
From: Dinea N
To: Nicole Floyd
Subject: West bay yards comment
Date: Friday, June 5, 2026 8:20:25 PM

You don't often get email from dineadove@gmail.com. Learn why this is important

The proposed west bay yards is a terrible idea as the existing area cannot support any more
housing and should be protected more as the precious resource it is and huge part of our
community. Please consider a superfund clean up and boardwalk for community to enjoy and
to preserve the natural environment and wildlife that live there. 
Rising sea levels and reduced access to the area already are big concerns. 

Build housing somewhere else where it is actually accessible and not going to permanently
alter a fragile and rare and special place all of our community enjoys.
Please prioritize clean up and preservation of this ecologically vulnerable and sacred place and
preserve it for generations to come. In this area it was traditional Squaxin and there have been
several instances of shells and other tools being found in area. In fact the local mansion near
the lake had to cease some operations due to finding artifacts in the soil. 

D Norrel 
253-227-8074
.
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From: Doug Mah
To: Nicole Floyd
Subject: Comments: West Bay Yards project proposal (21-5854).
Date: Friday, June 5, 2026 4:52:04 PM

Hello –
I am writing to express my strong support for the West Bay Yards project proposal (21-5854). 
 
I served on the Olympia City Council between 2001 and 2011.  I believe that the West Bay
Yards project and intended outcomes exceed the City’s stated vision, plans, and intend rules
governing development within the Urban Waterfront Comp Plan designation and Urban
Intensity (Budd3A) Shoreline designation.  
 
By meeting and/or exceeding our stated goals, the project provides enormous public benefit to
the City in the form of improved public access and recreation to Budd Inlet; 478 market rate
housing units; and $176 million in direct, indirect, and induced economic impact from
construction. The most significant element of the project is that it delivers this significant
community benefits by making a bold investment to remediate, replace, and restore a
degraded and contaminated industrial site that has remained unusable for 30 years. 
 
I commend the applicant’s team and the City staff for successfully working and navigating
through some of the most complex and intertwined set of rules and regulations to bring the
project to the Hearings Examiner.  I strongly support approval of the project. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment.
-Doug 
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From: Fran Kammerer
To: Nicole Floyd
Subject: June 8th West Bay Yards hearing
Date: Saturday, June 6, 2026 2:05:24 PM

You don't often get email from fran_kammerer@sbcglobal.net. Learn why this is important

Nicole Floyd, Lead Planner

Olympia Community Planning and Economic Development Department    

 

Dear Ms. Floyd,

Please pass the following comment on to the hearing examiner:

After moving to Olympia, we were shocked to see how little access the residents of
this state have to the shorelines. Olympia is no different, with very little public access
to the shore available.

Olympia is a phenomenal city, it has many parks, a wonderful population, and is not
too industrial. Olympia describes itself as a destination city, but unfortunately, it does
not offer much for visitors. We remember seeing in a visitors guide a while back, that
the city has a “W” of waterside park area. That greatly overstates the existing
situation. Visitors can walk around the boardwalk, enjoy downtown, stroll around the
east bay area.  There is not much to see there other than the marina and few trees
provide shade in the summer. The other leg of the “W” is West Bay Drive Park, which
is both very small and difficult to reach by bicycle or on foot.

The eyesore that is the old Hardell plant could be purchased through the use of
federal, state, or even private foundation grants. That land could and should be used
for the public, not for a few lucky individuals who can afford crowded townhomes by
the water.

The developer is proposing to build a path along the water for pedestrians. A narrow
pathway is pathetic compared to what the city could do with that land. A waterside
park with attractions such as a small museum and/or botanical gardens, a couple of
restaurants and kiosks that could sell food year around would be an example of a
healthier use for this land. A venue for performances, films, or other forms of
entertainment could also be built on that land, all with parklands filled with trees, trails,
benches, etc. This would make a place that visitors could wander about or attend
festivals – just like the area around Capitol Lake, but better.

We will not address the environmental aspects of the terrible monstrosity (West Bay
Yards) that is currently proposed for this area. We have read the arguments made by
Olympia Ecosystems and concur.  The absolute least the city could and should do is
follow the regulations and require an Environmental Impact Statement.
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There are better and more environmentally conscious ways of using this land.

