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RESOLUTION - 1 

8/27/2018 

RESOLUTION NO. M-3977

A RESOLUTION relating to review and approval of the December 2017 Clark Regional 

Wastewater District Comprehensive General Sewer Plan. 

WHEREAS, the Clark Regional Wastewater District (the “District”) provides wastewater 

services within a portion of the City of Vancouver, in addition to all of the City of Ridgefield and 

portions of Battle Ground and unincorporated Clark County; and 

WHEREAS, the District’s customer base has nearly doubled in 20 years, spurred by high 

rates of growth in Clark County, and the customer base is projected to continue to rise; and 

WHEREAS, in accordance with local comprehensive planning efforts and state law, the 

District produced the December 2017 Comprehensive General Sewer Plan (the “Plan”) to present 

its plans for improving, operating, and extending its wastewater system through 2036; and 

WHEREAS, under RCW 57.16.010, the Plan must be approved by Vancouver’s City 

Council;  

NOW, THEREFORE, 

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY OF VANCOUVER: 

Section 1. The City of Vancouver, in accordance with Chapter 57.16 RCW, hereby 

approves the December 2017 Clark Regional Wastewater District Comprehensive General Sewer 

Plan.   

ADOPTED at regular session of the Council of the City of Vancouver, this 27th day of 

August, 2018. 

DocuSign Envelope ID: F5E9C466-0159-46B7-8EE2-FA5A7111C381



RESOLUTION - 2 

_______________________ 

Anne McEnerny-Ogle, Mayor 

Attest: 

___________________________________ 

Natasha Ramras, City Clerk 

By: Carrie Lewellen, Deputy City Clerk 

Approved as to form: 

___________________________________ 

E. Bronson Potter, City Attorney

DocuSign Envelope ID: F5E9C466-0159-46B7-8EE2-FA5A7111C381



CLARK REGIONAL WASTEWATER DISTRICT 
CLARK COUNTY, WASHINGTON 

RESOLUTION NO. 17 42 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF CLARK 
REGIONAL WASTEWATER DISTRICT, CLARK COUNTY, 
WASHINGTON, ADOPTING A COMPREHENSIVE GENERAL SEWER 
PLAN. 

WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 1602 adopted on August 27, 2013, the Clark 
Regional Wastewater District Board of Commissioners adopted the Comprehensive 
General Sewer Plan dated March 2013; and 

WHEREAS, in 2016, the Ridgefield Urban Growth Area was expanded and the 
Clark County Board of County Councilors adopted the 2015-2035 Comprehensive Plan 
as part of Clark County's Growth Management Act Comprehensive Plan update and 
assigned sewer service for Vancouver's Urban Growth Area, Ridgefield's Urban Growth 
Area and the Rural Centers of Meadow Glade and Hockinson to the District; and 

WHEREAS, the District Board of Commissioners has investigated all portions 
and sections of the District and selected a plan for a sewer system that is suitable and 
adequate for present and reasonably foreseeable future needs and has determined a 
long-term plan for financing and distributing the cost and expense of the facilities and 
services; and 

WHEREAS, the District Board of Commissioners desires to combine the General 
Comprehensive Plan prepared in accordance with the requirements of RCW 57.16.010 
and the General Sewer Plan prepared in accordance with the requirements of RCW 
90.48.110 and WAC 173-240-010, 173-240-030, and 173-240-050 into a single 
Comprehensive General Sewer Plan; and 

WHEREAS, the Battle Ground City Council approved the Comprehensive 
General Sewer Plan by Resolution No. 18-06 on July 16, 2018, the Ridgefield City 
Council approved the plan by Resolution No. 544 on August 23, 2018 and the 
Vancouver City Council approved the plan by Resolution No. M-3977 on August 27, 
2018;and 

WHEREAS, the Clark County Board of County Councilors approved the 
Comprehensive General Sewer Plan on January 8, 2019; and 

WHEREAS, the District submitted the Comprehensive General Sewer Plan to 
the Washington State Department of Ecology for review and approval; and 
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WHEREAS, the Board of Sewer Commissioners has determined that it is in the 
best interest of the District to approve the Comprehensive General Sewer Plan; now, 
therefore 

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Commissioners of Clark Regional 
Wastewater District, Clark County, Washington as follows: 

Section 1. The Board of Commissioners adopts the following as the District's 
comprehensive general sewer plan: 

• December 2017 Comprehensive General Sewer Plan. 

The document is on file with the Board Clerk/Administrative Services Manager of the 
District. 

ADOPTED by the Board of Commissioners of Clark Regional Wastewater District 
Clark County, Washington, at a regular meeting held on January 22, 2019. 

CLARK REGIONAL WASTEWATER DISTRICT 

Nor~k 
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1 ORDINANCE NO. 2019-02-02 
2 
3 An ordinance relating to land use; adopting amendments to the Clark County 20-
4 year Comprehensive Growth Management Plan 2015-2035 map; zoning map; 
5 arterial atlas map; comprehensive plan text; and Clark County Code Title 40. 
6 
7 
8 WHEREAS, Clark County adopted a 20-Year Comprehensive Growth Management Plan 
9 through ordinances 1994-12-47 and 1994-12-53 on December 20, 1994 to meet the goals and 

10 requirements of Chapter 36.70A RCW (also known as the Growth Management Act "GMA"); and 
11 
12 WHEREAS, the 20-Year Comprehensive Growth Management Plan has been updated and 
13 amended numerous times since 1994, through periodic updates and through annual reviews, all 
14 pursuant to GMA; and 
15 
16 WHEREAS, pursuant to RCW 36. 70A.130, Clark County adopted an updated 20-Year 
17 Comprehensive Growth Management Plan 2015-2035 through ordinance 2016-06-12 on June 28, 
18 2016;and 
19 
20 WHEREAS, the county needs to address certain requests for comprehensive plan and 
21 zoning changes to meet the goals and requirements of Chapter 36.70A RCW; and 
22 
23 WHEREAS, certain property owners of, and parties with interests in, one or more below-
24 described real properties have each requested a 20-Year Comprehensive Growth Management 
25 Plan Amendment and Zone Change or correction of mapping errors affecting their property; and 
26 
27 WHEREAS, the Planning Commission reviewed the applications, docket items, 
28 amendments and modifications of the plan text, arterial atlas amendments, at duly noticed Public 
29 Hearings on May 17, 2018, June 21, July 19, August 2, August 16, September 6, and December 6, 
30 and has forwarded its recommendations to the County Council; and 
31 
32 WHEREAS, SEPA notices with determinations of non-significance were issued on March 
33 19, 2018, April 9, April 28, June 4, July 17, and August 1; and 
34 
35 WHEREAS, comments were received regarding the State Environmental Policy Act 
36 (SEPA) reviews for CPZ 2018-00006 Gaither, CPZ 2018-00015 Urban Holding 179th Street/Killian 
3 7 and CPZ 2018-00001 Yacolt Mountain Quarry, and were included in the public record for each 
38 case and were considered by the Planning Commission and the County Council; and 
39 
40 WHEREAS, the council considered amendment cases CPZ 2018-00001 Yacolt Mountain 
41 Quarry; CPZ 2018-00003 Faith Center; CPZ 2018-00004 Strawberry Hill; CPZ 2018-00006 
42 Gaither; CPZ 2018-00007 NE 99th St Extension; CPZ2018-00011 Complete Streets; CPZ 2018-
43 00014 Rural Center-Proebstel; CPZ 2018-00015 Urban Holding 1791

h Street/Killian; and CPZ 
44 2018-00020-Clark Regional Waste Water District CFP Update, at duly advertised public hearings 
45 on November 6, 2018, November 27, December 11; December 18; and January 8, 2019; and 
46 
47 WHEREAS, the council took public testimony from interested parties and considered all 
48 comments presented; and 
49 
50 WHEREAS, the council in reviewing all the proposed comprehensive plan changes 
51 considered the cumulative impacts of those changes, consistent with CCC Section 40.560.010 
52 Plan Amendment Procedural Ordinance and Section 40.560.010(S), cumulative impacts; and 
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1 
2 WHEREAS, the council also considered the staff repo,rts and the recommendations of the 
3 Clark County Planning Commission; and 
4 
5 WHEREAS, the council finds that adoption of the amendments are in the best public 
6 interest and will further the public health, safety and welfare; now therefore, 
7 
8 BE IT HEREBY ORDERED, RESOLVED AND DECREED BY THE CLARK COUNTY 
9 COUNCIL, CLARK COUNTY, STATE OF WASHINGTON, as follows: 

