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Exhibit 16

RESOLUTION NO. 2019-09- {0

A RESOLUTION OF THE CLARK COUNTY COUNCIL ADOPTING THE PUBLIC PARTICIPATION
PLAN FOR CONDUCTING THE LEGISLATURE’S MANDATED 2020 SHORELINE MASTER
PROGRAM PERIODIC REVIEW UPDATE.

WHEREAS, RCW 90.58.080(4) of the State Shoreline Management Act (SMA) requires that
Clark County take legislative action to review its Shoreline Master Program by June 30, 2020, and

WHEREAS, to assist SMA planning jurisdictions, the State Department of Ecology, which
administers the SMA, provides compliance checklists for agencies to review against their local Shoreline
Master Programs, and :

WHEREAS, Clark County planning staff used the Ecology checklists to review the Clark County
SMP for compliance with applicable provisions of the SMA, and

WHEREAS, Clark County planning staff have also conducted an initial review of the Clark County
Shoreline Master Program (SMP) for consistency with the current Comprehensive Plan and Development
Regulations, and prepared initial considerations of changed cwcumstances new information, and -
improved data relevant fo the Clark County SMP, and

WHEREAS, WAC 173-26- 090(3)(a) requires local governments to establish a program that
identifies procedures and schedules for the public to participate in the periodic Shoreline Master Program
update process, and

WHEREAS, the Clark County Council reviewed the Draft 2020 Shoreline Master Program — Work
Plan, Public Participation Plan, & Tentative Schedule at its work session on August 14, 2019;

WHEREAS, Clark County Council (Council) after effective notice considered the Shoreline

-Periodic Review Public Participation Plan (Exhibit 1) at a duly advertised publlc hearing on September 3,

2019;

WHEREAS, the Council at its duly noticed public hearing took public testimony énd considered all
comments presented to the Council; and

WHEREAS, the Council finds the adoption of the Shoreline Periodic Review Public Participation
Plan wilI further the public health, safety and welfare; now therefore,

BE IT HEREBY ORDERED, RESOLVED AND DECREED BY THE CLARK COUNTY COUNCIL,
CLARK COUNTY, STATE OF WASHINGTON, as follows:

Section 1. Findings. The recitals above are incorporated into this resolution as findings.
Section 2. .Adoption of a Public Participation Plan. The Clark County Council hereby adopts

the Public Participation Plan as attached in Exhibit 1 to be used for the county’s Shoreline Master
Program Periodic Review process. .

Section 3. Instructions to Clerk.

The Clerk to the Board shall:

1. Transmit a copy of this resolution to the Washington State Department of Commerce within ten
(10) days of its adoption pursuant to RCW 36.70A.106.

Resolution for SMP Periodic Review Public Participation Plan Adoption Page 1 0of 2
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Transmit a copy of the adopted resolution to the Washington State Department of Ecology.
Transmit a copy of the adopted resolution to the Community Planning Department Director.
Record a copy of this resolution with the Clark County Auditor.

Cause notice of adoption of this resolution to be published forthwith pursuant to RCW
36.70A.290, and Clark County Code 1.02.140, and transmit a copy to Community Planing.

o wbd

rd
ADOPTED this 53 day of September 2019.

COUNTY COUNCIL
CLARK COUNTY, WASHINGTON

Attest:

ClerkTo the Council

Approved as to Form Only: ;
Anthony F. Golik Temple Lentz, District 1

Prosesuiing Attofney
By: (/L) Yt 7 [« <

By:
Christine Cook Julie Olson, District 2
Sr. Deputy Prosecuting Attorney
By:
John Blom, District 3
By:
Gary Medvigy, District 4
Resolution for SMP Periodic Review Public Participation Plan Adoption Page 2 of 2
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Exhibit 1

Clark County Shoreline Master Program:

Periodic Review Public Participation Plan

Introduction

Clark County is undertaking a periodic review of its Shoreline Master Program (SMP), as required by the
Washington State Shoreline Management Act (SMA), RCW 90.58.080(4). The SMA requires each SMP be
reviewed and revised, if needed, on an eight-year schedule established by the Legislature. The review
ensures the SMP stays current with changes in laws and rules, remains consistent with other Clark
County plans and regulations, and is responsive to changed circumstances, new information and
improved data.

A Public Participation Plan is required to describe how Clark County will encourage early and continuous
public participation throughout the process of reviewing the SMP.

This Public Participation Plan describes the steps that Clark County will take to provide opportunities for
public engagement and public comment, as well as Clark County contact information and web
addresses. This plan is in addition to any other minimum requirements for public participation required
by Clark County Code Section 40.510.040 and Chapter 40.560.

The Public Participation Plan includes a communication program that provides:

e Continuous education and updates to the public about progress and products;

e Qutreach to get input at key points in the process; and,

e Periodic updates to the County Councilors and Planning Commission to keep them aware of
progress and issues.

This plan is a working document and will be adjusted as needed to provide for the greatest and broadest
public participation.

1.0 Public Participation Goals

e Provide interested parties with timely information, an understanding of the process, and
multiple opportunities to review and comment on proposed amendments to the SMP.

e Actively solicit information from citizens, property owners and stakeholders about their
concerns, questions and priorities for the Periodic Review process.

e Encourage interested parties to informally review and comment on proposed changes to the
SMP throughout the process and provide those comments to decision makers.

e Provide forums for formal public input at project milestones prior to decision-making by local
officials.

e Consult and consider recommendations from neighboring jurisdictions, federal and state
agencies, and Native American tribes.

Council Hearing, September 3, 2019 Page 1 of 6
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2.0 Public Participation Opportunities

Clark County is committed to providing multiple opportunities for public participation throughout the
process. Clark County will use a variety of communication tools to inform the public and encourage their
participation, including the following:

2.1 Website

Clark County’s website will include a Periodic Review webpage where interested parties can access
status updates, draft documents, official notices, minutes and other project information. The webpage
will be the primary repository of all information related to the Periodic Review process. The page will
include who to contact for more information and an email link for questions and comments. Documents
will be available for review at the Clark County Community Planning Department, and copies will be
provided at the established copying cost.

2.2 Email Distribution List

An email list of interested parties will be created and maintained by Clark County. The list will be used to
notify interested parties regarding Periodic Review progress and participation opportunities. Interested
parties will be added to the list by contacting the Community Planning Department. To join the
Shoreline Master Program Periodic Review email list, contact the Planning Department at 564-397-4968
or online at https://www.clark.wa.gov/project-updates.

2.3 Mailers
Mailed notice to shoreline property owners and nearby properties may be used as a noticing tool
regarding key information and dates in the process.

2.4 News media
The local news media will be kept up-to-date on the Periodic Review process and receive copies of all
official notices. In addition, notices will be published in the paper of record.

2.5 Open Houses

Clark County will organize informal public gatherings to solicit public feedback on Clark County’s Periodic
Review. Community Planning commits to hold meetings at convenient times and at locations that are
accessible. Information is made available through display exhibits and staff.

2.5a Online Open House

An online open house option will be available for those who are unable to attend an in-person
event. Materials available at the in-person events will be made available through the project
website.

2.5b Survey
A community survey is an optional tool that may be employed in conjunction with the open
house events. If used, results will be posted on the Periodic Review webpage.

2.6 Written Comments

Interested parties will be encouraged to provide comments to Clark County by letter, email, or web-
based forms throughout the public process. All comments received will be entered into the public
record and forwarded to the Clark County Council and Planning Commission for their consideration prior

Council Hearing, September 3, 2019 Page 2 of 6
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to their hearings. A 30-day joint public comment period will be held in conjunction with the Department
of Ecology prior to the Planning Commission hearing.

2.7 Meetings with Interest Groups
Project staff will be available to meet with interest groups to discuss the project.

2.8 Public Comment Periods and Hearings

The Planning Commission will conduct a public comment period and at least one public hearing to solicit
input on the Periodic Review. The Clark County Council will hold one public hearing before final
adoption. Interested parties are encouraged to provide comments for review and provide testimony
during hearings.

Planning Commission and Council hearings will be televised by CVTV.

Clark County will coordinate with the Department of Ecology on public notification of comment periods
and hearings to take advantage of Ecology’s optional SMP amendment process that allows for a
combined state-local comment period (WAC 173-26-104).

Public notice of all hearings will state who is holding the comment period and/or hearing, the date and
time, and the location of any public hearing. Notices will be published per official policy and comply with
all other legal requirements such as the Americans with Disabilities Act. A notice will be sent to the
email list (2.2, above) and the Department of Ecology.

3.0 List of stakeholders
CLARK COUNTY will engage the following stakeholders:

e Residents and neighborhood associations countywide

e Property and business owners in shoreline jurisdiction

e Environmental community

e Business community

e Tribes

e City and County Officials in Clark County

e (Clark County and Neighboring Local Government Agencies
e State Government Agencies

e Federal Government Agencies

e Other interested parties

All parties will be informed and invited to participate throughout the process. Notification will be
accomplished via email, mail, website, and press.

4.0 Public Participation Timeline

The following is a general project timeline including anticipated public participation opportunities. Clark
County will coordinate with the Department of Ecology throughout the process. A detailed timeline will
be posted on the Periodic Review webpage.

Council Hearing, September 3, 2019 Page 3 of 6
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Timeline Work Program Key Decision Points Key Public Participation
Opportunities
Q1-Q3 2019 Staff prep work
e Consult with Ecology
e Preliminary checklist review
e Review comprehensive plan
and development regulations
for internal consistency with
SMP
e Review SMP monitoring data
since 2012 SMP update
¢ Consult Community
Development shoreline
planners and biologists
e Grant application
e Draft work program and
schedule
Q3 2019 Project kick-off Council Action: Provide testimony at
e Work session with Council to Adoption of Public Council hearing on
share initial briefing and discuss | Participation Plan by | Public Participation
proposed work program resolution Plan
e Public Participation Plan
development and Council
action
e Work session with Planning
Commission to share initial
briefing and discuss proposed
work program
e Set-up project webpage
e Start project mailing list
e Send initial email notification
on project and how to stay
involved
e Publish press release on
process and mailing list
End Q3-04 Initial public outreach While no formal Learn about the SMP
2019 e Open house(s): in-person and actions will take place | Periodic Review

web-based options available to
1) provide information about
the SMP Periodic Review
process and opportunities for
public participation and 2)
collect initial feedback on SMP
issues

e Collect feedback by email, mail,
online comment form, in-
person

during this phase. This
is the primary working

stage of the project,
where any SMP

amendment proposals

will be developed

process and provide
initial feedback
through in-person or
web-based open
house

Review draft SMP
amendment proposals
and provide feedback
through in-person or

Council Hearing, September 3, 2019
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e Meetings with interest and web-based open
advisory groups, such as: house
o Development &
Engineering Advisory
Board
o Clean Water
Commission

o Parks Advisory Board

o Neighborhood
Associations

o Other interest groups

Draft SMP revisions

e Compile feedback received

e Planning Commission work
session(s) to review feedback
and draft SMP amendments

e Develop draft SMP
amendments

Second public outreach
e Provide update to Council: in
writing or in-person, format to
be determined
e Open house(s): in-person and
web-based options available
focused on review and
feedback of draft SMP
amendments
e Collect feedback by email, mail,
online comment form, in-
person
e Meetings with interest and
advisory groups, such as:
o Development &
Engineering Advisory
Board
o Clean Water
Commission
o Parks Advisory Board
o Neighborhood
Associations
o Other interest groups

Refine SMP revisions
e Compile feedback received
e Work session(s) with Planning

Council Hearing, September 3, 2019 Page 5 of 6
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Commission to review feedback
and further revise SMP
amendments, as needed

e Revise SMP revisions, as

needed
Q1-Q2 2020 e SEPA analysis & public review Planning Commission | ¢ Submit comments
e 60-day notice to Commerce Action: during the 30-day
e 30-day comment period/joint recommendation to joint
with Ecology Council county/Ecology
e Planning Commission work comment period
session(s) Council Action: action | ¢ Provide testimony
e Planning Commission hearing | ©" SMP amendments at Planning
and recommendation to Commission
Council Ecology Action: action hearing

e Ecology initial determination on SMP amendments | « Provide testimony

e Council work session(s) at Council hearing
e Council hearing and action
e Ecology final action
e Notice of adoption

By June 30, Process complete
2020
Council Hearing, September 3, 2019 Page 6 of 6
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CLARK COUNTY
STAFF REPORT

DEPARTMENT: Community Planning

DATE: September 3, 2019

REQUESTED ACTION:

A public hearing is requested to consider adoption of a Public Participation Plan for the Shoreline

Master Progtam Periodic Review.

Consent __X_ Hearing County Manager

BACKGROUND

Clark County is undertaking a periodic review of its Shoteline Master Program (SMP), as required by
the Washington State Shoteline Management Act (SMA), RCW 90.58.080(4). The SMA requites each
SMP be reviewed and revised, if needed, on an eight-year schedule established by the Legislature.
The review ensures the SMP stays cutrent with changes in laws and rules, remains consistent with
other Clatk County plans and regulations, and is responsive to changed circumstances, new
information and improved data.

A Public Participation Plan is required to describe how Clatk County will encourage eatly and
continuous public participation throughout the process of reviewing the SMP.

This Public Participation Plan desctibes the steps that Clark County will take to provide
opportunities for public engagement and public comment, as well as Clatk County contact
information and web addresses. This plan is in addition to any other minimum requirements for
public participation required by Clark County Code Section 40.510.040 and Chapter 40.560.

COUNCIL POLICY IMPLICATIONS
There are no known policy implications.

ADMINISTRATIVE POLICY IMPLICATIONS

N/A
COMMUNITY OUTREACH
N/A
BUDGET IMPLICATIONS
YES | NO
X Action falls within existing budget capacity.

Action falls within existing budget capacity but requires a change of purpose within
existing appropriation

10
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Additional budget capacity is necessary and will be requested at the next supplemental.
If YES, please complete the budget impact statement. If YES, this action will be
referred to the county council with a recommendation from the county manager.

BUDGET DETAILS

Local Fund Dollar Amount
Grant Fund Dollar Amount

Account

Company Name

DISTRIBUTION:
Board staff will post all staff reports to The Gtrid. htip://www.clartk.wa.gov/thegrid/

Qs 5)/;2’\ (/ ( W&;" @ Méa

y[,eﬁ)lna Kay (/3 Oliver Orjiako
( _PJdnner I T

Community Planning Director
Primary staff contact: Jenna Kay, 564.397.4968
APPROVED:

CLARK COUNTY, WASHINGTON
BOARD OF COUNTY COUNCILORS

DATE:

SR#

APPROVED:
Shawn Henessee, County Manager

DATE:

11
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BUDGET IMPACT ATTACHMENT

Part I: Narrative Explanation

I. A — Explanation of what the request does that has fiscal impact and the assumptions for developing revenue and costing
information

Part II: Estimated Revenues

2017-2018 2019 2020
Fund #/Tide Biennium Annual Budget Annual Budget
GF Total GF Total GF Total

Total |

IL. A — Describe the type of revenue (grant, fees, etc.)

Part III: Estimated Expenditures

III. A — Expenditures summed up

2017-2018 2019 2020
Fund #/Tide FTE’s Biennium Annual Budget Annual Budget
GF Total GF Total GF Total
Total
IIL. B — Expenditure by object category
2017-2018 2019 2020
Fund #/Tite Biennium Annual Budget Annual Budget
GF Total GF Total GF Total
Salary/Benefits
Contractual
Supplies
Travel
Other controllables
Capital Outlays

Inter-fund Transfers

Debt Service

Total

12
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RESOLUTION NO. 2019-09-

A RESOLUTION OF THE CLARK COUNTY COUNCIL ADOPTING THE PUBLIC PARTICIPATION
PLAN FOR CONDUCTING THE LEGISLATURE’S MANDATED 2020 SHORELINE MASTER
PROGRAM PERIODIC REVIEW UPDATE.

WHEREAS, RCW 90.58.080(4) of the State Shoreline Management Act (SMA) requires that
Clark County take legislative action to review its Shoreline Master Program by June 30, 2020, and

WHEREAS, to assist SMA planning jurisdictions, the State Department of Ecology, which
administers the SMA, provides compliance checklists for agencies to review against their local Shoreline
Master Programs, and

WHEREAS, Clark County planning staff used the Ecology checklists to review the Clark County
SMP for compliance with applicable provisions of the SMA, and

WHEREAS, Clark County planning staff have also conducted an initial review of the Clark County
Shoreline Master Program (SMP) for consistency with the current Comprehensive Plan and Development
Regulations, and prepared initial considerations of changed circumstances, new information, and
improved data relevant to the Clark County SMP, and

WHEREAS, WAC 173-26-090(3)(a) requires local governments to establish a program that
identifies procedures and schedules for the public to participate in the periodic Shoreline Master Program
update process, and

WHEREAS, the Clark County Council reviewed the Draft 2020 Shoreline Master Program — Work
Plan, Public Participation Plan, & Tentative Schedule at its work session on August 14, 2019;

WHEREAS, Clark County Council (Council) after effective notice considered the Shoreline
Periodic Review Public Participation Plan (Exhibit 1) at a duly advertised public hearing on September 3,
2019;

WHEREAS, the Council at its duly noticed public hearing took public testimony and considered all
comments presented to the Council; and

WHEREAS, the Council finds the adoption of the Shoreline Periodic Review Public Participation
Plan will further the public health, safety and welfare; now therefore,

BE IT HEREBY ORDERED, RESOLVED AND DECREED BY THE CLARK COUNTY COUNCIL,
CLARK COUNTY, STATE OF WASHINGTON, as follows:

Section 1. Findings. The recitals above are incorporated into this resolution as findings.
Section 2. Adoption of a Public Participation Plan. The Clark County Council hereby adopts

the Public Participation Plan as attached in Exhibit 1 to be used for the county’s Shoreline Master
Program Periodic Review process.

Section 3. Instructions to Clerk.

The Clerk to the Board shall:

1. Transmit a copy of this resolution to the Washington State Department of Commerce within ten
(10) days of its adoption pursuant to RCW 36.70A.106.

Resolution for SMP Periodic Review Public Participation Plan Adoption Page 1 of 2
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Transmit a copy of the adopted resolution to the Washington State Department of Ecology.
Transmit a copy of the adopted resolution to the Community Planning Department Director.
Record a copy of this resolution with the Clark County Auditor.

Cause notice of adoption of this resolution to be published forthwith pursuant to RCW

36.70A.290, and Clark County Code 1.02.140, and transmit a copy to Community Planing.

ADOPTED this day of September 2019.

