


COUNCIL DINNER/ADMINISTRATIVE UPDATES (6:00 p.m. -
6:30 p.m.)

COUNCIL REGULAR 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 the 
Community Forum were also facilitated in person and 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/36019?startStreamAt=0&stopStreamAt=6422  
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, Paulsen, Stober, Hansen,
and Mayor McEnerny-Ogle

Absent: Councilmember Fox

Motion by Councilmember Stober, seconded by Councilmember Paulsen,
and carried unanimously to excuse Councilmember Fox.

Approval of Minutes

Minutes - October 9, 2023
Motion by Councilmember Stober, seconded by Councilmember
Paulsen, and carried unanimously to approve the meeting minutes of
October 9, 2023.
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Proclamations: Native American Cultural Heritage Month and Native
American Heritage Day

Mayor McEnerny-Ogle read and presented a proclamation to Catarina
Consuelo Marie Salazar, Dakota Sioux, Shelia Hendrikson-Davis, Fourth Plain
Forward, Mercedes White Calf, Oglala Sioux Tribe and Southwest
Washington Advocacy Coordinator at the Native American Youth and Family
Center, proclaiming November 2023, as Native American Cultural Heritage
Month and November 24, 2023, as Native American Heritage Day.

Community Communications
Mayor McEnerny-Ogle opened Community Communication and received
testimony from the following community members regarding any matter on the
agenda not scheduled for a Public Hearing:
 

Kimberlee Goheen Elbon, La Center, WA
Monica Zazueta, Vancouver
Peter Fels, Vancouver
Peter Bracchi, Vancouver
Paris Nelson, Vancouver
Paul Burgess, Vancouver

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

Consent Agenda (Items 1-11)
Council requested items 4 and 6 be pulled for discussion.
 
Motion by Councilmember Paulsen, seconded by Councilmember Harless,
and carried unanimously to approve items 1-3, 5, and 7-11 on the Consent
Agenda.
 
Motion by Councilmember Harless, seconded by Councilmember Perez,
and carried unanimously to approve item 4 on the Consent Agenda.
 
Motion by Councilmember Paulsen, seconded by Councilmember Hansen,
and carried 5-1 to approve item 6 on the Consent Agenda. Councilmember
Perez voted No.

1. 2023-2029 Commute Trip Reduction Interlocal Agreement and
2023-2025 CTR Grant Agreement
Staff Report: 202-23

In 2006, the Washington Legislature passed the Commute Trip Reduction
(CTR) Efficiency Act, requiring local governments in identified urban areas
with traffic congestion to develop programs that reduce the drive-alone trips
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and vehicle miles traveled per capita. The CTR Efficiency Act amended the
1991, Commute Trip Reduction Law, codified as §70.94.521-.551 RCW.
Biannually, the State Legislature allocates grant funds to support local CTR
activities. Since 2005, the City of Vancouver, Clark County and the City of
Camas have developed an intergovernmental agreement establishing a
regional work plan and assignment of administration responsibilities for the
CTR program.
 
The City of Vancouver provides program management and oversight of the
CTR program for Vancouver, Clark County (those portions lying within the
unincorporated Vancouver UGA) and Camas. Through this program, the
City provides direct services to approximately 57 affected participating
worksites (affected worksites are those with 100+ employees that report to
work between 6 am – 9 pm).
 
The State Legislature authorized financial support for the statewide CTR
program in the 2023-2025 biennium. These funds are distributed on a
formula basis through the Washington State Department of Transportation,
Office of Public Transportation and Commute Options. In this case, the City
of Vancouver will be the primary contracting agency and administer the
program for Vancouver and Camas and their urban growth areas.
 
The proposed CTR intergovernmental agreement and associated CTR
Work Plan specifies that the City of Vancouver will receive all the state
grant funds to administer the regional program. For the period starting July
1, 2023 and ending June 30, 2025, grant funds amount to $391,900. In
receiving this allocation of program funds, the City has sufficient resources
to manage the program. Note that the term of the ILA is July 1, 2023 to
June 30, 2029; if the legislature does not continue to authorize program
funding beyond the biennium ending on July 30, 2025, the ILA will no
longer be valid.
 
Staff recommends the City enter into a contract with the Washington State
Department of Transportation to receive State CTR program grant funding;
and enter into a Commute Trip Reduction intergovernmental agreement
with Clark County and the City of Camas to guide the City’s administration
of the regional program.
Request: On November 13, 2023, authorize the City Manager, or

designee, to sign the Transportation Demand Implementation
Agreement with the Washington Department of Transportation
(PTD0832) and sign the 2023-2029 Commute Trip Reduction
intergovernmental agreement with Clark County and the City of
Camas.
 
Olivia Kahn, Transportation Demand Management
Coordinator, 360-487-7939
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Motion approved the request. 

2. State of Washington Department of Social and Health Services
& Developmental Disabilities Administration Interlocal
Agreements for Respite in Community Settings & Recreation
Opportunities
Staff Report: 203-23

The State of Washington Department of Social and Health Services
(DSHS) & Developmental Disabilities Administration (DDA) administer the
Respite in Community Settings (RCS) & Recreation Opportunities (RO)
interlocal agreements. These programs allow eligible participants living
with a disability to utilize funds to participate in existing specialized and
general recreation programs offered by Vancouver Parks, Recreation &
Cultural Services. The distinguishing difference is RCS funds support both
the recreation and wellness of the individual participating, as well as
providing needed respite for family and caregivers. The RO funds are only
intended to provide access to wellness and recreation opportunities for the
disabled individual. The RCS fund accounts for the majority of
reimbursements with the City of Vancouver.
 
Vancouver has partnered with DSHS & DDA in these interlocal agreements
to serve the neurodiverse and/or individuals living with a disability in the
community for numerous agreement cycles. As a result, Vancouver has
been and continues to be the preeminent provider of recreation and
enrichment programming for our neurodiverse community members and
those in the community living with a cognitive disability in Southwest
Washington.
Request: Authorize the City Manager, or designee, to execute Interlocal

Agreements with DSHS for the services described above.
 
Andy Meade, Recreation Facility Manager, 360-487-7098
 

Motion approved the request. 

3. Temporary Suspension of Annual Review of Applicant-Initiated
Land Use and Development Proposals for the 2024 and 2025
Comprehensive Plan Annual Review Cycles
Staff Report: 204-23
 
A RESOLUTION relating to the temporary suspension of annual review of
applicant-initiated land use and development proposals under Vancouver
Municipal Code Chapter 20.285 for the applications received for the 2024 and
2025 annual review cycles.
 
