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Chadrick Ashby

Opposes including in Alt 3

My name is Chadrick Ashby and | am a Port Orchard native and local property owner. My family and | own and operate a small farm along Cool Creek, which directly borders the land being considered in Reclassification Request #49. | would like to highlight the
discrepancies between Reclassification Request #49, and the Kitsap Countywide Planning Policies document. Please consider two key details: Expanding the UGA per Request #49 (alternative 3) exceeds population growth needs while taking away the rural
character of Kitsap County. ¢Critical conservation areas including salmon habitat and waterways will be negatively affected by the proposed UGA expansion. According to the Planning Policies document, Kitsap County has a primary focus on creating urban/civic
centers while promoting rural character. The Phillips Road corridor in Port Orchard, has historically been a rural, forested area, that people chose to live along for these reasons. Expanding the UGA down Phillips Road is not focusing growth on downtown Port
Orchard, and is taking away from the rural nature of our community. According to this document, section UGA-3-h: “Urban Growth Area expansion shall not result in new areas being included for population or employment capacity that exceeds what is
necessary to accommodate the growth management planning projections, plus a reasonable land market supply factor, or market factor.” According to the Alternatives Summary document, Alternative 3 “exceeds expected population growth needs.” More
specifically in Port Orchard, adding undeveloped land along Phillips Road into the UGA for SFRs (Request #49), while taking existing UGA properties with existing SFRs OUT of the UGA along Aiken Road, is contradictory. Why remove existing SFR legacy lots from
the UGA, just to add undeveloped forested land along Phillips Road into it? This seems contradictory and unfitting for community development. In Element D of this document, the very first policy’s (R-1) focus is: “Preserving rural character and enhancing the
natural environment, “ and aims to “preserve the character of identified rural areas by protecting and enhancing the natural environment, open spaces, recreational opportunities, and scenic and historic areas. Support small-scale farming and working resource
land, promote locally grown food, forestry, eco- and heritage-tourism.” Considering Alternative 3 in Port Orchard (specifically reclassification request #49) will do the exact opposite of this stated goal. Expanding the UGA south along Phillips Road will NOT
preserve the rural character of this area and will be a detriment to the surrounding natural environment. This option will be a threat to the Cool Creek habitat and our family’s farmland and small herd of cattle that use this creek as a water source. Additionally,
according to NE-3-a of this document, “The County and the Cities will conserve and enhance the County’s natural resources, critical areas, water quality/quantity, and environmental amenities while planning for and accommodating sustainable growth by:
eProtecting critical areas (wetlands, aquifer recharge areas, fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas, frequently flooded areas, steep slopes, and geologically hazardous areas). “ If Reclassification request #49 is considered, it would be a direct violation of
Kitsap County’s policies regarding the protection of our natural environment. Critical areas, including Cool Creek and surrounding wetlands, run through the properties in this request, and approving it will increase the housing capacity from 4 homes to a
maximum of 180 homes. It would be ignorant to think that this level of development would not have an impact on the surrounding critical area. In fact, there has already been a total disregard for this wetland. Last summer, this land almost sold to a developer,
and not only did the developer destroy over the allotted 7000 sq. ft of land performing their feasibility studies and other tests, but much of that destroyed land was within the designated wetlands/Cool Creek. The Kitsap County Code Enforcement team was
forced to issue a stop work order in order to protect this critical area from this developer’s negligence and recklessness. According to the Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife, Coho salmon are already considered a threatened species at the federal
level. Kitsap County’s Planning Policies must give special consideration to the listed species under the Endangered Species Act (ESA). The county “shall preserve, protect, and where possible, restore the functions of natural habitat to support ESA-listed species,
through the adoption of comprehensive plan policies, critical area ordinances, shoreline master programs, and other development regulations that seek to protect, maintain or restore aquatic ecosystems associated habitats and aquifer through the use of
management zones, development regulations, incentives for voluntary efforts of private landowners and developers, land use classifications or designations, habitat acquisition programs or habitat restoration projects.” Ignoring the struggling salmon
population that spawn in Cool Creek, and allowing UGA expansion for up to 180 SFRs on and near these critical areas is a direct violation of our planning policies and the ESA, as well as grossly negligent. Please note that my grandfather, William Ashby, Sr. is a
local cattle farmer and owns land along Cool Creek. He worked with county and state authorities to install over one mile of fencing around Cool Creek and its surrounding wetlands to preserve wildlife habitats. He spent thousands of hours and dollars doing
this. Our family takes conservation seriously and we hope the County considers potential negative ecological impacts when considering UGA expansion. Please DO NOT consider Alternative #3 map for Port Orchard (specifically Reclassification Request #49).
Please consider only Alternative #1 or #2 for Port Orchard.