10 
11 Section 1. Findings. 
12 
13 The findings and analysis contained in the Clark County Planning Commission's 
14 Recommendations to council dated November 6, 2018, November 27, December 11, December 
15 18, and January 8, 2019, relating to the 2018 Comprehensive Plan and Dockets Amendments, are 
16 hereby adopted and incorporated herein by reference except where inconsistent with the following. 
17 
18 Section 2. Comprehensive Land Use Plan and Zoning Map Modifications. 
19 
20 1. In the matter of Annual Review item number CPZ2018-00001 Yacolt Mountain. Amend 
21 the Clark County 20-Year Comprehensive Growth Management Plan Map Designation and 
22 · corresponding Zoning Map for that certain property, 107 acres in size, located at 36400 NE 
23 10th Ave, Ridgefield, WA, by expanding the surface mining overlay to two parcels with an 
24 FR-1 comprehensive plan designation with Forest-80 (FR-80) zoning as recommended by 
25 the Planning Commission and indicated on the attached map (Exhibit 1 ). The council 
26 approved the expansion of the surface mining overlay on parcel number 230301000 and a 
27 portion of parcel number 230061000 adjacent to the Yacolt Mountain Quarry. This approval 
28 was contingent upon a covenant running with the land and restricting use of property on the 
29 two subject parcels (Exhibit 1 B). The covenant states that the property owner will not 
30 extract material from the property, will only use the property for storage of materials 
31 removed from the Yacolt Mountain Quarry and for ancillary uses as may be necessary to 
32 support that use, for a period of ten (10) years. Tax serial number 230301000 and a 
33 .portion of 230061000; located in the South Half of the Southeast Quarter of Section 5, 
34 Township 4 North, Range 3 East of the Willamette Meridian, and a portion of the South 
35 120 acres of the South Half of Section 4, Township 4 North, Range 3 East of the 
36 Willamette Meridian. 
37 
38 2. In the matter of Annual Review item number CPZ2018-00002 Ward 162"d LLC. The 
39 applicant withdrew their application for the 2018 cycle on November 19, 2018. The 
40 proposal would have amended the Clark County 20-Year Comprehensive Growth 
41 Management Plan Map Designation and corresponding Zoning Map for that certain 
42 property, 8.26 acres in size, located west of the intersection of NE 162"d Ave and NE 
43 Ward Rd., Vancouver, WA, from Commercial with Community Commercial (CC) zoning to 
44 Urban High Density Residential with R-30 zoning. The Planning Commission 
45 recommended denial. Tax serial numbers 104130000 and 104143000; located in the SE 
46 % of Section 1, Township 2 North, Range 2 East of the Willamette Meridian. 
47 
48 3. In the matter of Annual Review item number CPZ2018-00003 Faith Center. Amend the 
49 Clark County 20-Year Comprehensive Growth Management Plan Map Designation and 
50 corresponding Zoning Map for that certain property, 2.5 acres in size, located at 10800 and 
51 10818 NE 117t11 Ave, Vancouver, WA from Mixed Use with Mixed Use (MX) zoning to 
52 Urban Low Density Residential with R1-6 zoning as recommended by the Planning 
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Commission and indicated on the attached map (Exhibit 2). The council approved the 
amendment of the comprehensive plan and zoning designation from Mixed Use (MX) to 
Urban Low (R 1-6). Tax serial numbers 200145000, 200080000/200080001; located in 
the NW and SW% of Section 34, Township 3 North, Range 2 East of the Willamette 
Meridian. 

4. In the matter of Annual Review item number CPZ2018-00004 Strawberry Hill II Live­
Work. Amend the Clark County 20-Year Comprehensive Growth Management Plan Map 
Designation and corresponding Zoning Map for that certain property, 1.65 acres in size, 
located west of NE 47t11 Ave, between NE 188th Ave and NE 119t11 Ave, Vancouver, WA, 
from Commercial with Neighborhood Commercial (NC) zoning to Urban Low Density 
Residential with R1-6 zoning as recommended by the Planning Commission and indicated 
on the attached map (Exhibit 3). The council approved the amendment of the 
comprehensive plan and zoning designation from Commercial with Neighborhood 
Commercial (NC) zoning to Low Density Residential with R1-6 zoning. Tax serial numbers 
1898100000 and 189835000; located in the NE % of Section 36, Township 3 North, 
Range 1 East of the Willamette Meridian. 

5. In the matter of Annual Review item number CPZ2018-00006 Gaither. Amend the Clark 
County 20-Year Comprehensive Growth Management Plan Map Designation and 
corresponding Zoning Map for that certain property, 13. 78 acres in size, located on NE ?8th 
Street ,Vancouver, WA, from Commercial with General Commercial (GC) zoning to Urban 
Medium Density Residential with OR-22 zoning as recommended by the Planning 
Commission and indicated on the attached map (Exhibit 4). The council approved the 
amendment of the comprehensive plan and zoning designation from Commercial (General 
Commercial) to Urban Medium Density Residential (OR-22). Tax serial numbers 
144534000, 144492000, 144514000, and 144516000; located in the NW% of Section 
12, Township 2 North, Range 1 East of the Willamette Meridian. 

/ 

Section 3. Docket Items/Clark County Initiated. 

1. In the matter of Docket item number CPZ2018-00011 Complete Streets, the council 
approved the following amendments to the text of the Comprehensive Growth Management 
Plan 2015-2035: 

Chapter 5 - Transportation, page 142. 

Complete Streets 

The Complete Streets concept promotes streets that are safe and convenient for all users. 
Streets constitute a large portion of the public space and should be designed. constructed. 
operated. and maintained to be an appropriate and integrated transportation system that will 
meet the needs of motorists. pedestrians. bicyclists. wheelchair users. transit vehicles and 
riders. freight haulers. emergency responders, and residents of all ages and abilities. 

Transportation facilities that support the conceot of complete streets includes. but are not limited 
to. pavement markings and signs. street and sidewalk lighting. sidewalk and pedestrian safety 
improvements, Americans with Disabilities Act and Title VI compliance, transit accommodations. 
bicycle accommodations including appropriate signage and markings. and as appropriate 
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1 streetscapes that appeal to and promote pedestrian use. The system's design will be consistent 
2 with and supportive of local neighborhoods. recognizing that transportation needs varv and must 
3 be balanced in a flexible. safe. and cost effective manner. 
4 
5 Those involved in the planning and design of projects within the public right-of-way will give 
6 consideration to all users and modes of travel from the start of planning and design work. 
7 Transportation improvements shall be viewed as opportunities to create safer. more accessible 
8 streets for all users. This shall apply to new construction. reconstruction. and rehabilitation. 
9 

10 
11 Chapter 5 - Transportation, page 152 
12 
13 Goal: Develop a multi-modal transportation system. 
14 5.2 Multi-modal System Policies 
15 5.1.1 Roadway improvements which provide for additional capacity for the automobile 
16 shall also accommodate alternative travel modes. 
17 5.1.2 Transit related options, including high capacity transit, shall be encouraged in 
18 order to reduce congestion and to improve and maintain air quality. 
19 5. 1.3 The regional public transportation system shall serve the needs of those with 
20 transportation disadvantages in accordance with adopted service standards. The 
21 county, C-TRAN and local agencies shall maintain specialized transportation 
22 services and facilities to meet the requirements of the Americans with Disabilities 
23 Act. 
24 5.1.4 The county shall support new and improved passenger rail transportation 
25 services between Clark County and the Portland metropolitan area and along the 
26 1-5 corridor from Vancouver, BC to Eugene, Oregon. 
27 5. 1.5 Regional airport planning shall include all affected jurisdictions to provide 
28 compatibility with surrounding land uses and to support adequate ground 
29 transportation to move people and goods to and from airports. 
30 5.1.6 The 2010 Clark County Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan and its policies are 
31 included by reference in the Comprehensive Plan. 
32 5.1. 7 The county supports the development of its bicycle and pedestrian network 
33 identified in the 2010 Clark County Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan. 
34 5.1.8 The county supports coordination among the jurisdictions and agencies in the 
35 development of bikeway and pedestrian facilities. 
36 5.1.9 Supports efforts to fund construction of bicycle and pedestrian improvements in 
37 the Clark County Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan without the loss of streets 
38 and/or highway vehicular lane capacity. 
39 5.1.1 O Long range land use and transportation plans shall be coordinated with high 
40 capacity transit plans. 
41 5.1.11 Promote bicycle and pedestrian safety and increased bicycling and walking 
42 through safety and encouragement of activities. 
43 5.1.12 Endorse the concept of complete streets. which promotes roadways that are safe 
44 and convenient for all.users. 
45 5.1.13 Design and construct complete streets wherever feasible and practicable. 
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2. In the matter of Docket item number CPZ2018-00014 Rural Center - Proebstel, the council 
denied the following amendments: establish Proebstel as a rural center by amending the Clark 
County 20-Year Comprehensive Growth Management Plan Map designation and 
corresponding zoning from Rural 5 (R-5) to Rural Center with RC-1, RC-2.5, and CR-2 zoning 
for approximately 112 acres. 

