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ORDINANCE NO. -2012

ORDINANCE REGARDING 2012 UGA REMAND COMPREHENSIVE PLAN UPDATE TO KITSAP

COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

BE ITORDAINED:

Section1. GeneralFindings.The KitsapCounty Board ofCommissionersmakes thefollowing

findings:

1. On May 7,1998,the BoardofCountyCommissioners(Board)adopted the 1998 KitsapCounty

Comprehensive Plan.Adoptionofthe 1998 plansatisfiedthe requirementssetforthinthe

Growth Management Act(GMA).

2. On December 11,2006,the Boardadopted amendments totheComprehensive Planand

associateddevelopment code inaccordancewiththe requirementsfora 10-YearUpdate.This

Comprehensive Planwas appealedtotheCentralPugetSound Growth Management Hearings

Board (CPSGMHB), caseNo. 07-3-00190.ThisCPSGMHB found the updatedComprehensive

Plan,otherthanwastewaterplanningand RuralWooded IncentiveProgram,to be compliant

withGMA. On June 5,2008,theCPSGMHB found theentireComprehensive Planto be GMA

compliant.The petitionerschallengedthisrulingtoThurstonCountySuperiorCourt,where the

Courtupheldthe Board'srulinginJanuary,2009 and found the Planincompliance.

Subsequently,the petitionersappealedtotheWashington StateCourtofAppeals,DivisionII.

3. On July7,2010,theWashington StateCourtofAppeals,reversedinparttheoriginalCPSGMHB

compliantorderand remanded thedecisionbacktotheCPSGMHB forreviewand decision.

4. On August31,2011,theCPSGMHB issueda finaldecisionand orderon remand toKitsap

County.Suquamish Tribeetal.v.KitsapCounty;CPSGMHB No.07-3-00190.The decisionfocused

on threeissuesand includes:

= Urban Density/Minimum Densities.The CPSGMHB found localcircumstancesdidnot

supporttheCounty'sreductionofminimum densitiesinitsUGAs from fivetofour

dwellingunitsperacreinthe Urban Low and Urban ClusterResidentialdesignations.

The Boardconcludedthe reductionand resultantUGA expansioncreated

inconsistencieswiththecomprehensiveplan,didnotcomply withRCW 36.70A.110,

and was notguidedby GMA Goals1 and 2 on Urban Growth and ReducingSprawl,

respectively.

* Land CapacityAnalysis-AccountingforEnvironmentallyCriticalAreasTwice.The

CPSGMHB determinedtheCounty "double-dipped"and thatitdiscountedtwicefor

constrainedlandsinitsUrban Restricteddesignation.Specifically,theCounty'suseofa

lowerzoningthataccountsforcriticalareasaftercriticalareaswere alreadydiscounted

understatestheactualcapacityfordevelopment ofUrban Restricteddesignatedlands.

Land CapacityAnalysis-Minimum Density.The CPSGMHB found fourdwellingunitsper

acrewas notan appropriatecapacitymultiplierintheCounty'sUrban Low and Urban

Clusterdesignations;itisnota supportablemeasure ofcapacitybasedon local
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circumstances;and isnotconsistentwiththeGMA Goals,the BuildableLandsReport

(BLR)and theCounty'sComprehensive Plan.

5. InresponsetotheCPSGMHB decisionCounty began reviewofeightoutoften Urban Growth

Areas(UGAs)thathad been challengedand addressedinthe Remand Order.These UGAs consist

of:

* Kingston

* Silverdale

* CentralKitsap

* EastBremerton

* West Bremerton

* Gorst

* McCormick Woods/ULID#6, and

* PortOrchard/SouthKitsap

Section2. GeneralProceduralFindings.The KitsapCounty BoardofCommissionersmakes the

followingfindingsregardingthe publicparticipationprocessofthe2012 Comprehensive PlanRemand:

1. Over thecourseofNovember 2011 throughMay 2012,KitsapCountystaffmet withlocal

community groups,councils,chambers ofcommerce, appellantsand capitalserviceprovidersto

discussthe HearingsBoard Remand Order,associatedschedule,aswellasdraftdocuments for

publicreviewand comment.

2. On November 7 and 10,2010,followingtimelyand effectivepublicnotice,KitsapCounty held

two publicopen housesand workshops todiscussthe HearingsBoard Remand Order,associated

schedule,aswellasvisioningofUrban Growth Areasand associatedcapitalfacilitiesservice.

