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CLARK COUNTY PROFILE:
Clark County fact file from 2000 census
Population 345,238
Population in 2005%* 383,000
Projected population in 2010%* 432,479
Percentage Male 49.6 171,330
Percentage Female 50.4 173,908
Percentage under 5 7.8 26,886
Percentage 5-14 years 16.3 56,275
Percentage 15-24 years 13 44,948
Percentage 25-44 years 30.5 106,411
Percentage 45-64 years 22.6 74,920
Percentage over 65 years 9.5 32,808
People with disability 16.1 55,601
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us who drive everywhere an alternative to at least some of our
average 10-daily car trips per housechold. But, more sobering is
recognition that our children need these types of facilities in
order to make any trips independent of their parents driving
them.

This plan is a compass for strengthening and expanding our
region’s trail and bikeway systems plan. The goal is to develop
a comprechensive vision through which Clark County, its
leadership and its residents, can convey to the region the
environmental, economic and societal values of an alternative
transportation and recreational system that is based around two
wheels, two feet, four legs, and out of doors, not in,

In order for this goal of a new legacy to be realized, this plan
must be more than an elaborate graphic presentation and
memorialized document that looks great on the shelf. It must
be based in reality, be practical and be feasible. It must
generate wide-based support in this community to be
implemented. In a word, it must be realistic and ...build-able.

B) SYSTEM VISION

The vision for the

pedestrian and
bicycle trail
network is
“Connectivity.”
The system should
provide enticing
and safe

conversion of short car trips into desirable walking or bike
trips, as well as provide opportunities for bicycle commuting of
longer distances. A traditional transportation system's primary
focus is mobility. A traditional Parks facilities plan's primary
focus is recreational. For this to be a successful trail and
bikeway systems plan, it must simultaneously be a recreational
experience and be functional for mobility. Its burden is to make
mobility enjoyable and attractive, while targeting to be an
economic asset rather than a liability.

This system must strive to maximize the functional mobility of
the network, its recreational opportunities, and the potential
positive economic impact of each link. Rather than these three
factors competing against one another in the visioning process,
they can each be embraced to reach their maximum without
compromise in one of the other two. Whether 1t be the entire
system or just one link, it is possible to be functional, to be
recreational, and to have a positive economic impact. An
investment in one facility that provides alternative modes of
transportation and reduces user conflicts increases property
values adjacent to it, and is a positive return on investment for
any public endeavor.

C) PLAN OVERVIEW

The Trail & Bikeway Systems Plan (Plan) is intended to guide
the development and design of an interconnected trail and
bikeway system within Clark County. This Plan updates the
region’s first trails plan which was adopted in 1992. This Plan
uses the terms ‘paths’ and ‘trails’ interchangeably to describe
shared off the road facilities designed exclusively for non-

Section I. I[ntroduction 1-2
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Alternative Transportation, Accessibility and Mobility
Element

A.

Provide a comprehensive trail system that will
interconnect the regional trail systems and
transportation systems of sidewalks and bike lanes.

Provide a system that will support the development of
shared-use paths within one mile of every home within
the urban area.

Provide a balanced, multi-modal transportation system
for Clark County that supports the safe, efficient
movement of people and goods.

Facilitate the increased use of pedestrian transportation
in Clark County by ensuring that convenient, accessible
and safe pedestrian facilities are provided.

Facilitate the increased use of bicycle transportation m
Clark County by ensuring that convenient, accessible
and safe bicycling facilities are provided

Coordinate with all transportation providing agencies to
ensure trails are included within their plans.

Coordinate with surrounding counties and cities to
create a connecting system.

Section I. Introduction

Environment and Natural Resources Element

A,

Acquire open green space and natural corridors for trail
development.

Promote appropriate planning and design solutions to
avoid adverse environmental impacts on sensitive areas.

Coordinate the development of trail and bikeway links
within Clark County and surrounding jurisdictions
(Metro, Columbia River Gorge Commission, US Forest
Service, Washington State Dept. of Natural Resources,
adjoining counties, etc.) and become a facilitator for
other provider and volunteer efforts.

It is the intent for these to be in compliance with the
TIP Comprehensive Plan and the Arterial Atlas.

Develop an interpretive, educational program for the
historic and environmentally significant sites along the
trail and bikeway system.

Celebrate history by recognizing accomplishments
made by Lewis and Clark.

Discover and appreciate the area’s rich beauty.
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Lewis and Clark Discovery Greenway Trail

Trail ' Avallable Cost{ Mile) Key
Description ame of Reacu) cength| Buw. lassification  uris..__c Funding Right of Way |Conswuction |Amenitie ‘'eaches |

Capt. William Clark Park (Washougal) to

Camas 8.2 32 Al U
Camas to Vancouver at the 164th Fisher's

Cutlook 7.4 Al coc
Fishers Quilook to the Fish Hatchery {I-

205) 2.4 Al COoV
Fish Hatchery 1o Ellsworth trail head 0.6] 0.6 Al cov
jElsworth io Wintler Park 2.2 Al cov
Wintler Park to Marine Park (Tidewater

Cove) 1.0/ 1.0 Al Ccov
larine Park to Golumbia Shores 15| 15 At cov
Columbia Shores to Esther Short Park 1.5 05 A1 COov
Esther Short Park to Mill Plain 0.6 Al Cov
Mill Plain to Fruit Valley Road 0.9 Al CcOov
Fruit Valley Road to Port of Vancouver

Trail Head 38 Al cov
Port of Vancouver Trail Head to

Vancouver Lake Park 3.5 Al cov
Vancouver Lake Park to Frenchman's Bar

Park 270 2.7 Al Cov
Frenchmen's Bar Park io Ridgefield

Wildlife Refuge 10,0 Al cov

Tatal 46.1] 9.5
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Chelatchie Prairie Railroad Trail

- Trai " Available __Cost ($ / Mile) | Key
Description ame of Reai BNg..., — Uy lassification  lurisdiction Funding _|Right of Way [Constructio imenitie  Reaches
\ancouver Lake to the Ross Compiex 20 Ad COv
Ross Complex to St. Johns 20 Ad UUA
St Johns 1o 118th 5.8 A4 UUA
119th to 195th - Brush Prairie 5.5 A5 RURAL/ICOBG
198th to City Limits of Baitle Ground 1.7 Ad COBG
Batile Ground Lake to Heison 1.8 Ad R
Heison to Basket Flats 20 Ad R
Basket Flats to Moulton Falls 3.7 27 A4 R
Moulion Falls to Yacolt 27 Ad R
Yacolt o Amboy 2.2 Ad R
Amboy to Chelatchie Prairie 5.0 Ad R
Total 342 27
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Lake to Lake Trail

Trail Available | _ —__Cost (5 Milg) Key
Description Name of Reach | Eengu.  wuilt| Clagsification | Jurisdiction Funding __|Right of Way |Construction |jAmenities | Reaches

Lower River Road to West End of Burnt

Bridge Greenway 2.7 2.0/A0 cov

West End of Burnt Bridge Greenway to I-5 2.0] 2.0]A1 cov

I-5 to St. Jahn's Road 1.5 1.5|A1 CoV

St John's Rd to 4th Pin & Devine 1.0] 1.0iA1 cov

|Devine Road to Andresen 14] 1.4]A1 Cov

Andresen o B7th Avenue 0.8] 0.8|A1 cov

NE 87th Avenue ko NE 98th Avenue 1.3 Al Cov

NE 98th Avenue to 112th Avenue 0.9 A1 cov

112th Avenue to 137th Avenue 13 Al cov

137th Avenue to 162nd Avenue 1.3 Al UUA

162nd Avenue to 192nd Avenue 2.0 Al UUA

182nd Avenue to Heritage Trail Head 1.4 A3 JUA

Heritage Trail Head to Lacamas Lake Park 47| 4.7]|A3 CAMAS

Total 22.3{ 114
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Salmon Creek Greenway Trail

r - sallable ~ ast(3 il ) “Key |
Description — wuse of Reac ng isation 1 undin: Right ¢ ! sonstructic mues | Reaches
Columbia River to Lake Rivar 1.3 A1 R
Lake River to Ashley Helghts 0.5 Al R
Ashley Heights to Seward Bridge 0.9 Al R
Seward Bridge to Cougar Creek 1.3] 1.3]Ad UUA
Cougar Creek to Klineline Ponds 1.8] 1.8]A1 UUA
{Klineline Ponds to WSU Campus 2.6 A1 UUA
WSU Campus to Andresen Road 1.7 Al R
Andresen Road to SR 503 (Brush Prairie} 3.0 Al R
SR 503 to Cedars 2.0 Al R
Cedars to Hockinson 2.5 Al R
Hockinson to mouth of Rock Creek 1.7 A2 R
Rock Creek to Alderbook 2.2 A2 R
Alderbook to Bells Mountain 3.3 A3 R
Total 24.9( 3.1
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Padden Parkway Trail

T

_ _ Mile) Key
Description ar fRear e sdicti s structio  Amenitie saches
Lakeshare Road to Hazel Dell Avenue 1.1 1.1 A3 U
JHazel Dell Avenue to I-5 0.2 A3 UUA
li-5 to Hwy 99 0.1 A3 UUA
Hwy 99 to the Chelatchie Prairie Railroad
trail 1.9 1.9 A3 U
Chelatchie Prairie Railroad Trai! to
Andresen Road 1.0 1.0 A3 U
1-205 to NE 94th avenue 1.3 1.3 A3 1
NE 94th Avenue to NE 117th Avenue (SR
503) 1.3 1.3 A3 U
SR 503 to NE 137th Avenue 1.0 1.0 A3 U
NE 137th Avenue to NE 152nd Avenue 0.8 0.8 A3 U
NE 152nd Avenue to China Ditch and the
BG-Fisher's Landing trail 1.3 1.3 A3 U
Total 10.0] 8.7
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East Fork of the Lewis River Greenway Trail

Trail Available Cost ($ / Mile) Key
Description Name of Reach|Length, oullt] Classification | Jurisdiction]  Funding _|Right of Way [Construction {Amenities | Reaches
Lewis River confluence to W LaCenter 1.9 Al R
W LaCenter to E La Cenier 6.9 Al UUA
E La Center to Lewisvilla Park 2.6 AT R
Lewisville Park to Heison 44| 1.4)A1 R
JHeison to Basket Flats 1.4 Ad R
lBasket Flats to Moulton Falls 3.91 2.7]|A1 R
|Moulton Falls to Sunset Campground 7.3 Al R
Total 28.4] 441
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Battle Ground / Fisher's Landing Trail

' Trail Avallable Cost ($/ Mile) . Key
Description Name of Reach | Lengl.,, Buiit, «iassification | Jurisdiction Funding Right of Way [Construction |Amenitis eaches

Caolumbia River and SR-14 @ 192nd

Avenue lo SE 34ih Street 10| 1.0 A2 cov
SE 34th Street to Fisher's Swale @ SE

15th Sirest 1.0] 1.0 A2 cov
Fisher's Swale to 1sl S1. @ SE 15th Stres!

{Mill Plain} 05 0.5 A2 Cov
15t St. to Hasmony Sporis Complex @ NE

18th Street 12] 0.3 A2 UUA
|Harmony Spors Complex to Lacamas

Creek 0.5 Al R
Lacamas Creek to the Padden Trail @

China Ditch 4.0 A2 R
IF'adden Trail @ China ditch trail to

Hockinson 3.2 A2 R
Hockinson to NE 199th Street 2.5 AZ R
iNE 199th Street lo NE 2191h Streetl 1.0 A2 R
NE 213th Street to the Chelatchie Praide

Rallroad trail @ Battle Ground Lake 1.2 Al R

Total 16.1| 2.8
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Washougal River Corridor Trail

- - ~Trall vailable _ Cost (5 / Mile) I Key
Description ameofRe: . ent. . lassifici_ . _ i unding it Vay [Construction [Amenitie teaches

South Entry of Lacamas Lake Park to

Sheppard Road 0.8 A2 coC
Sheppard Road to Washougal River Road 1.0 A2 Cow

Washougal River Road to BPA Powerline 1.0 A2 R
|BPA Power Lines to the Little Washougal

River 0.9 A2 R

Little Washougal River to Gougar Creek 3.0 A3 R

Cougar Creek to Vernon Road 1.6 A3 R

Vernon Road to Winkier Creek 0.9 A3 R

Winkler Greek to Clark County Line 1.3 A3 R

Total 10.4] 0.0
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North Fork of the Lewis River Trail

- Trail Available Cost (5 / Mile T Key
Description Name of Reac_ g 1k, Jlassificatio v fiction Funding _[Right of Way |Construction [Amenitie = Reaches

Woodland to Eagle Island 32 A2 R
Eagle Island to Hayes Cemetary 0.9 A2 R
Hayes Cemetary to Cedar Creek Road 1.5 AZ R
Cedar Creek Road to Happa Boat Ramp 0.9 A2 IR
Happa Boat Ramp to the Grist Mill 25 A2 R
Grist Mill to Arig Dam 6.1 A3 R
Ardel Dam to Green Mauntain 28 A3 R
Green Mouniain to Camper's Hideaway 5.8 A3 R
Camper's Hideaway to Merwin Bridge

@SR 503 2.3 A3 R
Canyon Creek to Yale Dam 2.0 A3 R
Yale Dam fo Siouxon Creek Park 3.7 A3 R

Total 31.5| 0.0
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«Jhipple Creek Greenway Trail

Av-i-r| _ wt(  Mike Kay
Descripti _ W, Fluuig ke zonstructic teaches

Wildlife Refuge/Lake River to NE 51st

Avenus 1.3 A3 PUUA

NE 51st Ave to SARA at NE 41st Avenue 0.6 A3 PUUA

Sara to Whipple Creek Fark 1.2 A3 PUUA

Whipple Creek Park to Clark County

Fairgrounds 1.1 A3 PUUA

Fairgrounds ta 1-5 0.6 A3 PUUA

Total 48] 0.0
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North / South Powerline Trail

——

I vailable st (8 / Mile) ey
—85...ptiol am leac.., —en atig., .1 unding _ {RIgh astruction |Amenitie che.
Ross Complex to Chelatchie Prairie
Railroad 1.0 A3 UUA
Chelatchie Prairie Railroad to Salmon
Creek 5.2 A3 uua
Saimon Creek to WSU 0.5 A3 UUA
WSU to NE 199th Street 2.0 A3 R
NE 199th Street to Pioneer @ NE 259th
Street 3.0 A3 R
Pioneer to the East Fork of the Lewis
River 1.3 A3 R
East Fork of the Lewis River to LaCenter
@ NE 336th Streef 2.B A3 R
LaCanter to Pine Grove at NE 3859th
Street 2.4 Al R
Pine Grove to Cedar Creek Road 1.9 A3 R
Cedar Creek Road to the North Fork of
the Lewis at the Happa Boat Launch 0.5 A3 R
Total 20.6| 0.0
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East Powerline Trail

