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Last Update Citizen comments received from citizens submitting comment to the Port and City and through the
6/21/2006 New Whatcom website for the month of June. Prior month comments can be viewed on the website
in separate monthly documents.
246 | 7/3/2006 | Make the | Patricia Today the pier burned down in Seattle which hotiseSNOAA fleet. | think it would be wonderful if
move to Daniels, Bellingham could get NOAA's business. NOAA ships scientific ships and manned by
attract Bellingham | professionals. We have plenty to offer includiagd traffic. NOAA has a website and | did find yo
NOAA to on a website too so if you are the wrong persorthiigrjust pass it on to anyone who might be
Bellingham interested.
245 | 6/19/2006| Asks for Kevin Hi Mr. Stoner,
remedial Cournoyer | Your last e-mail compels me to repeat and furtheifg my requests. I'm interested in all the
plans and summary documentsemedial plans, and supporting technical documents for everywitkin the
cost basis NWSDA. Please make sure I'm provided with a deddileeakdown of costs for each remedial plan.
And please make note: | need to seethe $34 million remedial plan for the ASB that you describeg
to the City Council last month. Please includ#etailed breakdown of costs for this plan, as well as
supporting technical documents.
244 | 6/19/2006| Do not Darrel Dear Council Members —
dismiss the | Weiss | apologize for inundating you with messages,asuis clear from the June 6 Bellingham Herald
need for an article repudiating the bay initiative, the Portn@uissioner, Port Environmental Director, AND
initiative Mayor appear to dismiss the need for such an iwéia An initiative that, in my opinion, speaks to

the best interests of the citizens of Bellinghanewho one else of influence appears to be in stipy
of a thorough cleanup. At least | have not heasdal my representatives speaking out with that
perspective.

| know that you all read the paper, but in cgse missed it or just to refresh your memoriesnl a
quoting from the June 6 article:

"Asmundson also said the bay foundation wasagling false information suggesting that the pof
wanted a less stringent environmental cleanupeobtt mill site that would leave the property
unusable for homes, parks and so forth." Eithemayor has intentionally misled the public with
this statement or he was/is not intimate with pooposals and agreements. A significant disservi
Is being done when our Mayor comes out so stromghfliance with Port interests.
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Mayor Amundson goes on to say, "...Of coursagibing to be cleaned up to a mixed-use standard.

It's been that way from the very beginning." Haamaeve be assured it will be cleaned up to a "mi
use standard" when the Port actually has not statgdhe entire area would be cleaned up to
anything higher than industrial standards? Unleir fproposal some areas will be cleaned up to

ed

"mixed use standard,"” but certainly not all are@dslso wonder what "mixed use standard" actuall
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means in this context.)

Further, the Port Environmental Director, Mikei&r said, in the same article "...the process of
developing a Whatcom Waterway cleanup strategyimglude lots of opportunities for public
involvement, even without an initiative proces¥.&ah, right, as if the Port would depart from their
plan, even if they could. Again, this is a mislegdstatement from a high level official at the Por
who is attempting to reassure the public that &atthl checks and balances of the cleanup process ar
not necessary.

WHEN IN FACT, THE PORT HAS ENTERED INTO AGREEMENT MH THE SELLER OF

THE PROPERTY THAT LOCKS THEM INTO A REMEDIATION PLN THAT IS NOT
NECESSARILY THOROUGH NOR COMPREHENSIVE.

What harm would the initiative process cause ihggnt environmental cleanup plans are already|in
place?

If any of you are, indeed, in favor of going bag the Port's agreement with Georgia-Pacific, time
is of the essence because the initiative processl(she 6/30) appears our best (if not only ass&an
that we will get what we deserve.

| hope you will consider speaking out on thisus.

243 Asks about | Darrel The Bellingham Herald | Urges support for bay atitie
abandoning | Weiss Dear Council Members —
development You have probably all seen this recent letter éodtitor. | think the writer makes an excellennpo
plans Unfortunately, the Bay Initiative IS necessahlyappears to be the only tool the public hasaweeh
entirely, if any significant influence on the cleanup procddsate to think about the health of our bay ifait$
cleanup gets and the Port proceeds along their current pattenEgencies like Ecology will not require cleanup
too beyond minimal "industrial" standards if the Paved not ask for it. And they have not asked, will
expensive not ask, cannot ask (under the terms of their @setagreement) for cleanup to standards we truly
deserve. Thank you for helping us move far beyibedPort's current cleanup plan. (Is it too easly
start thinking about abandoning development plautisedy, if cleanup gets too expensive?)
242 | 6/9/2006 | Do cleanup| Darrel Dear City Council Members:
up to Weiss We the people of Bellingham believe the Whatdtaterway and all of the waterfront development
unrestricted area should be cleaned up properly, to unrestrdeshup standards
cleanup Much as the Port has led us to believe in alheir public proposals, the entire developmenaare
standards should be cleaned up to the level that can be seiedly by people -- not just industry.

It is going to be an enormous challenge anddsés may very well exceed all current estimates.
Permits should be denied and development shoulthowé forward until cleanup issues are fully
resolved.
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Time is of the essence because the Port is ma@liead at full speed with their plans, and it is
becoming clear that their plans do not includectvaprehensive cleanup that we deserve and should
demand. | appeal to you, honorable council membenrgpresent the best interests of the citizéns o
Bellingham, present and future. Please help toraghat the cleanup is done right
241 | 6/5/2006 | Retain Darrel Dear Council Members —
public Weiss An interesting perspective that came out ofBelingham Bay Foundation’s proposal was that
property other cities that have retained ownership of theiterfront properties are at a distinct advantagen

it comes to long term land use. Ownership coudgh r@gnificant long term economic benefits.

Are we looking at the possibility of retaining/oership of the land the Port is developing?