3. In the matter of Docket item number CPZ 2018-00015 Urban Holding 179th Street/Killian, 
the council approved the following amendments: remove the urban holding zoning and­
comprehensive plan overlays on approximately 40 acres near the NE 179th St/Interstate 5 
interchange on properties identified by account numbers 181199000, 181190000, and 
181206000. A developer's agreement was approved concurrently that ensures the 
completion of localized critical links and intersection improvements necessary to provide 
adequate infrastructure to serve urban-level development of the parcels (Exhibit 5). 

4. In the matter of Docket-item number CPZ2018-00020 Clark Regional Waste Water 
District CFP Update (CRWWD), the council approved the following amendments: 
amendment to the Comprehensive Growth Management Plan 2015-2035 Capital Facilities 
and Utilities Element and Appendix E Capital Facility Plans Review and Analysis to reflect 
the update to CRWWD's General Sewer Plan (GSP), including estimated costs of the 6-year 
and 20-year capital facilities plan and accompanying text edits as indicated in exhibits 6 and 
7. Council also approved language to be added to the GSP (Exhibits 6-8) that addresses the 
study areas that are included in the GSP and the process that needs to be followed prior to 
CRWWD providing service to the study areas. 

Section 4. Arterial Atlas Amendments 

1. In the matter of Docket item number CPZ2018-00007 NE ggth St Extension, the council 
approved the following amendments: amend the Arterial Atlas alignment to improve 
neighborhood circulation on NE 99lh St. connecting between NE 87th Ave and NE 72nd Ave 
(Exhibit 9). 

I 

Section 5. Severability. 

If any section, sentence, clause, or phrase of this ordinance is held invalid or unconstitutional by 
a court of competent jurisdiction or the Growth Management Hearings Board, such invalidity or 
unconstitutionality shall not affect the validity or unconstitutionality of any other section, 
sentence, clause, or phrase of this ordinance. 

Section 6. Effective Date. 

This ordinance shall go into effect on February 22, 2019, ten (10) days after its adoption. 

Section 7. Instructions to Clerk. 

The Clerk to the council shall: 

1. Transmit a copy of this ordinance to the Washington State Department of Commerce . 
within ten (10) days of its adoption pursuant to RCW 36. 70A.106. 

2. Transmit a copy of this ordinance to the Washington State Department of Ecology 
within ten (10) days of its adoption pursuant to RCW 36.?0A.106. 

3. Transmit a copy of the adopted ordinance to Code Publishing, Inc., forthwith to 
update the electronic version of the Clark County Code. 
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4. Transmit a copy of the adopted ordinance to the Clark County Geographic Information 
Systems (Megen Britell and Jesse Manley). 

5. Transmit a copy of the adopted ordinance to the Community Development 
Department (Mitch Nickolds and Susie Davidson). 

6. Transmit a copy of the adopted ordinance to the Community Planning (Sharon 
Lumbantobing). 

7. Record a copy of this ordinance with the Clark County Auditor. 
8. Cause notice of adoption of this ordinance to be published forthwith pursuant to RCW 

36. 70A.290 and Clark County Code 1.02.140, and transmit a copy to Community 
Planning. 

Section 8. Roll Call Vote. The following persons voted in favor of the above ordinance 

[amendments]:-T£t!Y1~ Le.~ t \ I e, O\ 2suY) 4-qh (\ Bl6YY! 1 
6ft1 V"1J V\fie ctu 1 61() J =11 e 11186vl QLH \ nqy 

The following persons voted in opposition of the above ordinance [amendments]: 

ADOPTED this 12th day of February, 2019. 

Attest: 
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Temple Lentz, District 1 

By:~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
Julie Olson, District 2 

John Blom, District 3 

Gary Medvigy, District 4 
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EXHIBITS 

Chapter 6 
Capital Facilities and Utilities Element 

Introduction 
Capital facilities and utilities are the basic services which the public sector provides to support land use 
developments, both as they currently exist and as they are anticipated to develop over the course ofthe 
20-year growth management planning horizon. The Capital Facilities and Utilities Element provide a 
general summary of how and when these basic services will be provided to support future growth as 
envisioned by the 20-Year Plan and proposed funding. 

The Growth Management Act (GMA) establishes many of the requirements for the Capital Facilities and 
Utilities Element. The GMA establishes an overall goal to "ensure that those public facilities and services 
necessary to support development shall be adequate to serve the development at the time the 
development is available for occupancy and use without decreasing curr.ent service levels below locally 
established minimum standards" (RCW 36.70A.020). The GMA requires that the capital facilities element 
include an inventory of existing publicly owned capital facilities, a forecast for the future needs for.new 
or expanded facilities and a six-year financial plan. The GMA defines public facilities to include water, 
sewer, stormwater, schools, parks and recreational facilities, law enforcement and fire protection. The 
Capital Facilities and Utilities Element is intended to provide a general assessment of major public 
services which impact land use issues, rather than a detailed analysis of every service provided by 
government. 

The Capital Facilities and Utilities Element must be consistent with the other elements of the 20-Year 
Plan, particularly the Land Use Element. Future development should be encouraged to occur in generally 
more compact patterns where public facilities already exist, because it can be served more efficiently 
and inexpensively than dispersed or sprawling land use patterns. The GMA dictates that "urban growth 
should be located first in areas already characterized by urban growth that have existing public facility 
and service capabilities to serve such development and second in areas already characterized by urban 
growth that will be served by a combination of both existing public facilities and any additional needed 
public facilities and services that are provided by public or private sources" (RCW 36.70A.110). 

Providing new capital facilities in previously undeveloped and unserved areas may in turn lead to new 
development in dispersed patterns and should also be avoided. The GMA states that " ... cities are the 
units of local government most appropriate to provide urban governmental services. In general, it is not 
appropriate that urban governmental services be extended to or expanded in rural areas except i.n those 
limited circumstances shown to be necessary to protect basic public health and safety and the 
environment and when such services are financially supportable at rural densities and do not permit 
urban development." 

The GMA also emphasizes the concept of concurrency, which requires that needed public facilities ahd 
services be in place, or officially planned and scheduled to be put into place, concurrent with new 
development. This concept requires cities and counties to establish explicit levels of service, or minimum 
threshold measures, to determine if particular service is adequately provided. New development 
applications which cause the minimum levels of service to be exceeded will not be approved unless 
improvements are made to correct the deficiency or' unless corrective measures are scheduled and 

Clark County Comprehensive Plan 
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EXHIBIT 6 

funded to occur within a locally established time frame, up to a maximum of six years. The GMA 
requires that at a minimum level-of-service standards be adopted for transportation. Other services 
should be reviewed for adequacy, but specific threshold standards are not required to be universally 
applied. This element is organized into two sections: 

• inventory and review of existing facilities and services, along with 6-year future plans for water, 
sewer, storm drainage, schools, law enforcement, fire, solid waste, libraries, general 
government buildings, electricity, telecommunications and natural gas services. The Inventory 
and Capital Facilities Plan for Schools, Transportation and Parks can be found in their respective 
elements; and, 

• policies regarding the provision of these services. The policies provide direction in three areas: 
o ensuring the overall provision of needed facilities and services ,by public or private 

agencies; 
o providing direction for the establishment of minimum levels of service and concurrency 

obligations for new developments to assist in the provision of these services; and, 
o ensuring that the provision of services is fully consistent with overall growth 

management objectives, which is ultimately linked to the ability to efficiently provide 
the services in the first place. 

Emphasis throughout this document is placed on those services provided by Clark County government 
and, in particular, on transportation, sewage treatment and storm drainage services which are 
mandated by the GMA for direct concurrency requirements. Capital facilities plans for all services 
provided within individual cities of the county are included within the individual comprehensive plans of 
Battle Ground, Camas, La Center, Ridgefield, Vancouver, Washougal and Yacolt, although available 
information is included in this document for context. The 6-year capital facility and financing summaries 
are an estimate offuture needs and are not official policy or budget documents ofthe service providers 
except where indicated. 

