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I do not think that the proposed Westport golf links would limit foraging.  
I believe the increased trails would help with foraging. 
I support the golf links and would like to see it become a reality for this area 1 

Washington State Parks and Governor Ferguson, 
Please reject the proposal for the golf course in Westport. Coastal access and beach 
dune stability are both fragile in the state of Washington. This development would forever 
change the public access, local ecosystem and beach dynamics that countless 
Washingtonians and visitors enjoy every year. Please reject this development proposal. 2 

Hello, 
Writing as a concerned environmentalist, surfer, and lover of Westhaven State park. 
Please consider abandoning the installation of a golf course. Protect wetlands, protect 
the ocean, protect birds and fish habitat, protect access to these beautiful and tranquil 
spaces. We don’t need a golf course here. We don’t want one. 3 

I am writing to comment on the proposal to build a golf course on the vital and fragile 
wetlands between West Haven and the lighthouse State Park in Westport Washington. 
This forest land is incredibly important to the ecological and natural habitat of the 
wildlife: birds, bears, deer and other small creatures that depend on this small pocket of 
land for survival. It is an also an important place to preserve for the visual integrity of 
visitors to Westport. It provides a beautiful backdrop of nature, parallel to the gorgeous 
shoreline of the beach. A golf course is an egregious attack on the beauty of the park. 
Another concern of mine as a regular surfer at Westport is the runoff of pesticides, 
fertilizers and other chemicals that would be used to keep a golf course running. Those 
chemicals will release directly into the shore only yards away from the golf course 
impacting water quality of not only the surfers but the wildlife that depends on the water. 
No one wants a golf course, (a crude and elitist playground), near our beautiful beach 
and on our forest lands. Thank you for taking my comments into consideration. I’m a very 
concerned previous citizen of Westport and current regular visitor. 4 

I contacted your office in 2023, regarding the Westport Golf Links.  I was referred to the 
City of Westport.  I was told by the city, I was on a contact list to be notified of the next 
comment period. I was not.  That period is now closed.  5 

After living along the coast of WA State beaches, for over 30 years, we appreciate this 
ecosystem;  
we appreciate the wildlife, the birds, the plants, the lichen. 
My Concern is development of this coast line. 
We need this coast line left as it is; it is a buffer, it is a treasure. 
I do not support putting more development, more homes in this tsunami area. It is a 
danger. 
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I do not support real estate development that puts more pressure on our scarce source 
of clean fresh drinking water. 
We must leave this area alone, for climate change reasons; rising ocean levels, rising 
tides; public health. 
We must leave this area alone, for future generations. 6 

Please do not allow golf courses 7 

To Washington State Parks Planning, Governor Ferguson, & WA State Commissioner 
UptheGrove:  
I am deeply troubled by the proposal to create a golf course, lodge, hotel, etc in Westport 
Light State Park. This area is critical habitat for birds, including migratory birds on the 
Pacific Flyway. To destroy this critical habitat seems incredibly irresponsible. and in 
direct violation of the mission of Washington State Parks including the very opening 
statement: 
protecting and caring for the state's natural, cultural, and historic lands and waters. 
 
how is destroying critical bird and other fauna habitat at all compatible with protecting 
and caring for the state's natural treasures? 
 
Moreover a golf course violates the second statement of the WA state parks mission:   
State parks connect all Washingtonians to their diverse natural and cultural heritage. 
 
Golf courses are by design exclusive to only the people that pay the expensive green fees 
and want to play that (in my view incredibly tedious) game. The hikers, bird watchers, 
nature lovers, etc. are excluded, and only the rich, fat-cat, often heavy drinking golf 
players are allowed on this exclusively one-use dedicated golf course. 
 
Let us not forget the generally rainy gray cold weather at Westport. By Large the golf 
course will only see significant use during those rare sunny summer days. The rest of the 
year it will sit largely unused. What a waste! 
 
A golf course does not belong in Westport Light State Park! It should be killed 
immediately! 
 
Sincerely, 8 

Westport Light State Park has bird habitat that is a key for migratory birds along the 
Pacific Flyway. To destroy this habitat and create a golf course is disastrous, and flies in 
the face of the mission statement of the WA State Parks (1st sentence) which says "cares 
for Washington's most treasured lands, waters". Moreover building a golf course etc. 
limits that area only to the people that can pay the green fees and want to play golf, 
which is in violation of the 2nd sentence of the WA state parks mission statement, "State 
parks connect ALL Washingtonians to their diverse natural and cultural heritage". The golf 
course is in direct opposition to the diversity and inclusiveness of Washington state 
parks for ALL Washingtonians. I do not see how this golf course can even be considered 
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at this Washington state park, since it is in fundamental opposition to the core values of 
our park system. 9 

I am 1000% opposed to building an environmentally destructive golf course for rich 
people. 
Seriously, don't do that. 10 

