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Storm/G.R.I.T.
Note
This faxed letter to CTED from Sultan's Comp Plan consulting, Tom Beckwith, represents his responses to CTED's comments to the Comp Plan Update.  This is a bit confusing, as there are TWO DOCUMENTS that comprise Sultan's comp plan:  A smaller document called the "Update" and a large, detailed document, which is the Environmental Impact Statement performed for, and in support of, the comp plan Update document.  Mr. Beckwith's comments are responses to CTED's comments on Sultan's Update.


racharging affegt on aqufters, fish and wildlife habitet conservation areas,
frequently fiocoded sreas/land geologically hazardous sreas.”
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Sultan watlands re identiffed on page £2.83 of tha DEIS. The basis for the
Identifications is turther exgiainad in the response on page 78-83 of F Bis.
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Residential land Jse capadty calcutations for the 1981. 1994, and 1995 UGA are
summarized and fiescribed on page 101-103 of the DEIS. Land use calculations
for residential cagacity for fhe existing, and alternative 1-3 scenarios are
summarized and Bescribeflon page 17.18 summary and page 114-115 ot the

DEIS.

As deseribed in tHe texts, fhese tables were calculated using Snohemish County
Buildable Lands Analysis : ope-ty parcel data that accounted for existing and
potential use undgr the aitfrnative davelopment scenarics. DEIS pages 101104
and the spreadshpet form Bas list the assumptions used to project developmant
and population capacities.;Fhe detailed spraadsheets that are summanzed in the
tables were not intluded ifithe Plan or EIS dozuments but is available from the
city. As shown, the spreadthests ware based on calcutations of net deveiopment
density that excaqded tha 8.0 dwelling unit urbar growth area requirement.

Existing zoning d4signatiofjs and the axtent of jand devoted to various existing
lard uses are shawn on pge 110-114 of the DEIS
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The baais for progosing, -! nsidering, and anticipating the impacts of the 3 UGA
alternatives is daspribed ifjldetai in page 17-23 of the DEIS The background for
somae of the 18811554, a F 1685 Plan north boundary fssues that were
propased to be repolved tYl the UGA adjustments Is further describad in page
94-103 of the DEIE. The rilasons for considaring increasing @mployment lands in
the UGA in order o achieyp ecanomic sustenance are dascribed on page 132-
138 of the DEIS.
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The DEIS documént propgt projects and anticipates the possible impacts of all 3
alternatives on all plemenfy of the physice! and human environmant Including
transpantation and SR-2 ~{and Is the proper venue for considering and evalusting
any aiteratians to the UGAIboundaries.
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Plan ~ the propoped UGA Rdjustment would increase employment capaciy by
1,026 jobs over the axisting (prevailing) UGA
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