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Westport Light Public Comments 

January 22 – 26, 2026 
In favor 1 

I am 100 % completely and wholeheartedly in favor of this project and of State Parks 
leasing the land to the golf course developers. I have lived in the Westport area for nearly 
20 years and understand how critical a project like this is to the long-term vitality and 
sustainability of our community. 
 
Much of this land is currently underutilized, often left open in ways that contribute to 
wildfire risk and mosquito breeding. Transforming it into a thoughtfully designed golf 
course would be a tremendous benefit to the area. It would create much-needed jobs, 
provide a healthy and positive environment for kids to learn and play the sport of golf, 
and offer a place for families to spend meaningful time together. 
 
In addition, this project would bring vital economic support to local businesses that 
struggle through much of the year. I strongly urge approval of this lease so this well-
planned and beneficial project can move forward and serve the community for years to 
come. 2 

I am writing to comment against turning Westport light into a golf course. This will have 
grave impacts on the environment and the ecosystem in this area. 3 

As a regular visitor to Westhaven Beach and the trails at the lighthouse, I am not in favor 
of turning this popular park over to a private company which will undoubtedly cause 
permanent harm to the wetland and eventually to the city by altering the nature of the 
wetland which protects inshore. In the past couple years I have been alarmed by the 
erosion along the beach. I understand that more vegetation will be removed for a golf 
course. That, in addition to construction of the course and any buildings, sewer, water, 
electricity, etc. do not seem compatible with maintaining the wetland ecology. Many 
people use this park as it is every day, and so does wildlife. The park is used for surfing, 
beachcombing, birdwatching, picnicing, mushrooming, hiking, and some areas are 
underwater at times. I've heard there are other golf courses in Grays Harbor County on 
more favorable ground, which have been experiencing fewer users. If a private company 
believes a golf course is needed, perhaps that company could buy land for development, 
and not ask taxpayers to fund it while taking away or diminishing the uses which this park 
provides now. 4 

Hi, my wife and I own a house a stones throw away from the proposed hole of 1 and 18. I 
also have been sport fishing in Westport for over 40 years. 
We are extremely excited to see this golf venture get underway. The Westport community 
is in dire need of another income source. I have golfed at Bandon Dunes and have seen 
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the positive results from that course. This small quaint town needs the boost. Let’s get 
rolling and start seeing some golfers in the town. 5 

I am 100% in favor of the golf course at the Westport Lighthouse. It will add to the 
community - with the positive impact for its economy, for healthy outdoor activities, and 
general well-being for the community. This is long overdue, let's get on with it!! 6 

Yes to the Westport project! 7 

I am writing to express discontent and disapproval regarding the proposed Westport Golf 
Links project.  
 
The last thing our community needs is something that degrades the environment and 
caters to affluent tourists. It's time for the community to invest in its own people and 
focus on affordability for our working citizens. Attracting more tourists, without ensuring 
there is adequate, affordable housing for community residents, is irresponsible and 
short-sighted. Developers think only of their own greed and profit. 
 
Furthermore, the proposed location is a critical wetland and home to many important 
species of flora and fauna. In fact, I've done some excellent foraging in that region. There 
are wonderful mushrooms and edibles to be discovered between the lighthouse and the 
beach! These are just some of the things that make this area so special and worthy of our 
fierce protection. 
 
I am a hard "NO" on the Westport Golf Links proposal! 
 
Thank you for listening. 8 

Good Day, 
I am writing in regards to the proposed development of Light Park in Westport. As you 
know this development will destroy rare coastal wetlands—the largest wetland impact 
ever proposed in Washington State. Shame on you. This development will only serve a 
few citizens, those that play golf. Golf courses are sterile places, no place for pollinators 
with regular use of herbicides and insecticides to maintain the manicured lawn that 
golfer's seek. The removal of native plants and the species that depend on them. This 
can not be sanctioned. It is just another example of ever growing land development that 
takes native habitat out it's job of proving ecosystem service. This is a park, not a 
commercial enterprise site. 
 
A golf course should be a privately owned venture. Many golf courses are hurting 
financially and this would be no different in my opinion. It will not generate income to 
cover it's costs. The state / state parks department would need to provide funds for all 
the budget gaps in the coming years. The state has a budget deficit and is struggling to 
find more income / taxes to pay for legate expenses. The Parks Department needs to stay 
out of the golf course business and let private enterprises do it. If it was going to be a 
money maker there would be golf courses there already. Don't saddle yourselves with 
more costs and at the expenses of the other more deserving park maintenance tasks that 
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need this money.  
 
So this golf course looses on two fronts, environmental cost and the financial costs that 
will not be sustainable. 9 

Westport neighbors, 
 
A golf course will create a year-round economic benefit for all of Westport. With 
responsible oversight the project can be managed to have minimal impact to the park 
while increasing our public access. This is a generational opportunity to increase 
economic stability in Westport. 
 
Even today, development is happening all around us. Eventually the highest bidder will 
have their way with the park.  
 
Collaborating with a golf course developer to assure that residents can gain increased 
access to the park while also removing noxious weeds sounds better than Vacations by 
the Sea condos, apartment buildings, or a new housing development. 
 
When I speak with opponents of the golf course, they dont have alternative proposals for 
making use of the park land. I havent read any of their practical ideas for increasimg 
economic activity in Westport by using the park land. I havent seen them provide 
resources for improving public access to the land either. They say NO to the golf course 
without solutions. 
 
We should choose to compromise for the greater good of Westport. The golf course 
investors are here now and we can build a course that creates a year round revenue 
stream for businesses while also increasing public acess to the park; win win. Saying NO 
to a project without proposing or funding alternative solutions is not a reasonable 
argument against this project.  
 
Thank you for the consideration, 10 

I’m writing in support of the links golf course. I support this project as a local resident 
who sees the need for additional jobs and tourism to help our area survive. I believe the 
plan is well thought out allowing more public access with trails in areas that are currently 
inaccessible. I believe the owners/operators will treat the sensitive areas carefully to 
allow the continued use by shorebirds and other wildlife. 11 

I grew up here and care deeply about Westport.  
 
I am in 100% in favor of this project and State Parks leasing the land to the Golf Course 
developers. The land is mostly not used and is mainly left open for potential wildfires to 
happen and a mosquito breeding ground. The Golf Course will be an amazing amenity for 
the community. It will offer much needed jobs, a healthy place for kids to learn and play 
the sport of golf, a great place for family to spend time together & play golf, and it will 
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bring much needed financial help to the local businesses already there that struggle 
most of the year.  
 
Please approve this lease and let this wonderful plan happen. 12 

Westport has been one of my favorite places to travel to and surf at in the state. If it 
becomes a golf course the community loses both an amazing and consistent wave but 
the surrounding nature loses valuable habitat. 13 

To the Washington State Parks concerning the golf course development project here in 
Westport, I would like to offer an unqualified comment. I grew up in southern Oregon in 
the 70's and 80's and watched how my dads business suffered from the logging and 
fishing industries slowing and downsizing. I watched how every small coastal town that 
at one time had multiple mills and/or busy harbors struggled to find there way in the 
changing landscapes. Many of those towns never really recovered now 40+ years later. 
Westport has an opportunity to take advantage of a project that could economically 
benefit this community and the surrounding area. The small town of Bandon, Oregon was 
in an economic void until Kaiser group built the Bandon Dunes Golf courses and 
everything involved with it. Local jobs, major tourist increase, more small businesses and 
now a thriving small coastal town for 20+ years. Westport seems to do well for a few 
months out of the year with charter fishing, commercial fishing and beach tourism. This 
project could bring more economic stability all year round for the Westport area and will 
create new jobs for many here. For progress and change to work everyone has to give a 
little. 14 

I am against building a golf course on sensitive wetlands in Westport. The economic 
driver of the area is surfing and fishing, not golf. Don't ruin our economy and wetlands for 
someone's random pet project that isn't even profitable. 15 

Having at one time lived in this lovely community I can honestly say that I am in 100% in 
favor of this project and State Parks leasing the land to the Golf Course developers. The 
land is mostly not used and is mainly left open for potential wildfires to happen and a 
mosquito breeding ground. The Golf Course will be an amazing maenity for the 
community. It will offer much needed jobs, a healthy place for kids to learn and play the 
sport of golf, a great place for family to spend time together & play golf, and it will bring 
much needed financial help to the local businesses already there that struggle most of 
the year. It will bring back a vitality that is greatly desired.  
 
Please approve this lease and let this wonderful plan move forward to embellish the 
community, harbor and the state as well. 16 

We need nature we do not need another golf course 17 

We are in favor of the new golf course 
It will only help with revenue for the city and benefit the town. We’ve played golf all over 
and it does not hurt the environment 18 

I think this project would benefit locals and tourists alike. It would be a great addition to 
the area. I would love to see it go through. It has my complete support. 19 
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I object to this golf course. I have been recreating in Westport for over 15 years and really 
value being able to walk, bike, and surf the park and surrounding area. This golf course 
will negatively effect everyday people who just want to visit this great town without 
breaking the bank. I implore you to please vote no. 20 

As an immediately adjacent property owner to Westport Light State Park, I urge State 
Parks to approve the Westport Golf Links Project. I have no financial interest in the golf 
course. In fact, my taxes will likely go up with this project moving forward but I think it is 
the right thing to do for the park and the City of Westport as a whole. 21 

I am in 100% in favor of this project and State Parks leasing the land to the Golf Course 
developers. The land is mostly not used and is mainly left open for potential wildfires to 
happen and a mosquito breeding ground. The Golf Course will be an amazing amenity for 
the community. It will offer much needed jobs, a healthy place for kids to learn and play 
the sport of golf, a great place for family to spend time together & play golf, and it will 
bring much needed financial help to the local businesses already there that struggle 
most of the year.  
 
Please approve this lease and let this wonderful plan happen.” 22 

I am really in favor for this project. It would help the community in so many ways through 
economics, resources, community development and support. I am excited to see this 
project happen! It is just what our community needs right now. 23 

Over 25 years ago good friends of mine, two brothers, moved to Westport Washington. 
They moved their to build homes out on the dunes at that time. There was talk about 
building a golf course. It’s been 25 years and still no golf course having Surfed the area for 
over 25 years, it’s always surprise me that they’ve never developed it to what it could be. 
Driving over from Seattle, where I lived for 10 years or was an awesome getaway. I believe 
the area would definitely be used in. People would definitely make it a destination. 
Please approve this project, it’s long overdue! 24 

I am so excited about this project. I have owned a home in Westport in the past and will 
again if this can move on to the next phase. Westport can only be a better place for this to 
take place. I believe it to be completely compatible with the local environment and the 
needs of this amazing costal area. All will benefit and what is known about preservation 
in today’s world will keep the environment not only intact but likely improve the control of 
wetlands. 25 

Westport Light State Park is public land! It belongs to all of us and should remain 
accessible to all Washingtonians, not converted into a golf course for a select few. 
 
