
September 19, 2022

WORKSHOPS

Vancouver City Hall - Council Chambers - 415 W 6th Street, Vancouver
WA

Workshops were conducted in person in the Council Chambers of City Hall. 
Members of the public were invited to view the meeting in person, via the 
live broadcast on www.cvtv.org and CVTV cable channels 23 or HD 323, or 
on the City's Facebook page, or www.facebook.com/VancouverUS.

View the CVTV video recording, including presentations and discussion, for 
workshops at:
https://www.cvtv.org/vid_link/35011?startStreamAt=0&stopStreamAt=7363

4:00 - 6:00 pm     Climate Action Policy

Rebecca Small, Senior Policy Analyst, 360-487-8601; Aaron Lande,
Program and Policy Development Manager 360-487-8612

Summary
Staff led Council through a discussion of the Climate Action Policy.

COUNCIL DINNER/ADMINISTRATIVE UPDATES
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REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING
This meeting was conducted as a hybrid meeting with in person and 
remote viewing and participation over video conference utilizing a 
GoToMeeting platform. Members of the public were invited to view the meeting 
in person, via the live broadcast on www.cvtv.org and CVTV cable channels 23 
or HD 323, or on the City's Facebook page, www.facebook.com/VancouverUS. 
Public access and testimony on Consent Agenda items and under Public 
Hearings were also facilitated via the GoToMeeting conference call.

Vancouver City Council meeting minutes are a record of the action taken by 
Council. To view the CVTV video recording, including presentations, testimony 
and discussion, for this meeting please visit:
https://www.cvtv.org/vid_link/35013?startStreamAt=0&stopStreamAt=8901  
Electronic audio recording of City Council meetings are kept on file in the office 
of the City Clerk for a period of six years.

Pledge of Allegiance

Call to Order and Roll Call
The regular meeting of the Vancouver City Council was called to order at 6:30 p.m.
by Mayor McEnerny-Ogle. This meeting was conducted as a hybrid meeting,
including both in person and remotely over video conference.

Present: Councilmembers Harless, Perez, Fox, Paulsen, Stober,
Hansen, Mayor McEnerny-Ogle

Absent: None

Councilmember Stober participated remotely.

Approval of Minutes

Minutes - June 13, 2022
Motion by Councilmember Hansen, seconded by Councilmember Fox,
and carried unanimously to approve the meeting minutes of June 13,
2022.

Minutes - June 27, 2022
Motion by Councilmember Fox, seconded by Councilmember Hansen,
and carried unanimously to approve the meeting minutes of June 27,
2022.
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Proclamations: Deaf Awareness Week; Suicide Prevention Awareness
Month

Mayor McEnerny-Ogle read and presented a proclamation proclaiming
September 19-23, 2022, as Deaf Awareness Week.

Mayor McEnerny-Ogle read and presented a proclamation to Katie Yates,
Outreach Coordinator for Our City Cares, proclaiming September 2022, as
Suicide Prevention Awareness Month.

Community Communications
Mayor McEnerny-Ogle opened Community Communication and received
testimony from the following community members regarding Consent Agenda
Items 1-4:

Albert Schlotfeldt, Vancouver
Sallie Reavey, Vancouver
David Fuller, Vancouver
Kimberlee Elbon, La Center, WA
Tim Murray, Vancouver
Douglas Hemenway, Vancouver
Mark Jolgen, Vancouver
Terry Phillips, Vancouver
Dale Hockoustod, Vancouver

There being no further testimony, Mayor McEnerny-Ogle closed Community
Communication.

Consent Agenda (Items 1-4)
Council requested Item 2 be pulled for discussion.

Council discussed Item 2 with staff.

Motion by Councilmember Fox, seconded by Councilmember Hansen, and
carried unanimously to vote separately on Item 2 of the Consent Agenda.

 Motion by Councilmember Fox, seconded by Councilmember Hansen, and
carried unanimously to approve items 1, 3, and 4 of the Consent Agenda. 

 Motion by Councilmember Perez, seconded by Councilmember Harless,
and carried 5-2 to approve amended Item 2 of the Consent Agenda.
Councilmembers Stober and Fox voted No.

 Motion by Councilmember Paulsen, seconded by Councilmember Hansen,
and carried 5-2 to amend item 2 to allow the proposed license agreement to
be approved on the condition that City Council is afforded an additional
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opportunity for review and approval of selection of this site prior to
issuance of a Safe Stay Operator Permit. Councilmembers Stober and
Harless voted No.

1. Renewal of Residential Lease located at 12700 SE Evergreen
Hwy
Staff Report: 125-22

East Biddle Lake

The City of Vancouver purchased an in-holding of 1.61 acres adjoining the
eastern boundary of Columbia Springs in 2013 utilizing Park Impact Fee
funding. After formal termination of a life tenancy in 2016, possession
transitioned to the City. The intent of the purchase was to provide urban
park opportunities for the surrounding neighborhood, as well as expand
opportunities for environmental education in partnership with Columbia
Springs. The City has leased the residential structure since receiving
ownership in 2016.

The City and Columbia Springs entered into a Memorandum of
Understanding (MOU) detailing potential transition of site management and
maintenance to Columbia Springs upon entering into a future long-term
lease agreement. Implementation of a future lease agreement requires
demonstration of plans for interim and long-term use (including how the site
will serve neighborhood park purposes), how both City properties will be
incorporated into the Columbia Springs master plan, as well as proposed
site improvements, management, operations and funding.

Columbia Springs continues their planning processes to update their
master plan, determine a sustainable use for the property, and secure
funding for site improvements, maintenance and operations consistent with
the intent of the MOU; however, Columbia Springs is not yet in a position to
take over management of this site.

In order to provide continued caretaker presence, grounds maintenance,
and prevent vagrancy and vandalism issues, staff recommends an
additional 24-month lease of the East Biddle Lake residence and
associated property. The residential lease is for $1,372 per month, includes
a 2% increase for year 2 and includes the responsibilities for site
maintenance.
Request: Authorize the City Manager, or their designee, to execute

document for Real Estate Lease for East Biddle Lake.

Geraldene Moyle, General Services Director, 360-487-8633

Motion approved the request. 
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2. Approval of a Temporary License Agreement with Michael
Edward Lynch, Personal Representative of the Estate of
Edward C. Lynch
Staff Report: 126-22

An estimated 500-600 individuals reside in tents or vehicles within the City
of Vancouver, which poses significant health and safety risks to the
individuals experiencing unsheltered homelessness, as well as the rest of
the community and the environment. At this time, our community does not
have an adequate supply of shelter or housing options to meet the growing
need. This Council has observed that many individuals who live outdoors
on public property do so, not by choice, but due to a lack of financial means
to afford adequate shelter. These individuals are adversely mentally and
physically impacted by outdoor habitation.

Simultaneously, Council has also observed that the City’s sensitive
ecological areas are adversely impacted by adverse secondary impacts of
outdoor habitation. The City’s sensitive waterways, water treatment
facilities, stormwater and wastewater facilities are particularly vulnerable to
impacts of illegal dumping and improper disposal of human waste.
Additionally, individuals living outdoors in greenways and wooded areas,
who utilize fire as a source of heat, or to cook with, increase the potential for
wildfire in those areas, particularly during our dry/summer months.

In an effort to reduce the aforementioned negative impacts of unsheltered
homelessness, provide for greater safety, stability, and access to needed
services for individuals experiencing unsheltered homelessness, and to
remain in compliance with Martin v. Boise, staff has proposed and the
Council has approved the establishment of city-sponsored Safe Stay
Communities in designated areas. These Communities are managed and
supported by a contracted service provider who works to:

ensure safety and sanitation within and immediately surrounding the
designated Community,
assist Safe Stay Community residents with obtaining stability,
accessing needed resources, and transitioning into a more permanent
housing situation, and
proactively engage with the surrounding neighborhood(s) to mitigate
potential negative impacts to the neighborhood, facilitate
neighborhood participation and volunteer opportunities within the
designated Community, and encourage participation in
neighborhood/community events, neighborhood association
meetings, etc. amongst Community residents.

City staff have established two Safe Stay Communities, both located on
city-owned property. Given the ongoing need for additional Safe Stay
Communities to meet the need of unhoused Vancouver residents, City staff
continue to evaluate additional properties. Staff contacted the Estate of
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Edward Lynch about the possibility of siting a Safe Stay Community on
their property.
Request: Approval of the Temporary License Agreement with Michael

Edward Lynch, Personal Representative of the Estate of
Edward C. Lynch, and to authorize Eric Holmes, City Manager,
or their designee to sign said Temporary License Agreement.

Aaron Lande, Program and Policy Development Manager,
360-487-8612

Motion approved the request. 

3. Park Impact Fee District Account Consolidation
Staff Report: 127-22

A RESOLUTION relating to the adoption of a City of Vancouver Park Impact
Fee (PIF) Technical Document amendment to provide for the consolidation of
accounts for phased out PIF district service areas with accounts for current
PIF district service areas.

The restrictions on the City’s use and allocation of PIF funds is addressed
by the “reasonableness” requirements of RCW 82.02.060(8). For example,
the new District C service area encompasses the City’s portion of the old
District 6. Provided that any PIF funds accrued in accounts assigned to the
old, numbered districts are expended proportionately in the respective new
District A, B, or C covering the area of the original district where PIF was
assessed, this approach is fully permissible, so long as the City adopts
such a policy.

The 2016 PIF Technical Document indicated as a procedural matter that
PIF funds collected prior to the 2017 Ordinance would be restricted
retroactively to the original district, except when a site serves more than one
district (see “Fund Management” on page 16 of the 2016 Staff Report).

In 2017, in accordance with the 2016 Resolution, the acquisition and
development accounts of the former PIF service districts were merged
retroactively into single accounts and a single consolidated acquisition and
development account was created for each of the three realigned PIF
service districts. The reasoning provided in the 2016 PIF Technical
Document, and continued in as stated in the 2020 PIF Technical Document
for the merger and consolidation of the acquisition and development
component of the PIF District accounts, is:

“The park impact fee calculation formula includes an acquisition and
development component. Prior to 2016 there were separate acquisition and
development accounts for each of the park districts, although this was not
required by either state law or city code. Acquisition and development
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accounts were merged in 2016 into a single account retrospectively for
each of the original ten districts, and each of the realigned park districts (A,
B and C) have a single account prospectively.”

When the realignment of the service districts occurred in 2017, retaining
separate accounts for the old and new districts made sense, especially
because there was a period of time when the realignment was subject to
challenge and could have been reversed. Now, however, the bulk of such
retained funds have been expended (or appropriated) and the realignment
is well established. Therefore, the revised approach to fund management in
the proposed resolution and amendment to the PIF Technical Document
provides the City improved flexibility and responsiveness to meet
community needs and adopted standards.
Request: Approve the resolution providing for amendment the PIF

Technical Document and adoption and implementation of the
account consolidation policy.

Julie Hannon, Parks and Recreation Director, 360-487-8309

Motion adopted Resolution M-4185 to approve the request. 

4. Approval of Claim Vouchers

Request: Approve claim vouchers for September 19, 2022.

Motion approved claim vouchers in the amount of $6,878,556.94.

Public Hearings (Item 5)

5. 2021 CDBG/ HOME Program Consolidated Annual Performance
Evaluation Report
Staff Report: 128-22

The City of Vancouver receives federal Community Block Grant (CDBG)
and HOME Investment Partnerships Program (HOME) funding as an
annual entitlement through the U.S Department of Housing and Urban
Development (HUD). It is a funding requirement to submit an annual
performance report following each program year (July 1 through June 30).