The City is in the process of updating its 20-Year Comprehensive Plan,
associated policies and development regulations, in alignment with the
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periodic review requirements of the GMA, specifically RCW 36.70A.130.
Pausing applicant-initiated Comprehensive Plan and zoning code map and
text amendments while the full update is underway is necessary to best
ensure that the mandatory periodic update of the City’s Comprehensive
Plan provides consistent policy implementation and follows clear, concise,
and transparent decision-making throughout the process formally endorsed
by City Council via the project charter.
Request: Approve the attached resolution for the temporary suspension

of annual applicant-initiated land use and development
proposals for the 2024 and 2025 Comprehensive Plan annual
review cycles.
 
Rebecca Kennedy, Deputy Community Development
Director, 360-487-7896
 

Motion adopted Resolution M-4255 to approve the request.

4. Lodging Tax Grants for 2024
Staff Report: 205-23
 
A RESOLUTION relating to the award of lodging tax grant funds to nine
organizations for 2024 as recommend by the City Council appointed Lodging
Tax Advisory Committee.
 
RCW 67.28.180 allows municipalities to impose a 4% lodging tax on stays
of less than 30 days at hotels, motels, campgrounds, bed and breakfasts,
and RV parks. Those funds can only be used for tourism-related projects,
events, and facilities. Vancouver increased its lodging tax from 2% to 4% in
1998 with the second 2% dedicated to debt service and capital
improvements for the downtown Hotel/Convention Center. The original 2%
continued to be used to fund other tourism related projects.
 
For 2024, the City has $157,000 in lodging tax revenue that is excess to the
needs of the Hotel/Convention Center and is available for other tourism-
related projects. The RCW requires that to expend lodging tax funds, the
City’s Lodging Tax Advisory Committee (LTAC), comprising equal numbers
of lodging tax generators and potential lodging tax recipients, must review
and recommend proposed expenditures to the City Council. In August
2023, the City solicited lodging tax grant proposals from interested parties.
Fourteen (14) proposals were received totaling $549,967. LTAC reviewed
the proposals and, as set forth in Exhibit A, is recommending full or partial
funding of nine (9) projects, totaling $157,000.
 
Per state regulations, the City Council may only approve awards to
candidates recommended by LTAC and only at the amount recommended,
unless Council submits its change in the amount to the Committee for
comment. While the LTAC has historically funded all applicants for grants
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at varying levels, the high demand for LTAC Grants this year led to a more
strategic funding recommendation structure. The funding recommendations
made by the Committee gave priority consideration to applications that
were new or for significantly expanded events, would generate overnight
stays, demonstrated benefit related to the grant amount request, and the
scalability of funding assistance. The recommendations made by the
Committee are put forward to maximize the impact of Lodging Tax Grant
funds and support projects that may not be able to move forward without this
assistance. All approved grant recipients must enter into a professional
services agreement with the City.
Request: On November 13, 2023, adopt a resolution approving the 2024

Lodging Tax Grants as recommended by the Lodging Tax
Advisory Committee and authorizing the City Manager, or
designee, to execute professional services agreements with
the grant recipients.
 
Chris Harder, Deputy Economic Development Director, 360-
487-7934
 

Motion adopted Resolution M-4256 to approve the request.

5. Fourth Plain for All Investment Strategy
Staff Report: 206-23
 
A RESOLUTION adopting the Fourth Plain For All Investment Strategy that
includes projects, programs and initiatives to strengthen the Fourth Plain
community, and providing for an effective date.
 
The COVID-19 pandemic created dual nationwide crises: a public health
crisis combined with an economic crisis. The American Rescue Plan Act
(ARPA) was passed in 2021 to deliver relief for American workers and
families and build a bridge to an equitable economic recovery. One of the
ways ARPA provides support to struggling communities is through the
distribution of more than $360 billion in emergency funding for state, local,
territorial, and Tribal governments.
 
The City of Vancouver received $32.6 million in ARPA funding to help
support our efforts to recover from the pandemic-induced economic and
housing crisis, which disproportionately impacted socially and
economically vulnerable communities and small independent businesses.
On November 15, 2021, the Vancouver City Council endorsed an
investment framework for ARPA funds that would allocate around 75% of
these funds (approximately $25 million) to the Fourth Plain area in central
Vancouver. This funding focuses on socially and economically vulnerable
areas in Vancouver that have experienced disproportionate health and
economic impacts from the pandemic.
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Building on the successes of implementing the 2008 Fourth Plain Corridor
Subarea Plan and 2015 Fourth Plain Forward Action Plan, Council directed
staff to co-create a 10-year investment strategy with the local community
that incorporates the dedicated $25 million in ARPA funding, as well as
prepares the City to take advantage of other funding sources and
opportunities to continue advancing equity, safety, mobility, access to jobs
and services, a thriving small business ecosystem, and improved parks
and open spaces for the Fourth Plain community.
 
The Fourth Plain for All project team employed equity-centered
engagement practices to support a more inclusive planning process, with
the goal of developing a co-creative process that increased the role of the
community in project decision-making. Special attention was made in
reaching out to historically marginalized communities in the engagement
strategy, including by developing an Investment Strategy Committee (ISC)
and selecting five community members to serve as multilingual project
ambassadors. The ISC was integral to the success of the project and
consisted of 15 community members who live, work, own a business or
attend school in the project area; 86% of whom self-identify as BIPOC, and
four members who were youth members (24 years or younger). Additionally,
more than 700 community members provided feedback and shared their
vision for Fourth Plain across nearly 20 engagement events and activities.
 
The Fourth Plain for All Investment Strategy includes community-identified
priorities and action items to advance the community’s vision for the Fourth
Plain area over the next 10 years. Projects and programs will advance
through a combination of ARPA funding and other funding sources in the
following five categories: Housing, Community Building and Public Health,
Parks and Public Space, Transportation, and Economic Development. The
Investment Strategy calls out key priority action items to be implemented in
the short-term using ARPA funding.
Request: Staff requests Council to adopt a resolution approving the

Fourth Plain for All Investment Strategy and authorizing the
City Manager on behalf of the City to deploy resources and
take necessary actions to implement the Fourth Plain for All
Investment Strategy.
 
Shannon Williams, Senior Planner, 360-487-7898
 

Motion adopted Resolution M-4257 to approve the request.

