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432 | 8/24/09 | Waterfront Rich Berry Dear Sir:

Ideas richkberry@aol.com It is fortunate to be at the planning stages omtaterfront and wise that what is
done could save future money and create a readyoledor living. | am struck by
the beauty and function of Stanley Park and thensdlaand drive up their
frequently and come back refreshed and invigordddy not have the waterfron
blocked off to a greater extent for traffic, majpiin native plant, a transportatior
hub for lite rail, bikes, etc and connect thishe test of Whatcom County. This
can be done, | know it.

Sincerely, Rich Berry
431 | 8/16/09 | Please appeal | Gordon Manning Dear Mayor Dan Pike,

NOAA gordoman@comcast.net

Marine | am a D.O.C. /N.O.A.A. employee my departmenhé&s Marine Operations

Operations Center — Pacific also known as Electronic EngimgeBranch. We are current

Center to home based in Seattle 1801 Fairview Avenue Easu afe probably somewhat

Newport OR familiar with the MOC-P lease becoming due and thatfire at MOC-P Lake

Union pier severely damaged the pier disablingrpanently. The US

Government aka NOAA went through the formal bidgess. The current Seattle

location was among the bidders and Bellingham Wé ldawport OR and Port
Angeles WA were also the final bidders.

NOAA officials have chosen Newport OR as the legsgon and building
location. | do not know why they chose this logcati

| am strongly opposed to Newport for a locationriEasons the long and lengthy.

Here are my top reasons why Newport is unwisentirad disastrous and not
thought through to its full ramifications:

« Newport Infrastructure is terrible. The main rda8101 must be widened
and the bridge must be expanded to twice its cugier. The traffic from
tourists makes the trip from 3 miles north of Newvifio the Pier on the

!

Southside of the bridge to be 1 hour. The whal#itrflow and parking




Date
Rec'd

Subject

Citizen/ Group

Citizen Comments on
New Whatcom Waterfront Planning —
August 2009

will have to be re-thought. It is costly to redolubridges and widened
main artery routes. This is also a burden of tisigvall. If you estimate
1.5 Billion just for this item, you have made thisenate bill that must be
passed.

Newport does not have any full service Marine aeting services. No
dry-dock, no marine welding, no sheet metal worlkerd no marine
electrical or marine engineering...nothing for vess#INOAA’s size. It
will take years for businesses to be drawn and bhudhthen finally
warehouse the correct NOAA items. Again this iglgosUS Tax
deferment will have to be allocated to attract besses because there ar
no skilled workers to fill any of the positionshi$ is a logistical
nightmare.

There is no building and the pier must be compfeatelbuilt.

The crabs that reside at the pier are high qualitye Miller Freeman ate
this crab they caught while at the pier. This @iappear when the huge
cranes and dredges needed to dredge the pieregaesb Then once the
ships are dockside they will cause an ecology igstiethe few remaining
crab. Additionally, there are high quality clanmslaoysters dig for
immediate at the dock location. The dredging néedenake this a deep
water port will eliminate this opportunity.

The winter months (Mid-October thru Mid-March) ismpossible to dock
at the pier. Itis unprotected and it must haveGdBivave break 15-20
feet high to provide protection from the wind anawes for the winter
dockside time period.

There are very few hotels and car rental serviedianited. Taxi services
—only one service goes to south of the bridge wtieeier is going to be
There are no commercial deliveries of food itemth&opier.

We absolutely no consideration of current NOAA emgpkes input. There
was not any poll or interest survey taken to foaantlwho would move to
what location. NOAA did not consider what | or ang would do if
MOC-P was moved to Newport or Bellingham or Porgéles. This does
not fit with their own regulation of employee maand relations.

The Seattle location will become an ecological wasta due to the
cresol-soaked tar laden wooden piers. The exfehedire damage has
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Please repeal this action. Please ask that NOAACNRDe located in Bellinghar
WA. | will accept either Seattle or Bellingham bdavor Bellingham because it
is only 20 minutes from where | reside. | haverbieall of the ports listed as th
final 4 options I firmly believe Bellingham will gaiire the least amount money
both in the short term and in the long term. Athérican marine is an excellent

also made the pier even more an ecological disa$tee salmon will die

and the toxins from the fire burnt pier once disad will cause a fisheries'

disaster. The work needed to remove and dispoeqdier must be
access in light of the tar and toxins involved with bottom sediment anc
the water dispersion of the materials.

The airport is totally insufficient and must be arped.

Several ship board personnel must still go backdattle for yearly re-
certification for divers and rescue swimmers arfdtgaat sea. This cause
unduly needless expenses.

The personal property tax and income tax will bexna burden. Even
though there is no “sales tax” every dime you savaxed.

The personal moving costs must be paid out of gdalse. | am able to be

reimbursed but | do not have the cash to move. t dib&er employees are
not eligible for any reimbursement. My current eus de-valued from
the bank economic disaster. | will lose easily $26K | live in Skagit
County. Newport median housing cost is $345K ithisigher than | can
afford. | cannot even rent my home for what | aagipg for on the
mortgage.

The area schools are terribly sub-standard andrilyeviable option is to
send children away from the area to private schebkre they have boar
and room. Again, this is very costly to individuals

No personal desires, interests, burdens nor arydf/personnel
involvement was established. The NOAA Admiral #mel Secretary of
Commerce made a severe error not including anygtitao Seattle
personnel. They might have done this on purpostatm that they are
saving the government money by the reduction inesaghich govern
Newport OR. Seattle residents who work for the@tvernment get a
very high cost of living increase to their annualges.
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ship builder for which NOAA has preferred for trezent small survey vessels.
All American is totally familiar the needs of NOAtiIs is an extremely logical
choice. Please make it known that this is a tlerdiecision made by NOAA.
Seattle and the state of Washington will lose omilli of dollars of annual income
by this move.

Thank you for time and interest.




