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Public Hearing Minutes 
CHUCKANUT COMMUNITY FOREST PARK DISTRICT 

Wednesday, July 27, 2022 
Online Meeting Through Zoom  

Mailing Address: PO Box 4283, Bellingham, WA 98227 
 

Official email addresses for Commissioners, where public may send comments (subject to public disclosure):  
Frank James fjames.ccfpd@gmail.com   John Hymas jhymas1331@gmail.com 
John McLaughlin johnm.ccfpd@gmail.com  Hue Beattie hue.ccfpd@gmail.com 

John G. Brown  jbrown.ccfpd@gmail.com 
 

Our Mission: The mission of the Chuckanut Community Forest Park District is to ensure the entirety of the 
property is protected in perpetuity in public ownership, with respect for its ecological, recreational, and educational 
functions and to serve as a fiscal mechanism through which the district, via a tax levy, will repay the City of 
Bellingham for the Greenways Endowment Fund loan. Due to the Covid-19 outbreak and the Governor’s “Stay At 
Home” Order, this meeting of the Chuckanut Community Forest Park Dist. has been conducted online on Zoom. 
A visual and audio recording of this meeting will be posted on the CCFPD website. If your camera is on during the 
meeting, your voice, likeness, and surroundings, will be publicly available and viewable on the CCFPD website. If 
you choose to speak with your camera off, or by calling on a telephone, only your voice will be recorded. 

Call to order: Frank James. Welcome Commissioners and Citizens. Per Chapter 42.30 RCW (Open Public 
Meetings Act), CCFPD Board meetings are open to the public. 

Roll Call: Frank James, John Brown, and Hue Beattie present. John McLaughlin excused. John Hymas arrived 
later. 

Open Public Hearing on Stewardship Plan and Master Plan 

Public Comments: 

Barbara Zylstra: First, I want to thank all of you Commissioners and also Nicole and all the City staff who’ve been 
working to try and get in place the documents that will protect this precious property. To that end, I’ve written my 
thoughts down so that I won’t ramble. 

For many decades, many of us have looked to protect this unique precious property and now that we have them 
protected from draining and development, I fear we may harm them by committing human uses that further degrade 
these important forests and wetlands. I appreciate the recent changes to the Draft Master Plan incorporating some 
of the scientific Herrera report. We must realize this property as a preserve not a park. It’s intended purpose is first 
ecological protection, and only after that is achieved should we address recreation.  

I understand that many cyclists want to continue to ride in the 100 Acre Woods. I have observed incredible damage 
that off trail users have created in Fairhaven. This damage has occurred and continues to occur despite Park 
employees’ efforts to make the newly created trails usable. I will share just a few photos of how Fairhaven Park 
woods have been harmed in the past decade. [technical difficulties sharing photos, they will be emailed to 
Commissioners to be included in the record]. The photos show long trails on steep inclines, and I was going to 
count how many because the massive numbers of them is really pretty incredible, but I didn’t count them all. My 
guess is there are more than 15 rogue trails in the Park. I understand that not all cyclists will ride up off trail, but the 
risk that some may continue as they have in Fairhaven Park, is too great a chance to take. 

We need to protect these woods and wetlands from uses that will damage them even when log barriers have been 
anchored in place in Fairhaven Park. The cyclists continue off road and treat them like moguls, so they just go 
around them. I’ve placed logs and branches across these destructive trails only to return a day or two later and find 
them moved aside so that a rider could ride where he wanted with no concern for the forest. 

Allowing dogs in a wild area is counter intuitive. Dogs are predators and wild animals know to avoid them. Even a 
whiff of them or their urine is enough to stress the wild animal and cause it to flee or hide and that’s taken from 
Herrera’s report, pg. 34, Miller et. al. 2001. For this reason, no dogs are allowed in the Stimpson Reserve, a similar 
forested wetland property in Whatcom County. We should follow their lead. 

Already trails have been created in the 100 Acre Woods that are intruding in the wetlands and their buffers and 
that’s really apparent in the Stewardship Plan. The Master Plan echoes the Stewardship Plan recommending 
removing such trails, amending the compacted soils, replants to help the forest heal. I would like to see more trails 
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removed from the Draft Master Plan following the Stewardship Plan, Figure 8. The decommissioning trail section of 
the Master Plan should be reprioritized. The two most critical criteria are: Does the trail impact the protected 
wetland, critical habitat and species, or impact hydrologic connectivity? Does the trail support the City’s 
conservation and restoration goals, does not negatively impact ecological or hydrological function? Instead, the first 
priority listed in the Master Plan considers “fulfilling recommendation by the public.” Trails need to be 
decommissioned and created according to best science and the Stewardship Plan gives us ample direction. I do 
think it is important to hear what people want and have to say, but we must remember that not all wants can be 
accommodated if we are to save these forested wetlands. 