The proposed golf course would destroy up to 43 acres of rare coastal wetlands—the 
largest wetland impact ever proposed in Washington State. These irreplaceable wetlands 
provide critical stopover habitat for migratory shorebirds. The project also raises serious 
concerns about pesticide and fertilizer runoff. 
 
Birds > Golf balls. 26 
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Subject - Concerns Regarding Proposed Golf Links on State Park Land 
To Whom It May Concern, 
 
I am writing to formally express my opposition to the proposed Westport Golf Links 
project as currently envisioned, specifically because it involves development on 
protected State Park land. 
 
I understand and respect the desire to create additional revenue streams and 
recreational opportunities for the region. Westport, like many small coastal 
communities, must balance economic sustainability with long-term resilience. However, 
this proposal crosses a critical line by seeking to build a commercial golf course on 
public, protected land rather than on privately acquired property designated for 
development. 
 
Westport is not a resort town in search of reinvention. It is a quiet, working coastal 
community rooted in fishing, surfing, tourism, and environmental stewardship. Its appeal 
lies precisely in its undeveloped shoreline, public access, and preserved natural spaces. 
Once State Park land is commercialized, that loss is permanent. No promised revenue 
can replace protected land once it is gone. 
 
If a private developer believes a golf course is economically viable here, the appropriate 
path would be to purchase suitable private land and pursue development through 
existing zoning and environmental review processes. Using State Park land for this 
purpose sets a dangerous precedent, not just for Westport, but for public lands 
statewide. These lands are held in trust for the public, not as assets to be leveraged when 
budgets tighten. 
 
There are also serious environmental concerns that deserve more weight than they 
appear to be receiving. Coastal ecosystems are fragile. Altering dunes, drainage, 
vegetation, and wildlife corridors to support a golf course carries long-term ecological 
risks that extend far beyond the footprint of the project itself. 
 
Economic development and conservation are not mutually exclusive, but this proposal 
prioritizes short-term revenue over long-term public interest. Westport’s strength has 
always been its character, its access to nature, and its respect for the land. Sacrificing 
protected land undermines all three. 
 
I urge decision-makers to pause this project and reconsider alternatives that do not 
involve development on State Park land. Westport deserves solutions that respect both 
its economy and its identity, without setting irreversible precedents that future 
generations will pay for. 
 
Respectfully, 27 
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This proposed project is not at all in line with the mission of state parks to protect and 
preserve nature and provide public access to enjoy that nature. Destroying native plants 
and biodiversity in favor of a golf course will be devastating to local birds and insects and 
rodents. This also limits public access to the area as only golfers will be able to enjoy this 
large area. 28 

I am in 100% in favor of this project and State Parks leasing the land to the Golf Course 
developers. The land is mostly not used and is mainly left open for potential wildfires to 
happen and a mosquito breeding ground. The Golf Course will be an amazing amenity for 
the community.  
Please approve this lease and let this wonderful plan happen.” 29 

I am in favor of the golf course project. 30 

I am in 100% in favor of this project and State Parks leasing the land to the Golf Course 
developers. The land is mostly not used and is mainly left open for potential wildfires to 
happen and a mosquito breeding ground. The Golf Course will be an amazing maenity for 
the community. It will offer much needed jobs, a healthy place for kids to learn and play 
the sport of golf, a great place for family to spend time together & play golf, and it will 
bring much needed financial help to the local businesses already there that struggle 
most of the year.  
 
Please approve this lease and let this wonderful plan happen. 31 

I would like to speak as a 100% supporter of this this Westlake light project for 
recreational golf development. I can’t think of a better way, as a golfer, to preserve 
nature…and in this time when golf courses are being de-constructed and re-developed 
for housing and other commercial uses, there’s a less and less opportunity to enjoy a 
wonderful game outdoors in a beautiful environment; not to mention the impact of those 
developments on wildlife. The newer practices of golf course management are much 
more in line with climate change initiatives, and Green initiatives to provide for water 
retention, recharge, and healthy flora. I hope you consider my appeal and approve this 
project. 32 

I support the Westport Light Planning Project because the proposed Scottish links-style 
golf course and associated improvements at Westport Light State Park would expand 
high-quality recreational opportunities, open previously inaccessible parkland with new 
trails and beach access, and help revitalize the local economy by creating jobs and 
increasing tourism. The project is being developed in partnership with Washington State 
Parks and aims to incorporate thoughtful environmental stewardship, including habitat 
restoration and invasive species management, while maintaining public access to the 
park for all outdoor enthusiasts. 33 

In favor of project. 34 

I am against the golf course coming into the state park. The environmental impact is not 
worth it. 35 

I have a cabin down there in Graylin Westport area and Westport has never gone 
anywhere. The same thing it was 20 years ago. I believe this Golf Course would help out 
the town the area. And most important that area where the Golf Course is going to be 
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built has been Invaded by people just walking through the area Boondocking camping in 
the area and not respecting the wildlife and any species of plant in that area. I believe 
that a golf course in that area would make it not accessible by the people trashing the 
area and not respecting the area Once a golf course comes in any area like that the land 
is taken care of the water runoff is taken care of, and I know all this because I live on a 
golf course and work for a golf course. Thank you for the opportunity to express my 
thoughts. 36 

Hello, 
This is a note to reinforce the overwhelmingly positive opinion many of us have on the 
proposed golf course. I'm a fisherman and golfer who has been visiting Westport most of 
my life. I've recently bought a home on Forrest and am investing in the community. I look 
forward to having the golf course nearby.  
Thank you, 37 

I think this would be a very beneficial project for the State, and a good value for the 
public. 38 

Going to be awesome! 39 

Please approve the Westport golf course project. This has been a great idea for decades. 
This place needs a diversified revenue source. Additionally it will not compromise the 
natural beauty and it is a low impact development. I don’t even play golf but as a former 
land owner in Westport I am in favor of this project. The community needs low impact, 
non consumptive development to create jobs and increase tax revenues. Do nothing and 
that’s what you get, nothing. 40 

I am in 100% in favor of this project and State Parks leasing the land to the Golf Course 
developers. The land is mostly not used and is mainly left open for potential wildfires to 
happen and a mosquito breeding ground. The Golf Course will be an amazing amenity for 
the community. It will offer much needed jobs, a healthy place for kids to learn and play 
the sport of golf, a great place for family to spend time together & play golf, and it will 
bring much needed financial help to the local businesses already there that struggle 
most of the year.  
 
Please approve this lease and let this wonderful plan happen. 41 

The Westport Light State Park is a unique natural area that should be restored to a more 
pristine condition. Washington State Parks should not allow it to become a golf course 
and resort. Golfers can go to Ocean Shores. Westport is a fishing and beach town, not a 
resort. The developers will go bust and the site will be neglected again. After the last golf 
course plan failed it was meant to be a natural conservation area. The Port and the Parks 
screwed up the transaction and now it's okay to plant a golf course? It is unique. State 
Parks have an obligation to make it represent the ecosystem that is supposed to be there. 
That's what draws people to Washington State Parks. Of course the City would like a golf 
course, or speculation about a golf course -- drives up property values, boosts 
development. But it just causes more properties to be vacation homes or short term 
rentals. Not good for residents or year-round businesses. State Parks should NOT 
proceed with the Links plans. 42 
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This state park and coastline has forever been a place where while growing up, my 
friends and I could come and enjoy nature, improve our surfing, camp in your state parks, 
and spend time in the community. Building a golf course will forever destroy this place. 
This area is like no other, with tons of biodiversity, unmatched coastline for surfing and a 
great community. There are tons of other possible locations that do not permanently 
destroy a space already beloved by not only the local community, but also all of the other 
surfers and nature lovers like myself from all over Washington and Oregon that 
constantly make the trip out to visit this park. Please do not destroy it in the name of 
profits or entertainment 43 

I fear for the negative changes that will come from the destruction of this land and the 
chemicals that will be released in the coming years from the golf park. Westport, 
Washington is one of the biggest fishing ports in the nation and the chemicals that will be 
released by the golf course will devastate the local environment and economy. Fish 
exposed to the harmful chemicals will become inedible. The people of Westport crave a 
simple and natural lifestyle, the golf course will seriously negatively impact the mental 
and physical health of the community. 44 

I support the Westport Golf Links project because it delivers real public benefits.  
 
The addition of new paths improves public access to the park for walkers, families, and 
visitors. Ongoing land management and vegetation control help reduce wildfire risk and 
improve fire safety for Westport.  
 
The project will also bring meaningful economic benefits to Grays Harbor County by 
attracting visitors, creating jobs, and supporting local businesses. This is a responsible 
investment in access, safety, and long-term economic vitality. 45 

I’m writing to voice my support for the Westport Golf Links project. This is a once-in-a-
generation (and arguably once-in-a-lifetime) opportunity. The economic impact and long-
term public benefit are simply too great to pass up. Let’s get this project off the ground 
for the people of Grays Harbor! 46 

Please keep this beautiful natural wetland free from construction! This is such a rare and 
wonderful type of land. With so much new construction and land use happening all over 
our state, these little havens of natural beauty are becoming more and more scarce, and 
once it's gone we know if won't come back. Please, keep this free from new construction, 
please keep this park as natural as we possibly can. 47 

This project CAN NOT happen, there’s not many protected habitats along the coast like 
we have at the lighthouse state park. This project will devastate and displace the local 
ecosystem. Please Keep Westport natural and preserve lighthouse state park. 48 

I am in 100% in favor of this project and State Parks leasing the land to the Golf Course 
developers. The land is mostly not used and is mainly left open for potential wildfires to 
happen and a mosquito breeding ground. The Golf Course will be an amazing amenity for 
the community. It will offer much needed jobs, a healthy place for kids to learn and play 
the sport of golf, a great place for family to spend time together & play golf, and it will 
bring much needed financial help to the local businesses already there that struggle 
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most of the year.  
 
