Westport Light Public Comments

April 10 = June 8, 2026

As aregular visitor to the town of Westport, | would like to express my strong opposition
and deep concern with the proposal to bulldoze much of natural forests and wetlands in
Westport Light State park to replace them with a golf course. As someone who livesin a
busy city, being able to access Washington’s pristine and wild oceanfront is the reason |
come to Westport and not places like Ocean Shores. Public parks should protect and
conserve wild lands in perpetuity for everyone’s enjoyment, not just for the small
percentage of people who play one sport. Westport Light State Park is rare and special
unlatered piece of Washington’s incredible natural heritage. Please do not move forward
with this monumental loss of public land.

| strongly oppose the conversion of wetlands at Westport Light State Park to golf
fairways. This is a travesty from an environmental perspective and an insult to the
concept of public lands. 2

| am writing to strenuously object to the plan to site a golf course at Westport Light State
Park. Future plans should focus on natural habitat restoration. The park is considered to
be the premier surfing destination in the state, and the wild nature of the park adds to its
charm and value; a golf course would detract from its character. There are many places
to site golf courses, and | fail to see the need to do so in this unique location. Thank you. 3

Subject: Public Comment in Strong Opposition to the Proposed Golf Course
Development at Westport Light State Park

| am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed golf course development at
Westport Light State Park. | submit these comments from a unique, multi-layered
perspective. | am a frequent visitor to the Westport area, an avid and passionate golfer,
and a current Board Member of the Tahoma Bird Alliance. While | deeply appreciate the
sport of golf, | firmly believe that transforming this specific coastal landscape into a golf
course is an environmental mistake. If this development moves forward, | will no longer
visit Westport Light State Park.

Westport Light State Park contains irreplaceable shoreline critical habitat. The dynamic
coastal dunes, wetlands, and shoreline areas provide essential foraging, nesting, and
resting grounds for dozens of native and migratory bird species. As a board member of
the Tahoma Bird Alliance, | am acutely aware of the compounding pressures that Pacific
Northwest avian populations face due to habitat loss and climate change. Developing a
golf course on this fragile ecosystem disrupts the connectivity of the Pacific Flyway. It
replaces a natural biodiversity haven with a highly managed, artificial landscape.

As a golfer, | understand the spatial and maintenance requirements of the sport. Golf
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courses demand intensive land shaping, heavy water use, and the regular application of
fertilizers and pesticides to maintain turf quality. Introducing these synthetic chemicals
to a shoreline environment poses an immediate threat to local water quality. Runoff can
easily contaminate coastal wetlands and the adjacent marine environment. This

degradation harms fish, marine invertebrates, and the shorebirds that depend on them.

Furthermore, golf is a highly exclusive sport that requires vast tracts of land for a
relatively small number of simultaneous users. Westport Light State Park is currently a
public treasure. It offers open, low-impact recreational access to hikers, beachcombers,
photographers, and birdwatchers from all walks of life. Converting this public land into a
specialized recreational facility changes the fundamental character of the park. It
restricts open public access and prioritizes a single commercialized activity over
democratic preservation.

The argument for this development often centers on recreation and economic draw.
However, golf courses do not need to be built on pristine, ecologically sensitive
shorelines to be successful. There are ample inland locations, degraded lands, or
existing facilities suitable for expansion that can accommodate a golf course without
sacrificing critical coastal habitats. We must prioritize our remaining intact shorelines for
conservation. Once these coastal ecosystems are paved, graded, and manicured, they
are lost forever.

For these reasons, | urge the Commission to reject the golf course proposal. Please
maintain the natural integrity of Westport Light State Park. The state should focus instead
on low-impact stewardship that protects this shoreline for future generations of both
wildlife and people.

Thank you for your time, consideration, and dedication to preserving Washington’s
natural heritage.
Sincerely,

[x]
Board Member, Tahoma Bird Alliance
Frequent Visitor & Avid Golfer *

There are many things the 43 acres of undeveloped land in Westport can be used for. A
golf course should not be one of them. A golf course would take money away from the
town by limiting the amount of tourist through traffic that comes to enjoy the untouched
wilderness. Maintenance for the type of grass required for a gold course of this size in this
environemnt is very costly. It's a bad business decision. Don't squander this land on a
poor investment. ®

Please do not turn this beautiful park into some obnoxious golf course. Keep Westport
beautiful, natural, and accessible :-) ©

My family cherishes the natural beauty of Westport and the Westport Light State Park. It
is the reason we visit every year. In times of chaos, rampant development, and
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turbulence, places like Westport Light provide much-needed peace and life to humans
and all of nature. Let's do all we can to preserve the natural beauty of this area for the
sake of generations to come. ’

| strongly oppose the proposed golf course at Westport Light State Park. This park is a
unique public resource that belongs to all Washington residents, not just those who golf.
The natural dunes, wetlands, wildlife habitat, and public trails are what make this area
special and attract people to visit and live here.

