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| Angie Silva - Fwd: Proposed NASCAR Track

Page 1

Letter 017]

From: Chris Endresen

To: Silva, Angie

Date: 10/27/2006 11:58:19 AM
Subject: Fwd: Proposed NASCAR Track

Chris Endresen

Kitsap County Commissioner
cendrese@co.kitsap.wa.us
360-337-7146

>>> <OpsBoss2@aol.com> 10/23/2006 7:08 AM >>> —
Kitsap County Cpommissioners:

As | can not attend the scheduled Commissicners' meeting this moming, |

respectfully submit my opinion as a member of your constituency.

| am opposed to the building of a NASCAR Track in Kitsap County. My opinion

is based on the following factors: 1) Financial: | think that not much effort

has been made to ascertain realistically the infracstructure needs, which

would go far beyond those for which 1SC is willing to pay; also, the cost of

upkeep/repair of such "improvements" needs to be considered. 2) Environmental: Why

has no Envircnmental Impact Statement been completed?--and who will pay for

it?--and will it be unbiased? 3) Social/Educational: If we want to improve our =

socio-economical situation in Kitsap County, we must aspire to have

educational opportunities which are better than those available now, not lesser. ISC may
offer a few (507?) fulltime jobs, and a some part-time jobs when races are

occurring; however, are these what we want our young people to aspire to? We can

do better!

| ask that the consideration of the changes you are proposing in order to

accomodate ISC/INASCAR be biased in favor of the constituents whom you represent,
and not NASCAR. Thank you very much, Jere M. Bass
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Letter 019)

TO THE COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, S&p
C
o“"'?)—

COUNTY PLANNERS 7540,
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
AT THE HEARING 9/20/2006
COUNTY FAIRGROUNDS

%@2%"0;

I am Julie Bergum and I live just outside the Poulsbo City Limits at 1165 NW

Liberty Road. I am a member of Johnson Creek Association,

Of the three choices before you, we urge the adoption of Alternative 1 for the
City of Poulsbo for the simple reason that Poulsbo already has enough land
zoned to meet housing requirements for all of its projected population, Your
County Planners will confirm this. For the past seven years, Poulsbo has done

such a good job of annexing property that they already have enough land.
They do not need any more.

At City hearings we hear that there is no easy land left in Poulsbo to develop,

However, the Growth Management Act says, “densify first.” That means
developers must infill underutilized properties in Poulsbo. Because of the

intense developer interest in acreage along Johnson Creek, I can only assume

that infilling must be less profitable than clear cutting virgin land.

The yellow parcels on Alternatives 2 and 3 are often in eritical areas you

cannot see on the UGA maps. We are an example. We live on Johnson Creek,

a viable salmon stream. Johnson Creek supports a fragile ecostructure that
includes old growth and secondary forest, significant wildlife, watershed,
wetlands and geological hazards. It drains our stormwater, replenishes our

drinking water, stabilizes our hillsides and slopes and is a feeding and breeding

ground for our honored and threatened species.

Please, adopt Alternative 1 to comply with both the spirit and the letter of the

law. Thank you for your consideration and all your hard work.

Julie Bergum
Citizen and Member of Johnson Creek Association
1165 NW Liberty Road
Poulsho, WA 98370
creeksavers@hotmail.com
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September 18, 2006
To: Kitsap Joint Planning Commission:

In May and June of 2004 petitions from about 160 different households in the
Central Valley area asked the Kitsap County Department of Community
Development to not allow a change to the rural residential zoning on parcels east
of Central Valley Road and bordered on the south by Waaga Way and on the
north by Paulson Road. In October 2005 new petitions were submitted to the
CAC Silverdale Sub-Area plan by property owners, who opposed the expansion
of the UGA along Paulson Road, Central Valley Road and Brownsville Highway.
At the July 10" Kitsap Public meeting this property was still rural residential on
the Option 2 plans. Now the maps in the libraries show this property north of
Waaga Way as urban restricted. When and how did this happen?

We are concerned that this area is now being considered again in the Urban
Growth Area of Central Kitsap and thus, ignores the issues raised by the
residents living in this community in their petitions, at Silverdale CAC meetings
and at public hearings in the past.

At the Silverdale CAC meeting of January 19th, the issue of a sewer running
along Waaga Way was given as a reason to include this area in the UGA plan.
According to a 2004 attached report to the Kitsap County Office of the Hearing
Examiner, Rick Kimball, a Kitsap County SEPA official for 25 years, stated on
page 3: "Waaga Way provides a clear break between the urban and rural areas
of the County. Farms and other rural areas are to the north. The rural character
of the area is clearly an issue. At present the site cannot connect to sewer. The
County agreed to provide sewers for a failing septic system, but has no intent to
allow hook-ups to other parcels.”

The Soil Survey of Kitsap County Area (1980) and maps briefly presented at a
Silverdale CAC meeting show this area of Ron Ross and George Minder
contains three creeks, Barker, Crouch, and Royal Valley. These creeks provide
Class | salmon habitat.

A large area here has Soil Unit #22, which has severe wetness problems. Soil
#21 has severe building and wetness problems, as the runoff goes into Burke
Bay.

Soil #37 has severe building site problems due to ponding and the depth to the
high water tables. Our property and part of this proposed expansion area have
this soil type. During heavy rains, our private road across Crouch Creek
sometimes gets flooded. We have had Kitsap County Public Work road signs
wash into our section of the creek. With more building there will be more run-
offs. Mr. Ross plans to build multi-units on the Forest Stewardship land above
Crouch Creek. The runoff from these buildings will certainly change the creek

and harm the salmon. I've included a picture of one of the 25 to 26 inch salmon
that a bear took out of Crouch Creek on our property.

In the Soil #10 section, the hazard of erosion is high and the use of equipment is

severely limited by steep slopes. Soil #10 is part of an important aquifer recharge
area. According to a map at CAC meetings, development will have a high impact
to this area.

Soil Map Unit #1 provides good woodland wildlife habitat. Beside salmon in our
creek, we have black tailed deer, mountain beavers, black bear, raccoons,
Douglas squirrels, opossum, Pileated woodpeckers, ring-necked pheasant, and
many other birds.

This development will greatly increase the traffic on Paulson Road. Paulson
Road has no shoulder and lacks any sidewalks for children or adults to use when
walking on it. You have to walk in the ditch when you go up over the hill in order
to avoid being hit by a car that can not see you. The same problem is there for
bikers, who will also want to use Paulson if they live in this proposed urban area.

People are still building in this rural area off of Paulson Road. We have had 6
new homes built in the last 3 years on Corey Lane which is the gravel road
across from Ron Ross's property. People still want to live in a rural area. When
will the wishes of the community be heard instead of just two families? Can we
make wise decisions today for preserving and protecting a beautiful rural area?
Please help us. We have attended the Silverdale CAC meetings and the My
Kitsap meetings and hope that you will listen to the voices of this community.
Thank you. Submitted by Gail and Jerome Bickler

panuRuod ¢




[ Angie Silva - Rural Woaded Incentive Program Page 1

Letter 021
From: "Brandon Bird" <bbird@orminc.com>
To: <ASilva@co kitsap.wa.us>, <Ebaker@co. kitsap.wa us>
Date: 10/30/2006 11:02:39 AM
Subject: Rural Wooded Incentive Program

Angie and Eric,

Thank you for your hard work and persistence on the Rural Wooded
Incentive Program. OQlympic Property Group would like to make a few
suggestions that we would like to see in the program. One is to be able
to continue practicing forestry on the open space designated areas. The
other suggestion is there should be a total of 1000 gross acres for any
single Rural Wooded Incentive Program development application,

Thanks again,

Brandon Bird

Project Manager
Olympic Property Group
19245 Tenth Avenue NE
Poulsbo, WA 98370
360-394-0573 office
360-697-1156 fax

253-318-7436 cell




[ Angie Silva - Fwd: Zone Amendment request to include in 10 yr update

Page 1

Letter 022
From: Chris Endresen
To: Silva, Angie
Date: 10/27/2006 12:10:02 PM
Subject: Fwd: Zone Amendment request to include in 10 yr update

Chris Endresen

Kitsap County Commissioner
cendrese@co.kitsap.wa.us
360-337-7146

=>>"Larry Brooke" <LBrooke@centurytel.net> 10/26/2006 12:48 PM >>>
Hi Jan,

| realize the decisions will be final on the 6th and this is a short notice;
however, Bob Whitworth and | would like to be considered for a zone change
in the 10 year update.

I've attached a letter for your review, a map with the subject parcels (016
and 021) and will include additional information in the mail from O'Brien &
Co.

Sincerely,

Larry Brooke

Thursday, October 26, 2006

Dear Jan Angel,

Recently I contacted the Planning Dept and inquired about changing the zoning on my
property. I talked with Linda Bentley and James Weaver and was then encouraged to
contact the commissioners for the purpose of asking for consideration for a zone
amendment.

It has been brought to my attention that the 10 year comprehensive plan is almost final.
Please consider Rural Industrial for Parcel # 092702-1-01602004

My intended land use would be to operate a locally owned retail propane co. known as
Kitsap Propane. Currently, other than storage on Tribal Land via Ferrellgas, we do not
have propane storage in the North end of the county. I believe this would be an ideal site.

I've attached a map that shows its location. Across the street, Solid Waste road, the
zoning is industrial. Both adjacent parcels are owned by EMU Top Soil and being used
for agricultural use. May 15" I signed a letter to Jeff Smith stating that I agreed with his
stump grinding use of the property. The last 5 acre parcel, next to the Urban Village and
recently acquired by Bob Whitworth is proposing to see his 5 acres changed to Industrial
too.

I've attached an additional 8 pages in the mail that were prepared by Katherine Morgan,
(’Brian & Company, that demonstrate the Industrial need and activity on the parcels by
the owners.

Thank you for your consideration,
Larry Brooke




Land Title Company

9657 Levin Road NW/ Sitverdale, WA 98383
Phroue: (360) 692-2233  Fax: (366) 692-2244

Parcel 092702102220 06 i of Type: Unplatte  Total : $127,820
Owner = Phillips Ronald F & Gloria J Land 1 §127,820
CoOwner = Struet :
Site :*no Site Address* Levy Rt 1 9.655420
Mail 122244 Port Gamble Rd NE Poulsbo Wa 98370 1¥r Prev
Record H Doc # : Total : §40,500
Price H Deed : Land : $40,500
PrRecord Proc# Struct :
Pr Price : Levy Rt 111090168
Nbrhd Cd - = 7400304 2¥r Prev
Zoning : Rp Rural Protection Total
Land Use :910  Misc,Undeveloped Land Land
Plat Struet :
Legal : RESULTANT PARCEL B OF BOUNDARY LINE Levy Rt :11.851421

: ADJUSTMENT RECORDED UNDER AUDITOR'S 3¥r Prev

: FILE NO. 200412150177, RECORDS O... Total :
R: 02E T:2TN 5:09 Q:NE Land
Volume - Page : Struct :
Levy Cd S4419 Levy Rt 1 12.109166
Easemnt Ylmprv : 2006 Tax :$1,250.68
E Tax # YaOwned Plione

Owner 1 360-779-5614
Census tTract @ Block : Tenant
Bedrooms 1st Floor SqFt Lot Acres 1 13.87
Bath Total : 2nd Floor Sqlt Lot SqFt : 604,177
Bath Full 3rd Floor SqFt @ Year Built :
Bath Half 4th Floor SqFt Eff YearDit
Fireplace  : Attic SqFt Paving Matl
Heat Type AboveGmd SgFt : GroundCover. @
FloorCover : Bsmnt Fin SF : Topography : Low
Roof Matl Bemnt Unfin SF : View Qlty :
Bldg Matl Bsmnt Total SF : WirFrntFt
Bldg Grade Building SqFt - WirFmtQlty
Bldg Style Patio SgFt
Bldg Cond : Deck SqFt Utilities
BldgTotVal : Garage SqFt Sewer Type :
OthrBldVal : Garage Type Power Source @ Yes
Bsmnt Type : Water Source  :
Stories
TRANSFER INFORMATION

OWNER(S) NAME(S) DATE DOC# PRICE DEED LOAN

METROSCAN 1-RR8-4-RE-IYATA. This information is deemed reliahfe, but is not guaranteed,

Tax Statement

Bitsiny pron

Account Number

Barbara Stephenson

MAKE REMITTANCES PAYABLE TO:

Kitsap County Treasurer

PO Box 34303 Seattle, Washington 98124

For Informational Purposes Only

Page 1 of 1

2006 WEB TAX STATEMENT

Printed: 10/26/2006

PHILLIPS ROMALD F & GLORIA J
2244 PORT GAMELE RD NE
POULSBC, WA 98370

| GENERAL TAX DISTRIBUTION |

Process Number 2436459 | 2005 2006 ]
1092702-1-022-2008| fraxpayer Name: e 3119.02|STATE GENERAL  §332.22
PHILLIPS RONALD F & GLORIA J el REGONL
LIRRARY $7.00 R nary 546,22
|DE = Tax P"OPGPT-Y Dewrlp"o“ LOGAL SCHOOL $161.66|LOCAL SCHOOL $446.92
RESULTANT PARCEL B OF BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT RECORDED ~ “oUM™ $e 08| SOUNTY $144.58
UNDER AUDITOR'S FILE NO. 200412150177, RECORDS OF KITSAP ke WOS{COUNTY ROAD  §188.40
COUNTY, WASHINGTON, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: THE WEST HALF OF  PoRT $5.49|PORT $14.88
THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF FiRe s1.76|FiRe $50.68
SECTION 9, TOWNSHIP 27 NORTH, RANGE 2 EAST, WM., KITSAP oun $373]pUD $10.19
COUNTY, WASHINGTON; EXCEPT THE SOUTH 71B.64 FEET OF THE -
WEST HALF OF THE WEST HALF OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF 2005 Tow: $449.14|2006 Total:  $1,234.16
THE NORTHEAST QUARTER; EXCEPT THE WEST AND NORTH 30 FEET
DESCRIBED PER EXCISE NO. 5441 (78).
VALUE INFORMATION FOR TAX |
| 2005 2006 | Current Taxes |
Land: $40,500 s1zrs0 3:13:"":17 :;gg :fg
ol :
Improvements: $0 $0 FFP $14.50 $14.5
TOTAL VALUE: $40,500 $127,820 oo Toral $16.52 sﬁﬁ
Frozen Base: 30 $0
[Exemptions (if any): 2006 General Property Tax + |
[Tatal Quailfying Exemplicns: 30 $0| |[Assessments = $1,250.68
TOTAL TAXABLE VALUE:(Land + Imp minus ing p f 1 Section | )
‘Year Taxes nPaa i Tetal
$10,500 $127,820 102006
Total Delingquent Ami Due: 5.00
Levy Code 4419 Gereral Levy Rate per $1000 9.6554 | | Total Collection Cost $.00
Voted Rate — 36.2 % Voter Approved No Taxes
TOTAL AMOUNT DUE: Owing

hitp://kewppub2.co kitsap. wa.us/pls/ilisw/lis.generate_web_statements_pkg.web_stateme...

First ha'f taxes paid a®ter Aprdl 30th will incur interest plus
computed on the FULL year amount (RCW

penalty
§4,56.020).

10/26/2006



Land Title Company

9657 Levin Road NW / Silverdale, WA 98383
Phone: (360) 692-2333  Fax: (360) 692-2244

Parcel 1092702102120 07 #lof 1 Type: Unplatte  Total 2 562,110
Owner : Phillips Ronald F/Gloria J Land : $56,920
CoOwner  : Struct : $5,190
Site : 31683 Hansville Rd NE Kingston 98346 Tevy Rt $ 11155420
Mail : 22244 Port Gamble Rd NE Poulsbo Wa 98370 I¥r Prev
Record :01/25/2005 Doc & : 260 Multi-parcel ~ Total 1 $20,770
Price : Deed : Quit Claim Land 1 §15,580
PrRecord  :01/07/2005 PrDoc# : 113 Struct 185,190
Pr Price : §39,000 Levy Rt 1 12.339317
Nbrhd Cd  : 7400304 2¥r Frev
Zoning : Rp Rural Protection Total
Land Use  :183  Res,Sheds/Garages Land
Plat : Struct :
Legal : RESULTANT PARCEL A OF BOUNDARY LINE Levy Bt $13.175194

: ADJUSTMENT RECORDED UNDER AUDITOR'S 3¥r Prev

: FILE NO. 200412150177, RECORDS O... Tatal
R: 02E T: 27N S5: 00 Q:NE Land
Volume : Page : Struct
Levy Cd 14410 Levy Rt : 13.459683
Easemnt : Ylmprv B 2006 Tax :$694.16
E Tax# %Owned 100 Phone

Owner
Census : Tract : 901.01 Block : 1 Tenant
Bedrooms 15t Floor SqFt Lot Acres 1 5.00
Bath Total : 2nd Floor SqFt  : Lot SqFt : 217,800
Rath Full 3rd Floor SqFt Year Built
Bath Half 4th Floor SqFt Eff YearBlt
Fireplace Atric SqFt : Paving Matl
Ileat Type AboveGmd SqFt : GroundCover
FloorCover : Bsmnt Fin SF Topography : Low
Roof Matl Bsmnt Unfin SF View Qlty
Bldg Matl Bsmnt Total SF WerFmtFt
Bldg Grade : Building SgFt WirFmtQlty
Bldg Style Patio SqFt
Bldg Cond Deck SqFt : Utilities
BldgTotVal : Garage SqFt : Sewer Type H
OthrBldVal : Garage Type : Power Source  : Yes
Bsmnt Type : Water Source  :
Stories
TRANSFER INFORMATION

OWNER(S) NAME(S) DATE DOC# PRICE DEED LOAN TYPE
:Phillips Ronald F/Gloria J :01/25/2005 260 ‘QuitCla  :$175,000 :Conve
:Phillips Ronald F :01/07/2006 113 :$39,000 ‘Warrant  : :
:Scott Loren EfMarilyn A+

:Scott Loren E & Marilyn A

0172171993 132

§$53,450

Partner

$45,450

:Conve

METROSCAN 1-888-4-RE-DATA. This injormation is deemed reliable, but is not guaranteed,

Tax Statement Page 1 of 1
Barbara Stephenson 2006 WEB TAX STATEMENT
MAKE REMITTANCES PAYABLE TO: Printed:10/26/2006
Kitsap County Treasurer
. ¥
PO Box 34303 Sealtle, Washington 98124  Suas raatom te i YH A
KINGSTON, WA 93346
Account Number For Informational Purposes Only [ GENERAL TAX DISTRIBUTION ]
Process Number 2435442 I 2005 2006 |
092702-1-021-2007 | fraxpayer Name: STATEGENERAL  56150|STATE GEMERAL  $161.43
SCOTT LOREN E & MARILYN A REGIONAL REGIONAL
LIBRARY 72| pRsgy $22.46
Tax Property Description | LocaL scrooL s25i|LOCAL SCHOOL  $217.16
09272E COUNTY s27.47| counTy $70.23
RESULTANT PARCEL A OF BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT RECORDED
UNDER ALDITOR'S FILE NO. 200412150177, RECORDS OF KITSAP :,::fw roke ‘:2 ;E:Tm roan ”;':g
COUNTY, WASHINGTON, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: THE SOUTH 718,54 $7.28
FEET OF THE WEST HALF OF THE WEST HALF OF THE NORTHEAST e $26.99| ARE $117.78
QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 9, TOWNSHIF 27 Pub $1.92|FPUD $4.95
NORTH, RANGE 2 EAST, W.M., KITSAP COLINTY, WASHI ; .
THE WEST 30 FEET. SHINGTON; EXCEPT 2005 Towl $256 262006 Total: $692.84
[ VALUE INFORMATION FOR TAX ]
[ 2005 2006 Current Taxes
Landt $15,.580 556,020 [ASSESSMENT 2005 2006
Improvemeants: 55,190 $5,190 ::::f::‘\":'m 511:22 s: ::
TOTAL VALUE: $20,770 $62,110 - 5t 5
Frozen Bass: 30
— Ll |2ms G 1 Property Tax + ‘l
pions (i any): [ a nts = $694.16
[Totedl Qumifying Examnotions: %0 f',‘ol
[Deiinquent Section
. . . IntiPen 1o
TOTAL TAXABLE VALUE:(Land + lmps s minus Q g Year Taxes 1012008 Total
320770 $62,110 |  Total Delinquent Amt Due: $.00
Total Collection Cost: S.00 |
Levy Code 4310 General Levy Rate per $1000 11,1554
No Taxi
Voted Rate — 31.3 % Voter Approved TOTAL AMOUNT DUE: Owh:;