Attest:

COUNTY COUNCIL
CLARK COUNTY, WASHINGTON

~ R By: _ _
Clerk to the Council Eileen Quiring, Chair
Approved as to Form Only: By:
Anthony F. Golik Temple Lentz, District 1
Prosefuting Attofney g v
(] ke
By: |h///;fu'.. L -_/_'/f:// By:
Chnstlne Cook Julie Olson, District 2
Sr. Deputy Prosecuting Attorney
By:
John Blom, District 3
By: _
Gary Medvigy, District 4
Resolution for SMP Periodic Review Public Participation Plan Adoption Page 2 of 2
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Clark County Shoreline Master Program:

Periodic Review Public Participation Plan

Introduction

Clark County is undertaking a periodic review of its Shoreline Master Program (SMP), as required by the
Washington State Shoreline Management Act (SMA), RCW 90.58.080(4). The SMA requires each SMP be
reviewed and revised, if needed, on an eight-year schedule established by the Legislature. The review
ensures the SMP stays current with changes in laws and rules, remains consistent with other Clark
County plans and regulations, and is responsive to changed circumstances, new information and
improved data.

A Public Participation Plan is required to describe how Clark County will encourage early and continuous
public participation throughout the process of reviewing the SMP.

This Public Participation Plan describes the steps that Clark County will take to provide opportunities for
public engagement and public comment, as well as Clark County contact information and web
addresses. This plan is in addition to any other minimum requirements for public participation required
by Clark County Code Section 40.510.040 and Chapter 40.560.

The Public Participation Plan includes a communication program that provides:

e Continuous education and updates to the public about progress and products;

e Qutreach to get input at key points in the process; and,

e Periodic updates to the County Councilors and Planning Commission to keep them aware of
progress and issues.

This plan is a working document and will be adjusted as needed to provide for the greatest and broadest
public participation.

1.0 Public Participation Goals

e Provide interested parties with timely information, an understanding of the process, and
multiple opportunities to review and comment on proposed amendments to the SMP.

e Actively solicit information from citizens, property owners and stakeholders about their
concerns, questions and priorities for the Periodic Review process.

e Encourage interested parties to informally review and comment on proposed changes to the
SMP throughout the process and provide those comments to decision makers.

e Provide forums for formal public input at project milestones prior to decision-making by local
officials.

e Consult and consider recommendations from neighboring jurisdictions, federal and state
agencies, and Native American tribes.

15
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2.0 Public Participation Opportunities

Clark County is committed to providing multiple opportunities for public participation throughout the
process. Clark County will use a variety of communication tools to inform the public and encourage their
participation, including the following:

2.1 Website

Clark County’s website will include a Periodic Review webpage where interested parties can access
status updates, draft documents, official notices, minutes and other project information. The webpage
will be the primary repository of all information related to the Periodic Review process. The page will
include who to contact for more information and an email link for questions and comments. Documents
will be available for review at the Clark County Community Planning Department, and copies will be
provided at the established copying cost.

2.2 Email Distribution List

An email list of interested parties will be created and maintained by Clark County. The list will be used to
notify interested parties regarding Periodic Review progress and participation opportunities. Interested
parties will be added to the list by contacting the Community Planning Department. To join the
Shoreline Master Program Periodic Review email list, contact the Planning Department at 564-397-4968
or online at https://www.clark.wa.gov/project-updates.

2.3 Mailers
Mailed notice to shoreline property owners and nearby properties may be used as a noticing tool
regarding key information and dates in the process.

2.4 News media
The local news media will be kept up-to-date on the Periodic Review process and receive copies of all
official notices. In addition, notices will be published in the paper of record.

2.5 Open Houses

Clark County will organize informal public gatherings to solicit public feedback on Clark County’s Periodic
Review. Community Planning commits to hold meetings at convenient times and at locations that are
accessible. Information is made available through display exhibits and staff.

2.5a Online Open House

An online open house option will be available for those who are unable to attend an in-person
event. Materials available at the in-person events will be made available through the project
website.

2.5b Survey
A community survey is an optional tool that may be employed in conjunction with the open
house events. If used, results will be posted on the Periodic Review webpage.

2.6 Written Comments

Interested parties will be encouraged to provide comments to Clark County by letter, email, or web-
based forms throughout the public process. All comments received will be entered into the public
record and forwarded to the Clark County Council and Planning Commission for their consideration prior

16
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to their hearings. A 30-day joint public comment period will be held in conjunction with the Department
of Ecology prior to the Planning Commission hearing.

2.7 Meetings with Interest Groups
Project staff will be available to meet with interest groups to discuss the project.

2.8 Public Comment Periods and Hearings

The Planning Commission will conduct a public comment period and at least one public hearing to solicit
input on the Periodic Review. The Clark County Council will hold one public hearing before final
adoption. Interested parties are encouraged to provide comments for review and provide testimony
during hearings.

Planning Commission and Council hearings will be televised by CVTV.

Clark County will coordinate with the Department of Ecology on public notification of comment periods
and hearings to take advantage of Ecology’s optional SMP amendment process that allows for a
combined state-local comment period (WAC 173-26-104).

Public notice of all hearings will state who is holding the comment period and/or hearing, the date and
time, and the location of any public hearing. Notices will be published per official policy and comply with
all other legal requirements such as the Americans with Disabilities Act. A notice will be sent to the
email list (2.2, above) and the Department of Ecology.

3.0 List of stakeholders
CLARK COUNTY will engage the following stakeholders:

e Residents and neighborhood associations countywide

e Property and business owners in shoreline jurisdiction

e Environmental community

e Business community

e Tribes

e (City and County Officials in Clark County

e (Clark County and Neighboring Local Government Agencies
e State Government Agencies

e Federal Government Agencies

e Other interested parties

All parties will be informed and invited to participate throughout the process. Notification will be
accomplished via email, mail, website, and press.

4.0 Public Participation Timeline

The following is a general project timeline including anticipated public participation opportunities. Clark
County will coordinate with the Department of Ecology throughout the process. A detailed timeline will
be posted on the Periodic Review webpage.

17



Timeline

Q1-Q3 2019

Q3 2019

End Q3-Q4
2019

Work Program

Staff prep work

e Consult with Ecology

e Preliminary checklist review

e Review comprehensive plan
and development regulations
for internal consistency with
SMP

e Review SMP monitoring data
since 2012 SMP update

e Consult Community
Development shoreline
planners and biologists

e Grant application

e Draft work program and
schedule

Project kick-off

e Work session with Council to
share initial briefing and discuss
proposed work program

e Public Participation Plan
development and Council
action

e Work session with Planning
Commission to share initial
briefing and discuss proposed
work program

e Set-up project webpage

e Start project mailing list

e Send initial email notification
on project and how to stay
involved

e Publish press release on
process and mailing list

Initial public outreach

e Open house(s): in-person and
web-based options available to
1) provide information about
the SMP Periodic Review
process and opportunities for
public participation and 2)
collect initial feedback on SMP
issues

e Collect feedback by email, mail,
online comment form, in-
person

Key Decision Points

Council Action:
Adoption of Public
Participation Plan by
resolution

While no formal
actions will take place
during this phase. This
is the primary working
stage of the project,
where any SMP
amendment proposals
will be developed

Exhibit 16

Key Public Participation
Opportunities

Provide testimony at
Council hearing on
Public Participation
Plan

Learn about the SMP
Periodic Review
process and provide
initial feedback
through in-person or
web-based open
house

Review draft SMP
amendment proposals
and provide feedback
through in-person or

18



Meetings with interest and
advisory groups, such as:
0 Development &
Engineering Advisory

Board

0 Clean Water
Commission

O Parks Advisory Board

0 Neighborhood
Associations
0 Otherinterest groups

Draft SMP revisions

Compile feedback received
Planning Commission work
session(s) to review feedback
and draft SMP amendments
Develop draft SMP
amendments

Second public outreach

Provide update to Council: in
writing or in-person, format to
be determined
Open house(s): in-person and
web-based options available
focused on review and
feedback of draft SMP
amendments
Collect feedback by email, mail,
online comment form, in-
person
Meetings with interest and
advisory groups, such as:
0 Development &
Engineering Advisory
Board
0 Clean Water
Commission
O Parks Advisory Board
0 Neighborhood
Associations
0 Other interest groups

Refine SMP revisions

Compile feedback received
Work session(s) with Planning
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web-based open
house
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Commission to review feedback
and further revise SMP
amendments, as needed

e Revise SMP revisions, as
needed

Q1-Q2 2020 e SEPA analysis & public review Planning Commission Submit comments
e 60-day notice to Commerce Action: during the 30-day
e 30-day comment period/joint recommendation to joint
with Ecology Council county/Ecology
e Planning Commission work comment period
session(s) Council Action: action Provide testimony
e Planning Commission hearing on SMP amendments at Planning
and recommendation to Commission
Council Ecology Action: action hearing
e Ecology initial determination on SMP amendments Provide testimony
e Council work session(s) at Council hearing
e Council hearing and action
e Ecology final action
e Notice of adoption
By June 30, Process complete
2020
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Exhibit 16
CLARK COUNTY COUNCIL
MINUTES OF SEPTMEBER 3, 2019

The Board convened in the Councilors' Hearing Room, 6! floor, Public Service Center, 1300 Franklin Street,
Vancouver, Washington. Chair Eileen Quiring and councilors Temple Lentz, Julie Olson, John Blom and Gary
Medvigy present.

Tuesday, September 3, 2019

6:00pm

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

INVOCATION
Moment of silence

PUBLIC TESTIMONY ON CONSENT AND SEPARATE BUSINESS ITEMS
None

CONSENT AGENDA
Consent Agenda items will be considered together and will be approved on a single motion. Any person
desiring to remove an item for separate consideration should so request before approval of the agenda.

ACTION:  Moved by Councilor Blom to APPROVE items 1-2. Councilor Olson seconded the motion. All
aye/motion carried.

SEPARATE BUSINESS
Staff members briefly outlined seven items.

ACTION:  Moved by Councilor Olson to APPROVE Item 1. Councilor Lentz seconded the motion. All
aye/motion carried.

ACTION:  Moved by Councilor Blom to APPROVE Item 2. Councilor Lentz seconded the motion. All
aye/motion carried.

ACTION:  Moved by Councilor Lentzto APPROVE Item 3. Councilor Blom seconded the motion. All
aye/motion carried.

ACTION:  Moved by Councilor Olson to APPROVE Item 4. Councilor Lentz seconded the motion. All
aye/motion carried.

ACTION:  Moved by Councilor Olsonto APPROVE Item 5. Councilor Lentz seconded the motion. All
aye/motion carried.

OPEN PUBLIC COMMENT
1. Gregory Shaw 3.Sharon Nasset 5. Carol Levanen
2. Richard Dyrland 4. Cheryl Aichele

Page 1 of 3
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CLARK COUNTY COUNCIL

MINUTES OF SEPTMEBER 3, 2019

PUBLIC HEARING: 2019 Annual Reviews and Dockets To consider 2019 Annual Reviews and Dockets
Amending the 20-year Growth Management Comprehensive Plan Text and Map, Zone Map, and Clark County
Code (Title 40)

Verbatim transcript done separately.

COUNCILOR COMMUNICATIONS AND COUNTY MANAGER REPORT

County Manager:

Budget process

Strategic Leadership Team to take a look at space needs
Current software implementation

ADJOURN

Page 2 of 3
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CLARK COUNTY COUNCIL

MINUTES OF SEPTMEBER 3, 2019

CLARK COUNTY COUNCIL

]

Ternple’ Lehtz, Dﬁs{trict 1

_J’uli} Olson, District 2

J M. ot~

Jolﬂnom, District 3

/ —————
P
" Gary Medvigy, District 4

ATTEST: /

Rebckee'l/‘;\kssinger, Clerk to the Council

tmr

Please note: Council minutes are prepared as action minutes. Digital recordings of meetings are available on
request. Council meetings are streamed live on CVTV 23 and cvtv.org, and replays are available on CVTV 21
and CVTV 23 and on the web (www.cvtv.org).
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Exhibit 16
CLARK COUNTY COUNCILORS
MINUTES OF Sept. 3, 2019
ANNUAL REVIEWS & DOCKETS

The Board convened in the Councilors' Hearing Room, éth Floor,
Public Service Center, 1300 Franklin Street, Vancouver,
Washington. Councilors Temple Lentz, Julie Olson, John Blom, Gary
Medvigy, and Eileen Quiring, Chair, present.

PUBLIC HEARING: 2019 ANNUAL REVIEWS AND DOCKETS

To consider 2019 Annual Reviews and Dockets amending the 20-year
Growth Management Comprehensive Plan Text and Map, Zone Map, and
Clark County Code (Title 40).

QUIRING: We will move to the public hearing on annual review and
dockets. And, Ms. Petersen, the first item is the item that you
were talking about, did you actually want to come and testify about
it or I think if it's explained you will have a better

understanding.

PETERSEN: No, I'm just one person.

QUIRING: Okay. Would you like to come, you can come and state

that since she was, she had signed in on the wrong sheet, I want

her to be heard.

ORJIAKO: Good evening, Councilors.

QUIRING: One minute.

Rider & Associates, Inc.
360.693.4111
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ANNUAL REVIEWS & DOCKETS

ORJIAKO: Okay.

QUIRING: We'll let her make her statement about the parcel.

PETERSEN: Thank you. If I understand correctly, the Battle

Ground School District which is the Pleasant Valley School on N.E.
50th, and there's much development going on up there with the new
housing development and it's all great, you talk about steep slopes
and how that affects, if that property at the Battle Ground School
District up there on Pleasant Valley if the field, the soccer field,
if there's any building up there at all, we risk even greater damage

to our property.

I'm on Salmon Creek Avenue and what happens is we flood from that
upper level and I've called the County a couple of times about it.
When they approve, and I'm not against the growth, but when they
approve the building plans what happens is they take into
consideration not just the culvert but also the natural terrain
for the runoff of water and what happened last year three houses
on Salmon Creek Avenue were undermined to the point that they

couldn't live in them any longer.

My house flooded from the backside, not from the creek, but from

the backside. So any other building for example in that school

Rider & Associates, Inc.
360.693.4111
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up there is going to, I'm going to lose my house, there's just no
way about it. So I wanted to say that that needs, it looks pretty,
it looks clean and that may not be the intent, but I would hope
that you leave it as school and not convert it to single-family

dwelling or multiuse.

QUIRING: I believe that's what's going to happen, we're just

changing the name of it, but, Councilor Blom.

BLOM: So, yeah, I just wanted to make, because I was on the
Planning Commission when they made this change, changing the zoning
isn't going to change the school that's there. This was a decision

made to zone all the schools with this public facility zone.

So this land was originally zoned residential and then a couple
of years ago it was changed to schools and now it's just going to
change back because there have been some problems about the zoning.
So the change doesn't mean that houses are going to go there, the
gchool district still owns that land, I pulled it up, the parcel

you're talking about, so I know right where you're at.

The school district still owns all of it, to my knowledge the school
district doesn't have any plans to sell any of it, so just because

it changes doesn't mean that houses are going there, it's just a

Rider & Associates, Inc.
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note on a map.

PETERSEN: How do I follow up on that to make sure that that doesn't

happen?

BLOM: With the Battle Ground School District, that would be their

decision.

PETERSEN: Thank you very much.

HOLLEY: What was your name?

PETERSEN: I'm sorry. Jennifer Petersen, N.E. Salmon Creek

Avenue.

QUIRING: Okay. Oliver.

ORJIAKO: Good evening, Councilors. For the record Oliver
Orjiako, Community Planning Director, and with me this evening is
Jenna Kay, who will be going through each of the items that we have

for you this evening.

The first item is the public facilities zoning amendment. I think

the Councilor is correct that the zoning occurred in 2016 as part

Rider & Associates, Inc.
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of the update. It was a good idea to identify sites that are owned
by a school district and also by County Parks to identify them as

public facilities or publicly owned facilities.

In the case of schools, what we didn't have was coming up with a
code or design guidelines as to when schools are, intend to develop
their property. So with the lack of that design standard, the
school district approach us and want us to revert back to what their
zoning was prior to the change. So no action this evening will

impact any of the issues that the constituents raise.

However, I have to also be clear that if the school district decide
to surplus their properties that they own, that will change, but
as part of this action none of that is intended this evening. So

with that, let me turn it over to Jenna. Thank you.

KAY: All right. Thank you. So this is CPZ2019-00010 regarding

a public facility zoning amendment.

And as noted, this is a proposal to amend the zoning designations
for 61 public school owned properties throughout the county. All
properties are proposed to revert from their current public

facility or PF zoning designation to the zoning designation they

had prior to adoption of the 2016 Comprehensive Growth Management

Rider & Associates, Inc.
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Plan.

And as noted, you know, the reason for this reversal is because
the code section on public facility zoning doesn't have these

standalone development regulations, so the reversal was intended
to make it easier for the school districts to not have to track
previous zoning designations to know the standards they need to

develop to.

So this proposal has three actions involved. One is to amend the
zoning map to change the zones back to what they were before. Two
is to amend the comprehensive plan designations so that they align
with those zoning changes. And, three, is to amend a few chapters
in Title 40 to remove any text related to the school public facility

zoning that was added back in 2016.

The Planning Commission voted unanimously to support the map and
code amendments and attached to the report you may have seen Exhibit
A has a summary table of all those code changes, Exhibit B shows
all those code changes, Exhibit C shows the spreadsheet and maps
of where all the properties are and what the current zoning is and
what it's proposed to change to as well as the comprehensive plan
designations and Exhibit D includes a letter from the school

district that explains why they made this request. And we are

Rider & Associates, Inc.
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available to answer any additional questions.

QUIRING: Are there questions?

OLSON: I had a question.

QUIRING: Councilor Olson.

OLSON: So just kind of to the letter from the school district.

So when we first adopted this in the 2016 plan, we had plans to

develop regulations that fit the public facilities zoning, but we

actually didn't do it, is that I mean simply put?

ORJIAKO: Simply put that's correct. And it is difficult to come

up with one standard that fits elementary or middle school or high

school, so for that reason we didn't.

OLSON: So getting through the process it was obvious that it was

better just to go back --

ORJIAKO: Yes.

OLSON: -- to what it was rather than go forward with trying to --

Rider & Associates, Inc.
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ORJIAKO: That makes more sense to go back.

QUIRING: Other questions? Councilor Medvigy.

MIDVIGY: So perhaps this gets to the constituents concern as well
because when I first read through this I was wondering why in 2016
this was done and then not followed up with the code standards that
we needed to have and then if we switched back, I did have the same
concern, what stops this from potential development in the future

should the school decide to shed some of its acreage.

So I guess my question is, what does protect the public and our
planning capability to ensure these remain as school properties?
I mean, is there anything to do in the zoning as it goes back to

at least put some hurdles in place?

