From: ANDREW PETERSON

To: Sonja Wiser
Subject: Roadway Amendments and 159th st
Date: Tuesday, October 13, 2020 12:17:19 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Clark County. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Andrew Peterson here again and just wanted to add to my Testimony.

In the end these bike lanes are good on main roads where they are needed. But on a road such
as 159th were in the end these bike lanes can not even connect to Union road or 20th directly

from 29th Ave I really dont feel are needed. And the fact they will take away parking needed

and used in front of our homes. These bike lanes on 159th once again are not needed or fair to
the people who live on this neighborhood road. Our safty and being able to use the parking in
front of our homes should take precedence over un needed bike lanes on 159th.

Andrew Peterson 360-521-6672

2611 ne 159th st

Ridgefield Wa 98642


mailto:andrewppeterson@msn.com
mailto:Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov

Clark Communities Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee
1300 Franklin Street, 6% Floor
Vancouver, WA 98660

(011007
BPAC

Clark Communities

Clark County Council
PO Box 5000
Vancouver, WA 98666-5000

Dear Council:
The Clark Communities Bicycle Pedestrian Advisory Committee (CCBPAC) is writing to you to express our

support of the proposed Arterial Atlas Map Amendments as presented in the GIS Story map located at
https://arcg.is/IWTOeG.

The role of the CCBPAC is to advise the County and participating city and state government staff on
matters involving bicycle and pedestrian transportation. Some of the responsibilities we are tasked with
include:
e Encouraging walking and cycling as forms of transportation;
e Advising agencies on ways to improve bicycle and pedestrian safety; and
e Making recommendations to staff regarding prioritization and improvement of pedestrian and
bicycle facilities.

In fulfilling these responsibilities, it is very important to the members of the CCBPAC to ensure Clark
County provides active transportation facilities that meet the needs of all Clark County residents and
visitors, regardless of their level of mobility. These proposed map changes fulfill the active
transportation needs of all Clark County residents and visitors, and we urge you to adopt these
amendments.

Thank you for considering CCBPAC's support of the proposed Arterial Atlas Map amendments.

Sincerely,

f t—

Clark Communities Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee
Michael Andreotti, CCBPAC Chair

CCBPAC Members:

Michael Andreotti, Chair Anna Dearman, Vice Chair
Tom Baltes Garrett Hoyt

Bill Baumann Dan Packard

Marlin Brinkley Sherrie Thomas

Jerrold Castillo


https://arcg.is/1WTOeG

From:

To: Jan V; R Lance; Sonja Wiser
Subject: RE: Comments about Roadway Amendments-Arterial ATlas Map (CPZ2020-00012)
Date: Friday, October 2, 2020 10:12:06 AM
Attachments: imane001.ong
image002.png
Hello Rodger,

Good questions about NE 152" Avenue.
Please go to the GIS Story Map, here is the link. https://arcg.is/IWTOeG  Best viewed through a desktop application.

Please click on the Bike Routes tab as it shows the existing bicycle lanes. Adding bike lanes onto NE 152" would connect into existing bike lanes on NE Ward Rd

The adopted Clark County Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan has a proposed bike lane traveling north from NE Ward Rd. up NE 152" Avenue for a short segment of road. The pink and red dashed line show the proposed bike lane

{

To save time, | have added a snap shot of the bike lane tab from the story map, below.

Bike Routes shows bike paths, bike lanes and shared
roadways in Clark County. Additional bicycle lanes are

In the legend, this map is only showing bike routes.

For a complete view of the Bike Routes and Categories, see Y
. —_—
the bike ma

Click the LEGEND on the right-hand side of the page for
more information.
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The Six-Year Transportation Improvement Program has a project on NE 152" Avenue from Padded Parkway to NE 99t Street improving this segment to include bike lanes and sidewalks.

The Northeast 152nd Avenue corridor is proposed to reclassify from a two-lane collector (C-2) with parking to a two-lane collector (C-2b) with bike lanes and no parking. Northeast 152nd Avenue connects the arterials of Northeast 99th Street and
Padden Parkway and serves York Elementary School. Northeast 152nd Avenue terminates at Ward Road. To the east of this intersection, Northeast 78th Street continues east connecting to Frontier Middle School and Pioneer Elementary School.
Northeast 78th Street is proposed to be reclassified as a C-2b in order to provide a continuous bike route from York Elementary School to Frontier Middle School. Northeast 144th Street connects to Northeast 152nd Avenue in the rural area south of
Battle Ground. The entire corridor would provide another option for people riding bicycles traveling north instead of traveling on State Route 503.

Here is a link to the staff report.

https://clark.wa, ites/default/fil dia/document/2020-09/0ct%2015%20Hrg%20Staff%20Report.pdf

NE 172" includes proposed bike lanes from the adopted Clark County Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan. We will continue reviewing the Arterial Atlas and make proposed changes as needed.

You're welcome to call me and talk about any of this information.

Gary



mailto:Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov
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Bike Routes shows bike paths, bike lanes and shared
roadways in Clark County. Additional bicycle lanes are

In the legend, this map is only showing bike routes.
For a complete view of the Bike Routes and Categories, see
the bike map.

Click the LEGEND on the right-hand side of the page for
more information.
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Gary Albrecht
Planner I1l, AICP

PUBLIC WORKS, TRANSPORTATION
564.397.4318

<

From: Jan V <janscheisse@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, October 1, 2020 8:04 PM

To: R Lance <rrlance@comcast.net>; Sonja Wiser <Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov>; Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: Re: Comments about Roadway Amendments-Arterial ATlas Map (CPZ2020-00012)

[cauTION: This email originated from outside of Clark County. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content s safe.
Hi Rodger,

Thanks for taking the time to learn about this change and comment. | have not paid enough attention and will look it up!

Jan

From: R Lance <rrlance@comcast.net>

Sent: Thursday, October 1, 2020 7:41 PM

To: sonja.wiser@clark.wa.gov <sonja.wiser@clark wa.gov>

Subject: Comments about Roadway Amendments-Arterial ATlas Map (CPZ2020-00012)

Planning commission,
| am looking at the proposed road improvement to 152nd Ave. Granted, any improvement to bicycle and pedestrian safety is greatly appreciated, However, | question the wisdom to encourage bicyclist on 152nd Ave. at all. | never could understand
the reasoning of putting a cyclist on a bike path and then dumping them onto a narrow busy road such as 152nd Ave. to finish their trek on. Even if the proposed bike lane continued to 159th St., Again... where would they go from there?

Why not improve 172nd Avenue instead? 172nd is so much nicer of a road to bicycle on even without a designated bike lane. Why encourage riders to be on such a busy street as 152nd Ave? | live on 152nd Avenue next to the Padden. | have lived
here prior to the first shovel of dirt being turned to build the expressway. The Padden has an excellent bicycle/ pedestrian lane that stretches for miles. Very save on both ends with easy access to other save roads to travel on. Please give some
thought to what happens at the end of your proposed addition. Thank you.

Rodger Lance,

8309 NE 152nd Ave.

Active member of the Vancouver Bicycle Club
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From: Gary Albrecht

To: Sonja Wiser; ANDREW PETERSON

Subject: RE: Roadway Amendments bike lanes on 159th St a concern
Date: Tuesday, October 13, 2020 10:49:02 AM

Attachments: PC Adgenda for 10-15-2020 - Rev 2020-10-07.pdf

Hi Mr. Peterson,

Here is the agenda for the PC Hearing on Thursday, October 15t

Gary

From: Gary Albrecht

Sent: Tuesday, October 13, 2020 7:39 AM

To: Sonja Wiser <Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov>; ANDREW PETERSON <andrewppeterson@msn.com>
Subject: RE: Roadway Amendments bike lanes on 159th St a concern

Hi Andrew,
Here is a link to Clark County Public Works to report a road concern such as street lighting and

speeding.
https://clark.wa.gov/public-works/report-park-road

Please contact Clark County Sheriff’s office to report speed concerns on NE 159%™ Street.

https://clark.wa.gov/sheriff/sheriff-contact-information

You’ll have to contact your local postmaster to discuss relocating mailboxes on NE 159 Street.

Here is a link to the Arterial Atlas, where you can learn more about the proposed amendments. This
link is best viewed through a desktop application.

https://arcg.is/IWTOeG

Gary


mailto:Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov
mailto:Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov
mailto:andrewppeterson@msn.com
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fclark.wa.gov%2Fpublic-works%2Freport-park-road&data=02%7C01%7CSonja.Wiser%40clark.wa.gov%7Cb3a8c7c01f374f67228f08d86fa03aec%7C389c6904b0734843a92d4a72a350cf02%7C1%7C0%7C637382081416658730&sdata=iC3CkYNg6J8R6Jy1mOH8jFOa75ioYgB0t%2BvhGyQCNzw%3D&reserved=0
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Clark County Planning Commission

Karl Johnson, Chair

Ron Barca, Vice Chair

Rick Torres

proud paat, promiaing future Steve Morasch
Bryan Halbert

CLARK COUNTY .
WASHINGTON Matt Swindell

Bryant Enge

CLARK COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 15, 2020

6:30 P.M. — SPECIAL MEETING
FOLLOWED BY PUBLIC HEARING

REMOTE MEETING DETAILS

There will be no in-person attendance at Planning Commission meetings until further notice due
to the Covid-19 pandemic, but public participation for tonight’'s hearing, by one or more of the
following ways, is encouraged:

How to testify:

1. To access via computer, use this link: http://bit.ly/Oct15HearingA
Meeting ID: 146 360 6436 / Password: 1234

2. To access via phone, call 1-408-418-9388 and enter access code: 146 360 6436

3. Submit written comments prior to the meeting to: Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov or
via US Postal Service to the Clark County Planning Commission, c/o Sonja Wiser, PO
Box 9810, Vancouver, WA 98666-9810. If received two days before the start of the
meeting, it will be emailed to the commission prior to the meeting time.

If you prefer to watch and listen only: Livestream from your personal computer
at www.cvtv.org or broadcast cable channel 23.

AGENDA

l. CALL TO ORDER

Il. ROLL CALL & INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS

II. GENERAL & NEW BUSINESS

Approval of Agenda for October 15, 2020
Approval of Minutes for August 20, 2020

Communications from the Public
Planning Commission Rules of Procedure — Chair

oOwp
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PLANNING COMMISSION SPECIAL MEETING - 6:30 p.m.

A proposal to amend CCC 40.260.115 to clarify the definition of a Substance Use Disorder
(SUD) Treatment Facility, as it pertains to restricting the location of marijuana facilities.
Staff Contacts: Lindsey.Shafar@clark.wa.gov or (564) 397- 5675
Susan.Ellinger@clark.wa.gov or (564) 397- 5122

PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS:

Review proposed 2021-2026 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). The TIP
identifies public works capital projects including new construction, reconstruction,
bridges, bicycle and pedestrian, safety, hot mix preservation improvements,
signalization construction to maintain and enhance Clark County’s transportation
system in unincorporated Clark County.

Staff Contact: Susan Wilson, Manager at Susan.Wilson@clark.wa.gov or (564)397-

4330

CPZ2020-00013 Pedestrian Accessways: Amending Clark County development code
to require pedestrian infrastructure when development is near major roads and allowing
reduced setbacks and lot coverage standards when those pedestrian accessways are
required in the single-family zoning districts.

Staff Contact: Matt Hermen, matt.hermen@clark.wa.gov or (564) 397-4343

CPZ2020-00012 Arterial Atlas proposed amendments: Amending Clark County
Comprehensive Growth Management Plan Arterial Atlas Map to reclassify certain streets
to accommodate bicycle infrastructure and realign planned roads.

Staff Contact: Gary Albrecht, gary.alrecht@clark.wa.gov (564) 397-4318

2020 Annual Reviews and Dockets amending the 20-Year Growth Management
Comprehensive Plan Text and Map, Zone Map, and Clark County Code (Title 40):

. CPZ2020-00001 Reach — A proposal to amend the comprehensive plan and zoning

designation from Commercial (NC) to Urban Medium Density Residential (R-22) on six
parcels, which are cumulatively 4.21 acres (104530004, 104530040, 104600000,
104530016, 104530041, and 104530002).

Staff Contact: Sharon.Lumbantobing@clark.wa.gov or (564) 397-4909

. CPZ2020-00009 Hidden Glen — A proposal to amend the comprehensive plan and

zoning from Commercial (Community Commercial) to Office Residential (OR-22) on six
parcels, which are approximately 7.33 acres (97835030, 97835-032, 97835040,
97835050, 986034150, and 144724000).

Staff Contact: Sharon.Lumbantobing@clark.wa.gov or (564) 397-4909

Planning Commission Agenda
Page 2 of 3
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3. CPZ2020-00010 25™" Promenade North — A proposal to amend the comprehensive plan
and zoning from Commercial (Community Commercial) to Urban High Density Residential
(R -30) on one parcel (20020000). The parcel is currently split zoned with R-30 and CC
zoning and is 3.45 acres
Staff Contact: Sharon.Lumbantobing@clark.wa.gov or (564) 397-4909

VI. OLD BUSINESS

VII. NEW BUSINESS

A. Election of Chair & Vice Chair

Vill.  COMMENTS FROM MEMBERS OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION

IX. ADJOURNMENT

STAFF REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS:

The staff report, related materials, hearing agenda, and detailed instructions on how to provide
testimony will be available 15 days prior to the hearing date on the county’s web page at
www.clark.wa.gov/pc. If you are unable to access these documents, please contact the clerk
of the commission, Sonja Wiser, at Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov or 564.397.4558.

E-MAIL TESTIMONY:

PLEASE NOTE: All e-mails need to be received no later than 48 hours prior to the hearing and
need to include full name, address, city, zip code, and phone number to be included as parties
of record. Testimony can be e-mailed to the above-listed planners or to
Sonja.wiser@clark.wa.gov

ACCOMMODATION OF PHYSICAL IMPAIRMENTS:

For other formats, contact the Clark County ADA Office 72 hours prior to the meeting so that
reasonable accommodations for accessibility can be made at ADA@clark.wa.gov, voice
564.397.2322, TTY Relay Service 711 or 800.833.6388, or Fax 564.397.6165. (28 CFR 35.102-
35.104 ADA Title 1.)

HEARING COVERAGE:

Coverage of this evening's hearing may be cable cast live on Clark/Vancouver television channel
23 or 21, on cable television systems. For replay dates and times, please check your local
television guide or www.cvtv.org.

Web Page at: www.clark.wa.gov/pc

Planning Commission Agenda
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Gary Albrecht

Planner Ill, AICP

PUBLIC WORKS, TRANSPORTATION
564.397.4318

From: Sonja Wiser <Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, October 13, 2020 6:51 AM

To: ANDREW PETERSON <andrewppeterson@msn.com>

Cc: Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>

Subject: RE: Roadway Amendments bike lanes on 159th St a concern

Thank you; your comments will be sent to the Planning Commission and added to the record

From: ANDREW PETERSON <andrewppeterson@msn.com>
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2020 5:01 PM

To: Sonja Wiser <Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov>

Cc: Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>

Subject: Roadway Amendments bike lanes on 159th St a concern

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Clark County. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

To whom it may concern,

| received in the mail information about Roadway Amendments- In The Know about the
proposal for bicycle lanes on 159th St. | feel this is not safe or needed for residents that live on
159th because there will not be enough parking (just in our driveways at times). And even the
number of vehicles at my house at times with people living with me we have had to park on
159th. | will not have my guests or people living with me park on 29th or 25th Ave because of
how unsafe these roads can be. Were on a steep hill and just for some, walking to and from
will be difficult. Plus additional parking areas are distant. There is also no lighting on our road.
Speed is also a concern because people really tend to drive much faster then 35mph on 159th.
| feel our property value and curbside appeal will also be affected. And the need for additional
parking that will be needed on my property if these bike lanes happen. Will cost me a
considerable amount of money and time. This has me contemplating selling my house if this
happens.

| know as well at the bottom of 159th to 20th Ave additional parking on the main road is
needed for residents living near by. Also | feel 20th Ave to 156th to access NE Union Rd is an
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area with current traffic and speed safety a concern. | have noticed in this area children at play
crossing roads carelessly and just the other day | noticed a couple kids playing in a big pile of
leaves right on the side of the road.

| really feel the speed limit needs to be lowered to at least 25mph from Union Rd to 29th
Ave for all of our safety in this area.

Another concern for us that live on 159th is mail boxes are on the other side of the road
from our houses. At times | have found it unsafe to get the mail because of people speeding
over or up the hill. Also no sign warning to slow down coming from 29th Ave over hill because
of sight impairment on 159th St.

| also feel and notice most people on bikes use 157th St to get from 29th Ave to Union
Rd/20th Ave. This is a more safe neighborhood road with lower traffic and speed limit. These
bike lanes are not needed or wanted on 159th and is really a unnecessary expense. And hard
on all of us who live directly on 159th losing parking and use of the street like it has been for
years. Money to be spent on improving bike lanes on 179th and 29th Ave would be a better
plan.

Andrew Peterson 360-521-6672
2611 NE 159th St. Ridgefield Wa 98642



From: Gary Albrecht

To: QUENTIN PORTER

Cc: Sonja Wiser

Subject: RE: Citizen Inquiry on 21st Avenue Roadway Proposal
Date: Tuesday, October 6, 2020 2:05:09 PM

Hi Margie,

Thank you for your email. This proposal is a planning exercise for NW 21t Avenue between NW 9gth

Street and NW 119" Street with a proposed change from a C-2 to a C-2b. No development will
occur with this proposed change.

The C-2 classification has a roadway with of 38 feet. The C-2b has a 34 foot roadway with. At the
time development occurs it depends on the existing conditions if the road will be widened and how
much will be widened if any expansion has to occur.

Sewer development would not be part of this map change. It would be a good time to coordinate
with the sewer district at the time of development and have a conversation about including sewer in

front of your house.

Sidewalks are a requirement of both road classifications, and will be added as development occurs

or the county determines that NW 21t Avenue needs to be built as a capital project.

Clark County has a 20-year Capital Facilities Plan; NW 21°t Avenue is not included as a project in this
plan. The county also has a 6-year Transportation Improvement Program that is a list of funded
projects from the 20-year plan. There are no funds set aside in the 6-year plan either.

Here is a link to the Arterial Atlas, where you can learn more about the proposed amendments.
https://arcg.is/IWTOeG

Please let me know if you have any more questions.

Gary

From: QUENTIN PORTER <gzmaporter@comcast.net>

Sent: Tuesday, October 6, 2020 12:22 PM

To: Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>

Subject: RE: Citizen Inquiry on 21st Avenue Roadway Proposal

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Clark County. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Gary, | was not able to view your attachment. But | guess | can just ask you my
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guestions here in the email. Will the road be widened? If so how much?

Will sewer in front of my house be added? Will sidewalks also be added to the areas
where there are none? These are the things that would affect me most.

Thanks for your help

Margie Porter

On 10/05/2020 4:08 PM Gary Albrecht <gary.albrecht@clark.wa.gov> wrote:

Hi Margie,
| am happy to answer your questions. What you like to discuss? You're welcome to
call me if it is easier to communicate over the phone.

Gary

Gary Albrecht

Planner lll, AICP

PUBLIC WORKS, TRANSPORTATION
564.397.4318

From: Sonja Wiser <Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov>

Sent: Monday, October 5, 2020 12:06 PM

To: Margie Porter (gzmaporter@comcast.net) <gzmaporter@comcast.net>; Gary
Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>

Subject: Citizen Inquiry on 21st Avenue Roadway Proposal

Hi Gary, | have a citizen/friend who has questions on the 21%t Avenue Roadway
proposal. | am assuming this falls within the Arterial Atlas project. Can you help her
with questions and what this may mean to her. Margie, | am enclosing the Planning
Commission weblink for you to review which has all the documents related to the
proposal you have in question. Let me know if you have further questions and thanks
again !
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N

CLARK COUNTY
WASHINGTON

DEVELOPMENT and ENGINEERING ADVISORY BOARD (DEAB)

Memorandum

TO: Clark County Council

FROM: DEAB

DATE:  September 16, 2020

RE: Pedestrian Access Code Revision (CCC 40.350.015.E.)
Arterial Atlas Amendments

During its September 3" (WebEx) meeting, DEAB reviewed and discussed said subjects. A
brief background and DEAB motions are as follows:

Pedestrian Access Code Revision:

Per attached, the review authority may require an off-street accessway be constructed to provide
direct routes for pedestrians and bicyclists not otherwise provided by the street system to
mitigate the impact of development.

e DEAB Motion: Support the amendment with changes as discussed in the 9/3 DEAB
meeting, including email confirmation. Motion passed unanimously.

Avrterial Atlas Amendments:
Per attached, reclassify or modify some 14 collectors of the Arterial Atlas.

e DEAB Motion: Support the amendments as presented. Motion passed unanimously.

Page 1



From: Gary Albrecht

To: David Douglas

Cc: Sonja Wiser

Subject: RE: (CPZ2020-00012)

Date: Monday, October 12, 2020 9:27:42 AM

You’re welcome Mr. Douglas.