6. Warehouse Code Amendments
Staff Report: 207-23
 
AN ORDINANCE relating to the regulation of Warehouse/Freight Movement
uses in the City of Vancouver, providing for savings, severability, and an
effective date.
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Late in 2022, city planning staff noticed a trend of very large (as large as
600,000 square feet) warehouses being submitted for development
approvals. At the time, there were as many as eight warehouses larger than
100,000 square feet being proposed or under construction, with a
cumulative building area of 3.34 million square feet, the equivalent of 58
football fields. Other cities were (and are) experiencing a similar surge in
large warehouse projects, and staff was hearing reports of mega-
warehouses elsewhere, such as a 2.5 million square foot warehouse in
Tacoma.
 
These extremely large facilities appear to be a growing trend nationally in
response to the increasing demand for online retail shopping and parcel
delivery as well as supply chain logistics issues and consume significant
swaths of limited industrial land with typically lower jobs per acre ratio than
many other industrial uses.
 
Staff became concerned that if the trend continued, limited industrial lands
would be consumed by low-wage, low jobs per acre uses that could
otherwise be developed for higher wage skilled manufacturing or research
and development jobs. Additional concerns with large warehouses that
were identified by staff included an increase in truck traffic and pollution,
energy consumption/climate impacts from such large building footprints,
visual impacts, and limited potential for adaptive re-use of such structures if
in the future they are no longer needed for storage of goods.
 
In December of 2022, planning and economic development staff took their
concerns to City Council and recommended that an emergency six-month
moratorium be adopted to prevent the submission of any new pre-
applications or land use applications for warehouses larger than 100,000
square feet to allow staff time to study these new types of warehouses and
understand the physical, operational, and economic differences from
traditional wholesale warehouses - as well as key differences in impacts - to
inform possible new use and development standards. Because state law
only allows land use moratoriums for six months at a time, staff indicated
that one six-month extension would be needed to ensure sufficient time to
complete needed analysis, public engagement, and development of code
amendments.
 
On December 12 following an executive session, City Council at their
regular meeting adopted an emergency ordinance on new large warehouse
applications, and the emergency ordinance was affirmed by City Council
following a public hearing as required by state law, on January 23, 2023.
Three amendments to the initial moratorium ordinance were requested by
City Council, which were adopted by ordinance on February 6, 2023,
including: 1) an exemption from the moratorium for the Port of Vancouver;
2) increase in the size of warehouses subject to the moratorium from
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100,000 square feet to 250,000 square feet and larger; and 3) an exemption
from the moratorium for any storage for a publicly-traded product, if
formalized through a development agreement.
 
On June 5, 2023, following a public hearing, City Council approved a six-
month extension of the moratorium but also encouraged staff to propose
any code amendments as soon as possible so the moratorium may be
terminated sooner. The moratorium will end on December 6, 2023.
 
Over the past ten months, staff has consulted with warehouse industry
experts and engaged in a series of meetings with environmental advocates
and business stakeholders including the Port of Vancouver and
representatives from existing warehouse facilities, as well as the Planning
Commission. Planning staff have tried where possible to incorporate input
on specific code language to make the ordinance clearer and to balance
the stated objectives of City Council with industry, neighborhood and
environmental perspectives. Proposed climate action-related measures are
somewhat modest, in anticipation of more comprehensive Green Building
Standards - which will likely apply to all uses - being developed and
adopted in the near future.
 
The draft code changes presented to City Council for consideration will
accomplish several key objectives which are in alignment with the intent of
the moratorium and prior Council direction:
 

Warehouses larger than 250,000 square feet in a single building
would be prohibited in the IL, Light Industrial District which tend to be
closer to residential districts. Such warehouses would however be
allowed as a limited use in the IH, Heavy Industrial District (effectively
only in the Port of Vancouver or Columbia Business Center due to
parcel size constraints elsewhere) where they are more compatible
with surrounding uses and further away from residential districts and
would need to meet certain proposed additional development
requirements;        
The maximum lot coverage standard (e.g., the percent of land that
may be occupied by a building) would be reduced from 100% to 75%
for all warehouse/freight movement uses in recognition that because a
portion of the site is needed for parking, truck loading and
maneuvering, storm water detention, tree plantings, etc., it is not
possible for buildings to occupy 100% of a given site;
Warehouses larger than 250,000 square feet in the IH District would
be subject to special development standards that: prohibit truck traffic
along Fruit Valley Road, reduce the minimum parking requirement,
reduce the maximum lot coverage, and require certain climate action
measures such as: solar-ready roofs (weight load capacity and
electrical), EV charging stations at 20% of parking spaces, truck dock
charging conduit and wiring, white-colored roofs to reduce heat
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storage, skylights or clerestory windows to allow natural light, prohibit
truck idling, architectural features (such as windows, darker colors,
articulation of façade, etc.), a 10% increase in tree plantings over other
industrial uses (33 tree units per acre) and 25-foot wide treed buffer if
adjacent to public streets to reduce visual impacts; and
The minimum required number of parking spaces for all warehouse
and distribution facilities would be reduced from 1 space for every
2,000 square feet of building area to 1 space for every 5,000 square
feet of building area, in recognition that warehouses are increasingly
becoming more automated and may need less parking for employees.
Reducing the amount of paved surfaces improves storm water and
climate outcomes (less heat retention) and creates more space for
tree plantings.

 
Staff has engaged with stakeholders and the public throughout the past ten
months. including Alliance for Community Engagement (ACE), Identity
Clark County (ICC) Business Group, Port of Vancouver, Fruit Valley
Neighborhood Association. Information regarding the project has been
published to the City's BeHeard website, and more recently, postcards were
mailed to each residential address in the Fruit Valley Neighborhood. The
proposed code has been modified in many areas in response to comments
received from all stakeholders.
The Planning Commission held two workshops to discuss the proposed
code amendments on July 25 and September 12, 2023, respectively. On
October 24, 2023 following a duly-noticed public hearing, the Planning
Commission unanimously recommended approval of the proposed
amendments to City Council. 
The City Council has held four workshops on the draft code amendments
and moratorium and has held two public hearings related to the moratorium.
Request: On November 13, schedule the proposed Warehouse Code

Amendments to VMC Title 20 Land Use and Development
Code for a public hearing on November 20, 2023.
 
Chad Eiken, Community Development Director, 360-487-
7882
 

Mayor McEnerny-Ogle read the title of the ordinance into the record.
 
Motion approved the request.