ORJIAKO: My response will be no. The zoning, if we hadn't made
this change, the property will still have been owned by the school
district so there is no affect in terms of the change that are being

made.

What will happen in the future, like Clark County we do surplus
land that we own when the need is no longer there, so I cannot speak

for the school district, but I suspect that in the future if this

Rider & Associates, Inc.
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land become a surplus that they no longer need for a school site,
they will make that decision them self, not the County because they
own the property, and if there are any issues relating to flooding
or those type of issues will be dealt with and followed by our code
standards to make sure that the properties develop consistent with

our own development regulations.

MEDVIGY: Thank you.

QUIRING: Councilor Blom.

HENESSEE: And it would be important to remember that, and correct
me if I'm wrong, Oliver, this would still require rezoning
irrespective of which zoning classification it is because if you
were going to have for example single-family residential or
multi-family, that's still going to require rezoning and they're
going to have to go through that process inevitably before that

can happen.

QUIRING: Councilor Blom.

BLOM: I just wanted to add a couple of things just to make sure
we really address the concerns because it is a good one. First,

surplus land is a public process, so whether it's the parks or the

Rider & Associates, Inc.
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school board there's an opportunity for citizens to be involved
in that process and notice would go out to local property owners
if this land was potentially being surplused, am I correct in saying

that? I'm looking at our legal staff.

COOK: I'm sorry. They would have to go through the public

process, Yyes.

ORJIAKO: Yes.

BLOM: And then we did have an example I believe in the last year
and a half where some parks land was surplused that had the zoning
and once that happened, then you had land that was zoned by the
public or that was zoned by a private entity that had this public
zoning, so we went through the same process to change the zoning
for that lot, so the protection is through the surplusing process
and through plan, this actually doesn't protect anything because
if it were to be surplused and sold, then we just do a rezone on
an individual spot, so there's no protection that's going away as

a result of this change.

ORJIAKO: That's true.

QUIRING: Okay. Any other questions of the Council for this

Rider & Associates, Inc.
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particular item? So Ms. Petersen already spoke. Marnie, did you

want to come and speak to this? Good evening.

ALLEN: Good evening. For the record my name's Marnie Allen. My
mailing address is 2500 N.E. 65th Avenue in Vancouver. I

represented the nine Clark County School Districts and wanted to
just testify in support of the proposed and Planning Commission

recommended rezone of school properties back to the PF zone.

As was indicated, when the zoning was changed in 2016 it was
supported by the districts with the understanding there would be
consistent and common development standards, for example,
landscaping, parking, lighting, setbacks, height limits and had
the County been able to do that, that provides predictability for
the consultants that work on approving and designing schools as
well as the County's own staff that have to approve those
applications, but coming up with standards that what's an
appropriate height or setback for a school relative to every other
public facility, is it the same as it would be for a jail or a park

or a library.

So that proved too difficult for the County to come up with
consistent standards for the school district and our consultants

and for County development review staff going back and figuring

Rider & Associates, Inc.
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out how was this zoned before.

A little easy now because we're two, three years out, but in ten
years it will be even harder to figure out what the zoning is and
then figuring out how to design those schools, just didn't make
sense. So we requested and we appreciate County staff and the

Planning Commission recommending the rezomne.

In terms of questions that were asked, it's very rare, I won't say
it never happens, but I've been representing the districts for 20
years, I've not had a school district rezone and surplus property
that has a school on it. Usually what happens is what's happening
now in Evergreen and Vancouver, you go build the new school where
the sports fields are and then you tear down the old school when

the new school opens and put the sports fields back in.

It's just you have service areas where the community and the

students are used to residing and going to a particular school plus
the cost of finding and buying a new site that's big enough for
the new school. So it would be very unlikely that Pleasant Valley

or another existing school is going to be surplused and sold off.

Districts do own vacant undeveloped land because they're trying
to plan in the future and figure out where they're going to need

schools and sometimes growth changes and where they have property

Rider & Associates, Inc.
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they don't need a school. It's unfair to the taxpayers who would
have to pay the cost to rezone property that's zoned for public
facility that's vacant and it could be surplused through a public
process and sold off to give the district money to go buy property

in an area where a school could go build.

So we wouldn't want to tie the hands of school districts when a
vacant unused property from being able to sell it to go buy property
where they need a school, but there is a public process, there's
statutory requirements, a public hearing before a school board
before that can happen, so the public will have an opportunity to
comment on any of that when that happens. My time's up. Thanks

for your support.

QUIRING: Okay. Thank you. That's the end of the list. Did you

want to speak?

SHANMAC: Just here representing Hockinson School District.

QUIRING: Okay. Well, you can come up here later. So we're going
to vote on these one at a time. So are there any other questions
or comments from the Council? Okay. I would entertain a motion

then.

Rider & Associates, Inc.
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BLOM: Move to approve CPZ2019-00010.

OLSON: Second.

QUIRING: It's been moved and seconded to approve CPZ2019-00010.

Is there a discussion? Okay. Let's call a roll, please.

LENTZ: AYE
OLSON: AYE
BLOM: AYE
MEDVIGY: AYE

QUIRING: AYE

QUIRING: Motion passes. Thank you. Moving on to Item Number 2.

ORJIAKO: Good evening again, Councilors. We have a series of
school districts capital facilities amendment and the associated

school impact fee increases.

As Councilors are aware, the school district, our code requires
that at least every four years they update their capital facilities
plan. This is one where we have about five with the exception of
the City of the Ridgefield School District that is updating their

capital facilities plan and their associated impact fees.

Rider & Associates, Inc.
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The capital facilities plan for the school district includes plans
for new capital projects schools that they have planned to build
in the, up to 2025, that is included in their updated CFP and then
using the formula that is in our impact fee section of our Title
40 to adjust their impact fees, that is what Jenna is going to go

through each of the five school districts CFP.

QUIRING: Okay. Thank you.

KAY: Before I get started on the first one, I just want to note
that each school districts proposal is considered a separate
hearing item and so we'll present them one at a time for separate

deliberation and voting on each.

QUIRING: Correct.

KAY: Okay. So first is the La Center School District Capital
Facilities Plan update which is CPZ2019-00011, and before getting
into the proposal, I just wanted to provide a quick overview for
those who may be watching here at home on what these capital
facilities plan updates are, what's in them and what an impact fee

is.

Rider & Associates, Inc.
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So the Growth Management Act enables school districts to develop
capital facility plans and impact fee programs for new residential
developments in order to offset the impacts of growth on a school
district and their facilities. The GMA requires these plans and
programs be reviewed and approved as part of the County and City
comprehensive plans that overlap with the school district

boundaries.

Specific criteria for consideration are defined in the GMA and in
the County's Code and they outline things like a capital facility
plan needs to identify the facilities needed to accommodate the
growth expected and the cost of those facilities need to be

calculated and a finance plan needs to be proposed on how to pay
for those facilities, so things of that nature. And the financing

plans typically consider three main funding sources.

Some districts are eligible for State funding through the common
school construction fund, other funding sources include bonds
which require a vote of people who live in the district and then
there are impact fees which apply only to new residential
construction in the school district, and those impact fees are
calculated based on a formula that is very prescriptive in the
County's Code and it's basically taking the cost of the public

facilities that can be attributed to new growth and it's coming
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up with what that number is per household. And then once you have
that number, you subtract from it any State match funds, any tax
credits and then you subtract an additional 15 percent to come up
with the maximum impact fee amount that a school district can
request, so that's the background behind all of these, I won't

repeat that again.

And so with that, the La Center School District Board of Directors
modified its capital facilities plan earlier this year and has
requested that Clark County formally adopt its plan by reference
in its 20-year Clark County Comprehensive Growth Management Plan
and collect the recommended impact fee amounts of $3,501 for
single-family homes and $3,104 for multi-family homes. No public
comments have been received regarding this item and the Planning
Commission did recommend approval of the modified capital
facilities plan as well as the recommended impact fees, and we can

answer any questions.

QUIRING: Are there questions? Councilor Olson.

OLSON: Just this is actually a really good example, we're going
to see a lot of different numbers over as we go through these
tonight, can you talk to or maybe Marnie can talk to it, just why

these fees look, they're actually going down and other fees are

Rider & Associates, Inc.
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going up and what changes in a particular district over time that
creates a different impact fee and why it would go up or down over

time.

KAY: So Marnie will be able to talk about this in a lot more detail,
but one of the main reasons for the change you're seeing in La Center
is that some bonds have been passed in the school district, so that
means a larger number is getting subtracted out in the impact fee
calculation and so that lowers the number, so in this case that's

one factor that's having a big impact.

OLSON: And I, just the reason I'm asking is that as we look at
some of these others it's going to be important to keep that in
mind as different districts have different needs we'll see the

impact do that.

ORJIAKO: And in some cases the expected growth from both

multi-family and single family changes depending on the number of
average students coming from those housing tYpes, if you will, and
Marnie can speak to that again, but Jenna is correct, some school
districts have been able to pass bond or levies, that has impact
on the formulé that is in the calculation that we use or the school
district also use, so that's where some of the changes are coming

from.
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QUIRING: Councilor Medvigy.

MEDVIGY: Thank you. I have two separate questions, but related.
So the first one goes to what you just said about bonding, some
districts weren't able to pass bonds. So in essence the cost
because of the number of children at different school ages causes
the burden to then shift to the new development that may be

developed through these impact fees; is that correct?

So if a bond doesn't pass, you can expect impact fees to absorb
additional cost, so voters turn it down but it gets passed over

into impact fees for new development?

ORJIAKO: I wouldn't say that, Councilor. I think there are
factors some support from the State, if you will, and while the
bonding may play some role, recall that the impact fees are only

assessed as a result of new growth.

MEDVIGY: So if I may get into the second then question because
I anticipated that that was going to be your answer. So when you
look at La Center and then Ridgefield which are probably the most
dramatically apart as far as cost, can you just speak to the issue

of are we now building in Ridgefield these beautiful schools while
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La Center is going to have a lower standard for their schools, you
know, how do you explain the vast difference in a single county
between two school districts and their impact fees? I'm looking
at equity here, I want to make sure we're not creating an unequal

system of schools within our county.

ORJIAKO: Again, the school representative will speak to that
issue, but each school district is different, their needs are also
different, the growth that occur within those district are also

different.

In the case of Ridgefield as you're aware, Ridgefield has been the
fastest growing city in the entire State of Washington and that
growth is evident. I think they have been able to pass some bond
which has been helpful, if you will, so that growth in a sense is
what is the reason for the increase, and the same is true for when
you look at the formula itself, there is a maximum as a result of
that formula that the school district could charge. In some cases
the school board made a decision to look at a much lower rate that

is what I may say really reasonable.

This is the first time I'm recalling in the case of Ridgefield that
they're going to the maximum that the formula allows. So it

depends on the vote of the school board what they would like the
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local jurisdiction city and county in this case Council to

consider. So each school district and their needs are different,
that is what is forwarding the type of capital facilities plan that
they provide to us and then using that because they have to look
at their inventory of what they currently have, look at the land
use that are within their district, if you will, and then their
anticipated growth within that to help them formulate what their

capital facilities plan is and then their impact fees.

MEDVIGY: So, Madam Chair, if you could just synthesize it. Are

these vastly different TIF or impact fees rather --

ORJIAKO: Yes.

MEDVIGY: -- going to result in vastly different schools?
OLSON: No.
MEDVIGY: -- or not?

ORJIAKO: No.

OLSON: May I?

Rider & Associates, Inc.
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MEDVIGY: Let me state for the record --

QUIRING: Councilor Olson.

OLSON: May I?

ORJIAKO: No.

OLSON: So the idea that La Center passed a bond means that they're
building a school, correct me if I get this wrong, and because of
that then their capital facilities needs are less so and their

growth is less than Ridgefield.

So when you combine with the buildings that they've built, what
they need to build in the future, I'm sorry, La Center, what they
need to build in the future and the growth projections, that's going
to equate to a smaller impact fee which is part of the reason I
asked the question in the first place. Ridgefield's in a

completely different situation when they have projected 1700 more
kids over the next X number of years and they have to build more

facilities.

MEDVIGY: Yeah. So what you just said though goes back to the

first question then, if they don't pass a bond which is a voter
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vote on what they want their schools and what they're going to
support and their tax money, if it doesn't get passed, then it's

just that burden is going to be --

OLSON: Then they don't build a school.

MEDVIGY: -- shifted over towards an impact fee.

OLSON: Well, they'll continue to collect those impact fees that
have strings attached to them, but until they can pass a bond, they

won't build a school, they'll buy portables with those impact fees.

QUIRING: Right. They will put up portables and this is for each
individual student actually part of this formula is created on.
So we're going to set that aside for a minute because we're not
talking about Ridgefield right now, we're talking about La Center,
and 1f you two are finished I'm going to call Marnie Allen up to

speak to the La Center School District Capital Facilities Plan.

ALLEN: Chair, members of the Council, for the record Marnie Allen,
2500 N.E. 65th Avenue in Vancouver representing the La Center

School District, the superintendent Dave Holmes had hoped to be
here but he had a conflict come up at the school so he extends his

apologies he couldn't join me.
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The La Center School District has updated its capital facility
plan. La Center is a school district that currently has two

schools, one school serves grades K-8, the other school serves
grades 9-12. Their enrollment is just -- was over, just over 1700

students. Their need is to build a new middle school.

So back in February 2018 the voters approved a bond to build a new
middle school and then they're going to convert capacity at the
existing K-8 that serves elementary students into additional

elementary capacity. Their forecast growth is approximately 400
students and that growth can be served by building the new middle

school.

Their impact fees were calculated with the updated costs for a
middle school which in four years ago when they prepared their plan,
their plan contemplated building a new elementary school, but their
community said, no, we want a new middle school and put the
elementary in the current building with some improvement. So
number one factor driving a change in the fees is the cost to build

a middle school instead of an elementary school.

With their fees being updated and with their bond, Jenna was

correct, when you look at the formula, it's the same formula applied
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to every district, that formula includes some recognition for
property taxes and a bond, and in the La Center School District
before they pass the bond, their average assessed value and their
tax levy rate was really low, their average assessed value has grown
significantly, it's higher, their averaged assessed value for
single-family homes district-wide is higher in La Center than it

is in Ridgefield.

One of the things districts are seeing as new homes get built with
really high average assessed values is not as many kids moving into
those new homes, so the timing and need to build new schools in
some of those communities is based on the cost to housing and who

moves into those houses.

So the other factor for La Center and kind of to your question,
I just want to reiterate that if voters don't approve a bond, it
doesn't mean that school impact fees go sky high and new developers
pay more, at the end of the day school impact fees is going to cover

maybe ten percent of the total cost.

In the La Center School District the cost per student for their
new middle school was about $90,000 for one student, so they're
not getting in that community compared to about $60, 000 per student

in Ridgefield back when -- La Center's using new updated cost,
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Ridgefield's current calculation is based on older construction

costs.

So if you just look at the cost to build the new schools in the
two districts, La Center's is going to be every bit as great as
Ridgefield's. One of the driving factors for why their cost is
so high is because of the property they're building it on has a
lot of wetlands and so there are a lot of other costs associated
with making that school, finishing that school. So I hope that

answers some of your questions.

I want to respect your time. We're on behalf of the district
requesting that you adopt the updated fees for the La Center School
District, support the Planning Commission and staff

recommendation.

QUIRING: So one of the other things that I just want to say because
there is a formula, and correct me if I'm wrong, but it seems to
me that this formula has been created so there is some sense of
equity, but there are differing things that happen in schools

whether it's growth, et cetera, and so it would seem to me that

that formula is what actually helps equity in the school district.

KAY: That's correct.
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ALLEN: I agree. It's consistent, it's objective, it's applied
the same way and it takes into account local preference for
districts in how they design and build schools in their communities

and what they want.

QUIRING: Right. Okay. Are there questions or comments by the
Council on this particular item? Okay. I'd entertain a motion

then.

OLSON: I'd move to approve CPZ2019-00011, La Center School

District Capital Facilities Plan.

LENTZ: Second.

QUIRING: It's been moved and seconded to approve CPZ2019-00011
the La Center School District Capital Facilities Plan. Is there

a discussion? Okay. Would you call the roll, please.

LENTZ: AYE
OLSON: AYE
BLOM: AYE
MEDVIGY: AYE

QUIRING: AYE
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QUIRING: Motion passes. Moving on to the next, Number 3,

Evergreen School District.

KAY: This is CPZ2019-00020 regarding the Evergreen School

District Capital Facilities Plan.

And the School District Board of Directors modified its capital
facilities plan earlier this year and has requested that Clark
County formally adopt the plan by reference in its Comprehensive
Growth Management Plan and collect the recommended school impact
fees of $6,432 for single-family dwellings and $3,753 for

multi-family dwellings.

One of the main reasons for a shift in numbers for this school
district has to do with where students are living. It's my
understanding that the last time the capital facilities plan was
updated there were many more students living in multi-family
housing and it made that fee amount go up previously, and when
updating the calculation they've seen a shift and there are now
fewer students in multi-family housing than there was previously,
so that's one of the main reasons for the shift in numbers that
you're seeing for this school district. The Planning Commission

recommended approval of the updated capital facilities plan and
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the recommended impact fees and we are happy to answer questions.

QUIRING: Any questions from Council on this one? Marnie Allen.

Good evening. We have a new participant.

ALLEN: We do. Good evening again. Marnie Allen, 2500 N.E. 65th

Avenue in Vancouver. And joining me.

STEINBRENNER: I'm Sue Steinbrenner, Executive Director of
Facilities for Evergreen Public Schools, 13501 N.E. 28th Street

in Vancouver, Washington.

ALLEN: So thanks for the opportunity to speak to you about the
Evergreen School District updated capital facility plan. 1I'll

just touch on a few things associated with what's in the plan.

The Evergreen School District serves, well, when we did the plan
25,601 students, so compared to La Center at 1,750, Evergreen is
our biggest district in Clark County at 21 elementary schools, 6
middle schools, 5 high schools plus some alternative, Flex Academy
and other schools and facilities that they use to serve all the

kids.

The forecast growth in the Evergreen School District is at about
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234 elementary students and 287 high school students, a very
moderate slow growth compared to maybe ten years ago when they
looked like Ridgefield and were putting up portables and bursting
at the seams. So the Evergreen School Districts plan calls for
the need to construct a new elementary school which is under
construction now, right, or close, in '22 and then they're going
to add capacity at Heritage High School to serve the forecast growth

at the high school.

The district's impact fees were calculated using the updated
construction cost, enrollment and facility needs and the
single-family fee is going up slightly. The formulas got a lot
of components and it's complex and I love to talk about it but you
guys don't always love to hear about it. So construction costs
have gone up but the single-family fees are not going up
significantly, that's because of all the different factors in the
formula like the tax levy based on their $595 million bond that
was approved and the schools they're building and the changes in

the student factor.