Sincerely,

Fran & Eric Kammerer
2332 31st Ave. NW
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Friday, June 5, 2026 

 (City Hall Lobby Closed last business day before a Monday hearing) 

Nicole Floyd. City of Olympia 
Principal Planner 
 

I have lived in West Olympia since March 1988. Homeowner since 1991.  

For the record I support the Appeal made by Olympia Ecosystems regarding the City’s 
determination of non-significance (DNS )legal designation under the State Environmental 
Policy Act (SEPA) that requires no mitigation and no public input.  

Comments these past few years from concerned citizens opposing West Bay Yards do not 
get much traction or follow up. Restoration should not be an afterthought. It can be the 
basis for planning and thoughtful dialogue on growth. Something truly remarkable can still 
be created if the city does the right thing.  

Quick sampling of reasons to oppose DNS 

• A complete Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must be completed before 
consideration of a land-use permit. It could lead to a preferred alternative proposal with 
a reduced building footprint resulting in reduced impacts on the environment and on 
traffic. 
 

• The proposal violates the Public Trust Doctrine. Local permitting staff do not have the 
authority to approve the removal of aquatic or intertidal habitat from the state-held 
public trust.  

 
• The creation of new uplands proposal justifies the addition of a staggering amount of fill 

(27,000 cubic yards - 12  Olympic-sized swimming pools) to permanently convert 0.42 
acres of tidelands into uplands.) However, our Washington Department of Ecology has 
yet to approve a cleanup plan.  

 
• The proposed development is inconsistent with the restoration of the Deschutes River 

and Estuary, and the City of Olympia’s commitment to those efforts. 
 

• Proposal is inconsistent with State and the City’s efforts to address climate change.  
 

• West Bay Drive can barely handle current population of cars. Now with TWO major 
housing development proposals for West Bay Drive transportation issues/problems are 
going to grow significantly. Have great concern for capacity for emergency vehicles 
being able to access neighborhoods that depend daily on West Bay Drive. 
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In Olympia we have many outdoor areas and places that people in Seattle and Tacoma 
envy. A shoreline that looks like a wall of buildings and highly landscaped parking lots does 
not inspire. There are other solutions. Time to pause and do Environmental Impact work 
and invite greater input from Olympian citizens. 
 
Thank you for sharing this with the Examiner. 
 
Nancy Riordan 
360-951-6110 
njr11@comcast.net 
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June 5, 2026 
 
City of Olympia  
Attn: Mark Scheibmeir, Hearings Examiner  
P.O. Box 1967, Olympia WA 98507-1967  
 
Delivered via email: nfloyd@ci.olympia.wa.us  
Regarding: West Bay Development LLC /21-5854  Project Location: 1210 West Bay Drive 
 
 
Dear Hearings Examiner Scheibmeir, 
 
I am writing on behalf of the Thurston County Chamber of Commerce to express our strong 
support for the West Bay Yards project proposal (21-5854).   
 
The Thurston Chamber believes that the project, as presented, will provide positive community 
benefit and successfully fulfills or complies with the rules, regulations, and requirements imposed 
by the city and other governing entities necessary for project approval.   
 
West Bay Yards addresses three significant community needs: housing, economic development 
and the restoration of the Budd Inlet shoreline.  We believe that West Bay Yards successfully 
address these needs and helps the city successfully achieve multiple stated goals contained in 
the comprehensive plan for transportation, parks and trails, shoreline, and land use.  
 
The Thurston Chamber recognizes that this project is extremely complex.  We applaud the 
Hearings Examiner, the City, and the applicant’s team for moving this extremely important and 
beneficial project forward.   
 
The Thurston Chamber of Commerce encourages the Hearings Examiner to approve the West Bay 
Yards project proposal (21-5854).  Please contact me at DSchaffert@thurstonchamber.com or 
calling (360) 357-3362 if you have any questions regarding our support for the project.  Thank you. 
 
Sincerely,  

David Schaffert, President and CEO  
 
 
Cc: Thurston Chamber Board of Trustees 
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From: Carol Piening
To: Nicole Floyd
Subject: Comments on West Bay Yards for June 8 2026
Date: Sunday, June 7, 2026 10:29:08 AM

Hello, Nicole,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment in writing for the June 8 public
hearing on West Bay Yards. I’ll try to save some time and not reiterate all the
concerns I raised in an email to you sent October 8, 2023, but I’d like to note
that many of those concerns are still on my mind. 
 