7. Ad Valorem Taxes for 2024
Staff Report: 208-23
 
AN ORDINANCE fixing and levying the amount of ad valorem taxes
necessary to balance estimated revenue with estimated expenditures for the
2023/2024 Budget for the City of Vancouver; providing for an effective date.
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Pursuant to RCW 35.33.135, Council must approve an ordinance to fix and
authorize the Clark County Assessor’s Office to levy ad valorem taxes
necessary to fund the City of Vancouver’s 2023-2024 Biennial Budget.
 
An ad valorem tax (Latin for "according to value") is defined as a tax based
on the value of real estate or personal property. An ad valorem tax is
typically imposed at the time of a transaction(s) (a sales tax or value-added
tax (VAT)), but it may be imposed on an annual basis (real or personal
property tax) or in connection with another significant event (i.e. inheritance
tax).
 
Staff currently estimates the 2024 real and personal property tax levy as
$78.5 million, which includes a preliminary estimate of $1,182,000 in
property tax revenue from new construction. The estimate of property tax
from new construction will be updated based on the final new construction
valuation provided by the Assessor’s Office. The estimate of property tax
revenue does not include the change in value of state-assessed utility
property. Both of these amounts will not be final until December 2023.
 
City staff recommends that Council approve ad valorem taxes in the
amount of $88.5 million, which is needed to fund the City’s 2023-2024
biennial budget. Of the total, $78.5 million is for General Fund purposes,
and $10 million is for the Affordable Housing Fund. Approving ad valorem
taxes of $88.5 million allows the County Assessor’s Office to levy real and
personal property taxes to the full extent allowed under Washington State
law. Staff anticipates that the final certified levy will be between $86.5
million and $87 million in 2024. If Council authorizes the ad valorem tax
amount too low, the County Assessor’s Office will only be allowed to levy
up to the amount authorized by Council.
Request: On November 13, 2023, approve ordinance on first reading,

setting the date of second reading and public hearing for
November 20, 2023.
 
Anthony Glenn, Treasurer, 360-487-8493
 

Mayor McEnerny-Ogle read the title of the ordinance into the record.
 
Motion approved the request.

8. Property Tax Levy for 2024
Staff Report: 209-23
 
AN ORDINANCE relating to the annual property tax levy; authorizing an
increase of 1.0% in the City’s regular levy from the amount levied the previous
year; and providing for an effective date.
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On November 6, 2001, Washington voters approved Initiative 747 (I-747),
which limits the allowable increase in the property tax levy to 1.0%, or the
rate of inflation, whichever is less. The intent of the Initiative was reaffirmed
by the Legislature in November 2007. The measure of inflation used under
this law is the Implicit Price Deflator (IPD). The IPD inflation rate for 2024
levy calculations is 3.67%.
 
Staff recommends that City Council approve a 1.0% increase in the
property tax levy, which is the maximum increase allowed. Based on last
year’s General Fund levy of $73,497,675.67, the increase will be
$734,976.76. Authorization of this increase requires a simple majority vote
of City Council.
 
On February 8, 2022, registered voters who reside within the City of
Vancouver approved Proposition No. 2 which permanently increased the
property tax levy rate beginning in 2023. This money is dedicated to fire
and emergency services and facilities and the 2023-2024 budget added
expenditures consistent with Proposition 2.
 
Staff estimates that the City’s General Fund property tax levy rate (inclusive
of the Proposition No.2 Levy LID Lift) in 2024 will range between $2.00 per
$1,000 of assessed value to $2.10 per $1,000 of assessed value, compared
to the actual 2023 General Fund property tax levy rate of $2.17 per $1,000.
The decrease in the property tax levy rate is attributed to assessed values
in the City increasing by approximately 6.75% compared to the prior year. 
Because of the limit on property tax increases, as discussed above, the
property tax levy rate declines as assessed value increases. The statutory
cap for the City’s levy rate is $3.325 per $1,000 of assessed value.
 Example calculation of City Property Tax:
 
Assessed Value 2023
$463,700

Levy Rate 2023
$2.17 (per $1,000
assessed value;
General Fund Levy
only)

2023 City Property Tax
= $1,006.23

Assessed Value 2024
$495,000 (assumes
assessed value
increases 6.75%)

Estimated Levy Rate
2024
$2.05 (per $1,000
assessed value;
General Fund Levy
only)

2024 City Property Tax
(hypothetical)
= $1,014.75

AV increases 6.75% Levy Rate declines Annual tax increase
$8.52 for this example
taxpayer*

*If the assessed value of the resident’s property as a percentage increased
by less than 6.75%, the resident’s annual taxes would be equal to or slightly
less than the taxes paid to the city in 2023.  If the assessed value of the
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resident’s property increased by more than 6.75% from the previous year,
the increase in the annual taxes would be slightly higher.
 
Some community members may qualify for tax relief or qualify for a deferral
program. To find out more information about this, residents should contact
the Clark County Assessor’s Office at 564-397-2391 or visit their website at
http://www.clark.wa.gov/assessor/taxrelief/index.html.
 
In addition to the base levy, the City collects new property tax revenue
based on the value of new construction added to the assessment rolls
during the prior year. The revenue to the City is calculated using the
assessed value of new construction multiplied by the prior year’s levy rate.
The value of new construction is still being finalized by the County
Assessor’s Office and includes the value of utility new construction
provided to the County Assessor by the State. The most recent estimate
from the County Assessor’s Office indicates close to $545 million of new
construction, which translates into $1,182,000 of additional City property tax
revenue, which is slightly more than the $1,165,000 received for new
construction values for 2023 taxes. The City’s ordinance states the
percentage and dollar amount increase in the City’s base property tax levy
as required by RCW 84.55.120. The County Assessor will determine the
levy amount for new construction based on their final calculations.
Request: On November 13, 2023, approve the ordinance on first

reading, setting the date of second reading and public hearing
for November 20, 2023.
 
Anthony Glenn, Treasurer, 360-487-8493
 

Mayor McEnerny-Ogle read the title of the ordinance into the record.
 
Motion approved the request.

9. Preservation Of Levy Capacity for Exempt Property for 2024
Staff Report: 210-23
 
AN ORDINANCE authorizing an increase in tax levy pursuant to RCW
84.55.120 and an increase in limit factor for maximum levy capacity pursuant
to RCW 84.55.092.
 