Trail Available Cost ($ / Mile} Key
Description Name of Reach | Lengh, oullt) Classification | Jurisdiction]| Funding _ [Right of Way [Construction |Amenities | Reaches

jMaadowbrook Marsh to 1-205 1.1 A2 caov
PI-205 to Evergreen transit Center @ NE

138th Avenue 1.4 A2 Cov
Evergreen Transit Center to SE 162nd

Avenus 1.2 A2 cov
SE 162nd Avenue to Harmony Sporis

Complex 1.3 AZ UUA
Hamony Sporis Complex to Lacamas

Cregk (Lake o Lake Trail} 1.4 C2 R
Lacamas Creek to Fem Praire {SR500

/NE 26th Avenue) 2.5 c2 R
Femn Prairie ta the Litle Washougal River 1.1 c2 R
Little Washougal River to Brown Road 0.8 c2 R
Brown Road to NE Ammeter Road 1.3 c2 R
NE Ammeter Road te Cougar Craek 2.3 c2 R
Cougar Creek to Hughes Road 0.9 c2 R
[Hughes Road to Winkler Greek 0.6 c2 R
Winkler Creek to County Line 0.6 c2 R

Total 16.5| 0.0
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Livingston Mountain/Dole Valley Trail

Trail Avaitable Cost (§ / Mile} Y Key
Description ..ame of Reach | Length | Bullt! Classification | Ji Funding Right of Way |Constructio Amenities | ..caches

Lacamas Lake Park to Hathaway Rd. 3.0 A3 R
Hathaway Rd to Reilly Rd. 1.0 A3 R
Reilly Rd. to Livingston Mouniain Rd. 28 A3 R
Ireland (NE 292nd Ave and NE 53rd St) to

Livingston Mtn, 1.8 A3 R
JLivingston Min to Spud Min 1.2 A3 R
Spud Mountain fo the Bells Mountain

triangle (L-1400, L-1000 & L-1500

intersection) 2.0 A3 R
|8ells Mountain triangle to Cold Creek 3.3 A3 R
Cald Creek to Rock Creek Campground 1.0 A3 R
Rock Creek Campground to DNR Road L-

1100 intersection 2.6 A3 R
DNR Road L-1100 to Sunset Road (East

for of the Lewis River Trail} 23 A3 R

Total 21.0] 0.0
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Camp Bonneville Trail

Trail Available ~ost{ il Key
Description ame of Reach|Length|suill, _lassification ; Jurisdiction|  Funding |Rightof Wa Jonsuucth  Amenitie eaches

Heritage Trail to Green Mountain Golf

Course 0.75 A2 R PUUA

1Grean Mountain Golf Course to 54th St 2.4 A2 R PUUA

54th Bt. to Lacamas Creek (Camp
|Bonneville} 0.9 A2 R PUUA

Lacamas Creek to Westarn edge of DNR

Lands 3 A3 R PUUA

Westemn Edge of DNR Lands to Road L-

1400/NE 271st Ave 2.3 A3 R PUUA

Road L-1400/NE 271st Ave to Elkhorn

Mountain Road 1.5 A3 R PUUA

Elkhorn Moutain Road to Salmon Creek

rail 1.2 A3 R PUUA
Toial i2,1| 0.0
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SECTION III. IMPLEMENTATION

Implementation of the plan requires a strategy that will
transform this plan from a long paper trail to actual paved
trails. This strategy must also reinforce the claims that these
facilities are positive economic investments for the
communities they serve.

A) Recommendations

R1. PUBLIC OUTREACH (Citizen Involvement)

A Clark County Trail Advisory Committee should be
formalized with a representative from of each of the user and
interest groups associated with trails such as: The Bicycle

Advisory Committee, The Executive Horse Council, Discovery
Walk, etc.

The Trails Advisory Committee should be under the shared
management of the Transportation Department and Parks &
Recreation Department. Representatives from the Trails
Committee would meet regularly with the Transportation and

Parks & Recreation Department and send a couple of
representatives to greater Clark County meetings to serve as
advocates for this trails system.

R2. PUBLIC EDUCATION (Marketing the System)
Educate the public as to where the current “connected” systems
are and where the proposed extensions will be. Our open
houses highlighted how “unknown™ many of the existing trails
are to our current residents who want to use trails and they just
don’t know what they already have available to them.
Effective and consistent trail naming and signage will help the
public understand where each trail goes and where it connects.
Some of these ideas may include:

A) Education about trail benefits

B) Maps and brochures that indicate trail routes which lead to
public parks and shopping access.

C) Published maps that are printable trail by trail via Parks
Department website for various users.

D) Signs that let users know they are on an identified route.

E) Market the trails in Clark County through signage viewable
to the public
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R3. PROJECT PRIORITIZATION
Clark County would convene:

A) To develop a scoring system for the weighted criteria

B) Bi-annually with a community-based group to validate the
criteria and its weighting.

C) Bi-annually prioritize the list of projects.

D) Bi-annually to define projects by referencing the Clark
County Comprehensive Plan, City Park and Recreation
Plans, Capital Facilities Plan, TIP, and any other necessary
plan.

R4. FUNDING FOR TRAIL CONSTRUCTION &
MAINTENANCE

The following brief list represents potential funding sources for
trail construction and maintenance such as;

A. Formalize some trails as part of the Arterial Atlas, Road
Standards and Development codes.

o

“Adopt a trail” programs for volunteers to construct and/or
maintain trails.
Autonomous tax measure.

o 0

Pursue private grant funding.

m

Pursue partnerships with other agencies and private entities.

R5. TRAIL SIGNAGE

Appropriate, consistent and evident signage identifying
regional trails is necessary to promote future trail
development.  The following recommendations for
implementation are suggested:

A) Develop a trail bollard / signpost standard that can be used
for demarcation of trailheads and interim mileage marks or
points of interest. This could be the current square concrete
bollards that have been installed on previous projects or a
new style could be based on the old City of Vancouver City
Limits posts that were tapered concrete. Either style could
be fitted with a standard brass survey monument that could
be stamped with the trail name, mileage, or other pertinent
information, as well as an emblem or icon that is
representative of the specific area or stream basin that the
trail is located within.

B) Way-finding monuments directing users across difficult
crossings and missing links

C) “You are Here” trailhead signage
D) Signs that let users know they are on an identified route

E) Develop appropriate irail markers to serve the identified
purpose

F) Develop a graphic or icon representing Lewis & Clark that
could be included on all trail signage throughout the county
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and tie into the theme for the Lewis & Clark Centennial
celebration, the confluence project, and the Discovery
Greenway project.

G. Consider opportunities to recognize partners.

H. Develop kiosks that host a large map of the trails systems
in key locations. The kiosk may also contain small maps
users can take with them.

R6. DEVELOP A PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT
PROGRAM

A public involvement plan should be designed for each project.
Based on the complexity of the project, the plan should identify
the appropriate level of public involvement for the project,
stakeholders, project decisions and timeline, a public
involvement budget and public involvement tools to be
implemented. Each plan will be unique and may need to use
different and creative approaches tailored to a specific project.

As individual projects within the 2006 Trail and Bikeway
Systems Plan are implemented, stakeholders in each project
should be involved in planning,.

R7. TRACK PLAN PERFORMANCE/SUCCESS

It is important to track and evaluate the success of the trail
network system in meeting the plan goals regularly. This may
be accomplished by:

A} Look for opportunities to partner with Community Choices
2010 in reporting on community health

B) Tracking user groups and trail usage within the county.

C) Tracking proportionality of trails against the increased
population in the county and amongst user groups.

D) Supporting cities in developing their own plans and
modifying the county plan to each city’s plan as it is
developed/adapted.

R8. TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT
PROGRAM UPDATE

Clark County will revise the criteria for the 2007-2012 TIP
giving points toward current transportation projects for
connectivity to trails listed in the adopted Trail & Bikeway
Plan.

R9. ARTERIAL ATLAS ANNUAL UPDATE

The 2006 Trail and Bikeway systems plan projects should be
included within the annual arterial atlas update and be included
in the new development packet.

R10. PARKS COMPREHENSIVE PLAN UPDATE

The Vancouver-Clark Parks and Recreation Department will
update the Parks Comprehensive Plan in late 2006. The Trail
and Bikeway Systems plan should be included within this plan
update.

A) Tracking miles of trail per year that are planned, designed,
permitted, built and maintained by trail type.
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B) Track volunteer hours and number of volunteers used
C) Perform user counts and surveys

R11. PARKS IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

The Clark County Six-Year Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP) uses objective criteria to evaluate and prioritize
road improvements from the list of recommended projects.
This program assigns available revenue to the highest-ranked
projects to achieve the goals of the Capital Facilities,
Comprehensive Plan, the community and the Board of County
Commissioners. The TIP is reviewed and adopted annually.
The Parks and Recreation Department should establish a
similar improvement program utilizing the criteria established
within this planning document to rank projects. This Parks
Improvement Program (PIP) can be incorporated into the TIP
document annually.

B) PROJECT IDENTIFICATION
Steps of identifying an actual project will vary, but may
typically include the following:

A) Completion of a feasibility study, which typically includes
preliminary design, environmental analysis, alternatives
analysis, and related agency coordination. The final product
should yield a preferred design alternative, environmental
clearance, and an accurate cost estimate that inchudes
acquisition, design, construction, and operation and
maintenance costs.

B) Scoring of the project through the Project Prioritization
Criteria (Section IV of this plan)

C) Approval of the preferred project by Clark County, the
C.T.A.C. and other local governing boards, including
acceptance of any environmental documentation. Necessary
permits should be obtained. Project funding may come
from local, state and federal grants as well as local and
private sources. The county will typically assume
maintenance responsibility for the completed project.

D) Funding applied for and obtained for the project. Typically,
all environmental work mnust be completed, local approval
obtained, and the right-of-way in public control.

E) Completion of final Plans, Specifications and Estimates
(P,S&E). Once completed, bids for construction services
can be obtained.

F) Construction of the project.

C) Estimated Costs
This section identifies costs for the proposed path
improvements, plus strategies on funding and financing,.

The county’s Pedestriau & Bicycle Advisory Committee
(recommended to be established as part of the Transportation
System Plan) should help monitor the projects identified in this
Plan and subsequent updates, and keep a year-to-year list of
projects and funding opportunities.
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Cost Breakdown

The cost per mile can be broken down based on the following
assumptions. The market value for a trail right-of-way
acquisition is assumed to be not-prime developable at $200,000
per acre. The approximate width for a trail right-of-way is 25
feet. The cost per mile would then equate to approximately
$600,000.00. The soft costs would include engineering,
planning, environmental, soils, architectural, landscaping, and
appropriate permitting fees.

Funding Cost
Right-of-way acquisition $600,000
Construction costs $200,000

Bridges, trailheads, parking lots, | $50,000
restrooms, signage, intersections

Environmental Mitigation $100,000

Soft costs $150,000

Total Cost | $1,100,000 per mile

Many of the potential funding sources are highly competitive,
so it is impossible to determine exactly which projects will be
funded by which sources. It is important to note that while
many of the projects can be funded with federal, state, and
regional transportation, safety, and/or air quality grants, others
are recreational in nature and must be funded by local or
private sources. Timing of projects is alse difficult to pinpoint
exactly, due to dependence on competitive funding sources,
timing of roadway and development projects, and the overall
economy.

Potential sources of project funding are identified later in this
section.

Maintenance

Trail systems should be affordable to develop and constructed
from durable materials that provide long term value.

Thoughtful planning and design will provide efficient layouts
that take advantage of existing facilities, natural land features,
and interface with significant regional transportation projects.

A multi-jurisdictional awareness will integrate the efforts of
Clark County’s smaller communities into the larger trails plan.

Sustainable trail planning seeks to balance the needs of human
users with the natural functions and health of the site,
Sustainability needs to be engaged early in the planning
process and implemented during subsequent engineering
efforts.

One of the most overlooked aspects in sustainable design is
creating projects with significant long-term value and low
maintenance. The planning, design, and construction of a
facility affect its operation and maintenance. Efficient and
economical designs, use of durable materials from natural,
renewable, or recyclable sources, and the early consideration of
maintenance in the planning process can reduce potential
financial burdens and environmental costs.

The total annual maintenance cost of the trail system of 240
miles is estimated to be $2,400,000 when the system is fully
implemented.
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Most maintenance costs are associated with the shared-use
paths, and are based on an estimated cost of $10,000 per mile,
covering labor, supplies, and amortized equipment costs for:

A) Weekly trash removal
B) Monthly sweeping

C) And biannual resurfacing and repair patrols, the costs for
which include:

o Cleaning, resurfacing and re-siriping the asphalt
path

o Repairs to crossings

o Cleaning drainage systems
o Trash removal

o Landscaping

o Underbrush and weed abatement (performed in
mid- and late summer)

o Removal of noxious weeds

Bicycle lanes account for a small proportion of overall
maintenance costs. A figure of $2,000 per mile of bike lane
annually is used based on experience in other cities. This
includes costs like sweeping, replacing signs and markings, and
street repair.

Maintenance access on the trails will be achieved using
standard pick-up trucks on the pathway itself. Sections with
narrow widths or other clearance restrictions should be clearly
marked.

Security

Well designed green residential spaces such as trails work to
foster safer and stronger communities by providing gathering
spaces where neighbors form social ties. The presence of
families and trail users on Clark County’s trails further
promotes safety by providing surveillance that deters criminals.
And in addition, the trail network provides police officers
excellent access to potential problem areas.

Adjacent residents are often concemed about security on
shared-use paths such as those proposed in this plan.
Fortunately, the security experience with trails nationwide and
locally has been extremely positive. A survey conducted within
Clark County in December 2000 suggests that 26% of those
participating believed the overall safety and security of the
trails was “good” to “excellent,” while one in five believed the
trails to be “fair” to “poor.” One in five was unable to evaluate
the overall safety and security. These statistics suggest that
there is a positive safety security plan in place, but there are
some necessary improvements that must be undertaken.

The following security strategy should be employed to prevent
problems from happening:
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“Crime Prevention through
Environmental Design” and “Trespass Prevention
through Environmental Design” concepts, which
recognize that proper design and effective use of
space to reduce conflicts and improve overall
safety.

Continuing support and development of the Clark
County-Clark Parks & Recreation “Trailwatch”
program that provides volunteers to meet the
information and safety needs of trails users.
Specifically, Trailwatch volunteers report safety and
security concerns to the appropriate officials.

Employing strong, secure and damage-resistant
construction materials, landscaping and a parks
maintenance plant.

Providing secured access areas (parking lots,
storage areas), and barrier systems where needed
{gates, fences, access control).

Providing coordinated and responsive patrol
service.
Designating and enforcing rules and regulations

(park rules and hours, exclusion provisions, and
emergency closure provision).

G) Employing crime prevention and problem solving
strategies, such as park user education,
informational signage, a problem reporting system,
incident management and follow-up, and broad-
based problem solving groups.

H) Holding programmed uses and events, such as
regularly scheduled activities, permitted events, and
vendors.

I) Facilitating positive presence, including staff,
vendors, volunteers, public buildings and other
public facilities.

Enforcement of applicable laws on trails will be performed by
the local police department, using both bicycles and vehicles.
Enforcement of vehicle statutes relating to bicycle operation
will be enforced on the on-street connector bikeways as part of
the department’s normal operations. It is not projected that
additional worker hours or equipment will be needed for on-
street segments.

D) Support Programs & Events

Once the trail system is in place, it is crucial to develop and
manage support programs to ensure safe and increasing levels
of trail usage. It is also critical for the development of the trail
system be coordinated with on-street transportation facilities,
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including bikeways, walkways, and street improvements.
Finally, existing initiatives and organizations present an
opportunity to learn from and expand on established programs
and their resources.

