
Public Comment
Name
Lucas Nardella

Full name or organization
Your name is required for identification as a part of 
the public record.

 

Choose Topic
CityView Project 
Topics available for online public comment are listed above. If no topics are listed, there may be 
opportunities for public comment on various topics through email, letters, and public comment periods 
during meetings.

More information on this topic can be found at https://www.cob.org/cityview

Comment or Testimony
The project is too large for the lot and the family neighborhood. The topography is hilly, wet, and well 
forested. The city would better serve the neighborhood and community by acquiring the lot and allowing 
those that to enjoy the trails and nature to continue to do so. As someone that has a home nearby, a lot of 
people enjoy the access to trails and forest. Additionally, the developers needs and goals would be better 
served utilizing a different piece of property, one that is flat and already deforested. A closer location to 
WWU would better serve the tenants the developer is seeking to attract. There are plenty of good 
examples of land to be developed near Samish Way or on Lincoln st, near Viking circle. If you lived in our 
single family home neighborhood, would you want this development to be approved? Would you want to 
lose access to your favorite trails? Thank you for your consideration.

Files
Documents or images related to your comments.

 

Email
Nardellalucas@gmail.com

Please provide your email address to receive a copy 
of your comment or testimony and confirm its receipt 
by the Council.

 

https://www.cob.org/cityview
https://www.cob.org/cityview


Public Comment
Name
George Francis Sanders

Full name or organization
Your name is required for identification as a part of 
the public record.

 

Choose Topic
CityView Project 
Topics available for online public comment are listed above. If no topics are listed, there may be 
opportunities for public comment on various topics through email, letters, and public comment periods 
during meetings.

More information on this topic can be found at https://www.cob.org/cityview

Comment or Testimony
ATTACHED DOCUMENT
2020 Hawley Development--Existing unimproved trail shortcuts connecting Puget Street with WWU Park-
and-Ride.pdf  ATTACHED

COMMENTS

Any new zig-zag, graveled foot trail constructed into this forested hillside will be shortcut daily (see 
analysis ATTACHED).

The muddy mess along the existing trail straight down the fall line from Puget Street to Consolidation 
Avenue will get worse with increased traffic.

Bellingham's South Hill neighborhood has stairways down the steep portions of the hillside.

Why isn't the City of Bellingham insisting on stairways down these steep slopes too?

Files
2020 Hawley Development--Existing unimproved 
trail shortcuts connecting Puget Street with WWU 
Park-and-Ride.pdf

Documents or images related to your comments.

 

https://www.cob.org/cityview
https://www.cob.org/cityview


Email
gsanders@openaccess.org

Your email address will only be used to send you a 
copy of this comment and any official notifications 
related to this topic. 

 

Date
5/11/2021

 



CityView Applicant Response to August 10, 2019 
City-Issued Notice of Incomplete Application

Presented by concerned resident of Samish Neighborhood based on review of documents 
submitted by Madrona Bay Real Estate Investments on February 24, 2020

Re: Existing unimproved trail shortcuts connecting Puget Street with WWU Park-and-Ride

2020 Hawley Development--Existing unimproved trail shortcuts connecting Puget Street with WWU Park-and-Ride.pdf

Date: May 6, 2020

Prepared by:

George F. Sanders, LEG
4062 Consolidation Ave.
Bellingham, WA 98229

WA State Department of Licensing, Licensed Engineering Geologist LEG #400



The area directly east and west of the site is developed into residential 

subdivisions. Puget Street is located on the eastern property boundary. The 

areas to the north and south are undeveloped forest. A trail is located along the 

south boundary of the site, the unopened Consolidation Avenue right-of-way 

(ROW), connecting Nevada Street and Puget Street.  (Critical Areas 2013 UR.pdf, p3)

Existing unimproved trail shortcuts connecting 
Puget Street with WWU Park-and-Ride

unpermitted foot trail existing within the Lincoln Creek 

75’ riparian buffer zone allowing direct access from 

Consolidation Ave. to the Park-and-Ride.

Environmental studies must take these unpermitted, primitive foot trails into account.  Pedestrians are 
currently trespassing on private property on these steep, muddy trails, with no practical way to prevent access, 
creating danger to themselves and causing damage to riparian habitat.  The City of Bellingham currently lacks 

any policy on this issue.