So a driving factor in Evergreen's fee calculation and the biggest
change that really we have seen is the demographic of who's moving
into the new apartments that were built and that's why the

multi-family fee is dropping in almost half because we had a point
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in time with the housing crisis where apartments were built in
Evergreen and a lot of kids moved into those apartments, so
multi-family units were having a big impact on schools and it got

reflected in the fee, that's kind of self-corrected.

So with that, we appreciate the County's support of school impact
fees, it's an important source of funding and tool for all districts
and we just ask that you adopt their capital facility plan and
recommended school impact fees.

QUIRING: Did you want to speak?

STEINBRENNER: Just want to thank you guys for hearing the plan

and here to answer any questions if you have any.

QUIRING: Are there any questions of Council? Nope.

BLOM: Move to approve CPz2019-00020.

OLSON: Second.

QUIRING: It's been moved and seconded to approve CPZ2019-00020,

Evergreen School District Capital Facilities Plan. Any

discussion? Okay. Call the roll, please.
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LENTZ: AYE
OLSON: AYE
BLOM: AYE
MEDVIGY: AYE

QUIRING: AYE

QUIRING: Motion passes. Thank you.

STEINBRENNER: Thank you.

KAY: Next is CPZ2019-00021 regarding the Hockinson School

District Capital Facilities Plan update and the School District
Board of Directors modified its capital facilities plan earlier
this year and has requested that Clark County formally adopt the
plan by reference in its 20-year Clark County Comprehensive Growth
Management Plan and collect the recommended school impact fees of
$7,790 for single-family dwellings and $3,434 for multi-family

dwellings.

The Planning Commission recommended approval 6 to 0 of the updated
capital facilities plan and impact fees and we are happy to answer
questions. Oh, actually, the main reason for the changes, you

know, it's a few things, they're like Marnie has already mentioned,
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the higher construction costs are factoring in here somewhat and
also one thing about the Hockinson School District is the number
of students per household is much higher than in other school

districts so that drives the fee up per household as well in this

district, so...

QUIRING: Okay. I don't think there are any questions of Council.
Okay. Marnie Allen. Going to get your exercise. Actually, Nick

Shanmac. Oh, there you are, Nick.

ALLEN: Good evening. Marnie Allen, 2500 N.E. 65th Avenue

representing Hockinson School District. And joining me.

SHANMAC: Nick Shanmac, I'm with ESD 112 and also representing

Hockinson School District.

ALLEN: So the Hockinson School District's updated CFP shows their
current school facilities, they have one K-5, one 6-8 and one high
school. Hockinson School District's unique in, well, Green
Mountain also is all rural, but Hockinson School District does not
have any city that it serves, it has the northern part of the
Vancouver urban growth area is in the Hockinson School District,
but it's primarily a rural school district with its schools being

located near the Hockinson downtown area.

Rider & Associates, Inc.
360.693.4111

56



Exhibit 16
CLARK COUNTY COUNCILORS 34
MINUTES OF Sept. 3, 2019
ANNUAL REVIEWS & DOCKETS

The student enrollment in Hockinson is 1,914 students and they are
forecasting growth of about 400 students. They constructed a new
high school I think it's been probably ten or more years ago and

they just finished construction, improvements in middle school.

Their primary need they think they can serve their forecast growth
out six years at middle and high school with the schools that have
recently been constructed, but they need a new elementary school.
Their current elementary school is full in the downtown area and
I think they can add like one more portable and then they won't

have any sewer or septic capacity.

So the biggest challenge for Hockinson is growth in the northern
Vancouver urban growth area that's in the county that's also in
their district and how to serve those students. So they'll be
planning on and looking at a school site and building a new
elementary school and needing to go out to voters asking for

approval of a bond once they've flushed that out.

Their fees have been updated using updated construction costs,
average number of students living in houses there and their fees
are going up slightly, it's primarily due to increased construction

costs and increase in number of students in their district. They
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have a pretty high average number of students living in the

Hockinson School District when you look districtwide. So we just
would respectfully request approval of their updated CFP and the
proposed impact fee, and Nick and I are happy to answer questions

if you have them.

QUIRING: Did you have anything to say, Nick, or just there for

questions?

SHANMAC: Just here for questions really.

QUIRING: Okay. All right. Thanks. Any questions? Okay.

Hearing and seeing none.

LENTZ: Move to approve CPZ2019-00021.

OLSON: Second.

QUIRING: It's been moved and seconded to approve CPZ2019-00021,
Hockinson School District Capital Facilities Plan. Is there

further discussion? Would you call the roll, please.

LENTZ: AYE

OLSON: AYE
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BLOM: AYE
MEDVIGY: AYE

QUIRING: AYE

QUIRING: Motion passes. Thank you. Okay.

KAY: Next is CPZ2019-00022 regarding the Woodland School District

Capital Facilities Plan.

The School District Board of Directors modified its capital
facilities plan earlier this year and has requested that Clark
County formally adopt the plan by reference in its 20-year Clark
County Comprehensive Growth Management Plan and collect the
recommended school impact fee amounts of $5,900 for both
single-family and multi-family dwellings. The Planning
Commission recommended approval 6 to 0 for the

updated -- recommended approval 6 to 0 of the modified capital

facilities plan and recommended impact fees.

And a few of the factors impacting the numbers for this school
district, there has been an increase in students living in

multi-family in Woodland due to new multi-building that has gone
on in the district. The maximum amount, impact fee amount for

multi-family is actually much higher than is what is being
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requested here, so the school board elected to keep the amounts
the same for single family and multi-family. And other than that,
you know, increased construction cost to accommodate the growth
that they're seeing are impacting these numbers, and we are happy

to answer questiomns.

QUIRING: Are there any questions?

BLOM: I do have one.

QUIRING: Councilor Blom.

BLOM: Just it's a really simple one I'm, just because I'm curious.
So does their impact fee have to go to both Clark County, City of

Woodland and Cowlitz County for approval?

ORJIAKO: I believe the City of Woodland, that's my understanding.
I don't know whether it goes through the Cowlitz County. There's
a very small portion of the school district that is in the County,
so I have to look at the boundary to be able to say how much of
the school district boundary is in the County, and my understanding
is that there will be a portion of the City of Woodland because
I'm not sure how far their school district extends to us, the rest

of Cowlitz.
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BLOM: Okay. Thank you.

QUIRING: Councilor Medvigy.

MEDVIGY: Yes, briefly. With this 136 percent increase in the

multi-family, during the planning process, and I know all of these
fees on this entire sheet have been vetted and voted on, but in
that vetting process and the planning process is the consideration
of these increases and asked to how it may impact in the marketplace

affordable housing I mean how is that considered?

ORJIAKO: My response will be that it will have some impact

generally speaking, how much I cannot tell you, Councilor. The
cost of housing, if you look at the impact fees it's very small
because you're going to look at labor, land and construction cost.
I can only say that we have in the past looked at what is the role
of impact fees relative to the cost of housing, the majority of
that cost is in land, acquisition, preparation and so forth and
then labor. The impact fee, and I can provide you that, the impact

fee is very, very minimal, that will be my response really.

QUIRING: Okay.
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MEDVIGY: Thank you.

QUIRING: Thank you. Marnie Allen and Michael Green.

ALLEN: Good evening again. Marnie Allen, 2500 N.E. 65th Avenue,
Vancouver, here on behalf of the Woodland School District. And

joining me, superintendent.

GREEN: Michael Green, Woodland Public School Superintendent.

ALLEN: For the Woodland School District, they have three K-4
schools, one middle school and one high school, they just finished
construction of their new high school which is super exciting, it's

an awesome building, you should go tour it, I recommend it.

Their forecast growth is for about 400, 500 students in the Woodland
School Digtrict, they can accommodate most of the growth, they

still have capacity at the high school and they can accommodate
at the middle school, but they need to construct a new elementary

school, that's where their need is.

So their plan includes the cost to construct a new elementary school
and some of the cost for the capacity that exists at the new high

school. They're in a unique and very fortunate position that other
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districts are envious because they have some room at their high

school to grow.

Their primary change in their fees is as Jenna explained to the
question and comment about who adopts the Woodland School District
capital facility plan, Michael can speak to this as well as I can
because he's done a lot of work with Cowlitz County trying to get
them to agree to collect some kind of fee for mitigation fee, but
Cowlitz County's not required to plan under the Growth Management

Act so they do not adopt impact fees.

So we'll keep approaching them if they're open and willing to

consider it, the district pursues the request, but it's outside

the district's control, the City of Woodland I think has heard and

adopted --

GREEN: Correct.

ALLEN: -- the updated fees already.

GREEN: Yes.

ALLEN: So we just request that you approve and adopt their plan

and their proposed school impact fees.
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QUIRING: Okay. I do have a question about the boundaries of the

Woodland School District then in Cowlitz County versus Clark

County. So only these fees are collected in Clark County?

ALLEN: Correct.

GREEN: 2And the City of Woodland.

ORJIAKO: And the City of Woodland.

QUIRING: And the City of Woodland. Okay.

ORJIAKO: Because the City of Woodland update their plan under GMA.

QUIRING: Okay.

OLSON: Can I ask a question?

QUIRING: Yes, Councilor Olson.

OLSON: Then so are there schools in the City of Woodland? Do you

have any schools in Cowlitz County that aren't in the City?
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GREEN: One of our schools, Yale Elementary School up in the Yale

Valley in Cowlitz County.

OLSON: Then how many students outside the city limits?

GREEN: We have, to the best of my recollection, we have about 19

percent of our students who live in Clark County, we have about

another 60 percent who live in the City of Woodland limits and then

the balance is in Cowlitz County.

OLSON: Cowlitz County. Okay.

ALLEN: That's similar to Washougal for next year when it comes

up because they serve Skamania County and it's similar.

QUIRING: Oh, I see. Yeah. Okay. Are there any other questions

from Council? Okay. I'd entertain a motion.

LENTZ: Move to approve CPZ2019-00022.

BLOM: Second.

QUIRING: It's been moved and seconded to adopt CPZ2019-00022,

Woodland School District Capital Facilities Plan. Is there
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further discussion? Call the roll, please.

LENTZ: AYE
OLSON: AYE
BLOM: AYE
MEDVIGY: AYE

QUIRING: AYE

QUIRING: Motion passes. Thank you. Okay. Number 6.

KAY: This is CPZ2019-00027 regarding the Ridgefield School

District Impact Fee Request.

The School District Board of Directors requested an increase to
the district school impact fees under its existing capital
facilities plan and this proposal is to readopt the Ridgefield
School District Capital Facilities Plan by reference in the
County's Growth Management Plan and collect the recommended impact

fees.

This docket item is different from the previous four because it
does not involve an updated capital facilities plan, it's just

updated impact fees. So a bit more background on this one.
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The Ridgefield School District Board of Directors submitted a
letter to both Clark County and the City of Ridgefield on June 20th,
2019, requesting an increase to the district's school impact fees

effective in 2020 with an additional increase effective in 2021.

A copy of the letter is attached as Exhibit A to the Planning
Commissions' report and it provides the school district's
explanation for why they are making the impact fee request. A copy
of the current capital facilities plan which was adopted by the
County in 2016 is also attached to the Planning Commissions'

report.

The school district's letter describes the high amount of growth
in the Ridgefield School District and capital facility needs that
include building a new elementary, middle and high school as some
of the reasons that the district is requesting increased impact
fees. The potential removal of urban holding near N.E. 179th and
I-5 Interchange is also described as accelerating growth in the
school district and the impact fee request is to bring school impact
fees into alignment with the facility needs and costs in the school

district's facilities plan.

The current plan does allow for impact fees higher than the amount

that is currently being collected. And the district is requesting
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an amount of $10,100 for both single family and multi-family

dwellings in 2020 and an amount of $11,290 in 2021.

You may recall that there has been some previous testimony before
you regarding the Ridgefield school impact fees in relation to the
179th and the I-5 Interchange area and there was a handful of people
who testified during the Planning Commission hearing regarding

this proposal in support of it and I think there was also one written
comment that was submitted late this afternoon as well which was

the only written comment we've received on this item.

Also of note is that the Ridgefield School District's request of
$11,290 for 2021, the Planning Commission is recommending a number
that's 47 cents lower of $11,289.53 and the reason for that is to
just keep the impact fee amount at the max, that's the exact maximum
for a single family dwelling based on the calculation, and so rather
than rounding, we're being very precise with the Planning

Commissions' recommendation, so that's what that is about.

And the Planning Commission recommended approval 6 to 0 for the
re-adoption of the Ridgefield School District capital facilities
plan and impact fee amounts of $10,100 for single family and

multi-family in 2020 and an amount of $11,289.53 for single family

and multi-family starting in 2021.
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QUIRING: Are there questions of the Council?

MEDVIGY: I do.

QUIRING: Council Medvigy.

MEDVIGY: So I guess I would characterize the formula it is what
it is and, but I'm wondering, and this, you know, this piecemeal
funding from different sources and the voters get to weigh in on
some of it, but to see a spike of this magnitude, and you mentioned
179th Street and obviously these are based on forecasts, we won't
see homes being built for years, we don't know how fast it will

build-out.

And so I'm wondering how do these forecasts impact the need for
these additional schools, is there some gap in planning that? I
mean, how can we have such rapid growth in the Ridgefield area that
they need such a tremendous spike, almost twice the fee, is it

planning, you know, on the behalf of the City? I mean, how is this

such a rapid change so fast?

ORJIAKO: Councilors, I wish I could answer that. I think

Ridgefield is an attractive area and that's why you see the
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significant growth in Ridgefield. They have made significant
improvement at the interchange and that also has followed the
growth that is occurring in Ridgefield. I am also anticipating
that the anticipated growth inside the city limits and more broadly
speaking within the district will continue to grow, we anticipate

that opening up the 179th will also add to that.

Other than that, I think prior to the Council taking action on
lifting the urban holding in the 179th corridor, Ridgefield remains
the fastest growing city, as I indicated earlier in the state, what
is following that is just the attractiveness of the area and the
improvement that they've made. It's a very good school district,
those are the issues as you know, people move to an area in some
cases primarily because of the school and the quality of that is

what is attracting folks to that area, that is my response.

QUIRING: I have another question, a couple of questions actually.
So can schools request this increase on an annual basis or is it

a longer period of time, is it on annual?

ORJIAKO: They're phasing it in in 2020 and then in 2021.

QUIRING: I see what they're doing, but can a school district

generally come once a year?
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KAY: T believe they could, they could come back and request, you

know, but they would max out at their maximum.

QUIRING: Correct. I mean, and I understand that, and I'm asking
about the time element that a school, any school can come and I

understood it was annually.

KAY: Yes.

QUIRING: You said it was annually. Has the City of Ridgefield

accepted this particular fee?

ORJIAKO: I don't know, but I'm aware that they're, I don't think
so, but I'm aware that the City fee goes up automatically, so I'm
not sure where they are, but they've index their school impact fee
going up annually so I'm not sure where they are, but this letter
that the school district submitted also went to the City of

Ridgefield.

QUIRING: I guess and then finally my understanding is that
historically, you know, if you go back in history a little while,
the Ridgefield School District has purposely kept their impact fee

lower and T don't know whether that's a positive thing or a negative

Rider & Associates, Inc.

360.693.4111
71



Exhibit 16
CLARK COUNTY COUNCILORS 49

MINUTES OF Sept. 3, 2019
ANNUAL REVIEWS & DOCKETS

thing looking at the jump here and maybe it should have been, maybe
the decision should have been to actually be gradually raising this
over time because this does seem like a really huge jump and it
does affect affordable housing when you look at this amount of fee

per single family or even multi-family unit, it is a huge jump.

ORJIAKO: I don't disagree.

HENESSEE: It's also compounded, Councilor, by the fact that you
don't have existing housing stock in there which you can see in
an older, Ridgefield is such fast growing that much of their housing

product is new housing.

ORJIAKO: New, right.

QUIRING: But I mean I've seen some of it crop up over the last
couple of years and last year what was their increase, do you

recall?

ORJIAKO: I don't have the answer, but, you know, if you look at

the population of Ridgefield it has tripled what it used to be.

QUIRING: Since when, do you know?
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ORJIAKO: Since 1990, you can go back to see what their population
is in 1990 and what is now, and you can even go year-by-year to

see how much they grow year-by-year.

QUIRING: Right. Okay.

OLSON: The school district, when I left the school district, the
school board in 2013, I think there were like 2100 students, I think
there are well over 3200 now-ish or 30 more, 3500 now, so that was

in since 2013.

And I think too to talk about the old impact fees, you know, keeping
them low purposefully was as much a, and I'm just going to say it,
it was as much a difficult political decision for the exact reason
we're having this conversation tonight that it's difficult to

assess high fees for all the reasons that we know, at the same time
we have to find ways to continue to fund infrastructure, and so
trying to balance what the districts need in terms of financing
and funding sources versus what's politically acceptable frankly

is also goes into that equation.

So these fees are inside their current capital facilities plan that
they presented in 2016 and yet they only asked for 6530 from the

County in that plan when they could have asked for $10,000.
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QUIRING: I think they maybe contemplated it.

OLSON: And now the City does, now we've never done this if I, we've

never indexed our --

ORJIAKO: No.

OLSON: -- capital -- our school impact fees like Ridgefield does?

ORJIAKO: No, we do only traffic impact fees, but not school or

parks.

OLSON: And I think the City's around 88 or 89.

ORJIAKO: It's more than around 8,000, it's 8800 plus now, right.

QUIRING: Yeah. And do you know what their automatic --

OLSON: I don't know specifically what they're going to do and

maybe --

QUIRING: Yeah, Marnie.
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OLSON: -- Dr. McCann or Marnie can talk to it but I believe they're
going to look to, they're going to take our lead and look to try
to, to go where we go with it. Part of the reason we're having
this discussion is because of their concern over the disparity and
what the City charges and what we would be charging in the

unincorporated areas, so it would seem to reason that they would
get to where we're going if they're not there yet, but I can't speak

for them.

QUIRING: Other questions? Okay. Ryan Makinster. I just know

you by Ryan, I'm sorry.

MAKINSTER: Thank you, Madam Chair, and members of the Council.
I'm Ryan Makinster, last name is M-a-k-i-n-s-t-e-r, I'm Government
Affairs Director with the BIA of Clark County. I'm just speaking
with you guys today, you guys had a bunch of questions, I think

they're all very valuable and pertinent in this conversation.

There is a trade-off here that's very important to recognize, that
there is some political will that needs to be had in this

discussion. There's not always a decision by a community to pay
for some of these things, you know, when a bond doesn't pass, things
along those lines that the Councilor referenced a few minutes ago.