I am writing to express my continued extreme concern about the proposed golf course 
development on the wetlands, forest and public lands of Westport Light State Park and 
what was formerly known as Westhaven State Park surfing beach. This last several 
months there has been lots of claring of trees and chopping off many branches of trees in 
our wetlands. a huge percentage of the wetlands plants- Willows and sedge grasses and 
many other wetlands plants have been removed. According to our mayor it is for fire 
protection. But these are wetlands with low fire risk. Instead I think it is being done as a 
start to building the golf course before the permit is issued. The clearing has been done 
with the labor of volunteer fire fighters and it is unacceptable! I did a State Park public 
records request to see how many fires were in this wetlands forest state park area in the 
last 20 years and indeed there were very few and very small fires, in the only case I could 
find of a fire in the wetlands forest itself it looked like a small unauthorized campfire that 
was put out by the camper and the state park personel didn't file the report til long after 
the fire was put out. Most of the other fires that I remember were in the Westhaven State 
Park parking lot and on the beach. So cutting down all of these trees and wetlands plants 
to save us all from fire danger doesn't make sense.  
Meanwhile there are other lot sales going on in the city likely in plans for the golf course. 
The city is talking in city council meetings about selling a parcel of land next to the 
proposed golf course state park lands. Another property owner across the street from 
State Park lands also has cut down many trees and cleared much of their land and also 
put it up for sale. There is sure a lot of planning for a golf course, when the permit has not 
been issued yet. And meanwhile the rare lichens and wetlands plants, and the homeless 
deer, and the very special coastal forest is being destroyed before the golf course permit 
is even issued. I also saw a city permit to clear some land as a fire break around the 
perimeter of the park. But it looks to me like they far surpassed the boundaries of this 
permit! These wetlands and forest need to be preserved. It is my observation that these 
wetlands are the last sponge or plug that is keeping our city from serious flooding, please 
take this extremely seriously! Westport's safety depends on you! and we like the beach 
the way it is! If I remember right 400,000 surfers a year use this beach. 11 

The weather most of the time is not friendly to play golf in. The people putting this in dont 
live here and realize it wont work . theres only so much land on this sand spit called 
westport. It needs some of the area for forests and not look like seattle. there is plenty of 
golf courses every where else. is there really that many golfers? these people are money 
hungry and thats all its about real estate and money. 12 

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the proposed Westport Golf Links 
deserves far more scrutiny. Too often it reads less like an objective scientific analysis and 
more like promotional copy—asserting conclusions without the evidence needed to 
support them. 
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The Washington State Department of Ecology’s comment letter, available on the 
Washington Parks Planning page under Westport Light State Park (“Dept Of Ecology DEIS 
Response Jun9 25”), raises multiple concerns. A few stand out. 
 
The DEIS relies on a coastal study by Herrera that uses a narrow 25-year window and a 
methodology that fails to account for climate-driven increases in erosion. This study was 
commissioned after a more comprehensive Aecom study, completed the prior year, had 
already documented longer-term risks that did include climate impacts. We are long past 
the point where climate extremes—heavier rain, stronger storms, and accelerated 
erosion—can be treated as optional considerations. Both studies are posted on the City 
of Westport website. 
 
The DEIS claims the project would cause “negligible” changes to sand movement yet 
offers no data to support this. Vegetation removal will increase sand mobility, and once 
built, a golf course relies on turf only an inch or so tall—far too short to meaningfully slow 
wind-driven sand transport. The DEIS simply asserts an outcome rather than 
demonstrating it. 
 
Also repeatedly stated is that there will be “no significant unavoidable adverse impacts 
to surface water quality” from fertilizer, pesticide, or herbicide use. Yet the only evidence 
offered is the report Water Quality Impacts from PNW Golf Courses (Envirologic 2024), 
which itself relies on literature searches and concludes only that there are “limited to no 
impacts.” That is not the same as affirming “no significant impacts,” and the DEIS treats 
this qualified language as factual. 
 
Noone, and no “Best Management Practices” planning can guarantee there will not be 
systemic, ongoing pollution. Where is the scientific study with accurate data that proves 
this? 
 
Another huge impact in the Westport Golf Links plan is the loss of Category 1 wetlands—
among the rarest and most ecologically valuable in the state. The footprint of the 
proposed course removes the equivalent of roughly 35 football fields of these wetlands. 
The DEIS does not provide a defensible path for avoiding or mitigating this loss. 
 
For additional context, see The Drift’s September 30 article, Environmental Groups Raise 
Concerns About Westport Golf Links at thewestportdrift.com. 
 
The DEIS leans on optimistic assumptions and unsupported assertions. Claims of “Best 
Management Practices” attempt to frame intensive chemical management as benign, 
but the evidence presented isn’t sufficient justification for those conclusions.  
 
We should be safeguarding our state parks, not treating them as opportunities for 
resource extraction or commercial ventures. These landscapes exist for the public good 
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and for environmental protection, not private profit. 
 
I encourage everyone to read the Department of Ecology’s letter and the coverage in The 
Westport Drift. Please take a few moments and share your comments at the parks 
planning website, your voice matters. 
 
If we let the mission of our state parks lead the way—as it should—this golf course, and 
any commercial development, will be denied. 13 

Please do everything possible to put an end to any rediculous Golf Course in Westport 
WA 
Thankyou. 14 

Don’t do it, we don’t agree with this plan. 15 

To Whom it May Concern, 
 
I oppose the development of any state parks by private enterprises. I specifically oppose 
the development of a golf course at the Westport Light State Park. I used to live in 
Aberdeen and walk weekly through and around the area that is proposed for the golf 
course. You can still see the harm from the illegal development by the first golf course 
proposed for the area. I still Westport regularly and see all kinds of birds, deer and many 
interesting wetland plants. The area would be better served by the development of a trail 
system with interpretive signs. No one is going to golf in 88 inches of rain per year and the 
accompanying high winds. And, if they want to there are plenty of golf courses in the area 
including Ocean Shores.  
 
Please stop wasting taxpayer dollars on vetting this enterprise. Development of the 
Westport Light serves only the economic interests of the City of Westport. It does not 
serve the people of Washington State or fulfill the mission of Washington State Parks.  
 