First half taxes paid alter Aprl 30th will incur interast plus
penalty computed on the FULL year amount (RC\W
84.56.020).

http://kewppub2.co.kitsap.wa.us/pls/ilisw/lis.generate_web_statements pkg web stateme... 10/26/2006



Land Title Company

9657 Levin Road NW / Silverdale, WA #8383
Phone: (360 692-2233  Fax: (360) 682-2244

Parcel 092702100120 01 #1of 1 Type: Unplatte  Total 1 $82,.210
Owner : Phillips Ronald P/Gloria J Land : $75,200
CoOwner Struct + §7,010
Site : 31759 Hansville Rd NE Kingston 98346 Levy Rt 1 11.155420
Mail : 22244 Port Gamble Rd NE Poulsbo Wa 98370 1¥r Prev
Record : 09/09/2003 Daoc # : 466 Tatal 1 R63,820
Price : $165,000 Deed : Warranty Land 1 £56,810
PrRecord  : 01/00/1977 PrDoc# : Struet :$£7,010
Pr Price : $9,000 Levy Rt :12.339317
Nbrhd Cd - : 7400304 2¥r Prev
Zoning : Rp Rural Protection Total :$61,100
Land Use  :183  Res,Sheds/Garapes Land : £54,100
Plat Struct 87,000
Legal : LOT A SHORT PLAT 3726 REC Levy Bt t13.175194

: AF8412260061 BEING THE E1/2 OF FDP 3¥r Prev

: THE S1/2 SE1/4 NE1/4 NE1/4 EXC T... Total 861,100
R: (2E T: 27N 8:09 Q:NE Land : §54,100
Volume : Page : Struet : 7,000
Levy Cd  :4410 Levy Rt :13.459683
Easemnt : Yalmprv 19 2006 Tax :$932.70 °
E Tax # 18259 %0Owned  : 100 Phone

Owner 1 360-779-5614
Census : Tract : 901.01 Black : 1 Tenant :
Bedrooms @ Isl Floor SgFL Lot Acres 1241
Bath Total 2nd Floor SqFt Lot SqFt : 104,980
Bath Full 3rd Floor SqFt Year Built :
Bath Half  : 4th Floor SqFt Eff YearBlt
Fireplace  : Attic SqFt : Paving Matl
Heat Type : AboveGmd SqFt : GroundCover
FloorCover : Bsmnt Fin SF Topography
Roof Matl  : Bsimnt Unfin 5F View Qlty
Bldg Matl = Bsmnt Total SF Wirkrntkt
Bldg Grade : Building SyFt WirFrniQlly
Bldz Style : Patio SqFt :
Bidg Cond Deck SqFt Urifitles
BldzTotVal : Garage SqFt Sewer Type :
OthrBldval : Garage Type Power Source  :Yes
Bsmnt Type : Water Source @ Yes
Stories
TRANSFER INFORMATION

OWNER(S) NAME(S) DATE DOC# PRICE DEED LOAN TYPE
:Phillips Ronald P/Gloria J :09/09/2003 466 :$165,000 Warrant  :$135,000 :Conve
:Bradley Stanley L :01/00/1977 : ;

:$9,000
:Phillips Ronald F & Gloria J H

:Re Con

METROSCAN [-888-4-RE-DATA. This informaiion is deemed refioble, bui is not guaranteed.

Tax Statement Page 1 of 1
Barbara Stephenson 2006 WEB TAX STATEMENT
MAKE REMITTANCES PAYABLE TO: Printed:10/26/2006
Kitsap County Treasurer
. I F RIA
PO Box 34303 Sealtle, Washington 98124 ;f:kk S?,S? GM,Q'IZ%LE&% ﬁg !
- 3 POULSBO, WA 98370
Account Number For Informationsl Purposes Only GENERAL TAX DISTRIBUTION
Process Number 1398951 [ 2008 2006 |
092702-1-001-2001 ar Mame: STATEGENERAL  S1EB97|STATE GENERAL  $213.67
HILLIPS RONALD F & GLORIA J Egsn?n%(“ sz Egsﬁ[ﬁo# $20.73
Tax Property Description i LOCAL SCHOOL 5284 77| LOCAL SGHOOL $287.45
09272E COUNTY $83.51{COUNTY $62.99
LOT A SHURT PLAT 3726 REC AF8412260061 BEING THE E1/2 OF FDP COUNTY ROAD s1caes| COUNTY RCAD  $121.24
THE 51/2 SE1/4 NE1/4 NE1/4 EXC TH PTN DEEDED TO KITSAP CO FOR poRT sses|poRT $0.57
RO PURP UND ALID NO 260830 e §
FIRE $168.20] FIRE $155.90
PUD 568 PLID $6.55
2008 o §78750/2006 Total:  $917.10
[ VALUE INFORMATION FOR TAX |
| 2005 2006 | Current Taxes
Land: $55,610 §75,200 {\SSESSMENT 2005 2004
Improvements: $7.010 $7,010 :::musm“ sﬂ:ég sﬂ::sg
TOTAL VALUE: $63,820 $82.210 [5o) Total 51550 315601
Frozen Base: 50 $0
emplions (if any): 006 General Property Tax +
tal Guaiiying Exemplions: 0 $0| |Assessments = $932.70
TOTAL TAXABLE VALUE:{Lard + Improvements minus Qualifying quent Section ntPen to
$63.620 ss2,210 | Year Taes 1042006, Total
Total Delinquent Amt Due: §.00
Levy Gode 4410 General Levy Rate per $1000 11.1554| | Total Coliection Cost: §.00
Voted Rate - 21.3 % Voter Approved
TOTAL AMOUNT DUE: gt ores

First half taxes paid afer Aaril 30th will incur intarest plus.
penalty compuled on the FULL year amounl (RCW
&4.56.020).

hitp://kewppub2.co kitsap.wa.us/pls/ilisw/lis generate_web_statements_pkg.web_staleme...  10/26/2006
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Letter 023

. . T
From: <Ichilson@co. kitsap.wa.us> S
To: <mykitsap@co.kitsap.wa.us> time to get out. 4]
Date: Sat, Sep 9, 2006 12:13 PM ) =
Subject: Kitsap County 10-Year Comprehensive Plan Update Form from the MyKitsap Web Site sincerely, 1

patti carman
Kitsap County 10-Year Comprehensive Plan Update Form at
http:/hwww. mykitsap. org/ From Address.  24.19.226.200
Name: patti carman Computer Info:
Mozilla/4.0 (compatible; MSIE 6.0, Windows NT 5.1; 8V1; NET CLR

Address: 23892 ne jefferson pt rd 1.0.3705; .NET CLR 1.1.4322; NET CLR 2.0.50727)
City: kingston
State: wa

Zip Code 98346
Contact_Telephone: 360-297-4287
2nd Contact Telephone:

Email: patticarman@hotmail.com

Comments: i have been waiting for kitsap county to provide
cyclingiwalking trails since | moved here in the early 80's. every state
(and other countries) i visit, have managed to put extensive bike trail
systems in their cities and counties.

in the 80's, traffic wasn't too bad and i could ride along the county
roads even though shoulders are non existent. now that the growth has
happened, and continues, my quality of life here in kitsap has gotten
worse. if it wasn't for olympic resource property by port gamble, there
would be no trail system to walk, bike and walk my dogs safely.

in the past, i attended the poorly advertized meetings held by the public
works department. on display were huge, beautiful maps showing the next
10 year plan of about 7 miles of unconnected trails proposed. not good
enough. please don't tell me there's just not enough money. i see what
property tax alone must bring to this county with the cutrageous increases
we have seen.

i also contacted the county as to why they cannot add some paved shoulder
to what was already a nice wide flat surface when they were repaving. the
answer was that 2 different departments handled repaving (o & m budget)
and a new 1 foot piece of ashpalt on the other side of the white line (new
construction). oh please! can'tthe 2 depts talk and work together.
obviously not.

i have just sold cne property in kitsap and will sell the other when our
new home is built in clallam county. the olympic discovery trail and the
cycling awareness in both jefferson and clallam county won my heart. _l

the recent poll for nascar was definately looking for approval. the
questions were asked in such a way to find favor, in some way for this
crazy idea. this is yet another huge step in the wrong direction, noting
that the decision makers of this county are shoving down our throats,

L
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Letter 025
From: "Betsy Cooper" <betsycooper@centurytel.net>
To: "Angie Silva" <ASiva@co. kitsap.wa.us>
Date: /2712008 1:27:23 PM
Subject: Comments on Comp Plan Revision

Please accept these comments on the Comp plan and share them with the
Planning commission and the Commissioners,

Thanks you,
Betsy Cooper.

CccC: "Eric Baker" <Ebaker@co kitsap.wa.us>

Betsy Cooper
24888 Taree Dr. NE
Kingston, WA 98346

September 27, 2006

Kitsap Planning Commission Members
Kitsap Board of Commissioners
Via email

RE:

Comments on 10-Year Comprehensive Plan Update

Dear Planning Commission Members:

Thanks you for the opportunity to provide comments on the current County effort to
undertake an update to the Kitsap County Comprehensive Plan. This effort, by its nature
must cover the broadest array of topics, from specific parcel by parcel evaluation of
zoning, to broad programs such as the Rural Wooded designations. Packing together this
multitude of revision has made this plan revision almost too involved to fully evaluate.
Future yearly updates may well need to include modification since attention now to all
the details involved is really impossible in this condensed process. I write today to offer
a few comments which I hope you will consider in your deliberations.

Rural Wooded Policies

This section (portion of Chapter 3 — Rural & Resource Section and Appendix C)
as a whole and specific policies concerning the County extending services (e.g.
sewer and roads) into the rural area, need continued work and should not be
approved at this time. This set of policies (IRF in previous iterations) is still not
formulated in a way that preserves rural character and, as comments from
woodland owners have indicate, may not yet create a program that they will be
used. However if it WAS used in its current form, the acreage is significant and
these provisions must be done right since they represent a significant number of
potential population AND their residential housing effects could be felt
throughout the County and potentially create tensions between the rural/urban
balance in some areas and the fringes of currently urbanizing areas that will tip
the balance and effect County funding responsibilities. THIS IS NOT A NO-
COST MEASURE FOR THE COUNTY — QUIT THE CONTRARY.

The TDR program is a laudable one, one that should be given more time and _[
county staff attention — but should not be put in place without a well thought out !
“receiving zones” plan. However do not throw ‘the baby out with the bathwater’ J
— please do endorse the TDR program and make it a policy that the County will




L]
set up clear “sending’ criteria and ‘receiving zones and criteria’. This is what will j 15
create a successful program and will make the program a usable program. 7
Policy RL-12 and 13 contain language that, rather than guide the preclusion of =
urban services into the rural — set the stage for such an expansion of County
responsibilities and cost. Regarding Sewer #12 states extending sewer is
permissible when “... necessary to protect basic public health and safety...”. This
section can be read in the strict sense of when a health and safety is exists OR it
can be read to mean — to prevent a health and safety issues. If read the latter way,
any denser plat in the RW zone could be considered worthy of such a sewer
extension.

Therefore it is strongly recommended that that Policy #12 be revised to read
“...except in those limited circumstances where it is necessary to protect basic
public health & safety and the environment where there is and existing significant
health hazard...” This way the policy clearly indicates that such extension of
services are allowed when needed but not when a case can be made that one
might occur in the future.

Regarding RL #13 — it clearly encourages improvement of roads for the higher
density residential allowed by the RW policy, that would incur significant cost to
the County and its tax payer for road improvements that would not have been
needed but for the increased residential this RW policy allows. There is no
provision for the developer or the Timber Lot owner to pay that cost but rather
there is an affirmative responsibility placed on the County for creation and
maintenance of such larger, wider roads. This is not right, fair or consistent with
all the other Rural policies statements indicating the need to keep the Rural ‘non-
urban’. —

Capital Facilities Section

This Chapter of the plan still does not represent the full planning for capital
facilities necessary to expand all the UGAs to their proposed sizes. Specifically
the Kingston Sub-area plan was successfully appealed on that particular issue and
this plan and the documentation presented in no way shows the County’s work in
correcting those deficiencies called out the CPSGMHB. The County must show
that there can be concurrency for the expansions of the UGAs that are being
proposed and should provide full estimations of the Roads, Sewers, and Water
Supplies ete. that will be needed to implement these proposed changes to the
Comp Plan.

L

Sewers in UGAs

As was called out in the CPSGMHB s decision on the Kingston Subarea Plan
regarding reasonable measures — the urban areas must be considered with sewer
service in place. The way to achieve this is not solely to reduce the number of
homes in the UL designation (as the Comp Plan proposes), but rather it is to

I

affirmatively propose policies or new incentives or other means by which the
County helps make sewers a reality in the Urban areas. This issue is not
addressed in the Comp Plan amendment and it needs to be,

L;uo) 5—5

Johnson Creek preservation
¢ The County is urged to recognize and embrace the calls from many citizens to
leave the remaining areas of the Johnson Creek that are not already in the UGA,
out of such higher designation and to consider down-zoning areas that can be
down-zoned to protect the integrity of that creck.

Rl

Ron Ross property north of Waga Way

¢ The County is urged to not upzone the Ron Ross =100 acre property north of _L
Waga road. J

Zoning for NASCAR Track as place holder

place holder for the NASCAR tract. There is too much ground vet to be covered
regarding the viability of that proposal to create a zoning for it. Such a
“placeholder” may well not stand up to legal challenge, if such a challenge would
come, so why put this large undertaking of the Comp Planning effort in such
jeopardy. Wait for the proposal to take shape and they undertake the rezoning
necessary, as would normally be the case at the time the proposal is going through
planning review.

s The County is urged not to adopt that zoning proposed they have created as a \‘
®

Thank you,

Betsy Cooper

CC:  Eric Baker - KC DCD
Jones and Stokes
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Letter 026

From: "John Dawes" <johndawes@comcast.net> DEJA WU

To: "p.lent of Kitsap County" <plent@co.kitsap.wa.us>, "Jan Angel"

<JAngel@co kitsap.wa.us>, <cendresen@co. kitsap.wa.us>

Date: 10/22/2006 5:38:27 PM

Subject: Fw. Long BUT IMPORTANT We have already been down this path. Last year Kitsap Citizens for Rural Preservation (KCRP)
petitioned the Growth Management Hearings Board to determine (among other issues) whether

Dear Commisioners- Ordinance No. 336-2005, which amended the Kitsap County Code to authorize automaobile race tracks in

Please vote against changing the present rules for SKIA with regards to the proposed NASCAR
Racetrack. Per the letter below, there are too many unknowns in this project to proceed with an EIS.

Sincerely,

John C. Dawes

20295 12th Avenue NE
Poulsbo, WA 98370
(360) 697-1816

1

il

KITSAP CITIZENS FOR RESPONSIBLE PLANNING
10922 Horizon Lane ESE
Port Orchard, Washington 98367

October 20, 2006

Kitsap County Board of Commissioners
614 Division Street
Port Orchard, Washington 98366

Re: Zoning to Permit NASCAR scale Auto Racing in South Kitsap

Dear Commissioners:

the South Kitsap Industrial Area (SKIA), was adopted in viclation of the requirements of the GMA (RCW
36.70A) and SEPA (RCW 43.21C.030) and the state regulations implementing those provisions because
the county failed to:

1. Prepare an Environmental Impact Study (EIS) analyzing the proposed use change
2. Conduct any review of the environmental impacts

3. Provide adequate notice or opportunity for comment and review of the environmental impacts prior to
adoption of the Ordinance.,

Following preliminary skirmishing and motions, the County realized the weakness of its case and began
to consider repealing the ordinance. On November 21, 2005, KCRP thanked the County for scheduling
repeal and advised the County,

"We expect full public participation in any attempt to resurrect a zoning change to permit a NASCAR
scale racetrack and a spectator stadium large enough to accommodate 100,000 fans in Kitsap County.
For meaningful public participation, all pertinent information must be available. In our opinion, the depth
and breadth of public information that will be necessary can only be ascertained through a
comprehensive EIS.

In the event that the County ever again decides to entertain the prospect of a NASCAR project, we
suggest that the county fully fund this EIS, initiate it before any application is on the table, select
independent consultants to supervise it, and heed the advice of citizens regarding its scope. The study
should evaluate different sites and alternative uses of each site. This will insure that the public receives
good, unbiased information and can participate with confidence in the decision making process."

On Movember 28, 2005, the County repealed the ordinance and on December 7 the Hearings Board
dismissed the matter with prejudice.

MNow, a zoning change to permit NASCAR scale racing is back. Still no EIS.

Our July 18 and 24, 2006 letters conveyed our objections to using the ten-year Comprehensive Plan
update as a vehicle to facilitate NASCAR scale motorcar racing in Kitsap County. We are disappointed
that zoning to permit an INDUSTRIAL Multi-Purpose RECREATION Area (IMPRA) Zone within and
adjacent to the South Kitsap Industrial Area remains likely for inclusion in the ten-year comprehensive
plan update. The IMPRA depends, despite the generic language (This area is intended to provide
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adequate land for large-parcel economic opportunity projects of benefit to Kitsap County) on a huge
NASCAR-scale motorcar racing venue. Plenty of land for such projects is already available in SKIA. We
remain convinced that the size and nature of such a project demands a full understanding of its potential
effect on our community before you approve zoning.

To date, both the ISC and the county have studiously avoided preparation of an EIS. The IMPRA UHA
would apply exclusively to a single-owner parcel, leased to the International Speedway Corporation (1SC).
There is absolutely no urgency to this issue. The NASCAR project depends on state legislation to
authorize public investment. There is no known support in the legislature for the track. The CHECK
survey of voters in Kitsap and nearby Mascn Counties reveals 60% opposed. The County survey of
voters in Kitsap County reveals that "8 in 10 are opposed to using public money to build a racetrack."
The owner and lease-holder are perfectly capable of holding this parcel open indefinitely for whatever
purpese they choose without any public support. In any event, the legislature cannot act until next year,
and the county intends to complete the ten-year update this year. The new language approves the
zoning but would delay any prospect of an EIS until an application is received and shifts its cost to the
applicant.

The zoning change would transfer the approval process to the jurisdiction of the Hearing Examiner. The
HE cannot demand a comprehensive EIS. The HE cannct second guess a zoning decision approved by
the BoC that permits NASCAR scale motorcar racing in the area. The HE can only impose conditions to
mitigate its adverse impact on our quality of life. We believe that the proposal sets the stage to bypass
the comprehensive EISISEPA process. We wonder if this indicates the way the county will implement
Section 504 of the I1SC draft proposal to expedite permitting and environmental review of their project.

The propesed zoning could bring transformational change to the guality of life in Kitsap County. The ISC
has prepared and circulated a legislative proposal not submitted it. The county acknowledges that little is
known about the infrastructure needs of the project. Approving zoning to permit NASCAR scale
motorsports without fully informing yourselves and the public with the project details they need to
evaluate its impact, particularly funding public facilities for transportation and waste disposal, does us all
a disservice. It will not honor your promises to your citizens, and will place you in an untenable position if
the legislative proposal that the ISC submits is contrary to the county's best interests

Let us describe the nature of some of the information important for meaningful public participation that an
EIS will provide.

Water Quality and Quantity

The leased site drains south into Carr Inlet and west into Hood Canal. Both suffer from oxygen
depletion, and the runoff from this project will exacerbate the problem. What is the source of potable
water for the project? What is the plan for disposal of the human waste from the 250,000 spectators
expected to attend the two three-day events each year. No cost estimate is available. What will the
county do if sewage becomes a public health hazard? What is the response of the Department of Fish
and Wildlife and the County and State Departments of Health to this proposal?