As to the current questions before the Hearing Examiner, I strongly believe
that a Determination of Nonsignificance (DNS) is an inadequate SEPA
response. A project of the size, complexity, and shoreline location such as
West Bay Yards needs the analysis provided by an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS), both for the information that would be included in the
analysis, and to assure the public that the proposal is the best possible use
with the least possible impact on public resources, such as aquatic lands,
aquatic and terrestrial habitat, public access to waterfront, traffic impacts,
and interaction with proposals for other development along the West Bay
shoreline. I understand that the SEPA comment period closed in January, but
I believe many of my concerns are still pertinent for shoreline permitting and
other local permits. 
 
My comments are based on the City of Olympia Hearing Examiner Staff
Report dated May 1, 2026.Thank you for providing the Staff Report. I used
only the information in that document, and must admit I did not reference
any of the 24 attachments. Page numbers in my comments below reference
that report.
 
1. Page 7 says, “Growth on West Bay Drive has been contemplated…as an
area with limited ability for additional width of ROW. For this reason,
emphasis has been placed on enhancements to the pedestrian and bicycle
routes within the near vicinity.” Let’s assume that some of the occupants of
the 478 proposed housing units will want to leave the “near vicinity” from
time to time. I am concerned about the probable increase in traffic on West
Bay Drive, (which I also noted in my comments from 2023). 
 
2. Page 8 says, “The project proposal includes a significant restoration
project that includes toxic clean up and a proposal to replace the existing
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hard armored shore form with innovative restoration approaches.” The hard
armored shore form is not being “replaced”, but rather buried. The
information provided does not make it clear what is “innovative” about this
approach; people have been building things, then burying them and building
new things on top of them, for millennia. With the current information in the
staff report, it sounds more like benthic aquatic habitat will be replaced with
new upland, an unmitigated loss. I am not convinced that the proposal is
consistent with shoreline permitting. In addition, it is not clear how the
proposal and a site cleanup plan which has yet to be approved by Ecology
would mesh with the city’s shoreline permit. 
 
3. Page 9 says,  “The project is consistent with the City’s long-standing vision
for this area in terms of the type of development, scale, and overall design. It
is the precise type of development anticipated by the Comprehensive Plan,
accompanied by the scale of public amenities envisioned.” Does the comp
plan envision wall-to-wall condos along the entire West Bay shore (with the
presumed exception of Rotary Park)?  Do shoreline permits for individual
projects need to take into account cumulative impacts from proposals or
built projects along the same shoreline? 

An aside: I understand from other documents that Olympia anticipates
needing an additional 14,000 homes by 2035. Those people will want places
to recreate. Waterfront is a popular recreation destination. What does the
comprehensive plan anticipate will be needed as recreational opportunities
for the projected increased population? How would development along West
Bay Drive interact with increased recreational needs? 
 
4. Page 9-10 and 21 discuss “Tree, Soil, and Native Vegetation Protection
and Replacement, OMC 16.60” and “Vegetation Conservation Areas, OMC
18.20.490-496" There are several mentions of the difficulty of providing
ground hard enough to hold the proposed buildings and simultaneously
providing enough soil for trees to grow. This seems like a question that needs
a more analytical answer. 
 
5. Page 11 discusses Sea Level Rise Flood Damage Prevention, OMC 16.80.
Several sections later in the document discuss fire access and the increased
width of public access to also accommodate fire engines. During Hurricane
Ian, Floridians learned that “electric vehicles that have been submerged in
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water, especially salt water, have a potential rest of experiencing a high-
voltage electrical battery fire.” (National Fire Prevention Association, 2025.) I
bet some of the occupants of the market-rate condos will have electric
vehicles. I’m glad to see fire access is part of the plan. 
 
6. Page 12 - 15 (Commercial Districts, OMC 18.06) and Page 31
(Transportation): I do appreciate the potential for a built-out “West Bay Trail
Corridor”, but remain skeptical about it coming to completion on a timeline
that would actually encourage residents of the West Bay Yards development
to use bicycles rather than motor vehicles, given that “New development is
required to provide their portion of the trail with project development.”
Olympia’s ongoing piecemeal approach to sidewalks and bike lanes adds to
my skepticism. 