3. On lanuary25 and 26,2012,followingtimelyand effectivepublicnotice,KitsapCounty heldtwo

publicopen housesto reviewand comment on the preliminarydraftlandusealternativesand

theassociatedlandcapacityanalysisassumptions.

4. On February6,2012,followingtimelyand effectivepublicnotice,the Board helda specialpublic

hearingtoconsidertestimonyon the rangeofalternativesto be analyzedinthe Draft

SupplementalEnvironmentalImpactStatement(SEIS)CapitalFacilitiesPlan,proposed

Development Regulationsand Comprehensive Planamendments.

5. On February13,2012,followinga timelyand effectivenotice,the Board helda work-study

sessiontoselecttherangeofalternativesand policyconceptsto be analyzedinthedraft

documents.

6. On May 7,2012,KitsapCounty issueda noticeofavailabilityand applicationforthe DraftSEIS,

CapitalFacilitiesPlan,ProposedDevelopment Regulationsand Comprehensive Plan
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amendments fora 30-daypublic,tribeand agencyreviewand comment period.The comment

periodclosedon June 6,2012.

7. On May 7,2012,KitsapCounty mailedpostcardsto4,913propertyowners notifyingthem of

proposedzoningchangeson theirproperty.

8. On May 15 and 17,2012,followingtimelyand effectivepublicnotice,KitsapCounty heldtwo

open houseson the DraftSEIS,CapitalFacilitiesPlan,Proposed Development Regulationsand

Comprehensive Planamendments.

9. On May 21,2012,followingtimelyand effectivepublicnotice,the Boardand Planning

Commission heldajointadministrationbriefingtodiscusscontentsofthe DraftSEIS,Capital

FacilitiesPlan,proposedDevelopment Regulationsand Comprehensive Planamendments.

10. On June4,2012,followingtimelyand effectivepublicnotice,the Board helda publichearingto

considerpublictestimonyand writtencomment on the proposeddraftdocuments.

11. On June6,2012,the30-daycomment periodclosedon the DraftSEIS,CapitalFacilitiesPlan,

proposed Development Regulationsand Comprehensive Planamendments.

12.On June 11 and 18,2012,followingtimelyand effectivepublicnotice,the Board began

deliberationsand approved a preferredlandusealternative,planpolicydocument, and

associateddevelopment regulations.

13.On August 10,2012,KitsapCounty issueda noticeofFinalSEISavailabilityand noticeofintent

toadopt inthe newspaper ofrecord.

14.On August27,2012,followinga timelyand effectivenotice,the Board helda publichearingto

considertestimonyon the FinalSEIS,PreferredAlternative,CapitalFacilitiesPlan,aswellas

proposed Development Regulationsand Comprehensive Planamendments. The Board closed

the hearingforpublictestimonyand continuedthe hearingfordecisiononly.

15.On August29,2012,the Board continueditspublichearingfrom August27,2011to deliberate

on the proposedcomprehensiveplanamendments, map amendments and capitalfacilitiesplan

amendments.

16.On August29,2012,KitsapCounty issueda SEPA addendum pursuanttoWAC 197-11-560(5)

and 197-11-625.

Section3. SubstantiveFindings.The Board ofCounty Commissionersmakes thefollowingfindings

withrespecttotheamendments totheComprehensive Planand CapitalFacilitiesPlan:

1. These amendments were developedinconsiderationofthegoalsoftheGMAfor the

development oflocalcomprehensiveplans,ascodifiedatRCW 36.70A.020,and reflecta careful

balancingthesegoalswithinthelocalconditionsofKitsapCounty.

2. These amendments were developedaccordingtoand arefound tocomply withthe

requirementsoftheGMA, chapter36.70A RCW.
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3. The amendments adopted by thisordinancearewithinthe rangeofthealternativesanalyzedin
the DraftSEISand FinalSEIS.

4. There hasbeen earlyand continuouspublicparticipationinthe reviewofthe proposed

amendments, as requiredby theGMA, and consistentwithKCC 21.08and theState

EnvironmentalPolicyAct.

5. The Board basesitsfindingsand conclusionson the entirerecordand allofthetestimony,oral

orwritten,and exhibitssubmittedtothe Board.Any findingthatshouldbe deemed a

conclusion,and any conclusionthatshouldbe deemed a finding,isherebyadopted assuch.