Air Quality

What are the immediate and long-term effects on us, the local citizens, of the additional noxious,
global-warming pollutants generated by the racecars and the Ferries, Cars, Buses, Recreational
Vehicles, and Aircraft bringing the spectators? What is the response of the Department Ecology to this
proposal?

Fish, Wildlife, and Termination of Timber Production

A MASCAR scale operation on the designated site will terminate irrevocably the timber production
and destroy the fish and wildlife habitat that have been continuous features since the last ice age.
Sections 509 and 510 of the ISC draft proposal would exempt their project from the Forest Land
Compensation Tax and the Forest Practices Act Conversion Moratoria. What is the response of the
Departments of Health, Natural Resources, and Fish and Wildlife to this proposal?

MNoise

A NASCAR scale operation on the designated site will generate considerably more noise that the
existing use. Section 507 of the ISC draft proposal would exempt their project from current noise
limitation requirements. How will the higher level of noise affect our health and quality of life? What is the
response of the Departments of Health, Natural Resources, and Fish and Wildlife to this proposal?

Transportation and Traffic Congestion

There is a cbvious, if wasteful and probably dangercus, traffic plan for the racecars - they go
round and round for 500 miles to wind up where they started. What is the plan for the roads and vehicles
needed to transport the spectators to and from the site? There is no credible transportation plan, no 20-
year capital facilities plan, and no 6-year capital financing plan for a racetrack that could be built within 6
years. What is the compensation for citizens whose freedom to travel is restricted by NASCAR-related
traffic congestion? What is the response of the Department of Transportation to this proposal? Has it
been coordinated with adjacent jurisdictions? |s there a Countywide Planning Policy (CPP) justifying or
recommending this zoning?

Socic-economic Impacts

1. Who pays? The ISC projects that the 60% of the spectators expected from out of state will pay. The
county's NASCAR citizen survey reveals 6 in 10 are opposed to public funding but 2 in 3 believe the
taxpayers will end up paying. Do we accept the ISC projection or the local citizens'? Who makes the
track and road bond payments when the out of state spectators are no shows or there is only one or no
NASCAR events?

2. Affordable housing is an outcome of, not an input to, good economic development. The goal is for
people who live here to have good enough jobs to afford their housing. How does the racetrack stack up
against other uses of the site? The economic development plan for SKIA is 9,000 full-time jobs, at least
half of which must be above the median county wage. It is unlikely that the track will generate 50 full-time
jobs. Where are the other 8,950 good jobs?

3. There is no doubt that the looming specter of NASCAR has put some potential development funding
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on held. Why does the zoning proposal includes the provision,
"If no development agreement or master plan for this area is approved within five (5) years of December
31, 2008, or the designation is terminated by approval of property owners consisting of a minimum of
60% of the property within the area, the area will sunset, and lands within this area will revert to their
previous zoning"
when one party owns all or most of the property within the area? What is the effect of NASCAR, an
enterprise that is fundamentally destructive of our commoen environment, on the decision making process
of the environmentally constructive enterprises or any other enterprises considering locating in SEED or
elsewhere in SKIA?
4. The county survey notes strong support for the project from low-income, young, less educated
citizens, and renters. Can we expect increased immigration in this sector that typically needs more public
support?

5. The county survey notes strong opposition to the project from high-income, older, more

educated citizens, and home owners. Can we expect less immigration in this sector that typically needs
less public support?

Policing and Criminal Justice
1. Will a change in county demographics require a bigger budget for police and justice?

2. Who pays for traffic management and near-site security?

Capital Facilities
Schools - Will NASCAR attract more families with school age children?

Electric Power, water, and communication hardware - Will citizens bills rise to help fund NASCAR
related system expansions?

Evaluation of Alternatives

An EIS would evaluate alternative uses of the chosen site and possibly alternative sites for this
zoning.

And the list could continue

We hope this will help you understand how much we don't know about the environmental impact of
NASCAR and cannct know until a comprehensive EIS has been conducted and the results promulgated.

Additionally, we find the following issues troublesome.

1. We cannot find a land capacity analysis to justify this expansion of the South Kitsap Industrial
Urban Growth Area. There appears to be plenty of undeveloped land already available within the existing
SKIA.

2. The land capacity analysis should evaluate all the UGA changes simultaneously. It does not appear
that the UGA expansion analysis for the other industrialicommercial/lbusiness uses included this ane.

3. WE do not know if the county gave the State Department of Community, Trade, and Economic
Development (DCTED) notice and an opportunity to comment on this proposal.

4. Comprehensive Plans must be coordinated with, and consistent with the plans of adjacent jurisdictions
or related regional issues. We are not aware of any efforts for this coordination or, if tried, any results.

5. The County's Countywide Planning Palicies (CPP) do provide for this type of UGA expansion at this
location? This expansion the SKIA UGA to provide a zone where MASCAR scale auto racing operations
are permitted should have been discussed by the Kitsap Regional Coordinating Council and
recommended for adoption as a CPP before including it as a possible amendment to the county's
Comprehensive Plan.

We remain wholly opposed to a zoning change that will permit NASCAR scale auto racing before we
have as much information as possible for meaningful public participation and responsible decision
making. Only an unbiased, comprehensive EIS will generate that information. There is not enough time
to do that as part of the ten-year update. There is nothing urgent or imminent about this issue. We think
it would be much more prudent to remove the IMPRA/UHA proposal from the ten-year update and retum
to it next year only if public funding has been approved by the legislature. Then you can conduct a
comprehensive EIS that will provide all of us with the information and opportunity to evaluate the
NASCAR zoning issue on its merits.

Sincerely,

Charlie Burrow and Tom Donnelly

cc: Kitsap County Planning Commissioners
Cris Gears, Kitsap County Administrator
Jim Bolger, Interim Kitsap County Planning Director

Shelley Kneip, Deputy Kitsap County Prosecuting Attorney

ccC: "Congress Larsen" <rick.larsen@mail. house.gov>, "Congressman Jay Inslee"
<Jay.Inslee@mail house.gov>, "Lt. Governer" <ltgovi@leg.wa.gov>, "p.lent of Kitsap County"
<plent@co.kitsap.wa.us>, "Rep Beverly Woods" <woods_be@leg.wa.gove, "Rep Bill Eickmeyer"
<eickmeye_bi@leg wa.gov=, "Rep Bob Oke" <cke_bo@leg.wa.gov=, "Rep Derek Kilmer"
<kilmer_de@leg.wa.gov>, "Rep Kathy Haigh" <haig_ka@leg.wa.gov=, "Rep Patricia Lantz"
<lantz_pa@leg.wa.gov>, "Rep Sherry Appleton” <appleton.sherry@leg.wa.gove, "Rep Tim Sheldon”
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<sheldon_ti@leg.wa.gov=, "Rep. Phyllis Kenney" <kenney.phyllis@leg.wa.gov=, "Representative Jay
Inslee" <J.Inslee@mail.house.gov>, "Rockefeller, Sen. Phil' <Rockefeller. Phil@leg.wa.gov>, "Senator
Maria Cantwell" <maria_cantwel@cantwell. senate.gov>, "Senator Murray"
<Senator@murray.senate.gove, "Senator Patty Murray" <senator_murray@murray.senate.gov=, "Shin,
Sen. Paull" <Shin.Paull@leg. wa.gov=

My name is Alyssa Fink and I am 11 years old. I live at 1469
Paulson road. I want to tell you why not to develop Central Valley.

First of all, you see how much trash is already in parking lots
and ditches. Just think 3 times as much trash. Also more people
means more pollution. So we will have smoky air and more traffic.

Finally, with all that trash everywhere it will add more
pollution which means creeks and rivers will get polluted too. The
fish in the rivers will get sick from pollution. Also bald eagles and
other birds will eat the salmon that are sick. Then the birds will get
sick and if they die it will change the entire eco system.

When an animal species dies they are gone for ever. Like
March of the Penguins. Not only the mother will die but the babies
will starve to death. So while the mother goes out hunting for food
and doesn’t find any and because the fish died the babies die as
well. It is all connected. Thank you.

Re
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Letter 029

Recg,

My name is Scott Fink Sep 24 VED
I live at 1469 NE Paulson Rd Kirs,
Cokﬂﬂfa:;?yog""ﬂg DEme

In any large decision process there is a host of factors, scenarios ancf Otitéomes that
are expected to benefit the majority or group. The results of this UGA decision
process to expand the UGA will affect many in the greater Silverdale area now and
into the future. A decision to expand higher density development into the Central
Valley area, North of Hwy 303, as in recommendation #2, will like wise have a
huge impact for those people living in this area that have chosen and enjoy a rural
lifestyle as well as a natural environment.

L

In the late 90’s my family and I decided to move out of Bremerton. The two
highest priorities in the decision process was a great school and rural living. We
chose the piece of property we now live on in the Central valley area because of the
Brownsville and Central Kitsap school district and the one dwelling per five acres.
We ourselves purchased a previously subdivided lot. Nevertheless it was the rural
property appeal that attracted us to this areca. Along with the rural appeal comes our
interest and respect for the environment.

Now, environmental issues clog our news papers everyday; from spotted owls,
salmon runs, migrating birds and butterflies, to shellfish and whales. After millions
of dollars have been spent studying the pollution problem in Puget Sound and
thousands of dollars studying this local UGA it does not take an engineer or a
scientist to observe that the more people the more pollution, the less habitat and less
wildlife. This surely can be understood with simple observation and common sense.

Recommendation #2 where it proposes to punch out the UGA into the Central
Valley area will have a disastrous affect on local wildlife, traffic congestion, stream
habitat, salmon spawning grounds, and the saltwater systems in the area. Within the
proposed punch out of the UGA in the Central Valley area is Barker Creek, Crouch
Creek and North fork of Steel Creek. These creeks will deposit their pollution loads|’
into Burke Bay and Silverdale Bay to a much greater degree if they are allowed to
be developed to this higher density. As it is, Steel Creek is listed as one of the most
polluted streams in Kitsap County.

I think that we ALL are smart enough to see the pattern. More development, more
pollution less natural wild life.

If you allow recommendation #2 with its punch out in to Central Valley then you are
choosing the fate of three salmon streams and adding additional pollution loading
into Puget Sound.

health of Puget Sound and the reduction of pollution then you will remove the
property north of highway 303 from the Central Kitsap Urban Growth Area and -
save the Salmon runs in these three streams and save the rural life style of hundreds
of people dwelling in the Central Valley area.

If any of you are truly interested in the environmental issues of our area, in the _‘
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Letter 031

Quentin E. Gilman
P.O.B. 365
Kingston, Washington 98346

August 30, 2006

Department of Community Development
Attn: Angie Silva

614 Division Street, MS-36

Port Orchard, WA 93366

Dear Ms Silva,

[atlended the Planning Commissions public hearing in Kingston August 29", T found the
presentation very informative and appreciate the work involved by zll. Upon talking to a
young lady there about a specific problem involving zoning on a picce of property that
my family held company owns, it was suggested T write you and explain my concern.

Our Company is H & G Investors. Inc.. The property is a 1.73 acte site at 9171
Brownsville Hwy, Bremerton, WA. County Tax account # is 232501-1-004-2003. In
1985 we bought this property and applied for and received an unclassified use permit for
development of a business. Financing fell through and we were unable to proceed with
the development. Our permit expired. Just before the previous GMA was installed, |
had written and requested some type of commercial zoning, neighborhood or highway. [
saw a map, of which I have a copy, that this parcel was designated commereial in the
hearing stage. When the GMA came in to effect, | was zoned low density housing, 5-9
units per acre. I was informed Lo not even try to get it rezoned. The new plan again has
this parcel zoned low density, 4 to 9 units per acre.

May [ request that this property be revisited by the planning department before the GMA
plan becomes final. The reasons I am requesting this are as follows:

1. Itis totally unsuitable for housing as it boarders a 4 lanc highway,
Wagga/Wheaton Way. The traffic noise level on the 2™ floor of our barn is
unbelievable.

2. Directly East across Brownsville Highway has commercial zoning,

3. Directly West along Wagga/Wheaton Way the Parker property is designated
commercial, I believe neighborhood, on the new plans {all alternatives)..

4. There is a huge commercial storage unit just north of the Parker property.

5. The Parker property would involve considerable road improvements to access the
site.

6. The property has good ingress and egress.

RECEIVED
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7. There is a need for neighborhood convenicnee stores in the area. 1 do not mean a
gas station with convenience store. 1 mean a small complex with a local
restaurant, a barber shop, beauty salon, and a small convenience store. It would
allow small business to prosper and provide close convenient light shopping for
the neighborhood which is extensive.

8. Ifthis site was so zoned. it would help the fellow across the Brownsville Highway
who has the zoning but apparently not able to attract tenants. It used to e a gas
station and grocery (Cedar Grove Grocery) and thrived for many years.

9. By providing these services locally, local citizens could avoid driving 6 miles
round trip minimum for a bottle of milk, for lunch, etc., save gas and cut down on
the traffic.

10. Sewer for a housing development isn’t feasible as it is required that we cross the
highway to connect. The pumping station is adjacent to this property on the same
side of high way but can not be accessed. I belicve 3 or 4 commercial units
would not require more septic area thai is now available on the site. If not. I
understand there is a coneept in the works for a new type of onsite septic system
that could handle this type proposal.

Ihope your department will review this property and consider changing the zoning. 1
would welcome any questions you may wish to ask me. I can be reached by phone at 360
437 0776 or 360 621 8304 (cell) or by mail at above address.

Thank you.

Sincerely yours,

.

Quentin E. Gilman

(8]
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Letter 032 A 5 g Letter 033
FYL
. — From: Chris Endresen
1 . To: Silva, Angie
. ]ue Lange 13913 S. Keyport Rd, Poulsbo, Washington U.S.A. 98370 Date: 10/27/2006 11:53:37 AM
Subject: Fwd: No on Nascar

3607794927  Fax 360779 5466. lanco-intl@worldfront.com

Chris Endresen
. ] Kitsap County Commissioner
téﬁii:ér 19, 2006 cendrese@co.kitsap.wa.us

2

360-337-7146

=>>> JIMauser <cliffclimbers2@yahoo.com> 10/22/2006 6:00 PM >>> —{
Chris Andresen Since when does Kitsap County have any spare maoney to waste on the unknown, improbable income LA
Kitsap County commissioner from the Nascar track? Please vote "No" about changing the zoning. Joy Mauser
914 Igivision}ét 36101 Hood Canal Drive NE

Port Orchard, Wa 98366 Hansville, WA 98340

Dear Chris: Yahoo! Messenger with Voice. Make PG-to-Phone Calls to the US (and 30+ countries) for 2¢/min o less.
I know for a number of years, you have desired to include country restaurants into new plans for —[
County zoning. Is this the time you could do it? J,
Also since Bangor and Keyport are major employment centers, wouldn't it be efficient, if not —T
already planned, to allow high density housing next to these areas? ]

il

Sincerely,
Juel Lange

Ce: Jan Angel
Patty Lent
Jim Bolter
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Letter 034

From: "Nancy Maxwell" <ncmmax@comecast.net>
To: <asiva@co. kitsap.wa.us>

Date: 9/20/20086 2:00:53 PM

Subject: Re Kitsap County Meeting this evening!!

As a homeowner in Poulsbo, | state the following:

| urge that "Alternative 1" for the City of Poulsbo be chosen. The City has —I
done a good job of annexing over the past 7 years. The City of Poulsbo has

all the land it needs to meet future growth requirements. The City should T
be required to use under-utilized property instead of clear cutting virgin J
land.

Thank you for considering my input. Please feel free to contact me if you

s0 desire.

Nancy Maxwell

17013 Seminole Rd NE
Poulsbo, WA 98370
(360) 598-4217 (home)
(360) 471-5985 (cell)
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Letier 035

From: <lIchilson@eo kitsap.wa.us> UGA.

To: <mykitsap@co kitsap.wa.us>

Date: Fri, Sep 22, 2006 11:07 AM

Subject: Kitsap County 10-Year Comprehensive Plan Update Form from the MyKitsap Web Site From Address:  24.22.248.98

Kitsap County 10-Year Comprehensive Plan Update Form at Computer Info:

hitp:fiwww. mykitsap.org/ Mozilla/4.0 (compatible; MSIE 6.0, Windows NT 5.1, .NET CLR
1.0.3705; .NET CLR 2.0.50727)

Name: Gary Minder

Address: 2051 Marina Vista Ct NE

City: Poulsbo

State: WA

Zip Code 98370
Contact_Telephone: 3606983889
2nd Contact Telephone:

Email: garyminder@yahoo.com

Comments: My name is Gary Minder, residing at 2051 Marina Vista
CtNE, Poulsbo. The address is actually in the Central Valley area, off
Paulson near the Brownsville Marina. | am not related to the Minder
family which owns property in Central Valley.

| attended the 21 September meeting at the fairgrounds after becoming
aware of the Save Our Central Valley campaign.

The map for CK Alternative 2 caught my eye at the meeting because | saw
that it included a rezoning of Royal Valley/Minder property between 303
and Paulson. | moved to this area in 2004 from San Diego, at the same
time Royal Valley was trying to rezone 144 acres from RR to UR.

| did some research last night at the Kitsap County website and found that
2004 request (LIS Permit # 04 16107). It was effectively killed when the

Commission required Royal Valley to submit an environmental impact -
statement. Their appeal was unsuccessful,

MNow two years later, Ron Ross has successfully included a nearly identical
144 acres of Royal Valley/George Minder Corp properties into the CK UGA as
UR.

In 2004 the Commission made an unhurried and focused decision regarding
the 144 acres. Two years later it is but one of hundreds of potential
changes in the 10 year plan. | fear that Royal Valley is side-stepping

the Commission's 2004 decision, hoping the property reclassification gets
lost in the shuffle of the 10 year plan.

