:00 
08:00 
09:00 
10:00 
11:00 

'ailv . 

olals 

"'. n 

• 

Tota] 

2 
2 
5 
4 
3 
8 

II 
17 
15 
34 
30 
o 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

• 
• 

131 

Bikes 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 

2 
o 
• 

• 
• 
• 

• 
• 
• 

• 
4 

3.1 

TIrs Long Buses 6 Tire Single Single Double Double 
1000000 I 
I 1000000 
3010000 
3 100 0 0 0 0 
3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
6 00000 I 
9 I 0 0 0 0 0 

12 2 1 0 0 0 0 
6 I 50020 

20 7 0 3 0 0 2 0 
19 6 1 0 0 I 0 
000 000 0 0 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

• 
83 

63.4 

* * * * • 
• 

• 
• 
• 
• 

• 
• 

• 
21 

16.0 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

• 

I 3 

'fi 
2.3 

• • 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

12 

9.2 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
o 

0.0 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

• 
o 

0.0 

fo-~IQ~11 
V 

• 
• 
• 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

• 
5 

3.8 

• 
• 
• 
• 

2 

1.5 

----..... ---c----
Data File: PSA N DARRRK LN 

._.------- --- .. -----

10 
>6Axl 
Double 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

• 

0.8 

Site: PSAUSIRDARKL 
Date: 07/1 &106 

11 
<6Axl 

Multi 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
o 

0.0 

12 
6 Axle 
Multi 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
• 
• 
* 
* 
* 
• 
* 
• 
• 
• 
• 
* 
o 

0.0 

\3 
>6Ax1 

Multi 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
o 

0.0 

Printed: 7/1812006 Page: 9 
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UPPER SKAGIT INDIAN TRIBE 

February 16, 2005 

Ms. Lori Guggenos 

25944 Community Plaza Way • Sedro Woolley, WA 98284 
Phone (360) 854-7000 • Fax (360) 854-7004 

Washington Department ofFish and Wildlife 
Habitat Program 
600 Capital Way North 
Olympia, WA 98501-1091 

Dear Ms. Guggenos: 

.. The Upper Skagit Indian Tribe is requesting information for the location of fish and wildlife for the 
~owingtwo sections: T 36N; R O4E; Section 31 and T 36N; R04E; Section 6. A completed copy of the 

application for the request of the information is attached. We would greatly appreciate if this information is 
expedited. 

Sincerely, 

;l/J;a4(/)~ jllthj 
Doreen Maloney 
Director Natural Resources 

Enc1: 



rEB-11-2005 FRI OB:24 ~tl F~W HABITAT FAX NO. 360 902 2948 p, 04 

I W •• ilj.g~ .. D.parlm .. 1 or Fi,h •• d WUdllf, 
Mlmng AddrCS3: 600 Cflpitlll Way N. Otympin. WA.~B501.1091 MAin omCl! Lol!:arioll: Natura.! Resources BUilding .. 1111 Wusbio@lon Street SE .Olympi11, WA 

~=; i:~·)iI:'(I·;JIiflt\~~:, \;.'.i;~) i.;i~:L':~~"'~~'~';'.li~l1::~i'00·t~<:b~:D~'\i:#>E":~~~:C:\O\~d.'.:M'4~;,?! 
~~ ,\""~",,,,.~",,,,,",,. ",~:;l~"'rl",,:.'.I;., ' .. !6'IIM." 1r;;j~~", .. ,:" ',1"~ ""'~"""",1f~,',,,.~, ,,;" 

H~BITATS AND SPECIES INFORMATION 

I ' INSTRUCTIONS 
Please complete this order form to request maps and/or digital data on locations of species and habitats, For descriptions of 
standard products and prices see the Ortierfng Hahim!> and Specie. InfrrrmaHDTl sheet which accompanies this form or VISit our 
web site at wdfw.wa gOVlhab/release.htm.~all completed form to: Washington Department of FISh and Wildlife, Priority 
Habitats and Species, 600 Capitol Way", Olympia WA 98501-1091 or fax to (3601902-2946. You will receive an iovoice 
itemizing the costs for your request and ins etons for submitting payment. Sorry, we do not accept payments by credit card For 
questions call (360) 902-2543. For informa~ion on state listed plants contact the Washington Department of Natural Resources 
at dnr.wa.gov/nhp. 

Name, b £::6 N f"\. Po LP IV e Y 
Agency/Organization: 't;; , MI T ,..-IV'J)/J!l.-jJ /1"< I g£ 
Address: ? set 4 Lj (-p 1'1. M '11'0 , T r ,:;;LtI't.'2.14- Lv R Y 
City: ~f3VR..D- LDDC>Ll_~ Y State: k) A- Zip Code: '9 ~ 2-51- Lf 
Phone Number: 3<2 '" ?<; S'-l- - '1oCOj- 0 Date of Request: _2...-E==-\f,....::(..=b"-jIL-=--"S::... _____ _ 

Does your agency/organization have a Release Agreement, Which includes you as a contact, on file with the Washington 
Department of Fish and Wildlife regarding the confidentiality of sensitive information? 0 Yes 0 No 0 Don't Know 

Identify yourself as one of the following: 
DOwner of land covered by this request 0 Govemment agency IZI Tribe 0 Utility 0 Conservation organization 
fJConsuliant representing (please circle one:) Landowner Govemment agency Tribe Utility Conservation organization 

e1Researcher with a university 0 Other {please specify) _____________________ _ 

REQUESTER READ AND SIGN 
By receiving fish and wildlWe infonnotion from Ih. Washington Deponrnenl of Fish and Wildlife (WPFW), you incur an obUgallon to use it in a way 
Ihot 00" not <:awre umlue harm to our pubnc fish and wildlife .... ouress. 

An fish and wlldlif. species are vulnerabl. to harm from human activities, Harm can occur directly (e,g" an animal is ho",,",ad Dr Injured) or 
indiredly (e.g., a nest tree Is failed cr a wetland is drained), Hann can occur unintentionally. &ven by those who value the fish and wildlife 
resources (e.g .• repeated visits to a heron rookary Which flushes birds from the nest and exposes eggs to cold weather and predators). The most 
serious threats to fish and wildlife, rather then being dl~ and mancioUs acm. a~ mdlrect human actions where harm to fISh and wildlife was. 
unlntenlional. 