On February 8, 2022, the voters of the City approved Proposition 2 at a
special election authorizing a permanent levy lid lift to fund fire and
emergency services. Proposition 2 also provided that the property of
qualifying seniors, veterans, and others would be exempt from paying the
increased property tax rate associated with the levy lid lift, pursuant to RCW
84.36.
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Annually, properties that qualify for the exemption allowed under RCW
84.36 will change. In order for the County Assessor’s Office to calculate the
highest lawful levy of all properties and include in future years the
properties exempt from the tax approved by Proposition 2, pursuant to
RCW 84.55.092, Council must approve an ordinance to authorize the Clark
County Assessor’s Office to authorize a property tax increase against the
property not subject to the levy lid lift when calculating the highest lawful
levy and authorize the limit factor be applied to the excluded property, which
in 2024 will be 1.0%. This preserves levy capacity for the overall highest
lawful levy calculation and allows the County Assessor to include the limit
factor on the properties that were excluded, if they move out of the exempt
status.
 
Based on last year’s General Fund levy for excluded properties of
$603,307.82, the 1.0% increase recommended by staff represents an
increase of $6,033.08.
 
Approval of this ordinance will protect future levy capacity by removing the
adverse consequences to the City’s future levy capacity resulting from the
levy reduction authorized in Proposition 2.
Request: On November 13, 2023, approve ordinance on first reading,

setting the date of second reading and public hearing for
November 20, 2023.
 
Anthony Glenn, Treasurer, 360-487-8493
 

Mayor McEnerny-Ogle read the title of the ordinance into the record.
 
Motion approved the request.

10. Appointments to the Lodging Tax Advisory Committee

The purpose of the Vancouver Lodging Tax Advisory Committee is to make
recommendations to the Vancouver City Council regarding expenditures of
lodging tax revenue for the purpose of tourism promotion and the marketing
and operations of special events and festivals.

Committee 2 recently interviewed candidates for four, full-term positions on
the Lodging Tax Advisory Committee for seats representing staff, board
members or volunteers from organizations or activities that are authorized
to be funded by the Lodging Tax. Committee 2 recommends the
reappointment of Jennifer Kenney and the appointment of Temple Lentz,
Ryan Hart, and Janet Kenefsky, with terms beginning immediately and
expiring September 30, 2025. 

If there are no objections, we would like to make this appointment at the
Monday, November 13, 2023, Council meeting.
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Request: Reappoint Jennifer Kenney and appoint Temple Lentz, Ryan
Hart, and Janet Kenefsky to the Lodging Tax Advisory
Committee to terms beginning immediately and expiring
September 30, 2025.
 
Council Committee 2
 

Motion approved the request. 

11. Approval of Claim Vouchers

Request: Approve claim vouchers for November 13, 2023.
 

Motion approved claim vouchers in the amount of $7,893,017.68.

Public Hearings (Item 12)

12. Heights HX District Code Amendments
Staff Report: 200-23
 
AN ORDINANCE of the City of Vancouver relating to changes to the Chapter
20.670 of the Vancouver Municipal Code (VMC), The Heights (HX) Plan
District, amending VMC Section 20.670.030(B), VMC Figure 20.670-2; VMC
20.670.040(A)(2), VMC Table 20.670.040-2; VMC Sections 20.670.040(A)
(7), 20.670.040(B)(4), and 20.670.040(D)(1) and adding VMC Section
20.670.040(L); allowing for severability; and providing an effective date.
 
The Heights (HX) Plan District code was adopted in 2021 following City
Council’s approval of the Heights District Subarea Plan in 2020. As part of
the implementation of the Heights District Plan, staff have identified several
updates to the Heights HX Plan District code necessary to ensure future
development meets the Plan goals and intent.
 
Proposed changes to the Vancouver zoning code text or map not involving
Comprehensive Plan changes may be considered at any time, subject to
public hearing review before the Planning Commission and City Council.
Code amendments were previously brought to the Planning Commission
on March 14th and July 25th and to Council on April 10th and August 21st,
and both bodies indicated overall support for the code refinements. Staff
returned to the Planning Commission with the package of code refinements
for a public hearing on September 26th. Attached is a copy of the Planning
Commission Staff Report. The Planning Commission unanimously
recommended that Council approve the code amendments.
 
Summary of Proposed Plan Refinements and Code Changes 
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Proposed refinements to the Tower Mall Redevelopment Area (TMRA)
Plan include the following:
  

 Relocation of the Civic Plaza east to front Devine Road and be visible
from the Mill Plain Boulevard, thus improving both access and visibility to
this major public gathering area. As a major attractor, the Civic Plaza is an
opportunity to promote ground-floor uses to create a retail, dining, and
entertainment destination and a focus for activity in the district. 
Realignment and extension of the Grand Loop to promote its identity
and increased use by connecting to the Greenbelt Park and planned
walk and bike facilities along MacArthur Boulevard.
Relocation of the Neighborhood Park to promote increased visibility,
use and function and a clear and identifiable “entry gateway” to the
Grand Loop. Future development provides active edge uses
surrounding the park that increase the value and function of
redevelopment properties.

 
 

Proposed code changes will amend The Heights (HX) Plan District, VMC
20.670 to align with refinements to the Tower Mall Redevelopment Area
(TMRA) Plan as detailed above. 
 
These modifications include: 
 
1.   Update the Ground Floor Use Map, Figure 20.670-2 consistent with the
Master Plan refinements for street layout and block formation.
2.   Modify the Ground-Floor Use Regulations by Frontage Type to promote
active retail, entertainment, and dining oriented to the Civic Plaza.
3.    Adjust portions of text to maintain consistency and delete some unclear
or non-essential narrative.
4.     Add a new standard to regulate off-street parking access by limiting
vehicle, pedestrian, and bicycle conflicts and promoting better non-
motorized access and use of the Grand Loop.
 
The above referenced code modifications were presented to Council at a
workshop on April 10, 2023. Thereafter, as part of discussions about the
project with interested developers, staff were informed that buildings in the
District Gateway subdistrict that do not abut residentially zoned properties
cannot develop to their intended building height of four stories and include
ground floor commercial due to the requirement in VMC 20.670.040 B 2
that the ground floor of buildings must have a minimum of 16 feet floor to
floor height. Increasing the overall building height to address this allows for
mixed use buildings that include ground floor retail and three stories of
housing above and maintain a consistent pedestrian retail experience as
envisioned in the Heights District Plan. This change resulted in additional
code updates detailed below that were presented to Council at a workshop
on August 21, 2023.
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5.    Increase maximum building height in the District Gateway subdistrict
from 50 feet to 55 feet for properties not abutting residentially zoned
properties.
6.    Differentiate the definition of commercial frontage between active uses
surrounding the Civic Plaza and Devine Road and all other commercial
uses allowed in the Heights HX Plan District code, except office. Thus,
creating two definitions of commercial frontage in VMC 20.670.030 B.
Ground Floor Use Regulation by Frontage Type to allow maximum
flexibility.
7.   Modify the Ground-Floor Uses diagram to account for the two definitions
of commercial frontage, explained in bullet number 6 above.
 
