










 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

“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 93rd. 
 
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? 
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Supplements to GordonDerr Comments  
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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. 
 
 