Thank you for your time. 16 

My name is [x], and I am a citizen of the City of Westport. I wish to express my support for 
the Westport Golf Links Project. I could spend time validating my importance as a long-
time resident and community member of Westport or list the reasons why my opinions 
should be considered, but truly the only reason I am commenting is because I believe it 
is my duty as a citizen to share my thoughts with those managing the resources in my 
community. Initially, I was opposed to the Westport Golf Links fearing the change it 
would bring to our town or the disruption it may cause to our landscape and ecosystem, 
but as I read more about the project and took time to ask questions and thoughtfully 
consider the answers, I became a supporter of it. For me, this project isn’t about a hobby 
or sport. In fact, I don’t even play golf. This projectj is about healthy economic growth for 
my hometown, providing opportunities for my fellow community members, my children, 
and my grandchildren. It is also about environmental responsibility to the 600-acre piece 
of land that encompasses a majority of our small town. I am keenly interested in the risks 
we face if we choose to do nothing. It is apparent that State Parks has not been equipped 
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or prepared to manage this land appropriately, as it continues to fall behind in upkeep 
and environmental management. I fear what may happen should we continue the path 
we are currently on. Westport Golf Links will be a change, and it will create some 
disruption in the process of development, but the economic and environmental impact 
will be a lasting and positive one. I currently live adjacent to the project site and am 
willing to share the space with those who want to enjoy it more with their families in a 
way that is appropriate and respectful to our land and community. I ask that State Parks 
reflect on their mission, vision, and core values and consider closely that there is a 
promise to provide memorable recreational and educational experiences that enhance 
lives. They also boast a core value that commits you to dedicate outdoor recreation and 
public enjoyment that welcomes all our citizens to their public parks. The current state of 
this land is not inviting or easily traversable to all citizens. My question for State Parks 
Commissioners, is if they choose not to support this project, how will they then lead and 
support the shoreline mitigation for our coastal beach? Also will they lead and support 
the eradication of invasive plants replacing them with native species, and improve the 
trail system that is currently underutilized? Or will they leave us hanging out to dry with 
our 600-acre tinderbox with no viable means to manage the fire it could ignite and our 
eroding shoreline threatening to take our homes? As a responsible citizen, I am asking 
that you carefully consider those of us who live and work in Westport and how our lives 
will be impacted by your decision. Thank you. 17 

Westport state park is a public beach area meant for the public. Surfers, hikers, locals, 
and visitors all should be able to enjoy this place and its waters. Please keep it public and 
accessible. 18 

Hello, I’m writing to say that I do NOT want a golf course installed on public land. They 
are a waste of space, an eyesore and environmentally problematic. We are fighting tooth 
and nail to not have our pristine lands sold off to billionaires and corporations. This is not 
the time to give up our land willingly.  
Golf courses do not benefit the many. They represent excess of the few. No golf course.  
Thank you 19 

I do not want to see a golf course right on the beach in Westport. The chemicals 
dangerous and that area is should be kept natural and available to the general public. 20 

Please don’t make state park a gold course. It has a huge environmental negative impact. 
21 

I oppose a golf course on state park property as it excludes the general public from 
access to land paid for by the taxpayers. I am unable to walk the grounds of skating lake 
state park because the golf course won’t let the general public on the grounds 22 

I think the Westport holf course is a horrible idea because it will cause irreparable 
damage to the ecosystem. Also it will be for rich people so not even good for the general 
population. It also will bring up property value and use a lot of our town water also driving 
up the price. For these reasons and more I am against the golf course. 23 
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Public Comment on Draft Environmental Impact Statement – Westport Light State Park Golf 
Course 

Greetings January 2026 

Dear Commissioners, 

I am submitting the following comments regarding water quality statements in the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the proposed golf course at Westport Light State 
Park. 

⸻ 

Review of Water Quality Claims in the DEIS 

The DEIS1 asserts that implementation of Best Management Practices (BMPs), Integrated 
Pest Management (IPM) plans, and related stewardship measures will likely eliminate or 
effectively prevent chemical leaching from the proposed golf course. To support this claim, 
the DEIS relies heavily on a single document, Water Quality Impacts from Pacific Northwest 
Golf Courses (May 2024)2, prepared by EnviroLogic. This report is available on the City of 
Westport website library for the golf course. 

The EnviroLogic report emphasizes voluntary Environmental Stewardship Guidelines 
developed by the Western Washington Golf Course Superintendents Association and 
characterizes their use as “sustainable,” implying that compliance with these plans will 
prevent pollution. The report largely presents the golf course industry’s preferred narrative 
rather than an independent, precautionary scientific assessment. 

This reliance appears to over-extend this literature to justify a near-absolute 
environmental claim that is not scientifically defensible—particularly in a sensitive coastal 
setting such as Westport. For example, page 1-11 of the DEIS states: 

“…no significant unavoidable adverse impacts to groundwater movement, quantity or quality 
would be anticipated. With proper adherence to the site-specific Best Management 
Practices Manual, Integrated Pest Management Plan, and Water Quality Monitoring Plan, 
no significant unavoidable adverse impacts to groundwater quality would be anticipated as a 
result of golf course maintenance practices that may include the use of herbicides and 
pesticides.” 

Stating there will to “no significant unavoidable adverse impacts” is a bold claim. This 
statement also omits fertilizers, which are well-known contributors to water pollution. 
Whether this omission is intentional or an oversight, it raises questions about the 
completeness and scientific support for the DEIS conclusions overall. 
Additionally, page 2-28 of the DEIS quotes EnviroLogic as stating that, when properly 
managed with site-specific BMPs and IPM plans, nutrients and pesticides “provide limited to 
no impacts on water quality” and that golf courses are “unlikely to pose unacceptable risks” 
to aquatic environments. Such phrasing is imprecise and vaguely reassuring rather than 
scientifically rigorous. 
 
The key question is not whether chemicals can be managed carefully, but whether their 
application results in transport through soil and water at magnitudes, frequencies, or 
cumulative levels that could cause significant adverse impacts. The DEIS does not 
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adequately address this question. 