Gary

From: David Douglas <dcdnwl@comcast.net>
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2020 9:26 AM

To: Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: Re: (CPZ2020-00012)

Good Morning Gary,

Thank you for the quick reply, and also for the contact information.

| thought it was going to be a yea or nay vote, and then work would be scheduled. | must not have
read the fine print.

Thanks again,

David

On Oct 12, 2020, at 8:50 AM, Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov> wrote:

Hello Mr. Douglas:

This is a planning exercise, no development will occur as a result of the proposed
amendments. There is no funding set aside to be these proposed bike lanes. They
would only get built through new development, or the county has a capital project that
will build the improvements. Currently, the county’s 20-year Capital Facility Plan does
not include road segments associated with these proposed amendments. The county
also has a 6-year Transportation Improvement Program that is a list of funded projects
from the 20-year plan. There are no funds set aside in the 6-year plan either.

When development occurs, Clark County Public Works would follow the process
described in the property acquisition web page, link below.

https://clark.wa.gov/public-works/property-acquisition
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For speed limit problems, please contact Clark County Sherriff’s office. Here is a link to
report road concerns to Clark County Public Works.
https://clark.wa.gov/public-works/report-park-road

| hope this information is helpful in understanding these proposed planning changes.

Gary

<ATT16879 1.jpg>

Gary Albrecht

Planner Ill, AICP

PUBLIC WORKS, TRANSPORTATION
564.397.4318
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From: Sonja Wiser <Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov>
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2020 7:14 AM

To: David Douglas <dcdnw1@comcast.net>

Cc: Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: RE: (CPZ2020-00012)

Thank you David; your comments will be added to the record

From: David Douglas <dcdnw1@comcast.net>
Sent: Friday, October 9, 2020 1:15 PM

To: Sonja Wiser <Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: (CPZ2020-00012)

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Clark County. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

| am the property owner of 11405 NW 21st Ave. While | don't think it will directly affect
me, | want to state my opinion of the proposal (CPZ2020-00012) to add bike lanes to
21st Ave.
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| see very little bike traffic going by my home now. Even with children out of school,
and many adults not working. While it sounds like a good wholesum healthy idea to
encourage bicycle transportation, | don’t think it will. | think there are several reasons it
should be abandoned. And | doubt any slight increase in the number of bike riders
could possibly justify the expense that this proposal would cost.

And by the way, just what is the estimated cost to the tax payers going to be?

Especially at a time like this. I’'m sure Covid has had a tremendous effect on what Clark
County has in it’s budget. I've read that Clark County had predicted a budget shortfall
of between 5 and 13 million dollars in 2020. If we are that far behind, is this a smart
way to spend the money we currently have? Are there not other projects that would
benefit more Clark County residents than this one that benefits a few?

The distance between NW 99th St. and NW 119th ST. is approximately 1 mile. | came to
that figure by using Google Earth.

| think what is being proposed means that the county will be confiscating many
sections of private property from homeowners along that mile stretch in order to
widen the Avenue. Any idea on how many, and how will they be compensated for that?

The widening of the road and the addition of a bike lane on each side of 21St. Ave,
besides taking property, would also require the removal of many native trees and quite
a bit of vegetation. While I’'m not a tree hugger, | see no reason for removing these
trees. It appears that it would also require relocating all the telephone poles on the
east side of 21st, and several on the west side. How far back would they need to be?
How far up into someones front yard would they need to be? Or is the County planning
on taking them under ground? And then how would they provide service from the edge
of the street to homes on 215t Ave.

21st is also a major traffic route for cars, and also is a bus route. So it’s not your quiet
little side street. There are no stop signs or speed bumps between NW 99th St. and
119th St. So generally traffic along 21st goes faster than the posted limit. Are you going
to address that problem?

These are my reasons for opposing the proposal.

Thank you for your time, and | look forward to a reply.

David Douglas



Comment as Clark County WA Public W

Paul Riewer

One of the worse modifications they've made here |
portland is to put the right turn protective dividers in...it
wiped out the right turn lane for cars ..now we have to
wait for the light and thru traffick is in our lane...and no

bikes to be seen..what a crock

Like - Reply - Message - 10 A
Ben Kirsten

Why not use the fuel TAX money we pay to maintain
roads instead of wasting it on bike lanes and other stuff if
bicyclists want bike lanes let them pay taxes to pay for it !
Like - Reply - Message - 2 o»:

Dustin Riddle
What is the name of this street? It looks similar to

another street that | know of.

Like - Reply - Message - 30

Bob Van
Also all the roundabouts the geniuses put in are a very

bad choice.
Like - Reply - Message - 1d

Christopher White

Get nid of the bike Lanes... There is no reason that 100%
of the population should pay for something that is only
used by 1% of the population.

Like - Reply - Message - 2 A

Jeff Udy
Go back to Portland if you need a special bike lane. Here

we drive cars on tax paid roads. Every day at 6 am | count
at least 35 cars on my commute to work that have
Oregon plates. You like it there so much move back.
Don't change our world to the crazy world your running
from.

Like - Reply - Message - 10

@ Clark County WA Public Works

We've got big plans and we need your input! We are p
changes to the Arterial Atlas that would improve bicyc
transportation mobility and safety. Learn more about

changes by visiting our story map and website, then s¢
feedback! Story map: hitps://bit and websi
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Beth Learn

Please don't try to be like Portland that now has more
traffic and emissions and only some empty bike lanes to
show for it. Take NE 102nd Ave for example. It used to
flow pretty well, but then they gridiocked it on purpose
to discourage car travel and encourage bike travel, totally
ignorng the actual needs of that community.

w54

Like - Reply - M

'+ 12 Replie:

Fayeflutter Woodbead

As a bike nder, | have no problem using a sidewalk and
yielding to pedestrians.

As a walker, | find I'm lacking a paved area to be safe
away from cars way more often than | ever wish for a
bike lane.

As a driver, | really wish lanes were wider.

™ 24
Like - Reply - Message - &d e 2

“+ 12 Replies

Cinzia Bottaro Torres

Traffic is more a big concemn ! Especially on major street
near communities with houses ! My house is backing on
Me 162 avenuelits a nightmare cars are speeding like in a
highway &

Like - Reply - Message - 5d

Stephen Smythe
Yea I'm all for more bike lanes , and tax the bikes for
them !

Like - Reply - Message - 3d LK
Tony Easter

| can think of some roads that could use widening and/or
sidewalks added, like 137th Ave south of Fourth plain,
instead of worrying about bike lanes...

If bicyclist want bike lanes, impose a bicycle tax and

make them legally responsible to be licensed while using
said bike lanes.

Like - Reply - Message - &d P 12

“» 3 Replies




Jeramy Hopkins

We need sidewalks in inmer Clark county still, and outer
Clark county. There's roads that don't even have
sidewalks. Clark county shouldn't be putting bike lanes in
when we don't even have sidewalks on all of our already
existing roads. Mot to mention roads that still need to be
re paved.

& 20
Like - Reply - Me L

“* 4 Replies

James M Gray

Oh yeah do like Portland and completely ruin the flow of
traffic so 5 or 6 bike riders have a complete land of traffic
to themselves all the while they don't have to follow and
rules of the road or carry ins because they have complete
right of way everywhere under every condition and pay
no lic fees or road taxes like in the ever nsing temporary
gas tax hahaha! That's a joke that never ends but
multiples over and over please do and piss off the rest of
the drivers in the whaole arealwhat a mess!

Like - Reply - Message - &d - 12
KC McKennie

| wish there were actual sidewalks on our road. It is hard
to take young kids on bike rides on roads where the
speed limit doesn't seem to be important.

Like - Reply - Message - 4d

Margot Rice

We live in Clark County for a reason and it is not bike
lanes. Don't let the people who pushed through the bike
lane on Columbia in Vancouver push you around!

Like - Reply - e w1

+ 2 Replies

Bruce Rauch
| would agree to bike lanes but only on Arterials with
sidewalks.

Like - Reply - I

Laurie Kennedy
When bicycles have to pay for yearly registration to pay
for roads, then let's talk.

&y 24
Like - Reply - Me -y -




6 Nick McConnell

Would love to see more paths similar to Burnt Bridge
Creek in Vancouver and Portland’s Springwater Corridor
trail and 1205's multi-use path. They really do serve as a
safe way for bicyclists, joggers and walkers to mowve
through the city while avoiding a lot of vehicle traffic.
When the paths are wide enough and foot traffic is
respected- they're almost like expressways for byciclists.
And as someone who enjoys exploring these paths
regularly, | absolutely do appreciate the trails we have
now! l.e. Padden Parkway bridge/path and alike.

Like - Reply - Message - &6d - Edited
Julia Chez

Put plates on the bikes and charge them for them so
they can help pay for the lanes

Like - Reply - Message - 4d

Hailey Johnson

Definitely need to prioritize the traffic issues for growing
Vancouver and the lack of sidewalks, specifically the lack
in front of schools before we prioritize bike riders. Let’s
worry about kids and commuting to work first.

Like - Reply - M "

“ 1Reply

Alesha Mason

While you're at it can ya place road signs for cyclists to
follow the rules of the road too? Or make the laws for
them more clear. Seems not many actually know the
rules of riding on the roads.

Like - Reply - Message - 5d

George Schneider

Here's MY input as a former property owner in Cascade
Park. Go with the money. and there’s little money with
the Spandex Mafia. Note that they don't crowd the bike
lanes looking to go shopping and spend big dollars, but
the CARS you must restrict by giving them what they
DEMAMND are full of folks with money, who may very well
cross the river to spend their money now. In the past two
decades, Portland has spent at least $30M on bike riders.
Mow, they actually want to slow ALL traffic down to
bicycle speeds (the "20 is plenty” campaign). Mote that
people are leaving Portland in droves.
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Scott Peck
Let bicyclists use every bit of asphalt that they have paid
for, which is none of it.

Tl

Like - Reply - Message - &d

'+ 3 Replies

Jesse Bauer

Asking for your input is their way of saying "We don't
care what you think, we're doing it our way". By-by tax
dollars.

-

Like - Reply - Message - 2d

Kenny Gentry
We don't need bicyde infrastructure. We need Hwy 14

infrastructure from 205 northbound onto the 14 east all
the way past 192. That's what we need

Like - Reply - Message - 5d

August Major

Pave the roads we paid for time and time again.

I'll be sending the bill for the bent wheels on my car.
Can you direct me to your risk department?

Thank u

w13
Like - Reply - M - 13

> 3 Replies
Clifford Pepper

Concentrate on sidewalks. Bicydes, by law, can ride with
traffic on the road

i G

Like - Reply - M ge - Tw

Tim Rowe
We don't need more "bike lanes" we need wider roads
with more lanes of vehicleular travel

o 10

Like - Reply - M

“+ 1Reply

John Clark
please no!!! bikes are not cars and have no place in the

road. build them a side walk or something
il

Like - Reply - M

Scott Myrick

Get over that bs..this isnt frickin® portland...folks here
drive cars and trucks and pay road taxes..BIKES DOMT!
JEEAUZ




Like - Reply - Message - &d

Mickeyl King
You have a lot more than bike lanes that need to be done

&7
Like - Reply - M "

'+ 1Reply

Bill Field
Mo more bike lanes.. & 7

Like - Reply - M

Jeremy Lee Deegan
| vote NO on bike lanes. Make them driver to a bike

track.
Like - Reply - Message - 5d

Curt Deel

Don't add bike lanes.... keep them off our roads.
Like - Reply - Mes ' -7
Scott Myrick
Hawve you got the message yet Clark county? We DO NCT
need to waste more of our tax money on a single bike

lane for the 9 bike riders in the county! Fix the roads
which is your job!

Like - Reply - Message - 1d

William Hall
Mo. Please oh please NO!

Dont emulate pdx.

They've spent probly millions on re routing motorized
traffic around bike lanes, bike only zones at intersections,
and creating parking and driving nonsensical lanes where
the bike lane is next to the curb and car parking lane is
where the outside drive lane was...its crazy BIGGEST issue
is COST AND COMMON SENSE use of funds.

They've spent (i think i read) a couple million dollars to
INCONVEMNIENCE MORE THAN 98% of the city
populatuon to CATER to the other 1.5% 1717

*a poll read on Lars Larson on time said only a littlwbower
1% of portlanders are regular bike riders or use bike as
their main form of transportation for work or other
places.

Please no. A

Like - Reply - Message - 2d




teply - Message - i

Jeremy Lee Deegan
We need more Stop lights thru out the aty. Slower

speeds. Mirrors and video projection monitors at blind
corners. We need rotating blinders for the roads going
from east to west so we are not blinded when it rains and
then you all decide to let the sun out with the
aluminumoxcide you spray in the sky which inturn create
wrecks. Which then blocks lanes. Then the corona gets in
the air from all the sun rays forcing it in to our cars intake
air system and in turn is forced in to our lungs via the
heating/cooling system in our car. Come on guys. We
really need these things. Do not wormy about bikes. There
a thing of the past. | endorse high taxes upon everyone.
at least 64.9% on every living sole. Look forward to
voting Inslee nght back in to position.

-

Like - Reply - Message - 3d

Betty Weller
Start requinng A License For Bicyde Riders to pay for
their Own Bicycle Lanes! DUGH!

Like - Reply - Message - 5d

“* 1Reply

Donald Greer

NC TO ANY BIKE IMPROVEMENTS. PORTLAND
DESTROYED THERE STREETS AND FOR WHAT. 11 BIKES A
DaY?

DONT BE LIKE PORTLAND. WE JOINED CLARK. COUNTY
TO GET AWAY FROM THESE BAFOOMNS!

& o
Like - Reply - Message - 5d - o

Randy White
How about you focus on the roads for the cars FIRST!H
They are hornblell!

'
Like - Reply - Message - 6d - Edited - D

Tim Sullivan
Paying attention Vancouver City council??? Majority of
people are saying NO MORE BIKE LANES .....

-
Like - Reply - Message - 1d .

Richard Britschgi

| am not supporting any bike lanes...IF THEY don't pay
taxes like other transportation tax payers. WE ARE NOT
PORTLAND!I!

'
Like - Reply - Message - 2d ade

L = o



“» 1Reply

Chris Heflen

I'm an avid cydist. | have a family that | want to get home
to after every nde. But I'm also car driver and what was
done on McAurthur and now Tech Center drive is
worthless and a waste of resources. A bike lane, then a
giant waste a space, then a car lane? What's the point?
How about you finish widening 18th East of 136th until it
runs into 192nd and through to 1st Street? All that traffic
on that road and the Harmony Sports complex, etc..over
there.

Quuit trying to squeeze out traffic and forcing congestion.
You will not change anything that way.

| think it's also ndiculous that Mill Plain has a bike lane.
You WOULD be caught dead if you rode on that. Think
Clark County. THINK!

& 2
Like - Reply - Message - 5d - Edited W =

Carl Gibson
We DO NOT wish to be Portland. There isn't enough
bicycles on the road to justify this kind of expenditure.

Use the money to FHIX what is currently in need of repair.
ol w10

Like - Reply - Message - &d

'+ 2 Replies

Lewis Wills

There are WAY more vehicles than bikes, this is NOT
Portland. do not cater to bicydes, they don't even
contribute to registration fees for the roads anyway.

It only impedes traffic even worse and irritates even
more. We have enough irritation and aggravation on the
roads ALREADY!

& o
Like - Reply - Message - 2d - Edited W -

% 1Reply

Katie Richards

Yes to sidewalks and no to bike lanes. | think there's very
little of both pedestrians and bike nders and they can
share. It's safer that way

™
Like - Reply - Message - 4d -1




Terry Busch

Just STOP IT! YOU STEAL $40.00 a year in vehide licence
for crap!

Bike fees for bike LANES!

Like - Reply - Message - 5d

3 9 Replies

Erik Smith
It rains 9 months out of the year. Nobody is switching to
bicycles Stop wasting money

Like - Reply - Message - 5d w3
Bob Van

Tax dollars better spent, jailing the dips that tailgate me

all day long, the pecple the flip me off when | drive the
speed limit on padden parkway, and the dips that don't
open up a distance between cars when trying to merge.

Like - Reply - Message - 1d - Edited

Brian Bower

Vancouver wants to be like Portland. Next thing ya know
Jyoul have graffiti all over..rots . more shooting and
stabbings ...Ya might as well let the Max build thier rail
system over 205

Like - Reply - Message »1
Maureen D Ds

This is not Portland. Thank God.. NO NO NO
Like - Reply - Message - 5d - Edited » 3
Jim Harrison

What do you want to change that you don't want to say?

Like - Reply - Message - 2d

Heather Woodbyrne

Roads and sidewalks fixed
Like - Reply - Message - 5d -

Ron Peters

Bike lanes are about advancing a social agenda rather
than traffic management

¥
Like - Reply - Message - 4d "

Roger Sheetz

Prionty is sidewalks, not bike lanes..We are that wacky
PDX!

i -
Like - Reply - Me -

Kevin D. J. Armstrong
Gee... screw up traffic, eliminate parking... Brilliant!

oA




Heather Woodbyrne
| walk and take a bus. Please be careful if on sidewalk

Like - Reply - Message - 5d

Ken Stryker
Can we start by fixing our residential streets?

]
Like - Reply - Message - 4d - Edited o

Jim Harrison
Or You could just say what it is.

Like - Reply - -2

'+ 1Reply

Matt Dorado

Haha! Typical CC

Like - Reply - M

Brad Remsing

Save the money for a new 1-5 crossing
Like - Reply - Message - 3d -

Dianna Harris
| think bikes should not be on highways.

Highways n streets are for automobiles
Like - Reply - Message - 2d

Mack Nicholson

Flease do it we need more bicycle Lanes
Like - Reply - Message - 2d

Eugene York

Lets not become portland please.

-
Like - Reply - Message - 1d -1

Rick MeArthur
My tax dollars pay for painting and labor for bike lanes
when there is a side is waste on my dollars.

Like - Reply - Message - 2d

Mare Elfving

Require a bike license and plate. 5o drivers can report
bad cyclist

Like - Reply - Message - 3d




Like - Reply - Message - 3d

Daniel Komm

This input will be taken about as seriously as the input
everyone gave about SR500 and Falk Rd. The dedsions
are already made theyre just going through the motions
so they can say they allowed public comments

Like - Reply - M

“+ 5 Replies

Rodney Randall

Should Bicydes have to register their vehides just like
cars do to pay for infrastructure maintenance, etc? Seems
fair enough.

Like - Reply - M » 14

“+ 1Reply

Candace Moon

YES to more bike lanes! It's difficult sharing the sidewalk

with other bicyclists & pedestrians. Mot everyone owns a

vehicle, & most times | would much rather nde my

bicycle to work, grocery, park, etc. than use my vehicle

(trying to cut down on emissions). This is a FANTASTIC

idea, | am ALL for networks providing bicycle am:es:—..IEBI
w5

Like - Reply - Message - 4d

“+ 4 Replies

Carole Bigwood

Sidewalks over bike lane’s is what is needed more people
walk than bike and my area has no sidewalks and the
roads are not very wide. Always afraid that they might
get hit. Kids normally use to walk to schools. Very
dangerous around here

Like - Reply - Message - &d

% 1Reply



Kaja Fily

In school, | didn't have a car. No money for insurance,
gas, and upkeep. But | had a bike and used it to get to
work, long after | finally could afford a car. | use a lot of
these roads, riding my bike to visit our kids and
grandkids and also for errands. | really appreaate the
bike lanes. When the grandkids were little, we had
trouble getting them from their house to just about
amywhere because they happen to live in a bit of town
that has a few stretches that are just unsafe. They loved
to ride with us, but there were tough segments. Some
changes here will make some of our commutes much
safer. Also anything you can do to help pedestrians and
cyclists cross major roads would be much appreciated,
like SR 503. It's fine when I'm dnving, of course. Just
tough to get across highways that divide areas without
realizing that some of us are on foot or pedaling.

Like - Reply - M

Faye Jenkins-Edwards

If a road you are putting bike lanes on do not have
sidewalks | cannot support your plan. There are far more
people who walk (especially kids) and they have no
protection against traffic. Plus, we need to reinforce
helmet laws. Also, train people in what the law says
about the legal way to ride a bike!

Like - Reply - Message - 1d

Krista Cashatt
Mo sense. Do | see a single bicycle being used. No.
Mever. This stupidity is limitless. Where is the off button.

Like - Reply - Message - 2d

Michael 5 Dooley

| live on a side street. They narrowed it, took away 3/4 of
parking on the street, and added in a bike lane when
there is a main aterial street just a few blocks away
running the same direction. Mow the street is way too
crowded, | have to park 6 blocks away from my home(]
live in outer southeast close to gresham), people are
getting hit now, cars are getting hit. and the increase in
trash and other things has gone through the roof, and
the bike lane is basically empty all the time. Don't be like
the morons in Portland. It's not a paradise except to
those who think Morth Korea is an idealistic country.

Like - Reply - Message - 3d




Like - Reply - Message - 3d

Jerry Hughes

Right just what we need more freeking bike lanes
Like - Reply - Message - 2d

John Walker
Yes on bikes. Share the road.

