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Executive Summary

Overview

Learning more about what is important to communities across Washington state is a crucial step for the
CACC. To help learn about aviation priorities, the CACC held an online open house from August 15 to
September 11, 2022. The online open house was available in English, Amharic, Arabic, Chinese
(simplified and traditional), French, Japanese, Korean, Russian, Somali, Spanish, Tagalog, Thai, Tigrinya,
and Vietnamese languages. Additionally, there was a call-in option for people who wanted the open
house read to them, and two virtual public meetings held via Zoom on August 23 and 31, 2022.

Promotion
The primary audience for notification of the online
open house was Washington residents west of the

Share your thoughts about Cascades. The intent was to reach communities
the future of aviation around the 10 greenfield locations as well as
in Washington! Bremerton National and Paine Field. Residents in
the rest of the state were a secondary statewide
el o el L audience.
passenger, cargo, and general aviation facilities
are running out of space. .
T Commeral Aaton oneiat. “&@7—’ To promote the online open house, WSDOT
i epmrbs v ateste i b distributed a press release in English and Spanish

aviatian capacity problerm in Washington.

to statewide media; distributed partner toolkits to
CACC members and CBOs who requested copies;

We want to hear from you!
Visit our online open house

g:;t’:n:'g;s;_ﬁ through and published organic and paid social media posts.

——
"

% wﬁ ,;_“.:‘:.’ — Input
@ glﬁ‘d' The online open house received nearly 60,000
_ page views from an estimated 20,000 users. Of
b - e users, 1,121 provided their zip codes. Most users
Questions? - were from Washington state, with one participant
Contact: CACC@wsdot.wa.gov ﬁ WSDOT

from outside of Washington. The highest number
of participants was from King County (392),
followed by Thurston (209), Skagit (177), Pierce (143), and Snohomish (93) counties.

Users shared input by answering multiple choice and open-ended questions, as well as through a
comment form. While the questions and comment forms were available in the 15 languages cited about,
the users that responded to the online open house questions did so via the English version of the online
open house. Users provided a total of 60,320 multiple choice responses and 12,429 comments.

The virtual public meetings were attended by 304 people. Meeting participants submitted 217 questions
or comments during the meetings, and 63 people took the post-meeting survey. The most common
guestions and comments at the virtual public meetings expressed opposition to the East King County
site (69), with other common themes including environmental impacts (29), questions about airport
sponsors (16), and questions or comments about the CACC process (10).
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Feedback on greenfield sites

Across the online open house, users shared input on each greenfield site. For each site, users were
asked if it should be considered for a new airport, should be considered only if environmental impacts
including noise and emissions can be mitigated, or should not be considered.

Greenfield location Yes Yes, with mitigation No
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Skagit County Northwest | 705 12% 654 11% 4,633 77%
Skagit County Southwest | 702 12% 648 11% 4,595 77%
Snohomish County 1,077 20% 1,138 21% 3,250 56%
Northwest

Snohomish County 1,026 19% 1,199 23% 3,071 58%
Southeast

East King County 1,182 20% 1,216 21% 3,491 59%
Pierce County East 888 16% 1,101 20% 3,450 63%
Pierce County Central 1,129 21% 1,256 22% 3,021 56%
Thurston County Central | 1,271 22% 1,177 21% 3,239 57%
Thurston County South 1,155 21% 1,059 19% 3,402 61%
Lewis County 1,072 20% 984 18% 3,281 61%

*Percentages may not add up to 100 due to rounding

Users were asked to provide an explanation of why they selected the options they did. Common themes

included:

Greenfield location

Common themes

Skagit County Northwest

The area is farmland, concern about environmental impacts (often
combined with comments about flooding issues), another airport is not
needed, general opposition, it will serve a low number of people, traffic
and roadway infrastructure concerns, noise concerns, or preference for
another location, maintain rural character, it’s too close to SeaTac,
concerns about flooding

Skagit County Southwest

The area is farmland, concern about environmental impacts (often
combined with comments about flooding issues), another airport is not
needed, general opposition, traffic and roadway infrastructure concerns,
maintain rural character, it would serve a low number of people, prefer
another location, and concerns about flooding

Snohomish County
Northwest

Another airport is not needed, concern about environmental impacts,
general opposition, traffic and roadway infrastructure concerns, the area
is farmland, and prefer another location

Snohomish County
Southeast

Another airport is not needed, concern about environmental impacts,
traffic and roadway infrastructure concerns, general opposition, the area
is farmland, prefer another location, and it would serve a large number of
people

East King County

Traffic and transportation infrastructure concerns, the area is farmland,
it’s too close to SeaTac, concern about environmental impacts, maintain
rural character, general opposition, another airport is not needed, King
County is precluded from the legislation, prefer another location, concern
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about noise, it would serve a large number of people, and general
support

Pierce County East Traffic and transportation infrastructure concerns, concern about
environmental impacts, general opposition, it’s too close to SeaTac,
another airport is not needed, prefer another location, the area is
farmland, it would serve a large number of people

Pierce County Central Traffic and transportation infrastructure concerns, concern about
environmental impacts, it’s too close to SeaTac, general opposition,
another airport is not needed, it would serve a large number of people,
concerns about noise, and maintain rural character

Thurston County Central | Concern about environmental impacts, it would serve a large population,
preference to use existing airports (including many references to Olympia
Regional Airport), it would serve a low number of people, concerns about
noise, another airport is not needed, general opposition, prefer another
location, concerns about traffic, and maintain rural character

Thurston County South Concern about environmental impacts, it would serve a low number of
people, it would serve a large number of people, prefer another location,
general opposition, another airport is not needed, concerns about traffic,
concerns about noise, it has good freeway access, and maintain rural
character

Lewis County It would serve a low number of people, concerns about environmental
impacts, it would serve a large number of people, another airport is not
needed, maintain rural character, prefer another location, preference to
use existing airports, the area is farmland, there would be low impacts,
and general opposition.

Feedback on Bremerton National and Paine Field

Users were also asked to provide input on expanding Bremerton National to include air cargo service,
and Paine Field to include commercial and air cargo service. Users were given the same options: the
airport should be considered for expansion, should expand only if environmental impacts including noise
and emissions can be mitigated, or should not expand.

Question Yes Yes, with mitigation | No
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
Should Bremerton National and 495 40% 406 33% 333 27%

nearby infrastructure be improved
to help meet air cargo demand?
Should Paine Field and nearby 868 58% 425 28% 201 13%
infrastructure be improved to help
meet commercial passenger
demand?
Should Paine Field and nearby 772 54% 457 32% 199 14%
infrastructure be improved to help
meet air cargo demand?
*Percentages may not add up to 100 due to rounding
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Users were asked to provide an explanation of why they selected the options they did. Common themes
included:

Airport location Common themes

Bremerton National The airport already exists (so impacts will be minimal), and it
would serve a low number of people

Paine Field (commercial) The airport already exists (so impacts will be minimal), and
general support

Paine Field (air cargo) The airport already exists (so impacts will be minimal)

Participants were also able to share thoughts on what Paine Field should consider if the airport were to
expand. Common themes included concerns about environmental impacts and notes recommending
infrastructure improvements, such as improvements to the terminal and parking.

Open-ended feedback

Users had the opportunity to provide open-ended feedback through a comment form in the online open
house and the post-webinar surveys. Common themes included opposition to the East King County site,
opposition to a site in Thurston County, opposition to a site in Skagit County, a preference to use
existing facilities, concern about environmental impacts, opposition to expanding the aviation system,
and preference for another location.
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Online Open House Report
September 2022

Background

The Washington State Legislature created the Commercial Aviation Coordinating Commission (CACC) to
address concerns that Washington’s airports, including Seattle-Tacoma International Airport, will soon
reach capacity. The CACC’s charge is to provide a recommendation by June 15, 2023, for a single
preferred location to help meet the forecasted demand for commercial passenger service, air cargo, and
general aviation.

The increased air travel demand means that even with planned expansions at Seattle-Tacoma
International Airport (Sea-Tac) and other regional airports, there will be 27 million unmet passenger
boardings each year. Similarly, by 2050, air cargo demand is expected to more than double, and general
aviation, which includes private and recreational flights, chartered flights, and emergency medical and
fire services, is expected to grow throughout the state as well.

This is an opportunity for the state to consider the future of its aviation system and its growth potential,
which includes innovations such as clean energy production at airports and use of aviation technology
that reduces emissions and reduces noise from airplanes.

Learning more about what is important to communities across Washington state is a crucial step for the
CACC. To help learn about the public’s aviation priorities, the CACC held an online open house and two
virtual public meetings between August 15 and September 11, 2022.

Format and notification
Online open house format

The online open house was hosted as part of WSDOT’s Engage platform with the following pages: a
welcome and overview page, a guiding principles page, a page that explains the greenfield locations and
asks closed- and open-ended questions about each greenfield site, a page about existing airport
locations with closed- and open-ended questions about each site, and a stay connected page with an
open-ended comment form. See Appendix A for a copy of the online open house in English.

The online open house was available in the following languages:

e Ambharic e French e Spanish

e Arabic e Japanese e Tagalog

e Chinese (simplified) e Korean e Thai

e Chinese (traditional) e Russian e Tigrinya

e English e Somali e Vietnamese

7|Page



Telephone hotline

WSDOT also had a telephone hotline option to accommodate users who could not access the online
open house due to technology limitations. Phone users were able to call the hotline and leave a
message in one of the 15 languages listed above. A project team member returned the call in the user’s
preferred language and reviewed the online open house content with the user by phone. If the user had
questions or feedback, the project team member took note and, if appropriate, followed up with
responses. The hotline did not receive any calls.

Virtual public meeting format

To provide another option for users who wanted to hear information from the project team and/or
share questions or comments in real time, the team hosted two virtual public meetings using Zoom
Webinar. The meetings were held over the lunch hour on August 23 and in the evening on August 31;
302 people attended a webinar, and 63 responded to the post-webinar survey which asked the same
questions as the online open house. Webinar reports are available in Appendix D, Appendix E, Appendix

F, and Appendix G.

Notification

The project team prioritized using notification methods that would maximize limited funds, focusing on
online ads and collaboration with project partners. The primary audience for notification of the online
open house was Washington residents west of the Cascades to reach communities around the 10
greenfield locations as well as Bremerton National and Paine Field. Residents in the rest of Washington
state were a secondary audience.

WSDOT distributed a press release in English and Spanish to statewide media (press release is available
in Appendix H). Articles about the open house ran in:

e City of Enumclaw alerts

e Enumclaw Courier-Herald

e Goskagit.com

e Kitsap Economic Development Authority
e My Everett News

e Olympia Indivisible

e SanJuan Islander

e SeaTac blog

e Shoreline Area News

e Skagit Land Trust

e The Chronicle (Lewis County)

On August 15, 2022, WSDOT provided a partner toolkit to CACC members, which included an overview
of the CACC and the online open house, online open house reminder message, social media posts and
images, and a printable poster. All materials were provided in English and Spanish.

The partner toolkit is available in Appendix .
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On August 16, 2022, the project team contacted individual representatives for 76 community-based
organizations (CBOs) by email. The list of organizations contacted is available in Appendix J. The email
included a reminder about the project, explained the upcoming online open house and other
opportunities to share input, and invited further discussion with the CBOs.

WSDOT posted organic Facebook posts on August 15, August 23, and September 7. The posts reached
more than 45,000 Facebook users and had 900 engagements. WSDOT also posted paid (boosted)
Facebook and Instagram ads throughout the duration of the open house. The statewide posts in English
had 1,326,624 impressions and the statewide posts in Spanish had 181,609 impressions; English posts
west of the Cascade Mountains had 2,032,743 impressions, and Spanish posts west of the Cascades had
136,607 impressions. The Facebook and Instagram ads and organic posts were the largest driver of users
to the online open house, accounting for 48% of visitors. The posts are available in Appendix K.

Community engagement working group

WSDOT convened a meeting of the project’s community engagement working group in early August to
preview the open house material, share notification plans, and answer questions. The meeting was
attended by representatives from:

e Beacon Hill Community Council/Environmental Justice Beacon Hill
e Economic Alliance Snohomish County

e Snohomish County Executive’s Office

e Snohomish County Sports Commission

e Vashon Island Fair Skies

Results

Online open house

Users

The online open house was available from August 15 to September 9, 2022. During that time, there
were 67,406 page views from approximately 20,000 users. Most page views took place between August
29 and September 1.

Of users, 1,121 provided their zip codes. Most users who Distribution of online open house
provided their zip codes were from Washington state, with participants

one participant from outside of Washington. The highest
number of participants was from King County (392),
followed by Thurston (209), Skagit (177), Pierce (143), and ’
Snohomish (93) counties. '

Users provided a total of 60,320 multiple choice responses
and 12,429 comments.

View the full online open house traffic report in Appendix B

Light blue represents the lowest number of

and responses summarized in Appendix C and in full in users, and dark blue represents the highest
Appendix D. number of users
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Feedback on greenfield sites

Users shared input on each greenfield site. The highest number of users (5,996) shared input on the
Skagit County Northwest site. For each site, users were asked if it should be considered for a new
airport, should be considered only if environmental impacts including noise and emissions can be
mitigated, or should not be considered.

Greenfield location Yes Yes, with mitigation No
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Skagit County Northwest | 705 12% 654 11% 4,633 77%
Skagit County Southwest | 702 12% 648 11% 4,595 77%
Snohomish County 1,077 20% 1,138 21% 3,250 56%
Northwest

Snohomish County 1,026 19% 1,199 23% 3,071 58%
Southeast

East King County 1,182 20% 1,216 21% 3,491 59%
Pierce County East 888 16% 1,101 20% 3,450 63%
Pierce County Central 1,129 21% 1,256 22% 3,021 56%
Thurston County Central | 1,271 22% 1,177 21% 3,239 57%
Thurston County South 1,155 21% 1,059 19% 3,402 61%
Lewis County 1,072 20% 984 18% 3,281 61%

*Percentages may not add up to 100 due to rounding

Users were asked to provide an explanation of why they selected the options they did. Common themes
included:

Greenfield location Common themes

Skagit County Northwest | The area is farmland, concern about environmental impacts (often
combined with flooding issues), another airport is not needed, general
opposition, it will serve a low number of people, traffic and roadway
infrastructure concerns, noise concerns, or preference for another
location, maintain rural character, it’s too close to SeaTac, concerns about
flooding

Skagit County Southwest | The area is farmland, concern about environmental impacts (often
combined with flooding issues), another airport is not needed, general
opposition, traffic and roadway infrastructure concerns, maintain rural
character, it would serve a low number of people, prefer another
location, and concerns about flooding

Snohomish County Another airport is not needed, concern about environmental impacts,

Northwest general opposition, traffic and roadway infrastructure concerns, the area
is farmland, and prefer another location

Snohomish County Another airport is not needed, concern about environmental impacts,

Southeast traffic and roadway infrastructure concerns, general opposition, the area
is farmland, prefer another location, and it would serve a large number of
people

East King County Traffic and transportation infrastructure concerns, the area is farmland,

it’s too close to SeaTac, concern about environmental impacts, maintain
rural character, general opposition, another airport is not needed, King
County is precluded from the legislation, prefer another location, concern
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about noise, it would serve a large number of people, and general
support

Pierce County East Traffic and transportation infrastructure concerns, concern about
environmental impacts, general opposition, it’s too close to SeaTac,
another airport is not needed, prefer another location, the area is
farmland, it would serve a large number of people

Pierce County Central Traffic and transportation infrastructure concerns, concern about
environmental impacts, it’s too close to SeaTac, general opposition,
another airport is not needed, it would serve a large number of people,
concerns about noise, and maintain rural character

Thurston County Central | Concern about environmental impacts, it would serve a large population,
preference to use existing airports (including many references to Olympia
Regional Airport), it would serve a low number of people, concerns about
noise, another airport is not needed, general opposition, prefer another
location, concerns about traffic, and maintain rural character

Thurston County South Concern about environmental impacts, it would serve a low number of
people, it would serve a large number of people, prefer another location,
general opposition, another airport is not needed, concerns about traffic,
concerns about noise, it has good freeway access, and maintain rural
character

Lewis County It would serve a low number of people, concerns about environmental
impacts, it would serve a large number of people, another airport is not
needed, maintain rural character, prefer another location, preference to
use existing airports, the area is farmland, there would be low impacts,
and general opposition.

Feedback on Bremerton National and Paine Field

Users were also asked to provide input on expanding Bremerton National to include air cargo service,
and Paine Field to include commercial and air cargo service. Users were given the same options: the
airport should be considered for expansion, should expand only if environmental impacts including noise
and emissions can be mitigated, or should not expand.

Question Yes Yes, with mitigation | No
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
Should Bremerton National and 495 40% 406 33% 333 27%

nearby infrastructure be improved
to help meet air cargo demand?
Should Paine Field and nearby 868 58% 425 28% 201 13%
infrastructure be improved to help
meet commercial passenger
demand?
Should Paine Field and nearby 772 54% 457 32% 199 14%
infrastructure be improved to help
meet air cargo demand?
*Percentages may not add up to 100 due to rounding
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Users were asked to provide an explanation of why they selected the options they did. Common themes

included:
Airport location Common themes
Bremerton National The airport already exists (so impacts will be minimal), and it
would serve a low number of people
Paine Field (commercial) The airport already exists (so impacts will be minimal), and
general support
Paine Field (air cargo) The airport already exists (so impacts will be minimal)

Participants were also able to share thoughts on what Paine Field should consider if the airport were to
expand. Common themes included concerns about environmental impacts and notes recommending
infrastructure improvements, such as improvements to the terminal and parking.

Open-ended feedback

Users had the opportunity to provide open-ended feedback through a comment form in the online open
house and the post-webinar surveys. Common themes included opposition to the East King County site,
opposition to a site in Thurston County, opposition to a site in Skagit County, a preference to use
existing facilities, concern about environmental impacts, opposition to expanding the aviation system,
and preference for another location.

Virtual public meetings

Attendance

Two virtual public meetings were held using Zoom webinar. The first webinar was noon to 1 p.m. on
Tuesday, August 23. There were 108 participants. The second webinar was 5:30 to 6:30 p.m. on
Wednesday, August 31. There were 194 participants.

For greater accessibility, participants were not required to pre-register or share demographic data.

Questions and comments
At the August 23 webinar, 67 questions or comments were submitted.

Of those, the greatest number (26) were questions or comments opposing the East King County site,
with many (10) commenting or asking about environmental impacts.

Question/comment topic Number
East King County site (oppose) 26
Environmental impacts 10
Screening criteria 6
Airport sponsor 5
Locations outside of the CACC study 5

(Moses Lake (3), Joint Base Lewis McChord (1),
use multiple existing airports (1)

Community input

Demand

CACC logistics

R ININ|P>

Impacts to tribes
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Skagit County

High speed rail

Future studies

Funding

[ER [ Y N

Impacts to farmland

At the August 31 webinar, 150 questions or comments were submitted. Of those, nearly one-third (43)
were questions or comments opposing the East King County site, with many about environmental
impacts (19), airport sponsors (16), and CACC process (10).

Question/comment topic Number
East King County site (oppose) 43
Environmental impacts 19
Airport sponsor 16
CACC process 10
Incompatible land use criteria 6

Traffic 5
Locations outside the CACC study 5

(Moses Lake (2), Bellingham (1), divide between
existing airports (1), Grant County (1))

Community input

Impacts to tribes

Screening criteria

Background information

Air traffic

Noise

Cost

Demand

Existing airports

Farmland

General opposition to expansion

Greenfield definition

Private property impacts

Site logistics

Size of new airport

Snohomish County location (question)

RiRIRIRP|IRIRPIR|IRIRP|IR[IRIMNINWS DD

Timeline

A post-meeting survey was offered following both webinars.

Twenty six participants took the post-meeting survey after the August 23 webinar. The greatest number
of comments (10) were from people saying they oppose further study of the East King County site;
additional comments were related to environmental impacts (3), appreciation for hosting the meeting
(2), and (1 each) cost, farmland, high speed rail, infrastructure needs, preference for using existing
facilities, and preference to spread service across multiple facilities.
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As with the online open house, participants were asked if existing locations and greenfield sites should
be considered, should be developed/expanded only if environmental impacts including noise and
emissions can be mitigated, or should not be considered. August 23 webinar respondents who took the

post-meeting survey responded as follows:

improved to help meet air cargo demand?

Question Yes Yes, with No
mitigation

Should Bremerton National and nearby infrastructure be | 6 12 4

improved to help meet air cargo demand?

Should Paine Field and nearby infrastructure be 10 11 1

improved to help meet commercial passenger demand?

Should Paine Field and nearby infrastructure be 9 12 -

Seven participants left comments. Comments included suggestions to mitigate environmental impacts,
and requests that the state plan for continued growth in the future, improve roadway infrastructure,

study flight paths, and use multiple smaller sites.

Question Yes Yes, with No
mitigation

Should the state consider Skagit County 2 9 9

Northwest as a location to site a new airport?

Should the state consider Skagit County 3 10 7

Southwest as a location to site a new airport?

Should the state consider Snohomish County | 2 11 7

Northwest as a location to site a new airport?

Should the state consider Snohomish County | 2 12 6

Southeast as a location to site a new airport?

Should the state consider East King County as | - - 24

a location to site a new airport?

Should the state consider Pierce County East | 2 7 13

as a location to site a new airport?

Should the state consider Pierce County 2 8 12

Central as a location to site a new airport?

Should the state consider Thurston County 3 11 7

Central as a location to site a new airport?

Should the state consider Thurston County 4 9 7

South as a location to site a new airport?

Should the state consider Lewis County as a 6 8 6

location to site a new airport?

After the August 31 webinar, 37 participants took the post-meeting survey. The greatest number of
comments (15) were from people saying they oppose the East King County site; additional comments
were related to CACC process (2), opposition to expanding aviation in general (2), appreciation for the
opportunities to provide input (2), community input (1), environmental impacts (1), and preference for a

site near Olympia (1).
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August 31 webinar participants who took the post-meeting survey responded as follows:

Question Yes Yes, with No
mitigation

Should Bremerton National and nearby infrastructure be | 12 13 8

improved to help meet air cargo demand?

Should Paine Field and nearby infrastructure be 13 16 4

improved to help meet commercial passenger demand?

Should Paine Field and nearby infrastructure be 23 29 4

improved to help meet air cargo demand?

Fifteen participants left comments about things Paine Field should consider in planning for expansion.
Most comments (8) were about traffic and transportation infrastructure; other comments offered
general support for expanding Paine Field, urged planning for future population growth, and were about
flight paths, environmental impacts, and community input.

Question Yes Yes, with No
mitigation

Should the state consider Skagit County 4 3 28

Northwest as a location to site a new airport?

Should the state consider Skagit County 3 4 28

Southwest as a location to site a new airport?

Should the state consider Snohomish County | 7 19 28

Northwest as a location to site a new airport?

Should the state consider Snohomish County | 7 10 17

Southeast as a location to site a new airport?

Should the state consider East King County as | - - 35

a location to site a new airport?

Should the state consider Pierce County East | 3 7 24

as a location to site a new airport?

Should the state consider Pierce County 7 7 19

Central as a location to site a new airport?

Should the state consider Thurston County 13 10 10

Central as a location to site a new airport?

Should the state consider Thurston County 10 9 13

South as a location to site a new airport?

Should the state consider Lewis County as a 6 11 17

location to site a new airport?
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Appendix A: Online open house content

Commercial Aviation Coordinating Commission online open house

MENU

English | PATHCT £ (https://engagewsdot.wa.gov/cacc-amharic/) | As il 4l

(https://engage wsdotwa.gov/cacc-arabic/) | B3 (https://engagewsdot.wa.gov/cacc-chinese-
simplified/) | 4= (https://engage.wsdot.wa.gov/cacc-chinese-traditional/), | Erancais
(https://engage.wsdot.wa.gov/cacc-french/) | HZAEE (https://engage.wsdot.wa.gov/cacc-
japanese/) | $H= 0 (https:/fengage.wsdot.wa.gov/cacc-korean/) | Pycckmii
(https://engage.wsdot.wa.gov/cacc-russian/) | Espafiol (https:/engage wsdot.wa.gov/cacc-
spanish/). | Tagalog (https://engage wsdotwa.gov/cacc-tagalog/) | a1elne
(https://engage.wsdot.wa.gov/cacc-thai/) | 19272 (https://engage wsdot.wa.gov/cacc-tigrinya/) |
Tiéng Viét (https://engage.wsdot.wa.gov/cacc-vietnamese/)

—

—

Welcome to our online open house!

The Washington State Legislature created the Commercial Aviation Coordinating Commission
(CACC) to address concerns that Washington’s airports, including Seattle-Tacoma International
Airport, will soon reach capacity. The CACC’s charge is to provide a recommendation by June 15,
2023, for a single preferred location to help meet the forecast demand for commercial passenger
service, air cargo, and general aviation. You can learn more about the capacity problem on gur

website (https://wsdot.wa.gov/travel/aviation/commercial-aviation-coordinating-commission).

The CACC completed a Phase 1 Report (PDF 400KB)

(https://wsdot.wa.gov/sites/default/files/2022-02/Commercial-Aviation-Coordinating-
Commission-Report-February2022.pdf) of its work in February 2022. Thank you to all who

participated in that online open house!

What's new
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During Phase 2, we have added undeveloped sites as options with more analysis needed that could
be home to anew airport facility. In October, the CACC will recommend a short list of two
locations for further consideration to expand aviation capacity. These locations could be existing

airports and/or an undeveloped site {new airport). Sites under consideration are explained in these

sections:

« Creenfield locations (hitps://engagewsdotwa sow'cacc/sreenfield-sites-under -study/}

« Existingairport sites (https://engagewsdotwa.gow/'cacc/existing-airports-under-studw/'}

Greenfield locations
and existing airfields
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You may sharevour input through the comment form

on the last page.

Alternate ways to participate
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Accessibility is important to us. You may use this open house in Amharic, Arabic, Chinese
(simplified and traditional), English, French, Japanese, Korean, Russian, Somali, Spanish, Tagalog,
Thai, Tigrinya, and Vietnamese - use the links at the top of the page to access different language
options. If you prefer to have this information by phone, call {206) 776-2636 and someone will

read the online open house content to you.

Additionally, we will host two public meetings over Zoom to share the same information we've
provided in this online open house. You may join through your computer or by phone. Recordings
of both meetings will be posted to the project website

(https://wsdot.wa.gov/travel/aviation/commercial-aviation-coordinating-commission).

If you need interpretation, please let us know by emailing CACC@wsdotwa.gov
(mailto:CACC@wsdot.wa.gov).

¢ Tuesday, August 23, 12-1 p.m. (https://usO2web.zoom.us/j/89029684060?
pwd=TDhGdmtsUEJWVDRMU3JRQORNYi?DQT09)

* Wednesday, August 31, 5:30-6:30 p.m. {https://usO2web.zoom.us/j/875755752087
pwd=TWIwdjhgVG INY2dNWnRwWRKVKNXRCQT09)

Note that the same information will be presented at both meetings. Comments received through
the meetings and through this online open house will all be shared with Commission members

through a summary report.

Language assistance services

Request language assistance services by calling (360) 705-7090, or emailing us
at: TitleVi@wsdot.wa.gov (mailto:TitleVI@WSDOTWA.GOV),

Title VI notice to public

It is the Washington State Department of Transportation’s (WSDOT) policy to assure that no
person shall, on the grounds of race, color, or national origin, as provided by Title VI of the Civil
Rights Act of 1964, be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be otherwise
discriminated against under any of its federally funded programs and activities. Any person who
believes his/her Title VI protection has been violated, may file a complaint with WSDOT's Office of
Equal Opportunity (OEQ). For additional information regarding Title VI complaint procedures
and/or information regarding our non-discrimination obligations, please contact OECQ’s Title VI

Coordinator at 360-705-7090.
Search
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Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) information

This material can be made available in an alternate format by emailing the Office of Equal

Opportunity at wsdotada@wsdot.wa.gov (mailto:wsdotada@wsdot.wa.gov) or by calling toll free,
855-362-4ADA (4232). Persons who are deaf or hard of hearing may make arequest by calling the
Washington State Relay at 711.

NEXT
(HTTPS://ENGAGE WSDOTWA.GOV/CACC/OUR-
GUIDING-PRINCIPLES/)

Privacy policy (https://wsdot.wa.gov/about/policies/web-privacy-notice)
Accessibility (https://wsdot.wa.gov/about/americans-disabilities-act-ada)

Title VI (https://wsdot.wa.gov/about/title-vilimited-english-proficiency)
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Commercial Aviation Coordinating Commission online open house - Our

guiding principles
MENU

Early in its process, the CACC adopted four fundamental planning principles to serve as the foundation of
any recommendations it makes: Recommendations provide a public benefit, are economically feasible, are
environmentally responsible, and consider social equity.

1. Public benefit

The CACC defined public benefit as benefiting the greater good, or the broader public, over an individual

entity or group.

At this stage in the process, one of the primary ways the CACC is addressing this guiding principle is in
studying the accessibility of each potential airport site. We are looking at the number of residents within a
20-minute passenger drive time and 60-minute freight drive time as well as transit and roadway

connections to ensure the site we recommend is accessible to the greatest number of people possible.

2. Economic feasibility

The CACC defined economic feasibility as the degree to which the economic advantages of something to be

made, done, or achieved are greater than the economic costs: Can we fund it?

We are addressing economic feasibility by considering the overall estimated cost of modifying an existing
airport or developing a new one versus the economic opportunities associated with increasing aviation
capacity.

The CACC is studying the economic feasibility in terms of site development, for example, studying how
many parcels would need to be purchased, additional infrastructure such as roads and utilities to support
the site or the extent that the landscape would need to be modified to develop or expand an existing

airport.

Search
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There is also economic opportunity associated with development or expansion of an airport. The CACC
conducted a study of how other airports in the country have prioritized contributions from Historically
Underutilized Businesses as afirst step in making recommendations for how a large airport infrastructure
project in the Puget Sound region could benefit minority-owned businesses. Additionally, the May 2021
Puget Sound Regjonal Council Regional Aviation Baseline Study (PDF 4.6MB)
(https://psrc.org/sites/default/files/psrc_aviation baseline study - final report.pdf) forecasted up to $31

billion in economic benefit and as many as 209,000 additional jobs resulting from meeting the capacity

needs.

3. Environmental responsibility

The CACC defined environmental responsibility as the responsible interaction with the environment to
avoid depletion or degradation of natural resources and allow for long-term environmental quality. The
practice of environmental sustainability helps to ensure that the needs of today’s population are met
without jeopardizing the ability of future generations to meet their needs and to reduce environmental and

health disparities in Washington state to improve the health of all Washington state residents.

Environmental responsibility has been central to the CACC’s research and education of its members. The
Commission takes seriously the potential impacts to the environment from greenhouse gases, emissions,

and noise. Early in the CACC’s work, the Commission made two recommendations regarding environment:

« advance the development and use of sustainable aviation fuel as a bridging strategy while more
advanced aircraft capable of significant emissions and noise reductions are developed

s support WSDOT s role in advancing aviation’s technology including the work of the electric aircraft
working group

There are parallel efforts taking place, not only within Washington state but across the country, to try to
develop ways to address the environmental concerns. The development or construction of an airport or
expansion will take 15 to 20 years to begin. WSDOT is pursuing available and emerging aviation technology
for airports such as the production and use of sustainable aviation fuel, electrification of ground support
equipment, clean power generation at airports, and the use of electric, hybrid-electric and hydrogen
propelled aircraft as they become available. In the near-term, the aerospace industry is making continuous

improvements to reduce noise and emissions.

4. Social equity

The CACC defined social equity as fair access to opportunity, livelihood, and the full participation in the
political and cultural life of a community.

Search
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Part of the earliest screening for expanding existing airports (https://engage.wsdot.wa.gov/cacc/existing-

airports-under-study/) and greenfield locations (https://engage.wsdot.wa.gov/cacc/greenfield-sites-under-

study/) includes considering “incompatible land uses”, in other words, impacts to residents, schools, places
of worship, and similar institutions. It also considers the number of people who have low incomes, people of
color, and people who use languages other than English close to the location. Additionally, before work
could begin on a new or expanded airport facility, the airport sponsor would need to undertake a significant

study to ensure impacts on surrounding communities are mitigated.

PREV NEXT
IPS://ENGAGE WSDOTWA .GOV/CACC/)(HTTPS://ENGAGE WSDOTWA GOV/CACC/GREENFIE
SITES-UNDER-STUDY/),

Privacy policy (https://wsdot.wa.gov/about/policies/web-privacy-notice)
Accessibility (https://wsdot.wa.gov/about/americans-disabilities-act-ada)

Title VI {https://wsdot.wa.gov/about/title-vilimited-english-proficiency)
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Commercial Aviation Coordinating Commission online open house -

Greenfield sites under study

MENU

WSDOT is currently working with a technical consultant to update the Washington Aviation System Plan.
This planis intended to study the performance and interaction of Washington’s entire aviation system. As
part of that work, the consultant team generated a list of potential greenfield sites - an undeveloped site on
which a new airport could be constructed. The sites are all located within 100 miles of the Seattle
population center and west of the Cascade Mountains.

The system plan consultant is currently analyzing 10 representative locations, meaning they are looking at
somewhat broad geographic areas rather than specific sites. For the preliminary evaluation of each site, the

team is evaluating eight essential factors:

e Terrainimpact: Is the site too hilly to develop?
e Property acquisition: How much property needs to be purchased?

e Environmental justice: Would this location disproportionately impact people who are BIPOC, people

with low incomes, or people who use languages other than English?
e Floodplainimpact: Is the site likely to flood in heavy rain events?
e Wetland impact: Would development impact wetlands?
¢ |ncompatible land use: Are there land uses such as residences, schools, or places of worship nearby?
e Population served: How many people are within a 90-minute drive?

+ Unaccommodated passenger demand: How many people who are beyond a 90-minute drive from Sea-
Tac or Paine Field could be served by this location?

Greenfield sites being studied

Search
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Skagit County Northwest

This area generally has enough land that is flat enough for an airport but would be a challenge to develop
without significant flood concerns. Its location is further than a 20-minute drive for most population

centers.
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Criterion
Category

Incompatible Land
Use

‘." Unaccommodated
Passenger Demand
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Should the state consider Skagit County Northwest as a location to site anew airport? Select one

O Yes

(O Yes, but only if environmental impacts, including noise and emissions, can be mitigated

O No

Please provide any explanation you wish to share

Your message

Skagit County Southwest

This area generally has enough land that is flat enough for an airport but would be a challenge to develop
without significant flood concerns. It scored moderate for population within a 90-minute drive. It would

impact large numbers of people of color.
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Criterion

Essential Factor
ENERER

Incompatible Land
Use

Unaccommodated
Passenger Demand
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Should the state consider Skagit County Southwest as a location to site a new airport? Select one

O VYes

(O Yes, but only if environmental impacts, including noise and emissions, can be mitigated

O No

Please provide any explanation you wish to share

Your message

Snohomish County Northwest

This area presents challenges in terms of land that is flat enough for an airport but is less of a concern for
flooding. It ranked moderate-high for population within a 90-minute drive. It would impact large numbers of

people of color.
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Criterion
Category

Unaccommodated
Passenger Demand
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Should the state consider Snohomish County Northwest as a location to site a new airport? Select one

O Yes

(O Yes, but only if environmental impacts, including noise and emissions, can be mitigated

O No

Please provide any explanation you wish to share

Your message

Snohomish County Southeast

This area presents challenges in terms of land that is flat enough for an airport and is close to incompatible
land uses. There is a large number of people within a 90-minute drive. It has less concern about flooding and

would impact limited numbers of people who have limited English proficiency.
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Criterion
Category

Essential Factor

Incompatible Land
Use

Unaccommodated
Passenger Demand
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Should the state consider Snohomish County Southeast as a location to site a new airport? Select one

O Yes

(O Yes, but only if environmental impacts, including noise and emissions, can be mitigated

O No

Please provide any explanation you wish to share

Your message

East King County

Per the legislation that formed the Commission, the CACC is prohibited from making recommendations
within King County. The CACC is not studying airports or greenfield sites in King County. However, the work
of the system plan consultant is statewide. As the system plan consultant is analyzing a potential greenfield

location in East King County, we have included that information here.

This features the greatest number of people within a 20-minute drive. It has a moderate concern of flooding

and a moderate amount of surrounding land includes incompatible uses.
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Criterion
Category

iF 3 Property Acquisition

it

Unaccommodated
Passenger Demand
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Should the state consider East King County as a location to site a new airport? Select one

O VYes

(O Yes, but only if environmental impacts, including noise and emissions, can be mitigated

O No

Please provide any explanation you wish to share

Your message

Pierce County East

This would serve a large number of people within a 90-minute drive and the land is generally flat enough for
airport development. There would be concern of flooding, a moderate amount of surrounding land includes

incompatible uses, and a significant percentage of the nearby population are people of color.
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Criterion
Category

R

Unaccommodated
Passenger Demand
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Should the state consider Pierce County East as a location to site a new airport? Select one

O VYes

(O Yes, but only if environmental impacts, including noise and emissions, can be mitigated

O No

Please provide any explanation you wish to share

Your message

Pierce County Central

This would serve a large number of people within a 90-minute drive and the land is generally flat enough for
airport development. A moderate amount of surrounding land includes incompatible uses, and thereis a

concern of flooding.
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Essential Factor
ENENED

Incompatible Land
Use

‘." Unaccommodated
Passenger Demand
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Should the state consider Pierce County Central as a location to site a new airport? Select one

O VYes

(O Yes, but only if environmental impacts, including noise and emissions, can be mitigated

O No

Please provide any explanation you wish to share

Your message

Thurston County Central

The land in this area is generally flat enough for airport development and flooding is not a concern. There
would be a moderate amount of impact to wetlands, and a moderate number of people within a 90-minute

drive would be served.
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Criterion
Category

Essential Factor

Unaccommodated
Passenger Demand

39| Page



Should the state consider Thurston County Central as a location to site a new airport? Select one

O Yes

(O Yes, but only if environmental impacts, including noise and emissions, can be mitigated

O No

Please provide any explanation you wish to share

Your message

Thurston County South

The land in this area is moderately flat enough for airport development. There would be a large amount of
wetlands impacted and it would serve a low number of people within a 90-minute drive. There are few

incompatible land uses nearby and it would require few parcels to be purchased.
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Criterion

Essential Factor
Category

|F$ Property Acquisition I
e Wetland Impact
Incompatible Land
Use

Unaccommodated
Passenger Demand
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Should the state consider Thurston County South as a location to site a new airport? Select one

O Yes

(O Yes, hut only if environmental impacts, including noise and emissions, can be mitigated

O No

Please provide any explanation you wish to share

Your message

4

Lewis County

The land in this area is generally flat enough for airport development and would require few parcels to be
purchased. It would impact a large amount of wetlands and there is a moderate amount of incompatible land

use nearby. It would serve a low number of people within a 20-minute drive.
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Criterion
Category

Wetland Impact

Fio
|

Incompatible Land

‘." Unaccommodated
Passenger Demand
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Should the state consider Lewis County as a location to site a new airport? Select one

O Yes

(O Yes, but only if environmental impacts, including noise and emissicns, can be mitigated

O No

Please provide any explanation you wish to share

Your message

In the coming months, the System Plan consultant will continue to study these sites in relation to additional
criteria and begin eliminating some of the sites from the list of viable options. Public input provided through

this open house will also help inform which sites continue on for further study.

Areyou human?

+2=5
SEND

Search

44| Page



PREV NEXT
[PS://ENGAGE WSDOTWA.GOV/CACC/QUR-(HTTPS://ENGAGE WSDOTWA GOV/CACC/EXISTI
GUIDING-PRINCIPLES/) AIRPORTS-UNDER-STUDY/)

Privacy policy (https://wsdot.wa.gov/about/policies/web-privacy-notice)
Accessibility (https://wsdot.wa.gov/about/americans-disabilities-act-ada)

Title VI (https://wsdot.wa.gov/about/title-vilimited-english-proficiency)

Copyright WSDOT © 2022

45| Page



Commercial Aviation Coordinating Commission online open house — Existing

airports under study

MENU

During Phase 1, the CACC evaluated numerous airports and then identified six airport locations with potential to
meet some of the demand for air cargo, commercial passenger service, or general aviation. Those airports were
Arlington Municipal Airport, Bremerton National Airport, Snohomish County (Paine Field) Airport, Sanderson

Field, Ed Carlson Memorial Field, and Tacoma Narrows Airport.

Of those airports, only Bremerton National and Paine Field were determined to have potential for additional air

cargo capacity or commercial passenger service.

Bremerton National Airport

During Phase 1, the CACC identified Bremerton National as having potential to provide additional air cargo
capacity. Bremerton Nationalis the largest airport on the Kitsap peninsula and provides general aviation service. It
has a 6,000-foot by 150-foot runway.
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Credit: Port of Bremerton

Bremerton National Airport could provide additional general aviation aircraft storage capacity and expand
business aviation support. Commission members indicated an interest in providing air cargo capacity at
Bremerton. However, the airport is 32 miles (a 45-minute drive) from Tacoma, the closest dense population

center.
Should Bremerton National and nearby infrastructure be improved to help meet air cargo demand? Select one

O Yes

(O Yes, but only if environmental impacts, including noise and emissions, can be mitigated

O No

Please provide any explanation you wish to share

Your message

7

Snohomish County (Paine Field) Airport
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During Phase 1, the CACC identified Paine Field as having potential to provide additional commercial passenger
service and air cargo capacity. The airport currently provides passenger and general aviation service from one
9.010-foot by 150-foot runway. Paine Field began offering passenger service in March 2019, connecting to

destinations in Washington, Oregon, Idaho, California, Nevada, Arizona, and Colorado.

Credit: KOMO Photo

Paine Field is currently limited by infrastructure constraints as to the number of passengers it can service par day.
Air cargo industry partners have indicated that Paine Field is a possibility for additional air cargo service, with
FedEx operating there. With passenger service already provided, it is likely that airlines could support additicnal

service and associated cargo flown inthe belly of passenger aircraft.

Should Paine Field and nearby infrastructure be improved to help meet commercial passenger services? Select

one

O Yes
(3 Yes, but only if environmental impacts, including noise and emissions, can be mitigated

O No

Please provide any explanation you wish to share

Your message

Search
Should Paine Field and nearby infrastructure be improved to help meet air cargo demand? Select one
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O Yes

(O Yes, but only if environmental impacts, including noise and emissions, can be mitigated

O No
Please provide any explanation you wish to share

Your message

If Paine Field were to provide additional passenger and/or air cargo service, are there things the airport should

consider when planning for expansion?

Your message

Are you human?

+2=5

SEND

PREV NEXT
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Commercial Aviation Coordinating Commission online open house -

Comment and stay involved

MENU

Share your thoughts or ask us a question

Name

Your name

Ermail

Your email

Message

Please help us make sure we are hearing from a representative group of people.

What is your ZIP code?

Your ZIP code
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$15,000 to $24,999
$25,000 to $49,999
$50,000 to $74,999
$75,000 to $99,999
$100,000 to $149,999
$150,000 to $199,999
$200,000 to $249,999

OO0 OO0 O0O0O0

$250,000 or more

Are you human?

+2=5

SEND

Next steps for the CACC

e QOct. 2022: Based on technical study and community input, the CACC will recommend two

locations to the Legislature to complete its Phase 2.

o QOct. 2022 - June 2023: Additional opportunities for public input. Check back on our website
(https://wsdot.wa. gov/travel/aviation/commetcial-aviation-coordinating-commission) or sign

up for emails (https:/public.govdelivery.com/accounts/WADOT/subscriber/new) to learn more

about those opportunities.

+ June 2023: CACC makes a final recommendation for a single location in June 2023.

Please note that the CACC's recommendations are advisory only. After legislative review, it will be
necessary to conduct detailed financial and environmental analysis, and funding sources and
airport governance will need to be identified to implement the recommendations. Additionally, the
FAA and an airport sponsor (governing body of the airport) will conduct a similar process once a

clear direction to expand airport capacity is identified that also includes public participation.
Search
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Stay involved

The CACC will give significant weight to public input prior to making any of its recommendations.
We will continue to hold online open houses prior to making future recommendations to the
Legislature. Keep up to date on the CACC’s work on our website
(https://wsdot.wa.gov/aviation/commission/home.htm} and/or sign up for email updates

(https://public.govdelivery.com/accounts/WAD OT/subscriber/new). The public is welcome to
observe the CACC. Because of COVID, these meetings have been online, and will be so for the

foreseeable future. There is a 15-minute formal public comment at the beginning of each CACC
meeting. In addition, a detailed meeting summary is posted on the CACC website

(https://wsdot.wa.gov/aviation/commission/home.htm).
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Appendix B: Online open house traffic data

Pages @

All Users
00.00% Pageviews

Explorer | Navigation Summary

B SAVE (4, EXPORT < SHARE | (& INSIGHTS

Aug 15,2022 - Sep 11, 2022

Pageviews = VS. Selectsmetric Day Week Month o4 %
® FPageviews
Secondary dimensior M Advanced Filter ON x| eat [B @S| % |m
Page Source [ Medium Pageviews + R v T o rere Entances Eammcha % Exit Page Value
67400 WMOEHS" 000220 31985 56.90%  47.84% $0.00
4 577} 0:02:07 (10.42° ) 579 o 7 o
(m @  (direct) / (none) 9,002 (1 5858 000400 | 4,424 60 42% 5349%  $0.00
[ @ Im.facebook.com / referral 7192 4619 (9 00:03:11 3,805 (1 58.66% 51.28% $0.00
[ @ m.facebook.com / referral 5344 4118 00:02:05 il 71.43% 53.80% $0.00
(| ¢® m.facebook.com / referral 2,310 1,462 (297 00:00:49 21 33.33% 27.36% $0.00 (0.0
[ 5, &  (direct) / (none) 2,274 1,707 000141 1452 45 40.43% 37.55% $0.00 1 e
| 6. x| g-airports-under-study, @  (direct) / (none) 2,184 4 1359 00:01:10 195 56.41% 26.10% 80.00
ZIP Age | Gender | Ethnicity Income Date
Middle
American Eastern | Native Other
Indian or Asian or Black or or Hawaiian (fill in
Alaska Asian African Hispanic | North or Pacific the
Native American | American or Latinx | African Islander White | blank)
$50,000
65- to HEHHHEHE
98022 | 74 Woman 0 0 0 0 0 1 $74,999 #
$50,000
45- to HEHHHEHE
98022 | 54 Man 0 0 0 0 0 1 $74,999 #
45- $200,000 HEHHHEHE
98092 | 54 Man 0 0 0 0 0 1 or more #
$50,000
25- to HiHiH
98321 | 34 Man 0 0 0 0 0 1 $74,999 #
$150,000
55- to HEHHHEHE
98022 | 64 Woman 0 0 0 0 0 1 $199,999 #
$150,000
55- to HEHHHEHE
98022 | 64 Man 0 0 0 0 0 1 $199,999 #
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$200,000

65- to HHHHHHH
98092 | 74 Man $249,999 #
45- $200,000 HHHHHHH
98232 | 54 Woman or more #
55- $200,000 HHHHHHH
98375 | 64 Woman or more #
$75,000
25- to HHHHHHH
98366 | 34 Woman $99,999 #
$50,000
55- to HHHHHH
98203 | 64 Woman $74,999 #
$150,000
55- to HHHHHHH
98201 | 64 Woman $199,999 #
$150,000
25- to HHHHHHH
98201 | 34 Man $199,999 #
35- HHHHHHH
98022 | 44 Man #
$75,000
45- to HHHHHHH
98022 | 54 Man $99,999 #
$50,000
55- to HHHHHH
98022 | 64 Woman $74,999 #
65- HHHHHHH
74 Woman #
55- HHHHHHH
98022 | 64 Woman #
$75,000
45- to HHHHHH
98022 | 54 Man $99,999 #
45- Not HHHHHHH
98022 | 54 listed #
$150,000
45- to HHHHEH
98010 | 54 Woman $199,999 #
55- HHHHHHH
98022 | 64 Man #
35- HHHHHH
44 Woman #
45- HHHHHHH
98022 | 54 Man #
25- HHHHHHH
98022 | 34 Woman #
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$75,000

55- to HiHHHHEHH
98626 | 64 Man $99,999 #
55- HiHH
98022 | 64 Man #
35- HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 44 Woman #
$100,000
45- to HiHH
98022 | 54 Woman $149,999 #
$100,000
25- to HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 34 Woman $149,999 #
$200,000
45- to HiHHHHEHH
98012 | 54 Woman $249,999 #
25- HiHHHHEHH
34 Woman #
$50,000
35- to HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 44 Woman $74,999 #
$100,000
55- to HiHH
98022 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
55- Less than HiHH
98022 | 64 Man $15,000 #
25- $200,000 HiHHH
98022 | 34 Man or more #
55- HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 64 Man #
18- HiHH
98022 | 24 Man #
25- HiHHH
98022 | 34 Man #
35- HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 44 Man #
35- HiHH
98022 | 44 Man #
45- HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 54 Man #
55- HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 64 Man #
$100,000
45- to HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 54 Man $149,999 #
$100,000
65- to HiHH
98022 | 74 Man $149,999 #
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$100,000

55- to B
98022 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
$150,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98223 | 54 Man $199,999 #
$100,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98022 | 74 Man $149,999 #
$150,000
55- to B
98391 | 64 Woman $199,999 #
$150,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98201 | 54 Woman $199,999 #
$50,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98022 | 54 Man $74,999 #
HEHHHHH
#
65- B
98273 | 74 Woman #
$100,000
65- to B
98092 | 74 $149,999 #
$50,000
to HEHHHHH
98092 | 75+ Woman $74,999 #
65- B
98022 | 74 Woman #
$150,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98022 | 44 Woman $199,999 #
35- $200,000 HEHHHHH
98022 | 44 Man or more #
$75,000
35- to B
98022 | 44 Man $99,999 #
$150,000
55- to B
98273 | 64 Woman $199,999 #
$50,000
to HEHHHHH
98092 | 75+ | Woman $74,999 #
35- B
98010 | 44 Woman #
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$75,000

65- to B
98022 | 74 Man $99,999 #
35- HEHHHHH
98022 | 44 #
$100,000
35- to B
98022 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
$100,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98022 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
$150,000
55- to HEHHHH
98275 | 64 Man $199,999 #
$100,000
55- to B
98022 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
$50,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98022 | 64 Woman $74,999 #
$75,000
18- to HEHHHH
98022 | 24 Man $99,999 #
$50,000
35- Not to B
98022 | 44 listed $74,999 #
$150,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98391 | 54 Man $199,999 #
35- B
98223 | 44 Man #
$150,000
35- to B
98022 | 44 Woman $199,999 #
35- HEHHHHH
98022 | 44 Man #
$75,000
55- to B
98022 | 64 Man $99,999 #
$50,000
45- to B
98023 | 54 Woman $74,999 #
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$150,000

35- to HHHHHHH
98092 | 44 Man $199,999 #
$15,000
25- to HHHHHH
34 Man $24,999 #
$75,000
55- to HHHHHH
98359 | 64 Man $99,999 #
$25,000
35- to HHHHHHH
98022 | 44 Woman $49,999 #
$100,000
55- to HHHHHH
98022 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
Prefer $75,000
55- not to to HHHHHH
98092 | 64 Woman answer $99,999 #
55- HHHHHH
98296 | 64 #
25- HHHHHHH
98022 | 34 Woman #
65- HHHHHH
98022 | 74 Woman #
65- HHHHHHH
98022 | 74 Man #
65- HHHHHHH
98022 | 74 Man #
45- HHHHHH
98022 | 54 Man #
35- HHHHHHH
98022 | 44 Man #
35- HHHHHH
98022 | 44 Woman #
65- HHHHHH
98022 | 74 Man #
$150,000
65- to HHHHHH
98208 | 74 Man $199,999 #
$100,000
45- to HHHHHHH
98022 | 54 Woman $149,999 #
$75,000
45- to HHHHHH
98022 | 54 Man $99,999 #
$100,000
55- to HHHHHH
98277 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
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$150,000

55- to HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 64 Man $199,999 #
$150,000
55- to HiHH
98022 | 64 Man $199,999 #
$100,000
45- to HiHH
98022 | 54 Woman $149,999 #
$100,000
35- to HiHHHHEHH
98584 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
25- HiHH
98022 | 34 Woman #
$100,000
55- to HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 64 Man $149,999 #
$25,000
65- to HiHH
98038 | 74 Man $49,999 #
$75,000
55- to HiHH
98022 | 64 Man $99,999 #
$150,000
45- to HiHHHHEHH
98032 | 54 Woman $199,999 #
$75,000
25- to HiHH
34 Woman $99,999 #
55- $200,000 HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 64 Woman or more #
55- $200,000 HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 64 Woman or more #
55- $200,000 HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 64 Woman or more #
35- $200,000 HiHHHHEHH
98122 | 44 Man or more #
$200,000
45- to HiHH
98022 | 54 Woman $249,999 #
$100,000
45- to HiHH
98596 | 54 Man $149,999 #
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$100,000

45- to B
98022 | 54 Woman $149,999 #
45- HEHHHHH
98121 | 54 Man #
$50,000
35- Not to B
98371 | 44 listed $74,999 #
$50,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98058 | 54 Man $74,999 #
$25,000
45- to HEHHHH
98564 | 54 Woman $49,999 #
$150,000
25- to B
98580 | 34 Woman $199,999 #
$50,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98579 | 64 Woman $74,999 #
45- B
98148 | 54 Woman #
$150,000
55- to B
98022 | 64 Woman $199,999 #
$200,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98065 | 64 Woman $249,999 #
$75,000
65- to B
98516 | 74 Woman $99,999 #
HEHHHHH
#
B
98022 | 75+ Man #
65- B
98022 | 74 #
$25,000
55- to B
98022 | 64 Woman $49,999 #
45- B
98022 | 54 Man #
$200,000
65- to B
98022 | 74 Man $249,999 #
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65- Less than HiHH
98375 | 74 Woman $15,000 #
$200,000
65- to B
98022 | 74 Man $249,999 #
$200,000
55- to B
98422 | 64 Woman $249,999 #
35- Not B
98022 | 44 listed #
$100,000
35- to B
98002 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
45- B
98022 | 54 Woman #
$100,000
55- to B
98321 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
$25,000
65- to HEHHHH
98022 | 74 Woman $49,999 #
$150,000
35- to B
98570 | 44 Woman $199,999 #
$100,000
45- to B
98591 | 54 Man $149,999 #
$100,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98596 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
$25,000
to B
98022 | 75+ Woman $49,999 #
$75,000
25- to B
98632 | 34 Woman $99,999 #
$100,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98391 | 54 Woman $149,999 #
$75,000
65- to B
98012 | 74 Woman $99,999 #
25- Less than HiHH
98022 | 34 Woman $15,000 #
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$100,000

45- to B
98591 | 54 Woman $149,999 #
$25,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98843 | 64 Woman $49,999 #
$25,000
25- to HEHHHHH
98390 | 34 Woman $49,999 #
$150,000
35- to B
98502 | 44 Man $199,999 #
$200,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98042 | 54 Man $249,999 #
$150,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98591 | 64 Woman $199,999 #
$75,000
55- to B
64 Woman $99,999 #
$25,000
65- to HEHHHH
98321 | 74 Woman $49,999 #
$50,000
35- to HEHHHHH
99006 | 44 Woman $74,999 #
$75,000
65- to B
98022 | 74 Woman $99,999 #
45- HEHHHHH
98022 | 54 Man #
35- B
98022 | 44 Woman #
25- B
98022 | 34 Woman #
35- HEHHHHH
98022 | 44 Man #
45- B
98022 | 54 Woman #
45- B
98022 | 54 Man #
45- HEHHHHH
98022 | 54 Man #
35- B
98002 | 44 Man #
25- HEHHHHH
98002 | 34 Man #
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18- HiHH
98002 | 24 Woman #
35- HiHHHHEHH
98002 | 44 Woman #
45- HiHH
98002 | 54 Man #
18- HiHHHHEHH
98002 | 24 Woman #
35- HiHHHHEHH
98002 | 44 Man #
25- HiHH
98002 | 34 Woman #
55- HiHHHHEHH
98002 | 64 Man #
$150,000
25- to HiHH
98570 | 34 Man $199,999 #
$100,000
65- to HiHHHHEHH
98570 | 74 Woman $149,999 #
$50,000
18- to HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 24 Woman $74,999 #
$25,000
to HiHH
98257 | 75+ | Woman $49,999 #
$200,000
to HiHHHHEHH
98273 | 75+ | Woman $249,999 #
$100,000
55- to HiHHHHEHH
99201 | 64 Man $149,999 #
$100,000
25- to HiHH
98502 | 34 Man $149,999 #
$150,000
to HiHHHHEHH
98273 | 75+ | Man $199,999 #
$25,000
65- to HiHHHHEHH
98274 | 74 Woman $49,999 #
$150,000
65- to HiHH
98221 | 74 Man $199,999 #
$25,000
to HiHHHHEHH
98092 | 75+ | Woman $49,999 #
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$200,000