The Woshln91on State constitution confars fish and Wildlife owne,.hip to an citizen. Dftne slate, WDFW Is mandated to s,""guard this ownership 
by pl'SselVillg, protecting and perp&tLlatirlg fish and WIldlife resources, The public has a oruc::lal roJa in fulfilling this mandate, for two reasons. First, 
the S!alOwld. dlslnbution offish and wildlije species and habitat;s beyond tho monitoring capabillt)lof any single agency, $eooncl. the state's 
consfitution gives to the, people ownership of fish and wlldlWe but not of tile habitsl on which fish and wildrrfel$ survival ultimately dependS. Property 
owners are ql$o habitat owners and their collediVe actions have a profound effect cn the state's fish and wHcJrlfe. 
WDFW provides information on the location of many of Washington's most sensitive. and vulne.rable fish. and wlldlifs rBSOUJCeS. U:.e of this 
Informalion must be commensura!e WIIh tho vul""rability 01 fISh and WIIdHfs resources and with the comlitions out!ined in WDFW Releas;ng 
Sensitive Fish and Wildrlfe Information Policy 5210. 

Fish and wildlife species are-protected through specific legislation, R.egulations most applicable to users ofWOfW Infonnation include RCW 
77. 16.120 (taking 01 prolecle<t fish .nd wlkllne), WAC 232·'2·292 (Bald eagle protection rules), WAC Z32-12-o64 (live fish and Wlldllfo) and RCW 
42,17.310 (e>eeJnpting of sensitive fish and wildlife Informatlon from public inspection and COpying), 

I have read ami unde_nO the Informalion above and certify that this form is fille<! out accura!ely and completely to the best of my knOWledge, 
I undef5tand that I will recaive an invoice itemizing the costs for this request B.~ .!?~ructlon$ for submitt\ng payme~t. 

REQUESTER'SSIGNATUREX In"!. 'J. :J..m- }jf ///,A -2 
J 

Project Name/Number: _-"U,,:;:;-,P_P,---,=E-:....c.;fZ,-, ~.">",""",15"-,A,=,""S1.2IC-i-T--,,r L!==.1iv~[D~r~4\;li.;t0~.-/Zw19"':..:I'-''B'''-'=E'--..::6==~:..:C=p:.:A.J.::..:.;:,.:..M~'..=C,...'--__ 
6¥;?OI.<? Vi e/f'.n':;U:::;vL 

Order Foml - Page 1 of2 



VEI:l;-lH'UUb Hil U8:<:4 AM J-IIW HABITAT FAX NO, 360 902 2946 p, 05 

Project Location of Request [If you are requesting a detailed map or digital data, please specify by township, range and section 
and indude a project vicinity map; format options for other maps include US Geological SUlVey (USGS) 7.5-minute quadrangle 
map name, USGS 1:100,000 map name, or county name]. List here or altach listing: 

SpeCial Requ8sts: __________________________________ _ 

S DA PROD 
Indicate desired products by checking appropriate blank box: 
[For of standard products and prices see the Ordering Habita/1l1md Species InJrmnotion sheet which 

site at 

Important fish, 

Habitats and Species Summary Map by County (Summary information of habitat and species sites and areas.) 

yau are requesting 

5, Old Growth Map (Information from 1988/1989; available for Western Washington only.) 

Old Growth Database (Information lrom 198811989; no anticipated updates.) 

Wetlands I nvantory Database Fish and no antiCipated updates.) 

StanliardMap Options (chec~ relevant options) 

jg Provide map(s) on paper Include documentation for map(s) o Provide map(s) on mylar film [ig Yes DNa 

Standard Digital Data Options (checK relevant options) 
Digital data is for use with Geographic Information SoftWare (GIS); it is not an image of a map. 

5!lProvide as ESRI export file format OProvide on Compact Disk (CD) o Transfer clata via ftp 

,

r"J Provide as ESRI shape file format 0 Provide on Iomega Zip Disk Please provide the following for your site: 
address: __________ _ 

lude printed d~ital documentation Provide as State Plane South login: ___________ _ 
Yes U No Projection: password: o NAD 1927 Q! 0 NAD 1983 (1991 directory path: 

adjustment) 
January 2005 Order Form:... Page 2 0[2 
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Bureau of India/l Affairs 
911 W.E. 11m Ave. 
Portland, OR 91232 
Fax: (503) 136-4474 

to: David HawkinS, Upper Skagllindian Tribe FBI: 1-(360) 854-7052 

Fram: Sherry A. Johns, Really Speci.I\S\ 

fie: Fee-la-Trust Acq~isition PaCkage and 
Checklists 

cc: 

DForReW!w 

Mr. Hawkins, 

DiIe·. 312912007 

Pages: 6 

Per your reques~ I have .\lached a lisling of whal is needed for a complele fee-IIl-!rusi acquisition package 
and Fle-Io-Trust Checklisls. The checklists snow the fee·lo-lrusl process. 

I hope you find thess helpful. Please. contact me al (503) 872-2879, ~ you have any questions. Than\( you_ 

Al1achmem 

,. v~ 



• 

.... " .... " .......... ' .. ,v V.1·"TV I II n<-IIL.. I I U I HVIJI II L.. IlnllV I lUt ltV_ VV~ lo,JV ~'" 

Name of Applicant _______ _ 
Allotment No, and/or Name ot Property: _______ _ 

Change in land lise - On Reservation 

Q Application/Resolution dated: 

o Notices senl by certified mail to State, County, & City (sometimes not semlo cily) on: 

1:1 Notices received by State, County & City (il applicable) on; ______ _ 

Q Any responses received, send responses to applicant and give them an opportunity to respond. 

IJ Obtain title wmm"ment that indicates that the tonn of title insurance to be issued will be the ALTA 
U.S. Policy- 9128191, and the insured will be the United States 01 America in Trust for (applicant's 
name). 

o Review title evidence and determine which special exceptions are acceptable and the ones that 
are not acceptable. 

a Draft Statutory Warranty Deed 

o Request preliminary opinion of title from DRS. The request lor 8 preliminary opinion 01 Idle should 
be in the form of a memorandum and need to at1ach application/resolution, title evidence, draft 
deed, and draft title opinion lor ORS. 

IJ Date received preliminary opinion from ORS ___ _ 

o No1if\J applicant of ORS instructions 

o Consult BlM on legal description 

o Tribe's Phase I Environmental Site Assessment dated __ _ 

o Environmental Assessment 

IJ Notice of Availability 

1:1 FONSI dated __ _ 

1:1 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 

o Record of Decision 

IJ Draft decision in the fonn of a letter to the applicant. 

o Forward decision to NW Reg. Realty Officer and NW Reg. Director (or Rea~y Officer and 
Superintendant) for approval. 
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Q Send decision to applicant, state, tocal governments, and interested parties. 

a Check in 30 days to see if any appeals have been filed. If none, decision becomes final. 

q Have applicant publish public newspaper notice. 