If we did not have Fairhaven Park, the Interurban Trail, and Arroyo Park surrounding these wetlands, I would be 
more moved to consider the desires of humans wanting more freedom to use the forest as they wish, but adjacent 
to the 100 Acre Woods, these are ample trails and parks in which to ride a bicycle and walk a dog. As Dr. Seuss 
wrote, “I speak for the trees, for the trees have no tongues.” Those of us familiar with these woods know that the 
trees do in fact communicate, if we would just listen. All wildlife, animals, and plants need our respect and our 
protection. We may not be able to ride a bicycle or walk a dog in these woods, but that is something we willingly 
give up to allow the trees, the wetlands, the animals to survive, and with time, to thrive. 

We may not be able to ride a bicycle or walk a dog in these woods, but that is something we willingly give up to 
allow the trees, the wetlands, the animals to survive, and with time to thrive. No one needs to ride a bicycle in these 
woods. No one needs to walk a dog in these woods. Maybe we want to do these things, but we do not need to do 
them to survive. Can we be big enough humans to give up something we want so that the wild ones can survive? I 
think we can, and this is our challenge. 

John Brown: Passionate, I’m moved. I’m on her side. I don’t think we are going to get all that, but that’s very 
impressive. Thank you from my corner. Frank James: Thank you very much. 

Christopher Grannis: Hi, Thanks for all the good work you folks are doing. I think that the priority should be to 
restore where the wetlands have been damaged and put in boardwalks and burritos or whatever’s the best, most 
appropriate way of crossing wetlands. That, for me, should be the priority. Thank you. 

John Brown: Thank you Christopher. Frank James: Yes, and I think most people involved in this are very much in 
agreement with you. Safely traveling through both the wetlands and the surrounding area that feeds water into the 
wetlands is very important to very carefully negotiate those with human traffic of any kind. Thanks Christopher. 

Peter Gill: Thank you to the group for having this hearing and continuing your discussion on the 100 Acre Wood. I 
work for the Parks Department as the Planning and Development Coordinator. I’ve had a hand in helping to bring 
this plan along. I am mostly here just to hear what you all have to say and what the public has to say and answer 
questions, if necessary. But I would also encourage Barbara and others that are on the line to participate in the 
public hearing at the City Council on August 29th. So, just here, listening in and thank you again for all your 
comments and for continuing to keep this discussion alive. 

John Brown: Thank you for the reminder about the August 29th meeting Peter, that’s very helpful. 

Frank James: We also want to thank you for all the work that you’ve done. I know Laine is here too. Of course, 
many other people in Parks Department, some of whom we never see or hear from, have done a great deal of work 
to get the Master Plan to where it’s at today. We appreciate that very much and look forward to working with you as 
we move through some of the issues. Thanks Peter and thank you for joining us. 

Edward Wolf: Thank you to all of you on the Park District Board and to all of the members of public who’ve been 
part of the process of helping to guide the 100 Acre Wood towards this master planning phase. I wanted to 
comment tonight. I looked at the Draft Master Plan this afternoon and was particularly pleased to see that one of 
the four themes of the Master Plan is climate resiliency. I’m sorry that John McLaughlin isn’t here tonight, because 
he might have a little bit more to say about my comment, but basically I want to observe that the mature forest in 
the 100 Acre Wood, because of the prior history of logging, are trees that are just entering their phase of life of 
maximum carbon uptake and storage and so not only is it good that the 100 Acre Wood has lots of mature cedars, 
Douglas firs, and hemlock trees, but it’s doubly good that the 100 Acre Wood has trees that are in the roughly 80 to 
120 year age class. The significance of those trees continuing to grow in their mature decades and centuries is that 
they are absolutely the champions of carbon capture. In forests they are absolutely the best at capturing carbon in 
large volumes and holding onto it for the decades to centuries that we need. And before this country, if everything 
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were to go right, reaches net zero, the best natural climate solution that we have available is trees in that mature 
age class that are not yet at the peak of their lifecycle. They’re still approaching the peak. This is so significant, it’s 
much more significant than is widely understood. It’s much more significant than the tree planting efforts that we 
can undertake in the next few decades when it comes to meeting our nation’s climate goals and the 100 Acre Wood 
will absolutely be the cap keystone of City of Bellingham’s natural assets in combating climate change through 
capturing carbon and storing it in a biological form. I’ll leave it at that and thank you so much for inviting my 
comment. 

Frank James: Thank you for showing up and speaking your mind. I think the issue you raised is an important one 
for the ecological future of our society. If we can’t do this, I’m worried. I’m really glad we’re doing this as a 
community and that the community stepped up all along the way to put additional resources into these kinds of 
things. 

John Brown: Mr. Wolf, that’s news to me. It’s something that I should know, probably something that I’ve read. Can 
you fill us in on your education in that issue?  