The Commission made a wise and carefully considered decision in 2004
regarding the Royal Valley properties. | strongly urge the Commission to
act in a consistent manner by honoring that decision and by removing the
Royal Valley parcels between Paulson and 303 from Altemative 2 of the CK —
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Letter 037
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AN NHNS il (l
From: <Ichilson@co. kitsap.wa.us> = % & ,ah R
To: <mykitsap@co. kitsap.wa.us> \1) ) '% E LA © =
Date: Fri, Sep 22, 2006 11:12 AM ) R SKNIEP W i
Subject: Kitsap County 10-Year Comprehensive Plan Update Form from the MyKitsap Web Site Q ¥ Q N Z‘Q\ \rt % ‘
Kitsap County 10-Year Comprehensive Plan Update Form at g ;?rgl i}l L g I ! E
hittp: i, mykitsap.org/ F\\ W E-: &\ __; %‘ b i a.
_ , L . Il =
Name: Gary Minder B kD & E““ 7'{'
Address: 2051 Marina Vista Ct NE E [ | % g > B =
City: Poulsbo § S }3 M ? } < IE Y l
. U 1§ E
State. WA > P
NNSEIH SN #
ZipCode: 98370 RN e § <
NN R
Contact_Telephone: 3606983885 Q‘_,i § Y | = B
s R (PN § ¢ 4 By
2nd Contact Telephone: \ L QQ&- i Q&:‘ ~
| iy —~
Email: garyminder@yahoo.com g\r\ ‘:\Q‘: &J EN () P
NS o Ff i
Comments: | write strongly opposed to Altemative 3 of the % | ' 5
Silverdale UGA. X R %’Eﬁj 2
1 t g
The huge expansion of the Silverdale UGA to the east between Paulson and x\€\ % [ .E Z
303 to Brownsville would eventually add a huge burden to important A A : |
two-lane roads (Paulson and Bucklin Hill) and would add hundreds of school - 7 !& | §
age kids to the Brownsville Elementary district when the school is already J | | v

DV
full. r R i N
Thank you for your consideration. g‘ 3 § § q&‘-;
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SEP 20 2006 Nina L. Morse Best Available Science, has been provided to the Kitsap County CDC back in 1998 from an
KITSAP COUNTY D1, € 10551 Central Vly. RANW article, “The Cumulative Effects of Urbanization of Small Streams in the Puge! Sound Lowland
COMMUNITY DEVELUPELAT Poulsbo, WA 98370 Ecoregion; authored by: Christopher W, May, Richard. R. Horner, James R. Karr, Brian W, Mar
(360) 698-0087 and Eugene B. Welch, (University of Washington, Seattle, Washington). Also, article, Regional
Study Supports Natural Land Cover Protection As Leading Best Management Practice for Main-
September 20, 2006 taining Stream Ecological Integrity, authored by Horner and May. (Comprehensive Stormwater
. . & Aquatic Ecosystem 1999 - Conference Papers). And lastly, the article entitled, Watershed
K{tsap County Comrr_usmoners: _A]:lgc], Endresen, & Lent Urbanization and the Decline of Salmon in Puget Sound Streams, also authored by Horner and
Kitsap County Planning Commission Members May (University of Washington, Seattle, Washington) provide substantiation to protect not
L . urbanize such eco-systems found on this Central Valley re-zone being considered in the
RE: Proposed Central Valley Re-zone Inclusion into Central Kitsap Subarea UGA proposed UGA.
My name is Nina Morse, I live at 10551 Central Valley Rd NW, just past the intersection at The three salmon streams present on this property would be comprormised by the storm water
Paulson Rd and Central Valley. Tam a native of Kitsap County, in fact my grown children are 4" runoff caused by impervious surfaces used to develop the 4-9 units per acre. I site in the last
generation Kitsap County bom on both sides of out family. My husband and I have lived in the . article, " Watershed Urbanization...” pages 19-20, bulleted sentence recommendations that
Central Valley arca since purchasing our 2.5 acres in 1987. L include: That we “Preserve at least 50% of the total watershed surface areas as natural forest
. . L. . . . cover.” “Ensure that at least 70% of the riparian corvidor has a minimum buffer width of 30m ||
Ihave @prcciatcd the oppo rtunity o pamFlpate in the public hearing process and have attended and utilize wider (100 m) buffers around more sensitive or valuable resource areas.” “Actively
ap_pruxmmt:ly 17 meetings closely following the progress of the local Silverdale and Central manage the riparian zone to ensure a long-range goal of maintaining at least 60% of the
Kitsap Subarea Planning and the process to complete the 10 year UGA Update by December 31, corridor as mature, coniferous forest. And, “Allow no development in the active (100-year)
2006. = Sloodplain area of streams. Allow the stream channel freedom of movement within ihe floodplain
1 am disappointed to share that I cannot support Central Kitsap Subarea Plan 2 OR 3 due to ared. __
the inclusion of a proposed re-zone of approximately 140 acres, to 4-9 units per acre that lies 1 believe I have provided Best Available Science support to satisfy the Planning Commission
North of Highway 303 in the area known as Central Valley. Currently, and since the early -90's, Board Members and the Board of County Commissioners that no 4-9 units per acre development
the Central Valley area has been zoned Rural Residential with only 1-5 units allowed PER Acre. should be considered North of nghway 303 in the Central Valley Area as part of the Urban
That zoning was instituted to stave off “urban sprawl” according to county planner, Eric Baker, | Growth Arca at this time. I support the continued designation of Rural Residential, 1-5 units per
Thursday, 9/14/06 Public Meeting. acre in the Central Valley Area, North of Highway 303. —
T find that Highway 303 (formerly known as Wagga Way) provides a natural barrier that provides T 1 could support Centra! Kitsap Subarea Plan 2, ONLY if this proposed re-zone 140 acre project
a petfect delineation between urban land use to the south, and continues the protection of the & was removed from the proposed UGA. i
farmland north of Highway 303 as stated in the current Comprehensive Plan.
I would be concerned that a re-zone of this caliber could lend itself to be frought with the same or Sincergly,
similar issues that plagued Kingston with the Critical Areas Ordinance problems that arose, T Nina L. Morse

forcing the Growth Management Hearings Board to send projects back to Kitsap County for IS
rework due to poor planning. We should be learning from our mistakes and not repeating them;
thus saving the county and an applicant from unnecessary delay or expense.

I understand that the applicant is stating there is access to sewer for this re-zone project. .In fact,

the existing sewer line was run from Silverdale to Brownsville, many years ago, to carry waste
products out where it could be disbursed in Brownsville waters, vs the less desirable Silverdale .,
Bay. The purpose of this line was never to encourage development access and in its current state

is inadequate to be utilized.
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Letter 040)

‘:.I"en Year Comprehensive Plan Update

Comments and Recommendations Q /S
Tom Nevins Gy / (%
,e . . o Ay / < ? GO
Kitsap County Planning Commission Oy Pep, en
i ‘5’:’,’}},0 )
October 22, 2006 o oe
KN

Jim Bolger, Director
Kitsap County Department of Community Development
Dear Sir:

The Kitsap County Planning Commission has completed its review of the
Ten Year Comprehensive Plan Update. The findings and recommendations of
the planning commission will now go forward to the Department of Community
Development and the Board of County Commissioners. The scope of work was
very large and the time to complete the task was limited. The process for
inclusion of public participation was orderly and timely. The product, although
ponderous, was presented in a timely and a clear understandable manner. The
Kitsap County DCD staff has dispatched their tasks admirably.

The procedures of the planning commission call for the submission of a
minority report if there is significant disagreement among the planning
commissioners. Disagreement can always be found among nine commissioners
with different viewpoints. The degree of disagreement does not rise to the level
of requiring the submission of a minerity report. | do have some concems
relating to the Planning Commission findings that | wish to share with DCD and
the Board of County Commissioners.

My concems are the following:

Industrial Multi-Purpose Recreation Area Holding Zone.

This use of a holding zone designation in this manner is without precedent
as far as | can determine. IMPRA is potentially on unsure legal ground. The
IMPRA holding zone is unnecessary as the land is under single ownership.
IMPRA exposes Kitsap County to legal challenge. This area could be handled as
a very large site specific amendment whenever there is a clear need for such.

Recommendation: Remove IMPRA from the 10-year Update.

October 22, 2006

Page 2

Rural Wooded Incentive Program This element seems to have some
value. Much time and effort has been put into working out a plan that is
acceptable to some of the potential users of the plan.

Recommendation: RWIP deserves a closer look and can perhaps be
included as presented during this revision or with modifications during the next
Comp Plan revision in 2007.

Urban Growth Area expansions Generally, UGAs have been
expanded on the justification that 4 dwelling units per acre is the 'bright line’, or at
least acceptable to current GMA procedures. Very large areas of the lowest
density acreage have been added to several UGAs. Highway tourist commercial
strip development has not been avoided. The Capital Facilities Plan will not fund
the roads necessary nor is there a plan to extend sewer service to areas included
within the UGA expansions.

Recommendation: Port Orchard Reduce Mile Hill road Highway Tourist
Commercial extension. Remove the Long Lake appendage. Investigate the use
of a Holding Zone designation for areas presently unsupported by the Capital
Facilities Plan.

| hope that these recommendations will receive careful consideration
by the DCD and the Board of County Commissioners as they move to
complete their work on the Ten Year Comprehensive Plan Update.

Sincerely,

G N LA7

Tom Nevins

Cc:  Eric Baker — DCD
Deb Flynn — Chair Planning Commission
Commissioner Angel
Commissioner Lent
Commissioner Endresen

o
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Letter 041
’j KITSAP COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
@ 614 DIVISION STREET MS-36, PORT ORCHARD WASHINGTON 86365-4582 Cindy Baker, Director
— (360) 337-7181 FAX (360) 337-4652 HOME PAGE - wirw kitsapaov com/dcd

SUB-AREA LANDUSE
RECLASSIFICATION REQUEST

Informational Sheet SUZUKI FAM".Y L.L.C.
Applicable Sub-area Kingston

(Kingston, Suquamish, Silverdale, Pt. Orchard/S. Kitsap)

PO BOX 40419
Is proposed property in the Sub-area’s study area? oNo  oYes BELLEVUE, WA 980154419
(Note: Attendance of meetings and knowledge of sub-area planning process is required) ypsuzuki@comcast.net
William M. Palmer, For Owners ~ SUZUKI FAMILY LLC e
Requester Owner’s name if different
P. 0. Box 6 P.O. Box 40419 29 September 2006
(Mailing Address) (Mailing Address of owner)
Port Orchard, Washington 98366 Bellevue, Washington 98015
(City, State, Zip) (City, State, Zip)
Phone: [360] 769-2434, [253] 858-3654 Phone: [425] 883-1928 (Y. Paul Suzuki) Ms. Angie Silva
Proposed Project Name:  Suzuki Urban Low Rezone Kitsap County Department of Community Development

614 Division Street, MS-36

Address or location of property:  Kingston, Wa. In The NE %, Section 27, T 27 N, R 02 E, W.M. Port Orchard. WA 98366
L}

Assessor Account Number: _272702-1-010-2008 Zoning: _ Rural Residential (RR)
Any Critical Areas on the site? oYes  oNo (If Yes, Check the appropriate feature: oSteep Slopes, oStreams, . . )

OWetlands, oOther): None have been mapped so far. RE: Testimonial for Kingston Property Parcel #272702-1-010-2008
Size of Property (Acres): 40 Acres
Existing Structures/Land Uses:  The Land is Vacant T Dear Ms. Silva:
Proposed Structures/Land Uses: (Be Specific):  Single Family Residential subdivision at Low Urbar|
densities. I would like you to consider a request to rezone our property located

- on Burkes Lane NE in Kingston from Rural Residential (1 dwelling

Will project be served by public sewer? XoN o©Yes If so, by whom? Advantex Drip Systm. Technology unit per 5 acres) to Urban Restricted (5 dwelling units per acre) for
Will project be served by public water? 2 cYes If'so0, by whom? Kitsap County P.U.D. the following reasons:

Which County planner have you been working with (if any) Correspondence with Angie Silva

i i most 1 ears with
Is this request a result of an enforcement action? XoN  oYes * The property has been in the family for almost 100 yea

Nobuko (Yanagimachi) Suzuki being the principal owner for 15
Would you like a preliminary meeting with County Planning staff? XoN  oYes most of these years. It has been only within the past few years

that the Suzuki Family LLC was set up to continue ownership of
Provide the times and dates of Sub-Area Citizen Working Groups or Committee meetings you have attended: | the property in the case that Nobuko became deceased. Our

None

Note: Please provide a map clearly depicting the location of the parcel associated with this request, include its
surrounding area.

mom, even when she was the principal owner, was in her 80's
and 90's and was not aware or was not able to comprehend the
= extensive planning and development that was going on around
Unlike property to the East and South the Suzuki property has few environmental constraints. her Kingston property. She made no mention of the o




10/16/2006 9:47 AM FROM: Fax Paulsen Construction, Inc. TOt (1283 )REA-3654  DAGE: 004 OF 005

Comprehensive Plan Review in 2003 or previous years when
she should have applied for a rezoning as the neighboring and
adizsnot nenaditejlod § hewuii IRe Forrenstdritide
that had my mother been able to or was more aware of the
growth (she was in an assisted living and nursing care facility
for many of those years), she would have petitioned to be
included in the Kingston Urban Growth Areas as were the
neighbors to the south, Tax lot #272702-4-003-2001 and
property tax lots abutting to the east, Tax parcels # 272702-1-
011-2007, 272702-4-002-2002, and 272702-4-015-2007.

» A second consideration for rezoning would be by allowing this
property to be zoned at a higher density level should work out
better with the goals of Kitsap County’'s new Comprehensive
Plan for allowing an increase in population density especially
near the urban centers. The property lies in between the town
center of Kingston and the new area being developed at
Kountry Korner. The property also lies within a mile radius of
Kingston Junior High School, Spectrum Alternative School,
Kingston High School, and Richard Gordon Elementary School.
Finally, directly east of the property is Kingston's Nike Park and
Carpenter Lake.

| had a chance to attend the hearing on the draft of the
Comprehensive Plan and Environment Impact Statement last
September 18" at the Kitsap County Fairgrounds. It was with great
interest hearing Mr. Eric Baker's projections for the upcoming civilian
population growth. It was especially noted Kitsap County's need for a
high urban density of 76% versus 24% rural density and | feel that
this property located in the Urban Growth Area would work positively
towards this goal. It seems like this property was just barely excluded
from the May 31%" Kingston UGA Draft EIS Alternative 1 and 3 and
the Kingston UGA Draft EIS Alternative 2 dated July 12, 2006. The
manner in which Mr. Baker reviewed the new low impact
development procedures for the Urban Growth Areas seem to be
very exciting and beneficial to the overall development for Kitsap
County's future. The Urban ‘Cluster Residential method of

panuRuod 7
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development was a great approach to manage the land and the land
owners expectations.

I thank you for you time to review this testimonial for rezone
consideration. | would appreciate hearing back from you if there are
any questions regarding this matter or if there is anything else that
would need to be done to change our status. You can reach me
either by the phone number listed above or by my email address.

Sincerely yours,

Y. Paul Suzuki for Suzuki Family LLC

cc: Mr. Eric Baker, N. Robert Suzuki, T. Howard Suzuki, Carol J.
Pasciuti, Chris Paulsen

l—panu!]uo:l g—l
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COMMRRSIY DEVELCPYENT 21 September 2006

Letter 042] Tetter 043

7

1. We are opposed to expansion of the Urban Growth Area into the | 7
Central Valley area North of Waaga Way for the following reasons: ‘
e

a. Central valley has significant wildlife habitat, wetland

ecosystems and aquifer recharge areas that need to be | E\E

7 deaiL 5

protected. The flooded fields visible adjacent to Waaga Way

this past winter make it obvious that this area is not a good
candidate for the higher densities of a UGA.

b. The present Comprehensive Plan states that farmland North of
Waaga Way needs to be preserved. We agree. The rural |

nature of Central Valley, in the midst of what is becoming a very 1
developed area of the county, is a treasure that we will lose if |
higher densities are allowed. We very much enjoy driving along |
Waaga Way and North on Central Valley road and seeing open T
spaces and animals grazing, and of course the Christmas
decorations on Allpress’s silo. We think others enjoy it too. If
Kitsap County is going to preserve any rural areas, this should
be one of them.
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c. We fear that if the natural dividing line of Waaga Way is
crossed by allowing this initial UGA expansion, the rest of the
valley will follow suit and will be lost to urban sprawl.

d. We believe the added housing capacity that would be realized |
by this action is limited and does not justify the destruction of
this rural area. We think that, absence Ron Ross's influence in
the process, this proposal would be a non-starter and would not
be included in any of the CK or Silverdale alternatives. _

LD9-T

2. We hope the planners and county commissioners will make their |
decision based on the best available science in regard to
wildlife/watershed issues and on what is best for all of the county’'s
citizens, not just developers. J
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Bob & Pat Paulsen | |
11111 Central Vly Rd
Poulsbo, WA 98370
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Letter 044]

To: Rick Kimball

PETITION AGAINST REZONING
ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION sgp 2 0 2006

APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107

Kitsap County Department of Community Development,
614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366

” . - 4
This petition si concerned citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the proposnl'to redisignate 1
acr:spﬁe'um: Ruralgn;desbiydenﬁxl (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential {!-§ dwallings per agm),&nm
subject area cwhimpmﬁmofh&dwahmuddmhagelgnﬂfeed}ngmgﬁvgmnmmg

We believe that any redesignation that supports an increase in dwelling density in this are will bshversely
affect the quality of the head waters, will adversely impact the actual spawning beds and dimini

e it vRBHIY 6f the Sjmwning run on Crouch Creek and Royal Valley Creek.

iti i ignati i i ild life as well.
Additionally, we believe that any redesignation of land use will adversely impact other wild '
Dvushzre:emSyears there has been increasing observances ofBaldEa_glﬁ amundlhe existing creeks and
open spaces. Racoons, opossums, and pheasants are common with occasional siting of deer, fox and black

bear.

RECEIVED

KITSAP COUNTY DEPT. OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

We believe 1 dwelling per 5 acres is instrumental in maintaining the present abundant wild life and
preserving the salmon spawning habitat.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.
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To: Rick Kimball

Envireo mental

PETITION AGAINST REZONING

ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION

bept

APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107 RECEIVED
SEP 2 0 2006

Kitsap County Department of Community Development,
614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366

acres from Rural Residential (1 dwellin,
subject area contains portions of head
We believe that any redesignation that supports
affect the quality of the head waters, wi
survivability of the spawning run on Crouch Creek and Royal Valley Creek.

KITSAP GOUNTY DEPT, OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

This petition signed by concerned citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the proposal to redisignate 144

8 per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwellings per acre). The
waters and drainage land feeding sensitive salmon spawning habitat,
an increase in dwelling density in this are will adversely

11 adversely impact the actual spawning beds and diminish

Additionally, we believe that any redesignation of land use will adversely impact other wild life as well.
Over the recent 5 years there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing creeks and
open spaces. Racoons, opossums, and pheasants are common with occasional siting of deer, fox and black
bear. i

We believe 1 dwelling per 5 acres is instrumental in maintaining the present abundant wild life and
preserving the salmon spawning habitat.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.
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To: Holly Anderson,

PETITION AGAINST REZONING
ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION
APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107 pEGEIVED

Community Planning Division
Kitsap County Department of Community Development,
614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366

This petition is signed by concerned citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the proposal to redesignate 144 acres

SEP 2 0 2008
mmmﬁﬁ“%

from Rural Residential (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwellings per acre) for the following

reasons:

1. The subject area contains portions of head waters, wet lands and drainage land feeding sensitive salmon-

spawning habitat. We believe that any redesi
adversely affect the quality of the head wate
survivability of the spawning run on Crouch
2. We believe redesignation of land use will adversely
there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagl

3. We oppose redesignation for what it will do to traffic volumes on
reasonable that the hundreds of additional vehicles will cause additi
congestion and litter. If the road is widened to provide safer walking lanes, then vehic

gnation that supports an increase in dwelling density in this are will
rs, will adversely impact the actual spawning beds and diminish

Creek and Royal Valley Creek.
impact other wild life as well. Over the recent 5 years

around the existing creeks and open spaces. Racoons,
opossums, and pheasants are common with the occasional siting of deer, fox and black bear.

onal waits, signing,

Paulson and Central Valley roads. It is
possible signal lights,
ular speeds also increase.

4. We strongly oppose changing the boundaries of the UGA. The UGA was established to

protect areas not intended for urban-level development.
the term ‘rural’ is also defined as a philosophy of living
98). The proposed area is outside the UGA.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.

“For the residences of Kitsap County,
and a quality of life.” (MRSC Jan 30,

We request notification of any hearings or meetings and request a copy of the decision once made.
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ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION
APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107

To: Rick Kimball

PETITION AGAINST REZONING

Kitsap County Department of Community Development,
614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366

SEP 2

VWKL

RECEIVED

0 2006

COUNTY DEPT, OF
mm DEVELOPMENT

is petition si cerned citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the proposal_m redisignate 144
;F:ur;peﬁ.g:lnlr;:;f izyd::tz'al (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Resid_ential (!—? dwellings per ac.:re). Thz
subject arca contains portions of head waters and drainage lgnd feed}ng sensitive sah_non spawning hal?nat.
We believe that any redesignation that supports an i:ltcrea.se in dwelling dens;ty in this are ‘.“].l gdverse y
affect the quality of the head waters, will adversely impact the actual spawning beds and diminish
survivability of the spawning run on Crouch Creek and Royal Valley Creek.

i ignati i i ther wild life as well.
itionally, we believe that any redesignation of land use will adversely impact o  1if
gvdg:' ;I‘:: rezent 5 years there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing creeks and
open spaces. Racoons, opossums, and pheasants are common with occasional siting of deer, fox and black

bear.