Q Check with OAS to see if any judicial challenges were filed. 

CJ Perform (BIA) Phase I ESA 

CJ Phase I ESA approved on ___ _ 

q Certificate of Inspection completed on ___ _ 

a Send statutory warranty deed 10 applicant for signature and notarization. 

a After signed by the applicant. Check to see if special exceptions have been eliminated that were 
indicated in the preliminary opinion of title. 

CJ Forward to the NW Reg. Director or Superintendent for approval. 

a Send deed to applicant with instructions to record the deed and obtain a final irtle policy and return 
the original deed and finallitte policV. 

CJ Request final opinion of title from ORS. 

CJ Received final opinion from ORS on ___ _ 

CJ Record the deed, plat, final opinion of title, final liHe policy, and certificate of inspection and 
possession in the Northwest Regional Tille Plant. 

a File the recorded deed and plat with BLM. 

CJ Notify applicant and send recorded documents. 
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Name 01 Applicant: --:-:----:-:c--,-----. 
Allolment No. andlor Name 01 Property: ______ _ 

No change in land use - On Reservation 

o ApplicationlResol~tion dated: 

CI Notices sem by certified mail to State, County, & City (sometimes not sent to city) on: 

o Notices received by State, county & City (if applicable) 00: ______ _ 

[J Any responses received, send responses to applicant and give them an opportunity to respcnd. 

D Obtain title commitment that indicates that the form of tille insurance to be issued will be the ALTA 
U.S. Policy - 9128191, and the insured will be the United States of America in Trust for (applicant's 
name). 

[J Review title evidence and determine which special exceptions are acceptable and the ones that 
are not acceptable. 

Q Draft Slatutal)' Warranty Deed 

iJ Request preliminal)' opinion of title fram ORS. The requesl for a preliminary opinion of mle should 
be in Ihe form of a memorandum and need to attach applicationlresolution, title evidence, draft 
deed, and draft title opinion for ORS. 

o Date receiveo preliminary opinion from DRS __ _ 

CI Notify applicant of ORS instructions 

o COnsult BlM on legal deSCription (Send Title Commitment, Deed(s), and Surveyor Plat) 

o Re~est Calegorical Exclusion Checklist 

[J Dale of Calegorical Exclusion Checklist ____ _ 

[J Tribe's Phase I Environmental Site Assessment dated __ _ 

o Draft decision in the form of a letter to the applicant. 

o Forward decision to NW Reg. Realty Officer and NW Reg. Director (or Realty OHicer and 
Superintendent) tor approval. 

o Send deCISion to applicant, stale, local governments, and interested parties. 

o Check in 30 days to see if any appeals have been filed. If none, decision becomes final. 

u Have applicam publish public newspaper notice. 

I. UV 
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Q Check w~h ORS to see if any judicial challeoges were filed, 

o Perform (BIA) Phase I ESA 

IJ Pt\ase I ESA approved 00 ___ _ 

o Certificate of Inspection completed on ___ _ 

D Send stalulolY warranty deed to applicant for signature and notarization, 

o Atter signed by the applicant. Check to see ff special exceptions have been eliminated that were 
indicated in the preliminary opinion of litle, 

D Forward to the NW Reg, Director or Superintendent for approval. 

o Send deed to applicant with instructions to record the deed and obtain a final tiUe policy and relum 
the original deed and final \~Ie policy, 

o Request final opinion of title from DRS. 

o Received final opinion from ORS on ___ ~ 

o Record the deed, plat, final opinion of t~le,linaJ title policy, and certificate 01 inspection and 
possession in the Northwest Regional Title Plant. 

Q File the recorded deed and plat wnh BlM. 

o Notify applicant and send recorded documents. 

•• UV 
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Fee-to-Trust Acquisition Package consists of the foJlowing: 

1. Tribal Council R~solution (an original copy), which must include the following: 
• Statutory Authority for the Action 
• Brief statement of the current use 
• The purpose (intended use) and need for Ihe conversion 
• Authorization for the Chairman to sign any necessary documents. 
• Legal Description 

2. Recorded Survey Map and the Tribe should contact the Bureau of Land Management (BlM) as 
to what they will need. 

3. The Tribe needs to obtain a title commitment that indicates that the form of title insurance to be 
issued wilt be the ALTA U.S. Policy - 9/28191, the insured will be the United States of America in 
Trust for the [insert Tribe's name). The mle commitment should also include the exceptions and 
copies of all recorded documents. 

4. A copy of the most recent tax information. 

5. A Phase I Environmenlal Site Assessment that is based on the ASTM E 1527-05 standards, 
which needs to be completed by a consultant. According to our Environmental Scientist, a Phase I 
Environmental Site Assessment that is completed by the Tribe is a conflict of interest because the 
Tribe owns the land. 

Important: Prior 10 acquiring property obtain a Phase I Environmental Sfte Assessment to see if it 
is contaminated. If n contaminated have the grantor clean-up the property before you acqUire the 
properly. The tribe does not want to be held liable for cleaning up the property. 

6. A copy of the deed that shows that the Tribe acquired the land. 

7. A location map that shows the subject property in relation to the Reservation or \0 trust property. 
If off-reservation, pleasil indicate how many miles the subject property is from the reservation or 
from trust property. 

6. If there is going to be a change in tand use, we will need an Environmental Assessment. 

9. It the off-reservation land is going to be used for business purposes, the Tribe should provide a 
plan which specifies ·the anticipated economic benefits associated with the proposed use (25 . 
C.F.R. § 151.11(e). 

