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Do You Want THIS 
In Your Brand-New National 
Park And Recreation Area? 

If Seattle City Light is allowed to add another 125 
feet to the height of Ross Dam it will destroy some of 
the most scenic parts of the new North Cascades 
National Park-Ross Lake National Recreation Area 
forever; yet it will only take care of Seattle's growing 
power requirements for less than three years. 

Here's what will happen: 
1) An ecological paradise in the Big Beaver Valley—includ

ing beaver dams, ponds, marshes, and the wide variety of plant 
and animal life that only an environment like this can support 
—will be drowned. 

2) Of the nation's last large grove of western red cedars, 
some estimated to be over 1,000 years old, 80% will be turned 
into miles of stump-covered mud flats—even though it is con
sidered to be of the utmost value for research by ecologists of 
the Society of American Foresters and U.S. Forest Service. 

3) All your shoreline trails, and much of your largest camp
ground site on Ross Lake will be gone. 

4) Miles of free-flowing trout streams will be gone. 
5) And then it will be time for City Light to do something 

else anyway. Why don't they do it right the first time? 
City Light says they've been planning to make Ross Dam 

higher ever since 1918, and have money invested in it already. 
But we would like to point out that there have been some 
changes since 1918—some bad ones and some good ones — 
which all of us, particularly City Light, ought to take into 
account. 

Ross Dam and Lake. The further damage from High Ross Dam, all around 
the lake and miles up Big Beaver Valley, is shown in black. 

On the bad side, we have far less of our natural wealth left to 
squander than we had in 1918. It's time we were giving at least 
as much thought to keeping the Puget Sound area the wonder
fully attractive place it is, as we give to planning for the growth 
it attracts. 

On the good side, there are methods of generating power, and 
of managing its use, that didn't exist in 1918. Methods that 
make further ravaging of our irreplaceable natural environment 
unnecessary. Below, we describe some of these methods, some 
combination of which we would like to see City Light investi
gate, rather than trying to bulldoze ahead with their destructive, 
expensive, risky, and in any event inadequate plan for High 
Ross Dam. 

After all, what other corporation or government agency 
would dream of basing its future operations on plans made more 
than fifty years ago ? 

A FEW OF THE ALTERNATIVES 
TO A HIGHER ROSS DAM 

Instead of spending $45 million on Ross Dam and then hav
ing to look for further sources within two or three years after 
completion, here are some of the things City Light will have to 
do eventually anyway, and may as well do now: 

1) Spend the same amount of money to obtain peaking-power from 
Priest Rapids or from other Columbia River dams built by the Public 
Utilities Districts. Such facilities would cost as little as 40% of what 
High Ross Dam would cost. 

2) Purchase peaking-power from the Bonneville Power Administra
tion for the next 30 years or so. It will be cheaper than generating it at 
High Ross Dam, and by that time power can be obtained from the 
thermal facilities now being planned and built. 

3) The demand for peaking-power can be reduced by offering cus
tomers the option and rate incentive of having their water heated by less 
expensive firm-power. Since fully 60% of City Light's all-electric resi
dential energy is used just to heat water, the saving could be very sub
stantial indeed. 

4) Power can be generated by thermal electric plants designed to 
eliminate air pollution. The fuel could be liquefied natural gas from 
Alaska, such as Japan is planning to use, or local coal, or even solid 
wastes. It has been estimated that Seattle's 2,000 tons of garbage a day 
could yield 59,000 kilowatts compared to High Ross Dam's 37,000 
kilowatts. 

5) Existing facilities can be used the year-round. Water that is wasted 
over Skagit spillways for several weeks each spring, when there is no 
market for the power, could be used to pump water into other storage 
reservoirs in the Northwest, to produce power when it is needed. And 
finally, on the subject of this same "pumped storage," 

6) The existing stair-step dams of Ross, Diablo, and Gorge could 
produce all the benefits that Consolidated Edison claimed for its well-
publicized Storm King project on the Hudson, at minimum expense, and 
with absolutely no damage to the environment. Such facilities are a nec
essary adjunct to the nuclear facilities now being planned by City Light. 

City Light has claimed that our rates will have to go up unless 
they build High Ross Dam. (Though even if we accept their 
figures the increase would only be 9t a month, for the average 
single family that doesn't heat its home electrically.) It has also 
been said that we will have "brownouts" without a High Ross 
Dam. But considering all the alternatives mentioned above it's 
clear that what is really meant is that rate increases and "brown
outs" will happen unless City Light does something. And for 
some reason the only thing City Light wants to talk about is a 
higher Ross Dam. 

All right. Let's talk about what it will cost us if they do build 
it—not in pennies per month, but in terms of scenery, recrea
tion, and a complex piece of the puzzle that is our natural 
environment, lost forever. 

1) As mentioned before, all existing campgrounds on the 
lake, including most of Roland Point, the only large level area 
suitable for a major camp-site, will be flooded. 

2) Nine miles of the upper Skagit River, one of the best fly
fishing streams in British Columbia, will be drowned. 

3) What is left of Ruby Creek will be gone, and motorists on 
our most scenic highway—the new North Cross-State—will be 
treated to the sight of a mile of mud flats and stumps. 