We believe 1 dwelling per 5 acres is instrumental in maintaining the present abundant wild life and
preserving the salmon spawning habitat.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.
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PETITION AGAINST REZONING ECEIVED PETITION AGAINST REZONING -
ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATIOI@ ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATlorRECENE_D
APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107 SEP 2 0 2006 APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107 SEP 2 0 2006
('150: Ho]ly‘ Ax;gerson, (TSAP GOUNTY DEST,OF To: Holly Anderson, '
ommunity Planning Division : Community Planning Division KITSAP COUNTY LEFT. OF
Kltsag Clo_unt}r Department of Community Development, CONBABNTYOEYELDSIET Kitsap_C_o_umy Department of Community Development, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366 614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366
This petition is signed by concerned citizens of Kitsa Co and th . This petifion is signed by concerned citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the proposal to redesignate 144 acres
from Rural Residental (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Uhes mdm;f’(’ff; fjw:]ﬂ;"g’;"x m.fﬁ”hi”?c}ffﬁ? from Rural Residential (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwellings per acre) for the following
reasons; reasons:
1. Tht_: subjw_! area contains portions of head waters, wet lands and drainage land feeding sensiti 1 1. The subject area contains portions of head waters, wet lands and drainage land feeding sensitive salmon
spawning habitat, We Ix?lieve that any redesignation that supports an increase in dwelling dcnsity‘?ns:‘h;?;:e will spawning habitat. We believe that any redasignat_inn that supports an increase in dwelling density in this areawill
2. We believe redesignation of land use will adversely i:n(g::t othe?will:h‘f.e as well. Over the recent 5 2. We believe redesignation of land use will adversely impact other wild life as well. Over the recent 5 years
there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing creeks and o> years there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing creeks and open spaces. Racoons,
opossums, and pheasants are common with the occasional siting of deer, fox :nd b]acipg:mspaces, fiacoons opossums, and pheasants are common with the occasional siting of deer, fox and black bear.

- We oppose redesignation for what it will do to traffic volumes on Paulson and C . . 3. We oppose redesignation for what it will do to traffic volumes on Paulson and Central Valley roads. Itis
reasonable that the hundreds of additional vehicles will cause additional wa?ts gg;::al po‘;:iltljg :;Jadsl. l‘rt is reasonable that the hundreds of additional vehicles will cause additional waits, signing, possible signal lights,
congestion and litter. If the road is widened to provide safer walking Janes, then vehicular speedsi?:o ilnghts, . congestion and litter. If the road is widened to provide safer walking lanes, then vehicular speeds also increase.

4. We strongly oppose changing the boundaries of the UGA. The UGA was establi shed to 4. We strongly oppose changing the boundaries of the UGA. The UGA was established to
t;Lrl;:utect areas n;o:sn;}:nt%ior urban-lgvcl devclopryqnt “For the residences of Kitsap County, {:hrotect arcas a:;o; n;]tcnc‘licedf_fordurban-;fﬂvel devcloghtgqm. F;r the arlgslde?ﬁtis S!‘ Kitsap County,
term ‘rural 0 det ed as a philosophy of living and a quality of life.” (MRSC Jan 30 e term ‘rural’ is also fined as a p! osophy of living and a quality of life.” (MRSC Jan 30,
98). The proposed area is outside the UGA. ’ 98). The proposed area is outside the UGA.
WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY. WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.
We request notification of any hearings or meetings and request a copy of the decision once made, We request notification of any hearings or meetings and request a copy of the decision once made.
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ONING bept
ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORARGGEIVED

To: Holly Anderson, APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107 SEP 2 0 2006

Community Planning Divis;
¢ g Division
Kitsap County Departmen
s . t Of ‘
614 Division St., MS-36, Port commOmhard,um\;fyf k;\;eslggment,

KITSAP COUNTY DEF. UF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

This petition is signed b ”
from Rural Residential {1 gwepi <257 f Kitsap County and
reasons;

ncern ’ and opposes the pro i
g per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwﬁngios;l :;rr;d ;cs:?h::r;o;l“ . p
0wl

f
reasonable ; )
that the hundreds of additiong] vehicles will cayse add;?oml ‘::Jnumﬁ Central Valley roads, 1t is
0 provide : » SIgning, possible signal [;
Provide safer walking lanes, then vehicular speedsfl.l:: i::gchr::;m

protect areas not intended for urb
. ot an.]ml d @ &
the term ‘rural’ s also dofire dasa phﬂoso;]:’;lopqle{m. For the residences of Kitsap County,

98). The Proposed area is outside the UGA

WE Op
OPPOSE THE REZONING oF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY
We request notification of any hearings or meetin .
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PETITION AGAINST REZONING

ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION
APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107 HECEIVE_D

To: Rick Kimball

Kitsap County Department of Community Development, SEP 2 0 2006

614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366 KITSAP COUNTY DEPT. OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

This petition signed by concerned citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the proposal to redisignate 144
acres from Rural Residential (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwellings per acre). The
subject area contains portions of head waters and drainage land feeding sensitive salmon spawning habitat,
We believe that any redesignation that supports an increase in dwelling density in this are will adversely
affect the quality of the head waters, will adversely impact the actual spawning beds and diminish
survivability of the spawning run on Crouch Creek and Royal Valley Creek.

Additionally, we believe that any redesignation of land use will adversely impact other wild life as well.
Over the recent 5 years there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing creeks and
open spaces. Racoons, opossums, and pheasants are common with occasional siting of deer, fox and black

bear.

We believe | dwelling per 5 acres is instrumental in maintaining the present abundant wild life and
preserving the salmon spawning habitat,

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.

PRINT NAME SIGNATURE ADDRESS COUNTY PHONE
N gt mm?mrfé’%m?l;w'aw' 127 W& ﬂa&ﬁw kf@/
4 , 051 _ 7 177 W7 Sacs B Ao, 1’;‘:?3##
v/ %6/2 Do, 1c %@GZL/ [126] old  myfs Vertomp
| Sharon Dee ey _gz)%nﬁ.&il 126y Odd L be K teme
/ﬁﬁvfﬂ JRTH C;//Z%f /470Nc—tmaﬂfs;:; [ TER
VD10 HENLEY [T2ed Nowldyy [1395 de lpisa Ry | Kitsp
/| Sownes Sullyan W& BeONE WMedion R | Yitsep | (13 2409
d- 3657 fbmu“m/ M |4kt NE naason | JACroat b%-3%9
/| JoddTbesens | JHH=" 10041 tell. i [KRaplygzsvse
4 TMD‘DN Re Eét_Q_ U510 stenunes LuNE ‘L\'rf:.Ar; -8992
\ibthars C @@4 / c;% )5 20 NE Hackiom A K727)
! Olfavd Rty /W/W Yt 6 4 Mol o5 oy ,(,gé.,;/



LALawt, L

G
PETITION AGAINST REZONIN
ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION

Ta: HoI]y Anders-on. '

SEP 2 0 2006
mmunity Planning Division ) R
El?tsap L(g];utynt;g:paimenl of Community Development, gusﬁnﬁvuowmmemT
614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366

itizens i the proposal to redesignate 144 acre
i ition is si oletsapCountya.nd_opposes y P
}'}'}us mﬁgsmiibﬂcgﬁmd;r 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwellings per acre) for the following
om
reasons:

i i itive salmon
L. The subject area contains portions of‘heaz_i waters, wet lands and d:_mnage lqnd feed;ng sensi

We strongly oppose changing the boundaries of the [“IGA. The [_J;GA waosfels{t;::;lgg ul:ty,
4. We not intended for urban-leve] developmalnt. For the resi cfx.xlcf]?: 0 R oy
pthmtt:f-:nafrc::sa.l’ is also defined as a philosophy of living and a quality of life.” (MRS
e . .
98). The proposed area is outside the UGA.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.

isi ce made.
We request notification of any hearings or meetings and request a copy of the decision on,
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To; Holly Anderson,
Community Planning Division
Kitsap County Department of Community Deve!opment,
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PETITION AGAINST REZONING DepT

ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION
APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107 HECEIVE_D

To: Holly Anderson,

Community Planning Division SEP 2 0 2006
Kitsap County Department of Community Development, KITSAP GOUNTY DEPT, OF
614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

4. We strongly oppose changing the boundaries of the UGA. The UGA was established to
protect areas not intended for urban-leve] development. “For the residences of Kitsap County,
the term “rural’ is also defined as a philosophy of living and a quality of life.” (MRSC Jan 30,
98). The proposed area is outside the UGA.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.

We request notification of any hearings or meetings and request a copy of the decision once made.
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PETITION AGAINST REZONING
ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION

APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107
To: Rick Kimball
Kitsap County Department of Community Development,
614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366

This petition signed by concerned citizens of Kitsap County and apposes the proposal to redisignate 144
acres from Rural Residential (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwellings per acre). The
subject area contains portions of head waters and drainage land feeding sensitive salmon spawning habitat.
We believe that any redesignation that supports an increase in dwelling density in this are will adversely
affect the quality of the head waters, will adversely impact the actual spawning beds and diminish
survivability of the spawning run on Crouch Creek and Royal Valley Creek.

Additionally, we believe that any redesignation of land use will adversely impact other wild life as well.
Over the recent 5 years there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing creeks and
open spaces. Racoons, opossums, and pheasants are common with occasional siting of deer, fox and black
bear.

We believe 1 dwelling per 5 acres is instrumental in maintaining the present abundant wild life and
preserving the salmon spawning habitat.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.

Envirenmen tad

PETITION AGAINST REZONING Dept

ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION
APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107

RECEIVED

o 5 SEP 2 0 2008
This petition signed by concerned citizens of Kitsap County and oppeses the propo
acres from Rural Residential (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Regy "'_-'-f:--'t*;\:_"“’,:j-} Hings per acre). The
subject area contains portions of head waters and drainage land feeding sensitive salmon spawning habitat.
We believe that any redesignation that supports an increase in dwelling density in this are will adversely
affect the quality of the head waters, will adversely impact the actual spawning beds and diminish
survivability of the spawning run on Crouch Creek and Royal Valley Creek.

To: Rick Kimball
Kitsap County Department of Community Development,
614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366

to redisignate 144

Additionally, we believe that any redesignation of land use will adversely impact other wild life as well.

Over the recent 5 years there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing creeks and

gsn spaces. Racoons, opossums, and pheasants are common with occasional siting of deer, fox and black
r.

We believe 1 dwelling per 5 acres is instrumental in maintaining the present abundant wild life and
preserving the salmon spawning habitat.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.
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PETITION AGAINST REZONING -
ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATICﬁE
APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107 CEIVED
To: Holly Anderson, ' SEP 2 0 2006
Community Planning Division
Kitsap County Department of Community Development, oMY CRET. O

614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366

This petition is signed by concerned citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the proposal to redesignate 144 acres
from Rural Residential (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwellings per acre) for the following
reasons:

1. The subject area contains portions of head waters, wet lands and drainage land feeding sensitive salmon |
spawning habitat. We believe that any redesignation that supports an increase in dwelling density in this are will
adversely affect the quality of the head waters, will adversely impact the actual spawning beds and diminish
survivability of the spawning run on Crouch Creek and Royal Valley Creek.

2. We believe redesignation of land use will adversely impact other wild life as well. Over the recent § years
there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing creeks and open spaces. Racoons,
opossums, and pheasants are common with the occasional siting of deer, fox and black bear.

3. 'We oppose redesignation for what it will do to traffic volumes on Paulson and Central Valley roads. Itis
reasonable that the hundreds of additional vehicles will cause additional waits, signing, possible signal lights,
congestion and litter. If the road is widened to provide safer walking lanes, then vehicular speeds also increase.

4. We strongly oppose changing the boundaries of the UGA. The UGA was established to
protect areas not intended for urban-level development. “For the residences of Kitsap County,
the term ‘rural” is also defined as a philosophy of living and a quality of life.” (MRSC Jan 30,
98). The proposed area is outside the UGA.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.

We request notification of any hearings or meetings and request a copy of the decision once made.
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PETITION AGAINST REZONING
ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION
. APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107
To: Holly Anderson, )
Community Planning Division
Kitsap County Department of Community Development,
614 Division 8t., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366

This petition is signed by concerned citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the proposal to redesignate 144 acres
from Rural Residential (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwellings per acre) for the following
reasons:
1. The subject area contains portions of head waters, wet lands and drainage land feeding sensitive salmon .
spawning habitat. We believe that any redesignation that supports an increase in dwelling density in this are will
adversely affect the quality of the head waters, will adversely impact the actual spawning beds and diminish
survivability of the spawning run on Crouch Creek and Royal Valley Creek,
2. We believe redesignation of land use will adversely impact other wild life as well. Over the recent 5 years
there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing creeks and open spaces. Racoons,
opossums, and pheasants are common with the occasional siting of deer, fox and black bear,
3. We oppose redesignation for what it will do to traffic volumes on Paulson and Central Valley roads. Itis
reasonable that the hundreds of additional vehicles will cause additional waits, signing, possible signal lights,
congestion and litter. If the road is widened to provide safer walking lanes, then vehicular speeds also increase,

4. We strongly oppose changing the boundaries of the UGA. The UGA was established to
protect areas not intended for urban-level development. “For the residences of Kitsap County,

the term “rural’ is also defined as a philosophy of living and a quality of life.” (MRSC Jan 30,
98). The proposed area is outside the UGA.,

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.

We request notification of any hearings or meetings and request a copy of the decision once made.
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PETITION AGAINST REZONING
ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION
$ APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107 R. ECElv ED
Community Planning Division ) KITSAP co .
itsap Co Department of Community Development, coma UNTY nsproﬁ
Eli:tsgvisil::)ét,els{&%.nl’m Orchard, WA 98366 UNITY DEVEL Gpmgy

is petition is signed by concerned citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the proposal to redcsignate 144 acres

g;p;nmﬁr;wdﬁﬁal {l dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwellings per acre) for the following
reasons: ] ) _ . e calmon

. The subject area contains portions of head waters, wet lands and d.tmnage lgnd i‘eedgng sensitive saln '
1pawm'ng hjabim We believe that any redesignation that supports an increase in dwelling density n;i this a:: will
adverscly affect the quality of the head waters, will adversely impact the acruqJ,_s.pawmug beds and diminis
survivability of the spawning run on Crouch Creek and_Royal Valley Craek. : 5 vears
2. We believe redesignation of land use will adversely impact otherw;ld life as well. Over the ::ece; y
there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing creeks and open spaces. Racoons,
opossums, and pheasants are common with the occasional siting of deer, fox and black bear. i 1t
3. We oppose redesignation for what it will do to traffic volumes on Paulsor_l and Cgmrai Valley roa l l‘l is
reasonable that the hundreds of additional vehicles will cause additional waits, signing, possible signal _1311&,
congestion and litter. If the road is widened to provide safer walking lanes, then vehicular speeds also increase.

i i blished to
A We strongly oppose changing the boundaries of the UGA. The UGA was estal
L sotect areas not intended for urban-level development. “For the n?sndem:_es f,’f Kitsap County,
the term ‘rural’ is also defined as a philosophy of living and a quality of life.” (MRSC Jan 30,
98). The proposed area is outside the UGA.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.

We request notification of any hearings or meetings and request a copy of the decision once made.
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PETITION AGAINST REZONING
ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION

R
o APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107 ECEIvgy
o: Holly Anderson, ) JUN g g 2004
Community Planning Division ) KTsAp oo,
Kitsap County Department of Community Development, CQMMUN,W%NEEE DEPY (s
614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366 OFtigyy

This petition is signed by concerned citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the p_mpasal to redesignate 144 acres
from Rural Residential (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwellings per acre) for the following
reasons: )

1. The subject area contains portions of head waters, wet lands and dr_ainage la_nd feeds:ng sensitive salmon
spawning habitat. We believe that any redesignation that supports an increase in dwcl}mg density in _ths_s are will
adversely affect the quality of the head waters, will adversely impact the actual spawning beds and diminish
survivability of the spawning run on Crouch Creek and Royal Valley Creek.

2. We believe redesignation of land use will adversely impact other wild life as well. Over the recent 5 years
there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing creeks and open spaces. Racoons,
opossums, and pheasants are common with the occasional siting of deer, fox and black bear. :

3. We oppose redesignation for what it will do to traffic volumes on Paulson and Central Valley roads. Itis
reasonable that the hundreds of additional vehicles will cause additional waits, signing, possible signal lights,
congestion and litter. If the road is widened to provide safer walking lanes, then vehicular speeds also increase.

4. We strongly oppose changing the boundaries of the UGA. The UGA was established to
(" otect areas not intended for urban-level development. “For the residences of Kitsap County,
" the term ‘rural is also defined as a philosophy of living and a quality of life.” (MRSC Jan 30,
98). The proposed area is outside the UGA.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.

We request notification of any hearings or meetings and request a copy of the decision once made.
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PETITION AGAINST REZONING
B ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION
. APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107 R
'0: Holly Anderson, EC E v E
Community Planning Division " (3]
Kitsap County Department of Community Development, N 09 209
614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366 &3rsar ooy
MY OEVE(SET ok

This petition is signed by concerned citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the proposal to redesignate I’ﬁ"'icm
from Rural Residential (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwellings per acre) for the following
reasons: .

1. The subject area contains portions of head waters, wet lands and drainage land feeding sensitive salmon
spawning habitat. We believe that any redesignation that supports an increase in dwelling density in this are will
adversely affect the quality of the head waters, will adversely impact the actua] spawning beds and diminish
survivability of the spawning run on Crouch Creek and Royal Valley Creek. -

2. We believe redesignation of land use will adversely impact other wild lifc as well. Over the recent 5 years
there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing creeks and open spaces. Racoons,
opossums, and pheasants are common with the occasional siting of deer, fox and black bear.

3. We oppose redesignation for what it will do to traffic volumes on Paulson and Central Valley roads. It is
reasonable that the hundreds of additional vehicles will cause additional waits, signing, possible signal lights,
congestion and litter, If the road is widened to provide safer walking lanes, then vehicular speeds also increase,

4. We strongly oppose changing the boundaries of the UGA. The UGA was established to
( _ votect areas not intended for urban-level development. “For the residences of Kitsap County,

the term ‘rural’ is also defined as a philosophy of living and a quality of life.” (MRSC Jan 30,
98). The proposed area is outside the UGA.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.

We request notification of any hearings or meetings and request a copy of the decision once made.
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PETITION AGAINST REZONING
o~ ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION R E CEj VE
h APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107 N D
'(rSO: HOIIYI Anl"dl:f;i?]’ Division | . ~ a0
I{(i:’tsw::;l gznty Depagunent of Community Development, co””um f?f%'?\‘;‘é T £33
614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366

This petition is signed by concerned citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the proposal to redesignate 144 acres
from Rural Residential (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwellings per acre) for the following
reasons:

1. The subject.area contains portions of head waters, wet lands and drainage land feeding sensitive salmon
spawning habitat. We believe that any redesignation that supports an increase in dwelling density in this are will
adversely affect the quality of the head waters, will adversely impact the actual spawning beds and diminish
survivability of the spawning run on Crouch Creek and Royal Valley Creek.  ~

2. We believe redesignation of land use will adversely impact other wild life as well. Over the recent 5 years
there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing creeks and open spaces. Racoons,
opossums, and pheasants are common with the occasional siting of deer, fox and black bear.

3. We oppose redesignation for what it will do to traffic volumes on Paulson and Central Valley roads. Itis
reasonable that the hundreds of additional vehicles will cause additional waits, signing, possible signal lights,
congestion and litter. If the road is widened to provide safer walking lanes, then vehicular speeds also increase.
* - We strongly oppose changing the boundaries of the UGA. The UGA was established to

- protect areas not intended for urban-level development. “For the residences of Kitsap County,

the term ‘rural’ is also defined as a philosophy of living and a quality of life.” (MRSC Jan 30,
98). The proposed area is outside the UGA.
WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.