I. V'-
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United States Department of the Interior 

Bureau of Indian Affairs 
Puget Sound Agency 

p, 01 

27(17 Colby Ave, - Suite 11 01 
Everett, Washington 98201 -3665 

(425) 258-2651 
Fax No,; (425) 258-1254 

FACSIMlLE TRANSMITTAL SHEET 

. To: ~~ From: UUnA d 

Company: 

Fax Number: 

Phone Number: Senden; Reference Number: 

Re: Your Reference Number: 

o FOR REVIEW 0 PLEASE COMMENT 0 PLEASE REPLY OPLEASERECYCLE 

. NOTES/COMMENTS: 
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United States Department of the Interior 

To Puget Sound Agency Tribes: 

Dear Tribal Leaders: 

Bureau of Indian Affairs 
Pugel Sound Agency 

2707 Colby Ave .• Suite 1101 
Everett, Washington 9820 1·3665 

(425) 258-2651 

February 5, 2004 

p, 02 

The Labor Force forms for 2003 arc attached and are (he same as in previous years. Please complete, 
certifY and submit to the Puget Sound Agency. The information is due to the Puge! Sound Agency no 
later than March 31, 2004. The Puget Sound Agency will review and forward to the Northwest Regional 
Office by April 16, 2004. 

The Northwest Regional Office will put the information on a master spreadsheet and forward to the 
Office ofTribal Services by April 30, 2004. The Regional Office will distribute the Labor Force 
booklets beginning AUb'Ust, 2004 . 

If you have any questions please contact me at (425) 258-265 L 

Attachments 

Sincerely. 

~k~. 
Judith R. Joseph 
Superintendent 
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United States Department of the Interior 
BURUU OF INDIAN AFl"AlRS 

Northwest Regional Office 
911 N.E. 11th Avenu. 

!Iii ; 
"=&=i - . 

Portland, Oregon 97232-4189 

JAN 2 8 lOM 

To: SUperintendents, Northwest Region 

From: ~orthwest Regional Director 

Subject: 2003 Labor Force Report 

Attached is a memo that was sent to Tribes regarding the gathering of data for the 2003 Labor 
Force Report. Please read the information so that you are familiar with the process and the due 
dates for submission to the Regional Office . 

n instructed to ubmit their data to their servicing agency Superintendent for 
ch 31 0 nee the data has been verified for accuracy at the agency, you or 

your acting s off on it. Once signe p abor Force data should be 
forwarded to the Regional Budget Office April 16, 2004. e Regional Budget Office will 
then forward the entire package to Central 30,2004. 

Should you have any questions, please call Twyla Stange, Northwest Regional Budget Officer at 
(503) 231-6727 or Margaret Johnson, Northwest Regional Budget Analyst at (503) 231-2225. 

Attachments 
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United States Department of the Interior 

Dear TrIbal Leader: 

BUREAU OF lNDlA.~ Al'F AIRS 
Northwest n.:gionaI Offite 

911 N,E. 11th Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 972S2-4169 

JAN 2 7 2004 

p, 04 

Enclosed please find data collection information pertaining to the 2003 Labor Force Report. As 
in past years, the Northwest Regional Program Planning and Budget Office is coordinating the 
effort. The forms are the same forms that were used for prior Labor Force Reports. All tribes, 
including Self-Governance tribes, are requested to complete and certify by signature, the Labor 
Force survey forms. The Self-Governance tribes may use these data collection forms or the labor 
force component from their BrA negotiated set of forms. 

This Labor Force information will be due to your BIA servicing agency no later than March 31, 
2004. A tribal official who will be certifying that the tribes report was thoroughly reviewed for 
accuracy should sign the submitted fonn. The infonnation should then be sent to your servicing 
agency Superintendent. 

After this signed form has been forwarded to the agency, the designated agency staff should 
review the forms. Once all Labor Force submissions have been received and reviewed, the 
agency Superintendent should certify the accuracy of the forms and forward them to the 
Northwest Regional Office, no later than April 16, 2004. 

When the NWRO receives this information from the agencies, the data will be input into the 
master spreadsheet for the Region. The Regional Director will review and certify the spreadsheet 
and the hard copies of the tribal survey forms. These will then be forwarded to the Office of 
Tribal Services (OTS) by Apri130, 2004. 

The Office of Tribal Services will compile and finalize the data by June 2004 in booklet fonn. 
The Regional Offices will mail out copies to their respective tribes and agencies and other 
interested parties/organizations beginning August 2004. 

Should you have any questions, please call Twyla Stange, Northwest Regional Budget Officer at 
(503) 231-6727 or Margaret Johnson, Northwest Regional Budget Analyst at (503) 231-2225. 

Sincerely, 

1<~/J/ I' Northwest Regional Director 

Enclosures 
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2003 LABOR FORCE REPORT 

NWTRUlES 

Steps involved: 

1. Complete Labor Force Survey Forms 

2. Review for accuracy 

3. Certify data with tribal official signature 

4. Send forms to your BIA service agency by MARCH 31, 2004 

NWAGENCIES 

Steps involved: 

1. Designated agency staff will review tribal data survey submissions - check fOf accuracy 
and tribal signature 

2, Agency Superintendent to certify tribal data survey submissions by signature 

3. Forward tribal data surveys to Northwest Regional Office by APRIL 16,2004 
I 

NW Regional Office 

Steps involved: 

I. Budget staff will review tribal data survey submissions - check for accuracy and 
tribal/agency superintendent signature 

2, Budget staff will input data into Northwest Regional spreadsheet 

3, Northwest Regional Director will certify the Region's submissions 

4. Spreadsheet and bard copies oftribal data survey submissions will be forward to 
CentraJ- Office of Tribal Services Oll or before April 30, 2004 

5. Upon receipt of printed booklet of2003 Labor Force Report in August 2004, NWRO 
budget staff will mail to all tribes, agencies and other interested parties/organizations 

p, 05 
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1l)/08!2004 l6:13'FAX " north we. t RD ~OO2l009 

i rtbai Service.s 

Memorandum 

To: 

11uough: 

United States Department of the Interior 

BUREAU OF INDlAN AfFAIRS 

Washington, D.C. 20240 RECEIVED 
JAN 05 2004 

All Regional Directors 
Director, Office of Self-Governance .. 
Deputy Director, Tribal Setvices-11" ~ 

BUREAU OF INDIAN AffAIRS 
NOATliWEST REGIONAL OFFICE 

omCE OF THE REGIONAL DIRECTOR 

From: IferrNG Director, Bureau oflndian Aifairs 

2003 Labor Force Report 

Regions, through their Agencies, and Self-Governance are asked to notify their rriballabor force ,;--. 
coordinators iIi writing that tribes can begin collecting their 2003 labor force data using the 
attached labor force survey form. The period for gathering data from the tribes should continue 
through March 31, 2004, 

Tribal Responsibilities: Tribes are to submit their completed 2003 labor force survey fum to 
their respective Agency Office on or before March 31,2004. The submitted form is to be signed V 
by a "Certifying T tibal Official" who wil.1 be certi/Ying that the tribes report was c~refully 
reviewed and was accurate, Self-Governance tribes may use this survey form or the labor force 
component from their BlA-negotiated set of forms. ' 

Agendes Responsibilities: Agency staff should provide tribes with technical assistance as 
needed or when asked throughout the data collection period. Designated Agency staff should 
thoroughly review tribal labor fOIce survey submissions for accuracy, Where one or more of a 
tribes submitted totals is questionable, Agency staff should seek clarification Or a new submission 
of the total (5) from the tribes designated labor force coordinator. After all tribal labor force 
cotals have been verified, the Agency Superintendent should certify the thoroughness of the 
review aIm the accuracy of the tribes submitted data. Once signed by the Superintendent, the 
triballabo! force survey form shollid be sem to the Regional Office. All tribal reporting forms 
from Agencies should be at their Regional Office by April 16, 2004. 

