
• Since CNW’s Mining SUP Application was first submitted in March 2016, CSVN members have 
dedicated literally hundreds of hours to this issue, working to try to understand this proposal 
and its impact on our community, and to communicate our concerns to County officials.   

• None of us are paid and all of us would rather be doing something else.  But we have been 
shocked by this proposal and the disregard that the applicant has shown for the safety and 
well-being of our community.  We feel we have no choice but to stand up for ourselves.

• Individually, we hold different opinions and priorities regarding these issues, but share in 
common the concerns we will discuss today, and we are representative of literally hundreds 
of concerned community members.  

• In March 2017 we held a community meeting at the Samish School, and about 170 people 
showed up.  Not one person spoke in favor of this proposal.  Indeed, to our knowledge, the 
County hasn’t received one comment from a local citizen in favor of it.

• We understand that through the typical permitting process, that we will still have 
opportunities to express our concerns at forthcoming public hearings and comment periods.  
However, we are also aware that HDR consultants have been engaged by the County to 
review the applicant’s proposal, and we have reviewed the most recent recommendations 
from HDR.  Based on this we are very concerned that the real issues are still not being taken 
into consideration.  And, that by the time we have an opportunity to be heard, decisions will 
essentially have been made. 

• In addition, nothing has been very typical about this permit review process.  This starts at the 
very beginning with only 8 of the 35 landowners who were legally entitled to notification of 
the application and the SEPA threshold determination actually receiving Notice.  And, as you 
know, since then there have been many unusual twists and turns, as well as significant 
turnover of County staff, including a new director and assistant director of Planning and 
Development Services. 
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• Quick overview of the area.  
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• Zooming in to the mine site, it is important to note that CNW owns a large piece of 

land at this location, and only a portion of this property is currently proposed as a 

mine. 

• Only the mine site is discussed in the application, not the remainder of the property. 

• Except that the 2 mile long haul road that transects CNW’s property to access Grip 

Road is mentioned, but it is not included in any environmental review.

3



• While this presentation is mostly focused on major concerns we have with truck 

traffic and road infrastructure problems, we need to make it clear that these are not

our only concerns with this proposal.  Very quick review some of our other concerns 

will follow.

• As already mentioned the SEPA process was flawed from the start.  Many surrounding 

landowners were not notified of the MDNS until December 2016, long after the 

deadline to comment and appeal had passed.  

• And while the comment period was extended, the MDNS had already been issued 

with very limited public comment.  That MDNS does not begin to address the real 

impacts of the proposal that have been revealed through further evaluation.
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We are also concerned about inadequate buffers proposed on the Samish River, 
groundwater and impacts to Swede Creek, a salmon bearing stream on the site.
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• As mentioned, the application did not address the larger CNW ownership, and how 
the mine will impact other critical areas on the site. 

• The two mile long private haul road transects the property. [Point out haul road]
• There will be an estimated 350,0000 truck trips up and down this road over 25 year 

period if this application is approved – that is 700,000 cumulative miles. This will 
seriously disrupt and degrade wildlife habitat and wildlife corridors.  This has not been 
evaluated. We are lucky enough to still have bear, cougar and bobcat in this area –
how long will they hold on with this kind of disturbance? 

• The haul road crosses Swede Creek in a ravine, this is a salmon bearing stream. Tribal 
representatives expressed concern about sedimentation in the creek from the road, 
but this has not been addressed.  Nor do we know what other impacts the road use 
will have on the hydrology of Swede Creek because it hasn’t been evaluated, but the 
creek is already very flashy causing frequent downstream flooding on Grip Road.

• And, by the way, the applicant has conducted major upgrades to this haul road in 
2018 in preparation for mining, without County oversight, under the auspices of a 
forest practices application.  The haul road hardly shows up in previous aerial photos 
of the site.
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• Proposed hours of operation have been inconsistently reported in application 
materials.  There must be some limits. 
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• The noise study submitted by the applicant has serious flaws that underrepresent the 
noise impacts.
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This is very important:
• We are concerned that the applicant will apply for additional permits in the future to 

expand the mine and/or conduct processing onsite. 
• If so, this represents ‘piecemeal’ approach to SEPA review which avoids revealing 

more serious environmental impacts
• We have done some homework. and see that there is a precedent for this approach, 

so feel we have good reason to be concerned
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• On their SEPA checklist, CNW claims that they do not plan to expand their operations.
But as Brian will point out, the economics of hauling raw materials to another location 
to process does not really add up.