Programs that can support the installation and use of bikeway
and walkways in Clark County are outlined below under the
following areas:

A) Advocacy Organizations

B) Events

C) Community Involvement

D) Trail Maintenance

E) Bicycle End-of-Trip Facilities
F) Signing

G) Education

H) Enforcement

Advocacy Organizations

Sponsoring Parties: Non-governmental Organizations, Clark
County

Non-profit organizations and extra-governmental initiatives
present an especially valuable opportunity to share resources

with people who are already working on related issues. An
advisory committee should be established to ensure the
continued presence of community members in city and county
trails’ planning efforts.

Community Choices 2010

Community Choices 2010 is a non-profit organization
dedicated to improving the health of Clark County residents by
focusing on early prevention strategies. In 2003, Community
Choices 2010 convened stakeholders to develop strategies to
increase physical activity and improve food choices in order to
address the alarming increase in overweight and obesity and
the associated health risks such as diabetes and heart disease.
In addition, Community Choices 2010 was chosen to
participate in a five-year, $5.9 million STEPS grant from
Health and Human Services to reduce the burden of chronic
disease including:

A) Reducing and preventing overweight and obesity
B) Preventing diabetes among populations with pre-diabetes

C) Increasing the likelihood that person with undiagnosed
diabetes are diagnosed

D) Reducing complications of diabetes

E) Reducing the complications of asthma

In partnership with Clark County Clark Parks & Recreation
Department, the local health departiment, schools, business,
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healthcare, the faith community, parks and more. Community
Choices 2010 is working to define strategies to significantly
improve the health of Clark County citizens. The provision of
paths and ftrails is essential to achieving goals of preventing and
reducing overweight and obesity problems through increased
physical activity.

Lewis & Clark Discovery Greenway Project

The Lewis & Clark Discovery Greenway Project is a regional
effort of multiple agencies and organizations to complete
riverside frails that will provide access to the historical landing
sites of the Lewis & Clark Expedition. The Greenway Project
includes such bodies as Vancouver-Clark Parks & Recreation,
the Clark County Transportation Department and Metro Parks
& Greenspaces. Trail connections are projected to be
completed in time for the 2005-2006 bicentennial of the
expedition, and the resulting increased tourism.

Although the Greenway Project’s focus is to make trail
connections rather than to focus on individual sites, its scope
does include trail amenities and site-specific improvements.

Parks & Recrcation Foundation of Clark County

The Foundation is a non-profit organization established in 1999
to accept and administer such donations, gifts, and bequests for
the enrichment and enhancement of the community’s parks,
recreation and cultural services.

The Foundation provides a stable source of funding for the
Clark County Parks Department, particularly during tight city
and county budget periods. It will fund acquisition and

enhancement of trails, as well as open space, interpretive
centers and other park amenities. As a citizen-based
organization, it also creates a valuable relationship between the
park/trail system and the public.

Events

Sponsoring Parties: Community  groups, Clark
County and their departments, Health Organizations, City of
Vancouver, Vancouver-Clark Parks & Recreation, Law
enforcement

Special events simultaneously atiract large numbers of users
and advertise the trail network. They present an opportunity to
encourage citizens to both use the trail system and value it as a
real community asset and source of civic pride. Bicycle and
pedestrian interest groups are well-positioned to capitalize on
the growing interest in on-road and off-road bicycle races and
criteriums (races on closed courses over public roads closed to
normal traffic).

The City of Vancouver Mayor’s Bike Rides and rides
sponsored by the Vancouver Bicycle Club and Portland
Wheelmen Touring Club are all very popular, as are walks
sponsored by American Volksporters Association, the
International Walking Association and Passport to Wellness.
The potential for walks and rides to draw enormous crowds in
Clark County exists in addition to the annual 100-mile “Ride
Around Clark County” (R.A.C.C.) bicycling event, which
draws about 1,000 riders annually; the Portland Bridge Pedal
and Bridge Walk, for example, have over 15,000 participants
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annually. Other annual walks include: Diabetes Walk, Walk
for Animals (Humane Society) and the Clark College Fun
Walk.

Discovery Walk Festival

The annual Discovery Walk

Festival, sponsored each April by

the City of Vancouver and the

International Walk Fest, is an

example of a successful Clark

County event that attracts both trail

users and tourists. Centered around

Esther Short Park, the Festival

annually attracts over 1,000

participants from the region and

beyond. In addition to promoting use of Clark County’s trails,
the Festival also presents an opportunity to both showcase and
build public support for a high quality trail network.

Passport to Wellness

Southwest Washington Medical Center,
together with other corporate supporters,
has sponsored the “Passport to Wellness”
program since 2001 to promote local
walking events. The program encourages
participants to walk in such events as the
March of Dimes Walkamerica and The
Columbian’s Morning River Walk by
entering walkers in drawings for prizes.

Most walking events take place in spring and summer, and the
Westfield Shopping Town Clark County Mall-Walking
program runs regularly year-round.

Event Ideas

Additional events could attract even more people to Clark
County and its trail system. Ideas include:

A) Columbia Bridge Pedal. As the Columbia Waterfront Trail
is completed and connected to Portland’s developing
Marine Drive system, a route drawing riders and walkers
over both the I-5 and I-205 bridges would be popular.

B) Vancouver Lake/Frenchman’s Bar Ride

C) Lewis and Clark Discovery Ride, following the Lewis and
Clark Trail into the Vancouver-Portland area

Events are usually sponsored by local businesses and involve
some promotion, insurance, and development of adequate
circuits for all levels of riders. Cities, Parks Department and
Clark County can help assist in developing these cvents by
acting as a co-sponsor, and expediting and possibly
underwriting some expenses (for example, police time). Clark
County should also encourage these events to have races,
walks, and tours that appeal to the less experienced cyclist and
walker.
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E) Community Involvement Programs

Sponsoring Parties:  Clark County, City of Vancouver, Parks
Community Participants

Community involvement programs can effectively invest
citizens in their community resource by involving them in its
planning, care, and maintenance. Clark County is fortunate to
already have successful examples of this.

Public Participation in Planning

The City of Vancouver and Clark-Parks & Recreation
departments have many years of experience involving the
community in planning processes. In addition to soliciting
public comments on master and strategic plans, the
departments have also administered citizen visioning sessions
for more specific undertakings such as the recent “Blazing
New Trails 2005 open space symposium. These opportunities
for citizen input in specific planning process are valuable and
should be encouraged.

Trail Maintenance Program
Sponsoring Parties:  Clark County, City of Vancowver, Parks,
Cities and Potential Volunteers

Keeping shared use path facilities in good condition is critical
to the success of the trail system. Key trail maintenance
activities include sweeping debris, repairing and resurfacing
pavement, replacing signs and markings, emptying trash cans,
trimming vegetation, ensuring good drainage, re-grading

shoulders, and other activities. Poor trail maintenance can
contribute to accidents and deter potential cyclists and
pedestrians unwilling to risk flat tires and conflicts.

The County recommends development, over time, of a
comprehensive, integrated approach to bikeway and walkway
maintenance. This effort would include the following items
related to trail maintenance:

A) A “quick response” mechanism for routine items like
sweeping, filling potholes, trimming vegetation,
signing/striping, and drainage repair

B) Enhancement of routine maintenance activities. Examples
include:

o Encouraging private property owners with gravel
driveways along a path to pave the driveway 5-10
feet (1.5-3 m) back from the edge of pavement, or
to right-of-way, to prevent gravel from spilling onto
the path;

o Working to trim vegetation from shared-use paths;
replacing or repairing shared-use paths broken by

tree roots;

o Inspecting and maintaining bikeway siguns, lines,
and legends regularly; and

o Modifying or replacing drainage as needed.

Section III. Implementation -1



chionai T rail and E)ikcway Systcms Plan

o Community adoption program to allow local businesses
and organizations to ‘adopt’ a shared-use path. This would
be similar to the program allowing adoption of segments of
the Interstate Highway system. Small signs located along
the pathway would identify supporters, acknowledging
their contribution. Support would be in the form of an
annual commitment to pay for the routine maintenance of
the pathway, which, in general, costs about $8,500 per
mile. The Parks & Recreation Department, the Parks
Foundation or other advocacy groups may administer this
program.

Bicycle End-of-Trip Facilities Installation Program

Sponsoring Parties: Local Businesses, Clark County

End-of-trip facilities (bicycle parking, showers, and lockers)
for bicycle riders are as important to bicycling as motor vehicle
parking is to auto drivers. The end-of-trip facilities program is
proposed as part of the Transportation System Plan. From the
perspective of the trail system, the program should focus on the
installation of bike racks at parks, public buildings and
trailheads. This would be publicly and privately funded and
managed.

Signing Program

Sponsoring Parties:  Clark County, Cities, Towns

Signs help bicyclists and pedestrians find and travel
appropriate routes. They also provide a safety measure for
bicyclists, pedestrians and motonsts. Signage can be

implemented as part of new bikeway creation, and added to
existing on and off-street bikeways, This program consists of
trail signs, safety signs (including etiquette signs on shared-use
paths) and informational kiosks. Again, it will be part of a
comprehensive bicycling and walking improvement effort for
Clark County.

1. Trail identification signs

should be posted along the

primary north-south and east-

west corridors. This type of

sign helps direct travel by

having a consistent

symbology. Currently, Clark

County uses the standard

AASHTO “bike route” sign.

However, this sign has been

used inconsistently around

the county, and does not

assist cyclists in identifying

appropriate bikeway routes.

Signs may include a destination place to direct cyclists and
pedestrians to transit stations, bridges, schools, parks, and
other key locations. The county should work with the
appropriate Pedestrian and Bicycle Advisory Committees
to develop a signage system with a common identifying
theme (such as Ft. Vancouver).

2. Safety signs, such as trail etiquette, can help improve user
behavior on shared-use paths and in specific roadway
situations.

Section I1I. Limplementation 3-12



chional Trail and Eikcwag 595t<:m5 Plan

3. Informational kiosks help lay out a specific route with
supplemental information. An example is the Discovery
Trail Historic Walking Loop. An informational kiosk with
a map of the route should be placed in two to three
locations along the loop, such as Esther Short Park.

4. The implementation phasing of a signing program would:

e Develop a protocol for trail signing, including sign
design, locations, destination plates, and potential items
such as mileage.

¢ Improve or replace signs on existing trails.

¢ Decvelop and install safety signs on shared-use paths
and other locations as needed.

¢ Develop and install informational kiosks as part of
Discovery Trail implementation.

F) Education

County, Schools, Parents,

Sponsoring Parties:  Clark
Teachers, Community Groups

An important program is the “Safe Walk To School” program
which is a Washington State regulation requiring school
districts to have suggested walk routes for every elementary
school. The plan must cover a one-mile radius from the school
wherein it considers existing traffic patterns, crosswalks, traffic
lights, or school safety patrol posts. It is suggested that the

routes provide the greatest physical separation between
walking children and traffic, expose children to the lowest
speeds and volumes of moving vehicles, and have the fewest
number of road or rail crossings.

The lack of education for bicyclists, especially among younger
students, continues to be a leading cause of accidents. For
example, Clark County’s accident history includes a number of
wrong-way and sidewalk riding crashes. Motorist education on
the rights of bicyclists and pedestrians is virtually non-existent.
Many motorists mistakenly believe, for example, that bicyclists
do not have a right to ride in travel lanes and that they should
be riding on sidewalks. Many motorists do not understand the
concept of ‘sharing the road” with bicyclists, or why a bicyclist
may need to ride in a travel lane if there is not a shoulder or 1s
full of gravel or potholes.

Bicycle education programs in a few schools are typically
taught once a year to sixth, seventh and eighth graders.
Curriculum is derived from established programs developed by
groups such as the League of American Bicyclists, Community
Cycling Center and Oregon’s Bicycle Transportation Alliance.
In Clark County, bicycle education is taught at selected schools
annually, but the program is far from comprehensive. Formal
adult bicycle education is virtually non-existent in Clark
County.

Pedestrian education programs are rare, but important as well.
School children need to understand how to safely cross the
road (e.g. scanning for cars), where the best places to cross are,
never to cross behind a bus or car, seatbelt safety, etc. . . .
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Pedestrian education should be taught as early as first grade
and continue through third grade,

Expand Current Education Programs

Existing educational programs at Clark County schools should
be made more commonly available in a cooperative effort
between the city and the school district, and supported by a
secure, regular funding source. A Safety Committee should be
formed consisting of appointed parents, teachers,
administrators, police, active bicyclists, and public works staff
whose task it is to identify problems and solutions, ensure
implementation, and submit recommendations to the school
board or city council.

Develop New Educational Program Materials and
Curriculum

Education materials should be expanded to promote the
benefits of bicycling and walking, the need for education and
safety improvements, the most recent educational tools
available in the country (including the use of low-cost safety
videos), and directives to parents on the proper school drop-off
procedure for their children. Educational pamphlets for
children should be developed. Educational programs, and
especially on-bike and on-street pedestrian training, should be
expanded to more schools. Education curriculum should, at a
minimun, cover the following lessons:

A) On-bike training or bicycle ‘rodeos’

B) Use and importance of bicycle helmets

C) How to adjust and maintain a bicycle
D) Night riding (clothes, lights)

E) Rules of the road

F) Riding on sidewalks

G) How to negotiate intersections

H) Riding and walking defensively

I) Use ofhand signals

A standard safety handbook format should be developed
incorporating the best elements of those currently in use and
made available to each school on disk so they may be
customized as needed. Clark County schools should develop a
circulation map of the campus and immediate environs to
include in the handbooks, clearly showing the preferred
circulation and parking patterns and explaining in text the
reason behind the recommendations. This circulation map
should also be a permanent feature in all school newsletters.
Bicycle helmet subsidy-programs are available already in Clark
County, and should be used to provide low-cost approved
helmets for all schoolchildren bicyclists.

Develop an Adult Education Program
An adult bicycle education program should be established

through organizations such as the Community Cycling Center,
in cooperation with the Parks and Recreation Department
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and/or other city departments. This program should (a) teach
adults how to ride defensively, (b) teach adults how to ride on a
variety of city streets, and (c) encourage adults to feel more
confident to ride to work or for utilitarian and recreational
trips. The program should coordimate with local bicycling
groups who could provide the training expertise, and possibly
lead organized Dbicycle-training sessions, tours and rides.
Likewise, educational walks could teach appropriate pedestrian
behavior on city streets.

The city should also partner with local, state, and national
health organizations to promote walking and bicycling.
Examples of possible partmering organizations include: the
Robert Wood Johnson Foundation, The Center for Disease
Control, and other organizations that focus on public health
issues, Through these partnerships, Clark County residents
could be educated about the health benefits of incorporating
walking and bicycling into their daily lives.

Educate Motorists
Educate motorists about the rights and characteristics of
bicyclists and pedestrians through a variety of means including:

A) Making pedestrian and bicycle safety a part of traffic
school curriculum in Clark County.

B) Producing a brochure on pedestrian and bicycle safety and
laws for public distribution.

C) Enforcing existing traffic laws for motorists, bicyclists and
pedestrians.

D)} Working to improve the DMV manual’s treatment of
bicyclists and pedestrians.

E) Sending an official letter to the Department of Motor
Vehicles recommending the inclusion of bicycle and
pedestrian laws in the driver’s license exam.