Edward Wolf: Yes, thank you for asking that John. I have a background in forest ecosystem analysis from the 
University of Washington. I have a little bit of academic experience, lifelong involvement as a forest-oriented 
environmentalist and have recently worked with a former professor and colleague who’s one of the IPCC, 
Intergovernmental Panel for Climate Change lead authors over many years. He is now retired from that work and 
has shifted his focus almost exclusively to value of mature and maturing forests from the carbon capture 
standpoint. His name is William Moomaw, and he has promoted a concept that he calls proforestation, which is 
letting mature trees continue to grow because of their capacity to capture and store carbon. His point is the forest 
industry has focused on a very early stage of the tree life cycle. In most parts of the country, including ours, where 
Douglas firs and western hemlock are often harvested on industrial forestland at a rotation of about 40 to 50 years. 
That’s about a 20th of the average Douglas fir lifecycle. Much of the value of the maturing major timber trees of our 
region is lost from a carbon storage standpoint when trees are harvested early. Most of our landscape has been 
logged. Old growth in the multi century range is rare and so we’ve got a lot of trees about which we can make 
decisions and the decisions are, is it ever right to replace these trees or it is best to leave them growing. I think from 
a climate standpoint and particularly with the urgency of the IPCC Special Report goal of what’s necessary to meet 
a 1.5-degree temperature increase, the best thing most of our mature trees can do for us is to keep growing so we 
have to shift policies in that direction. The Department of Natural Resources in Washington made a little turn in that 
direction by creating a carbon reserve and taking up to 10,000 acres of mature trees that would be eligible for 
timber harvest out of its harvest schedule. I have a feeling there’s going to be more of that and from that standpoint 
again, the 100 Acre Wood is ahead of the curve. I can send you some information about proforestation if it’s 
valuable to you. 

Frank James: It would be valuable to us Edward and thank you very much and it’s amazing how technically 
proficient the people in our community can be and how expert they are. Thank you very much. John Brown: 
Wonderful information. 

Gerry Wilbour: I talked a fair amount at our last session, so I just want to thank everybody for their work and their 
comments on this. It’s a great process. I’m really happy to see it and glad to see the broad public presentation. It’s 
something I asked for and I like the addition of the climate issue to this process. The previous speaker outlined that 
as well. I haven’t look at the new version of the plan, but that says a lot about it. As I said last time, the Douglas fir 
of this age that are growing in the 100 Acre Wood are considered to be world champs in terms of carbon capture 
and storage. They’re the best in terms of their ability to grab carbon out of the atmosphere and put it into the tree in 
the ground, and they last for centuries, especially if they’re not logged. Great opportunity for a contribution in that 
respect. 

I had some additional comments. Barbara brought up the Simpson Reserve as a possible model. One thing I 
wanted to mention about that is that was intentionally built to be a sustainable system before people got there. That 
makes it a lot easier to figure out how to manage it and direct people where you want them to go and get them to 
the high points in the site in a way that is not damaging to the landscape. We have a very different situation in the 
100 Acre Wood, and I’m actually pretty pissed off that we haven’t gotten on this before. We’ve had this property for 
10 years. We’ve known that there was a lot of recreation damage and we’ve let it just happen. I put most of the 
blame on the City recognizing that the Mayor’s office and the staff has turned over and so we got a new lease 
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there. I’m delighted to see that they’re not only working on this, but they have a significant amount of money 
budgeted to take on the issues.  

I would agree with the prior comments that the thing we needed to tackle first are the environmental impacts that 
the recreation is having to the woods, particularly the wetland crossings. It’s very challenging to revise recreation 
behavior once it’s established. I think we have to give the managers some slack on timing and sequencing of how 
they do that. Most people who use the woods, say like 99% of the people that will use those woods in the next 10 
years have never heard of this process, nor are they involved. So, creating a system that revises that behavior and 
keeps people going in directions that aren’t going to harm the landscape is not an easy undertaking. Mostly one 
thing I wanted to mention, because I know there’s a lot of anti-bike sentiment, most of the trampling in the 100 Acre 
Wood is from foot traffic and it’s happened over many decades. I started using these woods probably in the late 
70’s, certainly in the early 80’s. There was an old horse farm that was right off Chuckanut Dr that established a trail 
system for their tenants to use and there’s some large areas that involve pretty massive impacts to category one 
wetlands that at that time were two full wide trails that had really robust wetland plants growing on either side. 
Certainly, in the last 10 years there’s been a substantial uptick in recreational traffic. That has done additional 
damage and the reason I say that the foot traffic is doing most of the damage is bikes don’t tend to move around 
mud puddles and foot traffic always does, so that’s where the widening comes from. It’s not that anybody is 
innocent, its that we all cause problems when there’s a bootleg system that has not been thoroughly thought 
through before it became established and so that’s the battle that we’re fighting. It’s a very different battle than they 
had establishing the trail system at Simpson reserve. 

