














Grant Beck

From: Cheryl Nichols [cherylnichols3535@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, July 18, 2008 11:41 AM

To: Thurston Highlands

Subject: 1 million feet of commercial space in TH project

Hello,

I have been a citizen of the greater Yelm area for over 15 years and am concerned that the Thurston
Highlands project is not following the Yelm Vision Plan. We need to build our Yelm downtown core
up, and not bifurcate our shopping area into two separate locals. It is clearly stated in the Yelm Vision
Plan that we are to "...focus new commercial services in existing commercial areas."

I agree..."Commertial development should be kept to a minimum. Allowing only small neighborhood-
oriented commercial, such as small grocery stores" to be there at Thurston Highlands.

One million feet of commercial space is too large to be in the Highlands area, and would discourage
people from visiting our downtown core. We have to build a strong and sensible Highlands that will
benefit the city in all ways. Let's look to the future and make our choices wisely. Restrict the
Highland's plan to make a new downtown area in Yelm and make a ghost town out of our old core. The
existing businesses have been the backbone of our little city. Don't disrespect them in favor of new
money. We need to have pride in what we have created and build and strengthen our downtown core.
Cheryl Nichols

7/21/2008
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Grant Beck

From: melodrae@aol.com

Sent: Monday, July 21, 2008 6:18 PM
To: Thurston Highlands

Subject: Re: concerned neighbor

Hello again Mr Beck:

I just sent you an email and | realize that I did not include my address.
It is 9601 EI Camino Lane SE, Yelm 98597.
The email is again, below for reference

Sincerely,
Melody Rae

From: melodrae@aol.com

To: highlands@ci.yelm.wa.us
Sent: Mon, 21 Jul 2008 5:31 pm
Subject: concerned neighbor

Dear Mr Beck:

I am a new resident to Yelm. I love that | now live in a place that is simple and quiet. | have made many
sacrifices to obtain my property here and I am now gravely concerned about the Highlands proposal that
will greatly impact my quality of living.

Yelm has a huge traffic problem. How can this development be put in without consideration to the
increased traffic load? The idea of going up 93rd will cut through people's property who live here for the
peace and solitude. Besides, it is my understanding that the city already owns property on the 507 and
510 for access should this be needed.

Additionally, the EIS for this project is INCREDIBLY long. | thought by State law that these were to be
limited t0150 pages? The Highlands EIS doubles that and it is written as if Alan Greenspan wrote it.
Therefore, as a resident, | am unclear about what it says and cannot speak about it in an informed way.
What has been done about water and sewage issues? 2 million gallons of waste water per day? Just
where is that water going? | have a well and | do not want my water or my neighbor's wells being
sullied.

. People move to Yelm for the quality of life that being in the country brings. | do not see much action
on the suburban type living already built here. Do we really need more?

It does not seem that this has been thought through. The time for money making projects being
implemented without thought for future consequences is behind us, sir. Our Earth is in great struggle
because of this way of thinking.

The courtesy of a reply would be much appreciated.
Sincerely,
Melody Rae

07/22/2008



July 22, 2008

Mr. Grant Beck, Director of Community Development

PO Box 479
Yelm, Washington 98597

RE: Thurston Highlands EIS

Dear Mr. Beck,

T'am a resident of the Yelm area living within the urban growth area and have a great interest in
the proposed Highlands EIS plan and what its effects will be on the environment where I live,
mainly the quality of our water supply not only in the immediate future but further down the

road.

I have been endeavoring to read and understand the Highlands EIS draft. It is an amazing
document to present to a public of every-day people and expect them to be able to digest it.
e First of all, the length: according to WAC 197-11-425 (4), the limit of pages is 150
maximum, meaning it could also be shorter. Yours is twice as long as the maximum

Timit,

e Secondly, using language all can understand: this more than 300-page document is so
technical that no one I know and have spoken with about it understands it. WAC 197-11-
425 (1) and (2) says it must be written in plain English for the average resident to
understand and not for technical people only. This document is definitely not for the

average person.

s Considering the above, we average people have only 30 to 45 days to comment on
something technical people took two years to write. This is not reasonable. An extension

of at least 60 days more is needed.

However, with all that in mind, I strongly recommend that it would be most advantageous to all
concerned for the document to be redone following the WAC rules mentioned above and also
keeping in mind the Yelm Vision Plan. As it stands now, it is unacceptable.