The attached survey fonn includes step-by-step instructions to help ensure an accurate 
population and labor force estimate survey of tribal service areas. Agency staffs should review 
these instrLIctions and general survey procedures with tribal staff charged with managing and/or 
condll~ting the tribal population/labor force data collection. By providing this assistance, the 
tribes will have the information needed to collect their labor force data and, sllbsequendy, record 
that dara Hccurately and completely on the labor force survey form, 
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Regions and Self-Governance Responsibilities: Designated Regional staff are requested to 
prOvide technical assistance to designated tribal labor force staff on an as needed or as requested 
'Wi,. The Regions labor force coordinator should review the tribal reporting forms submitted by 
' ... ',;encies for accuracy. If tribal labor force survey totals appear to be inaccurate, when 

compared (Q other tribal data on file, the coordin.atm should seek clarification through the 
Agency or tribe. Once all questions regarding the tribes report are resolved, the regional 
coordinator inputs the tribes labor force data into a Microsoft Excel pre-formatted spreadsheet:. 
(The Regions preformatted spreadsheet on diskette will be ~ent to you in a separate mailing or 
emailed). After the Regional Director reviews the Regions tribal survey forms for accuracy, they 
will need to certify that each tribes labor force survey form is correct:. The con1pleted Regional 
spreadsheet, along with hard copies of indiVidual tribal "Labor Force Report" survey forms, must 
be submitted to the Office of Tribal Services (OTS) on or before April 30, 2004. 

The OTS will compile the data and complete the flnallabor force report by June 2004. Printed 
copies of the 2003 Indian Labor Force Report will be made available to all Regions, tribes and 

. 'f,ested parties beginning August 2004. 

Attachments 
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INSTRUCTIONS 

for the 

2003 Labor Market Information on the Indian Labor Force 

Instructions: 

1. Tribal Enrollment: Report the total membership count of enrolled tribal members, as mamtained by 
tbe individual tribe(s) membership roJ! and according to the tribe(s) specific membership criteria. 

2. Total Resident/Service Area Indian Population: Report all American Indians and Alaska Natives 
who were living "on or ilear" the reservation at the time oftbe survey. 'On" the reservation is defmed 
as those Indians within present reservation bouildaries who are eligible for BIA funded services and 
"ncar" reservation is defined as tbose enrolled members of the reporting reservation, rancheria, colony, 
or other tribal entity living near the reservation who aT~ considered part of the s~rvice area population. 
According 1025 CFR 20.1: 

Near reservation means those areas or cormulirUtles designated by the Assistant Secretary that are 
adjacclli or contiguous lo reservationa whe.r" financial assistance and social sC'.rvices program~ are 
provided. (Bold added.) 

In the comment area at the bottom of page 1 of 6, list the source or sources used to collect data for 
detenninillg the torals of "B" (also list source(s) for detennining the totals of "Cl" to 'C7" here - at the 
bottom of page 1 of 6). 

For Alaska only, lion or near" includes the entire state. 

Service Area ("on or near") Inclusions: 

Count .• _ 

(1) Children away at clemcntmy and secondary school wbo are attached to families in the 
aj()fementioned population: 

(2) Those wh.ose reservation residenc.e is presumed to continue while they or their heads of 
faniilies follow sea,oual job opporlllnities which tak~ them away from their reservation 
temporarily; and, 

(3) NOll-enrolled Indians who permanently reside ill the service area and are not receiving 
services from other BIA sources and who are not counted elsewhere may be counted on this 
line if they are provided semces at the reservation . 
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Service Area ("on or near") Exclusions:· 

Do Not Count . .. 

(I) Trainees in adult vocational schools under p, L. 84-959 and members of their families (such 
trainees and their families who move away from the reservation to the training school and the object is 
to secur~ employment after completion of training; those who may later return to the reservation will 
he counted as of another date); 

(2) Persons relocated for direct employment and members of their fanUlies; 

(3) Members on active duty in the AImed Forces; members in jail; members in mental institutions; 
members with long-term physical or melltal disabilities; 

(4) Students away at college; 

(5) All non-Indians living in Indian households; 

(6) Indinns who live on or near the reponing reservation, rallchcria, colony, etc who are not enrolled 
and not considered par~ of the service population of the respective area or entity. 

c. Determination of a Reservations Indian Labor Force. Any American Indian or Alaska Native who 
meets the follo\1om![ ~ guidelines can be counted as a part of a reservations labor force: 1) resides ·on or 
near" the reservation (that is, resides within the service area of a tribe), 2) is eligible for BIA/trib:lily-funded 
services available on dle reservation, 3) is 16 or older, and 4) is considered capable of working. 

C(1). Count individuals having "on or near" reservation status who are under age 16. 

C(2). Count individuals having "on or ne<U"" reservatiDn status who are from age 16 through 64_ 

C(3). CDl]l)i: individuals having "on or ncar" reservation status who are from age 65 and over. 

C(4). For individuals who are 16 years or older (from the pool of C(2) alld e(3)), count only those 
individuals who are incapacitated and lack support services, or who are otherwise excluded (refer to 
"exclusions" which are listed above). 

CIS). Counl illdividuals who <lYe employed in the Public Sector - meaning individuals who hold municipal, 
county, borough, state, Federal, or tribal govemmentjobs, 

C(6). COllI\t individuals who are employed in the Private Sector - meaning indi1liduals who hold jobs 
generatc:d by private, tribal, small, or family-owned businesses/corporations. . 