At least some of the public who are skeptical of the transportation impacts
on West Bay Drive would benefit from more information on how the project’s
payment to the City’s Transportation Impact Fees will deal with increased
traffic specifically on West Bay drive, as well as the “implementation of new
city-wide multimodal transportation infrastructure." 
 
Statements such as those in the staff finding page 32 add to my skepticism,
i.e., “Apartment buildings almost never experience 100% occupancy,” and
“The West Bayview Landing project directly to the north will be providing full
frontage improvements (please see my comments above about needing to
explain what full buildout along West Bay is anticipated to look like) and
there are significant portions of West Bay Drive that have either a bike lane or
widened shoulder (as of 6/5/2026, this is not true. There’s a sidewalk, but not
a bike lane, nor a widened shoulder).  As new development occurs beyond
these two projects the required major collector for West Bay Drive will be
required.” 
 
The statement on Page 32 about solid waste management - “Due to the
grade of the drive aisle and that truck turnaround will occur on the
pedestrian trail, the City anticipates that portions of the pedestrian trail will
need to be cleaned following solid waste pickup.” Three thoughts: First - ick!
people are not going to enjoy walking or biking through garbage juice;
second: how would this be enforced?; and third - cleaning the dumpster
area, presumably with water, would continue for the life of the buildings,
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with potential to impact shoreline habitat if the results of the cleaning drain
out along the shore. 
 
7. Page 19-20: again, I would like the permitting process to explain what is
“innovative” about burying hard armoring. Where can one find the
information to support or refute the statement “The 0.42 acre habitat
conversion will lead to a substantial improvement to the nearshore habitat,
resulting in a substrate with higher primary productivity of benthic
organisms, improved migrations and foraging habitat. (page 20)”?
 
8. Page 22-23 says “The commercial use outside this boundary is outrightly
permitted provided it is a water related or water enjoyment use,” and
provides the definition of “Water-enjoyment use” from WAC 173-26-020 (42).
The project needs a thorough analysis of whether the West Bay Yards
proposal “facilitates public access to the shoreline as a primary
characteristic of the use.” In the past, arguments have been made that
restaurants and dwellings are not primarily water dependent or water
enjoyment, because restaurants, houses, and apartments all exist and
function well at sites that are far away from the water. Where the Staff
Finding on page 23 says the “undefined, commercial spaces are likely to
meet the definition,” it also goes on to say “…since future tenants have not
been selected it cannot be assumed that all tenant spaces will be water-
enjoyment uses in perpetuity.” I recommend a precautionary permit analysis
that assumes the design may not meet the “water enjoyment use” definition.
 
9. Page 26 Staff Finding - the discussion in the fourth bullet would benefit
from an EIS analysis to assure the public that the intent of the
Comprehensive Plan is being met. 
 
10. Page 27 I would like more analysis of what the various alternatives’
“expected temporary impacts” would be. The Staff Finding says “It should be
noted that the report is from 2022 and therefore does not reflect the
modified project design.” For a project of this scope and potential impact, a
robust discussion analyzing whether the “habitat impacts remain
consistent” with the 2022 analysis would be prudent. 
 
11. Page 29 discussion of Geologically Hazardous Areas regulated by OMC
18.32.600. The Staff Finding states “The applicant proposes a strategy to
install site wide ground improvements…which will transform the weak soil to
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a stiffened more uniform composite capable of supporting structures. Often,
this approach transforms the soil matrix into essentially, reinforced rock.”
The large majority of surface soils in the south sound region are decidedly
NOT rock; what impact would that permanent, irreversible conversion have
on the shoreline? Sea level rise, earthquake aftermath, tidal behavior could
all be affected by converting the weak soil to “reinforced rock.” 
 
Again, thanks for the opportunity to comment. I look forward to further
discussions. 
 
Carol Piening 
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From: Esther Grace Kronenberg
To: Nicole Floyd
Subject: West Bay Yards
Date: Sunday, June 7, 2026 10:06:50 PM

﻿Hello Ms. Floyd,
Please include our comments in the June 8 Hearing before the Hearing Examiner.  Thank you.
—————————.   