At the first reading on November 6, 2023 Council passed a motion to
include childcare facilities as an allowed use under the Active Commercial
ground floor use types. Staff has updated the Ordinance to reflect this. To
clarify, childcare center is a permitted use throughout the District under
Commercial and Mixed-use Districts Use Table in VMC 20.430.030-1.
Request: On November 13, 2023, subject to second reading and a

public hearing, approve the ordinance.
 
Amy Zoltie, Real Estate Project Manager, 360-487-7953
 

Amy Zoltie, Real Estate Project Manager, provided an overview of the Heights
HX District Code Amendments.
 
Council discussed the item briefly with staff.
 
Mayor McEnerny-Ogle opened the public hearing and received testimony from
the following community members:
 

Kimberlee Goheen, La Center, WA
 
There being no further testimony, Mayor McEnerny-Ogle closed the public
hearing.
 
Motion by Councilmember Stober, seconded by Councilmember
Hansen, and carried unanimously to approve Ordinance 4424.

Communications

A. From the Council

B. From the Mayor

C. From the City Manager
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Humane Society Contract

Lon Pluckhahn, Deputy City Manager, discussed the Humane Society
Contract.

Historic Reserve Lease Agreement

Lon Pluckhahn, Deputy City Manager, discussed the Historic Reserve Lease
Agreement.

Adjournment
8:17 p.m.

 _____________________________
Anne McEnerny-Ogle, Mayor

 
 
Attest:
 
 
 
 
_____________________________
Natasha Ramras, City Clerk 

 

 
The written comments below are those of the submitter alone and are not
representative of the views of CVTV or the City of Vancouver, its elected or
appointed officials, or its employees.
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From: City Council
To: Dollar, Sarah
Subject: FW: City Council Meeting 11/13 Submission of document
Date: Monday, November 13, 2023 9:58:54 AM
Attachments: Loss Recreation Area Plan Required.pdf

 
From:  
Sent: Monday, November 13, 2023 9:50 AM
To: City Council <council@cityofvancouver.us>
Cc: Cook, Nena <Nena.Cook@cityofvancouver.us>
Subject: City Council Meeting 11/13 Submission of document
 
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.

I will be speaking on number 8 Property Tax Levy for 2024
 
Excessive use of City service and future Expenditures
Attachment: Loss Recreation Area Plan Required.pdf



From: City of Vancouver - Office of the City Manager
To: Dollar, Sarah
Subject: FW: Consent Agenda #6 - 11/13/23 - Warehouse Code Amendments
Date: Monday, November 13, 2023 12:45:29 PM

Hi Sarah!
 
Happy Monday, We got this in the CMO inbox 
 
-Amelia
 

From: Cathryn Chudy < > 
Sent: Monday, November 13, 2023 12:01 PM
To: City of Vancouver - Office of the City Manager <CMO@cityofvancouver.us>
Subject: Consent Agenda #6 - 11/13/23 - Warehouse Code Amendments
 
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.

Mayor, Council members and staff,

I appreciate the time and effort that has been put into Warehouse Code Amendments,
and have been part of comments submitted by our Alliance for Community
Agreement, which I hope you will continue to take into consideration. It was
disappointing that the Planning Commission sidestepped this input and proceeded to
recommend what had been submitted to them to the Council for the final hearing.

It is discouraging that the business and development community succeeded in
persuading Council to change the threshold for the "largest" buildings that then
became the only buildings that will be governed by the Warehouse Code
Amendments you are poised to potentially adopt on Nov. 20th. It is a questionable
consolation that future ordinances are planned, that will have some effect in reducing
carbon emissions in new buildings in Vancouver, since the urgency of doing all we
can do, sooner rather than later, is becoming increasingly evident. The Climate
Framework was a good start, but actions speak louder than intentions to do more in
the future. And the forces that are advocating "business as usual" are poised, as
always, to intervene to slow the pace of reasonable climate protection standards that
are necessary now rather than later if we are to ensure the intentions formalized in
our Climate Action Framework are to become realized.

You as Council members hold the key to asking the questions and providing the
ultimate direction that will either move our "Climate Action Framework" action steps
forward meaningfully in good faith, or rely on good intentions but fall behind under the
influence of "business as usual" thinking that remains overly cautious instead of
proactive and timely.

As always, thank you for all you do!



Cathryn Chudy

Vancouver resident
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Peter Bracchi 
 

June 1, 2022 
 
Request 
We have a need for a land restoration and water pollution mitigation Plan for the Burnt Bridge Creek 
Watershed Critical Area. 
 

 

This document is designed to be viewed Electronically  - Titles and Pictures contain Hyperlinks
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Environmental Summary 

Burnt Bridge is a regulated  waterway it does not meet the Washington Department of Ecology 
standards for fecal coliform bacteria, temperature, acidity, and levels of dissolved oxygen. By not 
meeting the state standards, it has placed Burnt Bridge Creek on the federal 303(d) list of water quality 
impaired waterbodies.  
The City is failing to bring Burnt Bridge Creek into compliance with state water quality standards. 
 
Along the BBC trail most of the Land in the Critical Area belongs to the City of Vancouver and designated 
for Recreation. Land Zoning  is Park, Open Space, Greenway, or Lettuce Field. 
 
The quality of Stream water is related to Land Use Quality and Pollution. 
 
What are Critical Areas 
The Growth Management Act (GMA) requires all cities and counties in Washington to adopt regulations 
protecting “critical areas” in order to preserve the natural environment, wildlife habitats, and sources of 
fresh drinking water.  
 
Protecting critical areas also helps reduce exposure to risks, such as landslides or flooding, and maintains 
the natural elements of our landscape. It can be costly, or even impossible, to replace critical area 
functions and values once they are lost. 
 