Please approve this lease and let this wonderful plan happen. 49 

I am in full support of the golf course project. The land is almost completely unused in 
the community would benefit greatly from a facility that would give job opportunities and 
recreational opportunities. 50 

I am opposed to any Golf Course related development! Shoreline encroachment is 
happening and sensitive low lying areas are in danger. A golf course and related runoff is 
not what is needed or wanted by most. Thank you for your consideration. 51 

Hello, 
Happy Friday! 
Please include this as public comment for Westport Light planning. 
Thank you, 
Greetings Commissioners,  
I am submitting these comments to provide context on recent research regarding nutrient 
and chemical runoff from golf course turf. I am not a scientist, but I have reviewed these 
studies and AI-generated summaries to ensure accuracy. These studies are relevant to 
understanding potential environmental impacts of turf management on golf courses.  
1. Fungicide runoff1 – A study examining flutolanil and pentachloronitrobenzene (PCNB) on 
creeping bentgrass fairways found that both fungicides were detectable in surface runoff. 
Losses were generally small but increased when rainfall occurred shortly after application. 
The study confirms that timing, irrigation, and soil-turf interactions influence runoff levels.  
2. Nitrogen and phosphorus export2 – A 2019 review of multiple plot-scale and watershed-
scale studies found that golf courses can lose approximately 1–8 kg of nitrogen and 0.04–2 kg 
of phosphorus per acre annually via leaching and runoff. Storm events were identified as a 
major factor in mobilizing these nutrients. While losses are modest under well-managed 
conditions, they are consistent and can influence local water quality.  
3. Field-scale nutrient and pesticide runoff3 – Research from Oklahoma State University 
measured runoff from bermudagrass plots under typical golf course management. Only small 
percentages of applied fertilizers (0.3–2.5% nitrogen, a few percent phosphorus) were lost, 
but even these levels produced nutrient concentrations sufficient to potentially contribute to 
eutrophication in sensitive waters. Pesticides also moved in measurable amounts, and runoff 
patterns were influenced by rainfall intensity, soil moisture, and turf condition.  
4. Sediment contamination and toxicity4 – A study of a Florida coastal golf course examined 
trace metals and pesticides in sediments and assessed toxicity using invertebrate bioassays 
(using living organisms or biological systems to measure chemistry). Sediment near the course 
contained elevated contaminant levels compared with reference sites. Acute toxicity was rare, 
but some locations showed subtle chronic effects, highlighting that localized ecological 
impacts may not be evident from chemical measurements alone. 
Conclusion  
Research across multiple scales demonstrates that golf course turf management can result in 
measurable, though generally small, nutrient and pesticide runoff to surrounding 
environments. Sediment analyses near coastal courses reveal localized chemical accumulation 
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and subtle chronic biological effects, while plot-scale studies show that even minor 
percentages of applied fertilizers and pesticides can move off-site via rainfall or irrigation. 
Broader reviews confirm that annual nutrient losses are modest under well-managed 
conditions but are influenced by storm events, soil type, and climate. Together, these findings 
indicate that golf courses are not fully isolated systems: nutrients and pesticides can reach 
adjacent waters, and even limited runoff may have ecological relevance in sensitive locations.  
Thank you for considering these comments. 
 
1Pamela J. Rice, Brian P. Horgan, Jennifer L. Hamlin, 
Off-site transport of fungicides with runoff: A comparison of flutolanil and pentachloronitrobeneze 
applied to creeping bentgrass managed as a golf course fairway, Ecotoxicology and Environmental 
Safety, Volume 157, 2018, Pages 143-149,  
ISSN 0147-6513,  
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2018.03.070.  
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0147651318302598 
2Emily M. Bock, Zachary M. Easton, 
Export of nitrogen and phosphorus from golf courses: A review,  
Journal of Environmental Management, Volume 255, 2020, 109817, ISSN 0301-4797, 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2019.109817.  
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S030147971931535X 
3Nutrient and pesticide losses caused by simulated rainfall and sprinkler irrigation, Bell and Koch 2011  
https://www.golfcourseindustry.com/article/gie-21511-real-science/?utm_source=chatgpt.com 
4Lewis MA, Foss SS, Harris PS, Stanley RS, Moore JC. Sediment chemical contamination and toxicity 
associated with a coastal golf course complex. Environ Toxicol Chem. 2001  
Jul;20(7):1390-8. doi: 10.1897/1551-5028(2001)020<1390:sccata>2.0.co;2. PMID: 11434280. 
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11434280/ 52 

It’s important that we persevere the native habitat. In my opinion building a golf course or 
any type of development goes against what state parks believe in. Selling the land is 
cheap and makes me not want to buy a discover pass from you guys. Keep Washington 
state parks native. 53 

There are many appropriate locations for golf courses. Protected coastal wetlands and 
state parks are not among them. I urge decision-makers to reject this proposal and 
instead uphold the responsibility to conserve these lands, protect coastal ecosystems, 
and preserve the natural character of our state parks for generations to come. 
 
Constructing a golf course in this area would require extensive clearing, grading, 
drainage modification, and long-term chemical use, all of which pose serious risks to 
wetlands, groundwater, nearby marine ecosystems, and water quality. These impacts are 
not temporary; they are irreversible. 
 
Additionally, golf courses demand significant water use and ongoing maintenance, which 
is fundamentally at odds with responsible stewardship of public lands—particularly in a 
coastal region already facing environmental stress. This type of development prioritizes a 
narrow recreational use over the broader public interest and restricts access to land that 
should remain open, natural, and shared by all. 54 

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0147651318302598
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S030147971931535X
https://www.golfcourseindustry.com/article/gie-21511-real-science/?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11434280/
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We live in Oregon and look forward to visiting Westport at least twice a year. We are 
attracted to Westport's small town feel. The lack of big developments is what we like 
about Westport. A golf course would change that. The natural area at Westport Light 
State Park is a treasure. Building a golf course for a few rich people is not in the public 
interest. 
Respectfully, 55 

No to the golf course! I respectfully oppose this development. Wetlands and surf zones 
are critical natural resources and community spaces that cannot be replaced once 
destroyed. The community doesn't want this! 56 

I am in favor of the golf course. 57 

I strongly oppose this project. Environmental protection is a top priority to me as a citizen 
of Washington state and tax payer. 58 

The proposed Westport Light Golf Course should be denied permits that will allow this 
project to move forward. The functional destruction and/or substantial degradation of 
the second largest interdunal wetland system in Washington State appears to be the 
inevitable outcome if the Westport Golf Links project is approved. Regardless of how 
many mitigations or restrictions that might be put in place, these interdunal wetland 
systems will no longer be able to serve the same function as they currently do in their 
natural state. These interdunal wetlands are the second largest interdunal wetlands in 
Washington State, a rare and vital part of coastal environmental health.  
 
Just to the south of this area is the Long Beach Peninsula. At the north end is Hines 
Marsh, the largest interdunal wetlands in Washington State, and likely in the United 
States. Some of this wetland system was within Leadbetter State Park or adjacent to it. 
Over many years it came under threat from many development ideas, including a golf 
course and substantial housing development. None of these developments have moved 
forward because the people who lived there and others across the state, opposed the 
substantial harm these projects would have done to this fragile ecosystem, ground and 
surface water resources and protecting the area from saltwater intrusion. Please note 
that this area is now more available to both people and wildlife as a result of the local 
people and others who defended the environmental values and benefits of leaving it 
natural. One of the access benefits has been State Parks establishing the Martha Jordan 
Birding Trail which allows more people to enjoy the area while maintaining the functional 
state of this interdunal wetland system. 
 
As you are aware, many documents and comments have been submitted concerning the 
negative impacts on the environment. Many documents have been submitted that 
accurately refute both the environmental and economic claims of the proponent. One 
only has to look to the south on the Long Beach Peninsula to see the negative impacts to 
surface and groundwater systems due to golf courses. Skating Lake was slated for an 18 
hole golf course with amenities and housing. It was stopped and that property is now 
part of Washington State Parks. A win for the community and the environment. 
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Our public lands should not be altered to such an extent that the original purpose of 
conservation of the area is lost. That includes public use. This also includes the 
substantial altering of the area to preclude the natural functions of wetlands, ground 
water recharge and wildlife use in this unique coastal habitat.  
I urge you to deny any and all permits for this project.  
Respectfully, 59 

We are in support of the Westport Golf course project. It would be a great investment for 
the Westport community, adding jobs, bringing income to the city, and a boost to local 
businesses. Although we don't live in the area, we visit Westport at least 10 times a year 
to visit family. We are golfers and look forward to golfing in Westport! 60 

My name is [x]. I am a resident of Westport, WA. I along with my wife own The Surf Shop 
In Westport, WA. I do not support the Westport Golf Links project.  
 
Different people want all, some, or none of this project. But I can confidently say many of 
the people who frequent Westport and its beaches, especially the surfers who live here 
and visit, would wish for there to be no features or amenities added to this area, to 
preserve its simplicity and peaceful nature. Non-commercialization is a huge reason why 
people choose Westport, WA! 
 
Link to petition  
 
https://www.change.org/p/save-westport-light-state-park-stop-commercialization-
destruction-of-wetlands 61 

Please think of the future, not just the present. Creating a golf course in Westport will not 
only ruin our precious ecosystem but also the tourism of people that come from all 
around the west coast to enjoy the irreplaceable natural gifts, the surfing, the fishing 
community, and ecotourism. Destroying the wetlands may seem good for monetary 
profit, but who will be the voice for those who don’t have one? Pesticides from golf 
courses ruin our planet and the organisms within Her. Think about the bigger picture and 
how the community of Westport feels about our lands and natural gifts we have 
graciously been given. Thank you. 62 

I am writing in opposition to the development of a golf course at Westport Light State 
Park. I live in the city of University Place, which is along the Puget Sound waterfront and 
houses the Chambers Bay golf course along that same waterfront. This golf course is on 
County land, but is privately operated. This gold course has made access to the 
waterfront worse in our city by limiting land passage to golf patrons only and is also just 
an eyesore when viewing our city from Gig Harbor, Fox Island, Anderson Island, or 
Steilacoom. There are plenty of golf courses in the area, we need to keep the expansion 
of golf courses in check. I understand the exciting of golfing is taking on new courses, but 
with the amount of land and resources these golf courses take to develop and maintain 
we can't justify it. Especially now in our country and state, where the wealth gap is larger 
than it had ever been and billionaires hide from their tax obligations in Washington State. 
I can presume from the cars I always see parked at Chambers Bay golf course that golf is 

https://www.change.org/p/save-westport-light-state-park-stop-commercialization-destruction-of-wetlands
https://www.change.org/p/save-westport-light-state-park-stop-commercialization-destruction-of-wetlands


Westport Public Comments January 22-26, 2026  
Page 14 of 36 
 

a sport primarily for the wealthy. We should be providing better affordable recreation in 
our parks, not handing the land over to the wealthy. Thank you for your time, please don't 
let the golf course be built! 63 

My name is [x]. I am a resident of Westport, WA. I do not support and oppose the 
Westport Golf Links project.  
 