G) Enforcement

Sponsoring Parties:  Police/Sheriff's  Department,  Clark

County

Bicyclists, pedestrians, and motorists all must behave
consistently and according to established laws in order for all
to enjoy a safe system. The County should work with the
Sherriff’s office and city police departments to develop a
consistent enforcement program for pedestrian and bicycle-
related laws. Such programs have been very effective, in
combination with increased bikeway and walkway facilities, at
increasing public awareness of bicycle and pedestrian safety
issues. Suggested components of a program for Clark County
include:

A) Police training: work with the police department to ensure
officers are trained in Washington State laws and local
ordinances related to safe motoring, walking, and bicycling.
Invite a police department liaison to participate in the
BPAC. Hold regular meetings with traffic enforcement
officers to discuss issues and solutions.
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SECTION IV. APPROACH

How did this plan come about? This answer to this question is
very important to relay to the citizens of Clark County that this
plan is for the citizens by the citizens. A systematic,
cooperative, and collaborative approach was taken represented
in two major approaches, the plan approach and the public
involvement approach.

A) PLAN APPROACH

The 2006 Clark County Trail & Bikeway Systems Plan was
undertaken as an update to the 1992 Clark County Trail &
Bikeway Systems Plan. As such, the planning process followed
a series of research and public process activities, and a
workshop with the Park Commission, Planning Comimission
and City Council in late 2005 and early 2006. These activities
included:

s Assessment of current bicycling and walking conditions
and facilities in Clark County.

¢ Evaluation of bicycle and pedestrian needs, such as
safety problems, demographic and geographic
population and employment demands and facility
deficiencies.

o Development of comprehensive and connected systems
of bikeways and walkways.

o Development of bicycling and walking support
programs.

¢ Public outreach

In addition, park and transportation planners reviewed other
relevant documents produced in and around the county, to
understand established goals. The primary plans that were
reviewed are summarized below and include various brochures
and materials related to parks, open spaces, the Columbia River
Renaissance, Lewis and Clark 2005-2006 Bicentennial
activities, and trail projects:

A. 2005-2010 Clark County Transportation Improvement
Program

2004 City of Vancouver Paths & Trails Element

2003 Vancouver Transportation System Plan

2002 “Rediscovery of the Rivers — Lewis & Clark
Discovery Greenway”

2002 Urban Parks, Recreation and Open Space Plan
2001 Clark County Parks, Recreation, and Open Space
Plan, Draft Report

2000 Vision Symposium

2000 Clark County Transportation System Plan —
Vision for the Future

2000 Clark County Transportation Vision Research
Report

o Mm gow
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2000 Clark County Transportation Improvement
Program

. 2000 Clark County Recreation Program & Cost
Recovery Plan

. 2000 Clark County Regional Parks, Recreation and
Open Space Plan

. 2000 Ridgefield National Wildlife Refuge Report

. 2000 Recommended Bicycle Facility Design
Implementation Practices

. 1999 Clark County-Clark Facilities & Services
Strategic Plan

. 1999 Metropolitan Transportation Plan for Clark
County

Q. 1999 Downtown Transportation System Plan

R. 1999 C-TRAN Pedestrian Accessibility Program

Report

. 1998 Clark County Comprehensive Sports Fields
Master Plan

. 1995 Clark County Parks, Recreation, and Open Space
Plan

=

1994 Clark County Parks, Recreation, and Open Space
Plan

1994 Clark County Growth Management Plan
1992 Columbia River Renaissance Project

V.
W.
X. 1992 Clark County Open Space Commission Report
Y. 1992 Clark County Trail and Bikeway System Plan
Z.
AA

1991 Columbia River/Evergreen Highway Trail Study

. 1990 Washington State Growth Management
Act (GMA)

B) PuBLIC INVOLVEMENT
APPROACH

The community’s investment in this

legacy project is crucial to the

success of a buildable systems plan.

The overall purpose of the project is

to develop a Trail and Bikeway

Systems Plan through a
comprehensive public outreach process that also serves as a
platform to develop viable funding options, while at the same
time honoring and celebrating the Lewis and Clark legacy.

To successfully achieve this objective, the program focused on
accomplishing several goals.
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A. Reaching a broad spectrum of people to ensure that all
critical issues are considered and addressed in the
outcome

B. Engaging key stakeholders at a level that elicits their
active ownership of the outcomes of the project

C. Building a more informed base of public participants
who can actively contribute to the public conversation

D. Generating trust in the process and the outcomes by the
general public, key stakeholders and leaders

E. Capturing the interest of the news media, to increase the
reach of public education
F. Demonstrating broad citizen support for the outcomes

G. Providing policy makers with confidence in the process
and the outcomes

One major component of the public outreach plan was to direct
interested citizens to the project web page and online survey.
Participants were also able to learn more about the program,
register their preferences and opinions through an online
survey, sign up to be in the project mailing list, and learn about
project updates and special events. The project website was
predominantly featured throughout the outreach materials and
connected to the Lewis and Clark event activities and planning.
The following items served as an educational role for the
program:

o Project website: An interactive project website was
posted on the Vancouver/Clark Parks and
Recreation home page.

s Web survey: Linked to the project website and
used to determine public preferences for parks
program priorities and funding options, an online
survey was developed. The survey functions much
like an online public meeting by providing
information and asking for a response.

o Project database: A project database — including
email contacts — was constructed from existing
sources and then added to throughout the duration
of the program.

e Articles for local magazines and newsletters —
Three articles were profiled as feature articles in the
Lacamas Life magazine, Walkabout magazine,
Greater Vancouver Chainber of Commerce and the
Columbian,

In order to maximize the exposure for this Trail and Bikeway
Systems Plan, it is essential the plan is considered a legacy
project and incorporated into our community’s Lewis & Clark
Bicentennial celebration activities. In addition, careful thought
and strategic alliances in the health community was also
essential. A few of these community partnerships could
potentially include, but are not limited to:

A. Lewis & Clark Expedition Bicentennial Cominittee
B. The Confluence Project
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Washington State Parks Department
Cottonwood Beach Improvements
The Historic Reserve

Fort Vancouver

Lewis & Clark Landscapes Project
Discovery Walk

Community Choices 2010

Health and Human Services
Southwest Washington Medical Center, Passport to
Weliness

L. School districts

M. Native American fribes

ACCEOmmOO

Overall, community members have been involved at each step
of developing the 2006 update to the Clark County Trail and
Bikeway Systems Plan. The public involvement effort sought
to engage community members early in the planning effort and
offer opportunities for public input throughout the process.
Key public involvement activities included a series of open
houses, community advisory committee (CAC) meetings, and
an on-line survey. Public information included postcard notice
of the open houses, a web page, a project display and fact
sheets.

Public Involvement Tools

The Trail and Bikeway Systems Plan CAC met seven times
between June 2005 and February 2006. Twenty-four members
representing a range of user groups and other advocacy groups
met to discuss goals for the plan, where new trails were needed
and what criteria should be used to compare trails in the plan.
At their final meeting, the CAC reviewed public input,

suggested revisions and endorsed the plan. The CAC also
made additional recommendations about funding and plan
implementation that will be forwarded to the Parks
Commission. In June 2005, the public was invited to review
the county’s current trail and bikeway plan and provide input

on changes and updates that should be included in the next
plan. Comments, questions, and ideas were gathered on maps,
flip charts, and feedback forms. An on-line survey was posted
on the Vancouver-Clark Parks and Recreation web site from
June through August 2005. The survey was taken by 96 people
and was advertised by a link on the site and with cards
distributed to interested people. In addition to the on-line
survey, the web site included information about meetings and
the development of the plan.
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C) TRAIL PROJECT CRITERIA

Developing the criteria for establishing the project
prioritization and the phasing of the plan is a fundamental
cornerstone of the successful future of this plan. Selecting the
perfect criteria and the perfect weighting of said criteria to each
will ensure successful completion of the plan, but if this
element is poorly done, it could cripple the plan’s future.

Below is a draft list of criteria by which trail projects can be
prioritized. The term “trail project” will be used to refer to the
individual sections or “reaches” of a proposed trail, as well as
amenities that improve the quality of the trail use experience
such as trailhead access projects that could include such
elements such as restrooms, parking facilities, and access to
bodies of water through docks, trails, etc.

Trail Accessibility

How well does the project improve overall access to the trail
system? This can include consideration of overall
improvements to the quality of the trailhead access point such
as construction of restroom, parking facilities, parking, docks
for water access, etc.

Trail Connectivity and Linkage

How well does the trail project complete the overall trail
network? Consider the land uses that are made accessible by
the trail project. Does it improve access to employment centers,
schools, residences, other important activity centers? Are there
any historic, cultural or natural resources or significant scenic
areas associated with this proposed trail?

Diversity of User Groups

How many user groups is this trail designed to serve?
o  Adult bicyclists
e Children bicyclists

o  Walkers
e Equestrians
s Paddlers
s Runners

How diverse a proportion of users within a group could this
trail serve? Are there any obstacles with it becoming fully
ADA compliant?

Maximize Volume of Users

Is the trail located in places that is accessible to users who live,
work or go to school neartby? How dense are the surrounding
residential, institutional or commercial land uses?

Vulnerability: Risk of Lost Opportunity

Is the opportunity to build this trail project at risk of being lost
due to purchase of the right of way by a private entity,
development or rising land prices?

Cost
“Costs” may include hard fiscal outlays for right of way and/or
construction, unacceptable harm to the environment.

A. Cost of right of way acquisition: (Does the project
require the purchase of private property, or expensive
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land or can this trail be built on railroad, public road or
utility right of way?)

B. Cost of Opportunity: (Are there many hurdles to
acquiring the right of way to get it built?)

C. Cost of construction for the project: (Is the cost of
construction anticipated to be higher or lower than the
per-mile higher or lower than average in Clark
County?)

D. Cost of Maintenance: (Are the long term maintenance
costs likely to be higher than average for Clark
County?)

E. Cost of Alternatives: (What alternatives to the project
were considered and why were they rejected in favor of
the current proposal?)

Funding Opportunity

Are there special funding opportunities available for the trail
project? Is it eligible for federal, state, local or private grants?
What is the current budget? ... Some grants require local
matches.

Environmental Constraints and Opportunities
A. Environmental Constraints
{What are the environmental constraints related to the
natural settings of the project that may lead to
disturbance, fill and/or bridging, etc. of sensitive
environmental arcas. These may require permitting.)

B. Environmental Opportunities

(What are the opportunities for environmental
restoration and rehabilitation. For example, the trail
project may allow for the restoration of native species
and the elimination of non-native species. What are the
opportunities for increasing environmental education?)

Trail Ambiance and Environmental Context

A. Quality of Trail Experience

What is the quality of the experience provided by the
trail project? Does the trail provide an opportunity to
view wildlife, a natural area or attractive views?

. Trail Surroundings

Does the trail project pass through?
o Natural environment
o Wetlands, lakes, rivers, streams
© Woodlands, old growth
o Meadows, valleys
o Parklands
o Railway
o Urban Places
o Industrial
o Roadway
o Historical Features/sites (L&C, Old RR, etc.)

C. Continuity: Uninterrupted Flow

How many stops and/or interruptions (road crossings,
etc) are there along the trail project?
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Community Safety
A. Does the project help users avoid hazardous locations?

B. Does the project provide children safer access to
school, parks, libraries, etc.?

Project Partners/Community Support
A. Are there special partnerships that can help realize the
trail project?
o Neighborhood
o Multiple Jurnisdictions
o Corporate support
o Other community groups (Scouts, Charities,
trail advocacies)
B. Can this trail be placed on an existing railroad, public
road or utility right of way?

C. Is there neighborhood association support for the
project?

D. Is there greater community support for the project?

Maintenance
A. To what degree will the trail project increase
recreational trail maintenance work? Ask such things
as;
e Typically, how often do the connecting trail(s)
require maintenance work?
¢ When was the last time maintenance work was
performed on connecting trail(s)?

Redundancy

Is there another trail project that offers a similar transportation
option (travels along a parallel aligmment, is within a
reasonable distance of this proposed trail project, etc.)

How would this trail be unique within the system?
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diet and medication, but he knew he must add exercise in order
to improve his condition. Then one day, the Padden trail
opened up next to his home. He started to use it regularly to run
errands, drop off movies at the local video store, and enjoy the
fresh air and natural beauty of Clark County. Within six
months, lie was able to cut back on his medication, and within
one year he was able to go off of it altogether. Within 18
months, he was able to get his weight down to 180 pounds and
save his vision!

Recommended Amount of Physical Activity

According to the US Dept of Health and Human Services and
the CDC, to be beneficial, physical activity doesn’t need to be
strenuous or time consuming. People of all ages can benefit
from moderate amounts of physical activity, such as 30
minutes of brisk walking five or more times a week."

Seniors Can Benefit Most
According to the US
Dept of Health and
Human Services and
the CDC, Americans
age 65 and older are the
least active age group
in the United States:
approximately 35% of
those aged 65-74 years
and 46% of those aged
75 or older report no leisure time physical activity at alll Most
seniors (80%) have at least one chronic condition, and 50%
have at least two.

Research has shown that seniors who have healthy lifestyles
that include regular physical activity reduce their risk for
chronic diseases and have half the rate of disability of those
who do not.™

Studies Show that Trails Lead to Greater Physical Fitness
Through comprehensive analysis and public involvement, the
trail system proposed in this plan will provide the opportunity
for community members to improve their overall health.
Additionally, this opportunity is supported by empirical
research. According to the Guide to Community Preventive
Services, a review of relevant studies found that providing
access to places for physical activity, such as trails, definitely
increases the level of physical activity in a community. The
median estimates from the reviewed studies suggest that
creating or improving access to places for physical activity can
result in a 25% increase in the percent of persons who exercise
at least three times a week,

Healthy Lifestyles Benefit to our Economy

According to the state of Washington, it is estimated that the
cost for physical inactivity in Washington State was more than
$5 billion in 2002.Y In the year 2000, the cost of health
problems associated with obesity was estimated to be as high
as $117 billion in the United States. Not only does increasing
opportunities for physical fitness improve our waistline, but
also our economic bottom lme.

Research shows that providing the opportunity for community
members to improve their overall physical health through
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trails, will provide important economic advantages to our
region.

For example, a 2004 empirical study of the relationship
between the use of bike/pedestrian trails in Lincoln, NE, and
the reduction of health care costs associated with inactivity,
quantifies that for every dollar invested in trail development,
nearly three dollars ($2.94) of public health benefits are
produced.” The study also found that the cost of increasing
physical activity by providing and maintaining trails comes to
about $98 annually per newly-active trail user. ™" In addition to
the health costs, there are serious economic ramifications of
our physical inactivity. The proposed trail system while
promoting healthy living can also provides economic
advantages to our region.

A 2004 study of using
bike/pedestrian trails in Lincoln,
Nebraska, to reduce health care
costs associated with inactivity,
quantifies the benefits of money
spent on trail development from a
health standpoint. The conclusion
is that for every dollar spent on trails nearly three dollars
{($2.94) of public health benefits are produced.[2][3]

2][3

20 ] The study is Cost-Beneflt Analysis of Physlcal Actlvity Using Bike/Padestran Tralls by Gulfing
Wang, FhD, Caroline A. Macera, PhD, Barbara Scudder-Soude, Med, Tom Schmid, PhD, Michael
Pratt, MD, MPH, Davld Buchner, MD, MPH. 1t appeared in Journal: Health Promotion Practice; Agril
2005 Val. 6, No. 2, 174-179

Scientific evidence from the Guide to Community Preventive
Services shows that providing access to places for physical
activity, such as trails, increases the level of physical activity in
a community. The median estimates from the reviewed studies
suggest that creating or improving access to places for physical
activity can result in a 25% increase in the percent of persons
who exercise at least 3 times a week. [4][5]

B) Economic Benefits of trails

Case Study: The Waterfront Renaissance Trail

Vancouver, WA

To appreciate how trails can benefit the Clark County
economy, one need only visit the Vancouver water front via the
Waterfront Renaissance Trail (WRT). The WRT is a 14-foot-
wide, shared-use concrete trail that connects Vancouver’s
downtown area to the city's long-neglected Columbia River
shoreline.