RCW 36.70A.030(5) defines five types of critical areas: 

1) Wetlands 
2) Frequently flooded areas 
3) Geologically hazardous areas 
4) Fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas 
5) Areas with a critical recharging effect on aquifers used for potable water 

 
Environmental Constraints layer – summary of Items 1-4 
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6 Years of Environmental Destruction & Water Pollution to BBC 

 
Shoreline Destruction and Pollution - East Side

 

Shoreline Destruction and Pollution West Side
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Frequently Flooded Areas 
Bicycle Chop shop Camp. ground compacted, trees cut and Water Pollution 

 

Clark County Geographic Information Services - Environmental Constraints Layer Flood Plain  
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Geologic Hazzard Areas 6 Years of Environmental Destruction  

Removal of Vegetation causes Erosion on Steep slopes, silting into creek

 

Steep Slopes  40%-80% along Burt Bridge Creek 
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Priority habitat conservation areas over 6 years of Destruction 

                           Priority Habitat Species Area 

 

Map to Priority Habitat Species Area 
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Arnold Park-Mitigation continous destructon over 6 years 
USACE NWP (23) NWS-2009-1104 - Southwest Region Wetlands Program 

 

Meadowbrook Marsh Park Destruction and Polluton 
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 Continous Habitat lissues with FIREs over 6 years 

Fire in Anrold Park Mitigation Site

 

 

Fire in Riparian Area
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Continous Habitat Problems with FIREs over 6 years (continued) 

SR500 Wetlands Fire -  Riparian area

 

SR500 Wetland Fire Riparian Area & Steep Slopes
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Pollution from Potentially Harmful Materials Into BBC over 6 years 

Chapter 14.26 WATER RESOURCES PROTECTION 

 

Potentially Harmful Material Pollution in Critical Area
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Additional Fecal Matter pollution over 6 Years 
Continuous habitation has contributed additional Fecal Matter into the problem 303(d) Creek that 
already has problem with Fecal Coliform Bacteria. (no links to additional pictures provided) 

  



From: Wynn Grcich
To: Rebecca Messinger; Dollar, Sarah
Subject: Watch "Trucker DESTROYS Electric Vehicle Narrative in Under 2 Minutes" on YouTube
Date: Sunday, November 12, 2023 11:37:47 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.

https://youtu.be/SrDF-CQlzh8?si=QJTEm_W78hxG5Dtv send to city council members. Put
on public record. Confirm that you did. Thanks from Wynn 



From: Wynn Grcich
To: Rebecca Messinger; Dollar, Sarah
Subject: Electromagnetic Radiation + Wireless Litigation | Childrens Health Defense
Date: Wednesday, November 8, 2023 12:37:34 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.

https://live.childrenshealthdefense.org/chd-tv/shows/good-morning-chd/electromagnetic-
radiation--wireless-litigation/?utm_source please send to council members and MELNECK.
Put on public record and confirm that you. Thank you from Wynn 



From: Wynn Grcich
To: Rebecca Messinger; Dollar, Sarah
Subject: Fwd: RECALL Expansion: WanaBana Apple Cinnamon Fruit Puree pouches due to potential lead contamination
Date: Tuesday, November 7, 2023 1:53:05 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 to council members and MELNECK. Put on public record and confirm that you did.
Thanks from Wynn 

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: WA Department of Health <waDOH@public.govdelivery.com>
Date: Tue, Nov 7, 2023, 9:42 AM
Subject: RECALL Expansion: WanaBana Apple Cinnamon Fruit Puree pouches due to
potential lead contamination
To: < >



Food Recall in Washington Images

All WanaBana Apple Cinnamon Fruit Puree
Pouches Recalled
WanaBana is expanding its recall to include all Apple Cinnamon Fruit Puree Pouches
regardless of expiration date and lot code due to possible lead contamination. Expanded
recall also includes additional products retailed outside Washington state. The following
products are subject to recall:

Product Description:
WanaBana Apple Cinnamon Fruit Puree Pouches

Use/Freeze/Sell by Date:









From: Wynn Grcich
To: Rebecca Messinger; Dollar, Sarah
Subject: Fwd: How Many People Died in the US during 2020, 2021 and 2022 because of (="From") Covid?
Date: Monday, November 6, 2023 4:18:06 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.

Please send me the council members and MELNECK. Put on public record and confirm that
you did. Thanks from Wynn 

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Robert W Malone MD from "Who is Robert Malone"

Date: Mon, Nov 6, 2023, 6:21 AM
Subject: How Many People Died in the US during 2020, 2021 and 2022 because of (="From")
Covid?
To: < >

Who is Robert Malone cross-posted a post from First Principles with Dr. Sheftall

Robert W Malone MD, MS
Nov 6 · Who is Robert Malone

This substack addresses the fundamental falsehood which underpins all of the
arbitrary and capricious actions of WHO and the US Government. The actions
taken were all justified based on modeling estimates of 3.4% case fatality rate for
SARS-CoV-2 infection. Having developed global and national response policies
based on these grossly inflated numbers, the US Government then created
perverse incentives for the medical system to over-report COVID-associated
deaths. And as demonstrated by Dr. Sheftall in this essay, the gross over-estimates
of death and disease associated with COVID have become weaponized via a
coordinated global WHO and USG propaganda campaign. There must be
accountability and consequences - a truth and reconciliation commission will not
dissuade future bad behavior.

How Many People Died in the US
during 2020, 2021 and 2022 because
of (="From") Covid?





predominated. Carefully adding up the totals for the six bars above the line and
subtracting the 15 bars below the line gives us 40 deaths total. Remember, we’re
counting per 100,000 population. Still, there are 24 months. 40/24 = 1.67. In a
country that eschewed lockdowns, masks, social distancing and school closures, an
additional 1.67 out of 100,000 people died per month; an unnoticeable increase

That’s .0000167 or .00167%. This is for Sweden, remember, the “control group” for
the world. It means, per month, for the two worst years of the pandemic (2020 and

2021) and fighting the most virulent variant, the original Wuhan strain, only 1/6th  of
1% of 1% died in excess of the average from 2015 – 2019 (before the pandemic
existed). For Sweden… the country that eschewed lockdowns, mask mandates, and
school closures, where women walked arm-in-arm down the street past bars full of
screaming fans, beers in hand, to enjoy a dinner and a movie together in a crowded
theater- I saw videos of all this on CNN- the pandemic would have come and gone
without anyone noticing. This would have happened in any other country too, had
their governments not locked down as China recommended and in the case of the
United States, bribed hospitals to test everyone who came through the door and
assign their admission to COVID-19 based on a completely faulty test, regardless of
symptoms.