Developing a golf course within a state park could permanently alter the character of the
landscape, disrupt sensitive ecosystems, and reduce the sense of wild, natural coastal
habitat that exists today. Once these areas are developed, they can never truly be
restored to their original condition.

State parks should be protected for conservation, recreation, and public access for
everyone. A golf course is not an appropriate use of protected public land and risks
changing the identity of Westport for future generations. &

Hello,
Hope you had a good weekend!

Please include this attached as public comment for Westport Light State Park Planning.

Thank you,

Greetings:
In studying the AECOM Hydrology Report from 2022", | have found it’s conclusions
deeply concerning and will share my evaluation here.

From the AECOM report page 52:

“AECOM placed particles in each model cell representing a green in the proposed golf
course. The particles were started at the beginning of June and tracked through
termination to a model boundary condition, representing a potential receptor. Results of
the particle tracking simulation in both plan and cross section view are shown on Figure
5-11. In general, when the particles reach the groundwater table, downward gradients
from recharge force the particles to greater depths before flowing laterally towards the
Pacific Ocean or Grays Harbor. Most particles reached their respective receptors within 1
to 2 years.

The analysis shows that assuming fertilizers were overapplied in the golf course areas,
which is unlikely with proper management, the excess nutrients would likely travel to the
ocean or Grays Harbor rather than impacting adjacent wetlands. Several factors
contribute to this conclusion, including groundwater highs around the wetlands, radial
groundwater flow from the wetlands toward the Pacific Ocean and Grays Harbor, and the
location of the golf course around the perimeter of the Park and downgradient of the
wetlands. Although the wetlands receive groundwater discharge throughout much of the
year (Chart 5-11), they are generally located near the center of the peninsula where the
groundwater level is highest.
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Therefore, the regional groundwater flow pattern (depicted on Figures 5-4 and 5-7) is for
groundwater to flow radially away from the wetland areas toward the peninsula
shorelines. This explains why particles from the golf course features, which are mostly
proposed along the Park perimeter, are generally predicted to flow away from the
wetlands.”

This paragraph is arguably one of the most critical—and contentious—parts of the report.
It attempts to provide scientific assurance that the golf course will not contaminate the
wetlands, but it does so by relying on several highly specific, and potentially flawed,
assumptions. Here is a breakdown of why this paragraph warrants close scrutiny:

1. The "Management" Assumption

The report states that overapplication of fertilizers is "unlikely with proper management".
The Problem: This is an operational assumption, not a hydrologic fact. Environmental
impact statements are typically required to account for "worst-case" scenarios, not
"best-case" management practices. By building their conclusion on the assumption of
"proper management," the authors shift the burden of protection from the design of the
site to the future behavior of the course operators.

2. The "Radial Flow" Argument

The paragraph claims that groundwater flows "radially away from the wetland areas"
toward the shorelines, and that the golf course is "downgradient" from the wetlands.
The Problem: This is a classic "macro-to-micro" error. While regional groundwater may
indeed flow toward the coast on a large scale, itignores the local interactions. During
the wet season, when the water table is high, the "groundwater highs" around the
wetlands can be overwhelmed. If the water table rises, the directional flow can flatten or
reverse, potentially causing water to back up from the course into the wetland basins.
The model's claim that flow is always "away" from the wetlands fails to account for these
dynamic, seasonal fluctuations.

3. The "Perimeter" Framing

The authors argue that because the golf course is proposed along the "perimeter of the
Park," it is effectively isolated from the wetlands. The Problem: This framing ignores the
fact that the peninsula is a small, highly connected landform. Labeling the course
"perimeter" suggests it is distant from the wetlands, but in reality, the golf course
"encircles" the interior, creating a boundary that traps the wetlands in the middle. The
idea that you can place a chemical-intensive golf course around the perimeter of a
small peninsula without impacting the interior wetlands is an exercise in ignoring the

interconnectedness of the local water table.
4. Selective Particle Tracking

The report highlights that particles reach the "ocean or Grays Harbor". The Problem: |
suspect the model is "tailored" to show an ultimate destination. By using particles to
show how water eventually reaches the ocean, the report avoids addressing the
residence time of those chemicals in the soil and the shallow groundwater that feeds
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the wetlands in the interim. The fact that chemicals might reach the ocean in "1 to 2
years" does not mean they won't contaminate the wetlands on their way there.

Summary of the "Questionable" Nature of this report
The paragraph is essentially a logic loop:

e Assume proper management.

e Use aregional flow model that assumes radial flow away from the center.

e Conclude that because the course is on the perimeter, it cannot reach the center.
Therefore, the wetlands are safe.
This reasoning completely ignores the real-world vulnerability of the wetlands to surface
runoff, soil saturation, and chemical leaching during the winter months when the "radial
flow" is not the only force at work.