To the Hearing Examiner in regards to West Bay Yards

We write to request that the Determination of Non-significance given by the City to the West Bay Yards project be
revoked and that a full Environmental Impact Statement be completed prior to any development of this highly
contaminated site that is subject to the Shoreline Management Act and the Critical Areas Ordinance.  The proposal
also ignores the City’s own Comprehensive Plan which states “the waters and natural processes of Budd Inlet and
other marine waters are protected from degrading impacts and significantly improved through upland and shoreline
preservation and restoration.”

Contrary to claims by the city and developer that restoration is voluntary, it is not.  Restoration of this shoreline is
required as a condition of the Development Agreement between the parties.

Shoreline restoration must take into account the highly contaminated nature of this site, for which the Department of
Ecology has yet to formulate a cleanup plan.  It is absurd for the City to issue a DNS before even knowing the extent
of contamination present. 

Plans to add thousands of cubic yards of fill as a “remediation” for this toxic site are irresponsible and not science
based.  The addition of so much fill to cap toxic soil is risky.  Caps deteriorate, especially when subject to tides as
this site is.  Caps require maintenance and long-term liability, do not stop ongoing sources of contamination and
reduce climate resilience.  The added uncertainty of how water will flow once the 5th Ave is dam is removed makes
this especially risky.

It is clear that restoration and the health of Budd Inlet is not a concern of this applicant, and that the City appears
more eager to support development of any kind regardless of its future negative consequences.

If the City were interested in restoration of this site, which historically was a nursery for juvenile salmonids, it
would first evaluate its restoration potential, and  it would also include the estuary of nearby Schneider Creek. 

But the City has not even consulted with its citizens to determine what potential restoration of this shoreline would
have for the health of Budd Inlet or for the public enjoyment.  Allowing city staff to make such an important
determination without meaningful public input violates the Public Trust doctrine, especially as the proposal includes
covering up tidal lands owned by the State of Washington.

These tidal lands host a benthic community and aquatic habitat.  The proposal has not provided credible scientific
evidence of the effects it will have on these biological features.

As residents who appreciate the natural beauty and resiliency of our Northwest environment, we are strongly
opposed to the City’s push to develop this property without more concern for the future health of Budd Inslet, and so
little concern for the laws and policies it is subject to and which it has adopted, which were passed to protect
shorelines from unwise developments such as this.

We are not opposed to development of the site.  We are opposed to the heavy-handed approach the City has taken to
push this massive development through without regard to science, the public and the City!s own stated goals for true
shoreline restoration.
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Please require a complete  EIS before allowing development of this site.

Warren and Esther Kronenberg
Olympia WA

>
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From: GREG & JOAN WRIGHT
To: Nicole Floyd
Subject: West Bay Yards Project
Date: Sunday, June 7, 2026 4:31:20 PM

You don't often get email from wrightfamily1@comcast.net. Learn why this is important

Greetings:
My wife Joan and I have owned the property at 208 West Bay Drive since 2000.  We
are not necessarily opposed to this project but we are deeply concerned about the
access and traffic issues it will create by having that many new vehicles/people using
West Bay Dr.

The roundabout at Harrison hill is already under sized and traffic coming from West
Bay is most often backed up, sometimes for several blocks.   It is also a safety
concern for bikes and pedestrians as there is limited line of sight coming up the hill
from downtown.

The size of this project and number of people and vehicles it will introduce to the area
will be a big problem .

I hope that the City has anticipated these issues and has plans to upgrade West Bay
Dr so that it will be usable  and safe for everyone.

Greg and Joan Wright
1121 8th Ave SE 98501 (home address)
360 451 2189
wrightfamily1@comcast.net
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From: 2gardenguru
To: Nicole Floyd
Subject: More comments about Westbay Yards
Date: Monday, June 8, 2026 8:15:40 AM

Is this really a good time to be taking on a project of this enormity? 

I agree that the area needs cleaning up. That is a given. But to turn it into a giant money
making venture makes no sense. For one thing, that tiny intersection of Harrison and Westbay
drive will be very congested. That is basically the only way up to the Westside from
downtown. Are you going to redirect all that traffic up 6th ave? The other issue is sea rise and
the added pollution to our already fragile Puget Sound. And once again, where are you getting
the enormous amount of water for this? Are you going to have to upgrade Lott sewage too?
Thanks for listening.  Have a productive meeting tomorrow.  Sincerely Jan Hillman

Sent from my Galaxy
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From: infotojd@gmail.com
To: Nicole Floyd
Subject: West Bay Yards
Date: Sunday, June 7, 2026 2:22:18 PM

You don't often get email from infotojd@gmail.com. Learn why this is important

Dear Olympia Hearing Examiner,
 
Re: West Bay Yards,  OPPOSED
 
From Jerald Weiner & Danella Donlan,   813 Sherman St. NW Olympia, WA 98502 
(corner of Sherman and Brawne)
 
We are opposed to the West Bay Yards project for three reasons.
 

