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Zoning vs. Design Districts

Ac) \\

Silverdale Urban Growth Area (UGA) Zoning Design Districts (7-9)
§ f [’—‘ T ’_( T T “}j T
I Business Center [ Urban High Residential | o *\ijJ!ﬁAmw%ﬂ/// K\\ m
[ Industrial (19-60 DU/Ac) J'M ’ ul P:F )= I
gy Commercial (19-60 DU/ W Park 0l stafs_oH‘——(HR% L 2T
Ac) =) Regional Center *rne Hi _DE | ‘ j\‘%
" 3 " . [ )_j» W : = \ \\
I R e e (12247 Design District Jestgate Road 2\ 3]
Neighborhood Bucklin Hill Center o rL\U ‘\ (S 5 -E
I Commercial (10-30 DU/ Clear Cree Village G ﬁ_"wwso o5 C 2
Ac) Kitsap Mall Center 'r}NW*H%simaﬁ—‘_ﬁ’ e < — (@]
— g[}bi’; Restricted (1-5 Northeast Business Park f_[/ \\C(ﬁu S g)
ol ) Ir2]1 old Town Center 0 -
:] Urban Low Residential m Waterf Distri )
(5-9 DU/Ac) — = r‘:“t 'S:Ezth a Trail/wooded green area.
Urban Medium R west Hill Neighborhood o ”
B Residential (10-30 DU/ - Should be protected?
o
S
()
=
w

This area zoned as Urban
Medium Residential does
not have an associated
Design District

.

ﬂ-\pplication: Regional \Qj—]»

Center zoning layered

T
NW{P

— J - Legend

1o T [ ] Tax Parcels (Full Ownershi

NWISe

over multiple design
districts can be
confusing and overly

]

_____ 3 West Hill not in Regional

g Center Boundary

£ Unincorporated Urban Growth Area

prescriptive;
opportunity to simplify
through district

Qonsolidation. j

Note: This presentation focuses on design standards within or adjacent to the Regional Center
Boundary; for the purposes of discussion, Provost Commercial and Waaga Way are not included.
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Kitsap County Code

17.420.058 Silverdale design district density and dimension table.

Bucklin Hill | Clear Creek | Kitsap Mall . MNortheast Provost
Standard Old Town . West Hill i Waterfront . | Waaga Way
Center village Center Business Commercial
Min. density 10 10 10 10 UH: 19 10 10 Refer to Refer to
(dufacre) (57) RC:10 zoning zoning
Max. density 30/60 MNA MNA NA UH: 60 A A Refer to Refer to
(dufacre) (56) RC: MNA zoning Zoning
Min. height (feet) | NA 35 ft 35 ft 35 ft 35 ft fronting 35 ft (62) A Refer to Refer to
(62) fronting fronting fronting Silverdale Way zoning zoning
Silverdale | Silverdale |Silverdale |(62)
Way (62) Way (62) Way (62)
Max. height (feet) | 45 ft Base: 65 ft/ | Base: 65 ft/ |Base: 65 ft/ | UH: Base: 55 ft/ | Base: 65 ft/ |Base: 65 ft/ | Refer to Refer to
(3337 40)(56) Max: 85 ft Max: 85t |[Max:85ft |Max: 85ft Max: 125ft |Max: 125t |zoning zoning
RC: Base: 65 ft/
Max: 85 ft
Max. lot MA MNA MNA MA MA A A Refer to Referto
coverage zoning zoning

Min. front (feet) |20t 201t 20 ft 20 ft UH: 20 ft 20ft 20ft Refer to Refer to
RC: 201t zoning zoning
Max. front (feet) | MA MNA MNA NA NA A A Refer to Refer to
(29)(41)(42) (43) zoning zoning
(45)
Side (feet) (29) 10ft 10 ft 10 ft 10 ft UH: 5 ft 10 ft 10 ft Refer to Refer to
(42)(43)(43) RC:10ft zoning zoning
Rear (feet) (29) 10ft 10 ft 10 ft 10 ft UH: 5 ft 10ft 10ft Refer to Refer to
(42){43) RC:10ft zoning zoning

(# of Design Districts: \
7-9 distinct design
districts but have many
have same permitted
uses, and most have
identical dimensional

Qtandards.




Design Districts

Observations:

= |ndividual districts clearly define desired character
but may create a fragmented, “island” effect rather
than cohesive or holistic development outcomes for
the Regional Center.

= Maintaining separate standards for each district
introduces redundancy, inefficiency, and
unnecessary document length.

= “Standards” vs. “Guidelines” are somewhat
inconsistently used and defined, blurring what is
required versus recommended.

= Design elements are embedded within individual
districts, making the overall framework harder to
follow and complicated to enforce.

= A lot of thought put into design direction overall, but
some standards are subjective or unclear—would
benefit from clearer, more consistent language
aligned with the vision, concepts and goals in 2025
Regional Center Update.
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From current document:

“The Silverdale Design Guidelines are
composed primarily of Community
Design Guidelines—the larger scale
design principles that address overall
development patterns, circulation,
building configurations as well as mass,
bulk, height, landscaping and setbacks
and the Standards that implement
the Guidelines. They address how
districts relate to one another and the
entire downtown, pedestrian and
vehicular connection and circulation,
and overall design composition within
each district.”



urrent Document - Organization
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Chapter 6. Kitsap Mall Center

6.1 Physical Identity Elements & Opportunities

Kitsap Mall is a regional shopping center with an d pedestrian and
significant open space in the form of surface parking lots adjacent to the mall. The center
borders the west edge of Way for app 1,200 feet, p

opportunity for future building and landscape design that can relate directly to SI]\ endale
‘Way and Clear Creek Village.

6.2 Design Intent

Kitsap Mall Center will continue to be a regional shopping center with expanded
functions to include office, retail, residential and a transit hub. Kitsap Mall itself will
expand as a mixed-use center, connecting its pedestrian concourse with Silverdale Way,
Kitsap Mall Boulevard, and Randall Way NW at a minimum. Infill development will
relate building activities and orientation to both the expanded interior/exterior pedestrian
concourse and l.u Silverdale Way. The southern and eastern portions of the mall site will
contain iping and p ian features that physically and visually connect the mall
1o Silverdale Way and the greater downtown Silverdale area to the south and southeast,
providing slgnl{'tant private/public community gathering places.