We request notification of any hearings or meetings and request a copy of the decision once made.
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. PETITION AGAINST REZONING
( ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION

APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107 RECEy ED
To: Holly Anderson, JUN 1 0 2004
Community Planning Division TsAp
Kitsap County Department of Community Development, C-‘omuﬂ, ‘-gg;;ngpr o
614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366 - ¢/

This petition is signed by concerned citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the proposal to redesignate 144 acres
from Rural Residential (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwellings per acre) for the following
reasons:

1. The subject area contains portions of head waters, wet lands and drainage land feeding sensitive salmon
spawning habitat, We believe that any redesignation that supports an increase in dwelling density in this are will
adversely affect the qnahty of the head waters, will adversely impact the actual spawning beds and diminish
survivability of the spawning run on Crouch Creek and Royal Vailey Creek.

2. We believe redesignation of land use will adversely impact other wild life as well. Over the recent 5 years
there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing creeks and open spaces. Racoons,
opossums, and pheasants are common with the occasional siting of deer, fox and black bear.

3. We oppose redesignation for what it will do to traffic volumes on Paulson and Central Valley roads. It is
reasonable that the hundreds of additional vehicles will cause additional waits, signing, possible signal lights,
congestion and litter. If the road is widened to provide safer walking lanes, then vehicular speeds also increase.

We strongly oppose changing the boundaries of the UGA. The UGA was established to
protect areas not intended for urban-level development, “For the residences of Kitsap County,
the term ‘rural’ is also defined as a philosophy of living and a quality of life.” (MRSC Jan 30,
98). The proposed area is outside the UGA.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.

We request notification of any hearings or meetings and request a copy of the decision once made.

PRINT NAME SIGNATURE ADDRESS COUNTY PHONE
L IWH KA &1e NELIUS L1759 - |L723608
DorR B ke, 08 LEBE Y | (173 (692 367
9%31°-29948
Mail early

bead\me Xo return Yo “b\\\{ Anderson — Sune 2|



>
PETITION AGAINST REZONING
¢ ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION

APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107 RECE|IVEp
To: Holly Anderson, '
Community Planning Division JUN 1 ¢ 2004
Kitsap County Department of Community Development, KITSAP counTy
614 Division St, MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366 SOMMUNITY DEVE Evtet

This petition is signed by concemed citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the proposal to redesignate 144 acres
from Rura! Residential (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwellings per acre) for the following
reasons: .

1. The subject area contains portions of head waters, wet lands and drainage land feeding sensitive salmon
spawning habitat. We believe that any redesignation that supports an increase in dwelling density in this are will
adversely affect the quality of the head waters, will adversely impact the actus] spawning beds and diminish
survivability of the spawning run on Crouch Creek and Royal Valley Creek. )

2. We believe redesignation of land use will adversely impact ‘other wild life as well. Over the recent 5 years
there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing creeks and open spaces. Racoons,
opossums, and pheasants are common with the occasional siting of deer, fox and black bear.

3. We oppose redesignation for what it will do to traffic volumes on Paulson and Central Valley roads. It is
reasonable that the hundreds of additional vehicles will cause additional waits, signing, possible signal lights,
congestion and litter. If the road is widened to provide safer walking lanes, then vehicular speeds also increase.

We strongly oppose changing the boundaries of the UGA. The UGA was established to
protect areas not intended for urban-level development. “For the residences of Kitsap County,
the term “rural’ is also defined as a philosophy of living and a quality of life.” (MRSC Jan 30,
98). The proposed area is outside the UGA.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.

We request notification of any hearings or meetings and request a copy of the decision once made.
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PETITION AGAINST REZONING
(" ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION
. APPLICATION NUMB
To: Holly Anderson, ER 0416107 REC EIVE D
Community Planning Division
Kitsap County Department of Community Development, K JUN 14 2004
614 Division St, MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366 COMMUNTY BELDEET OF

This petition is signed by concemed citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the proposal to redesighate 144

from Rural Residential (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dweltings per acre) forgtl;?: fo]lo“;i.f: :
redsons:

1. The subject area contains portions of head waters, wet lands and drainage land feeding sensitive salmo
spawning habitat. We believe that any redesignation that supports an mcmﬁese in dwellin§ density in this al:e will
adverscly affect the quality of the head waters, will adversely impact the actual spawning beds and diminish
survwab:]yty of the s:pamﬁng run on Crouch Creek and Royal Valley Creek. -

2. We believe redesignation of land use will adversely impact other wild life as well. Over the recent 5 years
there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing creeks and open spaces. Racoons,
opossums, and pheasants are common with the occasional siting of deer, fox and black bear.

3. We oppose redesignation for what it will do to traffic volumes on Paulson and Central Valley roads. It is
reasonable that the hundreds of additional vehicles will cause additional waits, signing, possible signal lights
congestion and litter. If the road is widened to provide safer walking lanes, then vehicular speeds also incre;se,

~ We strongly oppose changing the boundaries of the UGA. The UGA was established to
srotect areas not intended for urban-level development. “For the residences of Kitsap County,

che term ‘rural’ is also defined as a philosophy of living and a quality of life.” (MRSC Jan 30,
98). The proposed area is outside the UGA.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.

We request notification of any hearings or meetings and request a copy of the decision once made.
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' PETITION AGAINST REZONING
ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION

e ~ APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107 RECEIVED
o Holly Anderson, '

Community Planning Division JUN 0 8 2004
Kitsap County Department of Community Development, KITSAP COUNTY DEPT OF
614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

This petition is signed by concerned citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the proposal to redesignate 144 acres
from Rurat Residential (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwellings per acre) for the following
reasons:

1. The subject area contains portions of head waters, wet lands and drainage land feeding sensitive salmon
spawning habitat. We believe that any redesignation that supports an increase in dwelling density in this are will
adversely affect the quality of the head waters, will adversely impact the actual spawning beds and diminish
survivability of the spawning run on Crouch Creek and Royal Valley Creek.

2. We believe redesignation of land use will adversely impact other wild life as well. Over the recent 5 years
there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing creeks and open spaces. Racoons,
opossums, and pheasants are common with the occasional siting of deer, fox and black bear.

3. We oppose redesignation for what it will do to traffic volumes on Paulson and Central Valley roads. Itis
reasonable that the hundreds of additional vehicles will cause additional waits, signing, possible signal lights,
congestion and litter. If the road is widened to provide safer walking lanes, then vehicular speeds also increase.

4. We strongly oppose changing the boundaries of the UGA. The UGA was established to
_r-otect areas not intended for urban-level development. “For the residences of Kitsap County,
(___term ‘rural’ is also defined as a philosophy of living and a quality of life.” {MRSC Jan 30,
\‘9'53. The proposed area is outside the UGA.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.

We request notification of any hearings or meetings and request a copy of the decision once made.

| il eacly —
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PETITION AGAINST REZONING
¢ ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION RECE|y g
- APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107 D
To: Holly Anderson, JUN 14 200
Community Planning Division Kirsap
Kitsap County Department of Community Development, M”wc*?'u&%aﬁpﬁls— :

614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366

This petition is signed by concerned citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the proposal to redesignate 144 acres
from Rural Residential (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwellings per acre) for the following
reasons:

1. The subject area contains portions of head waters, wet lands and drainage land feeding sensitive salmon
spawning habitat. We believe that any redesignation that supports an increase in dwelling density in this are will
adversely affect the quality of the head waters, will adversely impact the actual spawning beds and diminish
survivability of the spawning run on Crouch Creek and Royal Valley Creek. -

2. We believe redesignation of land use will adversely impact other wild life as well. Over the recent 5 years
there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing creeks and open spaces. Racoons,
opossums, and pheasants are common with the occasional siting of deer, fox and black bear. :

3. We oppose redesignation for what it will do to traffic volumes on Paulson and Central Valley roads. Itis
reasonablc that the hundreds of additional vehicles will cause additional waits, signing, possible signal lights,
congestion and litter. If the road is widened to provide safer walking lanes, then vehicular speeds also increase.

( We strongly oppose changing the boundaries of the UGA. The UGA was established to
protect arcas not intended for urban-level development. “For the residences of Kitsap County,
the term “rural’ is also defined as a philosophy of living and a quality of life.” (MRSC Jan 30,
98). The proposed area is outside the UGA.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.

We request notification of any hearings or meetings and request a copy of the decision once made.
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PETITION AGAINST REZONING

- ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATIONR Ec E

- APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107 IVE D
To: Holly Anderson, JUN 1g 2004
Ct_)mmlm.ity Planning Division ] KiTsap o ou

Kitsap County Department of Community Development, COMMUNTTY g’g}e‘foﬁ;f]‘ oF
614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366 MENT

This petition is signed by concerned citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the proposal to redesignate 144 acres '

from Rural Residential (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwellings per acre) for the following
reasons:

1. The subject area contains portions of head waters, wet lands and drainage land feeding sensitive salmon
spawning habitat. We believe that any redesignation that supports an increase in dwelling density in this are will
‘adversely affect the quality of the head waters, will adversely impact the actual spawning beds and diminish
survivability of the spawning run on Crouch Creek and Royal Valley Creek.

2. We believe redesignation of land use will adversely impact other wild life as welt. Over the recent 5 years
there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing crecks and open spaces, Racoons,
opossums, and pheasants are common with the occasional siting of deer, fox and black bear.

3. We oppose redesignation for what it will do to traffic volumes on Paulson and Central Valley roads. Itis
reasonable that the hundreds of additional vehicles will cause additional waits, signing, possible signal lights,
congestion and litter. If the road is widened to provide safer walking lanes, then vehicular speeds also increase.

lw" We strongly oppose changing the boundaries of the UGA. The UGA was established to
protect areas not intended for urban-level development. “For the residences of Kitsap County,
the term ‘rural’ is also defined as a philosophy of living and a quality of life.” (MRSC Jan 30,
98). The proposed area is outside the UGA.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.

We request notification of any hearings or meetings and request a copy of the decision once made.
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PETITION AGAINST REZONING
e ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION

APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107 R Ec
To: Holly Anderson, ) E I v E b
Community Planning Division JUN-
Kitsap County Department of Community Development, X 1o 2004
614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366 c‘c%gguﬂ,;n -

This petition is signed by concemed citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the proposal to redesignate 144 acres
from Rural Residential (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwellings per acre) for the following
reasons;

1. The subject area contains portions of head waters, wet lands and drainage land feeding sensitive salmon
spawning habitat. We believe that any redesignation that supports an increase in dwelling density in this are will
adversely affect the quality of the head waters, will adversely impact the actua] spawning beds and diminish
survivability of the spawning run on Crouch Creek and Royal Valley Creek. -

2, We believe redesignation of land use will adversely impact other wild life as well, Over the recent 5 years
there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing creeks and open spaces. Racoons,
opossums; and pheasants are common with the occasional siting of deer, fox and black bear,

3. We oppose redesignation for what it will do to traffic volumes on Paulson and Central Valley roads. Itis
reasonable that the hundreds of additional vehicles will cause additional waits, signing, possible signal lights,
congestion and litter. If the road is widened to provide safer walking lanes, then vehicular speeds also increase.

" We strongly oppose changing the boundaries of the UGA. The UGA was established to

" protect areas not intended for urban-level development. “For the residences of Kitsap County,
the term “rural’ is also defined as a philosophy of living and a quality of life.” (MRSC Jan 30,
98). The proposed area is outside the UGA.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.

We request notification of any hearings or meetings and request a copy of the decision once made.

PRINT NAME SIGNATURE ADDRESS COUNTY PHONE
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To: Rick Kimball

PETITION AGAINST REZONING
ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION

APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107

Kitsap County Department of Community Development,
614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366

Enoire

This petition signed by concerned citizens of Kitsap County and apposes the proposal to redisignate 144
acres from Rural Residential (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwellings per acre). The
subject area contains portions of head waters and drainage land feeding sensitive salmon spawning habitat.
We believe that any redesignation that supports an increase in dwelling density in this are will adversely
affect the quality of the head waters, will adversely impact the actual spawning beds and diminish
survivability of the spawning run on Crouch Creek and Royal Valley Creek.

Additionally, we believe that any redesignation of land use will adversely impact other wild life as well.
Over the recent 5 years there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing creeks and
open spaces. Racoons, opossums, and pheasants are common with occasional siting of deer, fox and black

bear.

We believe 1 dwelling per 5 acres is instrumental in maintaining the present abundant wild life and

preserving the salmon spawning habitat.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.
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PETITION AGAINST REZONING bept Bepr
ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION ' PETITION AGAINST REZONING
APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107 ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION
To: Rick Kimball APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107
Kitsap County Department of Community Development, Tg: Rick Kimball
614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366 Kitsap County Department of Community Development,

614 Division _St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366
This petition signed by concerned citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the proposal to redisignate 144

acres from Rural Residential (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwellings per acre). The This petition signed by concerned citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the proposal to redisignate 144

subject area contains portions of head waters and drainage land feeding sensitive salmon spawning habitat. acres from Rural Residential (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwellings per acre). The

We believe that any redesignation that supports an increase in dwelling density in this are will adversely subject area contains portions of head waters and drainage land feeding sensitive salmon spawning habitat,

affect the quality of the head waters, will adversely impact the actual spawning beds and diminish We believe lha.t any redesignation that supports an increase in dwelling density in this are will adversely
wvability of the . Crouch Creek and Royal Valley Creek. . affect th quality of the head waters, will adversely impact the actual spawning beds and diminish

survivability o P § run on Lrouc oy id ' survivability of the spawning run on Crouch Creek and Royal Valley Creek.

Additionally, we believe that any redesignation of land use will adversely impact other wild life as well. .. . N . . S

Ove:' the regen\:.es ye::ethm h‘g been ifm . ing observances of Bald E:glesp::ound the existing creeks and Additionally, we believe that any redesllgnanu_n of land use will adversely impact other wild life as well,

open spaces. Racoons, opossums, and pheasants are common with occasional siting of deer, fox and black Over the recent S years there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing creeks and

open spaces. Racoons, opossums, and pheasants are common with occasional siting of deer, fox and black

bear. bear.

We believe 1 dwelling per 5 acres is instrumental in maintaining the present abundant wild life and

preserving the salmon spawning habitat. We believe 1 dwelling per 5 acres is instrumental in maintaining the present abundant wild life and

preserving the salmon spawning habitat.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY. WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.
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PETITION AGAINST REZONING
ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION

APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107
To: Holly Anderson, !
Community Planning Division
Kitsap County Department of Community Development,
614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366

This petifion is signed by concerned citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the proposal to redesignate 144 acres
from Rural Residential (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwellings per acre) for the following
reasons: .

1. The subject area contains portions of head waters, wet lands and drainage land feeding sensitive salmon
spawning habitat. We believe that any redesignation that supports an increase in dwelling density in this are will
adversely affect the quality of the head waters, will adversely impact the actual spawning beds and diminish
survivability of the spawning run on Crouch Creek and Royal Valley Creek.

2. We believe redesignation of land use will adversely impact other wild life as well. Over the recent 5 years
there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing creeks and open spaces. Racoons,
opossums, and pheasants are common with the occasional siting of deer, fox and black bear.

3. We oppose redesignation for what it will do to traffic volumes on Paulson and Central Valley roads. Itis
reasonable that the hundreds of additional vehicles will cause additional waits, signing, possible signal lights,
congestion and litter. If the road is widened to provide safer walking lanes, then vehicular speeds also increase,

4. We strongly oppose changing the boundaries of the UGA. The UGA was established to
protect arcas not intended for urban-level development. “For the residences of Kitsap County,
the term ‘rural’ is also defined as a philosophy of living and a quality of life.” (MRSC Jan 30,
98). The proposed area is outside the UGA.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.

We request notification of any hearings or meetings and request a copy of the decision once made.
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PETITION AGAINST REZONING i
ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION

APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107
To: Holly Anderson, )
Community Planning Division
Kitsap County Department of Community Development,
614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366

This petition is signed by concerned citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the proposal to redesignate 144 acres
from Rural Residential (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwellings per acre) for the following
reasons:

1. The subject area contains portions of head waters, wet lands and drainage land feeding sensitive salmon .
spawning habitat. We believe that any redesignation that supports an increase in dwelling density in this are will
adversely affect the quality of the head waters, will adversely impact the actual spawning beds and diminish
survivability of the spawning run on Crouch Creek and Royal Valley Creek.

2. We believe redesignation of land use will adversely impact other wild life as well. Over the recent 5 years
there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing creeks and open spaces. Racoons,
opossums, and pheasants are common with the occasional siting of deer, fox and black bear.

3. We oppose redesignation for what it will do to traffic volumes on Paulson and Central Valley roads. It is
reasonable that the hundreds of additional vehicles will cause additional waits, signing, possible signal lights,
congestion and litter. If the road is widened to provide safer walking lanes, then vehicular speeds also increase.

4. We strongly oppose changing the boundaries of the UGA. The UGA was established to
protect areas not intended for urban-level development. “For the residences of Kitsap County,
the term ‘rural’ is also defined as a philosophy of living and a quality of life.” (MRSC Jan 30,
98). The proposed area is outside the UGA.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.

We request notification of any hearings or meetings and request a copy of the decision once made.
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PETITION AGAINST REZONING
e ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION -

- APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107 RECEjyg
To: Holly Anderson, ' : ; o
Community Planning Division UN 19 20
Kitsap County Department of Community Development, (f\gL%qp CE’UNT
614 Division St.,, MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366 MY OEVE ST oF

This petition is signed by concerned citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the proposal to redesignate 144 acres
from Rural Residential (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwellings per acre) for the following
Teéasons:

1, The subject area contains portions of head waters, wet lands and drainage land feeding sensitive salmon
spawning habitat. We believe that any redesignation that supports an increase in dwelling density in this are will
adversely affect the quality of the head waters, will adversely impact the actual spawning beds and diminish
survivability of the spawning run on Crouch Creck and Royal Vailey Creek.

2. We believe redesignation of land use will adversely impact other wild life as well. Over the recent 5 years
there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing creeks and open spaces. Racoons,
opossums, and pheasants are common with the occasional siting of deer, fox and black bear.

3. We oppose redesignation for what it will do to traffic volumes on Paulson and Central Valley roads. Tt is
reasonable that the hundreds of additional vehicles will cause additional waits, signing, possible signal lights,
congestion and litter. If the road is widened to provide safer walking lanes, then vehicular speeds also increase.

!, We strongly oppose changing the boundaries of the UGA. The UGA was established to

protect areas not intended for urban-level development. “For the residences of Kitsap County,
the term ‘rural’ is also defined as a philosophy of living and a quality of life.” (MRSC Jan 30,
98). The proposed area is outside the UGA.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.

We request notification of any hearings or meetings and request a copy of the decision once made.
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PETITION AGAINST REZONING )

( ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION R E c E;
APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107 o VED
To: Holly Anderson, UN 10 200
Community Planning Division dTsar ooy,

Kitsap County Department of Community Development, ONITY DR EREPT o
614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366 MERY

This petition is signed by concerned citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the proposal to redesignate 144 acres

from Rural Residential (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwellings per acre) for the following

TEasons: .

1. The subject area contains portions of head waters, wet lands and drainage land feeding sensitive salmon

spawning habitat. We believe that any redesignation that supports an increase in dwelling density in this are will

adversely affect the quality of the head waters, will adversely impact the actua}. spawning beds and diminish

survivability of the spawning run on Crouch Creek and Royal Valley Creek.

2. We believe redesignation of land use will adversely impact other wild life as well. Over the recent 5 years

there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing creeks and open spaces. Racoons,

opossums, and pheasants are common with the occasional siting of deer, fox and black bear. -

3. We oppose redesignation for what it will do to traffic volumes on Paulson and Central Valley roads. It is

reasonable that the hundreds of additional vehicles will cause additional waits, signing, possible signal lights,

congestion and litter. If the road is widened to provide safer walking lanes, then vehicular speeds also increase.
( We strongly oppose changing the boundaries of the UGA. The UGA was established to

‘protect areas not intended for urban-level development. “For the residences of Kitsap County,

the term ‘rural’ is also defined as a philosophy of living and a quality of life.” (MRSC Jan 30,

98). The proposed area is outside the UGA.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.