6. The Board has consideredthe followingcriteriaconsistentwith KitsapCounty Code Sections

21.08.160and 21.08.170,and makes thefollowingfindings:

a. CircumstancesinKitsapCounty have substantiallychanged sincetheadoptionofthe 1998

Comprehensive Planand/orsubsequentamendments;

b. New informationisavailablethatwas notconsideredintheadoptionofthe 1998

Comprehensive Planand/orsubsequentamendments;

c. The proposedamendments areconsistentwithorsupportotherplanelementsand/or

development regulations;

d. The proposedamendments reflectthegoals,objectivesand policiesofthe Comprehensive
Plan;

e. The proposedamendments areconsistentwiththeCountywide PlanningPolicies;and

f. The proposedamendments arecompliantwiththe requirementsoftheGrowth

Management Act.

7. The Board has reviewedtheCentralPugetSound Growth Management HearingsBoard Decision

inSuquamish Tribeetal.v.KitsapCounty;CPSGMHB No.07-3-0019c.FinalDecision& Order on

Remand (8/31/2011).The Boardfindsthattheremand issuehas been addressedand resolved.

Section4. NOW THEREFORE, BE ITFURTHER ORDAINED, thatthe KitsapCounty Boardof

Commissioners,basedon theforegoingfindings,hereby:

1. Approvesthe PreferredAlternativeforthe Kingston,Silverdale,CentralKitsap,EastBremerton,
West Bremerton,Gorst,McCormick Woods/ULID#6 and PortOrchard/SouthKitsapUrban

Growth Areas(UGAs).

2. Approves Comprehensive Plan,CapitalFacilitiesand Development RegulationAmendments

datedAugust2012 as reflectedinAttachmentA,incorporatedhereinby thisreference.

3. Approvesthe Draftand FinalSupplementalEnvironmentalImpactStatements(SEIS)dated May
and August2012.These environmentaldocuments areintendedtosupplementthe2006 Draft

and FinalEnvironmentalImpactStatements.The Draftand FinalSEISisinAttachment B,

incorporatedhereinby thisreference.
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4. Approvesand implementsthe revisedlandcapacitymethodology and assumptionsforsizing

UGAs assummarized inthe Draftand FinalSEIS(AttachmentB).

5. Approves an increaseinminimum density,from 4-9dwellingunitsperacreto5-9dwellingunits

peracreforthe Urban Low and Urban ClusterResidentialzoningclassificationsassummarized

inAttachmentsA and B.

6. Approves a new urbanzoningclassificationSeniorLivingHomestead, withdensitiesranging

from 5-9dwellingunitsperacre.ThiszoningclassificationislocatedintheCentralKitsapUGA

and appliedtothepropertiescommonly known asRoyalValleyand Minder Farms.

7. Approvesany amendments, incorporatedhereinby referenceasindicatedinAttachment C and

Attachment D,totheComprehensive Plan,CapitalFacilitiesPlanand Draftand FinalSEIS

reflectedinAttachmentsA and B.

Section5.EffectiveDate:ThisOrdinanceshalltakeeffecton August 31,2012.

Section6.Severability:ifany sentence,section,provision,orclauseofthisordinanceor itsapplication

toany person,entityorcircumstanceisforany reasonheldinvalidor unconstitutional,the remainderof

theordinance,ortheapplicationofthe provisiontootherpersons,entities,orcircumstancesisnot

affected.

Section7.Scrivener'sError:Shouldany amendment to KitsapCountyComprehensive Plan,Capital

FacilitiesPlanand Development Code thatwas passedby the Boardduringitsdeliberationsbe

inadvertentlyleftout upon publication,theexplicitactionofthe Board asdiscussedand passedshall

prevailupon subsequentreviewand verificationbythe Board.

DATED this y of 2012.

COM
KITSAP COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

O

ROBERT LDE hair

ATTEST: CO JOSH 8 WN, Commissioner

D na Daniels CHARLOTEE GARRIDO, Commissioner

Clerkofthe Board
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Approved asto Form:

ShelleyK dip 7

Deputy ProsecutingAttorney
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Sewer

and

state

regulations

shall

also

apply.

These-r-egulations

applicable

local

and

state

regulations

shall

also

apply.

Connection

7

Section

Project

staff

Approve

proposed

revision.

17.383.010

0

17.383.020

Definitioner

Public

Sewer

Connection
in

17.383.020

Definitions,

Public

Sewer

Connection
in

UGAs.