4) Six miles of Big Beaver Valley, which could become 
as famous as the world-renowned Hoh River Rain Forest of 
Olympic National Park, will be flooded. This valley is also the 
prime route of access to the Picket Range, one of the grandest 
sights in all the North Cascades. 

As mentioned earlier, the nation's last stand of the western 
red cedar is also in Big Beaver Valley. Mr. Jerry F. Franklin, 
liaison officer for the Society of American Foresters' Natural 
Area Committee which has been working since 1961 to develop 
a system of "research natural areas" in the Pacific Northwest, 
says: 

"Our fruitless search for good valley-bottom western red 
cedar stands in other areas indicates that the cedar stands in 
lower Big Beaver drainage are of special scientific and educa
tional interest. They are a uniquely valuable remnant of this 
particularly productive and ecologically significant forest type 
which has been largely eliminated by logging, clearing and res
ervoir inundation." 

Over 80% of the trees Mr. Franklin speaks of would be cut 
down, and their stumps alternately drowned and exposed as the 
reservoir behind High Ross Dam fluctuated. Yet City Light has 
said that raising the level of Ross Lake will have a "negligible" 
effect on the natural environmental features of the area. 

They've also said that they are satisfied there will be no "seri
ous" damage to any plant or animal life. But the fact is nobody 
can know such a thing without first undertaking a thorough eco
logical study of the area-which they have not. What unique 
plant communities may be destroyed by the clearing and flood
ing, and what effect this would have on associated animal life; 
how flooding the side valleys will affect fish populations, the 
ranges and migration routes of larger animals, and the micro
climates of mountain valleys-these are things we are only just 
beginning to understand. 

Continuing to take the bulldozer approach to our fragile 
environment, and to find out what we've done after we've done 
it, is insanity. We must know what the ultimate results will be 
first, and then decide whether or not we want to pay the price. 

For that reason, we ask that you send the following coupons, 
or your letters, to the men they are addressed to, urging them to 
stop City Light's ill-considered plan for Ross Dam. 

Thank you. 
North Cascades Conservation Council 
Patrick D. Goldsworthy, President 

No. 1 
To: Mayor WesUhlman, Municipal Building 

Seattle, Washington 98104 
Dear Sir: 
Please try, by whatever means are possible, to prevent Seattle City 
Light's proceeding with its plans for raising Ross Dam. I urge you 
to direct the new City Council to reconsider the former Council's 
authorization of this plan, taking into account that City Light's pol
icies be reviewed intensively, and that the relative ecological, fiscal, 
and safety aspects of High Ross Dam and all possible alternatives, 
be studied before any further money is spent on this project. 

Name , 
ArMri»„ 

City , .State. .Zip. 

No. 2 
To: The Clerk, Seattle City Council, Municipal Building 

Seattle, Washington 98104 
Dear Sir: 
Kindly inform Councilmen Ted Best, Charles Carroll, and Liem 
Tuai that I disagree with their having authorized Seattle City Light 
to proceed with its plans for raising Ross Dam without a full review 
of all of City Light's policies, including whether Ross Dam should 
be raised at all. I ask that these Councilmen reconsider their approval 
of High Ross Dam by evaluating 1) its impact on the ecology, 2) 
the fiscal soundness of financing it, 3) the safety hazards and added 
costs of deviating from the original design specifications, and 4) all 
possible alternatives to raising the dam, before authorizing any fur
ther expenditures on this project. 

Nami* 

Address. 

City .State. .Zip. 

No. 3 
To: The Clerk. Seattle City Council, Municipal Building 

Seattle; Washington 98104 
Dear Sir: 
Kindly inform Councilmen George Cooley, Wayne Larkin, and Mrs. 
Jeannette Williams that I hope they will act to reverse the former 
Council's authorization of City Light's plans to raise Ross Dam. I 
urge them to join with the three Councilmen who believe it was pre
mature to grant this authorization before reviewing all of City 
Light's policies, and to authorize no further expenditures on this 
project until they inform themselves as to the relative ecological, 
fiscal, and safety aspects of High Ross Dam and all the possible 
alternatives. 

Name 

Address 

City State Zip , 

No. 4 
To: The Clerk, Seattle City Council, Municipal Building 

Seattle, Washington 98104 
Dear Sir: 
Kindly inform Councilmen Tim Hill. Mrs. Arthur Lamphere, and 
Sam Smith that I appreciate their having-voted to delay the authori
zation of Seattle City Light's plans to raise Ross Dam until after a 
review of all City Light's policies. I urge them to proceed with such 
a review, including evaluation of the relative ecological, fiscal, and 
safety aspects of High Ross Dam, and all the possible alternatives, 
before authorizing any further expenditures on this project. 

Name j 

Address , | . 

City_ .State. .Zip. 

No. 5 
To: North Cascades Conservation Council 

P.O. Box 156, University Station 
Seattle, Washington 98105 

Dear Sirs: 
I agree with your reasons for opposing High Ross Dam. I have 
mailed coupons (or written) to 1_ , 2 , 3 , 4 . I also enclose 
a contribution of $ towards the cost of this advertisement 
and future efforts on behalf of our mistreated environment. 

Please tell me how I can be of further help in protecting the 
scenic resources of Washington's North Cascades. 
(North Cascades Conservation Council is a non-profit organization.) 

Name 

Address . «. 

City- .State. .Zip. 