Limitations of the Studies Cited 

EnviroLogic’s conclusions rely on older studies which often reported “No Detections” or 
concentrations below regulatory limits. These findings can easily be misinterpreted. Non-
detection under a specific sampling regime does not demonstrate that transport did not 
occur; it indicates only that concentrations were not captured within the scope or timing of 
the study. For example: 

• Were samples taken every year, twice a year, or quarterly? 
• Were they collected following storm events, when chemical transport is most likely? 

Chemical movement from golf courses is often episodic, associated with storm events, 
shallow subsurface flow, or delayed groundwater discharge—pathways not addressed by 
periodic surface-water or ground water sampling alone. 

Much of the monitoring data were collected by golf course personnel, with sampling 
frequency and methods varying across sites and timing from annual to quarterly. This level 
of monitoring does not support a comprehensive assessment or effective oversight. The 
Westport IPM Plan states that “water quality sampling objectives will vary from golf course 
to golf course,” effectively delegating responsibility to individual operators and allowing them 
to design monitoring programs at their discretion. 

Comprehensive research would include peer-reviewed, consistent sampling protocols, 
evaluation of groundwater contamination, pesticide metabolites (metabolites are the 
substances formed when an original chemical is broken down or transformed after it is 
released into the environment), cumulative chemical loading, and long-term ecological 
effects for both surface and groundwater, among others. 

Monitoring Does Not Prevent Pollution 

The IPM Plan asserts that BMP and IPM measures will limit chemical impacts. In practice, 
such plans often mirror pesticide manufacturers’ instructions rather than provide independent 
safeguards against pollution. They cannot reasonably be interpreted as preventing chemical 
contamination. 

More fundamentally, monitoring itself does not prevent pollution—it only documents it after it 
has occurred. If a contamination event is detected, the environmental harm has already 
happened. Adjusting practices after contamination is identified does not undo the harm nor 
address the underlying issue of ongoing chemical use. 

Independent Research Contradicts DEIS Statements 

Independent research directly challenges the DEIS’s implied conclusion that BMPs and IPM 
plans effectively eliminate chemical transport. 

Epidemiological Evidence: Parkinson Disease Risk 

A recent (May 2025) population-based case-control study, Proximity to Golf Courses and 
Risk of Parkinson Disease3, found: 
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“The greatest risk of PD was found within 1 to 3 miles of a golf course… Associations with 
the largest effect sizes were in water service areas with a golf course and in vulnerable 
groundwater regions.” 

This study highlights potential human health impacts related to chemical transport from golf 
courses. 

U.S. Geological Survey Findings on Groundwater 

USGS research4 (2018) indicates that chemicals can take decades to appear in groundwater 
and, once present, are difficult to remove. Key findings: 
• Effects of land-use practices on groundwater may take decades to manifest. 
• Shallow groundwater responds faster than deep groundwater, but time lags still exist. 
• Pesticides are largely untested in combination, and many compounds lack 

Maximum Contaminant Limits (MCLs). 

“The effects of past and present land-use practices may take decades to become apparent in 
groundwater. When weighing management decisions for protection of groundwater quality, it 
is important to consider the time lag between application of pesticides and fertilizers to the 
land and arrival of the chemicals at a well. This time lag generally decreases with increasing 
aquifer permeability and with decreasing depth to water. In response to reductions in 
chemical applications to the land, the quality of shallow groundwater will improve before the 
quality of deep groundwater, which could take decades.” 

The ground water discussion continues: “Pesticides are mostly modern chemicals. There are 
many hundreds of these compounds, and extensive tests and studies of their effect on 
humans have not been completed. That leads us to ask just how concerned we should be 
about their presence in our drinking water. Some pesticides have had a designated 
Maximum Contaminant Limit (MCL) in drinking water set by the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA), but many have not. Also, the effect of combining more than one 
pesticide in drinking water might be different than the effects of each individual pesticide 
alone. It is another situation where we don't have sufficient scientific data to draw reliable 
conclusions.” 

These findings reinforce that precautionary approaches are warranted, particularly in 
sensitive hydrogeologic settings like Westport. 

2019 Audubon-Certified Golf Course Study 

A 2019 study, Examination of Nutrient Sources and Transport in a Catchment with an Audubon-
Certified Golf Course5, examined stormwater and groundwater nutrient and pesticide transport 
at Tilden Golf Course in California. Key aspects: 

Methods 
• Measured nutrients and pesticides/fungicides before, during, and after storm events. 
• Collected samples at 1.5–2-hour intervals during runoff events. 
• Used stable isotopes and tracers to separate water sources (baseflow, irrigation, 

storm precipitation). 
• Applied rigorous geochemical analysis, not just snapshot monitoring. 
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Findings 
• Nutrient transport increased with rainfall intensity; nitrate rose during storm peaks. 
• Phosphate levels often exceeded EPA aquatic ecosystem limits during events. 
• Golf course fertilizer contributed additional nitrate relative to upstream background. 
• Only one fungicide (azoxystrobin) was detected, at low levels (~0.282 µg/L), below 

toxicity thresholds. 
• Irrigation water applied during dry periods was later displaced into streams during 

rain events. 

Implications 
• Even with Audubon Sanctuary certification and BMPs, nutrient transport 

affected downstream water quality. 
• This study underscores the limitations of BMP/IPM reliance. 

Conclusion: Environmental Risk Cannot Be Ruled Out 

Given Westport Light State Park’s hydrogeologic sensitivity, proximity to protected lands, and 
reliance on groundwater, significant adverse impacts from chemical use cannot be ruled 
out. Potential pathways include: 
• Groundwater degradation affecting drinking water quality 
• Ecological harm to sensitive species and habitats 
• Nutrient and pesticide loading to wetlands and nearshore waters 
Cumulative effects exacerbated by increasing rainfall intensity under climate change. While 
BMP and IPM planning may reduce risk, the DEIS does not provide evidence demonstrating 
that these impacts will be insignificant. By relying primarily on industry-supported literature 
and studies with limited context, the DEIS may understate foreseeable environmental risks. 
Those risks include harm to the environment and human water sources. 