Like - Reply - Message - 2d

Max Mamedoff
Wifl!

Like - Reply - Message - 1

Adam Grauer
No

Like - Reply - Message - 2

Helly Van Horn

Like - Reply - Message - 3d

Phil Jauron

How about bikes pay for their stuff. How about they
follow the law. How ticket them for viclating the law.
How about they have insurance

Like - Reply - Message - 4d

“* 1Reply

Ted Bogner
Mo Leave it alone & 2

Like - Reply - Message - 4d

Betty Weller
Mo Way!

Like - Reply - Message - 5d

Anthony Corbin
Dont do it




Scott Myrick
Dont piss away our money!!

Like - Reply - Message - &d - 2

Gloria Bong
MO,

Like - Reply - Message - &d

Bill McCommon
Go to hell Washington libtards 1!

Like - Reply - Message - &d 1

Brad Remsing
Oh Hell NO & 1

Like - Reply - Message - &d

Kelly Harrell
Mo.

Like - Reply - M

Margot Rice
Mo thanks! & 1

Like - Reply - M




From: Gary Albrecht

To: fredil7@live.com

Ce: ja Wit

Subject: Arterial Atlas Proposed Amendments
Date: ‘Wednesday, October 7, 2020 10:55:43 AM
Attachments: imaage009.ona.

Hello Florence,
Thank you for the voicemail message.

Here is a link to the story map https://arcg.is/IWTOeG This map is best viewed from a desktop application.

| have taken a screen shot from the story map, your property is circled in red below.
The proposal is to move the proposed road (solid red line) to match the parcel lines (dashed red line), and to change the classification from a C-2 to a M-2cb. Prior to 2019, this proposed

road was classified as a M-2cb. We are proposing to change it back to a M-2cb.
Please call me so we can continue this discussion.
Gary

L aurnlBd

108th Ave

1
- ! {a1st
- T

Gary Albrecht

Planner IlI, AICP

PUBLIC WORKS, TRANSPORTATION
564.397.4318

000
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From: Gary Albrecht

To: Sonja Wiser
Subject: FW: CPA2020-00012
Date: Thursday, October 8, 2020 4:05:44 PM

From: Gary Albrecht

Sent: Thursday, October 8, 2020 4:02 PM

To: jhjenny@comcast.net; Sonia.Wiser@clark.wa.gov; Rob Klug <Rob.Klug@clark.wa.gov>; Christine
Cook <Christine.Cook@clark.wa.gov>; Jose Alvarez <Jose.Alvarez@clark.wa.gov>; Larisa Sidorov
<larisa.Sidorov@clark.wa.gov>; Michael Sallis <Michael.Sallis@clark.wa.gov>; Jacqueline Kamp
<Jacqueline.Kamp@clark.wa.gov>

Subject: RE: CPA2020-00012

Thank you very much Ms. Jenny for your email.

Thank you for your comments; | will forward to staff and the Planning Commission and add to the
record.

Gary

From: Joann Jenny <jhjenny@comcast.net>

Sent: Thursday, October 8, 2020 3:29 PM

To: Sonia.Wiser@clark.wa.gov; Rob Klug <Rob.Klug@clark.wa.gov>; Christine Cook
<Christine.Cook@clark.wa.gov>; Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>; Jose Alvarez
<Jose.Alvarez@clark.wa.gov>; Larisa Sidorov <Larisa.Sidorov@clark.wa.gov>; Michael Sallis

<Michael.Sallis@clark.wa.gov>; Jacqueline Kamp <Jacqueline.Kamp@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: CPA2020-00012

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Clark County. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Why is the county adding an new road (134th ST) when the county already has trouble maintaining
the existing roads. What | see from this proposal is that NE 1329 Ave will become a race track for
the people wanting to get off of SR503. Since this is a rural area, what about the environmental

impact, what about the impact on the native species. Where will the birds, deer, coyotes and other

animals go?

That is to say nothing of what it will do to the dairy. If you people want to run all the farmers out of
Clark County, this is a good way to do it. When your grocery store shelves are bare, you won’t need
to look very far for the reason. It seems like to me, this is a very short sighted proposal, has any
consideration been given to the amount of money the Lagler Dairy contributes to the Clark County
economy and also the number jobs that it provides?
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Obliviously, there is a bunch of money crossing peoples palms, who don’t live in this area and don’t
care about the quality of life for the residents. My family has been in this area since 1909, to say this
proposal is a disappointment to me, is an understatement. Having worked for the County for 34
years, | understand how these things work. Just push the change down people’s throats, regardless
of the consequences.

Joann Jenny

13010 NE 132" Ave.
Brush Prairie, WA 98606



From: Gary Albrecht

To: Margot Rice

Cc: Sonja Wiser

Subject: RE: Bike lanes

Date: Wednesday, October 7, 2020 2:42:07 PM

Thank you for your email. Your comment will be available for the Planning Commission to consider at their
October 15th Public Hearing.

----- Origina Message-----

From: Margot Rice <mrd303@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, October 7, 2020 2:41 PM

To: Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: Bike lanes

CAUTION: Thisemail originated from outside of Clark County. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Please don’t spend money on bike lanes! Put in more sidewalks or improve our existing roads for our increased
traffic. The number of bikersis small percentage of road users and you almost never see them out in the rainy season
which is 1/2 the year.

If you consider the Facebook comments as a sample of how Clark County feel then you will stop this now!
Sincerely,

Margot Rice

Sent from my iPhone


mailto:Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov
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From: o
To eyt

e ey

Subjct Re:Roady Amendnants

oate: Monday. Gtobr 12, 2020 51552 A

‘Good moring Mr. and Mrs Abrahem,

it

tps1igoc2. sk protection.outlock.comi?

Link isbelow.

Gary Albrecht

Planmer 111, AICP

PUBLICWORKS, TRANSPORTATION
318

Original Message-—

From: Debbie ABRAHAM <ponsegrau@enl com>

‘Sent: Seturday, October 10, 2020 1258 P

To: Gary Albrecht <Gary Albrecht@cerk wagov>
mendmants

cauTIon: Clak Couny.

Dear Mr. Albrectt,

Ontheather

Thank you.
onand Debbie Abraham
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From: Gary Albrecht

To: Paula Tuholski; Sonja Wiser

Subject: RE: Roadway Amendment (CPZ2020-00012)Reclassify NE 78th St between NE Ward Rd an NE 172nd from 2-lane
collector to 2-lane collector with bike lanes

Date: Monday, October 12, 2020 8:37:22 AM

Hello Mr. and Mrs. Tuholski,

This is a planning exercise, no development will occur as a result of the proposed amendments.
There is no funding set aside to be these proposed bike lanes. They would only get built through
new development, or the county has a capital project that will build the improvements. Currently,
the county’s 20-year Capital Facility Plan does not include road segments associated with these
proposed amendments. The county also has a 6-year Transportation Improvement Program that is a
list of funded projects from the 20-year plan. There are no funds set aside in the 6-year plan

either.

Gary

From: Paula Tuholski <paulatuholski@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, October 11, 2020 1:15 PM

To: Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>; Sonja Wiser <Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: Roadway Amendment (CPZ2020-00012)Reclassify NE 78th St between NE Ward Rd an NE
172nd from 2-lane collector to 2-lane collector with bike lanes

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Clark County. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Gary,

We have lived at our current residence of 15304 NE 78th Street for 29 years and adamantly disagree
with the proposal to add bike lanes to NE 78th street. This is a residential neighborhood so by
removing all parking you remove the ability to host ANY activities in our home with family, friends,
and church. Hosting a birthday celebration, church group or baby shower would not be possible
without available parking for guests.

78th street already has a significant issue with speeding which we have repeatedly reported and
have been told there is not enough staff to monitor it. Perhaps a consideration should be made for
speed bumps to enhance this residential street, rather than widening it, taking property from
owners, and deterring from the current residential feel for the occasional bike rider. On an average
day, there may be one to two bicyclists going by our residence. There are more people walking than
there are riding their bikes.

Safe bike access is currently available from 152nd Ave via Padden Parkway (path) and Ward Road
(bike lanes) to 162nd Ave. Both Padden and Ward are non-residential streets where parking is not
necessary.


mailto:Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov
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Additionally, we are interested in knowing how your proposal would affect our property at 15304 NE
78th street. Where are the funds coming from to pay for this project? Rather than Bike Lanes,
perhaps extending sidewalks on 78th St to 162nd Ave could take priority and would enhance our
residential neighborhood and safety.

Sincerely,

Mike & Paula Tuholski
15304 NE 78th Street



From: Gary Albrecht

To: Nels Mickaelson

Cc: Sonja Wiser

Subject: RE: Arterial Atlas

Date: Monday, October 12, 2020 8:02:09 AM
Hi Nels,

Thank you very much for this answer.

Gary

From: Nels Mickaelson <Nels.Mickaelson@clark.wa.gov>
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2020 8:00 AM

To: Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: RE: Arterial Atlas

Good Morning Gary,

Gary Bishop indicated that he made an error when coding the change for the ordinance and
included the entire segment. He has made the change. You should see it in week when updates
publish.

Thank you

Nels Mickaelson
GIS Coordinator
G.1.S. Division

564-397-4643

o O ©

From: Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>
Sent: Friday, October 9, 2020 8:23 AM

To: Nels Mickaelson <Nels.Mickaelson@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: Arterial Atlas

Good morning Nels,

With the proposed Arterial Atlas Amendments that | am working on as part of CPZ2020-00012, | am
reviewing the RILB ordinance attached.
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Please go to Exhibit 3, the only changes made to NE 132" Avenue were a road segment between

NE 144th St. and the intersection of NE
4 Reclassify 139th St./NE 1321h Ave. from a 2-lane minor arterial (M-2cb) to a 2-lane collector (C-
2).

For some reason, the entire NE 132"d Avenue segment from NE 144" Street to NE 119t Street
changed from a M-2cb to a C-2.

Can you confirm that this is a GIS mapping error?

Gary



From: Nick Johnson

To: Sonja Wiser
Subject: Arterial atlas map cpz2020-00012
Date: Sunday, October 11, 2020 4:14:46 PM

CAUTION: Thisemail originated from outside of Clark County. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

I would like to comment on the above proposal.

I live on 159th Circle and our back yard is on 159th street at the top of hill. We have no objection to having a
bicycle lane on 159th except for the possible hazard it may have.

Many times when cars come from 29th Avenue and turn west onto 159th the temptation to speed up-hill and see if
they can “catch alittleair” like in the movies creates a dangerous situation on its own. It is aso the same with cars
coming east but because of the shorter stopping distance once over the hill it happens less frequently.

The short sight distance before a car reaches the apex of the hill would put any cyclist in danger even with a bike
lane.

The stegpness of that stretch of roadway distracts bicyclists now. | would like the planning committee to re-examine
the recommendation before it is approved.

Thank you for your time.
Nick Johnson

2713 NE 15%th Circle
Ridgefield, WA 98642

(360) 597-3369
(360) 581-9123 cell
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From: Steve and Barbara Schrag

To: Sonja Wiser

Subject: Bicycle Infrastructure

Date: Tuesday, October 6, 2020 2:29:36 PM

CAUTION: Thisemail originated from outside of Clark County. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

| received the proposal regarding the proposed bicycle infrastructure for
bicycles on NW 21st Street.

While | am a proponent for alternate transportation including bicycles,
this proposal seems to be a proposal that goes nowhere and does not
connect any major thoroughfare. There are also bicycles lanes on
much of the road and he law states that motorists should share the
lanes anyway.

A better proposal is to have a traffic calming program that reduces the
speeds on 21st from the excessive speeds that people travel. | have
asked in the past to reduce the speed limit or patrol and ticket those
who exceed the limit. The hill that | look at south of NW 110th when |
try to turn left onto 21st is a tough situation with cars going 45-50 mph
coming over the hill going north. Everyone on NW 110th has had this
experience--maybe limited sight signs or bot dots or something.

| don't anticipate that whatever infrastructure is done will make biking (or
car travel) and more safe without a traffic calming aspect to the
program.

Stephen Schrag

the.schrags@comcast.net
2005 NW 110th St.
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From: Carol Levanen

To: Sonja Wiser

Subject: Re: CPZ2020-00012 Arterial Atlas Proposed Amendments
Date: Friday, September 11, 2020 2:03:40 PM

Attachments: 01 - DNS Arterial Atlas Amendments.pdf

CAUTION: Thisemail originated from outside of Clark County. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recoghize the sender and know the content is safe.

FOR THE PUBLIC RECORD

RE: ACCOMMODATION OF BICYCLE INFRASTRUCTURE IN CPZ2020-00012

Clark County Citizens United, Inc. does not support the proposed amendments
CPZz2020-00012 Arterial Atlas, to include construction of bicycle infrastructure, for
many good reasons.

1. The money that would be used to accommodate additional bicycle infrastructure
(lanes) should be used for more important infrastructure needs, such as sidewalks,
vehicle road improvements, parking, and construction of new roads. Clark County
must use the reduced tax dollars wisely.

2. This proposal would remove parking locations, making it more difficult for those
needing to park a vehicle. This in turn forces them to park in dangerous and illegal
places. So often bike paths replace critical parking space. So much so, that
commerce suffers.

3. The bicycle is rarely used for transportation needs, and instead is used for
recreation and drug transport. When put in the correct category, it falls squarely in
the realm of "feel good" sports, for a select few. To be fair, all recreational sports
should be given the same attention, including horseback riding, but not on the backs
of the taxpayer and the general road fund.

4. The bicycle trails that already exist, are more often use by the men who ride
bicycles to transport drugs from one location to another. This clearly is the case in
Hazel Dell and other locations. They are criminals who don't have drivers licenses,
and use these bike trails for access to crime.

5. Much of the money used for bicycle infrastructure, from the general road fund,
comes from the discretionary Rural Road Fund, that has been diverted into the
general road fund. Rural people to not want their allotted money to go toward a sport
activity that only serves a select few. Instead they want to see the Rural Road Fund
used for vehicle travel and rural road maintenance, as the state of Washington
intended.

6. The roads where bicycle lanes have been constructed, are far more dangerous
than before they were constructed. Drivers are often not sure where they can drive
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DETERMINATION OF NON-SIGNIFICANCE

Notice Date: September 28, 2020

Description of Proposal: Arterial Atlas proposed amendments (CPZ 2020-00012 Arterial Atlas) —
The proposal is to amend the Clark County Comprehensive Plan Arterial Atlas Map to reclassify
certain streets to accommodate bicycle infrastructure and realign planned roads.

Proponent: Clark County

Location of proposal, including street address, if any: Clark County, Washington. See map.
Lead Agency: Clark County, Washington

The lead agency for this proposal has determined that it does not have a probable significant
adverse impact on the environment. An environmental impact statement (EIS) is not required
under RCW 43.21C.030(2)(c). We have reviewed the attached Environmental Checklist and
other information on file with the lead agency. This information is available to the public on

request.

This DNS is issued under WAC 197-11-340(2); the lead agency will not act on this proposal for
14 days from the date below.

Comments must be submitted by: October 13, 2020

Responsible Official:  Ahmad Qayoumi
Position/title:  Public Works Director
Address:  RE: SEPA Comments
Clark County Public Works
1300 Franklin Street; 4t Floor
P.O. Box 9810
Vancouver, WA 98666-9810

Mlmad @owlo!m«i

8/24/2020

Date: Signature:

The staff contact person and telephone number for any questions on this review is Gary
Albrecht, Planner lll, (564) 397-4318.

For other formats, contact the Clark County ADA Office at ADA@clark.wa.gov.

Appeal process: All appeals shall be in writing, filed with the responsible official and
accompanied by an appellate fee, pursuant to CCC 40.570.080.D SEPA and County Decisions.



mailto:ADA@clark.wa.gov
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UNT . .
Cg— Clark County SEPA Environmental Checklist

Washington Administrative Code (WAC) 197-11-960

A. BACKGROUND
1. Name of proposed project, if applicable: Clark County Comprehensive Plan Arterial Atlas
Map amendment (CPZ2020-00012).

2. Name of applicant:
Clark County, Washington

3. Address and phone number of applicant and contact person.
Gary Albrecht, Planner IlI
Clark County Public Works
P.O. Box 9810
Vancouver, WA 98666-9810
(564) 397-4318

4. Date checklist prepared:
August 11, 2020

5. Agency requesting checklist:
Clark County, WA

6. Proposed timing or schedule (including phasing, if applicable):
If approved by the Clark County Councilors, the map amendments would become effective in
March 2021.

7. Do you have any plans for future additions, expansion, or further activity related to or
connected with this proposal? If yes, explain.
No, this is a non-project action. Non-project actions are governmental actions involving
decisions about policies, plans, or programs containing standards for controlling the use or
modifying the environment that will govern a series of actions.

8. List any environmental information you know about that has been prepared, or will be
prepared, directly related to this proposal.
No, this is a non-project action.

9. you know whether applications are pending for governmental approvals of other

proposals directly affecting the property covered by your proposal? If yes, explain.
None, this is a non-project action.
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10. List any government approvals or permits that will be needed for your proposal, if known.

None, this is a non-project action.

11. This SEPA review is for a non-project action. The proposed amendments to the Clark

County Comprehensive Plan Arterial Atlas Map (Figure 1) reclassify certain streets to

accommodate bicycle infrastructure and realign planned roads intending to improve

transportation mobility options and improve safety, see table below.

Proposed Arterial Atlas Map Amendments
No. | Amendment Description
1 Reclassify NE 152" Ave between NE Ward Rd and slightly north of NE 144" St from a 2-lane collector
eclassi
(C-2) to a 2-lane collector with bike lanes (C-2b)
5 Reclassify NE 78t St between NE Ward Rd and NE 172" Ave from a 2-lane collector (C-2) to a 2-lane
eclassi
collector with bike lanes (C-2b)
_ NE 144%" St between SR 503 and NE 137™ Ave from a 2-lane collector (C-2) to a 2-lane minor
3 Reclassify )
arterial (M-2cb)
_ NE 87" Ave between NE 119%™ St and NE 139%" St from a 2-lane collector (C-2) to a 2-lane
4 Reclassify . .
minor arterial (M-2cb)
s Reclassify NE 132" Ave between NE 119" St and approximately NE 137t St from a 2-lane collector (C-
eclassi
2) to a 2-lane minor arterial (M-2cb)
6 Reclassify Planned NE 132" Ave between approximately NE 137" St to NE 144" St from a 2-lane
eclassi
collector (C-2) to a 2-lane minor arterial (M-2cb)
; Reclassify A planned NE 139th St/NE 144" St road extension between approximately NE 101° Ave and
eclassi
SR 503 from a 2-lane collector (C-2) to a 2-lane minor arterial (M-2cb)
8 Reclassify A planned NE 134" St road extension between NE Laurin Rd and NE 132" Ave intersection
eclassi
from a proposed 2-lane collector (C-2) to a 2-lane minor arterial (M-2cb)
_ NE 134%" St between NE 87t Ave to NE 132" Ave from a 2-lane collector (C-2) to a 2-lane
9 Reclassify ] .
minor arterial (M-2cb)
_ NE 159% St between NE 29" Ave and NE 20" Ave from a 2-lane collector (C-2) to a 2-lane
10 Reclassify o
collector with bike lanes (C-2b)
) NW 215t Ave between NW 101°t St and NW 119" St from a 2-lane collector (C-2) to a 2-lane
11 Reclassify ) )
collector with bike lanes (C-2b)
1 Realien A planned road extension on NE 139" St at approximately NE 101st Ave, connecting to NE
i
& 144%™ St. at approximately NE 112 Ave, transitioning over the railroad tracks to NE 144 St
13 Reali A planned NE 134%™ St road extension between NE Laurin Rd and NE 132" Ave intersection
ealign
& to follow parcel lines
14 Reali A planned NE 132" Ave road extension between at approximately NE 137™ St to NE 144%™
ealign
g St to follow NE 132" Ave to NE 144t St

Page 2 of 12






DocuSign Envelope ID: C135B874-62F6-4024-BDBC-B430EFB30B7D
12. Location of the proposal. See map below.
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B. ENVIRONMENTAL ELEMENTS

1. Earth
a. General description of the site:
(circle one): Flat, rolling, hilly, steep slopes, mountainous,

other Not applicable.
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b. What is the steepest slope on the site (approximate percent slope)?

Not applicable.

c. What general types of soils are found on the site (for example, clay, sand, gravel,
peat, muck)? If you know the classification of agricultural soils, specify them and
note any agricultural land of long-term commercial significance and whether the
proposal results in removing any of these soils.

Not applicable. This is a non-project action

d. Are there surface indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity?

If so, describe.

Not applicable.
e. Describe the purpose, type, total area, and approximate quantities, and total

affected area of any filling or grading proposed. Indicate source of fill.
Not applicable. This is a non-project action.

f. Could erosion occur as a result of clearing, construction, or use? If so, generally
describe.

No. This is a non-project action.
g. About what percent of the site will be covered with impervious surfaces after

project construction (for example, asphalt or buildings)?
None. This is a non-project action.

h. Proposed measures to reduce or control erosion, or other impacts to the earth, if
any:
None. This is a non-project action.