Frank James: Most of us here know you and know your experience and background, but just for the record, maybe 
you could share with us the basis for your making these comments, your experience and training. 

Gerry Wilbour: I’ve been a trail maintenance and construction contractor for over 40 years. I’ve written a number of 
master plans and participated in a number of planning studies and read a lot of the research around recreation 
ecology and whatnot and interacted with people who do that kind of research. Our work always has to comply with 
the recommendations that are made at that level. I didn’t want to be involved on any other level on this plan 
because I’m a neighbor of the properties and I wanted to speak freely. When you’re a professional or you have any 
position, you have to be a lot more neutral. I’m not neutral on this one, so I want to be able to express myself. None 
of the plans are addressing some of the fundamental problems with the unsustainable trail network. By that I mean 
there’s a lot of environmental impacts that aren’t being addressed and one of the ones that’s pretty graphic is right 
at the end of JJ 2 wetland right where the main trail comes off the Interurban up to the right as you’re entering the 
trail, there’s a trail that traverses up a steep ridge there. Had about a 35 to 40% gradient, that thing is going to be 
running a lot of silt into that category one wetland. It’s just a very poor location for a trail. It’s not that you can’t have 
a thread going up that ridge, in fact, I think trying to prevent any trail from going up that ridge would be kind of 
foolhardy. If you simply block what was there, if you were successful in blocking it, you’d get braided trails which is 
worse. So, since people want to go that direction, you have to provide an alternative that doesn’t have the negative 
impacts that one has.  

One thing I wanted to mention was that there was a webinar that American Trails sponsored, americantrails.org, a 
couple weeks ago by a fellow named Dr. Jeff Marion. He’s with the United States Geological Survey and also a 
professor at Virginia Tech. He’s probably the most prolific writer on recreational ecology and trails. The webinar 
itself is kind of a Cliff Notes summary of all his research, but he provides a number of links to back that up. 
[https://www.americantrails.org/training/the-science-of-sustainable-trail-design-and-management] 

The last thing I’d mentioned on the bike issue is I think the biggest issue there is bike speed. I understand that the 
City has now established a speed limit on trails for bikes, and I think that’s totally appropriate, especially in the 100 
Acre Wood. I don’t think the place is suitable for aggressive adult riders. There’re just too many people walking, too 
much potential for user conflict from that standpoint. What I don’t want to see is it closed to young people, 
especially kids who are learning how to ride. My main passion for the woods, if I had a number one thing that was 
most important to me, is engagement of youth in an urban natural area, my number one priority. There’s a number 
of measures we can take to enhance that. One of them is allowing the generation of youth who live in the area to 
be able to learn to ride in the woods and at modest speeds and respectfully. Limiting speed I think may help that 
issue a lot. The other thing it does is it means that people stay on the trail. In other words, when you develop a lot 
of speed, you do miss the trail at times and the trail gets widened because of that. I think the city bike speed is 12 
miles an hour on trails. That honestly strikes me as a little bit high for the trails in these woods and they probably 
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should consider lowering that. The other thing is it should be signed. It’s difficult to enforce, but nothing like a bunch 
of peer pressure to help enforce it, especially if it’s a sign.  

The other thing that the Parks Department may consider is, and it’s been used successfully in other areas, is to 
allow bike use only every other day, whether it be odd days or even days. Then people know that there’s going to 
be three or four days a week that are bike free every week, for those who want that experience. Thanks for doing 
all this, especially for the people on the committee and good luck going forward. 

Steve Wilson: Thank you to the committee for putting this together, the Stewardship program. I have not been as 
thorough in reading as I should be, so my comments are going to be limited to the perimeter of the area. I 
remember the View Crest entrance seems problematic as far as access. That was one thing I was going to suggest 
that maybe we try and eliminate if possible and prioritize other entry points for cars. I’ve agreed with all the 
comments so far. My concern seems to be, it would be nice to be able to move forward all together so that we’re all 
moving in the same direction and supporting each other. If there’s any way that the South Neighborhood 
Association can be supportive of moving forward in a cooperative way, I would be willing to help facilitate that on 
the neighborhood level. 

Frank James: Thank you Steve. To highlight what you’re referring to, is I think the park currently near View Crest 
right at the crest of the hill where there’s impaired visibility. There is a danger in that for sure. I think that’s 
something that needs to be considered. I think your recommendation to minimize there and maximize parking 
someplace else is a great idea.  

Hue Beattie: I think a little signage further South along Chuckanut as you’re coming up to this Park area, for the 
tourists would be helpful so that they don’t run into somebody backing out of somewhere there. 

Frank James: John Blethen, I had heard, and I wanted to confirm and maybe either Peter or Laine could clarify this 
too, but I heard there was going to be another hearing at the Parks Advisory Board meeting this August. I didn’t 
want to miss out on that schedule. 

John Blethen: There’s another hearing this month and I’ve kind of chosen to stay quiet because I’m going to be 
voting and I’m enjoying listening to the good comments, but I also have to be part of the Park Board team. 