At what cost is the state of WA willing to sacrifice 600 acres of some of the last wild 
shoreline in the entire state full of black bears, black tail deer, porcupines, rabbits, 
coyotes, ring-neck pheasants, foxes to name a few including countless other species of 
bird and waterfowl that ANYONE is able to access anytime anywhere in the park. Not to 
mention the incredible unrestricted foraging for mushrooms.  
 
A different golf course project came close to being constructed years and years ago. It 
didn't happen because of the strong environmental case against it, due to the rare, 
invaluable, IRREPLACEABLE Category I & many other wetlands that are threatened by a 
project of this scope. When that project went bust, to prevent future violations of federal 
law, the Army Corps of Engineers and the then-landowner established a land covenant 
that placed limitations on development, including prohibitions on filling wetlands, 
clearing vegetation, changing topography, and constructing buildings, all of which come 
with 'the turf' of a golf course of this scope.  
 
Link to petition  
 
https://www.change.org/p/save-westport-light-state-park-stop-commercialization-
destruction-of-wetlands 64 

Link to photo file: 
https://1drv.ms/f/c/11f7bb2c0e56c73e/IgD5VcYkjvfzTKCZtcJvpdnYAdPD0TXuXpAY5suo7
SQkX4E?e=wXn96X 
 
The Westport Light Trail is my forest bathing walk. I need the solitude to grieve not a 
public golf course. 65 

Hello Parks, 
I am [x]. Long time resident of Westport Wa. I have enjoyed walking all through Westport 
light park for the over 20 years. It is a beautiful magical park that changes drastically 
through out the year. It natural wetland that is habit for so many species of animals and a 
natural buffer from the ocean for the town. My home has been in Westport since the 30’s. 
The building up of land has made a lot of water to settle in low areas. I worry that 
changing the park it will create even more water displacement.  
The park needs to stay public land and open land to all. The walking path needs to 
remain open so everyone including elderly and people with disabilities can have easy 
access to view the ocean.  
The park does not need to be golf course. I do not see benefit to the community. I see 
closed public land and higher taxes for home owners.  

https://www.change.org/p/save-westport-light-state-park-stop-commercialization-destruction-of-wetlands
https://www.change.org/p/save-westport-light-state-park-stop-commercialization-destruction-of-wetlands
https://1drv.ms/f/c/11f7bb2c0e56c73e/IgD5VcYkjvfzTKCZtcJvpdnYAdPD0TXuXpAY5suo7SQkX4E?e=wXn96X
https://1drv.ms/f/c/11f7bb2c0e56c73e/IgD5VcYkjvfzTKCZtcJvpdnYAdPD0TXuXpAY5suo7SQkX4E?e=wXn96X
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Keep Westport light public land. No golf course. 
Thank You 
Resident and home owner in Westport Wa 66 

I am writing to formally express my opposition to the proposed golf course development, 
specifically regarding its potential impact on ocean pollution. 
 
The preservation of our coastal waters is essential, and I am concerned that the 
environmental consequences of this project would significantly harm the local 
ecosystem. I urge you to reconsider this development in favor of more sustainable 
alternatives that protect our natural resources. 
 
Thank you for your time and for taking these environmental concerns into consideration. 
 
Best regards, 67 

I’m deeply concerned about the proposed Westport golf course and its impact on this 
fragile coastal ecosystem. Westport Light State Park and the jetty are important public 
lands that support both recreation and healthy coastal habitats. Converting this area into 
a large private golf development risks permanently changing the character and 
accessibility of this coastline. 
Golf courses require intensive irrigation and long-term use of fertilizers and pesticides, 
raising concerns about groundwater contamination, saltwater intrusion, and runoff into 
nearby wetlands, shellfish beds, and surf zones. The proposal would also alter more than 
40 acres of coastal wetlands that provide critical habitat for birds and wildlife and help 
protect the shoreline. 
With increasing erosion, stronger storms, and sea level rise, placing permanent 
infrastructure on unstable dunes and bluffs is environmentally unsound. This area 
should be protected for its ecological value and future resilience, not developed in ways 
that put it at greater risk. 
 
Thanks for considering my position. 68 

Re: Westport Golf Links Proposal for Westport Light State Park, Draft Environmental 
Impact 
Statement (Project # 25-COW-EIS-01) 
 
To Whom It May Concern, 
 
This comment letter is submitted on behalf of North Cascades Audubon Society. 
Bellingham Washington (“Audubon”), one of many local chapters in our state.  
 
Audubon is committed to protect and restore coastal habitat through policy, advocacy 
and on-the-ground conservation and science. Healthy coastal ecosystems like wetlands 
and beaches serve as the first 
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line of defense for coastal communities facing sea-level rise and stronger, more frequent 
storms. 
 
Coastal and marine birds and the habitats they rely on are at extreme risk. Threatened by 
climate change,development, overfishing, and pollution. In the Pacific coast region of the 
United States, up to 90% of coastal wetlands have been lost, the ocean is warming, and 
sea levels are rising. In Washington State, average sea levels are 
predicted to be almost a foot higher by 2050 than at present across many coastal areas, 
threatening key wintering and stopover areas. 
 
Grays Harbor’s interdunal wetlands and adjacent habitats serve as staging, 
breeding, and foraging grounds for resident and migratory birds, including shorebirds, 
waterfowl, songbirds and raptors.  
 
In fact, 166 different bird species have been documented at Westport Light 
State Park (eBird, 2025) and the site supports several designated Important Bird Areas 
nearby (e.g.Damon Point, Bottle.  
 
We and our network of coastal supporters recognize that habitat loss, fragmentation, 
and affected food sources are principal drivers of these declines. While Audubon 
supports sustainable recreation and access to natural areas, short-sighted development 
actions that further degrade critical and sensitive habitats in state park lands are not the 
answer. 
 
The proposed project represents one of the most extensive recreational developments 
ever contemplated within Washington’s state parks system. Development would entail 
extensive grading, installation of irrigation lines, and new roads, cart paths, and utility 
lines.  
 
Huge sections of wetlands would be filled. Over 100 acres of wetland buffers would also 
be converted, including the second largest area rare interdunal wetland of its kind in the 
State of Washington.  
 
Audubon believes that sustainable levels of site-appropriate outdoor recreation can be 
achieved at Westport Light State Park without sacrificing the ecological integrity of its 
rare interdunal wetlands or the traditional use and cultural values of local Tribes.  
 
To accomplish this, State Parks must collaborate closely with impacted Tribal 
governments, the Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife, the City of Westport, and 
natural-resource stakeholders to design and implement site plans, restoration 
actions, and adaptive-management commitments that avoid and minimize harm to at-
risk bird and wildlife species, preserve essential invertebrate food webs, and maintain 
unbroken habitat corridors. 
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A golf facility is simply an inappropriate use of this land and should not be considered on 
this or any similar location. The reality is that there are vast acreages nearby where a high 
quality golf course can readily be built! But, not here! It is quite simply an inappropriate 
location and State Parks should not allow it.  
 
Thank you for your consideration of these comments. 69 

 
Re: Public Comment Opportunity 
 
Attention: 
 
From our review, the proposed action for the Westport Light SP Golf Course has failed to 
fully address the impact to the ecology of the area to be impacted. The DEIS had many 
shortcomings. 
 
The EIS must more fully address the following concerns: 
 

• More fully address environmental impacts to the habitat. 
• More fully address avoidance to impacts to the habitat and address mitigation for 

all ecological impacts. 
• Reasonable alternatives must be fully addressed beyond the no action 

alternative. 
Thank you for considering these important concerns. 
 
President 
Lower Columbia Basin Audubon Society 70 

The golf course sounds like an absolutely awful idea. The environmental impact, erosion, 
and the pressure put upon a finite resource regarding parking and surfing in the area, are 
unnecessary. If the intent is to provide more access and develop some of this area, there 
has to be a better alternative. Keep the golf courses out of sensitive areas and away from 
the ocean please. Thank you for allowing me to comment. 71 

The environmental and cultural cost of putting a golf course next to westhaven state park 
is not worth it! Don’t build it!!!! 72 

I am attaching a copy of this important letter regarding the clearing of Westport Light 
State Park due to fire danger concerns in our local wetlands.  
 
Greetings City Council and all fire safety staff in Westport, Washington, I have noticed 
massive clearing in the area around the perimeter of Westport Light State Park (formerly 
part of this park was known as Westhaven State Park). I watched the mayor speak about 
his fears of fire danger at Westport Light State Park in a recorded state park meeting. I 
also got word from state parks officials that the City of Westport has requested more fire 
safety measures from State Parks. I also read the letter urging state parks to address fire 
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danger in the wetlands of our local state parks written by Westport fire supervisory 
staff.    
      I would like to bring your attention to the fact that the clearing of native local wetlands 
plants and wetland indicator plants like Willows and Sedges - (which look like green year 
round grass but are not considered grasses) is likely making way for dry invasive grasses 
that are likely more of a fire danger than the native plants that have been cleared for a fire 
break. Since this is a very wet area and is on the low spectrum for fire risk I highly 
recommend you to keep the existing wetlands plants.  
      You don't have to take my word as the only advice out there. Recently Cal Fire, 
California Chaparral Institute and Endangered Habitats League came to a mutual 
understanding that these cleared fire breaks, which are created by removing native 
plants, are causing more dangerous fire conditions. In some cases this article says that 
firefighters may not actually be using these fire breaks at all and question whether they 
help in ember driven fires.  I have highlighted some quotes from the following article to 
take special notice of, but I hope you will read the whole article.   
Cal Fire approach to SoCal’s wildfire crisis could make things worse, court says 
LA Times  
By Noah Haggerty Staff Writer 
Nov. 25, 2025 3 AM PT 
https://www.latimes.com/environment/story/2025-11-25/cal-fire-approach-to-socals-
wildfire-crisis-could-make-things-worse-court-says 
 
"When native chaparral is cleared from a landscape, whether by a wildfire or through a 
vegetation management project, it’s often not native plants that grow back, but instead 
opportunistic fast-growing invasive grasses"... 
 
*****Cal Fire argued that its program addressed this in its environmental impact review. 
But the California Chaparral Institute and Endangered Habitats League said the 
department did not take into account that these invasive grasses are much more 
flammable than the native species it is cutting down — meaning it could increase fire 
risk.******.... 
 
******Ecologists and fire officials ultimately have the same goals: reduce devastating 
wildfires and protect native biodiversity. After all, fire can wipe out thousands of acres of 
native ecosystem — and the non-native ecosystems that plague the region can much 
more easily ignite.**********.... 
 