The trail was a key component to helping the city’s Columbia
riverfront area come alive with new investments in condos,
hotels and restaurants, giving it a renewed vitality as one of the
regions great places for gathering, socializing and experiencing
the area’s majesty and natural beauty. While the 4-mile trail
cost about $1 million per mile, it has seen private sector
investment about ten-times this amount to the tune of about
$350 million dollars.

s http://www. thecommunityguide.org/pa/pa-int-create-access. pdf
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By increasing the attractiveness to walk or bicycle instead of to
drive, there are benefits to our air quality, as well as to our
communities. Studies have found strong correlations between
bicycling and the 'percentage of arterial miles with bike lanes.™

Providing safe and attractive trails encourages bicycling and
walking. One study found a 23% increase in bicycle traffic
after the installation of a bicycle lane;" another found that
residents were 65% more likely to walk in a neighborhood with
sidewalks.™” Streets that provide travel choices give people the
option to avoid traffic jams, and increase the overall capacity
of the transportation network.

Air Quality Benefits

It has been estimated that, in 1991 alone, bicycling and walking
trips in the U.S. replaced nearly 28.8 billion motor vehicle
kilometers (18 billion miles). These non-motorized trips saved
about 3.2 billion liters (850 million gallons) of gasoline which
would have added 10.4 million metric tons of exhaust emission
air pollution into the atmosphere (NBWS Final Report).

Toals for Conservation, Habitat Restoration and
Environmental Education

As tools for conservation, trails and greenways preserve
important natural landscapes; provide needed links between
fragmented habitats and offer tremendous opportunities for
protecting plant and animal species. Partially due to sprawl,
"islands" of habitat dot the landscape, isolating wildlife and
plant species and reducing habitat necessary for their survival.
Trails and greenways provide important links between these

island populations and habitat and increase the land available
to many species.

* The preserved Pinhook Swamp between Florida's Osceola
National Forest and Georgia's Okefenokee National Wildlife
Refuge protects a vital wildlife corridor. This greenway keeps
intact an important swampland ecosystem that sustains
numerous wildlife species including the Florida black bear,
timber rattlesnake and the Florida sandhill crane.

Greenways and other off-road trails also provide environmental
benefits by linking existing parks, open spaces, and
undeveloped lands while allowing for the preservation of the
natural landscape. Such facilities are havens for flora and
fauna, whether they are endangered, threatened, rare, or
abundant.

A. In March 1999, 12,638 acres of critical wetland habitat
along the Rio Grande in Cameron, Texas were added to
the National Wildlife Refuge system, creating a larger
ecological system needed by migratory birds.

B. The endangered black-crowned night heron have found
homes along the Fox River Trail in Illinois. Trail
Manager John Carlson stated, "The habitat for wildlife
such as these rare birds has been dramatically improved
by the rail-trail. The wildlife along the rail-trail is
abundant compared to other sections of the river where
there are private homes and manicured lawns abutting
the river's edge." ™
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Access for Educational Opportunities

As waterfront trails usually access some of the most interesting
active natural and urban areas, they provide important
opportunities for education about both the environment and a
waterfront’s vibrant and important urban and industrial history.

Trails and greenways are important tools for improving water
quality. Greenways provide natural buffer zones that protect
streams, rivers and lakes from pollution run-off caused by
fertilizers and pesticides coming off of yards and farms. Such
non-point source pollution degrades waterways and threatens
water quality and the health of aquatic species.

According to the U.S. Department of Agriculture’s (USDA)
Natural Resources Conservation Service, agricultural buffers, if
properly installed, can remove up to 50% or more of nutrients
and pesticides and up to 75% or more of sediment that would
otherwise be washed into waterways."” Realizing the

LIn 1999, 13 pervent of childron apad 6 e 11 years and 14 pocant of adelescais apad 1250 19 y2e wore evorweghl.
11 Source: Caras for Dismase Contml:

Igggttweww,ded. govin ity/comtribating factors bim , arccwad an HY20S,

iil Sources US Dagt of Healh ad Hintian Sefviers atd the CDC: Tradls for health: Tromolmg Healthy Lifenytes & Eaviranmsts, lrochure

ivhiny w i ity puide org/pa/ma- int-crear .purl
v The Halth b A i yiomext by the Wastid
Aty

vi The stuly is Cou-Denefit Asalysis of Phiysicxt Adlivity Using Bike/Poddnan Trails by Gujing Wan, PLD, Carolinie: A. Macora, PhB, Dokara
Sanhlor-Soucte, Mol, Ten) Schond, FuD, Michad Prag, 31D, MPIE, Dav) Duchber, MD, MPE D appearod i Sowmal: Healih Promooas Praaics;
Apal 2005 Val, &, No, 2 174179

Stale Oey al bzl and Wadhil Caaliuon Lr Prosacting Fhysical

va .
i) Bipeww amai hm?
i% Tipiwrany, oupone-nr. poviporial/sorver ptewaWPTARGS 9.2 TRHS_0_0 1200418 _Finad®a20Hepnrt_ 090904 pdl

1 Clahe, A Natimia) Houschnld Trenspartation Sirvey, originad analysis.
x1 Dedilen, Rassomello & Stewart, 2001
il The FIWA (Casc Sukly 41, 134)

importance of these buffers, USDA launched an initiative to
help landowners install 2 million miles of buffers by the year
2002, and in Washington and the Pacific Northwest, the USDA
uses these buffers to help protect the $1 billion annual fishing
industry,*™"

Flood Disaster Mitigation

River greenways mitigate damage caused by floods by
absorbing excess water when rivers overflow. Unfortunately,
many floodplains have been developed over the years. Today,
almost 10 million homes are located in floodplains, placing
millions of people in danger every time a river overflows.
According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA), flooding causes over $1 billion in property damages

xviii

CVEry year.

xiii BMacheth, AG. (1999) Bicyele Lanss in Totonto 1TE Journal 3886,

xiv Gilet-Corti, D, & Denoven, 1L, 42002), The zdative inMneee of mibivitual, social, and piyxical divironntenl determinants of puysical activity,
Social Scicnee & Muolicme, 54 1793-1812,

%y Sourve: NBPC Todmical Baef Natienal Bicycle amd Falevinian Cleawrmphouse

Todunical Assiviazie Senes, Nunilar 2

Sepictnber 199453

»«Buffer Srips: Common Sensc Conservation,” National Consetvation Buffer Initiative,
Natural Resources Conservation Service, U.S. Depariment of Agriculture,
www.nhq.nres.usda.gov/CCS/BufTers. .

" Steve Lemner and William Poole, The Economic Benefits of Parks and Open Space, The
Trust for Public Land, 1999, p. 41.

i Agency (FEMA), Nooding causes over $1 billion in property domages cvery year.
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SECTION VII. DESIGN GUIDELINES

A) Terminology: Trail and Path Design Types

Clark County’s walking and bicycling network is organized
into ten standard design types. This Paths & Trails Plan
proposes primarily two design types including the shared-use
path and walking path, which are also referred to as trails
throughout this plan. The overarching Walking & Bicycling
Master Plan considers more specifically pedestrian and
bicycling connections including sidewalks, bicycle lanes and
bicycle routes. Although, the Regional Trails & Bikeway
Systems Plan recommends primarily shared-use and walking
paths, each of the design types is outlined below to provide
understanding of the entire network. The table on Page 7-11
provides a brief explanation of each design type’s dimensions,
surface material, treatment and function.

A successful trail and bikeway plan will include a full range of
trail types designed to the human scale. A trail designed to the
human scale focuses on the human senses, sight, smells, and
sounds. The typical trail hierarchy will range from sidewalks
and on-street bikeways, to soft surface neighborhood pathways
and regional shared-use trails, to boardwalks and equestrian
routes. The planning team recognizes that the science of trail
construction and transportation engineering changes over time
and that design standards will continue to evolve. As the rity
popularity of specific recreational activities shift and as new
modes of travel develop, trail standards will need to adapt.
Figure 7A on Page 7-2 is a matrix of trail design parameters.

Design Type Al: Regional Shared-use Paths

The 1999 American Association of State Highway and
Transportation Officials’ (AASHTO) Guide for the
Development of Bicycle Fucilities uses the term “new, shared-
use path” to refer to facilities on exclusive rights-of-way and
with minimal cross-flow by motor vehicles. Shared-use paths
are distinctly different from on-street striped bicycle lanes and
signed, shared roadways described above, which serve useful
and complementary facilities.
Shared-use paths provide
opportunities for a wide
range of users that AASHTO
notes, includes but is not
limited to: bicyclists, in-line
skaters, roller skater,
wheelchair users (both non-
motorized and motorized)
and pedestrians, including
walkers, runner, people with
baby strollers, people
walking dogs, etc. . .“Shared-
use paths are sometimes
referred to as trails. In many states, however, the term “trail”
means an unimproved recreational facility. AASHTO notes,
“When shared-use paths are called trails, they should meet all
design criteria for shared-use paths to be designated as bicycle
facilities.” Additionally, shared-use paths should meet or
exceed the Americans with Disabilities Act standards.
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Name River Mile
Capt. William Clark Park at Cottonwood Beach 124
Steamboat Landing Park 123
Port of Camas-Washougal Boat Ramp & Marina 122
Fisher’s Landing 115
Wintler Community Park 110
Vancouver Marine Park 108
Fort Vancouver Beach Launch 106.5
Vancouver Public Dock 106
Frenchinan’s Bar Park Beach Launch 99
Blurock Landing 100
Langsdorf Landing Boat Ramp 98
Ridgefield Boat Ramp 91
Ridgefield Kayak Launch 80
Paradise Point State Park 84

B) Trail-Roadway Crossings

Like most trails in built urban areas, Clark County’s trails must
cross roadways at certain points. These roadway crossings
may be designed at-grade or below-grade. At-grade crossings
create a potentially high level of conflict between trail users
and motorists. However, well-designed crossings have not
historically posed a safety problem, as evidenced by the
thousands of successful trails around the United States with at-
grade crossings. Designing safe grade crossings is a key
component of the safe implementation of this plan.

When considering a proposed separated trail and its required
crossings of roadways, it is important to remember two items:
(1) trail users will enjoy a largely auto-free experience and may

enter into an intersection unexpectedly, and (2) motorists will
not expect to see bicyclists shooting out from an unmarked
intersection into the roadway. In some cases, a required trail
crossing may be unable to meet safety standards or will be
expensive (e.g., to build an undercrossing or overcrossing) as
to affect the feasibility of the entire alignment. In most cases,
trail crossings at-grade can be property designed to an
acceptable degree of safety and to meet existing traffic and
safety standards.

Evaluation of trail crossings involves analysis of traffic
patterns of vehicles as well as trail users. This includes traffic
speeds, street width, traffic volumes (average daily traffic, peak
hour traffic), line of sight, and trail user profile (age,
distribution, destinations). This study identifies the most
appropriate crossing options given available information,
which must be verified and/or refined through the actual
engineering and construction document stage.

Basic Crossing Prototypes

The proposed intersection approach in this report is based on
established standards, published technical reports, and the
experiences on existing facilities. Virtually all crossings fit into
one of four basic categories, described below,

Type 1: Marked Crossings — Marked crossings include
mid-block crossings of residential, collector,
and sometimes major arterial streets,
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Type 4: Grade-separated Crossings

Grade-separated crossings are needed where ADT’s exceed
25,000 vehicles, and 85" percentile speeds exceed 45 mph.
Safety is a major concern with both over crossings and under
crossings. In both cases, trail users may be temporarily out of
Slght from pubhc view and mav have nonr vieihilihy
themselves. Under

crossings, like parking

garages, have the

reputation of being places

where crimes occur. Most

crime on trails, however,

appears to have more in

common with the general

crime rate of the

community and the overall usage of the trail than any specific
design feature.

Design and operation measures are available which can address
trail user concerns. For, example, an under crossing can be
designed to be spacious, well-lit, equipped with emergency cell
phones at each end, and completely visible for its entire length
prior to entering.

Other potential problems with under crossings include conflicts
with utilities, drainage, flood control, and maintenance
requirements. Over crossings pose potential concerns about
visual impact and functional appeal.

Signing and Striping
Crossing features for all roadways
including warning signs for both vehicles
for all roadways include warning signs
both for vehicles and trail users. The type,
location, and other criteria are identified in
the Manual for Uniform Traffic Control
Devices (MUTCD).

Consideration must be given for

adequate warning distance based on

vehicle speeds and line of sight, with

visibility of any signing absolutely

critical. Catching the attention of

motorists jaded to roadway signs may

require additional alerting devices such as a flashing light,

roadway striping, or changes in pavement texture. Signing for

trail users must include a standard “STOP” sign and pavement

marking, sometimes combined with other features such as

bollards or a kink in the trail to slow bicyclists. Care must be

taken not to place too many signs at crossings lest they begin to

lose their impact.

Directional signing may be useful for trail users and motorists
alike. For motorists, a sign reading “Trail Xing” along with a
Clark County trail emblem or logo helps both warn and
promote use of the trail itself. For trail users, directional signs
and street names at crossings help direct people to their
destinations. For equestrians, striping may not be useful but
signing will provide sufficient direction.
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Clark County’s share-use paths attract pedestrians, cyclists and
equestrians. Trailheads and trailhead amenities must therefore
be designed to meet the needs of this diverse set of users.

Trail Amenities Photo Gallery

.bc a valuable tool in .cr

Clark County has
already  established
distinctive  designs
for certain  frail
amenities and design
details. Use of this
common aesthetic in
developing Clark
County’s trails will
eating a cohesive trail

network, although for certain trails an
individually distinctive design aesthetic may be more

appropriate.

A. Develop a trail bollard / signpost standard that

can be used for demarcation of trailheads and
interim mileage marks or points of interest.
This could be the current square concrete
bollards that have been installed on previous
projects or a new style could be based on the old
City of Vancouver City Limits posts that were
tapered concrete. Either style could be fitted
with a standard brass survey monument that
could be stamped with the trail name, mileage,

Section VII. Design Guidelines

or other pertinent information as well as an
emblem or icon that is representative of the
specific area of stream Dbasin that the trail is
located within.