The CAPER provides an overview of expenditures and accomplishments
for CDBG and HOME programs. Each CAPER is one-year snapshot that
measures the City’s progress towards meeting goals, objectives, and areas
of priority identified in the 5-Year Consolidated Plan.

The 2021 CAPER marks the nineteenth year for Vancouver as a CDBG
entitlement city and the thirteenth year as a HOME Investment Partnerships
Program participating jurisdiction. It is also the third year of reporting under

Page 7 of 16  - Vancouver City Council Meeting Minutes - September 19, 2022



the 2019-2023 Consolidated Plan. Vancouver's CDBG and HOME
programs strive to provide a coordinated approach to addressing
community needs. The Economic Prosperity and Housing Department
collaborates with other City departments including Planning,
Neighborhoods, Police, and Parks programs, as well as many nonprofit
service providers.

During the 2021 program year, Vancouver expended $914,248 in CDBG
funds, $522,753 in CDBG-CV Coronavirus response funding, and
$1,066,326 in HOME funds. These funds were spent on programs focused
on local needs that follow the national objectives, goals and outcomes for
the CDBG and HOME programs administered by HUD. Recipients of
program funding are people and families with low to moderate income. A
family of four with moderate income earns $85,200 or less annually (80% of
the area median income).  A family of four with low income earns $53,250
or less annually (50% of area median income).

The following table is a summary of outcomes achieved with CDBG and
HOME funding during the 2021 program year:

Goal Outcome 
 Increase and Preserve Affordable Housing  158 households Assisted
 Increase Economic Opportunity  184 businesses Assisted
 Public Services  1,547 persons assisted

Request: Following a public hearing, approve the 2021 CAPER report
for submission to the HUD Region X Office for approval.

Samantha Whitley, Housing Programs Manager, 360-487-
7592; Bryan Monroe, Associate Planner, 360-487-7958

Samantha Whitley, Housing Programs Manager, provided an overview of the
2021 CDBG/HOME Program Consolidated Annual Performance Evaluation
Report.

Mayor McEnerny-Ogle opened the public hearing to receive testimony from
community members. There being no testimony, Mayor McEnerny-Ogle
closed the public hearing.

Motion by Councilmember Paulsen, seconded by Councilmember Fox,
and carried unanimously to approve the 2021 CAPER report.

Unfinished Business (Items 6-7)
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6. Affordable Housing Fund Levy Replacement
Staff Report: 123-22

RESOLUTION providing for the submission to the qualified electors of the
City of Vancouver at the February 8, 2023 Special Election a proposition
authorizing the City to increase its property tax levy pursuant to RCW
84.52.105 to provide funding for housing for people with low and very low-
incomes; requesting that the Clark County Auditor place the proposition on the
February 8, 2023 ballot; and providing for other matters properly related
thereto.

A RESOLUTION relating to affordable housing; providing an affordable
housing financing plan for the collection and use of monies authorized by
RCW 84.52.105 to fund housing for people with low and very low-income.

The City of Vancouver’s Affordable Housing Fund (“AHF” or “Fund”) was
created in 2016 to invest in projects providing affordable housing to very
low-income households. The Fund was established through a voter-
approved property tax levy that authorizes the City to collect $6 million per
year from 2017 to 2023. The City anticipates committing all $42 million
available under the current levy by the end of 2023. All AHF investments,
regardless of funding category, must serve households who earn 50% or
less of the area median income (approximately $53,250 annually for a
family of four).

The AHF has successfully built or maintained more than 1,000 rental units
that will remain affordable for 20 or more years. The AHF has also helped
more than 1,600 Vancouver residents with rental assistance to prevent or
end their homelessness. Finally, AHF funding helped create or support
staffing for over 400 temporary shelter beds, serving thousands of
individuals during the 7-year levy term.

Despite these successes, there is still a huge need for affordable housing in
Vancouver. From 2016 to 2022, the Fair Market Rent for a two-bedroom unit
increased 44%, from $1,208 to $1,735, while the median value of a single-
family home rose from $271,000 to $423,000, an increase of 56%. Clark
County’s 2022 one-day Point in Time count found a 31% increase in
homelessness from the 2020 count, with 1,197 people experiencing
homelessness, 625 who were unsheltered. While Vancouver continues to
recover from the pandemic, its population has been steadily growing,
increasing demand for housing, particularly affordable units. The
combination of historic underproduction of housing units and strong
population growth in Clark County has created a deficit of over 5,600
housing units within the City of Vancouver, with a substantial component of
that deficit representing units affordable to households earning less than
80% of area median income (AMI). The continued growth in the city’s
homeless population is also symptom of the affordable housing deficit.
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The levy supporting the AHF will sunset at the end of 2023 unless a new
ballot measure is approved by Vancouver voters prior to sunset. Vancouver
City Council, if it chooses to seek to replace the AHF levy, has a range of
options for structuring a new levy. This memo summarizes the relevant
background information on the Fund as well as the options available to City
Council as it considers replacement of the levy.
AHF History and Background
The AHF was established pursuant to a state law (RCW 84.52.105) that
allows for a property tax levy for the purposes of funding affordable housing
projects. The City may impose a levy of up to $0.50 per $1,000 of assessed
value each year for a maximum of ten years for the purpose of “financing
affordable housing for very low-income households, and affordable
homeownership, owner-occupied home repair, and foreclosure prevention
programs for low-income households.”

The effort to establish an affordable housing fund, as allowed by
Washington State RCW, began in April 2015 when Vancouver City Council
established an Affordable Housing Task Force (AHTF) to analyze the
affordable housing market and make recommendations for the City to
respond to the crisis. In crafting the original ballot measure, City Council
selected an annual levy cap of $6 million and term of seven years. State
law in 2015 limited assistance of AHF funds to serving households with
very low income (at or below 50% AMI).

Since the AHF tax levy creation in 2016, the City has awarded $36,041,884
to support 52 projects with construction, rehabilitation, acquisition, and
preservation of affordable housing and temporary shelter creation and
support for Vancouver residents earning less than 50% AMI. AHF funds are
leveraged with tax credits and other funding to support a total housing
investment of $286,774,473.

In October 2020, the state legislature updated RCW 84.52.105 to allow
AHF assistance to households earning low-income for affordable
homeownership, owner-occupied home repair, and foreclosure prevention
programs. The state defines low-income as households as those earning
up to 80% of area median income.

Levy Advisory Committee and Community Outreach

In the summer of 2022, City staff convened an advisory committee
comprising local housing professionals to review the current levy’s revenue
and outcome performance, assess current and future housing needs, and
make a recommendation to City Council about a potential action to replace
the levy.
In their analysis, the advisory committee concluded that the AHF levy is
effective in producing affordable housing for households with low-income
and providing housing services to vulnerable residents. The committee
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identified a continued need for creating housing opportunities for
households earning at or below 50% AMI. Additionally, they noted that the
AHF levy rate had a lower impact on taxes than projected, as the actual
AHF levy rate initiated at a lower rate than proposed in the ballot measure
($0.36 per $1,000) and has declined significantly since 2016.

The AHF advisory committee made the following recommendations:
Levy Amount: Despite significant need for additional investment in
affordable housing options, an incremental increase in the range of
$7-9 million per year is most likely to be approved by voters given
cost of living increases and other tax levies.
Levy Term: The committee agreed that the levy should be replaced for
the maximum of 10 years.
Timing: February 2023 was favored by most given the timing of
planned tax increases; this timing also provides an opportunity for
another ballot measure if the initial measure fails.
Target Populations: General agreement that AHF should continue to
focus on very low-income households (50% AMI and less);
homeownership programs could focus on repair financing for existing
homeowners in this income bracket.

Both the advisory committee and Council recommended additional
outreach to community members with lived experience and those working
directly with people who need housing assistance. In August, staff compiled
data and recent feedback and reached out to interview service providers to
inform the creation of an updated Affordable Housing Fund administrative
plan. Engagement efforts identified:

Community housing needs
Gaps in current services and supports
Community insights, from providers and those with lived experience
Short-, medium- and long-term community priorities for Affordable
Housing Funds

Staff reviewed recent community surveys including fair housing feedback,
homelessness priorities, the county’s Community Needs Assessment,
school district information and Safe Stay interviews. Staff also spoke with
the Youth Action Board, affordable homeownership program providers, and
resource navigators who support people living in VHA properties. Staff
attended the Vancouver Homeless Action Plan forum and the Community
Action Advisory Board to hear priorities and plans for future homeless
services. The Communications team launched a Be Heard Vancouver
survey to request broad community input and over 3,000 people reviewed
this site, with 46 taking the survey and 44 people indicating the importance
and need for additional affordable housing in Vancouver. A summary of
feedback received is attached.

Levy Replacement Considerations

Page 11 of 16  - Vancouver City Council Meeting Minutes - September 19, 2022



State law sets the maximum AHF levy rate at $0.50/$1,000 assessed value,
and the maximum levy term is ten years. The recommended 2024 levy
amount, rate and term is a request for $10 million per year for ten years,
which equates to a rate of approximately $0.30/$1,000. This
recommendation was informed by many factors:

The successful outcomes of the current AHF levy with funding of $6
million over 7 years.
Feedback from local housing developers and professionals, who
recommended $7-9 million over 10 years.
The current high need and demand for increased affordable housing
resources.
The impact of rising inflation rates and ongoing economic recovery
challenges faced by Vancouver residents.
Increased labor and supply costs, and increased building timelines in
the construction industry.
Consistent feedback from partners and Council that February 2023
would be a good opportunity to place the levy on a special ballot, with
a second chance to ask voters for replacement in November 2023 if
not approved in February.
The capacity of local developers and nonprofit service providers to
carry out housing activities.

Additional Levy Scenarios

In both the August 1st Workshop and September 12th Public Hearing, City
Council explored alternative levy scenarios to address concerns about loss
of levy revenue purchasing power over time. As a result, a larger levy
amount and two shorter-term levies were considered. A graduated levy was
also considered but ruled out due to uncertainty as to whether such a
structure met legal requirements for ballot language.

Below is a comparison of alternative levy scenarios showing the outcomes
that would be achieved and the cost to voters compared to both the existing
AHF and proposed levies. The two alternative scenarios are: 1) a $12
million annual levy for 10 years, and 2) a $10 million levy for 5 years
followed by a $15 million levy for 5 years.

Existing Levy Outcomes Compared to Potential Levy Outcomes

$6M-7y
Existing Levy

$10M-10y
Proposed

Levy

$12M-10y
Levy

$10M-5y +
$15M-5y
Levies

Total $42M $100M $120M $125M
Affordable

Units 1,008 2,400 2,880 3,000

Rental
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Assistance
Households

1,200 2,800 3,400 3,540

Shelter
Beds 230 550 660 690

Homebuyer/
Homeowner N/A 150 175 185

Levy Rate $0.18/$1,000 $0.30/$1,000 $0.36/$1,000 $0.30-
.45/$1,000

Average
Household

Annual Cost
$88 $147 $177 $147/$221

Observations regarding the above comparison include:
Ten million annually is a meaningful and measured increase in
affordable housing funding that will continue to leverage increased
investment of private, state and federal dollars in Vancouver.
Dollar amounts higher than $10 million push the levy rate and annual
household cost toward amounts that may have a significant impact on
homeowner budgets.
A series of five-year levies would allow for an increase in the dollar
amount to address changes in purchasing power during the first five-
year term. This scenario carries the risk that the second five-year levy
is not approved. A ten-year term, even at a fixed dollar amount,
provides long term predictability of funding, which is critical for project
planning for development partners.
To address concerns about diminishing purchasing power with a long
term levy, the City could explore potential supplemental council or
voter approved revenue options prior to the expiration of an existing
levy.