1. West Bay drive cannot support a development of this magnitude and the five-
fold additional traffic and noise that would result.

 
2. If traffic is allowed to turn right on Brawne it would create a logical short cut up

to west Olympia and dump hundreds of cars a day into the neighborhood.  This
would derogate both the peace and safety of the adjacent neighborhoods where
many homes have existed close to the roadways for years.
 

3. The additional noise, pollution and lights would disturb wildlife habitat along the
route that could never be reversed.
 

Scale back this project significantly to preserve our wildlife and quality of life in the
adjacent neighborhoods.  Thank you.
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From: jeri S
To: Nicole Floyd
Cc: jeri S
Subject: West Bay Project Traffic Concerns
Date: Monday, June 8, 2026 7:43:37 AM

You don't often get email from springpad1@msn.com. Learn why this is important

Taking just the East WB 4th Avenue Demand Flow Figures

2020  -                                   1152    

2027 without Project -        1324    An increase of 172 cars.  

2027  with Project -              1371    An increase of 47 cars.

I find the increase of traffic to be significant to the point of  (1) back-ups from the contributary
arterial streets.  
(2) Downtown streets will be backed up.  
(3)  The 4th Ave bridge cannot handle one lane going into downtown.

(4) Some roundabout drivers will not go into it faster, but those who naturally are not savvy
will stop dead even longer!!!

(5)   I don't see the implied impact that Capital Mall Triangle will contribute to the Harrison
connection.

I'm a citizen who hasn't read every single thing about West Bay Projects.  SLIM it down.  It's
too many occupants for the traffic set up as is.

Thank you.

Jeri Robinson Smith
Olympia
503.522.7955  cell/text
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Thank you for the opportunity to respond to the City of Olympia’s determination of 
nonsignificance (DNS) for the West Bay Yards Development.  We feel this DNS is short-
sighted, and in the longer term may create more problems for the narrow segment of Budd 
Inlet at the outlet of Capital Lake, soon to be Deschutes Estuary. 

We have two points of concern we would like to offer.  The first is that of using large 
amounts of fill to cap rather than remove contaminated soils in the project.   This is not a 
long-term solution, and risks later problems with surrounding soil and water contamination 
from these contaminated soils after the project is completed.  At that later time, the 
previous cap work may make a more permanent mitigation with removal of this 
contaminated soil even more difficult, if not impossible.  The developer’s greatest benefit 
from this capping appears to be to create uplands, to further increase the capacity for 
density on the site.  There must be better options to mitigate these contaminated soils, 
even if these options moderate the density of the proposed development.  These options 
should be formed and examined now, in a process where the best solution for the proposed 
development, the community, the future Deschutes Estuary, and this lower end of Budd 
Inlet can best be served.  To do less risks the long-term health of all systems involved.   

As a second point, we have been concerned, since the initial developer’s presentation in 
2021, about the proposed density of nearly 500 apartments at this site.  This concern is 
only increased by the more recent proposal for a second proposed development, West 
Bayview Landing, just north of the proposed West Bay Yards.  With both developments, the 
addition to West Bay Drive of more than 700 living units, on a street that physically cannot 
be widened would lead to a street that is overburdened with traffic, with no way in the 
future to mitigate without drastic measures.  In our opinion the traffic study done for this 
project during the early pandemic recovery does not accurately reflect current conditions.  
It should be repeated now that Olympia has finally nearly recovered from the pandemic.  
We feel this updated study will show that congestion will be greater than was 
demonstrated in the 2021 study.  Going forward without more current data will lead to 
discomfort of all City of Olympia residents who use this street.  If the traffic burden on West 
Bay Drive is considered, and in response, the density of apartments in West Bay Yards is 
reduced, then with a smaller developed density, possibly the creation of uplands may be 
unnecessary, and long-term mitigation of contaminated soils could be better addressed.  
And this would be with the added benefit of moderated congestion on West Bay Drive. 