Emilee Ashby

Opposes including in Alt 3

Dear Kitsap County Comprehensive Plan Team, Thank you for the opportunity for public comment on the future planning of Kitsap County. Just as important as the desires of landowners wanting to rezone their properties, are the real impact that such requests
will have on neighbors and surrounding communities. | am a 4th generation property owner and community member of South Kitsap. My family has lived on and worked farmland in Port Orchard since the 1960’s, and the conservation and protection of our
rural lands are of utmost importance to us, our neighbors, and our community. The environmental impact of urban sprawl in South Kitsap is a constant threat to our livelihood and needs to be addressed. When studying the Alternatives Maps that were
published last week, there are several discrepancies with the Port Orchard Alternative 3 option that | would like to highlight. According to the Comprehensive Plan Update, the purpose of this update is to ensure adherence to the Growth Management Act
(GMA) in order to plan for the next 20 years of population and employment growth. If complying with the GMA is of primary importance, | would like to point out direct violations of GMA compliance with Alternative 3 in Port Orchard, specifically
Reclassification Request #49, along Phillips Road. They are as follows (GMA components are bulleted, my comments are bolded in parentheses): ® Encourage development in urban areas near public facilities and services (Request #49 was taken out of the UGA
in the 2016 Comprehensive Plan Update, for several reasons, including environmental concerns, the prevention of urban sprawl, and to make the border of the UGA more linear. Adding these 20 acres back into the UGA (with zoning for 5-9 single family
residences [SFR] per acre) would not encourage development in existing urban areas, which directly violates the GMA. Additionally, there are no public services or existing infrastructure to accommodate 100-180 more homes and families along Phillips
Road.)eReduce sprawl (Alternative #3 will directly contribute to urban sprawl in South Kitsap. In both Alternative #2 and #3 maps for Port Orchard, there are legacy lots with existing SFRs along Aiken Road that are removed from the UGA to accommodate UGA
expansion in other areas. In Alternative #3, these Aiken SFR properties are taken out of the UGA only to add undeveloped, forested land along Phillips road to the UGA. This seems contradictory.)eEncourage multimodal transportation (Kitsap Transit does not
service Phillips Road, and the nearest bus stop is over a mile away and only services people in the early AM and for Southworth ferry commuters in the evening. There are no sidewalks or bike lanes along Phillips Road)ePlan for and accommodate housing at all
economic segments (If an additional housing development were to go in on Phillips Road (which is extremely likely if Reclassification Request #49 is approved), similar to the Richmond homes on Baker/Phillips, then the home prices would range from $499-
$799k. Not many people in our community can afford these prices, and this option does not promote housing diversity.)eProtect private property rights (The private property rights of bordering farmland and rural property owners to the properties included in
Reclassification Request #49 have already been violated. This property owner invited developers onto their land to do feasibility and other tests in summer of 2022. This developer made 2 illegal access entrances to the property off of Phillips Road and
destroyed over their allotted 7000 sq. feet of land performing these tests. Much of this destroyed land is considered a critical area. Kitsap County Code Enforcement was involved which resulted in a stop-work order being issued. The developers ignored this
order and continued to damage more land before the County could stop them. The actions of these developers and property owners of this land negatively impacted their neighbors; the illegal entry points were subsequently used by unwanted guests to
explore the trail system with ATVs and by foot, resulting in trespassing on neighboring properties and privacy violations by known convicts. The property owners of this land did not block the illegal entrances, patrol the area, or place no trespassing signs- my
family and I had to.)eProtect the environment and enhance quality of life (This is arguably the biggest discrepancy regarding Alternative #3, especially along Phillips Road. Cool Creek is a Coho and Chum Salmon Spawning habitat that runs through the wetlands
of the property in Reclassification Request #49. Adding 20 additional acres of UGA land will allow this property owner to sell a total of 40 acres of property zoned 5-9 homes per acre. This would mean up to 360 homes could be built on the banks of Cool Creek.
This critical area and all wetlands up and downstream from this property will be negatively impacted, which is especially unfortunate considering an already struggling Washington State salmon population.)As you can see, entertaining Reclassification Request
#49 is a direct violation of the GMA. Keeping these 20 acres as-is, will allow 4 homes to be built on the banks of Cool Creek, which is acceptable to neighbors and surrounding community. For this reason, | encourage you to adopt Alternative 1 or 2 in Port
Orchard and leave Reclassification Request #49 OUT of the UGA.