Frank James: I didn’t mean to call you out about that. John Blethen: It’s ok, I can be called out. Frank James: If you 
know the date for that meeting I think that would be helpful for everybody. 

Peter Gill: The next Park Board meeting is August 10th at 7:30 AM. 

Frank James: Peter, Do you know what time that meeting on the 29th, the City Council meeting is? 

Peter Gill: I do not. I’m not sure when that would be.  

Frank James: We’ll find out and we’ll get it posted on our website.  

Peter Gill: Check the website. 

John Blethen: I would recommend that as many of you come to that Park Board meeting as possible. There is a 
chance for you to speak to address the issue and we missed that last month, and we didn’t get that at the 
Greenways meeting. So, if somebody has the time to attend that meeting, there is a public comment period and I’m 
sure that your thoughts would be entertained. It’s a zoom meeting. 

Frank James: Thank you John. I appreciate your comments and the information. Robyn, could you find out where 
and when those meetings are, time, date, location and make sure we post those prominently on the website, so 
everybody who has asked us knows? Robyn Albro: Yes. 

Frank James: Laine, you’re the only one who hasn’t said anything, if you’d like to, we’d be happy to hear from you. 
If you just want to listen, that’s okay too. 

Laine Potter: I don’t have too much to add. I’m happy to hear everyone’s comments. It sounds great that everyone 
wants to prioritize restoring wetlands and I think we’re all really close to being on the same page. I was curious if 
this group will be putting together public comments and providing those to the City or just keeping those for your 
own record. 

Frank James: No, we’ll be putting them together as comments and we’ll continue to evolve the Stewardship Plan as 
well. A couple things that we were looking at right now. There was a very brief mention and I think none in the 
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Master Plan and only briefly in the Stewardship Plan about invasive species. We had quite a good hearing, actually 
a guest speaker about those issues and we have a map and a pretty extensive list of what those issues are. We 
plan on adding that as an appendix to our current plan. There are some other issues we’re going to add to that as 
well and we can certainly append the summary of the comments of the two hearings we had. We’ll have to decide, 
when everybody has had a chance to speak, if we want to have another meeting or not. Thanks Laine. 

John Blethen: I believe you could probably send your comments to Parks and ask that they be included in the 
packet that’s sent out to the Parks Board so that people can see those comments in advance, maybe you could 
tweak the plan a bit, worth sending on. I think there’s probably still time to get it in the packet. 

Frank James: Right, we’re trying to get on the same page as Parks with respect to the timeline, and that’s been a 
challenge for years actually, but we’ll try to do that for sure. We definitely want the information for the City Council, 
and we’d like to have it for the Parks Advisory Board as well. We’ll do our best to do that. Thank you for the 
suggestion John. 

Laine Potter: There’s certainly still time to do that. We’ll be sending out the packet to Parks Board by Friday of next 
week, the 5th, so we could certainly include that in our packet. That would be great. 

Tina Mirabile: I wanted to mention that I was grateful to the City when we were looking into the invasive plant 
removal that they actually provided a calendar that shows the best times for treating certain species and that was 
helpful. We did receive your information Frank and we were referring to Ann Eissinger’s Baseline Study regarding 
invasive plants, but we’re more than willing to add additional information. The one thing Laine that I didn’t get that 
I’m still kind of wondering, is if the City has an operational manual on how they actually remove invasive plants, 
such as pulling roots manually or using herbicide. I don’t know if that was possible to get, but the other thing the 
City provided was the kind of educational and volunteer programming, to which removing invasive plants is a great 
opportunity for the Community to come out. I know it has been happening anyway and a lot of the neighbors 
definitely organized to help remove invasive plants in the forest, but it’s a great opportunity for people to learn more. 
You can see how invasive plants, even within a forested condition, can encroach and create a distribution of plants 
that is not providing the highest level of habitats. Being involved with invasive plant removal and education is a 
good opportunity for people to learn more about the natural condition of the forest too. 

Frank James: Of course, there’s been efforts at doing that already and the City wonderfully provided leadership, 
tools, and other things in the past. I expect that’s going to be an ongoing sort of activity and invasives don’t go away 
in a decade. To get rid of them all is going to be a big job. The City has real expertise and real leadership and 
organizational skills in doing those things. We look forward to working with them on that. Thank you, Tina. 

Christopher Grannis: Every time, I come out of the woods with as many stinky Bob plants as I can hold in my hand. 
I was thinking if everyone who walked through the woods did that, then that particular invasive could be wiped out 
pretty quick. I don’t know if this is something that can be communicated to people so that learn how to do it. It’s 
really easy. Find where they come out of the ground and they’re easy to pull. 