We want to thank you for your time, and hope that as you move forward you strongly 
consider that the best action now for the West Bay Yards site would be to collect more data 
on shoreline management concerning the proposed fill for capping of contaminated soil. 
This improved data will lead to long-term positive solutions for the Budd Inlet shoreline and 
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potentially reduce the negative effects of the density of West Bay Yards on the surrounding 
area. 

Jim Kruidenier and Susan Bryant 

1801 West Bay Drive 
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From: Jj L.
To: Nicole Floyd
Subject: West Bay Yards/Comment
Date: Monday, June 8, 2026 12:17:39 AM

You don't often get email from jhawkjani@gmail.com. Learn why this is important

Nicole, 
Please provide my comment to the Hearing Examiner and enter into public record. 
Thank you.

It's quite an upland slope trying to figure out HOW the West Bay Yards proposal was issued a
DNS by the City of Olympia. As though dropping 27K cu. yards of fill directly onto a half
acre intertidal aquatic area--critical habitat for fragile salmon migration--creating a new
upland and shoreline, inexplicably and undeniably disturbing the existing mudflat habitat for
migrating salmonid and countless other marine species....has 'no significant impact'. 
What ridiculous Chamber of Commerce hooey.

I'd oppose this project on the West Bay Drive traffic impacts alone of 500 new units of people
and their vehicles (not to speak of the combined impacts of other developments being
permitted and built along West Bay Drive--insane on a small two-lane road like WB Drive
which has no place to grow)...but that's not what we're here to challenge today. Many
significant impacts are being simply ignored while monied and agency interests look the other
way.

But environmental impacts carry a uniquely heavy metric of state and federal
requirement....and we can't 'look the other way' on that.

Your job in this appeal is to determine whether the City, the Chamber, the developers and
others are attempting to fool you and the pubic on this project as a 'restoration', and whether
this project would significantly and negatively impact the already degraded Budd Inlet, one of
the most stressed, marginalized and impacted waters in all of Puget Sound.

It surely would do that. 

This proposal is inconsistent with science. 
It does not meet the critical standard for no-net-less as it utterly fails to address where or
whether displaced creatures and marine organisms have any viable habitat elsewhere. 
Where is the full scope analysis of the multitude of ecological functions which exist on this
site and what will happen to them? 

There was no meaningful evaluation of restoration goals given the site's importance in the
Deschutes Estuary. There will be a major ecological function change in this very area when
the 5th Ave. dam is removed and this entire side of Budd Inlet is returned to estuary. Might
that have required an examination of whether it was fill needing REMOVED, rather than
FILLED in further?

This proposal tries to justify the addition of a monumental amount of fill for the 'cleanup of
contamination', but has the Dept. of Ecology approved such cleanup action, or determined
one?  Does local permitting staff have authority to remove aquatic or intertidal habitat from
the state-held public trust which this shoreline property occupies?
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No. 

This development does not meet the Critical Areas Ordinance as locating this close to
Schneider Creek delta requires a greater buffer. The City knows this, and is ignoring the
obvious. Moxlie and Indian Creeks have been stuffed into an old and failing pipe for nearly a
century and should have been released with a TRUE estuarine restoration long ago.  
The Deschutes Estuary is about to have its day of restoration. 
Schneider Creek deserves all the restoration potential and help we can possibly provide it and
the known habitat functions which it provides, especially flowing into such an already
degraded water body as Budd Inlet 

True restoration uses scientific parameters, not a developer's dream idea of ka-chink, ka-
chink. 
This project has not effectively solved for sea level rise (like so much of the rest of
downtown's new multi-family buildings getting million dollar tax breaks to locate in absolute
defiance of coming sea level flooding). It has not solved for habitat destruction, benthic
parameters, pelagic parameters, salmonid habitat destruction, and so much else. 

This development has severely under-considered its impact on the critical shoreline of our
Budd Inlet and I reject the project on this basis. It violates the public trust, state-mandated
parameters, and sound scientific parameters.
You certainly should reject it too. 