24  Building Configurations & Types .
25  Open Space Patterns
Chapter 3. Old Town District...
an Physical Identity Elamma and Oppommhes
3.2  Design Intent
33  Design Principles ..
34  Design Actions...
Chapter 4. Bucklin Hill Cermr Dlnrlct
4.1 Physical Identity Elements and Opportunities ...
42  Design Intent ..
43  Design Pﬂnupl-u-s..
44  Design Actions......
4.A.1 Siverdale Community Campus ...
Chapter 5. Clear Creek Village District. .
5.1 Physical Identify Elements and Oppam.mllnas
52  Design Intent ..
Design Prlnclphas

. yS ti

6.2  Designintent........

6.3  Design Principles ..

64  Design Actions...

Chapter 7. West Hill Neighbo ood
71 Physical Identify Elements and [mmmhes
T2 Design Inent ..
T3 Design P'nrlupm_...
74 Design Actions.........

Chapter 8. Northeast Business District .
8.1 Physical Identify Elements and Opportunities
8.2  Designintent.......
8.3  Design Principles ..
84  Design Actions......

Chapter 9. Waterfront District......... “
2.1 Physical Identify Elamanis and E)|:pnrtun|l|as
9.2  Design Intent

Silverdabe Design Standards i
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6.3 Design Principles
A. Kitsap Mall will expand its pedestrian/ s.huppmh concourse in at least three
directions (north, east, south) asa bined enclosed/open shopping “street”
connecting directly to Silverdale Way, thap Mall Boulevard/Silverdale Way
intersection area, and Randall Way.
. Kitsap Mall will incorporate a community green space or village square at the
southeast portion of the site as a part of mixed-use expansion.
C. Kitsap Mall will incorporaie a village square along its Kitsap Mall Boulevard and
Silverdale Way edges.

=

6.4 Design Actions
6.4.1 COMPOSITIONAL STRUCTURE

A. Kitsap Mall will expand to form a cross shape extending to adjacent arterials and
infilled with new mixcq‘-us«' and parking structures.

B. The pedestrian concourse will serve as a physical circulation spine that connects
the existing concourse i new and ouilying enclosed and open pedesirian
walkways and community green spaces.

C. Community green spaces will occur at the southeasterly section along Kitsap Mall
Boulevard and Silverdale Way, with direct access and connection to the arterial
and sidewalks, and at the easterly entrance o the mall, providing a significant
front yard private/public gathering area.

D. Parking structures could be accommodated along the western and northwesiern
sides of the mall with direct connection to the pedestrian concourse.

E. At least one major landscaped formal entry drive shall connect the mall complex
to Silverdale Way.

Design Elements -Intent, Standards, Guidelines

6.4.2 BUILDING ORIENTATION, HEIGHTS & TYPE

A. Buildings should be oriented to a combined enclosed/open pedestrian concourse
and new interior block driving lanes, which expand the pedestrian and vehicular
movement patterns within the mall.

. Buildings should be oriented around community green space(s), especially along

the southern and eastern portions of u.e mall site.

C. New, or rec ings in the RC zone will have a maximum
base height of 35 feet, with an approved height increase not to exceed 63 feet
except where authorized by Kitsap County Code. Building types vary from large
commercial buildings to stacked multi-story office and residential buildings.

6.4.3 OPEN SPACE & PEDESTRIAN CIRCULATION
A. At least two community green spaces shall be located along the south and east
edges of the mall
B. Each green space shall be a leisure or lingering space related directly to adjacent
shops and serve as a “town square.”
C. Smaller pedestrian plazas and resting places shall be located throughout the
¥ byap and collector sidewalks,

6.4.4 STREETS & PARKING
See the Bucklin Hill Center Design District Guidelines, Sections 4.3 and 4.4.2

For buildings outside of the Kitsap Mall boundaries:

A. Mixed-use and town or village centers will apply the same guidelines as outlined
in the Bucklin Hill Center Design District, Chapter 4.

B. New, deled or figured buildings in the RC zone will have a maximum
base height of 35 feet, with an approved height increase not to exceed 65 feet.
Commercial buildings will have a transparent front fagade on the ground floor
facing the main street, which should compose a minimum of 50% of the width of

Vision: Document
references “Silverdale
Downtown” but unclear
what area/boundary of
the districts this applies
to.

N\
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of the descriptive text
can be retained if

the front fagade.
C. Commercial buildings will have main pedestrian entry facing front yard or main
street. Il
D. C ial buildings will have a land d front yard setback of 20 feet with

the following exception:

a. Front yard setbacks may be less than 20 feet if an outdoor or enclosed
pedestrian space is provided along the front fagade between the building
and the public sidewalk, not to be less than B feet in depth, for use as
outdoor dining, ctc.

b. Commercial buildings facing onio a local sireet connector have no froni or
side yard setback requirements, but should have a transparent front fagade
facing that street not less than 50% of the front fagade width.

m

. Storage facilities adjacent to residential arcas will provide a decorative wall a
minimum of & feet high or a landscaped minimum setback of 12 feet in width,
with trees.

desired, but can be
refined or simplified to
support clearly defined,
consolidated districts

Figure 4-3 Village Example

Figure 3-2 Smaller-Scale Development

usee slide 10).

ﬂExisting Content: Much \

J

Supporting Visuals:
Existing images are
largely conceptual and
could be strengthened
with more form-based,
diagrams.

J




Desigh Standards Updates

Considerations/Recommendations:

A

= Rethink Design Districts: Consolidate existing districts into 3-4 <

/Why? )

broader districts.

= Streamline Framework: Update and reorganize the overall document
framework to align with the Regional Center Plan Update and UGA
goals.

= Clarify Design Elements (Standards vs. Guidelines)
= Clearly separate and define Standards (required) vs. Guidelines
(interpretive).
= Define clear, form-based minimum standards: establish a consistent set
of site and building design requirements for all non-single-family
developmentin the Regional Center and eliminate redundant or unclear
descriptive text.
= Organize by key standards/guideline categories:
= Building orientation and frontages
= Site layout (including future circulation connections)
= Building form and design
= Organize standards at two levels:
= Districts—wide (baseline requirements)
= Consolidated district-specific

\_

Simplify requirements by grouping areas with similar desired
development patterns, function, and adjacency

Improve connectivity and relationships between areas

Align with the Regional Center Plan Update, County and UGA goals
for housing and development, and support a more cohesive urban
design framework and development pattern overall /

A

\_

~

Why?