City Council expressed interest in potentially exempting senior and lower-
income property owners from the levy, as it did for Proposition 2.  However,
this will not be possible because, unlike the state law authorizing levy lid
lifts, the state law governing affordable housing levies does not authorize
such an exemption.

2024 Levy Replacement

In order to replace the levy supporting the AHF, City Council must:
Adopt a resolution to place a new measure on the ballot to be voted on prior
to 2024;
Adopt an updated Emergency Housing Declaration; and
Adopt an updated Administrative Plan

When adopting a new ballot measure, City Council has the option to
change the size and term of the levy as well as the target populations to be
served by the levy investment. An updated Administrative Plan provides
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Council the opportunity to update investment priorities.Request: Review AHF Levy Replacement documents and take the
following actions: 

1. Adopt an emergency declaration of an Affordable
Housing Crisis pursuant to RCW 84.52.105.

2. Adopt a resolution approving the Administrative and
Financial Plan detailing the collection and use of monies
authorized under RCW 84.52.105.

3. Adopt a resolution authorizing a special election held to
request voter approval of a property tax levy for
affordable housing under RCW 84.52.105 and setting
forth the ballot proposition.

4. Consider appointing committees to prepare arguments
advocating voters' approval and rejection of the measure
under RCW 29A.32.280.

Patrick Quinton, Economic Development Director, 360-487-
7845; Samantha Whitley, Housing Programs Manager, 360-
487-7952; Taylor Hallvik, Assistant City Attorney, 360-487-
8521

Samantha Whitley, Housing Programs Manager, provided an overview of the
Affordable Housing Fund Levy Replacement.

Mayor McEnerny-Ogle opened the public hearing to receive testimony from
community members. There being no testimony, Mayor McEnerny-Ogle
closed the public hearing.

Motion by Councilmember Fox, seconded by Councilmember Paulsen,
and carried unanimously to approve Resolution M-4186.

Motion by Councilmember Stober, seconded by Councilmember
Harless, and carried unanimously to approve Resolution M-4187.

Motion by Councilmember Hansen, seconded by Councilmember
Paulsen, and carried unanimously to approve Resolution M-4188.

Action item number 4 of the Affordable Housing Fund Levy
Replacement was moved to be a separate item on Item 7.

7. Council action to appoint committees to prepare arguments
advocating voters' approval and rejection of the Council’s
Affordable Housing Levy Replacement proposition pursuant to
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RCW 29.32.280
Staff Report: 129-22

RCW 29A.32.280 directs a legislative authority submitting a measure
to voters to appoint a committee to prepare arguments advocating
voters' approval and rejection of the measure. Specifically, RCW
29A.32.280 provides as follows regarding the composition of the
committees and the county auditor’s role if the legislative authority fails
to appoint committees by the resolution submission deadline:

“[…] The authority shall appoint persons known to favor the measure
to serve on the committee advocating approval and shall, whenever
possible, appoint persons known to oppose the measure to serve on
the committee advocating rejection. Each committee shall have not
more than three members, however, a committee may seek the
advice of any person or persons. If the legislative authority of a unit of
local government fails to make such appointments by the prescribed
deadline, the county auditor shall whenever possible make the
appointments.”

RCW 29A.32.280
Request: Should council wish to defer selection of a committee to

the Clark County Auditor, no action is needed.

1. By motion, formally appoint a committee to prepare
arguments advocating voters’ approval of the Council’s
Affordable Housing Levy Replacement proposition.

2. By motion, formally appoint a committee to prepare
arguments advocating voters’ rejection of the Council’s
Affordable Housing Levy Replacement proposition.

Taylor Hallvik, Assistant City Attorney, gave a brief overview of the Council
action to appoint committees to prepare arguments advocating voter's
approval and rejection.

Council briefly discussed possible committee appointments. 

Council decided to return Item 7 to staff to develop a list of names of
committee members to bring forward to Council at a later date.

Communications

A. From the Council

B. From the Mayor

C. From the City Manager
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2021 Standard of Cover Report

Brennan Blue, Fire Chief, provided an update on the 2021 Standard of Cover
Report.

Executive Session Re: Labor Relations (1 hour)
Mayor McEnerny-Ogle announced the Council would be entering executive session
from 8:56-9:33 p.m. for the purpose of discussing labor relations.

_____________________________
Anne McEnerny-Ogle, Mayor

Attest:

_____________________________
Natasha Ramras, City Clerk

Adjournment
9:33 p.m.
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From: Wynn Grcich
Subject: Watch "Hawley CORNERS FB Exec Into Admitting They Worked With Biden To Censor Speech" on YouTube
Date: Saturday, September 17, 2022 5:52:08 AM

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

https://youtu.be/WFvA4lxFqVE 
Give this to the councils . It is about misinformation on Facebook on covid

mailto:1955wcg@gmail.com
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fyoutu.be%2FWFvA4lxFqVE&data=05%7C01%7CSarah.Dollar%40cityofvancouver.us%7C9a6d9462f56e40113d6108da98ab6cbd%7Cbf6d19b692664686a93a50b537dc583a%7C0%7C0%7C637990159277132400%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=v5CTy81OB4fO0yovh1hwBqA%2FMN3Sq4vIJ2BRs8cdUaw%3D&reserved=0


From: Wynn Grcich
To: Rebecca Messinger; Dollar, Sarah
Subject: Watch "This MASSIVE vaccine lawsuit victory changes everything | Redacted with Clayton Morris" on YouTube.
Date: Saturday, September 17, 2022 5:27:54 AM

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

https://youtu.be/c9ROQxu2m3w 

mailto:1955wcg@gmail.com
mailto:Rebecca.Messinger@clark.wa.gov
mailto:Sarah.Dollar@cityofvancouver.us
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fyoutu.be%2Fc9ROQxu2m3w&data=05%7C01%7CSarah.Dollar%40cityofvancouver.us%7C674f4a16ed7640c121cf08da98a80958%7Cbf6d19b692664686a93a50b537dc583a%7C0%7C0%7C637990144739441211%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=TJEAmIUiArZw6EPQrt%2FODdbUcNI%2FbHBRrDDlyn%2FytfU%3D&reserved=0


From: Lois
To: City Council
Subject: Submission: City Council Contact Form
Date: Friday, September 16, 2022 12:01:11 PM

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

City Council Contact Form
Submitted date: Friday, September 16, 2022 - 12:01pm

Contact Information
First name:
Lois

Last name:
Allen

Email address:

Street address:

ZIP code:
98684

Inquiry Information
Subject:
Share an opinion about a City project or initiative

Recipient:
All of Council

Message:

NO HOMELESS VILLAGE ON DANIELS STREET.
Vancouver has few historical neighborhoods left. This project would ruin the entire area around the
park. A lovely home was meticulously restored as a bed and breakfast adjacent to proposed area.
This successful business attracts visitors from out of state. 
No one would consider putting this encampment in the empty lot by the Waterfront Marriott. This
Vancouver area on Daniels is just as precious to those who have lived here many, many years.
Upload a file:

mailto:peacefulgardener@hotmail.com
mailto:council@cityofvancouver.us


Join us tomorrow for Breakthrough Pilot Results from ALTRA’s PFAS Treatment
Solution – A Unique Turnkey Solution in the Field!
A reminder that the webcast you registered for is scheduled for tomorrow. September
15, 2022 at 12:00 PM ET.

You can use the link below to access the webcast for both LIVE and On-Demand
viewing:

https://event.on24.com/wcc/r/3823213/88F8E83125F0FC91EEB5394F24D4A432?
mode=login&email=1955wcg@gmail.com     

 Outlook/iCal  Google Calendar

We look forward to hosting you.
- The Water Online Team

 

As a registered guest of our event, we would like to welcome you to the Water
Online community. Our goal is to be the most valuable resource for the water and
wastewater industries and the professionals who make their living there. You can expect
to receive your free e-newsletter within two weeks.

From: Wynn Grcich
Subject: Fwd: Reminder - Webcast Tomorrow
Date: Wednesday, September 14, 2022 3:06:51 PM

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

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Water Online <do_not_reply@on24event.com>
Date: Wed, Sep 14, 2022 at 9:06 AM
Subject: Reminder - Webcast Tomorrow
To: 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.wateronline.com%2F&data=05%7C01%7CSarah.Dollar%40cityofvancouver.us%7C1d71a7d7870a40da633308da969d6b0a%7Cbf6d19b692664686a93a50b537dc583a%7C0%7C0%7C637987900107193956%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=ODIqDp7VDrJyxzlH4HCQfJ5UazwbdTiHmh5%2BmR5MtO8%3D&reserved=0
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https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fevent.on24.com%2Fwcc%2Fr%2F3823213%2F88F8E83125F0FC91EEB5394F24D4A432%3Fmode%3Dlogin%26email%3D1955wcg%40gmail.com&data=05%7C01%7CSarah.Dollar%40cityofvancouver.us%7C1d71a7d7870a40da633308da969d6b0a%7Cbf6d19b692664686a93a50b537dc583a%7C0%7C0%7C637987900107193956%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=7CVdYGXJ1I67YciWDuWr3RilhPmJ%2Bvf8v0%2BPdcYC%2B1k%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fevent.on24.com%2FeventRegistration%2FEventCalendarServlet.ics%3Ftoken%3DOPxW1rzEc9AYxz5w6VPsFKnLNy26sGx6kF3eMND0ZtOF%252FZzIDhG6%252Byh3s4eVgyOt15ILynz3PNGEDLlD6gSgug%253D%253D&data=05%7C01%7CSarah.Dollar%40cityofvancouver.us%7C1d71a7d7870a40da633308da969d6b0a%7Cbf6d19b692664686a93a50b537dc583a%7C0%7C0%7C637987900107193956%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=oUFILRVeX0Xm%2BO0nR8EFnWT8XSG65LMt8e7rtBegn%2Fo%3D&reserved=0
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https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fevent.on24.com%2FeventRegistration%2FEventCalendarServlet%3Ftoken%3DOPxW1rzEc9AYxz5w6VPsFKnLNy26sGx6kF3eMND0ZtOF%252FZzIDhG6%252Byh3s4eVgyOt15ILynz3PNGEDLlD6gSgug%253D%253D%26g%3DY&data=05%7C01%7CSarah.Dollar%40cityofvancouver.us%7C1d71a7d7870a40da633308da969d6b0a%7Cbf6d19b692664686a93a50b537dc583a%7C0%7C0%7C637987900107193956%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=1BIPMzDXVAGMM0ImDV4KGievA9axnzdB4f8jEAzMSs4%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fevent.on24.com%2FeventRegistration%2FEventCalendarServlet%3Ftoken%3DOPxW1rzEc9AYxz5w6VPsFKnLNy26sGx6kF3eMND0ZtOF%252FZzIDhG6%252Byh3s4eVgyOt15ILynz3PNGEDLlD6gSgug%253D%253D%26g%3DY&data=05%7C01%7CSarah.Dollar%40cityofvancouver.us%7C1d71a7d7870a40da633308da969d6b0a%7Cbf6d19b692664686a93a50b537dc583a%7C0%7C0%7C637987900107193956%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=1BIPMzDXVAGMM0ImDV4KGievA9axnzdB4f8jEAzMSs4%3D&reserved=0
mailto:1955wcg@gmail.com
mailto:do_not_reply@on24event.com


 

If you have any questions on the information presented or for more information on our events, contact Water Online for further

assistance.

SYSTEM TEST: Test your computer to make sure you meet the minimum technical requirements. Test Your System

This email is being sent to all registrants of this Water Online event.

Water Online is a product of VertMarkets, Inc.