Develop a graphic or icon representing Lewis

& Clark that could be included on all trail

signage throughout the county and tie into the
theme for the Lewis & Clark Centennial
celebration, the Confluence project, and the
Discovery Greenway project.
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Regional Trail & Bikeway Systems Plan
Clark County Trofl Clasoifications

Bt e mtin st Pl Fomm T m

Shared-use

Concrate bieyclas, etc. belween olher regionat trails, |50 Verilgal 10-0" |from motor vehiclos with  |comfort amanities,
Palh Equesirians whare |land uses, and areas af excluslve uase for fumnishings, lightlng.
faasibla, paralial special intarasy, including pedeasirians and bicycles. |and signage.
and aaparale. schoals, parks, employment Incivdes grade seporaied
centers, ete, Qptional and signaofizad croasing
adlacent 4' aguesirian irall poins.
A Logal 1012 Asgphalt, 5190,000 Peadasirians, Provides local conneclions to|25" Side 2%-0°, Separaled right ol way Slle furnishings.
Sharod-use concrete, ar| teycles, etc. areas of special interest and Verilcal 10°-0" |from motor vehicles, lighling, and
Path gravel Egueoatrians where |roglonaol trailo, end providns Inciudes Intoma¥ signeqge. May
feasible shared use trall lcops wilhin clreulation within park, include addliional
parks and nelighborhoods. recreallon sites, and amenities adjocont
Oplional adjacent 4° rasldential areas, to trafl comrridor.
equestrian trail (D1).
Includes community feedor
trails
A3 Primllive 2.5 ({Daed.} |Earthen, 55,000 Varies, may nclude |Primarily dedicalad and NiA hiA Vary In widlh depanding Minimal slgnege and
Trall 5-12" praval, or padasirians, sharad-use trails thmugh cn site end use, typically famenities
{Shamd) wood chips mauntain blkes, and |parks, nalue! ocreas, or rustic excand ADA dastgn
agusestriens silas. guldelinas.
Ad Rails and 1216 Agphall, |S220,000 Pedestrians, Frovidea shared uee linear |Varies |Side 2%-0°, Located adlscent (o “Trallhead, parking.
Tralis concesla, or| bicycles, ale. routes adiacen| to active =il Vertical 100" |existing rall lines with comfor! amonities.
gravel Equesiians where  [lines. Oplional adlaceat 4° salety measuros to protect|furnishings, and
faasible equestrian lrafl {D1) trajl usar. May Include full | signage.
malls o trails.
81 On Sirect 4-g' Roadway Bieycilsl Bicyclists on toadways NiA NIA Striped for ona-way bike |Signage and siriping
Bike Lane iravel an streel or highway
[=F3 Blke Roula {N/A Roadway Bicyclist Accommexiates hicyclisis WA MIA Proper sighage allows for |Signage
on Roadway typleally on lower volumn shared use batween
roadwayg blcycilsts and molor
vehicles.

[=3] Sidewalk el Caoncrete 5182,000 Pedasirians Provides local acocess to MN/A Por County Lacaled along streels and |Signage, siriping,
homes, busineasos, and Codes are saparated by curb and curb ramps
octher local featuras for andior planiing alrip
padestrians.

cz Walking ~-10° Asphait. 510,000 Padeslrians Providas less Inlensive Side 2'-0", Vary in widih dopanding  [Site fumnisldngs and

Path concrale, or conneciions or moules wilhin Vertical 8-0" |on Intended users. Camelful |slgnage. May
graval parks and nglural areas. consideralions to include addilional
May include bloyclists. topographlc and amenilias sdjacont
envirenmenial 1o trall.
congidemlions.

D1 Equestrian |4° Earthen rEqunnlrians Painl to polnt {rave! and 1ocal |N/A Side 2-0%, Stand alone irail elements | Equestrian traller

Trall challenged course elomonls Vertical 10°-07 |or sacondary lo olhar irall | parking, comiort

ciasgilicatlon, amenllies, and
slonage
E*I Waler Trall |N/A Waler NA Non-molorized Routes aleng waler bodles  |N/A MiA Waler trallg ara moesl ollen|Launch and tanding
bualars Tor people using smail Identifled by tha land sites, campelles, rest

heachable boals ke kayaks, facillifes that suppon water|areas, and othoer
canoes, day sallers or Iravel. potnls of interast
mwbools.
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SECTION IX. FUNDING FOR TRAIL PROJECTS

Regional trail and greenway projects can take
years to grow from concept to reality. They
are often quite complex, involving many land
owners and the help of hundreds — or
thousands — of citizens. Determining a
workable alignment, securing the trail right

of way and finding the resources for frail
- construction all take time, energy and money.
Regional trails are typically built in phases as funding becomes
available and trail alignments are secured. Some projects have
received big boosts from special dedicated funding sources —
such as Metro’s 1995 open spaces, parks and streams bond

measure. Other projects are built one section at a time, a new
stretch of asphalt added year after year after year.

State and federal support has been instrumental in planning and
building the regional trails system. In 1998, the Transportation
Equity Act for the 21% Century authorized federal
transportation dollars for trail projects. In recent years, a
number of regional trail projects have been funded through the
Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program, which
disburses federal and state transportation money in the Clark
County metropolitan region.

For each project, different strategies are used. Pieces of trails
are built, gaps are filled, key acquisitions are made and local
land owners agree to participate. Each step moves us along the
path to our goal of regional trail network linking together our
communities.

A variety of potential funding sources are avatilable to construct
the proposed bicycle and pedestrian improvements; these
include local, state, regional, federal and private programs.
Most funding programs are competitive, and involve the
completion of extensive applications with clear documentation
of the project need, costs, and benefits.

Local funding for these projects would typically come from
Clark County or potential future bond or other local revenues.
Funding at the state level is available through resources such as
the Interagency Comrnittee for Outdoor Recreation (IAC).

The primary federal funding source is U.S. Department of
Transportation (USDOT), through the Transportation Equity
Act for the 21% Century (TEA-21). Private funding may be
found through foundations, advocacy organizations and
businesses.
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Federal Funding — Other Programs

Federal resources are available through programs concerned with conservation, community development,
and public health.

The following is a partial list of potential grants and their federal sources:

1.
2.
3.
4,

5.

Land and Water Conservation Fund Grants, US Forest Service

Community Development Block Grants, US Department of Housing and Urban Development
Conservation Reserve Program, US Departinent of Agriculture

Wetlands Reserve Program, US Department of Agriculture

Watershed Protection and Flood Prevention Grants, US Department of Agriculture

6. Urban and Community Forestry Assistance Program, US Department of Agriculture

7. Small Business Tree Planting Program, Small Business Administration

8. Public Works and Facilities Development Economic Development Grants, US Department of Commerce

9. Design Arts Program, National Endowment for the Arts

Section IX: Funding 9-2
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Controlling | Washington State Interagency
| Agency Committee for Qutdoor Recreation

Program/ |Natienal Recreation Trails Program

Source .

Purpose o To rehabilitate and maintain motorized and non-
motorized recreational trails that provide/support a
backcouniry experience.

Eligible Projects | e Rehabilitation

« Maintenance

« Education

» Development of trailhead facilities or new trails if
closely linked to existing treils (acquisition and
most new development projects not eligible)

Geographicsl e Propgram focuses on projects that support

Resirictions backcountry experiences

Funds Available |e Since 1994, $7.25 million for 245 projects.

o _In fiscal 2005, $1.23 million was awarded.

Availability for » Specific allocation for trails (30% motorized; 30%

Trails non-matorized; 40% “diverse” use required ratio.)

» Grant cycles occur on anpual basis

Revenue/Tax Base | » Federal gasoline taxes attributed to recreational,
non-highway uses,

Eligible + Local governments {towns, cities, etc.), nonprofits,

Recipients state agencies, iribes, federal agencies.

Grant Limits ¢ Minimom £5,000

s Maximum $50,000
* Education project limits $5,000 - $10,000

Sponsor Match s Minimum 20% of total project cost

Comments ¢ Project review criteria focus on need, project
suppott, readiness to proceed, aic.

Contact Imteragency Committee for Cutdoor Recreation

1111 Washington Street SE

P.O. Box 40917

Olympia, WA 98504-0917

Kammie Bunes — Project Manager for Clark County
(306) 902-3019

1. Urban Parks Institute (Proiect for Public Spaces)

2. Trails and Greenways Clearinghouse (Rails-to-Trails

MNAamoamiana)

3. Tha Wachinmtan Frnndatian Tiata Ranl-

L LS L I-I.UI.ID].].LI.J.E, LWL/ 2 Y¥Y LYLIULLIOULL TTOUY

Portland, OR 97205
(80N 274.R7R0 infa/mfonnpationdatabook.com

4, The Foundation Center

As some funders will not accept unsolicited grant requests, or
will only give grants to other non-governmental organizations,
a fundraising strategy should attempt to identify and make use
of intra-organizational relationships and partnerships, in
addition to simply identifying potential funders. Below are
several examples of the many non-govemmental funding
sources available nationwide.

The IAC’s Washington Wildlife Recreation Program has a
specific trail component.
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PROPOSED 2006-2007 PROJECTS

L EHWIN HNO WErk IJISLZIZIVEI'y ran

Eitsworih {o Leiser/Wintler Park 140 milfion 22 Al COV TEA KEY
Lewls and Clark Dlscavery Trall

Esther Shart Park to Mill Plain znd Boise Waterfront Trall  |.72 millign 0.6 At COV - KEY
Chelachle Railroad Trall

St. Johns lo 118lh 8.96 milion 5.8 Ad UUA 140 KEY
Chelatchig Raitroad Trail

19gth through City of Batile Ground 2.04 million 17 A4 COBG 1AC KEY
Chelatchie Rallroad Trail

Moullon Fglls ko Yacofl 3.24 million 27 Ad R TEA KEY
Salmon Creek Greenway Trall

Klineline Ponds to WSL Campus 3.12 million 2.8 Al UuA IRC KEY
|Morth Fork Lewls River Trail

Yale Dam ip Stouxon Creek Park 2.22million 37 A3 R 1AC KEY
Whippls Creek Trall

Falrgrounds fo Whipple Craek 1.2 millicn 1.0 A3 R PUUA KEY
Whipple Creek Trail

Whipple Greek to Salman Creek 1.8 millian 1.5 At RIUUA 1AC KEY
East Power Line Trall

Evergreen Transit Center to SE 162nd Avenus 1.44 million 12 A2 cov TEA KEY
Enst Power Line Trall

Firstanburg Community Center to NE 18th Street .5 million 0.5 A2 Cov TEA KEY
Washugal River Reglanal Trail

Bridge over Washugal River 1.5 million 05 At coC IAC KEY
Camp Bonneville Trail

Heritage Trail to Green Mountain Golf Course .8 millon 0.75 A2 R PUUA KEY
Camp Bonnevllle Trali Green

Mountzin Goll Course io 54th 8L 1.44 millon 24 A2 R PUUA KEY

Juristiction Legend: R= Rural, UUA= Urban Unicorporated,
COBG= City of Batille Ground,

PUUA= Praposed Urban Unicarporated, COV= City of
Vancouver, COC= City of Camas

IAC= Intaragency Commitize for Ouldoor Recrealion, TEA=
Trznsportation Enhancement
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APPENDIX A: Community Advisory Meetings
Meeting #1 and #2

Agengda:

{ 'Tu
[m .‘\r‘d\ﬁ_‘.i.

COMMUNITY ADVISGRY MEETING NG. 1
Wednesday, July 20, 2005 4-6 PM
Clark County Licersing and Elections Buliding
Room 226/ 1408 Frankiin Street

40
420
425

4:35

455
5:15

Wekome and Introductions—Forens Wager, CAC chalr
Resvier bgencka — Kristn Hull, Jearme Laweon Associates

Pan and e - ; y, VancouverTlark Parks and
Recreation trxd Tin Schaver, Maday & Speslin

Commitea charmpe, dectskin-making and protnosls — Kristin Hull, Jeanne
Lawson Associabes

Aeview 15992 plan - Tim Sthever, Mockey & Sposttn
FAeview lindings from workshops — 1 isa Goorflan, VantoeverfQlank Pasks
ond Rerreation

Refew plzn goats and objecives — Tbn Schiuer, MacKny & Sposio
Trall Symposhan update—Kely Pumteney, Vancouver/Cizrk porks and
Recrenation

PubBc comment.
Next Steps/Tuture meetings — Kristn Frf, Jeonne Liwson Axsodlates

Naxt Mooling  August 10, 2005

Futtre Moctngy are whedy Aarprd 10, 21 -8

F Communhy Advisary C: Mam:
brolum - Pen Connard * Coren Cost + Pala Lty * Flororca Wiy
lermell  + Dr Jow Crzg + Civts Hatnaway  » Burt Papriier * Rard a2z
gl * Roges Diuiniets + Dormis Hafion + Drige) Bchwerz  « Bavts Vieal
Er, + BH Dygan. » Donrks Jofereon  + Sea Svencdaen * John Wiear)
et + lowp Furcterbony 4 B Lams + Lary Smmteah * Rz Zomad

+ Etuterd

Appendix

COMMUNTTY i
Wednesday, August 10, 2o b FM
Clark Courtty Licensing and Elections Buiiding

Agonda:
400  Wrloome anid inbroductions-Forence Woger, CAC chalr
;10 Review agenda = Kristin Hadl, Jaanng Liacn ASSocitess

4115 Adegst Heotlon Summpry inchuding mesling protocots—iistin Huel

4120 Public comments cn non-agends Hems—Krisin Huli

4135 HNerw Flam shop—part [—Tim {acKay B Sposli, Inc
)  Cumen plan oritique
=  Cwrent gop anakysis
L=  Mew regional Urall sugaestions

5:20 Review trafl atthbutrs—Tim Schauer

5:45 Trnis Upsdate—Kely Punteney, Yanduver/Obrk Parks arid Recnealion

S:50  Next HestingfAction Rems—Xristn Hyl

MNoxt Megling:  Septernber 21, 2005

Futimny Heetings s for ber 21 nd &th,
I [ y Advisory C 1
I
Drsham ~ Do Camen; = Derve Gursl Pz Lewn - Fia
lenncl « Oc. Joa Coty - Hongwey + Purl Poyras + R
- = Poget Dankdbs = Do Haton » [rcigpe| Bchvenry + Bm
Br ~ BN Dygent * Dman Johreen + Sua Srencoen = Jot
= ooy Fusiefteiy = MSur Lomds * Luoy Swetsh + Pu
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APPENDIX A: Community Advisory Meetings
Meeting #4 and #5

. Ociober 19, 2005 4:00 - 6:00 PH

Clark County Blactions Bldg / Room 226
Agenda: 1408 Frankdin Street
am Weicome e introtuctions — RoTence Wager / CAC char
415 Heview trrruts - Forence Wiger
410 A= Hestng to. 2 s b, 3 Sammacy — Horenes wager
415 5 Fivirw — Tin Sofouer
4w Projoct badification/sriorizstion —Tim Schsser
s Peviors Plart Doesmnt = Thn Schauer { Floramas Wager
B Trats Spreaazum — Kely Puntaney
Lt Adom
Upetates:
. tn 1w Eriteria weighsng D you v &-wll By Kststin Hadl pricy T Weetnexdyy, Oct 19

»  Commens due on the Tralls Master Fan by Cotober 26th = el bx
0l hdckdnrpro. o
or madta:
Oeenira Pk
gy & Spedts, o

LIS SF Teoh Cerdor Drive Sulsr 140
Yariuver, WA S8ERY

Newt Mealing:  Movember 16, 2005—Ctark County Elections Bldg
REMINDER: TRAILS SYMPOSIUM - Hiten Hotal « Ngvamhber 4Lh

[ Community Advisary Commilize Mambera
r
Abmham -+ Don Cannard = Dave Gaal + Pale Lewia + Flamnca Wa
Bennett  + Oy, Jou Cowa = Cluts Hothueeny  » Burd Paynler » Asod Warta
me * Roge! Deanlels - Dormug Hattgn = Cridge Schearz. + Blarh Wes)
i:18 = i Dygar - Dennw Jahnson  + Bue Svendsen + Jotn Wieam
+ Jonyy Furstanbarg = Mika Lamb * Lusy Swairgh + Rimn Zomic

Appendix

COMMUNIT
Wednegday, Novembar 16, 2005 4:00 - §:00 PM
Clark Cotmty Health Department / Auditorium Room
Aganda: Across from Cark College
Mot

410 ekt brd IntroscHcrs — Kststin (il
» Revirwe Agecis
4:19 Plan rovision and Adofgion procs=Tim Schauer
s CAC roview
» Other public neview
» Plan rovidan
= Ptan adopton scheruln ond CAC ok
439 OIS weightrg—Tim Schauer
55 o T Sctnuer
g-15 Trofs o) review—Tim Schouer
« Fined comement and changes
530 Publs comerent
540 Report, bn s symecskm—ely Purteney
5:50 Closing remzrks—Tim Schauer
600 Adjeam
Next Meeting:
Criterla Wekrhling Bample
I Community Advisory Commilieo Membars I
T 1
1Abmghain  + Don Cannard *+ fovn Gast * Poto Lewis * Forancn Wagt
oBamhell  + Dy, oo Cote « Cimis Halhaway  + Durt Paynler ~ Rocd Wartn
onnql] » Roger Darieh = Dannm Hatn + Bridgat Schwarz  + Barb Weal
d, §r, » BE Dypedt + Dannis Johnscn  + Gua Bvendsan + John ¥iomen
+ Jooy Furcienbarg = hifka Lamb + Lamy Swatish * Ruza Zomick

A-3
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APPENDIX B: Community Advisory Meeting Summaries

Meeting Summary #1

_ SOMMUNITY ADVISORY MEETING
1
MEETING SUMMARY OF JULY 20, 2005

4:00 WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS

Fioranco Waopar welcomed the guesic 1o the (sl CAC maeting. Membens
Introduced lhamsakves to the group.