Sincerely, 
JJ Lindsey
Olympia, WA
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From: Kuba Bednarek
To: Nicole Floyd
Subject: West Bay Yards Comments
Date: Sunday, June 7, 2026 10:57:23 PM

You don't often get email from bednarej@gmail.com. Learn why this is important

Dear Nicole Floyd, 

Please reconsider the determination of nonsignificance that greenlights potentially destructive
effects on Budd Bay, which is already in need of habitat restoration. I am in favor of this
development! I also believe it needs to be built with care and intent rather than haste. 

Waterfront property is sensitive and local permitting departments don't have the authority to
bypass state environmental protection laws. Please do the due diligence to complete an 
environmental review, mitigation and restoration of the site. 

Thanks kindly,
Jakub Bednarek 
Olympia WA 
425-280-7173
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From: Maria Ruth
To: Nicole Floyd
Subject: West Bay Yards
Date: Monday, June 8, 2026 8:11:11 AM

You don't often get email from mariaruthbooks@gmail.com. Learn why this is important

Good Morning, 

I am writing as a party of notice to express my concerns about the proposed West Bay Yards
development. 

Specifically, it is imperative that a project of this significance should be required to prepare a
full draft Environmental Impact Statement subject to public review and input. 

The restoration options for addressing the contaminated tidal and subtidal sediments has not
been carefully or thoughtfully considered. The Washington State Department of Ecology has
not weighed in on their choice for capping or removing the contaminated sediments.

This project is not based on best-available science for addressing the  full impacts of the
removal or capping of the toxic sediments on the nearshore and marine environments.

This project does not take into consideration the approved plans of the Deschutes Estuary
Restoration Project to remove the 5th Avenue dam on the Deschutes River.

Moving forward with this "too-big-to-fail" development project is short-sighted, insulting to
the residents of Olympia. It is insulting to the members of our larger Salish Sea community
who trust our city government to approve fully vetted development projects that use best-
available science to ensure we consider the respect and  restoration of ecological functions of
our estuary.

Thank you.

Maria Ruth
Olympia, WA
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Mark Scheibmeir, Hearings Examiner  
City of Olympia  
601 4th Ave E, Olympia, WA 98501 
P.O. Box 1967, Olympia WA 98507-1967  
nfloyd@ci.olympia.wa.us  
  

Regarding: West Bay Development LLC /21-5854 

Project Location: 1210 West Bay Drive 

 

As a 42-year resident of Olympia, I strongly support the transformative West Bay redevelopment project. 

This project stands out for its thoughtful and science-based approach to environmental restoration. It 
includes a comprehensive cleanup of a historically contaminated industrial shoreline, replaces degraded 
armored shoreline with a naturally functioning intertidal beach, and restores native vegetation across the site. 
By converting 0.5 acres of aquatic land to upland habitat while using modern restoration methods that retain 
existing upland areas, the project delivers meaningful long-term ecological benefits consistent with the 2016 
West Bay Restoration Assessment. 

Beyond environmental gains, the project dramatically improves public access and recreation. A dedicated 
public shoreline trail and 20-foot-wide promenade will wrap the site, connecting directly to the West Bay Trail 
and advancing regional trail networks. The five buildings positioned above a vibrant public plaza will create a 
true civic gathering space that supports multiple Comprehensive Plan goals for parks and community use. 

The development also delivers critical housing and economic benefits for our community. It will add 478 
much-needed residential units while incorporating 22,000 square feet of commercial space for restaurants, 
cafés, and retail — helping create a lively waterfront district. With structured parking that reduces impervious 
surfaces and a responsible 15-year phased approach, the project ensures restoration and public amenities 
are delivered as part of the agreement. The economic impacts are substantial: an estimated $176 million in 
direct, indirect, and induced economic activity during construction, 685 jobs supported, and $7.25 million in 
ongoing annual economic impact. 

Transportation improvements further strengthen the project, with enhanced pedestrian and bicycle access, 
Complete Streets features, frontage improvements along West Bay Drive, and better multimodal connections 
between the site and downtown. 

This proposal beautifully aligns with Olympia’s long-standing community vision. It implements the 2005 West 
Bay Drive Corridor Study and realizes the mixed-use, 3–7 story waterfront development envisioned since 2001 
— responsibly transitioning the area from industrial to residential, commercial, and recreational uses. 

I’m proud to support this project. It represents a thoughtful, balanced investment in Olympia’s future that 
delivers environmental restoration, public access, housing, economic vitality, and community connectivity all 
in one well-planned development. 

Kind regards, 

Mike Brewer 
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