55- to HiHHHHEHH
98021 | 64 Man $249,999 #
$50,000
45- to HiHH
98502 | 54 Man $74,999 #
$75,000
35- to HiHH
98092 | 44 Man $99,999 #
$150,000
25- to HiHHHHEHH
98002 | 34 Woman $199,999 #
$50,000
25- to HiHH
98501 | 34 Woman $74,999 #
$100,000
35- to HiHH
98501 | 44 Man $149,999 #
$150,000
45- to HiHHHHEHH
98335 | 54 Woman $199,999 #
Americ
an-
55- Americ HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 64 Man an #
$100,000
45- to HiHHH
98312 | 54 Woman $149,999 #
$100,000
25- to HiHHHHEHH
98391 | 34 Man $149,999 #
$15,000
25- to HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 34 Woman $24,999 #
$100,000
35- to HiHH
98407 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
35- HiHHHHEHH
98002 | 44 Man #
45- HiHHHHEHH
98002 | 54 Man #
35- HiHH
98002 | 44 Woman #
18- HiHHHHEHH
98002 | 24 Man #
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$50,000

25- to B
98022 | 34 $74,999 #
$150,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98022 | 64 Man $199,999 #
$150,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98092 | 44 Woman $199,999 #
$75,000
35- to B
98022 | 44 Woman $99,999 #
$200,000
25- to HEHHHHH
98022 | 34 Woman $249,999 #
65- B
98002 | 74 Man #
55- Multi B
98022 | 64 Man Racial. #
$150,000
55- to B
98022 | 64 Woman $199,999 #
$100,000
25- to HEHHHHH
98092 | 34 Woman $149,999 #
$150,000
55- to B
98022 | 64 Woman $199,999 #
55- HEHHHHH
98022 | 64 #
$100,000
35- to B
98591 | 44 Man $149,999 #
HEHHHHH
#
$150,000
45- to B
98501 | 54 Woman $199,999 #
$100,000
35- to B
98321 | 44 Man $149,999 #
$25,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98502 | 44 Woman $49,999 #
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$50,000

35- to B
98003 | 44 Woman $74,999 #
$75,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98092 | 54 Woman $99,999 #
$200,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98338 | 64 Woman $249,999 #
$100,000
35- to B
98022 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
$75,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98321 | 74 Woman $99,999 #
$150,000
25- to HEHHHHH
98022 | 34 Man $199,999 #
$100,000
45- to B
98092 | 54 Woman $149,999 #
45- Non- B
98321 | 54 binary #
35- $200,000 B
98391 | 44 Man or more #
$100,000
35- to B
98201 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
35- $200,000 B
98321 | 44 Woman or more #
$150,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98092 | 54 Woman $199,999 #
$50,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98002 | 74 Woman $74,999 #
$100,000
25- to B
98433 | 34 Woman $149,999 #
$100,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98022 | 74 Woman $149,999 #
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$100,000

25- to HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 34 Woman $149,999 #
$150,000
45- to HiHH
98022 | 54 Woman $199,999 #
18- HiHHHHEHH
98512 | 24 Man #
$150,000
45- to HiHH
98022 | 54 Man $199,999 #
55- $200,000 HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 64 Woman or more #
$75,000
35- to HiHH
98010 | 44 Woman $99,999 #
$150,000
25- to HiHHHHEHH
98390 | 34 Man $199,999 #
$150,000
45- to HiHHHHEHH
98030 | 54 Man $199,999 #
HiHHHHEHH
#
$100,000
45- to HiHHHHEHH
98026 | 54 Man $149,999 #
None of
your
god
damn $100,000
35- busines | to HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 44 Man 3 $149,999 #
65- $200,000 HiHHHHEHH
98092 | 74 Man or more #
$25,000
55- to HiHHHHEHH
98391 | 64 Woman $49,999 #
55- HiHHHHEHH
98257 | 64 #
$200,000 HiHHHHEHH
98273 | 75+ Man or more #
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$100,000

25- to HHHHHHH
98391 | 34 Man $149,999 #
$150,000
45- to HHHHHH
98022 | 54 Woman $199,999 #
$100,000
65- to HHHHHH
98273 | 74 Woman $149,999 #
$100,000
65- to HHHHHHH
98274 | 74 Man $149,999 #
$100,000
35- to HHHHHH
98092 | 44 Man $149,999 #
$75,000
25- to HHHHHH
98101 | 34 Man $99,999 #
$100,000
35- to HHHHHHH
98022 | 44 Man $149,999 #
$25,000
18- to HHHHHH
98506 | 24 Man $49,999 #
$100,000
35- to HHHHHH
98373 | 44 Man $149,999 #
$200,000
45- to HHHHHHH
98042 | 54 Man $249,999 #
35- $200,000 HHHHHHH
98321 | 44 Man or more #
35- $200,000 HHHHHHH
98092 | 44 Woman or more #
$50,000
65- to HHHHHHH
98043 | 74 Man $74,999 #
$50,000
65- to HHHHHH
98043 | 74 Man $74,999 #
$25,000
35- Non- to HHHHHHH
98273 | 44 binary $49,999 #
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$100,000

35- to B
98002 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
$75,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98321 | 74 Man $99,999 #
$100,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98022 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
$100,000
35- to B
98321 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
$50,000
to HEHHHHH
98391 | 75+ | Woman $74,999 #
$50,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98418 | 54 Woman $74,999 #
25- HEHHHHH
98022 | 34 Man #
$75,000
35- to HEHHHH
98391 | 44 Woman $99,999 #
$50,000
65- to B
98043 | 74 Man $74,999 #
$75,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98188 | 54 Man $99,999 #
55- B
98273 | 64 Man #
$200,000
55- to B
98513 | 64 Man $249,999 #
$50,000
65- Americ to HEHHHHH
98321 | 74 Woman an $74,999 #
$75,000
45- to B
98038 | 54 Man $99,999 #
$100,000
45- to B
98022 | 54 Woman $149,999 #
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$25,000

65- to HHHHHHH
98092 | 74 Woman $49,999 #
$25,000
65- to HHHHHH
98092 | 74 Woman $49,999 #
35- HHHHHHH
98002 | 44 Man #
18- HHHHHH
98002 | 24 Man #
18- HHHHHHH
98321 | 24 Woman #
18- HHHHHHH
98010 | 24 Woman #
18- HHHHHH
98391 | 24 Woman #
25- HHHHHHH
98321 | 34 Man #
45- HHHHHHH
98002 | 54 Man #
35- HHHHHH
98010 | 44 Woman #
45- HHHHHHH
98391 | 54 Man #
25- HHHHHH
98321 | 34 Woman #
35- HHHHHH
98002 | 44 Man #
55- HHHHHHH
98010 | 64 Man #
25- HHHHHH
98391 | 34 Woman #
25- HHHHHHH
98022 | 34 Man #
25- HHHHHHH
98022 | 34 Man #
25- HHHHHH
98002 | 34 Man #
25- HHHHHHH
98391 | 34 Man #
25- HHHHHHH
98002 | 34 Man #
25- HHHHHH
98391 | 34 Man #
25- HHHHHHH
98022 | 34 Man #
35- HHHHHH
98010 | 44 Man #
35- HHHHHH
98022 | 44 Man #
$50,000
45- to HHHHHH
98032 | 54 Woman $74,999 #
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65- HEHHHHH
98022 | 74 Man #
65- B
98022 | 74 Woman #
HEHHHHH
#
$150,000
35- to B
98391 | 44 Woman $199,999 #
$25,000
65- to B
98422 | 74 Woman $49,999 #
$200,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98022 | 64 Woman $249,999 #
$50,000
65- to B
98232 | 74 Woman $74,999 #
$150,000
35- to B
98391 | 44 Woman $199,999 #
35- $200,000 B
98038 | 44 Woman or more #
$50,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98042 | 74 Man $74,999 #
$50,000
65- to B
98042 | 74 Man $74,999 #
$75,000
35- to B
98424 | 44 Man $99,999 #
$150,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98001 | 54 Woman $199,999 #
$100,000
45- to B
98501 | 54 Woman $149,999 #
$25,000
35- to B
98391 | 44 Woman $49,999 #
$100,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98531 | 54 Man $149,999 #
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$25,000

65- to B
98092 | 74 Woman $49,999 #
Norther
n $50,000
65- Europe | to HHHHHHH
98391 | 74 Woman an $74,999 #
$75,000
to HEHHHH
98273 | 75+ Woman $99,999 #
$50,000
to B
98023 | 75+ Woman $74,999 #
$75,000
35- to B
98589 | 44 Man $99,999 #
$50,000
45- to HEHHHH
54 | Man $74,999 #
$50,000
35- to B
98584 | 44 Woman $74,999 #
HEHHHHH
#
$25,000
65- to B
98589 | 74 Woman $49,999 #
$75,000
45- to B
98589 | 54 Man $99,999 #
45- $200,000 B
98501 | 54 Man or more #
$100,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98589 | 54 Man $149,999 #
$150,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98391 | 64 Man $199,999 #
$50,000
25- to B
98585 | 34 Woman $74,999 #
65- HEHHHH
98532 | 74 Woman #
$50,000
45- to B
98501 | 54 Woman $74,999 #
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$50,000

18- Not to HiHHHHEHH
98032 | 24 listed $74,999 #
55- HiHH
98040 | 64 #
$75,000
35- to HiHHHHEHH
98579 | 44 Man $99,999 #
$150,000
45- to HiHH
98059 | 54 Woman $199,999 #
$25,000
35- Not to HiHH
98391 | 44 listed $49,999 #
55- HiHHHHEHH
98391 | 64 Woman #
$150,000
35- to HiHH
98065 | 44 Man $199,999 #
$100,000
45- to HiHHHHEHH
98589 | 54 Man $149,999 #
$75,000
25- to HiHHHHEHH
98118 | 34 Man $99,999 #
$50,000
45- to HiHH
98589 | 54 Woman $74,999 #
45- HiHHHHEHH
98942 | 54 #
$50,000
65- to HiHH
98589 | 74 Man $74,999 #
$25,000
25- to HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 34 Woman $49,999 #
$200,000
25- to HiHHHHEHH
98106 | 34 Man $249,999 #
$100,000
55- to HiHHH
98274 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
18- Non- Less than HHHHHEHHE
98589 | 24 binary $15,000 #
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$100,000

55- to HiHHHHEHH
98056 | 64 Man $149,999 #
$100,000
65- to HiHH
98589 | 74 Woman $149,999 #
25- HiHHHHEHH
98026 | 34 Woman #
HiHH
98168 #
HiHHHHEHH
98589 | 75+ | Woman #
$100,000
45- to HiHH
98284 | 54 Man $149,999 #
45- HiHHHHEHH
98589 | 54 Woman #
$25,000
55- to HiHH
98144 | 64 Man $49,999 #
$25,000
65- to HiHHHHEHH
98501 | 74 Woman $49,999 #
HiHH
#
$50,000
55- Americ to HHHHHHH
98321 | 64 Man an $74,999 #
65- HiHH
98273 | 74 Man #
$50,000
35- to HiHHHHEHH
98233 | 44 Woman $74,999 #
$150,000
55- to HiHHHHEHH
98512 | 64 Woman $199,999 #
$100,000
35- Non- to HiHH
98201 | 44 binary $149,999 #
$75,000
35- to HiHHHHEHH
98579 | 44 Man $99,999 #
$150,000
35- to HiHHHHEHH
98591 | 44 Woman $199,999 #
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$15,000
65- to HiHHHHEHH
98257 | 74 Man $24,999 #
$100,000
35- to HiHH
98589 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
My
husban
dis half
Swiss
and half
German
.lam
1/4
Danish
and a
mix of
Europe
an,
Swiss,
German
Scottish
,and
Americ | $200,000
55- an to HiHHH
98321 | 64 Woman Indian. $249,999 #
$25,000
to HiHHHHEHH
98584 | 75+ | Woman $49,999 #
55- HiHH
98284 | 64 Woman #
$15,000
35- to HiHHHHEHH
98105 | 44 Man $24,999 #
65- HiHH
98022 | 74 Woman #
$150,000
35- to HiHHH
98038 | 44 Woman $199,999 #
35- HiHH
98321 | 44 Man #
65- HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 74 Man #
$150,000
25- to HiHH
98022 | 34 Man $199,999 #
55- $200,000 HiHH
98257 | 64 Woman or more #
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$100,000

45- to HHHHHEH ]
98506 | 54 Man $149,999 #
$100,000
55- to HHHHHEHH
98366 | 64 Man $149,999 #
$100,000
25- to HHHHHEHHE
98059 | 34 Man $149,999 #
55- $200,000 HHHHHEHH
98056 | 64 Man or more #
$150,000
35- to HHHHHE ]
98273 | 44 Woman $199,999 #
$75,000
25- to HHHHHEH ]
98506 | 34 Woman Multi $99,999 #
35- $200,000 HHHHHEH ]
98029 | 44 Man or more #
$150,000
35- to HHHHHEHHE
98502 | 44 Man $199,999 #
55- HHHHHEH ]
98226 | 64 Woman human #
35- Non- $200,000 HHHHHEH ]
98467 | 44 binary or more #
$50,000
35- to HHHHHEHHE
98503 | 44 Woman $74,999 #
$150,000
35- to HHHHHEHHE
98512 | 44 Man $199,999 #
$25,000
55- to HHHHHEH ]
98250 | 64 Woman $49,999 #
$50,000
35- to HHHHHEHHE
98226 | 44 Man $74,999 #
$100,000
35- to HHHHHEHH
98501 | 44 Man $149,999 #
35- HHHHHEHHE
98501 | 44 Man #
35- HHHHHEH ]
98502 | 44 Man #
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35- $200,000 HiHH
98103 | 44 Woman or more #
$25,000
65- to HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 74 Man $49,999 #
$75,000
25- to HiHHHHEHH
98503 | 34 Woman $99,999 #
$150,000
35- to HiHH
98502 | 44 Man $199,999 #
$100,000
65- to HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 74 Man $149,999 #
$100,000
65- to HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 74 Man $149,999 #
$150,000
55- to HiHH
64 Woman $199,999 #
$15,000
25- to HiHHHHEHH
98502 | 34 Woman $24,999 #
$100,000
35- to HiHHHHEHH
98385 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
$50,000
65- to HiHH
98550 | 74 Man $74,999 #
$50,000
65- to HiHHHHEHH
98506 | 74 Woman $74,999 #
White
isnota
raceor | $25,000
65- ethnicit | to HiHHH
74 Man y $49,999 #
$25,000
65- to HiHHHHEHH
98506 | 74 Woman $49,999 #
HiHH
98284 | 75+ | Man #
35- $200,000 HiHH
98512 | 44 Woman or more #
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$75,000

65- to HHHHHHH
98022 | 74 Man $99,999 #
$50,000
18- to HHHHHH
98055 | 24 Man $74,999 #
$150,000
to HHHHHH
98503 | 75+ | Man $199,999 #
$100,000
65- to HHHHHHH
98250 | 74 Man $149,999 #
$100,000
65- to HHHHHH
98512 | 74 Woman $149,999 #
$50,000
55- to HHHHHH
98040 | 64 Man $74,999 #
55- $200,000 HHHHHH
98391 | 64 Woman or more #
Not $25,000
55- Not applica | to HiHHHHEHH
98103 | 64 listed ble $49,999 #
$100,000
45- to HHHHHHH
98022 | 54 Woman $149,999 #
55- HHHHHHH
98512 | 64 Woman #
55- $200,000 HHHHHHH
98502 | 64 Woman or more #
$100,000
65- to HHHHHHH
98506 | 74 Man $149,999 #
18- HHHHEH
98321 | 24 Man #
$100,000
65- to HHHHHHH
98506 | 74 Man $149,999 #
18- HHHHHH
98321 | 24 Woman #
55- HHHHHH
98002 | 64 Man #
35- HHHHHHH
98002 | 44 Woman #
HHHHHH
98092 | 75+ | Man #
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45- HHHHHH
98022 | 54 Woman #
$25,000
55- Not to HHHHHH
98022 | 64 listed $49,999 #
$50,000
35- to HHHHHHH
98513 | 44 Woman $74,999 #
35- HHHHHH
98022 | 44 Man #
$15,000
to HHHHHHH
98221 | 75+ | Woman $24,999 #
$100,000
55- to HHHHHHH
98261 | 64 Man $149,999 #
65- HHHHHHH
98682 | 74 Woman #
65- Not HHHHHH
98232 | 74 listed #
$100,000
25- to HHHHHHH
98502 | 34 Man $149,999 #
$100,000
45- to HHHHHHH
54 Man $149,999 #
$75,000
45- to HHHHHH
98188 | 54 Man $99,999 #
$150,000
55- to HHHHHHH
98221 | 64 Woman $199,999 #
55- HHHHHH
98502 | 64 #
65- $200,000 HHHHEH
98280 | 74 Woman or more #
$50,000
55- to HHHHHH
98250 | 64 Woman $74,999 #
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Should
not

matter,
this stat
needs
to go
away, it
just
increas
es
division | $100,000
55- inour to HHHHHEHH
98059 | 64 Man world $149,999 #
$15,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98221 | 74 Man $24,999 #
$50,000
to B
98589 | 75+ | Woman $74,999 #
$200,000
65- to HEHHHH
98022 | 74 Woman $249,999 #
$50,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98022 | 44 Woman $74,999 #
$100,000
45- to B
98274 | 54 Man $149,999 #
$150,000
55- to HEHHHH
98250 | 64 Man $199,999 #
$15,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98022 | 44 Woman $24,999 #
$100,000
45- to B
98092 | 54 Woman $149,999 #
$50,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98022 | 44 Woman $74,999 #
B
#
$100,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98122 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
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$100,000

45- to B
98022 | 54 Woman $149,999 #
$100,000
65- to HEHHHHH
74 Man $149,999 #
$150,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98501 | 44 Man $199,999 #
$100,000
45- to B
Just 54 Woman $149,999 #
$200,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98901 | 74 Woman $249,999 #
$100,000
25- to HEHHHHH
98512 | 34 Woman $149,999 #
$100,000
35- to B
98042 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
$200,000
55- to HEHHHH
98038 | 64 Woman $249,999 #
65- Less than HiHHHHEHH
98273 | 74 Woman $15,000 #
$200,000
65- to HEHHHH
98026 | 74 Man $249,999 #
$15,000
55- to B
98239 | 64 Woman $24,999 #
35- HEHHHHH
98022 | 44 Woman #
$100,000
65- to B
98467 | 74 Man $149,999 #
25- HEHHHHH
98003 | 34 Man #
35- B
98022 | 44 Woman #
25- B
98022 | 34 Man #
18- HEHHHHH
98003 | 24 Man #
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55- HiHH
98022 | 64 Man #
25- HiHHHHEHH
98032 | 34 Woman #
Und
er Non- HHHHHEHHE
98022 | 18 binary #
35- HiHHHHEHH
98321 | 44 Man #
45- HiHH
98352 | 54 Woman #
18- Non- HiHH
98022 | 24 binary #
25- Not HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 34 listed #
45- Non- HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 54 binary #
$100,000
65- to HiHHH
98273 | 74 Man $149,999 #
55- HiHHHHEHH
98221 | 64 Man #
65- HiHH
98127 | 74 Woman #
35- HiHHH
98296 | 44 Woman #
$50,000
55- to HiHH
98584 | 64 Woman $74,999 #
HiHH
#
$100,000
25- to HiHH
98055 | 34 Man $149,999 #
$75,000
55- to HiHHHHEHH
98233 | 64 Woman $99,999 #
No $100,000
35- thank to HiHH
98589 | 44 Woman you $149,999 #
65- HiHHHHEHH
98250 | 74 Man #
$150,000
35- to HiHHHHEHH
98391 | 44 Man $199,999 #
$25,000
to HiHH
98274 | 75+ | Man $49,999 #
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$75,000

25- to B
98391 | 34 Woman $99,999 #
65- HEHHHHH
98274 | 74 Man #
$150,000
35- to B
44 Woman $199,999 #
$50,000
45- to HEHHHHH
54 Woman $74,999 #
$100,000
55- to HEHHHH
98223 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
$150,000
65- to B
98233 | 74 Woman $199,999 #
$100,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98233 | 74 Man $149,999 #
$25,000
25- to HEHHHH
98506 | 34 Man $49,999 #
$150,000
to B
98224 | 75+ Woman $199,999 #
$150,000
35- to HEHHHHH
44 Man $199,999 #
$100,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98133 | 64 Man $149,999 #
$150,000
55- to B
98022 | 64 Woman $199,999 #
$200,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98506 | 44 Man $249,999 #
$75,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98178 | 44 Woman $99,999 #
$150,000
35- to B
98109 | 44 Man $199,999 #
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$150,000

35- to B
44 Man $199,999 #
55- $200,000 B
98146 | 64 Woman or more #
$75,000
25- to B
34 Woman $99,999 #
$75,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98109 | 44 Man $99,999 #
$100,000
55- to B
98023 | 64 Man $149,999 #
$50,000
55- to B
98274 | 64 Woman $74,999 #
$100,000
to HEHHHHH
98290 | 75+ Woman $149,999 #
$25,000
25- to B
98037 | 34 Woman $49,999 #
$150,000
65- to B
98272 | 74 Man $199,999 #
B
#
$75,000
55- to B
98221 | 64 Woman $99,999 #
$50,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98273 | 74 Woman $74,999 #
$150,000
45- to B
98221 | 54 Woman $199,999 #
55- HEHHHHH
98022 | 64 Woman #
$150,000
55- to B
98022 | 64 Woman $199,999 #
$100,000
35- to B
98221 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
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$75,000

35- Not to HHHHHHH
98258 | 44 listed $99,999 #
$50,000
35- to HHHHHH
98233 | 44 Woman $74,999 #
45- $200,000 HHHHHHH
98274 | 54 Man or more #
$50,000
25- to HHHHHH
98030 | 34 Man $74,999 #
$75,000
45- to HHHHHHH
98223 | 54 Woman $99,999 #
HHHHHH
#
$150,000
55- to HHHHHHH
98564 | 64 Woman $199,999 #
35- $200,000 HHHHHHH
44 Woman or more #
$75,000
55- to HHHHHHH
98221 | 64 Man $99,999 #
$150,000
55- to HHHHHH
98229 | 64 Woman $199,999 #
$150,000
45- to HHHHHHH
98102 | 54 Man $199,999 #
$75,000
35- Not to HHHHHHH
98284 | 44 listed $99,999 #
$150,000
35- to HHHHHH
98501 | 44 Man $199,999 #
$25,000
55- to HHHHHHH
98221 | 64 Woman $49,999 #
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Ancestr

y.com
agrees.
But I'm
very
conscio
us of
the
unfairn
ess to
non-
whites
asto
where
things
are
built.
Let's
not do
that HEHHHHH
98221 | 75+ | Woman here. #
$50,000
65- to HEHHHH
98284 | 74 Woman $74,999 #
$200,000
45- to B
98284 | 54 Woman $249,999 #
$50,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98273 | 74 Woman $74,999 #
$100,000
25- to HEHHHHH
98178 | 34 Woman $149,999 #
$50,000
35- to B
98233 | 44 Woman $74,999 #
35- $200,000 B
98116 | 44 Man or more #
55- B
98513 | 64 Man #
$25,000
25- to B
98116 | 34 Man $49,999 #
$75,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98501 | 44 Woman $99,999 #
$25,000
55- to B
64 Man $49,999 #
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45- $200,000 HHHHHH
98292 | 54 Man or more #
$50,000
65- to HHHHHHH
98257 | 74 Woman $74,999 #
55- HHHHHH
98273 | 64 Woman #
$15,000
18- to HHHHHHH
98284 | 24 Woman $24,999 #
$25,000
65- to HHHHHHH
98226 | 74 Woman $49,999 #
$100,000
35- to HHHHHH
98258 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
$200,000
55- to HHHHHHH
98273 | 64 Man $249,999 #
$100,000
25- to HHHHHHH
98223 | 34 Man $149,999 #
$75,000
to HHHHHH
98226 Man $99,999 #
HHHHHHH
#
$150,000
35- to HHHHEH
98221 | 44 Man $199,999 #
$50,000
65- to HHHHHHH
98223 | 74 Woman Human $74,999 #
$100,000
65- to HHHHHHH
74 Woman $149,999 #
$100,000
55- to HHHHHH
98223 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
35- HHHHHHH
98284 | 44 Woman #
$75,000
55- Non- to HHHHHH
98223 | 64 binary $99,999 #
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$25,000

65- to B
98512 | 74 Woman $49,999 #
$75,000
25- to HEHHHHH
98292 | 34 Man $99,999 #
$100,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98257 | 74 Woman $149,999 #
45- HEHHHHH
98223 | 54 Woman #
$100,000
55- Not to HEHHHH
98296 | 64 listed $149,999 #
$25,000
25- to B
98226 | 34 Man $49,999 #
$25,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98284 | 44 Woman $49,999 #
$150,000
45- to HEHHHH
98221 | 54 Woman $199,999 #
$150,000
to B
98221 | 75+ Woman $199,999 #
$100,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98274 | 44 Man $149,999 #
$100,000
45- to HEHHHHH
54 | Man $149,999 #
B
#
$25,000
to HEHHHHH
$49,999 #
$150,000
65- to B
98026 | 74 Man $199,999 #
$150,000
65- to B
98221 | 74 Man $199,999 #
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$50,000

55- to HHHHHHH
98233 | 64 Woman $74,999 #
$100,000
45- to HHHHHH
98277 | 54 Man $149,999 #
35- $200,000 HHHHHHH
98226 | 44 Woman or more #
$150,000
55- to HHHHHH
98022 | 64 Man $199,999 #
$25,000
35- to HHHHHHH
98277 | 44 Woman $49,999 #
55- $200,000 HHHHHHH
98390 | 64 Woman or more #
$150,000
55- to HHHHHHH
98022 | 64 Woman $199,999 #
$25,000
55- to HHHHEH
98022 | 64 Woman $49,999 #
$100,000
45- to HHHHHHH
98022 | 54 Woman $149,999 #
$200,000
55- to HHHHHHH
98284 | 64 Woman $249,999 #
65- HHHHHHH
98233 | 74 Woman #
55- HHHHHH
98284 | 64 Woman #
45- $200,000 HHHHHH
98232 | 54 Woman or more #
$100,000
25- to HHHHHHH
98221 | 34 Man $149,999 #
$100,000
45- to HHHHHH
98223 | 54 Woman $149,999 #
HHHHHHH
#
$50,000
to HHHHHHH
98596 | 75+ | Woman $74,999 #
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$75,000

65- to HHHHHEH ]
85373 | 74 Man $99,999 #
Does
not
apply
Not to the HHHHHEH ]
98232 | 75+ | listed topic. #
$25,000
65- to HHHHHEHH
98232 | 74 Man $49,999 #
25- HHHHHEH ]
98270 | 34 Man #
$75,000
45- Not Mixed to HHHHHEH ]
98321 | 54 listed race $99,999 #
$75,000
35- to HHHHHEHHE
98233 | 44 Woman $99,999 #
$150,000
45- to HHHHHEH ]
98284 | 54 Woman $199,999 #
$50,000
to HHHHHEH ]
98155 | 75+ | Woman $74,999 #
$150,000
35- to HHHHHEHH
98270 | 44 Woman $199,999 #
$50,000
55- to HHHHHE ]
98223 | 64 Man $74,999 #
HHHHHEHHE
#
Caucasi
an, you
55- ignora $200,000 HHHHHEHHE
98284 | 64 Woman mus. or more #
$50,000
25- to HHHHHEHH
98233 | 34 Man $74,999 #
$100,000
35- to HHHHHEH ]
98233 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
$100,000
55- to HHHHHEHHE
98272 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
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$100,000

45- to B
98233 | 54 Woman $149,999 #
65- HEHHHHH
98232 | 74 Woman #
$100,000
to B
98273 | 75+ Woman $149,999 #
$50,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98284 | 64 Woman $74,999 #
35- B
44 Man #
$15,000
65- to B
98294 | 74 Woman $24,999 #
$25,000
25- to HEHHHHH
34 Woman $49,999 #
$50,000
25- to B
98284 | 34 Woman $74,999 #
$25,000
35- to B
98223 | 44 Woman $49,999 #
55- B
64 Woman #
$100,000
55- to B
98292 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
$100,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98292 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
$200,000
65- to B
74 Woman $249,999 #
$75,000
35- to B
98263 | 44 Woman $99,999 #
$50,000
55- to HEHHHHH
64 Woman $74,999 #
$100,000
25- to B
34 Woman $149,999 #
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$100,000

25- to B
98221 | 34 Man $149,999 #
35- HEHHHHH
98292 | 44 Woman #
$75,000
55- to B
98273 | 64 Woman $99,999 #
$50,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98387 | 54 Man $74,999 #
$15,000
45- to HEHHHH
98257 | 54 Woman $24,999 #
18- Less than HiHH
98233 | 24 Woman $15,000 #
$50,000
45- to B
98271 | 54 Woman $74,999 #
$75,000
55- to B
98233 | 64 Woman $99,999 #
$75,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98273 | 54 Woman $99,999 #
$25,000
25- to B
98221 | 34 Man $49,999 #
$100,000
35- to B
98221 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
$75,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98221 | 54 Man $99,999 #
$75,000
45- to B
98232 | 54 Woman $99,999 #
$15,000
55- to B
98226 | 64 Woman $24,999 #
$100,000
25- to HEHHHHH
98512 | 34 Woman $149,999 #
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$75,000

35- to B
98274 | 44 Woman $99,999 #
$100,000
25- to HEHHHHH
98233 | 34 Man $149,999 #
$100,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98257 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
$100,000
35- to B
98422 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
$150,000
65- to HEHHHHH
74 Man $199,999 #
45- B
98229 | 54 Woman #
$25,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98284 | 74 Woman $49,999 #
65- B
98292 | 74 Woman #
$75,000
65- to B
98026 | 74 Woman $99,999 #
45- $200,000 B
98022 | 54 Man or more #
$25,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98273 | 74 Woman $49,999 #
$150,000
55- to B
98052 | 64 Woman $199,999 #
55- HEHHHHH
64 Man #
$100,000
to B
98022 | 75+ Man $149,999 #
$75,000
35- to B
98282 | 44 Woman $99,999 #
$50,000
18- to HEHHHHH
98232 | 24 Woman $74,999 #
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$50,000

18- to B
98284 | 24 Woman $74,999 #
$100,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98290 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
$50,000
to HEHHHHH
98221 | 75+ Woman $74,999 #
$100,000
65- to B
98290 | 74 Woman $149,999 #
$100,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98284 | 54 Man $149,999 #
$25,000
65- Non- to HEHHHHH
98272 | 74 binary $49,999 #
$75,000
65- to B
98250 | 74 Woman $99,999 #
$75,000
65- to HEHHHH
98292 | 74 Woman $99,999 #
$50,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98512 | 44 Man $74,999 #
65- HEHHHHH
98274 | 74 Woman #
$100,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98296 | 44 Man $149,999 #
55- B
98273 | 64 Man #
$100,000
to HEHHHHH
98257 | 75+ Man $149,999 #
$150,000
45- to B
98221 | 54 Woman $199,999 #
$150,000
18- Caucasi | to HHHHHHH
98223 | 24 Man an $199,999 #
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$100,000

25- Non- to HHHHHHH
98022 | 34 binary $149,999 #
$50,000
35- to HHHHHH
98092 | 44 Woman $74,999 #
$75,000
55- to HHHHHH
98501 | 64 Woman $99,999 #
$100,000
55- Not to HHHHHHH
98292 | 64 listed $149,999 #
$50,000
25- to HHHHHH
98092 | 34 Woman $74,999 #
$25,000
55- to HHHHHH
98292 | 64 Woman $49,999 #
35- $200,000 HHHHHH
98239 | 44 Man or more #
$75,000
55- to HHHHHHH
98292 | 64 Woman $99,999 #
HHHHHH
98270 | 75+ Woman #
$150,000
55- to HHHHHHH
98022 | 64 Woman $199,999 #
$150,000
45- to HHHHHHH
98406 | 54 Man $199,999 #
$50,000
to HHHHEH
98292 | 75+ | Man $74,999 #
$25,000
65- to HHHHHHH
98232 | 74 Woman $49,999 #
35- $200,000 HHHHHHH
98203 | 44 Man or more #
$100,000
55- to HHHHHHH
98292 | 64 Man $149,999 #
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$75,000

65- to HiHHHHEHH
98221 | 74 Man Mixed. $99,999 #
$200,000
35- to HiHH
99301 | 44 Woman $249,999 #
$50,000
55- to HiHH
98022 | 64 Woman $74,999 #
Born
and
raised
in the
United
States
of
Americ
a..l
think
that
means| | $100,000
45- ama to HiHH
98273 | 54 Man native $149,999 #
35- HiHHHHEHH
98225 | 44 Man #
55- HiHH
98233 | 64 Woman #
$25,000
55- to HiHHHHEHH
98273 | 64 Woman $49,999 #
35- HiHH
98282 | 44 Woman #
HiHHHHEHH
#
$75,000
35- to HiHHH
25840 | 44 Man $99,999 #
$100,000
65- to HiHHHHEHH
98271 | 74 Woman $149,999 #
$25,000
to HiHHHHEHH
98237 | 75+ | Woman $49,999 #
25- $200,000 HiHHHHEHH
98274 | 34 Man or more #
45- $200,000 HiHHHHEHH
98271 | 54 Woman or more #
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$150,000

35- to B
98208 | 44 Woman $199,999 #
55- HEHHHHH
98292 | 64 Woman #
B
#
35- B
98022 | 44 Man #
45- HEHHHHH
98022 | 54 Man #
18- Non- HEHHHHH
98022 | 24 binary #
$100,000
45- to B
54 Woman $149,999 #
$75,000
55- to B
98942 | 64 Woman $99,999 #
$100,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98022 | 74 Man $149,999 #
$75,000
45- to B
98274 | 54 Man $99,999 #
$25,000
25- to B
98282 | 34 Woman $49,999 #
$75,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98258 | 54 Woman $99,999 #
$25,000
65- to B
98282 | 74 Woman $49,999 #
$25,000
to B
98257 | 75+ | Woman $49,999 #
$75,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98284 | 74 Woman $99,999 #
$25,000
55- to B
98273 | 64 Woman $49,999 #
$25,000
55- to B
98273 | 64 Woman $49,999 #
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55- HHHHHH
98232 | 64 Woman #
$15,000
55- to HHHHHH
98290 | 64 Man $24,999 #
$75,000
65- to HHHHHHH
98273 | 74 Man $99,999 #
55- HHHHHH
98232 | 64 Man #
$100,000
65- to HHHHHHH
98391 | 74 Man $149,999 #
$100,000
35- to HHHHHHH
98258 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
$75,000
35- to HHHHHH
98387 | 44 Woman $99,999 #
$15,000
65- to HHHHHHH
98232 | 74 Woman $24,999 #
$75,000
55- to HHHHHHH
98277 | 64 Man $99,999 #
$100,000
55- to HHHHHH
98223 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
$75,000
25- to HHHHHHH
98338 | 34 Woman $99,999 #
$75,000
25- to HHHHHHH
98338 | 34 Woman $99,999 #
$150,000
35- to HHHHHH
98223 | 44 Man $199,999 #
Americ
an $75,000
65- Indian/ | to HHHHHHH
98338 | 74 Woman white $99,999 #
55- $200,000 HHHHHH
98372 | 64 Man or more #
$50,000
55- to HHHHHHH
98292 | 64 Woman $74,999 #
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$150,000

35- to HiHHHHEHH
98232 | 44 Woman $199,999 #
$15,000
65- to HiHH
98512 | 74 Woman $24,999 #
$100,000
35- to HiHH
98092 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
$100,000
45- to HiHHHHEHH
98232 | 54 Woman $149,999 #
55- HiHH
64 Man #
$75,000
65- Americ to HHHHHHH
98233 | 74 Woman an $99,999 #
$150,000
55- to HiHH
98223 | 64 Woman $199,999 #
HiHHHHEHH
#
$100,000
65- to HiHHHHEHH
98010 | 74 Man $149,999 #
$15,000
65- to HiHH
98274 | 74 Woman $24,999 #
65- HiHHHHEHH
98232 | 74 Woman #
55- HiHHHHEHH
98338 | 64 Woman #
$200,000
45- to HiHHHHEHH
98258 | 54 Woman $249,999 #
HiHHHHEHH
98022 #
$50,000
45- to HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 54 Woman $74,999 #
$100,000
65- to HiHH
98273 | 74 Woman $149,999 #
$150,000
98022 to HiHHHHEHH
-8616 75+ | Woman $199,999 #
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$150,000

45- to HiHHHHEHH
98338 | 54 Woman $199,999 #
65- Less than HiHHHHEHH
98282 | 74 Woman $15,000 #
$200,000 HiHHHHEHH
98273 | 75+ Man or more #
$25,000
to HiHHHHEHH
98273 | 75+ | Woman $49,999 #
$50,000
65- to HiHH
98232 | 74 Man $74,999 #
55- $200,000 HiHH
98371 | 64 Man or more #
HiHHHHEHH
98232 | 75+ Man #
65- HiHHHHEHH
98257 | 74 Woman #
$200,000
55- to HiHH
98257 | 64 Man $249,999 #
$100,000
55- to HiHH
98229 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
$100,000
35- to HiHHHHEHH
98375 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
$150,000
35- to HiHH
98233 | 44 Man $199,999 #
35- HiHHHHEHH
98338 | 44 Woman #
$50,000
65- to HiHHHHEHH
98282 | 74 Woman $74,999 #
$100,000
35- to HiHH
98374 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
45- HiHHHHEHH
98338 | 54 Woman #
$25,000
35- to HiHH
98338 | 44 Woman $49,999 #
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$100,000

35- to HiHHHHEHH
98513 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
65- HiHH
98374 | 74 Woman #
HiHHHHEHH
#
$25,000
35- to HiHH
98374 | 44 Woman $49,999 #
HiHHHHEHH
#
$50,000
45- to HiHH
98374 | 54 Man $74,999 #
$100,000
35- to HiHHHHEHH
98338 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
$100,000
35- to HiHHHHEHH
98374 | 44 Man $149,999 #
$100,000
35- to HiHH
98374 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
$15,000
35- to HiHHHHEHH
98338 | 44 Woman $24,999 #
$50,000
45- to HiHHHHEHH
98444 | 54 Woman $74,999 #
$15,000
65- to HiHH
98338 | 74 Woman $24,999 #
$100,000
45- to HiHHHHEHH
98338 | 54 Man $149,999 #
HiHHH
98338 Woman #
$200,000
35- to HiHHHHEHH
98374 | 44 Woman $249,999 #
$100,000
45- to HiHHHHEHH
98338 | 54 Man $149,999 #
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Not

your $100,000
25- Not busines | to HiHHHHEHH
98338 | 34 listed S. $149,999 #
45- HEHHHHH
98274 | 54 Man #
$100,000
35- to B
98038 | 44 Man $149,999 #
$100,000
35- to B
98038 | 44 Man $149,999 #
$100,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98273 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
35- $200,000 HEHHHH
98022 | 44 Man or more #
$15,000
18- to HEHHHHH
98092 | 24 Woman $24,999 #
$100,000
45- to B
98338 | 54 Man $149,999 #
$100,000
45- to HEHHHH
98374 | 54 Woman $149,999 #
$75,000
55- to HEHHHHH
64 Man $99,999 #
$50,000
25- to B
98338 | 34 Man $74,999 #
$75,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98375 | 44 Woman $99,999 #
$150,000
35- Not to HEHHHHH
98364 | 44 listed $199,999 #
$50,000
35- to B
98374 | 44 Woman $74,999 #
$100,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98576 | 54 Woman $149,999 #
B
Man #
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HEHHHHHHH

98508 Man #
$100,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98273 | 44 Man $149,999 #
55- B
98274 | 64 #
$100,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98374 | 54 Man $149,999 #
$150,000
55- to B
98292 | 64 Woman $199,999 #
$150,000
55- I'ma to B
98338 | 64 Woman mutt $199,999 #
65- B
98109 | 74 Woman #
$25,000
25- to B
98375 | 34 Woman $49,999 #
65- $200,000 B
98390 | 74 Man or more #
$100,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98375 | 54 Woman $149,999 #
$100,000
55- to B
98584 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
$15,000
55- to B
98273 | 64 Woman $24,999 #
$100,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98022 | 54 Man $149,999 #
$75,000
65- to B
98273 | 74 Woman $99,999 #
$50,000
25- to B
98257 | 34 Woman $74,999 #
$50,000
45- to HEHHHHH
54 Woman $74,999 #
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$100,000

65- to B
98274 | 74 Woman $149,999 #
$150,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98344 | 44 Woman $199,999 #
$100,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98273 | 54 Man $149,999 #
$50,000
55- to B
64 Woman $74,999 #
$50,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98233 | 64 Woman $74,999 #
$75,000
to HEHHHHH
98501 | 75+ Man $99,999 #
$150,000
55- to B
98223 | 64 Woman $199,999 #
$50,000
25- Non- to HEHHHH
98332 | 34 binary $74,999 #
B
#
65- HEHHHHH
98282 | 74 #
65- B
98282 | 74 #
$50,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98273 | 54 Woman $74,999 #
$25,000
65- Americ to HHHHHHH
98338 | 74 Woman an $49,999 #
55- HEHHHHH
98338 | 64 Woman #
$100,000
25- to B
98292 | 34 Man $149,999 #
$100,000
35- to B
98374 | 44 Man $149,999 #
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Us born

citizen.
My
genetic
heritag
e has
nothing
to do
with $150,000
55- this to HiHHHHEHH
98223 | 64 Man survey $199,999 #
$50,000
35- to HiHHHHEHH
98374 | 44 Woman $74,999 #
$100,000
55- to HiHH
64 Woman $149,999 #
$75,000
45- to HiHHHHEHH
98233 | 54 Man $99,999 #
$200,000
35- to HiHHHHEHH
44 Woman $249,999 #
$25,000
55- to HiHH
98232 | 64 Woman $49,999 #
$15,000
25- to HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 34 Man $24,999 #
$100,000
35- to HiHHHHEHH
44 Man $149,999 #
35- $200,000 HiHHHHEHH
98272 | 44 Woman or more #
$75,000
65- to HiHH
98022 | 74 Man $99,999 #
45- $200,000 HiHH
98273 | 54 Man or more #
$50,000
35- to HiHH
98022 | 44 Woman $74,999 #
$50,000
55- to HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 64 Man $74,999 #
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55- HHHHHH
98022 | 64 Man #
$50,000
35- to HHHHHH
98038 | 44 Man $74,999 #
$75,000
35- to HHHHHHH
98022 | 44 Woman $99,999 #
55- HHHHHH
98038 | 64 Man #
$150,000
25- to HHHHHHH
98022 | 34 Man $199,999 #
$150,000
65- to HHHHHHH
98042 | 74 Man $199,999 #
$50,000
65- to HHHHHH
98022 | 74 Woman $74,999 #
$150,000
55- to HHHHHHH
98022 | 64 Man $199,999 #
$50,000
55- to HHHHHHH
98022 | 64 Man $74,999 #
65- HHHHHHH
98038 | 74 Man #
Human
race.
The $75,000
65- only to HHHHEH
98058 | 74 Woman race. $99,999 #
$50,000
65- to HHHHHHH
98022 | 74 Woman $74,999 #
HHHHHH
98003 #
$100,000
35- to HHHHHHH
98022 | 44 Man $149,999 #
$100,000
65- to HHHHHH
98022 | 74 Woman $149,999 #
$100,000
45- to HHHHHH
98374 | 54 Man $149,999 #

106 | Page




$25,000

65- to HiHHHHEHH
98208 | 74 Woman $49,999 #
$100,000
55- to HiHH
98273 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
HiHHHHEHH
98038 #
$100,000
55- to HiHH
98038 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
55- $200,000 HiHHHHEHH
98391 | 64 Man or more #
$150,000
65- to HiHH
98022 | 74 Man $199,999 #
55- HiHHHHEHH
98042 | 64 Man #
$100,000
65- to HiHH
98022 | 74 Woman $149,999 #
lama
Europe
an
descent
and
find it
offensiv
eto
just be
labeled
white. |
also
have
African
in my
blood...
so |
these
questio
ns are
just out
of line $100,000
65- any to HHHHHHH
98038 | 74 Woman more. $149,999 #
$100,000
35- to HiHHHHEHH
98292 | 44 Man $149,999 #
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$200,000

35- to B
98338 | 44 Woman $249,999 #
$75,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98501 | 64 Woman $99,999 #
65- B
98022 | 74 Man #
$75,000
25- to HEHHHHH
98042 | 34 Man $99,999 #
$75,000
35- to HEHHHH
98223 | 44 Man $99,999 #
35- $200,000 HEHHHHH
98059 | 44 Man or more #
$50,000
25- to B
98022 | 34 Man $74,999 #
$50,000
65- to B
74 Woman $74,999 #
$50,000
to HEHHHHH
98038 | 75+ Woman $74,999 #
$50,000
25- to B
98373 | 34 Man $74,999 #
$50,000
to B
98233 | 75+ | Man $74,999 #
$150,000
25- to HEHHHHH
98133 | 34 Woman $199,999 #
$50,000
45- to B
98092 | 54 Woman $74,999 #
Not HEHHHHH
listed Noyb #
Not B
listed Noyb #
$100,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98290 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
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$75,000

65- to B
98292 | 74 Woman $99,999 #
$25,000
to HEHHHHH
98321 | 75+ Man $49,999 #
$100,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98027 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
$75,000
45- Not to B
98022 | 54 listed $99,999 #
$100,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98273 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
$25,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98022 | 64 Woman $49,999 #
$100,000
35- to B
98038 | 44 Man $149,999 #
$150,000
65- to HEHHHH
98022 | 74 Woman $199,999 #
$50,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98223 | 74 Woman $74,999 #
$100,000
65- to B
98022 | 74 Woman $149,999 #
$75,000
to HEHHHH
98022 | 75+ | Woman $99,999 #
$200,000 B
98022 | 75+ Man or more #
B
#
65- HEHHHHH
98282 | 74 Man #
$75,000
to B
98257 $99,999 #
25- Less than HiHH
98108 | 34 Man $15,000 #
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$15,000

25- Not to B
98273 | 34 listed $24,999 #
$150,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98296 | 54 Woman $199,999 #
$25,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98338 | 64 Woman $49,999 #
$50,000
45- to B
98112 | 54 Woman $74,999 #
45- $200,000 B
98042 | 54 Woman or more #
$150,000
35- to B
98374 | 44 Woman $199,999 #
45- $200,000 B
99156 | 54 Woman or more #
B
98038 | 75+ #
$50,000
65- to B
98501 | 74 Woman $74,999 #
$25,000
18- Non- to HEHHHH
98607 | 24 binary $49,999 #
$25,000
25- to B
98607 | 34 Woman $49,999 #
$150,000
55- to B
98273 | 64 Woman $199,999 #
65- HEHHHHH
98257 | 74 Man #
$25,000
25- to B
98058 | 34 Woman $49,999 #
$75,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98338 | 74 Woman $99,999 #
$50,000
25- to HEHHHHH
98604 | 34 Woman $74,999 #
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$100,000

35- to B
98223 | 44 Man $149,999 #
$100,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98022 | 74 Man $149,999 #
$25,000
to HEHHHHH
$49,999 #
$25,000
to B
$49,999 #
$25,000
to HEHHHHH
98022 $49,999 #
$50,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98282 | 74 Woman $74,999 #
$100,000
55- to B
98022 | 64 Man $149,999 #
$75,000
65- to HEHHHH
74 Woman $99,999 #
$25,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98022 | 74 Woman $49,999 #
$100,000
65- to B
98038 | 74 Man $149,999 #
$150,000
65- to HEHHHH
98038 | 74 Woman $199,999 #
45- B
98373 | 54 Woman #
$150,000
25- to HEHHHHH
34 Man $199,999 #
Not Americ HHHHHHH
97051 | 75+ | listed an #
$200,000
to B
98374 | 75+ | Woman $249,999 #
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$200,000

55- to B
98516 | 64 Woman $249,999 #
$100,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98232 | 74 Woman $149,999 #
$50,000
25- to HEHHHHH
98026 | 34 Woman $74,999 #
$50,000
to B
98502 | 75+ | Woman $74,999 #
$100,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98155 | 64 Man $149,999 #
$100,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98282 | 74 Man $149,999 #
$75,000
45- to B
54 Woman $99,999 #
$15,000
25- to HEHHHH
98065 | 34 Man $24,999 #
$50,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98580 | 64 Woman $74,999 #
55- $200,000 HEHHHH
98022 | 64 Man or more #
$100,000
45- to B
98580 | 54 Woman $149,999 #
$15,000
25- Not to B
98274 | 34 listed $24,999 #
$50,000
25- to HEHHHH
98580 | 34 Man $74,999 #
$75,000
55- to B
98022 | 64 Woman $99,999 #
$25,000
35- to B
98232 | 44 Man $49,999 #
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$25,000

25- to B
98225 | 34 Woman $49,999 #
$100,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98292 | 54 Man $149,999 #
$50,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98092 | 74 Woman $74,999 #
$75,000
65- to B
98271 | 74 Woman $99,999 #
$75,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98038 | 54 Woman $99,999 #
45- B
98282 | 54 Woman #
$25,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98022 | 74 Woman $49,999 #
$75,000
65- to HEHHHH
98022 | 74 Woman $99,999 #
$100,000
to B
98274 | 75+ Woman $149,999 #
$150,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98022 | 64 Man $199,999 #
$50,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98273 | 74 Woman $74,999 #
$50,000
35- to B
98388 | 44 Man $74,999 #
45- Less than HiHHHHEHH
98338 | 54 Man $15,000 #
$50,000
25- to B
98387 | 34 Woman $74,999 #
$25,000
55- to HEHHHHH
64 Man $49,999 #
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$75,000

55- to B
98338 | 64 Woman $99,999 #
$75,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98338 | 64 Woman $99,999 #
$75,000
25- to HEHHHHH
98387 | 34 Woman $99,999 #
45- $200,000 HEHHHHH
98110 | 54 Man or more #
$100,000
65- to B
98282 | 74 Man $149,999 #
$50,000
45- to B
98292 | 54 Woman Mixed $74,999 #
65- B
98232 | 74 Man #
55- B
98051 | 64 Woman #
$200,000
35- to B
98274 | 44 Woman $249,999 #
HEHHHH
#
65- Less than HiHH
98292 | 74 Man $15,000 #
$25,000
25- to B
98108 | 34 Man $49,999 #
$15,000
18- to HEHHHH
98360 | 24 Woman $24,999 #
$15,000
25- Not to HEHHHH
34 listed $24,999 #
$75,000
55- to B
98019 | 64 Man $99,999 #
35- Not Less than HiHHHHEHH
98020 | 44 listed $15,000 #
$25,000
to B
98512 | 75+ | Woman $49,999 #
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55- $200,000 HiHH
98579 | 64 Woman or more #
$75,000
65- to HiHHHHEHH
98513 | 74 Woman $99,999 #
45- HiHH
54 Man #
$100,000
to HiHHHHEHH
98501 | 75+ | Man $149,999 #
$100,000
65- to HiHHHHEHH
98589 | 74 Woman $149,999 #
$50,000
65- to HiHH
98221 | 74 Man $74,999 #
55- HiHHHHEHH
98531 | 64 Woman #
45- $200,000 HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 54 Woman or more #
$100,000
35- to HiHH
98038 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
$100,000
45- to HiHH
98038 | 54 Man $149,999 #
$150,000
35- to HiHHHHEHH
98232 | 44 Woman $199,999 #
$50,000
to HiHH
98282 | 75+ | Woman $74,999 #
55- $200,000 HiHH
98092 | 64 Woman or more #
$100,000
65- to HiHH
98513 | 74 Man $149,999 #
$25,000
65- to HiHHHHEHH
98338 | 74 Woman $49,999 #
$25,000
65- to HiHH
98579 | 74 Woman $49,999 #

115|Page




$150,000

65- to B
98274 | 74 Woman $199,999 #
65- B
98022 | 74 Woman #
$100,000
65- to B
98296 | 74 Woman $149,999 #
65- B
98042 | 74 #
$50,000
55- to B
98273 | 64 Woman $74,999 #
$100,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98446 | 44 Man $149,999 #
$150,000
55- to B
98503 | 64 Woman $199,999 #
$100,000
35- to B
98328 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
$25,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98501 | 74 Man $49,999 #
$75,000
55- to B
98512 | 64 Woman $99,999 #
$100,000
55- to B
98501 | 64 Man $149,999 #
35- Non- Less than HiHHHHEHH
44 binary $15,000 #
55- HEHHHHH
98027 | 64 #
$25,000
to B
99338 | 75+ | Woman $49,999 #
$150,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98501 | 44 Woman $199,999 #
$50,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98233 | 74 Man $74,999 #
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$100,000

45- to B
98501 | 54 Man $149,999 #
$25,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98502 | 74 Woman $49,999 #
$100,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98503 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
$15,000
55- to B
98512 | 64 Woman $24,999 #
$75,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98501 | 74 Man $99,999 #
$100,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98501 | 74 Man $149,999 #
$100,000
65- to B
98502 | 74 Woman $149,999 #
$75,000
55- to HEHHHH
98589 | 64 Woman $99,999 #
65- B
98223 | 74 Man #
$150,000
55- to HEHHHH
98022 | 64 Woman $199,999 #
$100,000
35- to B
98092 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
$200,000
35- to B
44 Woman $249,999 #
$100,000
55- to HEHHHH
98501 | 64 Man $149,999 #
$100,000
65- to B
98501 | 74 Man $149,999 #
65- Not HEHHHHH
98273 | 74 listed #
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$50,000

to B
98513 | 75+ | Woman $74,999 #
$150,000
to HEHHHHH
98546 | 75+ Man $199,999 #
$100,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98501 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
$150,000
45- to B
98513 | 54 Woman $199,999 #
$50,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98503 | 64 Woman $74,999 #
$75,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98501 | 64 Man $99,999 #
$15,000
65- to B
9506 | 74 Woman $24,999 #
$100,000
25- to HEHHHH
98501 | 34 Woman $149,999 #
$75,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98506 | 74 Woman $99,999 #
$150,000
55- to B
98328 | 64 Woman $199,999 #
$50,000
35- to HEHHHH
98502 | 44 Woman $74,999 #
$150,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98502 | 64 Man $199,999 #
$100,000
45- to B
98513 | 54 Man $149,999 #
$100,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98225 | 54 Man $149,999 #
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$50,000

65- to HHHHHHH
98225 | 74 Woman $74,999 #
55- HHHHHHH
98503 | 64 Man #
65- $200,000 HHHHHHH
98022 | 74 Woman or more #
$150,000
55- Not to HHHHHHH
98503 | 64 listed $199,999 #
$200,000
55- to HHHHHH
98512 | 64 Woman $249,999 #
$200,000
45- to HHHHHHH
98360 | 54 Woman $249,999 #
$100,000
65- to HHHHHHH
98503 | 74 Woman $149,999 #
$50,000
to HHHHEH
98022 | 75+ | Woman $74,999 #
$25,000
65- to HHHHHHH
98576 | 74 Woman $49,999 #
55- $200,000 HHHHEH
64 Man or more #
$25,000
55- to HHHHHHH
98506 | 64 Man $49,999 #
HHHHHH
98501 Man #
$100,000
to HHHHHHH
98223 | 75+ | Woman $149,999 #
$25,000
45- to HHHHHH
98501 | 54 Man $49,999 #
$100,000
45- to HHHHHH
98512 | 54 Woman $149,999 #
$100,000
45- to HHHHHHH
98513 | 54 Woman $149,999 #
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$150,000

25- to B
98391 | 34 Woman $199,999 #
55- HEHHHHH
98508 | 64 #
55- B
98512 | 64 #
65- B
98516 | 74 Woman #
$50,000
55- to B
98501 | 64 Woman $74,999 #
$75,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98251 | 44 Man $99,999 #
25- Less than HiHH
98225 | 34 Woman $15,000 #
$25,000
55- to B
98596 | 64 Woman $49,999 #
HEHHHHH
98501 | 75+ | Woman #
B
98501 #
$150,000
35- to HEHHHH
98010 | 44 Woman $199,999 #
$100,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98022 | 54 Man $149,999 #
$75,000
65- to B
74 Woman $99,999 #
65- $200,000 B
98221 | 74 Woman or more #
$150,000
35- to HEHHHH
98092 | 44 Man $199,999 #
$25,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98501 | 74 Woman $49,999 #
$100,000
55- to B
98501 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
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$25,000

to B
98589 | 75+ | Woman $49,999 #
$15,000
55- to HEHHHHH
64 Woman $24,999 #
$25,000
25- Non- to HEHHHHH
98104 | 34 binary $49,999 #
$75,000
55- to B
98321 | 64 Woman $99,999 #
$100,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98022 | 74 Woman $149,999 #
55- Less than HiHHHHEHH
98597 | 64 Woman $15,000 #
$25,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98508 | 64 Man $49,999 #
$75,000
65- to B
98501 | 74 Man $99,999 #
$150,000
55- to B
98501 | 64 Man $199,999 #
45- B
98022 | 54 Woman #
$100,000
55- to B
98501 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
$50,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98328 | 74 Man $74,999 #
45- HEHHHH
98501 | 54 Woman #
$25,000
25- to B
98513 | 34 Woman $49,999 #
$75,000
65- to B
98501 | 74 Woman $99,999 #
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$100,000