Improve clarity and usability of the document

Distinguish what should be codified vs. what remains as design
guidance

Create a more predictable and efficient development review
process

J

~

Why?

a

Enable integration into municipal code for consistency and ease of
use as needed

Reduce subjectivity and improve predictability in review

Allow district-specific standards to focus on unique conditions
rather than duplicating baseline requirements

J




Rethinking Design Districts



Districts Consolidation (Draft)
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Current: The guidelines use

Silverdale’s unique amenities to

£

Silverdale Design District

[ | Buckiin Hill Center
I cicar Creek village

o [ Kitsap Mall Center

I northeast Business Park
I oid Town Center District
- Provost Commercial District
- Waaga Way Town Center

[ waterfront District

[ | west Hill Neighborhood

guide design intent, organized
into nine districts focused on
area-specific physical
features.

Downtown Center
Downtown General

Downtown Transitior

Neighborhood
General

Waaga Way TC

Provost Commerical

% Hospital Campus
& Overlay

§ Clear Creek Overlay

OldTown Overlay

'\Q\:

Proposed Approach: Shiftto a
Development/Intensity Transition model
with special overlays. Districts are
consolidated to six, grouped by compatible
development transitions,
function/relationships, and character, with
shared standards and targeted overlays.

Proposed Silverdale Design Districts

Clear Creek Overlay -
Boundary to be
determined

Updated Approach (Preferred): Further
consolidate to four districts organized by
compatible development transitions,
function/relationships, and shared
standards, with key overlay focused
primarily on areas around Clear Creek.

10



Proposed Design Districts (Draft)

Proposed Silverdale Design Districts

r i =

Intended to be the most
intensive of the Silverdale
Regional Center Design
Districts in terms of land use
and urban form. The
transformative nature of its
long-term redevelopmentis
critical to achieving many of
the policy goals outlined the
Comprehensive Plan, and as
a Regional Center for
employment and population.
Developmentin this district
supports long-term
redevelopment goals
outlined in the Regional
Center Plan, emphasizing a
vibrant mix of uses, housing
density, walkability, and a
strong public realm that
anchors the Regional Center.

Intended to facilitate the
long-term incremental
transformation of the area
into a more connected,
mixed-use, transit-supportive
network of neighborhood
centers, with a greater focus
on community-oriented
goods and services, and a
combination of mixed-use
and moderate density
residential building types.
The district is anchored
by/adjacent to key
community assets such as
schools, the transit center,
and waterfront parks and
amenities.

Intended as campus-style
environment that integrates
medical, office, retail, and
institutional uses within a
cohesive setting.
Development emphasizes a
“campus park” character,
incorporating natural
features such as wooded
areas and topography into
site design. Buildings are
arranged within landscaped
open spaces and supported
by amenities such as plazas,
boulevards, and parking
areas designed to
complement the overall
environment.

O Clear Creek Overlay - Boundary to be determined

Focuses on the preservation
and enhancement of existing
buildings and the historic
character of the area.
Development and
redevelopmentrespect
established block patterns,
architectural context, and the
traditional relationship
between buildings and the
street. New and modified
development maintains
pedestrian-oriented
streetscapes. Natural
features, including shoreline
areas and creeks, are
protected and incorporated
as defining elements of the
district’s identity.

The Clear Creek Overlay establishes design standards and guidance for development and redevelopment along the west
side and immediate east side of the Clear Creek riparian corridor. Development within this overlay emphasizes a trail-
oriented pattern, with a mix of residential and compatible uses connected by continuous pedestrian pathways and a fine-
grained local street network. The creek corridor is treated as a central open space amenity and defining design feature.
New and reconfigured residential development is oriented toward the creek, creating visual and physical connections
between private open spaces and the riparian corridor. Commercial development is oriented toward adjacent local streets
while maintaining strong pedestrian linkages to the creek and trail system. All development within the overlay must balance
site design with the protection and enhancement of the creek’s natural systems, ensuring that ecological functions and
riparian character are preserved as integral components of the built environment.

11



Defining the “Urban Core”

Proposed Silverdale Design Districts

Previous Standards Document

= The prior standards refer broadly to “Downtown Silverdale,” but do not
clearly define what area constitutes “Downtown.” The document may
effectively apply this label to all nine districts collectively, creating
ambiguity in how each district relates to the overall framework.

= At the same time, the document establishes distinct and detailed
guidelines for each of the nine districts. This dual approach treating the
area as a single “Downtown” while also prescribing district-specific
standards creates confusion and can make the development
framework feel complex and difficult to navigate, particularly from an
incentive and implementation standpoint.

= While the Regional Center functions as the area’s primary commercial
and activity hub and could conceptually be understood as a
“downtown,” it currently does not operate as a cohesive, compact, and
walkable center as defined by Community vision and goals. A clearer
framework is needed to support development patterns that reinforce
el #' centralized working, shopping, and activity areas connected by transit
- and pedestrian networks.

Proposed Approach

= The proposed approach simplifies the overall framework by shifting
away from the “Downtown” designation and instead focusing on the
Regional Center as a system of distinct but interconnected districts.
This reframing emphasizes each district’s intended urban character,
function, transitions, and relationships, while still supporting a
cohesive and integrated whole.



Proposed Update: Suggested
Reorganization/Framing



Reorganization Framework (Draft)
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Silverdale Design Standands i

-Applies the districtwide framework to individual district contexts
-Provides tailored guidance based on local character, conditions, and
opportunities

Districts Wide Framework

‘Establishes the overall vision for the Regicnal Center and UGA
-Defines existing and planned street, open space, and circulation
networks
-Sets general development standards and design principles
applicakble to all districts
-Addresses relationships between districts, downtown connectivity,
and pedestrian and vehicle movement
-Guides overall urban form, scale, and spatial organization

1

|

District-Specific Standards and Special Overlays

‘Includes special overlay areas with additional requirements or
incentives

Why?

Establish clearly defined and
form-based, bulk and dimensional
standards that can be readily
codified and consistently applied
Distinguish between mandatory
standards and flexible guidelines
to reduce ambiguity

Improve clarity, navigation, and
predictability within the
development review process

(Re) Development/Design Standards Design Guidelines

-Regulates building mass, bulk, height, setbacks, frontage and site
layout

-Establishes clear, measurable requirements for development
-Addresses landscaping, parking, access, and service areas
-Ensures consistency and predictability in project review
Implements and supports the Design Guidelines through
enfarceable standards

and sense of place

experiential qualities

‘Community-oriented design principles that shape district identity
Interpret the community vision through visual, spatial, and

-Address streetscape design, public spaces, and landscape character
‘Guide architectural style, materials, colors, and fagade articulation
‘Promote high-quality, cohesive, and context-sensitive aesthetics
‘Encourage creativity, craftsmanship, and distinctive design

6 LA O I

14




Standards vs Guidelines

Definition

Purpose

Scope

Flexibility
Language
Indicator

Enforcement

Outcome

Development/Design Standards

Mandatory requirements that regulate
building and site design.