• What is the true scope of this project?
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• This is a busy map, but we wanted to give you a sense of how much is going on in this 

area in terms of land use.

• The zoning is mostly Rural Reserve, with some AgNRL.  The site itself is zoned is 

RRcNRL with an MRO that was established in 2007.

• The parcel layer pattern perhaps gives you some sense of the actual density in the 

area. There are many pre-existing substandard lots in the area, both in the Rural 

Reserve zoning (2.5 acre parcels and smaller) and in Ag Zoning (20 acre lots and 

smaller lots).  

• And there are quite a few pockets of denser suburban type development: examples 

are Wildlife Acres, Park Ridge, and Ida and Prairie Lanes, etc. 
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• Contrary to CNW’s claims in their application materials that this is a “very remote 
location”, actually there are a lot of homes. 

• These figures from the Assessor’s database are at least 3 years old, maybe older. 
• We have not had time to research how many new homes have been built in the past 

ten years, but it’s a lot.  This area is not remote and it is definitely growing.
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• In a meeting with the Hearing Examiner in August 2019 concerning CNW’s appeal of 
the County’s denial of the application, CNW’s attorney told the Hearing Examiner that 
“this is just a little borrow pit, not even in a particularly sensitive area” .

• Again contrary to that claim, this is a large scale industrial development.
• It is in a populated rural residential neighborhood that has no comparable industrial 

uses.  
• The proposal consists of a 60 acre strip mine that will be in operation for 25 years, 

eventually creating a hole in the ground the dimensions of 45 football fields (approx.
1,800 feet to a side ) and 90 feet deep. 

• This is no “borrow pit” and it is adjacent to the Samish River.  Last time we checked, 
the Samish River is quite sensitive and the focus of a great deal of conservation effort 
by the County and others.
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• Most other large gravel mines in Skagit County front on major arterials – such as Old 

99 or State Route 9 (with perhaps the exception of Kelleher Pit, but that road has 

good site distance and wide hardened shoulders and few residences along its haul 

route.

• Unlike these other gravel mine operations, this mine would enter onto Grip Road, a 

busy narrow substandard County road, with little or no shoulder, no fog lines, and it is 

in a neighborhood.  

• Trucks will enter at the top of the hill, with the haul route proceeding immediately 

down this very steep winding road, and then the trucks will creep slowly back up the 

hill on their return trips, meeting each other going in opposite directions.
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• There are other necessary and legitimate uses for these roads by the public besides 
hauling gravel – in addition to the daily uses and commuting by residents, consider 
pedestrians, school children waiting for the bus and bicyclists.  

• Without limits on numbers of gravel trucks, these other uses will become increasingly 
dangerous, not just for the cyclist or pedestrian, but also for the drivers trying to avoid 
hitting them.

• Prairie and Grip Roads are a very popular with bicyclists, and is identified as an 
established route on the County Bike Route map produced by Skagit County Council of 
Governments.  

• Recreation was not addressed in the original SEPA checklist, nor in any of the traffic 
information submitted.
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• This is a comment submitted more than three years ago by a high school student 
regarding an encounter on Prairie Road between a gravel truck and the school bus she 
was riding in. 

• “A gravel truck was coming down the road in the opposite direction.  This truck was a 
bit over the line, into our lane, and it nearly hit the school bus.  The bus driver had to 
swerve and go as far out on to the shoulder as she could.  If the gravel truck had been 
even a little bit further over the line the bus driver would have had nowhere to go, and 
the bus would have been hit.”

• These problems already exist, without introducing dozens more trucks per day.
• Again this kind of serious safety concern has not even been discussed in the traffic 

information. 
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• These already substandard roads, especially Grip and Prairie Roads, are increasingly 
serving as commuting routes for a much larger area.  

• More Skagit County residents are commuting to Bellingham and this trend will 
increase; and vise versa, many Whatcom County residents commute to Skagit County.

• What kind of growth trends can we expect in this area?  
• What changes in commuter traffic can we expect?  
• We don’t really know, but the questions need to be asked.  
• We need to understand the future pressures that these roads will experience before 

permitting dozens and dozens of more trucks a day, weighing 100,000 pounds each, 
to travel on these roads for 25 years.  
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• Point out commuting routes:  Prairie Road connects State Route 9 to Old 99 and then to I-5 on 
a short stretch of Bow Hill Road.  And the fastest way to SR9 from southbound I-5 is Prairie to 
Grip Rd to Hoogdal Rd.