We request notification of any hearings or meetings and request a copy of the decision once made.
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To: Holly Anderson, APPLICATION NUMBER ¢4 6107
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PETITION AGAINST REZONING
ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION
APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107

To: Holly Anderson,

Community Planning Division

Kitsap County Department of Community Development,
614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366

This petition is signed by concerned citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the proposal to redesignate 144 acres
from Rural Residential (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwellings per acre) for the following

reasons:
1. The subject area contains portions of head waters, wet lands and drainage land feeding sensitive salmon

spawning habitat. We believe that any redesignation that supports an increase in dwelling density in this are will
adversely affect the quality of the head waters, will adversely impact the actual spawning beds and diminish
survivability of the spawning run on Crouch Creek and Royal Valley Creek.

2. We believe redesignation of land use will adversely impact other wild life as well. Over the recent 5 years
there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing creeks and open spaces. Racoons,
opossums, and pheasants are common with the occasional siting of deer, fox and black bear.

3. We oppose redesignation for what it will do to traffic volumes on Paulson and Central Valley roads. Itis
reasonable that the hundreds of additional vehicles will cause additional waits, signing, possible signal lights,
congestion and litter. If the road is widened to provide safer walking lanes, then vehicular speeds also increase.

4. We strongly oppose changing the boundaries of the UGA. The UGA was established to
protect arcas not intended for urban-level development. “For the residences of Kitsap County,
the term ‘rural’ is also defined as a philosophy of living and a quality of life.” (MRSC Jan 30,
98). The proposed area is outside the UGA.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.

We request notification of any hearings or meetings and request a copy of the decision once made.
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PETITION AGAINST REZONING
ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION
APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107
To: Rick Kimball

Kitsap County Department of Community Development,
614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366

This petition signed by concerned citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the proposal to redisignate 144
acres from Rural Residential (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwellings per acre). The
subject area contains portions of head waters and drainage land feeding sensitive salmon spawning habitat.
We believe that any redesignation that supports an increase in dwelling density in this are will adversely
affect the quality of the head waters, will adversely impact the actual spawning beds and diminish
survivability of the spawning run on Crouch Creek and Royal Valley Creek.

Additionally, we believe that any redesignation of land use will adversely impact other wild life as well.
Over the recent 5 years there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing creeks and
open spaces. Racoons, opossums, and pheasants are common with occasional siting of deer, fox and black

bear.
We believe 1 dwelling per 5 acres is instrumental in maintaining the present abundant wild life and
preserving the salmon spawning habitat.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.
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To: Rick Kimball

PETITION AGAINST REZONING
ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION
APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107

Kitsap County Department of Community Development,
614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366

Tavironment

bq:"r_.

This petition signed by concemed citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the proposal to redisignate 144
acres from Rural Residential (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (I-5 dwellings per acre). The
subject‘ma contains portions of head waters and drainage land feeding sensitive salmon spawning habitat.
We believe that any redesignation that supports an increase in dwelling density in this are will adversely
affect the quality of the head waters, will adversely impact the actual spawning beds and diminish
survivability of the spawning run on Crouch Creek and Royal Valley Creek.

Additionally, we belicve that any redesignation of land use will adversely impact other wild life as well.
Over the recent 5 years there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing creeks and
open spaces. Racoons, opossums, and pheasants are common with occasional siting of deer, fox and black

bear.

We believe 1 dwelling per 5 acres is instrumental in maintaining the present abundant wild life and
preserving the salmon spawning habitat.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.

PETITION AGAINST REZONING
ROYAL VALLEY, MINDER CORPORATION

APPLICATION NUMBER 0416107 {

To: Holly Anderson,

Community Planning Division

Kitsap County Department of Community Development,
614 Division St., MS-36, Port Orchard, WA 98366

This petition is signed by concerned citizens of Kitsap County and opposes the proposal to redesignate 144 acres
from Rural Residential (1 dwelling per 5 acres) to Urban Residential (1-5 dwellings per acre) for the following
reasons:

1, The subject area contains portions of head waters, wet lands and drainage land feeding sensitive salmon
spawning habitat. We believe that any redesignation that supports an increase in dwelling density in this are will
adversely affect the quality of the head waters, will adversely impact the actual spawning beds and diminish
survivability of the spawning run on Crouch Creek and Royal Valley Creek.

2. We believe redesignation of land use will adversely impact other wild life as well. Over the recent 5 years
there has been increasing observances of Bald Eagles around the existing crecks and open spaces. Racoons,
opossums, and pheasants are common with the occasional siting of deer, fox and black bear.

3. We oppose redesignation for what it will do to traffic volumes on Paulson and Central Valley roads. It is
reasonable that the hundreds of additional vehicles will cause additional waits, signing, possible signal lights,
congestion and litter, If the road is widened to provide safer walking lanes, then vehicular speeds also increase.

4. We strongly oppose changing the boundaries of the UGA. The UGA was established to
protect areas not intended for urban-level development. “For the residences of Kitsap County, {
the term ‘rural’ is also defined as a philosophy of living and a quality of life.” (MRSC Jan 30,
98). The proposed area is outside the UGA.

WE OPPOSE THE REZONING OF THE SPECIFIED PROPERTY.

We request notification of any hearings or meetings and request a copy of the decision once made.
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[ Angie Silva - Fwd: Poulsen Road Highway 303 Rezoning Plan
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fine ﬂ.oln in the mg&:nﬁ..oa of the 10-Year DoEUw.n:m:m._.Sw FPlan. While:there are, no Q.DF.UH. some finer points for Q«o.m.um“._..bm_. -

the Plan outlines an excellent blueprint for the inevitable development and vavd._.wnw_.o.: growth faced by Kitsap County.

in SKIR, for example, it will be critical that any development agreements reguire developers to pay for infrastructure

Major guestion: How will we afford the infrastructure needed to support the County's growth? If an IMPRA is established 4

improvements to support & project. T am strongly opposed to the proposed NASCAR development if it requires any significant .,

munm..mbm._.ncnm of County funds. OWr County funds are too preciocus to be expended on a project like this when .n.__um.ﬁm are _

Focbnmlirmm rmmmm which will have to be mﬂnﬂmamﬂ.& education, nhmbmvownmﬁ.ouf and other capital facilities,
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Letter 047

A Pepe Resources Company

October 21, 2006

Kitsap County Commissioners
619 Division Street, MS-4
Port Orchard, WA 98366

Re: Rural Wooded Incentive Program
Honorable Commissioners:

We request that you adopt the latest Rural Wooded Incentive Program. While the current
form of the agreement is a disappointment to many that own land in rural Kitsap County,
it is nonetheless a starting point and a positive step forward that should be taken now.

Much has been made and debated regarding this program over the past 10 years, and so [
will keep our comments to the most salient and important points.

1. Opportunities Forever Lost

In the last several years a very strong market for lots of 5, 10, and 20 acres has

arisen throughout western Washington. Many of us, who need to derive an

income through the sale of rural lands, have done the best job possible with the
ordinances as they exist, but they are wholly inadequate in providing incentives

for open space and other amenities. —

a. Rural Lifestylesc Program Because so many of our lands in Kitsap ™
County (and in other Counties) have now been down zoned to large
acreage lots, OPG has created, trademarked, and is now promoting a
new development program; Rural Lifestylesc. Rural Lifestylesc
promotes the advantages of owning your own large piece of property,
and is focused on: ~

Exclusivity

Privacy

Upper income

Private ownership of forests and wetlands

e s 8 0

— Olympic Property Group —
19245 Tenth Avenue Northeast, Poulsbo, WA 98370-7456
(360) 697-6626 * Searcle: (206) 292-0517 * Fax: (360) 697-1156

Kitsap

County Commissioners

October 21, 2006

Page 2

2.

34

We have attached a program brochure as well as brochures for our
projects that currently make up the program.

b. Popularity The popularity of the Rural Lifestyles program, as well as
similar programs around the state has been proven again and again.

In the ten years that rural wooded as been discussed OPG has either
sold or is actively marketing over 900 acres of rural lands in Kitsap
County for home sites. Not all of these projects would have utilized
the Rural Wood Incentive Program, however, the fact remains that
none of them had the opportunity to consider its use. (This figure does
not include lands we’ve sold for parks or wildlife reserve areas).

It is likely that many thousands more have been sold through by other
property owners.

I—panuuuo:l z—l

Restoring Equity

The benefits of the Growth Management Act (preserving lands in rural areas
through down-zoning) benefited citizens who lived in the cities and UGA’s at the
expense of those land owners in the rural areas. Urban dwellers and
environmental advocates gained the benefit of preserved lands, while rural owners
shouldered the bulk of the burden.

To our knowledge, this is the most important and perhaps the only county-wide
legislation that would have the effect of easing the burdens of the Growth
Management Act. The positive effect would not be just for the large land owners
(Pope Resources, Manke, etc.) but would accrue to the countless smaller owners
that also own and have invested in rural lands.

The benefits to the public are authentic. On a 1,000 acre tract, up to 750 acres
could be preserved as open space. This is the same size is a Heritage Park.

Suggested Changes

We suggest you adopt the last program as crafted By staff with the changes
discussed below. The program should be monitored and open for improvements

on an ongoing basis. j



Kitsap County Commissioners
QOctober 21, 2006

Page 3
e The last draft would only allow 500 acres at a time to be considered in one
project. This should be expanded to a minimum of 1,000 acres in order to
accrue the biggest potential benefit for open space conservation.
i
* Allow forestry in all permanent open space areas. This will allow these §
areas to continue to be managed by professionals, rather than home =
ogvtr;lcrs assocmn?n;.l It c\lvourld also have the effect of increasing the appeal é Rural Lifestyles Program
O IC TIOSIAIIT, WILIL \AnC, OVl Otp: Minutes from the Port Ludlow Resort
e ; Taau Marina, Golf course and Restaurants
* Adopt language directing staff to work at a separate provision for arcas of r 3
waterfront. es consfructed to property Line
Sincerely,
A
Wi L J—

\@é Rose

President

hase 1 - 2006
8.20 ac
1.23 ac
1.83 ac
712 ac

- 16,80 ac
1.94 ac
1.94 ac

10- 1.%4 ac

P
1
2
3
4
5
&
7

Phase 2 - 2007
¢ -1298ac
10 - 37.82 ac




or Bluff Nature Conservancy

Buck Lake County Park

Palnt ¢ oint County Park

CHATHAM , in Hansville, where you can feel worlds apart,

Hansville

Post Office
Auto Mechanic
Grocery/Deli
Boat Launch

County Park

20 acre lake with bass and
stocked rainbow trout,
Community Center, basket-
ball, baseball, volleyball
courts, plagground, covered
plenic area, restrooms,
swimming beach and 4 miles
of walking, biking and horse
trails that link to the
Hansville Greemway Trail

System.

Point-no-Point
County Park

Historic lighthouse, built in
1879, and beach park on the
Puget Sound over looking
Whidbey Island, North to
Everott, Mt. Baker and south to
Seattle and Mt. Rainier.

Poulsbo

Major shopping
Historic Downtown & Waterfront
Business and Professional Services
Medical/ Dental / Urgent Care

G

Point-no-Point County Park

Olympic

Peninsula
Buck Lake S

Silverdale

sl Camal Ibr

Silverdale

punog 338ng

From CHATHAM | Miles Minutes
To

Kingston Crossing = 7.6 10
Kingston |
FerrytoEdmonds = 9.5 15
Bainbridge lsland

FPerry to Seattle 224 20
Poulsbo |14 26
Slilverdale 23.5 a0

Bremerton ]

Harrison Hospital 30.8 40
Port Townsend 37 55
Port Angeles | 646 90

Kingston
Ferry to Edmonds 30 min,

Grocery

Banking

Post Office

Medical /Dental Center
Restaurants

Marina & boat launch
Business & Professional
Services

Schools

Bainbridge
Island

Ferry to Seattle 35 min.
Grocery

Medical/ Dental / Urgent Care
Restaurants
Marina & Boat Launch

THE HIGHLANDS

206 ACRES IN JEFFERSON

COuUuNTY NEAR PORT LupLow

3 - 40 ACRE LOTS AND
4 - 20 ACRE LOTS
1 -4 ACrRE LOT

EACH OF THE
RESTIGIOUS, SECLUDED
RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES.
MINUTES FROM THE
MARINA, GOLF COURSE
AND RESTAURANTS AT
PORT LupDLow.

GATED COMMUNITY
POwWER, PHONE AND CaBLE
PAVED PRIVATE ROAD

20 ACRE ZONING
onN LoTs E.F & G

. PHASE 1

PHASE 2
FUTURE PARCELS

A RuraL LiFe
FROJEET 8y
OPERTY GROUP.

LORM COM

PorT TowNsEND
BEAVER VALLEY Roap

RURAL LIFESTYLES
PROGRAM

AVAILABLE UTILITIES
CONSTRUCTED TO
PROPERTY LINE

COMPLIMENTARY FOREST
MAMAGEMENT PLAM

POTENTIAL TAX SAVINGS
BY UTILIZING FOREST
MAMAGEMENT FLAM

DRAIN FIELD FEASIBILITY
STUDY

SELLER FINANCING
AVAILABLE

PROTECTIVE COVENANTS

COMPLIMENTARY
B8 HouRS
ARCHITECTURAL
CONSLULTING
AFTER CLOSING

CONTACT AGENT - MICHAEL HOLLAND

PIC HOOD CamMaL REaL ESTATE

DiRreECT (360) 73
OfFFice (3601 43

AlL MICHAELTOL

ICHOODCANAL
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MEMORANDUM
TO: Eric Baker, Manager
Land Use and Environmental Planning $$
Kitsap County Dept. of Community Development
614 Division Street, M5-36

2
Port Orchard, WA 98366-4682 ’%g—%;%’

FROM: Anna M. Nelson, AICP %c;r
Land Use Planner

DATE: August 28, 2005

RE: Kitsap County Code Review - Title 16, 17, 18, and 21
Draft Preliminary List of Issues

Buck & Gordon has completed the bulk of our review of KCC Titles 16, 17, 18, and 21. Enclosed are four
“Drafi Preliminary List of Issues" for your review (see lists - one for each of the referenced Titles). As
required by the Scope of Work, these lists are in Microsoft Excel spreadsheet format.

I am continuing to review the Titles and pate identification of other issues. While these lists are
intended lo be fairly complete, it is likely that we will all identify additional recommendations as we proceed
through our collective staff review. For example, depending on which threshold or strategic direction staff elects to
pursue on certain of our recommendations, that could triggsr additional detailed changes. Similarly, | am also
proofing the draft lists to the code ref and that the issues and proposed amendments
have been clearly stated. As we discussed, these draft Isis are belng provided in advance of the final “Preliminary
List of lssues for Review” to obtain your ¢t ts on the g ion of the review and the content of the
lists. A summary of some of the key elements of our review and the identified code amendment issties is provided
below. In addition, an explanation of the list format is provided in Attachment A to facilitate review of the list
content.

| look forward to your review and comment. If you have any questions as you review the enclosed lists, please
contact me at (206) 419-4280 as | will be out of the office for the remainder of this week. Upon receipt of your
comments and input on this draft, | will provide you with a final Preliminary List of Issues (i.e., the first deliverable
for Phase 1 of the Scope of Work). | would also like to discuss some “tools” to bring fo the County staff meeting to
facilitate our discussion of these lists (e.g., flip charts, draft table of contents for reorganized Titles, tables Buck &
Gordon developed to review the definitions, ete.),

ORGANIZATION AND CLARIFICATION OF EXISTING REGULATIONS

Title. Curranﬂy definftions are locatad in numerous sections and are occasmnally'contladlctorv Procedural
regulations and substantive design regulations Brﬁ often cn—mfngled and/or are cohtradlctorlr both within the Title
and with other applicable Titles.

HKey Recommendations:

* Relocate administrative provisions and definitions that generally apply to the entire Title to the front Chapters.

* Locate each land division fype (e.g., subdivision, short subdivision) into a separate chapter. Include only
unique requirements with cross references to applicable regulations in other Titles (e.g., Title 21). See
Snohomish County as an example.

* Maintain large lot subdivision, but incorporate into Short Subdivision chapter, since it appears o be a similar

R6/2006 946 PM

Yanoo! Mal - salmonspirtiayahoo.com

P with slmﬁar tandards. See Pierce County as an example.
a - Imﬁ_ﬂ‘_-?mv We are recummeﬂding an overall reorgamzxﬂun of the Title. Currently, definitions ars%
in several sections, an ntl or conflictwith other, Titles. Multiple use tables and use terms
the various tables are co: icable land use review procedures and
, decision criteria are ofts e Title (text and tables) and with other
applicable Tilles.

Key Recommendations:

e Provide a simplified regulatory framewark. This will provide for greater clarity as well as provide a framework
for future regulatory amendments that will avoid redundancy and reduce the p tial for regulatory conflicts.

@ Consolidate use tables into one Use Table. See Snohomish County as an ammpre.

s C lid: lated development standard regulations together (e.g., one chapter for bulk/dimensional

slandards). See King County as an example.

Clarify the various levels of land use review (e.g., code compliance review, administrative review, Examiner

review). See King County 21A.42).

e Clarify procedures and decision criteria for various levels and types of Iand use rau!aw See examples in both
King County and Snohomish County codes. Move many of the g ly-app provisions to Title 21.

Title 18 — E;Mtonmnt This Title was only g Iy
di in the other Ch

Key Recommendations:

d, with an emphasis on Chapter 18.04 and the

# Concur with County proposal to use Medel Ordinance as guidance for future amendments to Chapter 18.04,
SEPA.

® Ravisions for procedural clarity to be consistent with recommended changes to Title 21.

Land Use and Develo nt Pl . We are recommending an overall reorganization of the
d are unclear for some pa-rmﬂ types and sometimes conflict with related procedural
reqmremems contained in other Titles.

Ke dations:

* Reorganize procedures into two chapters: (1) “Permit Procedures” and (2) “Legislative Actions.” See Skagit
County as an example.

* Edit/move maijorily of procedures in Title 16, 17, and 18 to Title 21. Only leave unique procedural criteria or
ather chapter-specific procedural issues in those chapters.

# Add a new section for each decision Type that lists all the review process steps, with cross references to
substantive requirements of each step. See Skagit County as an example.

& Adopt fees by Board Resolution.

ADDITIONS AND REVISIONS FOR
CONSISTENCY WITH RCWs AND WACs
Title 16 - Land Division and Development: Title is antiquated and is not fully consistent with RCW 58.17.
Key Recommendations

* Revise definitions for consistency with the RCW.,
® Revise exemptions for consistency with the RCW (e.g., add personal wireless lease).
# Expand fist of adequacy findings to include full listin RCW 58.17.110.

«w Title 17 — Zoning: Title is generally consistent with RCW 38704,

15, Additional
revisions are necessary for consistency with RCW 36.70B.

g only minor

hitp://us.1524. mail yahoo.com/ym/ShowLetter?box=BAKER%20E. ..
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Key Recommendations:
» Revise development regulations for consistency with 36.70A.080(1)(b), related to notice on plats, short plats,
development permits and building permits regarding designated agricultural lands, forest lands and mineral

resource lands. ) o
» Revise procedural regulations within Title 17 to be consistent with recommended revisions to Title 21.

Title 18 — Environment: Title was only generally reviewed for consistency, parficularly as the County proposes to
use Model Ordinance as guidance for future amendments to Chapter 18.04, SEPA.

ey Recommendation:

» Revise for consistency with proposed revisions to Title 21, the SEPA model ordinance.

® Revise to be consistent with RCW 38.70B. For example, building permits are not exempt from all
requirements of RCW 36.70B.

* Revise to include all procedures in RCW 80.58.

* Revise to be consistent with RCW 58.17.

» Add a new Consistency Determination section pursuant to RCW 36.70B.040. See Snohomish County as an
example.

SUBSTANTIVE ISSUES

The scope of work and the primary focus of the attached lists are fpc
Wﬂﬁ: and functionality” of the referenced Titles. As part of this
na the lists. These substantive issues are based on uur evaluaﬂnn of the County's
3/17/04 Code Amendment Priorities list, a comparison of applicable codes in other Western Washington
jurisdictions, and Buck & Gordon's experience providing related land use services to both public and private
clients. Some of these substantive issues are listed below.