2. Air

a. What types of emissions to the air would result from the proposal (i.e., dust,
automobile, odors, industrial wood smoke) during construction, operation, and
maintenance when the project is completed? If any, generally describe and give
approximate quantities if known.
None, this is a non-project action.

b. Are there any off-site sources of emissions or odor that may affect your proposal?
If so, generally describe.

Not applicable. None, this is a non-project action.
c. Proposed measures to reduce or control emissions or other impacts to air, if any:

Not applicable. This is a non-project action.
3. Water
a. Surface:

1) Is there any surface water body on or in the immediate vicinity of the site
(including year-round and seasonal streams, saltwater, lakes, ponds, wetlands)?
If yes, describe type and provide names. If appropriate, state what stream or
river it flows into.
Not applicable.
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2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

Will the project require any work over, in, or adjacent to (within 200 feet) the
described water? If yes, please describe and attach available plans.

No.

Estimate the amount of fill and dredge material that would be placed in or
removed from surface water or wetlands and indicate the area of the site that
would be affected. Indicate the source of fill material.

None.

Will the proposal require surface water withdrawals or diversions? Give general
description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known.

No.

Does the proposal lie within a 100-year flood plain? If so, note location on the
site plan.

No.

Does the proposal involve any discharges of waste materials to surface waters?
If so, describe the type of waste and anticipated volume of discharge.

No.

b. Ground Water:

1)

2)

Will ground water be withdrawn from a well for drinking water or other
purposes? If so, give a general description of the well, proposed uses and
approximate quantities withdrawn from the well. Will water be discharged to
groundwater? Give general description, purpose, and approximate quantities if
known.

No.

Describe waste material that will be discharged into the ground from septic
tanks or other sources, if any (for example: Domestic sewage; industrial,
containing the following chemicals . . .; agricultural; etc). Describe the general
size of the system, the number of such systems, the number of houses to be
served (if applicable), or the number of animals or humans the system(s) are
expected to serve.

None. This is a non-project action.

c. Water Runoff (including storm water):

1)

2)

3)

Describe the source of runoff (including storm water) and method of collection
and disposal, if any (include quantities, if known). Where will this water flow?
Will this water flow into other waters? If so, describe.

Not applicable as this is a non-project action.

Could waste materials enter ground or surface waters? If so, generally
describe.

Not applicable.
Does the proposal alter or otherwise affect drainage patterns in the vicinity of

the site? If so, describe.
Not applicable as this is a non-project action.
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d. Proposed measures to reduce or control surface, ground, and runoff water, and
drainage pattern impacts, if any:
Not applicable as this is a non-project action.
4. Plants
a. Check or circle types of vegetation found on the site.
Not applicable.
____ deciduous tree: alder, maple, aspen, other
evergreen tree: fir, cedar, pine, other

shrubs

_____grass

pasture

crop or grain

orchards, vineyards or other permanent crops.

wet soil plants: cattail, buttercup, bullrush, skunk cabbage, other
water plants: water lily, eelgrass, milfoil, other

____ other types of vegetation

b. What kind and amount of vegetation will be removed or altered?
None. This is a non-project action.

c. List threatened or endangered species known to be on or near the site.
None. This is a non-project action.

d. Proposed landscaping, use of native plants, or other measures to preserve or
enhance vegetation on the site, if any;
None. This is a non-project action.

e. List all noxious weeds and invasive species known to be on or near the site.

None. This is a non-project action.

5. Animals
a. Circle any birds and animals which have been observed on or near the site or are
known to be on or near the site:

birds: hawk, heron, eagle, songbirds, other:
mammals: deer, bear, elk, beaver, other:
fish: bass, salmon, trout, herring, shellfish, other:

None. This is a non-project action.

b. List any threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site.
None.

c. Isthe site part of a migration route? If so, explain.

No. This is a non-project action.
d. Proposed measures to preserve or enhance wildlife, if any:

None as this is a non-project action
e. List any invasive animal species known to be on or near the site.
None.
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6. Energy and Natural Resources

a. What kinds of energy (electric, natural gas, oil, wood stove, solar) will be used to
meet the completed project's energy needs? Describe whether it will be used for
heating, manufacturing, etc.
None.

b. Would your project affect the potential use of solar energy by adjacent properties?
If so, generally describe.
None.

c¢. What kinds of energy conservation features are included in the plans of this
proposal? List other proposed measures to reduce or control energy impacts, if
any:
None.

7. Environmental Health
a. Are there any environmental health hazards, including exposure to toxic
chemicals, risk of fire and explosion, spill, or hazardous waste, that could
occur as a result of this proposal? If so, describe.

None.

1) Describe any known or possible contamination at the site from
present or past uses.

Not applicable.

2) Describe existing hazardous chemicals/conditions that might affect
project development and design. This includes underground hazardous
liquid and gas transmission pipelines located within the project area
and in the vicinity.

None.

3) Describe any toxic or hazardous chemicals that might be stored,
used, or produced during the project's development or construction,
or at any time during the operating life of the project.

Not applicable.

4) Describe special emergency services that might be required.
Not applicable.

5) Proposed measures to reduce or control environmental health
hazards, if any:
Not applicable.

b. Noise
1) What types of noise exist in the area which may affect your project (for
example: traffic, equipment, operation, other)?
Not applicable.
2) What types and levels of noise would be created by or associated with the
project on a short-term or a long-term basis (for example: traffic, construction,
operation, other)? Indicate what hours noise would come from the site.

Not applicable.
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3) Proposed measures to reduce or control noise impacts, if any:
Not applicable.

8. Land and Shoreline Use

a.

What is the current use of the site and adjacent properties? Will the
proposal affect current land uses on nearby or adjacent properties? If so,
describe.

Not applicable. This is a non-project action.

Has the project site been used as working farmlands or working forest
lands? If so, describe. How much agricultural or forest land of long-term
commercial significance will be converted to other uses as a result of the
proposal, if any? If resource lands have not been designated, how many
acres in farmland or forest land tax status will be converted to nonfarm
or nonforest use?

Not applicable. This is a non-project action.

1) Will the proposal affect or be affected by surrounding working farm
or forest land normal business operations, such as oversize
equipment access, the application of pesticides, tilling, and
harvesting? If so, how:

Not applicable. This is a non-project action.

Describe any structures on the site.
None.

. Will any structures be demolished? If so, what?

No.
What is the current zoning classification of the site?

Not applicable. This is a non-project action.
What is the current comprehensive plan designation of the site?

Not applicable. This is a non-project action.
If applicable, what is the current shoreline master program designation of the site?

Not applicable. This is a non-project action.
Has any part of the site been classified as a critical area by the city or county? If so,

specify.

Not applicable. This is a non-project action.

Approximately how many people would reside or work in the completed project?
None. This is a non-project action.

Approximately how many people would the completed project displace?

None.
Proposed measures to avoid or reduce displacement impacts, if any:

No measures are necessary as this is a non-project action.

Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with existing and
projected land uses and plans, if any:

No measures are necessary as this is a non-project action.

Page 8 of 12





DocuSign Envelope ID: C135B874-62F6-4024-BDBC-B430EFB30B7D
m. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts to agricultural and forest lands of

long-term commercial significance, if any:
No measures are necessary as this is a non-project action.

9. Housing

a. Approximately how many units would be provided, if any? Indicate whether high,
middle, or low-income housing.
None as this is a non-project action.

b. Approximately how many units, if any, would be eliminated? Indicate whether
high, middle, or low-income housing.
None.

C. Proposed measures to reduce or control housing impacts, if any:
None.

10. Aesthetics
a. What is the tallest height of any proposed structure(s), not including antennas;
what is the principal exterior building material(s) proposed?
Not applicable.
b. What views in the immediate vicinity would be altered or obstructed?

Not applicable.
c¢. Proposed measures to reduce or control aesthetic impacts, if any:

No measures are necessary as this is a non-project action.

11. Light and Glare
a. What type of light or glare will the proposal produce? What time of day would it
mainly occur?
None, this is a non-project action.
b. Could light or glare from the finished project be a safety hazard or interfere with
views?
No.
c. What existing off-site sources of light or glare may affect your proposal?
No applicable.
d. Proposed measures to reduce or control light and glare impacts, if any:
None are proposed for this is a non-project action.

12. Recreation
a. What designated and informal recreational opportunities are in the immediate
vicinity?
None.

b. Would the proposed project displace any existing recreational uses? If so, describe.
No.
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C.

Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts on recreation, including recreation
opportunities to be provided by the project or applicant, if any:
None are proposed for this is a non-project action.

13. Historic and Cultural Preservation

a.

Are there any buildings, structures, or sites, located on or near the site
that are over 45 years old listed in or eligible for listing in national, state,
or local preservation registers? If so, specifically describe.

Not applicable. This is a non-project action.

Are there any landmarks, features, or other evidence of Indian or historic
use or occupation? This may include human burials or old cemeteries.
Are there any material evidence, artifacts, or areas of cultural importance
on or near the site? Please list any professional studies conducted at the
site to identify such resources.

Not applicable. This is a non-project action.

Describe the methods used to assess the potential impacts to cultural
and historic resources on or near the project site. Examples include
consultation with tribes and the department of archeology and historic
preservation, archaeological surveys, historic maps, GIS data, etc.

None, this is a non-project action.

Proposed measures to avoid, minimize, or compensate for loss, changes
to, and disturbance to resources. Please include plans for the above and
any permits that may be required.

None, this is a non-project action.

14. Transportation

a.

Identify public streets and highways serving the site or affected geographic area,
and describe proposed access to the existing street system. Show on site plans, if
any.

None, this is a non-project action.

Is the site or affected geographic area currently served by public transit? If so,
generally describe. If not, what is the approximate distance to the nearest transit
stop?

No.

How many additional parking spaces would the completed project or non-project
proposal have? How many would the project or proposal eliminate?

The non-project action will change the classification of the subject streets to remove
motor vehicle parking in the public right-of-way, improve safety for vehicles making
turns and reduce injuries to cyclists. The County’s Comprehensive Plan Arterial Atlas’s
primary purpose is to move people and goods, and County code (Clark County Code
40.350.015 C.) provides authority to the County Engineer to add bike lanes.

Will the proposal require any new or improvements to existing roads, streets,
pedestrian, bicycle or state transportation facilities, not including driveways? If so,
generally describe (indicate whether public or private).
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e.

None, this is a non-project action.
Will the project or proposal use (or occur in the immediate vicinity of) water, rail, or

air transportation? If so, generally describe.

No.

How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the completed project or
proposal? If known, indicate when peak volumes would occur and what
percentage of the volume would be trucks (such as commercial and non-passenger
vehicles). What data or transportation models were used to make these estimates?

None. This is not applicable for this non-project action.
Will the proposal interfere with, affect or be affected by the movement of

agricultural and forest products on roads or streets in the area? If so, generally
describe.

None proposed as part of this non-project action.

Proposed measures to reduce or control transportation impacts, if any:

None proposed as part of this non-project action.

15. Public Services

a. Would the project result in an increased need for public services (for example: fire
protection, police protection, health care, schools, other)? if so, generally describe.
No.

b. Proposed measures to reduce or control direct impacts on public services, if any.
None proposed as part of this non-project action.

16. Utilities

a. Circle utilities currently available at the site: electricity, natural gas, water, refuse
service, telephone, sanitary sewer, septic system, other.
Not applicable.

b. Describe the utilities that are proposed for the project, the utility providing the
service, and the general construction activities on the site or in the immediate
vicinity which might be needed.

None.
C. SIGNATURE

The above answers are true and complete to the best of my knowledge. | understand that the

lead agency is relying on them to make its decision.
Signature: Cary Mredd
Name of signee _Gary Albrecht

Position and Agency/Organization _Planner lll, Clark County Public Works
Date Submitted: _September 28,2020
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D. SUPPLEMENTAL SHEET FOR NONPROJECT ACTIONS

Respond briefly and in general terms.

1. How would the proposal be likely to increase discharge to water; emissions to air; production,
storage, or release of toxic or hazardous substances; or production of noise?

No development is proposed as a part of this map amendment. The proposed map amendments
require bike lanes in the reconstruction or new construction of any arterial or collector street
when bike lanes are indicated in the Arterial Atlas. A reduction in air emissions is likely as a result
of added infrastructure which encourages a person to travel by bike instead of a motor vehicle. It
is not related to site-specific development. The proposal would not increase any of the
environmental impacts listed above.

2. How would the proposal be likely to affect plants, animals, fish or marine life?

No development is proposed as a part of this map amendment. The proposal would add
requirements of reconstruction or new developments to provide bike lanes, resulting in no impact
to plants, animals, fish or marine life.

3. How would the proposal be likely to deplete energy or natural resources?

No development is proposed as a part of this map amendment. The proposal would add
requirements of reconstruction or new developments to provide bike lanes, resulting in no impact
to depletion of energy or natural resources.

4. How would the proposal be likely to use or affect environmentally sensitive areas or areas
designated (or eligible or under study) for governmental protection: such as parks, wilderness,
wild and scenic rivers, threatened or endangered species habitat, historic or cultural sites,
wetlands, floodplains, or prime farmlands?

No development is proposed as a part of this map amendment. The proposal would add
requirements of reconstruction or new development to provide bike lanes, resulting in no impact
to environmentally sensitive areas or areas designated for governmental protection.

5. How would the proposal be likely to affect land and shoreline use, including whether it would
allow or encourage land or shoreline uses incompatible with existing plans?

No development is proposed as a part of this map amendment. The proposal would add
requirements of reconstruction or new development to provide bike lanes, resulting in no impact
to land and shoreline use.

6. How would the proposal be likely to increase demands on transportation or public services
and utilities?

No development is proposed as a part of this map amendment. The proposal would add
requirements of reconstruction or new development to provide bike lanes, improved working
conditions for utility and maintenance crews. The proposal could increase the number of people
bicycling by adding bicycle infrastructure, which means that drivers can stay in their own lanes
without swerving to get around. More space to place bus stops, improving safety for bus riders.

7. ldentify, if possible, whether the proposal may conflict with local, state, or federal laws or
requirements for the protection of the environment.

The proposal would not conflict with local, state or federal laws.
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and their attention must be redirected to the bike lanes and vehicle lanes. This
prevents them from having complete attention on the surrounding traffic, thereby
causing dangerous conditions and safety issues.

Clark County has never surveyed the taxpayers as to whether they want their road
fund tax dollars used for bike paths or roads. CCCU believes the overwhelming
answer would be to spend the money on roads. Regardless of what other localities
think and do, It is the taxpayers and citizens of Clark County who will be footing the
bill for this proposal. They need to have a voice in the matter. The money should be
spent on road infrastructure improvements for vehicle travel that enhances the lives of
all our citizens, and not just a select few.

Sincerely,

Carol Levanen, Exec. Secretary

Clark County Citizens United, Inc. P.O. Box 2188 Battle Ground, Washington 98604
E-Mail cccuinc@yahoo.com

On Wednesday, September 9, 2020, 09:11:00 AM PDT, Sonja Wiser <sonja.wiser@clark.wa.gov> wrote:

Comments are Due by October 13, 2020

Description of Proposal: Arterial Atlas proposed amendments (CPZ 2020-00012
Arterial Atlas) —

The proposal is to amend the Clark County Comprehensive Plan Arterial Atlas Map to
reclassify

certain streets to accommodate bicycle infrastructure and realign planned roads.



From: Sonja Wiser

To: Bryan Halbert; Bryant Enge; "Karl Johnson"; Matt Swindell; Richard Torres (Ricktorres001@gmail.com); Ron
Barca; "Steve Morasch (stevem@Ilanderholm.com)"

Cc: Gary Albrecht

Subject: Inquiry regarding fiber optic and CPZ2020-00012 Arterial Atlas

Date: Thursday, October 1, 2020 7:17:00 AM

Public Comment which will be uploaded to the PC webpage

From: Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, September 30, 2020 7:58 AM

To: Christian Sturtevant <cjsturtevant@gmail.com>

Cc: Sonja Wiser <Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov>

Subject: RE: Inquiry regarding fiber optic and CPZ2020-00012

Hi Christian,

These proposed roadway amendments are a planning exercise; no immediate road improvements
will occur as a result of these proposed changes. When this roadway segment is ready to be
improved either from development or through a county capital project (meaning that the county

pays to have the improvements made similar to what was recently done with NE 119t St.), it would
be a good time to install telecommunication upgrades in this area.

| am uncertain when the telecommunications will be upgraded. Clark County does not provide
internet service, install fiber optic cable for public use. Clark County has installed fiber optic cable
for traffic signals, but the public or telecommunication providers are not allowed to tie into that fiber
optic cable for traffic signals.

Please contact your telecommunications provider and ask them when they plan on installing fiber
optic cable in this area. Let me know if you have any additional questions about these proposed
Arterial Atlas Map Amendments. Thank you for reaching out to me.

Gary

Gary Albrecht

Planner Ill, AICP

PUBLIC WORKS, TRANSPORTATION
564.397.4318
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From: Christian Sturtevant <cjsturtevant@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 29, 2020 5:02 PM

To: Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: Inquiry regarding fiber optic and CPZ2020-00012

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Clark County. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello Gary Albrecht,

This email is in regards to the proposed roadway amendments (CPZ2020-00012). | live along 132nd
Ave, between 119th and 144th street, one of the roads that is being considered for reclassification
and improvements.

I would like to know if there are any telecommunications upgrades planned as a part of these
improvements. Currently, the only fixed internet service we have access to is DSL (a jury-rigged
phone line) providing 10mpbs down and Impbs up. The minimum speed to be considered
broadband by the FCCis 25/3 mbps. Furthermore, in the same report by the FCC, they state that
85% of American's have access to speeds exceeding 250/25 mbps! A road expansion seems like the
absolute best time to quickly and inexpensively install fiber optic cable to replace our aging
telecommunications service.

Let me know if there is anyone else | should forward this to.

Regards,
Christian Sturtevant
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From: Gary Albrecht

To: Wendy Davis

Cc: Sonja Wiser

Subject: RE: Comments on the Arterial Atlas Amendment
Date: Wednesday, October 7, 2020 8:38:24 AM

Thank you for your email. Your comment will be available for the Planning Commission to consider at their
October 15th Public Hearing.

Gary

----- Origina Message-----

From: Wendy Davis <wendy.davis@comcast.net>
Sent: Tuesday, Octaober 6, 2020 9:07 AM

To: Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: Comments on the Arterial Atlas Amendment

CAUTION: Thisemail originated from outside of Clark County. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

10/6/20

My comments on the Arterial Atlas Amendment:

| really like thisidea. We live out off 139th street near 87th ave and would love to have more side walks/bike
paths... | am hoping that is the plan. The roads around hear are narrow and not that conducive to pedestrian travel.

In fact we had a pedestrian get hit and killed on 139 this year. So yes, pedestrian walk ways are needed.

Wendy Davis

8004 NE 144th Circle
Vancouver Wa 98662
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From: Gary Albrecht

To:
ce: Sonja Wiser
Subject RE: Question Regarding Proposed Roadway Amendment
Friday, October 2, 2020 1:48:09 PM
Attachments: imaae00Lpna
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Hello Rebekah,
There are many steps that would need to happen for a road improvement to obtain funding for needed improvements. Clark County Comprehensive Growth Management Plan has a 20-year Capital Facilities Plan (CFP). If there is a need for a
transportation improvement in a specific area, then the road segment would end up on the 20-year CFP. The CFP is evaluated and updated annually.  The next step is making it into the 6-year Transportation Improvement Program.

Atthis point, a road improvement could be funded and built within a 6-year period

Annual updates of the CFP occur through a public process involving Planning Commission Hearing and County Council Hearing. Property owners would be notified of the proposed changes and given the opportunity to comment and provide input at the
public hearings.

1'am not sure when property owners would be notified if property acquisition is needed for the improvements.

Gary

From: Christopher Berkompas <christopherandrebekah@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, October 2, 2020 9:52 AM

To: Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>

Subject: Re: Question Regarding Proposed Roadway Amendment

Hi Gary,

Okay, that's interesting to know that there are no funds currently set aside for this project. What steps, though, come between now (this planning exercise with no funding) and actual road expansion? Also, at what points/steps are property owners
notified and given an opportunity to give input? Thanks!

Rebekah

On Thu, Oct 1, 2020 at 11:55 AM Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov> wrote:
Hello Rebekah,

You're very welcome. This is a planning exercise; no development is scheduled to happen within the next 20 years based on the current Clark County Comprehensive Growth Management Plan Arterial Atlas. There are no funds set aside in the 20-year
capital facility plan or the 6-year Transportation Improvement Plan.

When development occurs, Clark County Public Works would follow the process described in the property acquisition web page, link below.

https:/clark wa.gov/public-works/property-acquisition

I hope this information is helpful in understanding these proposed planning changes

Gary

From: Christopher Berkompas <christopherandrebekah@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, October 1, 2020 11:44 AM

To: Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: Re: Question Regarding Proposed Roadway Amendment

Hi Gary,
Thanks for the extra information!