Ensure consistency, compliance, and
enforce district-specific regulations.

Mass, bulk, height, landscaping,
setbacks, and other district-specific
requirements.

Low — strict compliance required.

“Will,” “must,” “shall” — denote

obligation.

Legally or administratively enforceable;
non-compliance may result in permit
denial.

Consistent, predictable, and code-
compliant development.

Design Guidelines

Flexible recommendations that interpret the
design intent.

Encourage creative, context-sensitive solutions
while maintaining overall design vision.

Aesthetic, functional, and contextual
considerations; interpretive design intent.

High - allows multiple approaches and
innovative solutions.

“Could,” “can,” “should” — indicate preference
or recommendation.

Advisory; non-compliance does not typically
prevent approval but may affect design quality.

High-quality, contextually appropriate, and
visually appealing development.



Examples

Design Standards

Building placement: Buildings shall be
located at the front property line or within
5 feet of it.

Height: Minimum 3 stories; maximum 65
feet.

Transparency: Ground-floor fagades
shall provide at least 60% transparent
glazing between 2-10 feet above grade.
Entrances: A primary entrance shall face
the primary street frontage.

Parking location: Off-street parking shall
be located behind or to the side of

buildings; front yard parking is prohibited.

Facade articulation: Blank wall
segments shall not exceed 25 feet in
length without an offset of at least 2 feet.

Design Guidelines

Building placement: Buildings should align
with the street edge to reinforce a continuous
street wall.

Height and massing: Taller elements should
be placed toward the center of the site to
reduce perceived bulk.

Transparency: Ground floors should include
ample glazing to support active, engaging
frontages.

Entrances: Entries should be clearly visible
and emphasized with architectural features
such as canopies or recesses.

Parking design: Parking areas should be
screened with landscaping or low walls to
minimize visual impact.

Facade design: Building fagades should
incorporate variation in materials, colors, and
architectural elements to create visual
interest.

Developments at intersections shall emphasize its unique aspect with
two or more of the following methods:

Placement of the primary entry.

Articulation at a minimum of 30 feet intervals.
Towers.

Plazas.

Distinctive roof forms.

~® o0 o0

Other architectural features.

Options format (can be structured for both
Standards and guidelines)
Example: Manchester Village Commercial District




Districts-wide Framework



Districts-wide Framework

Connectivity Challenges (noted in existing document)

Connectivity Opportunities (noted in existing document)

* Major arterials in Silverdale function as barriers
rather than connectors, with wide five-lane roads
and limited safe, comfortable pedestrian access.

* Shopping centers and plazas are isolated
“islands,” set back from arterials and surrounded
by large parking lots with few connections to
nearby parcels.

* Old Town is a small, contained peninsula oriented
to Dyes Inlet, bounded by Silverdale Way and
Bucklin Hill Road.

* The West Hill neighborhood is separated from the
“urban core” by a steep rise in topography along its
eastern edge.

* Clear Creek and its riparian area form both a
boundary and a connecting open space elementin
a triangular shape north to south, affecting the
Kitsap Mall Center, Clear Creek area, Northeast
Business, waterfront, and portions of Old Town
Districts.

* The waterfront edge of Dyes Inlet is a visual
connector as well as partial physical connector for
the Old Town and Waterfront Districts.

* Significant land now providing surface parking
could provide a future development opportunity to
infilland connect development throughout the
Center.




Districts-wide Framework

= Street/Circulation Network
= Current:

The major arterial street network consists of Silverdale Way as the primary
north to south route, with Kitsap Mall Boulevard/Clear Creek Road providing
north-south access north of Ridgetop Boulevard; Bucklin Hill Road-Anderson
Road and Ridgetop Boulevard provide the east-west routes with interior
downtown connections provided by Randall Way, Mickleberry Road, and NW
Myhre Road.

With the exception of Old Town and the West Hill neighborhood, the
predominant development pattern is in the form of superblocks, mostly
occupied by paved surface parking lots, some of which are used as
“connectors,” in-lieu-of formally dedicated public right-of-ways.

» Envisioned:

As large parcels are incrementally redeveloped, provisions for dedicated
public right-of-ways will be made to allow for new development directly
fronting minor arterials and local collector roads, improving access and
connectivity, with enhanced pedestrian amenities.

Silverdale Regional Center: Planning Framework and Concepts
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Trail-Oriented Development:
~| Promote development that
orients towards the trail and
riparian corridor as an amenity.

Kitsap Mall - Silverdale Way:
Encourage vibrant mixed-use
and Main Street development
connecting the Mall and along
Silverdale Way. N = ! \ﬁj‘., Ty L000,
P~ =N e L S S

( | Hospital - Transit Center:

Support campus
development, workforce
housing and transit-
oriented development.

Supportincremental
development along
Silverdale Way with active
frontages and multimodal
connections to Old Town.
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Silverdale Regional Center: Planning Framework and Concepts
e " L

.| Trail-Oriented Development:
~| Promote development that
orients towards the trail and
riparian corridor as an amenity.

Districts-wide Framework

Kitsap Mall - Silverdale Way:
Encourage vibrant mixed-use
and Main Street development
connecting the Mall and along ;
i Silverdale Way. A r \u’«q ,fj’f T,

( | Hospital - Transit Center:
Supportincremental Support campus
u Open Space development along development, workforce
Silverdale Way with active housing and transit-
™ C urre nt: frontages and multimodal oriented development.
connections to Old Town. <
= QOpen space consists primarily of natural areas and watercourses protected \ T . i|: + PN,
from development by existing environmental regulations, but with limited strengthen connections | . T, 'l‘h,aelMedicalv‘éenter
means of ensured public access and/or leveraged amenity value, and “angle- i’g‘n‘f;i';ﬁ;gzgis and RS * / Transit Genter
. . o ’ ~‘ s
of repose” graded areas designed to accommodate large changes in ground | key activity nodes. E== v *
elevations, while providing no practical aesthetic or recreational value. 1 [
- E .« . d g Central Kit s alwand Primarily residential
. " _Central Kitsap [
nvisionea: = Middle School = J area with potential

= Aninterconnected network of pedestrian walkways, and public frontages - A’ ik : g U
.. . .. oy w1 e s s
providing improved access and connectivity with improved local street " Y i o NI R

network and mixed-use development, including new higher-density residential
building types, and an integral network of formal public spaces in a variety of
sizes and settings.

