
Appendix A 
 
 

On July 13, 2007, the Final Scoping Document was issued for the New Whatcom 
Redevelopment project.  A companion document, the Summary of Comments to the 
Scope of the Environmental Impact Statement for the New Whatcom Redevelopment 
Project and Responses by the SEPA Responsible Official, was issued with the Final 
Scoping Document and included a summary of the most common or significant 
comments provided during the scoping period and a description of how the comments 
would be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).  For each of the 
20 comments discussed in the Summary document, the list below provides a reference 
to the relevant sections of this Draft EIS in which the topic is discussed and analyzed. 
 
 
1. See Section 2.10 of Chapter 2 for a discussion of Project Elements assumed under 

the Planned Action. 
 
2. See Section 2.8.4 for a description of the No Action Alternative and Chapter 3 for the 

analysis of the No Action Alternative under all environmental elements. 
 
3. See Section 2.8.2 and 2.8.4 for descriptions of the two marina concepts being 

evaluated under the Redevelopment and No Action Alternatives. 
 
4. See Section 2.8.2 and 2.8.4 for descriptions of the two marina concepts being 

evaluated under the Redevelopment and No Action Alternatives.  See Chapter 3 for 
the analysis of the two marina alternatives under all environmental elements. 

 
5. See Section 2.8.3 for specific descriptions of the three Redevelopment Alternatives.   
 
6. See Section 2.8 for a description of the alternatives. 
 
7. See Section 2.8 of Chapter 2 and Section 3.13 of Chapter 3 for a description of the 

Redevelopment Alternatives and a detailed analysis of the impacts of the 
Redevelopment Alternatives on park and recreation facilities. 

 
8. Environmental Justice issues are not addressed in this EIS, and are not required 

under SEPA. 
 
9. See Section 3.1 of Chapter 3 and Appendix D for the analysis of a range of 

geotechnical issues under the EIS Alternatives. 
 
10. See Section 3.4 and Appendix H for a description of existing habitat in the vicinity of 

the site and potential impacts to the offsite wetland. 
 
11. See Section 3.3 and Appendices F and G for the stormwater management and water 

quality impact analysis of the EIS Alternatives. 
 
12. See Section 3.5 Environmental Health for a discussion of current and ongoing MTCA 

activities in the vicinity and the relationship to the New Whatcom redevelopment. 
 



13. See Section 3.14 and Appendix O for a description of the existing utilities and an 
analysis of the impacts associated with the EIS Alternatives. 

 
14. See Section 3.1 and Appendix D for an analysis of potential vibrational impacts 

associated with the EIS Alternatives. 
 
15. See Chapter 3 (under all relevant environmental elements for an analysis of the 

impacts from the marina and large vessel activity associated with the EIS 
Alternatives. 

 
16. See Chapter 3 (under all relevant environmental elements) for a conceptual analysis 

of the impacts associated with the potential relocation of the railroad corridor; 
relocation of the railroad would be subject to a separate permit and environmental 
review process in the future.  The environmental impacts of the project to relocation 
of the BNSF Railroad corridor are not addressed in this EIS. 

 
17. See Section 3.12 and Appendix N for an analysis of traffic and pedestrian/bicyclist 

safety impacts associated with the EIS Alternatives. 
 
18. An economic analysis of the New Whatcom EIS Alternatives is not included in this 

EIS, and is not required under SEPA. 
 
19. See Section 3.9 for an analysis of the range of housing types associated with the EIS 

Alternatives, including affordable housing provisions. 
 
20. See Section 3.4, 3.7 and 3.10 for an analysis of shoreline impacts associated with 

the EIS Alternatives. 



















New Whatcom Redevelopment Project 
List of Comment Letters from EIS Scoping Period 

 
From April 17 through May 11, 2007, the Port conducted the scoping comment period during 
which the public, agencies and tribes were encouraged to provide input regarding the scope of 
the EIS and offer feedback on the Draft Scoping Document.  During the scoping comment 
period, 61 comment letters and emails were received.  The following is a list of commentors: 
 
Written Comments 
 
Agencies and Tribes 
 
Washington Department of Ecology  
City of Bellingham Planning Commission 
Lummi Nation 
 
Organizations/Individuals 
 
Bricklin Newman Dold  
Clean Water Alliance       
People for Puget Sound      
RE Sources for Sustainable Communities    
Whatcom County Marine Resources Committee   
 
Ken Anderson 
Frances Badgett 
Anita and Ray Ballweg 
Tom Barrett 
Jennifer Bean 
Marvin Bensen 
Remigijus Biciunas 
Pete Black 
Rick Black 
Elisabeth Britt 
Mark S. Buehrer 
Rabel Burdge 
Skye Burn 
Cathy Cameron 
Kevin Cournoyer 
David M. Courtis 
George Dyson 
Chris Fairbanks 
Ryan M. Ferris 
Deb Gaber 
Bill Geyer 
Thomas Gotchy 
Erica Heininger 
S. Harry Herdman 
Eric and Susan Hirst 



Bernie Housen 
Marty Jelinski 
Tip Johnson 1 
Tip Johnson  2 
Michael J. Kettman  
Judy Kleinberg 
Leslie Langdon 
Jeanette Douglas Meyer 
Geoff Middaugh 
Anita Milavec 
Kelly Morgan 
John Munson 
Norm Nielsen 
Edwina Norton 
John & Patricia Parker 
Dale Petersen 
Anne-Marie Renoud 
Skip Richards 
Mary Rossi 
Sheryl Russell  1 
Sheryl Russell  2 
Lincoln L. Rutter 
Anna S 
Julie Shoun 
Jack Weiss 
Rachel Werther 
James K. Woodle 
Bob Worley 