I urge the Commissioners to consider these risks carefully. While this discussion focuses 
on chemistry, many other aspects are deeply detrimental to this site development. 
Accordingly, this project should be denied. 

Thank you for considering these comments. 
 

1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement for Westport Golf Links 
https://www.ezview.wa.gov/Portals/_2007/Documents/Documents/ 
DEIS_WGL_WLSP_20250404.pdf 

2 Water Quality Impacts from Pacific Northwest Golf Courses (May 2024) 
https://www.ezview.wa.gov/Portals/_2007/Documents/Documents/Water Quality Impacts from 
PNW Golf Courses_EnviroLogic_2024.pdf 
3 Proximity to Golf Courses and Risk of Parkinson Disease, May 8 2025 
Brittany Krzyzanowski, PhD1; Aidan F. Mullan, MA2,5; E. Ray Dorsey, MD3 et al 
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jamanetworkopen/fullarticle/2833716 
4 Pesticides in Groundwater by Water Science School 2018 USGS 
https://www.usgs.gov/water-science-school/science/pesticides-groundwater 
5 Examination of Nutrient Sources and Transport in a Catchment with an Audubon Certified 
Golf Course, Water 2019 by Emilio Grande, Ate Visser , Pamela Beitz, and Jean Moran 

https://www.ezview.wa.gov/Portals/_2007/Documents/Documents/
https://www.ezview.wa.gov/Portals/_2007/Documents/Documents/Water
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jamanetworkopen/fullarticle/2833716
https://www.usgs.gov/water-science-school/science/pesticides-groundwater


Page 11 of 20 
Westport Light Public Comments 
November 2025 – January 2026 

https://www.mdpi.com/2073-4441/11/9/1923 24 
 
The proposal to build a golf course and other facilities at Westport Light State Park is 
clearly a proposal catering to the few, mostly wealthy, residents and visitors rather than 
serving the greater population of the Aberdeen area. The resources that will be destroyed 
can never be replaced at this location and will degrade the overall sustainment of native, 
local populations of birds, fish and mammals.  
 
If economic enhancement is your goal, try ecotourism or another form of "touchless" 
enterprise that draw people to the area where they take photographs and memories and 
leave the land and the natural resource untouched. Destroying this area is a bad idea, 
especially in Washington State. I thought we had gotten past these days of destroying our 
evnironment here in WA to make money for a few.  
 
Do not approve this project. 25 

Greetings Commissioners: 
I am submitting this comment to express concerns regarding some financial 
assumptions and statements underlying the proposed Westport Golf Links proposed 
project as presented in the DEIS and the Sieger Economic Study. 
  
2.4.3 Operations Page 2-16 of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS):  
“Golf Visitor Projections. Golf courses similar to the WGL proposal for WLSP support at 
least 26,000 18-hole golf rounds annually. On average, this is approximately 18 
foursomes (71 rounds) per day, 365 days per year. It is expected that greater demand 
would occur in the spring through summer months (primarily April through October). On 
peak days, expected to occur on summer weekends, management would have a target 
limit of 200 to 240 rounds (golfers) per day14 (50 to 60 foursomes) on each course (the 
main course and short course) to maintain turf conditions. On some winter days, there 
will likely be few golfers on either course.”  
 
The DEIS projects approximately 26,000 golf rounds annually and presents an average of 
71 rounds per day calculated over 365 days per year, while also acknowledging that 
primary demand is expected during the April–October season and that “on some winter 
days, there will likely be few golfers.” This averaging approach masks the project’s 
inherent seasonality and understates the intensity of peak-period use. If meaningful play 
is concentrated into the spring through fall months, daily rounds during that period would 
need to be substantially higher than the annual average to meet projected totals, with 
corresponding implications for traffic, staffing, water use, chemical application, and 
impacts to the surrounding park.  
 
For comparison, both Chambers Bay in Pierce County and Bandon Dunes in Oregon 
experience seasonal variation in play, rather than consistent year-round demand.  
 

https://www.mdpi.com/2073-4441/11/9/1923
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The statements of year-round play are further weakened by the project’s phased 
development plan. Under the current proposal, components will not be constructed 
initially and may not be built for up to 15 years, if at all. On page ii of the DEIS the 
Schedule of Implementation states: “WGL development would begin upon receiving all 
required permit approvals. Three or more phases of development are proposed over a 
period of approximately 15 years, with 3 to 5 years between phases.”  
 
As a result, the early and likely long-term operational reality is a standalone golf course 
without on-site lodging facilities. This distinction is critical. Without captive guests, 
winter and shoulder-season demand becomes highly dependent on weather and 
discretionary travel, making “year-round” utilization claims unreliable.  
 
The Sieger Economic Impact Study1 is another broad-scoped evaluation that may not 
address nuanced interpretations. It estimates annual jobs and output associated with 
the project, but it does not establish that the course will generate the revenue necessary 
to sustain these impacts, particularly given the project’s phased sequencing, seasonal 
demand variation, and lack of early-phase lodging — all of which are central to assessing 
real business viability and potential public financial exposure. 
 
The Sieger Study goes on to state that “Over the last decade, golf has been experiencing 
significant growth in interest.” While this may be accurate as a broad national trend, it is 
not sufficient to support the demand assumptions for this specific project. National 
participation trends do not account for the significant effects of location, seasonality, 
travel distance, or the absence of on-site lodging during the project’s early phases. This 
statement functions as contextual background rather than evidence of financial or 
operational viability for this location. 
 
General statements about industry trends or economic impacts do not answer the more 
difficult question before the Commission: whether this specific golf course, in this 
specific location, under these specific conditions, is likely to succeed. A golf course 
does not become viable simply because golf is growing nationally. 
  