Because the report relies on selective assumptions rather than a conservative, worst-
case scenario analysis of hydrologic impacts, it fails to meet the standard of rigorous,
independent environmental review.

| ask the Commission to hire another consultant to do another hydrology report to reflect
scoping that verifies analysis is free of constraints and bias.®

TAECOM Hydrology Report for Washington State Parks April 2022.
[file Thttps://parks.wa.gov/sites/default/files/2023-10/Hydrologic Report_20220407.pdf
https://parks.wa.gov/about/strategic-planning-projects-public-input/projects/westport-light-state-park-

planning

Greetings,
Please submit the attached as public comment for Westport Light State Park Planning.

Thank you,

Subject: Fiscal Risk Summary and Request for Independent Financial Due Diligence
To the Commissioners:

As the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for the proposed Westport Golf Links
nears release, | submit this summary to formalize concerns regarding the project’s fiscal
viability and long-term public exposure. Proponents have frequently relied on speculative
marketing in their presentations; it is the responsibility of this Commission to demand a
data-driven, independent financial stress test before proceeding further. This comment
serves as an update and refinement to my previous fiscal analysis’ submitted on which
included detailed revenue projections.

Summary of Some Fiscal and Operational Risk Factors:

Unsupported Revenue Projections: Proponents estimate $10M-$20M? in annual
revenue. Current market analysis, based on realistic demand for 25,000 rounds and
modest amenity usage, indicates revenue closer to ~$6.5M. Operating expenses are
estimated between $7-9M annually. This discrepancy suggests an unrealistic appraisal of
the project’s economic potential.
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https://parks.wa.gov/sites/default/files/2023-10/Hydrologic
https://parks.wa.gov/about/strategic-planning-projects-public-input/projects/westp

Fundamental Comparability Errors: Proponents cite Gamble Sands® as a model for
success. This is a false comparison: Gamble Sands operates two championship courses
and has the land capacity for continuous expansion. The Westport site lacks this
capacity, rendering the "destination" business model—and its associated revenue
scaling—fundamentally unachievable.

High-Risk Operational Structure: Unlike the phased development model of Chambers
Bay*, proponents claim that this project will have everything built at once. At the same
time, in the video recording of the recent meeting, proponents claim a ‘phased
approach’. Either scenario presents massive risk. Without the scale of Gamble Sands or
the captive audience of a major metropolitan area (like Chambers Bay), the project lacks
a clear, proven path to sustained profitability, creating a significant risk of public financial
entanglement. Chambers Bay has never made a profit since opening in 2008.°
Seasonal and Regional Viability: The assertion of "year-round" demand is inconsistent
with regional climate patterns. The project's remote, weather-exposed location
significantly limits its ability to reach the high-frequency utilization rates required to
service debt or maintain infrastructure.

Environmental Liability as Fiscal Burden: The project’s reliance on "no leaching" as a
mitigation strategy is scientifically unsupported. If course “Best Management” strategies
fail, the resulting environmental remediation costs would fall directly upon the public
interest. These potential liabilities must be quantified and integrated into all financial
impact models.

Required Due Diligence

Before the Commission permits further promotional presentations, | urge you to
mandate an independent, third-party financial stress test. We must demand objective
answers to the following:

1. Fiscal Transparency:
¢ Where is the comprehensive business model?

¢ Will the proponents provide a verified list of investors and their binding
financial commitments?
2. Proven Track Record:

¢ What is the specific history of previously completed, similar-scale developments
by this developer team?
3. Contingency Funding:

e What are the formal, bonded remediation plans if current "no leaching" mitigation
strategies fail? Who holds the financial liability, and what is the mechanism to
guarantee these costs over an 80-year lease?

The Commission’s role is to protect the public interest, not to provide an unvetted
platform for speculative marketing. Granting repeated access to Commission meetings
without rigorous oversight of the material effectively turns a public body into a captive
audience for a commercial sale. | urge the Commissioners to prioritize the fiscal realities
facing this project. "°
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'Anderson previous comment on January 2026 WGL Presentation
https://kittitasclimateaction.wordpress.com/wp-content/uploads/2026/06/wlsp-public-comment- 10.pdf
Commissioner Meeting Recording January 29, 2026

’Discussion of business estimates begins at 3:43 https://tvw.org/video/washington-state-parks-and-
recreation-commission-2026011104/? eventlD=2026011104

3 Gamble Sands Financial data are not publicly available https://www.gamblesands.com

4 Chambers Bay Golf Course https://chambersbaygolf.com

5Chambers Bay Pierce County Financial Public Record https://budget.piercecountywa.gov/#!/year/2024-
2025/revenue/0/fund/ Chambers+Bay+Golf+Course+0%26M+[445.100]/0/revenue_type

Page 7 of 7
Westport Public Comments
April 10 - June 8, 2026