Services Summaries and Projected Future Needs 

• Table 6.1 summarizes who the providers of services are forthe various jurisdictions within Clark 
County. Additional information regarding city services can be found in each jurisdiction's Capital 
Facilities Element. 

• Table 6.2 attempts to isolate the direct capital costs attributable to Clark County over the next 
six years. In cases where services are provided by outside agencies, Table 6.2 estimates the 
direct costs of providing service to county residents only. Table 6.2 also attempts to exclude 
services constructed by developers as part of the development process, such as road, sewer, 
water, or storm drainage extensions or improvements. 

Direct and Indirect Concurrency Services 
Direct concurrency will be applied on a project by project basis for·public facilities of streets, water and 
sanitary sewer. While the GMA requires direct concurrency only for transportation facilities, this plan 
extends the concept of direct concurrency to cover other critical public facilities of water and sanitary 
sewer. Indirect services include schools, fire protection, law enforcement, parks and open space, solid 
waste, libraries, electricity, gas and government facilities. 
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Service 

- - - -- - ---
Transportation 

' - ·- · watersui)piy-
1 

__ Syste!TI . 

Sanitary Sewer 
Collections Services 

"" ~ - -- - --- -

Sewage Treatment 
Facilities 

Public Schools 

Fire Protection 

-

EXHIBIT 6 

Table 6.1 I Direct and Indirect Concurrency Services in Clark County 

Battle Ground Camas La Center Ridgefield Vancouver Washougal Yacolt County 

DIRECT ---- -·-- --- - -- - --- .., _____ --- - - -
City - - ___ C!~L City ____ City 

- ---- ---
___ City 

City City 

City 

County Discovery 
Cleanwater 

Alliance 

Battle Ground 
S.D. 

City 

City 

-- ---- -

City 

CamasS.D. 

CPU City 

City Clark 

City 
Regional 

Wastewater 
District - - ,. ~-- ---

City 

INDIRECT 

La Center S. D. Ridgefield S.D. 

City Fire Marshal District 12 and 
City provides City Camas- District 14Clark City Fire 

facilities; Washougal Fire County Fire and Marshal; Clark 
F.D. #3 provides Department Rescue County Fire af1d 

City 

Vancouver, 
Camas, 

__ E~E!rg_rel:!_n S.~·-

City 

___ Ciry __ 

City 

City 

City 

Washougal, 
CamasS.D. 

CityCamas­
Washougal Fire 

Department 

_j 
City _________ ~o_unty __ 

CPU 

NA 

NA 

Battle Ground 
S.D. 

F.D. #13 

CPU, Vancouver 

CPU, Clark Regional 
Wastewater 

District, Vancouver 

County Discovery 
Cleanwater 

Alliance, Vancouver , 

NA 

All non-municipal 
fire districts 

-------------- ----- ~l:!~~n-~~-'-- -- -~;ty ___ -----------~ity-- - - _R~;;ty~~e ------ -------- ---- ---~i~-- -- ---·sileriffs- --- - - ·she.riff's - -- ·1 
·--~a~-E~!-~~ce~~n_t__ __ _ -~!ty ___ ___ ___ __ _ _ _____ ----------- _____________________ --~'.t~-- ____ ------~- ________ Q_ep~r!~!)_t ___ _Q~partr:n~~!_ ___ j 

r -·--

Solid Waste Private Hauler City Private Hauler Private Hauler Private Hauler Private Hauler Private Hauler Private Hauler 
- ---~ __ ii~@tle~~: - -- ---- - ·i:vRi:s·------ --- - -:-e:!t¥·:_ ------------FvRL5 --- - · · - -F=V-RLs -_ -_:- __ ---~~-~ Jv8L5- - -· -- ··F\JRL.S --.- - - FvRis-- ·_:-_--_~-- :--~-_3v~c~- -- -·1 

Government City City City City City City City County 
Buildings 

r~--~~_E1e~riCi~~~-~-~~·~_-~.~--~--c~q=---=----~ -_-~fP~-~-~~--~~~ --~~~~y-_--~~-~- ~-=---~~~t.1-~.==-~ ~ -=-- -~fP-~~----~~~-~~- ~ _ f~o=-~~-~-~-=~~~ -CP~U~=----_ -~~:==- - ~l[~_---=·~ ~ 
Natural Gas NW Natural Gas NW Natural Gas NW Natural Gas NW Natural Gas NW Natural Gas NW Natural Gas NA NW Natural Gas 

FVRLS--Fort Vancouver Regional Library System, NA--Not Applicable, CPU--Clark Public Utilities 
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Table 6.2 I Summary of Estimated 6-Year Capital Facilities Expenditures in Clark County 

Service or Utility 

Transportation 

Major Capital Projects 

2016-2021 Transportation 
Improvement Program 

Estimated Cost Funding Sources 

$163,818,000 • County Road Fund 

• Traffic Impact Fees 

____________ •. -~sfe.r~tar:isf_St~~~-G_r!!n~ _ l 

Water 

--sewer Co11eCtior1arid~ 
'Treatment 

Well source, storage and 
distribution 

$50,090,000 

- -Treatment-plantand-interceptor- - - ~§9;~;tob 64;84oit0ti 

• Systems charges 

._ - -c_~l'!tri_b~_!e~ £~£~~~ -- - --
• Rates and charges 

• Revenue bond sale -
system expansions _ 

- - - - - - - . 
Stormwater Drainage Develop regional drainage 

facilities, complete drainage 
basin studies, Stormwater 
treatment retrofit and repair 

$9,603,000 • Future Drainage Utility (or 
similar mechanism) and 
systems development 
charges 

• Existing drainage fund 
- Schools New Facilities and expansions of 

existing facilities 

-$585~479;311---;-im-pactf:ees- - - -------- - -~ 

Fi re Protection 
- - - -

Land acquisition, construction, 
remodel of stations and 
purchase of vehicles 

• Voter Approved Bonds 

• S~ate Ma~cbing Fun~s 

$37,420,000 • Bonds 

• Dedicated tax revenue 

· Law Enforcement/ 
, Corrections 

Expansion 0tcieten-tion-facf1i1:fe5;- -­

construction of new 

$98,2oo;Doo-io - • - - Ge~eraf obngation-soricis- , 

$108,200,000 • REET 

- --
Solid Waste and 
Recycling 

administrative bldg. 
--- - -

Land acquisition and 
construction of new compost 
facility. 
Central, Transfer Station Site 
Improvements 

• Grants - ---- - -
$4,000,000 • Userfees 

• State grants 

Libraries -- -~- -TwOne-W libraries in Wcish-OUiaf - - -·- -- - . -- $9,CfOo,OOQ--;--Capital reSerVes---~ ------1 

- - -- - -
Parks and Recreational 
Facilities 

; Government Buildings 

and Ridgefield 

- -
Acquisitions, park development, 
improvements and repairs 

Completed administrative space 
and expanded facilities including 
78th Street/WSU Extension 

Service property 

• Capital bonds 

• f riya_!:~ dg_l}_ati_o_Q~ 
$110,639,231 • County General Fund 

• Impacts Fees 

• REET 

• Bonds 
$1.61~00,000- -.----Bo~ds finance_ci_thro-ugh 

REET 

Note 1: Schools, Fire Protection and Libraries costs pertain to the entire county, incorporated and unincorporated areas. Other 

services pertain only to the unincorporated areas. 
Note 2: Electricity and natural gas are not included in the Table as users are assessed direct fees for service. 

Transportation 
The capital facilities plan for transportation, including a projection of six-year needs and policies 
regarding concurrency requirements forthe county are included in Chapter 5, Transportation. 
Transportation services include provisions for roads and associated improvements, transit and 
pedestrian and bicycle systems. 

Water 
Water service is an essential element of all types of land uses. Water supply development must consider 
the needs of threatened and endangered species. The majority of water users in the county are served 
by public water suppliers. The county does not own or operate public water systems. In the urban areas 
of Clark County, public water is provided by the cities of Battle Ground, Camas, Ridgefield, Vancouver, 
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Washougal and Clark Public Utilities (CPU), a publicly owned utility which serves unincorporated areas of 
the county and the City of La Center's and Town of Yacolt water systems. 