Frank James: I think the issue when we heard from the invasive plants person from the County was that they 
actually have a very detailed map with coordinates of all these things which they do not make public. Because 
people have gone in and for example, people that work with stinky Bob know the difference between that and 
bleeding heart. A lot of people that don’t know that might eradicate a whole bunch of bleeding heart instead. I think 
there are reasons that it is done under the leadership of a city program with a person on site that’s an expert. Like 
you do, I hate stinky Bob and pull it up wherever I go. It is along the trails where these disturbed soils are really 
promotes distribution and it gets on fur and feet and pant legs and all that and we become the distributive 
mechanism for it in some cases. I think that’s a good point, but I would just caution that I think we need to really 
work with our County and City leadership to do that, so it doesn’t cause harm. 

Christopher Grannis: I agree entirely, and I don’t pull out a stinky Bob until I see those really pretty little pinkish 
flowers and I do agree they do look an awful lot like bleeding heart. One other thing I wanted to comment about as 
a result of this process, I was looking at the trail maps and I realized there was one I hadn’t been on. That’s the trail 
that goes from Hoag’s Pond, north, northeast up the hill and I followed that. There’s a lot of stinky Bob on that trail, 
but anyway I found myself in the backyard of a couple of condos. I think I must have lost the trail somewhere and I 
went back and found another trail that went up a very steep slope, too steep for me to go up. So, I’m wondering if 
there are any plans in the works about that trail. Would be nice if it could connect to Cody or something, but I don’t 
know, maybe the topography is such that it should be closed. Do you know anything about that particular trail? 
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Frank James: Our purview is the 100 Acre Wood, the Chuckanut Community Forest, and so it’s well away from 
that. I think the city has information and has thought about it. 

John Blethen: I push for that 28th Street Trail all the time and it’ll be great to have a connector between the 
Interurban and the 28th St Trail, which would allow you to get all the way over to Sehome Hill into the Sehome 
Neighborhood. It’s an important connector. It needs to happen and the City is aware of it. It will happen, I’m sure, 
hopefully soon. Frank James: It looks like there’s just a little bit of private property in between, right? Is that the 
issue? 

John Blethen: The trail is actually east of that development up that steep hill, but I’m sure we can come up with a 
work around. The steep hill is the right of way, unfortunately. 

Laine Potter: So that trail corridor that John mentioned is in process. We just acquired a property in June that’s 
going to help us make that connection and we’re working with a couple landowners in that area because that right 
of way is so steep, it will likely need a bit of private property and easements to get through there, but we are 
working on it. 

Frank James: Thank you Laine. 

Christopher Grannis: I just wanted to say Thanks John and Laine. I’m very happy to hear somebody working on 
that and I’m just delighted with how many people are pulling in the same direction on this whole woods. 

Frank James: I want to thank all of our participants so much for coming and thank you so much for your significant 
ideas and you’re taking the time to comment and bringing this forward. And of course, to Laine and Peter for 
coming, and being able, knowledgeable, and assisting us in answering questions. I appreciate that very much. 

Hue Beattie: There are signs that will go up if there’s a high forest fire danger. I guess that was in there a little bit, 
but it’s like we need a little more. We need the fire department to make a plan for a forest fire and an outline where 
all the hydrants are on the edge of the property. Maybe we could put up hose connections and things like that so if 
there is a fire, people can put it out quickly. 

Frank James: That’s a great idea. I was involved in putting out a fire over on the property being developed above 
Mud Bay. It got put out by the fire department, but they’re building guys, they don’t do wildland fires. It burst back 
into flame a few hours later and I think some additional thought about how we manage forests specifically with fire 
and not just rely on our fire department. They do great with homes, but I think it only got put out when the City 
pulled up and wildland people finally came. It takes a while to get them there and this is a fire that could have taken 
out all of Edgemoor. I think that is a concern and we should definitely add that in. If you would mind sending a note 
to remind me that and we’ll include it in the document that we’re responsible for. Hue Beattie: Ok. 

John Brown: Laine Potter asked if comments at this meeting could be sent to the Park Advisory Board for the 
meeting on August 10th and I imagine that Robyn will have the minutes of this particular meeting in her thorough 
way and can collate the comments that everyone has made and send them perhaps to Laine. 

Frank James: What I’d like to do John, my suggestion is that we append the hearing to the document itself and 
include it as part of the Stewardship Plan because the comments are actually directly to that and of course to the 
Master Plan. But I think if we could do that summary as you suggested and then actually append them to the Plan. 

John Brown: That’s a good idea Frank. I’m wondering if it will be available for the meeting on the 10th.  

Frank James: I think it will be. We don’t have any choice. I think it has to be, so we just need to pull out the stops 
and get it done. 

Robyn Albro: I just wanted to say that usually things that are part of the minutes we don’t release until after the 
minutes have been approved. We don’t actually have a quorum here of people who have been at those meetings 
recently. I don’t know if it’s possible to just release the public comment part of the minutes and send those to the 
Park Board and Laine. 