65- to B
98589 | 74 Man $149,999 #
$200,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98501 | 54 Woman $249,999 #
$15,000
to HEHHHHH
75+ | Woman $24,999 #
$50,000
25- to B
98338 | 34 Woman $74,999 #
$100,000
45- to HEHHHHH
54 Woman $149,999 #
$50,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98589 | 64 Man $74,999 #
$50,000
55- to B
98221 | 64 Woman $74,999 #
$25,000
65- to HEHHHH
98589 | 74 Woman $49,999 #
$150,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98501 | 44 Man $199,999 #
$25,000
45- to B
98580 | 54 Woman $49,999 #
$100,000
55- to HEHHHH
98022 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
$75,000
45- to HEHHHHH
54 Man $99,999 #
$150,000
98512 35- to B
-7507 | 44 Woman $199,999 #
$100,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98532 | 54 Man $149,999 #
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$100,000

65- to B
98532 | 74 Woman $149,999 #
$25,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98532 | 74 Woman $49,999 #
$75,000
45- to HEHHHHH
54 Woman $99,999 #
$150,000
45- Not to B
98532 | 54 listed $199,999 #
35- Non- Less than HiHHHHEHH
98589 | 44 | binary $15,000 #
45- Non- Less than HHHHHEH ]
98589 | 54 binary $15,000 #
$25,000
65- to B
98022 | 74 Man $49,999 #
$25,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98532 | 64 Woman $49,999 #
$100,000
55- to B
98516 | 64 Man $149,999 #
$50,000
65- to B
98072 | 74 Woman $74,999 #
$100,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98273 | 44 Man $149,999 #
$50,000
45- to B
98022 | 54 Woman $74,999 #
$150,000
65- to B
98022 | 74 Woman $199,999 #
$100,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98115 | 54 Man $149,999 #
$100,000
65- to B
74 | Man $149,999 #
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$100,000

45- to B
98501 | 54 Woman $149,999 #
$50,000
65- to HEHHHHH
74 Woman $74,999 #
$50,000
25- to HEHHHHH
98568 | 34 Woman $74,999 #
$15,000
25- to B
98513 | 34 Man $24,999 #
$75,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98501 | 54 Woman $99,999 #
$50,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98506 | 74 Woman $74,999 #
HEHHHHH
98282 #
$100,000
to HEHHHH
$149,999 #
$150,000
45- to B
98501 | 54 Woman $199,999 #
55- HEHHHHH
98570 | 64 #
$75,000
55- to B
98512 | 64 Man $99,999 #
HEHHHHH
#
$150,000
45- to B
98072 | 54 Woman $199,999 #
65- HEHHHHH
74 Man #
$150,000
65- to B
98092 | 74 Woman $199,999 #
$75,000
65- to B
98512 | 74 Woman $99,999 #
B
98501 | 75+ Woman #
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$50,000

65- to HiHHHHEHH
98579 | 74 Man $74,999 #
$100,000
65- to HiHH
98512 | 74 Woman $149,999 #
$50,000
45- to HiHH
98506 | 54 Woman $74,999 #
45- HiHH
98022 | 54 Woman #
HiHHHHEHH
98501 | 75+ | Woman #
55- HiHHHHEHH
98022 | 64 Woman #
$100,000
45- to HiHHHHEHH
98501 | 54 Woman $149,999 #
$200,000
45- to HiHH
I hop 54 Man $249,999 #
45- HiHHHHEHH
98589 | 54 Man #
$200,000
55- to HiHH
98272 | 64 Man $249,999 #
$100,000
to HiHHHHEHH
98501 | 75+ | Woman $149,999 #
$100,000
55- to HiHHHHEHH
98501 | 64 Man $149,999 #
55- $200,000 HiHHHHEHH
98513 | 64 Woman or more #
$100,000
65- to HiHH
98579 | 74 Woman $149,999 #
65- HiHHHHEHH
98220 | 74 Man #
55- HiHHH
98502 | 64 Man #
$75,000
55- to HiHHHHEHH
98502 | 64 Woman $99,999 #
HiHH
#
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$25,000

65- to HHHHHHH
98576 | 74 Man $49,999 #
55- HHHHHH
98232 | 64 Woman #
$75,000
55- to HHHHHHH
98022 | 64 Woman $99,999 #
$150,000
35- to HHHHHH
98501 | 44 Man $199,999 #
$150,000
55- to HHHHHH
98022 | 64 Man $199,999 #
55- $200,000 HHHHHH
98512 | 64 Woman or more #
$100,000
55- to HHHHHHH
98512 | 64 Man $149,999 #
$75,000
45- to HHHHHHH
98506 | 54 Man $99,999 #
$100,000
65- to HHHHHH
98584 | 74 Man $149,999 #
$75,000
65- to HHHHHHH
98512 | 74 Woman $99,999 #
$100,000
55- to HHHHHHH
98092 | 64 Man $149,999 #
65- HHHHHHH
98221 | 74 Woman #
$100,000
55- to HHHHHHH
98512 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
$15,000
55- to HHHHHH
98584 | 64 Woman $24,999 #
$25,000
35- to HHHHHHH
98584 | 44 Woman $49,999 #
$100,000
45- to HHHHHHH
98501 | 54 Woman $149,999 #
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$50,000

18- to B
98022 | 24 Woman $74,999 #
$50,000
25- to HEHHHHH
98274 | 34 $74,999 #
35- B
98512 | 44 #
HEHHHHH
98501 #
$100,000
35- to B
98105 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
45- HEHHHHH
98512 | 54 Woman #
$100,000
25- to B
98516 | 34 Man $149,999 #
$100,000
55- to B
98506 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
$200,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98506 | 64 Man $249,999 #
65- B
98512 | 74 Woman #
$100,000
55- to HEHHHH
98512 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
$75,000
55- to B
98589 | 64 Woman $99,999 #
$100,000
55- to B
98232 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
$25,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98589 | 44 Woman $49,999 #
35- B
98589 | 44 Woman #
$100,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98589 | 54 Woman $149,999 #
$75,000
25- to B
98501 | 34 Woman $99,999 #
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$50,000

55- to B
98589 | 64 Woman $74,999 #
$100,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98516 | 74 Woman $149,999 #
$100,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98501 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
$50,000
55- to B
98512 | 64 Man $74,999 #
$50,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98589 | 44 Woman $74,999 #
$50,000
55- to HEHHHHH
98589 | 64 Woman $74,999 #
$100,000
45- to B
98589 | 54 Woman $149,999 #
$100,000
55- to HEHHHH
98589 | 64 Man $149,999 #
$200,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98579 | 44 Woman $249,999 #
$50,000
to B
98589 | 75+ | Woman $74,999 #
$75,000
65- to HEHHHH
74 Man $99,999 #
$75,000
65- to HEHHHHH
98387 | 74 Man $99,999 #
65- HEHHHHH
98579 | 74 Woman #
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Multi-

Racial
(Caucas
ian,
African,
Middle
Eastern | $50,000
45- , and to HEHHHH
98513 | 54 Woman Asian) $74,999 #
$100,000
25- to B
98512 | 34 Man $149,999 #
45- Less than HiHH
98503 | 54 Woman $15,000 #
$15,000
65- to B
98506 | 74 Woman $24,999 #
$100,000
35- to HEHHHHH
98512 | 44 Woman $149,999 #
$50,000
25- to HEHHHH
98576 | 34 Woman $74,999 #
$150,000
35- to B
98501 | 44 Woman $199,999 #
35- HEHHHH
98579 | 44 Woman #
$75,000
35- to B
98501 | 44 Woman $99,999 #
$25,000
25- to HEHHHHH
98589 | 34 Woman $49,999 #
$25,000
25- to HEHHHHH
98512 | 34 Woman $49,999 #
$100,000
55- to B
98512 | 64 Woman $149,999 #
$150,000
45- to HEHHHHH
98579 | 54 Man $199,999 #
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Appendix C: Online open house guestion responses and comments
*All comments are included exactly as submitted by the user

Greenfield sites: Skagit County Northwest

Question: Should the state consider Skagit County Northwest | Number of Percent of
as a location to site a new airport? responses responses
Yes 705 12%

Yes, but only if environmental impacts, including noise and 654 11%
emissions, can be mitigated

No 4,633 77%

Please provide any explanation you wish to share

"population served" and "accommodated passenger demand" unsuitable - what's the point?
*Noise pollution

*Huge environmental impacts

*Skagit is known for its fertile farmlands and is a huge producer. The farmers ( some multi
generational) rely on this .

*Wildlife impact from noise and air pollution

*Existing airports in Bellingham and *Everett that could be utilized more if more flights were
available and it didna€™t cost twice as much to fly from them,

*Very likely to flood or be impacted by snow
1) Loss of precious farmland.

2) Additional impervious surface would push water into low lying farmland and homes

3) Major disruption to rural nature of the county.

1) Not needed! There are airports in Bellingham, Everett, and Seatac. Improve transportation to
existing airports. 2) This is prime farmland! Dond€™t destroy the ecological balance of this unique
area.3) This would negatively impact residents, businesses, and tourism.
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1. For Thurston County Central: The Thurston County Central site evaluation neglects to take into
consideration Wolf Haven International, rare mounded and other rare prairie lands that would be
destroyed, as well as the site's proximity to historic Millersylvania State Park.

2. For Thurston County South: The Thurston County South site evaluation doesn't note that an airport
there would destroy the peace of historic Millersylvania State Park and obliterate the West Rocky
Prairie Wildlife Preserve with its rare prairie habitat and endangered species.

1. Limited population served. Based on the study, it is too far from major populations.
2. High production agriculture area. Much of the farm production is in this fertile area.

3. Much of this available land is protected from flooding by dikes and may be subject to higher water
levels in the coming years.

4. This location may also be in conflict with existing flight paths for Bellingham International, Seatac,
Whidbey Island Naval Airbase, and other regional airfields.

5. This is a major migration destination for migrating birds and also several heron rookeries.
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1. We have some of the best agricultural land in the country and until the glaciers melt we have water
for irrigation. The country is losing agricultural land to development and climate change with no
consideration for food production. Skagit County should be out of bounds for an airport.

2. We already have one airport. Plus the Bellingham airport is only a 40 minute commute and very
convenient.

3. The Skagit River Valley is a fragile ecosystem. It is the only river that supports all 5 species of
migrating fish. Our Salish Sea orca are already struggling to survive due to decreased availability of
salmon. We do not need aviation fuel and chemicals to eliminate fires contaminating the soil we
depend on for food production or the waterways that sustain threatened and endangered species,
and support the shellfish we harvest for food.

4. Do you realize that the entire month of April is the Skagit Valley Tulip Festival bringing stop and go
traffic to the farmlands?

5. We already have fighter pilots creating a great deal of noise over our homes. It frightens my
granddaughter who either cries or rinsvin the house to hide. Goodness knows the impact on wildlife.

6. This area is a major bird migration route and home to many wintering species including trumpeter
swans, snow geese and eagles. There are also 2 great blue heron rookeries near the proposed airport
sites in Skagit County. Increased air traffic will have a very negative impact on our bird populations
that have already seen their numbers drop by 50% in recent years.

7. Why add to the major flood problem we have? It makes no sense at all.
1. Your airport will flood.

2. This is some of the most fertile farm land around. People NEED to eat.

3. Bellingham and Seattle have airports. Expand what we already have.

A commercial airport would destroy the natural beauty of Skagit County. Natural beauty is valuable.
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A friend sent me a direct link to this survey. These tables are impossible for me to read. What do the
colors mean? Does orange/red in the 'population served' row mean that the majority of people
served would be beyond a 90-minute drive via car/bus? Assuming green = good and orange/red =
bad.

What the heck are these different layouts? There is no description of the various layouts in this
survey. What criteria did y'all use to determine these levels of impact? How did you decide what
would disproportionately/negatively affect communities of color?

As a brown woman living in Seattle, my understanding is that many of this region's most diverse zip
codes are already located 'near' Sea-Tac International Airport (certainly within a 90 minute
drive/public transportation commute, according to a brief perusal of Google Maps). Another Google
search reveals that some of the most low-income zip codes in WA state are already within a 90
minute commute of Sea-Tac. Who are you really looking to 'serve'? Who are you conveniencing and
who are you inconveniencing?

Stop building stupid shit in poor Black and brown communities. Stop polluting the land that we
literally live on. Stop pretending that our needs and desires mean less than those of people who are
more affluent. Stop fooling yourselves into believing that you're being good and benevolent.

Perhaps I'm wrong, but I'm pretty confident that none of these proposed areas come anywhere near
to negatively affecting the most affluent communities in the state. Poor BIPOC will/can figure out how
to travel should they need to. People with the means to travel for leisure should be prepared to be
minorly inconvenienced so that people with fewer means can have some peace and quiet in their own
homes. It's clear to me that y'all just wanna make things easier for people with money.

Reconsider your criteria and then ask yourselves who would truly benefit the most from having a new
airport 'nearby'. In my experience, | usually have to pay a premium to fly out of smaller airports, so |
might as well take the Light Rail and/or bus to Sea-Tac to reduce the cost. | can pay $5 to get on the
Light Rail and make sure that | allot 40-ish extra minutes for my commute, or | can pay an extra $100+
to get on a flight an a 'closer' airport. Which option do you think most 'low-income' people would
prefer?

It's not rocket science. Also, just to reiterate, this survey sucks. Y'all suck, and I'm tired of being
reminded that the government and its crony arms does not give a single shit about BIPOC
communities. 1'd ask you to do better, but you've made it abundantly clear that that's an impossible
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ask.

Also, it's mega-gross that your only options for responses are 'yes', 'no', and 'yes, but only if we don't
harm the environment'. What the fuck? What about the literal PEOPLE who live in these places???
What about 'yes, but only if we take steps to mitigate the negative impact of this project on the land
and the people who call this place home.' | can tell that white people approved this survey. Y'all need
to re-examine your privileges and biases. Fuck, man.

A horrible idea. We don't need it. We need to save our arable land for future food production.

A large airport built in the Skagit Valley would totally and completely change the entire essence and
soul of Skagit County, not for the better. It would turn the Skagit Valley into exactly the opposite of
what it is now. It would take a quiet and beautiful valley and turn it into a loud, traffic filled, concrete
slab. Preserving the Skagit Valley is worth the inconvenience of having to drive to Bellingham or
Seattle to fly. Please don't pick Skagit. Anyone who has spent significant time living there knows this
would be the opposite of what the Skagit Valley is.
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A large airport would absolutely ruin everything that makes the Skagit Valley unique, from its rare
Western Washington farmland including tulip fields, to its rural quiet, to its scenic beauty, to its
tourist appeal, to its history and culture and relative safety. What a horrible idea, especially when
there are already airports in Bellingham and Everett. Plus it floods, as ita€™s supposed to, which is
partly why so many birds use the Skagit Valley for migration and winter habitat. Are you nuts? This is
such a ridiculous idea. Have you actually spent any time in the lower Skagit, witnessing how previous
and vital it is?

A larger airport in the Skagit area would be a great service to many around the area that have to drive
down to Seattle to take a flight. Driving 20-30 minutes instead would be a great accommodation for
the Skagit/San Juan Islands and surrounding areas.

A major airport here will be too close to environmentally unique and sensitive areas -- especially the
San Juan Islands as well as the North Cascades. Plus this is some of the most productive farmland in

Western Washington. Not a good use of this land. Not worth the impact on unique nearby natural

areas.

A major airport here will be too close to environmentally unique and sensitive areas -- especially the
San Juan Islands as well as the North Cascades. Plus this is some of the most productive farmland in

Western Washington. Not a good use of this land. Not worth the impact on unique nearby natural

areas.

A new airport would damage the environment and the community in that rural area, already full of
farms, natural areas, and small towns. The area already is dealing with flood issues. One word
describes this suggestion: DISASTER.

A significant number of properties in the proposed Skagit Northwest site are protected from
development with conservation easements. It is located in the floodplain, therefore subject to
flooding. The Skagit and Samish River floodplains provide habitat to threatened and endangered
species including coho and Chinook salmon. The proposed location is home to many birds protected
under the Migratory Bird Act. The proposed site is within Prime Agricultural land, a valuable resource
that will become more scarce with the effects of climate change. The proposed location would
displace many farmers who provide food for the entire nation.

A. You'd destroy skagit county or another beautiful rural place which | know means little to you but it
should.

B. Expand services in Bellingham and Everett instead jokers.

a€0ed€| would be a challenge to develop without significant flood concerns. Its location is further
than a 90-minute drive for most population centers.a€a
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Ability to accommodate a bigger population

Absalutly not, it is home to a lot of wildlife and will effect so much of the food supply chain locally and
internationally, it3€™s right where a school is and a town and in a prestine farming area.
Absolutely not

Absolutely not a good place because of the impact on nature like the many migrating birds, like snow
geese that stop in Skagit. The entire Skagit valley is a tourist attraction for its natural beauty an airport
and air traffic would take away from this for residents and the many people who travel/vacation
here. Also the pollution being introduced from construction and increased traffic would negatively
impact Salmon because of increased pollution in water runoff.

Absolutely not there are 2 airports 30mins away going north and south. We do not need or want a
airport in skagit county

Absolutely not under any circumstances.

Absolutely not! An airport would destroy prime farmland, negatively impact a vital watershed for
salmon recovery, erase the rural character and scenic beauty of one of the most beautiful areas in
Western Washington.

Absolutely not! Dona€™t take anymore farm land!

Absolutely not! Is nothing sacred anymore? Keep our farmland and out county the beautiful place
that it is! This will only negatively impact citizens lives who have dedicated their lives to this beautiful
place.

Absolutely not! Long time Skagit residents, and with Bellingham airport, Payne field and SeaTac all
within 60-90 minutes away we do not need another airport right in the middle. Also, these lands are
essential migrating lands for birds of many species each year. There are major environmental impacts
that building a new airport would take. That farmland is an essential part of the Skagit valley, we are
not a big city and we dona€™t want to be!!!! Leave airports in the big cities!!

Absolutely not! Negative impact to environment noise and drainage.

Absolutely not! Precious farmland is at considerable risk.

Absolutely not! The impact on the beautiful skagit landscape would be devastating for the wildlife.
Keep Washington beautiful!l NO AIRPORT

Absolutely not! This a farming area that is home to many migrating birds.

Absolutely not! This is a hugely important area for bird migration and agriculture and should not be
impacted by a giant airport.

Absolutely not! This is totally unique farmlands, wetlands, animal and residential area. This would
destroy Skagit county. It is unneeded as well, since Bellingham and Paine fields are established,
effective airports

136 | Page



Absolutely NOT! This would ruin our town, my husband is an engineer and we would with certainty
leave the state of this happened, Bow is so beautiful please dona€™t ruin it! NO one local would use
this it would be people from mikes away coming, please dond€™t do this. | have lived in Skagit my
whole 32 years of living. This would be the last straw to make us leave the state

ABSOLUTELY NOT!!! WTH is wrong with you??!! Thata€™s one of the premier birding areas in the
world. THE WORLD! We dona€™t need it. We have Bellingham international we have Skagit regional.
Thata€™s all we need up here. You would be the absolute worst thing you could do to Skagit County
and destroy what little farmland we have left and natural areas people live up here for the serenity
and they are willing to drive to Seattle for an airport. Property values would also plummet in addition
to the absolute and unnecessary destruction waged on the lands.

Absolutely NOT!!!!I This is a pristine area of WA state. The noise, traffic, congestion and accelerated
growth would be devastating to us. Also keep congestion closer to Seattle. There are not many areas
like ours left.  Skagit County resident.

absolutely not, this is a location that would destroy the ecosystem, farming etc
Absolutely NOT.

Absolutely not. This area is farmland and should remain so. It would impact traffic that is already
congested. We have a airports in Everett and Bellingham that are 30 minutes away.

absolutely not. Keep skagit farmland. DO NOT SEATTLE OUR TOWN PLEASE.

Absolutely not. These farmlands and ecosystems are invaluable to our state and the communities in
it.

Absolutely not. This land should be preserved. Stop pushing animals out of their homes, and this
would also bring alot of unnecessary traffic to the area.

Absolutely not. This would impact our food, the farmers and families, our tourism and the wild life.
Absolutely not.....Develope pain field to handle the extra traffic
Absolutely notd€| the pollution of the jet fuel alone on our beautiful farmland and bays, make it a

very poor choice. | dona€™t believe you would serve enough people. Maybe expand the Bellingham
airport.
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Absolutely ridiculous even as a "narrowing" choice. Over 50% of the "flat" properties are farms
protected by permanent conservation easements. You'd be doing a whole lot of extremely unpopular
eminent domaining to get those properties. It is one of North America's most important wintering
bird flyways. Not really a good mix with airplanes. Padilla Bay (marine area adjacent) is the largest
eelgrass meadow in USA and critical for endangered species- we have spent a long time protecting it
and keeping it clean; It is pretty much entirely in the floodplain and about every 5th years it floods
from water backing up elsewhere that is diverted here and sits for months (thus a great bird area). It
is a huge wetlands from Oct-March. And finally- why drive all the way here for passenger service
when you could fly out of Everett or Bellingham?? This one was done by the most cursory of ranking- |
would not pay a consultant for this level of work myself. Really poor.

Active use farmlands, urbanization will follow and destroy farmlands

Adding an airport of this size would destroy much needed farmland and the character of Skagit
county. This is a horrible location!

Adverse effects on agriculture and assure quality will result

Adverse impact on farmlands and community in general.

Agricultural land is too valuable and toxic fuel pollution would damage the aread€™'s crops, rivers,
fisheries.

Agricultural land. Wildlife area. Environmental impact.

Agriculture

Agriculture will lose its critical mass as far as total acres go. All the systems that supply the ag
community will leave soon after.

Fertilizer companys, equipment dealers, ag banks, small business suppliers eta

Also Skagit County will lose its identity

agriculture community with strong farming history
Agriculture impact, bald eagles have numerous nests in area
Agriculture land loss, flood plain

Agriculture land more than 90 miles from Seattle population.
Agriculture too important.

agriculture, birding, flooding, close to salt water, residential/rural living, not commercial
Ah! Isn't this Canada?

Airport already there - damage that would be done to all the different bird populations.
Airport in Bellingham already, also Paine field.
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All color coding should provide a legend on the webpage where ita€™s displayed.

No, focus on building efficient travel to the existing airports letting the capacity limits just be a limiting
factor - those vested in opting for airline travel can just plan ahead until there is an available flight.
Yes it4€™s degradation of quality of life just like the ever increasing need to pay S to be someplace,
anyplace or plan ahead and wade thru bureaucracy to access free experiences (l.e. pre-permits to
access the decreasing a€"wilda€™ areas) and the physical and mental health issues with the proximity
and monotony of overcrowding.

Again focus on building efficient travel to the existing airports, a better invention for long range travel
and an economy culture that is not dependent on a constant infusion of vastly more people than the
earth can hold with or without their consumptive throwaway attitudes. Get smart. Fix the problem
and quit encouraging it to spread

All considerations would be negatively impacted

All of Skagit County is prime bird migration area, including huge flocks of over wintering snow geese
and trumpeter swans. The birds have used this flyway for tens of thousands of years. They won't stop
if an airport is built there. The chance of bird strikes on airplanes is huge! These are huge birds, too, so
it could be catastrophic. An airport would disrupt nesting sites. It would be easily challenged by the
Bird Migration Act. It is also too rural to be supported by passengers, to make enough money to stay
open. Locate a new airport on Joint Base Lewis McCord, so politicos from Olympia could use it as well
as Tacoma, Olympia residents, and many more (to the south) instead of SeaTac. IF you can get a joint
use situation at Lewis-McCord, it would save money, also, to build it there. Residents south of
Olympia have to either drive north to SeaTac or south to Portland for flights---both are long distances.
If you put it on Lewis-McCord, you will not be disrupting environmentally sensitive environments.

All of the reasons: population impact, environmental impact, financial impact, noise etc.

Almost every spot in the highlighted circle floods every single winter... seems crazy as a location for an
airport. Also this is an extremely important area for overwintering waterfowl, it is one of very few
areas left in Western Washington where large flocks of snow geese, trumpeter and tundra swans, and
a multitude of duck species congregate. It is also one of the most common stopover locations for rare
birds like prairie falcons and sandhill cranes.
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Already a comfortable distance from Bellingham or SeaTac airports; commercial air traffic would
threaten many migratory bird populations; and most importantly, Skagit farmland, being among the
most fertile in the world, should not be paved over in order to expand commercial air travel
infrastructure. 3€|why the hell would we spend money expanding commercial air travel
infrastructure at this moment in time, considering the state of the word? Take a train to Seatac or
Bellingham.

Already an airport in skagita€| improve and use that one!

already an airport there. Keep farmland farming.

Already blasted with growler noise.

Already dealing with military aircraft. Enough is enough

Already have a regional airport close by, no need for a bigger one.

Already have airport in Canada

Already have Bellingham and Skagit Airport

Already have Bellingham as an option that is close.

Already have the Skagit Airport at the Port of Skagit, wetlands and bird migration flight pattern area
Already near a regional airport. Residents are used to it.

Already near existing Skagit Regional and to far outside of Seattle to serve any meaningful passenger
service, though might be able to fulfill some cargo service

Already overcrowded transportation areas and reducing native wetlands/ farmland would be wrong j
Already served by Payne.

Already too noisy with air traffic from Whidbey NAS and Anacortes airport. Would disturb wetlands in
proposed area as well.

Already within 90 min of Bellingham and would negatively impact snow geese too much

An airport and the surrounding support businesses would hurt the agricultural community in Skagit
Valley. Our family farms have enough difficulty without throwing an airport up in the middle of it.

An airport at this site would ruin the quality of life for thousands of people, and impacts lands, waters
and other resources important to multiple native american tribes. It would also severely degrade a
world-renowned migratory flyway, destroy critical wintering habitat for tens of thousands of birds,
eliminate countless acres of rich farmland, and negatively impact several salmon species.
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An Airport does not fit in with the rural farming culture, would damage migratory bird habitat along
with the impact it would have on the flood plain that sustains farming which would impact food
production for not only the county, country but world. New flight patterns would impact already
established patterns from Bellingham airport, SeaTac and Skagit Regional, not to mention NAS
Whidbey. There are other areas that could be expanded with MUCH less impact to the environment
and to the rural integrity of the Skagit Valley! This would be a horrible decision that cana€™t be
reversed once the damage has been done. | am a resounding NO on this site!

An airport here would detract from the area. There are 3 airports already in proximity. 4, including
Vancouver.

An airport in no way aligns with the interests, values and lifestyle choices of this Skagit Valley
community. We would consider this to me a remarkably short sighted mistake. This valley represents
rural, agrarian, and quiet environmental beauty, and does not choose to support detrimental impacts
by an international airport. This is not in line with our community vision or historic heritage.

An airport is not wanted or needed at this location. The farmland is much more important, plus this
would disrupt seasonal bird migration as well as marine life just off the coast during approaches and
take offs.

An airport of this significance would destroy our farmlands, our eco system our bird population and
rivers and streams. We do not need another airport.

Work within the boundaries of the airports we have.

If everyone is so concerned about a 4€cecarbon footprint d€ce then this is certainly one you dona€™t
want.

Jim Cannon.
An airport of this significance would destroy our farmlands, our eco system our bird population and
rivers and streams. We do not need another airport.

Work within the boundaries of the airports we have.

If everyone is so concerned about a 4€cecarbon footprint a€ce then this is certainly one you dona€™t
want.

Jim Cannon.

An airport of this size does not belong in skagit county!! With how much wetland and agriculture is
reliant on skagit county putting in an airport would destroy our community!

An airport on that scale would affect more than the environment. Traffic, reduced farmland, and
more would be a problem. We already have Bellingham, Paine, and SeaTac airports in Northwest
Washington. Make them work better, dona€™t add another.

141 | Page



An airport would destroy the community.
An airport would destroy the farmland.

An airport would destroy the tourist industry, that is attached by the beauty, by the birds, by the
artists.

An airport would destroy all of that.

An International Airport would be a HUGE MISTAKE in Skagit County. We already have small regional
airports. Bellingham has an international Airport, what would be the point of putting another airport
so close? Everett also already has an airport. Why not expand that one? Skagit County has worked so
hard to preserve its farmlands and now the state wants to take it away to import more people here.
Why? Do you really want to be like New York City? Do you think the crime will go down? Do you think
that drug addicts will remarkably become sober to work? You are all incorrect. Please think before
you act.

anacortes, la conner burlingtojn and mount vernon are all artisan based working class people. there
isn't enough traffic for that large of an airport as well as the road infrastructure with a two lane road.
A loud busy airport would not meet anyone's needs in skagit county nor would it help any of the local
businesses thrive. a snohomish county is much better for traffic levels, better off the i-5 and visual
aspects have tucked away patches with more trees.

Animal habitat should be kept

annual flooding area

Another route for airplanes to interfere with the huge population migrations of snow geese and other
birds, not to mention that we are already loaded up with military jets with pilots-in-training nearly 20
hours a day. Also, we do not need to waste farmland for tarmac. Plus there is not a large enough
population up here that needs to have a massive establishment added to the already present airport
just off HWY-20. Another commercial airport up here is hard to believe. Ridiculous! Impact studies
mean nothing to me, since they do not take anything near to individuals' real needs; airplanes are
about a passe' as golf anymore. No more tarmac just like no more golfing greens with all their
pollution. The Skagit Regional Airport is enough, thank you!

Any construction within the area being considered for Skagit runs a high risk of impacting agriculture,
crucial wetlands, or both.
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Any major loss of farmland in Skagit County is unacceptable! It is the last functional agricultural area
in western Washington. There are also many birds (swans, ducks, geese, raptors) that winter there.
Very unsafe for a regional airport located in prime wintering habitat. It is also an area that floods fairly
frequently from the Samish River.

Are y'all crazy with greed?! We can't even handle the existing issues like the insanity of Tulips and you
want to add MORE traffic and MORE pollution (noise and air) and all for the sake of...lemme
guess...MORE MONEY. Greed is gross. Stop catering to corporate interests or some future tax base
and start focusing on helping the actual people who live here already.

Are you guys serious??? Airport complexes of this magnitude are best positioned to serve dense
population centers. Skagit county has a focus on rural, agricultural and natural environment
resources. This would be a terrific way to encourage urban sprawl and excessive car traffic. Take
Skagit county off your list NOW!!

Are you kidding me? Skagit is already overpopulated and farmland is being turned into housing all
over the place. This isna€™t a big city, please dona€™t pull big city people into our area up here.
Are you kidding me???? This is absolutely an awful idea

Area has mts and saltwater marches.

Area impacted by Navy planes from Whidbey already.

Area is already congested and cannot support the amount of traffic the airport would bring.

Area is already impacted by air traffic from Skagit Regional Airport

Area is rich in farmland and lacks adequate I-5 infrastructure

Area is very flood prone, already productive and important for agriculture (which is a much safer use
of floodplain), and too far from seattle

Areas in red.

As a farming community with protected wetlands and limited roadways, skagit county is not a
favorable or realistic area for an airport. i5 north is already very congested and many people who live
here value the small town feel

As a lifelong resident of Skagit County, | believe people stay here or move here to be in a rural farm
region, not a population center. We love our farmland and we don't need a major airport when Sea-
Tac is only 90 minutes away.

As a resident of Skagit county for 27 years this is something | would NEVER want in our area. We are a
agricultural farming area. Where it would go will kill the agricultural we have here. Please in this valley
do not want it to turn into Seattle, Tacoma and Everett. Leave Skagit county ALONE

As a resident, | am strongly opposed to placement of any regional commercial service airports in
Skagit County. We have worked hard to support land preservation for both agricultural and other
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conservation programs. Our agricultural economy is critical to the County and | urge the Commission
to reject the Skagit sites.

As a supporter of local agriculture and small business that develops from that agriculture, in addition
to being a lifelong birder and recent Skagit Valley transplant, | am totally opposed to the
consideration of Skagit Valley as a potential commercial airport location. Not only would an airport
disrupt and permanently alter the agricultural landscape and families and industries those lands
support, but it would also be a terrible blow to the migratory and resident wild bird populations,
which are recognized as significant and both scientifically and economically valuable assets to the
region. The Northern Puget Sound Lowlands account for 10% of the land in WA State yet 80% of all
wintering waterfowl in WA are recorded here. This is a Critical Bird flyway.

Not to mention that the proposed sites are contained within conservations easements with
insufficient space for runways, and both sites routinely flood and are vulnerable to sea level rise over
the next 100 years.

Please take the Skagit region off consideration for the propose commercial airport for the Puget
Sound region.

Thank you for considering my comments.

As someone born and raised in Skagit county | dona€™t see any benefit of having an airport over
keeping our wetlands/farmland/wildlife untouched. These proposed areas provide a large amount of
fresh produce to our state, as well as jobs and tourism for the Skagit County. These are some of the
most beautiful places in Skagit County. [t3€™s a travesty to me that this is even being proposed. There
are already large industrial and commercial areas in county where this could be built. Why not on the
existing airport? If thata€™s not large enough just stay out of Skagit County.

As someone born and raised in Skagit | see this as a travesty to propose these two areas. They both
provide a large portion of Washington states produce. Not only are both areas major lots of farmland,
they are also places that are homes to unique wildlife and beauty. Keep the urban sprawl out of
Skagit. Go somewhere else that is already developed. Leave Skagit alone.

As stated

Aside from destroying farmlands, wrecking a beautiful part of our county, exchanging peace for noise,
traffic and more pressure for housing when we're already short - what is the benefit??? Money???
For whom?? No. It's a terrible idea. Keep all of it in King and Snohomish Counties; they already suck.
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Attract way too many people to skagit
Bad idea for any number of reasons: 1 Inthe flood plain. 2 Still in the flood plain. 3 Still in the
flood plain. 4. Environmental damage in every direction.

Tell people to reduce recreational flying. 19% of CO2 comes from aviation. And it is delivered to
altitude where it is most damaging.

Stop building big ass airports. They are destroying the atmosphere and killing the planet. Wake Up.
Bad plan. There is not enough users per local area to justify adding another airport just a few short
miles from our two already existing local airports. These airports would then be pushed out of
business and abandoned? How bout the big green push? Pretty sure paving over viable farmland and
damming the nearby ecosystem spits in the face of any ecological morality. And why waste this much
energy and resources just to save potential users from driving an hour north or a hour and a half
south to get the same or better available connections. Not nearly enough gain to outweigh the
potential ramifications.

SAVE SKAGIT FARMLAND

PAVEMENT IS FOREVER
Bad weather will force planes to divert to Seattle anyway. Great farmland.
Bald eagle habitat, floodplain impact

Bald eagles and swans nesting grounds . Small community can not take the traffic .
Based on the information provided, | don't think this is the best site.
Beautiful farm area, leta€™s keep it that way!!

Beautiful land. Aready have Bellingham and Everett Airports. Leave our land, air, sea creatures be.
Because ita€™s the homegirls back yard

Because of Governor Inslee's Covid vaccination program, the State of Washingotn will likey
experience a 75 percent reduction in population by 2025. See:

https://www.thevoid.uk/void-post/deagel-2025-population-and-output-forecast-revisited-essential-
guide/ Already stillbirths in the U.S. among pregnant women are between 84 and 94 percent who
have taken the Covid Vaccination. See: https://rumble.com/vtngnp-military-whistleblowers-on-
miscarriages-and-infertility-rates-increase-afte.html So there will not be much of a next generation of
Americans. So where will all these people be coming from to form the demand for a new airport?
Please do your research into the millions and millions of deaths which are coming! Thus, any new
airport is a total waste of money, because there not be the increased population forecast, because of
Governor Inslee's Covid 19 vaccination program.
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Because our roads are already congested enough. We already have the options of SeaTac, Pain Field,
and Bellingham. All of us true Skagitonians are willing to drive to these locations. We don't need the
added population and noise here.

Because resources are already stretched too thin in this area

Because we're in the midst of a Climate Emergency, new and expanded airports shouldn't be planned
before technology has advanced and can be utilized to assure overall significant reductions in
aviation-related Greenhouse Gas (GHG) emissions.

State and local climate action plans must be adhered to if GHG reduction goals are to be achieved.
Unrestricted growth in aircraft operations seriously undermines such plans and goals.

Being a resident of Edison, WA. We are surrounded by noise from both the air and land with has
environmental impact on the community. Being a hotspot tourism town we have many tourist driving
fast through the town making it constantly busy. With that being said we have refinery that makes
noise and naval station practicing air drills overhead. | am not in favor for the airport. | am in support
for our farmers which would have huge impact on the agricultural community. We have a saying in
Edison d€oceno farmers, no fooda€x.

Bellingham & Everett airports are just over an hour away from each other. Another larger airport does
not seem necessary or worth the impact to the area.

Bellingham airport could be expanded as could Paine Field.

Please dona€™t wreck a beautiful part of our state, especially with the options stated above.
Bellingham airport is enough, look elsewhere we do not have room on our roads for that much traffic.
Bellingham Airport is still barely busy. skagit regional is already right there.

Bellingham airport is to the north and Everett to South, both by 30 - 40 min so doesn't makes sense
when those airports could be expanded upon instead.

Bellingham already exists. Add to that site

Bellingham already has an international airport and the Skagit Regional Airport can already support
this area.

Bellingham and Everett have airports that are big enough, or could be made big enough. Air travel
needs to be limited to reduce carbon emission, not expanded. This is another proposal that only
benefits the wealthy.

Bellingham and Paine Field are nearby.

Bellingham and Paine field work just fine. Look at building another airport over into eastern
Washington. Not to mention the small farming community you would put out of business.
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Bellingham and Paine have north end covered

Bellingham has an airport

Bellingham has one 25 miles away.

Bellingham International Airport already serves our needs.
Bellingham International Airport already serves this sector of WA

Bellingham International Airport and Paine Field Everett already exist. Western Washington and
Skagit County do not need more travel related infrastructure. More airport = greater carbon footprint.

Bellingham international airport is a great location and the air traffic and its only impacting the homes
and neighborhoods that are already used to it. This NEW proposed area is also iconic to Skagit county
for recreation and natural habitat for so many different animals. Keep Skagit Co. how it is.

Bellingham International Airport is already built and close by. Paine field is also an airport for Airlines.
Do not destroy our Skagit County. We here to get away from a rat race huge airport area. Do not
destroy what has been preserved as PNW and why people come here to visit. Flooding is another
huge concern. Expand Bellingham or no more airports in the PNW.

Bellingham is close enough!! We don't need a dirty Airport in rural Skagit County!!!
Bellingham is close enough, grow that airport

Bellingham, Everett and Seattle all serve this area. What is needed is rapid surface, water or road,
connections between the existing airports. We don't need another airport. Skagit is particularly
unsuitable because the sites are in floodplain, are productive agricultural areas and have substantial
acreage conserved for both agriculture and wildlife. Skagit County citizens have long been active in
preserving the environment.
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Besides my being in love with the flatlands in question | have many concern. 1. Wildlife habitat.
Thousands of birds live and migrate through this area. Not only would it impact these birds and force
them to find other habitat, there would be major conflicts as air traffic moved through the area.
Imagine a jet trying to fly through a flock of a thousand snow geese, or ducks or even sand pipers. 2.
negative impact on dwindling farmland rescources including above ground crops (potatoes, brocolli,
as well as oysters and clams. 3. Disruption of tourist and travel activities (tulip festivals, travel to the
coastal waters, state park camping. 4 Art activities...the area has been a destination for artists and art
seeking public for years. 5. Putting in a new airport here and facilities in this age of climate change
seems stupid. some of this ground is less than 10 feet above high tide mark. Already the area has
become prone to tidal and river flooding and when combined the floods can cover a greater part of
the area. We need less, not more of this kind of growth that does not take into consideration these
and many more factors that make it unwise for the future of the people and wildlife populations that
make it such a special place. This applies to both the North and Southwest Skagit proposals.

Besides the flooding and other problems listed, this area is used by tens of thousands of snow geese
in the winter along with both tundra and trumpeter swans, tens of thousands of shorebirds and is a
major wintering area for numerous raptor species.

Besides the obvious environmental impact on this rich agricultural land, Skagit County is already
dismally behind in their infrastructure investment and the amount of traffic that an airport would
bring to this area simply cannot be accommodated. Nor do the residents of this area want that
amount of traffic. This is absolutely not the right place for another airport.

Better option is to use something closer to populated area. Plus with sea level rise this site looks
totally at risk. | believe it better

to expand Everett and make better use of Boeing field

Between Bellingham and Paine field, there are already enough airports in this area. Enlarging/
increasing service at this two seems more effective than a whole separate airport.

Bird and flooding hazards

Bird and wild life habitat, flood plane farm land. Thered€™s an airport in Bellingham and at Paine
Field.

Bird habitat, flood risk

Bird habitats would be destroyed

Bird populations are being impacted and this is a major waterfowl location. We need to keep the birds
we still have left for they ever are a part of the web of life that is all connected.
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BLl is a better choice for expansion
Boeing Field, Bellingham, and Everett are better options

Both of these sites have heritage farms and are home to many species of raptors, migrating birds, and
other wildlife. Chinook salmon have a strong run up the Samish River, and an airport would impact
these fish which are critical to southern resident killer whales. Additionally, the floods we have up
here would tremendously impact any proposed airport.

Both sites have significant conservation lands either on the sites or next to the sites. To build an
airport there's needs to be connecting roads and businesses to accommodate the poeple that would
work at the airport and around the airport. Skagit county does not have enough available
infrastructure. Due to the amount of protected farmland, nearby ocean, and rivers and streams with
protected salmon and spotted frog populations there are federal protections as well. Flooding will
always be a concern because (and this only happened last year) many rivers and streams that ARE
NOT in flood zones flooded past the necessary and legal buffers that are already adhered to. Not only
will the skagit sites continue to flood but there will always beany environmental factors that would
need to be considered due to climate change and other factors. Lastly, both skagit sites put many
communities of color off of the little available housing and jobs that they currently have. Farm land
provides housing and jobs for these communities. Farm land from Skagit county provides multiple
hundreds of millions in revenue to the county from produce and seeds. This is not an infinite resource
and with increasing food instability around the entire nation it is critical that we maintain our
farmlands, not only for our community, including persons of color, the livelihoods of an entire
county, but for the nation.

Both Skagit sites are blanketed in permanent conservation easements (CEG€™s), in place primarily to
protect prime agricultural land and open space. Other protected lands are paid for by state and
federal public funds for wildlife conservation, agriculture and open space to conserve some of the
most important fish and wildlife habitat in the western USA.

Bow Edison is a small, quaint town with charm and tourism that will be lost if an airport is developed
nearby.

Can't undo an airport and make it good farm land again. This would be a huge waste of soil.

Cause by the looks of the map it would be right where the farm that at work at is located.
Central location near Bellingham and closer to Canadian border!

Chehalis has an airport already. Why waste money building another one?

Chuckanut Drive

Close access to 15 & to Bellingham & Mt.Vernon.

Close enough to Paine Field

Close to I-5
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Close to i5 the better

Close to me for commuting

Closer to higher population density.
Consider Kitsap County

Considering the amount of water on the ground during the winter months throughout that area it
would be crazy to attempt to fill that much precious low lying farmland for a giant airport. Last year
much of the area looked like a giant lake. At times there was water lapping over both sides of Farm to
Market Road and the houses were on tiny islands in a shallow sea.

Cost to benefit ratio too high

Could be great for cargo.

Covering rich soil with concrete prevents carbon sequestration in the soil. The Skagit Valley is an oasis
of rich farmland and clean air. An airport would be environmentally damaging.
Critical flyway/path of migratory birds.

Contamination of largest marine estuary on west coast.
Farmland preservation.

Sensitive wetland ecosystem impact.
Critical salmon and duck habitat
Current land has too much community and social value as farmland

damage to the most lovely fertile unspoiled land that's a haven for migratory birds
Damage to wetland, wildlife habitat

Damaging to farmland and wildlife habitat
Dear Commission Members:

Building an airport on valuable farm land in Skagit Valley is a VERY BAD idea. With climate change
impacting farms all over our country, Skagit Valley agriculture is one of the very few places that has
yet to be hit by crippling droughts. We have to allow our farms to keep feeding people; keep
FARMLAND as productive food sources; we don't need an airport destroying the ecology of farms, not
to mention the value of the Skagit Valley to bird populations.

Thank you.

Kathleen Roche-Zujko
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425-289-6803

Dear officials: Consideration of airport sites in Skagit County ought to be removed from your plans.

The paving-over of vital farmland and critical habitat ought to have been removed from serious
consideration by now, given the abysmal effects of having done so multiple times in the Puget Sound
area.

Consider the effects on migratory bird (which have international treaties) flyways in the area; the
effects of salt water pollution and the detriment to shell and fin fish as a result of run-off from airport
runways.

Another reason for rejecting Skagit County as a proposed site for an airport is the fact that the two
areas proposed for discussion each are subject to frequent flooding.

There are also FEMA and National Flood Insurance restrictions on building and filling in floodway and
floodplain areas.

In addition, the difficult to predict travel times on the I-5 corridor between southern population
centers and Skagit County and the lack of a rail system between them and Skagit County will be a
serious deterrent to airport access.

There already exist multiple airports in the area: SeaTac; Boeing Field, AKA King County Airport; Paine
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Field; Bellingham airport.

Skagit County is right now subject to frequent fly-overs by Navy aircraft from NAS Whidby; there is
likely to be a danger of airplane collision if a commercial airport is constructed here.

If the lack of an additional airport is a detriment to increased travel in and out of this area we all will
just have to plan better and take our time.

Definitely dona€™t need one up North!!l Isna€™t there an airport in Bellingham or around that area
already anyways? We dona€™t need more traffic (or people for that matter) up North when there is
already enough as it isa€| this will cause so much issues and traffic and the freeway only has three
lanes once you come down the hill towards Conway too so it isna€™t accommodated for this type of
crap of having way more people traveling on it. Plus we dond€™t need our country/ farms ruined by
this and too many people being out there ruining peoples farms!!! The farmers dona€™1t need people
racing around out there especially when they are on the roads trying to farm (driving slow with their
tractors trying to work) and some idiot that has to hurry to make their flight causing accidents. And
1a€™m sure the farmers and people that live out there dona€™t want to hear all the noise either!
definitely not appropriate for our county

Definitely not! It will ruin the environment and impact travel in this area.
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Designated an Important Bird Area ( IBA ) as home to huge numbers of birdsa€ | including waterfowl,
herons, raptors and thousands of wimter- migrating swans and Snow geese, from Alaska and Siberia.
Destroyed environment and farmland.

Destroying agricultural land with pavement for people who dond€™t live here is a violation of human
rights.
Destroying valuable farmland

Destruction of farmland during supposed food shortages. Destruction of land used by migrating
waterfowl. Destruction of tradition of citizena€™s cultures, including Native Americans.

Destruction of highly productive agricultural land and habitat for birds. With sea level rise coming, this
subtidal area could end up under water by the end of this century.

Detrimental to environment. Negative impact on overwintering birds, including endangered species
Devastation to wildlife, wetlands, quality of life.

Developing this area would remove critical wintering habitat for tens of thousands of wintering
waterfowl, shorebirds, raptors, and songbirds, including bird species that are threatened or
endangered; pave over rich and productive farmland; ruin the lives of people who live and work in
that area by taking their land, leveling their homes, and destroying their way of life; eliminate
resources important to the lives of Native Americans; and obliterate salmon habitat.

Expand one of the existing commercial airports north or south of this location.

Development of another airport violates state requirements to preserve and protect farmland,
forestry lands, and critical areas!

Development of this facility would irreversibly change the landscape of the Skagit Valley, and cause
irreparable harms to the Samish River, which lies at the heart of the valleya€™s people, animals, and
economy. A new airport centered upon the delta of this basin threatens the protection and recovery
ESA listed Chinook salmon and steelhead. While largely agricultural today, these lands were
historically covered by riverine tidal and estuarine habitats Samish Rivers. Recovery of these types of
delta habitat are the core of the strategy to recover ESA listed Chinook salmon. The areas identified
by the CACC for a new greenfield airport have very much been under consideration as potential
restoration areas of delta habitat in order to support the rearing of additional Chinook smolt
necessary to move the species toward recovery.

Direct path for migratory birds. Will effect their living, routines, mating, etc. as well as the impact of
small aircrafta€™s flying from Skagit regional

Displacing farmland in Skagit County should not be considered when siting a new airport.
Disrupt path of migratory birds.
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Disrupting significant crop producing lands, doesn't serve target population, disproportionately
affects the Hispanic population that works in the farming area, located within migratory areas of snow
geese and trumpeter swans and other protected birdlife. Plus it's in a flood zone. What moron picked
this site?!

Disrupting too much farmland

Disruption to area, drop of home values and access already airports north and south.
Do not destroy our Skagit Valley farmland!!

DO NOT even think of putting an airport in Skagit County. This is the only pristine, noncomercialized
agriculture area left in WA. | moved out of King County because government couldn't control ruining
what was left of open land. Put it down south of King County if needed.

If plans are to place in Skagit | will support legal action against it.

Do not pave farm lands! Farms in this country are shrinking at an alarming rate. FOOD IS A BIG DEAL!
Bellingham is close enough.

Do not scar the beauty of the skagit valley. The small communities that exist here do not wish to be
subjugated to the constant noise and pollution of an airport. These lands are used for farming, and do
not need pollution harming our plants. Bellingham has an airport. Just go a little north.

Do not site airports in a low lying lahar zone; this is the epitome of gross negligence and really
boneheaded. Kind of like putting a nuclear power plant in a tsunami zone. Also, western Washington
has limited productive farm acreage for growing food which we cannot afford to lose to more
concrete.

Do not take more farmland from us.

Do not take our farmland. And there's already enough air traffic with NAS Whidbey Island.
Do we really need more airports? It seems unlikely

Do you folks have any idea that this is major flyway for migratory geese? The catastrophic bird strikes
alone would send jets plummeting into the ground!

Bad, bad choice! Don't do this, please!

Does not make sense when you have Bellingham and Everett with airports. Everett and Bellingham
neither on are that busy nor do they have direct flights to Alaska or Florida. | definitely would think it
is a very bad idea and would vote no!!!

Dona€™t do that shit fuckers

Dona€™t mess with our forest

Dona€™t ruin our town

Dona€™t take away farm land.

Dona€™t take away from the beautiful land!!!
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Dona€™t take farmland away. Plus if youa€™re this far north why not just expand BLI and make it
SeaTac size
Dona€™t want more business in this area and too far from Seattle.

Dona€™t you dare ruin history of our farmers and damage what they work so hard for as well as
losing so much fresher fruit and vegetable access. The state government is dumb enough, quit make
yourselves even more stupid.

Dona€™t you dare TOUCH our pristine farmland in Bow Edison. This place is pure magic. An airport
would destroy everything we hold dear.

Don't destroy farm lands, wet lands and wild life homes. Save the land, don't destroy it

Don't give up precious agricultural lands for another airport. Flood concerns are a huge issue, and the
red indicates that population is not served.

Don't go north of Seattle

Don't need another airport that close to the others anyways

Don't ruin a small community with a big airport. It's already going to hell from all the homeless. Don't
add an airport to further cause traffic and housing issues in the area.
Don't ruin our open air spaces and our farmland! KEEP OUT WSDOT!

Don't ruin our small towns! Snow geese and swans frequent skagit. It's a hot spot on their migratory
routes, that would be ruined by a massive airport

Don't ruin this place. We already have traffic issues and NO affordable housing.

Don't turn Skagit Valley into Kent Valley! Destroy what makes this area unique.
Due to the snow geese and trumpter swan migrations.

Eagles, snow geese, Arctic swans, osprey, kingfishers, hawks..natural wetlands to absorb
flooding....need | go on! Soon there will be no place for a peaceful walk, for animals to coexist with
us, for farmers to continue the agricultural production.

Ease of access, good road infrastructure in place.

Ecological damage to the migrating birds.

Effects migrating bird populations.

Emissions impacting temperatures and climate must be mitigated before expansion is considered in
any of these regions. Our bad decisions now will make life intolerable for our coming generations.

The science has not designed a model of green air travel yet.

Enumclaw area is not a good place to build. This is farm land and we have a lot of animals and
farmland it will disrupt

Environment damage to wetland, farmland, wildlife - especially bird migration.
Environment impact would be devastating to our county
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Environment justice is just the beginning of a long list of reasons NOT to put anything close to that
industry up in this area. Just go to the areas around sea-tac and take a look at the lack of natural
beauty and the anthropomorphic impact urbanization has. This area is detrimental to the Salmon as
well as other key stone species thriving and this would put all that work on its head.

Environmental and character of place impacts too great.

Environmental and flooding.

Environmental and infrastructure impacts will not be cost effective.

Environmental concerns

Environmental impact (salmon) and impact to local business, as well as negatively impacting some of
the most prime farmland in America.

Environmental impact as well as socioeconomic impact

Environmental impact is high and would ruin land for agriculture

Environmental impact is one. We in Skagit county work very hard to preserve our land. We do not
need the impact of another commercial airport when there is already one in Bellingham and one in
Everett.

Environmental impact too high, farmland is too valuable.

Environmental impact would be extremely negative. The surrounding infrastructure cannot handle
the existing traffic nor could it sustain the traffic to construct an airport.

Environmental impacts - The wetlands are delicate ecosystems supporting wildlife/birding that
tourists come from around the world to see. Think of all the birds that will be killed by planes. |
know my dad was FAA air chief in Seatac. This is not an inconsequential problem and you have one of
the richest birding areas in the world here. Please don't ruin it. If you have to think economic think of
the ecotourists who are going to be furious at the snow geese airstrikes and birds caught in propellors
and hit by cars. Owls have a huge problem with night traffic. | know as a wildlife volunteer.

Noise! Many of us are refugees from air traffic noise in Seattle, don't ruin what makes this
community rural/special. We already have a regional airport and Paine field is close enough.

Traffic - Bridges are needed to cross the river which will creates traffic bottlenecks and create even
more environmental impacts on a sensitive ecosystem
Environmental impacts including farm land disruption

Environmental impacts to Samish water shed; impacts to wildlife ( migratory birds, healthy bald eagle
population); impacts to agriculture; impacts to local lifestyle

Environmental issues and future climate change make this an unlikely choice.
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Environmental Justice flies in the face of the Title VI federal funding. If you are basing a major decision
on how it affects people, everyone is on that list. Not just BIPOC and poor. That is real
institutionalized racism. Allowing the government to choose winners and losers based on
Environmental Justice criteria.

Environmental justice: this location disproportionately impacts people who want to live a country
lifestyle. We moved to this area in skagit to be away from big city amenities like large airports.

Environmentally destructive, polluting, damaging to large extended area on land, in air and water!
Not justifiable! Not needed!

Even if land were purchased the sporadic and low air traffic of the crop dusters throughout the
regions farmland would be very disruptive. Additionally all of the alternate routes to major highways
are regularly taken over by oversized farm equipment.

Even if the drive would be a little longer mileage wide to head north for an airport pick up it would be
MUCH EASIER than driving south.

Everett & Bellingham is more than enough. This is an agricultural area and needs to remain that way.
Period.

Everett airport can handle this area just fine!

Everett already has an airport

Everett and Bellingham are both close enough

Everett and Bellingham serve the area adequately. Farmland, wildlife, and eat if living will be greatly
altered. The area floods significantly seasonally. | would consider these in incompatible land use

Everett now has airport and Bellingham has one as well.... If anything fund more improvements for
these two airports and give pilots raises... Make sure existing stock is safe to fly.

Every winter this area is flooded . Too close to small rural communities of Bow and Edison.

Existing airports like 2W3 that have land available around the runway to acquire.

Existing facilities can be upgraded to meet new technology requirements while continuing to support
older ones. By 2050 electric and alt fuel aircraft will radically change aviation, its infrastructure needs,
etc. a greenfield effort needs to anticipate these changes which will be very difficult to do given
extremely long building horizon for 25+ MAP site.

No greenfield site should be in consideration.
Existing I5 infrastructure can be used/expanded

Expand and utilize the existing airports in WA state. Think outside of the box.