Sincerely,

{ i ! ’ .
Bertha Rainen
14104 89" Ave. SE

Yelm, WA 98597

cc:  Nisqually Valley News
118 Prairie Park St. NE
Yelm, WA 98597
Tom Campbell, State Representative
334 John L. O’Brien Building
PO Box 40600
Olympia, WA 98504-0600



Grant Beck

From: Elaine Schenk [eschenk@bigplanet.com]
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2008 8:06 PM

To: Thurston Highlands

Cc: eschenk@bigplanet.com

Subject: The Thurston Highlands draft EIS

Dear Greg Beck,

| am very concerned about the enviornmental damage that such a large proposed commercial area of almost 1
million square feet. The area is already in danger of running out of water. Also, it is located so near Thompson
Creek that it could cause the aquifer to become contaminated. Even Olympia and Lacy will have contaminated
water.

Also, if so many new businesses are built, what will happen to the present businesses. Are there enough people
around to support both areas. | already notice that many businesses are struggling.

What will this do to traffic. | go into town as little as possible. It is easier for me to go around about way into
Lacey than to spend so mch time and gas waiting to get through Yelm. We are on the list for a by-pass only if the
money is not needed in Seattle or some other urgent project.

| hope that your group will consider just these ideas. | could list many more, but | think this is enough to stop the
idea of such a ridiculous project.

Sincerely,

Elaine Schenk

07/28/2008



July 25, 2008

Mr. Grant Beck

Community Development Director

City of Yelm Community Development Department
P.O. Box 479

Yelm, WA 98597

Dear Mr. Beck,
I tried to read the document online regarding Thurston Highlands.

For starters, the document exceeds 300 pages, is highly technical in
nature, and would require some engineering and geological
backgrounds to fully understand the magnitude of what is being
stated. In no way am I any expert in the fields mentioned above,
and after reviewing the requirements from the City/State, there
seem to be some problems with this document.

Am 1 incorrect in understanding that when a project of this
magnitude is submitted for a review process for approval of a final
Master Plan it should not exceed 150 pages, should be easy to read
and understand by the layman, and should explain exactly what is
planned throughout the whole process?

I found it difficult, if not frustrating to constantly have to look up
words that are not written in layman’s terms. Additionally, after
reading the extremely lengthy and wordy document, I was able to
put together the following information which would shock anybody
from here to Seattle (for the aquifers pristine waters flow in that
direction from the charts I have seen. Furthermore, the aquifer will




not only be contaminated for all of us, including you and your loved
ones Mr. Beck, but in the long run will also affect everyone that
drinks and uses these already pristine waters).

From what 1 could extrapolate of the document, Thurston
Highlands has been granted permission to build 5,000 homes
(forgive me if this number is not exact, but the number was quite
large indeed), and what struck me was that they do not have water
nor sewerage rights and are hoping to get approval from the City of
Yelm to get water rights to the aquifer.

My concern is not only personal but for all the citizens that live in
this area and beyond that will be drinking and using the waters of
the aquifer.

First of all, how was Thurston Highlands allowed to build even 1
house, least of all 5000 without water or sewer rights? This is
something that is required from every single homeowner in this
State. Second, if the water rights are granted, we are looking at a
tune of 2 million gallons of water for the homes alone, not to
mention what they plan to do with the sewer and waters collected
during the rainy season. Where is it all going to go?

What I read next was truly horrifying. They claim to have a plan to
filter’ the water from the aquifer the residents of Thurston
Highlands will use and feed this ‘filtered’ water back into the
pristine waters of the aquifer?! Why would anyone want to put
anything into the pristine waters of the aquifer which is already
perfect to begin with without understanding that they are polluting
and contaminating it? Are these people that are contaminating
these pristine waters actually going to live, drink, and bathe in
these waters they plan to contaminate? If they are not, the
motivations are obvious, but if they are, they really need to become

informed very quickly about the catastrophic effects they are
putting into motion by approving this project.



I am truly horrified that they even had the thought to mess with the
aquifer at all.

It would be a better solution if their grey waters be piped out to a
sealed container on their property for recycling and complete
filtering so that it is not just grade A filtered water, which is not
drinkable by any means. The water should be so clean after
recycling, that the residents will be able to reuse it without getting
contaminated through chlorine nor other chemicals but rather
through natural means that are well documented and reusing it in
the homes again and in the gardens. Rather than having water
toilets, all toilets should be compost toilets which are odorless, don’t
use water, don’t contaminate sewer by mixing grey and black
waters, which is the most terribly waste of water to begin with, and
will in turn provide clean compost for their gardens.

Nevertheless, these are just a few of the things that shocked me
until I kept reading and found out Thurston Highlands is also
planning to include a commercial development that is over 1 million
square feet. This commercial center will not only be distant from
Yelm’s downtown area but disregards Yelm’s Vision Statement on
the City’s own website.