Bus Stop



new shortcut 
through Ashley 

Street Aprtments

Bus Stop

Permitted development of the Ashley 
Street Apartments in 2017 failed to 
take into consideration the risk of 

pedestrians shortcutting through the 
Lincoln Creek Critical Area.

This is an ongoing problem, and the 
unpermitted, primitive foot trail 

cutting through the 75’ riparian buffer 
zone continues to be used when WWU

is in session.

Primitive Trail Shortcut 
Through Ashley Street 

Apartments



Existing Primitive Trail Shortcut From Puget Street To Consolidation 
Ave Will Continue To Attract Pedestrian Foot Traffic

Pedestrians will always take the 
shortest route, especially 

downhill. The proposed gravel 
foot trail would be short-cut 

daily by pedestrians in favor of 
the existing unimproved trail 

going straight downhill towards 
the WWU park-and-Ride.



Public Comment
Name

George Francis Sanders
Full name or organization
Your name is required for identification as a part of 
the public record.

 

Choose Topic

CityView Project 
Topics available for online public comment are listed above. If no topics are listed, there may be 
opportunities for public comment on various topics through email, letters, and public comment periods 
during meetings.

More information on  this topic can be found at https://www.cob.org/cityview

Comment or Testimony

REFERENCED DOCUMENT
BFMF to COB re Hawley Replat rs - Low Resolution.pdf  ATTACHED

COMMENT

Density Allowances for CityView Development Challenged

I agree with the findings in the attorney's letter ATTACHED which challenges the 176 unit density 
allocated to the 11.5 acre Tract F of the Hawley Property.  

I believe the City was in error allowing this density to be applied to this property, and that the City did not 
intend for this property to be zoned for such density.

I would support a campaign to fight this issue in court if the City of Bellingham permits this project to go 
forward under these false premises, threatening to ruin the character of my neighborhood.

George F. Sanders
Licensed Engineering Geologist, WADOL #400

4062 Consolidation Ave.
Bellingham, WA 9829
gsanders@openaccess.org



Files
BFMF to COB re Hawley Replat rs - Low 
Resolution.pdf

Documents or images related to your comments.

 

Email

gsanders@openaccess.org

Your email address will only be used to send you a 
copy of this comment and any official notifications 
related to this topic. 

 

Date

5/11/2021

 



 

 

BURI FUNSTON 

MUMFOPD FURLONG 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

PH'LIP BURI 
PHILIP@BURIFIJNSTON.COM 

February 6, 2020 

Kathy Bell 
Senior Planner 
Planning and Community Development Department 
City of Bellingham 

210 Lottie Street 
Bellingham, WA 98225 

RE: CityView Proposal, PDP2019-0015; DR2019-0036; 
VAR20190009; CAP2019-0037; SEP2019-0039. 

Dear Ms. Bell: 

I represent the Puget Neighborhood Working Group. They have asked for my help 
to reveal a flaw in the density calculations for the CityView Proposal site, also 
known as Tract F to the Hawley Replat. Unfortunately, both the name of the site 
and its location have had as many variations as the calculations. Because CityView 
relies on an inaccurate and inappropriately large density allowance, the Puget 
Neighborhood opposes its development in the current form. 

INTRODUCTION 

This is the story of how a caption on an unrecorded, unapproved lot layout drawing 
became a phantom density allowance. On November 15, 1993, Jepson and 
Associates produced a set of project plans for Exxel Development Company. 
(Exhibit H). On page 7 of the plans, an undeveloped portion of the site, labeled 
"Area B", noted a designation of 176 units. Neither the plans nor any accompanying 
documents explain where this number came from. It is the first mention of a density 
allocation, which reappears sporadically in plat maps that have never received 
public review, let alone approval. 

The proposed CityView relies on this phantom density allowance without 
answering why the Unit Density for the Hawley Replat - Tract F is 176 units? This 
density is approximately twice that allowed under the City of Bellingham Zoning 
Table for Area 17 of the Puget Neighborhood. It also underlaid several development 
plans, never approved or built, that proposed huge, out of character multi-unit 
buildings that would have dwarfed the surrounding single-family residential 
neighborhood. For years, the Puget Neighborhood Association has challenged the 
































































































































































































