Expand and utilize the Payne Field location. Farmland and Skagit soils are more valuable than
runways, more sustainable, and support the population by feeding it. Don't pave it!
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Expand Bayview Airport plenty of land up there to spread out existing facilities.
Expand Bellingham airport as needed.

Expand Bellingham, dond€™t ruin farm land and nature

Expand Bellingham. Skagit County needs to protect it's farmland.

Expand Bellinghama€™s airport

Expand Everett and potentially Arlington instead.

What if you instead invested funds into accessibility to existing airports. Shuttle?
expand existing regional airport

Expand Mukilteo Everett. Keep the farmland in Skagit County!

expand Paine field

Expand Paine field or Sea-Tac. Leave our farm areas alone. Most of Skagit & Snohomish Counties are
lower income and by building this you will increase values and cost the current citizens out.
Expand the Bellingham airport! No airports in Skagit!!!

Expand the Bellingham airport. It's already an established airport, may as well utilize it instead.
Expand the current airport. No need for more traffic in that are.
Expand the regional airport instead

Expanding the airport and utilizing the one already in Everett would make the most sense.

Expansion of Paine makes far more sense than new construction this close.
Expansion of services at the Bellingham airport would be better.

Explanation for all the proposed sites: Impacts of a new large scale airport on the west side of the
Cascades go far beyond the bullet points identified, including noise, traffic, loss of rural lands, and
irreversible changes to the surrounding community. In this era of climate change, we have to come up
with better solutions. A new mega airport, in any of the proposed locations listed, is not the right
answer.

Extreemly sensitive and important wildlife and waterfowl area

Families and agriculture thrive in Skagit Valley. This is not a place to ruin our rural landscape, air,
sound (plane noise) and additional traffic, thwart agriculture, tourism and affordability of a middle -
class lifestyle. Expand Bellingham's or Everett's airports, not add a new one to our small, rural
community. Also, with climate change, the flooding and impact on our community will be a struggle
and don't want nor need the hassle of a larger airport.

Far too much flooding. And right smack dab in the coolest, quaint little town that would be eternally
ruined. Our small town and the lives we dream for our kids, gone. Heartbreaking.

Farm fields are much needed and existing facilities can be used or upgraded.
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Farm land
Farm land

Farm land is crucial to the Skagit communities. The area outlined brings in tourists such as tulip
festival. To have an added airport to the already existing one doesna€™t make sense.

Farm land needs to be preserved. No farm, no food!

Farm land should be protected, potentially environmentally sensitive area along the samish river and
bay.

Farm land would be paved and flooding would be a constant concern

Farming and agriculture, impact on our eagle populations BAD IDEA all around
Farming and wildlife impacts are a great concern.
Farming community.

Road congestion has already become an issue. i-5 has a hard enough time accommodating the
population currently traveling/living in the area.

Farming has been the backbone of this community for hundered of years. Cement city, air pollution &
traffic that is brought along with an airport is just unnecessary. We are not Seattle. We are farmers.
Quit trying to ruin everything.

Farmland

Farmland

Farmland

Farmland and agriculture would be ruined in Skagit County, our businesses make money from that.
The freeway in Mount Vernon cana€™t handle that much traffic
farmland and flooding

Farmland and marginalized population are going to be severely impacted by this.

Farmland and other agricultural should be a priority. We need local food. Build in eastern WA.
Farmland impact, flooding problems, two great reasons to avoid this area.

Farmland in Skagit Valley is more valuable as farmland, everyone needs to eat, few really need to fly.

Farmland in this area is too valuable and irreplaceable. It would not be compatible with GMA.

Farmland is far more valuable than an airport. We have zero roads that can accommodate that
volume of traffic.

farmland is more important than transportation

Farmland is precious. Floodzone.
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Farmland is sacred and should be protected. There is a perfectly good air field in Bellingham that can
be used. Please please don't do this. Our valley is already going downhill. Mount Vernon and
Burlington are already overpopulated and full of crime. This will not fix it!

Farmland is too valuable to be covered with an airport. The Skagit valley is so beautiful with so much
wildlife. The noise from an airport would ruin it!

Farmland is valuable and incredibly important and the Skagit Valley has some of the most fertile

lands in the state. Many residents depend on their local farms for fresh healthy foods that are much
more affordable because they can buy directly from the farmer. Also, Skagit Country depends on
agricultural tourism (Tulip Festival, pumpkin farms) for funds and putting an airport right in the middle
of that would destroy that industry.

Farmland isn't "undeveloped" and needs to be protected

Farmland preservation is a higher priority

Farmland preservation should be a priority should be

Farmland protection corridor, should not be paved over and geese migration patterns put the
majority in the two skagit proposals making those sites useless for 4 months of the year as they are
swarmed by large flocks of protected migratory birds.

Farmland should remain farmland. They arena€™t making any new farmland and once ita€™s lost
therea€™s no getting it back. The flooding is a real concern and any flood control measures
shouldna€™t come at a cost to endangered and threatened species, nor increasing flooding near by.
How will the increase in carbon pollution be mitigated by the increase of air traffic?

Farmland that cana€™t be replaced

farmland, farmland, farmland! We need to keep our livestock calm and our farmland preserved to
harvest. Go south of Seattle, Centralia or someplace else!

Farmland, wetlands and wildlife would be too greatly impacted. HWY 20 and surrounding roads could
not accommodate excessive traffic.

Farmland. We need to grow food. Not have it be contaminated by jet fuel, etc.

Farmland. Bird habitat. No more airports needed. We need to feed ourselves and thata€™s what
farmers do!!! Maybe expand air service at existing places, like Paine Field.

Farmlands and marginalized people will be severely impacted. This is a form of environmental
discrimination.

Farmlands! Wetlands! Flood plains! Bellingham and Everett airports are within 30 mins of Skagit
county, why damage more lands?

Figure out your catchment area. If people are coming from Yakima and Tri-Cities, invest in better
flights to get them to fly out of PSC.
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First of all ita€™s farmland in second of all we dona€™t need any more airports. There are to many
airports: Bellingham, Everett, Seattle.

First we dona€™t need another airport, second the environmental impact would be terrible, the
traffic would be terrible.

First, | strongly disagree there is a need to the north with Paine Field and Bellingham already serving
this north region. Secondly, Skagit County has ordinances in place to protect farmland from
development and for good reason. Farmland is a precious commaodity and your planning scheme does
not address this landuse in any fashion. Extremely short sighted! Lastly, both the Skagit and Sammish
River watersheds are vital ecosystems with critical salmon and migrating waterfowl habitat already at
risk from human impacts. The proximity of the site to estuaries, wetlands and rivers is
unconscionable. This area is working hard to maintain and restore these systems and this sort of
development could be the proverbial final nail in the coffin. | find it incredibly disturbing that a state
study has failed to address so many other factors in their considerations. It truly seems focused on the
business side of things as though this plan is truly desired by its residents.

Flood / wetland mitigation is kind of a big deal, especially for a site more than 90-minutes from
population centers. Is this trade-off even worth it?

Flood and farm land with zero support for an Airport. It needs to be closer to Seattle where there is
supporting companies that are more aviation oriented..
Flood concerns and wetland impact

Flood concerns and why put an airport in and make that area so much more busy.
Flood concerns should prohibit the addition of such infrastructure.

Flood concerns, impact on farming and wildlife.

Flood dnger

Flood issues

Flood issues

Flood plain and projected to be more so in the coming years. Waterfowl migrate herein large
numbers, Extensive farmland that is needed as farmland. Probable environmental damage to shellfish
and sea life. Roads now are not adequate, or easily

upgraded without environmental harm
Flood plain area. Save farmland.
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Flood Plain impact needs to be considered along with impact of surrounding wildlife impact and run
off effect, clean water, clean air to impact of seafood, fish, shellfish, gathering of culturally significant
plants to local tribes as we as Tribal people culture have been impacted enough by growth. The trains
traveling through, the refineries, run off of pesticides, run off cows into our waters, along with many
environmental impacts onto us as a people tribal culture. We do not need to further add an airport
up here in a rural area. Keep this with King County area where already developed for such a business.
Please.

Flood plain, farm land protection, incompatible with the current population and character the county
has worked to protect

Flood plains

Flood plains require such extensive mitigation, that this site should not be in the running.

Flood plane - migrant birds- agriculture - samish river and Taylor shell fish oyster beds would be
disturbed .
Flood plane

Green space
Farming

Rural community
Flood risk

Flood risk and environmental impacts too high. Surrounding city infrastructure not able to support
such a high volume of traffic. Look at the tulip festival alone.
Flood risk and inadequate transportation infrastructure.

I-5 is already over capacity.
World important farm land that can not be replaced.

Keep the airport in Seattle Skagit is only a 75 minute drive to SEA
Flood risks are too high.
Flood risks in the area, may block access to the airport.

Flood waters, loss to agricultural land, Skagit county isna€™t somewhere people will travel to

Flood zone. If there were a dam failure on the upper Skagit River this area would be inundated.
Terrible location for a large airport. It would be extremely difficult to evacuate in a timely manner.
Bad idea.

Flood.

Flooding
Flooding
Flooding
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Flooding
Flooding
flooding and distance from potential passengers

Flooding and lack of people served makes this seem hardly like a legitimate option.
Flooding and migration corridor. Farm land

Flooding and too far from people

flooding and wildlife preservation

Flooding dangers

Valuable farmland would be lost and migrant latino farm workers would be adversely impacted
Flooding every year, sunami area. Agriculture land. The environmental impact to fish and birds.
NOISE. No, just NO.

Flooding is a continuing threar

Flooding is an issue, and it would be irresponsible to take away so much useful farmland. It would ruin
the rural area.

Flooding is frequent in this area, and is also productive farm land employing numerous lower and
middle income people. There is also already a small airport in the area, and Bellingham international
airport is 30 minutes away.

Flooding is going to get worse and worse each year. Dona€™t add to that issue

Flooding is only going to worsen with time in this region and there maybe Navy conflicts.
Flooding issues

Flooding must be strongly considered with global warming and the fact that that issue is only going to
be more of a problem in the future, especially along the Puget Sound. Population doesna€™t warrant
it in this location anyway.

Flooding risk, noise levels for people in the area, all of the birds that migrate here.

Flooding under current climate conditions is high. It will only get worse as the climate continues its
rapid warming trend. The impact to the local population would be catastrophic in all aspects of
culture and livelihood. Besides if people had to travel that far North, it would make more economic
sense to expand Bellingham airport to accommodate the increase rather than split the passenger
traffic between an existing, functiong airport and a new one that will generate economic and
environmental costs of construction.

Flooding would shut down the site in the winter and this is a tourist area that would negatively impact
tourism.

Flooding

Natural flyway for migrating fowl - snow geese, swan, ducks
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Area already impacted by Whidbey NAS air traffic noise

Flooding, impact migration of birds, farmland. Active volcano
Flooding, rural farming, migratory birds,

Several airports already nearby, preserving farmlands
Flooding.
Flooding. What about the salmon? Or the watershed. Not needed.

Flooding? Worry about roads, even if expanded, can't handle the increased traffic
Floodplain and proximity to Mt. Baker. Also farmland is involved.

floodplain concerns can not be mitigated

Floodplain impact & population served.

Floodplain

Both sites sit in 100-year floodplains. (The NW airport site is 86% in the floodplain. The SW airport site
is 96% in the floodplain.)

The Skagit is a large, dynamic river system and flood frequency and severity are predicted to increase
over time.

The Samish site floods routinely.

Sea Level rise: Both sites are extremely vulnerable to sea-level rise over the next 100 years.
Property Acquisition

Both sites are blanketed in permanent conservation easements (CEA€™s), in place primarily to protect
prime agricultural land and open space.

Other protected lands are paid for by state and federal public funds for wildlife conservation,
agriculture and open space to conserve some of the most important fish and wildlife habitat in the
western USA.

The majority of agricultural Conservation Easements are paid for by a conservation futures tax which
are community tax dollars. This is a popular program.
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Skagit has worked hard to keep its renown farmland intact - this goes counter to that. "Pavement is
Forever".

CE&€™s can only be undone by eminent domain which would be extremely unpopular.

There is not space between the conserved lands in these areas to put in up to three 11,000 ft
runways.

Environmental Factors

The Northern Puget Sound Lowlands account for 10% of the land in WA State yet 80% of all wintering
waterfowl in WA are recorded here. This is a Critical Bird flyway.

Largest Trumpeter Swan wintering population in Washington.

Over 20,000 shorebirds on Padilla Bay mud flats in winter.

Critical area for Brant and in particular Western High Artic Brant.

Samish Flats known for its high and diverse number of wintering raptors.

Padilla and Samish Bays support one of the largest known wintering populations of peregrine falcons
(Falco peregrinus) in North America.

Birds and very large airports dona€™t mix for safety reasons.

Skagit River system as a whole is in need of restoration, not more pavement and impervious surface.
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Would add pollutants in nearby waters

- Skagit River is most important river for native fish in Puget Sound

- Padilla Bay, second largest eelgrass area in USA- critical for juvenile fish and for food sources of
endangered Orcas

- Samish River- clean water essential for oyster industry; Orcas eat salmon from this river as well

- Skagit River major source of fresh water entering Puget Sound
Environmental Justice

Both Skagit and Samish sites are areas of significance for local Tribes and for the fish and wildlife they
co-manage.

Population make-up of Mt Vernon and La Conner meets environmental justice concerns published by
CACC.

Noise 4€“much of this area already subject to Navy plane noise.

How would this site be compatible with the Navy air space?
Population Served from These Areas

Their studies show neither of these areas substantially help meet future passenger needs as so far
from Seattle.

Floodplain, good agricultural land that needs to be preserved, SNOW GEESE and TRUMPETER SWAN
flocks--very incompatible with an airport!!!!

Floodplain, loss of farmland, destruction of a beautiful place

Floods
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floods and migrating geese

definitely a NO GO!!
Floods and preserving small farms and rural culture

Floods!!!! And Too close to a refinery and air traffic could be impacted by issues at the refinery.

Floods, flights over San Juan islands coming into land, orcas etc. Why dona€™t you consider more
east3€ | other side of I-5
Floods, too far north

Flyway for large wintering birds, Trumpeter Swans and Snow Geese. Large Eagle population. Very
popular Eco Tourism and organic farming area. Both would be adversely affected. Beautiful peaceful
rural area would also be adversely affected. Negative environmental impact. Flood plain would be of
concern. There is Bellingham airport and Paine Field close enough to serve area for transportation
needs. Make them slightly bigger rather than build a new airport in Skagit County.

Food production is going to be WAY more important than air travel. Skagit County is fantastic soil for
food production.
FOOD, FOOD, FOOD is the current and future best use for this fertile land.

The analysis fails to consider that this is a prime food-producing area, and give appropriate value to
agricultural uses.

Production of food is essential to human existence. No other use even comes close to being essential.

This is not undeveloped land. Itis already developed to its highest and best use - agriculture. There
is no other use, airport or any other, that can fully utilize the capacity of this flood-plain soil to
produce high quality food crops to sustain us and future generations.

An airport, with its ancillary services and future sprawling development will gobble up this critical
resource. An airport is clearly totally incompatible with the existing agricultural uses in the area.

You must Change the Terrain Impact and Incompatible Land Use colors on the chart to solid red. And
delete this site from any future consideration as an airport.
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Frankly I am shocked you would look at this important bird area, which hosts a significant number of
raptors, waterfowl, swans and geese over the winter months. In fact, the red tailed hawks caught at
SeaTac are transferred here to live out their lives, far from commercial aircraft. No. You should not
even have this site on your list of possibilities.

Fuck no

Fuck no. Leave Skagit Alone.

Fuck no. We can drive to Bellingham or Seattle. Keep that shit there. Skagit is a not a a€cecitya€l

Fuck no. Why the fuck would you take good producing farm land away for an airport. Incredible dumb
fucking idea.

Further develop BLI if you want to be this far north. This area is farmland, with too much flooding.
getting into wet lands

Given how flood prone the area is and that is an important wintering ground for waterfowl the Skagit
is a bad choice for this project.

Given our proximity to the Bellingham, Everett, and SeaTac airports, a major airport in Skagit County
is unnecessary. The imapacts of land conversion, noise, and traffic are unacceptable for Western
Skagit County given the primary uses are farming and wildlife and fish habitat. Plus, we already have
the regional airport here too.

Given sea level ruse concerns and the impacts on farmland this is NOT an appropriate site for a large
airport!

Given the ongoing shifts in climate, the loss of local, high quality arable land with efficient natural
irrigation would be harmful to the sustainability of the region

Go look in Whatcom County. Skagit has nothing to p give and everything to lose.
Good choice based on number of people it could serve.

Hard no. This is a terrible idea for the environment and the health of the residence.

Have you assessed sound and emissions impact on livestock, farmland, and farm employees who have
to work outside? Both from airplanes as well as the increased traffic? You cana€™t mitigate that. We

lived under a flight path in Seattle (a flight path that was supposed to be for extra flights but became a
primary) and with the automated changes to flight arrival and departure speeds and alignment, it was
unbearable. Triple pane windows do not make up for the deep vibrations that interrupt sleep and the

inability to hold a conversation outside.

We have airports in Everett and Bellingham. Airports that could be made easier to get to with higher
speed passenger trains. Additionally if there was flooding, which there will be, more often and more
severe, how would you mitigate the fossil fuel impact to the low lying farm areas and rivers that are

key to this states food production?
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Have you ever been to skagit? Don't ruin it

Having grown up in this area, the significant flooding that is experienced here almost annually should
invalidate this sight.

Hell No!!

Hell no!! Keep our small farm towns small.

Hell no. Period.

Helps out those in N Washington

High Flood Risk yes. But also this is critical migratory bird habitat. Snow geese & Tundra Swans flock
here for overwintering by the 1000s. As an area where the state has been slowly trying to reclaim as
wildlife habitat it is home to numerous other otherbird species including short eared owles, all types
of raptors and shorebirds in the reclaimed flood area. It is home to a vibrant farm community.
Commercial aviation is simply incompatible with this area.

High impact on local housing. Look to upgrading existing airfield such as Bellingham.
High producing farm land. Look in eastern Washington!

High quality farmland and wintering habitat for migratory birds would be lost.

High traffic of waterfowl migration directly in the location. Environmental impact, sound as well as no
room in the area.

Historic agricultural area with large populations of wildlife and birds. Better to expand existing
airports than destroy agricultural legacy. Construct airports closer to population centers and areas
with better infrastructure.

Historic farmland destruction that would hugely impact water quality for the surrounding farms and
the Padilla Bay Estuary. Disastrous to tourism by ruining the scenic properties of the area and
destroying the birding habitat that bring thousands of people to the area every year. Population here
is not enough to support this location either. This is a NEEDED flood plan, hasn't DOT learned
anything?

Horrible idea. Plus we already have Bham and Everett airports. Another one is not necessary,
especially since SeaTac is already struggling to find pilots.

Horrible impacts to the surrounding area- environment and social. Therea€™s an airport 20 mins up
north-

How can you say there is no wetland damage? No environmental damage. Can barely get to
Anacortes now due to traffic. Tulips

- what shut down tulip season? Chase the residents away along with the tourists. Agricultural/rural
area needed !Worst site ever.

How many miles is the edge of this zone from hwy 5367?

Huge environmental impact, including wintering swans, snow geese, etc. | dona€™t see how these
and an airport can coexist.
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Huge flood concerns, far from populations centers as previously stated. Also would destroy valuable
and shrinking agricultural space crucial to the food stability of the northwest region.
Huge negative impact on agriculture. Would destroy one of the best agricultrual areas in WA.

Huge negative impact on traffic-already very congested.

Many communities would be negatively impacted by noise. We already suffer from Whidbey Naval
Air.

Potential conflict with Whidbey Naval Air traffic.

| agree with the preliminary assessments that this area is prone to excessive flooding, and would not
substantially serve the population needing additional air transport service.

| am a Navy pilot who has flown for many years in western Washington. All these ideas are absolutely
terrible and the planners should all be fired. There is no way building these proposed airports in thr
Skagit valley is a good idea. The solution is not to build a new one in valuable farmland. The solution is
to develop already in place airports that that completely underutilized. Bellingham and Paine field are
already in place but major airlines have not increased flights.

| am against taking world class ag land for an airport. The ag economic impact would be terrible.

| am concerned for the impact of an airport on the wintering bird population including the Trumpeter
and Tundra Swans as we'll as Snow Geese, Raptors and Owls.

I am highly concerned about the impacts of this project on people of color, our migratory bird
populations, and the shrinking farmlands of Skagit County. This project does not support the rural
nature of our county and the natural resources that make it so special.

| am not at all convinced we need additional airports. Take full advantage of those that exist and
provide alternate transit via bus, rail or air from existing smaller airports to the large existing airports,
if needed.

| am worried about the flood risk and the impact to migrating birds in this location.

| assume the consultants who proposed this site are ignorant of this area's huge conservation
importance. This site should immediately be removed from the list. It is located in the Samish Flats
which include critically important fish and wildlife habitat. This is a widely-renowned overwintering
site for migrating raptors and a significant attraction for birders from around the country and world.
Also, This site is 86% in the floodplain and it routinely floods. Please remove this site from
consideration.

| believe Skagit County is too far from the major urban center to make this a wise choice. Additionally
| think it would violate the Growth Management Act and local agricultural zone regulations.
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| believe that it would be a great way to bring jobs to Skagit county! we have companies coming in like
Amazon which would bring value to our beautiful place we call home

| believe the existing airports in Skagit, Whatcom and Snohomish counties would be better locations
to expand for the desired growth. No more new areas which are not located by an airport should
even be considered.

| bird in this area. | don't believe the environmental impacts can be adequately mitigated. Instead of
accommodating increased air travel, we should advocate reduced air travel.

| cannot drive in Seattle, or anywhere near that area because traffic gets so bad | get nervous and end
up doing stupid stuff, like missing a turn, or almost making into traffic that is ZOOMING past me like a
bat out of hell.

| do not live here but | know the farmlands rich in amazing soil would be lost and indeed the
significant flooding that has occurred in the past would be an issue. Not to mention small towns that
probably do not want the traffic and the infrastructure that would surmount to a huge undergoing
and change of land use!

| do not want the traffic. | do not want the noise. The Skagit Valley is currently a beautiful agricultural
center with fields, flowers and quiet farming. Building an airport here would destroy a natural gem of
Washington state. Yes, it would bring jobs, but consider the mess all around Seatac. Do not do that to
the beautiful Skagit Valley.

| do not want this in my county.

| dona€™1 believe our current infrastructure in this area supports that kind of traffic. While we do
have the I-5 corridor, it already seems as if Burlington, Mt. Vernon, Anacortes, etc. are too full as it is
so introducing more traffic on a large scale seems that it would cause more problems. We also have a
lot of wildlife that is already disturbed by jet noise, additional air traffic noise would only cause
further harm.

| dona€™1t want planes flying over my home. We are not d€cesound proofeda€R in a way we would
have when we built our home if we were in the flight path of an airport!!

| dona€™1t want the noise. Ita€™s too pretty around here. Dond€™t ruin it for the birds that migrate
here in my backyard.

| don't think enough people would use this airport to offset all the negatives of building it here.

| feel our county is better served by preserving our farmland and open spaces. | also believe that the
Everett and Bellingham airports are close enough to serve as alternates to SeaTac for travel. We
already have seen an increase in commercial planes over our neighborhoods, | don't want to see more
of that.

| have a restaurant business in town
| live here and ita€™s beautiful and rural
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I live in Arlington. Bellingham International Airport has commercial flights and is less than an hour
away. Payne Field about 20 minutes away. King County International about an hour away. Sea Tac
International about an hour and 15 minutes. Plenty of nearby airports up this way. Between Sea Tac
and Portland International about 2 1/2 hours. | would suggest looking that way perhaps southwest of
Lacey perhaps. Eastern Washington could really use an airport as well. SeaTac to Spokane is a
gruelling 4 1/2 mile drive.

| live inside the circle. This is farm land with the best soil in the world for growing crops. Please
dond€™t put an airport here. 1ta€™s also home to millions of waterfowl that winter here.

| live near here. Ita€™s always flooding with heavy rains. Not a good location.

| live near the proposed airport sites in Skagit County. Frankly, Ia€™m really surprised that anyone
would even consider using this land for an airport. | live in one of the most beautiful places in our
state - full of migrating birds like trumpeter swans and snow geese in the winter, and bald eagles all
year round; a destination spot for bicyclists and kayakers and tourists trying to escape the noise and
congestion of the city. Putting in an airport would completely ruin the unique beauty of this area.

Karen Molenaar Terrell
| live on Harstine Island and my spouse and | OBJECT to any additional air traffic over the island!!! NO

| live on Whidbey island. We are inundated with jet noise. | go to different places around Skagit valley
and the jets are loud there too. Traffic has become awful commuting between the island a valley. To
build another airport near Skagit valley would be offensive to the quality of life and environment.
Please dont.

I love on the Blanchard/Bow area. | have observed significant flooding in this area which has increased
dramatically in the last few years. Building an airport here would create significant challenges in the
floodplain.
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| strongly disagree there is a need in this north region with Paine Field and Bellingham already serving
the demand. This plan fails to address the impacts on farmland and it's related economies and
employees in any fashion. Skagit County has some of the most productive prime farmland in the
nation growing a diverse and unique array of crops. There are also ordinances in place to protect
farmland from development. In addition, this study fails to address any environmental impacts,
outside of wetlands, that are extremely important to the residents of our region and our state,
including tribal citizens. This region supports vital habitat for threated and endangered species such as
salmon, orca whales, and migratory birds to name a few. A development of this type poses a severe
threat to everything this region is working hard to preserve. This study has failed to address these
most basic and obvious considerations.

Your terrain impact rating above is grossly miscalculated as are property acquisition and
environmental impact. | am not sure who developed this, but it clearly is not someone who
understands and is familiar with the area.

| support an expansion of the existing regional airport in Skagit County as | believe it will foster more
tourism in the area and make it easier for business travel in that area.

| suspect your goal is to acquire the land, realize it wont work, then rezone it for something else,
probably mass housing developments.

| think an airport in this area would be great, IF we can figure out a way to mitigate loud noises and
emissions! Also, figure out a way to keep the prices about the same as SEATAC too. As a Skagit
resident myself, it can be quite difficult to always have to travel down to Seattle for flying. If we could
have a more convenienty way for folks in this area to fly, that would change a lot for the better!

| think an airport north or south would be better.

The area you propose is in the flood plain, the soils are soft, and the impact on farming and natural
beauty/wildlife would be harmful.

| think given the population served is going to be very less. | don't think it makes sense to build an
airport

| think it would help tremendously with the congestion of sea tac.

| think the environmental impacts will be to large for this.

We have many migratory birds that visit the valley and may not like planes coming in or out of their
habitat.

| want an airport that serves South Puget Sound region (Pierce/Thurston/Lewis/Mason)
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| witnessed severe flooding in this area last year. It is also a very well known hunting spot for
waterfowl and geese. Large flocks migrate through this area every year, which would pose a safety
hazard to planes. This would have a huge environmental impact on the farmland and the wildlife.

| would liek to seriously consider KBVS as an option. Existing infrastructure, land protection,
environmental and terrain issues are almost no factor. Nearby rail access, served by a nearby
interstate and Highway. There seems to be a lot going for this option?

| would like to see road development to ensure roads wond€™t be clogged. This will bring much traffic
to the area.

I5 can't support the additional people driving on it to go to an airport in the north everett to
marrysville is bad on a good day do not send more vehicles north on a road that cant support the load
it has now all side/alternative roads are at capacity or more in snohomish county.

1a€™Il provide one comment for my responses. Any of the plans that result in a negative impact on
people of color, indigenous, immigrant individuals, and land that is protected or wetlands should
automatically be out of consideration. Seriously, reading the impacts shows that there is a sad lack of
care for the environmental, community and human cost of this project. Half of these shouldna€™t
even be in consideration after negative impacts have been identified. Disappointed in the WSDOT and
this state department for even considering this project without doing enough impact analysis to
clearly show what is an ethical decision. WA State boasts racial equity, care for BIPOC justice and yet
in this survey, still considers choosing areas that impact Black, Indigenous, people of color, Latinx,
low-income, rural, and those with intersecting identities. This isna€™t our land to continually colonize.
Go back and analyze if this is even a need in our state and do better to bring the community into the
discussion. If there isna€™t a low-impact, community-welcomed way to do it then dona€™t. Just stop
what you are doing, anda€| do better.

[a€™m

1a€™m concerned about environmental impacts. This is critical habitat for animals and birds. |
currently live near Paine field. In my experience, it is not possible to mitigate noise and emissions.

1a€™m curious why you dona€™1t have a category to include environmental impact with regard to
preserving existing farmland, watershed preservation and other environmental impacts. The Skagit
county sites are located in areas with large conservation implications and huge local support for
protecting farmland and watershed areas. They shouldna€™t even be listed. There seems to be a
disconnect between whomever put these sites on the list and what is happening in the local area to
protect the land.
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1a€™m worried about the effects of jet fuel in the samish and Bellingham bay watersheds. This is
crucial salmon rearing habitat

IAW the Governor and State Legislature law/policy and guidance for ecological sustainment of the
Puget Sound region, there is no justification for destroying a Greenbelt of natural or agricultural
habitat that is vital the WA ecosystem. This a sanctuary for migratory waterfowl, wildlife, and sea life.
The risk to water, wetland, and Puget Sound at large would be extremely high, putting the aviary,
salmon, and whale populations at great risk.

By definition the scores note above are incorrect

Terrain Impact - Aviation requires Terrain/Obstruction clearances that go far beyond this circle.
4€0eTERPS Datad€l would define arrival/departure corridors that all must conform - YELLOW/RED

Land Acquisition - The State/Fed would have to acquire this land and develop it. Cost are not just the
purchase. The real cost are exponentially high with Zero/Little pre-existing infrastructure - RED

Wetland Impact - This may not be "wet landa€R but it is absolutely and estuary for migratory birds,
wildlife, and the ecosystem that support salmon, seal, otter, and Killer Whale habitat. Where would
jet fuel, de-Ice fluids, and storm water go off the acres of impervious surface that would be created?
Puget Sound! - RED

Incompatible land use - There is very little infrastructure in place at this site that would provide any
offset to the requirements of a large airport capable of filling the 30 million annual passengers (MAP)
deficiency - RED.

Recommendation - The only logical, fiscal, and sustainable solution is an existing facility capable of
handling transport category aircraft in a sustained Passenger/Cargo operations, which has to date
applied mitigation steps necessary to protect and enhance the greenbelt of Washington, not destroy
it.

If an airport is put in were do we Farm
If carries wont currently use Payne Field they wont use this site
If houses have to be built on stilts for flooding , this is not the area for airport runways. Let's

maintain: the wildness of this area, it's quiet beauty and a place where so many wild birds find
refuge.

If it has high flood risk there will be constant damage and repair to runways and infrastructure from
water damage.
If ita€™s flood plain, then how is it not wetland?

Impact of added traffic would severely impact hiking, bicycling, sight seeing
Impact on fertile farmland.

Impact to farmlands and to animal and bird habitats would be potentially harmful from noise, ghg
pollution and traffic congestions. Jets at Whidbey are already affecting Orcas and other sea-life.
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Impact to the area would be traumatic. Traffic, noise, pollution, disruption to migratory birds, just to
name a few problems. Possible flood plain as well. Just no.
Important bird wintering area

Important ecological value for migratory birds especially migrating swans. Flood risk is high. The bay is
sensitive and run off would kill juvenile salmon in estuaries. Noise would completely change rural
area. Airplane noise pollution would affect all citizens in the region including the San Juan Islands
which already have noise pollution from airforce base on Whidbey. See impact studies on noise
pollution and the endangered southern resident killer whales.

Important farmlands in the area. We need to preserve our farms and keep them clean. An airport
would add pollution to air and water in a valuable, sensitive and critical resource in our community

Important rural culture and unique ecology would be disrupted. Directly by the airport and indirectly
by all of the people

Impractical for population served. What purpose does it serve but to add more miles driven?
Improve Arlington airport which has the space to accommodate.

In a region that has been overrun with people the Skagit Valley is one of the last places in Western Wa
still producing high levels of agricultural crops to help feed the ever growing population of WA.

This would be an environmental, agricultural, and cultural disaster for Skagit Valley.

In addition to the semi-annual flooding in the area, potential wetland and river estuary impact on the
Skagit River watershed, impact to snow geese and other migratory birds, the flat areas in northwest
Skagit County are mostly occupied by active farmland.

The inevitable loss of farmland that an international airport in this area would cause is an extreme
concern for me. We need strong local food systems, and the flats of Skagit county are some of the
most fertile farmlands in the state. An airport of this scale would forever destroy that.

In Skagit County we have made great effort in trying to protect our farmland. This would be very
harmful to that effort.

Why not try to make the airport in Bellingham larger and perhaps the one in Everett as well.
Incredible location especially for travelers to and from Canada. Lots of space to grown and expand.
Infrastructure is not built to handle the amount of people of a seatac sized Airport. Would cause awful
traffic for local residents. Bellingham airport is only 30 minutes away.

Instead build more ferries for the San Juan Islands.
Invasive to the natural habitat and overall natural beauty of the area.
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Irreparable environmental harm

Is the need for another airport high enough for this build?? The environment and community impact
this project will bring is not worth the convince of people with money to fly in and out as they please.
| highly encourage this project be abandoned completely or that a new location with a lower
environmental and community impact will occur.

It damages the community and the environment. Please dona€™t

It depends on how close to the freeway this site is actually located. If it is too far from major freeways,
then existing roads are not likely to be able to support the traffic a major airport would bring. Having
a major airport north of Seattle along the I5 corridor would be a great blessing as it would help
alleviate much of the traffic near Seatac, and it would provide an option other than Portland to those
seeking more flight options for those living in the northern part of the state including Seattle and
neighboring communities.

it does separate the airports (further from sea-tac),

While not current population center, presumably by the time completed, light rail would connect,
allowing access for more people.

and being more rural would have a greater increase in population going further, and would better
serve areas to the north that do not have good options.

It fails to meet most of your criteria; why waste the mental energy on it? Unless the state is
considering a plan to somehow direct most new growth to this area?
It floods a lot and is critical habitat for raptors.

It floods and the traffic is already So bad in that area. Plus the fog is crazy bad and generally does not
lift till mid day. We have tried for years to us Bellingham airport but the fog cancels the flight and they
bus us to se tac more than half of the time.

It floods often

It floods there and is farmland.

It has no place here. Our wildlife and farmlands can not tolerate the intrusion.
It is a flood plain and we grow food there. Bellingham can be expanded.
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It is a serious flood plain. In 1991 a dike broke and not ever cars could cross. It is the wintering over
place for thousands of snowgeese and swans, and also on the migration path for shorebirds and
warblers. Raptors of importance also visit. Bird watchers contribute to the local enconomies.Hunters
use the property as well. Economic justice would not be served because of the many farm workers
who have settled there. Much of the land is tied up in permanent conservation. The soil there is one
of the richest in the state - Skagit Silt Loam - and it would be a crime to pave it. When | travel from La
Conner, it is only an hour or so to Seatac. If | started from Fir Island, | never have considered Paine
and | only used Bellingham a couple times ever and only because | wasn't paying my fare. Flights from
there mainly to to other spots in the state and you could get there faster driving. And cheaper with
an electric car or hybrid. | can't imagine why anyone would fly from Skagit. And why aren't you even
asking about climate issues. Set up a system of nice electric buses - as they do in Europe.

It is essential to preserve the habitat as it is. In addition, Antarctica's Thwaites Glacier is expected to
collapse in the next 3-5 years. This imminent, inevitable event guarantees at least a 2-foot rise in sea
levels within a decade. It is past time to plan strategic retreats.

It is farm land we depend on for local food and it would destroy the area.

It is irresponsible to allow aviation EXPANSION until flight is quiet and clean. The aviation industry has
enjoyed enough preferential treatment in the past. It is now time to work with what we have, hold
the industry accountable, and motivate it for stepping up to the climate cooling plate with clean and
quiet propulsion AT EXISTING AIRPORTS FIRST. No expansion until new technology is commercially
viable and until the aviation industry DEMONSTRATES that it is using if for 90% of its flying. Promises,
propaganda and hype are not acceptable.

It is not compatible to the area in terms of traffic, available toads, agriculture and animal farms.
It is too far north and would impact valuable farm land.

It is too far North. Needs to be centralized and on the East side of the Cascades.

it is too over devoloped now. Skagit county is the last rural county left and it is disappearing. Already
the county allowed development in flood zones and critical habitat..No Airport period
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It is truly absurd that this is even being considered.

1. The entire area is a flood plain, and the water is held back by old, poorly maintained dikes, some of
which are privately owned.

2. The entire area is a popular birding site, with people coming from around the world to view birds
not easily seen elsewhere.

3. Population in the area is sparse.

The chart provided by your analyst can basically be summarized this way: There is no population that
needs to be served, it is all in a flood plain, and there are important environmental features that
would be destroyed, but the land is flat and cheap.

It is unacceptable for any enterprise to foul the air for people within a 2-mile radius, as airports do
with their use of leaded fuel. Cleaner fuel is under development; let's wait for it to be ready for use
before saddling our citizens with fumes from airplanes. No more airports until their emissions are
clean.

It is unimaginable , beautiful,beautiful farm land,, rich , important

And | personally would fight it with every breath in me.
So NO, NO. No

Take your crowds, pollution, highways somewhere else. Use Paine field, or use Bellingham, but
replaceable farm land, NO.

It is unnecessary and would have huge negative impact on the environment, land, traffic and well
being of residents and travelers in the area. NO!!

It makes sense to have an airport north of Seattle.

It regularly floods and is a flyway for significant amount of birds. So would risk those birds migration
and possibly be a danger to aircraft.

It seems it would be mire effective to expand BLI for use, rather than try to put a new airport in
farming land. This area is primarily used to employ BIPOC in agricultural work - many of the smaller
farms are BIPOC as well, and you risk impacting them more by taking over their land as the larger,
more established families will not sell theirs.

It seems like it would be much more environmentally conscious and probably more cost efficient to
expand an existing airport (Bellingham or Paine Field) rather than building a new one and replacing
the existing natural landscape with asphalt. This is a stupid idea.

It should be red for incompatible land use - farm land is critical!

It will be ruining the farming land.

It will bring congestion, not only in the communities but air congestion, excessive noise and will
destroy the livability of small town living.
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It will destroy essential farmland, rural lifestyle, and roads will not handle the added traffic. The roads
are having trouble as it is.

It will destroy the agricultural community and families living near it. Skagit County is NOT a good
location for an airport, and it is unfair to steal land from the residents who live here. Please leave us
alone. Skagitonians will put up a good fight to stop this from happening.

It will forcefully relocate less people having this as the proposed location. It's conveniently located
between two major cities (Seattle & Bellingham) and would require much less money to improve
arterial highways as most the area is vast open farm land. Unlike any of the other choices this seems
to be the diamond in the rough. | also think it would be prudent to build this additional airport in a
separate county from King County where SeaTac already resides. This would help distribute the strain
of traffic, the new jobs created, and all costs associated with building and running the airport.

It will greatly impact our environment and way of life. Our infrastructure is not equipped to be able to
handle the amount of people this would bring to the area.

It will impact low income communities, farmers and land population on the property.

It will impact low income families in a negative way. A lot being People of Color . It will have a huge
impact on ecosystem with birds flight patterns. It will also have huge impact on Farmers! No.

It will literally flood

It will ruin skagit countya€™s beauty and deep roots of farm lands

It will ruin Skagit!

It will ruin the small town

It will ruin this valley and whar it represents. Please build it somewhere else. We are so close to.
Bellingham, we do not need two airports that close. Amazon can figure another way to get freight to
their new warehouse.

It will take away farm land this state and country desperately needs. We have SeaTac, Payne Field,
and Bellingham airports already and a bunch more on this side of the state as well. WE DONa€™T
NEED IT!

It would absolutely take away from the beauty of the region. Skagit county is one of my most favorite
places in the world, and that is because of its small-town, farm life feel.

It would affect flooding in the area. It would have a significant impact on the current of life in the
area.

It would be built on farm land, that familys depend on for work and food. Always remember farmland
for ever bot concrete and pavement

It would be have too great of impact on the agricultural community.

It would be idiotic to put an airport here - who is going to use it?!
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It would be incredibly disruptive to the natural beauty of the Skagit valley and would disturb
farmlands
It would be underwater most of the year.

It would be way too big for the area, and impact farmland that is already dwindling. We are already
getting too cramped and over populated without adding something as huge as a SeaTac airport. NO!
NO! NO! NO! NO! NOT HERE!!!

It would bring jobs and companies to the area, and if its big enough maybe domestic flights to other
states without having to go to Bellingham or Everett3€ | especially not going to sea-tac, thata€™s
almost a two hour drive one way from,Sedro wooley, and further for people up hwy 203€ 1 strongly
support a new airport in skagit county!!!

It would create more traffic than the area can handle.

It would definitely impact wetlands negatively, there is a lot of wild life that relies on this area. And in
case of heavy rains the area considered does flood. Please do not consider this, the people of this
county DO NOT want this or stand by it.

It would destroy the community currently living there most of whom has lived there for generations
upon generations. As well as completely disrupt and destroy its ecosystem. It would cause wealthier
people to move closer to that area driving already high prices higher in an area where finding a good
paying job is difficult.

It would destroy the farming community

It would destroy the farmland that the area is known for.

It would disrupt the entire natural environment and agricultural industry that the area supplies
worldwide. Additionally, it would bring tremendous traffic and cause significant air pollution. The area
is not equipped the handle it. It would harm the local tribal environments as well.

It would endanger the salmon, the orcas, and my property taxes!

It would have a negative impact on the agriculture in our area.

It would have a negative impact on the farming community there. Not to mention how frequent the
flooding is each year.

It would hinder lower income people.

It would impact many wintering birds, farmland, and airspace with Skagit Regional Airport and NAS
Whidbey so close. Skagit County needs to protect every inch of farmland and open space.

It would impact not only wildlife, but the life of all of us. The streets and roads around here are not
meant for such influx of vehicles. Not a good idea.
It would impact the farmland in the area.

It would majorly impact migratory bird flights, raise housing prices in an area with a high rate of low
income farmers and people in general, and over populate an area with beautiful natural nature. We
dond€™t need more seattled€™s in this state. Quit ruining beautiful towns.

181 | Page



it would negatively impact all skagit farms, farmers, and animal life! NO!!!
It would negatively impact the environment (for many reasons),

would ruin the agricultural/rural history and culture,

AND it would disproportionately negatively impact PoC (mostly Latino farm workers, many undoc,
also skagit tribes)
It would negatively impact the environment (for many reasons),

would ruin the agricultural/rural history and culture,

AND it would disproportionately negatively impact PoC (mostly Latino farm workers, many undoc,
also skagit tribes)

It would over congest our small roads and neighborhoods

It would ruin a lot of animal habitats.

It would ruin Skagit county!

It would serve the very rich, mainly, while doing a lot of damage to the local community.
It would take away our valuable farm land
Ita€™d effect low income communities and thata€™s stupid as fuck.

Ita€™s a flood area and ita€™s farm land. This would impact a large amount of people if color.
Ita€™s a flood plain clearly. Plus big environmental and environmental justice issues in our
community.

Ita€™s a long drive from Anacortes to SeaTac . Nicer to be able to fit in to the Anacortes area say,
from DFW or ORD

Ita€™s a rural area and we live here because of that, not to have it flooded with air and car traffic.
Increase Bellinghams airport instead! Additionally I feel it would highly impact our eagle population.
Ita€™s agricultural land & needs to stay that way. We also do not have the traffic lanes on the
freeway or room to handle this size of an airport.

Ita€™s agricultural land and should be kept as such.

[ta€™s beautiful farmland. Leave it alone.

Ita€™s beautiful land and every inch of land we have is being taken by apartments and other buildings
already. Leave the nature alone. Not to mention traffic
[ta€™s beautiful out in bow. Dona€™1 ruin it.

Ita€™s farm land that floods. There are many different migratory birds that winter in this area. It
would severely impact the environment. There are airports in Bellingham and Everett that are already
able to handle large aircraft. A lot of homes would be lost.

Ita€™s farm lands and the roads to that area already get bogged down. Why not upgrade the current
airport in Bellingham? They have a larger population and ita€™s not far for the people of skagit
county to drive there. Ita€™s a better drive than to seattle
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Ita€™s farmland, ita€™s underwater often, it would be criminal to put an airport there
Ita€™s farmland. We need it to grow food,

Also a likely flooding issue as the climate warms.

Ita€™s huge for migratory birds and farm land. Putting an airport there would ruin everything!
Ita€™s in a flood plain, and valuable farm land.

[t3€™s not interesting to note that you do not show two existing commercial airportsa€| Everett,
Paine and Bellingham. BOTH of which are convenient to Skagit County.

To tear up the Skagit Valley would be a crime.
Ita€™s not necessary. We already have one in Bellingham.
Ita€™s prime agricultural land, why cover it with concrete and asphalt.

Ita€™s some of the richest, most fertile farmland in the world. The soils are irreplaceable and the level
of infrastructure improvement required would destroy the ability for the rest of the basin to function
as commercial agriculture. You cannot possibly be serious about this as a prospect.

Ita€™s valued farmland. You canda€™t get that back

Its 30 minutes north or south to a major airport.

its a bad idea

It's a bad idea. The area is in a flood plain, prone to floods. It's likely that sea level will rise even
further in the future. It's covered in conservation easements, and is a vital green space for people and
farmers. It's an important bird flyway. Planes and birds don't mix. Paving the area would be an
outrage. Please don't put an airport here.

It's a farming area stop distorting our agriculture

It's ag land! Streams, rivers, salmon, herons, etc

It's all ready congested and getting worse and geographical history is a flood plane and if Baker went
off or a big earthquake, would be in the sluff path or liquidify.

It's already prohibitively expensive enough to live here, the road infrastructure could not handle the
kind of traffic an airport requires, the noise pollution and population influx would destroy the local
culture, and the exhaust and chemical fumes would bring significant health concerns to an already
strained health system in the far northwest. This region is already experiencing record flooding year
after year and a large portion of land being lifted out of the flood plain would significantly negatively
effect the communities around it. | do not see a single benefit to adding an airport to a region and
population with no need for one just because it's flat here.

Its beneficial farmland.
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It's disgusting that anyone would even consider this valley for an airport. Too many people depend on
this land for their livelihood, including migrant workers. Not to mention all the wildlife and natural
habitat that would be destroyed. We already have 3 regional airports within 30 minutes and 2
international airports within 2 hours.

It's farm land.

Its farming land, stop taking all the land!

It's not necessary when both Everett, Arlington, and Bellingham have airports.

It's not viable. Both locations are in the flood plain and would eliminate to much agriculture. Also,
there is already to many airports along the I5 corridor.

Its on top of the samish river in the middle of the floodplain. Hello climate change problems?

It's redundant and unnecessary - we already have major airports in easy driving distance (Bellingham
and SeaTac). The environmental impact of noise and pollution would be unacceptable. Edison-Bow
are gorgeous areas, and this would be a detriment to the area's beauty.

It's too close to Paine field, this area is already serviced by a major airport.

It's too far away and the flood concerns are problematic. Paine Field is in the neighboring vicinity and
already provides commercial passenger service.

I've lived in this area for years, everyone uses SeaTac, or preferably Paine Field when they can. An
expansion to Paine Field would likely be cheaper, and would not disturb local populations of people
and wildlife. Bellingham also has an existing airport that could possibly be expanded.

I've traveled in and out of Paine Field. It seems very underutilized. Obviously, | do not understand
why another regional airport is needed.

Just expand Paine Field and leave our small community and farmland alone.
Just make Everett airport better

Just make Everett airport bigger
Just no!

Go to an unpopulated region east of the mountains. You have done enough damage with the
worthless light rail system.

Just on the floodplain impact alone

Just use the existing Skagit Airport.

Keep air traffic in king county. Pollution and environmental impacts must be considered especially in
the more rural proposed areas. Large farm communities here.

Keep farm land farm land!

Keep our county intact. An airport here would fracture our county and do irreparable harm forever.
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Keep our farm land!!!

Keep our farmland ! Keep the wildlife!

Keep our farmlands!

Keep our land!! This is ridiculous! We are know. For our green lands and beauty. We only have so

much left north of Everett without heading to the mountains. Donda€™t take this land and beauty
away from us!

Keep our lands safe, our area is already growing too big and a major airport would ruin our county.
Keep rural areas rural.

Keep skagit county quiet and peaceful!!!!

Keep Skagit farmland for farming!

Keep skagit smalllllll! We don't need that. Our roads and housing can't handle even more population
through here q

Keep that crap elsewhere! [ta€™s crowded enough!

Keep the farmland open.

Keep the rural character. Too much sprawl already. How about better transit to the existing airport?
Keep the Skagit safe!! Farmland is important! Stop expanding. We all drive to Seatac for air services

Keep them out of the small towns. Put them where the air and foot traffic is heavy and more needed.
Keep this farmland

Keep this land in agriculture to meet future need for food as climate change results in less food
brought in from elsewhere

Keep your airport out of our small towns. We want our farm land not your airport. We do NOT want
to drive through traffic on I5 every day for the rest of forever. We do NOT want your airport to take
over all of our much needed farmland, thats where over 75% of the countys income is from, a lot of us
are farmers. Having an airport here would SEVERELY impact our livestock also, they are easily
frightened by loud noises and we don't want to deal with talking over airplanes and dealing with
spooked livestock that can and will run through fencing. Take your airport somewhere else

Keep your pollution and crime levels to Seattle area. We need those farm lands to feed people, they
don't need to dissappear for an airport.

Keep your projects out of Skagit County. We dont need our population growing any faster than it
already is. Also the state should not be spending any more money on transportation projects since
they are a complete failure and a ripoff of taxpayers dollars. Take your airport and shove it

Keep your Seattle bullshit out of Skagit county.

Kinda the middle of nowhere and in farmland!!!

King County, especially south king county, has absorbed too much environmental impact to serve the
state. It was redlined in many areas-including Kent, Enumclaw and Black Diamond and we are still
paring for this injustice.
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LAND BACK, the flight industry sucks

Land needs to be protected. Thereda€™s enough airports near the area that are easy to access.

Large population of migratory birds come to this region each year. Agricultural impact of Skagit Valley
and its residents.

Largely inaccessible

Leave are farm land alone this is farming country don't want it here.

Leave North of Seattle alone. This is prime farm land - DON'T take that away. The north already has
to deal with Whidbey Island Naval Station.

Leave our farmland alone!

Leave the agricultural land alone. Find a different site.

Leave the farm land alone. We need it. Especially in times like these. There is already an airport in
Bellingham AND Seattle. Leave Skagit alone for fucks sake.

Leave the farmland as it is. We've got enough airport options in this state.

Leave the farmlands alone.

Leave the small county & farm lands alone over here.

Leave the towns the way there are. They don't need any more airports, people, buildings etc. We
have taken away enough land from wildlife, people everything.
Lets keep skagit farmland

Leverage Paine Field. Alaska Airlines is crushing it there. Boeing will most likely start to exit the state,
opening up more opportunities for commercial traffic. Or double the footprint of SeaTac. Creating a
third international airport is fiscally, socially, and environmentally unnecessary.

life-sustaining farmland for humans and feeding area for wintering migratory birds

Lived her all my life and strongly disagree with putting an airport here! Theres already 1 an hour
away!!! Im just fine driving an hour!

Local infrastructure is insufficient to support a major airport. This location is a bird estuary of the
Samish River Delta and floodplain. Bird strikes of thousands of migrating birds would put the flying
public at an unacceptable risk.

Located in a floodplain and farming community.

This would make flooding worse by building up the area for the airport
Location

Location is close to a major highway and infrastructure is already established. Utilizes an existing
airport for expansion. Would service the North Puget Sound Region.

Long needed location and big need for those in northern Washington

Look at Bellingham, airport that would be a perfect place to start

Looks good
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Losing valuable fertile farmland is not acceptable. Flood plain is a big concern.

Too far of a drive to this location for most people.

Loss of farm land is a concern. Spread of more housing and associated development driven by
proximity to a new airport would further impact some of the best farmland in the state. The impact
on future development patterns need to be considered beyond direct impacts. Also climate impact of
increased airtravel need to be considered.

Loss of farm land

Loss of habitat for snow geese
Insufficient infrastructure

Negative impact to wetlands and close by shoreline and bivalve habitat
Loss of prime farm land, migratory birds and I've seen the flood potential.

Lots of noise from freeways, Paine field and Widbey NAS, constant noise impact from fly overs, with
after burner jets, touch and go into Paine field. Sea level rise will be an issue.

Low demand. What's the point?

Low population would benefit

Maintain the valleya€™s agricultural integrity and keep growth low.

Major agricultural area and migratory bird over wintering site. Large Bald Eagle nesting population.

Major bird migration and wintering area. Too far from major population base to justify. Flood
concerns. There is already a regional airport nearby.

Major bird migration area

Major flooding in this area. Also it would destroy too much natural areas.

Make Bellingham bigger we just go there.

Many ducks and geese and other migratory birds use this land for wintering
mid state area with large airport perfect location

Might want to add another essential factor to your list. Is it in the middle of a major bird migration
area. Simply won't work. Plus it is flooded there all winter.

Migrant birds, farming land, flood, poor road ways, lack of transportation to larger cities south of this
area, environmental impact it would have not livestock and wildlife and my list could go on&€|
Migrating wildlife needs protection and this area is critical for them

Migration patterns critical to birds and environmental impacts to crops are not worth the millions to
fund this ridiculous idea.

Migratory bird flyway, flood concerns, impact on agriculture

Migratory birds, farm land, flooding, environmental impact. No no no airport.
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Migratory birds. Peace and quiet.
Migratory waterfowl/bird strikes

Too close to our existing Bayview Airport. Potential conflict/collision issues with other aircraft in the
area.

3 places of worship, one which is historic and near the center of your circle noting the proposed
development zone. One Campfire Kids' camp and Community of Christ camp , both on Samish Island.

3 public grade schools and a high school nearby, one of which is inside the proposed location circle.
Noise pollution could be brutal. Especially for the schools and gathering places mentioned previously.

Severe flooding potential, as it is within the 100 year Skagit River floodplain and the Samish River
floodplain.

Lack of infrastructure to support an airport.
Lack of population to require an additional airport.

Destruction of important food producing farmland. Much of our nation's potatoes, brussels sprouts,
broccoli, cabbage and spinach seed are produced in this area.

Aquaculture/water quality in the area could be negatively affected.

Military base proximity and this would severely affect flight operations. Expand Bellingham and/or
Paine.

Mitigation to overcome flood potential is no reasonable, lack if population density to utilize services.
Lack of transportation infrastructure to support airport. (These roads are for John Deerea€™s!)
More equitable distance from PaineField. | think that the population growth in the area would be
better served.

More ideal for flying in and out without disruption.

Most importantly, the site floods regularly and severely in fall/winter, and this will worsen as climate
change increases severe rainfall events. The site is far from western WA's main population centers.
What about aviation-related greenhouse gas emissions? Why locate a new airport so close to an
existing airport? Would this not cause problems? This area is also frequented by diverse species of
raptors and swans, including the rare gyrfalcon.
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Most of this area is in the 100 year flood plain and much of it floods every year, and with sea level rise
it is going to flood more often. It is also prime agriculture land, with much of it protected with
conservation easements, paid for with public funding with broad support. Numerous bird species use
this area for forage and is considered a prime bird watching and hunting area. Having a major airport
in the area likely impact the Samish watershed and harm the salmon populations. The whole
character of the area would be destroyed.

Most people that live in this area want to be away from the big city space. The local infrastructure
isna€™1t optimized for this volume of traffic and it would ultimately either be a waste of money or a
net negative to loose those farm lands.

Much closer for me than SeaTac

Much of site is subject to sea level rise risk, is critical waterfowl and shorebird habitat (within
designated Important Bird Area), high percentage of wetlands and prime ag land.

Much of this land is protected by the skagit land trust. The environmental impact would be
devastating. It's also a major flood zone.

Much of this property is in conservation easement status. It is the 100 year floodplain--the Skagit
River floods regularly. Itis vulnerable to sea level rise since the Skagit River is affected by tidal
currents. This is prime agricultural land. It is also a critical area for shorebirds, Trumpeter Swans who
winter here, Brants, and peregrine falcons. The Samish and Skagit Rivers are significant sources of
fresh water entering Puget Sound--water essential for everything from oysters to Orcas. It would not
substantially reduce the passenger load at SEATAC.

Nearly all considered acreage is crucial agriculture/ active farming land.

NECESSARY FARMLAND! PERIOD. NO MORE NEEDS TO BE SAID! HIRE EXPERTS!
Need airport further north in this area.

Need to preserve the farm land. Consider expanding both Everett and Bellingham airports.
Needs to be farther South.