Extensive water service in the central portion of the county, in portions of the unincorporated 
Vancouver· urban Growth Area, is provided by CPU. In some of the more remote rural areas ofthe 
county where water service is not readily available, CPU manages "satellite water systems" which serve 
small developments and clusters of homes. The Clark County Coordinated Water System Plan, was last 
updated in 2011, defined service boundaries and established policies forthe provision of water service 
in the county. For further information on water provisions for the individual water purveyors, refer to 
their respective Water System Plan. 

The water providers' systems consist of three basic components: source, storage and 
distribution/transmission. The source for virtually all water in Clark County, public or private, is from 
groundwater aquifers. Although adequate water supplies for individual domestic or small consumption 
commercial wells can be found in most parts of the county, aquifers capable of yielding large amounts of 
water for extended periods of time, without environmental impacts, are less common. Identifying and 
developing adequate water supply to meet future demand is essential in order to ensure the continued 
growth and economic viability of Clark County. County officials in Clark, Skamania, and Cowlitz counties 
adopted the Salmon-Washougal & Lewis Watershed Management Plan Water Resource Inventory Areas 
(WRIAs) 27-28, in July, 2006. The plan recognizes that new groundwater supplies should be developed in 
the tidally influenced areas of the Columbia River, near large sources, where the tidally influenced rivers 
and groundwater discharging to the Columbia River have a negligible effect on upper basin river and 
stream flows. Individual water providers are required under the federal Safe Drinking Water Act to 
monitor the water quality of their production wells, subject to the review of the State Department of 
Health. 

Although the physical water carrying capacity is determined by the capital facilities constructed for each 
water system, the source of supply of an individual purveyor is determined by the allocation of water 
rights issued by the Washington State Department of Ecology. A groundwater permit exemption allows 
groundwater withdrawal for a single home or group of homes, such as a small subdivision, limited to 
5,000 gallons per day and watering a lawn or garden up to Yz acre in size. Water rights are prioritized by 
seniority, which includes exempt wells for the amount of water that is beneficially used. The 
Department of Ecology must find that no previously established water rights will be impaired by a 
proposed junior withdrawal. 

Clark Public Utilities, the principal purveyor within the unincorporated area, obtains water from 66 
production wells throughout the county, including satellite water systems, with a pumping capacity of 
approximately 20,800 gallons per minute. To ensure readily available water supplies, CPU also maintains 
37 reservoirs comprising a total storage capacity of 20.4 million gallons. CPU currently has 8 emergency 
interconnections or interties: 3 with the City of Battle Ground, 3 with the City of Ridgefield and 2 with 
the City of Vancouver. Clark Public Utilities projected future needs and funding sources are summarized 
in Table 6.3. 

Clark County Comprehensive Plan 
2015-2035 

Capital Facilities & Utilities Element-168 



Projects 

; ProjectType : 21-
. General Plan - -

Project Type : 53 -
Reservoirs & Boosters - - ------------
Project Type : 54 -

: JYla in /Upg~a~es _ 
Project Type: 56-
Source of Supply 

: Project Type:-58-Meters/Meter 
Installation 
Total 

EXHIBIT6 

Table 6.3 I Summary of Clark Public Utilities 

Estimated Cost Reason for Need Funding Source 

$670,000 Concurrency items; needed to System charges, rates 
____ n:ia_in~inadequa~e_"!fate~_se_rvice and bonds __________ _ 

7,970,000 Concurrency items; needed to System charges, rates 
maintain adequate water service and bonds 

29,scio,ooo -concurrency items;- needed to- - - -- -system chargeS,-rates -; 

-~-ain_tain adeq~at~ ~ater se_rvice _ _ a_!l_d_b2nds __ _ __ _ _ __'. 
9,200,000 Concurrency items; needed to System charges, rates 

maintain adequate water service and bonds 
2,1so,ooo -concurrency-items; needed to - ---- system charges, -rates 

maintain adequate water service and bonds 

$50,090,000 

Source: Clark Public Utilities Capital Facilities Plan (2016-2021) 

Clark Public Utilities is funded by user fees and system development charges. CPU uses bonds, rates and 
system development charges to fund their capital facilities plan. Contributed capital consists of 
developer driven improvements that connect to the water system. Total costs through 2021 are 
estimated at $50,090,000. The CPU Plan contains the necessary requirements of RCW 3(5.70A.070 (3), 
including inventories, forecasts and analyses of future plans and financing mechanisms. Clark County 
incorporates the CPU Water System Plan into the County's Capital Facilities Plan. Future changes made 
to the CPU Plan should be reviewed for consistency with county plans on an annual basis. 

Clark Public Utilities has reviewed the adopted county land use designations and the adopted 
countywide population target of 577,431 and has determined that the CPU Water System Plan is fully 
consistent with the land use provisions and the additional service demands which they entail, subject to 
the timely issuance of approvals and permits by Clark County. 

Water is also supplied to individual homes through the use of private wells. The number of private wells 
in the county has been estimated at 17,000 to 25,000. Use of private wells is subject to the review and 
approval of Clark County Public Health. Private wells continue to be the primary water source in the 
rural area, but should be aggressively phased out within the urban area as public water becomes fully 
available. (Readers interested in water service provisions for individual cities within Clark County should 
refer to each water provider's Water System Plans and each city's 20-Year Capital Facility Plans.) 

The collective water provisions of the individual city and outside agency capital facilities plans are 
consistent with the Land Use Element of the 20-Year Plan. Outside of urban growth areas, there is 
limited public water provision and future expansions are generally discouraged by policies of the Land 
Use and Capital Facilities Elements of the 20-Year Plan. Rural water provision is provided by Clark Public 
Utilities, or by individual or group private wells, subject to th.e review of Clark County Public Health. 

Within unincorporated Urban Growth Areas other than Vancouver UGA, the 20-Year Plan Map has 
designated very little land for short term urban density development which would require public water 
service. These UGA lands are affixed with an "Urban Holding" overlay designation, which explicitly 
precludes urbanization until a site-specific demonstration of service ability is made. Provision for lands 
within corporate limits is addressed in the city comprehensive plans. 
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Within the Vancouver UGA there is a substantial amount of land under county jurisdiction which is 
designated for near term urban development without the Urban Holding Overlay. Clark Public Utilities is 
the water purveyor for a large portion of the Vancouver UGA north of the Burlington Northern Rail Road 
tracks. See the water service area map in the 2011 Clark County Coordinated Water System Plan Update 
for specific service areas. The City of Vancouver formally adopted a Capital Facilities Plan in 2014 
specifying how their water service area would be served. The City Department of Public Works reviewed 
the proposed county land use designations and the 2035 countywide population projection of 577,431 
and concluded that projected population in the Vancouver service area can be served by the central 
facilities listed within the city's adopted Capital Facilities Plan. Additional line extensions needed to 
serve the higher population would be financed by development proposals. 

Sanitary Sewer/Treatment Plant 
Clark County no longer provides wastewater collection, having transferred operation of its collection 
system to the Clark Regional Wastewater District (formally Hazel Dell Sewer District) in 1993 and 
treatment system to the Discovery Clean Water Alliance (Alliance} in 2015. Sanitary sewer services in 
Clark County are provided by the Cities of Vancouver, Washougal, Camas, Battle Ground and La Center, 
as well as Clark Regional Wastewater District (District}. In general, the city sewer districts tend to be 
slightly larger than current city boundaries and Vancouver, Washougal, Camas and La Center have their 
own sewage treatment facilities. For further information on sewer provisions for the individual cities, 
refer to the respective city's comprehensive plans. 

Within the county's unincorporated urban area, sanitary sewer service is provided by the City of 
Vancouver and the Clark Regional Wastewater District. The Vancouver service area encompasses over 
55 square miles, extending well beyond city limits to Vancouver Lake to the west, 202"d Avenue to the 
east and NE 99th Street to the north. The Vancouver system includes two treatment plants and an 
industrial pretreatment lagoon. 

The Clark Regional Wastewater District encompasses more than 47 square miles and serves a population 
of approximately 100,000 within the unincorporated urban area north and northeast of Vancouver, 
portions of the Orchards area and Hockinson and Meadow Glade and the City of Ridgefield. Effective 
January 1, 2014 the City of Ridgefield transferred ownership oftheir collection system to the District. 
The District completed construction of phase one of the Discovery Corridor Wastewater Transmission 
System (DCWTS) in 2016. DCWTS provides a way for wastewater generated in Ridgefield to be conveyed 
south into the District's central service area for treatment at the Salmon Creek Wastewater Treatment 
Plant. The District's service area within the unincorporated Vancouver Urban growth area is estimated 
to be developed at 60 percent of full coverage based on 2016 population. 