The question | now have is about compensation for the ROW expansion. Based on the expanded ROW it looks like we would lose not only property along 132nd and 144th, but fencing, an automatic gate, fruit trees/bushes, and an established
walnut/shade tree that are on our property (not the current ROW). How will property owners be compensated for the land/structures that are taken in the ROW expansion?

Also, what is the time table on this road expansion plan if it passes?

Thank you!
Rebekah

On Thu, Oct 1, 2020 at 10:08 AM Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov> wrote:

You're very welcome Rebekah. ROW will be evenly expanded at the time of development. NE 1441 St. is proposed to reclassify from a C-2 to a M-2cb also. #6 will not get built, and this proposal will expand NE 132 Ave to NE 144" st.

On NE 132" Ave,, the current ROW of a C-2 is 60 feet. The current ROW is approximately 30 feet in picture below.
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Arterial Atlas Proposed Amendments

Transportation Planning

Minor arterials (M-2cb) collect and distribute traffic
between principal arterials and streets of lower
classification, thus providing for movement within subareas
of the county. They are primarily designed to accommodate
through-traffic but may provide direct access for more
intensely developed properties. Fixed route transit, bicycle,
and pedestrian activity is moderate.

Street Width: 48 ft.
Right-of-way: 72 ft.
Design Volume: <16,000 vehicles per day

Design Speed: 40 MPH

Typical Posted Speed: 35 MPH
Maximum Grade: 6 to 10 percent Cross
Streets: Min. 500 ft. separation
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Below is a line showing 72'.  For the record, last year the road classification was changed from a M-2cb to a C-2 the current classification. This change was part of CPZ2019-00032 GMA Compliance.
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The Staff report also indicates that this area s part of an adopted SR 503 circulation plan that shows NE 132" as a minor arterial, circulation plan attached.
These proposed changes go back to the classifications prior to 2019 that were consistent with the adopted SR 503 circulation plan.
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From: Chri Berkompas <chri il.com

Sent: Thursday, October 1, 2020 9:13 AM
To: Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>

Subject: Re: Question Regarding Proposed Roadway Amendment
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Hello Gary,
Thank you for your prompt reply! It was very helpful but | have some follow up questions.

I see that for an M-2cb the street width is 48 ft and the right-of-way (ROW) is 72 ft. Currently there appears to be a 40 ft ROW on 132nd and a 60 ft ROW on 144th. Is the ROW planned to be evenly expanded along the roads, or more on the West/East
or North/South sides of 132nd/144th? Also, I've attached a picture of our property from the GIS website. Can you mark out approximately how much of the road would be expanded?

Another question is with regard to #6 on the map. This segment is on the current adopted Arterial Atlas Map, but is it still the plan to build this road? Is the proposal to expand 132nd straight up to 144th (modification #14) AND also build road #6, or to
only work modification #14 and NOT build road #6?

Thank you!
Rebekah

On Thu, Oct 1, 2020 at 7:34 AM Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov> wrote:

Good morning Rebekah,
Thank you for the email. | understand your confusion; there is a lot happening at this corner of the proposed amendments.

The GIS Story map can help reduce the confusion. Here is a link to the story map https://arcg.is/IWTOeG This map is best viewed from a desktop application.
On the proposal tab the current alignment is number 6 amendment,

Planned NE 132™ Ave between approximately NE 137" St to NE 144" St from a 2-lane collector (C-2) to a 2-lane minor arterial (M-2cb) Current road alignment is shown below. - In your email below, you are describing this as a new road; it is not new and is in
the current adopted Arterial Atlas Map.

Newy propora

132

C\J\(\\{ v/t

The modification (#14) is to move the alignment so that it the planned road goes alone NE 132" Avenue terminating at NE 144™ Street.

Please go to the tab marked M-2cb to see a cross-section of what this road segment will look like. To save time, | have added a screen shot of what a M02cb looks like.

Transportation Planning Proposal Background c-2 C-2b M-2ch Bike Routes Aging in Place Volumes.

Minor arterials (M-2cb) collect and distribute traffic
between principal arterials and streets of lower
classification, thus providing for movement within subareas
of the county. They are primarily designed to accommodate
through-traffic but may provide direct access for more
intensely developed properties. Fixed route transit, bicycle,
and pedestrian activity is moderate.

Street Width: 48 ft.

Right-of-way: 72 ft.

Design Volume: <16,000 vehicles per day
Design Speed: 40 MPH

Typical Posted Speed: 35 MPH
Maximum Grade: 6 to 10 percent Cross
Streets: Min. 500 ft. separation

I hope these answers help reduce the confusion about these proposed amendments.  If not, | am happy to talk on the phone about the proposal.

Gary



mailto:Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Farcg.is%2F1WTOeG&data=02%7C01%7CSonja.Wiser%40clark.wa.gov%7C13b38e63cf3d44ce55ce08d867147613%7C389c6904b0734843a92d4a72a350cf02%7C1%7C0%7C637372684880202934&sdata=34jDzyT5qdwOjCdQk9aannPkisSawnfaijGzZAD%2F7a0%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.clark.wa.gov%2F&data=02%7C01%7CSonja.Wiser%40clark.wa.gov%7C13b38e63cf3d44ce55ce08d867147613%7C389c6904b0734843a92d4a72a350cf02%7C1%7C0%7C637372684880202934&sdata=lYPdiyxemIW9kl8R3b5cl1KPBJxdTOE6Q%2FsElByJM18%3D&reserved=0

Gary Albrecht
Planner IlI, AICP

PUBLIC WORKS, TRANSPORTATION
564.397.4318

006

From: Christopher Berkompas <christopherandrebekah@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, September 30, 2020 10:14 PM

To: Sonja Wiser <Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov>; Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark. wa.gov>
Subject: Question Regarding Proposed Roadway Amendment

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Clark County. Do not dlick links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello,
I'm writing with regard to the Proposed Roadway Amendments in Brush Prairie. I'm a homeowner at the corner of 132nd and 144th and I'm confused by the proposal.

Our driveway is directly off of number 14 on the map (a red dashed line) that is categorized as "Modify". (The proposal reads: A planned NE 132nd Ave road extension between at approximately NE 137th St to NE 144th St to follow NE 132nd Ave to
NE 144th St.)

What does "Modify" mean? Is this number 14 segment slated for any expansion? (The rest of 132nd is proposed to be expanded to a M-2cb.) | would like details on what is proposed for this segment in particular.
Also, there appears to be a new road proposed in the field bordering our property (number 6 on the map). Is that correct?

Thank you!

Rebekah Berkompas

14311 NE 132nd Ave
Brush Prairie, WA 98606


https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.facebook.com%2Fpages%2FClark-County-WA%2F1601944973399185&data=02%7C01%7CSonja.Wiser%40clark.wa.gov%7C13b38e63cf3d44ce55ce08d867147613%7C389c6904b0734843a92d4a72a350cf02%7C1%7C0%7C637372684880212891&sdata=i5Rq3xS6ZpCI7eIUfpvK0a%2FkF2%2FYBTMPd7eJ4f3wJlo%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftwitter.com%2FClarkCoWA&data=02%7C01%7CSonja.Wiser%40clark.wa.gov%7C13b38e63cf3d44ce55ce08d867147613%7C389c6904b0734843a92d4a72a350cf02%7C1%7C0%7C637372684880212891&sdata=9xygixmepLwlLLEbYh2amyH8RkKbjA%2FLll9BszwqQpM%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.youtube.com%2Fuser%2FClarkCoWa%2F&data=02%7C01%7CSonja.Wiser%40clark.wa.gov%7C13b38e63cf3d44ce55ce08d867147613%7C389c6904b0734843a92d4a72a350cf02%7C1%7C0%7C637372684880212891&sdata=rcM0lU2HP%2BtL7CIWrBR163n5YlxETIKFQcUI5X1gL9c%3D&reserved=0
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From: Christopher Berkompas

To: Sonja Wiser
Subject: Roadway Amendments-Arterial Atlas Map (CPZ2020-00012)
Date: Saturday, October 10, 2020 8:59:20 AM

CAUTION: Thisemail originated from outside of Clark County. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recoghize the sender and know the content is safe.

We're writing to express opposition to the proposed Roadway Amendments-Arterial Atlas
Map (CPZ2020-00012), particularly the proposed expansion of NE 132nd Ave, between 119th
St and 144th St

Itisclearly a costly project, both to adjacent homeowners and taxpayers. It is unclear who
benefits from this proposal at thistime, or whether taxpayers support it. What is the projected
cost of implementing the expansion? Will bike traffic justify that cost, or doesit only make
sense as part of alarger plan that needs to be explained to the community?

If the roadway expansion does take place, we particularly oppose Amendment 14 (which
replaces Amendment 6). We would support retaining the planned road in Amendment 6
because it would limit impacts to 5 homes which lie along the proposed expansion in
Amendment 14. Additionally, the originally planned road in Amendment 6 is more consi stent
with the long-term plan treating 132nd as an arterial road for drivers heading north and south.
The modification in Amendment 14 will continue to force northbound drivers to turn right,
then left to continue north on 137th, which is more dangerous than a single intersection.

Christopher & Rebekah Berkompas
14311 NE 132nd Ave
Brush Prairie, WA 98606



mailto:cberkom@gmail.com
mailto:Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov

From: scubarobdives@amail.com

To: Sonja Wiser; Matt Hermen; gary.alrecht@clark.wa.gov
Subject: Oct 15 2020 Planning Meeting comments for 21st Ave Pedestrian Improvements
Date: Wednesday, October 14, 2020 1:14:10 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Clark County. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Clark County Planning Team,

I’d like to provide comments in regards to the proposed addition of dedicated pedestrian access
along 21° Ave, specifically between NW 119™ St and NW 94" St. | believe and support a dedicated
pedestrian access is needed and should be added to NW 215t Ave. The addition of nearly 10,000 new

homes in the Felida area and the fact that 21% street has become a primary arterial nearly equal in
traffic counts as NW Lakeshore Ave and rapidly approaching NE Hazel Dell Ave, a dedicated and safe

access for pedestrians is critical to supporting the local community that lives on/near 21 Ave. The
increase traffic generated by all the new homes in the area has resulted in a 500% increase in traffic

accidents on NW 215" Ave and has recently had fatal accidents on 99 Street and 119%™ Street. NW

21° Ave is a primary road that has bus stops for six (6) different Vancouver Public Schools
(Lakeshore Elementary, Columbia River High School, Jefferson Middle School, Felida Elementary and
Vancouver School of Arts, and iTech Academy. Pre-COVIN on any given day over 200 students

accessed or used 21° Ave to get to their bus stops. Hundreds of other residents use the road for
walking, running, dog walking, etc. daily. There are very few times during the day a pedestrian is not

accessing and using a part of NW 21°t Ave between 94t and 119™. The road also supports regular C-
Tran riders as provides primary bus stops for them.

Currently, hundreds of kids and residents travel up/down NW 21°t Ave to access community parks,
school playgrounds, friends, neighbors, etc. The complete lack of infrastructure, lack of any shoulder,
etc. present a significant safety hazard and will eventually result in a fatality that could have been
prevented. The current sidewalk segments are in-complete and switch randomly from side to side

along 21°% Ave requiring people to cross the roadway multiple times to use the few available
sidewalks. The rolling hills associated with the roadway present blind spots and other hazards.

21%" Ave needs a dedicated pedestrian access that is illuminated, meets ODOT standards and
complies with ADA standards for disabled residents. A dedicated multi-use path that would support
pedestrians, cyclists, skateboarders, etc would be preferred over a traditional sidewalk. A multi-use
path could be set off of the roadway to provide protection and distance between vehicles and

pedestrians. If a sidewalk is installed it should run the entire length of 21 Ave on one the same side
of the roadway. It should include necessary lighting and reflective/illuminated crosswalks at key
intersections to support safe pedestrian access and enhance their visibility to drivers. The addition of
this pedestrian access is important to the community, would improve safety and will save a life if
installed.

| support the use of Transportation Improvement funds (TIP) or Clark County general funds to
support this project.


mailto:scubarobdives@gmail.com
mailto:Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov
mailto:Matt.Hermen@clark.wa.gov
mailto:gary.alrecht@clark.wa.gov

Thank you for including these comments for consideration of the planned pedestrian improvements
for 21 Ave.

Robert Moriarty



From: VICTOR TUMANOFFE

To: Sonja Wiser

Cc: Evelyne Tumanoff

Subject: Oct. 15 Public Hearing Roadway Amendments
Date: Thursday, October 15, 2020 11:10:52 AM

CAUTION: Thisemail originated from outside of Clark County. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recoghize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello Sonja,
After reviewing the DNS for the planned Roadway Amemndments-Arterial Atlas Map (CPZ2020-00012), my

understanding is there will be no physical widening of NW 21st Ave for the area between NW 101st St and NW
119th St. Isthiscorrect? Rather it will be are-classification of the street and possible road markings (road paint

and signage).
Thank you, in advance, for your assistance and answer to my question.

Kind regards,
Victor Tumanoff

Sent from my T-Mobile 4G LTE device


mailto:vtumanoff@hotmail.com
mailto:Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov
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Washington State Southwest Region

: 11018 Northeast 51st Circle
\/ Department of Transportation Vancouver, WA 9B665-1700

360-905-2000 / Fax 360-905-2222

TTY: 1-800-833-6388
www.wsdot.wa.gov

October 01, 2020

Gary Albrecht

Clark County Public Works
1300 Franklin Street
Vancouver, WA 98660

Re: CPZ-2020-00012: ARTERIAL ATLAS AMENDMENTS
Dear Mr. Albrecht:

We appreciate the opportunity to review the proposed arterial atlas amendments
located near SR 503.

The proposed roads will provide for local street connectivity and circulation. We
support re-classifying streets to ensure bicycle facilities will be part of the future
transportation infrastructure. The local road system will provide for the future
transportation needs of the community, as well as help protect the taxpayers’
investment in SR 503.

WSDOT would welcome the opportunity to collaborate on development of a plan for
the future of SR-503, if the County is supportive of an effort.

One location for future discussion would be the intersection of SR 503 and NE 149"
Street. WSDOT staff would welcome dialogue about connectivity west of SR 503 in
the vicinity of NE 149t Street. A second, related future discussion item would
include options regarding the future configuration of the intersection of SR 503 and
NE 149t Street.

We appreciate this opportunity to comment on the proposed docket item and to work
with Clark County on transportation planning. Feel free to contact me with questions
or concerns. My contact information is listed below.

Best regards,

Laurie Lebowsky
Pronouns: She/Her/Hers
Region Planning Director
Southwest Region

11018 NE 51 Circle
Vancouver, WA 98682-6686
C:(360) 773-7652

LebowsL @wsdot.wa.gov
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CLARK COUNTY

COMMISSI
Eﬂ@—[w Clark County Commission on Aging

Aﬁ I NG 1300 Franklin Street, 6t Floor

Vancouver, Washington

Aug. 20, 2020

Gary Albrecht, Planner IlI
Clark County Public Works
1300 Franklin St., Vancouver, WA 98666

RE: Letter of support for 2020 Arterial Atlas Amendments
Dear Mr. Albrecht,

The Commission on Aging focused on transportation in 2018, especially for people 60 and older.
Transportation allows residents of all ages and abilities to connect with others and maintain
independence and is the hallmark of a livable community. The need for streets designed to be safe
and convenient for motorists, bicyclists and pedestrians, regardless of age or ability is critical to the
livability of a community.

The importance of multiple mobility options was noted in the 2012 Aging Readiness Plan with a
recommended strategy that stated: “Aggressively and systematically invest in completing sidewalk
and bike lane connections, particularly to parks, schools, transit stops and major urban destinations
such as retail centers, medical and recreational facilities and public buildings” (Aging Readiness Plan,
page 51).

In addition, the commission’s 2019 Annual Report which focused on transportation, included a
recommendation to “seek diverse and creative approaches to fund programs that establish safe and
complete pedestrian and bicycle networks” (2019 Annual Report, page 13).

At the August 19, 2020 Commission on Aging remote meeting, the commission voted unanimously to
issue their support for the approval of the proposed 2020 Arterial Atlas amendments, especially for
those that provide or enhance multiple mobility options for pedestrian and bicyclists.

Sincerely,

LarryJ g—
Chair

L 5“@2‘\3 @ /M“’c”

Chuck Green
Vice Chair

The Clark County Commission on Aging provides leadership in community engagement and advocacy of
Clark County's Aging Readiness Plan, especially for those 60 and over who plan to age in place.

ooooo

D
E\ For other formats, contact the Clark County ADA Office: Voice (360) 397-2000; 3| z
©, Relay 711 or (800) 833-6388; Fax (360) 397-6165; E-mail ADA@clark.wa.gov. j



From: David Douglas

To: Sonja Wiser
Subject: (CPZ2020-00012)
Date: Friday, October 9, 2020 1:15:38 PM

CAUTION: Thisemail originated from outside of Clark County. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

| am the property owner of 11405 NW 21st Ave. While | don't think it will directly affect me, | want to state my
opinion of the proposal (CPZ2020-00012) to add bike lanesto 21st Ave.

| see very little bike traffic going by my home now. Even with children out of school, and many adults not working.
Whileit sounds like a good wholesum healthy idea to encourage bicycle transportation, | don’t think it will. | think
there are several reasonsit should be abandoned. And | doubt any slight increase in the number of bike riders could
possibly justify the expense that this proposal would cost.

And by the way, just what is the estimated cost to the tax payers going to be?

Especially at atimelike this. I'm sure Covid has had atremendous effect on what Clark County hasin it’s budget.
I’ve read that Clark County had predicted a budget shortfall of between 5 and 13 million dollarsin 2020. If we are
that far behind, is this a smart way to spend the money we currently have? Are there not other projects that would
benefit more Clark County residents than this one that benefits a few?

The distance between NW 99th St. and NW 119th ST. is approximately 1 mile. | came to that figure by using
Google Earth.

| think what is being proposed means that the county will be confiscating many sections of private property from
homeowners along that mile stretch in order to widen the Avenue. Any idea on how many, and how will they be
compensated for that?

The widening of the road and the addition of a bike lane on each side of 21St. Ave, besides taking property, would
also require the removal of many native trees and quite a bit of vegetation. While I’m not a tree hugger, | see no
reason for removing these trees. It appears that it would also require relocating all the telephone poles on the east
side of 21st, and several on the west side. How far back would they need to be? How far up into someones front
yard would they need to be? Or is the County planning on taking them under ground? And then how would they
provide service from the edge of the street to homes on 21St Ave.

21st isalso amagjor traffic route for cars, and also is abus route. So it’s not your quiet little side street. There are no
stop signs or speed bumps between NW 99th St. and 119th St. So generally traffic along 21st goes faster than the
posted limit. Are you going to address that problem?

These are my reasons for opposing the proposal.

Thank you for your time, and | look forward to areply.

David Douglas


mailto:dcdnw1@comcast.net
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FOR THE PUBLIC RECORD
TO: All Concerned
RE: Roadway Amendments-Arterial Atlas Map ((CPZ2020-00012)

This letter 1s to express opposition to the proposed Roadway Amendments-
Arterial Atlas Map (CPZ2020-00012). More specifically, our opposition is to the
roadway expansion on 132nd Ave. between 119th St. and 144th St. This street runs
through dozens of single-family residences, restricted wetlands, protected riparian
wildlife zones, and protected species zones.

A. The road expansion on 132nd Ave. would adversely affect numerous residences,
and runs into designated wetlands, riparian species area, and a species
protection area.

With the glance at a map, the stretch of road on 132rd between 119th St. and
144th St. may look like agricultural farmland, and most of the land in this area is
designated as such. However, this area of 132nd Ave. has 23 single-family residences
running down it. If the road were widened as much as 16 feet on each side, this would
encroach directly into the front yards of these houses. Some of these houses are
within about 30-50 feet of 132nd Avenue, which would put the new road right near the
fronts of these houses.

In addition to this intrusion into the front yards of these houses, this expansion
1s an especially expensive proposition for the county to undertake. All of these
homeowners must be compensated for the lost land and decreased value of their
properties due to the new road in their front yards. And the taxable base of all these
houses would all decrease.

Perhaps even more disturbingly, this particular stretch of 132nd Avenue is
particularly unique in the area because there are five areas of wetlands that touch or
run across 132nd in this stretch. There is one protected riparian habitat that touches
the road. And there is one protected species area adjacent to the road. Expanding
the road would eliminate some of these areas, and cause environmental damage to
others. This expansion would ignore the reason that these areas were protected in
the first place.

This road expansion on 13224 Avenue should not be approved, because it would
affect numerous single-family residences along the road and damage or destroy
several protected wetlands.

B. If the road expansion were approved, only the east side of 132rd should be
expanded.



As noted above, there are numerous residences on 132rd Ave. However, the
majority of permanent residences are on the west side of 132rd Ave. Fewer permanent
residences are on the east side of 132nd Ave., and several of those houses on the east
side of 132nd that are situated close to the road are mobile houses or houses without
foundations. Those houses could possibly be moved towards the back of the property,
further from the road. Additionally, all of the electrical lines and poles serving this
area run along the west side of 132nd Ave. Therefore, there would be less impact to
the residents — and less cost to the county — to expand only the east side of 132nd,

It was also observed that several protected areas run along 132rd Ave. Most of
these are on the west side of 132nd Ave. There are only two of these protected
wetlands on the east side of 1321d Ave. And the protected species area is wholly on
the west side. Therefore, there would be less impact and destruction to these
protected areas if the road were expanded onto the land on the east side of 132nd Ave.
instead of both sides.