C(7). Employed BUT below the Poverty Level. Usc attached 2003 HHS Poverty Guidelines to determine 
povert), line totals. For example, a New Mexico tribal family of two, both employed, eaming a 
combined annual income of $15,000. The two tribal members, one male and one female, are 
counted as one male individual and one female individual in the appropriate "employed BUT below 
the Poverty Level" colunms on row C7 of the form. To detennine qualifying income, see next page_ 

Oetennining Poverty Hne Totals for em. For this report, income of an employed individual is defined as 
the total of annual cash receipts earned from all soucces and before deducting taxes. Specific 
inclusions and exclusions to be used in derennining an indi\~duals C(7) poverty line totals are noted 
below~ 
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Include (in determining individuaVfamily/household annual income levels): 
AnnQal wages and salaries before any deductions; 
Net reccipt'l from a persons uninC'.orporated business, pro~sional enterprise, or partnership, aJ/.er 
deduction, for business expenses i 
Net receiptJ; from tiU'm self-einploymen~ after deductions for farm operating expenses; 
Regular payment. from social security; 
Public assislance (includes AFDe, Supplemental Security Income, and Enlerg:ncy Assistance); 

Training stipends; 
Alimony, ohild support, military funily aIlolments, government employee pensions; 
Regular insurance or annuity palments; 
College scholarships, grants, fellowships, and assistantships; 
Dividends, interes~ net renra} income, net royalties; 
Periodic receipts from estates or tru,l$; IDld 
Net gambling or lottery winning<l. 

1':Xdude (in determining individuaVhousthold tiunily iIlInual income levels): 
Cal>i~LI gain,; 
Assets drawn down, such a. withdrawals Irom a bank, the sale of property, a house, or CID~ 
Taxl'dimds; 
Gifts "nd laIDlS; 
Lump-sum inheritances, one-time insu(i\Ilcc pa}'lnents, or compensation from injury~ 
Food or housing received in lieu of wages; and 

BenefIt from Medicare, Medi<:aid, food stamps, ,eboollunehes, and housing as,isbulce, 

THE 2003 HHS POVERTY GUIDELINES 

Size of Family Unit 48 Contiguous 
Alaska 

States and DC 
1 $ 8,980 $ 11,210 

2 12,120 15,140 
3 15,260 19,070 

"4 18,400 23,000 
5-- 21-:"540---------------. " 

---26-;9-30-- ---

6 24,680 30,860 
7 21,820 34,790 

"' 
8 30,960 38,720 

For each additional 
$ 3,140 $ 3,930 persoJ), add: 

• , , II 
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PAPERWORK REDUCTION ACT AND 
PRNACY ACT STATEM~:NT 

Thb infOlmatillll is being collected to be in compliance with Public Law 102-477, Indian Employment, 
Traiuing and Related Services Demonstration Act of 1992, as amended. The information is used by the V. 
S. Congress, Ft'<ieral Agencies, induding other BIA programs, State and local governments, as well as private 
sector organiZ:lliom, for the purpose of developing programs, planning, and awarding, fmanei,,} assistance to 
AmcIican Imli'lIls. This information is used to verify, extrapolate, predict and identify the level of need for 
Amcrican Indi,t\\5 for program funding distribution plans. Additionally, it is used to compare basic labor 
force dnia on a national basis, by State, and Tribal governments, and by the Bureau of Labor Statistics and 
the Census Bureau. The information is not confidential because it is displayed in an aggregate format An 
agency may not conduct Or sponsor, and no one is required to respond to, a collection of information unless 
it displays a cU1Teiltly valid OMB control number. 

Public reporting for this collection of information is estimated to average 30 minutes or less per response, 
inc\llding the time for reviewing instructions, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing the 
form. Send comments regarding this burden estimate or allY other aspect of tlus. collectioll of infonnation, 
including sU!lg('<llons for reducing the burden, to tlle Budget Officer. Office of me Deputy Director. Tribal 
Services, Buro"u ofIndian Affairs, V.S, Department ofthe Interior. Washington. D.C. 20245. 
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Washington State 
Employment Security Department 

Labor Market Information 

Prepared by: 
Jim Vleming, Regional Labor Economist 
Layout and Graphic Design by Karen Thorson 
Washington State Employment Security Department 
Labor Market and Economic Analysis Branch 
Greg Weeks, Ph.D., Director 

for more county information, visit our website at: 
www.workforceexplorer.com. 
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SKAGIT COUNTY ECONOMIC OVERVIEW 
Full Report In Booklet form 

The numbers are compelling , since 1991 only twice has Skagit County's annual employment growth 
by industry been below that of the statewide average. The year 2005 was no different as annual job 
growth between 2004 and 2005 was 4.1 percent in the county while the state posted a growth rate of 
2.6 percent. The national average for 2005 was 1.5 percent . 

Since posting a half a percentage point loss between 2001 and 2002 the over the year figures have 
been positive, with 2003 up 2.4 percent and 2004 up 2.1 percent. 

The goods producing sector has been finding the going tough after posting strong gains in 1999 and 
2000 the following two years found employment slipping until a small 1.2 percent increase in 2003. 
The year 2004 saw that increases evaporate (-1.2%) before 2005 saw a strong 8.3% jump. Most of 
that increase can be credited to the strong showing in construction which gained at an 11.4 percent 
pace between 2004 and 2005. 

A snapshot of the local economy shows that government employment is the largest employment sec
tor accounting for 10,300 jobs or 22.7 percent of the nonfarm employment total. Trade, transportation , 
warehousing and utilities account for 21 .3 percent of the total employment. Manufacturing employ
ment accounts for 11 .7 percent of the county total. 

Outlook 
With the cost of living growing, Skagit County has 
been an attractive respite from high prices and 
the crowded environs of King and Snohomish 
counties . This will continue to be the case with 
residential construction expanding and commercial 
real estate more affordable. 

Small boat building has shown strength and expan
sion in the local economy and Indian Gaming in the 
way of the Skagit Valley Hotel Resort and Casino. 
This facility has expanded and has become a 
destination for many in tile area and Canada. The 
annual Tulip festival also attracts a number of out 
of town and local visitors . 

2 
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EMPLOYMENT BY INDUSTRY 
General Trends 
Skagit County had 45,400 nonfarm jobs in 2005. Since 1991 annual job growth was its highest 
between 1999 and 2000 at 8.8 percent and it's lowest between 2001 and 2002 at -0.5 percent. Since 
1990 the annual average growth rate is 2.9 percent, which compares favorably to the state (+1 .7%) 
and the national average of + 1.3 percent. The 2004-2005 growth rates are the third highest annual 
increase since 1990. 