And so one of those things to think about is housing affordability
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which we've discussed multiple times, you guys have discussed
multiple times here and we are looking at this number, it's a very
large number, when you compile that on top of everything else that's

happening it gets really large over time.

One thing to take into consideration is other places in Ridgefield,
we've been talking about Ridgefield school impact fees in this
conversation, a few people have, they're not paying a $10,000
traffic impact fee, you add that along with this impact fee and
the park impact fee for the Mt. Vista area for example, that's
$25,000 in impact fees, that does not include other fees or
permitting that is required for these developments, let alone other

regulations or requirements that add costs to the price of a house.

I'm just here to say and just basically making notice of that and
raise a flag and say it's understandable, this is a discussion,
it's a hard discussion, but how far are we willing to have a

discussion about political will or expediency on charging the

larger population for the cost of infrastructure at the price of
housing affordability. This does not go to the developer, this
will be passed on, I can guarantee you, this will be passed on to

the homeowners and people buying houses.

I know Councilor Lentz had mentioned some very valid concern about
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prices of housing with lifting the urban holding at 179th and that's
a very valid concern with the TIF that you have in place, like I
mentioned, and these other things, that number gets very high and
so I am just asking you that when you make this decision just to
consider that. Every one of these items is a small little chunk

that gets higher and higher.

To answer the question, the recent study by NHB, I'll qualify that,
shows in our area about for every $1,000 in impact or increase cost
is about 768 families that can't afford a home, so that's kind of
what that number take it as you might, that's where that number
sits.

In addition, I believe Ridgefield is about 8800 now.

They were looking at a CPI indexing, so that would probably be about
over average the last five years about six percent, so you'd be
looking at about 9400 this next year and probably about close to
10,000 the year after, so really similar but even 500 bucks or 1,000
bucks per home is, you know, that's a number that has to be

considered. Thank you.

QUIRING: I have a question. Do you happen to know, you may not
but I'm going to ask it, do you happen to know what it cost to pull

a permit for residential dwelling in the City of Ridgefield?

Rider & Asscciates, Inc.
360.693.4111
77



Exhibit 16
CLARK COUNTY COUNCILORS 55

MINUTES OF Sept. 3, 2019
ANNUAL REVIEWS & DOCKETS

MAKINSTER: Madam Chair, I do not know any of those things. I wish
I knew some of those off the top of my head, but unfortunately I

do not.

QUIRING: I heard it was $24,000.

MAKINSTER: I've heard a very large number, but I do not know what
it is and I wouldn't be willing to say that without knowing for

sure.

QUIRING: Okay. Thank you.

MAKINSTER: Thank vyou.

QUIRING: Marnie Nelson I mean Marnie Allen and Nathan McCann,

McGann, McCann, okay, couldn't tell. Good evening.

ALLEN: Good evening, Chair, members of the Council. For the
record, Marnie Allen, 2500 N.E. 65th Avenue, Vancouver,
representing the Ridgefield School District. And joining me,

superintendent.

MCCANN: Nathan McCann from the Ridgefield School District, 1903

N.W. 206th Street in Ridgefield.
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ALLEN: I think what I want to touch on just in the limited time
that we're going to spend talking about this is just a couple of

things.

One, the district as has been stated did not update its capital
facility plan and will be doing that next year because it will be
four years from when they last adopted, so we'll be back with an
updated capital facility plan next year, but the district did
request and is asking you to follow the Planning Commissions'
recommendation to increase the fees eventually to the full amount

under the formula.

I think it's fair to say, although I'll defer to Dr. McCann, that
the primary driver of this is the community expectation that new
development pay for the cost it has on the public infrastructure
to serve the families and kids that are going to live in that new

development.

So the district heard loud and clear, and I think the Planning
Commission heard it, those people that did come testify, no one
came and testified in opposition to this district's request.
There were people there that testified in support of it and said

new development needs to pay its share, growth has taken off in

Rider & Associates, Inc.
360.693.4111
79



Exhibit 16
CLARK COUNTY COUNCILORS 57
MINUTES OF Sept. 3, 2019
ANNUAL REVIEWS & DOCKETS

Ridgefield and growth has taken off.

No doubt $11,290 is a large amount, $70 million to build schools
is even larger and $11,290 is only going to pay a fraction of that
cost. It takes all the funding sources to pay for schools, a bond
will have to be approved, and in order to get a bond approved, we
need to listen to and respond to the constituents that are going
to vote on that bond and decide the schools that get put into that

community.

So understand it's a difficult decision, affordable housing, a lot
of political and policy issues to weigh, but on behalf of the

district we think it's the right thing to do given the growth that's
happened and the lifting of urban holding on 179th, the fact that
you don't have developers here tonight from 179th who are going
to be building saying we can't afford this, we think the fees should

be increased to the amount allowed under the formula.

MCCANN: A couple of comments to add to that. Several districts
have been referenced in respect to the Ridgefield district request
today, one of which is La Center, I think that's a fair place to

start.

Just to give you an idea, there's 295 school districts in the state,
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we all have different situations that we're currently in. For
Ridgefield it would be like in the next five years taking the La
Center School District and plunking that down in the Ridgefield
School District, that 1760 kids that we're expecting over this next
five years we desperately need the infrastructure, that's the story

of Ridgefield right now.

It is a fastest growing city in the state, it is a destination
community but it's also a community that's infrastructurally

speaking relatively young, it has a lot of infrastructure needs.
Cne of my school board members said just a couple of weeks ago at
a meeting, it's kind of ironic and perhaps even a little sad, that
you can have a moratorium around growth and building when there
isn't adequate sewer capacity, but there's been minimal regard with
respect to school capacity, that struck a cord with me and I thought

that doesn't seem right.

We've also had a talk tonight it sounds like around kind of politics
is the art of the possible. I can assure you that the one thing
that is politically acceptable in Ridgefield, the one place where
folks would near unanimously say yes is please increase impact
fees. This is an expectation in the Ridgefield community.
Perhaps, and we're a district that has passed bonds but it's also

had a bond in February that didn't pass, that might be one thing
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that's causing some concern amongst voters is this idea that new
development is not paying formulaically speaking the maximum that

it should be.

I point out that even the multi-family housing still is not quite
at the maximum of what the request could be and I would also say
there's not a law that I'm aware of that requires the developers
to automatically pass the impact fee cost on to the resident, it's
not a requirement, and I've listened to this, this discussion for
a number of years, the district has tried to be a really good partner
with both the City and the County in this, I welcome discussions

around affordable housing in Ridgefield.

We'd like to see a more diverse set of housing options, but the
school district's primary responsibility is to make sure that we
have facilities to serve the students in the district, and the City
of Ridgefield's own survey shows that the number one reason
families are moving in Ridgefield and moving in droves is the

quality of the schools in Ridgefield.

I can promise you that the goal is not to build Taj Mahal's in
Ridgefield, but it is to build learning environments that will reap
a return on that investment for years to come. Part of what they

get when they get a school in Ridgefield too is a building that
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we try to operate as close to 24/7, 365 as possible allowing as
many partners as we can to come in to occupy those spaces during
non-learning hours. It's been a core, a core focus of the school

board in my five plus years as superintendent.

QUIRING: Who are some of those partners?

MCCANN: Everything from the faith-based community to young
youthful organizations like a Ridgefield Main Street and the
Ridgefield Chamber of Commerce that don't necessarily have the
capacity on their own. Obviously the sports partners that come

and use our fields and our gymnasiums, etc.

QUIRING: Okay. I just want to comment on the community wanting,
affirming the need for these impact fees. Those people that are
in the community now are saying we want somebody else to pay some
impact fees when they come in here, so they're not actually paying
this, it's going to be the future occupants of those homes that
are paying it, and when the community says we want the future
occupants to pay this, it's a little different than the people
themselves who are already there saying, yeah, let us pay an

additional 10, $11,000.

MCCANN: I don't doubt that at all. I will say that there are a
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number of families that move up from say one price point home to
another and in many cases end up paying that impact fee several

times during their lives in Ridgefield.

QUIRING: Do you have any idea what those statistics are?

MCCANN: That would be conjecture on my part.

QUIRING: Any other questions?

OLSON: Go ahead.

MEDVIGY: Thank you. Yes. So these are, sometimes we just don't
know what the impacts are going to be on development and we can
certainly readily agree at some point -- at some price point these
fees are going to absolutely impact affordability of homes, it's
unavoidable, but going to the point you just made and it's, you
know, we're not necessarily always talking about othervpeople

coming here, I mean we have how many high school graduates do we
have every year in the county, they're going to want a home some
day and so at some point we're just pricing affordable housing out
of the market for the entire county and certainly it may be an
impetus for people to vote down bonds pretty consistently when they

see the price of everything going up in the county.

Rider & Associates, Inc.
360.693.4111
84



Exhibit 16
CLARK COUNTY COUNCILORS 62
MINUTES OF Sept. 3, 2019
ANNUAL REVIEWS & DOCKETS

There's no question we want schools that are second to none, not
only in the county, but in the state and perhaps in the nation,
we want, you know, funding for schools is sacrosanct and it's the
funding models that we have in place that are really giving us no
option here and I think ultimately for the building industry this
will be kind of self-leveling, at some point they're going to, we're
going to throttle back on development because of all the fees and
the cost raising -- rising, and starter homes not being available,
you know, the data that was just given to us by the last constituent

is very telling and we've heard them before.

So it is a tough policy decision and we want great schools, there's
no question about it, we want adequate schools, we don't want a
whole lot of temporary structures out there, it's just at some point
we have to realize these are our children, the next generation that
we're also pricing out of the market too as we increase these fees,

you know, our own local Clark County families.

QUIRING: Councilor Lentz.

LENTZ: While I hear what the Councilor is saying, I think that
also we need to recognize that development does have impacts and

we can talk about wanting great schools and great parks and roads
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that we can drive on, but then if we don't actually step up and

pay for those, we don't get them.

We've seen incredible growth in Ridgefield and as the
superintendent said a lot of that is because of an incredibly
quality school district, and while I regret that this is such a
huge jump so quickly because there will be some sticker shock, if
people are moving to Ridgefield because there are great schools,
then we should keep those schools great and right now there's a
very big risk that they will take a turn, we're seeing kids packed
into portables, we're seeing the great need for schools, and I do
hear and support the idea that if we aren't charging development
its fair share, how can we go to the voters and ask them to pay

more to support a bond as well.

QUIRING: Councilor Olson.

OLSON: And I'll just kind of pick up from there. I mean, that's
what we heard when we started talking about urban holding from the
Ridgefield community was the City is already charging $8900 and
the County was charging $6500 and that discrepancy spoke to them
and at this point I've not seen where those impact fees have scared

away developers or home buyers.
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I see multi-family going up as you drive into Ridgefield now right
by the grocery store and, you know, having been a part of the

Ridgefield community for 26 years and serving my eight years on
the school board, this is a community that supports its schools
and it's amazing to see how the city's changed and the community's
changed just in the last five and six years as growth has occurred,
that has not changed, it's even gotten stronger I think over the

last five years.

So that community, the Ridgefield community is asking us in the
challenge of this affordable housing discussion that we're having
all over the West Coast, all over the coasts in this country they're
asking us to make sure that new development helps pay for the

schools needed to take care of those new students and that's the
way we fund things in Washington State through impact fees, new

growth pays for infrastructure to support it.

And I would say in addition to the schools, the reason people are
moving to Ridgefield is because it's a fricking great city and it's
got a great city council and it's got a great form of government,
it's a community, a real community and they're asking us to do this,

so that speaks a lot.

QUIRING: Any other questions? Councilor Blom.
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BLOM: I would just, I think we've heard two opposing viewpoints
kind of about this and I think if it's possible to agree with both

that's kind of where I'm at.

I mean, this does make an impact on the affordable housing and it
either gets passed onto the buyer because no builder is going to
build a house if they can't pay their subs, pay their costs and
still make a living at the end of the day or it gets passed onto
the landowner and I think that's where this ties into our whole
housing affordability issue with GMA is that either landowners are
going to have to take less for their money because or this or the
projects just won't go forward and houses will either way continue

to cost more.

But what I really wanted to say though about this I think this is
probably the biggest challenge facing to Councilor Olson's point
the entire West Coast is that we have become a very desirable area
for people to live and to work and with that comes costs and there
are not a lot of ways that we can spread those costs around and
so how do we on one hand deal with the issue of housing affordability
and on the other deal with the desire for people they want to be
here because of the schools, because of the parks, because of the

roads, because of infrastructure trying to balance that.
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So I think probably the hardest thing that, the thing that I
struggle with on this Council, this jump does bother me, it is
significant. I think the disparity in projects that are already
vested that are going to be being built under these lower fees
compared to a project that comes in right after and doesn't get
that vesting, to me that's an issue that with the formula and how
these things can swing wildly. So I am supportive nervously of
this, but I think it highlights one of the challenges of living

in a beautiful area where people want to live.

OLSON: And if I could ask another one.

QUIRING: Councilor Olson.

OLSON: And I'm not suggesting this but I'm just going to bring

it up for discussion is, you know, we're presented with a 2020

impact fee and a 2021 impact fee.

QUIRING: What 1if?

OLSON: We don't have to accept it as it's presented, we could adopt

an impact fee until Ridgefield comes back for their next capital

facilities plan update, so I just --
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QUIRING: I was kind of going in the same direction actually

thinking about what the City is collecting at this point. In the
long run really what's going to happen if we adopt this, the market
will tell us what's going to happen. I mean, some projects will
not be built just because of the cost and that cost is passed on
to, the developer doesn't take that hit, they will probably take
less of a profit but it is passed on to the home buyer no matter
what but, you know, I was wondering about too whether we don't,

we could actually say, okay, something is more palatable than this.

BLOM: And I would just say to that I think if, with this tiered
approach what you would almost guarantee to see is a whole rush
of applications to get in and get the vesting in 2020 before that
rate goes up which may not be the best thing for either the City
of Ridgefield or the schools to have everyone rush, get their land
entitled at that lower fee and then just sit on those entitlements
for a couple of years and not build, but they're still going to
be locked into that lower rate, so I'd be very supportive of -- I

don't know if you had a number.

OLSON: Well, I wouldn't advocate anything less than the 10,100,

that's the number that I would --
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QUIRING: And so what are you suggesting then, not having the 12

percent the following year?

OLSON: That would be an option that we could consider. Is adopt
the fee of 10,100 and have that be the new year without another
increase the next year and then they're going to come back with

another capital facilities plan anyway in 2020.

QUIRING: Right. Thoughts? Comments?

MCCANN: I appreciate the creative thinking. I also think it's
important because I think the County Council is, I think your

comments were spot on and this is, this is still a good problem
to have. The Rust Belt would kill for the problem that we're all

debating here tonight.

And I will share as well that this same request is being made of
the City of Ridgefield and they're using a Bucknall Rider Price
Index that's been going up roughly at that six percent rate, but
the school board has said it is imperative that we reach the maximum
and the constituency, the board members have said it's really

important.

And I would, I guess my final thought on this is I'd still point
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out that 10,100 that could have been the $11,289.53 that we could
have asked for several years ago. I do get the pain that can cause
when a cup of coffee was $1 for a long period of time and then you
have to raise it all the way to $2 in a fairly short period of time,

perhaps you underpriced that cup of coffee for a period of time.

The increases though still percentage-wise while the dollar value
is larger aren't the percentage increases that we saw with the
multi-family like in the Woodland School District for example
probably with minimal impact to the amount of multi-family that's
being built in unincorporated Clark County that serves the Woodland

School District admittedly.

QUIRING: So what is your projection for the school population for

next year?

MCCANN: We'll add 1760 over this next five years, so that's
roughly nearly 400 kids a year that we're looking at, 350 kids or

SO a year.

ALLEN: If you went to 10,100 now --

QUIRING: I'm sorry. What?
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ALLEN: -- we're doing that next year with an updated capital
facility plan. So the district, I won't know till we update their
plan and I calculate the fee, but it's an opportunity for the
district then and for the County and frankly the City to look at
what is the new plan, what is the growth, what is payment of the
$10,100 fee done to development in that community in terms of
applications for new people coming in and request and make the case
for the 11,290 next year since we're going to be here anyway or
more if the calculated formula suggests more is needed or it will

drop if the calculated formula produces a lower amount.

So I think that recommendation of just going with 10,100 now and

not locking in 2021 when we have to do a new plan and come back

anyway makes some sense.

OLSON: And you have a bond on the ballot in February; correct?

MCCANN: Yes.

OLSON: And would that impact, the new calculations if that bond

passes and you update the capital facilities plan and that will

have --

ALLEN: Yeah, it will, any tax levy rate will which is in the fee
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calculation and updated average assessed values of properties in

Ridgefield, all of those factors will be different.

OLSON: And so that might be why I would even be a little bit
stronger in terms of just adopting one fee tonight and wait for

the next capital facilities plan and the bond in February.

QUIRING: Okay. So I'm looking at the numbers that I kind of

scratched down as I listened to the various districts that came
forward. So La Center has a school growth, a student growth of
400. The Evergreen School District is a little over 400, maybe
more closer to 500. Hockinson I didn't write that one down, 400,
I did 400 students. Woodland has a growth of 4 to 500 students
and you're saying that it's going to be 400 students a year for

three years or 1760 over five years; right?

MCCANN: Over the next five school years, yeah, counting this
school year, and I believe that might be stretched over a six-year

period.

ALLEN: So 400 over six years versus 400 a year.

QUIRING: Okay. So you're saying these other school districts are

over six years.
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ALLEN: That was their six-year forecast growth.

QUIRING: Okay.

ALLEN: 1760 and Ridgefield --

QUIRING: Thank you for clarifying that, that helps. Any other

questions?

MEDVIGY: So I just want to make it clear, I don't think there's
anyone up here that wants to shortchange our schools in the least.
I mean, we want schools that are the best in the country that we

can be proud of and --

ALLEN: I want to say I really appreciate the debate, the dialogue,
it's been great, I commend the County Council for having the

discussion and weighing everything and also County staff. I've
been doing this a long time with Oliver, Jenna's fairly new and
she seems like a pro at it, so we have a great relationship and
a great partnership as the superintendent said and we value that,

so thank you.

OLSON: Madam Chair, if I might.
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QUIRING: Okay.

OLSON: Let me see if I can do this right. I would move that we

approve CPZ2019-00027, Ridgefield School District Impact Fee

Change to $10,100. Does that get us there?

QUIRING: With no -- with no --

OLSON: With no --

ORJIAKO: With no increase in 2021.

OLSON: With no increase in 2021.

BLOM: Second.