Bob Carmichael: Our minutes can be release in draft form without adoption. It’s very rare there’s anything that’s 
confidential in them. The fact that they’re in draft form does not prevent them from being released, so I think the 
simplest thing is just to release them. 

John Brown: Then we can release the comments right now to Laine’s office or to the Park Advisory Board before 
August 10th. That’s one alternative. If I understand you Frank, you are saying that the comments now made would 
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become part of the Stewardship Plan and appended to the Stewardship Plan. But you are suggesting that all can 
be done by August 10th. I think we are going to try to get it in I mean. 

Frank James: The City Council is going to make definitive decisions about this on the 29th and I think we need to do 
everything we can to do that well before that. If I understood Laine correctly, it’s actually a week from Friday that we 
have to have this done when they send it out. So, we will need to do it by then. 

Robyn Albro: I can send the minutes from the last meeting that we’ve already done that have comments both 
written and oral. Then I can do these other minutes and try and get them done by Wednesday of next week and 
then send those to Laine, so she’ll have them both before they send the packets out on the 5th. I could, if you want 
me to, pull the comments out and separate them so they can be appended to the thing, or do we want to append 
the whole minutes? 

Frank James: I think it’s better to have hearing comments as an entity, because that’s what these hearings are for 
is to discuss and make recommendation with regard to the Stewardship Plan. So, if you could get that by 
Wednesday, then we could just append them. I’m going to be working with Chris and Tina to get any final revisions 
to the Stewardship Plan done by then. So, I think that should be doable. 

Frank James: Well, I think from a civics point of view, we probably need to, if there isn’t further discussion about 
these two documents, to close the hearing. We’ve had good participation. I want to thank everyone that came to 
comment. Then I’d like to go ahead and close this public hearing at 7:06 PM. I really appreciate everybody coming 
and having the time to really talk and discuss it. It was a very civilized and appropriate conversation to improve the 
process and I really approve. 

John Brown: Excellent, just wonderful comments. 

Frank James: Thank you everybody and thanks Laine and Peter as well. 

Public Hearing Closed. 

Attached: Written Comments from Edward Wolf and Barbara Zielstra 



Robyn Albro <ralbro.ccfpd@gmail.com>

Comment on the Hundred Acre Wood Master Plan: Climate Resiliency Goal
2 messages

Edward Wolf <edwardwolf@me.com> Thu, Jul 28, 2022 at 4:49 PM
To: Robyn Albro <ralbro.ccfpd@gmail.com>

Hello CCFPD —

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the latest draft of the Hundred Acre Wood Master Plan. I am writing to
reiterate a comment I made verbally at last night’s Public Hearing, and to add a couple of informational links that may
 be helpful.

I spoke up to applaud the Master Plan’s focus on the goal of Climate Resiliency, and to emphasize the special climate
importance of mature trees in the age classes predominant in the Hundred Acre Wood. These Douglas firs, western
red cedars, and western hemlocks in the 80-100 year age class (approximate time since logging) are still “young” but
have reached the point in their lifecycle where they are now, and will continue to be during this century, absolute
champions of carbon capture and storage. Mature trees absorb and store carbon at very high rates, storing far more
per tree and per acre than seedlings, saplings, or young trees can. They are at peak carbon capture performance, and
will continue to be so for decades to centuries to come.

This capacity is important because it is available NOW, during the decades when high rates of carbon capture are
most necessary to help efforts to reach and pass Net Zero carbon emissions by 2050. We cannot build comparable
capacity in the next 28 years by planting new trees, as important as those efforts are. We have to maintain and protect
mature forests already capable of the most substantial carbon capture. Hundred Acre Wood, along with the nearby
175-acre Sehome Hill Arboretum, is a high carbon landscape with maturing trees in the most important age classes,
probably the City of Bellingham’s best natural assets for carbon capture at scale. This capacity must be recognized,
prioritized, interpreted, and celebrated! 

This “let old trees grow” strategy has been called “proforestation” by Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change
Lead Author William Moomaw. Here are two references that provide more detail about why forests like the one that
will be protected in Hundred Acre Wood possess disproportionate importance as natural climate solutions:

“Intact Forests in the United States: Proforestation Mitigates Climate Change and Serves the Greatest Good,” by
William Moomaw, Susan Masino, and Edward Faison (2019)

“Why Keeping Mature Forests Intact is Key to the Climate Fight” (interview with William Moomaw), by Fen Montaigne,
Yale e360, October 2019.

Thank you for the opportunity to share this information with CCFPD and with the City of Bellingham.