Access The Webinar

mailto:kwesterling@vertmarkets.com
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fevent.on24.com%2Futils%2Ftest%2FtestYourSystem.html%3Feventid%3D3823213%26sessionid%3D1%26key%3D88F8E83125F0FC91EEB5394F24D4A432%26checkBrowser%3Dtrue%26checkOS%3Dtrue%26checkBandwidth%3Dtrue%26checkCookie%3Dtrue%26ngwebcast%3Dtrue%26ngwebcast%3Dtrue&data=05%7C01%7CSarah.Dollar%40cityofvancouver.us%7C1d71a7d7870a40da633308da969d6b0a%7Cbf6d19b692664686a93a50b537dc583a%7C0%7C0%7C637987900107193956%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=yo6lP9Orl%2BK0q8BeOExyUXZT%2BCo6nYiyAnnto7bxfUQ%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fevent.on24.com%2Fwcc%2Fr%2F3823213%2F88F8E83125F0FC91EEB5394F24D4A432%3Fmode%3Dlogin%26email%3D1955wcg%40gmail.com&data=05%7C01%7CSarah.Dollar%40cityofvancouver.us%7C1d71a7d7870a40da633308da969d6b0a%7Cbf6d19b692664686a93a50b537dc583a%7C0%7C0%7C637987900107193956%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=7CVdYGXJ1I67YciWDuWr3RilhPmJ%2Bvf8v0%2BPdcYC%2B1k%3D&reserved=0


From: Delapena, Amanda
Cc: Holmes, Eric; Kennedy, Rebecca; Dollar, Sarah; Pluckhahn, Lon
Subject: FW: Comments on Transportation System Plan Update
Date: Tuesday, September 13, 2022 3:47:23 PM
Attachments: image002.png

image001.png

Good afternoon Council,
 
Please see the comments below from Mario Raia, Vice Chair of the Transportation and Mobility
Commission, regarding the TSP Update. For your consideration.
 
Amanda Delapena | Assistant to the Mayor and City Manager
Pronouns: She/Her/Hers
 

CITY OF VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON
Mayor/City Manager’s Office
P: (360) 487-8605
www.cityofvancouver.us | www.cityofvancouver.us/socialmedia 

 

From: Kennedy, Rebecca <Rebecca.Kennedy@cityofvancouver.us> 
Sent: Tuesday, September 13, 2022 1:09 PM
To: Delapena, Amanda <Amanda.Delapena@cityofvancouver.us>
Subject: Comments on Transportation System Plan Update
 
Hi Amanda-
Below are comments from the Vice Chair of the TMC to Council re: the TSP Update and key items for
consideration. Note that this represents Vice Chair Raia’s personal opinion and not an official
position full TMC, although in discussion on these topics last week there was significant support from
the group. Please distribute to Council. Thank you,
 
Rebecca Kennedy | Deputy Director
Pronouns: She/Her/Hers
CITY OF VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON
Community Development Department (CDD)
M: (360) 624-6070 | O: (360) 487-7896
rebecca.kennedy@cityofvancouver.us
www.cityofvancouver.us
 

mailto:Amanda.Delapena@cityofvancouver.us
mailto:Eric.Holmes@cityofvancouver.us
mailto:Rebecca.Kennedy@cityofvancouver.us
mailto:Sarah.Dollar@cityofvancouver.us
mailto:Lon.Pluckhahn@cityofvancouver.us
http://www.cityofvancouver.us/
http://www.cityofvancouver.us/socialmedia
http://www.cityofvancouver.us/cmo/page/stay-connected-vancouver
mailto:rebecca.kennedy@cityofvancouver.us
http://www.cityofvancouver.us/




 

From: Mario Raia <  
Sent: Friday, September 9, 2022 12:57 PM
To: Nischik, Julie <Julie.Nischik@cityofvancouver.us>
Cc: Eduardo Ramos com>; Kennedy, Rebecca
<Rebecca.Kennedy@cityofvancouver.us>
Subject: Re: Transportation and Mobility Commission Meeting, Sept. 6, 2022
 

Communication to the City Council. Proposed policy standards to consider:

Emphasize local local (20 minute neighborhoods) as well as corridors.
Consider new surface types, colors, materials, coatings that reduce heat impact (reducing
climate impact), as opposed to more traditional surfaces such as concrete and asphalt. 
Multimodal transportation should include consideration for newer motorized vehicle types
such as e-bikes, neighborhood electric vehicles (golf cart type vehicles), scooters, etc;
including the methodology to charge them. 

Thanks,
Mario

Mario Raia
Fuel Accountants -Profitable business Builders

To schedule a meeting: https://marioraia.youcanbook.me
 

This e-mail (including any attachments) contains PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION
protected by federal and/or state law and is intended only for the use of the individuals or entities designated as
recipients. The information contained within this e-mail should not be construed as tax advice. If you are not an
intended recipient of the e-mail, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution, or action taken in
reliance on the contents of this e-mail is strictly prohibited. Disclosure to anyone other than the intended
recipient does not constitute a waiver of any applicable privilege
 

 

mailto:Julie.Nischik@cityofvancouver.us
mailto:Rebecca.Kennedy@cityofvancouver.us
https://marioraia.youcanbook.me/


Free Technology
Showcase

For Water & Wastewater
Professionals

Join Us This Week 

Brought to you by: Live virtual presentations + Q&A.
Water Online invites you to join Virtual Water Expo - a
two-day event featuring equipment, technology, and
service offerings by leading water and wastewater
solution providers. You can conveniently access these
real-time presentations via our interactive online

From: Wynn Grcich
To: Dollar, Sarah
Subject: Fwd: It’s Finally Here! Virtual Water Expo
Date: Tuesday, September 13, 2022 2:30:48 PM

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

Send this to all council members please

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Water Online <
Date: Tue, Sep 6, 2022, 6:12 AM
Subject: It’s Finally Here! Virtual Water Expo
To: Wynn Grcich < >

September 7th & 8th

Virtual Water Expo

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwec.vmpublishinggroup.com%2Ft%2F592568%2F80324417%2F231708%2F2%2F&data=05%7C01%7CSarah.Dollar%40cityofvancouver.us%7C798733f227684006526f08da95cf379a%7Cbf6d19b692664686a93a50b537dc583a%7C0%7C0%7C637987014478002811%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=yD%2FrKHv4irxCipZ4N3DFV4JqIaYGBs4C3VyM%2FJouv1w%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwec.vmpublishinggroup.com%2Ft%2F592568%2F80324417%2F231708%2F2%2F&data=05%7C01%7CSarah.Dollar%40cityofvancouver.us%7C798733f227684006526f08da95cf379a%7Cbf6d19b692664686a93a50b537dc583a%7C0%7C0%7C637987014478002811%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=yD%2FrKHv4irxCipZ4N3DFV4JqIaYGBs4C3VyM%2FJouv1w%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwec.vmpublishinggroup.com%2Ft%2F592568%2F80324417%2F92953%2F3%2F&data=05%7C01%7CSarah.Dollar%40cityofvancouver.us%7C798733f227684006526f08da95cf379a%7Cbf6d19b692664686a93a50b537dc583a%7C0%7C0%7C637987014478002811%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=IX%2FAQ8dmTsWE91FrSJlGxVOFd8TfLx5TtmRGopSHWJ8%3D&reserved=0
mailto:1955wcg@gmail.com
mailto:Sarah.Dollar@cityofvancouver.us
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwec.vmpublishinggroup.com%2Ft%2F592568%2F80324417%2F231708%2F1%2F&data=05%7C01%7CSarah.Dollar%40cityofvancouver.us%7C798733f227684006526f08da95cf379a%7Cbf6d19b692664686a93a50b537dc583a%7C0%7C0%7C637987014478002811%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=g3PqooGE3%2FeFmVXUmyIl7ibKVpNkSrzxIlED0WkHdqE%3D&reserved=0
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platform. 

WEDNESDAY, 9/7/2022
Program begins at 10am (EDT).

Treatment Approaches Within An Evolving Regulatory Environment
Calgon Carbon - Evaluating a dual media (IX/GAC) approach for PFAS removal

Wedeco, a Xylem brand - How implementation of DAF, ozone, filtration, UV
disinfection, AOP and the right instrumentation can help protect our drinking water
supplies and creating resilient water treatment operations

Vaughan Company, Inc. - A discussion on alternative mixing solutions designed by
Vaughan Company with over 60+ years of product and mixing innovation for the
wastewater industry

MilliporeSigma - Choosing a syringe filter for HPLC, UPLC, and LC-MS analysis:
important membrane properties to consider, plus related workflows and a case
study

Fluid Components International - Examining air/gas flow measurement challenges
for successful project startup

Xylem Aftermarket Program - An overview of all Xylem’s service offerings, including
aftermarket services, equipment rental, pump as a service, turnkey project
execution, and services as a package

THURSDAY, 9/8/2022
Program begins at 10am (EDT).

Balancing Cybersecurity, Mobility and Big Data In Improving Water System
Decision-Making

Xylem Cybersecurity - Discover how Xylem is moving to a shared cybersecurity
responsibility with the customer, creating a way to achieve the value of connected,
digital technologies in a trustworthy way

Itron, Inc. - A look at the economic, operational and customer benefits of deploying
cellular networks for better managing water resources

KROHNE, Inc. - A quick overview of the measurement solutions KROHNE features
for the Water and Wastewater industry

YSI, a Xylem brand - Introducing IQSN Mobile, water quality monitoring at your
fingertips



Planning for 2023?
Join Virtual Water Expo to learn about the available services
and technologies to support your business goals. You may
even discover offerings you've never heard of.

Register

Virtual Water Expo is presented by:

Innovyze, an Autodesk company - From visualization, to development, to reaping
the benefits, Innovyze breaks down the “Digital Twin”

Xylem VUE - A look at several real-time decision support systems (RT-DSS) for
utilities across the country, demonstrating how to move forward with an intelligent
watershed management program

Expo schedule is subject to change.

You are receiving this email because you are a registered user of Water Online and we thought this event
might be of interest to you.

-------------------------------------------------------------------------

We respect your online time and privacy - please click here to unsubscribe.
VertMarkets, Inc.

101 Gibraltar Road, Suite 100, Horsham, PA 19044
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https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwec.vmpublishinggroup.com%2Fu%3Fid%3D80324417.521629ca753f20d22003a54b45125a94%26n%3DT%26l%3Dwebinar%26o%3D592568&data=05%7C01%7CSarah.Dollar%40cityofvancouver.us%7C798733f227684006526f08da95cf379a%7Cbf6d19b692664686a93a50b537dc583a%7C0%7C0%7C637987014478002811%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=z9pfruIWzvQQhZrKjMAfVPyevV53lAN91%2FFlQJyWLZI%3D&reserved=0


Wynn Grcich





























































From: Lynne
To: City Council
Subject: Submission: City Council Contact Form
Date: Friday, September 16, 2022 2:42:36 PM

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

City Council Contact Form
Submitted date: Friday, September 16, 2022 - 2:42pm

Contact Information
First name:
Lynne

Last name:
Lincoln

Email address:

Street address:

ZIP code:
98685

Inquiry Information
Subject:
Share an opinion about a City project or initiative

Recipient:
All of Council

Message:

I am writing to oppose any concept of a homeless housing project on Evergreen and Daniels Streets.
Our new downtown area has been handled with great creativity and imagination and it is a joy to
come downtown these days. There are soooooo many places that a housing situation for the
homeless (desperately needed) could be located - corner of Fourth Plain and Kaufmann in a
deserted (except for a coffee kiosk) for over 20 years by the owner of the previous Thriftway Grocery
Store is a perfect example - on the bus line, quick stop shop across the street, etc. etc. I am sure you
are aware of many places that could be utilized that would not compromise the integrity of our
currently delightful downtown area. Please do not develop that location. Thank you for your
consideration. Lynne Lincoln

mailto:lincolnmeyer@comcast.net
mailto:council@cityofvancouver.us


Upload a file:



From: Peter L. Fels
To: City Council; Lande, Aaron; Small, Rebecca
Cc: Cathryn Chudy; Heidi Cody
Subject: Draft Climate Action Framework policy questions - Sept. 19 workshop
Date: Sunday, September 18, 2022 7:38:15 PM

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

Dear Mayor and Council members:

Please consider the following while discussing the issues to be presented at Monday's
workshop.