Old Town - North to 55 f Ay ey N - ; ,,,,, e Promote incremental mixed-
NW Bucklin Hill Rd: | ‘ ‘ use development with mid-
Encourage small block connections to create a
to mid-scale infill more walkable block pattern.
development and
invest in the public
realm and waterfront.

Legend

5 s Priority Multimodal Corridors
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e Waterfront Development and

Il Trail-Oriented Development Connections (conceptual)
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Silverdale Regional Center: Planning Framework and Concepts

Districts-wide Framework

Kitsap Mall - Silverdale Way: R “‘\ -Igl;ztgtgednetveet:o?;‘:ee:?:g:m.
ERGEIRERISIIMBGL LEs orients towards the trail and
and Main Street development el A .
connecting the Mall and along riparian corridor as an amenity.
Silverdale Way. N = ! \ﬁj‘., Ty L000,
g =N e L S S

( 4 | Hospital - Transit Center:
. - Supportincremental s 4 S t
= Buildings/Development development along €= e e e
Silverdale Way with active V4 \ housing and transit-
| C u rre nt frontages and multimodal g < 1/ 7 oriented development.
connections to Old Town. Kitsap Maui:* I eft=T TN /AN =
= The development type or pattern is suburban in nature, i.e., dispersed, single- \ T ik | :“ R BN A
use buildings with adjacent surface parking lots, most with individual access T —— B T i ol metiioal Elntar.
L | - i
drives from arterials, with buildings set back from the streets and sidewalks. gngjqizi;*;‘;‘s’:;s [ ‘ *  /transitcenter
fle ’ | ] '
= E nV'Sloned : Lkey activity nodes. : = |: '*'
i : = I
= New development will be in the form of mixed-use, multi-story buildings i "k\; e s isead <1 —
. . . . . . . . ha i Y B 7 ’ Pri il idential
fronting directly on attractive, pedestrian-friendly public right-of-ways, ideally Bbiodo sonacy 1 g = 1rea with potential
with on-street parking and active ground floor commercial uses, and a diverse Bet L T e Vel I s
assortment of higher-density residential building types, providing greater o Cﬁg‘::t';{ =1 - T :
market-rate options for a range of housing needs and affordability. Off-street a4 i - iy e ‘ = C ] ' Promote incremental mixed-

use development with mid-
#| block connections to create a
sl more walkable block pattern.

parking will be placed alongside or, ideally, behind all buildings, or in mid-
block parking decks. Where existing land-uses continue to require large areas
of surface parking in the near-term, shallow depth/horizontal “liner buildings”

NW Bucklin Hill Rd:
Encourage small
to mid-scale infill
development and

"""""""""

S
invest in the public '
can provide an interim form of enhanced land-utilization/revenue, while [ealmand WatsrTont: : —-—
. . . . 1
addressing policy mandates for improved pedestrian frontages. ’
i s Priority Multimodal Corridors
’
/I, o Ridgetop - Kitsap Mall Boulevard corridor (SR 3 to SR 303)
4
it G Silverdale Way - Potential for future multimodal investments to
P support main street development.
Silverdale
WATEHTSAEPATR @® NW Buckin Hill Road
* o Conceptual Recommendations/Visions
FUtureF':::; mmmm Local Street Network -* Community Asset
== mm Potential Connections * Institutional Anchor
Figure 0.7 Silverdale Regional Center - Urban — .
Design Eramework & Concepts l‘_’l 1/4 mile walk radius Green Space
Infill Node Development (conceptual) — Trail/Development Connection
(conceptual)

Example Infill Development
e Waterfront Development and

|
Il Trail-Oriented Development Connections (conceptual)

Regional Center Boundary
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Suggested Districts-wide Maps to Guide Standards

Recommended: (to help integrated

Street Circulation & Planned Connections Block Frontage types
areas/connections as development as it occurs)

Fig. 12.48.200. Canyon Park Subarea street network, streetscape R F l R . |. C t t t d . '. t,
classifications, and planned through-block connections. Fig. 12.48.305. Canyon Park block frontage designations map. . Orma‘ ize a Regional Len gr stree al“l CII’CI.:I ation map,
including planned connections (coordinate with Public
Works).

. Work with staff and property owners to refine and map
conceptual connections especially for large
redevelopment sites (e.g., Costco block, the Kitsap Mall)
based on the conceptual connections already shown in
current standards document and the Regional Center plan.

.....

¥ . Establish maximum block size standards to guide future
" redevelopment of large blocks.
¢ ¢ IF Sl | . Provide design options for connection types and clarify
LS = | whether they must be public streets meeting full standards
"""" ’ or may include private/internal connections (e.g., walkways,

alleys, shared streets).

e 1 _l—‘ . Define frontage standards along through-block
connections, including ground-floor uses, setbacks, facade
transparency, and blank wall requirements.

o % % GEMies m— Primary  eseses Through-block connection

0 o B % o g % Mies Core streets Other “ e M S S— ¥
o - rimary e Through-block connection T Secondary 48 Heniloliy
0 600 1200 2,400 Feet s Other streets — Trail 0 500 4200 4400 Rest cateey _Qii e|e ome
N Highway/Arterial = === Proposed trail Undesignated 12l .
Dashed lines indicate proposed = === Proposed trail Ot h er:

road or connection where a specifi

Canyon Park Canyon Park
[ sibarea block frontage type applies (] Saryon

. Open space and trails map for the Center to align existing
and planned green/public space network (coordinate with

Example: Bothell Canyon Park Subarea
Parks Department).

(integrated into municipal code)
. Underlying zoning map/table for districts.



Suggested Districts-wide Exhibits to Guide Standards

Street Circulation & Planned Connections

Fig. 12.48.200. Canyon Park Subarea street network, streetscape
classifications, and planned through-block connections.

204STSE 2

08P s¢

25DRSE

i €

T

.......

31-AVE SE:

3CTSE

9 W WEMes Core streets Other
“ W Primary  eeeses Through-block connection
0 600 1,200 2,400 Feet mmm— Other streets e Traiil

W Highway/Arterial ===« Proposed trail

e
Example: Bothell Canyon Park Subarea

(integrated into municipal code)

—

Fig. 12.48.220.E.1. Cross-section of streetscape regulations for
other streetscapes when featuring a primary/storefront block

frontage design.