Fire officials argue fuel breaks give crews a much needed strategic advantage when 
they’re working to protect communities.*** However, some ecologists question whether 
breaks even help in ember-driven fires and whether fire departments actually staff fuel 
breaks during an emergency.***... 
 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.latimes.com%2Fenvironment%2Fstory%2F2025-11-25%2Fcal-fire-approach-to-socals-wildfire-crisis-could-make-things-worse-court-says&data=05%7C02%7Cplanning%40parks.wa.gov%7C814bea04df104aef863508de5ac7e509%7C11d0e217264e400a8ba057dcc127d72d%7C0%7C0%7C639048011761524892%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C80000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=%2BjRZkhuEo91OJhA35N9aqT5wbap65SlWzTjXkPgTCTQ%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.latimes.com%2Fenvironment%2Fstory%2F2025-11-25%2Fcal-fire-approach-to-socals-wildfire-crisis-could-make-things-worse-court-says&data=05%7C02%7Cplanning%40parks.wa.gov%7C814bea04df104aef863508de5ac7e509%7C11d0e217264e400a8ba057dcc127d72d%7C0%7C0%7C639048011761524892%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C80000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=%2BjRZkhuEo91OJhA35N9aqT5wbap65SlWzTjXkPgTCTQ%3D&reserved=0
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As the board updates the program, “we’re taking stock of what’s working and boosting 
progress,” Andersen said. The board is working to find opportunities to “balance 
environmental and ecological protection with keeping communities and people safe. We 
can do both and the program is working to show how.”.. 
 
Education Director 
Westport Aquarium 
wpaquarium@gmail.com 
 
Please note: This photo shows the line where native evergreen plants are green an likely a 
lower fire risk year round, as opposed to the cleared area where there are dry invasive 
grasses that likely present a much higher fire risk. The dead dry branch the bird sits on 
has been damaged by clearing crews which is why it is no longer green. 73 

 
 
My family and I have surfed at the jetty at the Westhaven state park in Westport for many 
years. There is an amazing surf culture and community in this place. Also, it’s always 
been inclusive- where anyone can come to share in the surf experience. It’s also a place 
with much biodiversity, with the wetlands and native species. Then there’s the beach and 
water where many surf and fish. It would be very sad to see our water filled with all the 
contaminates from a golf course and what it will do to this special place . There are not 
many places to surf in this state and this is one place that I hope we can always have 
access to- free from fertilizer and pesticides, where we can enjoy the water, beach and 
the fish we catch to eat. Please consider the negative impact a golf course will have in 
this special place. Sincerely 74 

mailto:wpaquarium@gmail.com
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Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission 
PO Box 42650 
Olympia, WA 98504 
 
January 23, 2026 
Submitted electronically to commission@parks.wa.gov Re: Westport Golf Links Proposal 
for Westport Light State Park Draft Environmental Impact Statement  
 
Dear Washington State Parks Commission:  
 
The Washington Native Plant Society (WNPS) is a non-profit organization with 12 local 
chapters and 2,500 members statewide. For 50 years, WNPS members have prioritized 
conservation of intact native plants and plant habitats for their intrinsic ecologic function 
and value. WNPS promotes native plant appreciation with a variety of educational and 
conservation activities that are open to the public. These activities include studying 
plants in their native habitats. Our botanizing activities often occur on state park lands in 
Washington, including coastal dunes and wetlands. We support selection of Alternative 
3 – No Action in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the proposed 
Westport Golf Links at Westport Light State Park. We are concerned by the impacts of the 
proposed development on the rare riparian ecological community and rare lichens that 
currently occur at Westport Light State Park. According to the Washington Natural 
Heritage database, the park contains a known rare riparian ecological community: 
Element Occurrence ID: 10032 Shore Pine / Slough Sedge Swamp Forest (Pinus contorta 
var. contorta / Carex obnupta) classified G2/S1, one of the last remaining intact large-
scale interdunal wetlands in Washington. The park also contains a known rare 
nonvascular organism: Element Occurrence ID: 6577 Kaernefeltia lichen (Kaernefeltia 
californica) classified G3/S2. In addition, Siskiyou BioSurvey, a group of professional 
lichenologists, surveyed for rare lichens in 2023 and prepared a report for Westport Golf 
Links. They found two Washington State-listed rare lichen species within the study area: 
Hypogymnia heterophylla and Kaernefeltia californica. Four additional rare lichens that 
are currently unranked in Washington but are rare or endangered in Oregon and/or British 
Columbia, were also found: Cladonia prolifica (OR S2; BC S3/S4), Collema furfuraceum 
var. luzonense (BC S2) Gabura insignis (OR S3) and Usnea rubicunda (OR S3; BC S2). Dr. 
Lalita Calabra, lead investigator for Siskiyou BioSurvey, concludes, based on her expert 
opinion and firsthand experience with conducting a detailed conservation assessment 
for Kaernefeltia 
californica, that Westport Light State Park represents the only extant population of this 
species left in the state. 
Although they are not technically native plants, lichens are of interest and concern to 
WNPS since they closely interact with native plants by playing a role in nutrient cycling, 
air quality, and supporting other life forms on native plants. The rare lichens are shore 
pine dependent and indicators of the health of the overall rare ecological community. 
On page 3.2.4-43, the DEIS states: “WSPRC Commissioners will make a policy decision 

mailto:commission@parks.wa.gov
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to determine whether WGL golf links development with proposed mitigation would avoid 
or restore rare lichen habitat within the park to an acceptable level.” This statement 
offers a false premise that rare lichen habitat can be restored. The mitigation measures 
proposed in the DEIS, such as wetland creation and rehabilitation on offsite properties, 
are not a viable substitute for conservation of intact, mature, undisturbed habitats that 
support rare and irreplaceable plant communities and lichen assemblages. 
Washington State Parks has policies that require it “to identify, protect and promote the 
recovery of all plant and animal species listed … by the Natural Heritage Program to be 
‘species of concern.’ Specifically, State Parks will endeavor to inventory, to monitor, to 
restore, and to maintain species of concern and their habitats …” [Protecting Washington 
State Parks’ Natural Resources, August 2010, page 4.] Given the identified rare ecological 
community and rare lichens present at Westport Light State Park, his policy should direct 
Washington State Parks to select Alternative 3. 
 
Sincerely, 
[x] 
President 75 

As someone who has surfed and fished the Westport jetty for over 20 years, and taught 
my 2 kids and countless friends how to surf at Westport, I hope this project does not 
move forward. This specific stretch of park is such a beautiful, unspoiled area of our 
state. If developers are looking for a location for a Scottish links-esque zone, please take 
the time to explore other coastal areas where existing activities are not already focused. 
76 

The golf course proposed in Westport Washington will significantly impact the sensitive 
ecosystem in the area. The removal of native vegetation to construct the golf course will 
impact both species habitat and shoreline stability. Once built, the course maintenance 
activities will contribute damaging pollution to terrestrial and aquatic communities.  
Destroying this natural area is not in the best interest of the community. This project is 
being pushed by developers for their own profit against the wishes of the community. 
Please do not approve this project. 77 

I cannot express strongly enough how against this project I am. I was born and raised in 
Westport and I am a local business owner as well. Too many reasons to even list, but I 
just truly hope that you and the decision makers involved do what is RIGHT, and turn 
away the only thing that is fueling this potential partnership between State Parks & WGL, 
which is money. At what point do economic advantages just become dirty. I implore you 
and all the decision makers involved at State Parks to remind yourselves of your 
mission...and stay true to that. I also hope you are able to understand the difference 
between facts/truth and persuasive argument. WGL doesn't just talk a good talk, they 
wrote the handbook. Just because they say everything they say and make all the 
arguments they make, does not make any of it True. They just know how to make a 
perfect presentation, they know the pain points of our town & they have plenty of money 
and influence to make power moves that no one else could even try to pull off. 
I guarantee you, the MAJORITY of Westport does not want this golf course, nor do MANY 
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of our visitors. I know this first hand.  
 
While I know you are seeing plenty of numbers and support for the golf course, this is not 
a true reflection of our town's desire. While there may be some in Westport and some 
outside of Westport who want it...with as MUCH opposition that there is, along with the 
history of this land, I cannot even COMPREHEND how either of those could be 
overlooked, by State Parks of all entities. It would be an absolute travesty if State Parks 
had a knowing hand in the destruction of such treasured PROTECTED public property. I 
know it is hard to pass up the promises that WGL are making, but this move would truly 
be selling your souls. There are so many other advantageous avenues that could be taken 
with this land that still uphold the mission and the values of State Parks, as well as fits 
the special nature that is Westport. Please please, reconsider moving forward any longer 
with this project. 78 

I am from Bonney Lake, Washington, have lived in West Seattle near Alki, and I dream of 
retiring in Grayland or Westport.  
These coastal areas matter deeply to me because of their calm, natural beauty and 
healthy environment. Our coastal parks and wetlands are irreplaceable public treasures, 
and Westport Light State Park should remain protected, not converted into private 
development. A golf course threatens fragile coastal habitat, undermines the purpose of 
public land, and risks changing the character of a place people love precisely because it 
is wild, accessible, and enduring. These natural spaces draw people because they are 
wild, accessible, and enduring—not because they are profitable. Once this environment 
is altered, it cannot be restored. 
We owe it to current residents and future generations to preserve this land as it is—
healthy, enjoyable, and steadfast.79 

My family is 100% opposed to the Westport Light planning project. 
We partake 365 days a year in Surfing, hiking, beach combing, picnicking, socializing, 
bird watching, nature walks, beach clean ups and many other activities.  
Please keep the natural wildness of Westport, WA - so my future family can keep the 
traditions of yesterday and today. 
Thank You for your time. 80 

As a Westport surfer( for 26 years) and Grayland property owner (for over 15 years) I am 
opposed to the golf course development on the Westport Light House property. I have 
serious concerns on the effect of water quality, wildlife, and destruction of habitat. The 
weather doesn’t make this a very good golf course location anyway - why risk so much 
and impact the current surf tourism and habitat. It’s just not worth it. 81 

First of all, strictly from a public policy standpoint, allowing the construction of a high 
end golf course on a state park, which was purchased for the people of State of 
Washington is abhorrent. The vast majority of people that visit the Washington coast 
come for clamming, fishing, hiking and wildlife viewing. I personally clam, fish and bird, 
as well as conduct shorebird surveys in the area. Areas such as this on private land 
continue to be developed, with impacts to these public uses as well as environmental 
impacts. On only needs to look at the area around the Oyhut Wildlife Area for an example 
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of what's happening. We need more public, undeveloped lands for the public and 
Washington State Parks should not be contributing to this degradation of to those 
existing coastal areas.  
The environmental impacts are numerous.  
 