UGAs.

In

accordance

with

KCC

13.12.020,

Health

District

in

accordance

with

KCC

13.12.020,

Health

District

Ordinance

2008A-01and

WAC246-272A-0025,

Ordinance

2008A-01and

WAC

246-272A-0025,

all

new

development
or

existing

development

requiring

all

new

development
or

existing

development

requiring
a

a

replacement

on-site

septic

system

and
is

located

replacement

on-site

septic

system

and-that
is

located

within
an

urban

growth

area

must

connect
to

public

within
an

urban

growth

area

must

connect
to

public

sewer
if
the

property
is

within

two

hundred

(200)

feet
of

sewer
if
the

property
is

within

two

hundred

(200)

feet
of

0

an

existing

public

sewer

main

that
has

adequate

capacity

an

existing

public

sewer

main

that

has

adeauate

capacity

for
the

development,

for
the

development.

o

Title
17Sewer

0

Connection

8

Project

staff

Approve

proposed

revision.

Section
17.383.020

-

JGA

Remand:

Prcposed

Edits

from

,'ublic

Testimony

and
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aff

Review
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Oosco

18.04.100

Categorical

exemptions
for

infill

-

18.04.100

Categorical

exemptions
for

infill

0..

development.

development.

A.

In

order
to

accommodate

infill

development
in
the

A.

In

order
to

accommodate

infill

development
in
the

Silverdale

Infill

Area,

except
for
in
the

Urban

Low

Silverdale

infill

Area,

except
for
in
the

Urban

Low

Residential

(UL)

and

Urban

Restricted

(UR)

zones,
the

Residential

(UL)

and

Urban

Restricted

(UR)

zones,
the

county

establishes
the

following

exempt

levels
for

county

establishes
the

following

exempt

levels
for

--

construction
of

residential

developmentss

mixed

uses

construction
of

residential

developments,

mixed

use,

and,

0

and

commercial

non-retail

developments

under

RCW

commercial

non-retail

developments

under

RCW

o

43.21C.229.

43.21C.229.

Title
18

1.

For

residential

developments
in
the

Urban

1.

For

residential

developments
in
the

Urban

a

Silverdale

SEPA

Medium

Residential

(UM)

and

Urban

High

Medium

Residential

(UM)

and

Urban

High

9

Exemption

Project

staff

Approve

proposed

revision.

Section

Residential

(UH)

zones,
up
to
the

maximum

total

Residential

(UH)

zones,
up
to
the

maximum

total

18.04.100

number
of

available

trips
in
the

Silverdale

Mixed

number
of

available

trips
in
the

Silverdale

Mixed

Use

infill

Trip

Bank,
as

established
by
the

Use

infill

Trip

Bank,
as

established
by
the

a

department
of

public

works;
or

department
of

public

works;
or

2.

For

falmixed

use

developments

odb1

2.

For
tal

mixed

use

developments

odb}

commercial

(non-retail)

developments
in
the

commercial

(non-retail)

developments
in
the

Neighborhood

Commercial

(NC),

Highway/Tourist

Neighborhood

Commercial

(NC),

Highway/Tourist

Commercial

(HTC),

Regional

Commercial

(RC),

and

Commercial

(HTC),

Regional

Commercial

(RC),

and

Mixed

Use

(MU)

zones,
up
to
the

maximum

total

Mixed

Use

(MU)

zones,
up
to
the

maximum

total

number
of

available

trips
in
the

Silverdale

Mixed

number
of

available

trips
in
the

Silverdale

Mixed

Use

Infill

Trip

Bank,
as

established
in

subsection
3

Use

Infill

Trip

Bank,
as

established
in

subsection
3

below

.

The

below

.

The

JGA

Remand:

Proposed

Edits

from

Jublic

Testimony

and

S.aff
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exemption

does
not

apply
to

stand-abne

non-

exemption

does
not

apply
to

stand-alone

non-retail

retail

commercial

development

shall

exceed

commercial

development

that

shaR

exceed

65,000

65,000

square

feet
in

size.

square

feet
in

size.

3.

The

Silverdale

Mixed

Use

Infill

Trip

Bank
is
as

3.

The

Silverdale

Mixed

Use

Infill

Trip

Bank
is
as

follows:

follows:

a.

The

residential

and

mixed

use

trip

bank

equals

a.

The

residential

and

mixed

use

trip

bank

equals

775

new

trips

between

2010

and

2025.