QUIRING: Okay. It's been moved and seconded to approve

CPZ2019-00027 for $10,100 for 2020 and no bump up in 2021. Did

I state that okay? Is there any further discussion?

OLSON: No. I just want to say thank you for, I hope, we're working

on this, and again Ridgefield is a great place to live and that's

why people are moving there and the schools are that's why people
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are moving there, so...

QUIRING: Okay. We can call the roll.

LENTZ: AYE
OLSON: AYE
BLOM: AYE
MEDVIGY: AYE

QUIRING: AYE

QUIRING: Motion passes. Okay. Moving on to CPZ2019-00030,

Shoreline Master Plan.

ORJIAKO: Councilors, with my staff, this is, we are not amending
the Shoreline Master Program, we are just asking you to approve
the public partition plan that we are putting in place to help us
in engaging the community as we update the Shoreline Master Plan
that is required by State due June of 2020. We've had a work

session with the Council on this.

KAY: So this is CPZ2019-00030 regarding the Shoreline Master

Program Periodic Review Public Participation Plan.

As we discussed in our work session, Clark County is undertaking
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a periodic review of its Shoreline Master Program as required by
the Washington State Shoreline Management Act in RCW 90.58.080.
The Shoreline Management Act requires each Shoreline Master

Program be reviewed and revised if needed on an eight-year schedule
established by the legislature. The review ensures the Shoreline
Master Program stays current with changes in laws and rules,

remains consistent with other Clark County plans and regulations
and is responsive to changed circumstances, new information and

improved data.

A Public Participation Plan is required to describe how Clark
County will encourage early and continuous public partition
throughout the process of reviewing the Shoreline Master Program
and the plan describes the steps that Clark County will take to
provide opportunities for public engagement and public comment as

well as Clark County contact information and web addresses.

And the plan includes open houses, meeting with advisory boards
such as the Development & Engineering Advisory Board, the Clean
Water Commission, the Parks Advisory Board and the Planning
Commission as well as meeting with any neighborhood association
or interest group who is interested in meeting to discuss the
project.

The plan also includes selecting the joint comment period for the
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Department of Ecology as well as providing opportunities for

testimony during Planning Commission and Council hearings.

So today we are requesting Council approval of the Shoreline Master
Program Periodic Review Public Participation Plan & Associated
Resolution so that we can move forward into the outreach and
proposal development plan this fall followed by the adoption

process in 2020.

QUIRING: Okay. Richard Dyrland.

DYRLAND: Richard Dyrland, 27511 N.E. 29th Avenue, Ridgefield,
Washington. I have three brief shoreline related comments to

make.

One, we need to have more effective enforcement of existing
shoreline regulations, and I raised that twice, in the future
changes that may come up through this process here and I'm
encouraged to see that kind of a step-by-step logical layout of
the process. Second, we need to make sure that we don't have
inadvertently use shoreline regulations to stall or prevent good
stream protection and restoration progress or projects, again this
is primarily related to reviewers and the amount of field

experience they have. Third, we need to put more emphasis to on
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the ground training of staff specialists.

We have too much going by the book versus field experience and
training and I think what we see coming with the development and
expansion and the other possible situations that may arrive and
if we get another bridge, these things become even more important
to reflect the quality of life that you folks have described so

well here in the last hour or two. Thank you.

QUIRING: Thank you. Carol Levanen.

LEVANEN: Carol Levanen for Clark County Citizens United. If I
remember right, this Shoreline Management Plan there was
conversation, I don't know if it was either at work session or
possibly at some sort of hearing, regarding the DNR cutting
permits. And if I remember right there was language that was
proposed and maybe I'm thinking of the wrong document, but proposed
that would say that the, in the DNR cutting permit that people can
cut their timber but they can't put any logging roads and they can't
put access roads and they can't put landings and they can't put
all of these things that are all part of logging and I remember
that the DOE and the Department or DNR and DOE also warned Clark

County not too step on their toes more or less.
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Always remember that there's State law that controls those things
that the County didn't have jurisdiction to make those kinds of
changes. I just came across some documentation that, and I think
I forwarded it to the Council regarding this of what the State law
actually says and all of those kinds of activities for logging

activities are exempt under the shorelines unless they actually
directly affected a Class V, I think a Class V is the big one or

Class I, you never know.

But, anyways, so I'm hoping that what you're going to be reviewing
in this language of this document that you're going to be putting
forward to the public doesn't include that because we gave

testimony against, some pretty extensive testimony against

including that portion. We've also alerted the forest industry
folks and they're not happy with this and they said they've got
a fight, if the County tries to do something like this they've got

a fight on their hands.

So that's part of logging, those logging roads, those landings,
those culverts that they have to put in, all those kinds of things,
the State requires that, they require them to pave, they actually
prefer that they pave it, let alone, at least they require quite
a bit of rock, but they prefer if they log -- if they pave those

roads and of course those roads are used for everybody else after
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the logging is over with. So to put that under a county
jurisdiction it's not a good idea and hopefully you've taken it

out of this draft. Thank you.

QUIRING: Thank you. Actually, Jenna, I think we talked about

this at some, would you like to comment on that.

KAY: Sure.

QUIRING: Are these roads -- I don't --

KAY: Yeah. This came up with, we did an amendment to the

Shoreline Master Program Code I guess last year --

ORJIAKO: Correct.

KAY: -- and, but there were some comments submitted regarding that
amendment regarding we were adding some clarifying language around
forestry practices too, we were trying to clarify what is
considered development and not under the Shoreline Management Act
which I believe what was just being referenced, so that was part
of the previous amendment. I don't know if you want to add

anything, Oliver.
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ORJIAKO: No. The only thing I will add is that with respect to
Carol that is not what is before you, that was the discussion that
as Jenna indicated happened when we made the limited amendment to
the shoreline and during the comment they submitted a comment, we
reviewed it concurrently with Ecology and they approved that

amendment and the amendment that was made was consistent with the
rules put out by Ecology, so I believe that Ecology have resolved

that issue.

QUIRING: Okay. Any other questions? Okay. Then moving along
to the actual item at hand here, the Shoreline Master Plan Periodic

Review Public Participation Plan.

BLOM: Move to approve CPZ2019-00030.

OLSON: Second.

QUIRING: It's been moved and seconded to approve CPZ2019-00030.

Any discussion? Call the roll, please.

LENTZ: AYE
OLSON: AYE
BLOM: AYE

MEDVIGY: AYE
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QUIRING: AYE

QUIRING: Motion passes.

ORJIAKO: Councilors, I believe we submitted a resolution and I

think we would like the Council to approve this by resolution. Is

there a resolution? No?

KAY: Was it attached to the staff report?

QUIRING: Not here.

LENTZ: TIt's a secondary document.

BLOM: Oh, I have it maybe.

LENTZ: It doesn't have a number yet.

OLSON: TIt's 2019-09-10.

ORJIAKO: Thank you. Thank you, Rebecca.

OLSON: Move to approve Resolution No. 2019-09-10.
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BLOM: Second.

QUIRING: It's been moved and seconded to approve Resolution No.
2019-09-10. Is there any further discussion? Call the roll,

please. This could be a voice; right? All in favor say aye.

EVERYBODY: AYE

QUIRING: Opposed? Hearing and seeing none the motion passes.

Right.

ORJIAKO: Thank you, Councilors.

QUIRING: Thank you. Okay. Clark County Unified Development

Code Amendments.

ORJIAKO: Councilors, quickly, there are two items under this

CPZ2019-00014, one dealing with the new Bill that the legislature
passed and the governor signed dealing with extension of sewer
pipeline to serve schools that are in the rural area with some

restrictions, if you will.

And then the second item is an amendment to Title 40 dealing with

allowing a cemetery that is attached to a church and limited in

Rider & Associates, Inc.
360.693.4111
105



Exhibit 16
CLARK COUNTY COUNCILORS 83

MINUTES OF Sept. 3, 2019
ANNUAL REVIEWS & DOCKETS

scope. And Jose Alvarez who is our project lead on these two items
will give you the presentation and the recommendation of the

Planning Commission.

ALVAREZ: Okay. So the Planning Commission approved what Oliver
just laid out unanimously 5 to 0. I'll show you the, let's start

with the changes for the resource district.

Essentially this would add cemeteries in the forest FR-80

zone -- FR-40, I'm sorry, as a conditional use and then this
Footnote 11 essentially says that a cemetery would be subordinate
to a church in existence as of January 1, 2019, may be permitted

subject to the conditional use permit approval.

Again, this came through us through the Apostolic Church just
outside of Yacolt where they have an existing church but didn't
have a cemetery. There are a couple of other jurisdictions in the
state that do allow them in the forest zones and those are in the
staff report. I think that's, I think this would be the only

property that would be affected also.

QUIRING: And it's in a forest zone?

ALVAREZ: Yes.
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ORJIAKO: Yes, FR-40.

QUIRING: Okay. Thank you. Any other questions? Anybody have

any questions?

ALVAREZ: And then the sewerage regulations. We had language that
we're cleaning up in Numbers 2 and 3 where we did have some language
about extending sewer which shouldn't have been there but, so we're
cleaning that up and then essentially reflecting what's in the Bill
that the legislature passed in 2017 that allows for the extension

of sewer to serve schools in the rural area.

There is a provision that also allows properties intervening

between there to connect to the sewer, but based on sort of approval
of the school district the provider and the jurisdiction, so the
County would have some say in that and it also has to comply with,
well, this is the RCW that established the new code and in that
it also references RCW 36.70A.110 Subsection 4 that pretty much
has the rules for where, when and where sewer can be extended

outside of an urban growth boundary.

QUIRING: That says Subsection 3.
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ALVAREZ: Right. That's the new law.

QUIRING: Okay.

ALVAREZ: In that section --

QUIRING: It was in 4. Okay.

ALVAREZ: In that section it refers to the section I just talked

to you.

QUIRING: All right. Thank you. Okay. Any questions of
Council? I want to go back to the other one just for one second.
You've been in contact with the people who requested this and they

know that this is happening, do you know about the cemetery?

ALVAREZ: I believe I got a call from them I think asking about

when it would take effect.

QUIRING: I mean, I can look back a couple of years in my e-mails

to find out exactly who it was, but I'm --

ALVAREZ: I think it was the Apostolic Lutheran Church.
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QUIRING: It was and there was a particular individual, an elder

or something.

ORJIAKO: They've been asking us when will the change become

effective, we indicated that we are going through the hearing

process.

QUIRING: Okay. Okay. Great. Thank you so much.

ALVAREZ: Yeah. And this is tied to the once a year amendment,

so it would go into effect in February.

QUIRING: Yes, exactly.

ALVAREZ: Right.

QUIRING: Any other questions? Okay. Let's see, Carol Levanen.

Almost forgot.

OLSON: I was about to make a motion.

QUIRING: I know. I hope it's good, we did something for your

church.
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LEVANEN: Carol Levanen for Clark County Citizens United. I
support this document for both reasons for the schools and for the
cemetery. All of our churches, I don't know if you know, we're
going to be building another church here and all of our churches
are wanting to do cemeteries right next to the church so that we
don't impact the roads and other public cemeteries. So anyways,
thank you for that.

QUIRING: Yes. Thank you. Okay.

OLSON: Move to approve -- I'm SOrry.

QUIRING: Oh, Oliver.

ORJIAKO: Councilors, if I may, I would like you to take these two

items individually, please.

QUIRING: Oh, all right.

OLSON: So --

QUIRING: Let's see.

ALVAREZ: Make reference to the code section I think would probably
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be --

OLSON: Okay. So rather than a CPZ?

ALVAREZ: Right.

OLSON: Okay. So move to approve Clark County Unified Development

Code Amendment CCC 40.370.010.

LENTZ: Second.

QUIRING: 1It's been moved and seconded to approve Code Section
40.370.010. TIs there a discussion? This is a roll call. Call

the roll, please.

LENTZ: AYE
OLSON: AYE
BLOM: AYE
MEDVIGY: AYE

QUIRING: AYE

QUIRING: And the next one.

OLSON: Move to approve Clark County Code Update 40.210.010.
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LENTZ: Second.

QUIRING: It's been moved and seconded to approve Code Update to

40.210.010. Is there any discussion? Call the roll, please.

LENTZ: AYE
OLSON: AYE
BLOM: AYE
MEDVIGY: AYE

QUIRING: AYE

QUIRING: Motion passes. Thank you.
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@ Department of Commerce

THANK YOU

We have received your amendment submission. Please allow 1-3 business days for review. Please keep the Submittal ID as your receipt and for any future
questions. We will also send an email receipt to all contacts listed in the submittal.

Submittal ID: 2019-S-672

Submittal Date Time: 09/13/2019

Submittal Information

Jurisdiction Clark County

Submittal Type Notice of Final Adoption

Amendment Type Combined Comprehensive Plan and Development Regulation
Amendment

Amendment Information

Brief Description
Adopted public participation plan to complete the Shoreline Master Program Periodic Review by June 30, 2020.

O VYes, this is a part of the 8-year periodic update schedule, required under RCW 36.70A.130.

Anticipated/Proposed Date of Adoption 09/03/2019

Attachments

Attachment Type File Name Upload Date

Correspondence Res. 2019-09-10 (Shoreline Master Plan - Public 09/16/2019 07:56 AM
Participation).msg

Supporting Documentation or Analysis RES 2019-09- 09/16/2019 07:56 AM
10_ShorelineMasterPlanPublicParticipation_Commerce
Notice.docx

Combined Comp Plan and Dev Reg Amend - Adopted 2019-09-10.pdf 09/16/2019 07:56 AM

Contact Information

Prefix Ms.

First Name Jenna
Last Name Kay

Title Planner Il

Work (564) 397-4968 115



Cell
Email jenna.kay@clark.wa.gov

O Yes, | would like to be contacted for Technical Assistance.

Certification

Exhibit 16

Entered by Linda Weyl on 9/16/2019 7:57:22 AM

Intake Received Date 09/13/2019
Full Name Jenna Kay
Email jenna.kay@clark.wa.gov
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STATE OF WASHINGTON

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
1011 Plum Street SE » PO Box 42525 « Olympia, Washington 98504-2525 e (360) 725-4000
www.commerce.wa.gov
09/16/2019
Ms. Jenna Kay
Planner I1
Clark County
1300 Franklins Street
Post Office Box 9810
Vancouver, WA 98666-9810
Sent ViaElectronic Mall
Re: Clark County--2019-S-672--Notice of Final Adoption
Dear Ms. Kay:
Thank you for sending the Washington State Department of Commercethe Notice of Final
Adoption as required under RCW 36.70A.106. We received your submittal with the following
description.

Adopted public participation plan to complete the Shoreline Master Program Periodic
Review by June 30, 2020.

We received your submittal on09/13/2019 and processed it with the Submittal ID 2019-S-672.
Please keep this |etter as documentation that you have met this procedural requirement.

If you have any questions, please contact Growth Management Services at
reviewteam@commerce.wa.gov, or call Ike Nwankwo, (360) 725-2950.

Sincerely,

Review Team
Growth Management Services

Page: 1 of 1
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7/21/2020 https://www.wapublicnotices.com/DetailsPrint.aspx?SID=0ymdr2gmirta2pgderb2danp&ID=97933
The Columbian Exhibit 16

Publication Name:
The Columbian

Publication URL:
columbian.com

Publication City and State:
Vancouver, WA

Publication County:
Clark

Notice Popular Keyword Category:

Notice Keywords:
shoreline master program

Notice Authentication Number:
202007211607302065752
1074050339

Notice URL:

Back

Notice Publish Date:
Tuesday, September 17, 2019

Notice Content

NOTICE OF ADOPTION NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN pursuant to RCW 36.70A.290 that on Sept. 3, 2019 the Clark County Council, State of
Washington, did enact: Resolution 2019-08-10, which adopted the Public Participation Plan for conducting the Legislatures mandated 2020
Shoreline Master Program Periodic Update. Rebecca Messinger/s/ Rebecca Messinger Clerk to the Council Sept. 18 - 271030

Back
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From: Sidorov, Larisa
To: Kay, Jenna
Bcc: "kevin@trc-inc.org"; "aroberts@wa-net.com"; "AberleB@wsdot.wa.gov"; "rbrunoe@wstribes.org";

“rcraig@wstribes.org"; “rsuppah@wstribes.org"; "tuniform03@yahoo.com"; "brkndory@qg.com";
"shird@wstribes.org"; "danorjules@TDS.net"; "coyoteridge@tds.net"; "culture@cowlitz.org";
"taalvik@cowlitz.org"; "JPeterson@crwwd.com"; "ted.labbe@dfw.wa.gov"; "curt@garrettpkg.com";
"billdygert@gmail.com”; "gmbrereton@gmail.com"; "jscheldorf@gmail.com"; "Dean.Swanson@fishfirst.org";
"steve.youna@GAPAc.com”; "jbaker@credc.org"”; "byrtek@comcast.net”; "maprss@comcast.net"”;
"jswanson@ci.lacenter.wa.us" ; "Louisa.Garbo@ci.ridgefield.wa.us"; "jeroen.kok@ci.vancouver.wa.us";
"goddardt@ci.woodland.wa.us"; "sfox@cityofcamas.us"; Florence Wager; "jlsowder@comcast.net”;
"krisgano@comcast.net"; "sutter.k@comcast.net"; "elaine.huber@ci.battle-ground.wa.us";
"babadee@comcast.net”; "goat@spirittone.com”; "tknappy@comcast.net"; "Stan@firestonepacificfoods.com"”;
"mwhite@chehalistribe.org"; "cultural@grandronde.org"”; "office@chinooknation.org"; "cnelson@shoalwaterbay-
nsn.gov"”; "AntoneMinthorn@ctuir.com”; "Howard_Schaller@fws.gov"; "info@eastforklewisriver.org";
"christopher_lapp@fws.gov"; "Steven.W.Manlow@usace.army.mil"; "DENISE.WILHELM@dnr.wa.gov";
"wmontogmery@cemexusa.com"; “roland8115@comcast.net”; "mark@mccuddysmarina.com";
"kellypunteney@comcast.net"; "pboyden@portvanusa.com"; "Dean.Swanson@fishfirst.org";
"colwillbiagrove@msn.com"; "andrew@plsengineering.com"; "rterrell@rsmedical.com”;
"mike_taylor@instantiations.com"; "bruce_mccown@coble.comcast.com”; "ron.wierenga@clark.wa.gov";
"memmetburton@gmail.com”; "lakesideestates@gmail.com"; "astewart474@comcast.net”;
"jill.april@hotmail.com"”; "gary.bowles@intersea.com"; "tom@ahoconstruction.com";
"nancychandlee@hotmail.com”; "jennifer.halleck@vansd.org"; "neptunel1948@hotmail.com";
"steve.peterson6@me.com"; "richardhamby@earthlink.net"; "straub3462@comcast.net";
"andreajcameron@gmail.com"; “jon.babcock@clarkfr.org"”; "msjeffries7@msn.com”; "toppacific2@msn.com";
"mtnfox@pacifier.com"; "vickiedgey@live.com"; "audcookie@gmail.com”; "mpmills18@gmail.com";
"squiressj@gmail.com”; "watson.bn@gmail.com"; "gorgebirds@juno.com”; "norris WA@yahoo.com";
"oscarcoon@yahoo.com"

Subject: 9/3 Council Hearing: Shoreline Master Program Public Participation Plan
Date: Friday, August 23, 2019 11:28:44 AM
Greetings,

We apologize if you are receiving this email twice, as we ran into an issue with our initial notification.