Negative effect to local farmland in a growing food crisis. Negative effect on low income
neighborhoods. Wetland ecosystem is too important to disrupt
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-negative environmental impact

-flood plain impact

-taking farm land out of production

-not enough population served by this airport since Bellingham and Everett airports are so close by

-rural nature of the area would be negatively affected

-noise, emissions, traffic congestion could never really be mitigated

-sites in King and Pierce Counties would make better choices since they have a huge population and
would draw from a very large area
-negative environmental impact

-flood plain impact

-taking farm land out of production

-not enough population served by this airport since Bellingham and Everett airports are so close by

-rural nature of the area would be negatively affected

-noise, emissions, traffic congestion could never really be mitigated
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-sites in King and Pierce Counties would make better choices since they have a huge population and
would draw from a very large area

Negative environmental, noise and traffic impact already in motion with the addition of Amazon at
Smokey Point/Arlington. Paine Field and Bellingham airport is close enough for their use.
Negative impact on agricultural area

Noise concerns when birds winter in Skagit Valley
Enough airports in radius of 90 miles from Seattle (Paine, Bellingham)

Good local airport in Skagit Valley already

Negative impact on fauna and potentially dangerous conditions created by migratory geese and
raptors. The "miracle on the Hudson" airliner crash occurred despite years of heavy traffic from three
major airports that were not situated in large migratory wintering areas. This area also already
experiences noise pollution from training flights from NAS Whidbey.

Extremely productive agricultural land would be taken out of production with subsequent economic
losses.

Negative impact on people, wildlife and migrating birds. Not near a major population center so traffic
would increase to access. Noise pollution. Would destroy pristine Skagit Valley environment.

Negative impact on transitory wildlife and impact on local farm community.

Negative impact to agriculture

Negative impact to migratory birds. Too far from Seattle.

Negative impacts on migratory wintering birds, organic farming, noise pollution affecting
wildlife/livestock.

Two airports close by already.
Never give up farmland for an airport!
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Ninety miles from SeaTac is too many--it would be better to make a new airport within a closer
distance.

Also, the flooding issue would certainly be difficult to mitigate. | remember several flood incidences
since my time in the Bow area, some of them real doozies. With climate change, | think we can
expect more flooding.

| also feel that the local Latino population would be negatively affected because many live in the
proposed area. We already have lack-of-housing issues in our county, as is true everywhere.
No

No , we have more than enough within a reasonable commute . We have one in Bellingham in everett
and Seattle . We need to not cause more damage to the environment when we have more than
enough options already ! Absolutely No. we do not need.

No air travel expansion anywhere. Gov. Inslee of all people understands the need to respond
aggressively to reduce emissions. There is no better way than to cap and then start reducing flights
radically. Air travel is a total non-essential luxury that allows convenience for the rich at the expense
of the world's climate and the poorest people -- every plane trip condemns more people to drowning
in floods, to death from starvation and hunger caused by drought, to deaths from heat stress and to
collapse of ecosystems that have no capability to evolve as (supposedly) intelligent humans can. No
airport expansions anywhere. Start reducing flights everywhere.

No airport in Skagit Count Northwest. We are a small community with viable and valuable farmland in
this area. An airport would disrupt the farming and local community, as well as take out one or two of
our elementary schools.

NO AIRPORT! We need our farm lands. We are already over populated and this will just bring more
people, more crime, more waist, and less respect for our county and farm land.

No Airport. We are in a climate Crisis. PUT the project on hold! Wait for new technologies for
transportation and no new airport!

No airports in farmland

No because | live there

No because the land needs to be for farming only.

No demand.

No enough population in surrounding area to support it. Flood concerns. Loss of fertile farm lands.
Incompatible land use. Negative environmental impact. Already served by Everett and Bellingham.

No further farmland should be destroyed. Electric vehicles are a mandate, focus on that.
No ita€™s farm land and also serves endangered birds!
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No ita€™s vulnerable to flooding from the Skagit River and coastal flooding. Sea level rise and climate
change will increase the risks of flooding.

No just no. Besides whata€™s clear from your own assessment, this is fragile salmon habitat and
farmland, and a peaceful destination for regional tourists. Please no.

No lets keep the farm land and keep emissions down!

No matter how much you try it will still impact our environment. Not only that but put that money
into one of already close airports to expand.

No more air travel. itis absurd. Will you provide hermetically sealed underground cities for us to live
in as the atmosphere becomes uninhabitable due in part to several million barrels of jet fuels being
burnt and spread across the planet daily?

No more destroying farmland/marshlands

No more loss of farmland. No more loss of wildlife and habitat. These are sacred places. Stop building
on every piece of nature.

No need for another airport. Where are the all the workers supposed to live and stay when there is
barley room for the people here. People can drive to near by airports

No need to have another air port that far north.

No new airport locations. Expand existing airports and link with light rail.

No new airports during climate crisis. Developers can not be trusted to care for the environment.

No new airports should be created anywhere in WA. We have already been experiencing the impacts
of global warming, seeing regular 90+ degree summers, drier than usual summers, wildfires and
smoky days that would be unheard of just 15 years ago.

If we must, use existing airports and expand on those to minimize as much as possible any
environmental impact. Expanding public transportation to major hubs for ease of access.

We need to focus on preserving land and restoring our natural resources instead of demolishing our
resources for the sake of tourism.

No no no no. This is a terrible idea. This is a beautiful seascape with many delicate ecosystems and
tribal lands, intensive infrastructure is not welcome here or acceptable. The traffic it would attract
would destroy the area and we are perfectly happy using SeaTac, the Bellingham airport, and the
Vancouver airport.

NO NO NO..this is lunacy. An airport in Skagit county will reduce the amount of land available for
farmland production, would cause pollution, increase traffic and noise is the are.

Why not make the Bellingham Airport bigger???
No one lives there?
No population. Flooding.
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No Seattle up north traffic crime more people no no no

No site with negative impact to wetlands should be considered. We need wetlands more than we
need airports!
no thank you

No the flood concerns are very valid and populations served is too low to have it make sense to go
that far North.

no there is already a new airport in Everett to service that end of Western Washington

No way

No way it will ruin Skagit county

No way!

no way, Skagit County is a small town community. We don't know Seattle in Skagit. Thank you, but no
thank you.

No! This area is critical habitat for many bird species, internationally renowned for wildlife watching.
and contains areas set aside for environmental conservation as well as farmland conservation -
incompatible uses. Once destroyed, these sensitive areas cannot be restored. These uses provide
tourism income for the area. The large number of waterfowl create a safety hazard for air traffic.

No! Take this garbage to Eastern Washington!

No! The residents of Skagit do not want this here. According to your own information, there is no
population to be served and no unaccommodated passenger demand. Why else would you build an
airport here, then? Economically, this area is not viable and we do not need an airport. In addition,
impacts to ESA-listed species (and other fish species), eagles, critical areas and habitats, floodplains,
noise and vibration, and more will occur in this area. If this area were to be chosen, | would request
that a full scale EIS (NEPA and SEPA) be conducted.

No! We need that farmland for farmers to bring food to people all around us! We dona€™t need
anymore farm land taken away! Less dairy and beef! Just think about it. We already have an airport in
Burlington., Arlington, Bellingham and more places. Thata€™s all we need! Keep the farmers
around!!! How are families supposed to put food the table for families if there is less farmers?! An
absolute NO on the airport.

No!! There is no need for an airport in this area. There is Paine Field a few miles to the South and
Bellingham a few miles to the north.

In addition, this is an area where large migratory waterfowl winter. These waterfowl would present
an unacceptable risk to air traffic.

NO!! Leave the farmers and farmlands alone!! If you want to go to a airport Paine Field and
Bellingham is both right up the road.

No!! Noise and conflict with NAS Whidbeya€™s airspace.

No, already an airport in Bellingham.
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NO, save our open space, farm lands.

No, the area Is historically agricultural and should remain that way. Also, Everett and Bellingham
airports are within a 45 minute drive of this location.

No, this is farm land and wet land! No services for people traveling. Farm land is more important to
preserve than an airport that would destroy spawning ground for fish and pollute our precious
waters.

No, with climate changes, the land in Western Skagit County will be underwater within the next 7-8
decades. Higher ground should be preferred particularly when Bellingham Airport is a mere 15 miles
to the North.

NO. Too far North.

No. Absolutely not. It is awful for the environment, and quality of life. We already have noise polution
from the navy jets and dont need anymore. The quality of life, increase in crime, and human
trafficking would be awful. We moved to skagit county and beyond, to get away from the seattle
metropolitan hell-hole. It will continue to make property and home prices further skyrocket.

No. Skagit county is already getting over developed and local industry will suffer from this.

Nobody wants an airport there. Would effect wildlife the environment and local population negatively
Noise can effect human health.
Noise impact to San Juan Islands and noise sensitive marine mammals

Noise impact, traffic impact, residential and commercial development would turn our beloved rural
life into a nightmare. We live 20 miles SE of this location.

Noise levels, increased traffic, negative environmental impact

Noise, impact to agriculture

Noise, pollution, and not enough population to justify an airport of this size. It would also negatively
impact the farmland. Bellingham and Everett, both nearby, have large airports. Skagit County has no
need for such a large airport.

Noise, pollution, flyway for large wintering birds, negative effect on the rural lifestyle of our unique
community. Negative impact on organic farming and ecotourism. Floodplain concerns. Traffic impacts
on a 2 lane freeway.

Noise, pollution, flyway for large wintering birds, negative effect on the rural lifestyle of this unique
community. Negative impact on organic farming and ecotourism. Floodplain concerns.

Noise, pollution, flyway for large wintering birds, negative effect on the rural lifestyle. Negative
impact on organic farming and ecotourism. Floodplain concerns. We have Paine Field and Bellingham
airport so close. We dona€™t need another airport.
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Northern WA needs airport access. It is underserved.

Northwest skagit is a scenic drive don't ruin it with a busy airport we need to keep this area the way it
is

Not as many people. Too much flooding, farming impact.

Not enough benefit to population, location is already close to both Bellingham International Airport
and Paine Field Airport.

Not enough demand

Not enough need in that area? Flood plain impact.

Not enough need in the area to spend that much on another airport. Bellingham, Everett and Seattle
are reasonable options for folks in the Skagit area. Plus, rent doesn't need to be higher than it already
isin our area!

Not enough need to threaten precious bird populations. We are easy distance to Bellingham and
Everett and not to mention numerous shuttles to Sea-Tac.

Not enough passenger demand to divert flight potential

Not enough people served

Not enough people served unless growth predictions indicate otherwise.
Not enough people to be served

Not enough population

Not enough population in the area to support.

We value our farmlands here more than convenient air travel.
Not enough population to justify.

Not far from major highways and can be used by people in Canada. | believe that if the costs of flights
are better than Seatac people from the South will make the drive up there. The motels you will build
in this area will be used not only for the airport but for events in the area as currently they can all be
sold out.

NOT IN THURSTON COUNTY

Not needed and why do we think every bit of land needs to be developed?

not needed, not wanted. farmland is much more important

Not needed. Bellingham and Paine field are close enough to this population area.

Not only is the flood risk huge, but youd€™re dealing with the Samish Bay Watershed, which houses
shellfish farms and has already been a major source of fecal coliform bacteria. If the sparse
population and farming in the area has overloaded the watershed already, you can imagine what a
huge airport system would do. And the loss of farmland would completely destroy the agriculture and
tourism in the valley. As it is there are few hotels in the area, so trying to accommodate displaced
passengers would be a nightmare.
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Not only is there flooding issuses with these areas but it is also prime agricultural land that we have
fought to protect from developement and it is important wintering habitat for many species of
migratory birds.

Not only is this taking valuable farm land that would be detrimental to our farmers, but effects our
protected wildlife. Eagles, nest and make Skagit County their home. Doing this would destroy our
valley and the generations of farming, families and small town businesses that thrive on locals and
visitors that are drawn to our beautiful, nature, quaint area!!! DO NOT DESTROY OUR HOME

Not only would it negatively impact the fish migration and water fowl that land in that area each year;
there would be many environmental concerns with effects on farmland and chemical contamination
of organic produce raised in the Skagit Valley on many many farms that are key to the Washington
economy. Keep a major airport out of Skagit County Northwest!!!

Not Suitable.

Mountainous terrain and traffic access

Not sure how you would get around the flood impact, roads, farmland, housing for staff and a whole
lot of other concerns.

Not worth the environmental injustice. Wouldn't serve enough people to even come close to
balancing the environmental injsustice

Nothing about this area is conducive to an airport. Wildlife, flooding, you name it

Whidbey NAS.

Nothing is ever mentioned about animals in the environment sections!

Olympia is on the I5 corridor and alreasy has a airport that is underused. It is also easy to access from
the peninsula.

On paper, this might look like a suitable location, but in reality, there are three reasons it will not:

1. It's prime farmland. While that might not be a school or church, it's equally if not more valuable.

2. Six months out of the year, the water table is so high as for this to be a floodplain for all intents and
purposes.

3. Access in and out of this area will push the drive well beyond 90 minutes a high percentage of the
time. I-5 through Everett is a major choke point.

Once again it would be destroying farm land.

One of the last large agricultural areas left north of Seattle area. Flooding is a major concern here
every year. Hi

One of the main farming areas, do we need to make more Kent Valley's
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One of the major issues with this location is floodinga€ | ..it floods every year, due to being on a
floodplain. Edison slough and Samish River are within the circle. In addition, this area has a high
population of wintering waterfowl, including thousands of snow geese and Swans. Raptors are also
known to come in the winter, including Bald Eagles that are following the waterfowl and salmon.
Skagit County is an active farming community and taking that land out of production is significant for
food security and the local farmers.

As for the incompatible land use being all green, thata€™s because ita€™s farmland! Not sure why
that isna€™t a consideration!Because we are a rural community, our local roads do not have the
capacity to consider another airport. I-5 through this area is only 2 lanes and that isna€™t enough
capacity to support the traffic. We also have a significant number of tractors and other farm
equipment using county roads that would impact capacity. Not to mention roads flood during flood
events, and that would have impacts to people to airports.

And who would drive this far north from population centers to bypass 2 other airports?!!

Only if farm impact is minimal and if it takes over the other airport location. Combining and growing it
slightly would be better.

Our area is not only precious farmland and the gateway to several state parks but it is close to an
existing airport in Bellingham . Wetlands and flooding are concern.

Our area is served just fine by Bellingham just fine. Expand that one, if needed. Flooding is an annual
problem. The valley is home to preserved farmlands. We feed the state. We do not have the
infrastructure here. Ita€™s getting crowded as it is. There is a real lack of affordable housing in the
valley, nowhere for workers to live.

Our beautiful Skagit Valley & farmland would be negatively impacted. We already deal with noise
impact from the current regional airport. This would make sense in an area more populated.
Burlington area is a small town and would not be able to support a major airport. Why not expand
Paine Field or Bellingham? Both are just about 30 & 40 minutes from the proposed site, would make
sense to work with those two airports that already exist.

Our community does not want this.

Our community has growing pains that arena€™t resolved already. | also fear the upkeep on an
airfield in flood land would require dumping money into maintaining it. Why burden a small town
when it wouldna€™t serve that many people?

Our community is a small town and we donda€™t need more people here. It was disrupt the ecosystem
and flight paths for birds.
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Our community is already dealing with more traffics then our road infrastructure is set up to deal
with. We just experienced the worst flooding we have ever experienced in my life. Parts that have
never flooded as long as | have been alive were under water and people whom have never had their
homes flood before were dealing with flooding. Our community is just naturally a wetlands area for
half of the year and we do not need any more changes made to our community to could cause further
traffics impacts or flooding impacts to our community. Not to mention all of the eagles that spend
their time in this area and have nests built in trees throughout here.

Our efforts should be on providing train or bus systems which can reliably carry passengers to and
from the existing airports, SeaTac, Everett, and Bellingham.

Our farming heritage and access to food matters more than the convenience of an airport. We have
airports in Bellingham, Everett, and SeaTac. We don't need another airport.

Our farmland is rapidly decreasing at an alarming rate. Skagit valley is prime farming country and
needs to be preserved. This community will fight to the end to preserve it. Pick somewhere else!

Our farmlands are protected and need to stay as such. We are already services by Bellingham and
Paine field, there is no reason to put an airport here.

Our goal is protect the farmland we have left.

Our land is farmland, the roads and environment sustains this lifestyle. Airport placement in Skagit
County is not appropriate.

Our local farmland must remain farmland

Our local soil is a national treasure listed on the registry. Environmental and traffic flow impacts
would destroy this local community. There are other sites that would facilitate the needs at the
capacity required. We have precious little arable land in western washington.

Our peaceful farming community would be horribly disrupted. There is already too much traffic.
There is already an airport in Bellingham and seatac. We don't need the pollution.
Our road can't handle the extra people and that's a flood plain.

Our roads are already at full capacity and this would only hinder the lifestyle more. Airports are close
enough, dond€™t need to add this one too

Our roads are not built for the amount of traffic we have right now. This would cause more and
destroy the roads quicker
Our roads are not set up for the traffic it will bring.
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Our roads cana€™t handle the traffic as it is now. Bringing more cars/people to the area will make it
unbearable.

Skagit county is a huge farming community. We need the land to be able to continue farming!

Our roads cannot handle the traffic as is! I-5 is a joke now. This is a bad idea!

Our small farming community would be greatly disrupted by noise, traffic, and the infrastructure is
not readily available. Significant improvements would have to be completed. The amount of land
improvements would be not only cost prohibitive, but would also impact surrounding areas with the
amount of impervious surfaces that would be installed. Our waters are already overly polluted

Our small town is already struggling with traffic, housing shortages, overcrowded schools an
overwhelming hospital and emergency systems. We cand€™t and do not want an airport here!

Our valley is agricultural and this huge area will change that. The tulip festival that keeps us afloat
would be impacted, the charm of our small community that draws people to the festival will be
obliterated. The valley floods regularly.

Can Paine Field be expanded?

Our valley is agricultural, and we prefer it that way! Traffic is already a nightmare coming into Mount
Vernon on I-5 and Hwy. 20 causing several, fatality related accidents. Several of the "flat areas" are
migrant areas for Trumpeter Swans and other species.

Our wildlife doesna€™t need to be pushed out more than all the building is doing

Paine and Bellingham already provide an alternative to SEATAC for this area.

Paine field

Paine Field already serves the wealthier northern Puget Sound region. They can also already use
Vancouver BC.

Paine Field and Bellingham suffice for air travelers now.

Paine field serves north end

Paine field, Boeing and SeaTac are enough for this area

Pavement is forever . This environmental impact would be detrimental. Leave our farmland alone.
Pavement is forever. Additionally, don't invest in infrastructure that is likely to require significant
further flood mitigation, particularly as sea levels rise.

Payne Field is enough for the area esoecially since there is the Bellingham International already
serving the area

People can already drive to Bellingham or Everett. | dond€™t think another commercial airport is
needed.
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People have been very conscientious about NOT building homes in the valley to leave the farmland
untouched. A town was even moved up onto the hills because of flooding.

People live in this area because of the serenity an beauty - It's why many of us live here. It would
tremendously impact the beauty of the area and the lives so many of us have built here over the
years. It would make much more sense to look farther North near the border of Canada. Everett just
opened their airport to more. There is absolutely no need to do this. We are absolutely opposed to
this.

Pick somewhere else this is farm land dona€™t take that away from us

Placement of that airport would take out miles of farmland, we need food, not more airplanes.
Please

Please be mindful of the noice and traffic this will bring to our quiet area. These roads are not used
for continues big delivery trucks and buses and that much traffic. The on and off ramps are already
over full and in need of updates. This will just cause more stress on our delicate farm land and quiet
living.

Please consider Enumclaw

Please continue to preserve the beautiful farmland and natural areas in Skagit County. Also, with the
significant flooding we had last year, it is took risky to locate an airport here.

Please dear god do not put a huge airport here you will absolutely ruin the beauty, community, and
land in this area. It would be unforgivable.

Please develop Paine Field or Bellingham before using valuable farmland for an airport in Skagit
County

Please do not disrupt skagit farmland areas!!!!

Please do not ruin the Magic Skagit. This is a precious place. Put the darn airport near Everett.
Please do not turn our amazing beautiful valley into another SeaTac.

Please do this! Smaller airports like Paine Field and Bellingham don't service anything reasonable for
most of the flying public.

| would suggest expanding Bellingham instead of a new build, but we need full service on the north
end either way!

Please dona€™t take our land!

Please don't destroy such beautiful habitat.

Please don't pave our precious resources!

Please just, no

Please leave our rural areas of Washington alone.

Please leave the beautiful farmland exactly what it is - farmland. Bellingham has a regional airport
and is accessible to those in Skagit County. Please leave Northwestern Washington alone.
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Please no! This so disheartens me that this is even being considered for this area. Between the
migration of birds and the already squeezed farmland this is a huge no. This area has had such rapid
growth over the last 10 years...the area is strained to keep up with the number of folks moving up
here. Throw in the welcomed tourist traffic, jet noise and military...lets not forget Tesoro's
environmental strain...we are pushing so hard up past the natural balance already.

Please no, horrible idea

Please no. Dona€™t need the traffic here.

Please protect our farmland

Please protect our Skagit Valley. It akrwsfy floods too easily. We have large bird migrations in the
valley that would be negatively impacted. It seems that Everett Paine Field and Bellingham are already
good options.

Please stop developing around our area, let the farm lands be farm lands. The agriculture and natural
lands need to be left alone. The noise alone would disturb the wildlife living near by, not to mention
the disruption this would cause to the eco system.

Please stop taking our farm, that is what makes skagit county skagit county. Putting an airport here is
stupid.

Please use Paine field.

Please use the money to build better transport to the existing airport. We need inexpensive, efficient,
reliable transportation on land in order to access the airports better. We need to reduce the need for
cars, which create traffic.

Plenty of expansions potential at Skagit airport. Makes little sense to have another facility a few miles
down the road.

Pollution, noise, a pristine area, don't ruin it. There's nothing like this, truly a last frontier, please
respect it.

Poor access Navy flight plan affected ?

Population - not an area that would be convenient for much of us.

Population here and Snohomish sites are far greater and only gets smaller by number as u go further
South on I-5, thus only making people easily still decide to use SeaTac, and so defeating the very
purpose of intended use. So then not providing much relief for SeaTac after-all.

Population Served and Unaccommodated Passenger Demand should be the highest priorities and
given the most weight for ranking the sites. The six other factors can be mitigated with sufficient
engineering.

Population too low to support, especially since Bellingham and Everett airports are so close. Negative
environmental impact would be difficult or impossible to mitigate.

Possible

Precious farmland should not be used for an airport.
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Presence of wetlands, bird and wildlife sanctuary, sensitive for fishing, used for more important
agriculture, much of the area is floodplain (4,000 acres), noise concerns. There is already a Skagit
airport which might be used to a degree, but there are also noise concerns, and no desire to have
aviation fuel dumped or leaked on bird, fish, agricultural and residential areas.

Preserve farmland & the tourist draws of this area.

Preserve this land for agriculture, not airports.

Pretty close to Bellingham. They have a commercial airport there to support the population needs.

Pretty silly place if you ask me, this is a huge hotspot for birds and other wildlife. So, not only would
they be impeded that way, planes would be in a dangerous place.

Primarily, an airport would disrupt farming areas. Please please stay out of Skagit County.
Prime ag land and bird habitat.

Prime agricultural land and athwart one of northwest Washingtond€™s most scenic drives.

Prime agriculture land that is overflooded every other year. The southern part of the perimeter is hilly
Prime farm lands. You have Everett and Bellingham airport close by.

Prime farmland would be impacted. Truthfully, expanding Bellingham Regional Airport would be the
most advantageous because of less I-5 traffic, open space. Would better serve northwest portion of
state with least adverse effects. Could serve flights to Alaska, Canada, and northern states.

Prime farmland, waterfowl sanctuary and floodplain make this a less than ideal spot.
Pristine farmland destruction and migratory bird important areas.

Use the Bellingham airport.

Probably the worst of all the choices...too far away, doesn't serve the target population, will definitely
be underwater with future flooding, and too environmentally sensitive of an area.

promote and provide passenger rail instead

Protect farm land and risk of flooding, protect rural community life

Protect farmland

PROTECT FARMLAND and keep the town and surrounding areas small. Wea€™re already busting at
the seams.

Protect farmland!

PROTECT FARMLAND!!!

Protect farmland.

Protect land, We don't need more air and sound pollution. We don't need more traffic pollution.
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Protect our farmland

Protect our farmlands & bird sanctuaries!

Protect skagit farmland

Protect the farmland

Protect this precious farmland and all of the incredible qualities that make Skagit County the perfect
hybrid of rural and urban.

Protected farmland. Flooding. Community doesn't want it. Sound issues in a quiet area. Wildlife
protection & protecting airplanes from literally thousands of very large swans, geese & other
migratory birds. Hills...this isn't all flat. Noise. Runoff into sound. No infrastructure to support it.
Doesn't serve the population that wants it (need is a ridiculous term for this.) No farms, no future.
Pavement is forever. Take your airport & put it somewhere else.

Protected Skagit farmland

Protection for significant bird populations, flooding concerns and not enough population. Might as
well go to SeaTac.

Proximity to 15 is essential

Proximity to I5 will reduce the need for extensive roadwork

Putting a larger airport anywhere in Skagit County is a terrible idea. I've lived here nearly 13 years,
and many of the wonderful aspects if this area would be negatively impacted. It would disturb
farmlands, and significantly increase traffic and noise. Plus, we already struggle plenty with flooding.

We don't need it here. Flying out of Bellingham, Everett, or SeaTac is convenient enough.

Putting an airport here would be devastating to this region. We do not have the infrastructure (for
example, the DOT cana€™t even get around to fixing the Cook Road exit from I-5). Therea€™s a multi
lane freeway leading to SeaTac. We have a four lane freeway (two on each side) running through
Skagit county. We have an international airport in both Bellingham and Everett that are small and
fully functional. Why on earth would violating wetlands, agriculture (and the jobs associated, which
include MANY people of color and low income manual laborers), destroying ecosystems (migratory
birds), building in a floodplain, and violating farmland preservation be a good idea? Absolutely not.

Putting an airport in Skagit County will hurt the Bald Eagle population. There are other birds to
consider also. Traffic would be an utter mess. #hellno #notskagitcounty

Putting in fast ground transportation from Skagit valley, Mount Vernon to SeaTac by expanding rail
lines and putting in a bullet train to connect with the light rail makes way more sense than taking farm
land.

Quit ruining this state!!!

Quit taking farmland and developing it. We don't need another airport.
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Really! Why are you considering this area. It is some of the best farm land on the planet. Secondly, it
has massive amounts of waterfowl that migrate on to these farm lands - and you think putting
airplanes in among over 100,000 winter birds - some swans and geese weigh over 25 pounds- is a
good idea. Are you kidding me?

Destroy farmlands in a waterfowl estuary area. ? Not a good idea.
Red: 9/24, 37.5%

Yellow: 3/24 - 12.5%

Green: 12/24 - 50.0%

| am saying no to any site scoring 50% or lower for Green. It's simple but faster for me to digest than
the color plot. FYI, some people are colorblind.

| will add that I live in Skagit County. There is already an airport supporting commercial trade here,
and an additional airport seems unnecessary.

Recently our county government adopted a moratorium which prohibits offsite compensatory
mitigation projects on local farmland. This will stymie attempts to mitigate environmental impacts (of
which there will be many as the airport would be located across farmland and wetlands). Also, many
people | know do not want a new airport here, and | count myself among them. Residents resisted
when last year developers were inquiring about locating a fully contained community here in Skagit
County. Skagitonians to Preserve Farmland and the Skagit Land Trust banded together with other
groups and formed Right Growth Right Place to object to urban sprawl. They are already opposing the
proposed airport sites as well.

Redundant

Regardless of current use, the planned sites are in prime farmland, one of our countya€™s prized and
limited resources. Our current airport has room for expansion, more volume, and improvements
without the extreme negative impact a brand new facility would have on our community. Our county
also does not have the infrastructure to support two airports either, despite being on the I-5 corridor,
we are bigger than a 1-stoplight town, but not by much. Increased traffic from the bridge collapse
decades ago paralyzed our community for months, increased traffic during Tulip season gridlocks our
entire central county. Our three tiny hospitals already fail to meet community needs and send
patients south, or north, for basic services. | could go on and on. Improve Skagit Regional Airport,
sure, build a new one? No way!

Rich agricultural area
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Risk of flooding , adverse water quality issues, risk to critically endangered wildlife, impact on native
tribes who co-manage fish and wildlife, vigorous opposition from the population of the countywide
established CEs for open space.

Roads are not built to handle hundreds of thousands of extra people. That valley is very peaceful &
would ruin Skagit / Whatcom County. Also, not enough people that far north.

Roads would not support the traffic of an airport in that area; so not destroy the farmland.

Roadways are not big enough to handle traffic and would be taking farmland away

Robs more critical farmland from our area, doesna€™t serve that many people especially when
therea€™s already a large scale airport in bellingham and Everett, and also we dona€™t want it
Ruin someone elsed€™s homeland

Ruining so much beautiful nature, migratory bird habitat, etc. Stay out of Skagit County!

Rural area with narrow roads and flooding.

Save farm land

Save farmland

Save our Farmland! We also do not need the extra traffic here or the noise. There is too much air
traffic over our peaceful. valley as it is

Save our farmland.

Sea tac airport is 2 hours away from people up north. Having an airport up north that would support
bigger flights is beneficial for how big the population up north is.

sea tac and Paine field and Vancouver are plenty close enough. NO to any more airports and noise
pollution. How about a high speed train instead. running down the middle of i5 from Canada to
Mexico!

Sea Tac is good enough

Sea Tac is too busy and cannot grow. We need in large international airport closer to Everett and
Bellingham

Seasonally very wet

Also important agricultural area
SeaTac and Bellingham are enough choices.
SeaTac and Bellingham are too far away and inconvenient

Sea-Tac is central enough. 13€™m against the deconstruction of land, animals and other habitats.
SeaTac is enough. We need to preserve nature not continue destroying it.

Seatac is getting too small.

Sea-Tac is so far away, plus all the extra traffic of getting through Seattle to get to the airport. Not
having to travel that far would be so much more helpful for them.
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SeaTac is to far to go to, Bellingham shuts down way to much due to fog and Everett is jyst nit big
enough for the traffic. It would be awesome if the vould encorporate a transportation hub there as
well, airport is great would bring in business and help economy, a hub would move the people along
happily to where they want to go and farther stimulate the economy,

SeaTac isna€™1t that far away. 1a€™m willing to make the drive.

SeaTac, Everett and Bellingham is close enough for Western WA folk. Whata€™s the point of another
airport on the west side

seattle is not that far. expand SeaTac or a preexisting airport theres no logical reason to create a
whole new project instead of an expansion.

Seattle is not too far of a drive to catch a plane. | think most people who travel via SEATAC understand
that they indeed have to travel a couple hours to the airport already. |say leave the land as is, and
anyone who needs to travel via plane, there's Bellingham, Everett and SEATAC all within driving
distances to catch a flight

Seattle, Everett and Bellingham all have airports. An airport in Skagit county would not help airport
access to those south of Kong county. Please consider those of us in the South Sound area. Driving
through Tacoma to get to SeaTac is terrible. Have Chehalis/Centralia or Thurston county been
considered?

See Skagit Regional Airport!!!!

Seems a bit far from major population growth

Seems more reasonable to build in Everett where the roads are already developed and an airport
already started. More flights there would be a bonus to the area without disturbing more wildlife.
Seems there are airports within 15 minutes of here. Would be great to make Skagit Regional
commercial.

sensitive area for wildlife. productive farmland , low population to use it, other areas would serve it
better. surrounding area floods cutting off access in the winter
Sensitive migratory bird area.

Serious floodplain/salmon issues will only get worse with sea level rise. This also limits population
growth potential in the Samish/Skagit Delta area.

Seriously, | cana€™t believe Skagit Valley is being considered.

Seriously? All this talk about climate change and environmental stress!!??!l We DO NOT need
another big airport!

Serviced by Everett

Should be in North Snohomish County or Skagit county to better serve the community.
Shouldna€™1 take land away from farmers

Significant impact to farming which is the local economy. Unreasonably close to local airport.
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Simply put, Skagit County is a major agricultural region, and all land that is in the proposed area is
either vital to the production of food and the economy, or it is part of the Pacific Fly way which is
critical waterfowl and eagle habitat. It also is most likely a part of the 100 yr flood plain. And salmon
habitat is spread throughout the region as well. No land in Skagit County is suitable for any additional
airport facilities.

Site is in the flood plain and padilla and samish bays are already enviromentally critical areas for local
flora and fauna

Site is in the middle of actively farmed land. Noise, increased traffic volume and negative impact on
nearby wetland areas. In a flood prone area which can be inaccessible when area streams are at flood
stage. Whoever suggested this site was obviously unfamiliar with the area

Site is located too far away from population centers

Siting an airport in Skagit county would pose a hazard to wildlife that migrate here each winter.
Furthermore flood risk would increase in the lowland areas where the site is being proposed. Add this
to the increased noise pollution. | vote no.

Skagit area floods nearly EVERY year, this just doesn't seem like a good choice to me.

Skagit close proximity to Bellingham airport makes an additional airport seem redundant. If a larger
international airport is require in WA expansion of the Bellingham airport should be the primary
focus. It's insane that people cannot get wells approved in this area for personal residences, but
somehow there is enough water supply for a huge airport. We also have enough air traffic between
whidbey Island and the local airport. The residents of skagit county do not want our need increased
noise pollution from more air traffic. If we wanted to live in close proximity to an airport than we
would move.

Skagit country needs to remain the beautiful valley that it has been for years. You will ruin so many
homes and life styles if you do this and there WILL be push.

Skagit County / Burlington is only 30 miles from Paine Field or Bellingham airports and have several
flights serving them.

Skagit County already has a regional airport. There are airports in Bellingham, Everett and SeaTac.
Leave Skagit farmland alone.

Skagit County and it3€™s farmland needs to be protected not turned into another larger airport.

Skagit county and specifically Skagit county north is home to Fertile farmlands the great bald Eagle
habitat blue heron and other precious animals of our area. The estuary is important for Salomon,
shellfish and orcas . No to the airport in Skagit .
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Skagit County contains some of the most fertile farmlands on the western side of the state - this
acreage should be used for growing food, not such a destructive enterprise as another Seatac! And
yes, flooding is a definite consideration.

Skagit County contains valuable irreplaceable agricultural land, and a limited amount of buildable
land, along with an extreme housing crisis. It is not a good choice a commercial airport of that size.

Skagit county culture and economy depends on agriculture and tourism to our beautiful valley. An
airport would not only disrupt the idyllic scenery and stunning vistas, it would disrupt wildlife
including the thousands of migratory species that depend on farmlands and wetlands in our county
for survival.

Skagit county does not have the infrastructure to support these means, and the amount of farmland
and demographic of people who would be affected by this is tragic. These wet lands can not withhold
that of an airport non the less the amount of people that it would bring. This is non sensical to think
that these lands could support an airport.

Skagit county does not have the means, personnel, and land available for an airport this large without
having a major agricultural upset within the areas local economy.

Might | suggest revamping Skagit regional airport to support such services that would be established
with a new air field. The land is already acquired and from what the community sees there is room for
expansion and development.

Skagit county does not have the resources to accommodate an airport of this size.

Skagit County doesna€™t even have enough road space for its own residents, what makes you think
that we have the road space to accommodate the influx of traffic that will result from the opening of
a new airport? Not to mention the environmental impact this will have. [ta€™s an addition to the
county that we do not need.

Skagit county doesn't not need or want a larger airport. There is no need for it in this part of the state.
Its only 35 to 45 minutes to bellingham or everett international airports.

Skagit county farmers are having a hard time surviving and Bellingham is close enuff to hear as well as
the air planes in oak harbor are already make a lot off noice hear

Skagit county farmland should be preserved. Flooding will also be a huge issue in this location.
Skagit county floods to much and we need our farmlands!
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Skagit county has access to commercial air service in Everett. Meanwhile the south sound has no
commercial air service whatsoever. In Olympia you have to drive two counties over to king county
which can take up to 2 1/2 hours with traffic depending on where you live in thurston county (tenino
for example) meanwhile in skagit if they are driving to sea tac ita€™s because they are choosing to do
so. Olympia should have a Everett sized terminal before anymore terminals are considered up north
given the size of Olympia and the south end of tacoma/Lakewood.

Skagit County has an airport. Expand it if more capacity is needed. | fail to understand how locating
a major airport in the middle of the most fertile farmland in the world in order to serve a population
of like 50k people none of whom are actually asking for this makes any sense. Neither location is
suitable given environmental impacts: the Skagit Northwest site is like a quarter mile from an active
great blue heron feeding grounds that serves over 1000 animals on any given low tide. The bald
eagle population just to the north of that proposed site is occasionally photographed in a tree that
appears to be at the north end of your proposed runway which is commonly photographed with
dozens of animals. Oh and that entire area flooded last year so therea€™s that. Look like seriously.
It was underwater. All of it. Happy to provide pics if youd€™d like :)

Skagit county has been paying farmers for years to preserve some of the most fertile farm ground in
the world. We also hold the second largest population of migratory waterfowl per county in the state.
We have an international Airport thirty minutes away.

Skagit county has gone through a great deal of Enviromental changes due to the amount of
construction in the past 40 years. Wild animals that | grew up seeing | rarely see. | work in the
Enviromental industry for one of the tribes and | personally am scare of more industry happening in
this area. | am a sixth generation Skagitionian and the weather, animals and climate have changed so
much in just my lifetime. This is a horrible idea.

Skagit County has some of the last remaining sections of farmland that generations of people have
worked and sacrificed to preserve. This is incompatible with that irreplaceable resource.

Skagit county has the best farmland in the state and building an airport would negatively impact the
samish river salmon and all the people that are dependent upon agriculture for a living

Skagit county has to much wetlands, farm lands. Plus Skagit County does not have adequate road or
highway infrastructure to handle a major airport. Think Tulip Festival everyday all year long.

Skagit County has worked hard to preserve farmland and rural character. No airport!

Skagit County is a farming community, putting an airport here would make that all go away.
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Skagit county is a farming community, we treasure open land not to be impacted by large housing
developments, commercial spaces or transportation sites. Skagit county has taken a look at other
accommodating cities such as Redmond and have learned from their mistakes to avoid
overpopulating and losing land for dedicated farmers.

Skagit county is a major agricultural community and many families and farmers would loose their jobs,
houses, and income if an international sized airport were to be put in this location.

Skagit County is a place of nature, farming, growing of food and vegetation. The LAST thing it needs is
a loud smelly obnoxious air port, and the TRAFFIC IMPACT in the area will be horrendous. NO!

Skagit county is a place where migrator birds come it would negatively effect them. We have worked
hard to protect our farm land not to put a airport here. It floods more and more frequently due to
climate change. Consider expanding the Everett or Bellingham airport that is where we fly out of.

Skagit County is a small agricultural community. We don't want something that big in this area.

Skagit county is a small valley let's keep it that way. NO ON AIRPORT.

Skagit county is a small, rural neighborhood and one of the last in the area attempting to maintain
what little farmland we have left. Installation of a major airport in this area would not only be the end
of one of the last rural reserve restricted areas, but the traffic, noise, and development would be
devastating to the infrastructure of Skagit County.

The other major consideration would be the impact both proposed sites would have to the resident
and migrating birds that call Skagit County home. Swans, Snowgeese, Rufus hummingbirds, and
much more migrate great lengths and stop by Skagit County for months at a time to rest on their
journey to and from home. The disruption of nesting, resting, and feeding areas for these birds
would be devastating to the populations in both of these areas from land loss, to noise and pollution
effects.

The infrastructure of IS is also not conducive to the mass amount of traffic that would come through
an area already plagued by an interstate that is too small for the existing traffic that passes through
currently, and the daily accidents that happen as a result.

While | understand and appreciate the need for a northern airport, please remove Skagit County
from this list as a protection to the farms, creatures, and residents that call our beautiful valley
home.

Skagit county is a treasure of farmland, wildlife and wide open spaces. Adding an airport would ruin
it.
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Skagit county is an active flood plain, as well as geologically unstable due to layers of silt. It is suitable
and quite productive as farm ground. A better solution would be to develop a new Hub airfield in
Eastern Washington on stable non farmed ground in the Columbia Basin. Combined with smaller
commuter services, it would serve the entire Pacific Northwest. All passengers to SeaTac do not stay
in western Washington! Construction costs would be less, congestion, both in the air and on the
highways, would be less of an issue, and it would expand the economy of the entire State! Besides,
as per current policy, hydrocarbon fuel is soon to be a thing of the past. Commuter size planes are
more practical for electric engines and Eastern Washington is the source for the majority of electrical
production.

SKAGIT county is an agriculture epicenter. Why would you consider ruining that?

Skagit County is an area of Washington whose natural beauty needs to be preserved. It does not have
the infrastructure needed for a large airport nor would it serve a large population. There are airports
in both Bellingham and Bayview nearby.

Skagit County is between two airports (Everett and Bellingham) within about a 30 minute range.

Skagit county is critical farm land in an ever shrinking world of available farm land the disruption of
this farmland would extend well beyond the foot print of the airport

Skagit county is farmland and should stay that way. Please dona€™t develop this, it would cripple our
county

Skagit county is home to a plethora of agricultural farms that provides food across the state.
Additionally, Skagit County is home to large migratory populations of Trumpeter Swans and Snow
Geese. A large airport in this area could have a substantial negative impact on all of these.

Skagit county is home to so much wildlife and people from all walks of life. If a airport were to be built
here, the community as we know it would never be the same again.

Skagit County is known for ita€™s beautiful farmland, small town feel. We do not need or want
anything to do with an airport and what comes along with them.

Skagit County is known for its agriculture and nutrient rich soil to grow crops and raise animals. This
land needs to be retained for agriculture.

Skagit county is known for its beauty of farmland. Not only would an airport destroy that- it would
bring in tons more unwanted traffic and rid of the peace that skagit county has to offer. Skagit is also
known for flooding terribly in that area and come the winter seasons and would not make good
ground for an airport.
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Skagit County is known for its beauty, farmlands, bird watching (large flocks of trumpeter swans, etc)
and its rich agriculture. An additional airport would greatly impact all those things special to Skagit.
Not to mention our infrastructure would not sustain the increased traffic.

Skagit county is lacks the infrastructure to support an international airport of that size. The highways
are not big enough nor is the area suitable. It is also too far away from any major destination. Traffic
is already a problem in the area.

Skagit county is mostly rural farmland. The floodplain impact would be significant and my concern is it
would alter our capability for farming. Also, the population served is not located near Skagit County,
and this means increased traffic, CO2 emissions and the users of the Passenger terminal are not
invested in the community. This is too far to drive for most people.

Skagit county is not a good place for a major airport.

Skagit County is not an appropriate site for the proposed airport. Skagit County is an agricultural
community which depends on the preservation and health of its farmlands for its residenta€™s
income and industry. Being an agricultural community, it is also home to a large population of migrant
farm worker families of low income who speak English as a second language. The negative impacts of
the proposed airport on the current agricultural industry of Skagit County would jeopardize this
populationa€™s security in this community. The Skagit Valley is a flood prone region. The
development of an airport and its necessary infrastructure would create a further burden on the
aread€™s current drainage issues and in turn increase flood risk to existing homes, businesses and
farmlands in the Skagit Valley. The existing infrastructure of Skagit County does not support the
proposed airport. Skagit County is one of the few remaining agricultural rural communities between
Seattle and Vancouver, BC. The proposed airport would drastically change the rural environment of
this unique community. There are plenty of alternate suburban sites south of Skagit County that have
superior infrastructure in place to support the proposed airport. Skagit County lies less than 60 miles
between both the Vancouver, BC international airport and Paine Field commercial airport. Paine Field
has been in operation for several years, yet it still does not operate to its full potential. Locating the
proposed airport in Skagit County would be redundant. Skagit County is a sensitive environmental
location. It is the seasonal home to migratory birds, including Canadian Geese, Snow Geese and
Trumpeter Swans. It is also the nesting ground to many protected species, including Great Blue Heron
and Bald Eagle. Skagit County has several estuaries that depend on their environmental health to
successfully support the health of the marine food chain including salmon and whale populations,
both of which are currently in decline. The environmental impacts of the proposed airport would
further endanger the health of Skagit Countya€™s delicate marine environment. Skagit County
depends on its environmental health to continue its rich tradition of agriculture, which also includes
shellfish farming. In conclusion, Skagit County is not an appropriate location for the proposed airport.
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Skagit County is one of the most beautiful areas in the world. It is not only productive farm land but
also home of many water fowl and migratory birds. The area is already taking issue with the growler
jet training noise intrusion to residents as well as recreators and sea mammals . It would be criminal
to destroy what is precious here. You don3a€™t get these things back.

Skagit County is one of the most fertile farm counties in Washington state. Also home to thousands
of migratory birds. | can't even comprehend you are even considering this area for development.
Please take Skagit County off your potential list.

Skagit County is the wrong place for a new airport. It's home to some of the richest soil in the world
where family farms still grow our food, important stopover for global migrations of shorebirds, snow
geese, home to raptors, and crucial habitat for endangered salmon.

Skagit County is too far from Seattle. Expand Paine and/or use the Joint Base.
Skagit County is trying to preserve precious farmland.

Skagit county is way to small to have an airport let alone taking away precious farm land from hard
working people who put their heart in soul into this land for generations. We do not need less farm
land and more people. Forget it

Skagit County lacks the infrastructure to accommodate such an adventure without impacting the
existing farmland.

Skagit County maintains the most productive and diverse farmlands west of the Cascade mountains
and virtually all of the level lands indicated are subject to flooding in the wintertime. That can be
dealt with as farm land but the impacts of an airport in the middle of that will be detrimental to all the
farmland around it, in terms of a delicate system of managed drainage being affected.

Skagit county needs farmlands.

Skagit County north would be too far removed from population centers to meet the needs of the
people. It also serves as a fly through for many migratory birds. It wouldn't be right to displace the
wildlife even more than we already have.

Skagit County Northwest is a major site for wild birds, including harriers, short eared owls, snow
geese, and swans. Air traffic would devastate these populations as well as the animals who depend on
them. It would interfere with hunting and with current agricultural use as well. Please DO NOT USE
THIS SITE.

Skagit County Northwest is the wrong place for an airport since it is viable bird habitat.
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Skagit County NW aka the Samish Flats is an area of high density birdlife, especially in the winters,
where raptors including our national bird are of particular interest. We and other birders travel up
there every winter--often more than once-- to see them and eat at local eateries. Birds are in trouble
in our country anyway--why make it a zillion times worse?

Skagit County residents are already less than 90 minutes from TWO commercial airports - Paine Field
and Bellingham. Expand one or both of these airports instead of building a new one. Also, can
commercial capacity be added to the existing Skagit Regional airport instead?

Skagit county should be treasured for its natural beauty, falcon population and last few shoreline
fields for migratory birds. | am saddened and upset by WADOT's consideration for building another
airport. If it has to be, why can't we expand an existing airport? Why must we encroach further on
nature and farm land? Also we already have Bellingham and Everett airports that we don't fully
utilize. This strange proposal of adding yet another airport is not a conscientious and responsible use
of my tax dollars.

Skagit county southwest makes a more sensible and better served choice.

Skagit County wildlife and farmers already bear the brunt of two major transportation systems,
Washington State Ferries San Juan Island terminal and Interstate 5 -- both used primarily by outside
travelers passing through. An airport would add stress to these feeder systems and force expansion
of them. Flooding is extremely common and its mitigation would be damaging to natural agriculture
systems. The community has made heroic effort and expense to preserve farming here and it would
be a cruel taking to squash that effort with an airport.

Skagit county would never want an airport here. There is one 30 mins north to Bellingham and one in
Seattle is enough. We do not need our county to turn into like homeless infested Seattle. We
donda€™t mind driving to Seattle once a year. We do not want the farmlands taken over to build like
random airport. We dona€™t want your pollution. Our roads are not equipped to handle that traffic.
The traffic and road are bad enough already. No one asked for an airport to be here.

Skagit County, particularly western Skagit county where this site is proposed, is an area of
unsurpassed agricultural and natural value. This location would compromise the area and
permanently destroy one of our state's critical resources. Additionally, residents of Skagit County have
straightforward access to two major airports (SEA and YVR); an additional airport in Skagit County
would be inappropriate for the population size and would be better located nearer the major
population centers to the south (King, Pierce counties).
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Skagit Countya€™s farmers have voluntarily given up the development value of the land to protect it
as farmland, which makes the land seem cheap to the MBAs, bureaucracy-drones, energy companies,
and urban know-nothings, all of whom think they know better than the people of the Skagit. Jay
Inslee keep your godamned filthy paws off Skagit farmland!

Skagit Countya€™s infrastructure cannot support all the traffic this would bring. Also this is a farm rich
area, that should be preserved for natural resources sake

Skagit countya€™s road infrastructure could not support a new airport. Plus you have Bellingham
airport and Paine field airport there is no need for this. Skagitonians will fight to keep whata€™s left
of the farmland along the 1-5 corridor.

Skagit Countya€™s robust farmland feeds millions of people, there are airports both North & South
within a 45 min drive that have now served people for many years

Skagit does not have the needed infrastructure, an airport would be at odds with the agriculture
backbone of the community.

Skagit does not need another airport. There is bellingham or everett. Skagit county can not lose
anymore farm land

Skagit does not need another airport... Paine Field and Bellingham are more than adequate
Skagit farmland is among the richest on the planet. The flood concerns alone make this area
impractical. Please look elsewhere.

Skagit farmland is precious.

Skagit farmland is some of the best in the world and should remain so.

Skagit Farmland needs to be protected and the Skagit valley cannot support the influx of people. The
airport would impact the waterfowl migration on the Pacific flyway. Skagit County has one of the
highest numbers of waterfowl on the west side of the state.

Skagit farmland would be effected. The annual flooding of the Samish river would be a factor. The
Airspace around Skagit Regional airport would be effected. The low level flight path of General
aviation North and south corridor would be effected. The study on livestock shows increased stress
due to higher levels of jet aircraft noise. Migratory Canadian geese area would be impacted and a
concern for commercial aircraft.

Skagit flats is important for migratory birds, such as snow geese, trumpeter swans, Snowy Owls, and
for raptors such as peregrine falcons. It is a place of quiet beauty. Don't ruin it.

Skagit has great access from the islands and Canada. Great supporting businesses. Is far enough away
from Seattle to make a huge draw of passengers.
Skagit has many protected birds that are rapidly losing habitat.n
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Skagit has worked hard to develop tourism for birding purposes and this location would definitely
interfere with that industry. Plus this land floods so frequently it would seem to be a foolish
investment.

Skagit is a beautiful rural aread€ | beautiful farmland, tulip fields, hiking and water ways. Instead,
more fully develop Paine Field and incentivize additional airlines and flights out of Bellingham. We
have enough airportsa€”they just need to be utilized better.

Skagit is a beautiful town filled with beautiful farm land, we donda€™t want a city vibe. Leave the farm
land alone.

Skagit is a farming fishing county that needs to be preserved as such. It is far from population centers
and unlikely to grow as a dense population center to support an airport. Both Bellingham and Everett
have commercial airport facilities.

Skagit is a gem and should be left as such. This is not necessary and wound only further destroy the
integrity of skagit area and ita€™s natural beauty and history.

Skagit is a very important agricultural and environmental region!!! There is so much needed
biodiversity there. PLEASE do not disrupt all the birds, bats, insects and water ways!!!!

Skagit is an important farming area, building here would 1. Take crucial farm land and 2. Push flooding
towards fields farmers need.

Skagit is an important farming big community and the impact would be too detrimental to the quality
of life there.

Skagit is FARMLAND, historical migrant bird grounds, ANCESTRAL LANDS. DO NOT DEFACE SKAGIT
COUNTY!

Skagit is farmland. When a community has managed to retain open space, it should not be
considered an invitation to ruin the open space.

Skagit is too far from most population centers to be useful as an airport. This area floods and has
beneficial farmland that would be destroyed by an airport.

Skagit is too important to migratory birds and waterfowl and not a very accessible place for
commercial planes. Stay out

Skagit needs to have its farmland preserved. We donda€™t need to lose more of that to commercial
greed. Our roads are also not set up for the infrastructure needed for major airport traffic plus with
an airport comes hotels and other things that will destroy our open land. No no no.

Skagit needs to remain farmland. Even the spaces that arena€™t an active farm play a role in
watershed health and flood management.

Bellingham or Everett isna€™1 far for folks to go.
Skagit regional airport should be considered to increase capacity and flight variety.

Skagit Regional Airport should/could be developed as a suitable alternative that does not take up
valuable agricultural land.
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Skagit Regional is already there. Invest money to expand the already existing airport

Skagit regional is already there. Many of the proposed sites already have airports plenty big enough,
or expandable to a bigger size. What's needed aren't morel age airport but more small ones.

Skagit regional wetlands and agricultural area is a huge part of the county and surrounding islands
resources!

Skagit Valley has a lot of farm land that | feel like would get used to build this. | grew up in Skagit and
ita€™s gone downhill. Theifs, gun violence. The Walmart way just shot up. | dona€™t think we need
any big air port at all in skagit county. We also dona€™t need more traffic.

Skagit Valley has among the most precious farmland on planet earth. It needs to be protected from
development.

Skagit Valley has been pioneering in farmland preservation along the I-5 corridor. As a region, we
need access to land that is fertile enough to grow food, protect agriculture and preserve what
precious farmland still exists as urban sprawl pushes north.

Skagit Valley has worked so hard to protect its land, investing so much in the preservation of farmland
and the flat, which is exactly where this is. This area is specifically special, providing landscape unlike
anywhere else in WA. Please please do not disrupt the flats nor the life that so many have invested in
protecting.

Skagit Valley is a precious rural area that is mostly agricultural and residential. The impact of a major
airport would be devastating to our way of life.

Skagit Valley is a valuable agricultural, farming and agritourism area - the noise and pollutants from an
airport are completely inappropriate so close to such a sensitive locale. We cannot lose any fertile
agricultural land at a time when food shortages are looming while air travel will be declining.

Skagit Valley is beautiful rural land, an airport would ruin it

Skagit Valley is home to a thriving farm community. | don't understand why agricultural impact was
not included in this study. Bow/Edison borders several oyster farming beds and | feel the
environmental impact would be costly not only to the agricultural component, but also to the wild
swan, geese and eagle population that call the area home.

Skagit valley is home to migrating Snow Geese and Swans. Locating a busy commercial airport in
would adversely impact these species. Also, a lot of time, money and effort has gone in to preserving
farmland in Skagit county and this development is not consistent with land use planning efforts in
Skagit county.
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Skagit Valley is one of the richest and best fa rmland in our area. As food scarcity becomes an issue
and other countries are battling and raising the costs of food around the world, we need to protect
and provide farmland that can provide food for the United States and Washington. On top of that the
land that is in question regularly floods. At this point individual people are not able to build or are
limited homes because of negative environmental

impacts.

| Skagit County is also home to a variety of birds, fish and other wildlife that is rare and becoming
harder to find. It is important that we protect the land and animals in this area and building an airport
would endanger the environment. Negative impacts on flood, wetlands, bird migration, life greatly
outweighs the benefit of a large airport in Skagit Valley.

It seems to me that upgrading some of the smaller airports that are already in place like Paine Field or
the Bellingham airport would be much better suited than developing farm land.

People in Skagit Valley in the surrounding area can easily fly out of SeaTac or Canada already along
with two other small airports. The population already has plenty of options .

Skagit valley is such an important region agriculturally. We need locally grown produce. Also this area
is vital for bird migration.

Skagit Valley is the breadbasket of Western Washington. Putting an international airport there would
pollute and diminish our food supply permanently.

Skagit valley provides the world with vegetable seeds like spinach. It grows 80% of the US raspberries.
You will be disrupting the worlds food chain and supply for vegetable seeds. Talk to WSU MT Vernon
research station for more facts.

Small community can not handle the volume of people that will bring through

Small community too high impact from traffic noise etc. ruinous to charm and tourism in area.
Small town farming community, please dona€™t take that away.

So far away. Doesn't feel like an area that would want or do well with a booming airport.

Some of our best farmland in the state. High impact to mexican work force. Bad flooding. Bellingham
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Some of the finest farmland soil in the state. Mountains close by on the east side that will push the
noise west out over the islands creating more noise further out into the salish sea. Jet fuel pollution
and smog increases exceeding the benifit.

Some of the most fertile farm land in the world

Still not very local to snohomish

Stop destroying our farm lands we need to feed our people somehow.

Stop flying it's really a lousy way to ruin the environment

Stop ruining our land, fix your current infrastructure first

Stop ruining our small town an taking away our crop fields. Go invest somewhere else
Stop taking away farm land.
Stop trying to turn in farmland that is crucial to thousands of Americans livelihoods to profit larger

corporations. Turning this area into a high-traffic space won't benefit anyone but corporations. Do
better WSDT.