775

new

tries

between

2010

and

2025.

b.

The

commercial

(non-retail)

trip

bank

equals

b.

The

commercial

(non-retail)

trip

bank

equals

6,280

trips

new

trips

between

2010

and

2025.

6,280

trips

new

trips

between

2010

and

2025.

B.

In

determining

whether
or
not
a

proposal
is

exempt,

B.

In

determining

whether
or
not
a

proposal
is

exempt,

the

department

shall

consider
a

traffic

analysis

based
on

the

department

shall

consider
a

traffic

analysis

based
on

the

quantity
of

development

units

and
the

related

the

quantity
of

development

units

and
the

related

applicable

trip

generation.

The

traffic

analysis

shall
be

applicable

trip

generation.

The

traffic

analysis

shall
be

filed
by
the

applicant
at
the

same

time
as
an

application

filed
by
the

applicant
at
the

same

time
as
an

application

fora

permit,

license,

certificate
or

other

approval.

Traffic

for
a

permit,

license,

certificate
or

other

approval.

Traffic

0-

analysis
will

follow

Traffic

Impact

Analysis

guidelines
as

analysis
will

follow

Traffic

impact

Analysis

guidelines
as

set

forth
in

Chapter

20.04.

Developments

that

qualify
for

set

forth
in

Chapter

20.04.

Developments

that

qualify
for

0..

this

SEPA

exemption

would

still
be

subject
to
the

this

SEPA

exemption

would

still
be

subject
to
the

Transportation

Facilities

Concurrency

Ordinance

Transportation

Facilities

Concurrency

Ordinance

(Chapter

(Chapter

20.04).

Development
will
be

allowed

under

this

20.04).

Development
will
be

allowed

under

this

exemption
up
to
the

point

that
all
the

trips
in
the

trip

exemption
up
to
the

point

that
all
the

trips
in
the

trip

bank

have

been

taken,

unless

denied
by

concurrency.

bank

have

been

taken,

unless

denied
by

concurrency.

o

C.

Upon

approval
of
the

proposal

according
to
the

C.

Upon

approval
of
the

proposal

according
to
the

8

provisions
of

Title
21,
the

department

shall

document

provisions
of

Title
21,
the

department

shall

document
the

a

the

change
in

total

available

trips
in

accordance

with

change
in

total

available

trips
in

accordance

with

adopted

adopted

administrative

guidelines.

These

exempt

levels

administrative

guidelines.

These

exempt

levels
are
not

are

not

applicable

once
the

total

available

trips

have

applicable

once
the

total

available

trips

have

been

been

utilized.

utilized.

D.

The

department
of

public

works
will

monitor
the

D.

The

department
of

public

works
will

monitor
the

total

number
of

trips

taken

from
the

Silverdale

Mixed

total

number
of

trips

taken

from
the

Silverdale

Mixed

Use

Use

infill

Trip

Bank
as

part
of
the

development

Infill

Trip

Bank
as

part
of
the

development

approval

approval

process.

process.

UGA

Remand:

Proposed

Edits

from

Public

Testimony

and
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ATTACHMENT D

ADDENDUM TO:

Kitsap County Urban Growth Area (UGA) Sizing and Composition

Remand Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS)

Draft SEIS: May 7, 2012

Final SEIS: August 10, 2012

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSAL AND PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE UPDATES

The ProposedActionconsistsofamendments to KitsapCounty'sComprehensive Planapproved by the

County in2006 consistentwiththeGrowth Management Act(GMA) 10-yearupdatereviewcycle.The

proposedComprehensive Planamendments arethe resultofa remand by theCentralPugetSound

Growth Management HearingsBoard (CPSGMHB) requiringtheCountyto revisititsUrban Growth Areas

(UGAs)toensurethattheCounty'sresidentiallandcapacityassumptionsreflectlocalconditionsand

GMA goalsforfuturegrowth. As a resultofreviewingUGA residentialcapacitiesand sizing,the County

isalsoproposingconsistencyamendments withitsadopted Comprehensive PlanElements,including

landuse,capitalfacilities,and others.

The Draftand FinalSupplementalEnvironmentalImpactStatement(SEIS)addressedfouralternatives:

No Action,Alternative1,Alternative2,and the PreferredAlternative.The No ActionAlternativeis

requiredby SEPA and isthecontinuationofthecurrentComprehensive Planadopted in2006.