That’s right. Only 1/6th of 1% of 1% per 100,000 more in a given month than died
before the pandemic started! And it would have been a lot less if Sweden had not had
such a mild flu season the previous winter, leaving many more than the average
number of the very elderly and vulnerable to face COVID-19 when it did finally
come.

Again, this is what Birx, Fauci and others shut down the entire world for AND for
which they destroyed lives and forced a toxic vaccine into the arms of people
(including children) who didn’t understand this stuff and relied on them for guidance,
with people like Peter Hotez saying the way Trump was managing the pandemic was
a threat to our Homeland security. Really, Dr. Hotez? .0000167 per 100,000 people
per month? The people who did this should be put in prison for life and everyone
who profited from this crime should be forced to return the money a la the Bernie
Madoff scandal beneficiaries.





Back to the issue at hand- the number of deaths caused by SARS-2…

Sweden had a disproportionate number of deaths in their nursing homes, largely
because they had a very mild flu season the year before and there were many
vulnerable people still alive who would have normally succumbed a year earlier.
Those patients were very old and fragile and had several co-morbidities. It is very
hard to tell if a patient like this is dying of COVID or one of their co-morbidities.
Sweden probably exaggerated their deaths also but to not nearly the same extent as
the U.S.  But either way, the large number of vulnerable after the weak flu season the
year before caused Sweden’s death toll to be inflated which using the logic above
means the death toll in the US is overestimated in this calculation by a factor of
3300/103.5 = ~32.

So how many people actually died in the United States during the three years 2020,
2021, and 2022? We calculated that 132,000 died in 2020 and 2021 with the Lion’s
share occurring in 2020. We also know the claimed to actual ratio for these two years
equals 132,000/840,000 = .157.

Taking this inflated ratio and multiplying it by the 2022 consensus number of deaths
(among the people inflating the numbers the entire time), we get .157 x 250,000 =
39,000 actual deaths in 2022 as the inflated result. We will use it to overestimate as
opposed to underestimate the number. This makes the total deaths during the three
years of COVID-19 equal 132,000 + 39,000 = 171,000 “with” and “from” Covid.

This number must be adjusted down for several important reasons. First five
governors sent contagious patients being treated in the hospital back to nursing
homes where vulnerable patients lay in wait. In New York along, this was estimated
to have caused more than 25,000. Including the four other states, a conservative
number would double this to 50,000. In addition, there were significantly-many
iatrogenic deaths caused by inappropriate use of ventilators, the use of Remdesivir,
and dehydration/neglect. Estimating all of these at 30,000 throughout the entire
country is very conservative. (For those of you who think this occurred in the
northeast only, think again. A busy ICU colleague of mine tells me that, in
California,  ventilators and Remdesivir were routinely used early on and continued to
be used when patients pulled out the nasal cannulae delivering high flow O2; the



correct treatment for low oxygen saturation caused by an endotheliitis.)

So the total number of deaths in the US during 2020, 2021, and 2022 was 171,000 –
80,000 =  91,000 or roughly three average flu seasons of 30,000 deaths per year and
remember, this is “with” and “from” Covid. If you take away one third as being
“with” Covid, that leaves~ 60,000 over the three years dying “from” Covid. This is
about equal to three mild flu seasons averaging 20,000 deaths per year. 

So we can take 60,000 as the upper limit of patients dying FROM Covid (not merely
“with”). There is one more caveat one must consider because it is absolutely relevant
to this discussion. It is my opinion that the majority of people who died FROM Covid
actually died of bacterial pneumonia just as in the 1918 Spanish flu article pointing
this out, authored by none other than Dr. Anthony Fauci.

It makes sense. Back then, we didn’t have the antibiotics necessary to treat bacterial
pneumonia so those unlucky enough to get bacterial super-infections, died. We
certainly have antibiotics now so what happened in 2020, 2021, and 2022? It is
common knowledge that ER doctors told patients, who came in early in their course,
to “go home and don’t come back until you have trouble breathing. There’s nothing
we can do for you now.” This was because those doctors were prohibited from giving
out prescriptions for ivermectin and hydroxychloroquine and didn’t think to treat
patients with antibiotics because at that point, they hadn’t gotten bacterial super-
infections yet. That happened during the 3 weeks they were home suffering with the
viral infection and endotheliitis. If the ER doctors had known their history and put
two and two together, they would have treated for a bacterial super-infection
prophylactically I.e. pre-treated then for bacterial pneumonia but few, if any, did.

So many of the 60,000 who died FROM Covid actually died of bacterial pneumonia.
We just don’t know exactly how many; up to 60,000 minus other causes secondary to
spike protein pathology such as strokes, heart attacks, etc.

Covid would have come and gone without anyone noticing if the government hadn't
gotten involved with the idiotic policies some of which were put in place by people
who knew better. In addition to this, there were recommendations made which made
absolutely no sense and resulted in the deaths of some patients. Continuing to get
injected with vaccines that were made for strains three or four generations previous









WHO:

Congresswoman Marjorie Taylor Greene (GA-14)

Congressman Clay Higgins (LA-03)

Congressman Barry Moore (AL-02)

Congressman Thomas Massie (KY-04)

Congressman Greg Steube (FL-17)

Dr. Robert Malone

Dr. Kimberly Biss

Thomas Renz

WHEN: TODAY, November 13, 2023 at 3:00 PM WHERE: 2045 Rayburn House
Office Building and streaming LIVE on YouTube



Today I will be testifying at Marjorie Taylor Greene’s Congressional House Hearing
on injuries caused by the COVID-19 Vaccines. MTG has been a true hero in this
fight against mandates, masks, lockdowns and fighting for justice for those injured.
She has been on our side for years.

I am proud to stand by her in this endeavor. She is one of the few members of
Congress willing to stand up and fight.

The House COVID-19 commission, which MTG is on, is focused on one thing only-
and that is the origins of the virus. While this is important to bring those responsible
for the release of this man made virus to justice, it is not the only issue.

MTG is a fighter. MTG knows the harms done. She is working to expose them.







From: no-reply@fvrl.org on behalf of FVRL Public Copier
To: City Council; 
Subject: Scanned image from Fort Vancouver Regional Library
Date: Saturday, November 11, 2023 3:22:05 PM
Attachments: FVRL 20231111 152213.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.

Reply to: FVRL Public Copier <no-reply@fvrl.org>
Device Name: LC Public Copier
Device Model: BP-70C31
Location: LC

File Format: PDF MH(G3)
Resolution: 200dpi x 200dpi

Attached file is scanned image in PDF format.
















