Industry Detail 
Goods producing employment accounted for 9,200 jobs in the year 2005 with the construction 
grouping adding 3,900 to the tota l and manufacturing kicking in the remaining 5,300 jobs. The con
struction totals have been helped by all means of building in residentia l, commercia l and highway. 
The manufacturing sector has seen many increases in light manufacturing and has seen gains in boat 
and ship building. 

After posting a robust 16.7 percent gain between 1999 and 2000 the following four years were either 
job losses or flat. The 2004-2005 data reveal a 6.2 percent over the year increase which may be the 
beginning of a turnaround for that sector. 

Trade, transportation, warehousing and utilities in 2005 accounted for 9,700 in the county that 
is a 2,800 job increase from 1990. This sector has posted 4 straight years of job growth after a roller 
coaster up and down during the late nineties. Of the 2,800 job gain 2,200 of those were centered in 
reta il trade as the consumer dollar has stretched from the north and the south to meet in Skag it. 

Leisure and Hospitality accounted for 4,800 jobs in 2005 and represented just over 10 percent of 
nonfarm employment in the county. In 2000 the total employment in this sector was 5,300, so there 
has been some flu ctuation over the last several years. The numbers are now showing consistent 
growth since 2002 and there is no reason to believe that this trend will not continue . 

Government employment in the county totaled 10,300 in 2005 with the vast majority of these 
paychecks found in the local sector (8,300). The other parts of the troika, state (1,600) and federal 
(400) have been less involved numerically speaking . Employment in the government sector has been 
growing albeit at small portions since 1999. 

The annual average employment projections show a slowing of the Skagit economy. Tota l nonfarm 
employment is expected to grow at 1.6 percent annually between 2002 and 2007 and then slow to 1.3 
percent annual growth between 2007 and 2012. 

Between 2002 and 2007 goods producing employment will grow by 0.7 percent with service pro
viding employment gaining jobs at a 1.9 percent clip. The detail shows information and financial 
activities adding employment at a rate of 3 percent a year as retail trade jobs expand at 2.4 percent. 
Other industries of note are the transportation grouping (+1 .5%) and government which shows a 1.7 
percent increase. On the goods side, the construction grouping shows a gain of 1.7 percent per year 
as manufacturing employment continues to struggle at a 0.1 percent increase. Overall , the projected 
2007 total nonfarm employment in Skagit county will total 45 ,280. 

In the years 2007-2012, employment in the goods sector will total 9,150 or an annual rate gain of 
0.8 percent from 2007. The service providing sector will yield a 1.5 percent increase to 2012 with 
39,230 counted as working in those industries. The detail shows construction up 1.3 percent annu
ally as manufacturing struggles to a half a percentage point annual gain from 2007 . On the service 
side government has increased 1.5% and information and financial activities have increased 1.3% 
respectively. The trade, transportation and utilities sector will yield an annual average growth rate of 
1.1 percent between the years 2007 and 2012 . 

Skagit County had 45.400 nonfarm jobs in 2005. Since 1991 annual job growth was its highest 
between 1999 and 2000 at 8.8 percent and it's lowest between 2001 and 2002 at -0.5 percent. Since 
1990 the annual average growth rate is 2.9 percent, which compares favorably to the state (+1 .7%) 
and the national average of +1 .3 percent. The 2004-2005 growth rates are the third highest annual 
increase since 1990. 
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tlndmg the positive side ot tne ledger hard to tlnd as employment slipped until the ZUUZ-ZUUJ mOdest 
gain of 1.2 percent. The 2005 increase of 8.3 percent may mean a turnaround for that sector. 

The service providing sector buoyed by population growth has seen positive annual average 
growth rates since 1990. Between 2004 and 2005 the sector grew at a rate of 3 percent. Between 
1999 and 2000 the sector posted its best increase gaining jobs at an 8.6 percent clip . 

This sector has posted 4 straight years of job grow1h after a roller coaster up and down during the late 
nineties. 

The 2004-2005 job increase amounted to a 5 percent gain for the sector. From 2001 to 2005 the 
county has added 1,300 retail trade jobs with that number expected to continue to go up. 

The last two years of 2004 and 2005 have seen government totals surpass the 10,000 job total-a total 
that will be there to build on in the coming years even if at a slow pace. But as the detail shows some 
sectors of government are growing at a better rate than others. The 2005 federal government total 
of 400 jobs is identical to the 400 total posted in 1990. The 1990 total for state government was 1,300. 
In 2005 state government accounted for 1,600 jobs. With the exception of 1991-1992 and 2003-2004, 
when the sector was fiat, local government has grown annually every year since 1990. The 2005 in
crease was small but since 1996 the sector has grown by 2,300 jobs or a rate of 38.3 percent. Over the 
same time span the overall nonfarm totals have gained just over 30 percent in the last ten years. 

Annual Growth in Nonfarm Employment, 1991·2005 
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POPULATION, LABOR FORCE, AND UNEMPLOYMENT 
Population 
Skagit County's population was estimated to be 113,100 in 2006 making it the 11th largest county in 
the state. The largest city in the county is Mount Vernon with a 2006 estimated population of 28,710. 

• Other cities of note are Anacortes (16,170), Sedro-Woolley (9,755) and Burlington (8 ,120). 

• 

• 

Since the 2000 Census, population in the county has grown by 9.8 percent which is better than the 
state average of 8.2 percent. 

Age 
With affordable prices and a slower pace it's not surprising that the county has a higher over 60 
population than the state as a whole . In 2004 the 60 and over crowd accounted for 19.5 percent of 
the county's total population . At the state level the 60 plus number was just 15.5 percent of the state 
total. With disposable income a concern it's obvious than many retirees have found their way north on 
1-5 to Skagit County. 

Race and Ethnicity 
Skagit County is less diverse than the state and the nation as according to the 2000 Census, 83 per
cent of the local population were counted as white. The 2000 Census counted the HispaniC popula
tion as the largest minority group in the county at just over 11 percent of the total population. 

Population by Race and Ethnicity, 2000 Census 

Total Single White Non- African American 
Total Race Hispanic American Indian 

U.S. 281,421,906 246,183,425 194,514,140 33,707,230 2,091,206 
State 5,894,121 5,276,686 4,652,490 184,631 85,396 
Skagit 102,979 89,518 85,496 422 1,783 

Asian Pacific 
Hispanicl American Islander Other Multiracial 

U.S. 10,067,813 342,743 447,552 5,012,741 35,305,818 
State 319,401 22,779 11,989 175,926 441 ,509 
Skagit 1,513 146 158 1,925 11,536 

Educational Attainment 
While the county leads both the U.S. and State when it comes to some college credits and associate 
degrees, the county lags both the state and nation when it comes to Bachelor's degrees and higher 
education attainment. According to the 2000 Census the county had 20.8 percent with bachelor de
grees. The U.S. average was 24.4 percent while statewide the figure was 27 .7 percent. 