Title 16 - Land Division and Development:

® Concur with adding Boundary Line Adjustment procedures (DCD list - No. 60; King Snohomish, and Skagit
County).

* Consider adopting provisions for model homes (e.g., Snohomish County).

Consider allowing preliminary plat review without hearing, unless requested (RCW 58.17.085).

* Consider amending binding site plan provisions to include mobile home parks residential condaminiums
(King, Snohomish, and Skagit County).

# Concur with revising “innocent purchaser process” found in Chapter 16.40 (DCD list -No. 101; King and Skagit
County). —

Title 17 = Zoning:

» Use Administrative Conditional Use Permits rather than Site Plan Review (Snohomish County).
* We note that the County's 3/17/04 Code Amendment Priorities list contains additional substantive issues.

Title 18 — Environment:

. Adopt increasad thresholds for categorical exemplions (WAC 173-806-070; King and Snohomish County), &t
= leastin UGHs.
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Title 21 - Developme! res:

* Consider adding vesting provisions that describe County policy on what project and use detsils are vested
upon application. Can range from generous (e.g., Noble Manor) to more restrictive.
Consider adding express code authority and provisions for development agreements.

ATTACHMENT A
Guide for Review of Draft Preliminary List of Issues

1. There are four tables. One for each Title (Title 16 — Land Division and Development, Title 17 — Zoning, Title
18 - Environment, and Title 21 — Land Use and Development Procedures).
2. The rows contain information regarding the applicable regulations. These rows include:

a. existing regulations with specific references to current code;

b. potential new or revised regulations as listed in the County's 3/17/04 Code Amendment Priarities list:

c. potential new or revised regulations as listed in the County's 3/17/04 Code Amendment Priorities list with
annotations from Buck & Gordon in ifalics; and

d. potential new regulations identified by Buck & Gordon.

Note that not all existi lations are included in the rows. The Contractor is continuing to review the various
Titles and is still pmoﬁng the draft tables to ensure the code references are accurate and that the issue and
proposed amendment has been clearly stated. Similarly, it is expected that additional rows will be added following
complelinn of the remaining lasks in Phase 1. For example, the list will be revised following the County staff

and stakehold g in September, and after a prioritization of the list of issues. It is also expected
that some form of this list will be utilized in Phase 2.

3. The columns contain information as follows:
a. No, - the number of the row.
b. Cha_gg the Chapter ral’arence for the Title, if applicable.
c .....
® a‘ls to the Section of the Chapter, if applicable.

e If the number “.00." or “.000." appears in the box, it means the corresponding text from B&G is a
comment applicable to the whole Chapter.

Mote that this numbering has also been used for sorting purposes on some of the items from the County's 317/04
Code Amendment Priorities list.

If the term “New" appears in the box, it means a new regulation is proposed.

If the term “Various™ appears in the box, it means the corresponding text in the row is a comment
applicable to various codes sections.

I nothing appears in the box, it means the corresponding text in the row is a comment applicable to
the whole Chapter.

d. Proposed Amendment — describes the proposed amendment and/or issue for further discussion with
County staff and/for further research, if necessary.

e. Issues to be Addressed — states the issue to be addressed or resolved with a code amendment or the
issue to be discussed for potential code amendment.

f. Clarity - If an “X” appears in the box, the proposed amendment would result in more clarity.

g. Consistency - If an “X” appears in the box, the proposed amendment would provide consistency.

h. Functionality - If an “X" appears in the box, the proposed amendment would result in more
“user-friendly” regulations.

. Substantive - If an “X" appears in the box, the proposed amendment involves policy issues.
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We note that the County's 3/17/04 Code Amendment Priorities list contains some substantive code issues. For
purposes of this draft list, we have not made a determination as to which items are substantive. This notation will
be made following further discussion with the County.

j. Priority — varies as follows:
e Ifa “1" appears in the box, the proposed amendment is to be included in Phase 2.
 If a “2" appears in the box, the proposed amendment will be part of a later work effort.
a Ifa *3" appears in the box, the timing for the proposed amendment has not been determined.

Nate that the prioritization of the amendments is a later work task. The priarity ranking in the draft listis only for
purpose of identifying the current ranking of the County’s 3/17/04 Code Amendment Priorities (*1” = “Mandatory” or
“High" priority, “2" = “Low" priority.

» |fa “B” appears in the box, the proposed amendment is from Buck & Gordon.

If a “C” appears in the box, the proposed amendment if from County staff.

© If a“D" appears in the box, the proposed amendment is from the County’s 3/17/04 Code
Amendment Priorities list.

« If a“S" appears in the box, the proposed amendment is from a Stakeholder.

$/6/2006 9:46 PM

hittp:/fus.£524 mail vahoo.com/ym/ShowLetterThox=BAKER%:20E...

[Angie Silva - Transferable Devimpt. rights TDR

Page 1 |

Letter 0!

From: Ron Ross <salmonspirit@yahoo.com=
To: Eric Baker <ebaker@co. kitsap.wa.us>
Date: 9/30/2006 9:31:30 PM

Subject: Transferable Devimpt. rights TDOR

value, why didn"t | get paid when the county took mine

Eric, the county owes me some money. If TDORs have a —I
in the down zone? TAKINGS? Vote for | 933. L

Its time for a tea party: Ron Ross J

Do You Yahoo!?
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around
http:/imail. yahoo.com

cc: ) Patty Lent <pattylent@aol.com>, Jan Angel <jangel@co.kitsap.wa.us>, Melinda Posner
<mposner@jsanet.com>, Angie Silva <asilva@co kitsap.wa.us>, Jim Bolger <jbolger@co.kitsap.wa.us>,
Linda Bentley <lbentley@co.kitsap.wa.us>, Kitsap County Commissioners
<commissioners@co.kitsap.wa.us>, Chris Gears <cgears@co. kitsap.wa.us>
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To: Kitsap County Commissioners
From: Ronald Ross, 905 NE Paulson Rd, Poulsbo, WA 98370
Date: October 28, 2006

Subject: Ten-Year Comprehensive Plan Update: For the Record

Dear Commissioners:

Removal of approximately one hundred sixty acres from the Central

Kitsap UGA and another one hundred twenty-five acres from the

Silverdale UGA is totally illogical. These two tracts, totaling two hundred —
eighty-five acres, are along major arterials (Nels Nelson Road and Bucklin
Hill Road) and have sewer and all other urban services that are normally
provided in a UGA.

The Nels Nelson area has capacity available for future expansion of sewer
service. The area has relied on planning that has allowed and required

use of sewers in the past. Now, to make future use of the existing sewers "’

illegal, and to place many existing homes in a non-conforming use
category, is not well thought out.

The preferred proposal shows that you intend to add approximately two
hundred sixty acres located in the Gilberton/Brownsville area to the
Central Kitsap UGA. This area has no sewer service at this time; it will not
be economically feasible to extend services into this area in the
foreseeable future.

Removing two hundred eighty-five acres with sewers, that has been in the
UGA since adoption of the county’s first GMA plan, and replacing it with
two hundred sixty acres without urban services now and no hope of
providing such services in this planning period update, lacks all common
sense and is in violation of the policies of the GMA.

If you do remove the two hundred eighty-five acres and include the two
hundred sixty acre tract, UGAs have a net loss of twenty-five acres.
According to your staff there is a shortage of land in the CK UGA to
accommodate the projected population increase of one thousand three
hundred forty-eight prior to the net loss you are considering.

w

Page 2 of 3

To: Kitsap County Commissioners

From: Ronald Ross, 905 NE Paulson Rd, Poulsbo, WA 98370
Date: October 28, 2006

Subject Ten-Year Comprehensive Plan Update: For the Record

A population increase of nearly one thousand three hundred fifty will
require planning for an expansion of an additional five hundred forty

acres if the zone is Urban Protected as is the two hundred sixty acres
proposed for inclusion under the alternative plan.

Lpanug;uo:l g—l

The area north of Waaga Way, commonly referred to as the Royal Valley
application, was an early 2004, site specific request for inclusion in the
UGA as “Urban Protected”. It is approximately one hundred forty acres
and has all urban services in place, including sewer lines on the north,
south and through the property.

The Silverdale Citizens’ Advisory Committee recommended this property
be included in the CK UGA. The Kitsap Planning Commission voted four
in favor and three against bringing the area into the UGA. Although the
majority voted in favor of the inclusion, it lost by default. Planning by
default seems like a very poor way to determine growth patterns for the
upcoming twenty years.

Failure to include both the Royal Valley and the Nels Nelson areas is in
conflict of the Growth Management Act, goal # 1, which states: “Urban
Growth. Encourage development in urban areas where adequate public
facilities and services exist or can be provided in an efficient manner.” o

Number six of the GMA goals states: “The property rights of land owners
shall be protected from arbitrary and discriminatory actions.” It is quite
arbitrary and discriminatory to remove existing homes and vacant land
from using urban services that are located in their vicinity. Many families
have invested in homes relying on the existing zoning which has stood
the test of the Central Puget Sound Growth Hearings Board. Their homes
should not become non-conforming through a rezone.

There has been no change in the area that compels the removal of any
portion of the UGA when expansion is required to satisfy population
growth.

GMA's goal # 12 is not satisfied by adding acreage to a UGA when it is
not physically possible or economically practical to provide urban
services.
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Ta: Kitsap County Commissioners

From: Ronald Ross, 905 NE Paulson Rd, Poulsbo, WA 98370
Date October 28, 2006

Subject: Ten-Year Comprehensive Plan Update: For the Record

The obvious solution is to remove none of the existing UGA land along
the Nels Nelson or Bucklin Road corridor, and include the Royal Valley
one hundred forty acre parcel as well as the two hundred sixty acre parcel
in the Brownsville/Gilberton areas.

Kitsap County is projected to have one of the fastest population growths
in the foreseeable future and should have appropriate planning to
accommodate that growth.

It is incumbent upon you three commissioners to strive to meet all of the
goals of the Growth Management Act.

The preceding statements are facts and should not be ignored.

Thal u for your consideratton.

P

2

S iloane A o

Ronald R.Rbss e Lillian N. Ross

e g —,—1

[ MyKitsap - Kitsap County 10-Year Comprehensive Plan Update Form from the MyKitsap Web Site
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Letter 055
From: <Ichilson@co. kitsap.wa.us>
To: <mykitsap@co.kitsap.wa.us>
Date: Men, Sep 18, 2006 6:28 PM
Subject: Kitsap County 10-Year Comprehensive Plan Update Form from the MyKitsap Web Site
Kitsap County 10-Year Comprehensive Plan Update Form at
http:/hwww. mykitsap. org/l
Name: Dale Rudolph
Address: 19320 Schooner Court NE
City: Poulsbo
State: WA

Zip Code 98370
Contact_Telephone: 360-697-1033
2nd Contact Telephone:

Email: poulsbo6@hotmail.com

Comments: | am writing as a concered citizen, and certainly do
not represent the Navy.

| have tried unsuccessfully to find where in the Silverdale SubArea Plan
and County Comprehensive Plan, including 10-year update, that the plan
referred to either the County-wide Planning Policy for non-encroachment on
Nawvy military missions. Please assure that this policy will not only be
followed, but formally documented in the plan! In my personal opinion, as
a retired Navy Regional Planner, Alternative 3 for the Silverdale SubArea
Plan would have the potential to hamper future Navy flexibility for
development inside the base. Since the Trident days, Kitsap County has
faithfully kept new development, especially commercial strip development AR
away from the Bangor site. Alternative 3 would have created the

residential density that would have weakened the resolve to keep
supporting, then eventually any commercial development along Clear Creek
Road. In my opinion, Alternative 2 already moves part of the way to
development near the base, but a solid planning policy to maintain a low
density, rural residential buffer will help preserve the future opticns

for the Navy, which is the best way to aveid encroachment on Bangor's
mission and protect jobs,

VIR
Dale Rudolph

From Address:  24.16.172.125
Computer Info:

Mozilla/4.0 (compatible; MSIE 6.0, Windows NT 5.1; 8V1; NET CLR
1.1.4322; NET CLR 2.0.50727)
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Letter 057
Letter 056
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From: Chris Endresen 3 L
To: Silva, Angie @ 1
Date: 102712006 12:01:44 PM
Subject: Fwd: Zoning to Permit NASCAR scale Auto Racing in South Kitsap
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Chris Endresen

Kitsap County Commissioner
cendrese@co.kitsap.wa.us
360-337-7146
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=== "Jon Sole" <jsole@writeso.com> 10/24/2006 1:18 PM =>> ] P ?
Today, My wife and | had an opportunity to read the October 20, letter 4
addressed to you from KITSAP CITIZENS FOR RESPONSIELE PLANNING. In our

opinion, they have done an outstanding job in addressing the myriad reasons
why you should vote against changing the current zoning for the South Kitsap
Industrial Area (SKIA).

J80LU E00 ‘SKGIA HAOA NOISIA ¥OOA
| S
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Over the past couple of weeks, we have read articles in The Sun whereby:

1) the County wonders where they will get the funding to meet
transportation needs, i.e. construct new roads and maintain current ones,
over the next 20 years;
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2) the ongoing degradation of the health of Puget Sound esp. Hood Canal,
in large part due to surface runoff;

J—
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3) and today, the concern was about where and how to get sufficient
water supplies for the future.

TRV

3

Given these publicly voiced concerns alone should be reason enough to pause
and carefully consider whether you would squander the future of our

beautiful county for the economic welfare of a corporation and its

stockholders who do not reside in the County or even in the state. We both

urge and implore you to vote against changing the present zoning of SKIA
and/or any other measures which would bring a NASCAR track to Kitsap County.

Jon N. Sole

P.O. Box 7302
Kingston, WA 98346
360-297-4651
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Letter 058
From: <ypsuzuki@comcast. net>
To: <asilva@co. kitsap.wa.us>
Date: 10/1/2006 8:00:24 PM
Subject; Testamonial for Suzuki Family LLC SUZUKI FAMILY L.L.C.
Dear Ms. Silva:
Attached is a testimonial on behalf of the Suzuki Family LLC in the hopes that their property can be PO BOX 40419
included in the new 10 Comprehensive Plan for Morth Kitsap county specifically in the Kingston Urban BELLEVUE, WA 98015-4419
L]

Development. "
i ypsuzuki@comcast.net

| will also follow this email with a hard copy for your records. If you have any guestions or further
comments, you can reply to me either from the above email address or by the address and/or phone
number found on the attachment.

Thank you for attention to this matter, Paul Suzuki 29 September 2006

Ms. Angie Silva

Kitsap County Department of Community Development
614 Division Street, MS-36

Port Orchard, WA 98366

RE: Testimonial for Kingston Property Parcel #272702-1-010-2008

Dear Ms. Silva:

| would like you to consider a request to rezone our property located ]
on Burkes Lane NE in Kingston from Rural Residential (1 dwelling

unit per 5 acres) to Urban Restricted (5 dwelling units per acre) for

the following reasons:

s The property has been in the family for almost 100 years with
Nobuko (Yanagimachi) Suzuki being the principal owner for
most of these years. It has been only within the past few years -
that the Suzuki Family LLC was set up to continue ownership of
the property in the case that Nobuko became deceased. Our
mom, even when she was the principal owner, was in her 80's
and 90's and was not aware or was not able to comprehend the
extensive planning and development that was going on around
her Kingston property. She made no mention of the




Comprehensive Plan Review in 2003 or previous years when
she should have applied for a rezoning as the neighboring and
adjacent properties did. As such she missed an opportunity to
be included in the Kingston Urban Growth Area that abuts but
does not include her property. We would like you to reconsider
that had my mother been able to or was more aware of the
growth (she was in an assisted living and nursing care facility
for many of those years), she would have petitioned to be
included in the Kingston Urban Growth Areas as were the
neighbors to the south, Tax lot #272702-4-003-2001 and
property tax lots abutting to the east, Tax parcels # 272702-1-
011-2007, 272702-4-002-2002, and 272702-4-015-2007.

* A second consideration for rezoning would be by allowing this
property to be zoned at a higher density level should work out
better with the goals of Kitsap County's new Comprehensive
Plan for allowing an increase in population density especially
near the urban centers. The property lies in between the town
center of Kingston and the new area being developed at
Kountry Korner. The property also lies within a mile radius of
Kingston Junior High School, Spectrum Alternative School,
Kingston High School, and Richard Gordon Elementary School.
Finally, directly east of the property is Kingston's Nike Park and
Carpenter Lake.

| had a chance to attend the hearing on the draft of the
Comprehensive Plan and Environment Impact Statement last
September 18" at the Kitsap County Fairgrounds. It was with great
interest hearing Mr. Eric Baker's projections for the upcoming civilian
population growth. It was especially noted Kitsap County’s need for a
high urban density of 76% versus 24% rural density and | feel that
this property located in the Urban Growth Area would work positively

towards this goal. It seems like this property was just barely excluded

from the May 31% Kingston UGA Draft EIS Alternative 1 and 3 and
the Kingston UGA Draft EIS Alternative 2 dated July 12, 2006. The
manner in which Mr. Baker reviewed the new low impact
development procedures for the Urban Growth Areas seem to be
very exciting and beneficial to the overall development for Kitsap
County's future. The Urban ‘Cluster Residential method of

31

panuuo:

[

development was a great approach to manage the land and the land 1
owners expectations.

A

| thank you for you time to review this testimonial for rezone
consideration. | would appreciate hearing back from you if there are
any questions regarding this matter or if there is anything else that
would need to be done to change our status. You can reach me
either by the phone number listed above or by my email address.

anuILoD

p

Sincerely yours,

Y. Paul Suzuki for Suzuki Family LLC

cc: Mr. Eric Baker, N. Robert Suzuki, T. Howard Suzuki, Carol J.
Pasciuti, Chris Paulsen



Letter 059

0CT 3 0 2006 |

October 27,2006

COPIES INDIVIDUALLY
ADDRESSED TO ALL

Commissioner Angel,
THREE (3):

Please keep Central Valley Rural.

We are concerned that the North East corner of the Silverdale U.G.A. will border
le family, homes on medium size parcels.

Central Valley Road. The arca consists of sing|
The area still supports Deer, an occasional Bear and other wildlife and is a pleasant area

to reside.
To protect our neighborhood, we want the Silverdale U.G.A. Boundary moved west
away from Central Valley Road.

Thank You

Brian and Linda Youderian
15372 Central Valley Road N.W.
Poulsho, WA 98370

Letter 060

TTHIZ0T L
THA THFLATD

TH A 7AVEE

/&L

ITVGL A TR 7T 5] 7.

v

WWW
Y=
=z 7
fﬁ’éf’ 79 FZW0 W T S 95

: %
AN

D TVoll FZIABI0E VL LvEAT 17

L,

S22 Fl
LIl
>7

e
oy TATS %gf .

Jd
9

ALY 0k RS e
O75700¢ w

Ay (WETInYS TV 00)]=m

7

WL SO ZIVETHY THL WOy (49T G 59

T Vod

PEITITTE SN ST

=

duia) wal-) 5

‘uoedppued pue 2mnned o sed yuey Suepdy e

oz

yon 7
1 €7 A7
0yd FH

277 A7T7871 840

o7 -

QLESLL

L

A
0

[

7

Loy

VHO[

_L5700D (/00/
JUALNI UM ‘SMIIA HAOA NOISIAEAOA

844/ -T5

Aqt6a) yuud asea)d

desuyAw

G10°HESUNAW MMM

n
=]
=
=
m
2
=
n
-
=
o




M"Kitsan www MyKilsap.ory

=" YOURVISION, YOUR VIEWS, BUR FUTURE COMMENT CARD
‘20“/- plasa pentlegbly
“Joﬁ’/ OL).U Gl T -
f WA@W_ m Bpo) 672 = /798
@ faw.s’ w 973270 e -
Ploase share p s Eatsap County’s 10-jeat Plan llpdabe Thanl)mlnrynurumeam{pamcbm

N 1’ ,;A",.z,

LAl f' /i

g 7 7 ‘ s id) L)
ot

©
t=1
&
T
=