Some other statements from proponents about this course may indicate there is a 
subset of golfers that pursue poor-weather golfing on links courses. Even if only a small 
minority of golfers actively seek out poor-weather links golf — likely a single-digit 
percentage — this does not indicate broad market appeal. It is impossible to know 
because these golfers aren’t counted.  
 
Destination golfers may tolerate occasional poor weather once on site, but there is no 
evidence that golfers seeking extreme weather produces consistent demand, especially 
in the absence of lodging.  
 
A relevant and instructive comparison is Chambers Bay Golf Course2 in Pierce County. 
Chambers Bay benefits from proximity to a major metropolitan population, regional 
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transportation access, international recognition, and a longer effective playing season. It 
was also envisioned with a hotel, villas and conference center in a phased development. 
”A hotel, restaurant, casitas/villas and an event center have always been anticipated to 
be essential elements of the Chambers Bay Golf Course project.” from page 3 of the 
Chambers Bay Ground Lease Agreement 2019 document.  
 
These components were ultimately not built after investors withdrew around 2019 (the 
course opened in 2007).  
 
Also, according to Pierce County documents, Chambers Bay has not achieved sustained 
operating profitability as of 2019 analysis and has required ongoing public financial 
support. “The golf course has never made money,” also from page 3 of the Chambers Bay 
report.  
 
Given those conditions, it is reasonable to question how a more remote, more weather-
exposed, and more seasonally constrained course in Westport would perform better 
financially, particularly during a prolonged golf-only phase.  
 
These factors raise legitimate concerns about public financial exposure and financial 
success of the course. If projected rounds and revenues are not achieved, future phases 
may become increasingly difficult to finance, leaving the project permanently incomplete 
and increasing pressure on public entities to provide subsidies, infrastructure support, or 
other financial accommodations to sustain operations.  
 
I urge Commissioners to require a realistic business model for a golf-only development 
for the first 10 years. The business model should also be seasonal, not year-round as the 
Operations description in the DEIS implies. Pre-approval by a bank seems prudent as 
well for at least the first phase of building the course and support buildings. If private 
investors are financing, then Parks’ should hire a third-party review of investor financial 
commitments and Westport Golf Links cash flow projections.  
 
Absent such clarity, the proposal appears to function less as a self-supporting enterprise 
and more as a high-risk amenity with uncertain long-term financial outcomes.  
 
I hope this is useful and thank you for considering these comments. 
 
1 Sieger Economic Impact Study for WGL 
https://www.ezview.wa.gov/Portals/_2007/Documents/Documents/J-Economic Impact 
Study_SiegerConsulting-2022.pdf 
 
2Chambers Bay Ground Lease Agreement 2019 
https://www.piercecountywa.gov/DocumentCenter/View/79124/Council-information-
packet 26 

 

https://www.ezview.wa.gov/Portals/_2007/Documents/Documents/J-Economic%20Impact%20Study_SiegerConsulting-2022.pdf
https://www.ezview.wa.gov/Portals/_2007/Documents/Documents/J-Economic%20Impact%20Study_SiegerConsulting-2022.pdf
https://www.piercecountywa.gov/DocumentCenter/View/79124/Council-information-packet
https://www.piercecountywa.gov/DocumentCenter/View/79124/Council-information-packet
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Greetings Commissioners:  
I would simply like to draw your attention to the online petition started by Westport locals 
a few months ago: “SAVE Westport Light State Park-STOP Commercializtion & 
Destruction of Wetlands”.1 

Currently, over 980 signatures have been gathered.  
Thank you, 
1SAVE Westport Light State Park-STOP Commercialization & Destruction of Wetlands 
petition by Westport locals  
https://www.change.org/p/save-westport-light-state-park-stop-commercialization-
destruction-of-wetlands 27 

I’m writing to express my opposition to building a golf course in this location. 
 
A golf course would primarily benefit a small, affluent group, while permanently altering 
a beach and surf area that is free, naturally beautiful, and accessible to all Washington 
residents. These public coastal spaces are rare and irreplaceable, and their value lies 
precisely in being open, inclusive, and preserved in their natural state. 
 
I believe Washington should prioritize protecting shared natural assets that serve the 
many, not developments that limit access and diminish what makes this place special. 
 
Thank you for considering my perspective. 28 

I love and care for the natural beauty around the lighthouse. I visit there often with friends 
and enjoy the accessible land. Putting a private golf course here would ruin the local 
charm. We want this area to maintain its natural public access. 29 

I enjoy this beach and surf woth my son and family. I care about keeping the natural 
beauty of this space and unhindered public access to the beach. I am against the land 
being rented for a golf course. 30 

PLEASE no golf course!!! I surf Westport all the time and it is an extremely magical area 
for surfers. We are respectful of the land and ocean and community. Please do not ruin 

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
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this for us. There are enough golf courses in WA already. There are not many surf spots in 
WA — please don’t take one away from us. 31 

I love and use the land as is! It’s a beautiful natural area where we can surf and enjoy the 
beaches. A golf course would ruin it. 32 

As a full-time resident of Westport, a mother, an emergency room nurse, and a surfer, I 
am deeply invested in the health and future of this community. I oppose the proposed 
Westport golf course because this land is necessary for the well-being of both residents 
and our local environment. 
 
Golf courses rely heavily on herbicides, pesticides, and fertilizers, which inevitably runoff 
into nearby waterways and the ocean. As someone who spends time in the water and 
understands public health impacts, I am deeply concerned about the damage these 
chemicals could cause to marine life, water quality, and the coastal ecosystem that so 
many of us depend on for recreation, livelihood, and mental health. 
 