If the homes in the development already have problems with the
fact that they do not have water nor sewerage rights...what is up
with adding a commercial center to quagmire.

I could go on and on, but I gather you get the point of where this is
going.

Mr. Beck, as our City’s Community Development Director, | implore
you to please not allow this to take place in our beautiful area. I
don’t know if other citizens have written you or are even aware of

what is taking place, but if I am the only person writing to you,
please look into this from a future perspective. Just a personal look

at this would raise anyone’s hairs, especially if you and your family,



not to mention all the people that will be affected by the ecological
impacts this project will have if it comes to pass.

May your wisdom be great in this respect.

oone



July 23, 2008
RESPONSIVE LETTER TO THURSTON HIGHLANDS DRAFT EIS

{ live next to Thompson creek on 89™ av. 1 have 5 acres and my own well. First of all in reading the
proposal it was so long and with technical terms it was hard to get thru it. But the alarm belis rang loud
and clear that the site would consume the aquifer then they would recharge the aquifer with reclaimed
water. This is not drinking water! There for poisoning my water or they do not know what the effects
would be. In conclusion how could a city grant the seal of approval with so many unknowns and
uncontrollable situations! How could this be in the public’s best interest? How could ! possibly be
assured that there would be “0” impact on the water for myself and the current residences in this area?

in 3.3-12 risk of accidental spills, with so many people and homes how could the city regulate 5,000
people to prevent toxins, poisons, chemicals being dumped on the lawns, driveways, common areas
besides educating people to clean up dog poop! And then in 3.3-12 Reclaimed water, they would
recharge the aquifer with the reclaimed water 3.3-32{class A} which has toxins, chemicals, and
hormones from people peeing. It is not in the public’s best interest to be an experiment to what the
long and short term ramifications would be. Should we wait a few years for everyone to sue the city for
damages to health, property, property values, and quality of life?

In 3.3-19 Ponds, | know mosquitoes breed in sitting water. Right now | have very few mosquitoes for the
water is under ground. The Highlands would be a breeding site for pests! Along with using up the good
clean water we all are enjoying with a valued quality of life.

IN 3.3-37 it says NO Significant unavoidable adverse Impacts. 1t is clear to me there is no possible way
the Thurston Highlands would not be damaging to the quality of life for myself and the Public in this
area. Water is one of our most important resources for quality of life and should be regarded with the
upmost concern and care! This document is not satisfactory in anyway to assure me that the proper
care would be foreseen and implemented.

To conclude | surely desire the city to reconsider the idea of the density of homes in the Thurston
Highlands and to take the upmost care in preserving our good clean water! Yelm shouid be proud to be
a beautiful clean premier bedroom community. There is an abundance of beautiful land all around Yelm
where the impact would not be condensed causing the potential unrepairable damage of a community
like the Highlands.

Sincerely,
Kelly Van Dusen
14220 89" AV SE

Yelm WA 98597
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“White Board” Comments
Received at June 28, 2008 Open House







Water
Will there be enough water supply for full-build?

Will near by private wells be compromised?
- Anecdote re recent fouling in 150 foot well downstream of T.H.

Will wetlands upstream of T.H. bridge continue to wet up and get bigger?
- Anecdote from property owner indicating recent wetter conditions on
property along Thompson Creek. Presumed due to recent development
(Tahoma Terra).

What precautions will be taken to protect Thompson Creek and Wetlands from
additional water during construction and into the future?

Will infiltration into the deeper aquifer (Stormwater w/ pesticides, reclaimed water
w/ pharmaceuticals) degrade Qva aquifer (many homes) down gradient to the
N/NE?

Effects on down gradient wells (quality and quantity) should be considered in the
EIS, Why isn't it?

Parks
Youth Facility/Center
Swimming Pool

Rural Housing Development (HUD)
- Towns > 10,000 folks

Grading, Drainage, & Utilities
Add larger Library to Village Square

Are there requirements for a balance of Land Uses, i.e. phasing of commercial
vs. residential?

Probably would like moderate residential by wetland-Thompson Creek and not
commercial use.

Add monitoring wells along north property line to collect data on aquifer.



Transportation

Build the project

Construct a N/S road bypass direct to SR510
Concern of site connection to 93,

Single lane RR Trestle on Rainier Road to Olympia — not shown on report for
impact.

Local experience suggests higher use of Rainier Road vs. SR510. Widening of
Rainier Road & 507 through Rainier to handle traffic from Yelm.

Fiscal Analysis

Is regional sports center to be deeded to City?

Does retail compete with Downtown?