This email is to notify you that Clark County is kicking-off its Shoreline Master Program Periodic
Review. A County Council hearing on the project’s Public Participation Plan is scheduled to take

place on Tuesday, September 3 at 6pm in the Public Service Center 6% floor hearing room, 1300
Franklin St, Vancouver.

e  Council hearing materials will be posted to: https://www.clark.wa.gov/council-meetings

e Project information is available on the project webpage:
https://www.clark.wa.gov/community-planning/2020-periodic-review

e You can receive ongoing project updates by signing up for the Shoreline Master Program
email list at: https://www.clark.wa.gov/community-planning/get-project-updates

Please feel free to contact me with any questions at jenna.kay@clark.wa.gov or 564-397-4968.

Thank you,
Jenna

L.n".-lll'l..
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mailto:richardhamby@earthlink.net
mailto:straub3462@comcast.net
mailto:andreajcameron@gmail.com
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mailto:mtnfox@pacifier.com
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BUSINESS BRIEFING

People in Business

Dustin Meyer, a Corwin
Beverage employee,
recently received PepsiCo’s
Chairman’s Ring of Honor
recognition. At Corwin
Beverage, Meyer is respon-
sible for assuring that the
Ridgefield-based company’s
products are stocked and
displayed at large grocery
stores throughout South-
west Washington. The
Chairman’s Ring of Honor
recognition is reserved
for one out of every 1,000
front-line sales associates
worldwide. Meyer joined

Corwin Beverage in 2012
and attended Clark College
and Ridgefield High School.
He’s the fifth Corwin
employee to receive the
PepsiCo honor. Meyer was
honored, along with 200
others, at a conference in
New York City and received
a tour of the beverage gi-
ant’s headquarters.

Delta Direct Care hired
Trent Russell to its team.
He is a nationally certified
physician assistant and re-
ceived a bachelor’s degree
in radiologic science at

Boise State
University
and a mas-
ter’s degree
at University
of Utah. He’s
certified by
the National
Commission
for Certifica-
tion of Physician Assistants
and licensed in Washington
and Oregon. Delta Direct
Care is a direct primary
care medical clinic in Battle
Ground, with a second
location planned to open in
Vancouver in early 2020.

Trent‘RusseII

Raptors

From Page C5

ing that goal. He’s hoping
that he is asked back next
season.

“It’s just a different
crowd,” he said. “We've
done weddings. To be able
to have this has been great.
The day of is the easy part.
It’s all the prep work ahead
of time that takes work.”

On game days, Mittmann
would put meat in the
barbecue at about 2 a.m.
for a 5 p.m. game. He also
said he’s excited about the
growth in the city, including
the baseball team, which
could also lead to some
more opportunities to bring
his food truck out.

Downtown connection

Raptors fans can reach
the stadium on South
Hillhurst without driving
through the city’s down-
town, which left merchants
wondering if they would
see increased crowds this
sumimer.

“They built the stadium
in the wrong place,” said
Tony Zebrun, owner of
Zebrun'’s Starliner. “They
should’ve built it at the wa-
terfront property, so people
had to come through here.
There’s no connection.
Others don’t recognize it
as a downtown. You have to
know it’s here.”

Zebrun said he heard
from a lot of people who
were excited about the Rap-
tors, and he had players and
coaches come in this sum-

mer, but he didn’t notice too
many other new faces.

The Ridgefield Main
Street Program made ef-

forts to bring people from

the games to downtown.

Atleast once at each game,

they gave away “Main
Street Moola” dollars, a pro-
gram that started two years
ago in which Main Street
Ridgefield hands out $5

bills that can be redeemed
with downtown merchants.

Marykay Lamoureaux,
executive director of
Ridgefield Main Street, said
$625 in Moola was provided
to the Raptors — $125 of

which was reimbursed in

May and $370 more reim-
bursed in July.

“We did very well with
that,” said Scott Hughes,
co-owner of Ridgefield
Hardware. “We're still get-
ting people coming in with
those.”

Hughes said he saw a lot
of new faces coming into the
store this summer.

“Once they're here, they
see what we have to offer,”

he said. “Old town is the
heart and soul of the com-
munity. It’s more mom-and-
pop than commercial here.
I'm thrilled with how well

Main Street did in showcas-

ing the downtown.”

Another way to try and

bring people into downtown
was a partnership with

C-Tran, which provided free
shuttles to three Raptors

home games this summer:
June 4, June 19 and July 19.
The shuttles picked people
up at the 99th Street Transit

Center, Ridgefield Park &

Ride and downtown Ridge-
field across from the Sports-

man’s. The bus picked up 50
riders and brought 42 back
for the first game, picked

up and dropped off one
person at the second game
and picked up 12 people

and dropped off eight in

the third game, according
to C-Tran spokeswoman
Christine Selk.

She said that discussions
haven’t started yet on next
season, but Selk said she
anticipates those will start
soon.

“It was a lot of fun to work
with the city of Ridgefield
and Raptors organiza-
tion,” Selk said. “There are
definite avenues to explore
there to find ways to grow
those numbers.”

Lamoureaux said one
way that might happen is if
the Main Street Program
hosts downtown tailgate
parties the days when C-
Tran is operating a shuttle
to the game. She added
that the Raptors have been
great partners with Main
Street and the downtown,
and help out at events like
Oktoberfest and Experience
Ridgefield.

“Raptors players, coaches
and Rally (the mascot)
attended the Main Street
Day Celebrate Downtown
event in July and brought
extra excitement,” she
said. “Players and coaches
could be seen downtown
and are both admired and
approachable. That’s a real
connection to community
that clearly deepened as the
season progressed.”

Adam Littman: 360-735-
4518; adam.littman@columbian.
com; twitter.com/a_littman

Taco John's

From Page C5

ing to a brewery five blocks
from its national headquar-
ters for using the term to
advertise a taco truck that
parks outside its establish-
ment once a week.

“We certainly appreciate
our fellow community mem-
ber’s enthusiasm for tacos on
Tuesdays, and the term is of-
ten used inadvertently,” read
the letter addressed to “Sir
or Madam” at Freedom’s
Edge Brewing Co. “How-
ever, it is still extremely im-
portant to us to protect our
rights in this mark.”

Freedom’s Edge took the
matter to Facebook, and the
comments poured in.

“We have nothing against
Taco John’s but do find it
comical that some person in
their corporate office would
choose to send a cease and
desist to a brewery that
doesn’t sell or profit from the
sales of tacos,” the brewery
wrote.

Some people rallied to the
chain’s defense, pointing out
that Taco John’s itself started
as a humble food trailer 50
years ago and legitimately
secured the trademark,
while others said it’s time for
Taco John’s to lighten up.

“I have some choice words
for a corporate company
that is infringing on local
small businesses trying to
keep afloat. LONG LIVE
#nottacotuesday,” wrote one
Cheyenne resident, Jackie

Suntrup.

Taco John’s didn’t return
messages seeking com-
ment, but former Chief

Marketing Director Billie Jo
Maara called the term part
of the company’s “DNA” in a
2016 TEDx talk about “Taco
Tuesday.”

“I know that we've been
seen as a bully, some corpo-
rate giant that is protecting
this brand, but really it’s us
protecting the little guy,”
Maara told the audience.
“Great ideas can come from

Cyan Magenta

Tuesday,”

calator,

the most unexpected places,

and when they do, we should

protectit.”

Taco John’s isn’t the only

company that has drawn

attention for defending a

trademark against small
businesses. Starbucks made
headlines when it went after

a Texas bar owner who cre-
ated a “Star Bock” beer. And
Gerber has been known to

guard its “onesie” trademark

against mom-and-pop craft-

ers who design one-piece in-
fant outfits to sell online.

When it comes to “Taco
a legal expert
doubts Taco John’s has much
of a case.

Like “raisin bran,” “es-
” “nylon” and other

formerly trademarked prod-
ucts, “Taco Tuesday” has
suffered from “genericide”
— it has become too well-
known to continue to be
identified with a particular
company, Seattle-based at-
torney Michael Atkins said.
The term even made a fairly
significant appearance in
“The Lego Movie,” a 2014
kid film.

“It’s kind of asinine to me
to think that one particular
taco seller, or taco maker,
would have monopoly rights
over ‘Taco Tuesday,” Atkins
said. “It has become such a
common phrase ... therefore
Taco John’s doesn’t have the
right to tell anybody to stop
using that.”
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Place your legal notice by
calling 360-735-4588.

ADVERTISEMENT FOR BID

BID NO. 2019-047

New construction of an elementary school
and existing school demolition at the fol-
lowing Vancouver Public School location:
Walnut Grove Elementary School - 6103 NE
72 Avenue. Vancouver, WA 98661 - Van-
couver Public Schools.
Notice is hereby given the Board of Direc-
tors  Vancouver ~Public Schools, Clark
County, Washington, will receive bids until
5:00 p.m. (PDT), Sept. 19, 2019, at the
Robert C. Bates Center for Educational
Leadership Vancouver Public Schools lo-
cated at 2921 Falk Road, Vancouver,
Washington, for the replacement of Walnut
Grove Elementary and demolition of the
existing Walnut Grove Elementary School
on the same site. The bids will be opened
and read aloud, immediately after the clos-
ing time for their receipt, at which time all
interested persons are entitled to attend the
bid opening.
Bids will be received as follows: Contract
consisting of new construction and dem-
olition of an existing elementary school. All
work will be under a single contract.
Contract documents will be available to
view and/or download and may be exam-
ined beg|nn|ng on August 22, 2019, at:
Vancouver Pu ||c Schools PIanmng Depart—

2901 Road, Vancouver, WA
98661 360 —313 104
Southwest Washington Contractors Associ-
ation, 7017 NE %hway 99, Suite 214;
Vancouver, WA 98665; Www.swca.org.
J-2 Blue Print Supply Company, 8100 NE
St. Johns Road Suite B-101, Vancouver,
WA, 360-696-1861;
https://plans.j2b.com/site/vansd,
Prospective bidders will be required to sign
in as an account manager to have access to
the project documents. Contact J2 Blue
Print Plan Center regarding questions or
setting up an account or viewing the
documents. Printed sets or sheets may be
Rlurchased directly from printer.

o bid will be considered unless in com-
plete accord with the instructions to bid-
ders, and submitted u J)on the official pro-
posal form_ included in the contract
documents. Each bid must be accompanied
by bid security in the form of a bid bond,
certified bank check. or cashier's check
executed in favor of the Owner for not less
than 5 percent (%) of the basic bid amount,
excluding applicable State of Washin ton
taxes. Bid security shall be forfeite
damages should the bidder neglect or
refuse to enter into a contract and provide a
suitable bond for performance/payment for
labor and materials. In addition, each bid
shall include non-collusion acknowled-
gement and certification of non-segregated
facilities.

This project is_considered a Public Works
project. Attention of bidders is called to
State of Washington statutes, regulations
and rules pertaining, but not limited to, the
following  public works projects: non-
discrimination in employment and facilities;
rates of payment for wages and fringe
benefits to workers; forms of bids; bonds,
contracts and certificates; restrictions of
lien, taxes and retainage; and barrier-free
facilities for the handicapped.

The Owner reserves the r|ght to wave any
informalities and to reject any or all bids.
No bidder may withdraw or modify his bid
after the time set for the bid opening until
gftter 45 calendar days from bid opening
ate

There will be a non-mandatory pre-bid
conference on Aug 29, 2019, at 4pm, at
Walnut Grove Elementary - 6103 NE 72
Avenue; Vancouver, WA 98661 per Sec-
tion 00 21 13: Instructions to Bidders.
By Order of the Board
Contac!

Todd Horenstem AIA ) -
Assistant Superintendent, Capital Facility
Planning

Vancouver School District No. 37
360-313-1040

Aug. 15, 19 - 250740

ADVERTISEMENT FOR BID
BID NO. -05

RTU Replacement Marshall School Vancou-
ver Public Schools

Notice is hereby given the Board of Direc-
tors Vancouver ~Public Schools, Clark
County, Washington, will receive bids until
2:00 p.m. (PDT), August. 29, 2019, at the

columbian.com

Jim Parsley Center, Vancouver Public
Schools, located at 2921 Falk Road, Van-
couver, Washington, for the removal and
replacement of (2) RTU's at Marshall
School. The bids will be opened and read
aloud, immediately after the closing time
for their receipt, at which time all interested
persons are entitled to attend the bid
opening.
Bids will be received as follows: Contract
consists of replacing rooftop HVAC unit sat
an existing elementary school. All work will
be under a single contract.
Contract documents will be available to
view and/or download and may be exam-
ined beg|nn|n% on August 15, 2019, at:
Vancouver Pu Irc Schools PIannmg Depart—

ment, 2901 Road, Vancouver, WA
98661; 360- 313 1040.
Southwest Washington Contractors Associ-
ation, 7017 NE Highway 99, Suite 214;
Vancouver, WA 98665; www.swca.org.
J-2 Blue Print Supply Company, 8100 NE
St. Johns Road, Suite B-101, Vancouver,
WA, 360-696-1861;
https:/plans.j2b.com/site/vansd,
Prospective bidders will be required to sign
in as an account manager to have access to
the project documents. Contact J2 Blue
Print Plan Center regarding questions or
setting up an account or viewing the
documents. Printed sets or sheets may be
Rlurchased directly from printer.

bid will be considered unless in com-

plete accord with the instructions to bid-
ders, and submitted u J)on the official pro-
posal form_included in the contract
documents. Each bid must be accompanied
by bid security in the form of a bid bond,
certified bank check, or cashier's check
executed in favor of the Owner for not less
than 5 percent (%) of the basic bid amount,
excluding applicable State of Washin ton
taxes. Bid security shall be forfeite
damages should the bidder neglect or
refuse to enter into a contract and provide a
suitable bond for performance/payment for
labor and materials. In addition, each bid
shall include non-collusion acknowled-
gement and certification of non-segregated
facilities.
This project is_considered a Public Works
project. Attention of bidders is called to
State of Washington statutes, regulations
and rules pertaining, but not limited to, the
following  public works projects: non-
discrimination in employment and facilities;
rates of payment for wages and fringe
benefits to workers; forms of bids; bonds,
contracts and certltmates; restnctlpns of
lien, taxes and retainage; and barrier-free
facilities for the handicapped.
The Owner reserves the right to wave any
informalities and to reject any or all bids.
No bidder may withdraw or modify his bid
after the time set for the bid opening until
after forty -five (45) calendar days from bid
ﬁemng date.
There will be a non- mandaturv pre-bid
conference on Aug 21, 2019, at 10am, at
Marshall School 6400 MacArthur Bivd.;
Vancouver, WA 98661 per Section 00 21
13: Instructions to Bidders.
By Order of the Board
Contact:
Todd Horenstein, AIA ) B
Assistant Superintendent, Capital Facility
Planning
Vancouver School District No. 37
360-313-1040
Aug. 15, 19 - 250760

HOCKINSON SCHOOL DISTRICT BUDGET
ENSION HEARING NOTICE

Not|ce Qf Hearing of the Budget Extension

of Hockinson School District No. 98, Clark

County, Washington, for the 2018-2019

school year.

This is to certify that there will be a public

hearing on the 2018-2019 school year

budget extension for the General Fund of

the Hockinson School District No. 98, Clark

County Washington on August 26, 2019 at

6:00 p.m. in the District Office board

meeting room.

Any person may appear at the hearing and

be heard for or against any part of the

budget extension.

A completed copy of the proposed

2018- 2019 fiscal year General Fund budget

extension will be on file in the business

office and is available to any person that

wishes to review after August 21, 2019.

Please email Michelle Scott at michelle.

scott@hocksd.org or call (360) 448-64T13

to obtain a copy.

By Order of the ‘Board of Directors of the

Hockinson School District No. 98, Clark

County, Washington.

Michelle Scott

Director of Business_ Services

Hockinson School District No. 98

Clark County, Washington

August 12, 19 - 248760

INVITATION TO BIDS
#2019-12 Fixed Route Bus
Cummins Engines

The Clark County Public Transportation
Benefit Area (dba C-TRAN) is requesting
bids from interested bidders for the Fixed
Route Bus Cummins Engines. Invitation to
Bids documents may be accessing our Web
page at www.c-tran.com click on Bid on
Projects.
Bids will be accepted until 3 p.m.,
time, Thursday, August 2
August 12, 19 - 248900

local

NOTICE OF INTENT TO CREATE

DISTRICTS FOR STREET LIGHTING
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Public
Utility District No. I of Clark County Board
of Commissioners, at their regular meeting
on the 6th day of August, 2019, adopted
Resolutions of Intent to create “Local Utility
Districts for Street Lighting” as follows:
LUD NO. - PROPERTY DESCRIPTION

To advertise, call Teresa Davis at 360-993-5050
email at Teresa.Davis@columbian.com

Packages
As Low As

*15

Includes FREE photo!
Items under $250 FREE!

To advertise,

call 360-993-5050 today!