Additionally, the construction associated with the golf course, including hotels and other 
development, threatens the surrounding wetlands. These wetlands are critical for flood 
control, wildlife habitat, and natural filtration. Once they are disturbed or destroyed, they 
cannot be easily restored. 
 
Preserving this land protects our ocean, our wetlands, and the character of Westport. 
Development of this scale risks long-term environmental damage for short-term gain, 
and I believe our community deserves better stewardship of this irreplaceable coastal 
land. 33 

Dear State Park Commissioners 
 
I am writing to ask that you do not allow Westport Light Park to be turned into a golf 
course. This park is a beautiful shore pine forest with wetlands, wildlife, and natural 
beauty, offering peace and respite for residents and visitors alike. 
 
I walk on the dune trail a few times a week. My mind gets quiet. The fresh air fills my 
lungs. I’ve seen deer, coyote, porcupine, eagles, quail, and so many birds. To stroll along 
the dune trail is such a wonderful way to nurture the soul.  
 
People who come to visit Westport come for the wide open space, the chance to relax, 
and let their mind go quiet. Westport Light Park offers that. A golf course would bring so 
much destruction to this beautiful land. This park belongs to all of us, not the select few 
who can afford to play golf. 
 
Just thinking about the bulldozers, excavators, and dump trucks tearing apart the park to 
build a golf course makes me sick to my stomach. A golf course built by rich white men 
for rich white men.  
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State Parks should be stewards of the land. Land conservation is important. I haven’t 
even mentioned the extensive environmental concerns a golf course creates- erosion, 
pesticides, habitat loss, and the destruction of rare wetlands. Just read the letters from 
the Quinault Nation, DOE, and Surfrider Foundation from the DEIS common period.  
 
Westport is a fishing town. A surfing town. We are cranberries and clamming. Tourists 
come here because it's affordable. A golf course will lead to gentrification and push 
locals out. We are a community that works hard and plays hard, and if we want to play 
golf, there are already plenty of courses nearby. (And I doubt any of them are turning a 
profit). 
 
I hope you are aware of the petition that has circulated, with over 1,000 signatures, 
opposing the Golf Course. Here is a link. https://www.change.org/p/save-westport-light-
state-park-stop-commercialization-destruction-of-wetlands 
 
Thank you for reading, and know this park is special to so many people and has the 
opportunity to be an educational, walking, natural space for generations to come. 34 

Protect our state parks and public beach access. Golf courses are not sustainable and 
use huge amounts of freshwater to maintain. 35 

A golf course directly challenges the water health and enjoyment of the coastal 
community at Westport. This has proven to be unwanted in this area in the past and 
would be adverse to the surfing, research, and beach community there.  
 
Doesn’t seem like there would be a community of golfers as strong as the surf 
community there. 36 

No way! Westport is for the surfing community and that brings people from all over 
Washington and farther to come and surf. I don’t want a public surf to become private 
greens. Only the rich people will come to play golf which could benefit some people’s 
bottom line and that’s why you have the government to stand up for the public and our 
best interest 37 

I am writing to express my strong support for the proposed Westport Golf Course project. 
This initiative represents a significant opportunity to bolster Westport’s recreation and 
tourism offerings while supporting long-term economic growth in our community. The 
unique seaside links-style design takes full advantage of Westport’s beautiful coastal 
setting and has the potential to attract visitors from throughout the region, helping local 
businesses thrive year-round. 
 
In addition to recreation and tourism, the proposed project is expected to contribute 
hundreds of jobs during both construction and ongoing operations, generating new 
employment opportunities for Westport residents and expanding the economic base of 
our city. The increased tax revenues and broader visitor spending can also directly 
support essential community services. 
 

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
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This golf course project also includes plans for expanded park access, improved trails, 
and enhanced public amenities that will benefit both residents and visitors alike, 
reinforcing Westport’s identity as a vibrant outdoor destination. 
 
I encourage the Council to continue supporting this project and to help ensure its 
successful completion for the benefit of our community now and for future generations. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration. 38 

Good morning, 
I am in support of a golf course being built in Westport. I think it would add to the local 
economy and encourage tourism - and its fun! 
 
Best, 39 

I am IN FAVOR of this project! I grew up in and around Westport, WA and some of my 
fondest memories live there! This project would bring some life back to a city that holds 
so much joy for so many. 40 

I am in full support of the golf course in Westport. It will bring nothing but positive 
attributes to the community and tourism here. 41 

I'm in favor of the WestPort golf system 42 

Commissioners, thank you for your time and for your service to Washington’s parks. 
 
The American poet Mary Oliver wrote: “Pay attention. Be astonished. Tell about it.” 
 
That is exactly what Westport Light invites us to do — to slow down, to notice, to 
participate in the intimacy and spectacle of nature. 
Westport Light is rare because it is still whole and also highly accessible for people of all 
abilities. It is quiet, open, and intact — a place where people come to be a part of an 
immersive experience. 
 
This decision before the Commission is bigger than a single proposal. Once land like this 
is altered, we do not get it back. And whatever is approved here sets a precedent for what 
comes next. 
 
These lands don’t belong to investors or special interests. They belong to everyone — 
including people who will never play golf, and children who haven’t yet been born. 
 
Trees, birds, water, and grass are the living ornaments of the land we seek to preserve—
and they call for our respect. 
 