1) An all electric residential state building code will simplify your efforts to meet our City's
climate goals. Studies have shown that all-electric homes are less expensive to build, maintain
and operate. They are also healthier due the absence of gaseous emissions. Eliminating fossil
fuel use for space and water heating will reduce GHG emissions and indoor pollution. For
these reasons, you should support the SBCC's proposed new residential building rule.

In answer to staff's Question 1, for the above reasons I support Option A.

2) Transitioning to a requirement for electrification of existing homes, as noted by staff, is
necessary to meet the City's climate goals. A requirement to upgrade to all-electric at time of
sale, for example, is a relatively painless way for homeowners to upgrade. Otherwise it makes
sense to require a transition for existing homes but give homeowners time and financial help
where equitable before the requirement kicks in.

The issue of small multifamily and individual rental houses should be addressed. Landlords
have little incentive to reduce energy use in their buildings because they can pass the costs to
tenants. Please ask staff to continue to develop ideas for how to require landlords to participate
in reducing energy use in their rental housing without raising costs to low income tenants and
without increasing the overall cost of rental housing. I suggest adopting a goal within the CAF
to meet this need and ask staff to report back with proposals.

For question2, I support Option A.

3 and 4) It makes sense for the City to support the distribution and availability of clean fuels if
needed, but we should be very careful to determine that so-called "clean" fuels actually reduce
GHGs both when used as fuel and in their production. For example, some hydrogen fuels may
use "dirty" electricity to be produced. If staff can identify a certification or other standard that
is generally accepted to identify actual clean fuel, to the extent City actions are necessary to
support their distribution and availability, this option can help reduce transportation emissions.
However, it is not clear that market forces will not resolve the problem since Washington and
other states' clean fuel standards may drive more widespread availability and use of these
fuels.

It is also not clear that Vancouver's market is sufficiently large to impact the development and
use of truly clean hydrogen fuel-powered vehicles.

mailto:plfels@gmail.com
mailto:council@cityofvancouver.us
mailto:aaron.lande@cityofvancouver.us
mailto:Rebecca.Small@cityofvancouver.us
mailto:chudyca@gmail.com
mailto:hcodystudio@gmail.com


I believe more information is needed before addressing either option regarding "clean fuels",
especially hydrogen fuels. 

5) Yes! I support all of the options regarding two-cycle engines. Battery powered lawn, garden
and landscape equipment is available now, is economical and better for the environment. At
the very least, options A and B can be implemented immediately, while private and smaller
commercial users can be given some time to convert to battery powered equipment. Large
commercial landscape companies which operate on larger margins and have greater access to
tax incentives for equipment purchases should be held to a tighter timeframe.

Thank you for your serious consideration of these issues.
s/
Peter Fels
Vancouver



From:
To: City Council
Subject: Comments - Climate Action Policy
Date: Sunday, September 18, 2022 3:59:06 PM
Attachments: Written Comment Ann Donnelly Climate Action Policy 9_18_2022.pdf

You don't often get email from . Learn why this is important

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

Please accept this written comment for the Workshop on Climate Action Policy tomorrow. Thank
you!
Ann T. Donnelly, Ph.D

Vancouver WA 98661

https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification



Written Comment 


September 19, 2022 


Climate Action Policy Workshop 


Ann Donnelly  


4305 Oregon Drive Vancouver WA 98661 


Adonnelly7@comcast.net – 360 921 1281 


I have serious concerns about the City’s Action Plan.  These concerns involve risks to the reliability, cost, 
flexibility, and resiliency of our city’s and region’s energy services if the proposed plan is carried out. 


I am commenting as a taxpayer but also as an expert in the energy industry of some 40 plus years in 
energy supply, demand analysis, and Integrated Resource Planning (IRP) for utilities, municipalities, and 
other large energy users throughout North America.   


The mandate of cities and utilities providing energy services under an exclusive franchise (such as the 
City has and Clark PUD has) is to provide reliable energy supplies (heat, electricity, water, etc.) and to do 
so at a cost that is transparent, as predictable as possible, and affordable to the majority of rate payers.  
Contingencies must be planned for with redundancy because we know emergencies happen. 
Environmental benefits, though highly desirable, come after reliability and affordability, because those 
energy services are correctly deemed essential to residents.   


The objective of reaching a particular level of CO2 emissions cannot take precedence over reliability of 
electricity or natural gas supply. And total cost to the ratepayer must be analyzed and estimated in a 
public disclosure.  It cannot be estimated in vague statements.  Rate shock is an underlying concern 
because if rates and costs climb, and a large number of rate payers cannot pay their utility bills, a 
humanitarian/economic crisis may ensue. 


The City’s highly ambitious plan eliminate choices, and instead mandate cutting off or limiting a major 
alternative for energy and mobility.  Such optionality currently provides reliability, cost competitiveness, 
resiliency in the case of emergency, and resident choice to accommodate resident preferences and 
needs.   


Alternatives and choices invariable bring reliability and lower cost, and the City’s plan limits alternatives 
and choices. 


Two examples: 


1. The proposal to end natural gas use in buildings (leaving only electricity as a choice), thus 
exposing the consumer to steeply rising electricity rates with no way out, and to a less reliable 
electricity grid as vaguely planned demand increases take effect.  Clark PUD cannot be the 
source of assurance that this will work well because (though an excellent utility, as we all 
know), they have an inherent bias in this potential increase in business.  Furthermore, as 
Northwest Natural contemplates the future with a decreasing share of the business, they may 
take their investments for improvements and expansion elsewhere, with the result that those 
still dependent on natural gas will experience an aging system with fewer ratepayers covering 



mailto:Adonnelly7@comcast.net





necessary capital and operating costs. Personal choices – some people and businesses strongly 
prefer natural gas to electricity – must also be considered.  We do not live in a society where 
government makes all life choices for us. 


2. The proposal to support our state’s unwise proposed transition to all EV sales of new cars and 
trucks, by investing heavily in EV infrastructure (EV charging), and to implement other carbon 
pollution taxes such as surcharges on parking permits. Costs of the transition are poorly 
understood and numerous.  Even those costs paid for by the federal or state governments are 
ultimately the responsibility of City residents as well as all taxpayers.  When only electric 
vehicles may be purchased, they will become scarcer and more expensive.  Remaining gasoline-
powered vehicles will lack for services, and the huge infrastructure now devoted to them will 
have to be retired and written off.  These costs are virtually impossible to analyze, which is 
doubtless why Washington regulators recently decided to forgo analyzing the costs of adopting 
a ban on new gas-and diesel-powered cars, pickups and SUVs (Washington to skip analyzing 
cost of banning gas vehicles, Capital Press, September 6, 2022). 


The City’s plan, as illustrated on the two displays (“How We Move,” and “How We Build and 
Renovate”), is grandiose in scope.  It envisions transforming many functions of our society.  The 
costs and benefits having many variables beyond anyone’s control cannot be ascertained or 
compared. 


The plan addresses a Climate Emergency, but we also have an Inflation Emergency, a Crime 
Emergency, a Family Budget Emergency, and a Homelessness Emergency.  This plan with its likely 
high costs will not address any of these other emergencies, which are far more central to the City’s 
actual obligations than to attempt to solve the Climate Emergency. 


The greatest failing of the City’s plan is that it cannot guarantee or even estimate the likelihood of 
success.  The “climate emergency” of warming by 3-4 degrees C, and the objective of cutting that 
factor in half, is as much dependent – perhaps more so – on other large users such as China, India, 
and most recently Europe.   


China’s objectives, as demonstrated by its continuing reliance upon fossil fuels and its military 
expansion, do not prioritize climate policy.  India, with a large population of impoverished people 
requiring reliable, cheap power, does not have the luxury of putting climate policy first.  And now 
Europe is relearning the importance of dependable fossil fuel supplies (natural gas and coal, along 
with nuclear).  Intentions to cut emissions in those global reaches may be just that – intentions. 


 Bottom line: we in Vancouver USA can transform our City’s society to severely limit carbon 
emissions – paying a very large and poorly predicted cost to do so and threatening service reliability 
- and still see a failure to achieve the objective through no fault of our own. 
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I have serious concerns about the City’s Action Plan.  These concerns involve risks to the reliability, cost, 
flexibility, and resiliency of our city’s and region’s energy services if the proposed plan is carried out. 

I am commenting as a taxpayer but also as an expert in the energy industry of some 40 plus years in 
energy supply, demand analysis, and Integrated Resource Planning (IRP) for utilities, municipalities, and 
other large energy users throughout North America.   

The mandate of cities and utilities providing energy services under an exclusive franchise (such as the 
City has and Clark PUD has) is to provide reliable energy supplies (heat, electricity, water, etc.) and to do 
so at a cost that is transparent, as predictable as possible, and affordable to the majority of rate payers.  
Contingencies must be planned for with redundancy because we know emergencies happen. 
Environmental benefits, though highly desirable, come after reliability and affordability, because those 
energy services are correctly deemed essential to residents.   

The objective of reaching a particular level of CO2 emissions cannot take precedence over reliability of 
electricity or natural gas supply. And total cost to the ratepayer must be analyzed and estimated in a 
public disclosure.  It cannot be estimated in vague statements.  Rate shock is an underlying concern 
because if rates and costs climb, and a large number of rate payers cannot pay their utility bills, a 
humanitarian/economic crisis may ensue. 

The City’s highly ambitious plan eliminate choices, and instead mandate cutting off or limiting a major 
alternative for energy and mobility.  Such optionality currently provides reliability, cost competitiveness, 
resiliency in the case of emergency, and resident choice to accommodate resident preferences and 
needs.   

Alternatives and choices invariable bring reliability and lower cost, and the City’s plan limits alternatives 
and choices. 

Two examples: 

1. The proposal to end natural gas use in buildings (leaving only electricity as a choice), thus 
exposing the consumer to steeply rising electricity rates with no way out, and to a less reliable 
electricity grid as vaguely planned demand increases take effect.  Clark PUD cannot be the 
source of assurance that this will work well because (though an excellent utility, as we all 
know), they have an inherent bias in this potential increase in business.  Furthermore, as 
Northwest Natural contemplates the future with a decreasing share of the business, they may 
take their investments for improvements and expansion elsewhere, with the result that those 
still dependent on natural gas will experience an aging system with fewer ratepayers covering 



necessary capital and operating costs. Personal choices – some people and businesses strongly 
prefer natural gas to electricity – must also be considered.  We do not live in a society where 
government makes all life choices for us. 

2. The proposal to support our state’s unwise proposed transition to all EV sales of new cars and 
trucks, by investing heavily in EV infrastructure (EV charging), and to implement other carbon 
pollution taxes such as surcharges on parking permits. Costs of the transition are poorly 
understood and numerous.  Even those costs paid for by the federal or state governments are 
ultimately the responsibility of City residents as well as all taxpayers.  When only electric 
vehicles may be purchased, they will become scarcer and more expensive.  Remaining gasoline-
powered vehicles will lack for services, and the huge infrastructure now devoted to them will 
have to be retired and written off.  These costs are virtually impossible to analyze, which is 
doubtless why Washington regulators recently decided to forgo analyzing the costs of adopting 
a ban on new gas-and diesel-powered cars, pickups and SUVs (Washington to skip analyzing 
cost of banning gas vehicles, Capital Press, September 6, 2022). 

