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David

From: “itberman" <casadelmar1234@sbcglobal.net>
To: <dhuli@portofhumboldtbay.org>

Sent: Sunday, July 13, 2008 6:02 PM

Subject:  container port development

Dear Comissioner Hull,

I would like to see development of the port proceed without the goal of
a container port dependent on rail.

Some of the other ideas for the port economic development I have heard
put forward do not seem to be getting the discussion or support that
they merit. Some of these are: aquaculture on a much larger scale,

ship repair, transfer of goods to barges for transport to other west

coast ports, and restoration of the bay to support a more productive
native fishery. Iam just wondering if these kinds of activities could
also provide for the kinds of well-paying jobs promised by port-rail
proponents.

Also, by developing the recreational opportunities around the bay to a
greater extent, Humboldt County will be building on the quality of life
reputation which can attract high tech and light industrial compantes
whose employees value the clean air and water that we have to offer.

Instead of spending hundreds of millions of dollars establishing an
industry dependent on external consumption of imported goods, why not
spend the same or less money on creating goods and services here at home?

I hope you consider my point of view.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Berman
1596 Ocean Dr
McKinleyville, CA
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David
From: "Greg Pierson" <gepierson@piersoncompany.com:=>
To: <dhuli@portofhumboldtbay.org>
Sent: Monday, July 14, 2008 4:37 PM

Afttach: Letter to HBRCD 7-14-08.pdf
Subject: Letter to HBRCD 7-14-08.pdf - Adobe Acrobat Professional

Dear Dave,
Please see the attached letter regarding the Port of Humboldt development.

Thank you,

Greg
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July 14, 2008

David Hull

Humboldt Bay Harbor , Recreation & Conservation District
P.O. Box 1030

Eureka, CA 95502

RE:  Harbor District Planning

Dear David,

Thank you for your time on the telephone last week when we discussed the harbor development
plan. Per your suggestion, I am putting my thoughts in writing and I am asking that they be
considered as part of the planning process. I have not read the plan yet, so my following
comments are very general in nature.

BENEFITS TO OUR COMMUNITY
‘Our community is in great need of good paying jobs and an improved tax base. The harbor is an
obvious asset that for some time has not been fully utilized, and with good vision and
management could help provide what our community requires. At the same time, it would be a
foolish tragedy to kill one of the few geese laying golden eggs, namely tourism. In this early
planning phase, you must stress the importance of obtaining a reasonable balance between
attracting tourists, and continuing to build and diversify our economy on other fronts.

INFILL PRIORITY
To that end, I believe the properties that have been industrial in nature and are currently
underutilized or brownfields should be the focus of the waterfront industrial redevelopment.
These would include the Harbor District’s dock on Samoa, the former pulp mill now owned by
Mr. Arkley and the Flea Market property on the Eureka side, provided deep water access is
possible there. I would think Eureka’s Dock B would make an excellent location for cruise ships,
luxury yachts and the tall ships to dock so they can access Eureka directly. It is important that
commercial shipping traffic not congest small boat traffic in the bay too much. Thought should
be given to deepening the perimeters of the main channel enough so that sailboats and fishing
boats can have room to pass or be passed by the increasing number of freighters.

CONSERVING LOCAL RESOURCES
On a conservation note, many sections of our bay have beautiful scenic views. Examples are the
islands, the Coast Guard Station, etc. Many of these areas, and their immediate surroundings
should be retained so we do not loose the unique beauty of our bay. In addition, we are blessed
with a great deal of profitable aquaculture which must be protected by insuring that the freighters
that arrive in our bay do not pump bilges or have leaks while in port.
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RAILWAY CONSIDERATIONS
As to the rail service, it seems the only way to move product south by rail is through Old Town.
This is the heart of our tourism business in Eureka and these two needs definitely conflict. If the
railroad is to resume operations, it is critical that there be significant restrictions on how it
operates through town. Examples may mclude:

e Operational hours - The development of the Eureka Boardwalk, the redevelopment of
upper level apartments or condominiums in the old town buildings, and proposed lodging
facilities require the ability to get a good nights sleep. Additionally, all old town
properties rely on pedestrian traffic and a large number of lengthy trains running along 1
Street will hinder these businesses, especially those from 1% Street to the waterfront.
Somehow balance the needs of transport with the redevelopment and commercial needs
of Old Town.

e No horns — There have to be safe ways to travel through a city area without blasting
constantly as they progress through town.

e Tracks improved to minimize railroad noise — Smooth and secure joints between track
ends along with well designed auto crossings at each street and other similar measures
should help reduce the mechanical noises of the frain.

e Controls on length of trains — If they are too long or too frequent, people may not cross ¥

Street to shop as they may get stuck on the bay side by a train that takes 20 minutes to
make it through town.

These are just basic concerns that come to my mind but are in no way a criticism for the process
the district is undertaking. It is important to progress with the development of our port and I
applaud you and your commissioners for your efforts. We just can’t undermine our past and
pending redevelopment efforts in the process.

Sincerely,

Gregory E. Pierson
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David

From; "Edy Smith and/or Wendy Lawrence" <solarae@northcoast.com>
To: <dhull@portofhumboldtbay.org>

Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2008 8:23 AM

Subject:  Port of Humboldt

There are other port towns in California. They are poliuted, noisy and offer job opportunities. If you want that,
move there. We live here because it is NOT industrialised and poliuted. Please don't wreck what we have The
money men might gain but most of us will lose our precious way of life and beauty. Do you folks really believe that
the bankers from Goldman Sachs really care about us? Don't let dollar sighs replace the pupils in your eyes. This
plan is grossly unviable and will be a huge, ugly boondoggle. Mark my words.

Edith Smith

136 Johnson Lane

Mckinleyville, CA
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