Labor Force and Unemployment 
Since 1990 the unemployment rate in Skagit County has always been higher than the state average. In 
fact, in some years the gap is quite large, for example in 1993 the unemployment rate in Skagit was 10.6 
percent while the state average was 7.1. The good news is that the gap is closing and as of 2005 the 
county rate was 5.8 while the state total was 5.5. In 2001 the national unemployment rate was 5.1 percent. 

1 Unemployment Rates 2001 2002 2003 2004 20051 

Skagit 7.1 8.2 8.0 6.8 5.8 
Washington State 6.2 7.3 7.4 6.2 5.5 
U.S. 4.7 5.8 6.0 5.5 5.1 

Civilian Labor Force 51,520 52,980 54,280 55,620 56,860 
Total Employment 47,860 48,640 49,920 51,820 53,570 
Total Unemployment 3,660 4,340 4,360 3,800 3,290 
Unemployment Rate 7.1 8.2 8.0 6.8 5.8 
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INDUSTRY EMPLOYMENT BY AGE AND SEX 
The Local Employment Dynamics (LED) database, a joint project of state employment departments 
and the Census Bureau, matches state employment data with federal administrative data. Among 
the products is industry employment by age and sex. All workers covered by state unemployment 
insurance data are included ; federal workers and non-covered workers like the self-employed are not. 
Data is presented by place of work, not place of residence. Some highlights include: 

• In the first quarter of 2005 men and women were nearly equal participants in the world of work 
(50.2% versus 49.8%) 

• There were however substantial differences in industries. Male dominated industries include con
struction (87 percent) and manufacturing (75 percent). Female dominated industries include health 
care and social assistance (82 percent) and finance and insurance at nearly 75 percent. 

WAGES AND INCOME 
Average Annual Wage 
In 2004 Skagit County averaged over 45,300 jobs covered by unemployment insurance, with a total 
payroll over 1.3 billion dollars. 

The county's average annual wage was 30,017 below the state average of $39,689 but good enough 
to rank the county as 14th in the state for annual average wage. 

Hourly Wages 
The 2004 median hourly wage in Skagit County was $14.98 compared to $17.52 for the state. The 
lowest paid ten percent jobs paid $7 .37 an hour as the highest paid ten percent jobs paid $47.05. 

The gap between the top ten percent earners and the bottom ten percent wage earners is greater 
now than it was in 1990 . 

Average Annual Wage by Industry, 2004, Skagit County 
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Personal and Per Capita Income 
In 2003 Skagit County personal income was $19,185 a total that lagged both the U.S. and state 
totals . The Skagit total was nearly 96 percent of the U.S. and 91 percent of the state personal 
income totals . The 2003 average dollar amount was broken down as 64 percent coming from earn
ings, 19 percent from investments and 17 percent from transfer payments . 

"Inflation - adjusted" per capita income placed Skagit county at just over $30,000 dollars which 
was below both the state and U.S. totals for 2003. 

Inflation-Adjusted Per Capita Income 
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Household and Family Income 
In 1999, Skagit County median household income was $42,381 which was high enough to rank 10th 
in the state. The total , however, lags the statewide total of $45,776 but exceeds the U.S. average of 
$41,994. 

In 1999, 11 .1 percent of the county population was below the official poverty line. The statewide aver
age was lower at 10.6 percent as the national average hovered around 12.4 percent. 

Median Household Income by Race/Ethnicity, 1999 
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County Resource List 
Washington State 
Employment Security Department 
www.wa.gov/esd 

WorkSource Skagit 
2005 E. College Way 
Mount Vernon. WA 98273 
Phone: (360) 416-3600 
Fax: (360) 416-3636 

Economic Development Association 
of Skagit County 
P.O. Box 40 
Mount Vernon WA 98274 
Phone: (360) 336-6114 
Fax: (360) 336-6116 
E-mail : info@skagil.org 
www.skagit.org 

Anacortes Chamber of Commerce 
819 Commercial Avenue 
Anacortes WA 98221 
Phone: (360) 293-3832 
Fax: (360) 293-1595 
E-mail : anacortes@sos.net 
www.anacortes-chamber.com 

Burlington Chamber of Commerce 
600 E. Victoria Avenue 
Burlington . WA 98233 
Phone: (360) 757-0994 
Fax: (360) 757-0821 
E-mail : bchamber@cnw.com 
www.skagit.com/chambers/burl.htm 

Concrete Chamber of Commerce 
P.O. Box 743 
Concrete, WA 98237 
Phone: (360)853-7042 
E-mail : ccofc@concrete-wa.com 
www.concrete-wa.com 

La Conner Chamber of Commerce 
P.O. Box 1610 
La Conner. WA 98257 
Phone: 1-888-642-9284 
E-mail: laconnerinfo@aol.com 
www.laconnerchamber.com 

Mount Vernon Chamber of Commerce 
P.O. Box 1007 
Mount Vernon WA 98273-1 007 
Phone: (360)428-8547 
Fax: (360)424-6237 
E-mail : director@mountvernonchamber.com 
www.mvcofc.o rg/home.htm 

North Cascades Chamber of Commerce 
P.O. Box 175 
Marblemount. WA 98267-0175 
Phone: (360) 873-2106 or (877) 875-2448 
E-mail : chamber@marblemounl.com 
www.marblemount.com 

Sedro Woolley Chamber of Commerce 
714B Metcalf Street 
Sedro Woolley.WA 98284 
Phone: (360) 855-1841 
Fax:(360) 855-1582 
E-mail : chamber@sedrowoolley.com 

For more information about 
Skagit County. contact 
Jim Vlemlng, Regional Labor 
Economist, Lacey, Washington 
(360) 438-4821 or 
E-mail JVleming@esd.wa.gov 

Click here to print out a copy of this publication in booklet form 

Employment 
=_:=::;;~ Security 

Deportment 
WASHINGTON STATE 

Employment Security Depariment is an equat opportunity employer and provider 
of employment and training services. Auxiliary aids and services are available 
upon request to persons with disabilities. 
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