1) Potential for groundwater contamination- The soils are primarily sand, which creates a 
high likelihood that pesticides and fertilizers will leach into the groundwater. Additional 
impervious surfaces will also generate more stormwater, which will likely have impacts 
on the groundwater. While the proposal downplays these potentials, my experience says 
that to meet these standards, it would require intensive monitoring of pesticide 
application and maintenance of stormwater facilities over the life of the project. Does 
WSP plan on doing this?  
 
2) Building in coastal erosion area - this shoreline is obviously in a very dynamic area, 
and will likely become more so with sea level rise. We question the wisdom of allowing 
the construction of expensive infrastructure which is exposed to these impacts, and then 
will require even more impactful structures to protect it. One only needs to look across to 
Ocean Shores, with all of it's development and associated armoring that is now required. 
The ocean needs to be able to move. 
 
3) Impacts to wildlife habitat - The development will destroy a variety of habitats, 
including dune habitats, wetlands and dune habitats, which harbor a high diversity of 
birds as well as other wildlife. While mitigation will occur, lost habitat is lost habitat. 
These areas are already under high development pressure and the WSP should not be 
contributing to their loss.  
 
Surfrider Foundation has already submitted detailed comments on these issues, and I 
don't need to repeat them. They are very relevant. 82 

Please do not allow our public park to become a private golf course. This would destroy 
43 acres of wetlands. At the rate Westport floods in winters, the wetlands must be 
protected. There is also the damage from pesticides and fertilizer runoff. There is a 40% 
higher risk of cancer among people living next to a golf course. 
Grays Harbor is on the hemispheric migration, and this would endanger our shorebirds. 
 
Personally, this is where I take all my out of town company. I was just showing a friend 
this past November. We walked along the trail, and that would be too dangerous with 
flying golfballs. 
 
The lawsuit 10 years ago promised this land would not become a golf course in the 
future, so why are you even entertaining this bad idea? 83 

I'm currently 35, but lived in Seattle for most of my twenties. During that time, I went 
down to Westport a few times a month to surf, camp, explore the park, and patronize 
local business (shoutout to the Blue Buoy). The park and the waves were the draw for 
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these trips — it's a magical, wild place. It would be a mistake to compromise that for a 
golf course — in the process, having the largest wetland impact in state history. And to 
negate what drew me there in the first place — I have a hard time believing I would've 
come down were there one present.  
 
Even now, I go back to Seattle for ~1month every summer — and, during that time, go to 
Westport a few times. I can't imagine making that trip anymore if this project is greenlit. 
Please don't destroy one of the best places in Washington (and one of my favorite places 
full stop) for another golf course. 84 

In a time where our rights and outdoor spaces are being taken from us by self serving 
politicians, we as Washingtonians have a duty to set an example of protecting and 
preserving our natural areas.  
 
Making this area a private golf course is shameful, short sighted, and should be 
prevented at all costs. 85 

Please oppose any steps towards using PUBLIC state park land in Westport for PRIVATE 
golf course development. It is not worth the risk of degradation and pollution in sensitive 
nearshore land. Golf courses are impact-heavy as they always require significant 
irrigation and long-term use of fertilizers, herbicides, and pesticides. This raises serious 
questions about strain on local water supplies, saltwater intrusion risks in the aquifer, 
contamination of groundwater, and potential runoff into nearby shellfish beds and surf 
zones used by the public. The proposed infrastructure would be built on highly erosion-
prone dune and bluff landscapes facing sea level rise and storm impacts. State Parks 
and the community should avoid locking in long-lived development in areas increasingly 
threatened by coastal change. It would also be a threat to access for those of us who use 
the state park for low impact recreation on a regular basis. The costs FAR outweigh the 
benefits. I beg you to protect this natural public treasure! 86  
Hello Washington State Parks Team, 
I am writing to express my concerns regarding the proposed plans to build a golf course 
at Westport Lighthouse State Park. I respectfully ask that you reconsider moving forward 
with this development. 
 
Westport Lighthouse State Park is a deeply cherished place for many members of the 
community. It is a space where people have formed lasting memories through 
meaningful connections with nature. My partner and I regularly visit the park to surf and 
attend surf competitions held nearby, and since moving to Washington, this coastline 
has become one of the most special places in our lives. In fact, we were even engaged on 
this coast. 
 
Developing a golf course in this area would significantly alter the natural landscape and 
disrupt the unique relationship that visitors have built with the land and wildlife. The 
park’s current state offers a rare opportunity for people to reconnect with nature and with 
one another in an open, undeveloped environment. 
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I respectfully urge you to consider preserving Westport Lighthouse State Park in its 
natural form so that future generations may continue to experience and create 
meaningful memories in this special place. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration. 
Sincerely, 87 

Our community is desperate for an influx of tourism and capital that will help our 
residents' livelihoods. The golf course provides exactly the right type of activity we are 
desperately in need of. PLEASE move forward with the project so that our residents and 
tourists can get outside and enjoy this beautiful area even more! 88 

I am writing to submit my comments in support for the Westport Light Golf Course 
proposal, contingent on the project abiding by our states high environmental laws and 
standards, and committing to improving park amenities for other public users and 
recreationists.  
 
I’m no fan of golf generally, but as a neighbor to this park who runs and bikes through it 
regularly—and a community member whose family has been part of Westport’s fishing 
industry for more than 75 years—I wish to see new trails and amenities developed. 
There’s currently not a single trail connecting through the interior of the park. There’s no 
environmental education space beyond a few faded displays along the beach path. 
Parking is severely lacking on busy days, and generally the level of public infrastructure is 
paltry compared to popular beach access parks in other states. 
 
I also hope to see management of invasive Scotch broom, over dense shore pines, and 
other non-native vegetation that is choking this public space and badly degrading habitat 
value.  
 
These are all management actions State Parks has insufficient funding to complete in the 
current state budget crunch.  
 
As an experienced natural resources professional, I know that Westport Light is far from a 
pristine space, and is not providing anywhere near the level of public amenities the site 
has the potential to serve. 
 
If the golf course is the most realistic path to improving amenities in this neglected park, 
while also managing invasive vegetation and committing to be as low impact on other 
recreational users and the environment as possible—as the Shoreline Management Act, 
Hydraulic Project Approvals, and other state laws strictly require—I’m willing to make 
that trade and support this project.  
 
The Westport community could also badly use another economic input, especially 
during years when salmon and crab fisheries struggle. 
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Please move this project forward while ensuring impacts on the environment are minimal 
and other public park users benefit from site development, protecting long-term public 
access. 89 

I am extremely opposed to the proposed golf course project at Westport Light State Park. 
Westport is surrounded on all sides by water. If it were not for a the bridge on the highway 
from Aberdeen and a thin sand spit at the opposite end of the marina district we would 
be an island. The wave action floods by the viewing tower every year and sends rocks and 
huge driftwood tree trunks and thousands of pounds of sand over the seawall each 
winter. The waves broke through the sand dike next to the Westport Light State Park 
Bathrooms by the surfers parking lot about 10 years ago. Hiigh tides have flooded the 
condos on ocean avenue. Esentially the only side of Westport that has not been flooded 
and eroded by high tides is the state park wetlands between the condos and the surfing 
parking lot. Likely that is because the coast is supported by a healthy wetland that acts 
like a giant sponge in the approximately 600 acres of State Park Wetlands between 
Ocean Avenue and Jetty Hall Road. How much water do these wetlands ubsorb? Well 
according to the American Flood Coalition Wetlands reduce force of storm surge waves 
by 50% and one acre of wetlands can retain 1 -1.5 million gallons of floodwater which is 
the equivalent of filling 30,000 bathtubs full of water. So for this wetland state park area 
that is 18,000,000 - 18 million bathtubs of water that the wetlands can absorb. Indeed 
these wetlands do get so flooded in the winter and spring that it is not possible to walk 
through them. Once these wetlands are filled in with fill dirt for the proposed golf course 
they will no longer work like a sponge to absorb water as they should. Westport will be at 
an even greater risk of flooding. For the citizens of Westport's safety and the safety of 
400,000. surfers every year who love the Westport light state park as is with lots of 
beautiful natural wetlands please do not approve this golf course! 
https://floodcoalition.org/adapting-to-flooding-and-sea-level-rise-through-wetland-
conservation/ 90 

Protection of critical wetland ecosystems and water quality at Westport Light State Park 
provides more value than the proposed golf course and commercial amenities. Westport 
Light State Park is home to the second largest area of rare interdunal wetlands of its kind 
in the State of Washington. In fact, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency declared it 
as an Aquatic Resource of National Importance. It is a priceless natural resource, not just 
for the residents of Westport, but for visitors from around the globe who come here to 
enjoy a multitude of activities including but not limited to beachcombing, fishing and 
surfing, all while being surrounded by its rich biodiversity.  
The proposed golf course development threatens to irreparably damage the fragile 
ecosystem by clearing & filling ACRES of wetlands and forest habitat as well as 
administering large amounts of pesticides and fertilizers continuously for regular 
maintenance of the golf course, annihilating the habitat that supports numerous species 
and altering the natural landscape that has been protected for future generations to 
enjoy.  
Westport Light State Park is one of the last intact Shorepine forests in Washington State, 
who is known to be the habitat of a PNW endemic, and endangered, lichen: Kaernefeltia 

https://floodcoalition.org/adapting-to-flooding-and-sea-level-rise-through-wetland-conservation/
https://floodcoalition.org/adapting-to-flooding-and-sea-level-rise-through-wetland-conservation/
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(Cetraria) californica. Without this habitat, this lichen can become extinct. This includes 
the diverse wildlife living within the forest and the impacts to their shorepine 
environment. Statistics have shown that once these ecosystems are disturbed, they 
cannot be fully restored.  
Water quality will also dramatically decrease from all the inevitable hazardous chemical 
runoff from the proposed golf course, posing huge risks to surfers, beachgoers, as well as 
Westport's commercial fishing community who will also be negatively affected by this 
water quality issue. Building golf courses in wetland areas does not make sense, how will 
the Integrated Pest Management plan protect natural areas and meet water quality? How 
will irrigation impact the community resources and needs? How will the development 
sustain operations with golfing greens that are subject to salt water intrusion, high 
groundwater and ponding?  
These wetlands and unique shorepine forest are part of the Westport experience and 
beauty. From the dozen of deer, eagles and herons in passing there will be no place to 
migrate. A golf course will not increase tourism in this area because the weather is also 
too unpredictable for the activity. I personally drive 6 hours from Whatcom County to surf 
in Westport, I doubt I would travel that far to go golfing anywhere. Preserve the 
uniqueness of Westport Light State Park for generations to experience. 
There are alternative locations that can be considered for the golf course development 
that wouldn't endanger sensitive environmental areas and which would respect the 
town's natural assets and long-standing traditions. I urge Washington State Parks to 
reconsider the development plans and to preserve Westport Light State Park as it is: a 
sanctuary of nature, surfing, and community life. 91 