4:20 REVIEW AGENDA

Kristin Hull with Jeanne Lawson Assocales introduced harmalf 25 tho mesling
facliltator and the agenda was roviewsd.

The aganda will bo sot shead of the noxt meeting and a gummary of the prior
meeling will be disiributed to membars Ihe Friday bafore the naxt meating.

W wil taka public comment at the beginning of tha maetings with a 10 minute
moximum and 3 minuta max par person. Wa wilt take genam! comments at tha
ond of lha ogenda itema. We will tako sgenda quesilone as wo go, but netin
excapd the timo allolled for each sepmant.

125 OVERVI AND SCHEDULE

KELLY PUNTENEY

MacKay and Sposito, Inc has been hired a3 a consultant 1o plan tional
Iralis thal will atirac! people from varniows users such os walkars, funners,
hicyclerm, equastrians, walar trall uaers, alc. hal will connec! |hroughout Clark
Counly.

Pege Lals

Appendix

The regponsibikly of the plan masting the needs of varisus user groups will come
from o Cammurity Auvisory Commillae who will be mapansile for solleing Input
from their canelifuanis and providing that feedback ta the consultants and the
Clark Couniy Commisslonars,

The projazt schwdule wan raviewed { a copy can ba found and it was notsd Lhat
their will be a Trally Sympostum held at the Hiton Holal on tha avening of
Novamber 4™ which |s apan o the public wharein they will be sbla ko share thair
lhsughts and ideas mgarding the plan,

The final drait of the plan will be presanied to the Board of County
Commissinnar on April 8, 2008,

TIM SCHAUER

Hn encoureged members 1o lalk o ather pacpio in the community about tha trais
program. Tim will omiva 30 minutes before the maeting Umes to discuss any
Issues or answer any questions.

IFa membar can ho langar sarva on the CAC commiltes, it s our hape that they
<an appoint a replacomant to finfsh Lha workehops

4:25_CO| EEC GE — DEC]S[ON MARKING AND
PROTOCOLS

KRISTIN HULL

The charga dogument for CAC msmbers waa reviawed and minor changes wero
mads. A rovissd version wili be cicculsiod at the August 10 meeling.

The parking Isl pmeadure woe revieswad, If have guesliens thet de nof
pertan to the agenda itams, the can complets a postdt note found on tha tabtes
and pasta it to the board labeled *Parking Lot™.

Tha CAC will make recommendations a8 a consansus — defined as a declsion
thal ls basliors the group, not just Individuarly.

Al what polr do wa mael group coneensus? Ton recommends the balancing of
the usar geoups, not just membens bn i n
CONGONSUS.

As a group, we will nol teweil an lBsus unlesa il ks the dasire of the whola group.

Please share the information d al ther ings with your constivents and
let Kelly Puntoncy know if thera Is sormething wa need In discusa ns o proup.

Poge 1ol 5
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APPENDIX B: Community Advisory Meeting Summaries
Meeting Summary #1

All aganda ltam augpestions should ba lerwarded ko Kally Pureney,

Medla Interviows should exprass e viewpent of the CAC group, nat on an
Indhidual basks.

REVIEW 1882 PLAN

TIM SCHALIER

Page Y af §

Appendix

Tim raviewed the lap 12 tralls that wero envisioned In Clark County. We nsed to
roengnize what was bulll end are thare newr allgnmons? The display maps
depicied major urban activity centars where pagple mova from palnt to paint.
Thera ara focus point for 1z to consider o5 we look at the planning ospoest

There are reaches within {hose {ralls that would be measured end idemiified.

Wa will discusz eligements first end then get imlo more detal about critera for the
irails — inventory of skdewalks, paved roads, dit roRds, ate. Alsa, doss a tadl
connect from Pelat A to Polrd B7

He supgasted that wo form a map subcommiit=o thot can work with vs on
Idenllying key spots on the trall eystem and ssgisting with an accurate [nventory
of exisiing tralls. Wae can provide maps wihaut the orenge lines to be markad up
for additional trai! Info.

A quastfon arose aboul thw delinilion of a “water bal”. It s defined as a trall that
nms throupgh a body of watar for users such o3 kayakers. They would be
inmmestad in knewing whare the watar lralls could nun from shera ta ahore and
whare ptaces would ba for them to dock thslr koyaka

5:;15 R! INGS FROM WORKSHOPS
LISA GOORJIAN
HReview of the public comment forms from the open housa workshops,
Included in CAG b also ba

¥ ¥
found an [na at |ha Park and Rec wabsh The
gensm] public can commaont andina.

5:25 REVIEW PLAN GOALS AND VES
TIM SCHAUER

‘We will review o gaals and chinclives st

1) Framewark of major rale

2) Prasarve and identiy?777

3) Insroese usershlz In county = chaslty is @1 heallh issua In the Unlied States.
Clark Counly ranks as tho highesi mt of obesity In Washingion Siele.

Page £ of 5
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APPENDIX B: Community Advisory Meeting Summaries
Meeting Summary #1

5:40 TRAILS SYMPOSIUM UPDATE
KELLY PUNTENEY

We vmnt the public involved In & plan THAT GETS BUILT. Our goals ame as
follows:

. Alignmenta thal are meallslic

. Balanco noeds of 6il usars

. Incranse broad haso pubfic suppor

. Tralts vdll be o legacy project

. Same tralls con be bullt hecawrse they aro related to exisling and futuro
construction profects and acme tralls will be o consinicton projoct af twair
awn

8. tt has 1o be welf supporied from fransponatien and the parks daportment,

(LI Ty A

Tha geals ond abjectives of Lhe plon are published In the RFP document. We wiil
make & copy of those objectives for the CAC member.

Wa will have manned bealhs fer the Trolis progeam at the Glark County Fair this
yoar

The Funding Siralegy Commitise for the fingneing of lhe consbruction of the
plians wan discugsad. This will be o sepamte commiltes whose goals will be to
work on funding strategles for the consirucilon of the {miis plan. CAC membess
are walcame o be & port of this group and these members will bs identifled in
earty Oclabar.

5:45 PUBLIC COMMENTS

The Evergreen Homeownera Association has siated that Evergrean Hwy and
Riversida Drive hamaownars afe 6eekp a lot of traffic alang that ares sad hava
stated that saiety ks thelr number one priorily for walkers in that area. They will
offor voluntoers to distributa surveys to usem. Mr. Johnson offered o distrbute
projecl informallon cangs to watkers in that area,

5:55 WNnxt Steps/Future Meetings
Kristn Hull
Tha rext meeting is scheduled for August 167, We will noficit feedbock from the

mermbers whether 4:00-8:00 works the best for most members prior to the next
mealing and the time will be recorded oo the naxt agenda.

Papge 5 of 5
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APPENDIX B: Community Advisory Meeting Summaries
Meeting Summary #2

CAC MEETING #2 SUMMARY
August 10, 2005
CRITIQUE 92 PLAN

Master Plan grvos guldance o other agongies,

New Lrajls within BPA Comidars

Un-built tralls ~ soma are on un-owned Rt of way

BPA easemant trarsferable

CPUMBPAHDSD - wa will ba toordinating with thase agencies
Plan will interface with Clark County’s Transporistion Department

Sua 5 - about an trails bang planned?
Respansa: Equoelrian Uails are part of the 002 plan

Vancouver Leke = Lowlands o Battieground Loke
Refative crliqua ol 92 plan — what aro usetn of iratls — what dre fmonded user groups?

Larry Swalish — 8 with Chinook Tralls Azsoeiallon — addressing Sus Svandsan- the
muilHise bralls are heavy snough o sustain horees

How do vee 1abs! Iralls In the ullimate plan? Lina lypes —

Y ¥ laled groups

Crilique — lind &sitor way to [obel lails

Larty — I-5 Discovary Oabale - 15-5 1o 2197 — State needs to accormmodain bicycie
sldawalk

Lesn on Highway Depl ~- 1381h Skeet — sacnifica falr grounds
Fozus an major fregway Inlersoclions

Comment from the Group regarding tho 92 plan:

Arn we asking for & re-affirmation of the 10 roglanal ireil comidors and & cff road?
Yos, wa om [ooking for offinhnlion of thaso 10 trails — Ase they mlollve leday? We are
Iaoking for a conmmunily viaw?

Jon Cote —Relavancs of Section 15205 interaection — Shoukd weo shift wost - ook ot
how lrall was developed.

Appendix

Celumbia Adventist Academy - not ciaar en map — not connacled

Hows da wo connect to sacandary tralls — Meadowgfodas area Io an tmdeveloped trail - i
it private land?

ATV Trails ~ where - Jones Craek?

&ili Dygerl = Vanccuver Lake comidor trails — vee need o be sansibve io habitet
condhlans

Lowls & Clark RR from star {o finlsly — hugefy impartant
Opan Houses 9% commerts- Chalalchte Pralrie RR = whon will it ba finlahod?
#2 comment — Vancouver Lake tralls

Sean Loughran — be carsful lo Laka traifs olf maesier plan - fook at why they were on
thera griginally

Gap Analyals

Franchman's Bar - Columbla Refupge
Rafugs —Woedland (gap in network)

§up Sygadsen

Frepchman's Bar — Whipple Creek

Falrgrounds to Satmon Creak Greanway {a BG Lake

Falmrounds to Whipple Creok — cumantly clity owned - gap acrees 117
Tim - gap from Camas to Washougal

Locamas — Gren Mountain ~ Camp Bonnovilie

Blll Oyged - Mguiton Falls 1o Suneet Falis - kaok at far o il

Bilf Oygen — Reservoiro on Norh Fork — chesn waler irail

Columbla River — Wator ireila - send off trom Vancouvar Laka o mouth of maie Lowis
then Horh fork and Ensl fork - Mangyn Yale Resanvoir

Sean Lovghran — PDK working on conneclion from utban aroa {o large public lands
Vancouver needs to fook ot that

TIm — Kelly warz Includo map of how PDX connects to Clark County
Jog - 219" new conldor

Tim - clanfy how are we going 1o use Inventory scope?
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APPENDIX B: Community Advisory Meeting Summaries
Meeting Summary #3

CAC Meeting Summary #3
September 21, 2005

» Group feels that the Tnventory Worksheat needs a cover sheat that
expliins i purpose.

> Power Line Trails — Add footnotes for EPA conidor on map
(Tralls arross private propeity should be captured In narrative)
{Is there a way to present poyraphy?)
Tim - not within the scope of this plan
EQUESYRIAN FRESENYATEON {Sue Svendsen)

Group suggested proper signage for yield critera

¥

*+ Oregon has a law that yleiding Lo harses Is a pronty

+ Push button light system for horse crossings is balng wsed all around the
country

= Crushed stone gravel is the preferred surface with logs or other barriers
on each side

> Woodthips over well drained surface are okay, but nat; best

* bost used horse trails:  Dattle Ground Lake/Whippla Creek: — these are
comalned and separnted {rom the reglenal sysem

> Salmon Creek |5 great, but there are no places to park horse traitars.

> (Tim) — parklng facilties at access points — will this generata mare Intzrest
In cther tralls that are deslrable, but not accessibie

> Transpartation Ume to and from tralls Is an Issue for the horsa rider — how

far they have to Lravel Lo use parking fadfities depending on haw long of a
ride they are going to ge on

Appendix

WATER TRAIL USERS - Chris Hathaway

L d

b

3

X

x

waler trails - non-motonzed — desirable - connect tralis to local
businesses such as restauranls that are wilhin waiking distance

This user group needs shore aconss polnts (kayaks) — the gosls of the
leeser Columbin River is every 5 mies, Amenitles in nzed ot these polnts
are bathroams, racks, signage, 2mping

Stancard WA stame law has usad every 5 miles as a gulds - avernge speed
of user is SMFH

Boat launches are OK — shaned use brl heads makes more sense (non
motorized and motorized)

Need tr continue tweiking access points for non-matorized boots so they
have safer launching/landing fadiities

Restrooms and parking are important for watsr ir2ll users

Kayak racks on land are on idea so they can visit restzurants at fanding
sites

Group asked: What are Lieal situatians for launch sltes?
Pubilcation — See: Logical Lasting Launches Guide

Ceriin areas shaulg be designsted nos-notorized access anly
Camplng - amenlly that's ueeful along Lrails
Maps |o know when they @n get on o off the water trails

His group is working on signsge for landings facing the water — signage
also fecusing on safety, etr.

Vancouver Lake - is 8 unique amenity in that it only hasis non-moltgrized
usage

Plan facilities o serve multlple user grups. Paddlers are In need of
exclusive fadlitles
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APPENDIX B: Community Advisory Meeting Summaries

Meeting Summary #3

IIM SCHAUER

% Deflning acressibliity as a way to begin using the trolf — does H have
trailhead parking?

* Maximize user groups and maxmize wsers could be 2 different citegortes
with severnl sub lists undemeath them

il Dygert

* ‘What Is [t that we are seaking with these arkeria?
We need to understand what it mezns

+ Lets use same ranking process thot s@te eses in funding fadities
¥ Treils that Improves linkege gets higher priodty
+ Look ot vuinerabllity of losing that trall cpportunlty
SUE SVENDSEN
¥ |ook at proporonalty for users - there may be 2 egquestrian tralls that
arm heaviy used yot there may be 40 walking tralls that have & different
degree of users
Additional Lriteriy SUGGESTED BY CAC
# Community satety

» Community support (such as Chelaichee Pralrie AR - tremendous amt of
community support}

¥ Safety might have ts ovm dominont criterla
SEAN LOUGHLIN

» ADA criteda should be moved to moximize user groups Instead of
acressibifity

b

ADA Improvements certainly will goin points in the grant froce=s

» Environmentzl Permitting - educational cpportuntties — positive
environmental criteda

Appendix

cLo MM
HELLY PUNTENEY
3 He has submitted a grant for an In-depth study of the rabroed tral
allgament plan,  There ane Parks & Rec dollars that will be matched and
525,000 from the Transporation department.