The City’s plan, as illustrated on the two displays (“How We Move,” and “How We Build and 
Renovate”), is grandiose in scope.  It envisions transforming many functions of our society.  The 
costs and benefits having many variables beyond anyone’s control cannot be ascertained or 
compared. 

The plan addresses a Climate Emergency, but we also have an Inflation Emergency, a Crime 
Emergency, a Family Budget Emergency, and a Homelessness Emergency.  This plan with its likely 
high costs will not address any of these other emergencies, which are far more central to the City’s 
actual obligations than to attempt to solve the Climate Emergency. 

The greatest failing of the City’s plan is that it cannot guarantee or even estimate the likelihood of 
success.  The “climate emergency” of warming by 3-4 degrees C, and the objective of cutting that 
factor in half, is as much dependent – perhaps more so – on other large users such as China, India, 
and most recently Europe.   

China’s objectives, as demonstrated by its continuing reliance upon fossil fuels and its military 
expansion, do not prioritize climate policy.  India, with a large population of impoverished people 
requiring reliable, cheap power, does not have the luxury of putting climate policy first.  And now 
Europe is relearning the importance of dependable fossil fuel supplies (natural gas and coal, along 
with nuclear).  Intentions to cut emissions in those global reaches may be just that – intentions. 

 Bottom line: we in Vancouver USA can transform our City’s society to severely limit carbon 
emissions – paying a very large and poorly predicted cost to do so and threatening service reliability 
- and still see a failure to achieve the objective through no fault of our own. 

 



From: Heidi Cody
To: City Council
Subject: ACE letter re: SBCC residential code updates/CAF questions | Sept. 19 2022
Date: Monday, September 19, 2022 9:44:16 AM
Attachments: 9.19.22 ACE letter to Council re_ SBCC_CAF questions.docx.pdf

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

Good morning,

Attached please find a letter from Alliance for Community Engagement (ACE). This letter
offers our thoughts on supporting SBCC residential code updates, and feedback on staff
questions under consideration at today's City Council workshop.

Thank you for all of your work.

Sincerely,
Heidi Cody and Cathryn Chudy
Alliance for Community Engagement (ACE)

mailto:hcodystudio@gmail.com
mailto:council@cityofvancouver.us



September 19, 2022


Alliance for Community Engagement (ACE)


Vancouver City Council


Dear Mayor and City Council:


Thank you for your ongoing work on the City’s ambitious Climate Action Framework. Our
Alliance for Community Engagement (ACE) is writing to you with the following feedback on the staff
questions under consideration at the September 19, 2022 workshop.


City Should Actively Support State Building Code Council Residential Code Updates


ACE supports building electrification as the fastest route to decarbonizing buildings. The
proposed code updates will improve Vancouver's ability to meet our Climate Action Framework
(CAF) emissions reduction targets. Updating building codes is also the most economical pathway for
home buyers, since studies have shown all electric homes are less expensive to build, maintain and
operate. Furthermore, eliminating heating and cooling increases safety and reduces potential harm
from gas, for homeowners.


ACE strongly urges the SBCC to vote in support of the full package of residential energy code
proposals that are out for public comment. In particular, we strongly support the requirements for
heat pump systems in new homes and stricter ventilation for gas stoves to protect indoor air quality
and health. We encourage the Council to submit a letter to the SBCC supporting these residential
building energy code updates.


Council submitted a letter to the SBCC supporting building energy code updates for commercial
and large multi-family buildings, which were passed this spring. Updating residential codes is the
second phase of the building energy code updates under consideration by SBCC. Updates only occur
every three years. The public comment period is now open through October 14th, along with two
public hearings.


City staff has asked Council for guidance regarding how ambitiously to pursue building
electrification in new residential and low multifamily buildings. We support the City exploring the full
range of options related to electrification requirements in new residential and multifamily buildings
(Question 1, Option A), with explicit support for SBCC changes as well as incentive programs as
allowed under the law.


For existing buildings, ACE sees Option B as the most realistic and grounded in law. We
support the city advocating for State legislation providing more tools to incentivize voluntary fuel
transitioning.







City Should Prioritize Electrification Investments For Transportation


The policy questions as framed ask for guidance on clean fuels and hydrogen fuel cell vehicles
for public and commercial use. These questions seem to overlook the viability and impact of
electrification for meeting community and local transportation needs. To that end, ACE supports as a
first priority the City's investment in building out electrification infrastructure for now and for the
future. This includes equity considerations around accessibility for EVs and charging equipment in
apartments.


ACE recognizes that the transition to ZEVs, especially for harder to electrify commercial
vehicles, will require step-down fuels to reduce harmful emissions. And, that there is a lot of
uncertainty around these fuels, including their local pollution impacts and long-term use. Currently,
there is no scientific consensus on the climate impacts of liquid biofuels like ethanol, biodiesel, and
renewable diesel, which is part of the evolving picture of how biofuels impact communities and fit
into our climate goals. Recent research1 suggests that lifecycle greenhouse gas emissions of
crop-based biofuels may be higher than previously thought — and may even be higher than
emissions from fossil fuels. This is largely because of land use changes (like deforestation) caused
by growing crops for fuel. Because of this, in addition to concerns2 about other environmental
impacts and the potential for increased biofuel use to raise global food prices, there is growing
pressure to limit the use of biofuels3 in clean fuels programs.  At the same time, there are unique
public health and environmental impacts and risks associated with different types of low carbon fuels
that require careful attention. These include potential increases in air toxics and criteria pollutants.4,5


These risks translate into important considerations around how new low carbon clean fuels
production and storage facilities have the potential to contribute substantially to pollution burden in
the communities where they are located.


To this end, we urge the City to focus on electrification, which will be serving a long term and
local market, and has known benefits for air quality. With regard to the Clean Fuel Standard (CFS),
the City can and should invest in charging stations and other electrification infrastructure, in
collaboration with Clark PUD, to generate revenue.


To that end, for policy question 3 in Transportation, ACE sees Option C as most reasonable.
Questions regarding investing in specific forms of alternative fuels would need to be considered
before the City takes a position on them, including what the type of investment entails, and what
might be the unintended consequences of those investments. Public input would need to be involved
before any significant buildout occurs.


5 “Air Quality Impacts of Biodiesel in the United States,” The International Council on Clean
Transportation, March 2021,
https://theicct.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/06/US-biodiesel-impacts-mar2021.pdf


4 “Final Determination for Renewable Fuels and Air Quality Pursuant to Clean Air Act Section 211(v),” US
Environmental Protection Agency, January 2021,
https://19january2021snapshot.epa.gov/sites/static/files/2021-01/documents/420r21002.pdf.


3 “Setting a lipids fuel cap under the California Low Carbon Fuel Standard,” International Council on Clean
Transportation, August 2022. https://theicct.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/08/lipids-cap-ca-lcfs-aug22.pdf


2 Letter to California Air Resources Board, Union of Concerned Scientists, January 2022.
https://www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/83-lcfs-wkshp-dec21-ws-UyZRNAR2UV1QOgVs.pdf


1 “Environmental outcomes of the US Renewable Fuel Standard,” The Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences, February 14, 2022, https://www.pnas.org/doi/full/10.1073/pnas.2101084119.



https://www.pnas.org/doi/10.1073/pnas.2101084119

https://www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/83-lcfs-wkshp-dec21-ws-UyZRNAR2UV1QOgVs.pdf

https://theicct.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/08/lipids-cap-ca-lcfs-aug22.pdf





For policy question 4, re: hydrogen fuel cell vehicles (FCEVs), ACE sees hydrogen as an
emerging technology that comes with significant questions and uncertainties. It is still very early in
the effort to invest in and understand hydrogen. So, being so explicit about putting City resources to
build out hydrogen seems premature and potentially problematic. We have attached a list of key
needs and questions to consider about hydrogen on the next page.


City Should Incentivize Phasing Out Two-Cycle Engines for Lawn Equipment


With regard to policy question 5 about two-cycle engine lawn equipment, ACE supports all of
the listed options.


Thank you City For Updating The Natural Systems Section


We appreciate the City listening to public input on the importance of tree canopy and
greenspaces. Reducing inequities in green infrastructure, better distribution of greenspaces, and
training youth and BIPOC residents on green infrastructure skills are much needed, worthwhile
investments.


Thank you for your consideration.


Sincerely,
Alliance for Community Engagement (ACE)


Key questions to consider around understanding hydrogen


Industry holds much of the knowledge of hydrogen. How do we build community and
governmental knowledge on this subject in a way that lets us make smarter decisions? We need to
proactively address ways industry greenwashes technologies like this.This can include supporting
the state in developing: a thorough evaluation of hydrogen impacts by independent contractor; a
guidance on how to evaluate impacts; identifying best use of hydrogen; and establishing sideboards
around how hydrogen is used.


What is the source of energy to generate hydrogen?
If the hydrogen is categorized as “renewable,” we need to make sure that something like RNG
(which isn’t being actually delivered but is rather based on an “environmental benefits” approach)
isn’t used as a cover for natural gas, and that we aren’t using our renewable energy resources
inefficiently (e.g. hydropower to create hydrogen for vehicles, when we should just use that
hydropower to electrify the vehicles);


What is the use of hydrogen?
Hydrogen should be focused on harder-to-electrify applications like heavy duty, industrial processes;


What is the pipeline infrastructure required to make this happen?
What are the ways to ensure that any build-out isn’t a way to reinforce natural gas infrastructure?







How is health and safety being protected?
Hydrogen manufacturing produces nitrogen oxide and is highly flammable. How is that being
addressed?


How is emission leakage being addressed?
Leakage should be addressed through both better analysis of leakage, tighter connection between
production and use, and other tools to reduce indirect ghg emissions.


How is transportation and storage done safely?


● If the hydrogen is connected by pipeline, how do we make sure blending of hydrogen with
other fuels isn’t greenwashing existing fossil fuels like natural gas/methane and biofuels?
Ask questions around permit changes, evaluation of emissions over time, evaluation of fuel
blending over time, require certain percentage, etc.


● If hydrogen is being used as a drop-in fuel, what is the accountability over time to reduce
fossil fuel use?


● Are environmental attributes being used? If so, are they additive and verifiable?
Hydrogen industry is pushing “environmental attributes” similar to RNG, where the verifier
doesn’t require a rigorous accounting of benefits. The source is often out of state, under the
assumption that ghg emissions are global so any project qualifies.







September 19, 2022

Alliance for Community Engagement (ACE)

Vancouver City Council

Dear Mayor and City Council:

Thank you for your ongoing work on the City’s ambitious Climate Action Framework. Our
Alliance for Community Engagement (ACE) is writing to you with the following feedback on the staff
questions under consideration at the September 19, 2022 workshop.

City Should Actively Support State Building Code Council Residential Code Updates

ACE supports building electrification as the fastest route to decarbonizing buildings. The
proposed code updates will improve Vancouver's ability to meet our Climate Action Framework
(CAF) emissions reduction targets. Updating building codes is also the most economical pathway for
home buyers, since studies have shown all electric homes are less expensive to build, maintain and
operate. Furthermore, eliminating heating and cooling increases safety and reduces potential harm
from gas, for homeowners.

ACE strongly urges the SBCC to vote in support of the full package of residential energy code
proposals that are out for public comment. In particular, we strongly support the requirements for
heat pump systems in new homes and stricter ventilation for gas stoves to protect indoor air quality
and health. We encourage the Council to submit a letter to the SBCC supporting these residential
building energy code updates.

Council submitted a letter to the SBCC supporting building energy code updates for commercial
and large multi-family buildings, which were passed this spring. Updating residential codes is the
second phase of the building energy code updates under consideration by SBCC. Updates only occur
every three years. The public comment period is now open through October 14th, along with two
public hearings.