' 14 i 0 ¥ 14 e 1

*Whare a planting strip iz used {imstead of treas in grates), the planting strip nust ba at least 5 wide.

MOTE: Adjustmants to the streetscape regubitions may be required to by the city to conform to transportation
chapter of the Canyon Park Subarea Plan.

Fig. 12.48.220.E.2. Streetscape cross-section for other
streetscapes when featuring a stoop or landscaped setback.

Fmn oF me

F e F e
* Sidewalks must be at least & wide in the following zones: OR-H, OR-M, AMU-H, and E-M. In all ather zones,
sidewalks must be at least & wide.
NOTE Adpstments to the streetscape regulations may be required by the city to conform to transportation
hapter of the Canyon Park Subares Plan.

Fig. 12.48.230.F.2. Cross-section of minimum regulations for
a woonerf design through-block connection.

40’ Combined
Easement

Access to

Recommended:

Can cross reference existing Street
Standards (Public Works)

And/or create standards for Regional
Center Street segments i.e. standards for
new through-block connections
throughout the Center.



Suggested Districts-wide Exhibits to Guide Standards

Block Frontage types

Fig. 12.48.305. Canyon Park block frontage designations map.

commy

STSE@ = m e,

L 2T

3Sua I

FAVE SEm 7

0 * o g PaiMies w—— Primary < eeeses Through-block connection
[ 4 e ———— Secondary an wighvisiiity
0 600 1,200 2,400 Feet Gateway NP sueetcomer

s Tralil

~—— Undesignated
= === Proposed trail

Dashed lines indicate proposed
road or connection where a specifi -
block frontage type applies i gsgggeg a

Example: Bothell Canyon Park Subarea

Table 12.48.300. Summary of key block frontage types.

Permitted Frontage

Details

Primary

= Mo new ground-level parking adjacent
to the street.

» Special transparency, weather
protection, and eniry requi its.

= Minimum commercial space height
and depth.

* No ground-floor residential uses
except for live/work units on select
storefront-designated blocks where the
storefront space meets height and
depth regulations.

Secondary

OR

Storefront or landscape frontages
allowed

= Ground-level parking must not be
visible from the sireet.

= Landscaping to soften facades of
nonstorefronts and buffer parking areas.
= Minimum facade transparency
requirements per use and setback.

Gateway

allowed

» Emphasizes “secondary” block
frontage regulations for buildings at
intersections, but emphasizes the
“undesignated” block frontage
regulations between intersections to
allow greater flexibility.

Undesignated

OR

Storefronts are optional in mixed-use
zones, otherwise frontages with
landscaped setbacks are emphasized

= Flexible parking lot location
regulations.
* Landscaping to soften facades of

= Minimum facade transparency
requirements per use and setback.

nonstorefronts and buffer parking areas.

Fig. 12.48.320.A. Primary block frontage vision and key

regulations.
‘Weather protection: Ener
At least 3" minimum depth "FF . ¥: et
minimum along 75% of facade \\ / Facing stree
Height: —_

14" minimum
floor to floor

Windows/
transparency:
At least 70% of
facade between
30" and 10'

Fig. 12.48.330.C. Acceptable examples of possible
setback departures.

The apartmient bulidieg (el image) inchudes 3 strest sethack of about §-5-feet and features 3 landscape planter, 3 elevared
grourd-level, and ganarows window transparency. The elavated-stoop frontages (nght image) b another accepable reduced
setback departure example. The combination of ndscaping elements, fagade wansparency. low fencing, amd fagade marerals
and detailing help 1o creqte an eflective transition between the public and private realm



District-specific Standards:
Example Framework - Urban Core



Updated Document Structure (Draft)

Proposed Silverdale Design Districts

1. Purpose and Approach S i— /Y v
1.1 Development and Design Standards !
1.2 Organization
1.3 Standards vs. Guidelines
1.4 Kitsap County Code
1.5 How to Use this Document

Urban Transition

2. Districts Wide Framework
2.1 Big Picture
2.2 Design Districts Map
2.3 Design Districts and Overlays
2.4 Districts-wide Standards and
Considerations

3. Districts - Specific Standards and
Guidelines
3.1 Urban Core
3.2 Urban Transition
3.3 Medical District
3.4 Old Town
3.5 Clear Creek Overlay

Clear Creek Overlay -
Boundary to be
determined




Example: Urban Core (Draft)

3. Districts - Specific Standards and Guidelines
3.1.1 Map (highlighting applicable area)
e 3.1.2 Physical Identity Elements & Opportunities
3.1.3 Design Intent (goals, principles)
3.1.4 Design Action (bulk regulations, specific standards, guidelines)

The area designated as the Urban Core extends roughly from the
—p  Silverdale Way/SR 303 interchange, south to Bucklin Hill Road, extending
approximately 1,000 ft to the west, and 800 feet to the east, of Silverdale
Way. The area is composed primarily of low-density, surface parked,
single-use retail and commercial buildings, with some hospitality, civic,
and community recreational uses and facilities. This area has some of the
largest concentrations of under-utilized land and under-performing real
estate, providing opportunities for new, higher-density infill development,
including both public and private open space, and enhanced street and
pedestrian connectivity, including access to regional-scale natural
features and amenities.

Propased Silverdale Design Districts

27



Example: Urban Core (Draft)

Propased Silverdale Design Districts

3. Districts - Specific Standards and Guidelines
3.1.1 Map (highlighting applicable area)
3.1.2 Physical Identity Elements & Opportunities
P 3.1.3 Design Intent (goals, principles)
3.1.4 Design Action (bulk regulations, specific standards, guidelines)

* Aninterconnected network of infill blocks and local streets will provide through-
access within new mixed-use developments organized around public open spaces.
These developments will add residential and office uses to existing retail,
incorporate civic or cultural uses where feasible, and expand a pedestrian-oriented
open space system that connects parking areas, retail, and other destinations.

* Upper-level housing and office uses will support ground-floor retail while creating a
transition between the Urban Core and the Urban Transition/Medical districts. This
includes improved pedestrian connections to and across Clear Creek to maintain b
consistent, walkable block sizes throughout the Regional Center. = . i '1“5“%5,55“‘5'.;.-'

* Within the Urban Core, Kitsap Mall will expand its pedestrian shopping concourse
in at least three directions (north, east, and south) as a combined indoor/outdoor
“shopping street.” These connections will link directly to Silverdale Way and
adjacent arterials and include a central green or town square at the interface
between the mall and surrounding infill development.