Projected needs and funding source~ for the Clark Regional Wastewater District are included in the 
District's Comprehensive General Sewer Plan (GSP), -, .eClern--

""-~-'. --;·~ ·:;;·~··"" ~-·.-.~...e..- < __ :·r · •.t·· ··",,,,--~...:·di;.;. .... ,,..~--·..::~.-:.., __ ::...-..;_.-.. ,--.-_ ·'",-~ --=~~-~-- ~.--.-

These plans have the necessary contents required by RCW 36.70A.070 (3), including inventories, 
forecasts and analyses of future plans and financing mechanisms. The District has reviewed the 
proposed county land use designations and determined that the plans are fully consistent with these 
provisions and the additional service demands which they entail.:>-.;'· ·:::':.··"-·::.<«~ -~~-
~ ~-::,;z~ ;..-.~.-~-~-:;~'l:...::2-- ~~ .. ..!_:....~<'"'-.~--•- '-·~ c" J ·-,-·(l 

Hl~~rA~~,u~'1iyth
0

~ Distr;~t updates and ad~~ts a six-year capital improvement program. The c~~~~~t~' 
adopted six-year program forthe period ofMie 2D212011-2022,tonsistentwith.theJ1iSP1!3 
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nvestment in existin 

[able 6.4:f Clark ReGiOnal Wastewater District: 6-yr Capital Program Summary, 2Q1Ei 20J.12017-202~ 

~ ~stimated c~~ ... ~ u _. FwREliRg Se1:1re~ 

(MILLLIONS OF $) 

R&R CAPITAL GRAND 
PROJECTS PROJECTS TOTAL 

6-YEAR CIP (2017-2022) 10.34 36.76 47.10 
Salmon Creek Service Area 8.19 36.13 44.32 

Vancouver UGA 7.73 22.08 29.81 
Ridgefield UGA 0.46 14.05 14.51 

Westside Service Area (WVUGA) 2.15 0.63 2.78 

Reason for Need Aging New capacity infrastructure 

Funding Source Rates and Rates and 
charges charges 

Source: Clark Regional Wastewater District~:::::::: GS~. 
Note: ~Service are~ in the Table above~ tie and R:eplE!cement ref~rs ti:! the treatment pla~. 
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APPENDIX E 
Capital Facility Plans Review and Analysis 

FACILITIES AND SERVICES CFP REVIEW 
San;tary Sewer Systems 

In a similar fashion to water, sewer service to the urban areas is generally provided by the jurisdiction 
associated with each urban area with the exceptions of Vancouver, Battle Ground, Ridgefield and the 
Three Creeks Special Planning Area. Sewer capital facilities plans provide for sewage collection and 
treatment to meet the expected needs of the future population. The provision of treatment capacity 
in some areas may represent a constraint in the timing of urban development, as major expansions 
to treatment capacity are necessary to accommodate the growth. Some of these constraints have 
been relieved through regional cooperation between sewer system providers. 

Sewer Service Areas 
Sewer service is confined to the urban areas (as shown in the Existing Inventories) except where 
sewer was extended to address declared health emergencies or regional public facilities. For the 
most part, the jurisdictions associated with particular urban areas are the providers of sewer service. 

Clark Regional Wastewater District (District) provides sewer service to the Three Creeks Special 
Planning Area, the northeastern section of the Vancouver Urban Growth Area and the Ridgefield 
Urban Growth Area. Treatment for service within the District is provided.at the Discovery Clean 
Water Alliance (Alliance) Salmon Creek and Ridgefield Sewage Treatment Plants and the City of 
Vancouver's Westside Treatment Plant. The City of Battle Ground conveys all of its wastewater 
through Alliance transmission system to the Salmon Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant and 
treatment system. The City of Ridgefield transferred the ownership and operation of its collection 
system to the District effective January 1, 2014 and the Ridgefield Treatment Plant to the Alliance 
effective January 1, 2015. 

Analysis 
The following analysis reviews the required components under RCW 36.70A.070 (3). The county 
completed a comprehensive review of the resource documents submitted by the service providers 
which are incorporated by reference in the Resource Document section of this Appendix. 

1. Does the CFP contain an inventory of existing publicly owned facilities, with location and 
capacities? 

Discovery Clean Water Alliance, Vancouver and Washougal contain a detailed inventory of 
publicly-owned facilities, including location and capacities. A summary of current facilities and 
their associated capacity is listed below. 
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Table E.10] Wastewater Treatment Facilities Inventory 

Actual Flow Actual Flow 
Design Flow Actual Flow Minimum Maximum 
Maximum Average Calendar Calendar Month Calendar Month 

Calendar Month Month2015 2015 2015 
Ae:ency Type of Treatment (MGD)* (MGD)* (MGD)* (MGD)* Slude:e Disposal Method 

Discovery Clean Water ' 
Alliance 

Salmon Creek Secondary Activated 14.95 7.31 6.24 10.73 Land Application 
Treatment Plant sludge treatment 
Ridgefield Treatment Secondary Activated 0.70 0.33 0.23 0.60 Transferred to Salmon 
Plant slude:e treatment Creek Treatment Plant 

City of Camas Secondary Activated 8.42 2.3 1.9 3.1 Land Application 
slude:e treatment I 

City of La Center Secondary Activated 0.56 0.27 0.21 0.32 Land Application and 
slude:e treatment Silviculture 

City of Vancouver 
Westside Secondary Activated 28.3 10.4 8.3 14.5 Incineration atthe 

sludge treatment Westside Plant. Ash 
disposed at the Boardman 

I Landfill 
Marine Park Secondary Activated I 16.0 10.7 8.5 14.9 

sludge treatment 

I 
Industrial Secondary Lagoons 

1 

3.2 1.52 o.8 2.6 
Pretreatment Facultative 

treatment 
City of Washougal Secondary Activated I 2.24 1.2 1.06 1.49 Land Application 

sludge treatment I 
*Millions of gal!ons per day 

2. A forecast of future needs is provided that is consistent with the land use plan that the Board 
identified on February 231 2016. 

The cities of Battle Ground, Camas, La Center, Vancouver and Washougal, Clark Regional 
Wastewater District and the Discovery Clean Water Alliance have completed forecasts of future 
needs for wastewater capital facilities. These plans were based on assumptions of future 
households and ERUs equal to or greater than the future needs that would result from the 
Comprehensive Land Use map. 

Town of Yacolt does not have a public sanitary sewer system. Residents use individual onsite 
wastewater treatment and disposal systems-septic systems. There are 395 septic systems 
within the community. Septic system discharge risks contaminating groundwater-the drinking 
water supply for the town. Use of septic systems has stymied development at urban densities in 
the community. In 2012 the Town completed a Facility Plan for the future public sanitary sewer 
system and received approval from the Department of Ecology on August 1, 2012. This facility 
plan was incorporated into the Town's Comprehensive Plan in 2013 and is consistent with the 
land use plan the Board identified on February 23, 2016. 

3. A listing is provided of proposed expansions to capital facilities or new capital facilities that are 
capable of providing for the needs identified in the forecast. This should be a 1120-year listing" 
since the land use plan covers a 20-year period. 

Discovery Clean Water Alliance Capital Facilities Plan (2014) has provided a 20-year list of 
proposed capital projects that are capable of providing for the needs identified in the forecast. 

Clark County Comprehensive Plan Appendix E: Capital Facility Plans Review & Analysis-379 
2015-2035 



EXHIBIT? 

The total program cost is identified at $1001560,000 in 2014 dollars. Salmon Creek Wastewater 
Treatment Plant (SCWTP) Phase 5 and 6 improvements, line extensions and pump stations 
necessary to serve the urban expansion areas are identified and costs for providing these 
facilities have been estimated. 

Clark Regional Wastewater District has provided a 20-year list of proposed capital facilities that 
are capable of providin for the needs identified in the forecast. The total program cost is 
$122,989,428 within the unincorporated Vancouver urban growth area and 
$36,890,000 (i) ~ @©(i) in the Ridgefield Urba.n Growth Area. Line extensions and pump 
stations necessary to serve the urban expansion areas within its service district are identified and 
costs for providing these facilities have been estimated. 

City of Battle Ground's Plan includes a list of proposed projects totaling $19, 1701000 in 2015 
dollars, to accommodate 20-year growth projections. The city may also share in the costs of 
SCWTP capacity improvements for Phases 5 and 6, since their growth is dependent upon plant 
expansion. 