C. The proposed roadway reclassification for 132rd Avenue includes the provision
for posting a speed limit of 40 mph. on what is a rural residential road.

Reclassifying 132rd Avenue from a two-lane collector C-2 to an M-2cb minor
arterial roadway is unnecessary and will increase both the traffic and speed of traffic
in the neighborhood which will adversely affect the quality of life for the residents of
the street who now enjoy relative peace and quiet.

D. Conclusion

The proposed roadway reclassification for 132rd Avenue is opposed for several
reasons (noted above) that contribute to the loss of property, the endangerment of
protected environments, and the decrease in the quality of life the residents have
come to enjoy.

Consider instead, using taxpayers’ money to expand 119th Street, which is
adjacent to hundreds of apartments and houses and would provide those residents
with a means to safely walk or ride bikes to shopping areas and bus stops.

As noted by Clark County Citizens United in their opposition, Clark County has
never surveyed the taxpayers as to whether they want their road fund tax dollars
used for bike paths or rural road expansion, and it is the taxpayers and citizens of
Clark County who will be paying for this proposal. They need to have a voice that will
be heard in the matter.

We respectfully request the opportunity to speak at the Public Hearing on
October 15, 2020.

Frank M. Washko and Leslie A. Washko, 14200 NE 132nd Avenue, Brush Prairie,
WA, 98606



From: nja Wiser

To: ‘Bryan Halbert; Brvant Enge; "Karl Johnson'; Matt Swindell; Richard Torr ); Ron Barca; "Steve Morasch Y
ce:

Subject CPZ 2020-00012 Arterial Atlas

Date: ‘Thursday, October 1, 2020 7:13:00 AM

Attachments: image001.png

[mage003 png

Public Comment which will be upload to the PC website

From: Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>

Sent: Monday, September 28, 2020 9:56 AM

To: Sonja Wiser <Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov>; June Kline <jur hoo.com:
Subject: RE: cpz2020-00012

Hello June,
Good question, but not a simple answer. NE Ward Road is classified as a Principal Arterial - 4 lanes with center lane turn and bike lanes (yellow line in picture below).

NE 78" Street will be classified as a C-2b, which goes through the intersection of NE Ward Road.
NE 152™ Ave between NE Ward Rd and slightly north of NE 144" St from a 2-lane collector (C-2) to a 2-lane collector with bike lanes (C-2b)

NE Ward Road is built out, here is a screen shot from Maps online.

A change from a 2-lane collect to a 2-lane collect with bike lanes would add a requirement of adding bike lanes approaching NE Ward Road.

Here is a link to the =1 ORYMAP https:ffarcg.is/IWTOeG gt yiewed from a desktop application.

A C-2b will look like the graphic below.

Arterial Atlas Proposed Amendments AstoryMap 3

Transportation Planning Proposal

Collector streets (C-2b) connect local traffic to arterial
roads. Access to abutting properties and parking is
controlled through the use of raised channelization,
driveway spacing, and pavement markings.

Street Width: 34 ft.
Right-of-way: 60 ft.
Design Volume: 2,000 to 12,000 vehicles per
day

Design Speed: 35 MPH

Typical Posted Speed: 30 MPH
Maximum Grade: 7 to 10 percent
Cross Streets: Min. 275 ft. separation



mailto:Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov
mailto:bryan@halbertconstruction.com
mailto:bryantenge@msn.com
mailto:karl_j_us@yahoo.com
mailto:swindellm@comcast.net
mailto:Ricktorres001@gmail.com
mailto:ronnets@msn.com
mailto:stevem@landerholm.com
mailto:Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov
mailto:Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov
mailto:Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov
mailto:junekline994@yahoo.com









Arterial Atlas Proposed Amendments

Collector streets (C-2b) connect local traffic to arterial
roads. Access to abutting properties and parking is
controlled through the use of raised channelization,
driveway spacing, and pavement markings.

e Street Width: 34 ft.
® Right-of-way: 60 ft.
* Design Volume: 2,000 to 12,000 vehicles per
day
Design Speed: 35 MPH
Typical Posted Speed: 30 MPH
Maximum Grade: 7 to 10 percent
Cross Streets: Min. 275 ft. separation

AstoryMap 3 W





Gary Albrecht
Planner Iil, AICP

PUBLIC WORKS, TRANSPORTATION
564.397.4318

000

From: Sonja Wiser <Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov>
Sent: Monday, September 28, 2020 9:13 AM

To: June Kline <juneklined92@yahoo.com>

Ce: Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: RE: cpz2020-00012

1 will forward your question to Gary Albrecht. Thanks June

From: June Kline <junekline994@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, September 28, 2020 9:11 AM
To: Sonja Wiser <Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: cpz2020-00012

(CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Clark County. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

what will the road prism look like for n.e. 78th street and n.e. 152nd ave. ie road widening, sidewalks, hideout lane, etc thanks ralph k.
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From: Paula Tuholski

To: Gary Albrecht; Sonja Wiser

Subject: Roadway Amendment (CPZ2020-00012)Reclassify NE 78th St between NE Ward Rd an NE 172nd from 2-lane
collector to 2-lane collector with bike lanes

Date: Sunday, October 11, 2020 1:15:20 PM

CAUTION: Thisemail originated from outside of Clark County. Do not click links or open attachments unless
you recoghize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Gary,

We have lived at our current residence of 15304 NE 78th Street for 29 years and adamantly
disagree with the proposal to add bike lanesto NE 78th street. Thisisaresidential
neighborhood so by removing all parking you remove the ability to host ANY activitiesin our
home with family, friends, and church. Hosting a birthday celebration, church group or baby
shower would not be possible without available parking for guests.

78th street already has a significant issue with speeding which we have repeatedly reported
and have been told there is not enough staff to monitor it. Perhaps a consideration should be
made for speed bumps to enhance this residential street, rather than widening it, taking
property from owners, and deterring from the current residential feel for the occasional bike
rider. On an average day, there may be one to two bicyclists going by our residence. There
are more people walking than there are riding their bikes.

Safe bike access is currently available from 152nd Ave via Padden Parkway (path) and Ward
Road (bike lanes) to 162nd Ave. Both Padden and Ward are non-residential streets where
parking is not necessary.

Additionally, we are interested in knowing how your proposal would affect our property at
15304 NE 78th street. Where are the funds coming from to pay for this project? Rather than
Bike Lanes, perhaps extending sidewalks on 78th St to 162nd Ave could take priority and
would enhance our residential neighborhood and safety.

Sincerely,

Mike & Paula Tuholski
15304 NE 78th Street


mailto:paulatuholski@gmail.com
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From: Gary Albrecht

To: Nels Mickaelson

Cc: Sonja Wiser

Subject: RE: Arterial Atlas

Date: Monday, October 12, 2020 8:02:09 AM
Hi Nels,

Thank you very much for this answer.

Gary

From: Nels Mickaelson <Nels.Mickaelson@clark.wa.gov>
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2020 8:00 AM

To: Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: RE: Arterial Atlas

Good Morning Gary,

Gary Bishop indicated that he made an error when coding the change for the ordinance and
included the entire segment. He has made the change. You should see it in week when updates
publish.

Thank you

Nels Mickaelson
GIS Coordinator
G.1.S. Division

564-397-4643

o O ©

From: Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>
Sent: Friday, October 9, 2020 8:23 AM

To: Nels Mickaelson <Nels.Mickaelson@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: Arterial Atlas

Good morning Nels,

With the proposed Arterial Atlas Amendments that | am working on as part of CPZ2020-00012, | am
reviewing the RILB ordinance attached.
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Please go to Exhibit 3, the only changes made to NE 132" Avenue were a road segment between

NE 144th St. and the intersection of NE
4 Reclassify 139th St./NE 1321h Ave. from a 2-lane minor arterial (M-2cb) to a 2-lane collector (C-
2).

For some reason, the entire NE 132"d Avenue segment from NE 144" Street to NE 119t Street
changed from a M-2cb to a C-2.

Can you confirm that this is a GIS mapping error?

Gary



From: Sonja Wiser

To: Bryan Halbert; Bryant Enge; Karl Johnson; Matt Swindell; Richard Torres (Ricktorres001@gmail.com); Ron Barca;
Steve Morasch (stevem@landerholm.com)

Cc: Gary Albrecht

Subject: CPZ2020-0001 Arterial Atlas Amendments

Date: Tuesday, October 6, 2020 12:22:00 PM

fyi

----- Original Message-----

From: Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, October 6, 2020 12:04 PM

To: Blake Reuss <clickclackclake@icloud.com>

Cc: SonjaWiser <Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: RE: Clark county

Thank you for your email. Y our comment will be available for the Planning Commission to consider at their
October 15th Public Hearing.

----- Origina Message-----

From: Blake Reuss <clickclackclake@icloud.com>
Sent: Tuesday, October 6, 2020 11:31 AM

To: Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: Clark county

CAUTION: Thisemail originated from outside of Clark County. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

| don’t think most of these roads are appropriate (safe) for bikes even if you added a bike lane. I'm not sure if you
get out much around town but Vancouver isfilled with horrible drivers. And why should bicyclistsget asay in it
when they don’t have to pay registration fees/taxes to use the road. Multiple times on 152nd ave I’ ve crested a hill/
came around blind corners coming out towards brush prairie and you have an elderly couple halfway in the road on
their bikes. | don't think creating afew bike lanes should be a Priority for Clark county at the moment when theirs
S0 many more relevant things our area needs.

Sent from my iPhone


mailto:Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov
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From: Barsness. Jeff

To: Gary Albrecht

Cc: Sharon Lumbantobing; Sonja Wiser
Subject: RE: Planning Commission Hearing
Date: Tuesday, October 6, 2020 12:23:35 PM
Attachments: image001.png

WSDOT Letter.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Clark County. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender
and know the content is safe.

Gary,

Thank you for your email. You are correct, WSDOT does not support a new intersection at this location. I've attached
the letter we submitted to Clark County in 2008 that addresses the access to SR 503. The third paragraph on the first
page states our reasons. With the significant residential development to the east of the Promenade North
development we feel this is even more true today than in 2008. There is just not enough right of way to the south of
this location to construct a right turn deceleration lane for people to safely slow down to make a right turn. The SR

503/NE 119" Street intersection is only 700’ north and has a dedicated right turn lane for people wishing to travel

east and then south on NE 122" Avenue to reach this location. We're going to talk about this later this afternoon and
see who should attend the Planning Commission Hearing next week.

Jeff

From: Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>

Sent: Monday, October 5, 2020 8:18 AM

To: Barsness, Jeff <Barsnel@wsdot.wa.gov>

Cc: Sharon Lumbantobing <Sharon.Lumbantobing@clark.wa.gov>; Sonja Wiser <Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: Planning Commission Hearing

Good morning Jeff,
Clark County Planning Commission held a work session on 10/01/2020 discussing an annual review request, CPZ2020-
00010 Promenade North.

The applicant is requesting to amend the comprehensive plan and zoning map designation from Commercial (CC) to
Urban High Density Residential (R-30).
Property location is below.

WSDOT has indicated that the subject property cannot have direct access from SR-503.
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Washington State Southwest Region
Department of Transportation ; 2) 018 No;theast 51st Circle
Box 1709.

Paula Hammond, PE Vancouver, WA 98668-1709

www.wsdot.wa.gov

Secretary of Transportation
’ 360-905-2000
J Fax 360:905-2222
December 30, 2008, REVISED December 31, 2008 TTY:1-800-833-6388

Alan Boguslawski, Planner

Clark County Community Development
1300 Franklin Street

P.O. Box 9810

Vancouver, WA 98666

Re: The Promenade
SR 503, MP 2.64

Dear Mr. Boguslawski:

The Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) staff has reviewed
your Request for Land Use Review for The Promenade. Approval will permit a
mixed-use development consisting of 112 apartment units in four buildings as well as
a two-story commercial building on 5.19+ acres. WSDOT sent you a comment letter
dated October 23, 2008. The project was then placed on “Hold” in order to resolve
access issues. Since that time, a significant amount of additional review has
occurred, as well as discussions, both internally at WSDOT, and with the applicant.
As a result, WSDOT would like to revise our previous comment letter, and address
our concerns with the following comments. ‘ '

The applicant proposes accessing NE 117™ Avenue, which is a state highway (SR
503). WSDOT has jurisdiction over this access per RCW 47.50, WAC 468.51 and
WAC 468.52. The Access Management Law (Chapter 468-52 WAC) has classified
this portion of SR 503 as a Class 3 highway. According to RCW 47.50.010(3), it is the
policy of the legislature that: (a) The access rights of an owner of property abutting
the state highway system are subordinate to the public’s right and interest in a safe
and efficient highway system; and (b) Every owner of property which abuts a state
highway has a right to reasonable access to that highway...but may not have the right
of a particular means of access. The right of access to the state highway may be
restricted if, pursuant to local regulation, reasonable access can be provided to
another public road which abuts the property.” ‘

It is our understanding that the county is requesting a public neighborhood circulator
passing through the site, and intersecting SR 503. This intersection would serve as
the entrance to The Promenade. Due to the traffic from The Promenade, and traffic
from future development that would utilize this circulator to access SR 503, a
northbound right turn deceleration lane is required on SR 503 at this intersection.
However, we have found that it is impossible to construct this right turn lane, due to
the inability to obtain right of way from the property to the south of The Promenade,
as well as physical constraints along the Brush Prairie Cemetery frontage.

Because an adequate intersection can't be constructed at this location, and in order
to provide access to The Promenade, WSDOT proposes the following:

CEXHIBIT #
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The Promen‘ade
SR 503, MP 2.64
Page 2 of 5
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. WSDQT will permit a temporary driveway cut at this location.

2. This driveway cut is to provide access to a driveway serving The Promenade
ONLY. We request that this not be a public road at the access to SR 503, and
no other parcels or developments be permitted to use this dnveway to access
SR 5083.

3. When access becomes available to The Promenade from other
developments, the temporary driveway cut will be closed. At that time, The
Promenade will be required to obtain access through these other
developments. «

4. WSDOT understands that The Promenade proposes to utilize the existing
driveway for the parcel to the north as an emergency access. Bollards or
some other devices are t0 be placed across this access as it enters The
Promenade, to restrict it to emergency vehicles only. However, WSDOT
would like to make you aware that, when the parcel to the north is developed,
its driveway will be closed, as well as the driveway serving The Promenade.
Therefore, the emergency, as well as the primary access from The
Promenade to SR 503 will not be available.

5. The county has asked if emergency access will be permitted through the
temporary driveway and driveway cut once it is closed. Bollards are to be
placed across this access at that time, to restrict access to emergency
vehicles only. WSDOT will permit the driveway connection to remain,
providing that the bollards are installed. However, the driveway drop will need
to be removed, in order to prevent non-emergency vehicles from attempting to

- utilize this access. Emergency vehicles will need to mount the curb to utilize
this access. The curb and sidewalk will need to be constructed to withstand
the imposed loads of fire apparatus.

WSDOT would have the proponent be aware that this development is in the vicinity of
a High Accident Corridor (HAC), SR 503 milepost 1.50 to 2.99. A HAC is defined as
“A highway corridor 1 mile or greater in length where a five-year analysis of collision
history indicates that the section has higher than average collision and severity
factors.” The proposed safety solution for this deficiency is to install center median
curbing on SR 503 to restrict left turn movements.

The applicant was told at the preapplication conference that median curbing wasn't to
be installed immediately, but would be constructed as the area develops. This curb
would block left turn movements to and from Prairie High School, located on the east
side of SR 503. However, a new access road, connecting the school to a new
signalized intersection on NE 119" Street is being planned. Construction of this
access road. will permit placement of median curbing on SR 503 along the frontage of
the subject site. This will likely occur in 2009.

The applicant should participate in the construction of this medlan curb. This is
justmed under SEPA for the following reasons:

* As stated above, SR 503 in the vicinity of this development is a HAC. Asa
HAC, there is an identified public safety hazard to the traveling motorists on
SR 503.





The Promenade
SR 503, MP 2.64
Page 3 of 5

¢ The applicant’s Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) identifies 807 net new vehicle
trips per day with 89 net new trips occurring in the PM Peak Hour. This
increase as a direct result of this development will exacerbate an already
hazardous condition. -

* The installation of the center median curb will significantly reduce the number
and severity of accidents at this location. The Access Management Manual
produced by the Transportation Research Board shows several studies
where a Two-Way-Left-Turn-Lane (TWLTL) was replaced by center median
resulting in a 15% to 57% reduction in the number of accidents.

¢ The installation of center median is a relatively low cost solution for this
intersection.

WSDOT recommends that the applicant contribute a proportionate share of the
construction costs of the median curb, in lieu of constructing a short section of curb in
the vicinity of their project.

The median curb will render the proposed access driveway drop to right-in, right-out
only. Even if this curb is not constructed soon, this access must be restricted to right-
in, right-out movements by some means, due to-the safety issues discussed above.

The proposed access road is immediately south of, and adjacent to an existing
driveway, which appears to serve two large residential lots. When the parcel to the
north develops, this driveway access should be eliminated, and access to these
parcels should be provided via the applicant’s proposed onsite road.

When the parcel to the north of The Promenade develops and requests access to SR
503, WSDOT will require them to construct a full intersection, including a northbound
right-turn deceleration lane on SR 503. This lane will probably extend along the
frontage of The Promenade. The Promenade will likely utilize this intersection for
access to SR 503, as the temporary access will be closed. Therefore, in order to
accommodate this future turn lane as well as the associated sidewalk, illumination,
utilities and stormwater facilities, WSDOT requests that The Promenade donate 16
feet of right of way along the frontage of this site. WSDOT only accepts and
recognizes donations by means of a Warranty Deed along a State highway, even if .
property will eventually vest with a local jurisdiction. Conventional plat dedications do
not carry the same legal status as Warranty Deeds. The ownership of right of way
along a State highway granted only by a plat dedication can cause serious problems
in the future if that right of way needs to be certified for a State or Federally funded
highway improvement project. The right of way donation process could take several
months to complete and should be started as early as possible to avoid potential
delays to the project.

Intersection Plans must be submitted for WSDOT's review and approval for the
proposed road intersection with SR 503. It is the responsibility of the proponent to
stay in close contact with WSDOT during their design and application stages as
WSDOT has the authority to accept or reject intersection plans.
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ransporta . 11018 Northeast 51st Circle
Department of T portation R OIEc 1708
Paula Hammond, PE Vancouver, WA 98668-1709
Secretary of Transportation
360-905-2000
Fax 360-905-2222

TTY: 1-800-833-6388
www.wsdot.wa.gov

December 30, 2008

Alan Boguslawski, Planner

Clark County Community Development
1300 Franklin Street

P.O. Box 9810

Vancouver, WA 98666

Re: The Promenade
SR 503, MP 2.64

Dear Mr. Boguslawski:

The Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) staff has reviewed
your Request for Land Use Review for The Promenade. Approval will permit a
mixed-use development consisting of 112 apartment units in four buildings as well as
a two-story commercial building on 5.19+ acres. WSDOT sent you a comment letter
dated October 23, 2008. The project was then placed on “Hold” in order to resolve
access issues. Since that time, a significant amount of additional review has
occurred, as well as discussions, both internally at WSDOT, and with the applicant.
As a result, WSDOT would like to revise our previous comment letter, and address
our concerns with the following comments. :

The applicant proposes accessing NE 117" Avenue, which is a state highway (SR
503). WSDOT has jurisdiction over this access per RCW 47.50, WAC 468.51 and
WAC 468.52. The Access Management Law (Chapter 468-52 WAC) has classified
this portion of SR 503 as a Class 3 highway. According to RCW 47.50.010(3), it is the
policy of the legislature that: (a) The access rights of an owner of property abutting
the state highway system are subordinate to the public’s right and interest in a safe
and efficient highway system; and (b) Every owner of property which abuts a state
highway has a right to reasonable access to that highway...but may not have the right
of a particular means of access. The right of access to the state highway may be
restricted if, pursuant to local regulation, reasonable access can be provided to
another public road which abuts the property.”

It is our understanding that the county is requesting a public neighborhood circulator
passing through the site, and intersecting SR 503. This intersection would serve as
the entrance to The Promenade. Due to the traffic from The Promenade, and traffic
from future development that would utilize this circulator to access SR 503, a
northbound right turn deceleration lane is required on SR 503 at this intersection.
However, we have found that it is impossible to construct this right turn lane, due to
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the inability to obtain right of way from the property to the south of The Promenade,
as well as physical constraints along the Brush Prairie Cemetery frontage.

Because an adequate intersection can't be constructed at this location, and in order.
to provide access to The Promenade, WSDOT proposes the following:

1. WSDOT will permit a temporary driveway cut at this location.

2. This driveway cut is to provide access to a driveway serving The Promenade
ONLY. We request that this not be a public road at the access to SR 503, and
no other parceis or developments be permitted to use this driveway to access
SR 508.