» Existing surface parking lot drive aisles will be reconfigured to meet public street
and pedestrian standards where they connect primary mall entrances to the
surrounding street network. Interim infill strategies may include outparcel and liner
buildings to reinforce a continuous pedestrian environment and maintain strong
frontages along primary arterials, pending full redevelopment.




Example: Urban Core (Draft)

3. Districts - Specific Standards and Guidelines

3.1.1 Map (highlighting applicable area)

3.1.2 Physical Identity Elements & Opportunities
= 3.1.3 Design Intent (goals, principles) Mall-Creek Area Concept
3.1.4 Design Action (bulk regulations, specific standards, guidelines) B Future nfil Development

l Trail Oriented Development

B Activoted Open Spoce

* In addition to the Kitsap Mall, former, or substantially improved shopping plazas
— and L should be converted to mixed-use centers, at intervals equivalent to a 5-
minute walking radius (1/2 mile, center-to-center) linked by a continuous local
“main street” network with enhanced pedestrian crossings at all major arterial
crossings, for each side of Silverdale Way, providing clearly defined on-site
vehicular circulation, connecting on-site parking areas to major arterials and
adjacent districts where feasible.

* Local service street access to perimeter arterials will be coordinated with adjacent
and nearby developments as development, comprised of 2-to-4 story buildings,
incrementally occurs,

* Pedestrian walkways, sidewalks, and other paths will provide a continuous
pedestrian connection from on-site facilities to parking, adjacent public streets and
nearby developments, and public open space in the form of small pocket-parks, \ Y o _
attached greens and plazas, or larger squares, at a minimum ratio of XX percent of Figure 2.18. Conceptual Rendering Mall-Creek area
all net-developable land, or portion thereof, excluding streets and sidewalks, at
intervals not to exceed % mile.

* Housing or office units will be mixed with retail uses, either stacked above or
clustered next to retail and front directly on a public right -of-way or equivalent, with
parking areas located to the rear and accessed through secondary frontages.



Example: Urban Core (Draft)

3. Districts — Specific Standards and Guidelines

3.1.1 Map (highlighting applicable area)
3.1.2 Physical Identity Elements & Opportunities
3.1.3 Design Intent (goals, principles)
r—3.1.4 Design Action (bulk regulations, specific standards, guidelines)

e Bulk Regulations
* Site Development Standards
—_— * Land Use
* Allowable Building Types
* Building Heights
* Building Orientation
* Allowed Frontage Types Ideally, these standards should be objective,

» Setbacks (Front, Side, Rear, Alley) . . .
« Max. Building Length using measurable dimensions or clear yes/no

* Frontage Coverage criteria, and codified for enforcement. A table
* Provision of Outdoor Space o i .
- Parking Type format provides a simple, clear way to

* Parking Standards by Use present them (see example on the following
* Architectural Standards

- Building Disposition slides). Note: Staff to work with stakeholders

* Building Articulation to reflne llst
* Ground Floor Transparency

* Design Guidelines (Flexible weighted)
» Street and Block Standards
* Redevelopment Standards (Trigger Threshold)




Example: Urban Core - Standards Tables (Draft)

Site Development Standards

District Requirements

Site Development Standards

District Requirements

Site Development Standards

District Requirements

1. Land Use

TBD

2. Allowable Building Types (Residential/Mixed-use)

2.1. Multi-family/Mixed-Use Block
2.2. Multi-family Block

2.3. Apartment Building

2.4. Live-work Unit

2.5. Single/Mixed-use Liner Building*
3. Building Heights

3.1 Minimum Building

3.2 Maximum Building Height

4. Building Orientation

4.1 Main Entrance must face Primary Frontage

5. Allowed Frontage Types
5.1 Shopfront w/awning
5.2 Corner Entry

5.3 Gallery

5.4 Arcade

5.5 Forecourt

5.6 Stoop

6. Front Yard Setback

6.1 minimum

6.2 maximum

7. Side-yard Setback

7.1 minimum

7.2. maximum

8. Rear-yard Setback

8.1 minimum

9. Alley Setback

9.1 minimum

10. Maximum Building Length
10.1 maximum

11. Frontage Coverage

32 Floors and 3520’
5 Floors and 65’ 85” max.

12’

0’ (adj. building per Code)
5'

5'

5/

300

11.1 maximum

12. Build-to-Corner

12.1. Required

13. Provision of Outdoor Space
13.1. Percentage of Parcel Size

13.2. Minimum Parcel size Threshold
13.3. Civic Space Types Permitted

. 13.3.1.1. Park

° 13.3.1.2. Square

. 13.3.1.3. Plaza

14. Parking Type

14.1. Surface Lot — front

14.2. Surface Lot — side

14.3. Surface Lot — rear

14.4. Parking Structure exposed
14.5. Parking Structure wrapped
14.6. Parking Structure underground

Max 100%

TBD
TBD

Not Allowed
TBD
Permitted
TBD
Permitted
Permitted

15. Parking Standards by Use

15.1. Retail

1 per 250 sf
15.2. Office 1 per 300 sf
15.3. Lodging 1 per room
15.4. Residential MF 1.8/unit
15.5. Civic-Cultural 1 per 250

16. Architectural Standards
16.1. Building Disposition
16.1.1. Edge yard
16.1.2 Side yard

not permitted

Not permitted

. 16.1.3 Rear yard permitted
° 16.1.4 Court yard permitted
16.2. Building Articulation max. 100 ft

16.3. Ground Floor Glazing min. 60 percent

16.4. Parking location

16.4.1 Rear Third of Property, behind Principal
Building

17. Design Guidelines
17.1. Flexible, weighted standards

permitted

Provide Base, Middle,

17.2. Vertical Massing:
Top

17.3 Examples:
a) Upper story setback.
a) Enhanced Building/Facade articulation
a) Including a porch, deck, or covered entry.
a) Including a balcony or bay window.
a) Changes in roofline including dormers, gables or

other roof features
a) Provision of pedestrian-oriented open spaces

along the building facade.
a) Providing enhanced pedestrian-level facade

detailing
18. Street & Block Standards
18.1. Maximum Parcel/Block perimeter 1,800 ft
18.2. Maximum Intersection spacing
3 18.2.1 Short Side 300 ft
. 18.2.2 Long Side 600 ft
° 18.2.3 Max Block Area before mandatory Public