City of Camas's Plan includes a $24.2 million list of expansions and new wastewater capital 
projects proposed as part of the city's 20-year CFP. The listing does not address any major 
expansion of capacity for the wastewater treatment plant, which is expected to reach capacity in 
2015. Currently, Camas is working on preliminary engineering for the wastewater facility upgrade 
that will provide capacity for at least the next 20 years. The city is in the process of securing a 
public work trust fund loan to build the expansion. 

City of la Center's Plan contains a list of 20-year system improvements and capacity upgrades 
that total $34,697,000 to accommodate La Center's 2036 population growth. The city is planning 
for future commercial and industrial development at the La Center l-5 Junction. The city has the 
treatment capacity to serve the Junction but does not have the collection system in place. 

City of Vancouver's Comprehensive Plan shows planned sewer improvements through 2021. The 
city's Comprehensive Plan indicates existing sewer system meets all federal and state standards 
and has adequate capacity for existing and future demands. The city's sanitary sewer capital 
programs and projects consist of $73 million of public projects of the next 20 years. 

City of Washougal's CFP has collection system improvements and treatment facilities totals 
equaling $39,267,000 to accommodate additional growth over the next 20 years. 

Town of Yacolt's Comprehensive Growth Management Plan contains a 20-year list of wastewater 
management projects including the estimated costs and financing methods to be used. Long­
term costs for Yacolt's wastewater management program were estimated to be $4,752,000 -
$51017,000 through year 2029. 

4. A 6-year financial plan is developed for funding those expansions or new capital facilities that are 
expected to be needed within the first 6-years of the plan. That financial plan must be fully 
balanced. The identified needs must have known funding sources (even if those funding sources 
may require voter approval). 

Clark Regional Wastewater District 2016 adopted B~dget tfolii:if;Eetil~'ffi~l~e1W~it5e~er5~15i 
ij~.sra.). contains a 6-year program of system improvements for the period of 2016 20212017-2022. 
The District service area includes the unincorporated Vancouver Urban Growth area and the 
Ridgefield Urban Growth Area. A listing of capital improvement projects to provide for service to 
each urban growth area is included. The 2013 /\mended General Sevver Plan (&_GSP1 shows 
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improvements and estimated costs. System components needed to support the proposed 
growth include: interceptor sewers, trunk sewers, 8" and sFl"laller service lines, pump stations, 
and related appurtenances. Table E.11 shows the 6-yr Capital Improvement program costs. The 
district's funding sources for capital improvements include but are not limited to the following: 
revenue bonds, utility local improvement districts, connection charges, i@t'a developer · 
contributions and extensions, grants and loans. 

!!!!!!!!!!!i!!i!f!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!~!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Table E-11 I Clark 
Regional Wastewater 
District 2016-2021 
6-Year Capital Program 
Summary 

6·YEAR CIP (2017-2022) 
Salmon Creek Service Area 

Vancouver UGA 
Ridgefield UGA 

Westside Service Area (WVUGA) 

Sqitic @mination 
?re gram 
Develo(Oler 
Reimb1:1rsement 
GIP i::leet & Facilities 
R&R Gravity 
R&R Pl:IFA(Ol Stations & 
Foree Mains 
R&R Fleet & i::aeilities 

16 10.34 

15 8.19 
13 7.73 
2 0.46 
1 2.15 

N1:1mheref 

$1,000,000 $1,000,00Ei 

4 $750,000 $7501000 

$9,480,000 

$220,000 $220,000 

$2,440,100 $2,440,100 

34 36.76 47.10 47.10 
33 36.13 44.32 44.32 
19 22.08 29.81 29.81 
14 14.05 14.51 14.51 
1 0.63 2.78 2.78 

City of Battle Ground has identified capital facility needs, costs and funding sources for the 
proposed expansion areas shown in the Comprehensive Plan Land Use map. Several funding 
sources exist in addition to those listed in Table E.12 below such as local improvement district, 
connection charges, revolving loan fund program, developer funding and State/Federal funding 
programs. 

Table E.12 I Battle Ground 
2016-2021 6-Year CFP Sewer 
Summary 

Clark County Comprehensive Plan 
2015-2035 

Capital Facility Number of 
Cost Funding 

Project Type Projects 
Mainline Re~airs 7 $1,270,000 $1,270,000 

Pump Stations 
Rehabilitation or 2 350,000 350,000 

Replacements 

General Facilities 4 670,000 670,000 

TOTAL $2,290,000 
Revenue Bonds and Public 

13 Works Trust Fund 
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EXHIBIT? 

City of Camas has indicated in their adopted March 2004 capital facilities plan sewer facility 
costs. Table E.13 lists capital needs, costs and funding sources for their projects. The last line item 
in table below shows costs associated with the October 241 2006 expansion. 

Table E.13 I Camas 
2016-2021 6-Year CFP 
Sewer Summary 

Capital Facility 
Project Type 

Main Lift Station Upgrade 
Step System 
Sewer Main Repair & 
Replacement 
Joy Street Sewer Main 
Extension 
Treatment, pumping, trunk 
collection lines 

TOTAL 

Number of 
Projects 

1 

3 

3 

1 

N/A 

8 

Cost Funding 

$1,352,000 $1,352,000 

3,767,000 4,217,000 

225,000 225,000 

1,338,480 1,338,480 

12,700,000 12,700,000 I 
i 

$19,382,480 

I System Development 
i and Developer Financing 

City of La Center has assumed responsibility from Clark Public Utilities for their sewer system. 
The city has proposed system improvements to accommodate proposed growth in the February 
231 2016 map. La Center has several funding options for capital improvements such as local 
improvement districts, bonds, connection charges, revolving loan fund program, developer 
financing and state and federal funding programs. Table E.14 displays capital needs and costs. At 
this time, financing system projects will require La Center to acquire debt. 

Table E.14 I 
La Center 2016-
2021 6-Year CFP 
Sewer 
Summary 

Capital Facility 
Project Type 

Treatment plant design, 
_general sewer plan 

New pump stations and 
sewer lines 
Construct treatment plant 

TOTAL 

Number of 
Projects 

2 

12 

1 

15 

Cost Funding 

$15,880,000 I $5,880,000 

$11,051,000 I $11,051,000 

$6,850,000 $6,850,000 

$33,781,000 General obligation 

City of Vancouver sanitary sewer capital programs and projects are listed in Table E.15 below. 
Conversations with city staff indicate that identified capital programs and projects can provide 
service for the proposed growth in the Comprehensive Plan Land Use map. The table below 
shows capital needs from 2016 to 2021. 

Table E-15 I Vancouver 
2016-2021 
6-Year CFP Sewer 
Summary 

Clark County Comprehensive Plan 
2015-2035 

Capital Facility 
Project Type Cost Funding 

Westside Sewer Treatment ' $4,735,000 $4,735,000 

Marine Park Sewer 620,000 620,000 

Treatment 
Both Westside and Marine 3,480,000 3,480,000 

Park Sewer Treatment 
Sewer Collection 13,672,000 ) 13,672,000 

System Development and 
TOTAL $22,507,000 Developer Financing 
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EXHIBIT 7 

City of Washougal's July Sewer System Capital Facility Plan lists improvements that can serve the 
proposed growth in October 24, 2006 map. Table E.16 below shows the city's capital needs. 
Washougal estimates that they will have to finance approximately $19 million over the next six 
years. 

Table E.16 j 
Washougal 2016-
2021 6-Year CFP 
Sewer Summary 

Capital Facility 
Project Type 

Pump station upgrade and 
force main 
Trunk sewer 
Relief sewer 
Stiles Road interceptor 
lnterce2tor upgrac;les 
Treatment plant expansion 

TOTAL 

Number of 
Projects 

2 

1 
1 

1 

1 

3 

9 

Cost Fund in!{ 

$2,063,000 $2,063,000 

838,000 838,000 
1,116,000 1,116,600 
1,916,000 1,916,000 

326,000 326,000 
23.490,000 23.490,000 

$29,749,000 
System Development and 
Developer Financing 

Town of Yacolt lists capital expenses for 2013-2018 in their 2013 Comprehensive Growth 
Management Plan. Yacolt has proposed adding Urban Reserve to the February 23, 2016 map. 
According to the GMA, sewer service must be provided in urban areas. Therefore, GMA 
regulations do not apply for this proposed urban reserve area. 