Stop trying to turn our county into King county. One compact, overpopulated, disgusting county is
enough. Not to mention the several other counties in the same situation as King County.

Such practicality if this happens

such valuable farmland!

Suggest modifying Payne field in Everett to accommodate more passenger travel.

Take away from farm land by!

Take your shit somewhere else

Takes away farm land.

Terrain impact: Land that is not hilly is in areas designated for Agriculture, a primary driver of the
Skagit economy. It would be absolutely terrible to see the agricultural heritage of Skagit changed as a
result of an airport.

Property acquisition: How much property needs to be purchased?
Environmental justice: Many of those who work, live and rely on Agricultural economies are BIPOC.
The introduction of an airport would result in the loss of jobs, homes, and opportunity for the

county's farmworker community.

Floodplain impact: The site is in a floodplain. Agriculture is critical to ensure adequate drainage and
diking. Pavement and concrete would only increase flood and run-off risks.

Wetland impact: Airports introduce additional flooding and run-off risks.
Incompatible land use: Incompatible land use considering the rural and agricultural nature of the
Skagit Valley. Skagit has been very clear in its' land planning and it's citizens are clear in what they

want. An airport does not fit the vision for Skagit.
Terrible idea!!!
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Terrible idea,Impact would be devastating to the environment. For landa€™s sake haven3a€™t we
learned anything from the changing climate? We cana€™t keep doing things that negatively impact
our home.

Terrible location. Prime riparian habitat. Also Bellingham International close by, as is Paine Field.
Noise would be a nightmare for the San Juan Islands as well as the county.

That appears to be farmland! Just no.

That are should be used for agriculture

That area is notorious for flooding and it can be unpredictable. That location is farm/agriculture land
that has been the lifeblood and part of the communitya€™s culture since the late 18003€™s when it
was cleared by the pioneers. The area surrounding is very rural and traffic congestion would be huge
factors in the lively hood of the local farming industry3€ | there are always tractors, hauling trucks etc
on those roads. Cand€™t imagine the impact it would create.

That area is very good habitat and holdover for migrating birds of many types. An airport located
here would be a substantial loss of habitat.

That area should stay agricultural.

That is a beautiful part of Washington, small village style towns, too near the water, farming. Close
enough to airport rammed through at Mukliteo. Close enough to SeaTac.

That is a wetland area. The bird population in the winter is astounding. You will be having birds
sucked up in jet engines regularly. Plus, the residents here have worked hard to preserve a rural way
of life. Just leave this area alone and put the city structure near the city, not in a rural area.

| disagree with the wetland impact on the above chart.

It is far from population centers, and close to natural attractions. It would ruin birding for many. The
environmental impact needs to be closer to red here. Yes, this is wetland area.

That is all farming why would we take away from our farming community

That is farmland. Leta€™s keep it that way.

that is wet land!

That site is too environmentally sensitive and very important agricultural land. Don't destroy that
site.

That whole area floods. Not going to work.

That would DESTROY local agriculture and farmlands!

That would ruin this beautiful countryside.

That would take away land from the various farmers in the region that grow crops for human
consumption and also for animal feed. Also, there is not the infrastructure to support such an
endeavor. Roads would have to be developed and that would require taking even more land for such
an endeavor.

That's all vital farmland.
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That's quality and much needed food security farmland. | challenge the notion we need more air
travel in a time of climate change.

The "significant flood concerns" are important. Also, the "more than 90 minutes" distance.
The agricultural and community impact is too much of a sacrifice.

The agriculture that uses this Farmland is vital to our survival and economy

The airport that already exists in Bellingham could be expanded for less tax dollars.

The annual flooding will only get worse with global warming. There is also no easy way to get there by
public transportation.
The are is full of homes already and we have to many airports

The area circled would negatively impact the migrating birds of Skagit Valley. We have thousands, of
Bald Eagles That come to the valley every year from Alaska and Canada. Specifically in the area circled
for consideration of a new airport. There is a wildlife refuge nearby with countless species that is
relatively undisturbed. Bringing an airport or any other industry to this area would be devastating.

The area depicted is protected farmland and wetlands. Those of us living nearby already get more
than enough jet noise from the military aircraft constantly roaring over us to and from Whidby Island.
This location for an airport is a very very bad idea.

The area floods regularly in the winter. It is also a large refuge for migrating birds and having an
airport would be a disaster for birds as well as the farming community. This is not a reasonable
location for many reasons.

The area in the map is of significant agricultural/farmland resources, migratory birds, birds of prey
including birds at risk and endangered, and the area is a watershed area for the resident orca
populations and salmon for the resident salmon.

The area involved is a major agricultural area and prone to flooding. The impact of flights and traffic
would be detrimental to this atea.

The area is important for agricultural support; flooding would be a huge problem. The amount of
traffic created from people moving from north, south and east into this area would create traffic
issues for highway 20 and the surrounding area, with no way for residents of Anacortes, in particular,
to move efficiently from the area eastward. It's too far of a drive for most users to be a draw to the
area.

The area is on a floodplain. As the weather becomes more extreme, erratic, and unpredictable, areas
that were once subject to"100 year" floods may experience more frequent and severe flooding.

The area is important to many wetland and migratory birds

222 |Page



The area is too important for bird migration, wildlife & agriculture to bring massive development,
traffic on land & air, pollution & more encroachment on the few areas left for threaten species of
wildlife.

The area is too small to support the traffic this would cause

The area proposed is some of the most fertile farm land in Washington. We can afford to lose the
ability to farm.

The area selected is not only prone to flooding, but most of it exists below the flood plain. Just last
winter, all of the lowland in the selected area was submerged under flood waters. Also, the area is
also prone to high winds channeled by the surrounding hills and mountains and it happens to be some
of the most productive farmland in Washington.

Selecting this site would be extremely detrimental to the bucolic agricultural economy as well as the
already fragile environmental biosphere.

Please select an alternate site that would be less problematic and damaging to the community and
environment.

The area you are looking is farm landa€| an airport will ruin not only our farmland but also the small
town of Mount Vernon.

The Bellingham airport in under utilized as is Paine Field. With only two lanes of I-5 south and north
will make the ever increasing nightmare traffic worse. There are already significant traffic issues on
Hwy-20. We have enough noise with planes from Whidbey.

The Bellingham airport is close by for the population it would support. This area is farmland and it
also includes important habitat for birds.
The Bow Edison area is responsible for agricultural supply to the local and extra-local communities.

The area is already well serviced by Bellingham, Paine, SeaTac and Vancouver airports.

Major street level and highway improvements would be required to support the additional passenger
car and commercial traffic another airport would bring to the area.

Finally, the population in this area choose to live here for the balance of quiet rural life, with large
cities within a 2hr drive (Seattle, Vancouver). We do not want a large passenger and commercial
airport to ruin our community and we will advocate loud and long to protect and our community.

Thank you
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The circled area is almost totally within the tsunami flood plain
Growth management act mandates

Overwintering trumpeter swans

Hundreds of thousands of annual fly through snow geese
World-class farmland

Food security

Tourism

Rural farm culture
The commercial congestion and environmental impact is too much.
The community cannot handle the influx of traffic.

The construction of a large airport and its surrounding infrastructure has the potential to cause
permanent extinction of salmon and certain trout species in several river systems. The salmon
population has already been dwindling for decades and this would be the nail in the coffin for
Western Washington salmon. If the WSDOT was truly committed to respecting and preserving our
home, ita€™s natural resources, the wildlife and undeniable beauty they would have to spend billions
to maintain the ecosystems this airport would certainly demolish.

The construction of a large airport and its surrounding infrastructure has the potential to cause
permanent extinction of salmon and certain trout species in several river systems. The salmon
population has already been dwindling for decades and this would be the nail in the coffin for
Western Washington salmon. If the WSDOT was truly committed to respecting and preserving our
home, ita€™s natural resources, the wildlife and undeniable beauty they would have to spend billions
to maintain the ecosystems this airport would certainly demolish.

The county can barely handle the amount of traffic and population is currently has. This would
significantly impact farmland, natural resources, and wildlife species that can only be found in Skagit
County.

The development of a major airport could potentially effect the long term use of Agriculture in the
area. The value of land could increase and therefore farmers "who are used to quite and less
populated" will sell to developmenters and would jeopardize Skagit County as the top tulip and fruit
world wide growing and disturbing.

The ecological damage would be high in the proposed area. It is bordering an estuary and near the
Samish river.
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The ecosystems in this bioregion need to be conserved for resilience in climate change. Air travel
should be cut back on until we have zero emission fuels. We don't want added air, noise, and water
pollution in our region.

The entire Skagit valley is known for its farming communities. The population of Whidbey Island alone
heavily relies on crop production from the Skagit valley for their food. A vast amount of families living
in the Skagit area rely on their crops and livestock to earn a living and have no other source of
income.

Additionally, this potential new airport will bring hundreds of new vehicles and person population to
the already growing population of the area, thus negatively impacting traffic on and off the
surrounding islands, workforce development, job stability, and housing opportunities.

Another downfall to consider is the impact on local wildlife. This valley is home to many species,
including livestock, a large deer population, and one of the largest bald eagle populations in
Washington state. The potential air traffic could have catastrophic effects on our national bird, an
already endangered species.

I, and many others believe that a better potential option for increased air traffic and airport services
would best be provided by expanding the nearby airports in Bellingham and/or Paine Field. This will
increase travel revenue without endangering the current population of a new and corporately
undeveloped area.

The environmental and social impact is far too great. These locations are in flood plains, bird
migratory paths and would destroy the rural feel of the area. This would RUIN the ecosystem and the
quality of life in the entire area. There are 3 airports close by. This new airport is completely
unnecessary

The environmental harm would be irreparable. The loss of farmland would be irreversible.
The environmental impact would be horrible.

The environmental impact would be too high for the amount of people served.

| will also start by saying that this project should be placed on hold until other projects that make
more sense and has less impact on the environment are considered such as high-speed light rail.

The environmental impacts would be too great for the region. This area is a large supporter for
agriculture and food not only for the area, but for the state and country. The noise and emissions
would ruin the natural beauty that so many seek out. The added traffic along the already busy
freeway system would also be a detriment.

The environmental issues would be devastating to the area. Also, the population can easily get to the
Bellingham or Paine Field airports.
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The environmental risk is too high.

The existing airports in either Skagit or Bellingham should be expanded. These are relatively
underutilized assets and would be marginalized with an additional facility created nearby.

The extreme damage to the environment this will cause, not only immediately, but forever. The
floodplain and already damaged ecosystem deserves to remain, and to be cared for.

The farmland here is too important. And ita€™s part of a major migratory path for birds - you should
should skip this location.

The farmland there provides food and jobs for the local economy. Infrastructure in this area is
currently too small to support the commuters that travel this corridor, adding more travelers will only
increase the problem and stress on the infrastructure.

The farmlands and community infrastructure would be adversely impacted by a large airport.
The farmlands should stay preserved. That is so many peoples lively hood.

The flat lowlands in Skagit County are in floodplains and also at risk for sea level rise. This site
routinely floods. The valley is an important stop for migrating birds and home to wintering raptors
and large populations of snow geese and trumpeter swans. Birds and runways do not mix well.

The Skagit Valley has amazing soil and citizens and farmers have worked hard to preserve agriculture
here. Crops grown in the valley feed people everywhere. Seed companies grow seeds for farmers all
over the world. Pavement is forever.

As the human population in the Puget Sound continues to increase, we need to protect places such as
the Skagit Valley and not allow a new airport.

The flood and traffic concerns plus the land should be used for agriculture.
The flood concern here is significant. And wildlife is significant here.

The flood issues, in addition to the extreme amount of money that would be needed to update roads
would be ludicrous. We have been waiting over two years for one round about to be completed in
that aread€|. Environmental impact on endangered wildlife and we already are affected by whidbey
NAS flight traffic noise and Skagit airport as well- another airport traffic would be so detrimental to
this community.

The flood plain is concerning and so is the impact to the farming community

The flooding is far too big an issue, especially with the amount of paving necessary for an airport. The
permeability reduction would really mess with the rest of the surrounding area/lead to MORE
flooding.
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The flooding will be a huge issue, the locals will misplaced, the wind that comes in the valley would be
a issue. The land that would be taken is a critical part of our states economy and putting a airport in
the middle of farming fields would ruin the farming industry in the state, one of our most priced
economies.

The floodplain impact and lack of suitable infrastructure are limiting factors. Additionally, this would
significantly impact a local salmon return.

The floodplain impact is too severe.

The greenfield

The harm this would cause to the natural world is to great. Maybe invest in a high speed rail system
instead of more airports. Far greener.

The historic farmlands and the agricultural community would be negatively pacted. Hwy 11 is already
dangerous and could not handle the additional traffic.

The impact of an airport would be severe. This area is prime, highly productive farmland as well as a
nature preserve for all kinds of resident and migratory birds. We moved here from Seattle to get
away from this sort of development. We would have to sell our house and more elsewhere.

The impact of noise and fuel pollution for a farming and county living community would be disastrous.
We live here, away from the city, to enjoy clean food with friends and family. What a disaster it would
be to bring another airstrip to this area. Why not invest in the airports already located in Bay View or
Bellingham??

The impact on the Skagit River (a major source of fresh water input into Puget Sound) would be
severe. It would also destroy the local farming industry.

The impact to environment and wildlife would be substantial. The area also flood frequently and
would require far too much engineering and money to build such a large project. This would entirely
disrupt the area, most people that live here are here for the peace of the country and farm life. This
would be absolutely devastating to the urban life and property of the populations that live here.

The impact to farmland and local ecosystems would be too great. The infrastructure is not set up for
that large of a traffic increase.

The impact to our environment and community should not be threatened by this project under any
circumstances.
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The impact to valuable irreplaceable farmland in not acceptable. And even more damaging would be
to effect to sensitive birds, as the area includes and is surrounded by nesting areas, rearing areas, and
over-wintering sites for many important species.

In addition, we have, and accept, traffic from Whidbey NAS. But a tremendous increase in jet traffic
brought on by a local regional airport would be unacceptable. Please, not here!

The impacts to tribal treaty resources including clean water and salmon will be negatively impacted
by this development. The Skagit farmlands in this area also offer critical habitat to migratory bird
species that would be directly negatively impacted by increased air traffic in this location. Installation
of large impervious surfaces such as an airport will have a significant negative impacts on the
connectivity and functionality of the Skagit River Flooplain. Consultation with area Tribal governance
is crucial and will likely not recieve support.

The impacts to wildlife can be grave. Birds and wild mammals are already facing dwindling habitats.
An airport can be devastating for habitat. Stop. Just stop!

The impacts would have devastating consequences on the farm industries and rural life styles in this
area.

The infrastructure is not in place to handle the increase in traffic let alone the ecological impacts to
the area.

The land has significant wildlife value, and is extremely flood prone. It is a pristine farmland and
natural area, as well as the hills and many popular hiking trails and viewpoints that look out over the
valley.

The land here is too beautiful for a polluted airport to be built

The land is highly valuable agriculture land that should remain in ag use, and the location is too
remote for a useful airport.

The land is too environmentally important to wild life, humans and the land. We need the wet lands!!

The land should remain farmland. We are losing too many already. The land is fertile and beautifully
used now to support crops. Please leave it as is in its pristine condition and use.
The last thing we need is more road traffic and airplane noise.
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The list provided by Tim Mann of Skagit Audubon echos many of my concerns. Rather than trying to
restate that list, here it is again!

The Skagit County 4€ceGreenfielda€R Potential Airport Sites:

Talking Points Related to Birds

Washington State 's Commercial Aviation Coordination Commission (CACC) is looking at
potential sites for a new airport within 100 miles of Seattle to provide commercial and
passenger air service in the coming decades. The CACC has drawn up a list of 10 potential sites
that could meet their criteria, including two in Skagit County. The following talking points
address concerns that arise with either of these sites in relation to birds.

1. Two of western Washingtona€™s most significant areas of birds are on the CACC list of
potential sites for a new, large airport.

Among 10 potential sites for a new SEATAC-scale airport identified by the Washington

State Department of Transportation's (WSDOT) Commercial Aviation Coordination
Commission (CACC) are two of the most important areas for birds in western

Washington, both in Skagit County. Tremendous effort at the local, state, and federal

level has for years gone into protecting Skagit and Samish Flats for both their excellent
agricultural soils and their very high importance for a wide variety of birds. These are

the two areas on the CACC list.

2. The a€oeSkagit County Northwesta€l potential airport site is Samish Flats, far-famed among
birders and waterfow! hunters and with good reason.

The site which the CACC refers to as a€ceSkagit County Northwest,a€2 immediately south of
Samish Bay spanning from Chuckanut Drive to Padilla Bay, is the area famously known

among birders as Samish Flats. In fall and winter, birders from far and wide travel here

to see five falcon species, including gyrfalcon, a wide variety of subspecies and races of
Red-tailed and Rough-legged Hawks plus many Northern Harriers, Bald Eagles, Shorteared Owls, and

229 |Page



some years, Snowy Owls.

3. The CACCa€™s a€ceSkagit County Northwesta€R substantially overlaps the designated
Samish/Padilla Bays Important Bird Area.

The 36,000 acres of the Samish/Padilla Bays Important Bird Area (IBA) include the
location the CACC designates as its d€oceSkagit County Northwesta€l potential airport site.
National Audubon Society and Bird Life International, in cooperation with the
Department of Natural Resources Natural Heritage Program, document and designate
IBAs to recognize high priority areas for preserving significant populations of various

bird species. See www.audubon.org/important-bird-areas/samishpadilla-bays for a
description of the reason Samish Flats is a vital area for migratory birds. The following

brief excerpt provides a summary:

a€ceThe sheltered bays and sloughs 3€| provide critical wintering area for seabirds,

ducks and geese and provide shelter and food for the large concentrations of

seabirds. Padilla Bay contains some of the most extensive eelgrass beds on the

west coast. These beds make the bay an ideal wintering area for Brant. The

entire global population of the Western High Artic Brant (subspecies) is thought

to winter in Padilla Bay. The mudflats provide wintering and migratory habitat

for 20,000 shorebirds and the flatlands contain a high and diverse number of

wintering raptors, including Gyrfalcon.a€R

4. The CACCa€™s a€ceSkagit County Southwesta€l site substantially overlaps the designated Skagit
Bay Important Bird Area.

The southern half of the site the CACC calls a€ceSkagit County Southwest,a€R locally known as

Skagit Flats, significantly overlaps Skagit Bay Important Bird Area. (Skagit Bay | Audubon
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Important Bird Areas). Thousands of Trumpeter and Tundra Swans, Lesser Snow Geese,
Dunlins and other shore birds winter on Skagit and Samish Flats, which is the reason for
the IBA designation. In winter, flocks comprised of thousands of Lesser Snow Geese
provide a stunning natural spectacle on Samish and Skagit Flats and Fir Island. This
segment of the Lesser Snow Goose population breeds exclusively on Wrangel Island,
Russia and is the last major breeding population of snow geese nesting in Asia.

5. Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife has devoted substantial public funding to
buying and managing a significant portion of Samish Flats, what the CCAC calls 4€ceSkagit
County Northwest.a€l

The approximately 500 acres of Washington Department of Fish and Wildlifea€™s Samish
Unit of the Skagit Wildlife Area on Samish Flats provide essential habitat for a wide array
of birds and one of the most popular waterfowl hunting locations in western

Washington. The Samish Unit includes the d€ceWest-903€R location, far-famed among birders
for its opportunities to observe wintering raptors.

6. Skagit Bay and the estuary of the Skagit River host many thousands of wintering ducks,
geese, swans, and shorebirds.

WDFWa€™s Skagit Bay Estuary Wildlife Area Unit lies immediately southwest of the CACCa€™'s
a€oeSouthwest Skagita€l site. The noise and activity associated with a large airport would
profoundly affect the many thousands of ducks, geese, swans, and shorebirds that

winter in this area.

7. The fields and bays of Skagit County are the most important wintering area for
Trumpeter Swans in the Lower 48 States.

Each winter Skagit County hosts over 7,000 Trumpeter Swans, more than any other

place in the lower 48 states. This largest of all North American waterfowl was almost
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extinct outside Alaska and Canada. Its recovery in the Pacific Northwest began in Skagit
3

County and continues today. Skagit and Samish Flats are both vital feeding and resting
areas for this species along with a smaller number of Tundra Swans. We urge the CACC
to confer with the Washington Department of Fish & Wildlife and the Northwest Swan
Conservation Association to gain an understanding of the significance of Skagit and
Samish Flats to Trumpeter and Tundra Swans.

8. Skagit and Samish Flats attract a phenomenal number and variety of wintering hawks,
falcons, eagles, and other predatory birds.

The fields, hedgerows, and farms of Skagit and Samish Flats provide excellent habitat for
wintering raptors, including 5 species of falcon, a variety of subspecies and color morphs
of Red-tailed and Rough-legged Hawks, plus many Bald Eagles and Northern Harriers.
Short-eared Owls and, in some years, Snowy Owls also frequent these flats in winter.

9. Bald Eagles and their nests are abundant in the areas listed by the CACC as potential
airport sites.

The thousands of ducks plus the fish in Skagit Countya€™s shallow bays attract many Bald
Eagles, some resident year-round, others here only in winter. These birds and their
nests, which are present in both the Samish/Padilla Bays Important Bird Area (IBA) and
the Skagit Bay IBA have special protection under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection
Act (16 U.S.C. 668-668c) passed in 1940.

10. Large scale airport operations would jeopardize the largest communal nesting site of
Great Blue Herons in the western U.S.

On the shore of Padilla Bay, the March Point heronry with around 700 Great Blue Heron

nests is a site of immense importance to this bird which Washington Department of Fish
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and Wildlife lists as a Priority Species. The herons feed in the shallow, food-rich waters
of Padilla, Samish, and Skagit Bays, but in winter they fulfill much of their diet catching
rodents in the fields and farmlands of Skagit and Samish Flats; i.e., the potential airport
sites. This heronry, identified as highly significant to the continued presence of the
Great Blue Heron in the Puget Sound Basin, lies across Padilla Bay from the site the
CACC calls a€ceSkagit County Northwest.3€0m

11. The abundant birds of winter in Skagit County are very important for the tourism
economy of this area.

Thousands of people visit western Skagit County in winter to see majestic Trumpeter
and Tundra Swans, immense flocks of Snow Geese, varied hawks and falcons, huge
numbers of ducks, Bald Eagles, and other bird species that winter on the bays and fields.
These charismatic birds give a substantial boost to the local tourism economy. Building
and operating a large airport here would destroy thousands of acres of valuable
farmland and migratory bird habitat and thereby also irreparably damage the winter
tourism industry.

4

12. The abundant waterfowl and raptors of both the &€ceNorthwest Skagita€R and the
a€ceSouthwest Skagita€R sites would pose a very significant safety threat to greatly increased
air traffic in their midst. That traffic would also deal a terrible blow to this important
avian population.

Every year for many years it has been necessary to capture and move raptors,
particularly Red-tailed Hawks, from SEATAC Airport for the safety of aircraft operations.
The Northwest Swan Conservation Society works with Whidbey Island Naval Air Station

and farmers on Whidbey Island near Ault Field to reduce the chances of aircraft
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collisions with Trumpeter Swans, one of the heaviest birds in the world capable of flight.
Imagine the hazard to pilots and passengers if an airport were superimposed on and
adjacent to the habitat of the thousands and thousands of ducks, geese, swans, and
raptors wintering on Samish and Skagit Flats. The crash of a large plane into any of

Skagit Countya€™s bays, marshes, or fields would be a human and ecological catastrophe

The local population does not need it, does not want it and would not be served by it. The populations
utilizing it would have to come from a distance. There are better options by utilizing and perhaps
expanding Paine field and Bellingham airport.

The main purpose is to serve the people using it. From the report it doesn't seem like it will help the
people that need it. Also flood concerns

The natural and agricultural state of this land should be maintained as it can not be replicated. The
noise pollution alone would cause many species of birds to cease wintering in this special area.
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The negative impact on bird populations would be immense, as this is a major stopping point for
trumpeter swans and snow geese as well as other species. Bald eagles also nest here and great blue
herons have their rookeries in the flats. This is low land that floods regularly and is likely to flood
more due to global climate change. This area is rich agricultural land that should be preserved for
agriculture. This area is very beautiful and should be protected for people's enjoyment. This area also
does not meet the needs of the new airport for number of people served.

The new airport needs to be located north of the greater Seattle/Tacoma/Everett area.
The noise and chemical pollution would be detrimental to our wildlife and agriculture food sources
snd well as our waterways.

The area also is prone to severe flooding.

The noise and emissions would negatively affect the rural community surrounding it and the area
floods heavily.

The only think this site has going for it as an airport site is that it is flat. It is incomprehensible that it
should be considered.

Most of it is valuable farmland protected by conservation easement.

It is essential wildlife habitat, especially for wintering waterfowl - including ducks, swans, geese,
shorebirds and raptors. Everyone knows that world bird populations are in decline for a variety of
reasons, including development. Moreover, flying waterfowl and aircraft are not compatible with the
safety of either.

A large amount on the area is prone to flooding and underwater during winter months, precisely why
it is so important for wintering waterfowl.

Airport development would Impinge on Swinomish tribal rights and livelihood pertaining to salmon, et
al.

Airport development would adversely impact the local flower industry and the tourist revenue it
provides.
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The area is not sufficiently close to populated areas that could make use of an airport. Much better to
explore expansion of existing facctilities such as Bellingham to the north and Paine Field to the south.

The people of the valley and surrounding area would like to keep this as rural as possible. If wea€™d
like to have our area look like a large town, wea€™d move to a large town.

The potential impacts to farming practices that would quite literally impact the worlda€™s seed
supply are too great to risk; not to mention the implications for organic farms in general.

Our infrastructure and usable land resources cannot support this amount of traffic. We are struggling
with the amount of residents we currently have locally.

| personally do not consent to the noise disturbances that would come along with such a project. We
are in a migratory bird path and home to several endangered species that would be significantly and
negatively impacted.

The proposed area is critical bird migration and wintering habitat.

The proposed areas in Skagit County are sensitive areas for birds and are important farmlands.
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The proposed location is within Skagit County's prime farmland. It is absolutely inappropriate to
develop a new airport there, especially when Skagit Regional Airport could be re-developed to
accommodate intended uses. Farmland sites (anywhere) should not be considered as locations for a
new airport.

The roads in this area are not built to handle anywhere near this kind of traffic.

The Samish Flats contain incredibly important wildlife habitat for birds and salmon. Development
would greatly impact the environment as well as the local tourism industry. This area is also at huge
risk to flooding. Please look elsewhere. Thank you!

The samish river floods every year and with the bay so close to Edison the tides affect peoples septics
negativity. Plus the farmland in Skagit is so fertile and amazing ground for producing food. No one can
replace farmland.

The SeaTac airport is close enough for travel, would like to keep skagit County small and local

The site indicated on the map is an important environment for birds, be they migrants resting or
spending the winter months. There are also a number of small family farms in the area. As food
sources become less secure, we need all the farms, small and large, in the Skagit Valley.

The site is too far from large population centers and would destroy valuable and fertile farmlands.

The site where they want to put the new airport is a farmland where many wildlife have homes. This
is a popular migratory spot for birds as well. | feel this new airport would disrupt the wildlife.

This is also a major flooding area. If an airport were built here, during the flooding season it may
definitely feel like an inconvenient spot to have an airport. The flooding will impact arrivals and
departures and you may have many cancelled flights due to flooding.

We also already have two airports in the northwest area, one in Seattle and one in Bellingham. |
dona€™t think it is necessary to add another one. The driving distance would only be impactful to
those who live right next to the airport. | feel this airport is unnecessary.

| also have a friend who lives right by the area the new airport would be. No one wants their home to
be overpowered by loud noises all day and night by arriving and departing planes. She is a high school
student who also needs an environment where she can study and do the best she can at school.
Studying with noisy planes flying overhead is not ideal. She also enjoys the wildlife she lives next to,
she would truly miss it.

The site you are looking at is part of the farming fields, raising food for the state, seed for the
industry, and is in a flood zone.
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The sites are called greenfield sites a€“ undeveloped, commonly agricultural land that is sought after
by construction or manufacturing companies due to it being flexible, open land.

Obviously, nice flat land thata€™s already cleared is easier and cheaper to pave over and build airport
buildings and runways on than forested, rocky, sloping, marshy, or other types of land. If making it
cheaper (and more profitable for the builders) to build an airport with all of its ancillary functions and
the commercial development that is sure to follow is the main consideration in selecting a site, then
the Skagit sites would be good choices.

But wait! What if being cheaper and more profitable to develop isna€™t the main consideration?

What if FOOD is more important? What if preserving agricultural land is the main consideration and
airports (as well as other development) had to be built elsewhere, even if it costs more?

People can survive just fine driving a little farther to an airport or paying a little more for a hotel room
because the site was harder to build on. But people cana€™t survive without FOOD.

Leta€™s put FOOD at the top of the priority list. Not development &€ for airports or anything else.
Future generations will thank us.

The skagit county area has long been in need for an airport to service the northern part of the state.
Traffic today to Seattle is impossible and is only going to get worse. If not an airport how about rapid
transit to sea/tac. Would expanding runway to accommodate commercial service at skagit regional be
an option. Lots of land and not subject to flooding.
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The Skagit County farmlands (both northwest and southwest) must remain protected. The soil quality
and fertility of these locations are extremely important for the farming community. The local
community and beyond rely on these fields for the production and distribution of fruit (blueberries,
strawberries, blackberries, and raspberries), corn, potatoes, broccoli, and brussel sprouts. This area is
also extremely prone to flooding events and the current infrastructure of this region cannot support
this project (roads, drainage, etc.). The wetlands in this area are also vital for the health of the
ecosystems and our environment. Many migratory birds pass through this region and air
traffic/infrastructure expansion would jeopardize their ability to do so. There is a large number of bald
eagles that resides in these wetlands and it is illegal to interfere with their nesting sites. In all, | urge
the planning committee to avoid both the Skagit County Northwest and Southwest sites when
considering the location of this project. Thank you for your time.

The Skagit flats and the proposed area is critical habitat for the ecosystem. The damage done from
development in this area could hardly ever be mitigated.

The Skagit River is the last river in the lower 48 to host all five endangered salmon species. Building a
large airport in the Skagit flood lands would jeopardize the years of work and billions of dollars gone
into this area to provide better salmon habitat and maintain agricultural lands.

The Skagit Valley has already been severely affected by increased I-5 traffic....population. It is one of
the most fertile farming areas in the world and needs to be preserved for that use. Christine Rohloff

The Skagit valley is a beautiful, peaceful respite to people and animals. Every time | get there after a
hectic drive through Tacoma, SeaTac, and Seattle, | breathe a deep breath. To see the geese gather in
the spring, the silent misty mountains over the beautiful floodplain, the historic farmland-it is a one of
a kind place that has no match anywhere. To build an airport in it, with everything that entails, would
be a negation of the spiritual, physical, and emotional needs of the entire region. It would be
devastating in so many ways. Please make sure this does not happen, no matter how much money is
promised.

Glenn Hendrick

The Skagit valley is a fertile agricultural area filled with small farms, and an intact rural farm
community. Such an industrial installation would be incredibly disruptive and destructive to a unique,
fragile ecosystem.

The Skagit Valley is a primary and very scenic agricultural area which is also prone to flooding.

It would be ruined by the insertion of an airport. It has a very low population density. Why not
expand the Bellingham airport instead?
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The Skagit Valley is a rural area with farmlands, wetlands, and estuaries. The inflo of people, cars, and
impact of a large airport would have a devastating effect on the surrounding area.

The Skagit Valley is home to the beloved Tulip Festival and acres and acres of agricultural land. An
airport in this area would ruin the Skagit valley and everything it stands for. Please not here.

The Skagit Valley is one of the few remaining agricultural and environmentally sensitive areas
between Seattle and the Canadian Border. An airport would be detrimental to wildlife and fish
populations and put an undue burden on the rural county infrastructure.

The Skagit Valley is such beautiful farmland. We just returned from a day trip and are so pleased with
all the small, family-run farms, markets and produce stands. We make regular trips to buy local and
ita€™s important to us to know our farmers and small business families. | dond€™t see how the
impact of a major airport wouldna€™t destroy those livelihoods and the pleasure of enjoying such a
beautiful, tranquil area. There is value in farmland and a need for reasonable access to local produce,
meats and dairy.

We live in Snohomish County and have no problem commuting to SeaTac or utilizing Everett or
Bellingham for flights.

The Skagit Valley is the last productive agricultural valley in Western Washington and as such provides
food forage for a massive number of migratory waterfowl species that migrate through here every
year. The impact to farming, migratory waterfowl, salmon populations, and wetlands is far greater
than is currently estimated. | am vehemently opposed to the idea of a new airport being built here!
The state should be ashamed of it self for even entertaining the idea!

The Skagit Valley's culture is rooted in agriculture. Due to controlled development in that region, it is
important habitat for eagles, salmon and snow geese. It doesn't seem like either location would be in
a place to serve large air traffic .

The Skagit/Samish flats are extremely heavily used by wintering ducks (10's or 100's of thousands),
geese (10's of thousands), swans (thousands), shorebirds (10's of thousands), eagles (100's) and other
raptors (100's or 1000's). The chance of airplane collisions with flying birds would be prohibitively
high. This area is pretty unique within the lower-48 for the quantity of large wintering birds, and it
draws a large number of hunters and birdwatchers during the winter months.
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The Skagit-Samish Flats area is a significant overwintering place for swans, snow geese, and raptor
species. It's nationally known as such and many people travel from near and far to observe, in
particular, the snow geese flocks. |took a couple of wintering raptor courses where we did all-day
field trips just to see the bald eagles, rough-legged hawks, short-eared owls, peregrine falcons, red-
tailed hawks, harriers, merlins, Coopers and sharp-shinned hawks, and | know I'm missing a few.
Skagit County NW should NOT be considered a location for a new airport site.

Also, this is an agricultural area (e.g., growing blueberries), with family farms that would be severely
impacted.

The soil in skagit valley "agricultural scenic byway" is far too valuable to turn into a concrete polluted
airport. Most locals that grew up here would move elsewhere if their backyard was demolished for
travel noise & pollution and not local farming communities. This is a firm NO. Please don't ruin skagit
valley :( it's one of the most beautiful areas in the northwest.

The state should not be considering a new airport at all unless there is sufficient private demand. It
will harm existing business that transport people to the airport, and there is little to no demand to fly
out of the existing airport, Skagit Regional. Ticket prices for any new airport in this area would be
more expensive due to extra stops and layovers, and would not be utilized. Try doing something for
the homeless instead. Spend your money more wisely and let private developers come up with any
plans for airports. If they can't make it commercially viable, the state should not build something that
isn't going to make money for the state, and in turn waste taxpayer money. Instead the EXISTING
SKAGIT AIRPORT should have restrictions relaxed, and expand their runways if the demand is there.
Don't waste my taxpayer money to build an airport that doesn't make economic sense.

The state would be far better served in a multi-use sense by expanding the already existing Skagit
Regional Airport. However, alternatives already exist such as KBLI and KPAE. This project is largely
unnecessary.

The traffic already sucks, SeaTac is already a nightmare and dona€™t bring it here. The infrastructure
cannot handle it. No.

The traffic here is already horrible, and this is our country. Our farmland. Please dond€™t destroy it
any more than people already have

The traffic impact to our small rural area would be overwhelming

The tulip festival makes this area busy as it is, an airport will make this worse. Also, the farmlands and
farmers will not benefit from an airport.

The two concerns expressed are real. The proximate school issue is also in play.
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The valley is mainly farm land. Therea€™s no need for an airport when therea€™s one in Bellingham
and Everett. This airport will only bring traffic. Which would cause more pollution to our farm lands.
We are already overpopulated as is.

The whole area is a floodplain. The mitigation to wetlands and ag land would be pretty heavy. Those
things exist elsewhere I'm sure but probably not to this extent. Not commenting on the rest because
I'm unfamiliar with those areas

There are 3 airports within good driving distance from Skagit County. We do not need one here.
Residents already cope with excessive noise from NAS Whidbey and more air traffic is unreasonable
burden. The character of the county is rural. This proposal is not compatible with this character.

There are airports within 40 minutes both north and south of this site. There is zero reason to stress
the housing and schools in this area with an unnecessary burden, along with destroying acres of farm
and grazing ground

There are already 3 airports on the western side of the state. Bellingham less than an hour away,
SeaTac an hour drive and Everett just 30 minutes. Keep this area for farmers!!!
There are already airports in Bellingham and Everett.

There are already airports in Everett and Bellingham, it doesna€™t seem necessary to have one in
between. Why not just expand those current facilities?

There are already airports nearby that could use expansion. DO NOT BUILD HERE. We have migratory
birds, Farmland, rural infrastructure, flood zones, wetlands that are protected, so many
environmental factors and we dona€™t need an airport ruining this beautiful location which is
EXACTLY what an airport would do is RUIN IT.

There are already enough options for flight in the area. Bellingham, Paine Field, SeaTac.... not to
mention flying out of Canada which is usually much cheaper.

This would be a terrible idea and possibly increase the crime rate.
There are already multiple airports

Don't need another
There are already other nearby airports

There are already plenty of businesses and infrastructure to transport residents to Bellingham and
SeaTac. If DOT is going to spend money on anything, bolstering the existing infrastructure would serve
the community better. Adding a large airport so close to a military base and three other major
airports would add unnecessary traffic congestion in an already beautiful and fragile area.
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There are already three airports within good driving distance to Skagit with Bellingham and Paine
Field being an hour or less drive time. Why would there be a need for a fourth airport within that
area? Skagit is known for its farms and this would drastically take away from that. The Tulip Festival in
Springtime draws people from all over the world and | believe an airport would take away from that
experience and force many to not attend. This would directly impact the economy in the Skagit Valley.

Not only are those things a major concern, but noise pollution would be even worse than it is already.
Noise pollution can and does hurt farming and other agriculture, which is not being taken into
account here. On top of that, the areas that are being considered for a new airport do see flooding
often during the winter months.

Another thing that would make living in Skagit unbearable for those who have established roots here
would be the traffic. The part of i5 that goes through Burlington and Mount Vernon already have
bumper to bumper traffic at many times of the day making it impossible to get to work. Adding an
airport to Skagit Valley would only increase this traffic. Unless there was a way to expand the
interstate to accommodate the new and incoming traffic to be expected with the airport, it is a
ridiculous idea to consider before expanding the already suffering portion of i5 that travelers would
need to take to get to this airport.

There are aready a few airports in the area

There are enough airports within a reasonable distance in the area already. Do not take the only
peaceful area in Western Washington away. It would be like raping the best land left.

There are majogr farm and wetlands here. We will fight any attempt to put a makor airport her tooth
and claw! | can almost guarantee a twenty year felay in implementation.

There are major wildlife areas nearby that are vital for migratory birds, and it would have a serious
detrimental impact on nearby communities.

There are more heavily populated areas both north and south of us with airports. It is unnecessary to
impact and disrupt our rural farmland county with a larger airport!!

There are not enough people in the area to serve to justify the disruption of thousands and thousands
of birds that migrate through this valley. There are thousands of large bird species that pose a hazard
to commercial planes. There are not sufficient support services in the area to support a large airport
without completely changing community.

There are plenty of existing airfields in our area

The land that would likely be used would be agricultural and actively in use
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There are several smaller airports that already service the residents of Skagit county. Bellingham
Airport, Bayview Airport, and Paine Field, and Arlington.

There is also the Swans, and Snow geese, that winter in the valley, a large size airport would be
disruptive to the migration.

There are too many people that would be displaced and too many migratory bird that would be
displaced from winter foraging in the immediate areas.

There aren't enough potential users to warrant disrupting the community and environment this way!

There has been a large increase in very noisy low flying small planes right over my house which scare
our livestock.

There is a fully functioning airport in Bellingham snd Seattle. Just quit. Invest in high speed train if you
must. Dona€™t ruin Skagit Valley

There is a lot of flooding in this area as well as agriculture. The population includes many Spanish
speaking families as well as people whose jobs would be lost on the farms. There is an airport just
north in Bellingham and another airport just south in Burlington. There are also rivers and the bay just
west. This would greatly impact these environments.

There is a lot of negative talk going around on this. BUT | honestly feel like it would be a positive
thing! Definitely not a full size airport. | don't think there is an area big enough from something like
the Seattle airport but a small sized one would be great. | think it would bring a lot of business and it
would make traveling easier for others who fly regularly. Right now it is either an hour to 2 hours to
get to an airport. The closer one is more expensive! So if it is something that would provide
competitive pricing, | think it is a good idea! | would also encouraging reaching out to small business if
this airport would have spots for other businesses!

There is a regional airport in Bellingham as well as Paine Field

There is absolutely no need for a commercial airport in Skagit county. This would also have a major
impact on waterfowl| habitat, and less farmland. Keep out of Skagit county.

There is airports in Bellingham and Seattle they can drive to those places we don't need a damn
airport here

There is already a bit airport in Bellingham. Expand on that as needed.

There is already a regional airport in this area and Bellingham Inta€™I is 20 min away. Makes no
sense.

There is already a regional airport there. A far as commercial flight, Payne Field and Bellingham
International are well within the 90 minute drive times.
There is already a Skagit Regional Airport. Add to that if needed
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There is already an airport - Skagit Regional (it's even shown on your map). There is another one in
Bham and yet another one in Anacortes. This proposed location is a major flyway for large wintering
birds. It would take from the Ag land which we are increasingly needing as the SW US dries up. The
area regularly floods. Ridiculous siting option - get out of the office and away from your GIS. Learn
about this community and the character that this unneeded "improvement" would destroy.
Unbelievable!!!!

There is already an airport - Skagit Regional (it's even shown on your map). There is another one in
Bham and yet another one in Anacortes. This proposed location is a major flyway for large wintering
birds. It would take from the Ag land which we are increasingly needing as the SW US dries up. The
area regularly floods. Ridiculous siting option - get out of the office and away from your GIS. Learn
about this community and the character that this unneeded "improvement" would destroy.
Unbelievable!!!!

There is already an airport 30 minutes away in Bellingham. Expand that one

There is already an airport here in Skagit valley. If you cana€™t find it keep driving until you see
Airport Rd.

There is already an airport in Bellingham and Paine Field no need for another.
There is already an airport in Bellingham!

There is already an airport in Bellingham, and one In Everett. [ta€™s not needed. The environmental
impact would be huge and the traffic would be awful as well.

There is already an airport in Bellingham, just a 15-30 minute drive for the people who live here.

There is already an airport in this region. A location close to 1-5 between Seattle and Portland would
better serve the need.

There is already an airport so it wond€™t effect to much, if you just develop it bigger

There is already excellent access to Bellingham Airport.

there is an airport 30 minutes north in Bellingham

There is an airport in Bellingham and one in Everett. There is no need for an additional airport out
here.
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There is an international airport in Bellingham that is not hardly utilized because almost all of the
flights have layovers in Seattle. It is easier to just fly out of Seattle at that point. There are also other
airports around the puget sound could be utilized. For example in Paine field or Boeing Airport. These
both could be utilized and expanded on rather than building a new airport. Skagit County has worked
hard to preserve the farm land. Environmental impacts from this would be a severe detriment to the
work we have done to keep this area a farming community along with park settings that people come
to visit from all over the world.

There is farmland here which sustains the community, our state and other states. With all the focus
on the environment in this state, there is no sensible explanation for proposing to destroy this land
with concrete & pollution. Furthermore there are already 2 functional airport within a 40 mile radius
of Skagit county.

There is more than enough population that can accommodate this airport

There is no need for an airport here. Bellingham 30minutes north or Everett 30 minutes south both
have airports. Having an airport here would create a population boom this county cannot support.
Our roadways and businesses can support an influx of people having an airport that large would bring.

There is no need for an airport in Skagit County when you can literally go 30 minutes North or South
to catch a commercial flight. The area in question is a big bird migrating area with critical habitat for
Blue Herons, Bald Eagles, migrating Trumpeter Swans and Snow geese.

There is no need for an airport in this area. Skagit County already has an airport. Bellingham is 30
miles to the north and they have an international airport. Everett has Paine Field. There is absolutely
no reason for another airport. It would be an incredible blight on the valley and an incredible
disservice to the people who live in these areas. There is no population to serve, no passenger
demand at all, and the areas under consideration are prone to flooding. It also is incompatible land
use. This is agricultural land. One of the most fertile valleys in the United States. An airport would be
incompatible land use and and environmental injustice.

There is no need for another airport especially in this area. The farmland is precious and what a
shame to cover it with concrete for an airport.

There is no need to take up farmland for an airport in this rural area. The towns in Skagit County
cannot handle the additional traffic this would bring. There are already several airports (Bellingham,
Paine field and SeaTac) within 90 minutes.
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There is no one that this airport would serve. An hour drive to either Seattle or Vancouver for local
residents is nothing. People flying in, unless traveling literally to Burlington, are going to be using a
different airport. Also, with climate change and sea levels rising, it is not smart to to build an airport in
a floodplain. Ia€™m addition, environmental justice being so low is a serious drawback. Lastly, this
area is not near any major cities. There is no infrastructure in place to support an airport. The area is
farmlands and a few medium sized towns. Most towns around this area have a local culture and a
strong community, which would get decimated by an airport.

there is no real reason to expand, everything will soon collapse

There is not a population large enough to draw in an airport of that size here. Seattle and Vancouver,
ca age both a little over an hour from here. Bellingham and Everett are both 30 minutes from here. It
makes 0 sense to add a large scale airport here when there is not the population size to add one and
large airports can already be reached in a relatively short amount of time.
There is not enough demand and the area is already served by Paine field

There is not enough need for an airport in this area to warrant the environmental impact. The natural
setting is crucial for the ecology and culture of the area.

There is not enough population that will utilize the airport. Also, there is a lot of farm land, and
indigenous land that would be effected by building a new airport in the area.

There is not enough populous to serve in this area that couldna€™t already be served by Skagit
regional airport.

There is not enough room and this would impact a lot of residential people. We have lived here for a
long time and this would greatly impact all the people that want country living. This is in the country
living area not a city living area. Do not build here. Find a city that has more housing around or that
already has an airport and expand that airport instead. Offer more flights out of Everett and
Bellingham. This would put 3 airports within a 50 mile radius and why not expand one of the ones
that are already currently in use and not doing very many flights. Make the flights cheaper and then
you can have more flights out of Everett or Bellingham.

There is not infrastructure (including I-5) to support additional traffic and this would be using valuable
farmland
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There is not near the population within the radius of the proposed sites to feasibly match the
proposed number of travelers serviced.

Placing the airport near one of the largest bird sanctuaries in the state presents a high risk of bird
strikes for incoming and departing planes.

The proposed sites in Skagit are both in areas affected by flood plains. If not directly then indirectly by
road closures restricting access to the proposed airport. Each winter becomes a risk of this investment
not being able to run.

There is not nearly the infrastructure in place to service an airport like this.

There is not remotely close to enough local infrastructure to support this project and the potential
influx of people coming through the region. The landscape would be irreversibly affected as well.

There is nothing good about putting an airport there. It should not be done. There are flood

concerns, traffic problems, More than 1.5 hours from populations to be served. This is not good for
the environment,

There is significant farm land, that should not be exposed to air fuel carbons and exhaust!
There is too great of an environmental impact, especially to our fish, to developing this site.

There is too much farmland in this area. People have purchased land here for a reason.

There is zero reason for a second airport in Skagit, it would only create more problems with traffic and
pollution, along with losing prescious farmland and property, that the people who currently own will
be scammed out of for less than market value.

There isna€™t a need.

Paine Field is barely used.

There needs to be more job opportunities in this county. Also, it is a 2+ hour to SeaTac from this
county if you are lucky with traffic. Then once you arrive, it is bumper to bumper just to get into a line
to pick up/drop off someone. | recently experienced this on a Saturday night at 10:30 pm. Then you
have to deal with bumper to bumper traffic through Seattle even at that time of night, then the 2
hour drive back to Skagit county.

There should be another major airport to the south of Seattle tacoma. Airlines already serve Everett
and Bellingham with scheduled services.

There will be a huge environmental impact due to all the ducks, geese eagles and other birds that
would be killed with Airplanes.

there will be a lot more traffic and an increase of people
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There will be a significant and huge impact to our farmland community as many of us are family local
rancher and farm. The impact of big urban development and noise pollution will have huge impact on
our farmland, animal health and well being plus the waste run off from run way (fuel, waste water
from facility, gas and toxic waste).

There might be more suitable area for such development over on the Eastern side rod Cascade with
many of those land are open and less flood prone.

There would be a significant impact to the overall agriculture in the county.

There would be major, irreversible environmental and community impact. Please do not do any
development in this area. It should be red across the whole chart. Whoever did the study is not from
the area and doesna€™t know the impact it would create. Skagit Regional Airport is already up the hill
in Bayview and could be used more frequently if there is truly a need for bringing in more products.

Therea€™s already an airport in Bellingham and farm land should be preserved at all costs.

Therea€™s nothing but farm land up there. People work hard to maintain what they have. Do not do
this. It will bring nothing but traffic and stress to Skagit county.

There's already 2 nearby airports. One in Bellingham & one in Everett. It's unnecessary & a a waste of
public funds.

There's already an airport here.

There's already an airport in Bellingham

There's already an international airport in Bellingham, about 40 minutes away.

There's already quite a large airport in Bellingham. We need one south of Seattle.
There's more to life than money.

These are cherished wetlands!

These are my reasons for not wanting an airport in Skagit County:

negative environmental impact
-flood plain impact
-taking farm land out of production
-not enough population served by this airport since Bellingham and Everett airports are so close by

-rural nature of the area would be negatively affected
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-noise, emissions, traffic congestion could never really be mitigated

-sites in King and Pierce Counties would make better choices since they have a huge population and
would draw from a very large area

These are vital wetlands, this is extremely disruptive and will only serve to damage the earth. It will
severely impact farmlands and the surrounding ecosphere. This is completely unacceptable and will
harm FAR more people than it will serve.

These areas bring in people from many islands that always drive at least 90 minutes for many services.
When figuring in customers for this area that should be considered.

These farmlands are to be protected at all costs for future generations. [ta€™s fertile land that
cana€™t be reclaimed to its natural state easily - and this land could become even more valuable to
providing food to region in the future. Plus, it3€™s too close to the wildlife living on/near the rivers,
sloughs, and saltwater.

It does flood a lot, which also raises questions about contaminants flowing to the state estuary in
Padilla Bay and Chuckanut bay.
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These flat lands are farm fields that the region depends on for crops, silage, hay. They are the
livelyhoods of thousands of people. The community does not have the infrastructure to support the
traffic, the increase in people, the law enforcement. The State does not have adequate infrastructure
for the addition people that would br traveling through the area. There are daily backups from
accidents at the skagit river bridge. Getting to a flight on-time will be a nightmare for travelers. We
depend on I-5 for commerce transport. More traffic will interfere with safe transport because the
roads are not built for high traffic and you cant expand over the river because of environmental
concerns. While on current flood maps it may appear that this area does not flood - climate change
and the nearly 3 feet of water in my yard last November tell me otherwise. | boated down the
highway. There are schools, playgrounds, playfields, homes, sensitive waterways, Eagles nesting,
nature preserves, salmon habitats. An municipal airport here us a terrible idea. There are already
larger airports 30 miles North AND South of Skagit. When the bridge is impassable, its a nightmare.
Think of what it looked like when the semi collapsed the bridge. Thats the temporary impact of nearly
every accident before or on the bridge.

These lands are for farming this is a huge part of our lives in skagit county and for other counties who
rely on farming and food source. Also there is an air port right off of heritage rd there is no point in
building another air port. Use the one on heritage rd, upgrade it to meet all the standards.

Alot of our hispanic population works and takes care of these lands to provide for others. With out
them we would have nothing.

In the winter time alot of these flat lands do flood.

These sites appear to be within sensitive classification unsuitable for development .

These wetlands are important, and it affects lower income people while providing little benefit to
them.

They already have Bellingham and Everett north of Seattle.

This action will eventually reduce arable farming land over time with new officials in the next
generation. | am committed to preserving our rural lifestyle.

This airport suggestion is a solution in search of a probelm. We have regional airports in Bellingham
and Everett, both within an hour drive. This airport would be a huge mistake, and would violate
zoning restrictions for farmland that are the heart of Skagit county life. NO new airport.in Skagit
County!

This airport should be south of Tacomal!

This airport would draw people from the north end of the sound who would have to travel hours to
SeaTac to avoid driving through Seattle, helping to draw away traffic congestion from our already
crowded freeways.
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This and the other proposed sites in Skagit and Snohomish Counties are inappropriate due to
agricultural needs/uses and birding migration routes.
This area already has some services provided by Bellingham airport.

this area already suffers from the noise of the navy station flights which is painfully disruptive to the
people that don't hear well. i can only imagine the impact on the farm lands and animals that support
Skagit County.

This area can not handle this impact.

This area could work better for the growth of the region up there.

This area does not have the resources to accommodate an airport this size.
This area does not serve a large enough population.

This area floods almost yearly. The environmental impacts of building an international airport would
be devastating to the wildlife and the farmers who supply conventional and organic food to the whole
PNW.

This area floods frequently. | dond€™t see how land in this are could be developed without great
negative impact to the surrounding area.

This area floods regularly and is a sensitive environment to over wintering geese and swans. Large
birds and aircraft do not mix. The run off from the airport will pollute the rivers and wetlands in the
area. This is also in the flight path of the navel aircraft from Whitby island.

This area has already experienced significant noise pollution increases from changes to Air Force base
in Oak Harbor

This area has been known and loved for the rural farmlands. Building an airport in Skagit County
would transform this area into a metropolitan, urban area and effectively kill the farm and rural
charm the residents enjoy so much. Therea€™s too many apartments and commercial buildings going
in asitis. An airport would drive more people to move away from Skagit County. This would not be a
desirable addition whatsoever.

This area has multiple farm land that is used for beef as well as corn for the many beef farms. Their
area also floods multiple times during the year. Also traffic for this area will cause more problems
then anything. The noise level will make the peaceful valley not peaceful anymore. Adding a big
airport will make it difficult get though the valley who live here and make us resent living in this
amazing valley. It will also make it difficult for the schools in these areas to be able to get the kids to
school on time. Also why would you need an airport so close to the Bellingham airport.

This area has significant flooding issues every year. It would be a nightmare to manage an airport
under those conditions. it is also too far north to handle the needs of the high population cities to the
south.
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this area has significant floodplain impact, the Samish River hosts salmon fisheries and migration, it is
an area of Federal Waterfowl migration and stop-overs for waterfowl migration, it is a migration
pathway and seasonal home for 60 bird species, it hosts large agriculture and cattle business's, it also
contains state, county coastal parks as well as shellfish harvesting, as well as wetland areas. Graham L
Kelsey

This area has some of the best agricultural land in the world and you would pave it over? There are
farms and schools and churches here. It is also prone to flooding and in a tsunami zone. That doesn't
even address the migratory birds, eagles and swans, and the endangered salmon in the local rivers
and streams. The cultural impact to the area? Devastating. Another SeaTac strip in rural farm land.
NO. Expand Paine field, an already existing airport closer to population centers.

This area has some of the best agricultural land in the world and you would pave it over? There are
farms and schools and churches here. It is also prone to flooding and in a tsunami zone. That doesn't
even address the migratory birds, eagles and swans, and the endangered salmon in the local rivers
and streams. The cultural impact to the area? Devastating. Another SeaTac strip in rural farm land.
NO. Expand Paine field, an already existing airport closer to population centers.

This area holds hundreds of thousands of migratory waterfowl and if it was developed it would hugely
impact the survival of these birds.

This area is a vital farming community, Bellingham is already set up for this type of airport. Why ruin
beautiful farmland with the best soil in the country for a commercial airport in the area will not
benefit the community or the environment in this gorgeous area. Eastern Washington might be a
better option as well

This area is a flood plane, low population, and a agricultural area. The new traffic would be disrupting
to the established community

253 |Page



This area is a floodplain, an Important Birding Area (IBA), is loaded with estuaries that have salmon
and orcas connected, and is environmentally fragile for already at risk birds of all kinds. Overlooking
all of this to support an airport is a big mistake and will have consequences that reach far, far beyond
the intended purpose. Please be far sighted and understand that an airport set down here would have
catastrophic impacts on multiple levels. Airport development here is going in the wrong direction.
Families, schools, ways of life, and nature are far more important than shortening a drive to an airport
or increasing the population for related jobs. Both the Skagit northwest and southwest proposals for
airport development must be fully rejected. No good will come of it except for the Arlined€™s and
county tax coffers. Committees should take field trips out to both the northwest and southwest areas
under proposal. Seeing and understanding the amount of nature and interconnectedness will make
you realize how bad this a€cegreenfielda€l proposal really is. These Pacific Northwest areas need to
be protected. Thank you for allowing input.