3. When access becomes available to The Promenade from other
developments, the temporary driveway cut will be closed. At that time, The
Promenade will be required to obtain access through these other
developments. "

4. WSDOT understands that The Promenade proposes to utilize the existing

© driveway for the parcel to the north as an emergency access. Bollards or
some other devices are o be placed across this access as it enters The
Promenade, to restrict it to emergency vehicles only. However, WSDOT
would like to make you aware that, when the parcel to the north is developed,
its driveway will be closed, as well as the driveway serving The Promenade.
Therefore, the emergency, as well as the primary access from The
Promenade to SR 503 will not be available.

WSDOT would have the proponent be aware that this development is in the vicinity of
a High Accident Corridor (HAC), SR 503 milepost 1.50 to 2.99. A HAC is defined as
“A highway corridor 1 mile or greater in length where a five-year analysis of collision
history indicates that the section has higher than average collision and severity
factors.” The proposed safety solution for this deficiency is to install center median
curbing on SR 503 to restrict left turn movements.

. The applicant was told at the preapplication conference that median curbing wasn't to
be installed immediately, but would be constructed as the area develops. This curb
would block left turn movements to and from Prairie High School, located on the east
side of SR 503. However, a new access road, connecting the school to a new
signalized intersection on NE 119" Street is being planned. Construction of this
access road will permit placement of median curbing on SR 503 along the frontage of
the subject site. This will likely occur in 20089.

. The applicant should participate in the construction of this median curb. This is
justified under SEPA for the following reasons:

e As stated above, SR 503 in the vicinity of this development is a HAC. As a
HAC, there is an identified public safety hazard to the traveling motorists on
SR 503.
¢ The applicant’s Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) identifies 807 net new vehicle
~ trips per day with 89 net new trips occurring in the PM Peak Hour. This
increase as a direct result of this development will exacerbate an already
hazardous condition.
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* The installation of the center median curb will significantly reduce the number
and severity of accidents at this location. The Access Management Manual
~ produced by the Transportation Research Board shows several studies
where a Two-Way-Left-Turn-Lane (TWLTL) was replaced by center median
resulting in a 15% to 57% reduction in the number of accidents.
* The installation of center median is a relatively low cost solution for this
intersection.

WSDOT recommends that the applicant contribute a proportionate share of the
construction costs of the median curb, in lieu of constructing a short section of curb in
the vicinity of their project.

- The median curb will render the proposed access driveway drop to right-in, right-out
only. Even if this curb is not constructed soon, this access must be restricted to right-
in, right-out movements by some means, due to the safety issues discussed above.

The proposed access road is immediately south of, and adjacent to an existing
driveway, which appears to serve two large residential lots. When the parcel to the
north develops, this driveway access should be eliminated, and access to these
parcels should be provided via the applicant's proposed onsite road.

Intersection Plans must be submitted for WSDOT's review and approval for the
proposed road intersection with SR 503. It is the responsibility of the proponent to
stay in close contact with WSDOT during their design and application stages as
WSDOT has the authority to accept or reject intersection plans.

If work is required of this development within WSDOT right of way that is not covered
under submitted SEPA documentation, then the applicant may be required to file
additional SEPA documentation. Mitigation requirements may include, but are not
limited to, roadway widening, stormwater treatment and detention, intersection
improvements, and wetland impacts. Filing additional SEPA documentation could
add significant time to the review process. To avoid these delays; it is recommended
that the applicant contact WSDOT early in the process to identify potential mitigation
measures that may be required.

WSDOT will require the following for all work within WSDOT right of way:

e Proposed changes to State facilities must be designed to current WSDOT
standards and specifications.

e Plans must be reviewed and approved by WSDOT prior to beginning work.

e Engineering calculations, plans and reports submitted for review and approval
must bear the seal and original signature of a professional engineer licensed
in the State of Washington.

* Copies of all environmental documentation required of this project by any
local, State, or Federal jurisdiction. Failure to provide this documentation may
result in a substantial delay of approval by WSDOT.

e Construction must be done in accordance with the current WSDOT Standard
Specifications for Road, Bridge, and Municipal Construction manual.
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» Construction inspection will be performed by WSDOT at the developer’s
expense.

Since this development will require work within WSDOT right of way, WSDOT will
require that the developer enter into a developer agreement with WSDOT. The
Developer Agreement is a contract between WSDOT and the developer stating each
party's rights and responsibilities, and describing the proposed work. 1t typically
includes a standard agreement form, right of way plan sheet(s}), and a complete set of
specifications and engineering plans. Any alteration to the standard wording on the
pre-printed developer agreement form must be approved by the Attorney General's
office prior to execution of the agreement.

The applicant should be aware that there may be utilities within WSDOT right of way
that could require relocation. These utilities may include, but are not limited to, fiber
optic, natural gas, power, phone, and drainage and may be above or below ground. It
is recommended that the applicant contact WSDOT to determine if there are utilities
in the vicinity of this development that will be impacted. The relocation of some of
these utilities could add a substantial cost increase to this project. In particular, the
applicant should be aware of a concrete-encased fiber optic line along SR 503 in this
area. Previous developments along this corridor have found this line to be close to
the surface, and very expensive to move. Therefore, WSDOT suggests that the exact
location of this line be determined prior to final plans, as it may impact the design of
these improvements.

Work within or adjacent to WSDOT right of way will require an approved Traffic
Control Ptan. The applicant’s Traffic Control Plan must conform to current WSDOT
standards as set forth in the “Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices”. The plan
shall also document how the applicant will provide for safe and efficient movement of
vehicles on the state highway system during construction within or adjacent to the
state’s facilities.

Please be advised that WSDOT is required to be reimbursed by agreement for our
actual direct and related expenses associated with this project. All work performed
within the WSDOT right of way will require our technical review, permits, inspection
and approval by WSDOT prior to construction. This reimbursable agreement must be
in place prior to WSDOT reviewing any plans submitted for approval.

Facllities to address onsite stormwater are proposed adjacent to the SR 503 right of
way. These facilities may need to be moved to accommodate the required
intersection improvements at this location.

Due to the proximity of this proposal to a state route, WSDOT will require that lighting
installed by the applicant must be of an appropriate wattage and be shielded and/or
directed according to RCW 47.36.180 to avoid any glare to the motorists on SR 503.

Signing and advertising adjacent to state highways are controlled by centain
regulations and restrictions. Signing plans must be submitted to WSDOT’s
Southwest Region Traffic Operations office for review and approval.
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Because of the proximity of your project to the state highway system, noise generated
by traffic may be greater than the level established for control of highway noise by
Federal highway Administration (FHWA) regulations. Because the highway predates
this development, WSDOT will not be responsible for any traffic noise mitigation
measures that may be necessary. WSDOT concludes that at a minimum, a note
must be placed on the face of the plat as a disclosure to any potential property
owners,

These comments are based on a preliminary review of your project. As this project
progresses, there may be need for additional information by this department for
further review. There may be other issues and requirements by this department that
are not stated here. Other issués or requirements may include, but are not limited to,
drainage, illumination, access, signing, and channelization. This review does not
constitute final approval by WSDOT.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on t the above referenced project. If you
have need of additional information, please contact Mr. Ken Burgstahler, Southwest
Region Development Review Office, at (360) 905-2052.

Sincerely,

'y

Jeff Barsness
Assistant Planning Manager

JB: kb .,
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The Planning Commisssion would like you to attend the Planning Commission Hearing on October 15, 2020 and
explain why WSDOT will not grant access onto SR-503. Hearing begins at 6:30 p.m.

We will send an invitation to the hearing. Thank you very much for taking the time to help the Planning Commission
understand why direct access is not granted to the subject property.

| will call you as a follow-up to this email.

Gary

Gary Albrecht
Planner 11, AICP
PUBLIC WORKS, TRANSPORTATION
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Alan Boguslawski, Planner

Clark County Community Development
1300 Franklin Street

P.O. Box 9810

Vancouver, WA 98666

Re: The Promenade
SR 503, MP 2.64

Dear Mr. Boguslawski:

The Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) staff has reviewed
your Request for Land Use Review for The Promenade. Approval will permit a
mixed-use development consisting of 112 apartment units in four buildings as well as
a two-story commercial building on 5.19+ acres. WSDOT sent you a comment letter
dated October 23, 2008. The project was then placed on “Hold” in order to resolve
access issues. Since that time, a significant amount of additional review has
occurred, as well as discussions, both internally at WSDOT, and with the applicant.
As a result, WSDOT would like to revise our previous comment letter, and address
our concerns with the following comments. ‘ '

The applicant proposes accessing NE 117™ Avenue, which is a state highway (SR
503). WSDOT has jurisdiction over this access per RCW 47.50, WAC 468.51 and
WAC 468.52. The Access Management Law (Chapter 468-52 WAC) has classified
this portion of SR 503 as a Class 3 highway. According to RCW 47.50.010(3), it is the
policy of the legislature that: (a) The access rights of an owner of property abutting
the state highway system are subordinate to the public’s right and interest in a safe
and efficient highway system; and (b) Every owner of property which abuts a state
highway has a right to reasonable access to that highway...but may not have the right
of a particular means of access. The right of access to the state highway may be
restricted if, pursuant to local regulation, reasonable access can be provided to
another public road which abuts the property.” ‘

It is our understanding that the county is requesting a public neighborhood circulator
passing through the site, and intersecting SR 503. This intersection would serve as
the entrance to The Promenade. Due to the traffic from The Promenade, and traffic
from future development that would utilize this circulator to access SR 503, a
northbound right turn deceleration lane is required on SR 503 at this intersection.
However, we have found that it is impossible to construct this right turn lane, due to
the inability to obtain right of way from the property to the south of The Promenade,
as well as physical constraints along the Brush Prairie Cemetery frontage.

Because an adequate intersection can't be constructed at this location, and in order
to provide access to The Promenade, WSDOT proposes the following:

CEXHIBIT #
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. WSDQT will permit a temporary driveway cut at this location.

2. This driveway cut is to provide access to a driveway serving The Promenade
ONLY. We request that this not be a public road at the access to SR 503, and
no other parcels or developments be permitted to use this dnveway to access
SR 5083.

3. When access becomes available to The Promenade from other
developments, the temporary driveway cut will be closed. At that time, The
Promenade will be required to obtain access through these other
developments. «

4. WSDOT understands that The Promenade proposes to utilize the existing
driveway for the parcel to the north as an emergency access. Bollards or
some other devices are t0 be placed across this access as it enters The
Promenade, to restrict it to emergency vehicles only. However, WSDOT
would like to make you aware that, when the parcel to the north is developed,
its driveway will be closed, as well as the driveway serving The Promenade.
Therefore, the emergency, as well as the primary access from The
Promenade to SR 503 will not be available.

5. The county has asked if emergency access will be permitted through the
temporary driveway and driveway cut once it is closed. Bollards are to be
placed across this access at that time, to restrict access to emergency
vehicles only. WSDOT will permit the driveway connection to remain,
providing that the bollards are installed. However, the driveway drop will need
to be removed, in order to prevent non-emergency vehicles from attempting to

- utilize this access. Emergency vehicles will need to mount the curb to utilize
this access. The curb and sidewalk will need to be constructed to withstand
the imposed loads of fire apparatus.

WSDOT would have the proponent be aware that this development is in the vicinity of
a High Accident Corridor (HAC), SR 503 milepost 1.50 to 2.99. A HAC is defined as
“A highway corridor 1 mile or greater in length where a five-year analysis of collision
history indicates that the section has higher than average collision and severity
factors.” The proposed safety solution for this deficiency is to install center median
curbing on SR 503 to restrict left turn movements.

The applicant was told at the preapplication conference that median curbing wasn't to
be installed immediately, but would be constructed as the area develops. This curb
would block left turn movements to and from Prairie High School, located on the east
side of SR 503. However, a new access road, connecting the school to a new
signalized intersection on NE 119" Street is being planned. Construction of this
access road. will permit placement of median curbing on SR 503 along the frontage of
the subject site. This will likely occur in 2009.

The applicant should participate in the construction of this medlan curb. This is
justmed under SEPA for the following reasons:

* As stated above, SR 503 in the vicinity of this development is a HAC. Asa
HAC, there is an identified public safety hazard to the traveling motorists on
SR 503.
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¢ The applicant’s Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) identifies 807 net new vehicle
trips per day with 89 net new trips occurring in the PM Peak Hour. This
increase as a direct result of this development will exacerbate an already
hazardous condition. -

* The installation of the center median curb will significantly reduce the number
and severity of accidents at this location. The Access Management Manual
produced by the Transportation Research Board shows several studies
where a Two-Way-Left-Turn-Lane (TWLTL) was replaced by center median
resulting in a 15% to 57% reduction in the number of accidents.

¢ The installation of center median is a relatively low cost solution for this
intersection.

WSDOT recommends that the applicant contribute a proportionate share of the
construction costs of the median curb, in lieu of constructing a short section of curb in
the vicinity of their project.

The median curb will render the proposed access driveway drop to right-in, right-out
only. Even if this curb is not constructed soon, this access must be restricted to right-
in, right-out movements by some means, due to-the safety issues discussed above.

The proposed access road is immediately south of, and adjacent to an existing
driveway, which appears to serve two large residential lots. When the parcel to the
north develops, this driveway access should be eliminated, and access to these
parcels should be provided via the applicant’s proposed onsite road.

When the parcel to the north of The Promenade develops and requests access to SR
503, WSDOT will require them to construct a full intersection, including a northbound
right-turn deceleration lane on SR 503. This lane will probably extend along the
frontage of The Promenade. The Promenade will likely utilize this intersection for
access to SR 503, as the temporary access will be closed. Therefore, in order to
accommodate this future turn lane as well as the associated sidewalk, illumination,
utilities and stormwater facilities, WSDOT requests that The Promenade donate 16
feet of right of way along the frontage of this site. WSDOT only accepts and
recognizes donations by means of a Warranty Deed along a State highway, even if .
property will eventually vest with a local jurisdiction. Conventional plat dedications do
not carry the same legal status as Warranty Deeds. The ownership of right of way
along a State highway granted only by a plat dedication can cause serious problems
in the future if that right of way needs to be certified for a State or Federally funded
highway improvement project. The right of way donation process could take several
months to complete and should be started as early as possible to avoid potential
delays to the project.

Intersection Plans must be submitted for WSDOT's review and approval for the
proposed road intersection with SR 503. It is the responsibility of the proponent to
stay in close contact with WSDOT during their design and application stages as
WSDOT has the authority to accept or reject intersection plans.
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December 30, 2008

Alan Boguslawski, Planner

Clark County Community Development
1300 Franklin Street

P.O. Box 9810

Vancouver, WA 98666

Re: The Promenade
SR 503, MP 2.64

Dear Mr. Boguslawski:

The Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) staff has reviewed
your Request for Land Use Review for The Promenade. Approval will permit a
mixed-use development consisting of 112 apartment units in four buildings as well as
a two-story commercial building on 5.19+ acres. WSDOT sent you a comment letter
dated October 23, 2008. The project was then placed on “Hold” in order to resolve
access issues. Since that time, a significant amount of additional review has
occurred, as well as discussions, both internally at WSDOT, and with the applicant.
As a result, WSDOT would like to revise our previous comment letter, and address
our concerns with the following comments. :

The applicant proposes accessing NE 117" Avenue, which is a state highway (SR
503). WSDOT has jurisdiction over this access per RCW 47.50, WAC 468.51 and
WAC 468.52. The Access Management Law (Chapter 468-52 WAC) has classified
this portion of SR 503 as a Class 3 highway. According to RCW 47.50.010(3), it is the
policy of the legislature that: (a) The access rights of an owner of property abutting
the state highway system are subordinate to the public’s right and interest in a safe
and efficient highway system; and (b) Every owner of property which abuts a state
highway has a right to reasonable access to that highway...but may not have the right
of a particular means of access. The right of access to the state highway may be
restricted if, pursuant to local regulation, reasonable access can be provided to
another public road which abuts the property.”

It is our understanding that the county is requesting a public neighborhood circulator
passing through the site, and intersecting SR 503. This intersection would serve as
the entrance to The Promenade. Due to the traffic from The Promenade, and traffic
from future development that would utilize this circulator to access SR 503, a
northbound right turn deceleration lane is required on SR 503 at this intersection.
However, we have found that it is impossible to construct this right turn lane, due to




The Promenade
SR 503, MP 2.64
Page 2 of 5

the inability to obtain right of way from the property to the south of The Promenade,
as well as physical constraints along the Brush Prairie Cemetery frontage.

Because an adequate intersection can't be constructed at this location, and in order.
to provide access to The Promenade, WSDOT proposes the following:

1. WSDOT will permit a temporary driveway cut at this location.

2. This driveway cut is to provide access to a driveway serving The Promenade
ONLY. We request that this not be a public road at the access to SR 503, and
no other parceis or developments be permitted to use this driveway to access
SR 508.

3. When access becomes available to The Promenade from other
developments, the temporary driveway cut will be closed. At that time, The
Promenade will be required to obtain access through these other
developments. "

4. WSDOT understands that The Promenade proposes to utilize the existing

© driveway for the parcel to the north as an emergency access. Bollards or
some other devices are o be placed across this access as it enters The
Promenade, to restrict it to emergency vehicles only. However, WSDOT
would like to make you aware that, when the parcel to the north is developed,
its driveway will be closed, as well as the driveway serving The Promenade.
Therefore, the emergency, as well as the primary access from The
Promenade to SR 503 will not be available.

WSDOT would have the proponent be aware that this development is in the vicinity of
a High Accident Corridor (HAC), SR 503 milepost 1.50 to 2.99. A HAC is defined as
“A highway corridor 1 mile or greater in length where a five-year analysis of collision
history indicates that the section has higher than average collision and severity
factors.” The proposed safety solution for this deficiency is to install center median
curbing on SR 503 to restrict left turn movements.

. The applicant was told at the preapplication conference that median curbing wasn't to
be installed immediately, but would be constructed as the area develops. This curb
would block left turn movements to and from Prairie High School, located on the east
side of SR 503. However, a new access road, connecting the school to a new
signalized intersection on NE 119" Street is being planned. Construction of this
access road will permit placement of median curbing on SR 503 along the frontage of
the subject site. This will likely occur in 20089.

. The applicant should participate in the construction of this median curb. This is
justified under SEPA for the following reasons:

e As stated above, SR 503 in the vicinity of this development is a HAC. As a
HAC, there is an identified public safety hazard to the traveling motorists on
SR 503.
¢ The applicant’s Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) identifies 807 net new vehicle
~ trips per day with 89 net new trips occurring in the PM Peak Hour. This
increase as a direct result of this development will exacerbate an already
hazardous condition.
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* The installation of the center median curb will significantly reduce the number
and severity of accidents at this location. The Access Management Manual
~ produced by the Transportation Research Board shows several studies
where a Two-Way-Left-Turn-Lane (TWLTL) was replaced by center median
resulting in a 15% to 57% reduction in the number of accidents.
* The installation of center median is a relatively low cost solution for this
intersection.

WSDOT recommends that the applicant contribute a proportionate share of the
construction costs of the median curb, in lieu of constructing a short section of curb in
the vicinity of their project.

- The median curb will render the proposed access driveway drop to right-in, right-out
only. Even if this curb is not constructed soon, this access must be restricted to right-
in, right-out movements by some means, due to the safety issues discussed above.

The proposed access road is immediately south of, and adjacent to an existing
driveway, which appears to serve two large residential lots. When the parcel to the
north develops, this driveway access should be eliminated, and access to these
parcels should be provided via the applicant's proposed onsite road.

Intersection Plans must be submitted for WSDOT's review and approval for the
proposed road intersection with SR 503. It is the responsibility of the proponent to
stay in close contact with WSDOT during their design and application stages as
WSDOT has the authority to accept or reject intersection plans.

If work is required of this development within WSDOT right of way that is not covered
under submitted SEPA documentation, then the applicant may be required to file
additional SEPA documentation. Mitigation requirements may include, but are not
limited to, roadway widening, stormwater treatment and detention, intersection
improvements, and wetland impacts. Filing additional SEPA documentation could
add significant time to the review process. To avoid these delays; it is recommended
that the applicant contact WSDOT early in the process to identify potential mitigation
measures that may be required.

WSDOT will require the following for all work within WSDOT right of way:

e Proposed changes to State facilities must be designed to current WSDOT
standards and specifications.

e Plans must be reviewed and approved by WSDOT prior to beginning work.

e Engineering calculations, plans and reports submitted for review and approval
must bear the seal and original signature of a professional engineer licensed
in the State of Washington.

* Copies of all environmental documentation required of this project by any
local, State, or Federal jurisdiction. Failure to provide this documentation may
result in a substantial delay of approval by WSDOT.

e Construction must be done in accordance with the current WSDOT Standard
Specifications for Road, Bridge, and Municipal Construction manual.
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» Construction inspection will be performed by WSDOT at the developer’s
expense.