Table E.17 
Yacolt 
2016-2021 
6-YearCFP 
SEPTIC 
Summary 

Capital Facility 
Project Type 

Applications for wastewater 
management program funding 
Collection system engineering report 
Treatment plan facility plan 
Install septic tank inspection ports 
Septic Tank Inspection Study 

TOTAL 

Cost Funding 
$26,ooo 

$26,ooo 

24,000 24,000 
88,ooo 88,ooo 

217,500 217,500 
21,600 21,600 

$377,100 Grants and Loans 

Discovery Clean Water Alliance lists the projected 6-year capital improvements required for the 
regional treatment plants and transmission system in their Capital Plan. The Alliance provides 
services to the District and City of Battle Ground at the Salmon Creek and Ridgefield Treatment 
Plants. 

Table E.18 I 
Discovery Clean Water 
Alliance 2016-2021 
Capital Plan Summary 

Capital Facility 
Project Type 

Regional Treatment 
Regional Conveyance 

TOTAL 

Cost Funding 
$17,700,000 I $17,700,000 
$2,590,000 $2,590,000 

$20,290,000 $20,290,000 

Clark County Comprehensive Plan 
2015-2035 
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EXHIBIT 7 

RESOURCE DOCUMENTS 

City of Battle Ground 
1. City of Battle Ground, Comprehensive Water System Plan, May 2013. 

2. City of Battle Ground, 2015 General Sewer Plan, November 2015. 

3. City of Battle Ground, Stormwater Management Plan, 2015-2035, August 2015. 

4. City of Battle Ground, Fire Capital Facilities Plan, Adopted September 1999, Update April 
2005. 

5. City of Battle Ground, Transportation System Plan Update, 2015-20351 June 2015. 

City of Camas 
1. City of Camas, Comprehensive Plan, March 2016. 

2. City of Camas, Capital Facilities Plan 2004-2009 & 2010-2023, March 2004. 
3. City of Camas, Water Systems Plan, June 2010. 

4. City of Camas, General Sewer/Wastewater Facility Plan, fylay 2007, revised November 2009. 

City of La Center 
1. City of La Center, General Sewer Plan, March 2013. 

2. City of La Center, Final Draft General Sewer Plan, March 2013. 

3. City of La Center, Comprehensive Plan, March 1, 2016. 
4. City of La Center, Transportation Capital Facilities Plan, December 2004. 
5. City of La Center, letter from Jeff Sarvis, La Center Public Works Director to the then Clark 

Board of County Commissioners, dated July 10, 2014. 

cityM;;ila&~1~it!ti£m=r~~~€t·Biq~;vfiiwmes· l'(j~_&1r.;:'Msrti~'6~ru 
2. City of Ridgefield, Comprehensive Plan, 2016-2035. 

3. City of Ridgefield, Water System Plan Update, September 2013. 

4. City of Ridgefield, Transportation Improvement Program, 2016-2021. 

City of Vancouver 
1. City of Vancouver, Comprehensive Water System Plan, December 2015. 

2. City of Vancouver, Capital Facilities Plan, 2015-2018. 

3. City of Vancouver, Comprehensive Plan 2011-2030. 

4. City of Vancouver, Capital Improvement Program for Water, Sewer, Surface Water 2016-2021, 
July 13, 2015. 

5. City of Vancouver, Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), 2016-2021. 

City of Washougal 
1. City of Washougal, Sewer System Capital Facility Plan, Update July 2006. 

2. City of Washougal, Water System Plan Update, June 2012. 

3. City of Washougal, Draft Transportation Capital Facilities Plan and associated Traffic Impact 
Fees, Update July 2006. 

4. City of Washougal, Capital Facilities Plan 2006. 

Clark County Comprehensive Plan 
2015-2035 
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City of Woodland 
1. City of Woodland, Comprehensive Plan (Capital Facilities Plan Element), October 2005. 

Town of Yacolt 
1. Town of Yacolt, Comprehensive Growth Management Plan Update, April 2013. 

C-TRAN 

1. 20 Year Transit Development Plan: A Comprehensive Strategy to Meet Public Transportation 
Needs for Clark County Residents, June 8, 2010. 

Clark Public Utilities 
1. Clark Public Utilities Water System Plan, February 20031 Updated CFP project lists, March 

2004 and March 2007. 

Clark Regional Wastewater District 
1. Clark Regional Wastewater District, Comprehensive General Sewer Plan Amendment (Final), 

March 2od!l'.e~~meer. 20i1;;A 

imia'f1t@!i&ma1l!®eWtai<t~~iQ-1i~9~mnermw2mu~ 
rt!f1;1~!&R1~t.#6.ilim!ii~ro~ntw~trJlli$1~.aw&~ 

Clark County Environmental Services 

1. Stormwater Management Plan 2016, March 2016. 

2. Stormwater Capital Program 2013-2018. 

Clark County General Services 

1. Capital Inventory 2015. 

Clark County School Districts 
1. Battle Ground School District Capital Facilities Plan 2015-2021, May 2015. 

2. Evergreen School District Capital Facilities Plan 2015-2021, May 2015. 

3. Ridgefield School District Capital Facilities Plan 2015-2021, June 2015. 

4. Camas School Distri~t Capital Facilities Plan 2015-2021, May 2015. 

5. Vancouver School District Capital Facilities Plan 2015-20211 May 2015. 

6. Hockinson School District Capital Facilities Plan 2015-2021, May 2015. 

7. La Center School District Capital Facilities Plan 2015-20211 June 2015. 

8. Green Mountain School District Capital Facilities Plan 2015-2021, May 2015. 

9. Washougal School District Capital Facilities Plan 2015-2021, May 2015. 

Clark County Parks 
1. Clark County Parks, Recreation and Open Space Plan, July 2015. 

Clark County Public Works 
1. Clark County Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) 2016-2021, November 2015. 
2. Clark County Road Log 2015. 

·Clark County Water Utility Coordinating Committee 
1. Clark County Coordinated Water System Plan Update, Regional Supplement, November 2011. 

Clark County Comprehensive Plan 
2015-2035 
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EXHIBIT 8 

STUDY AREAS 
The District has studied the following areas as part of 

this Plan (Study Areas). consistent with the requirements 

of RCW 57.16.010(2). which requires the District to 

consider "present and reasonably foreseeable future 

needs" of the sewer system. (See Maps 2-1712A. 8 & 
3-602A. 8). This Plan establishes that the District sewer 

system has adequate capacity for the Study Areas 
and that sewer service is feasible for the Study.Areas. 

Because Clark County has not yet approved sewer 
service for the Study Areas. the District cannot currently 

extend sewer service to the Study Areas. If Clark County 
(or the local government with jurisdiction if applicable) 

approves sewer service for a Study Area. the District 

then will have authority to extend sewer service to the 
Study Area. Clark County's or the local government's 

approval must be consistent with the requirements of 

RCW 36.70A.110and RCW 57.16.010(7). which states 

in part that: "The general comprehensive plan [of the 

District] shall not provide for the extension or location 

of facilities that are inconsistent with RCW 36. 70A.11 O." 

»Rural Industrial Land Bankadjacenttothe 

Vancouver UGA. This area has been designated 
as a future industrial hub by Clark County and an 

Industrial Urban Reserve. In 1996, the GMA was 
amended to allow major industrial developments 
to be sited outside of urban growth areas where 
there is a specific development application. 

COMPREHENSIVE GENERAL SEWER PLAN 

3-12 I Service Area & Land Use 

Section 36.70A.367 RCW allows counties to 

establish up to 2 rural industrial land banks with the 

intent that they develop as industrial properties. 

»Freight Rail Dependent Uses Overlay. 

In accordance with 3ESB 5517, this area has been 

designated for freight rail-dependent uses, which 
are buildings and other infrastructure used in the 

fabrication, processing, storage and transport of 

goods where the use is dependent on and makes 

use of an adjacent short line railroad. 

»Allen CreekWestExpansionStudy Area adjacent 

to the Ridgefield UGA. This area has been 
annexed by the City of Ridgefield. 

3.3.2 Zoning 
Zoning within the District service area is presented in 

Figure 3.8. Zoning is determined by the local government 
with land use jurisdiction over that portion of the service 

area, which includes the cities as well as Clark County. 
The zoning is generally classified as commercial, office, 

industrial, single-family and multi-family residential, public 

facilities, and undeveloped lands such as public right of 

ways, parks, and open space. Low-density multi-family 

zoning allows a variety of low-density multi-family 
housing including townhouses, multi-family structures 

and attached or detached homes on small lots. 

Clark Regional Wastewater District 

DECEMBER2017 
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jProposed NE 99th Street Realignment 
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