• Just one example of future demographic change in the area is the proposed Avalon Fully 
Contained Community that would put approx.  3500 new homes (8500 people) on Butler Hill.  
This would generate an as yet undetermined but significant new volume of traffic on all of 
these roads.  As well as much greater demand for recreational uses such as bicycling and 
walking.

• Another example of future development pressure and changing commuting patterns is the 
SWIFT Center located at the old Northern State Hospital north of Sedro Woolley. 

• The County is already expecting a significant uptick in commuters coming from the north to 
the SWIFT Center as evidenced by Public Works 2020 Transportation Improvement Plan, 
which calls for improvements to Kalloch and Fruitdale Roads for access to SWIFT Center. The 
fastest route from southbound I-5 to the SWIFT Center is exiting at Bow Hill Rd. and following 
the gravel mine haul route up the Grip Road Hill (point out route).  

• Furthermore, the haul route has never really been defined; nor whether third party sales will 
be allowed (there are conflicting statements in the application regarding this).  Private third 
party sales would mean independent truckers hauling from the site. These trucks will 
inevitably travel various routes, presenting even more safety hazards and road damage. Grip 
Road traveling east from the mine entrance is in some ways even more dangerous, with many 
right angle corners to navigate and many residences fronting on the road. 

• These alternate haul routes also need to be considered in the analysis, but they are not 
even mentioned.
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• CNW proposes to operate this mine for 25 years, making more than 350,000 truck 

trips over that period.

• How can the existing road infrastructure support this, combined with the inevitable 

increase in development and traffic when the roads are already crumbling?  

• This simply cannot be permitted until these questions are analyzed and mitigated.  

• If the roads aren’t upgraded, who pays for the inevitable damage and major repairs 

over the lifetime of the mine?

• We disagree that the typical fees and taxes paid by the industry will address the 

disproportionate damage that will occur to our local roads – there are too many 

competing priorities for those road funds. 
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• This is the spanking new roundabout at the SWIFT Center.  

• Investments are being made across the County to accommodate growth

• Our community is in the path of this growth, with a huge mine proposed right in the 

heart of it.

• With the irrefutable knowledge of our aging rural infrastructure, and the demands 

that an industrial mining development will create on it, combined with the increased 

commuting pressure, still there are no road improvements being considered.  

• This is a recipe for expensive and inefficient stop-gap repairs; snarled traffic at 

intersections; endless complaints from local residents; near misses and, worst of all, 

more accidents.   
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• Skagit County has a pretty good Comprehensive Plan.  

• It includes policies that lay out what kinds of measures should be taken before 
allowing a Mining Special Use Permit.  

• This includes addressing: impacts to traffic; existing infrastructure issues; hours of 
operation and noise issues.  

• It even mentions cost sharing between the County and the Applicant for necessary 
infrastructure improvements.  It’s all there.

• And, these ‘concurrency’ requirements, that ask for intelligent foresight when 
reviewing major development, is one of the reasons that most of us supported the 
Growth Management Act in the first place, but as things are trending with this 
proposal, the Comp Plan just seems like another document on the shelf.  

• Why not require impact fees or require the applicant to pony up a reasonable cost 
share to upgrade the roads? They will be making literally millions of dollars from that 
mine.  When we’ve asked these questions of various officials over the years, we’ve 
heard many versions of  “it’s not the way we look at gravel operations in Skagit 
County”.  

• It’s time to rethink that.  Plan for the future and take care of rural communities and 
rural infrastructure instead fitting the project into the minimum standards and just 
punting the problems into the future.   
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• We have struggled to understand what the applicant is really planning in terms of the
number of daily truck trips to and from the mine site. It is still unclear.  And, because 
this is so central to our concerns, We will drill into the various studies and reviews 
that have been produced by the applicant and the County regarding this. 

• But first, I think it’s worth noting that the principle document that has been relied on 
is this February 2016 “Preliminary Traffic Information” memo from CNW’s consultant 
DN Traffic Consultants.  This 4 year old memo, combined with a couple of brief 
addenda, is now referred to as a “Traffic Impact Analysis” by your consultant, HDR.  
Quite a stretch, especially given the final comments in DN’s own memo:  “It is 
expected that additional traffic analysis will be required as the proposed gravel pit 
operation is defined”.  We would argue that the proposed operation still has not been 
defined. 
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[Hand over to Brian for his presentation and “virtual tour” of the haul route.  Then back 
for concluding slides]
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