Since this development will require work within WSDOT right of way, WSDOT will
require that the developer enter into a developer agreement with WSDOT. The
Developer Agreement is a contract between WSDOT and the developer stating each
party's rights and responsibilities, and describing the proposed work. 1t typically
includes a standard agreement form, right of way plan sheet(s}), and a complete set of
specifications and engineering plans. Any alteration to the standard wording on the
pre-printed developer agreement form must be approved by the Attorney General's
office prior to execution of the agreement.

The applicant should be aware that there may be utilities within WSDOT right of way
that could require relocation. These utilities may include, but are not limited to, fiber
optic, natural gas, power, phone, and drainage and may be above or below ground. It
is recommended that the applicant contact WSDOT to determine if there are utilities
in the vicinity of this development that will be impacted. The relocation of some of
these utilities could add a substantial cost increase to this project. In particular, the
applicant should be aware of a concrete-encased fiber optic line along SR 503 in this
area. Previous developments along this corridor have found this line to be close to
the surface, and very expensive to move. Therefore, WSDOT suggests that the exact
location of this line be determined prior to final plans, as it may impact the design of
these improvements.

Work within or adjacent to WSDOT right of way will require an approved Traffic
Control Ptan. The applicant’s Traffic Control Plan must conform to current WSDOT
standards as set forth in the “Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices”. The plan
shall also document how the applicant will provide for safe and efficient movement of
vehicles on the state highway system during construction within or adjacent to the
state’s facilities.

Please be advised that WSDOT is required to be reimbursed by agreement for our
actual direct and related expenses associated with this project. All work performed
within the WSDOT right of way will require our technical review, permits, inspection
and approval by WSDOT prior to construction. This reimbursable agreement must be
in place prior to WSDOT reviewing any plans submitted for approval.

Facllities to address onsite stormwater are proposed adjacent to the SR 503 right of
way. These facilities may need to be moved to accommodate the required
intersection improvements at this location.

Due to the proximity of this proposal to a state route, WSDOT will require that lighting
installed by the applicant must be of an appropriate wattage and be shielded and/or
directed according to RCW 47.36.180 to avoid any glare to the motorists on SR 503.

Signing and advertising adjacent to state highways are controlled by centain
regulations and restrictions. Signing plans must be submitted to WSDOT’s
Southwest Region Traffic Operations office for review and approval.
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Because of the proximity of your project to the state highway system, noise generated
by traffic may be greater than the level established for control of highway noise by
Federal highway Administration (FHWA) regulations. Because the highway predates
this development, WSDOT will not be responsible for any traffic noise mitigation
measures that may be necessary. WSDOT concludes that at a minimum, a note
must be placed on the face of the plat as a disclosure to any potential property
owners,

These comments are based on a preliminary review of your project. As this project
progresses, there may be need for additional information by this department for
further review. There may be other issues and requirements by this department that
are not stated here. Other issués or requirements may include, but are not limited to,
drainage, illumination, access, signing, and channelization. This review does not
constitute final approval by WSDOT.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on t the above referenced project. If you
have need of additional information, please contact Mr. Ken Burgstahler, Southwest
Region Development Review Office, at (360) 905-2052.

Sincerely,

'y

Jeff Barsness
Assistant Planning Manager

JB: kb .,



From: Gary Albrecht

To: Margot Rice

Cc: Sonja Wiser

Subject: RE: Bike lanes?

Date: Friday, October 9, 2020 7:10:56 AM

The meeting is virtual.

Due to COVID-19, the Oct. 15 Planning Commission hearing will be held remotely
via Webex. There are two ways to attend the meeting.

1. Join by computer: http://bit.ly/Oct15HearingA
Meeting #: 146 360 6436
Password: 1234

2. Join by phone: 1-408-418-9388
Meeting #: 146 360 6436

For detailed instructions on how to join and/or participate in the WebEx meeting, please
see this handout.

From: Margot Rice <mrd303@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, October 8, 2020 9:22 PM

To: Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: Re: Bike lanes?

Is the meeting virtual or in person?

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 8, 2020, at 3:02 PM, Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov> wrote:

Hello Ms. Rice,

Thank you for your email. Bike lanes are not new to Clark County. Clark County has
an adopted 2010 Clark County Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan with recommended
bike lanes.

Two previous bicycle plans have been completed in Clark County: the 1972 Bicycle Plan
and 1996 Clark County Bicycle Commute Plan. The first bicycle plan was a very basic
plan addressing the modern trend of bicycling, which

started in the early 1970’s. The purpose of the 1996 Bicycle Commute Plan was to
develop a strategy to encourage more people to use bicycling as a way to ride to work.
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mailto:mrd303@gmail.com
mailto:Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fbit.ly%2FOct15HearingA&data=02%7C01%7CSonja.Wiser%40clark.wa.gov%7C95b5cfc2045146f6c90008d86c5d2144%7C389c6904b0734843a92d4a72a350cf02%7C1%7C0%7C637378494556451671&sdata=50HfjRUYQLdh%2FiZh5d7XY%2FFoYXnhhzL6SSJ6Zl7jV%2Fg%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fclark.wa.gov%2Fmedia%2Fdocument%2F77836&data=02%7C01%7CSonja.Wiser%40clark.wa.gov%7C95b5cfc2045146f6c90008d86c5d2144%7C389c6904b0734843a92d4a72a350cf02%7C1%7C0%7C637378494556461629&sdata=RxA2Mjvo0LIXy51Epqh%2FlfHpmAJUXniMfYV1jSrjKjY%3D&reserved=0
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Here is a link to the 2010 bike and ped plan.
https://clark.wa.gov/sites/default/files/dept/files/community-planning/bike-
pedestrian-advisory-committee/10-1110_BPMP-Plan-wo-

Appendices PC_approved.pdf

There is no push from the City of Vancouver to add bike lanes. Here is some history
about bike lanes and the work that we have done to include bike lanes in Clark County.

Clark County’s Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee is a committee appointed by
the county manager. They mission is to implement the bicycle and pedestrian master
plan.

https://clark.wa.gov/public-works/overview

The Clark County Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan envision an interconnected
transportation system where: ® People can bicycle or walk safely and conveniently to
all destinations within reasonable walking or bicycling distance; ® Schoolchildren will
have safe routes to walk and cycle to school; ® People can walk or ride to and from
their transit stops and have a comfortable and convenient place to wait or transfer; e
Bicyclists and pedestrians can enjoy Clark County’s natural beauty; ® Appropriate
transportation choices are available to all; ® Transportation facilities are designed to
encourage active transportation; and e Clark County will promote the economic
development opportunities related to bicycling.

Click on the link to the electronic map showing bike lanes in Clark County.
https://gis.clark.wa.gov/portal/apps/webappviewer/index.html?
id=7acb756876004da7a6207748e82b5111

Clark County Comprehensive Growth Management Plan Community Framework for
Transportation states “The Community Framework Plan envisions a shift in emphasis of
transportation systems from private vehicles to public transit (including high-capacity
transit,) and non-polluting alternatives such as walking and bicycling.” See page 17 in
link below.
https://clark.wa.gov/sites/default/files/dept/files/community-planning/comprehensive-

plan/2016%20Comp%20Plan/Amendments/2015-2035%20Comprehensive%20Plan-
ORD_%202020-02-02.pdf

Clark County’s Arterial Atlas is the 20-year transportation map showing locations of
arterial, collector streets, and proposed roads. Bike lanes are on arterial and collector
classified roads.

There are proposed bike lanes in the bike and ped plan that will not get built unless the
road classification changes to include bike lanes.

Clark County Planning Commission is holding a public hearing on
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October 15,

2020 to discuss proposed Arterial Atlas Amendments.

A proposal to amend the Clark County Comprehensive Plan Arterial Atlas Map
reclassifying certain streets to accommodate bicycle infrastructure and realign
planned roads intending to improve transportation mobility options and improve
safety.

Here is a link to the project, CPZ2020-00012: Arterial Atlas Amendments
https://clark.wa.gov/public-works/arterial-atlas-amendment

This is a planning exercise, no development will occur as a result of the proposed
amendments. There is no funding set aside to be these proposed bike lanes. They
would only get built through new development, or the county has a capital project that
will build the improvements. Currently, the county’s 20-year Capital Facility Plan does
not include road segments associated with these proposed amendments.

Here is one last link to the Staff Report that the Planning Commission will consider on

the 15", The reclassification of these road segments will improve the livability of our
community by allowing multiple mobility options to residents of all ages and abilities.

Please let me know if you have any additional questions.

Gary
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Gary Albrecht

Planner Ill, AICP

PUBLIC WORKS, TRANSPORTATION
564.397.4318
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From: Cnty Public Works Customer Service <pubwks.cservice@clark.wa.gov>
Sent: Thursday, October 8, 2020 2:20 PM

To: Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>; Matt Hermen
<Matt.Hermen®@clark.wa.gov>

Cc: Magan Reed <Magan.Reed@clark.wa.gov>

Subject: FW: Bike lanes?

Gary/Matt:

Can one of you gentlemen please contact Ms. Rice and address her concerns?

Thank you,
<image001.jpg>
Suzie Wick

Clark County Public Works

4700 NE 78 st Bldg A
Vancouver WA 98665
564.397.2446

Suzie. Wick@clark.wa.gov

www.clark.wa.gov/public-works
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From: Margot Rice <mrd303@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, October 8, 2020 1:56 PM

To: Cnty Public Works Customer Service <pubwks.cservice@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: Bike lanes?

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Clark County. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Public Works,

| have been looking all over the website to find out where the idea of the bike lanes got
started. The strategic plan has not been updated in a couple of years and didn't see it
mentioned. Was there a survey that went out that | missed? Was there a push from the
Vancouver city government?

There are so many more important things the Public Works should be spending money
on that more people would benefit from and be used more than 6 months out of the
year.

Is there a public hearing planned on bike lanes in the near future?
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Thank you,
Margot Rice



From: Gary Albrecht

To: Margot Rice

Cc: Sonja Wiser

Subject: RE: Bike lanes?

Date: Friday, October 9, 2020 7:12:29 AM

You're very welcome. These comments will be included in the public record and shared with the
Planning Commission and County Council.

Gary

From: Margot Rice <mrd303@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, October 8, 2020 9:19 PM

To: Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: Re: Bike lanes?

Thanks for all the info! People really don’t realize what and how these long range plans could/
should be changed until they really pay attention. Who could have predicted we would be where we
are now. 2020 is not what people envisioned in 2010.

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 8, 2020, at 3:02 PM, Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov> wrote:

Hello Ms. Rice,

Thank you for your email. Bike lanes are not new to Clark County. Clark County has
an adopted 2010 Clark County Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan with recommended
bike lanes.

Two previous bicycle plans have been completed in Clark County: the 1972 Bicycle Plan
and 1996 Clark County Bicycle Commute Plan. The first bicycle plan was a very basic
plan addressing the modern trend of bicycling, which

started in the early 1970’s. The purpose of the 1996 Bicycle Commute Plan was to
develop a strategy to encourage more people to use bicycling as a way to ride to work.

Here is a link to the 2010 bike and ped plan.
https://clark.wa.gov/sites/default/files/dept/files/community-planning/bike-

pedestrian-advisory-committee/10-1110_BPMP-Plan-wo-
Appendices PC_approved.pdf

There is no push from the City of Vancouver to add bike lanes. Here is some history
about bike lanes and the work that we have done to include bike lanes in Clark County.

Clark County’s Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee is a committee appointed by
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the county manager. They mission is to implement the bicycle and pedestrian master
plan.
https://clark.wa.gov/public-works/overview

The Clark County Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan envision an interconnected
transportation system where: ® People can bicycle or walk safely and conveniently to
all destinations within reasonable walking or bicycling distance; ® Schoolchildren will
have safe routes to walk and cycle to school; e People can walk or ride to and from
their transit stops and have a comfortable and convenient place to wait or transfer; e
Bicyclists and pedestrians can enjoy Clark County’s natural beauty; ® Appropriate
transportation choices are available to all; ® Transportation facilities are designed to
encourage active transportation; and e Clark County will promote the economic
development opportunities related to bicycling.

Click on the link to the electronic map showing bike lanes in Clark County.
https://gis.clark.wa.gov/portal/apps/webappviewer/index.html?
id=7acb756876004da7a6207748e82b5111

Clark County Comprehensive Growth Management Plan Community Framework for
Transportation states “The Community Framework Plan envisions a shift in emphasis of
transportation systems from private vehicles to public transit (including high-capacity
transit,) and non-polluting alternatives such as walking and bicycling.” See page 17 in
link below.
https://clark.wa.gov/sites/default/files/dept/files/community-planning/comprehensive-
plan/2016%20Comp%20Plan/Amendments/2015-2035%20Comprehensive%20Plan-
ORD_%202020-02-02.pdf

Clark County’s Arterial Atlas is the 20-year transportation map showing locations of
arterial, collector streets, and proposed roads. Bike lanes are on arterial and collector
classified roads.

There are proposed bike lanes in the bike and ped plan that will not get built unless the
road classification changes to include bike lanes.

Clark County Planning Commission is holding a public hearing on October 15,

2020 to discuss proposed Arterial Atlas Amendments.

A proposal to amend the Clark County Comprehensive Plan Arterial Atlas Map
reclassifying certain streets to accommodate bicycle infrastructure and realign
planned roads intending to improve transportation mobility options and improve
safety.
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Here is a link to the project, CPZ2020-00012: Arterial Atlas Amendments
https://clark.wa.gov/public-works/arterial-atlas-amendment

This is a planning exercise, no development will occur as a result of the proposed
amendments. There is no funding set aside to be these proposed bike lanes. They
would only get built through new development, or the county has a capital project that
will build the improvements. Currently, the county’s 20-year Capital Facility Plan does
not include road segments associated with these proposed amendments.

Here is one last link to the Staff Report that the Planning Commission will consider on

the 15™. The reclassification of these road segments will improve the livability of our
community by allowing multiple mobility options to residents of all ages and abilities.

Please let me know if you have any additional questions.

Gary
<image004.jpg>

Gary Albrecht

Planner lll, AICP

PUBLIC WORKS, TRANSPORTATION
564.397.4318
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From: Cnty Public Works Customer Service <pubwks.cservice@clark.wa.gov>
Sent: Thursday, October 8, 2020 2:20 PM

To: Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>; Matt Hermen
<Matt.Hermen@clark.wa.gov>

Cc: Magan Reed <Magan.Reed@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: FW: Bike lanes?

Gary/Matt:

Can one of you gentlemen please contact Ms. Rice and address her concerns?


https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fclark.wa.gov%2Fpublic-works%2Farterial-atlas-amendment&data=02%7C01%7CSonja.Wiser%40clark.wa.gov%7C47e58bba63b041e07f2f08d86c5d597f%7C389c6904b0734843a92d4a72a350cf02%7C1%7C0%7C637378495484515166&sdata=QwjdZAkn8ej%2BOrPSYTWSA5w%2F%2BC0%2FreXHly6b1AxU7os%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fclark.wa.gov%2Fsites%2Fdefault%2Ffiles%2Fmedia%2Fdocument%2F2020-09%2F01%2520CPZ2020-00012%2520Arterial%2520Atlas%2520Staff%2520Report.pdf&data=02%7C01%7CSonja.Wiser%40clark.wa.gov%7C47e58bba63b041e07f2f08d86c5d597f%7C389c6904b0734843a92d4a72a350cf02%7C1%7C0%7C637378495484515166&sdata=nDBLWOdFqrQPlN%2BEPaV0wS6cZiMIV28ln9HRjlr%2B8wY%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.clark.wa.gov%2F&data=02%7C01%7CSonja.Wiser%40clark.wa.gov%7C47e58bba63b041e07f2f08d86c5d597f%7C389c6904b0734843a92d4a72a350cf02%7C1%7C0%7C637378495484525113&sdata=rCqXT5fHKEGPdf25HpzXfNQ4tbPfrany5%2BHtV%2BhhcmE%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.facebook.com%2Fpages%2FClark-County-WA%2F1601944973399185&data=02%7C01%7CSonja.Wiser%40clark.wa.gov%7C47e58bba63b041e07f2f08d86c5d597f%7C389c6904b0734843a92d4a72a350cf02%7C1%7C0%7C637378495484535085&sdata=LY%2B22fEBMhHac9CkMeNyzWEFfMk3fkKlcvvz5i7reME%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftwitter.com%2FClarkCoWA&data=02%7C01%7CSonja.Wiser%40clark.wa.gov%7C47e58bba63b041e07f2f08d86c5d597f%7C389c6904b0734843a92d4a72a350cf02%7C1%7C0%7C637378495484535085&sdata=PceJlMyuumIcxbTF5KvjnVvdw3wrxW4afehY%2FJlmcVA%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftwitter.com%2FClarkCoWA&data=02%7C01%7CSonja.Wiser%40clark.wa.gov%7C47e58bba63b041e07f2f08d86c5d597f%7C389c6904b0734843a92d4a72a350cf02%7C1%7C0%7C637378495484545037&sdata=EZqnU79qAVxKOFBV2Mgv6RKZf%2B6G0zrsC7B3XFcW%2FOM%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.youtube.com%2Fuser%2FClarkCoWa%2F&data=02%7C01%7CSonja.Wiser%40clark.wa.gov%7C47e58bba63b041e07f2f08d86c5d597f%7C389c6904b0734843a92d4a72a350cf02%7C1%7C0%7C637378495484545037&sdata=v2SwWD%2BNGah7XSForHOSvDBiaZYK71hUtXDKd9pf3kk%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.youtube.com%2Fuser%2FClarkCoWa%2F&data=02%7C01%7CSonja.Wiser%40clark.wa.gov%7C47e58bba63b041e07f2f08d86c5d597f%7C389c6904b0734843a92d4a72a350cf02%7C1%7C0%7C637378495484545037&sdata=v2SwWD%2BNGah7XSForHOSvDBiaZYK71hUtXDKd9pf3kk%3D&reserved=0
mailto:pubwks.cservice@clark.wa.gov
mailto:Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov
mailto:Matt.Hermen@clark.wa.gov
mailto:Magan.Reed@clark.wa.gov

Thank you,

<image001.jpg>

Suzie Wick

Clark County Public Works
4700 NE 78™" st Bldg A
Vancouver WA 98665
564.397.2446
Suzie.Wick@clark.wa.gov

www.clark.wa.gov/public-works

<image002.jpg>

From: Margot Rice <mrd303@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, October 8, 2020 1:56 PM

To: Cnty Public Works Customer Service <pubwks.cservice@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: Bike lanes?

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Clark County. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Public Works,

| have been looking all over the website to find out where the idea of the bike lanes got
started. The strategic plan has not been updated in a couple of years and didn't see it
mentioned. Was there a survey that went out that | missed? Was there a push from the
Vancouver city government?

There are so many more important things the Public Works should be spending money
on that more people would benefit from and be used more than 6 months out of the
year.

Is there a public hearing planned on bike lanes in the near future?

Thank you,
Margot Rice


https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.clark.wa.gov%2F&data=02%7C01%7CSonja.Wiser%40clark.wa.gov%7C47e58bba63b041e07f2f08d86c5d597f%7C389c6904b0734843a92d4a72a350cf02%7C1%7C0%7C637378495484554990&sdata=zUMOc1c7AHgwDWAx9eRhcSTXAQCLAD4NiZ3DJLSPBc8%3D&reserved=0
mailto:Suzie.Wick@clark.wa.gov
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.clark.wa.gov%2Fpublic-works&data=02%7C01%7CSonja.Wiser%40clark.wa.gov%7C47e58bba63b041e07f2f08d86c5d597f%7C389c6904b0734843a92d4a72a350cf02%7C1%7C0%7C637378495484564940&sdata=TV50x%2F4tsPrG1A6xLbbtRuqDE54ZllFOFZ4wYm55FKk%3D&reserved=0
mailto:mrd303@gmail.com
mailto:pubwks.cservice@clark.wa.gov

From: Gary Albrecht

To: ANDREW PETERSON; Sonja Wiser
Subject: RE: Roadway Admendments 159th bike lanes
Date: Wednesday, October 14, 2020 2:58:51 PM

Thank you for your comments; | will forward to staff and the Planning Commission and add to the
record.

Gary

From: ANDREW PETERSON <andrewppeterson@msn.com>
Sent: Wednesday, October 14, 2020 9:24 AM

To: Sonja Wiser <Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov>

Cc: Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>

Subject: Roadway Admendments 159th bike lanes

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Clark County. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello. Just thought of this and would like this added to my testimony.

Do you really think a bike lane going up a steep hill like the one on 159th will even really
even be used? | dont think | have seen more then three people in the fifteen plus years
living at the top of this hill even attempting it. Most walk their bikes up this hill on the
sidewalk. This bike lane going up this hill will not get used. Again this would make home
owners on this road have to use areas for guest parking that is unsafe and to far from our
homes.

I would love to see anyone supporting this bike lane to ride up it. And when at the
top tell me it is needed and worth the loss of parking/safety to homeowners who live on it.
Andrew Peterson
2611 NE 159 th St
Ridgefield, Wa


mailto:Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov
mailto:andrewppeterson@msn.com
mailto:Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov
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