Please consider my concern in the development of a golf course at the Westport 
Lighthouse State Park. It would be an extreme place disappointment to no longer be able 
to enjoy this beautiful state park. The development of this land, would be a tragedy to the 
surrounding community, felt as far as Seattle. I formally request the Parks Commission 
deny development of this golf course. This land is cherished by those who visit it in its 
current state. As a surfer and nature enjoyer, this place is important as an access point to 
my favorite surf in Washington state, and a gorgeous wetland, full of life.  
Protect this land, please.  
Thank you, 92 

Protection of critical wetland ecosystems and water quality at Westport Light State Park 
provides more value than the proposed golf course and commercial amenities. Westport 
Light State Park is home to the second largest area of rare interdunal wetlands of its kind 
in the State of Washington. In fact, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency declared it 
as an Aquatic Resource of National Importance. It is a priceless natural resource, not just 
for the residents of Westport, but for visitors from around the globe who come here to 
enjoy a multitude of activities including but not limited to beachcombing, fishing and 
surfing, all while being surrounded by its rich biodiversity. 
The proposed golf course development threatens to irreparably damage the fragile 
ecosystem by clearing & filling ACRES of wetlands and forest habitat as well as 
administering large amounts of pesticides and fertilizers continuously for regular 
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maintenance of the golf course, annihilating the habitat that supports numerous species 
and altering the natural landscape that has been protected for future generations to 
enjoy. 
Westport Light State Park is one of the last intact Shorepine forests in Washington State, 
who is known to be the habitat of a PNW endemic, and endangered, lichen: Kaernefeltia 
(Cetraria) californica. Without this habitat, this lichen can become extinct. This includes 
the diverse wildlife living within the forest and the impacts to their shorepine 
environment. Statistics have shown that once these ecosystems are disturbed, they 
cannot be fully restored. 
Water quality will also dramatically decrease from all the inevitable hazardous chemical 
runoff from the proposed golf course, posing huge risks to surfers, beachgoers, as well as 
Westport's commercial fishing community who will also be negatively affected by this 
water quality issue. Building golf courses in wetland areas does not make sense, how will 
the Integrated Pest Management plan protect natural areas and meet water quality? How 
will irrigation impact the community resources and needs? How will the development 
sustain operations with golfing greens that are subject to salt water intrusion, high 
groundwater and ponding? 
These wetlands and unique shorepine forest are part of the Westport experience and 
beauty. From the dozen of deer, eagles and herons in passing there will be no place to 
migrate. A golf course will not increase tourism in this area because the weather is also 
too unpredictable for the activity. I personally drive 6 hours from Whatcom County to surf 
in Westport, I doubt I would travel that far to go golfing anywhere. Preserve the 
uniqueness of Westport Light State Park for generations to experience. 
There are alternative locations that can be considered for the golf course development 
that wouldn't endanger sensitive environmental areas and which would respect the 
town's natural assets and long-standing traditions. I urge Washington State Parks to 
reconsider the development plans and to preserve Westport Light State Park as it is: a 
sanctuary of nature, surfing, and community life. 93 

I whole heartedly disagree with the entire concept of adding a golf course in Westport. 
Destroying the environment and dunes is an absolute waste! 94 

The world doesn't need more golf courses. It needs more wild coastline! Stop this 
madness and let nature win for once! 95 

I'm 100 % on board with the golf course being allowed in Westport. It would provide so 
much economic stability in the area, as well attracting families for family gun. Cannot 
understand why this is taking so long. 96 

I'm writing to ask that you reject the Westport Golf Links (WGL) project, which is a 
proposal to use approximately 500 acres of Westport Light State Park lands for a golf 
course.  
 
I think a golf course would be a very poor choice for these still-wild public lands adjoining 
the ocean, lands which contain a wetlands area used by migratory birds. I'm against the 
habitat destruction that a golf course would cause. I'm against the additional demands 
for fresh water that a golf course would make and the additional chemical compounds 
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that a golf course would introduce, which would pose a threat to marine life including the 
razor clam beds utilized by tens of thousands of Washingtonians every year. And I'm 
against tying up public lands with the sort of long-term lease that the golf course 
developers are asking for. 
 
I hope that you will reject the Westport Golf Links (WGL) proposal, and instead keep the 
Westport Light State Park lands undisturbed. 
 
Thanks, 97 

As an owner of one of the longest standing businesses in Westport, I strongly oppose the 
golf course project. It is not a matter of golf course or no golf course, it is a matter of 
location. There are many undeveloped areas that could be considered for this project, 
but somehow our beloved public State Parks rare coastal wetlands, that were once 
protected from any development is the site in pursuit. Moreover, the proposed project in 
its proposed location would be highly damaging to our business of 40 years, as it would 
also be highly damaging to one of Westport's largest economies, surfing. The natural, 
non-commercialized environment that surrounds our surfing & beachgoing area is a huge 
reason WHY it’s so successful. People come here specifically for this reason! There are 
other places to surf in Washington, and with a golf course & its amenities right next door, 
many surfers who treasure the unmolested nature of our park will go other places to surf, 
I promise you. There is great opportunity to use this precious land for a more ethical 
community and existing visitor-driven intent, that could COMPLEMENT Westport’s 
identity, rather than change it. Westport does not need change, it needs thoughtful 
enhancement.  
Westport is THE most premier surf break in Washington, and it is something that should 
be appreciated and definitely definitely protected, at all costs. 
Having a golf course along with all its amenities and development next door to this surf 
break will endanger the surf community in multiple ways, spiritually as well as 
environmentally. You are putting some serious decisions in people's hands who have 
ZERO experience with a project of this scope encroaching on a thriving surf community. 
One will Cannibalize the other, why would we make that decision. Please, reconsider this 
project after really considering the many harmful effects to our existing communities and 
economy. 98 

Our state is failing to cut climate emissions in time to meet our 2030 climate emissions 
limit in Washington State law.  
 
At the same time, state agencies like Parks and DNR are failing to protect irreplaceable 
wetlands and legacy forests, which safely absorb carbon dioxide from the 
atmosphere. 
 
This state-agency promoted golf course project at Westport would destroy the second-
largest rare interdunal wetland in our state. Most Washingtonians are not yet aware that 
healthy oceans, shorelines, wetlands, rivers and forests (and the biodiversity they 
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support) are essential to maintaining a livable climate, and a stable future for our 
children. 
 
We must meet our needs today in a way that minimizes long-term climate change and 
leaves a healthy future for our children. 
 
Washington State Parks is acting as SEPA CO-LEAD for this project. As Co-Lead agency, 
Parks is responsible for this SEPA process. Washington State Parks is not fulfilling your 
duty, as SEPA Co-Lead Agency, to protect succeeding generations (RCW 43.21C.020):  

• The No Action alternative (#3) assumptions in the DEIS are biased.  
• Greenhouse gas emissions are not quantified in the DEIS for each 

alternative. 
• The DEIS is fundamentally flawed, and does not implement the SEPA law as 

intended. 
I respectfully request that you read my comments on the DEIS for the golf course at 
Westport (attached).  
 
TO:   Tom Capps, SEPA Responsible Official, City of Westport  
FROM:  [x], PE (retired), MCE, LEED-AP  
SUBJECT:  DEIS Comment, Westport Golf Links/Westport Light State Park  
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment, and for extending the comment period.  
 
PROBLEMATIC CO-LEAD AGENCY ASSIGNMENTS  
 
This project is driven by a Developer seeking short term profits from ocean views. Both 
Agencies assigned to Co-Lead this SEPA process are biased and vulnerable to influence 
by predatory developers.   
 
The SEPA Nominal Lead, the City of Westport, is not a disinterested third party to this 
SEPA process. The city of Westport would see increased tax revenue and other revenue in 
the short term. See Table 3.2.18-1 in the draft EIS. Nothing is said in this table about 
losses such as the Disneyfication of an irreplaceable natural feature, loss of floodwater 
holding capacity, or loss of climate or biodiversity benefits of the 2nd largest rare 
interdunal wetland in the State.  
 
The SEPA Co-Lead, Washington State Parks, struggles to keep parks open and fund 
operations. An element of basic maintenance, the removal of invasive species, has been 
neglected. Parks is not adequately funded to fulfill their mission of caring “for 
Washington’s most treasured lands, waters, and historic places…” and their strategy for 
development of Park lands which begins with “Places to be: connecting with 
Washington’s iconic landscapes.”  
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Both the City and Parks are looking for ways to find funding, and will overlook the intent 
of SEPA to protect the environment for FUTURE GENERATIONS. From the SEPA law, RCW 
43.21C.020: “In order to carry out the policy set forth in this chapter, it is the continuing 
responsibility of the state of Washington and all agencies of the state to use all 
practicable means, consistent with other essential considerations of state policy, 
to…(f)ulfill the responsibilities of each generation as trustee of the environment for 
succeeding generations…each person has a fundamental and inalienable right to a 
healthful environment…”  
 
Agencies or municipalities that will benefit from large amounts of taxes, fees, 
infrastructure, or other compensation should not be assigned to Lead the SEPA 
process.  The City of Westport and Washington State Parks are under significant 
financial pressure to take the funds that Developers are offering them. Professional 
lobbyists/communicators hired by the Developers have been influencing the City of 
Westport and Washington State Parks. The City of Westport and Washington State Parks 
are not fulfilling their duty as SEPA Lead Agency to protect succeeding generations.   
 
NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE (#3) ASSUMPTIONS IN THE DEIS ARE BIASED  
The No Action Alternative description incorrectly assumes that the only way Parks can 
remove invasive plants, study and take actions in the best interest of natural systems, 
and encourage biodiversity, is to contract with a developer who will infill 35 acres of 
wetlands.  
 
The No Action Alternative description incorrectly assumes that the best way to plan for 
dynamic coastal processes and sea level rise at the Park is to contract with a developer 
who has financial interest in building physical barriers such as revetments.  
 
The No Action Alternative description incorrectly assumes the only way to plan for and 
manage wildfire risk exacerbated by climate change (caused by greenhouse gas 
emissions) is to contract with a developer to allow massive excavation, road building and 
construction with high embodied greenhouse gas emissions, for which the finished 
facility will have much greater operational greenhouse gas emissions than the current 
activities at the Park. None of these greenhouse gas emissions are quantified in the 
DEIS. Planning for wildfire risk does not require building a golf course.  
 