This area is a large farming community.

food, seed,bulb, and meat. It provides a lot of jobs to migrant workers. It's known to bird watchers
all around the state, and is a place they move too. It's draw to tourist because of its wildlife and
beauty, solitude and an old fashioned way of life. Flooding gets 3 feet high at times In local
businesses. There is a large airport just 30 minutes from here.

This area is a rural farming area that a large airport would negatively impact.

This area is a very important migration route and recreational area. Economic impacts will be negative
for small businesses. This site is too far from commercial centers and freeways.

This area is actively trying to protect ita€™s farmland and rural character. The area and land are
irreplaceable. An airport would be disastrous, destroying our farmland, natural beauty, and create
massive traffic problems/roads.

This area is agricultural and has a lot of wildlife, many of them large birds. The noise and pollution
created by an airport would be detrimental.
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This area is agricultural and/or wildlife habitat and would be completely destroyed by this. Skagit
county is farmland and should always be farmland. In fact, | dond€™t know how the property
acquisition is considered green, since this are is almost entirely zoned agricultural so there would be
a large negative economic impact.There are commercial airports in Everett and in Bellingham. It
would be much more logical to add and improve those sites. Or expand the existing county airport.

Last year, this area was almost flooded. Putting so many millions of dollars in infrastructure there
would make no sense. Also, if it was built and under threat of flood, the impact to travel would be

crippling.

This area is all farmland and it is extremely important to leave it that way, despite the immense
burden that it, alone, imposes upon a fragile ecosystem. Airports require immense tracts of land,
which, here, would take a huge bite out of the regiona€™s agricultural production without mitigating
the environmental damage already done. As we remove farmland for other purposes, somebody else
will grow our food. We are now getting most of our cucumbers, formerly a major Skagit crop, for
example, from India. This must be reversed, and building airports on farmland wona€™t help.
Exporting a nationd€™s food sourcing is foolish policy and extremely dangerous. Dona€™t contribute
to that folly.

The population of immigrants and otherwise marginalized persons who depend upon agricultural
work for their livelihood is very large.

Both of the proposed Skagit locations Are just a few feet above sea level (which is rising!) and are
subject to very serious flooding.

This region is near the Whidbey Island navy air base, and residents in the area have more than enough
enough disturbance from aircraft already. Pollution from fossil fuels is a serious concern especially in
both of the Skagit locations because the area is laced with the sloughs of the Skagit and Samish Rivers.
No one wants to talk about the millions of gallons of fuel the navya€™s jets burn in their incessant
flying. This is of course a burden borne by the entire planet, but increasing the impact upon the
ecosystem of the Skagit, already compromised by the regional agriculture is, at best, irresponsible.

This area is already getting overpopulated and has a lot of wildlife. It has been a place people go for
years to get away from all of the big city action. We do not need this in our area! We are happy
driving to Everett, Seattle or Bellingham for our needs.

This area is already within 15 minutes of Bellingham International. Too close to another major airport
and too far from the metro area. Also adding a major airport would damage to farming and ecology of
the area.
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This area is an essential habitat for a multitude of bird species and the state and federal governments
have spent significant sums to improve the habitat. The area is also significant for salmon spawning
and growth. The flood potential is also very significant given likely sea level rise.

This area is an established and vital winter foraging grounds for many migratory birds. Developing this
area for an airport, would not only reduce vital areas, it would be a huge risk of harm to aircraft as
these migratory birds would still be in the area.

This area is an important site for many bird species that would be detrimentally impacted by
development of a new airport. Please see detailed information developed by the Skagit Audubon
Society.

This area is beautiful, home to farms and fields, wildlife, and nature. An airport in this particular
location would disturb the landscape, increase traffic, and have an undesirable effect in the
community. This portion of Skagit Valley is special and should be protected.

This area is critical to migratory waterfowl and raptors that need places for overwintering. The loss of
this habitat would devastate populations of endangered Trumpeter swans, and many other species.
Interactions of aircraft with birds would be disastrous for birds and people.

In addition, acres of critical farmland in this area support thousands with jobs and food production.
And building in a floodplain is just plain dumb.

This area is extremely environmentally sensitive. The close proximity to the Skagit River would make
fuel spills a disaster.

This area is extremely important to wildlife preservation and also to conserving farmland and open
spaces. The Puget Sound basin is very important as a migratory flyway, and home to many species of
wildlife.

This area is farm land and that's exactly what thr country needs. Farms mean food

This area is farmland and feeds a lot of people. Please don't pollute it. We already have Whidbey
growler noise that had to be mitigated due to the severe impact on wildlife. No! Make Everett bigger
or choose an area that doesn't grow food for multitudes of folks.

This area is flood plain and useable agriculture land. Why would we talk valuable land that produces
some of the most fertile soil in the world out of production. Much of this land is already protected
from development in land trust with Skagitonians to preserve farm land. We have intentionally and
actively as s community our efforts in place to not end up looking like the auburn valley. Plus many
people in Skagit cannot usd their land as they want to already due to water right issues. No no no!
This area is full of essential farmland. It is also pron to seasonal flooding.

This area is geographically undesirable for many reasons. Airports are an eyesore and should be built
and expanded in areas that are already population centers.
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This area is historically too prone to flooding and is close to Padilla Bay Estuary and Migratory birds
use this whole area. It is too ecologically sensitive Bellingham already has an airport that you can
expand.

This area is home to some of the most fertile farmland in the country.

This area is important to wintering waterfowl, including Trumpeter swans and thousands of Snow
Geese. The dangers to both the birds and to aircraft make this site unsuitable for an airport. Skagit
County has spent millions to protect farmland in this area and it is the last stronghold for important
agriculture in the Seattle to Vancouver corridor.

This area is in a flood plain and already has significant investment as protected areas for wildlife and
agriculture. Additionally there are two airports ( Skagit Regional and NAS) nearby.

this area is in a floodplain, and will conflict with heritage farmland. Additionally, this will impact
hundreds of wild bird and fish species in the area. There is also already an existing airport in
Burlington, WA so there is no need for another.

This area is locally known as quiet, farming land. Placing a Sea-Tac sized air port in this area would be
a vast shock for locals and instill a great amount of backlash from the community.

This area is not built to support this type of infrastructure. The farmlands of Skagit valley are crucial
and Skagit valley is already more populated than the infrastructure can allow. The environmental
impacts on wildlife would be cataclysmic. PLEASE DO NOT DO THIS.

This area is not made for a large airport. What makes Skagit special is the farmland and rural
communities.

This area is not only important for its farmland, but an important migratory bird area for raptors,
shorebirds, trumpeter swans and snow geese. It is also an important waterfowl hunting area. The
largest great blue heronry in WA is located in this area.

This area is not suited to this kind of development. People moved out here to get away from
development.

A long way away to put an airport!
Please save the valley!

Thank you.
This area is part wetlands and has lots of wildlife.

This area is peaceful and rural. Traffic impact alone would be devastating to the area, ita€™s
population and ita€™s wildlife (think migrating birds). We are already overwhelmed with tourists all
summer and the road impact is very notable. But this would bring so much more traffic and noise to
what is still a beautiful and peaceful farming community. Bellingham and everett already have
regional airports that are extremely close to us. This is not needed, and not needed here.
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This area is pertinent for food and farming. The environmental impacts are too great, not to mention
that many people come to this region to escape the noise, traffic and pollution associated with
airports.

This area is primarily agricultural with a lot of land in Farmland Legacy and Farmland Preservation
programs. It is more valuable as agricultural land. (It is also mostly flood plain). It is also home to
wetlands, wetland preservation, waterfowl migration, game reserves, etc.

This area is prime farm land and migration areas for geese and swans.

This area is prone to flooding - and is home to many migratory and year round bird species. It is also
happens to be our home. We value our rural way of life and will not allow to turn our fields and open
spaces into more pavement. This region is already served by the Skagit Regional Airport and
Bellingham International Airport. CACC be ready to meet serious opposition.

This area is prone to flooding and the annual migration of 10's of thousands of large birds makes it a
poor choice both for aviation and the natural environment. It is also the location of valuable
farmland.

This area is prone to floods and the value of the land for agriculture should preclude its inclusion in
this study for siting a future airport.

This area is some of the last remaining farmland in western Washington. Paving it over and the
resulting development would destroy the best farmland in the state.

This area is surrounded by important wildlife and environment. [t3€™s more rural and a project of this
size would impact the environment as well as people in the surrounding area negatively. The benefit
doesna€™1t outweigh the cost, especially when you can just go a bit further south to be in a more
populated area.

This area is surrounded by protected farmland and is area for migratory birds. Not to mention that
there is no mass population in this area, as it is reserved farmland, and will not be serving anyone.
There are already two regional and two international airports within driving distance of this location,
and surrounding airports are already struggling to sell enough tickets to not have to cancel flights.
This area is too environmentally sensitive for sea life as well as birds, is in too much of a flood plane
and is too far from Seattle.

This area is too important for migrating and breeding waterfowl to consider developing into an
airport.

This area is too valuable as agricultural land
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This area is unique farmland with rich soil. Birds and other wildlife frequent these kind of areas,
especially during migrations. This area is mostly rural. The infrastructure is not there to support such a
project. The area would be permanently damaged by installing a huge airport. Right now this area
pulls in people for the beauty of the area. The tulip fields and Skagit River are just two pulls for
people. It is the gateway to the North Cascade Mountains and the National Park. An airport in this
area would irreparably harm this. The traffic is slowly growing in the area. | can't imagine how an
airport would negatively impact the traffic and quality of life for the people of Skagit County and
Whatcom County.

This area isna€™1t well served by efficient means of transportation and it doesna€™t serve a large
population.

This area of Skagit County is heavily in agriculture and zoned as such. Any attempt to change that
zoning would meet with fierce, long term and expensive opposition. Also, most farm workers are
Spanish speakers and fall under the ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE category

This area of Washington is a prime reason why so many people from different states and countries
visit the Pacific Northwest. From the view that puts you in awe, to the serene sounds and smells of
our local agriculture. From the nearby whale watching to the countrya€™s finest tulip festival. Putting
an airport smack dab in the middle would not only be a major eye sore, but it would put animals and
sacred lands of our Native American family in jeopardy. From the bottom of my heart, this cannot be
an option youa€™d consider.

This area provides critical bird habitat; it overlaps the designated

Samish/Padilla Bays Important Bird Area. In fall and winter, birders from far and wide travel here to
see five falcon species, including gyrfalcon, a wide variety of subspecies and races of Red-tailed and
Rough-legged Hawks plus many Northern Harriers, Bald Eagles, Short-eared Owls, and some years,
Snowy Owls.

This area routinely floods & is the home to hundreds of raptors.

This area will flood frequently and catastrophically.

This area would adversely impact the regional agricultural needs within this area

This area would be too far from most population centers to be useful as an airport. Additionally,
development of this area would have a tremendous negative impact on a rural community that
depends on agriculture and small farms.

This at least does not look like it will displace people already living in the area

This county is home to thousands of snow geese in the winter. It is rich in agriculture that supplies
food locally and further. It is home to the Tulip Festival. It has numerous farmers' markets. It is a great
source of tourist revenue.
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This development would directly impact migrating foul, quality of life in Skagit county and the natural
aesthetic value so important to Washingtonians.

This farming land is valuable to the not only the state, but the country. It is also the livelihoods of
multiple families in the area.

This farmland is some of the best in the world, how awful it would be to cover this amazing place with
a commercial airport? This is really a bad idea, that will completely change the valley, and not for the
better.

This farmland is the second richest soil in the world next to the Nile valley. It is under water over 60%
of the year. Why would you destroy this farmland, which is home to protected species of birds, fish
coming up the skagit river, and important to our food supply? Why not use existing airports like at
Bayview, Pain Field, or Bellingham? Total waste of money and destruction of our environment!
Completely incompatible.

This ferile soil needs to be used for farmland not covered up as a runway.

This floodplain is a rest stop for many species of birds throughout the year. How in the world could it
even be on the list????

This has a huge amount of migrating birds such as trumpeter swans and snow geese. No way is this a
good idea

This has to be the worst idea I've ever seen, and how did you get a green for "incompatible use" and
"wetland impact"? This is largely farming and recreational space, so it's a completely incompatible
use, and it is inundated a good period of the year, so it likely would delineate as coastal wetland in
places. Pushing huge numbers of people through these narrow roads and small towns is not a good
idea. There are huge numbers of migrating birds in this area- not only will you displace them, you'll be
killing swans, geese, raptors and ducks so they don't get sucked into plane engines. You will displace
hunters, wildlife watchers, and destroy farmland, plus likely have emissions and runoff problems that
impact wildlife already harmed by industrial agricuture (eg avian flu) and climate change. Seriously,
did no one actually get out on the ground and look at this?

This in the migratory wildlife path. It is also really wet ground and in the flood plain.

This includes ecologically and agriculturally important areas that would be greatly impacted by the
footprint of the airport as well as the commercial sprawl that will follow, plus flooding is going to get
worse with climate change.

This is 90% farmland, some of the best. Stay out, will be protested.

This is a beautiful and rural area that many people love dearly. This would absolutely destroy the
entire area from Bellingham to mount vernon. This is a terrible idea, please please do not build this
here.

This is a beautiful and untouched area, that needs to stay small and less populated the way it was
intended when first homesteaded.
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This is a beautiful natural area near a destination birding site, the "West 90". Edison is a rural town
that feeds a need for thousands of city people to get away for a Day. This would completely change
the character of a simple area | love.

This is a beautifully scenic area which is also an important resource for wildlife. It would be a travesty
for this natural area be devastated.

This is a crazy location for a future airport. Have you heard of sea level rise? Plus, there is already a
perfectly good airport right next to this site which can be expanded if needed, before that too is
permanently flooded. This is a long term planning study, right?

this is a crazy place for a big airport, lots of homes, farms , wetlands and too much traffic already,
there is an airport in bham already and everett and a small airport in bayview

This is a critical farmland resource. Skagit County farmland soil is the best in the world. Taking it out of
production would be folly. The area is also critical wildlife habitat and is located located in a flood
plain. The Samish River is important salmon habitat. All benefits of the area would be irreparably
harmed due to such a large scale project.

This is a critically important migratory and overwintering site for birds.

This is a farm county

This is a farming community and the residents wish to keep it that day. It will create a different
environment and many people in the area rely on small farmers locally owned for their incomes and
this will take away from everyone in the community and make it less desirable also driving down
housing prices since no one wants to live near an airport that huge.

This is a farming community! 13€™ve lived here my whole life and have seen the traffic problem grow
as more and more people move into the valley!

We dona€™t need airport traffic contesting our streets even more! People were complaining about
the Whidbey Island Naval Air Station airplane noise, an airport in our backyard would make it way
worse!!!

We need to save our flat farm ground for farming! And we have problems with flooding! The Skagit
and the Samish Rivers both flood and thata€™s concerning! We dona€™t need more cement to cut
back on ground that absorbs the rainwater!

Definitely a No!!!

This is a farming community, there is not adequate space for the influx of people that another airport
would bring. Farmers are already required to make amends for proper drainage and natural
vegetation along waterways, what does that say to farmers if you take away their land in the name of
water conservation only to add a massive airport?

This is a farming community. You like to eat dond€™t you?

This is a Farming County! We don't need the noise or interuption of crop growing.
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This is a farming town. An airport is not appropriate or needed here. There is an airport north in
Bellingham and south in Everett. Our community will fight this with everything we have. No airport.
End of story

This is a flood plain and floods will only get worse with climate change.

This is a flood plain in an agricultural area, in a county that is trying to limit sprawl. I'd like to see this
location taken off the list of possibilities.

This is a horrible location for an airport. This area is prone to flooding and is located in a prime
agriculture area. There are increasingly large populations of native swans and geese that overwinter
here. The area is full of conservation easements - a reflection of the importance of this farmland and
bird habitat. People come from all over to photograph raptors, swans and geese birds in winter. This
would pose a huge conflict to jet traffic and public safety. Bad idea

This is a huge floodplain in addition to being one of the most important areas for migratory birds of all
types: shorebirds, raptors, geese, ducks and swans. Economic devastation to the agricultural
community would happen.

This is a large bird migration rest area in their path to and from the Arctic.

This is a major agricultural valley, which would be negatively impacted by less land for crops, more
traffic and more noise.

This is a migration corridor for many species. This area will definitely flood

This is a migration zone for critically endangered birds. There is no mitigation for air traffic. Due to
SeaTac, Vancouver Intl, local hobbyists and the Navy airbase, this area is already heavily impacted by
current air traffic.

This is a peaceful rural area. The noise of an airport would be untenable. This is a refuge for migrating
birds. It3€™s right on fragile estuary and wetland ecosystems. Doesna€™1t seem like it would serve
passenger demand either.

Put it up in Bellingham somewhere that has previously been paved over. Dond€™t add MORE
pavement in our rural community.

This is a prime migratory destination for tens of thousands of large migratory birds such as snow
geese and trumpeter swans. The Samish Flats are arguably the premiere birding hotspot in the Pacific
Northwest; people travel here from the entire west coast. It would be a travesty to put an airport in
such a location.

This is a quiet, beautiful, enjoyable area. Please do not ruin it with aircraft noise, ridiculous amounts
of traffic and the eyesore that an airport would be.

This is a rural area, known for its fertile soil for farminggatively, especially the farm land.

This is a rural community, bringing an airport would absolutely destroy the community
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This is a rural county; we like it that way! The traffic congestion, noise, and pollution would have
unimaginable negative effects on this county. NO! NO! NO!

This is a rural farming area and would be negatively affected. Also it would affect the flood plain.

This is a rural, farm area and is no place for a large airport. Keep the city in the city and stay out of
our farmland.

This is a sensitive wildlife area and there is no demand for an airport in this area. Further, although
the airport in Bellingham is very close by, it is not shown on the map. It makes little sense to site an
airport in an area of productive farmland

This is a small community, in no way do we want it to become another Seattle! Leave our small town
way of life alone, there is no place for an airport here!

This is a special part of the region that still has that small town community feel. There is Bellingham,
Paine Field, and SeaTac all within less than 2 hrs of this area. Wed€™ve seen what SeaTac has become
and where Everett is headeda€| NO AIRPORT anywhere in the Skagit region.

This is a terrible idea. The Skagit valley is a treasure and should not be irrevocably tainted by a huge
airport.

This is a vanishing habitat. No to using this land.

This is absolutely horrifying to the wetland spaces, farmers, and will result in catastrophe for the
region if you remove the wetlands. You will experience unprecedented flooding to surrounding
developed areas. This is horrifying and STUPID. Do NOT. Do this.

This is absolutely not a good location for a new airport as it would negatively reduce farmlands. Not
to mention that there is not the population in this area to warrant a new airport. Bellingham &
Everett are close enough to serve this area.

This is agricultural land

This is agricultural land for food production, we don't need a airport in this area.
This is agricultural land which is needed to feed our population.

It is a pristine habitat for birds.

It floods.
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This is agricultural land. If residents can't construct new homes because of the GMAs in place, then a
sprawling concrete covered airport should not be built there. Utilize the existing Bayview Airport
instead of ruining additional agriculture land or people can drive north to Bellingham to utilize their
under used facility.

This is all flood prone farm land and without the road infrastructure to accommaodate this size of
airport.

This is already within a 90 minute drive of SEATAC. It is also within a 90 minute drive of the Vancouver
Canada airport. The area is well served by two major airports, and there is also a regional airport
nearby. This would put an absolutely unnecessary strain on a small, rural, majority BIPOC area that
doesna€™1t have the infrastructure to support this. The area is dramatically overloaded each spring
with tulip festival traffic, and ita€™s clear the roads, etc. do not have the capacity for a dramatic
increase in traffic from an airport. | would also be concerned about the increased air and water
pollution for an area with farmland producing food. The area also floods frequently, and Ia€™m sure a
large area paved over would exacerbate flooding in the area, further impacting the population and
disrupting airport service.

This is an agricultural and farming community, no, just no.

This is an agricultural community and an airport would ruin the integrity of the area

This is an area that has been fought for and ferociously protected for many years. The destruction
that an airport would bring is honestly kind of unimaginable. Livelihoods lost, farms destroyed, bird
sanctuaries invaded, vitally important salmon rivers wrecked. The noise pollution would be miserable,
traffic incredibly disruptive. An airport and the havoc it would wreak would be devastating and
heartbreaking for the families that have lived and loved this amazing area for so long.

This is an area that should remain unspoiled - the few remaining areas that allow for bird migration.
An airport would interfere with and be endangered by bird migration and spoiling an area that is rich
for birding activities. Please no!!!

This is an area where birds, like blue herons, eagles, swans, snow geese, and lots of other migratory
birds come during the winter to fuel up before their next journey. We need to preserve their ever-
shrinking land. We need to restore the land that was apart of the Salish tribe now before it's too late.
This is also a floods plane area.

This is an environmentally sensitive area for migratory birds and productive farmland. An airport
would have drastic negative effects.
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This is an essential agricultural production area. Do not put at risk our food supply. Hasna€™t the past
three years shown our countrya€™s Poor planning in the area of essential commodities such as
computer chips, fuel and groceries. Not to mention inflation. Skagit county is also prone to severe
flooding issues and has a long Native American cultural history . This area is unsuitable for a large
airport.

This is an important wildlife area and a wetland which is extremely vital to our ecosystem. Extra
traffic, noise, and emissions would damage our area.

This is an important wintering area for birds such as swans, geese, and raptors. Why screw it up with
an airport?

This is badly needed in Washington state not to mention the economic impact of tourism and jobs it
will bring to a depressed region

This is beautiful farmland and destroying it cannot be undone.

This is beautiful farmland. An airport would destroy the farmland and the beauty. An airport should
plan for the long term. This area will flood frequently within a decade and perhaps be under water in
a few decades. Also being so close to Bellingham airport, put money into expanding Bellingham
instead of a new site. This area also has great outdoor recreation that will be ruined by an airport.

This is beautiful quiet farmland with a long history. It should not be turned into an airport. Plus Skagit
is right between SeaTac and Vancouver, why would anyone want another airport here?

This is critical bird habitat, and will hurt wildlife if any development is attempted here.

This is critical farmland and also is subject to river flooding and the possiblity of sea water flooding if a
dike should fail

This is critical farmland and migratory bird/salmon habitat. It should not be considered for a project of
this scale. A facility like this here would be devastating environmentally and economically. Very likely
to flood in a rain event as well. Bellingham and Payne Field are equidistant so not needed.

This is critical farmland and/or wetland. It would adversely impact both the agricultural economy and
the environment. It would impact birds and fish in that area and be subject to flooding from the
Samish River basin.

This is critical farmland, flood plane, and salmon restoration habitat. The population reach wouldn't
make sense.

This is critical migratory bird habitat.

This is designated farmland, with a very high water table.
Traditional and historic wintering grounds for snow geese and swans.

Close to whidbey Naval Air and the jets that already fill the skies with noise and pollution. Major
conflict of activities.
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No roads to support all the traffic. I-5, as the primary corridor can't handle the current traffic load.

This is extremely valuable farmland, absolutely not to be converted to concrete. In addition, itis a
valuable habitat for thousands of large migratory birds such as snow geese and swans, which are
totally compatible with farming. Unlike airplanes. It would be outrageous to compromise this
valuable ecosystem in order to build an airport. Also flooding could be an issue.

This is farm country and needs to stay farm country a€|

This is farm land and should stay in farm land. This is the heart of what makes Skagit County great. |
attend Edison Lutheran which has been here for over 100 years. The church is within your circle. The
birders come to this area from all over to try for a 5 falcon day. Wintering swans and snow geese
depend on these fields. There are eagle nests. People who fish and those who hunt waterfowl use
these lands. Do not take away what makes Skagit magical.

THIS IS FARM LAND AND WOULD INTERFERE WITH MILITARY AIRCRAFT TRAINING TO PROTECT THE
UNITED STATES! DO NOT EXPAND SEATTLE TRAFFIC CONJESTION. THERE IS NO WAY THAT NOISE
AND EMISSIONS WILL BE MITIGATED.

This is farm land for farms not your stupid planes. Therea€™s already an airport in Bellingham, expand
that one.

This is farm land that needs to stay as farm land. We need the agriculture in skagit county.

Also the area always has a major threat to flooding and with the threat of on coming earthquake and
other major catastrophe an air terminal there seems to me to be in a very vulnerable position. Which
wouldna€™t allow it to be of much use.

This is farm land. Go to SeaTac international if you want to fly

This is farm land. There should absolutely be no reason for an airport here. This is totally ridiculous.

This is farmland and agriculter area. We dont need more polution in our area. Keep skagit county free
of that. Also i dont think many people who have lived in this area for year would appreciate it. That
also means more and MORE traffic and then that means having to redo the freeway more lanes, more
roads ect ect. Def not a wise choice. Keep it how it is.

This is farmland and also habitat for many species of birds.
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This is farmland and floodplain, most recently flooding in November 2021. This is nowhere near highly
populated areas, and is just 30 minutes from Bellingham airport and less than one hour from Paine
Field. The need in this area does not outweigh the environmental impacts building here would have
not only related to farming but also the king salmon run on the Samish river.

This is farmland and should remain as such. An airport would ruin the rural feel and increase noise
pollution.

This is farmland! This is a migratory bird route! There is no mitigation for loss farmland nor is there
mitigation for destroying the life sustaining migration routes by stealing the land and intolerable noise
! These ideas are no from the start!

Sara Cooney

425-369-1248
This is farmland!!! Why not expand the existing Bellingham airport??
This is farmland.

This is farmland. | prefer eating to flying. Skagit county dies not have the infrastructure nor the ability
to provide access to a major airport. And your digging into tulip land in this area too.
This is farmland. Keep it that way.

This is farmland. We dond€™t need an airport in the middle of it to ruin our county.

This is fertile farmland that is most valuable for growing food NOT paving for an airport!

Paine Field is worthy of more review for expansion.

This is generally very flood prone . Any development to make an area as large as an airport flood safe
would have the effect of making all adjacent land that much more flood prone. Also this is an
extremely important area for water fowl and raptors.

This is historic farmland and is near and dear to our communities.

This is home thousands of wintering snow geese, eagles, short eared owls, raptors and song birds. Not
to mention prime salmon breeding ground in Padilla bay and Samish River. This would impact the
heart of this area.

This is important Farm Alana€™s and wildlife habitat for many birds and other animals. It would have
horrible effects on local communities.

This is in the heart of local farmland and an airport would not only impact crops and local farming, it
would destroy habitats for local wildlife.

This is insane, especially in light of global climate change.
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This is just a DOT exercise in spending money for a need that doesn't exist. This Skagit County
Northwest location is just 30 miles south of Bellingham International Airport and 40 miles north of
Payne Field Airport. These two airports already exist and already handle large, commercial jets on
scheduled routes. This proposed airport is not needed, expand Bellingham and Payne Field instead.
PLUS...this whole area will be under water by 2030 due to climate change and the predicted rise of
the oceans.

This is lovely quiet community that already is experiencing Seattle like traffic along with homeless
people coming up from there. We do not need to add anything more.

This is mainly farmland and floods almost every year. Terrible spot for an airport, leave the
countryside there alone.
This is much needed farm land.

This is my home and it would take away one of the wonders of Western Washington that so many
people come and visit. To place an airport here would utterly destroy so many people way of life.
Please place it in a more urban area like Arlington.

This is my hometown and this valuable, rich farmland needs to be preserved.
This is not a good site - due to environmental reasons. It is a very

bad choice. Ground traffic also makes this a very poor choice.
This is not the area for a new airport.

This is not the type of endeavor we want in our county. We live here rather than the busy areas of
Snohomish & King County for a reason. This endeavor would ruin our laid-back, farming, country type
living. Having become a "bedroom community" for Seattle is bad enough! NO, NO, NO. We fought
against a nuclear plant years ago & | believe the community will fight against a large airport in our
area.

This is one of the last areas left in Western Washington that hasn't had its ecosystem devastated by
commercial/industrial companies. Visitors come to hike, enjoy the tide pools, and the view is
extraordinary. The residents who choose a life away from hustle and bustle of the city, choose Mt.
Vernon and the surrounding areas. Incorporating such a large commercial endeavor will surely end
life as the residents know it, more traffic jams, inflated home/property prices, the area will lose those
farming areas, the tulip festival would have a nice consistent rumble of jets overhead or nearby.
Please keep this area as a preserve.

This is one of the most significant areas of bird habitat in western Washington. Please see the
8/14/2022 comment letter from Skagit Audubon Society for details.

This is precious farmland and should be preserved! Put the airport near the urban centers.
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This is prime agricultural land located in the floodplain. Given the increasing water availability issues
for ag land nationwide, taking ag land out of production for a regional airport is ill advised
this is prime agricultural land, it will not fly

This is prime farmland for berries, potatoes etc. There is fishing along the river and wonderful small
towns and roads to bicycle and drive. The damage to bird life would be tremendous and unforgivable.
Trumpeter swans, ducks, herons, eagles and shore birds depend on this environment as it is.
Recreation and tourism would be ruined as well.

This is prime farmland that is key to keeping a proper food supply.

This is prime farmland that should rank as more important than an airport.

This is prime Farmland. Also in proximity to Padilla bay this will destroy the ecosystems.
This is PRIME SKAGIT FARM LAND. Over 70 % of the worlds seed crop is grown here.

Trumpeter swans and eagles migrate here every winter.
Why would you even CONSIDER ruining this pristine environment.

Enlarge Bellingham airport or Everett or south of Arlington. Leave SKAGIT COUNTY ALONE.

This is pristine farmland, some of the best soil in the Nation. It floods yearly. It is Nationally known
for raptors of all kinds and is a wintering ground for snow geese and Trumpeter swans.

This is pristine farmland. You would permanently ruin this beautiful and fragile ecosystem and
provide a further influx of people to an area that cannot accommodate them.

This is pristine land that should not be developed. Flooding will disturb this area.

This is prized farm land throughout and cannot be replaced. Environmental impacts would be
significant.

This is protected farmland and a state treasure! Imagine the terrible impact this would have on local
wildlife, salmon, eagles farms/farm animals. Absolutely no way this should be considered for this
special area.

This is rare open farmland that still exists along 1-5 corridor. There are massive flocks of swans that
stop on route here to rest. It would mar a stunning and beloved area. Please in all things holy
DON&€E™T creat an airport anywhere near here. Furthermore this area is notorious for flooding and
with climate change this will only get worse

This is rich farmland that does not need to be paved over for a noisy airport. It will add noise pollution
and air pollution to this abundantly rich fertile farmland. Please do not destroy this area and pave it
over for yet another airport.
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This is ridiculous we are in a rural area and would like to keep it that way. Make SeaTac bigger if you
think you need more space or Paine Field. Traffic is already getting bad on I5 here | can't imagine how
much worse it would be.

This is rural farmland area.

This is some of the best - increasingly rare- farm land in the country!! DO NOT waste this precious
resource on an airport!

This is some of the best and most productive farmland in the country. It is also home thundreds of
thousands of migratory birds. Additional hundreds of eagles and hawks make this their home. There
Isa significant salmon river that runs through the middle of this area. All this wildlife is not
compatible with an airport use. Additionally this area floods every year. Why not expand existing
airports or look at land on the east side f the mountains such as Moses Lake.

This is some of the best farmland in the world as well as bird habitat. The flooding in this region
would affect the airport as well as the airport affecting the surrounding farmland and water run off.
The population in this area is not large enough to serve this airport size and with all of the viable
farmland taken away, there would also be a very proable influx of housing that would also take away
from farmland. This is not the best location!!!

This is some of the richest farming land in the state! We cannot lose that!!

This is some the most productive farmland in the state, actually the whole country for that matter.
Let's not take away farmland and make ourselves more dependent on other countries for our food.

This is still an open, less developed area where residential impact - displacing communities - would be
less.

This is such a beautiful area of farmland and wetlands. Do not destroy it.

This is the most ridiculous thing | have ever heard of this town is special to many in the area and you
will run out all the camping generations who have lived here forever! No no no

This is too far away from the major city of Seattle and King county to be an effective use of an airport.
100 year floods in this area are becoming increasingly common with global warming impacts.

Also, as a resident | am greatly opposed to this location for an airport.

This is too far away from the Metroplex to be useful. This would also have a detrimental effect on
farm output in the region by destroying a large portion of arable land in Western Washington
This is totally unnecessary. Put in county shuttles to Seatac.

This is unnecessary and would take away precious farmland. Do not take away our farmland!!
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This is valuable farm land being taken away. People live in this area for the calm open space, not to
have planes flying over disrupting them and startling their livestock all day long.

This is valuable farmland that we all benefit from!

This is viable farm land and has river and flood plain issues

This is viable farmland which is farmed and working farms of minorities

This isn't a big city.... we are in no way shape or form equipped to handle a full demand airport in our
region nor do we want it here!!! Please stay away from Skagit County.

This land flooded last year and is likely to flood again. If the land were raised those floodwaters would
likely go elsewhere. |. Addition this is a winter migration area for snow geese, eagles and swans.
There is potential for aircraft bird collision. Farmland is the best and highest use for this land

This land floods on a regular basis. This is protected farm land. A big airport here would change the
whole life of Skagit County. Traffic is already an issue a good portion of the day. There are many
migrant workers living in the area, vital to the farming industry. People call Skagit Valley "Paradise"
because of the beauty of the fields and farms .An airport of this size would change everything.

This land has been protected by the citizens of Skagit County for decades, not with the intent that a
committee of few could decide it should be turned into an airport. Expand the existing airports, no
one wants more airports, theya€™re happy with the ones we have. Adding more could serve more
people but will also destroy more peoples lives and contribute to sprawl.f

This land is sacred. The impact this would have on the environment would be devastating. It's a bird
sanctuary for migratory birds. There are already too many airports...Sea Tac, Everett, Bellingham and
many more smaller ones. Please remove this area from further developments of airports.
Heartbroken to see this even be considered.

This land provides farming to many families.

This level of facility should be in a densely populated area for better access and farmland should
remain and not be compromised

This location is highly productive agricultural land which is farmed with highly coordinated crop
rotations. Many of the parcels on this map have been protected from development with permanent
conservation easements purchased from the landowners with public and private, non-profit funds.
This land is too valuable for growing food and seed stock for the world. It cannot be given up for
pavement.

This location is too far from most to be practical. The area is mostly farmland and should not be
impacted.

This location seems to make sense, expanding the regional airport to the north, rather than trying to
cross 20.
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This location would be extremely devastating to migratory birds salmon and agriculture

This location would significantly impact the remaining availability of critical agricultural soils for our
state and region. These land are designated for and should be protected for agricultural production.

This makes absolutely no sense. I-5 to Anacortes is often at a standstill due to traffic and can barely
handle tourist traffic in the summer. How can it handle a regional airport? Paving over the beautiful
Skagit Valley for an airport would be the environmental crime of the century.

This massive increase in large airline flight activity will negatively impact the wildlife in the Salish Bay
area surrounding fidalgo island. Additionally, the increased road traffic volume will overwhelm the
area which already becomes bogged down due to festivals and tourism year round.

This not only environmentally be harmful to our local farmland but it would also directly and
negatively affect our migrant workers who need jobs and housing here.

This note applies to all sites: NONE of these sites should be considered. There is already far more than
enough capacity available at Paine Field and McChord for any and all future growth, not to mention
how much more effectively we could use Sea-Tac in combination with a regional high speed rail
system.

This option would help the Airport traffic in King county.

This place is one of the FEW places that isna€™t crazy over populated!! The freeways are not big
enough for an airport here! Snohomish or Bellingham or better option! We need our farm lands

This plan would significantly and negatively impact the environment here. Noise, emissions, disrupting
incredible bird and other wildlife sanctuary, a significant impact on people of color are reason enough
to make this site a poor choice. Make Seatac more accessible, make more parking where the lightrail
ends and help people get to seatac more easily, more flights from Bellingham, Paine Field. Anything
but this plan.

This property is home to migratory birds, is flooding with more regularity and would impede access to
those people who live on Samish Island.

This proposed area is a world class birding destination for many people. It's located in the Pacific
flyaway for migrating birds. It's inconceivable that an airport can even be considered here. Please
check your environmental impact and learn how a proposal airport can be highly destructive to the
birds and the local environment. Thank you for your consideration.

This proposed site is mostly farm land, it would be a shame to lose more farm land to development of
any kind. There are also 3 elementary schools within that circle. The Samish River also runs through
there and floods almost every year.
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This proposed site is on prime farmland. It is in productive use and is part of a necessary agricultural
minimum acreage to sustain the important production of food in Skagit County. It is also home to
swans, bald eagles, and many other species of birds, and rivers and creeks where salmon spawn. On
top of all that, it is in the floodplain and is commonly flooded in the winter and early spring. The
residents of Skagit county have worked long and hard to preserve the natural resources in our
community, which provide the whole State with benefits that far outweigh anything another airport
could provide. We should be preserving the natural resources, not paving over them, destroying
rural lifeways, and flooding a natural wonder with traffic it does not want.

This region is sensitive and productive as it is to the citizens and taxpayers. Do not disrupt this habitat.

This rural area proposed for a new airport provides not only valuable critical habitats for Western
Washington's wildlife population but also provides grazing areas for livestock and space to grow our
fruits and vegetables If would be foolish to destroy extensive wetlands, frequently flooded areas and
salmon bearing streams which are all offered special protections under the Growth Management Act.
Skagit County NW is not a suitable site.

This s some of the most prime farmland, salmon fisheries in the world. The feature of the chucks it
mountain meeting the Salish sea is extremely rare and needs preservation environmental impacts
would be untold. To develop it would be greedy and a crime against humanity.

This site does not meet the needs of the project. The scope specifically identifies certain parameters
outlining the need to serve a large portion of the population. This is not an option, based on the
purpose of the project.

This site has good potential traffic access but is very far north to serve the major growth corridors.
This site is a beautiful natural area and is prime habitat for fish and wildlife. Other protected lands are
paid for by state and federal public funds for wildlife conservation, agriculture and open space to
conserve some of the most important fish and wildlife habitat in the western USA.

The site floods routinely.

The site is extremely vulnerable to sea-level rise over the next 100 years.

The site is surrounded by permanent conservation easements (CEGE™s), in place primarily to protect
prime agricultural land and open space.

Skagit has worked hard to keep its renown farmland intact.

Conservation Easements can only be undone by eminent domain which would be extremely
unpopular.
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This space should be left open and protected. There is not room between the conserved lands in
these areas to put in up to three 11,000 ft runways.

This site is highly unsuitable for many reasons: protected farmland surrounding, extremely damaging
to native bird populations, would take jobs away from bipoc as farming is hugely prevalent in this
area, too far away from other airports to be of any assistance. Also traffic, pollution, construction, air
traffic increase from this would be damaging to local economy, residents, native birds and other
wetland wildlife, farmers, farm workers and immigrants.

This site is in a flood plain. Ita€™s also in a migratory bird pattern

This site is incredibly rich farmland and also flood plain territory. With large airports in Everett and
Bellingham , another commercial location along PugetSound is not necessary.

This site is on precious farmland that is subject to frequent flooding. Preservation of farmland is the
number 1 priority for land use in Skagit County. | will happily travel to Bellingham or Paine Field to
save our farmland.

This site is on protected farmlands and some of the most productive farmland in Western
Washington. Farmlands should be preserved for the economy and health of the citizens of our state,
and for future generations. These farmlands cannot be regained once paved over and destroyed.
Preserving productive farmlands must be an environmental priority, especially with the current
significant effects of climate change.

This site is rual farmland close to the samish river. It floods yearly, we need to protect our farm lands.
This are also has low population and wouldna€™t make sense to serve the population. This would also
impact the swan migrations and negatively effect the salmon. We have an airport in Bellingham
already and Everett. Whidbey island residents can utilize the ferry to get to SeaTac.

This site is too important to our agricultural community.
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This site should be a non-starter. It sustains what is likely the most abundant raptor population in the
continental US, provides critical habitat for an abundance of waterfowl, owls and other wildlife, and
serves as productive farmland. In addition, it is subject to flooding and sea level rise.

This site sits in 100-year floodplain, floods routinely, and is extremely vulnerable to anticipated sea-
level rise; These lands are protected prime agricultural land, and there isn't enough room for 11,000 ft
of runways; this is a critical area for migrating birds; the Skagit River system, the most important river
for native fish, would be threatened by pollution; it's an area of significance for local Tribes and for
the fish and wildlife they co-manage. This project would devastate our people, our water, and our
protected land.

This site would destroy one of the remaining developed farmlands and natural shellfish habitats in
Western Washington. In addition, nearby mountainous terrain would limit access and the remaining
pattern would create fly over noise issues with the Burlington, Mt. Vernon, San Juan Islands and
Lummi Reservation.

This site would heavily impact as it is a vital area for migratory birds. Padilla bay provides a mudflats
that feeds thousands of birds. Increased air traffic would profoundly impact the many birds that
winter in this area and their flight paths. The area is also part of the most important wintering area
for the west coast trumpter swan population. It is of EXTREME importance to preserve what little is
left for our native bird species.

Increased storm water runoff would also impact Padilla bay, and the Salish Seas.

This site would require significant fill to raise the site above the flood plain requiring the destruction
of valuable farmland.

The Chuckanut Mountains to the north of the site would significantly limit the landing approach
putting Mount Vernon and Burlington directly in the noise path of aircraft.

This Skagit Flats area is a critical migratory bird wintering area. Please reconsider this as a site for an
airport. The ducks, geese, swans, raptors and other wildlife deserve consideration and conservation.
Protecting our wetlands should be a prime concern.
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This state should lead by example and work on reducing carbon emissions, not adding to them. We
need to protect and improve our ecosystems. Not disrupt and kill it by adding what we all know, a
convenient and unsustainable way of traveling.

Improving and building onto already established airports would be better, and | could get on board
with that. We need to think bigger and long term.

The flying industry is killing us and our environment. Rethink where this money should go.

**There is already an established airport near this location. Improve that one.

This survey fails to recognize the amount of agriculture this airport would displace.

This will cause a serious negative affect to our local ecology, we rely on these fields for crops, the local
animals in this area would most likely leave due to the large amounts of air traffic and severe increase
of population traffic as well. Skagit county is one of the largest producers of crops in the west side of
Washington with some of the most fertile land. Constructing this would damage not only our
environment but the surrounding area. Skagit county does not have the infrastructure to support this
airport either. Our roadways are under developed a long with it will cause more harm than good.

This will completely disrupt the wildlife for decades to come.

This will damage the local environment and natural beauty of the area.

This will destroy critical farmland and wreak havoc on the interstate and highway. We are not
equipped to deal w/ an airport of this size.

This will destroy farm land!

This will devastate the nature of the region.

This will impact everyone especially low income, farming, workers.

This will negatively impact Skagit farmland and our BIPOC communities.

This will provide a viable option for travelers from Bellingham and may even bring in money from
Canada. It will attract people from as far south as southern Snohomish County since the drive will be
easier than getting to SeaTac when traveling to places Paine Field doesna€™t service.

This will ruin home values in the area. People live in this rural area for peace and quiet. Also there
are thousands of migratory birds that use this area and will also suffer from such development.

This will ruin the farmland, the tourism for birds and agriculture and forever alter a gem of the Pacific
Northwest. There are other places to do this. Please not here.
This would add more traffic to the area of Skagit County.

This would adversely affect populations in surrounding areas and make it unaffordable/impossible for
them to keep living there. This is absolutely not a good idea for communities.
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This would be a ridiculous way to waste valuable farm land not only by destroying it for a airport that
no one will use cause no one will want to land in skagit county

This would be a wonderful location for those of us who are north of Bellingham. | live in Point Roberts
WA, and while we used to fly out of YVR in Richmond BC, that opportunity was no longer available
and has only recently become available to us again. Bellingham airport used to offer many more
flights on Alaska Airlines, but now they only fly to Seattle. | have been traveling back and forth
between PR and Los Angeles this year to help my elderly mother, and have driven seven times to
SEATAC and once to Paine. It turns what should be a three hour flight into a six or seven hour journey
with the drive to SEATAC. An airport in Skagit County would be a marvelous option and so much
closer for those of us in northwest WA.

This would be absolutely horrible for this area!!! There is no need to put an airport here!!!!
This would be an amazing location to serve our area!

This would be an excellent location for a new 4 runway airport. Flood threats could be mitigated

This would be an incredible thing for the people on the islands that have to travel so far to SeaTac
through traffic.

This would be catastrophic for farmland in Skagit! This would inevitably remove the protection from
our precious fields, impacting everyone negatively. The noise, increased traffic and increased
pollution would be absolutely detrimental to our environment! This is appalling to even consider- we
have airports in Everett and Bellingham- we do NOT need one in Skagit!

What consideration is being given to the Farmers? They literally grow food that feeds people here in
Skagit, and across the Country. What consideration is being given to the field workers? These are
people who often work here seasonally and depend on this income, they have families and would be
greatly impacted by this is a most negative way. NO ! We will not stand for this! The people of Skagit
County will rally together to fight this!!!

This would be devastating for the agricultural areas of Skagit county. We dona€™t have the
infrastructure to support something of this size. We dona€™t even have a mall here.

This would be extremely disruptive to farmland and life in the valley. It already has an airport and
doesna€™1t need a massive one the size of SeaTac disrupting natural habitats and natural beauty of
the area

This would be extremely irresponsible to ruin that much native ground and the wildlife that lives and
migrated through. Not to mention the hundreds or thousands of people who would lose their homes.
This is the worst idea this state has ever had.
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This would be harmful to the salmon and wildlife in the area. Also 2 lane freeway can not handle
current traffic.

This would be my preference and | would use it.

This would be terrible for the agriculture/bird migrations of this beautiful area. ABSOLUTELY NOT.

This would bring industry into the Skagit valley, reduce traffic going south towards SeaTac, and better
serve Bellingham, and the Skagit valley area.

This would completely ruin the valley. This is FARM LAND!! This valley is famous for the beautiful tulip
fields. Why would you even consider taking more farmland when food is at an all time high! Not to
mention all the airport options that are already between seattle and Canada!! Look farther south or
East!

This would destroy countless homes and displace families

This would destroy the beautiful landscape and farmland of the area.

This would destroy the lifestyles of those dependent on regional and seasonal industries

This would destroy valuable farmland and rich soils that cannot be found elsewhere or replaced.
This would devastate farmlands.

This would disproportionately affect BIPOC and lower income families. Most of that area is farmland
and it floods as well.

This would disproportionately effect historically marginalized and underrepresented populations.

This would eliminate valuable farmland that contributes significantly to food production. A
commercial airport would eliminate, forever, this areada€™s ability to produce food to feed our
growing population. This area also is a habitat for waterfowl as they migrate during the winter. This
migration contributes to tourism which impacts the regiona€™s economy. This area floods regularly
each winter and large swaths of pavement would impact water flow patterns and the
houses/properties of current residents.

This would greatly damage the entire community along with farmland of Skagit valley. This is one of
the few counties left in the state with such fertile farming areas. The increased traffic would
significantly inhibit the farm workers and equipment.

This would greatly impact the small town of Burlington and really show that we do not
Have enough road space to accommodate for the amount of traffic that would be coming through.

Our freeway is only 2 lanes and there really is only one road to get to an airport out that way. The
flooding is also terrible out that way and is a huge habitat for waterfowl in the winter
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This would have a devastating impact on the Skagit valley community. A place filled with farmland and
a small town feel would perish. Traffic would be horrendous. Keep Skagit wild. Do not build a huge
airport here!!! Also | know lots of people in Skagit who drive to SeaTac to fly out and no one has an
issue with the drive. If they are living out there they already know ita€™s a drive to do much of
anything and they are OK WITH THAT. Being out in the country is one of the main reasons people
move out there- NOT to be close to a giant airport.

This would have a horrible effect on the migratory bird populations.

This would impact agriculture in the area and the lives depending on it including those whoa€™s are a
minority and those who are low income.

This would impact our farmlands and affect our personal properties around this.

This would negatively impact a rural county where farmland is already immensely impacted .

This would negatively impact major waterfowl wintering grounds and irrevocably change the nature
of the Bow-Edison are from a quiet, rural, agricultural region to another busy suburban hub. It's
highly unlikely that the floodplain could be maintained in its present state once a major airport and all
the attendant roads and structures were built.

This would provide more resources for an already over resourced wealthy white community. So, no.
This would ruin the quality of life for all living inside the circle.

This would take away acres upon acres of farmland, homes, schools, and most importantly ways of
life.

This would take away valuable farmland and rural reserve areas. This is a favorite spot for migrating
birds (trumpeter swans, snow geese and the like).
This would take farm land out of permanent production impacting the food supply

The environmental impact would be devastating

The traffic nightmares it would cause cannot be mitigated

This would turn Skagit county Into a crowded, overrun large city.. no thanks!

This would very negatively impact Skagit County. It is a small, farming community. | would prefer we
continue using the land we have here for farming, to support the community. The location is also odd,
I am unsure who would choose to fly from here when Vancouvers Airport or SeaTac are both closer.
Thousands of migrating birds, loss of farmland that is critical for food.
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Time has come for the country to expand and provide real opportunities for our communities.

Tired of any open land being used for houses, businesses, and now air ports. This will just cause more
pollution poor air quality. We don't need to take the land away from the animals either 10 trails is
doing that now. We have SeaTac airport so there is no reason to build another one

To close to the sound.

To Destroy all that beautiful land, and the noise not fare to people in the area and destroy the quiet
for all he exhisting farmers and residents, make use of what you already have Boeing g field and
SeaTac absolutely NO

To far north

To far north of population

To far north. Payne Field may be the best way to serve this area.
To many geese

To many people for a small town infrastructure

to me, it makes sense to use the boeing fields in seattle and everett for commercial flights. also, hi-
speed trains are very much needed!!!

To start, the land that is in consideration is home to many migratory birds; some of which are
endangered. If the airport were put in, it would be going against the whole point of the land being
protected. They are open fields and flat terrain, yes, because ita€™s *protected* farmland. So please
uphold the promises to farmers, and wildlife.

Toledo is better

too ag sensitive

Too big a risk of flooding and too big a risk of bird migration.

Too big of an impact on the agricultural and wildlife area.

Too close to Bellingham and the animals/cows and organic farms in the valley would be negatively
impacted

Too close to BLI and PAE

Too close to both Bellingham and Paine Field. Better to expand those locations.

Too close to Everett

Too close to Everett which already has a small airport. Those below king county are underserved in
airports.

Too close to existing Everett airport

Too close to Important Bird Areas and migration fly zones.

Too close to populated areas to the West, North and South,

Also it's a poor use of the rich farmland, which is dwindling

rapidly, when poorer soil is near. Importing produce for the area instead of growing it for local use
and export is expensive and ecologically harmful. There are already airports in Bellingham, Everett
and Vancouver BC to take strain off Sea Tac. There are many additional reasons too numerous to list.

Think people think.
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Too close to sea level, and the location would also harm shellfish and water quality in Samish Bay. The
Snow Geese that feed there in the fall and all the birds and wildlife would be affected. Airports of that
size have refs and devices to discourage birds, like prohibiting bio retention and wetlands nearby. This
area is upstream of an incredible bird and wildlife habitat. The wet ground would be made worse by
all the paved airport surfaces, where would thestormeater runoff go? Danish Nay is already struggling
with water quality problems. This site is too fragile and I,portant to salmon and other species.

Too close to Skagit Regional Airport; destruction of farmland; roads too small and too few to support
increased traffic; impact on bird migration patterns; low-lying land; polluting runoff from asphalt will
corrupt groundwater, waterways and bay; septic issues; noise pollution will make area unlivable for
current residents.

Too close to the already Bellingham airport
Too close to the other airports

Too close to Vancouver and Bellingham airports to serve an under served population
Too close to wetlands.

Too congested already

Too dangerous. Noise pollution flood plain concerns and birds flyway zone! Not a good idea at all!
Thank you

Too distant from population and economic centers

Too far

Too far

Too far away

Too far away

Too far away

Too far away

Too far away from population centers.

Too far away from population centers.

Too far away from populations. Huge environmental impact to farmland. High flood risk
Too far away from SeaTac/Seattle

Too far away from the population centers.

Too far away to be really useful.

Too far away.

Too far away. Public transit is nonexistent. Light rail will never get there.
Too far for most people

Too far from everyone

Too far from largest population center. Also high risk for flooding.

Too far from major population

Too far from major population areas

Too far from major population to be useful
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Too far from me.

Too far from most passengers. Would severely damage rural character of area by adding massive
traffic. Would convert extremely good farmland into paved areas.

Too far from most people!

Too far from most the population and close to the Bellingham airport.

Too far from most urban areas

Too far from population

Too far from population

Too far from population base and would increase traffic in a rural area. Adding plane traffic and noise
is undesirable in a place already impacted by Navy jets. In addition, the environmental impact on a
flood plain with significant bird habitat is too great.

Too far from population centers

Too far from population centers

too far from population centers, no mass transit

Too far from population centers.

Too far from population centers. Uses valuable ag land that is prone to floods.
Too far from the metro area to be beneficial.

Too far from urban center

Too far north

Too Far North

Too far north for me since | live in Auburn. Having an airport in this region would be similar to Everett
and Bellingham, | would not use an airport in that region.

Too far north from population

Too far north to help SeaTaca€™s problems.

too far north would not provide access for snohomish, skagit & whatcom if it's too far north. It would
leave Snohomish county too far out of the service area.

Too far north, farm land is important, Bellingham has a commercial airport.
Too far north.

Too far north. We already have Paine Field north of Seattle

Too far north...

Too far out.

Too far waste of time cross it off

Too great a risk of harming the wetlands for too few people to appreciate. A little boutique airport is
not going to be a sustainable solution for the majority of folks of this region.

Too great an impact to migratory birds.

Too hilly and dangerous / swampy. Floodzone.
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Too large of an impact on the environment and dike/flood issues.

This area has been under water several times in the last few years.

Too little passenger density in the area. Bellingham and Paine Field already have commercial service
nearby.

Too many farm families would be displaced. Critical birding migration/nesting areas would be
disturbed.

Too many flocks of snowgeese winter in this area, a major migration pathway for many species of
birds. Low lying wetlands with lots of seasonal flooding, this is farmland with multiple crops being
grown to feed many. Not enough infrastructure in place - rural area without enough transportation
pathways, too far away from developed areas and not enough facilities for overnight stays. No do not
plan an airport for this area.

Too many natural areas

Too many negative issues

Too many people!

Too many reasons to even type

Too many swans, geese and ducks to suck into the plane engines.

Not safe for planes or birds.
Too much a€"reda€™, especially flood concerns.
Too much additional infrastructure and loss of farmland

Too much agricultural impact . We don't need another airport, just expand existing airports.
Too much air traffic already in this area. We dona€™t need more!

Too much damage to farm land, wildlife and a gorgeous historical area.

Too much floodplains and population

Too much for a small community!

Too much negative impact on people and wildlife. Traffic generated, noise and the destruction of wild
land. The answer is NO...stay away from Skagit Valley!!

Too much of an impact on farmland.

Too much to try and fit in a small area

Too much traffic for 2 lane freeway and old county highways

Too near Bellingham and Paine feild would make better sense between Portland and seatac
Too remote. Similar to the Bellingham airport.
too rural

Too rural, too much environmental impact. Bulldoze some part of Seattle and build it

Too valuable of a migratory feeding habit plus resident bird, raptor population. Critical bread bowl for
growers of a variety of food products. Hands off!!!!
Too wet floods regularly

283 |Page



Traffic to Sea Tac is a nightmare so anything that does route the north end into the south end would
be great. It would create much needed jobs in the area and boost the economy. My second choice
would be to increase the capacity capabilities in Everett. We dona€™t use it right now because flights
are considerably more expensive than Sea Tag, if they could handle more traffic prices would need to
be more competitive. Enlarginging the capacity in Everett would serve both the North and Southends.

Tremendous effort at the local, state, and federal

level has for years gone into protecting Skagit and Samish Flats for both their excellent agricultural
soils and their very high importance for a wide variety of birds.

The a€ceSkagit County Northwesta€PR potential airport site is Samish Flats, far-famed among birders
and waterfow! hunters and with good reason.

The site which the CACC refers to as a€ceSkagit County Northwest,a€R immediately south of Samish
Bay spanning from Chuckanut Drive to Padilla Bay, is the area famously known among birders as
Samish Flats. In fall and winter, birders from far and wide travel here to see five falcon species,
including gyrfalcon, a wide variety of subspecies and races of Red-tailed and Rough-legged Hawks plus
many Northern Harriers, Bald Eagles, Short-

eared Owls, and some years, Snowy Owls.

The CACCa€™s a€oeSkagit County Northwesta€R substantially overlaps the designated Samish/Padilla
Bays Important Bird Area. The 36,000 acres of the Samish/Padilla Bays Important Bird Area (IBA)
include the location the CACC designates as its a€oeSkagit County Northwesta€l potential airport site.
National Audubon Society and Bird Life International, in cooperation with the Department of Natural
Resources Natural Heritage Program, document and designate IBAs to recognize high priority areas
for preserving significant populations of various bird species.