City staff has asked Council for guidance regarding how ambitiously to pursue building
electrification in new residential and low multifamily buildings. We support the City exploring the full
range of options related to electrification requirements in new residential and multifamily buildings
(Question 1, Option A), with explicit support for SBCC changes as well as incentive programs as
allowed under the law.

For existing buildings, ACE sees Option B as the most realistic and grounded in law. We
support the city advocating for State legislation providing more tools to incentivize voluntary fuel
transitioning.



City Should Prioritize Electrification Investments For Transportation

The policy questions as framed ask for guidance on clean fuels and hydrogen fuel cell vehicles
for public and commercial use. These questions seem to overlook the viability and impact of
electrification for meeting community and local transportation needs. To that end, ACE supports as a
first priority the City's investment in building out electrification infrastructure for now and for the
future. This includes equity considerations around accessibility for EVs and charging equipment in
apartments.

ACE recognizes that the transition to ZEVs, especially for harder to electrify commercial
vehicles, will require step-down fuels to reduce harmful emissions. And, that there is a lot of
uncertainty around these fuels, including their local pollution impacts and long-term use. Currently,
there is no scientific consensus on the climate impacts of liquid biofuels like ethanol, biodiesel, and
renewable diesel, which is part of the evolving picture of how biofuels impact communities and fit
into our climate goals. Recent research1 suggests that lifecycle greenhouse gas emissions of
crop-based biofuels may be higher than previously thought — and may even be higher than
emissions from fossil fuels. This is largely because of land use changes (like deforestation) caused
by growing crops for fuel. Because of this, in addition to concerns2 about other environmental
impacts and the potential for increased biofuel use to raise global food prices, there is growing
pressure to limit the use of biofuels3 in clean fuels programs.  At the same time, there are unique
public health and environmental impacts and risks associated with different types of low carbon fuels
that require careful attention. These include potential increases in air toxics and criteria pollutants.4,5

These risks translate into important considerations around how new low carbon clean fuels
production and storage facilities have the potential to contribute substantially to pollution burden in
the communities where they are located.

To this end, we urge the City to focus on electrification, which will be serving a long term and
local market, and has known benefits for air quality. With regard to the Clean Fuel Standard (CFS),
the City can and should invest in charging stations and other electrification infrastructure, in
collaboration with Clark PUD, to generate revenue.

To that end, for policy question 3 in Transportation, ACE sees Option C as most reasonable.
Questions regarding investing in specific forms of alternative fuels would need to be considered
before the City takes a position on them, including what the type of investment entails, and what
might be the unintended consequences of those investments. Public input would need to be involved
before any significant buildout occurs.

5 “Air Quality Impacts of Biodiesel in the United States,” The International Council on Clean
Transportation, March 2021,
https://theicct.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/06/US-biodiesel-impacts-mar2021.pdf

4 “Final Determination for Renewable Fuels and Air Quality Pursuant to Clean Air Act Section 211(v),” US
Environmental Protection Agency, January 2021,
https://19january2021snapshot.epa.gov/sites/static/files/2021-01/documents/420r21002.pdf.

3 “Setting a lipids fuel cap under the California Low Carbon Fuel Standard,” International Council on Clean
Transportation, August 2022. https://theicct.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/08/lipids-cap-ca-lcfs-aug22.pdf

2 Letter to California Air Resources Board, Union of Concerned Scientists, January 2022.
https://www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/83-lcfs-wkshp-dec21-ws-UyZRNAR2UV1QOgVs.pdf

1 “Environmental outcomes of the US Renewable Fuel Standard,” The Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences, February 14, 2022, https://www.pnas.org/doi/full/10.1073/pnas.2101084119.

https://www.pnas.org/doi/10.1073/pnas.2101084119
https://www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/83-lcfs-wkshp-dec21-ws-UyZRNAR2UV1QOgVs.pdf
https://theicct.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/08/lipids-cap-ca-lcfs-aug22.pdf


For policy question 4, re: hydrogen fuel cell vehicles (FCEVs), ACE sees hydrogen as an
emerging technology that comes with significant questions and uncertainties. It is still very early in
the effort to invest in and understand hydrogen. So, being so explicit about putting City resources to
build out hydrogen seems premature and potentially problematic. We have attached a list of key
needs and questions to consider about hydrogen on the next page.

City Should Incentivize Phasing Out Two-Cycle Engines for Lawn Equipment

With regard to policy question 5 about two-cycle engine lawn equipment, ACE supports all of
the listed options.

Thank you City For Updating The Natural Systems Section

We appreciate the City listening to public input on the importance of tree canopy and
greenspaces. Reducing inequities in green infrastructure, better distribution of greenspaces, and
training youth and BIPOC residents on green infrastructure skills are much needed, worthwhile
investments.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
Alliance for Community Engagement (ACE)

Key questions to consider around understanding hydrogen

Industry holds much of the knowledge of hydrogen. How do we build community and
governmental knowledge on this subject in a way that lets us make smarter decisions? We need to
proactively address ways industry greenwashes technologies like this.This can include supporting
the state in developing: a thorough evaluation of hydrogen impacts by independent contractor; a
guidance on how to evaluate impacts; identifying best use of hydrogen; and establishing sideboards
around how hydrogen is used.

What is the source of energy to generate hydrogen?
If the hydrogen is categorized as “renewable,” we need to make sure that something like RNG
(which isn’t being actually delivered but is rather based on an “environmental benefits” approach)
isn’t used as a cover for natural gas, and that we aren’t using our renewable energy resources
inefficiently (e.g. hydropower to create hydrogen for vehicles, when we should just use that
hydropower to electrify the vehicles);

What is the use of hydrogen?
Hydrogen should be focused on harder-to-electrify applications like heavy duty, industrial processes;

What is the pipeline infrastructure required to make this happen?
What are the ways to ensure that any build-out isn’t a way to reinforce natural gas infrastructure?



How is health and safety being protected?
Hydrogen manufacturing produces nitrogen oxide and is highly flammable. How is that being
addressed?

How is emission leakage being addressed?
Leakage should be addressed through both better analysis of leakage, tighter connection between
production and use, and other tools to reduce indirect ghg emissions.

How is transportation and storage done safely?

● If the hydrogen is connected by pipeline, how do we make sure blending of hydrogen with
other fuels isn’t greenwashing existing fossil fuels like natural gas/methane and biofuels?
Ask questions around permit changes, evaluation of emissions over time, evaluation of fuel
blending over time, require certain percentage, etc.

● If hydrogen is being used as a drop-in fuel, what is the accountability over time to reduce
fossil fuel use?

● Are environmental attributes being used? If so, are they additive and verifiable?
Hydrogen industry is pushing “environmental attributes” similar to RNG, where the verifier
doesn’t require a rigorous accounting of benefits. The source is often out of state, under the
assumption that ghg emissions are global so any project qualifies.



From: Cathryn Chudy
To: City of Vancouver - Office of the City Manager
Cc: Small, Rebecca; Lande, Aaron
Subject: Written comments for City Council Workshop today, September 19th, on Climate Action Policy
Date: Monday, September 19, 2022 11:15:38 AM

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

Council and staff,

In the letter that our Alliance for Engagement (ACE) submitted for the record for
today's Climate Action Policy Workshop, we made the observation that "Ace sees
hydrogen as an emerging technology that comes with significant questions and
uncertainties. It is still very early in the effort to invest in and understand hydrogen.
Specifically, hydrogen could be worse for the climate in the near-term than the fossil
fuels it's intended to replace. Recent research by the Environmental Defense Fund,
which also did groundbreaking research on methane pollution, shows that leaking
hydrogen can have a major climate impact, especially in the near term when action is
most critical.

Here is the article:

https://www.edf.org/article/we-need-talk-about-hydrogen

Thank you for including this in your consideration as you discuss climate policy
questions at today's Workshop.

Cathryn Chudy

mailto:chudyca@gmail.com
mailto:CMO@cityofvancouver.us
mailto:Rebecca.Small@cityofvancouver.us
mailto:aaron.lande@cityofvancouver.us
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.edf.org%2Farticle%2Fwe-need-talk-about-hydrogen&data=05%7C01%7Ccmo%40cityofvancouver.us%7Cfee7ca03d3ef44c1138c08da9a6aebd0%7Cbf6d19b692664686a93a50b537dc583a%7C0%7C0%7C637992081383167461%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Rutq40dn9ycKdL%2BjkIWYxZWpDCxd48%2FNpQ33CKyxCa0%3D&reserved=0


From: Tara Alden
To: City of Vancouver - Office of the City Manager
Cc: Albert Schlotfeldt; Jeannette Strohecker
Subject: Written Testimony re: Consent Item #2 for September 19 2022 City Council Meeting [18789.040 - Angelo]
Date: Monday, September 19, 2022 11:26:13 AM
Attachments: 20220919 - 18789.040 - Written Testimony [s].pdf

You don't often get email from . Learn why this is important

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

Hello,
Attached please find Written Testimony from Mr. Albert F. Schlotfeldt on behalf of the Al Angelo
Company regarding Consent Agenda Item #2.
Mr. Schlotfeldt has also registered and will be appearing in person to make additional testimony.
Thank you,
Tara Alden
The Schlotfeldt Law Firm

Vancouver, WA 98660

mailto:talden@schlotfeldtlaw.com
mailto:CMO@cityofvancouver.us
mailto:aschlotfeldt@schlotfeldtlaw.com
mailto:jstrohecker@schlotfeldtlaw.com
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification
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VANCOUVER WASHINGTON CITY COUNCIL MEETING 


SEPTEMBER 19, 2022 


6:30 p.m. 


REGARDING: 


Consent Agenda Item #2 


“Approval of a Temporary License Agreement 


with Michael Edward Lynch, Personal 


Representative of the Estate of Edward C. Lynch” 


  
 
WRITTEN TESTIMONY OF ALBERT F. 
SCHLOTFELDT ON BEHALF OF THE Al 
ANGELO CO. 


 


 
 I, Albert Schlotfeldt, am an attorney and am submitting this testimony on behalf of the Al 


Angelo Co.  


The Al Angelo Co. is the owner of the Riverview Bank Building located at 900 Washington 


Street in downtown Vancouver. The building is between Columbia and Washington Streets and 


Evergreen and 9th one block from the proposed site. My office is also located in the building on the 


northwest corner (Evergreen and Columbia). My client also owns condominiums in the Heritage 


Place development located on the north side of Ester Short Park, and two blocks from the site. I am 


here to protest the Approval of a Temporary License Agreement for the purposes of creating a Stay 


Safe Community on the block located northwest of the intersection of West Evergreen Boulevard 


and Daniels Street in downtown, more specifically identified as the following five (5) Tax Parcel 


No.’s 51320000, 51310000, 46670000, 46210000, 51330000. 
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1. BACKGROUND 


 On May 24, 2021, the Vancouver Homelessness Plan Presentation (hereafter “Plan”) was 


presented at the Vancouver City Council Workshop. The presentation prepared by Homeless 


Response Coordinator Jamie Spinelli provided a number of qualifications for any sites to be 


considered for Stay Safe Communities. The information contained in the Plan, the Vancouver 


Municipal Code (hereafter, “VMC”) and Staff Report: 126-22 (hereafter “Staff Report”) state the 


following in regard for Stay Safe Communities: 


A. Preference will always be for spaces that will provide the least amount of negative impact 


on environment, residential areas and businesses. see Plan, pg 17. 


 Placing a Stay Safe Community in what is essentially the heart of Vancouver would have a 


serious effect on residential areas and downtown businesses. This proposal puts this community 


two blocks away from Ester Short Park and near many restaurants, offices and other businesses 


that are likely to be disrupted and or negatively impacted. The Community will increase the 


number of homeless in the downtown.  