William D. Ashby Sr.

Opposes including in Alt 3

My name is William Dean Ashby Sr. | have lived in Port Orchard since my family and | moved here from South Dakota in the 1940s so my father could take a job at the Puget Sound Naval Shipyard. In 1965, my wife and | started a 40-acre cattle farm along Cool
Creek in Port Orchard. This is the property that my children, my grandchildren, and now my great-grandchildren have all been raised on. This place is my livelihood and | want to protect it for generations to come. | would like to briefly tell you about the
conservation efforts that my late wife, Myrna, and myself, took on in the 1990s in order to promote the Coho Salmon population throughout Cool Creek and other feeder streams on our property. Because of the small head of cattle that we keep (15-25
Hereford cows/steers), we wanted to make sure that we were being responsible to the native salmon populations while maintaining a viable and healthy water source for our animals. We teamed up with the Mid-Sound Salmon Enhancement Project in order to
fully fence our farm and wetlands, rehabilitate the stream system, and promote salmon habitats for future generations. We put in over 7 miles of fencing over the course of almost 10 years. We created a meandering stream with native plants, fish ladders, and
pools for spawning. For nearly a decade, myself and my family gave all of our free time to this project, as it was the most responsible thing to do. The Coho salmon population increased on our properties in the years to follow. Our efforts have lasted decades
and we all still work very hard to maintain this property and this salmon stream. If Alternative 3 is entertained in Port Orchard, the conservation efforts that myself and my family worked so hard for, will be greatly threatened. In 2016, when the Comprehensive
Plan Update was revised, there was an identical request to 2024’s Reclassification Request #49. This 20 acres of land was left OUT of the UGA in 2016 for multiple reasons, but a large part due to the environmental concerns that development of this land will
bring. These Comprehensive Plan Updates should not be a “put and take” activity. Our neighborhood and community should have some assurance of dependable, lasting decisions! There are many good reasons this land was removed from the UGA in 2016;
and the environmental concerns that we had in 2016 have only been amplified today. Between the threat of climate change and urban sprawl. There is an even bigger cause for concern regarding the environmental impacts of urban development, especially
along our stream systems. The abundance of coho salmon remains unstable in WA state, and the population varies between years because this species of salmon is particularly susceptible to changes in conditions. If reclassification request #49 is considered
(Alternative 3 in Port Orchard), it would put 20 acres of forested land along Phillips Road into the UGA. This will allow for 5-9 homes per acre. That is 100-180 homes (instead of currently zoned for 4 homes), on the banks of critical wetland habitat, that will
absolutely put my farm, cows, and the native Coho salmon population, in real danger of non-existence. According to the Countywide Planning Policies in Kitsap, “Rural land use designations in the County's Comprehensive Plan shall recognize ecological
functions and support rural uses such as farming, forestry, mining, recreation, tourism, and other rural activities, and permit a variety of low-density residential uses that preserve rural character and ecological functions, and can be sustained by rural service
levels. “ Please keep our rural farmlands, stream systems, and wetlands in mind when considering changes made to our 2024 Comprehensive Plan. | urge you to adopt Alternative #1 or #2 for Port Orchard, and leave Reclassification Request #49 OUT of the
UGA. My farm and livelihood depend on it.

Hannah Orando Baldus

Supports Alt 2

I’'m urging you to adopt a Focused Growth/ Urban Center Focused approach to the 2024 plan. As a current Kitsap County farmer and nearly lifelong Silverdale resident, | have deep roots here and | love our community. Encouraging economic growth and
encouraging ecological conservation (such as preserving our farmlands) are not mutually exclusive; we can do both. And this is exactly what the Focused Growth proposal can accomplish. Furthermore, we need an Agricultural Board, or at least an Agricultural
seat at the table for planning decisions. A clear need has been identified, time to make it happen.

Don Proctor

Move Portion to Alt 2

See attachment

Jason Highberg

Central Kitsap - Oppose Rezoning

We don't need any rezoning in Kitsap. The central valley area is beautiful and needs to be preserved. What we need is to not have greedy rental companies asking for so much money that keeps renters away. Building so many more new homes on top of each
other where there is no chance for a lawn with each property does not help the situation when these are just going to be sold at current prices and do nothing for lowering average prices. Address the real issues before destroying the environment.