Edward Wolf
926 16th Street
Bellingham, WA 98225
(503) 853-9085 cell/text

Robyn Albro <ralbro.ccfpd@gmail.com> Thu, Jul 28, 2022 at 5:24 PM
To: Frank James <fjames.ccfpd@gmail.com>, John Brown <jbrown.ccfpd@gmail.com>, Hue Beattie
<hue.ccfpd@gmail.com>, John Hymas <jhymas1331@gmail.com>, John McLaughlin <johnm.ccfpd@gmail.com>
Cc: Bob Carmichael <Bob@carmichaelclark.com>, Catherine Moore <Cmoore@carmichaelclark.com>, Taryn Maloy
<TMaloy@carmichaelclark.com>
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https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/ffgc.2019.00027/full
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/ffgc.2019.00027/full
https://e360.yale.edu/features/why-keeping-mature-forests-intact-is-key-to-the-climate-fight
https://e360.yale.edu/features/why-keeping-mature-forests-intact-is-key-to-the-climate-fight
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Secretary
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www.chuckanutcommunityforest.com
ralbro.ccfpd@gmail.com
360-303-5687 (cell)
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Barbara Burk Zielstra 
316 Willow Ct. N. 
Bellingham, WA  98225 
July 27, 2022 
 
CCFPD Commissioners   Nicole Oliver, City Parks Director  
Frank James      Laine Potter, Design and Development 
John Hymas     Peter Gill, Park Planning and Development 
John McLaughlin    Karleena Burdick, Intern     
Hue Beattie  
John G. Brown 
      
 
For decades many of us have worked to protect this unique, precious property.  And now that 
we have them protected from draining and development, I fear we may harm them by 
permitting human uses that will further degrade these important forests and wetlands. 
 
I appreciate the recent changes to the draft Master Plan, incorporating some of the scientific 
Herrera report, July, 2022. We must realize this property as a Preserve, not a park.  Its intended 
purpose is first, ecological protection, and only after that is achieved, should we address 
recreation. 
 
I understand that many cyclists want to continue to cycle in the 100 Acre Woods.  I have 
observed incredible damage that off trail uses have created in Fairhaven Park.  This damage has 
occurred and continues to occur, despite Park employees’ efforts to make the newly created 
trails unusable.  I will share just a few photos of how the Fairhaven Park woods have been 
harmed in the past decade. 
 
I understand that not all cyclists will ride off-trail but the risk that some may continue the as 
they have in Fairhaven Park is too great.to take the chance.  We need to protect these woods 
and wetlands from uses that will damage them.  Even when log barriers have been anchored in 
place, the cyclists just continue off-road and treat them like moguls.  I have placed logs and 
branches across these destructive trails only to return a day later and find them moved aside so 
a rider could ride where he wanted with no concern for the forest. 
 
Allowing dogs in a wild area is counter intuitive.  Dogs are predators and wild animals know to 
avoid them, even a whiff of them or their urine is enough to stress the wild animal and cause it 
to flee or hide, (Miller, et al, 2001 referenced in Herrera report, page 34). For this reason, no 
dogs are allowed in Stimpson Reserve, a similar forested wetland property. We should follow 
their lead. 
 
Already trails have been created in the 100 Acre Woods that are intruding on the wetlands and 
their buffers.  The Master Plan, echoing the Stewardship Plan, recommends removing such 



trails, amending the compacted soils and replanting to help the forest heal.  I would like to see 
more trails removed from the draft Master Plan, following the Stewardship Plan, Figure 8.  
The Decommissioning Trails section of the Master Plan should be reprioritized.  The 2 most 
critical criteria are: 
Does the trail impact a protected wetland, critical habitat and species, or impact  
hydrologic connectivity?  
And 
Does the trail support the City’s conservation and restoration goals (does not negatively 
impact ecological or hydrologic function)? 
 
Instead, the first priority listed in the Master Plan considers “fulfilling recommendations 
by the public”?  
Trails need to be decommissioned and created according to best science and the 
Stewardship Plan gives us ample direction. 
 
I do think it is important to hear what people want and have to say, but we must 
remember that not all wants can be accommodated if we are to save these forested 
wetlands.  If we did not have Fairhaven Park, the Interurban trail and Arroyo Park 
surrounding these wetlands, I would be more moved to consider the desires of humans 
wanting more freedom to use the forest as they wish.  But adjacent to the 100 Acre 
Woods are ample trails and parks in which to ride a bicycle and walk a dog. 
 
As Dr. Seuss wrote, “I speak for the trees, for the trees have no tongues.” 
Those of us familiar with these woods, know that the trees do, in fact, communicate, if 
we would just listen.  All wildlife – animals and plants – need our respect and our 
protection.  We may not be able to ride a bicycle or walk a dog in these woods, but that 
is something we willingly give up to allow the trees, the wetlands, the animals to survive 
and with time, to thrive.  No one needs to ride a bicycle in these woods, no one needs to 
walk a dog in these woods.  We may want to do these things, but we do not need to do 
them to survive.  Can we be big enough humans to give up something we want so that 
the wild ones can survive?  I think we can and this is our challenge. 
 
Hopefully, 
 
Barbara Zielstra 
 
 
 