So I ask you to consider this carefully: 
Are you protecting what is rare, or replacing it with what is common? 
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Please uphold the mission of our parks. 
Protect this land. 
Deny this project. 43 

As a business owner and part time resident of Westport I am in support of the golf course 
project in Westport. Westport NEEDS economic growth. This winter I have watched 3 
restaurants close. This golf course will bring much needed tourism money to support the 
small businesses such as restaurants, gift shops, etc. Right now it seems they all are 
hanging on by a thread. 44 

I grew up on the harbor, currently live partime in Westport, and own a business in 
Westport. I SUPPORT this golf course project. I believe it brings much need economic 
growth to the area that has lost much of the charter fishing industry. I believe the plan 
proposed balances the thoughtfully planned environmental impact with the much 
needed economic growth as well as allowing more public use of the land. 45 

Don’t let State Parks allow Westport Golf to put a noose around 
Westport Light State Park 
the park was purchased with RCO public funds and belongs to all. 
Interdunal wetlands are unique freshwater systems that form in the depressions 
between sand dunes. They are essentially irreplaceable because of their specific 
hydrology and rare plant commu-nities. These wetlands are classified as Category I and 
II, the state’s highest designation for ecolog-ical importance. Public opposition generally 
centers on three major themes: ecological destruction, coastal vulnerability, and the 
privatization of public land. 
 
1. Ecological Impact on Rare Habitats 
Massive Loss of Wetlands: The project would destroy or degrade over 43 to 53 acres of 
wetlands and impact roughly 111 acres of critical buffer zones. This represents nearly 
20% of the park’s rare wetland mosaic. 
Threat to Biodiversity: The park is a sanctuary for migratory shorebirds and at-risk 
species like the olive-sided flycatcher. It also hosts critically imperiled lichen 
communities that rely on undis-turbed shore-pine and willow vegetation. 
Chemical Runoff: Maintaining “links-style” turfgrass typically requires fertilizers, 
herbicides, and pesticides. Opponents worry these chemicals will leach into the shallow 
groundwater and nearby marine environments, potentially harming shellfish beds and 
salmon habitat. 
2. Coastal Erosion and Climate Change 
Westport’s shoreline is highly volatile and prone to rapid erosion. Critics argue that 
building perma-nent infrastructure in this zone is “reckless.” 
Natural Buffers vs. Development: Intact dunes and wetlands act as self-sustaining 
sponges that absorb storm surges and mitigate flooding. Replacing them with irrigated 
turf and buildings could weaken the coast’s natural resilience. 
Erosion Risks: Studies suggest that by 2035, projected shoreline retreat could claim 
sections of the proposed fairways, restrooms, and parking lots. This might eventually 
lead to demands for “armor-ing” (seawalls), which can destroy natural beach dynamics 
and surf breaks. 
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Tsunami Hazards: Some of the proposed development sites sit on high ground currently 
designated as public gathering areas for tsunami evacuation. 
 
3. Public Access and Legal Disputes 
There is a philosophical and legal debate over whether a state park should be 
“privatized” for a pay-to-play sport. 
Equity Concerns: Converting public land into a luxury golf course restricts access for 
hikers, bird-watchers, and “ordinary” residents in favor of a small, wealthy user group. 
Legal Challenges: Environmental groups like Friends of Grays Harbor and Grays Harbor 
Audubon have filed lawsuits, claiming the development violates a 2007 legal settlement 
that prohibited wet-land filling on this specific site and contradicts the conservation 
purpose for which the land was originally purchased. 46 

The natural and untouched environment of Westport Light State Park was my reason for 
moving to this area to heal my C-PTSD. The animals that live here, the peace, the ocean. I 
strongly oppose Golf Course building in this precious rare resource of land. The highland 
golf course is 20-25 mins away, for people to use. This golf course would wreck this 
wetlands area & cause destruction that is not reversible once started. Thank you for 
reading! My deepest respect, 47 

To the Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission, 
 
I am writing as a Westport resident who lives a short walk from Westport Light State Park. 
My family moved here because of the deep connection this coastline offers. The dunes, 
beach, wetlands, trails, and wildlife are part of our daily rhythm, not abstract scenery. 
They are the reason we chose this community and the reason I feel compelled to speak. 
 
Westport Light State Park includes rare interdunal wetlands that hold significant 
ecological value. I’m not a scientist, but even as a regular visitor, it’s easy to recognize 
how alive this landscape is. On any given day, I see deer moving through the grasslands, 
hawks, bald eagles, and owls hunting, cranes settling in the low wetlands, and countless 
smaller birds and ground-dwelling wildlife that rely on these habitats. These places feel 
delicate, layered, and deeply interconnected, and it’s clear that the health of the park 
supports far more than what meets the eye. 
 
With the proposed plan to build a golf course and its surrounding facilities on state park 
grounds, the scale of clearing and construction would dramatically alter this 
environment. Introducing chemicals for turf maintenance in an area where water moves 
straight through sand and wetlands into the ocean puts both water quality and the 
surrounding wildlife at risk, along with the people who rely on clean coastal waters, 
including surfers, beachgoers, and commercial fishing families. 
 
For those of us who walk these trails and dunes daily, the impact goes beyond the 
ecological. This coastline offers a kind of quiet that’s getting harder to find. The vast 
horizon, the sound of the wind across the wetlands, and the constant movement of 
wildlife are qualities that make Westport what it is. They’re not easily replaced, and once 
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disrupted, they rarely return in the same way. 
 
Westport’s identity has always been tied to its natural landscape. People come here for 
the coastline, the surf culture, the fishing, the open spaces, and the sense of escape that 
this area gives. A commercial development of this size inside a state park risks shifting 
that identity and placing long-term value at odds with short-term economic hopes. I 
understand the desire for growth, but growth that damages the very thing that draws 
people here does not feel like a sustainable path for the community. 
 
There are other places where a golf development could be explored without threatening 
sensitive ecosystems or changing the character of this ocean-front state park. Protecting 
this land honors both the environment and the people who value Westport for its wild, 
natural presence. 
 
I urge the Commission to preserve Westport Light State Park as a place where nature 
remains intact and accessible, where wildlife continues to thrive, and where future 
generations can experience the same sense of connection that brought so many of us 
here. 
 
Respectfully, 48 
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