(DRAFT) AGENDA
Regular Meeting — Bremerton Planning Commission
(Subject to PC approval)
March 17, 2015
5:30 P.M.
345 — 67 Street
Meeting Chamber — First Floor

1.
Il.
V.

CALL TO ORDER
ROLL CALL (quorum present)
APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA
APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

o February 17, 2015 meeting.

VI.

PUBLIC MEETING
A. Call to the Public: Public comments on any item not on tonight’s agenda

B. Workshop:
1. Comprehensive Plan Update
a. Update: Work Program Schedule and Joint Land Use Study
b. Economic Development Element — Goals and Policies

VII.

BUSINESS MEETING

A. Chair Report: Rick Tift

B. Director Report: Andrea Spencer
C. Old Business:

D. New Business:

VIII.

ADJOURNMENT: The next regular meeting of the Planning Commission is
April 21, 2015

Planning Commission meeting packets are available on-line at
http://www.BremertonWA.gov/AgendaCenter/Planning-Commission-4
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No significant land use des impacts are anticipated.
The population projection for the City of Bremerton allows for
the projected population of this Sub-Area.

D. Population

E. Compatibility s Compatibility Table | ¢ Evaluate the proposed project to ensure that residential
provided in uses and commercial/light industrial and
Performance commercial/office nses are compatible with the
Standard 4.1.21(4) inclusions of topographic and landscaped buffers or other
transitions.

¢  Evaluate the proposed project to ensure that the project
utilizes open spaces, natural features/topography and/or
landscaping as buffers between non-compatible land uses
and developments.

11. HOUSING e  Performance ¢ Evaluate the non single-family residential elements of the

Standards proposed project to ensure that all proposed development

is consistent with the projected housing needs of the City

of Bremerton.

12, AESTHETICS ¢ Evaluate the proposed project to ensure that design

guidelines have been developed which address the issues

of compatible development throughout the entire site and
in particular within and surrounding the Town Center.

Design Guidelines shall address, but not be limited to the

following issues: desired densities, integrated open and

recreational spaces, pedestrian connectivity, circulation,
bulk and scale dimensions, lot coverage, landscaping,
facade treatment and architectural character.

A. Height ¢  Evaluate the pmposed project to ensure that compatible

bulk and scale issues are addressed, especially those

developments proposed for the Town Center.

B. Views ¢ Impacts fo views will be analyzed at the Master Plan

level.

13. RECREATION e  Performance ¢ Evaluate the proposed project to ensure that ail trails,

Standards pathways and open space corridors both on-site and off-
site offer physical connectivity to the greatest extent
practical.

¢  Evaluate the proposed project to ensure that a significant
recreational system is maintained throughout the site to
serve the residential community.

o Evah:ateﬂlepmpowdpro_]ecttoensumthatno
significant adverse impacts® from the development and
population growth of the site occurs to regional
recreational facilities, as well as compliance with
Bremerton’s Level of Service standards for parks/open

space
. HISTORIC & e Washington State ¢ Conduct a cultural resources survey for the site, have a

CULTURAL Office of professional Archaeologist review literature and maps,
PRESERVATION Archaeology & visit the site, consnlt with the Suquamish Tribe, dig test
Historic Preservation holes, and produce a report with findings. No significant
(May 1996) environmental issues are anticipated. No indication of
e  State Environmental archeological resources have been identified to date. No
Policy Act significant environmental issues are anticipated.

3 Significant as used in SEPA means a reasonable likelihood of more than a moderate adverse impact on
environmental quality (WAC 197-11-794). The threshold of what constitutes a significant impact will be
identified during the EIS process for the project by third-party experts retained by the City of Bremerton.

¢ Key Environmental Issue Page 9

¢ Minor Environmental Issue Page 34 of 65
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15. TRANSPORT-

Attachment A - March's Workshop

ATION
A, Access/Road Evaluate the proposed project to ensure that all identified
Network road segment and intersection improvements are

addressed to the extent outlined by the associated studies.
Evaluate the proposed project to ensure that the roadways
(Werner Road between Kean & Union, Wemer Road
between Auto Center Way & SR-3, and Kitsap Way east
of National Avenue) which experience the greatest
impacts from future development are mitigated in
accordance with adopted standards to accommodate the
anticipated traffic increases.

Evaluate the proposed project to ensure that a system of
pedestrian connectivity throughout the site is provided.

B. Public Transit

Evaluate the proposed project to ensure that the potential
alternatives to extend public transit to the site are
explored and implemented.

C. Parking

Ensure consistency with the established Zoning Code to
determine the mandated levels of parking.

D. Improvements

Performance
Standards

Evaluate the proposed project to ensure that access and
proposed transportation improvements meet the
anticipated demand.

Evaluate the proposed improvements to ensure that the
goals, policies and plans associated with the expansion of
these road segments are consistent with the Performance
Standards.

Evaluate the proposed project to ensure that all
transportation-related costs associated with this site to the
City of Bremerton are identified.

E. Trips/Day

Technical
Memorandum No. 3
(Parametrix, Sept. 5,
1997)

Technical
Memorandum No. 6
(Parametrix, Sept. 7,
1999)

Evaluate the proposed project to confirm that the total
offiite traffic generation by all uses on the project area
will not exceed the projected maximum PM peak trip
geaeration cap of 3,000,
Evaluate the proposed project to confirm that traffic
generation from residential uses shall not exceed 33 1/3%
of the total PM peak traffic volume for the project area.
Evaluate the proposed project to ensure that a detailed
analysis of the existing conditions has been developed.
Evaluate the proposed project to ensure that the traffic
eneration of the subject site is monitored and adhered to.

16. PUBLIC
SERVICE

Evaluate the proposed project to ensure that the impacts
(including impact fees) of the proposed project on the
existing Level of Service (school, emergency, fire, police
etc) is evaluated and addressed.

17. UTILITIES

Memorandum No. 1
& Addendum
(Parametrix, April
29, 1997)

Evaluate the proposed project to ensure that each
proposed development phase shall provide mfrastructure
which accommodates the identified impacts of that phase.

¢ Key Environmental Issue
¢ Minor Environmental Issue

Page 10
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JACK STANFILL

CHICO CREEK TASK FORCE

ENCLOSURE 4
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