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To Whom It May Concern:

This letter is submitted regarding the proposed development in the vicinity of Short Avenue, East Fourth
Street, and Floral Avenue. My family writes with full respect for all parties involved; however, we are
strongly opposed to this project, which would be located only feet from our backyard fence. The
following concerns outline the substantial and unavoidable impacts this development would impose on
our home and the surrounding residential neighborhood:

1. Light Pollution

The proposal includes 19 streetlights and 41 residential units. The combined illumination from interior
lights, porch lights, and streetlights would cast significant light directly onto our properties, including my
daughter’s bedroom window. Even conservatively, this equates to nearly 200 lights—not including
those from the food bank, child care center, maintenance buildings, or other facilities. Such levels of
illumination would dramatically alter the character of this small, quiet neighborhood.

2. Noise Impacts

This is currently a calm, low-noise residential area on the edge of town. The density and proximity of
the proposed units would generate substantially more activity, resulting in ongoing noise that would
significantly disrupt the lives of current residents.

3. Loss of Privacy

The biuff behind our yard already sits higher than our six-foot fence. Three-story apariment buildings
would have direct lines of sight into surrounding homes and private yards, severely compromising the
privacy of long-standing residents.

4. Traffic and Safety Risks

After reviewing the traffic study, it is clear that the impact is substantial. This dead-end road currently
allows neighborhood children to safely ride their bikes up and down Third Street. Increased traffic
volume and vehicle speeds would create serious safety hazards that cannot be mitigated by minor



improvements.

5. Insufficient Infrastructure Capacity

Water, sewer, and traffic-control infrastructure in this area are not designed to support a development
of this scale. Existing homes should not face water pressure issues, service disruptions, or additional
strain on already-limited systems.

6. Property Value Depreciation

The proposed “mini-city” behind our home would drastically reduce the value of existing properties. Our
current view includes Pech Paint, trees, and wildlife. Potential buyers are far less likely to purchase a
home that suddenly borders a dense multifamily complex.

7. Health Concerns

Construction will bring heavy machinery, exhaust emissions, and blowing dust into our homes and
yards. This poses risks to neighborhood children—including those attending daycare on Third
Street—as well as elderly residents who may be more vulnerable to respiratory issues.

8. Water Runoff and Flooding

Although the develaper proposes catch basins, those of us who live downslope know firsthand the
risks. My home, located at the bottom of Third Street, has already experienced flooding due to runoff
from this field. Additional impervious surfaces increase the likelihood of more severe flooding events.

9. Wildiife Displacement

For 19 years, wildlife have used this field as a bedding and movement area. Development woulid
destroy one of the few remaining refuge spaces for animals already pushed out of surrounding forests.
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10. Increased Fire Risk

Expanding development into forest-adjacent land increases the size of the Wildland-Urban Interface
(WUI). This raises fire danger not only for new units but also for existing homes, which are already
situated in a high-risk zone.

11. Zoning Concerns

This area is zoned residential. Is the zoning being changed to accommodate this development? If so,
surrounding property owners must be informed and given appropriate opportunity to respond.

Given the project’s scale, environmental implications, and clear potential for significant adverse
impacts, issuing a Determination of Nonsignificance (DNS) is inappropriate. The concerns outlined
above meet multiple criteria for probable significant adverse environmental impacts under WAC
197-11-330, and therefore merit a full environmental review.

Thank you for your consideration.
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