Alternativesl and 2 and the PreferredAlternativereviewdifferentUGA capacitiesand boundaries.

Withinthe rangeofstudiedalternatives,the PreferredAlternativeassumes amendment ofthecurrent

Comprehensive Plantoaddressthe Remand. Goals,policies,landusedesignationsand zoning,would

be modified.On thewhole,the PreferredAlternativewould reduceUGA boundariesbasedon modified

densitiesand landcapacitydeductionfactorsreflectinglocalcircumstancesand trends.

KitsapCounty issuedtheabove referencedFinalSEISon August 10,2012 togetherwiththe proposed

Comprehensive Planand development regulationamendments. The documents were made availablein

advanceofa publichearingheldon August27,2012 beforethe BoardofCountyCommissioners.As a

resultoftestimonyand comments receivedbetween August 10 and 27,2012,KitsapCounty isproposing

minor modificationsofthePreferredAlternative,listedasfollows:

* Comprehensive PlanPolicies:Clarificationon a policyand textreferencingcoordinationwiththe

CityofPortOrchardand the KitsapRegionalCoordinatingCouncil(KRCC)regardingpopulation

allocations

* CapitalFacilitiesPlan:CorrectiontothefireratingdataassociatedwithSouth KitsapFireand

Rescue (seeclarificationsand correctionsbelow forcorrespondingchangesinthe FinalSEIS).

o Development Regulations:

Page1of2
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o Editorialcorrections(e.g.grammar) toTitle17 and 18 amendments regardingsewer connection

and SEPA infillexemptions,and

0 ClarificationofperformancestandardsintheproposedTitle17 SeniorLivingCode appliedtoa

portionoftheCentralKitsapUGA asfollows:clarifythatopen spaceshouldbe configuredto

functionasa wildlifecorridorand clarifyaccesslimitationson NE PaulsonRoad.

The minor modificationsclarifyproposed policiesand regulationsbutmaintaintheCounty'sintentto

provideforan appropriateCounty-CitycoordinationprocessregardingPortOrchardpopulation

allocations,and to reducepotentialbuiltand naturalenvironmenteffectsintheCentralKitsapUGA.

Thisaddendum providesadditionalinformationthatdoes notsubstantiallychange theanalysisof

significantimpactsand alternativesinthe FinalSEIS.The minor modificationstothe Preferred

Alternativedo notchangethe proposed Urban Growth Area boundaries,landusedesignations,zoning,
or landcapacity.

UPDATED CLARIFICATIONS AND CORRECTIONS

Amend Table3.3-9ofthe DraftSEIS,and add asa correctiontoSection4.3.8ofthe FinalSEIS,showing
theSouth KitsapFireand Rescuedistricthavinga Class4 fireinsurancerating,asfollows:

Table 3.3-9. FireProtectionFacilitiesinventory

Numberof Fire EMS ServiceArea
FireProtectionProvider Stations FireRating Units' ServicesPopulation(2010)2

CentralKitsapFire&Rescue(Service 12 4 35 Yes 68,406
areasincludeFPDNo1)

SouthKitsapFire&Rescue(Includes 16 45 36 Yes 72,329
FPDNo 7andCityofPortOrchard)

NorthKitsapFire& Rescue(servicearea 5 5 13 Yes 18,622
alsoincludesFPDNo.14)

PoulsboFireDepartment(servicearea 4 4 13 Yes 23,594
includesFPDNo.18andcityofPouisbo) (withincitylimits)

5

(outsidecitylimits)
IAunitisinecombinationofventclesandequipmentthatrespondstoatireoremergencyIVIealcalServicessituation,includingengines,taadertrucKs,water

tenders,rescueunits,aidcarsandambulances,andrehabilitationunitsbutnotstafformiscelianeousvehicles.

2SenticeAreaPopulationestimatesarefromtheOfficeofFinancialManagement'sannualSmallAreasPopulationestimatesfor2010.Forthispurposesofthis

analysisonly2010yearestimatesarepresentedeventhoughtherearenewOFMSmallAreaPopulationestimatesfor2011.Thisanalysisuses2010tokeepthis
numbercomparabletootherpopulationspresentedinthisanalysis,whicharebasedonthe2010USCensus.Numberspresentedinindividualdistriefsplansmay
reflectthe2011estimatesorindividualdistrictestimatesandthereforedifferslightlyfromthistable.

Source:IndividualFireProtectionDistricts.

August28,2012 2