ROW req T80
19. Street Standards TBD
20. Re-Development Standards Trigger Thresholds
20.1. Maximum Disturbed Area TBD
20.2. Percentage of Overall Site area for Proposed o
Redevelopment (min. existing site area)
20.3. Percentage Value of Proposed Improvements 50%

31
I



Example: Standards Tables with Images

R-10

A. Site Dimensions

A2 width (min) T M A

B. Lot Dimensions
Bl  Area(min) 1,500sf  1,200sf  1,050sf

Building/Structure Setbacks
L Fromprimarystreet(min) 9O

B2
=
Cc3
c4
c4

Grﬁl g'.ﬂrﬁ'

__From side lot line (min])

A' or 4" or 4" or
20 min 20'min_20'min

From alley, garage only (min)

Parking Setbacks

From side street (min)

D4 From rear lot line (min) 3 3 3

F1  Principal building (max)

E. Build-to (Site)

E1  Primary street build-to (min/mazx) 1055 10'/55'
_E2 _ Building width in primary build-to (min) _~ 70%  70%

F. Height
45"/ 45'/
~3stories 3 stories

G. Ground Floor Elevation

G1 Within build-to {min) 2 2

Gl Outsdeofpuidtofmn) O 0

H. Pedestrian Access
Street-facing entrance required for units

.. fronting the street

P b —
e B SO0 e e

Balcony

Source: Seth Harry & Associates

10'/55'
0%

45'f
3 stories

See Sec. 1.5.4.D “Building Setbacks” for specific building element requirements.
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Example: Urban Core (Draft)

3. Districts - Specific Standards and Guidelines
3.1.1 Map (highlighting applicable area)
3.1.2 Physical Identity Elements & Opportunities
3.1.3 Design Intent (goals, principles)

r—3.1.4 Design Action (bulk regulations, specific standards, guidelines)

District General Standards
(adds specificity/direction to design standards tables)

* Specific Areas in District (example: Kitsap Mall)

For example: District General Standards

New infill and redevelopment shall follow a street-and-block pattern consistent with the Site
Development Standards. Buildings shall front directly on new or existing public rights-of-
way that meet approved Kitsap UC Thoroughfare and Frontage standards, including
minimum pedestrian requirements such as street trees and, where applicable, on-street
parking on minor arterials and local collector streets.

Primary building entrances shall face the primary frontage. Buildings shall include clearly
defined base, middle, and top elements. Maximum building length and uninterrupted
facade planes shall not exceed XX feet; fagades must incorporate offsets of at least 2 feet in
depth or 4 feetin projection (e.g., balconies or bays), with a minimum width of 4 feet.

New, remodeled, or reconfigured buildings in the UC zone shall be a minimum of three
stories, with a base height not exceeding 28 feet. Maximum building height shall not exceed
65 feet, except as allowed by Kitsap County Code through approved “Optional Feature”
provisions.

Permitted building types include large-format commercial and multi-story residential
buildings with active ground-floor uses. Ground-floor commercialis required along
designated major and minor arterial frontages, with a minimum transparency of XX percent.
Off-street parking shall be located behind buildings. Shared access and cross-easements
with adjacent properties shall be provided where feasible.

Parcels greater than XX acres shall provide public open space ranging from 0.5 to 2 acres,
scaled as a percentage of total site area and spaced at intervals no greater than 0.25 mile.
Acceptable open space types include plazas, greens, and squares.

Site Standards Applicable to all WD Tiers

This section provides an explanation of the dimensional standards for site improvement within
the WD Tiers, defines how to measure certain standards, and provides other requirements and
reference information as necessary.

Figure 11. Parking Lot Design, Curb Cuts, snd Driveways

Parking lots abutling properties in R
Districts must be screened as defined

Shared use of parking lots,
& . - unclar “Screening” in §300-5 Tarms defined,

by muhiple uses
devalopments on muliple

parces, is encouraged.
‘Whare feasiie, access 12 parking
wilhin & building's foolprint i
encouraged to be from an adjacent
parking lof ard rot from the strest.

Parking Satback
at Primary Streets
WD Tar

N \
= s Parking Setback at
s
W ! Secondary Streats
T gl _‘7;. per WD Tier
— }.1/: ~.
/ ,( >

Acoess to parking
and koading from
Primary Streets s
prohibited except
whan ®e lof has ne
frontage on any
Secondary Sreets

A. Parking and Driveway Location (Fig. 11)

a. All parking spaces and structures must be located at or behind any required
parking setback as specified for each WD Tier

b. Driveways are discouraged between the facade of a building and the front lot line
(driveways are encouraged to be to the side of a building).

B. Parking Lot Access (Fig. 11)

a. Access to parking lots and structures from Primary Streets is prohibited except
when the lot has no frontage on any Secondary Streets.

b. Shared use of parking lots, by multiple uses and/or developments on multiple
parcels, is encouraged.

c. Where feasible, access to parking lots within the footprint of a building is
encouraged to be from an adjacent surface parking lot driveway and not via a
curb cut and driveway directly from an adjacent street.

C. Curb Cuts and Driveways (Fig. 11)

a. Curb cuts are prohibited along Primary Streets except when the lot has no

frontage on any Secondary Streets.

Wherever possible, drawings or diagrams should be included for

design direction. Example — Beverly Design Standards,
Massachusetts

33



Example: Urban Core (Draft)

3. Districts - Specific Standards and Guidelines
3.1.1 Map (highlighting applicable area)
3.1.2 Physical Identity Elements & Opportunities
3.1.3 Design Intent (goals, principles)
r—= 3.1.4 Design Action (bulk regulations, specific standards, guidelines)

* Design Guidelines

(Design guidelines to follow standards, these would be flexible
recommendations to interpret design intent; focus more on
aesthetic and contextual desires)

Example Criteria:

* Architectural/Decorative Elements

* Landscaping

* Details on massing and articulation

* Pedestrian infrastructure — street furniture, lighting, etc.
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Next Steps

Confirm/Refine Design Districts boundaries with key departments and
stakeholders

Refine/Define Standards Criteria with key departments and stakeholders
(i.e. enforceable standards vs recommended guidelines)

County to continue inserting key dimensions/standards criteria for
November draft

Develop key maps, diagrams and form-based exhibits to guide standards.
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Contact Info:
Jim Rogers - jlrogers@kitsap.gov
Taskina Tareen - taskina@berkconsulting.com
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