 The placement of this community will also affect the desirability of the area, impacting 


residents, property and business owners alike. The second Stay Safe Community was opened on 


April 28, 2022, at 4915 E Fourth Plain Blvd. Running a quick search through a property sale site 


such as Zillow shows that the value of homes in the area began to trend downwards beginning May 


of 2022, immediately after the community opened. This trend would be alarming to any property 


owner, even with other factors accounted for, it is hard to imagine that these are unrelated events.  


B. Commitment to community outreach, input and solution-focused participation in the 


selection process. Id. 


 At this point the commitment to outreach has been lackluster. Despite owning property in 


the notification area, The Al Angelo company wan not notified of the City’s intent to enter into this 


Temporary License Agreement.  


 VMC 8.22.070.B.2(a) states that “Upon receipt of an application for a safe stay community 


operator permit under this chapter, the city manager, or their designee, shall provide notice to all 
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owners and residents of record of property, as shown on the most recent property tax assessment 


roll, located within 1,200 feet of the proposed supportive campsite”. This did not occur, as such 


The Al Angelo Co.  was not properly notified of the City’s intentions in regard to this lot. 


Furthermore, there are to my knowledge no announcements regarding this proposal that can be 


easily located by the average member of the community. Neither the City of Vancouver nor the 


Stay Safe Community website make any mention of a proposed 3rd Stay Safe Community. Finally, 


I’d like to note that the resources provided by both the City of Vancouver and the Stay Safe 


Community Website are outdated, making the search for relevant information even more difficult 


for the average member of the community. The VCM provided on the Homelessness Page for the 


City of Vancouver Washington is not the current version as codified on July 18, 2022, instead the 


prior version is being presented for public review the Stay Safe Community website fails to even 


provide the code and simply provides the Proposed Ordinance.  


 Additionally, based on my review, the required reports to the City Manager by the police, 


public works, community development and fire department identifying any problems the proposed 


site may pose to the public have not to my knowledge been disclosed in any meaningful way. As 


this is a proposal that has a lasting impact on the city, the residents and their businesses and 


properties it seems as though this should be an extremely transparent process. The fact that it is 


difficult to impossible to locate information regarding this project is an absolute failure in 


community involvement and communication.  


C. Prohibit camping within a certain radius of . . . sensitive areas. Id. 


 While establishing the first Stay Safe Community, the sensitive area that is the Burnt Creek 


Bridge area was entirely disregarded. When VMC Chapter 8.22 amendments were codified on July 


18, 2022. Despite the potential habitation impact, the community established less than 150 ft along 


600 ft of creek was permitted to stay by effectively excluding Stay Safe Communities from any 


duty to meet many the requirements related to Habitation Impact Areas. This decision appears to 


be directly in opposition to the stated selection criteria in the Plan, the VMC and the Staff Report. 


 Here, the high density of businesses, restaurants and residential properties in the downtown 
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core, is not being weighted appropriately. As previously stated, the Safe Stay Community will have 


an impact on property values and the residents on site will likely spend their days in the downtown 


core, including Ester Short Park and the share block areas within the surrounding developments, 


including Heritage Place. The site is also located close to The Children’s Justice Center, where 


many children and young people come daily.  


D. The outdoor habitation activity will not unreasonably disturb or interfere with the safety, 


peace, comfort and repose of private property owners. VMC 8.22.070.C.3 


 There is always an element of uncertainty when it comes to individuals who may or may not 


be experiencing mental health, addiction, homelessness and other issues. The Safe Stay 


Community website is happy to report that “Since the Safe Stay Community opened, the number 


of calls to police for service and officer-initiated activity within a 500-foot radius of the address, 


has dropped 30 percent over the same time period (January-June) compared to 2021”.  


 The site fails to mention that there was in the same period of time, six sexual assaults, ten 


aggravated assaults, and five undefined criminal offences within a quarter mile of the site. Whereas 


in 2021, during the same January-June time period, no sexual assaults occurred, and fewer 


aggravated assault, instances of identity theft and undefined criminal offenses occurred. 


https://www.cityofvancouver.us/police/page/crime-map. The Community will likely increase the 


crime rate downtown. 


E. The Staff Report claims that there are No Disadvantages to this proposal. 


 It is conceivable that Staff could claim there are no disadvantages. Based on the above, it 


seems to be quite clear that there are a number of disadvantages associated with this proposed 


project and that the motion for Temporary License Agreement should not be passed. 


 


DATED: ________________________ 


 
 


 ALBERT F. SCHLOTFELDT, WSBA #19153 
 


 


9/19/22



https://www.cityofvancouver.us/police/page/crime-map

ta

Albert Schlotfeldt
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VANCOUVER WASHINGTON CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

SEPTEMBER 19, 2022 

6:30 p.m. 

REGARDING: 

Consent Agenda Item #2 

“Approval of a Temporary License Agreement 

with Michael Edward Lynch, Personal 

Representative of the Estate of Edward C. Lynch” 

  
 
WRITTEN TESTIMONY OF ALBERT F. 
SCHLOTFELDT ON BEHALF OF THE Al 
ANGELO CO. 

 

 
 I, Albert Schlotfeldt, am an attorney and am submitting this testimony on behalf of the Al 

Angelo Co.  

The Al Angelo Co. is the owner of the Riverview Bank Building located at 900 Washington 

Street in downtown Vancouver. The building is between Columbia and Washington Streets and 

Evergreen and 9th one block from the proposed site. My office is also located in the building on the 

northwest corner (Evergreen and Columbia). My client also owns condominiums in the Heritage 

Place development located on the north side of Ester Short Park, and two blocks from the site. I am 

here to protest the Approval of a Temporary License Agreement for the purposes of creating a Stay 

Safe Community on the block located northwest of the intersection of West Evergreen Boulevard 

and Daniels Street in downtown, more specifically identified as the following five (5) Tax Parcel 

No.’s 51320000, 51310000, 46670000, 46210000, 51330000. 
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1. BACKGROUND 

 On May 24, 2021, the Vancouver Homelessness Plan Presentation (hereafter “Plan”) was 

presented at the Vancouver City Council Workshop. The presentation prepared by Homeless 

Response Coordinator Jamie Spinelli provided a number of qualifications for any sites to be 

considered for Stay Safe Communities. The information contained in the Plan, the Vancouver 

Municipal Code (hereafter, “VMC”) and Staff Report: 126-22 (hereafter “Staff Report”) state the 

following in regard for Stay Safe Communities: 

A. Preference will always be for spaces that will provide the least amount of negative impact 

on environment, residential areas and businesses. see Plan, pg 17. 

 Placing a Stay Safe Community in what is essentially the heart of Vancouver would have a 

serious effect on residential areas and downtown businesses. This proposal puts this community 

two blocks away from Ester Short Park and near many restaurants, offices and other businesses 

that are likely to be disrupted and or negatively impacted. The Community will increase the 

number of homeless in the downtown.  

 The placement of this community will also affect the desirability of the area, impacting 

residents, property and business owners alike. The second Stay Safe Community was opened on 

April 28, 2022, at 4915 E Fourth Plain Blvd. Running a quick search through a property sale site 

such as Zillow shows that the value of homes in the area began to trend downwards beginning May 

of 2022, immediately after the community opened. This trend would be alarming to any property 

owner, even with other factors accounted for, it is hard to imagine that these are unrelated events.  

B. Commitment to community outreach, input and solution-focused participation in the 

selection process. Id. 

 At this point the commitment to outreach has been lackluster. Despite owning property in 

the notification area, The Al Angelo company wan not notified of the City’s intent to enter into this 

Temporary License Agreement.  

 VMC 8.22.070.B.2(a) states that “Upon receipt of an application for a safe stay community 

operator permit under this chapter, the city manager, or their designee, shall provide notice to all 



THE SCHLOTFELDT LAW FIRM, PLLC 
900 Washington Street, Suite 1020 

Vancouver, Washington  98660 
(360) 699-1201 

 

 
 

PAGE 3—WRITTEN  TESTIMONY  
 
 
   

 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

owners and residents of record of property, as shown on the most recent property tax assessment 

roll, located within 1,200 feet of the proposed supportive campsite”. This did not occur, as such 

The Al Angelo Co.  was not properly notified of the City’s intentions in regard to this lot. 

Furthermore, there are to my knowledge no announcements regarding this proposal that can be 

easily located by the average member of the community. Neither the City of Vancouver nor the 

Stay Safe Community website make any mention of a proposed 3rd Stay Safe Community. Finally, 

I’d like to note that the resources provided by both the City of Vancouver and the Stay Safe 

Community Website are outdated, making the search for relevant information even more difficult 

for the average member of the community. The VCM provided on the Homelessness Page for the 

City of Vancouver Washington is not the current version as codified on July 18, 2022, instead the 

prior version is being presented for public review the Stay Safe Community website fails to even 

provide the code and simply provides the Proposed Ordinance.  

 Additionally, based on my review, the required reports to the City Manager by the police, 

public works, community development and fire department identifying any problems the proposed 

site may pose to the public have not to my knowledge been disclosed in any meaningful way. As 

this is a proposal that has a lasting impact on the city, the residents and their businesses and 

properties it seems as though this should be an extremely transparent process. The fact that it is 

difficult to impossible to locate information regarding this project is an absolute failure in 

community involvement and communication.  

C. Prohibit camping within a certain radius of . . . sensitive areas. Id. 

 While establishing the first Stay Safe Community, the sensitive area that is the Burnt Creek 

Bridge area was entirely disregarded. When VMC Chapter 8.22 amendments were codified on July 

18, 2022. Despite the potential habitation impact, the community established less than 150 ft along 

600 ft of creek was permitted to stay by effectively excluding Stay Safe Communities from any 

duty to meet many the requirements related to Habitation Impact Areas. This decision appears to 

be directly in opposition to the stated selection criteria in the Plan, the VMC and the Staff Report. 

 Here, the high density of businesses, restaurants and residential properties in the downtown 
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core, is not being weighted appropriately. As previously stated, the Safe Stay Community will have 

an impact on property values and the residents on site will likely spend their days in the downtown 

core, including Ester Short Park and the share block areas within the surrounding developments, 

including Heritage Place. The site is also located close to The Children’s Justice Center, where 

many children and young people come daily.  

D. The outdoor habitation activity will not unreasonably disturb or interfere with the safety, 

peace, comfort and repose of private property owners. VMC 8.22.070.C.3 

 There is always an element of uncertainty when it comes to individuals who may or may not 

be experiencing mental health, addiction, homelessness and other issues. The Safe Stay 

Community website is happy to report that “Since the Safe Stay Community opened, the number 

of calls to police for service and officer-initiated activity within a 500-foot radius of the address, 

has dropped 30 percent over the same time period (January-June) compared to 2021”.  

 The site fails to mention that there was in the same period of time, six sexual assaults, ten 

aggravated assaults, and five undefined criminal offences within a quarter mile of the site. Whereas 

in 2021, during the same January-June time period, no sexual assaults occurred, and fewer 

aggravated assault, instances of identity theft and undefined criminal offenses occurred. 

https://www.cityofvancouver.us/police/page/crime-map. The Community will likely increase the 

crime rate downtown. 

E. The Staff Report claims that there are No Disadvantages to this proposal. 

 It is conceivable that Staff could claim there are no disadvantages. Based on the above, it 

seems to be quite clear that there are a number of disadvantages associated with this proposed 

project and that the motion for Temporary License Agreement should not be passed. 

 

DATED: ________________________ 

 
 

 ALBERT F. SCHLOTFELDT, WSBA #19153 
 

 

9/19/22

https://www.cityofvancouver.us/police/page/crime-map
ta
Albert Schlotfeldt
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