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Public Comments 

 

Comments on Alternative 1: Back to Nature 

This appears to lead to eventual lack of access and disuse of the park. 
The attendees tonight were from a very homogenous perspective (primarily boaters). This should 
be taken into account when considering the input and feedback. A large group of naturalists or 
birders could have a very different perspective and opinions. 
There are many places in Washington to experience the outdoors. But many of them are 
becoming less and less “wild”, and more and more crowded. Lets keep the wild places as wild as 
can be. Washingtonians and out of state visitors do not need to be able to access every island 
and wild place in the state. Keep Washington wild. 
Social trails, anchoring, beaching boats would be detrimental to the environment. 

• More buoys 
• Planning buoys for NW end is a problem because of passing boats/wind 
• Why is dredging to 14’ is it LLwater, MLH20, or? 
• What boats are trying to accomodate 

Option 1 is horrible and should not be considered. Very limited access to the public. Don’t 
remove the breakwater if option 1 is selected. Why waste the money. 

 

Comments on Alternative 2: Rustic Retreat 

Most interested in maintaining a usable marina. Current marina is fine. Other facilities are fine. A 
concession is not essential. Removing the marina is not an option. Possibly optional but maintain 
the current marina. 
Do regular camp cabin- #20 of them. Cheaper 
Build them and they will be used. 
The state has owned this island for over 60 years- time to take care of it. More buoys not North 
[unclear] 
People will access the island anyway, access should be controlled and accessible 
A passenger ferry run privately or by state parks could be good if profitable 

• Rebuild marina to maintain and expand access 
• Remove Tillicum Village mainting camping and recreation options 
• Maintain access for future generations 
• Maintain safe harbor in central sound for boater safety 

Concessions aren’t required but if someone is willing to add their own money to put it in why not? 
I believe it would be nice for non-boat owners an option to come and camp for peak summer 
season. Definitely want a marina for continued boating trips! 
I feel a Rustic Retreat-yes the docks need help-During the winter concessions would suffer- hHas 
a study been done the “REAL” length of boats staying at the marina??? New comfort stations 
needed. The park is wonderful- it is a place to enjoy-not be charged for stuff more people would 
not use. Marina reservations could be a nightmare- enforcement?? Rangers have too much to do 



at this time. This could not be a volunteer position!!! Thank you for the presentation- it was “eye” 
opening. 
Changing dock config. To finger slips greatly reduces flexibility vs. existing linear arrangements. 
i.e. a 40’ boat can’t use any slip <40’. 
Also the notion of reserving finger slips requires a harbor master to manage- added overhead. If I 
reserve a slip and arrive to find it occupied, what is my recourse? 
Repair marina 
Keeps better Access 
Preserves Park Experiences 
Keeps it as a marine park 
Seems to be viable option 
As far as what was presented, “rustic retreat” is the most feasible.  
Having a concession will not be priftable for the vendor, its already been tried and failed. 
“Recreation” is not a viable alternative- too crowded and too expensive. Don’t need “Deluxe” 
cabins. Maybe a mixture of 2 and 3. 
Option 2 is the most practical. 
I’ve seen marina updating in other locations that seem to lack the boater’s perspective of what 
works/what doesn’t. 
Do we really need to do more than maintain what we already have? 
We love how it is now, we have been coming by boat for 40 years. Keep the trails up, keep the 
marina up, remove ivy and holly. We personally increase access by bringing kids from the Hilltop 
of Tacoma for day trips. I have others do the same. 
Very good presentation! Thank you! My gut leans towards Option/Alternative 2 (improve marina, 
keep rustic) 
At this point, I think Alternative 2 is the most feasible. It seems to maintain the island as a natural 
state park for boaters. It is also the best use of state funding. At some point in the future 
additional funding could be requested to add public transportation for people to come to the 
island to enjoy its rustic, natural beauty by camping and/or hiking. Please do not limit the marina 
to small boats only. We purchase a state moorage pass every year. We are too large for mooring 
buoys. We visit the park 5-20 days a year to hike, picnic, and enjoy nature. Do not take this jewel 
away from the many boaters we have met who love Blake Island like we do. 
No reservation! Fills up too fast. 

 

Comments on Alternative 3: Concession 

No concessionaire. No motor boats. Human powered boats only. 
I’d vote Alt 3 with possibly some State Park teepees/primitive cabins. To pay for marina increase 
fee, maybe extra beyond yearly permit. Breakwater shouldn’t be removed. Reason for 3 is that it 
brings more people not just boaters. 
Option 3 would be ideal. Blake Island is amanzing and would be great to have it accessible to all 
Washington State residents. Also seems like funds could be made available when there is more 
accessibility. Will be hard to find a concession so maybe shoot smaller than Tillicum Village. 
Is there any interest in concessions? If not why 

 

Comments on Alternative 4: Recreation  



Cabins will be like others parks, allow ing others to experience the park. Question on overall 
impact to park experience. 
If money is available option 4 would be great. If money is not available for option 4 then option 2 
would be great. This maintains status quo yet bringing facilities to current standards and many 
years of use by lots of citizens and visitors.  

 