Deborah Brennan

Opposes Island Lake/ Barker
Creek Rezone

| am against rezoning the acreage of the Old Christa Camp on Island Lake from Rural to Urban Low for several reasons.

1) How can this level of density be approved when it is next to Barker Creek?

2) Homes in this area are currently using septic systems. How will the sewer needs be addressed?

3)  With our changing climate, what about the impact of all of these additional homes have on our water supply

4)  With increased traffic on Central Valley Road, will that road need to be widened? Does the county have the easements and would the developer be liable for the associated costs?
5) Additionally, the proposed density will be out of keeping with the surrounding properties.

If the property is approved for development it should be at the current rate of one house per five acres.

Colleen O'Brien

Opposes Crista Camp
Development

What is going to happen with all the traffic on the upper portion of NW ISLAND LAKE ROAD? Just back into or out of my driveway is already a nightmare with the humans driving way over the speed limit. Yes, | have spoke to Ron Pierce. Yes, they did put the
computerized rubber speed "strips" across the road last last Summer. What a joke!!! | watched the same automobile go up and down the street THREE TIMES at crazy rate of speed and it only registered it ONCE between 55-59 MPH. | understand it is a Level |
street during the Winter for busses. Now you want to add 350 homes with at least two people working and flying past my home. That is at least 700 more cars on a tiny road, with curves...and that is just before and after work. What about trips to store, school
busses, garbage pick-ups, etc. TWO SUGGESTIONS... 1. Speed bumps from Gallery to Bennington. There needs to be at least three. 2. Close NW Island Road where it meets Camp Court so none of the traffic comes up the hill (heading West). All those
automobiles can drive on the lower part of NW Island Lake Road near the lake WHERE THERE ARE ONLY A HANDFUL OF HOUSES. The condos on Slate and Granite would have two exits to get out. The four houses that are on the South side of NW Island Lake
Road, just up the hill from Camp Court, can easily change their addresses to Silverdale vice Poulsbo, per the Silverdale Postmaster. Additionally, the upper portion of NW ISLAND LAKE ROAD has a sidewalk and has AT LEAST 100 people walking right next to cars
going 40 MPH. | have a Service Dog and TWICE we have almost been hit by people flying down the road. Yes, they came across the 2-foot "green patch" and onto the sidewalk. You going to pay for a new trained Service Dog for me when we get hit? As far as
calling 911...Please...They ask me what kind of automobile and license plate, SERIOUSLY? | tell them it was white or light grey or cream colored...I can not tell with a streak going past my home. Since | started this email, | have counted 22 cars going AT LEAST 35
MPH. | have repeatedly called Sheriff to complain. Deaf ears. When someone is hit and killed on this street...NOT IF...the county will be liable. There are speed humps on Tracyton Beach. Do not lie and say "Level | roads can not have speed bumps". The county
can make so much money by having a Sheriff sit on this street and nail every speeder.

Brent Hecht

Supports Crista Camp Developmen|

Just putting in my two cents are Christa Camp: let’s get more housing in the county!

Laura lzzard

Opposses Rezoning

Hi my name is Laura lzzard and | am writing to let you know my concerns about the rezoning. | think it is unbelievable that the rezoning is possibly going to change so drastically. | live on Plateau Circle in the Point of View neighborhood and we all know the
developers are going to cut down the forest which is unfortunate because we have seen deer, owls,raccoons, frogs and many animals in the forest. So many of my neighbors and myself are heartbroken about these new changes and If you change the zoning
and allow developers to come in and build massive buildings.....the animals don’t stand a chance. Please do the right thing and keep the zoning guidelines the same.