The No Action Alternative description incorrectly assumes the City of Westport cannot 
plan for and manage their water and wastewater systems without taking on a golf course 
with massive water use.  
 
The No Action Alternative description claims informal paths disturb natural areas, while 
the writers of the DEIS propose to expose the the entire rare interdunal wetland area to 
increased air pollution from vehicle traffic, pollution from significant nearby impervious 
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surface area (roads, buildings), changes to hydrology, fertilizers which cannot be 
prevented from entering nearby wetlands, and fragmentation. 
 
3.2.3 CLIMATE CHANGE  
This section of the DEIS only considers the effects of climate change on each Alternative. 
It does NOT consider the effects of each Alternative on the climate. Greenhouse gas 
emissions are not quantified in the DEIS for each Alternative. Table 2.7.1 compares 
environmental impacts of the alternatives. In this Table, “Moderate” climate change 
impacts are assigned to Alternative 1 and Alternative 2 (the golf course alternatives). 
Alternative 3 (the no action alternative) is assigned to ”More than Moderate” climate 
change impacts. This irrational conclusion is based on biased assumptions as described 
above. There is nothing in this table to indicate that the No Action Alternative continues 
to sequester significant carbon and has essentially no impact in terms of operational 
greenhouse gas emissions, while Alternatives 1 and 2 will emit sequestered carbon and 
produce significant greenhouse gas emissions in construction and operations.   
 
This DEIS is fundamentally flawed, and does not implement the SEPA law as intended.  
Sincerely, 99 

Please do NOT approve the proposed golf course. This land should be and remain 
accessible to residents and visitors. In addition to putting private interests above public 
good, golf courses are notorious for the excessive use of pesticides and chemical 
fertilizers that have no place anywhere near our beaches or water. This proposal is not in 
the interests of our county's residents or the  environment. 100 

Dear Commissioners: Turning Westport Light State Park into a commercial development, 
available only to the few who are interested in golfing and can afford the fees associated 
with golfing, is a major dereliction of your duty to protect the public land under your care. 
Moreover, allowing the proposed golf course to be built will result in the destruction of an 
unreasonable number of Category 1 wetlands (according to the Department of Ecology), 
destruction of  native shorepine and deciduous forests, pollution of the water 
table beneath and on the surface, extensive disturbance of local birds and wildlife and 
their habitats, and introduction of invasive plant and animal species, among others. 
Further, Washingtonians, whose taxes paid for the park's acwquisition and now pay for 
all your activities relating to this horrible project - most will be excluded from enjoyment 
of our own park and its natural public resources. How can we hike, play, enjoy nature, 
birdwatch - even surf - in the presence of golfing activity and in degraded habitat??  
It is time for you, as Parks Commissioners, to cut your losses and abandon this 
unfortunate and mistaken project and redirect your energies toward creating low-impact 
amenities for all Washingtonians. Examples may include walking trails (one between the 
north end and the lighthouse on the south side). Other ideas are a fitness trail, an 
interpretive trail, a playground and picnic area, a birding blind and/or viewing tower. All 
could be done with minimal damage to existing natural features. Future park goers will 
remember your care and thoughtfulness on behalf of all WA residents and thank you. 
And I thank you for heeding the above recommendations, on my own behalf and that of 
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all residents including members of Grays Harbor Audubon Society (GHAS). Sincerely, [x], 
President of GHAS. 101 

I am writing to express opposition to destroying public state park lands to create a golf 
course. A golf course will segregate use of these lands. I do not condone the privatization 
of public lands for financial gains. I am opposed to the inevitable destruction of our 
precious wetlands. Wetlands that are a peaceful home to dozens of species of wildlife, 
as well as a landing place for migratory birds. A peaceful sanctuary for Washingtonians 
and other visitors to enjoy our wild coastline. I do not wish to see acres destroyed by a 
course that will be financially inaccessible to most people. Let’s not be swindled by 
developers looking to co-opt our parks to fatten their pockets. Their interests do not lie in 
the community regardless of the “promises” they make.  Please keep these sanctuaries 
exactly that. Let’s not intrude and gentrify such a small ,vital, working class community. 
102 

Hello Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission; 
  
Washington Native Plant Society seeks to share comment on the draft DEIS and project 
development plan for Westport Light State Park Golf Course. 
This comment period was defined as closing today, January 23rd, by 5pm. 
  
This letter is also copied to the comment form provided on the project planning website.   
  
Thank you for taking this comment into consideration for the upcoming hearing on 
January 29th.  
  
Sincerely, 103 

The proposed golf course development at Westport Light State Park represents a positive 
and forward-thinking investment in our community. Thoughtfully designed recreational 
amenities like this can coexist with the natural beauty of the park while enhancing its 
accessibility and long-term sustainability. A golf course will attract visitors from both 
inside and outside the region, encouraging greater use of the park and positioning 
Westport as a destination for outdoor recreation and tourism. 
 
This project also offers clear economic benefits for the city. Construction and ongoing 
operations will create local jobs, while increased visitor traffic will support nearby small 
businesses such as restaurants, hotels, retail shops, and service providers. Over time, 
the development can generate new tax revenue and stimulate broader economic growth, 
helping fund public services and infrastructure. By supporting this project, the city 
demonstrates a commitment to responsible development that balances recreation, 
economic opportunity, and community vitality. 104 

I wanted to express my deep concern with the Westport Light State Park proposed golf 
course project. 
 
Our State Parks should not be restricting use for the public, and a golf course and inn, 
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would do just that, making it only available to those paying to play golf, and restrict usage 
for the rest of the public. We are living during a time where public lands are under attack 
from privatization by those with capital and power, and we should not be opening our 
state parks up to private capital project and restricting use for those who don't benefit 
from an elite project. 
 
Golf courses are notably abysmal for the environment due to their chemical and water 
consumption and monoculture. In addition, the current DEIS does not provide enough 
information to analyze likely environmental impacts and does not identify sufficient 
specific mitigation measures that will avoid adverse impacts if the golf course was 
unfortunately built. The central Washington coast is a wonderful habitat for many 
shorebirds and plays an important part in avian migration and to see a golf course 
constructed with such negative environmental impacts would greatly affect the lives of 
so many species while benefitting very few people. 
 
Please don't privatize our public lands for profit, and please protect our local and 
migratory birds. Please reject the Westport Golf Course. 105 

It makes me sad to hear that the place where I grew up is going to be destroyed for the 
profit of the man instead of protecting the environment like our state parks are designed 
to do. Don’t sell out for temporary gain when the long-term affects last forever. You are 
still manipulating nature and it’ll never be the same. You were cutting off the people’s 
access to the beach and the forest like our taxpayer dollars go to. 106 

I oppose this project. This land is public land, and it should not be developed. Leave it as 
natural as possible. 107 

"I am in 100% in favor of this project and State Parks leasing the land to the Golf Course 
developers. The land is mostly not used and is mainly left open for potential wildfires to 
happen and a mosquito breeding ground. The Golf Course will be an amazing amenity for 
the community. It will offer much needed jobs, a healthy place for kids to learn and play 
the sport of golf, a great place for family to spend time together & play golf, and it will 
bring much needed financial help to the local businesses already there that struggle 
most of the year.  
 
Please approve this lease and let this wonderful plan happen.” 108 

Dear Sir or Madam;  
 
Im writing to address the need for green spaces and soil that can breathe. The preceding 
plays a very big role in our quality of life. 
 
Why in the world are we cementing over our rich soil to develop or replugging with 
chemicals to develope or make a green? What needs does it serve? 
An economic gain or promise of more jobs are carrots. The economic gains, if prevail are 
temporary as is the job creation IF ever. Service jobs do not produce liveable wages for 
WA State residents and their families. 
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The other issue is golf courses have long been scrutinized for their environmental affects. 
Besides is it wise to invest properties that may grow food, clean our water and air in 
anything not pertaining to food or survival needs at a time when there exists such a 
degree of instability and threats, such as food, clean water and air shortages? 
 
It isnt rocket science to know all natural resources are our most valuable resources. 
Consider, shortages and demands for food, air, water and habitats worldwide. The world 
does not need more golf courses nor temporary jobs that may evolve.Similiar proposals 
for economic gains have either dimmed or never proven fruitful at all. 
 
These proposals threaten natural food shortages, habitats, biodiversity, and our 
sustainability. We can no longer afford to invest rather than divest. 
Please reconsider the long term results and reassess any proposals involving golf 
courses or any further development and destruction of WA State's natural resources. We 
are the farthest northwest territory and left lastly with whatever natural resources 
preexisting here. The benefits of our physical positioning is that we are able to learn and 
grow from other states' past experiences through reevaluation and reassessment. 
Communities and places must remain small and unique to preserve rural life in America. 
 
Diversifying investments is key not just for individuals and organizations but government, 
too.  
 
Respectfully, 
[x] 
Life long WA resident 109 

I am writing to express opposition to destroying public state park lands to create a golf 
course. A golf course will segregate use of these lands. I do not condone the privatization 
of public lands for financial gains. I am opposed to the inevitable destruction of our 
precious wetlands. Wetlands that are a peaceful home to dozens of species of wildlife, 
as well as a landing place for migratory birds. A peaceful sanctuary for Washingtonians 
and other visitors to enjoy our wild coastline. I do not wish to see acres destroyed by a 
course that will be financially inaccessible to most people. Let’s not be swindled by 
developers looking to co-opt our parks to fatten their pockets. Their interests do not lie in 
the community regardless of the “promises” they make.  Please keep these sanctuaries 
exactly that. Let’s not intrude and gentrify such a small ,vital, working class community. 
110 

Commissioners, 
This proposal has just come to my attention. I have had no opportunity to review the 
documentation. 
 
That said, I have a good deal of experience with golf courses and the adverse 
environmental impacts which they impose on the landscape. They remove large areas of 
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native habitat from the system, to replace it with artificially contoured fairways, sand 
traps, and other impositions. They use enormous amounts of water to keep all of that 
artificial lawn/turf green. And no matter how hard they try not to use toxic chemicals (if 
they try at all), those toxic chemicals become necessary. We have worked with a number 
of golf courses, and in spite of all of the “natural, non-toxic” conditions we wrote into the 
operating agreements, those chemicals always crept back in.  
 
The result is lost habitat, lost connectivity, lost groundwater, lost wetlands, lost in-
stream flows, lost native amenities for park users, potential lost native species 
(particularly butterfies), and lost climate change amelioration, among other things.  
 
The gain? A large space for a very few people to indulge their pastime while excluding 
others. This seems like a poor trade-off.  
 
I recommend in the strongest terms that you not approve construction of the proposed 
golf course and instead focus attention on restoring and enhancing the existing native 
lands.  
 
Hopefully, 111 
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