Merchandise For Sale
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BIG GUN & KNIFE SHOW
Au%]. 24 - 25. Centralia Fairgrounds.
-5. Exit 79. Sat. 9-5, Sun. 9-3.
Admission - $7. 503-363-9564.
www.wesknodelgunshows.com

Call us now
to place your

classified ad!
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by over 211.000 print
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Lots 1 through 11 inclusive, of Subdivision
of Happiness, in a portion of the Southeast
quarter of Section 12, Township 3 North,
Range 1 East of the Willamette Meridian in
%a_ﬁ County, WA

Lots 1 through 7 inclusive, of Greenwood
Short Plat, in a portion of the Northeast
uarter of Section 33, Township 3 North,
ange 1 East of the Willamette Meridian in
Clark County, WA,

1372

Lots 1 through 16 inclusive, of NE 102nd
Avenue, in a portron of the Southeast
quarter_of Section 9, Townsh IRIIZ North
Range 2 East of the Willamette Meridian in
%ark County, W,

Lots 1 through 5 inclusive, of Mirkwood
Short Plat, in a portion of the Northeast
quarter of Section 33, Township 3 North,
Range 1 East of the Willamette Meridian in
Clark County, WA.
NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN that a public
hearing will be held at 9:00 a.m. on the 3rd
day of September, 2019, at the District’s
Electric Center, 1200 Fort Vancouver Way,
Vancouver, Washington, for the purpose of
considering the establishment of the pro-
posed LUDs including a determination of
the initial assessment estimates for cap-
italized costs. State law requires a
statement that the actual assessment for
capitalized costs may vary from assess-
ment estimates so long as they do not
exceed a figure equal to the increased true
and fair value the street lights add to the
property, however, the District represents
that the actual capitalized costs will not
exceed the amount included in the es-
timated assessments shown in the petition.
Any persons having an interest therein or
desrrrnq to make oblectrons thereto may
appear and be hea
PUBLIC UTILITY DISTRICT NO. 1 OF
CLARK COUNTY
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
Jim Malinowski, Secretary
August 12, 19 - 248750

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
CLARK COUNTY COUNCIL
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Clark
County Council will conduct a public hear-
ing on_September 3, 2019, at 6:00 p.m.,
at the Public Services Center, 1300 Franklin
Street, Hearing Room, 6th Floor, Vancou-

ver, Washington to consider the followm?
1. CPZ2019-00010 School Public Faci |tv
Zoning Amendments: A Broposa to
repeal the Public Facility ( desmnatron
on the comprehensive plan and zoning
maps for public school-owned properties,
2) establish the previous zoning designa-
tions, 3) update comﬁrehensrve plan des-
|gnat|0ns to align with the zoning, and 4)
revise development code for consistency
with the map changes.
Staff Contact: Jenna Kay,
wa.gov or (564) 397-496

PZ2019-00011 La Center School Dis-
trict Capital Facilities Plan: A proposal to
adopt the La Center School District Capital
Facilities Plan and collect the recom-
mended school impact fees.
Staff Contact: Jenna Ka jenna.kay@clark.
wa. qov or (564)
3. CPZ2019- 00020 Ever reen School Dis-
trict Capital Facilities Plan: A proposal to
adopt the Evergreen School District Capital
Facilities Plan and collect the recom-
mended school impact fees.
Staff Contact: Jenna Kaé/ jenna.kay@clark.
Wa.qov 01 (564) 3074058 L
4. CPZ2019-00021 Hockinson School Dis-
trict Capital Facilities Plan: A proposal to
adopt the Hockinson School District Capital
Facilities Plan and collect the recom-
mended school impact fees.
Staff Contact: Jenna K%/ enna.kay@clark.
wa ov or 564& 397 Sé

2019-00022 Woodland School Dis-

trlct Capltal Facilities Plan: A proposal to
adopt the Woodland School District Capital
Facilities Plan and collect the recom-

jenna.kay@clark.

mended school impact fees.
Staff Contact: Jenna Ka jenna.kay@clark.
wa.gov or (564) 397-4
6. CPZ2019-00027 Rldgelleld School Dis-
trict Impact Fee Change: A proposal to
collect increased Ridgefield School District
school impact fees for new residential
development under the school district’s
existing adopted Capital Facilities Plan. The
proposal recommends a fee of $10,100
effective in 2020 and $11,290 effective in
2021 for new single family ‘and multi-family
residences.
Staff Contact: Jenna K%/
Wagov or 3564& 397-496
7. CPZ2019-00030 Shoreline Master Pro-
Fram Periodic Review Public Partlclg
on_Plan: A proposal to adopt a public
participation plan, including a project
timeline, to complete the Shoreline Master
Program Periodic Review by June 30,

Staff ‘Contact: Jenna Ka jenna.kay@clark.

wa. qov or (564)
8. CPZ2019- 00014 Clark County Unified
Development Code Amendments,
40.370.010 (Sewerage Regulation) and
CCC 40.210.010 (Resource and Rural Dis-
tricts) as follows:

Code Section - Description

40.370. mend T|tIe 40.370.010
(Sewerage Regulations) to allow extension
of sewer to serve schools in the rural area.
40.210.010 - Amend Title 40.210.010 (Re-
source and Rural Districts) to allow new

jenna.kay@clark.

cemeteries as_accessory to an existing
church in the FR-40 zone.

Staff Contact: Jose.Alvarez@clark.wa.gov
or (564) 397-4898

The staff report, related materials and
hearing agenda will be available 15 days
prior to the hearing date on the county’s
web page at htt[;s //www.clark.wa.gov/
community-planning/dockets. Copies are
also available at Clark County Community
Planning, 1300 Franklin St., 3rd Floor,
Vancouver. For other formats, contact the
Clark County ADA Office at ADA@clark.wa.
qov, voice 564-397-2322, Relay 71T or
800-833-6388, Fax 564-397-6165.

Anyone W|sh|nq to give testimony at the
hearing in regard to this matter should
appear at the time and place stated above.
Written testimony can be provided by
e-mailing the clerk of the council at
Rebecca.Messinger@clark. wagov or via
US Postal Service to the Clark County
Councilors, c/o Rebecca Messinger, PO Box
5000, Vancouver, WA 98666-5000. Written
testimony may also be submitted for the
record during the hearing. Please ensure
that testimony is received at least two (2)
business days before the hearing if you
would like staff to forward it to the County
Council before the hearing.

Approved as to Form only:

CLARK COUNTY COUNCIL

Rebecca Messinger/s/

Clerk of the Board

August 19 - 251500

Public Notice Requesting Proposals

Request for Proposals No. ESD 112-9-19
Notice to contractors providing Painting
Services. Notice is_hereby ?wen that Edu
cational Service District 112 (ESD

Vancouver, WA shall receive formal propos
als for Painting Services. Proposals shall
be submitted to the Purchasrnq Manager at
ESD 112, 2500 NE 65th Avenue, Vancou-
ver, WA 98661 by 2:00 p.m. on or before
Tuesday, August 27, 2019. The RFP
timeline’and forms will be located on the

Internet at httgs://www.esd112.org/itb—rf§-
Efgigontracts on luesday, Augus R

Aug. 12, 19 - 247900

Public Notice Requesting Pruposals
Request for Proposals No. ESD 112-13-19
Notice to contractors provrdrnq Fencing
Services. Notice is hereby glven that Edu-
cational Service District 112 (ESD 112),
Vancouver, WA shall receive formal propos-
als for Fencing Services. Proposals shall be
submitted to the Purchasing Manager at
ESD 112, 2500 NE 65th Avenue, Vancou-
ver, WA 98661 by 2:00 p.m. on or before
Wednesday, September 4, 2019. The RFP
timeline and forms will be located on the

Internet at httgs://www.esd112.0rg/itb—rfE-
Efgigontracts on_Vonday, AUQUS ,

August 19, 26 - 252310

Early 1970s at The Columbian
Demand for The Columbian
commercial printing grew rapidly in
the ‘70s and by 1976 an additional
press was added. Two years later,
The Columbian purchased and
remodeled the building just west
of the main facility and moved the
commercial presses to that location.

Community Begins Here
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Shoreline Master Program
Periodic Review

(CPZ2019-00030)

Public Participation Plan

September 3, 2019

Clark County Council Hearing
Public Service Center, 6™ Floor Hearing Room

Oliver Orjiako and Jenna Kay

Community Planning
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Shoreline Master Program (SMP) Periodic Review
Ensure the SMP is:

« Current with changes in
laws and rules

« Consistent with other
Clark County plans and
regulations

* Responsive to changed
circumstances, new
information and improved
data

9/3/19 p

County Council Hearing
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Periodic Review Public Participation Program
Outreach: %
« Open houses

Advisory boards

* Neighborhood associations

*  Other interest groups

Adoption process:

« Joint comment period with
Ecology

* Hearings

9/3/19 3

County Council Hearing
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Next Steps

Periodic Review
Kick-off

Outreach & Proposal
Development

Fall-Winter 2019

Open houses
Meetings with

» Advisory boards
* Interest groups

Develop draft
proposal

Summer 2019

» Council work session
(Aug. 14)

» Council hearing to
establish Public
Participation Plan
(Sept. 3)

 Launch project
webpage and email
list

Exhibit 16

« SEPA & 30-day
comment period

* Planning
Commission Work
Session & Hearing

 Ecology Initial
Determination

» County Council Work
Session & Hearing

 Ecology Final
Determination

County Council Hearing 9/3/19
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Thank you!

Clark County Public Service Center
1300 Franklin Street « PO Box 5000

Vancouver, WA 98666-5000

County Council Hearing 9/3/19
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Tuesday, Sept. 3, 2019

6 PM

PROCLAMATION
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
INVOCATION

CONSENT AGENDA
Consent Agenda items will be considered together and will be approved on a single motion. Any person
desiring to remove an item for separate consideration should so request before approval of the agenda.

PUBLIC TESTIMONY ON CONSENT AND SEPARATE BUSINESS ITEMS

CONSENT

WARRANTS

1. Request approval of warrants for payment of claims against various county departments as
follows:

03/01 — 03/31/19 in the amount of $12,650,780.06
04/01 — 04/26/19 in the amount of $22,336.582.07
04/29 — 05/31/19 in the amount of $30,075,354.98
06/03 — 06/28/19 in the amount of $24,577,409.08
08/08 — 08/14/19 in the amount of $44,141.53
07/01 — 08/02/19 in the amount of $24,926,973.82
08/05 — 08/09/19 in the amount of $5,233,790.54
08/12 — 08/16/19 in the amount of $2,769,436.29
08/19 — 08/23/19 in the amount of $7,281,930.26

O O 0O 0O OO0 o oo

ROUTINE
2. Minutes approved for:
o Aug. 20, 2019
o Aug. 21, 2019 (Clark County Planning Commission Appointment)

For other formats, contact Voice 360.397.2322 Relay 711 or 800.833.6388 127
W the Clark County ADA Office Fax 360.397.6165 Email ADA@clark.wa.gov
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SEPARATE BUSINESS

DISTRICT COURT

1. Request approval of a revised Interlocal Agreement with the City of Vancouver to provide
billable services through the County’s Community Restitution Program.

HUMAN RESOURCES
2. Request approval of a realignment of the Building Inspector Il classification.
PUBLIC HEALTH

3. Request approval to enter into an interlocal grant agreement for ongoing Home Visiting
Services Account (HVSA) funding through the Washington Department of Children, Youth
and Families (DCYF). In addition, request approval authorizing the Public Health Director to
sign any resulting contracts or amendments. These grant funds support the Nurse-Family
Partnership services provided to clients in Clark and Cowlitz Counties. Expected
remuneration is $587,346.62.

4. Request approval to apply for an Assaociation of Food & Drug Officials (AFDO) Managed
Retail Program Standards Grant through the Food and Drug Administration. In addition,
request approval authorizing the Public Health Director to sign any resulting agreements or
amendments. Total remuneration would be $3,000.

PUBLIC WORKS

5. Request approval authorizing the County Manager to sigh Washington Department of
Transportation Agreement No. RRB 1230 in the amount of $1,480,000 to replace
deteriorated crossties, ballast, and undercutting between mileposts 0.0 to 14.12 of the
Chelatchie Prairie Railroad.

OPEN PUBLIC COMMENT

q For other formats, contact Voice 360.397.2322 Relay 711 or 800.833.6388 128
W the Clark County ADA Office Fax 360.397.6165 Email ADA@clark.wa.gov
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PUBLIC HEARING: 2019 ANNUAL REVIEWS AND DOCKETS
To consider 2019 Annual Reviews and Dockets amending the 20-Year Growth Management
Comprehensive Plan Text and Map, Zone Map, and Clark County Code (Title 40):

1.

CPZ2019-00010 School Public Facility Zoning Amendments: A proposal to 1) repeal the
Public Facility (PF) designation on the comprehensive plan and zoning maps for public
school-owned properties, 2) establish the previous zoning designations, 3) update
comprehensive plan designations to align with the zoning, and 4) revise development code
for consistency with the map changes.

Staff Contact: Jenna Kay, (564) 397-4968

CPZ2019-00011 La Center School District Capital Facilities Plan: A proposal to adopt
the La Center School District Capital Facilities Plan and collect the recommended school
impact fees.

Staff Contact: Jenna Kay, (564) 397-4968

CPZ2019-00020 Evergreen School District Capital Facilities Plan: A proposal to adopt
the Evergreen School District Capital Facilities Plan and collect the recommended school
impact fees.

Staff Contact: Jenna Kay, (564) 397-4968

CPZ2019-00021 Hockinson School District Capital Facilities Plan: A proposal to adopt
the Hockinson School District Capital Facilities Plan and collect the recommended school
impact fees.

Staff Contact: Jenna Kay, (564) 397-4968

CPZ2019-00022 Woodland School District Capital Facilities Plan: A proposal to adopt
the Woodland School District Capital Facilities Plan and collect the recommended school
impact fees.

Staff Contact: Jenna Kay, (564) 397-4968

CPZ2019-00027 Ridgefield School District Impact Fee Change: A proposal to collect
increased Ridgefield School District school impact fees for new residential development
under the school district’'s existing adopted Capital Facilities Plan. The proposal
recommends a fee of $10,100 effective in 2020 and $11,290 effective in 2021 for new single
family and multi-family residences.

Staff Contact: Jenna Kay, (564) 397-4968

CPZ2019-00030 Shoreline Master Program Periodic Review Public Participation Plan:
A proposal to adopt a public participation plan, including a project timeline, to complete the
Shoreline Master Program Periodic Review by June 30, 2020.

Staff Contact: Jenna Kay, (564) 397-4968

% For other formats, contact Voice 360.397.2322 Relay 71| or 800.833.6388 129
W the Clark County ADA Office Fax 360.397.6165 Email ADA@clark.wa.gov
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8. CPZ2019-00014 Clark County Unified Development Code Amendments, CCC 40.370.010
(Sewerage Regulation) and CCC 40.210.010 (Resource and Rural Districts) as follows:

Code Section Description

40.370.010 Amend Title 40.370.010 (Sewerage Regulations) to
allow extension of sewer to serve schools in the rural
area.

40.210.010 Amend Title 40.210.010 (Resource and Rural
Districts) to allow new cemeteries as accessory to an
existing church in the FR-40 zone.

Staff Contact: Jose Alvarez, (564) 397-4898

COUNCILOR COMMUNICATIONS AND COUNTY MANAGER REPORT

ADJOURN

For any questions regarding consent agendas, contact the County Manager's office at 564.397.2232

q For other formats, contact Voice 360.397.2322 Relay 711 or 800.833.6388 130
W the Clark County ADA Office Fax 360.397.6165 Email ADA@clark.wa.gov



	Exhibit 16 - TOC
	Exhibit 16 - Council Public Participation Plan Hearing Documents Sep 3 2019
	Exhibit 16 - TOC
	Exhibit 16 - Council Public Participation Plan Hearing Documents Sep 3 2019
	Exhibit 16 - Council Public Participation Plan Hearing Documents Sep 3 2019
	Exhibit 16 - Council Public Participation Plan Hearing Documents Sep 3 2019
	01 - 2019-09-10 SMP PPP Resolution_Signed
	02 - SMP_2020_PPP_Staff_Report_090319
	03 - SMP 2020 PPP Resolution 090319
	Public Participation Plan ClarkCo 090319
	Introduction
	1.0 Public Participation Goals
	2.0 Public Participation Opportunities
	2.1 Website
	2.2 Email Distribution List
	2.3 Mailers
	2.4 News media
	2.5 Open Houses
	2.5a Online Open House
	2.5b Survey
	2.6 Written Comments

	2.7 Meetings with Interest Groups
	2.8 Public Comment Periods and Hearings
	3.0 List of stakeholders
	4.0 Public Participation Timeline

	SMP 2020 PPP Resolution 090319

	04 - 090319BOCCminutes
	05 -090319VerbatimMinutes_AnnualReviewsDockets
	06 - Council Hearing Video Recording for 2019-09-03 Link
	07 - Submittal-Receipt-Email-2019-S-672
	08 - Acknowledge-Letter-2019-S-672
	09 - Notice of Adoption 09172019
	11- Email 2 - 9_3 Council Hearing_ Shoreline Master Program Public Participation Plan
	12 - Legal Notice in Columbian
	13 - Presentation_Council_Hearing_090319


	14 - d090319BOCCHearingAgenda






Accessibility Report





		Filename: 

		2019-09-10 SMP PPP Resolution_Signed.pdf









		Report created by: 

		



		Organization: 

		







[Enter personal and organization information through the Preferences > Identity dialog.]



Summary



The checker found problems which may prevent the document from being fully accessible.





		Needs manual check: 0



		Passed manually: 2



		Failed manually: 0



		Skipped: 1



		Passed: 26



		Failed: 3







Detailed Report





		Document





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Accessibility permission flag		Passed		Accessibility permission flag must be set



		Image-only PDF		Passed		Document is not image-only PDF



		Tagged PDF		Passed		Document is tagged PDF



		Logical Reading Order		Passed manually		Document structure provides a logical reading order



		Primary language		Passed		Text language is specified



		Title		Passed		Document title is showing in title bar



		Bookmarks		Passed		Bookmarks are present in large documents



		Color contrast		Passed manually		Document has appropriate color contrast



		Page Content





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Tagged content		Passed		All page content is tagged



		Tagged annotations		Passed		All annotations are tagged



		Tab order		Passed		Tab order is consistent with structure order



		Character encoding		Passed		Reliable character encoding is provided



		Tagged multimedia		Passed		All multimedia objects are tagged



		Screen flicker		Passed		Page will not cause screen flicker



		Scripts		Passed		No inaccessible scripts



		Timed responses		Passed		Page does not require timed responses



		Navigation links		Passed		Navigation links are not repetitive



		Forms





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Tagged form fields		Passed		All form fields are tagged



		Field descriptions		Passed		All form fields have description



		Alternate Text





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Figures alternate text		Passed		Figures require alternate text



		Nested alternate text		Passed		Alternate text that will never be read



		Associated with content		Passed		Alternate text must be associated with some content



		Hides annotation		Passed		Alternate text should not hide annotation



		Other elements alternate text		Passed		Other elements that require alternate text



		Tables





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Rows		Passed		TR must be a child of Table, THead, TBody, or TFoot



		TH and TD		Passed		TH and TD must be children of TR



		Headers		Failed		Tables should have headers



		Regularity		Failed		Tables must contain the same number of columns in each row and rows in each column



		Summary		Skipped		Tables must have a summary



		Lists





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		List items		Passed		LI must be a child of L



		Lbl and LBody		Passed		Lbl and LBody must be children of LI



		Headings





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Appropriate nesting		Failed		Appropriate nesting










Back to Top