Aleena Yunuba

Opposes Island Lake/ Barker

Creek Rezone

I live in the neighborhood of the land formerly called Camp Christie, 95 acres which has been proposed to be rezoned from Rural to Urban Low Density. We live at 1410 NW Island Lake Rd and own our home, and are concerned about the development. Our
primary concern is the traffic flow to and from the proposed development. The main access road to this area is a single-lane dirt road which branches off of Island Lake Rd at the bottom of a hill. The hill here is very dangerous during winter road conditions and
while we have lived here, cars have slid down the icy road and into the properties at the base of the hill multiple times and caused property damage to the fences there. This will likely happen more with the increased traffic on the road, as well as be more
damaging since large construction trucks will be routinely traveling in and out. This area also doesn't have good visibility around the corners and cars often speed. Combined with the lack of sidewalks, it makes it dangerous to walk along the road and the
increased traffic would increase the danger. Currently | walk my dog along this road every day but | do not know if | will be able to should the land be rezoned without any additional steps. We would like to lobby for any or all of the following to address this
issue: - Sidewalks installed along at least one side of Island Lake Road, specifically on the hill between 1410 and Camp Court. - A reduced speed limit for the area - Speed bumps, again specifically on the hill. - Street lamps at top and bottom of hill to improve
visibility. We also have concerns about the environmental impact of the development. Other neighbors who have lived in this neighborhood longer have shared stories about a development in the 80s that clearcut trees and caused massive soil runoff, then
didn't drill deeply enough to reach the water table and drained several inches out of the lake. We are concerned that this development will not be handled responsibly and we will see a repeat of these issues, or a crop of other unintended consequences. We
hope that the county will require a full report of potential environmental impacts based on the development and regulate the construction appropriately to protect the area in which we live. | am also curious whether a survey has been conducted or will be
conducted on the land to assess indigenous/cultural impacts of developing the land, prior to rezoning/issuing permits for development. Finally, my understanding is that the developer intends to build rental properties, not properties to sell to new
homeowners. | do have concerns about the quality of our neighborhood and of Island Lake Park if the majority of these people are short-term renters with no investment in the area - specifically that they will bring an influx of litter, disrespect our park, and
make this a less pleasant place to live. Thank you for taking the time to read through my concerns. | hope some are able to be addressed before rezoning the land.




Danna Olson

Opposes Crista Camp
Development

| am asking you to please not implement by our plan for land owners to build up to 360 houses total on our road. Please realize that the reason we all moved out this way to get away from close neighbors and traffic originally. | know that all you think about is
the money which is unfortunate and sad. We wanted more peace and quiet which has become an absolute joke. | know you don’t care because it’s all about the tax money to you. But the residents out here do care. We don’t need any more housing out here or

traffic. Please start listening to us and don’t allow this plan to go through... none of them. We are on SE Emelia Ln and hear the cars on Phillips speed on it all hours of the day. There is no way the speed limit should be 45!!1111111 |t is not a highway. People aren’t
driving the limit— instead they go about 50?to 55! It’s crazy. That speed limit needs to be lowered immediately. It is not safe. Phillips road speed limit is higher than many like mile hill road that is even 35. Please don’t be deaf to our concerns about not allowing
any mor building and ruining our current rural area anymore than you already have in the past by allowing so many new houses out here!!!!!111111| am not the only one who feels this way and don’t know why you all feel like you have to make changes to the

current plan.

Forrest Nichols

Supports Alt 2

I have lived in Kitsap County for 36 years, and have seen it change an enormous amount in my time here. It is important to plan for responsible development with the inevitable future growth of our county. Of all the options that are being considered, the
"Focused Growth/Urban Center Focus" Is the only one that allows for kitsap to grow and to still maintain farmland, wildlife habitat, and open space.

Heather Carnocki

Supports Alt 2

I, Heather Carnocki, am a Kitsap resident and small scale farmer in Seabeck, WA and | want to let you know | support: 2. Focused Growth/Urban Center Focus: Population growth is focused in existing urban areas with policies to incentivize more diverse housing
types such as townhomes, multi-family and cottage housing. | support preserving farmland in Kitsap County. | believe we need an agricultural land use designation, and someone representing Agriculture on the board.

Joe Crawford

Opposes Island Lake/ Barker
Creek Rezone

I’'m reaching out you regarding the potential rezoning of the 95 acres along Barker Creek in Central Valley from the current rural zoning to your proposed urban low density zoning. As a resident homeowner on Island Lake, I’'m highly concerned and absolutely
against this rezoning proposal. The environmental impact this will have on one of the last fresh water reservoirs in the area would be potentially devastating. It goes without saying the long term safety and security of Island Lake itself is at stake here and will be
completely impacted with your rezoning decision. With the environmental impact rezoning such a large area adjacent to it with potentially hundreds of new homes, | see absolutely nothing positive promoting the health of Island Lake. | urge you to consider
NOT rezoning this area and seek alternative methods to safely secure the area adjacent to Island Lake.