Comments Received

after the Close of the Draft EIS Comment Period
(July 28, 2008)
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Subj: Thurston Highlands EIS
Date: 7/30/2008 7:15:30 A.M. Pacific Daylight Time
From: maritarose@fairpoint.net
To: highlands@ci.yelm.wa.us

Greetings Mr. Grant

I am writing to support the withdraw of the current Draft EIS for Thurston Highlands which does not
adhere to the rule, WAC 197-17-425 (4) which limits complex projects to 150 pages.

I also find the Draft EIS like a foreign language, and not easily understood, which does not follow rule,
WAC 197-11-425 (1) and (2). ,

Thurston Highlands is a huge project. These rules should be adhered to. Given these statements, a time
extension is granted for those of us interested and concerned to understand and give logical feedback and
comments.

Much appreciated,

Marita Rose Bott
9548 F/ Camino Ln.
Yelm.

Wednesday, July 30, 2008 AOL: VMorrisCS



Subj: Thurston Highlands

Date: 8/1/2008 1:59:23 P.M. Pacific Daylight Time

From: rebecca.byers@alaskaair.com

To: highlands@ci.velm.wa.us, yelmnews@yelmonline.com, yelmnews@yelmonline.com

Dear Mr. Beck,

I am writing to express my view and concern regarding the new master planned
community. One objective of the proposal is to "Implement characteristics

the citizens of Yelm would like to see in their community”. The whole

concept of the development completely strays from the characteristics that this
citizen would like to see in her community.

[ understand that growth is inevitable, and many times welcomed in small
communities. However, the statement referring to this community being something
that would "accommodate growth” seems to be misleading. The

development of this community actually invites un-welcomed growth, it does not
seek to merely accommodate growth. This development solicits growth that is
unwanted.

My opinion merely reflects the view of countless friends, neighbors; new and

old residents of Yelm. The reasons for living in Yelm are becoming trampled

with the welcoming of unwanted growth. The very fiber of this community is made
up of citizens who live here to enjoy the rural, small town environment. This

will soon be over-run by yet another suburban sprawl. The original members of
the town, and the original vision, will leave, only to give way to another

reckless ruin of quality of life. If | wanted to live in South Hill, | would

have moved there.

After living all over the country, | have seen development ruin one splendid
community after another. | do not see how such a large scale plan (in
population and land area) is responsible, nor respectful toward the fiber of
this community.

Thank you very much for your time, and thank you for accepting comments.

Respectfully,
Mrs. Rebecca Byers

Saturday, August 02, 2008 AOL: VMorrisCS

Page 1 of 1



Supplements to GordonDerr Comments

Received after 5:00 PM the Day of the
Close of the Draft EIS Comment Period
(July 28, 2008)







Supplement to General Comment A. - EIS Style and Size

Richard Settle, a land use attorney currently retained by the City of Yelm and a
recognized legal expert in Washington SEPA law, has advocated strict judicial
enforcement of SEPA’s page length limits:

Since officials and affected members of the public may be deterred from
completely reading, or even beginning to read, an EIS by its sheer bulk,
the Green Book, for the first time, limits EIS length. ... The Rules make a
major effort to reverse the traditional tendency [toward “unnecessarily
long, unfocused, ungainly impact statements” not only by the new length
limitations themselves, by also buy urgently stressing throughout the
Green Book that lean, tailored, focused, impact statements are crucial to
SEPA’s success. This message, no doubt, is intended as much for the
courts as for responsible officials. A single appellate court decision
invalidating an EIS for being unfocused, untailored, verbose, confusing, or
otherwise an unhelpful to the integration of SEPA’s policies into agency
decision making would be more effective than EIS length limitations
because it would create pervasive economic incentives toward optimum
EIS size and design.

Richard L. Settle, The Washington State Environmental Policy Act, a Legal and
Policy Analysis, p. 14-65 (emphases added).




Supplement to Specific Comment 1.1

Richard Settle, a land use attorney currently retained by the City of Yelm and a
recognized legal expert in Washington SEPA law, has observed that an existing central
commercial area is an element of the environment protectable under SEPA:

Certainly the probable degeneration of a central business district,
described as a socioeconomic impact in Barrie v. Kitsap County, [93
Washington 2d. 843, 613 P. 2d. 1148 (1980)], would be included [as an
impact to the “built environment”] since an ‘existing land use plan and
population,’ ‘aesthetics,’ ‘historic and cultural preservation,’ ‘transportation’
and ‘public services and utilities’ probably would be implicated.

Richard L. Settle, The Washington State Environmental Policy Act, a Legal and
Policy Analysis, p. 14-47.