Tulip fields and planes don't coexist.

Under rated wetlands and incomparable use. This is an important farming area and wildlife (Bird
wintering area). It is also too far from population center.
Unnecessary

Unseen flood concerns could hold up the project for years to come after it has been started.

Upgrade either Bellingham Airport or Everett Airport. They are existing airports already. We dona€™t
need an airport in Skagit County. Dond€™t destroy more land for commercial purposes.

Urban development within this region has diminished our resources enough as itis!! Salmon and
Steelhead have suffered greatly due to urban growth. Whats next? A dam that does nothing but
prevent flooding to new homes? Ohhh, wait a sec. . .
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Use Everett And Bellingham dona€™t be silly and destroy farm lands for airports.

Use Paine Field

Use the current airports and expand them

Using farmland for an airport that promotes pollution is unacceptable

Very close to Canada how is that convenient for people farther south who already have to deal with
driving to seattle?

Very close to two elementary schools. Huge disruption of quiet and wildlife. Displacing already
threatened farm land.

Very crowded at Seatac and it makes traffic insane this should lessen traffic down south

Very prone to flooding on west and south east roadways. Migratory bird flight path, high eagle
population due to salmon runs. Any potential spills or runoff could impact oyster, clam and crab
industries. Soil bed is sandy loam not good for compaction, will always settle. Potable water not
available.

vital bird area, important agriculture area, would impact lower income people too much, would have
significant traffic and air quality issues for both people and wildlife.

Vital farm land!

Vital farmland. Frequent Flooding.

Want it closer to Olympial

Washingtonians value farmland, access to nature, and rural communities over having another airport.
Wasting good agricultural land.

Way too far away from population. Bellingham is still very close

Way too far from Seattle and on valuable farmland.

Way too far from Seattle. This site would mainly serve budget flyers from Vancouver, BC.
Way too far from the major population areas
Way too many wetlands and protected areas

We already get our share of noise from jets from the Whidbey Naval Station.

We already have 5 airports serving this area, SEA, PAE, BLI, YVR, YXX. There's no need to develop a
new airport. We just need to use what we have more efficiently. Developing high speed rail and
eliminating flights between these airports would open lot of capacity and have a positive
environmental impact.

We already have a county and city airport.

We already have a large amount of aircraft flying over the valley with the naval jets. Please don't add
more noise pollution to our peaceful valley.

285 | Page



We already have a small airport and live in the flight zone. The farm land is ultra valuable in this area
and it is becoming more scarce all the time (everyone likes to eat, right?). Please do NOT pave over
these beautiful livable spaces that make our valley so unique! Also, we are known for flooding all
around us nearly every year. You must look elsewhere for this project.

We already have access to bigger airports at Paine Field and Bellingham.

We already have airports in Everett and Bellingham, no need for another mostly empty airport
creating noise and pollution.

We already have an airport in Bellingham. Having an airport in neighboring counties seems a bit
extreme. Western Washington already has 3 airports that are plenty accessible from various locations
including northwest Washington. There is no reasonable explanation to build an airport so close to
another airport.

We already have an airport that services the south piglet sound area but not north seattle and north
washington.

We already have an airport! This is such a ridiculous and horrible. Do not build another one. Go
somewhere else! | am against more destruction of our farmlands. Leave Skagit alone!

We already have an influx of homeless and disgusting people and Skagit county putting an airport
would increase that please leave our farmlands alone and also will increase human trafficking | know
you dona€™t care too much about human trafficking and are all for ruining families please stay away
from Skagit Valley

We already have Bellingham and Everett within 90 minutes. These two airports serve the level of
population well. Another airport is a redundancy. Lewis or Thurston counties seem a better fit for
population needs.

We already have horrible flooding here. It would negatively affect agriculture and housing. Insane
idea to even consider it!

We already have jet noise from the navy base would prefer not having more jet noise to our beautiful
area

We already have NAS Whidbey Island, Arlington airfield, Bellingham airport, Everett airport and Sea-
Tac amongst others. The Pacific Northwest has always taken pride in the wildlife and outdoors and
this just turns us from that.

We already have noise pollution from whidbeys jets. The beauty of this area IS the land. Dona€™t
cover it. We have an airport in Bellingham, Everett and SeaTac. Thata€™s all thata€™s needed

We already have noise pollution in Skagit county from the Naval air station. This would destroy the
migration patterns of thousands of birds Snowgeese and trumpeter Swana€”s. This is one of the last
farming and peaceful Valleya€™s in Washington.
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We already have relatively easy access to SeaTac, Plainfield, and Bellingham airports. The character of
this area as an agricultural and rural community would be irrevocably changed, unnecessarily, with
addition of such an airport here. Furthermore, this area is already impacted by jet noise from the
nearby naval air base, and this would compound the problem.

We already have sea-tac and Portland. There isnd€™t any good reason for another mess like sea-tac
or Portland.

We already have several why not expand those

We already have the Bellingham airport and paine field both within 30-40 miles from Skagit County. It
would make more sense to expand the existing airports.
we already have too much military aircraft and noise pollution

We already have two airports, both of which have capacity available. We don't need NEW airports,
especially in rural and environmentally sensitive areas. If we need anything it is more public transit
between rural areas and the existing airports and more regional train transportation (for which most
of the infrastructure already exists).

We already have two large airports within one hour and fifteen minutes of each other. Why would
one be needed in between. Couldn't either of those be expanded?

We are a farming community and a place where people visit and live who enjoy the rural vibe.
Airplane noise is already heard from WINAS. We have bird migrations and nesting near there. Very
important environmentally. Also the additional traffic will stress our infrastructure and affect property
values around the airport. 4€ceQuiet enjoymenta€R is a right for all homeowners. They purchased
property near Bayview and the golf course for that purpose. 1d€™ve been a Skagit county local realtor
for eight years and have seen the explosive growth and its impact on the infrastructure of our county.

There are wetlands all around the airport grounds | walk it all the time. Will this mean the removal
(mitigation) of these wetlands?

There are already two airports out side of Seattle Paine field and Bellingham, | just donda€™t see the
needs for another expansion. Shelley

We are a farming community and this would ruin our valley. It would also have a huge impact on our
wildlife, especially eagles.

We are a farming community that cannot withstand such an increase in population without ruining
our farm lands. There is also an airport already in Bellingham to serve for international purposes.
We are a farming community. We live here for a quiet lifestyle, we dona€™t want the increase of
traffic & noise. Look elsewhere

We are a legacy farm community and this will no doubt ruin our environment and area. If you cant
build a home there you shouldn't be building and airport. We need houses for our community not
this.
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We are destroying vital habitat for wildlife and ruining our wetlands and natural resources in the
process. Please do NOT go forward with this project.

We are known for farmland in this area and you should not take away our farmland and what makes
us Skagit Valley. Do not put an airport in Skagit county, that would be a very large mistake.

We are losing too much land to industries. Skagit is a small town it can not handle something that
large. Look at the tulip season and tell me how traffic will be?

We are satisfied with SeaTac, Vancouver , BC and Bellingham International Airports. | do not think the
convenience of another airport in Skagit outweighs the detrimental impacts to the quality of our lives.

We are supposed to be the evergreen state and a nature state, yet the people in charge continue to
destroy our forests for more house and other things like airports. We dona€™1t need it. Ita€™s
destroying the Washington life and disrupting wildlife. This is why people are leaving this state

We are the last agricultural center in the Western side of Washington. We are home to many
migratory and endangered birds including the American Bald Eagle, our national symbol! Do NOT
RUIN OUR WAY OF LIFE!

We arend€™t a big city make your hour drive to SeaTac or 30 min to drive to Bellingham. Dona€™t
fuck the countryside with this bs

We can't lose more farmland. Navy jet noise is already a major negative factor here, and more noise
would be awful. Indigenous populations would be impacted.

We currently have commercial airports in both Bellingham and Everett to support the needs and
population growth north of King/Snohomish counties.

We didn't preserve Farmland to build an airport. This area is where people from cities drive to on
their weekends to be in nature, live life slowly and get away from the hustle and bustle. Bringing an
airport here would destroy that. For everyone.

We do not need a large airport. Hazardous to environment.

We do not need a new international airport because it will only negatively impact the Skagit
community like more construction of homes and apartments that are at high price. Most of the
people from Skagit do not mind driving to SeaTac for an international flight. Building a new airport
would continue to cause devastating environmental damage to the area. Not a good idea. This is
definitely not environmental justice!

We do not need an airport in graham or Enumclaw it would completely ruin these beautiful areas and
wildlife

We do not need another airport- please preserve wetlands and farmland.

We do not need another airport.
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We do not need another airport. Our west side is overgrown and over populated where it does NOT
make sense.

we do not need another large airport in the area. this would denigrate the beautiful and fertile valley,
add massive congestion and noise pollution, completely ruin this peaceful area for eternity. Do not
do this.

Janet Riley
We do not need another large airport! Enlarge or improve other ones.

We do not need big jets flying over our homes and disturbing the peace. Not to mention the fumes
from those jets would be destroying our health. Then there is the factor of housing prices dropping
because of the noise and the fumes.

We do not need to take anymore farmland away from skagit county. The traffic is unwanted.

We do not want a commercial airport. We can drive to seatac.

We do not want the traffic and population growth, nor the environmental and sound pollution that
would come with an additional airport.

We dona€™t have a lot of wetland areas left please preserve what little we have, it attracts birders
from all over Washington

We dona€™t have a need for an airport in Skagit County. We are close enough to SeaTac, Bellingham,
and now Everett that it isna€™t worth the impacts to our beautiful valley.
We dona€™t have so much traffic.

We dona€™t need a airport here! Highway 20 cana€™t support the flow of traffic now, with a airport
it will be 10 times worse!!

We dond€™t need a big airport in Skagit Co. we already deal with the noise from NAS Whidbey and to
take away more land thata€™s for farming and agriculture is a non starter! Wea€™ve got Bellingham,
Everett and Seattle. Thata€™s enough!

We dona€™t need a big international airport in our small farming county. Keep that crap in the
citya€™s!

We dona€™t need another airport, people can drive to Boeing, Bellingham, or SeaTac.

We dona€™t need another airport.

We dona€™t need heavy air traffic up here and to be causing eye soars and sound disturbances the
SeaTac we have in Seattle is just fine

We dond€™t need to ruin more farm land

We dond€™t want that kind of traffics
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We dona€™t want the big city bull shit up here. This is farm land up here. This area feeds local people.
With out farmers, The food industry goes to over processed garbage crap that you dona€™t know
what they put in it because a€celabelsa€? dona€™t have to say ever thing thatd€™s in it because the
fda approves chemicals. So no. Keep your buildings out of here!

We dona€™t want this in our county

We don't need another airport

We dont need another airport. Quit cutting down trees and building houses. Yaa€™!Il are ruining this
state.

we dont need another one

We don't need anymore farm land destroyed

We don't need one here!

We don't need the airport here and all the traffic associated with it. Keep that garbage down in
Seattle.

We Don't Need The Traffic an Pollution Near Our Farms!

We don't want it need an airport in this area.

We don't want or need that here! There have enough airports close enough for people to get to. We
love our farms and all the people who are involved with them. Please leave the farmlands alone.

We gave an airport 30 minute drive north in Bellingham and one 1 hour drive south in Seatac plus
multiple smaller airports all over. Absolutely unnecessary.

We had detrimental flooding last year alone. Not a good idea. Go elsewhere.

We have 3 airports around us. Bellingham, Everette and Seattle we are good.

We have 3 airports in this area already, Seatac, Boeing field and Everett.

We have 3 major airports now. Leave our farmland alone.

We have a tremendous amount of bird migration year round, natural habitat. Farmlands need
protected. It floods here every year, sometimes badly.

Our road systems cannot handle daily traffic now.

| am fifth generation Samish Flats & want it left alone!!!! | do not want to be forced out of what my
ancesters laid claim to as settlers.

We have airports in Bellingham, Burlington, Everett and Oak Harbor already. We have precious
farmland that we need for agriculture and also is home to migrating winter birds. Please preserve this.

We have all the airport we need here and Bellingham has an "international" airport close by. Skagit
would not add anything. Most important, we cannot spare the land. It seems illogical to choose this
area over some of the other options.
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We have an airport already. Building another one next to it is stupidity. This is FARMLAND country.
Keep your airports out.

We don't need or want anything done with this land but agriculture.

We have an airport in Bellingham

We have an airport in Everett and one in Bellingham. Why would we ruin good farm land for
runways???

We have an airport in Whatcom that serves just fine. Expand on that before buying up more
farmland.

We have an airport north of Skagit in Bellingham. Work with that area and dona€™t demolish
beautiful farmland (what little we have left).

We have an existing airport. The infrastructure will not support another one. This is farmland being
actively used and should be protected we do not need another airport! The noise and pollution from
Skagit regional Airport and Whidbey Island naval air Station is already horrendous. This will drive away
more eagles, herons, fish, and other wildlife. No!

We have been waiting over 2 years for the county to allow us to build our home on our own farmland.
If my family has to live in a camper because we cana€™1 build a house on our own land why the hell
does the government get to use the farmland for aviation - that is way more damaging to the land and
surrounding areas than my little 1000 square foot home Ia€™m trying to build!!

We have bellingham airport that is trying to grow already! We don't need another airport that won't
serve purpose other than take up farmland and be a waste of space. We do not need the pollution,
noise, or overpopulation. This is a bad idea all around. | don't even understand why this is even being
considered a thing. Just stop.

We have Bellingham to the north and Everett to the south, with plenty of shuttle service if you need a
ride.

We have Bham airport 30 mins north. We 100% do not need this

We have enough airports considering that we are in a recession and globalization is ending and
international travel will never return to the 2019 peak. And wwiii is starting.

We have enough airports, preserve skagit farmland.

We have enough airports. They just need to expand Bellingham or Everett and make the ticket prices
from those airports more affordable.

We have flight path already because of the Naval Airbase. We have fighter planes doing testing over
our area. Plus there is a airport in international Bellingham. Just expand that one.
we have lost enough farm land you cant eat black top

We have many ways to utilize the airports we already have, like Skagit Regional Airport. If there is
money to burn on infrastructure, invest it in expanding the airports we already have.
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We have plenty of airports around us. All these businesses are already taking away the small town
feel.

We have plenty of jet noise already, and Padilla Bay, a massively important estuary doesna€™t need
any more potential pollutants. This airport would negatively impact a local, rural population that for
the most part would not benefit from its existence. Bellingham International airport is only a short
drive away, and SeaTac and Vancouver airports are equi-distant. Who is this airport intended to
serve?

We have SeaTac airport. Why do we need another commercial airport? All locations make no sense.
How about we use the money saved for this and invest it into fixing our roads and bridges.

We have sufficient airport coverage. We are rapidly losing open land as it is. There is a great deal of
air traffic here already from the Whidbey Air Station, leading to possible collisions.

We have the airport to our south in Everett and the one in Bellingham why would we

Develop a new one rather than expand on the ones we have? This will chew up valuable farmland and
impact the environment. The snow geese migration alone will be impacted greatly.

We have three major airports all ready in Western Washington; SeaTac, Everett, King County and
Bellingham. We all ready have planes that fly over our rural homes. Expand on one of the existing
airports. Don't take our farmlands and forests.

We have three major airports all ready in Western Washington; SeaTac, Everett, King County and
Bellingham. We all ready have planes that fly over our rural homes. Expand on one of the existing
airports. Don't take our farmlands and forests.

We have tons of traffic noise already from Whidbey Island. No more plane noise.
We just paid a huge bill for rail. Now you want to tax for a new airport during a recession.

You want to destroy an eco system and build this expensive airport where it floods? You want to
destroy air quality up north and the livelihood of a unique community and tourist spot?

There is nothing about this plan we can support. Burnit, bury it and leave this lovely eco system
preserved.

We live in the country to keep noise down and to have less people. This will completely change
everything for everyone who lives in this areal!
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We live within the proposed area, and the impact the airport would have on the local traffic would be
terrible. It would also destroy the peaceful rural environment that we love so much here in Skagit
county. Family homes would be destroyed and irreplaceable farmland would be lost forever. Stay
away from our county!

We m live in Skagit because we want to get away from the city. If | wanted to live by an airport |
would. Let us keep or town the way it was intended a small farming town.

We moved up to this area to be away from first the Seattle air traffic, then to get away from the
Everett/Paine Field air traffic. If commercial air travel expands again in the Skagit region, it will mean
there is no county from S. King to nearly the Canadian border free of frequent commercial air travel
noise pollution.

Please do not expand commercial air travel in this area.

We need agricultural producing land and farming land more than an major airport. We already have
Bellingham and Everett but once the farm land has disappeared our local food sources in NW WA will
be severely decreased. | vote a strong NO!

We need airport in Enumclaw!

We need any type of building that will bring jobs and people to this area commissioners have shut
everything down we need a new grocery store clothing store appliances so if we can get an airport
thata€™s a start! Start building in Lewis county something we need and want!

We need Farm lands more than we need another worthless airport.

We need farmland more than travel hubs and aircraft

We need farms and food. Birds need habitats. We dond€™t need another airport. Please preserve our
green space!

We need more transportation choices

We need one further south.

We need our farmland! We have some of the richest soul for agriculture in the state!

We need the farm land

We need the farmlands. We do not need another airport that big.

We need to keep our farmlands AS they are, farmlands.

We need to keep our state green and push ourselves away from fossil fuels and new developments
that arena€™t environmentally positive

We need to keep Skagit farmland! Skagit farmland provides jobs for small and large scale farmers and
keeps our state fed!

We need to keep the farm land and wildfire that we have before it is gone.

We need to preserve farmland!

We need to preserve farmland. Look to the basalt fields in Moses Lake. Build a high speed rail to
connect with SeaTac.

We need to preserve our farmlands and protect migrating wildlife!
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We need to preserve Skagit County farmland and protect it from becoming an industrial area.

We need to preserve Skagit County farmland, protect the ecosystems of plants and animals that
thrive in this rural environment, and the population of Skagit county contains too many of low
socioeconomic status/POC who would be disproportionately affected/not benefited by the
construction of a massive airport

We need to preserve the farmland and our ecosystem in this area.

We need to protect our farm land

We need to reduce demand not build new capacity

We need to reduce flying due to climate change, not increase it.

We should preserve Skagit farmland

We shouldnda€™t be destroying viable farmland for this purpose. Supply chain issues worldwide
should evidence enough to not do this.

we want to keep it farmland!!!

We will lose our wildlife and country. Plus there isna€™t enough land that isna€™1 flood zone to
support more homes.

We would lose valuable agri space and, | suspect, the cost involved with flood concerns would be
high.

With the I5 traffic at the Everett / Marysville area a constant congestion, 4€cepretendingd€ it is only
an hour or even an hour and a half from Seattle is misleading

We would need a bigger freeway and there is no room for expansion especially near old mount
Vernon where the underpasses are therea€™s no room on either side and we would prefer to keep
our little area rural. More farm lands to feed us than airports to bring in travelers.

We're already losing way too much rural and farm land. It's overcrowded with not enough room on
roads currently.

A closer airport is a nice thing but not a benefit enough to counteract the negatives of building one.

This applies to all the areas north of the King county line and where it would destroy farm and rural
lands.

Western Washington has access to three wheel size National and international airport already. Five if
you include Portland and vancouver. All within an hour of any location in Western washington.
Another airport serves zero purpose.

Wetland farmland and marginalized populations harmed by this project. DO NOT BUILD NEW
AIRPORT. How about fixing the massive potholes in roads everywhere before you start a new transit
project you barnacles.

294 |Page



Wetland impact and wildlife impact have not been thoroughly considered. Nor have the adverse
impacts on agriculture, and the people who work in that industry been properly evaluated. This is
prime agricultural land, and the wetlands here are prime habitat for many species of birds and
mammals. The distance from Seattle is also too great, and any attempt to build and expand freeway
access would cause a much wider footprint of environmental degradation.

Wetlands

Wetlands and migratory bird habitate. Dangerous with so many birds in area
Wetlands, environmental impact, and not enough demand.

Wetlands, winter flooding. Fertile agricultural area. Significant environmental risk to bird habitat;
Great Blue Heron rookeries, huge eagle population, winter bird migratory destination for Trumpeter
Swans, Snow Geese, and others. East drive to Bellingham for alternative airport access.

What a ridiculous notion. Expanding oprrations at Paine Field is the best solution.

What kind of deconfliction plan will be put in place for traffic in and out of KNUW (NAS Whidbey)? IFR
arrivals to KNUW RWY 14 and 25 will be in direct conflict with this proposed site.

what type of airport? Your not telling us in this survey.

Whatcom, Skagit and Island counties are growing by leaps and bounds. An airport in skagit would
serve this vast population and Canada well. It can take up to 3 hours to reach Sea Tac.

Who would use it?

Why another airport? There are nine between Bellingham and Arlington. Not to mention the navy
airbase. Farmland is way better than concrete. Please no. It would be ridiculous to add another
airport.

Why aren't we upgrading/expanding the Skagit Regional Airport, instead of building an entirely new
airport in this area?

Why build in a flood plane with rising water levels? This makes no sense. Plus it would destroy Skagit
Valley farmland and communities.

Why cand€™t you develop bay view regional?

Why do that to their beautiful farm area?

Why do we need another large airport along the I-5 corridor? Seattle, JBLM, Portland isna€™t that
enough? If(?) there is a need for another mayor/large airport why not on the East side of the State?
And what about Paine Field in Everett? What going on with it?

Why don't you focus on Bellingham airport and actually have flights fly non stop instead of flying into
seattle each time.
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Why don't you just expand the already existing Skagit airport to accomodations flights in and out? It's
not in a flood plain, and there are no schools, churches, ect in the area.

Why in the world would this even be considered? This is valuable farmland which is disappearing far
too rapidly with global warming. We must preserve what we have left!

Why is this so important? | know...MONEY..another airport in this part of the state that is so
beautiful, pristine, quiet, and a place of

quality lifestyle, for all of us who have live here, do not need the added chaous that another airport
would produce! There is an airport in Skagit, Everett, Snohomish, Bellingham..we don't want

this beautiful place to become another Seattle, or anything even close to resembling it..think about
your last trip to Seattle and tell me you want to live in that mess.

resembling
Why not Bellingham?

Why not build out Skagit regional? Is Arlington airport not in consideration? The loss of farm land in
the Skagit valley would be unacceptable.

Why not build out Skagit regional? Is Arlington airport not in consideration? The loss of farm land in
the Skagit valley would be unacceptable.

Why not develop/ enlarge an airport already in existence rather than start from scratch ?

Why not expand existing Paine Field and Bellingham airports first?

Why not improve expand the current airport there. Anything in Skagit would a waste since there is
already a great airport on service.

Why not just expand BLI?

Why not utilize Paine field better

Why try and trash agricultural rural Skagit County? Prepare for the fight if your lives! Major resistance
already being organized. Look whats happening to fraudulent toxic Navy at Naval Station Whidbey!
Citizens wont tolerate this destruction of Skagut Flats!!!

Why would a flood prone area even be considered? This would negatively impact a rural area and
crop land. I-5 is not equipped to at this point to manage a large increase to traffic patterns in the
Skagit area. Expensive litigation may occur because locals will work together to preserve their rural
home. Many indigenous peoples will be effected and sacred tribal

land disturbed. Including environmental impacts to major waterways such as the skagit river and
puget sound.
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Why would you add another airport just north of the existing Skagit Regional Airport? That makes no
sense to me. Why not enlarge the existing airport, if actually needed.

Looks like it would be replacing important farmland.

Why would you bombard and corrupt such a small valley where hundreds of people commute to and
from work, all this would do is make life harder and crowded for all of us living comfortably. This
would be incredibly invasive and inconvenient and inconsiderate. Go make money somewhere els and
leave this small ass town out of it. Thanks

Why would you give up valuable farmland for this? The impact on the rural

Lifestyle of the locals would be huge. There is no infrastructure either.

why would you put a commercial airport in a beautiful pastoral area, close to padilla bay, which'll
probably get flooded out thanks to climate change, anyways. DUMB.

Why would you sacrifice prime agricultural land for this? No!

WHY would you use farmland and wetlands for an airport?

Wildlife habitats

Wildlife such as birds. Quality of life and psychological wellness would be significantly effected
negatively for those who live in this area and those around. There are several airports within the area
already.

No more destruction to our area please.
Wildlife, farming, and flooding just about every year.

Will disproportionately impact low-income and BIPOC, in prime wetland. We need to be focused on
conserving what we have instead of developing - once developed it so hard to restore.

Will impact geese migration + possibly orcas + other sealife, flooding, too many residences nearby,
large impact on racially diverse populations, noise + traffic impacts, increased need for housing,
negative impact on traffic and commutes. We need our farmland to stay intact. Possibly increased
taxation. Our community does not want or need an airport.

Will take away field workers jobs and create too much traffic for the size of the county

With 3 large airports and one medium one in Arlington we do not need a 4th. The enviromental
impact to farmland and wildlife in this area would be significant and the loss of recreation
detrimental. 2 of the 4 airports in current use are not in full use so why add another airport in a rural
area and destroy another sensitive environment?
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With Bellingham airport to the north and Paine field to the south, it makes more sense, especially in
Ba€™ham, to expand service in those locations. [t3€™s sad that the state would consider ruining a
rural area of western Washington to accommodate the denser urban areas. People move away from
the city knowing and accepting that that theylll need to travel longer distances to an airport.

With global warming, why build an airport in a floodplain. Especially so close to Bellingham
International airport and Vancouver.

With sea level rise a growing concern, how would you mitigate this for this low land area? In addition,
its agricultural land and converting the area to an airport seems to be antithetical to its current land
use.

With sea levels rising, building in flood prone areas seems foolhardy.

With services now available in both Bellingham and Everett, there is simply no need to develop such a
project in Skagit County. The potential effects on what is the very heart of our area (Farm Land!)
should alone preclude and consideration of such an unnecessary and ill considered idea.

With the Bellingham International Airport just north of Skagit County, and the Payne Field Airport just
to the south, there is no need for an additional airport in Skagit County. There is not enough of a
population to validate the additional cost to the county or the residents. The addition of an airport in
this area would require costly mitigation to offset how the area would be negatively affected, noise
and emissions, destruction of farmland, and it would also require the implementation major
expansions of any state and local highways that would be affected by the traffic congestion.

Without first solving the issue of affordable housing, no project of this scale should be considered in
this area. Also, traffic congestion should be remedied first.

Wona€™t have any more wildlife. [ta€™s a peaceful place we dona€™t need the chemicals from
planes or the noise thata€™s what Seattle is for

worst spot to put an airport, you knuckle dragging, mouth breathing, window lickers. what a great
idea to put a massive airport in bow washington! thata€™s a terrible investment

Would completely destroy western Skagit countya€|.more traffic, more noise, more pollution (air,
water, soil).

Would destroy the hunting, fishing and farming along with the wetlands, with the traffic impact.
Would detrimentally impact our local food sources and farmland.

Would displace many low income and agricultural families. Bird migration, some of the best soil in the
western US becoming un-useable

would effect many different things in a negative way
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would impact low income and those whoa€™s first language isnd€™t english and their communities,
as well as farmers and their occupation, wetland ecosystems, and flight paths for migratory birds.
flooding has gotten worse and worse from the river ever year, so it would probably flood anyways. a
seatac sized airport in skagit county would ruin what skagit county is known for.

Would impact many things negatively!

Would impact wildlife too much.

Would not benefit our residents. Consider expanding Bellingham. A lovely airport with very little air
traffic right now

would not serve the greater population demand

Would ruin any farm land.

Would take precious farmland out of production which would have a negative environmental impact
on the County. Raise taxes?

Yearly flooding,farmland loss,migrating birds and loss of forage,impact,s on the Samish river and the
salmon that depend on it.The list of reasons why this should not be considered is a very long one
indeed.How could it or the southern county even be considered?You people are out of your mind,s!

Yes leta€™s impact farmlands even more and continue to decrease sources of food and income for
people.

You already have a regional airport here .Why not make it larger... maybe save some taxpayers
money.

You already have Bellingham international Airport. If you need to expand that one do it, but it already
handles commercial. AND you have Paine field which handles every size of commercial. You do not
need to add yet another airport. Use what you already have before you destroy more land

You already have Boeing and an airport in Bellingham and skagit. | cana€™t see why you need one in
Skagit County

You already have Paine Field in Everett that you could expand and has the infrastructure to support
you cannot destroy major bird resting and feeding grounds!! leave the skagit alone!

You cannot mess with the farmland that has been there for generations after generation.

You cannot ruin the Skagit County with an airport, as the farmland is so valuable and helps the
economy so much. DO NOT!!!!

You cant mitgate an airport.

You can't say we need to move to electric cars and destroy farmland. Are you stupid?
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You have already forced Paine Field on the north of Seattle rural population. The added noise and air
pollution is over rural Camano Island. The added flights are limited. Going to SeaTac is still required
for direct flights to most destinations. Plus we already have the Navy growlers up in this area which
are much noisier and more frequent. Why is it necessary to ruin peace and quiet in all northwest WA?
You have Bellingham and Paine Field both in easy transit distance.

You note the most obvious reason not to site a regional airport at either the Skagit Northwest or
Skagit Southwest sites: both sites sit in the hundred year floodplain. The Samish and Skagit rivers
flood every year. Floods are occurring with increasing frequency and intensity. Major flooding took
place on the Samish flats just last November-- homes and business were flooded, roadways were
closed. Such high water events will only worsen with climate change and subsequent sea level rise.

There are many other reasons not to site a regional airport at either of the Skagit County sites.

--Property acquisition will be difficult as conservation easements protect much of the prime farmland
and important fish and wildlife habitat with funding for the easements provided by state and federal
public funds. There is simply no way to thread three 11,000 ft runways between the conserved lands.

--The Skagit and Samish flats are noted important birding areas year round. Thousands of ducks,
geese, swans and shorebirds winter here, as do many raptors, including Red-tailed hawks and bald
eagles. Many bald eagles are residents, nesting and raising their young here.

Birds and airports dona€™t mix well. It is noteworthy that for many years hawks residing near SeaTac
airport have been captured and then released in Skagit County to minimize the frequency of plane-
bird strikes at SeaTac. Large birds can get sucked into airplane engines, causing significant damage
and sometimes crashes. Trumpeter swans are the largest of all North American waterfowl and more
than 7,000 spend their winters on the Skagit and Samish flats.

| have monitored the March Point heronry throughout the breeding and nesting season since 2019.
As the largest heronry on the west coast of the United States and Canada with close to 700 nests, the
March Point heronry provides the genetic diversity needed for reproductive success. The great blue
herons nest here because of the extraordinary foraging available during their breeding and nesting
season (February through August) in the eelgrass beds of Padilla, Samish and Skagit bays. In the
winter they forage for small rodents in the fields and farmlands of the Samish and Skagit flats, the
same areas you have selected as potential regional airport sites. Great Blue Heron are sensitive to
disturbance and an active commercial airport in this area could cause the heronry to be abandoned.
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--negative impact on the economy of Skagit County. Skagit Countya€™s economy has a strong
agriculture and tourism base. Citing a regional airport on the Skagit and Samish flats would
necessitate converting farmland to pavement. Crops dona€™t grow well in pavement and tourists
dond€™t come to watch planes take off and land. Citing a commercial passenger and air cargo airport
in Skagit County would dramatically diminish the Skagit Countya€™s economic viability.

Please, dona€™t site a regional airport at either of the Skagit County greenfield sites.

Thank you for considering my thoughts.

Anne Winkes

18562 Main St, PO Box 586, Conway, WA 98238.

annewinkes@gmail.com

You pathetic bureaocrats have already mismanaged a totally failed transportation system in Western
Washington. | 5 north of Seattle is a Sad Joke!!! And you have the lunacy to propose adding a regional
airport here?
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You really need to double-check your wetland assumptions. | live 5 minutes from the edge of this site
and while it may by non-jurisdictional due to agricultural land use, a lot of this land will show up as
wetland if delineated using the standard USACE WMVC form. Furthermore, | can guarantee that at
least 2 regional land use NGOs will fight you tooth and nail on this development, with the full support
of most Skagit County citizens. They have very good lawyers. This aside from the obvious massive
flooding danger of the site - | drive through it every day and there is standing water there through
most of winter. Sometimes it even floods over the roads.

Additionally, there are major wildlife impacts to this site. WDFW has restored many acres of wetlands
within the NW quadrant of your circle and they are popular stops for migratory birds. We get both
hunters and birdwatchers from all over the nation out here to see them. The birders have/are lawyers
and the hunters also have money and the ability to organize. Both groups would be very peeved if
you developed the site.

Please, please, please dona€™1 build here.

You will absolutely destroy our farms, tulip festival, disrupt our wildlife, bring unneeded traffic and
more. We already have an airport in the valley and Bellingham has an airport. This is grossly
unnecessary and negatively impacts Skagit valley. The noise pollution, additional traffic, light
pollution, air pollution and more are not a benefit to the farmers, residents, animald and
environment. That entire area is also a wildlife corridor.

You will bring bad air pollution to our area pls stay away

You will eliminate already scarce farmland.

You will never mitigate noise and environmental impact! Total nonsense!

You would be destroying valuable farmland and our peaceful way of life here in the Skagit Valley, plus
the threat of flooding is very real in this area.

You would be ruining our beautiful farm lands and bring more people into our area when we already
have tons of tourists year round for the activities and beauty of our area. Doing this would severely
affect our lives with the traffic and disruption to the small town vibe you get being out here. Please do
not put an airport in our areal!

You would be taking away crops and food from people and disrupting business from the people who
use those fields.

You would be taking away farmland, wetland, wildlife habitat, Creating more traffic in the area

You would take a nice small town and turn it into Seattle people travel from all over to visit small
towns and places with beautiful views and wildlife to get away from places like Seattle you would just
be destroying another small community
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Youa€™d be ruining farmland for an airport that would likely get little use, we have an airport in
Bellingham and Payne field in Everett north of Seattle already. We dona€™t more, this is literally
somebodya€™s back yard

Your own research has shown the floodplain risk and the lack of demand and accordingly lack of
unmet need Dozens of even more patently evident compelling reasons for rejecting this proposal
exist. For example, regional population density is so low that it will be impossible to locally recruit a
small fraction of the staff that will needed; and adequately housing the necessary staff would be
impossible; commuting to and from the airport from the population centers that might possibly use it
would require hugely expensive and destructive road and rail construction--and on and on.

There is no conceivable rational justification for this proposal beyond what may the the economic
interests of those who propose it, Frankly, | question the integrity of any official who advances this
wrong-headed proposal.

Richard Stuart, Bow, WA
Your proposal for Enumclaw (south king airport) is UN ACCEPTABLE AND UN WANTED. Enumclaw and
the plateau has said NO to this airport.
Your ruining our land. Why?

Your technical team must have their heads firmly implanted where the sun doesn't shine. This is
prime farmland. It doesn't come any better. It is also flood plain. The Samish River floods almost every
year, sometimes more. Common sense says increase the Bellingham or Bayview airports which are on
marginal ground. Leave the farm land alone. Jim Mowrer

You're going to buy up farm land and screw over the farmers / workers. Let's keep Seattle and all its
BS in Seattle.

Greenfield sites: Skagit County Southwest

Question: Should the state consider Skagit County Southwest | Number of Percent of
as a location to site a new airport? responses responses
Yes 702 12%

Yes, but only if environmental impacts, including noise and 648 11%
emissions, can be mitigated

No 4,595 77%

Please provide any explanation you wish to share

1) Loss of precious farmland.
2) Additional impervious surface would push water into low lying farmland and homes

3) Major disruption to rural nature of the county.
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1. For Thurston County Central: The Thurston County Central site evaluation neglects to take into
consideration Wolf Haven International, rare mounded and other rare prairie lands that would be
destroyed, as well as the site's proximity to historic Millersylvania State Park.

2. For Thurston County South: The Thurston County South site evaluation doesn't note that an airport
there would destroy the peace of historic Millersylvania State Park and obliterate the West Rocky
Prairie Wildlife Preserve with its rare prairie habitat and endangered species.

1. Limited population served. Based on the study, it is too far from major populations.

2. High production agriculture area. Much of the farm production is in this fertile area.

3. Much of this available land is protected from flooding by dikes and may be subject to higher water
levels in the coming years.

4. This location may also be in conflict with existing flight paths for Bellingham International, Seatac,
Whidbey Island Naval Airbase, and other regional airfields.

5. This is a major migration destination for migrating birds and also several heron rookeries.
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1. We have some of the best agricultural land in the country and until the glaciers melt we have water
for irrigation. The country is losing agricultural land to development and climate change with no
consideration for food production. Skagit County should be out of bounds for an airport.

2. We already have one airport. Plus the Bellingham airport is only a 40 minute commute and very
convenient.

3. The Skagit River Valley is a fragile ecosystem. It is the only river that supports all 5 species of
migrating fish. Our Salish Sea orca are already struggling to survive due to decreased availability of
salmon. We do not need aviation fuel and chemicals to eliminate fires contaminating the soil we
depend on for food production or the waterways that sustain threatened and endangered species,
and support the shellfish we harvest for food.

4. Do you realize that the entire month of April is the Skagit Valley Tulip Festival bringing stop and go
traffic to the farmlands?

5. We already have fighter pilots creating a great deal of noise over our homes. It frightens my
granddaughter who either cries or rinsvin the house to hide. Goodness knows the impact on wildlife.

6. This area is a major bird migration route and home to many wintering species including trumpeter
swans, snow geese and eagles. There are also 2 great blue heron rookeries near the proposed airport
sites in Skagit County. Increased air traffic will have a very negative impact on our bird populations
that have already seen their numbers drop by 50% in recent years.

7. Why add to the major flood problem we have? It makes no sense at all.
1. Your airport will flood.

2. This is some of the most fertile land around. A. Because of the flooding. B. Because of the snow
geese. You will diminish good production which we really need right now AND your airport will be
overrun by angry snow geese.

3. Did | mention the flooding?

4. Expand SeaTac or Bellingham. We dona€™t need a third airport this close to already standing

onea€™s.
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A large airport built in the Skagit Valley would totally and completely change the entire essence and
soul of Skagit County, not for the better. It would turn the Skagit Valley into exactly the opposite of
what it is now. It would take a quiet and beautiful valley and turn it into a loud, traffic filled, concrete
slab. Preserving the Skagit Valley is worth the inconvenience of having to drive to Bellingham or
Seattle to fly. Please don't pick Skagit. Anyone who has spent significant time living there knows this
would be the opposite of what the Skagit Valley is.

A large airport would absolutely ruin everything that makes the Skagit Valley unique, from its rare
Western Washington farmland including tulip fields, to its rural quiet, to its scenic beauty, to its
tourist appeal, to its history and culture and relative safety. What a horrible idea, especially when
there are already airports in Bellingham and Everett. Plus it floods, as ita€™s supposed to, which is
partly why so many birds use the Skagit Valley for migration and winter habitat. Are you nuts? This is
such a ridiculous idea. Have you actually spent any time in the lower Skagit, witnessing how previous
and vital it is?

A larger airport in the Skagit area would be a great service to many around the area that have to drive
down to Seattle to take a flight. Driving 20-30 minutes instead would be a great accommodation for
the Skagit/San Juan Islands and surrounding areas.

A lot of flooding concerns and nobody would go to that area any more.

A lot of tourism in that area due to the beauty, and would be a negative impact financially. Lots of
birding and near sanctuaries.

A new airport would damage the environment and the community in that rural area, already full of
farms, natural areas, and small towns. The area already is dealing with flood issues. One word
describes this suggestion: DISASTER.

a€”

a€cea€n

Ability to accommodate a bigger population

Absolutely NO. Please do not disturb this beautiful area!

306 | Page



Absolutely no. It would devastate our lively hood, destroy thousands of acres of prime farm lands.
Skagit County is not the place to put an airport.

Billions of dollars would have to be spent on toad systems, federal , state and local highways. None of
our cities is equipped for such growth.

Absolutely no. Skagit county doesn't need or want a larger airport. La conner already gets enough
noise pollution from whidbey jets. We don't want or need a large airport near town. It would be
catastrophic to this small tourist town.

Absolutely not necessarily.

Absolutely not! It would be a tragic destruction of an incredibly beautiful area that is actively trying to
protect its unusual beauty, rural character and farmland. Many of us have lived our entire lives here,
or returned after some time away as it is so special. No, no, no!!! Please no!

Absolutely not! An airport would destroy prime farmland, negatively impact a vital watershed for
salmon recovery, erase the rural character and scenic beauty of one of the most beautiful areas in
Western Washington.

Absolutely not! Considerable farming land is at significant risk.

Absolutely not! Is nothing sacred anymore? Keep our farmland and out county the beautiful place
that it is! This will only negatively impact citizens lives who have dedicated their lives to this beautiful
place.

Absolutely not! Long time Skagit residents, and with Bellingham airport, Payne field and SeaTac all
within 60-90 minutes away we do not need another airport right in the middle. Also, these lands are
essential migrating lands for birds of many species each year. There are major environmental impacts
that building a new airport would take. That farmland is an essential part of the Skagit valley, we are
not a big city and we dona€™t want to be!!!! Leave airports in the big cities!!

Absolutely not! Too my habits and farmland! P

ABSOLUTELY NOT! We do not need another airport, keep the and traffic, crime level away from the
farm lands that are needed to feed people.
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ABSOLUTELY NOT!!! WTH is wrong with you??!! Thata€™s one of the premier birding areas in the
world. THE WORLD! We dona€™t need it. We have Bellingham international we have Skagit regional.
Thata€™s all we need up here. You would be the absolute worst thing you could do to Skagit County
and destroy what little farmland we have left and natural areas people live up here for the serenity
and they are willing to drive to Seattle for an airport. Property values would also plummet in addition
to the absolute and unnecessary destruction waged on the lands.

Absolutely Not!!!!

Absolutely NOT!!!! This is a pristine area of WA state. The noise, traffic, congestion and accelerated
growth would be devastating to us. Also keep congestion closer to Seattle. There are not many areas
like ours left. Develop the airport in Everette if you need to expand air travel sites. Skagit
County resident.

Absolutely not, again the impact to environment and wildlife would be substantial. The area also
flood frequently and would require far too much engineering and money to build such a large project.
This would entirely disrupt the area, most people that live here are here for the peace of the country
and farm life. This would be absolutely devastating to the urban life and property of the populations
that live here.

Absolutely not. Skagit is fighting to remain a farming community. Is rare to see privately owned
farms now. [ta€™s rare to see wild animals when it happened multiple times a day.

Absolutely not. This area is farmland and should remain so. It would impact traffic that is already
congested. We have a airports in Everett and Bellingham that are 30 minutes away.

Absolutely not. My family among many others farm these areas. Again, we are already growing too
much.

Absolutely not. Some of the best agricultural land in the state.

Absolutely not. These farmlands and ecosystems are invaluable to our state and the communities in

it.

Absolutely not. This is a critical farming area and flooding is a serious issue in the winter. Additional a
large number of geese winter in this area.

Absolutely not. This would impact our food, the farmers and families, our tourism and the wild life.
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Access and bringing more jobs
Active use farmland, urbanization will destroy
Add to bellingham

Adding an airport of this size would destroy much needed farmland and the character of Skagit
county. This is a horrible location!

Affects migrating bird populations.

Affects too many people of color.

Again bird migration

Again Critical farmland and important to the social and economic make up of Skagit county
again farmland and it includes tulip fields. NONONO !!!! also floodplain

Again | say Skagit County is NOT the place for another airport. There are much more important things
to consider like rich farmland, peace and quiet.

Again not needed

Again please dear god do not put an airport here!!l!

Again Skagit is know for its beautiful farm lands. Building an airport here would ruin this community.

Again stealing farmlands which would mean destroying history and families livelihoods.
Again there are migrating birds that stop here frequently.

Again these valleys are prone to flooding, incredibly detrimental to the wildlife, farmers and of course
La Conner which is a very big tourism economy for Skagit. Totally affected by this massive
undertaking.

Again we are a farming community!! We dona€™t want this!
Again we do not need an airport more than we need food and wildlife habitation!

Again we need farm land more than we need another worthless airport
Again you would take out ag land for an airport.

Again, alot of these lands are farmed by our Hispanic population, this is a source of food and lively
hood for everyone. Not just skagit county but other counties in Washington as well.

Please consider to update the original air port on heritage rd.

We shouldnt have to spend billions of dollars on another airport.
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Again, don't be dumb!
Again, enough airports. We need farmland preserved!!!

Again, essential farmland in this area. Plus so many farm based businesses. The noise levels of aircraft
would reverberate throughout the lower valley. Not much would be able to be done to limit the noise
issues.

Again, Farm land&€] ..

Again, fix potholes first please.

Again, flood plain and food grown there. Bellingham can be expanded.

Again, important farmland that is irreplaceable. Both Skagit sites would do irreparable damage to
regional small and large farmers and the availability of healthy local food.

Again, ita€™s up north and skagit is only 1 county over from Everett. In addition, skagit doesna€™t
have the population of south pierce and thurston counties so if one is being built in skagit it should
only be done AFTER the people in the south sound dona€™t have to drive to sea tac which creates
way more traffic on the 5 for way more miles then skagit air travelers do

Again, it's farm land.

Again, lack of suitable infrastructure along with the displacement of multiple farms and farmers.

Again, no! The people of Skagit do not want or need another airport. Bellingham, Seattle, and Paine
Field are all nearby. This specific location would be of the utmost concern to tribes and you bet that
they will fight it tooth and nail. Save yourself the trouble. n addition, impacts to ESA-listed species
(and other fish species), eagles, critical areas and habitats, floodplains, noise and vibration, and more
will occur in this area. If this area were to be chosen, | would request that a full scale EIS (NEPA and
SEPA) be conducted.

Again, not a good option given sea level rise and impacts to farmland.

Again, not enough demand and the area is served by Paine field
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Again, since this site is also in Skagit County and involves all the same arguments from the Skagit
County Northwest sited€ | my response is the same&€| An Airport does not fit in with the rural farming
culture, would damage migratory bird habitat along with the impact it would have on the flood plain
that sustains farming which would impact food production for not only the county, country but world.
New flight patterns would impact already established patterns from Bellingham airport, SeaTac and
Skagit Regional, not to mention NAS Whidbey. There are other areas that could be expanded with
MUCH less impact to the environment and to the rural integrity of the Skagit Valley! This would be a
horrible decision that cana€™t be reversed once the damage has been done. | am a resounding NO on
this site as well!

Again, Skagit County is a vital firming area with soil that are known to be the best soil in the US.

Build in Bellingham or Eastern Washington

Again, sufficient coverage with outer regional airport, loss of open land, and air traffic already present
from the Navy.

Again, the agricultural community would be negatively impacted.

Again, the impact on a rural community where farmland has already been impacted is not acceptable.

Again, the most precious resource in the country: growing a variety of foods. We DO like to eat! Do
NOT squander this on an airport!!

Again, the pollution would be substantial and impact on wildlife would be threatening.

Again, there is no reasonable way to move services , goods and people efficiently to this site. Are they
willing to build a new Skagit River bridge and series of roads JUST to service the airport?

Again, this area regularly floods, and there just isna€™t the infrastructure here to support an airport.

Whole area is also very important to migratory birds.

Again, this is an agricultural area. Why is this not a consideration? It looks like there is already a
regional airport in the vicinity. Can Bellingham International Airport be expanded or used differently?
The current State Roads will not support traffic to site.

Again, this is prime farm land which is in the flood plain of the Skagit River. Common sense indicates
increase the size of Bellingham Airport. Jim Mowrer
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Again, this location is prime farmland that is subject to flooding. Have you ever been to Skagit
County??? On a slightly OT note, we have been trying for years to get a Trader Joe's in Skagit County.
We currently have to travel to Bellingham or Everett. TJ's corporate says there is not enough
population base to support a Skagit store.

Again, this region contains a large amount of PRESERVED farmland. This area is in a floodplain.
Agricultural jobs are held by many people of color and many people who are low income. This region
does not have any large multi lane roads to support airport traffic. The freeway is not built for large
amounts of traffic around Skagit county. This region has easy access to fully functional international
airports in Seattle, everett and Bellingham. There is no need that outweighs the violation to farmland,
ecosystems, and those living in this region.

Again, this will completely displace and disrupt the wildlife for decades to come.
Again, too close to an existing "international" airport.
Again, too remote. Won't serve enough population.

Again, why aren't we upgrading/expanding the Skagit Regional Airport, instead of building an entirely
new airport in this area? | don't like the idea of sacrificing agricultural land for another airport.

Again, WHY would you use farmlands and wetlands for an airport?

Makes no sense.

Again, you'd be taking land away from farmers who provide human crops and crops to support the
animals raised in the area for human consumption. It's a no. Also, their is not the development of
roads to provide such transportation to and from such an airport which would eat up even more
additional land.

Again. Ita€™s some of the richest, most fertile farmland in the world. The soils are irreplaceable and
the level of infrastructure improvement required would destroy the ability for the rest of the basin to
function as commercial agriculture. You cannot possibly be serious about this as a prospect.

Againa€ ..wildlife support?

Agricultural. Environmental impact.

Agriculture
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Agriculture land without travel population.

Naval air station training area.
Agriculture too important

Agriculture, too close to central towns, even with noise abatement.
All of the reasons: population impact, environmental impact, financial impact, noise etc.
All the same reasons as for the Skagit County Northwest location.

All this concrete and pavement will serve to increase the impact of flooding, as it will add to run off
instead of absorption of rain water.

Already a comfortable distance from Bellingham or SeaTac airports; commercial air traffic would
threaten many migratory bird populations; and most importantly, Skagit farmland, being among the
most fertile in the world, should not be paved over in order to expand commercial air travel
infrastructure. a€|why the hell would we spend money expanding commercial air travel
infrastructure at this moment in time, considering the state of the word? Take a train to Seatac or
Bellingham.

Already an airport there. Keep farmland farming.

Already blasted with extremely loud growler noise. When it LaConner there is a lot of LOUD growler
activity!

Already dealing with military aircraft. Enough all ready.

Already has airport that could be expanded in Bellingham or Paine Field Everett airport put further
south

Already has an airport that could be expanded. Why do people of color have any affect on where an
airport is built

Already have a airport and dona€™t need another and would take away from farm land
Already have airports

Already have Bellingham and Skagit Airport

Already have Paine field

Already served by Payne.

Also a flood zone.

Also Agricultural lands

Also good choice

Also much needed farm land

also to many geese

Also within sea level rise risk area, and critical area for waterfowl and shorebirds. Major flooding
issues.
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An airport and the surrounding support businesses would hurt the agricultural community in Skagit
Valley. Our family farms have enough difficulty without throwing an airport up in the middle of it.

An airport at this site would ruin the quality of life for thousands of people, and impacts lands, waters
and other resources important to multiple native american tribes. It would also severely degrade a
world-renowned migratory flyway, destroy critical wintering habitat for tens of thousands of birds,
eliminate countless acres of rich farmland, and negatively impact several salmon species.

An airport here would detract from the area. There are 3 airports already in proximity. 4, including
Vancouver.

An airport here would negatively impact major waterfowl wintering grounds, a major Great blue
heron rookery, an important tourist industry, and agriculture. It's highly unlikely that the floodplain
could be maintained in its present state once a major airport and all the attendant roads and
structures were built.

An airport in no way aligns with the interests, values and lifestyle choices of this Skagit Valley
community. We would consider this to me a remarkably short sighted mistake. This valley represents
rural, agrarian, and quiet environmental beauty, and does not choose to support detrimental impacts
by an international airport. This is not in line with our community vision or historic heritage.

An airport in the floodplain - what could possibly go wrong? Feels like this location was added just so
you could easily cross it off the list.

An airport of this size does not belong in skagit county!! With how much wetland and agriculture is
reliant on skagit county putting in an airport would destroy our community!

An airport on that scale would affect more than the environment. Traffic, reduced farmland, and
more would be a problem. We already have Bellingham, Paine, and SeaTac airports in Northwest
Washington. Make them work better, dona€™t add another.
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An International Airport would be a HUGE MISTAKE in Skagit County. We already have small regional
airports. Bellingham has an international Airport, what would be the point of putting another airport
so close? Everett also already has an airport. Why not expand that one? Skagit County has worked so
hard to preserve its farmlands and now the state wants to take it away to import more people here.
Why? Do you really want to be like New York City? Do you think the crime will go down? Do you think
that drug addicts will remarkably become sober to work? You are all incorrect. Please think before
you act.

annual flooding area

Another "significant flood concerns."

Another critical area with a flood plain that we need. Build on this and you're dooming spawning
salmon and nearby towns. Historic farmland destruction that would hugely impact water quality for
the surrounding farms and the Padilla Bay Estuary. Disastrous to tourism by ruining the scenic
properties of the area and destroying the birding habitat that bring thousands of people to the area
every year. Population here is not enough to support this location either.

Any major loss of farmland in Skagit County is unacceptable! It is the last functional agricultural area
in western Washington. There are also many birds (swans, ducks, geese, raptors) that winter there.
Very unsafe for a regional airport located in prime wintering habitat. It is also in an area prone to
major flooding from the Skagit River.

Any place | would love to see it in Lewis county we need jobs we need buildings we need grocery
stores clothing stores everybody has to travel up to Olympia ita€™s such bullshit our commissioners
need to retire we need some new young blood!

Anyone who purchases groceries should understand the importance of preserving prime farmland.
Why not expand Paine Field?
Appears to have good land and closer to population

Are you guys serious??? Airport complexes of this magnitude are best positioned to serve dense
population centers. Skagit county has a focus on rural, agricultural and natural environment
resources. This would be a terrific way to encourage urban sprawl and excessive car traffic. Take
Skagit county off your list NOW!!

Are you nuts? This is prime agricultural land.
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Area impacted already by Navy planes from Whidbey.

Area is rich in farmland and lacks adequate I-5 infrastructure

As a resident of Skagit county for 27 years this is something | would NEVER want in our area. We are a
agricultural farming area. Where it would go will kill the agricultural we have here. Please in this valley
do not want it to turn into Seattle, Tacoma and Everett. Leave Skagit county ALONE

As a resident, | am strongly opposed to placement of any regional commercial service airports in
Skagit County. We have worked hard to support land preservation for both agricultural and other
conservation programs. Our agricultural economy is critical to the County and | urge the Commission
to reject the Skagit sites.

As a supporter of local agriculture and small business that develops from that agriculture, in addition
to being a lifelong birder and recent Skagit Valley transplant, | am totally opposed to the
consideration of Skagit Valley as a potential commercial airport location. Not only would an airport
disrupt and permanently alter the agricultural landscape and families and industries those lands
support, but it would also be a terrible blow to the migratory and resident wild bird populations,
which are recognized as significant and both scientifically and economically valuable assets to the
region. The Northern Puget Sound Lowlands account for 10% of the land in WA State yet 80% of all
wintering waterfowl in WA are recorded here. This is a Critical Bird flyway.

Not to mention that the proposed sites are contained within conservations easements with
insufficient space for runways, and both sites routinely flood and are vulnerable to sea level rise over
the next 100 years.

| am a resident of La Conner so this second site is especially vexing and directly impacts the livelihood
of people | know and live among.

Please take the Skagit region off consideration for the propose commercial airport for the Puget
Sound region.

Thank you for considering my comments.
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As already stated above-There is farmland in this county which sustains the community, our state and
other states. With all the focus on the environment in this state, there is no sensible explanation for
proposing to destroy this land with concrete & pollution. Furthermore there are already 2 functional
airport within a 40 mile radius of Skagit county.

As described

As i said in the last one your destroying a small community and talking peoples peace and quiet you
want to run people out of skagit this is the best way to do so

As | stated before this will cause a serious negative affect to our local ecology, we rely on these fields
for crops, the local animals in this area would most likely leave due to the large amounts of air traffic
and severe increase of population traffic as well. Skagit county is one of the largest producers of crops
in the west side of Washington with some of the most fertile land. Constructing this would damage
not only our environment but the surrounding area. Skagit county does not have the infrastructure to
support this airport either. Our roadways are under developed a long with it will cause more harm
than good.

as long it had commercial air service by a LCC like breeze from the east coast. PAE is over run by AK
and doesn't offer trans continental flights without stops, only regional feed west coast.

As someone born and raised in Skagit county | dona€™t see any benefit of having an airport over
keeping our wetlands/farmland/wildlife untouched. These proposed areas provide a large amount of
fresh produce to our state, as well as jobs and tourism for the Skagit County. These are some of the
most beautiful places in Skagit County. [t3€™s a travesty to me that this is even being proposed. There
are already large industrial and commercial areas in county where this could be built. Why not on the
existing airport? If thata€™s not large enough just stay out of Skagit County.

As someone born and raised in Skagit | see this as a travesty to propose these two areas. They both
provide a large portion of Washi