Donald Fenton

Opposes Island Lake/ Barker
Creek Rezone

I am commenting on a portion of Alternative 3 of the 2024 Comprehensive Plan Update. | as well as several of my neighbors are very much opposed to the inclusion of 3 parcels being added to the Silverdale Urban Growth Area (UGA) as proposed in Alternative
3 of the plan update. These properties are identified as: App ID #13 being tax parcel 102501-1-016-2004 App ID # 56 being tax parcel 102501-4-001-2005 and 102501-4-002-2004 App ID # 13 is the eastern portion of the Crista Camp property and borders Island
Lake at its Northwest corner. This property also is a part of the Barker Creek Watershed as Barker Creek begins on this property and runs the entire length of it.

App ID # 56 is approximately 20 acres due south of the Crista property. It is also part of the Barker Creek Watershed with the creek running the entire length of this property from north to south. All of these tracts are rural in nature and a part of the Central
Valley corridor. They are for the most part, densely wooded properties. They provide much needed habitat for many deer, birds, coyotes, small animals, and fish. It would be a travesty should these properties be included in the Silverdale UGA resulting in
destruction of critical wildlife habitat that will be impossible to replace. My opposition is based on 3 main points: 1) Environmental: The Barker Creek Watershed has been a crucial waterway in the Central Valley area. It has been adversely impacted by the
development of the properties west of the creek off Ridgetop Boulevard. Just since Christmas 2022, the Cottages development off of Ridgetop has contaminated Barker Creek two times with muddy runoff entering the creek. Who knows what other
contaminates we’re carried into the creek during those events. The Barker Creek Watershed cannot afford to have urban densities on property east of the creek and remain a viable waterway. Wisely, in 2006, the then County Commissioners refused to include
property within the Central Valley corridor in the Silverdale UGA. The County Commissioners were praised by the State Department of Ecology for their vision in DOE publication No. 09-10-029 titled “Barker Creek The Future of a Watershed”. Today we need to
see that same vision by the current County Commissioners by preserving and protecting this valuable watershed and exclude the above identified properties from the Silverdale UGA. 2) Resources and Infrastructure: The properties in question are critical to the
Island Lake Aquifer recharge. The Island Lake Aquifer is classified as a Category 1 aquifer by the state, meaning that there is a high probability that potable water is vulnerable to contamination and impaired recharge. As existing permeable land is developed
and replaced impermeable surfaces (roofs, streets, driveways, etc.), the aquifer recharge is negatively impacted. The properties under consideration for rezone represent one of the largest remaining tracts within the Central Valley corridor that contributes to
recharge of the Island Lake Aquifer. Additionally, these properties are not in close proximity to a potable water source but would likely be served by Silverdale Water which further depletes the Island Lake Aquifer. Other necessary infrastructure such as
sanitary sewers are not in close proximity to these properties, nor is an adequate electrical supply which, according to Puget Power, is already under stress with current electrical demands and aging infrastructure according to articles published in the Kitsap Sun
in 2022. 3) Promises: After the debacle with the development of Silverhills Estates in the late 1980's and early 1990's which nearly destroyed Island Lake, we the lakefront owners were promised by the then County Commissioners that the Central Valley
corridor would be kept "Rural". We recognize their promises are not binding on future decisionmakers. We ask that you do follow their lead and keep the Central Valley corridor free from urbanization and reject the above properties from being included in the
Silverdale UGA and reject their subsequent rezone from rural to urban.

Donna Etchey

Opposes Island Lake/ Barker
Creek Rezone

Regarding the rezoning of parcels: 016, 001 and 002 from Rural Density to Urban Low Density. | live on the corner of Island lake Rd and Carry St. The traffic that this type of development would bring to our small community is unfathomable. We walk island lake
road quite often and the shoulder already is tight to walk on. | get nervous every time a car comes towards me. This development would bring hundreds of cars a day into our small community.

Let’s talk about what this development would bring to our lake. It is a known fact that the number of homes that this development has plans for would be detrimental to the lake. Even with the best of intentions on controlling the runoff. The lake would be
gone in less then 10 years or at least become nothing more than a swampy pond. | cannot imagine this area without the forest or the wild life that live here, instead, full with Housing, Condos, Townhouses and apartments. Please reconsider and keep the
parcels in urban density. Silverdale currently has a population of 21,301 and is one of the best places to live in Washington. Living in Silverdale offers residents a dense feel. The public schools are rated very good and we have a fairly low crime rate. The traffic
in Silverdale is already challenging. What is the county’s plan for streets and traffic if you keep adding these types of