# If the grant Is appraved, then we shoutd be prepared i go after bulkding
Phase [ cf that trail.

HEXT MEETING - OCTOBER 19, 20D5 - Clark County Elecilons Bldg
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APPENDIX B: Community Advisory Meeting Summaries
Meeting Summary #4

CAC #4 Mueting Summury

Cretsber 1Y, 2005

Flarence upened 1he mesting

Afendees:

Lebbie Abraham

Lisa Gonrjlan

Darb West

Loy Swutish

Don Castriand

Deennis Johraon

Dennis Honon

Sean Lowphman

Peic Lowis

Helly Pracney

Tim Schaner

Tim displayed the fivat versien of the map with the 16 regional rails

The Plan corunins writien descriptions of the 16 tils which niso lists the reachas nlong
the Lomils.

“Tim Jus boen workling with Kelly on cast analysis on convinirzion of the 1mlly
Tim — we sdécd trails alter meczing with DNQL

Same Lruils follow forest serviee roads or parailel trails alang service roady
Tdvingaien Mountain — Dele Valley

Priotity - to Leep buffer ewey fom off-road vehiele folks

Waier Trail Swumary - any wails that s watcrshed — have pn jron shat is a warer trail
uppartunity

Don Caonard — would Jike to see Chirook trail mentisned - Ihess is 0 pices builé between
Bells, Terbell end Silver Siar Mountsin, but not mentioned

Suggestion — nignage n=alds W be consistent tusughout the county
Coit breakdoay ~ maybe a Lyhle that breats down cach e of wser
Maybz n compamtive aoslyvzis of roads

Winntenance costs?

Appendix

Tim — how dn we want feedback collectively?
Add klda ns a user greup?

S ~ maybe n pedicy remork in beginning ~ Babiliry facior — horses?
We don't huve eriterio fer that plan for how you bandle that decislon insking

Discussion on edierin ranking - w ernoll was senl 1o CAC members asking that they
complete the crilerin mnking exercise

A rough dmA of the Tralls 3an wos given to CAC members. Al the last mesting, we will
be discussing cammeniz abowt she i'lan
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APPENDIX B: Community Advisory Meeting Summaries
Meeting Summary #5

CAC #5 Mccling Summary
November 16, 2005

TFlorence announced that the Trails Symposiem is now being played on TV

CAC commenis will be returned by November 28 and will be reviewed with the public
comiients on Jonuery 15

Tlm Schnuer encouruged futtre participution with Troils through attending mestings in
the public ngency process

We will emnll CAC members of dates of othier workshops as they come up
A drafl Tralis plan will be available to the public via CD
i

CAC constituem communts nced to be reitmed by Joounry 15

Tim explnined the criterin weighting exercise 1o the group. Thie parks st witl conre up
witls a sysiem for weighting the crilerin

The 2006 Cluk County Road Atlas conining all the public imils now built rnd is
availpble on the website

The group revicwed the “Implemeniation Szetlea™ of the plan aed made several requests
for revisions. This section of the plan will be revised and a1 vpdated copy wilt be
couwiled o the CAC members.

Rz

Adlil tmil efifuetle signoge

1rni] jurisdicticns for pelicing tmils

Exucntion obout safety nnd economic beaefits of mails in neighberhoods

Water trail morker picture from Chris Huhaway

On the map, add jcons for user groups (speckically horses)

Add cquesttan wsage of tratls withia the text of the plan —which trails are they not
Alfowed an

Add definltions of rypes of 1mils — definidon of lzgend on the mrp

Appendix
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February 8, 2006 and March 1, 2006

AGENDA
Clark Caunty Trail and Bikeway System Plan
Cemuniy Trail Funding Advisary Sub-Cainmiittee, Meating #
4-3:30 pm., February 8, 2008

Public Services Building, room 678
1408 Tranklin Street, Yancouver

400 Weleome -Florence Wager, Trails CAC chair Review agentls - Refine
passibilities and develop recommendations -Florence

4:05 Funding frameswork aod profiles, (handouts) - George, Bill end Pau
420 Growp Discssion

500  Trail Plan Initintives 2006-8 Kelly und Lisa

503 Arpund the table

530 Review BOCC workshop tril funding component - Tim Schaver
525 Next steps/Workshap with BOCC Mareh 13 - Florence Wager
530 Thimk you, Adjownment

Furure zctivities

Tuesday, March 15, workehop with BOCC 10:30-11:30

Thursday, April 6"', At the Cohmbia River Amphitheater 11:00

Sipning of the Document

Thursday June | Nmiena! Trails Day - Trail Project Kick ofl
Friday July 7° Ponland -Vancouver Loop Ride with 100 Community Leaders

Appendix

APPENDIX C: Community Trail Funding Advisory Committee Agendas

Clork County Trail and Bilteway System Plan 2006
CAC meeting
meeting room
4-6 p.m. Wednesday, March 1, 2006

AGENDA (Draf)

1. Introductions ond welcome- Florence
2. Review agenda and poal of meeting
3, Funding sub-commitiee report George or Bill
4. Funding Comments from Dehbie, Florence,
5. Project lists 2006-8 Lisa/ Kelly
6. priorities using criteria created - afl
7. Plan workshop with BOCC- Tim/all
o. Review trail program funding recommendations
b. Review Recommendations in plan

Trails update and calendar Kelly
BOCC Workshop 10:30- 11:30 March 15, 2006
April 6, 2006 11:00 signing of final document on the Columbie River
Lewis & Clark Re-enactors

A-12
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APPENDIX D: Trail and Bikeway Survey Summary

JJuly 18, 2005

CLARK COUNTY TRAIL AND BIKEWAY COMMENT FORM SUMMARY

Balowr o3 the summary o the 72 refurned comment foms coflectzd thmugh June 2005 Thesa do nol Yiiay ara tralls =n Impartant part of comaunity?

Generally respondents aee ks a3 a benafit to commumitles in 1hal they affer means for recreslion

mgiuda Lha resudis from Lha on-ims commel form. Tha carline form wil
MATSE (G0}, finess eprovement (G041, Bhemative tramspariation (T2%), snd park spaca (T9%). Retpondents
:‘ “"‘“":nb ""‘:D':"“"“h ALGUItI005. Fleaga nola at nol af respondents 294% also eemimenled that tails wem skynificant &5 wikéifa comidars and sate places for akiety (o val or
wwered all quos , beginning bie ridets o proclica oway from meirzed mfic,
Would you support an sdditionel tax or fve Lo fund trall Improvemants?
nnmqm:umormpnmmmmmmmmmlm 12000%
of les o hod trall 2
mm:mmmmwmmmmmmm 100 00%
How do you deftne a trull? umyﬁMN
Mogi respondants define e aa erher paved (32'%), of dinl pasha (53%), bt L
ssveral sea on-sireat facities auch os clawad of bk loas (47%) amd . & FIGHT ODESITY
vatenrmys (24%) na el 29 wel. P B0.00%
= O RECREATION
100.00%
p— H0.00% DLMEAR O7EN GPACE/
PARK

0% 20.00%

TRODS aED

OB P 0.00%

S0.00% H-STREET

40.007% IATEAWAY| Which typea of fralls are Imponant to you?

RAVEL The argeai maqm!r{ﬁﬂ%] ul mmndﬁnb fet Lhvat rmutes giehy weterwmys and connacticnt 1 natursl
i0.00% = | rasurres wem b ady nklng iting [75%), tralis 1o ichoa, panics, and foces (T2%),
o0 0L bk Lgnes on (anm and aldewoks adacen 1 dwayn (S4'%) wers aiso imporanl.
- Rupmdmahnmmmammwm tird wtehing, historic and scenic sducation,

e, and VENECES,
0.00%
BALORG WATERWAYS /
UNK RATURAL
What typsa of trails g you use? 0. 00% WESOURCES
Tha exafority of respondents uae pedesirian (64%) ind bie s (G5%) more Lhan waisfways (17%) and TAILS THAT LINK
equasirian traiks ($4%). o0.0o% JMMUNITIES
80.00%
1D000% 7
6: m KE LANES ON
BOL08% - JADWAYS
BO.DS% 0
0% o A000% DEWALKS
B0 0% o PEDESTRIAN 30.00% UACEHTTD
n8IKE 20.00% JACWAYE
S0 OEQUESTRIAR 10 0054 WILE TQ GCHOOLS,
Aapow {OWATERCRAFT 0.00% oyt
300% _— L
20100%
00
0.08%

Appendix



chiona[ T rail and bikcwag 555tcm5 Flan

APPENDIX D: Trail and Bikeway Survey Sum

Why waould you walk or bicycls?

Tiespondants chaase o wak or bicycla [0 improva thelr hasth and Hnseaa {S0%), 1o enjoy nature {E8%),
and B8 & wiy 18 et 19 RERGH, ERepping Cenlara, of wistk (40%). In addiisn, reapondents B to walk ond
bloycle & raym gad, reduce pollution, and as o social cutat.

1m0.0m%
80 00%
0 00%
O GGET 10 6CHOOL,
- SIOPEING. OR WORK
ca0m MIPAOVE FIRESS OR
Ao ok 0 ENIOY HATURE
00M
moo%

10.C0% —

nO0o%

If yourvs net tecantly teed talle of blhewsyo, why?

Reapirtdanla Lhal dan't ofien uas tha eaistng Tad sysiam sy i ks becausa they have saloty concama
(Z2%], thera by Embed tmithend acceaa (12.50Y0), il &fe nat in helr neghbarhoods (115“) the I.'nlh
donlgo whars mn-f wenl k2 go (%), o1 Wrnhnﬂalmmud m waking cr biury [1%].
reapondents sles expresaad 3 lear of patting ba

22.00%
0 TRAILS NOT B4 A5V
20.00% HENGHBORHOOD
@ BAFETY CONCERNS
18.00%
O LMITED TRALHEAD
ACCESE
10.00% O TRALG DONT GO
WHERE | WANT TO GO
£.00W WNOT INTEREDTED M
WALKING OR BHING
000%

mary

Appendix

What changos could & made to trail and Blkrwiry systemas to make you more llkaly tb use them?
Conymnnt fam respendents wotld bra mont bkely [0 usg bals if thay warn located in thelr raighbothoods
(54% } connecied io places they needad to go (B4%), i kalhend acoess wos mpraved (40%) and If they
oire LTl syslamns os cafor {51%). They would oo 5ko beitor labeiad connections with intarprelive
signago alang e way, baller tmd meintenancs, orpanted loop aystems, mora pessiva walBNWAY BCE2SR,
orucatrian aaeeas, and public education for proper use.

o0k
S4.00%
200% ICATE TRALS B MY|
EGHAORHOOD
30 0% ANE TRAILS SAFER
42.0m% LPAOVE TRARHEAD
a.00% CCEES
DHNECT TO PLACES
4.00% EED 70 GO
£200%
40.00%

Cammsnt Respandml Recent Activity Levah
Gn o reconl day. comment form reapondents Fave walked or nun beneen 1 2nd {8 miles, baed from |
100 mies, rdden o herse beoween 1 amd 15 milea. el paddiad & canoe o keys bechwsan 1 and 15

NUIVEER OF PARTIGPANTS

DISTANCE IN MILES

i

A-14
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APPENDIX D: Trail and Bikeway Survey Summary

July 19, 2005

June 2008 Clark County Trall nnd Bikewsy Plan
Summary of Survey Commaenta Organlzed Into Themos

THE TWO MAIOR THEMES

The majaifty of sureay respondents curtently think of a3 systems o8 Imperiant for
recreaiion ond reducing chesity and monteining ftinersa, As suzh thoy would By 1o see
vt 1hal pre separis trem motonzed vahckes.

The cher gesired s ior kads i for 0 achecl
wik and shepping. Farther, thets respondents wens [ets cancrmed with sharmg e
road, bul wantad hetter siproge bbaEng coules end Irai cormneciim.

TRA]LTYPES

Ralirerd lrake would be fatuous)

Cennection of local sccees trais 1o regianal trall system with (he abiity [o canoe o kaym
Iz Impartanl

| B fo engefe in 18creation with my deg and weoukd ke £ have ofl-leash sieos
connaciod lo neslaurant and ralai so | won't have B dive from pace b plosns.

A grid with tralis erenfed dh and eastwest i the counly would offera
Iot of Raxbiirly. Use existing rightz-of-woy ooy to achfve s,

Hew rudy shoutd radiate oul frem sehools, parks, and Fhranes—plears where kids
corgregate. Connactyity—niing thess *spohe” frails — shoukd ba featiblo—resuiling is
Ing grid notest phove.

Bikewxys plong-site major thoroughlares provide good optns for valng bicycies for
Iransportalian.

Biewaya slehg waiereaya and mioad MW provide good cpBons for igereaiianal
Eicycimg

¥ powckie, moke bms i a loop design

Pava p kot of thubs 2nd ol greea on akdes.

Try o conmect the exiaing ra2o £0 thay ore sxhe fom cars ond heve erry occoss.
Sepomtn bors and equestran bats.

#y tamiy mambers use bicycies and kayaks 2Bl Young paopie aned 2a'o waya o
acoees sionee, churches o parks wihout ihays having Lo drive.

TRAIL LOCATIONT AHD CONNECTIONS

'Wo noed o Uil { eldewa 'k from Everprean Highvway up Eteworlh Why isn'f this
hn;:pcnlnn? We Im iha 205 biko path and the Evergreen Columth Springa = but no
Thia is very My parents ang [ have broughl Uee u of Isast §

Umas.

Cregle o ttod (o the Ao off-eesh ama

Ensi Co. really neech brls

Shvow ity Charlaichis Rl Reod comider g o mi-irad.

1 would [k 0 trall from Batfe Greund 1o Cheistetve Pratne naxt o the refroad.

Buokd & trdl Jor Diken Bnd pradaatrany akong tha rad bne foen 51, Jokim and Minsnann
Rciih 19 Yaenh of Chelatehie Prabmg,

The Lewhs and Clark r2d Fre from B.G. 1o Vancouver weeild make & gras? bike ecommuter
Ene!

Bike lares on main mr-d s (Lo 218 5T l'rurl B.G.t0212 Avn, 159 5T frem Pruch
Prosia to |
Mmuuwmemmmmmhlnnmﬂmmi

Yaur fusi priguity chou'd he to develop o mubl-iao ol on Chetatchie Praide rmd ne 1L
wondd be the baekbiena of 3 county vids brait sysi=m. The resi can bo designed and b
in cemants o lunding /permds alc. can be obignad.

Gitn o trail aloag tha DPA ROW north of WU Vancouver campu,

Appendix

1tve close o Boftle Grourd Lohe ord woukd Hee to tovn wilh 0 eaks o

Oeveion a trall oa or nax to ihs mirad narth of Datila Oramd (o Moficn and uhder the

powet Loes.

I'm hamng that mate teds vl ba buti—hut bl pared -~ ha eimt bk and aS et

nthvern Clwk County Horie ok woudd be vaed ¢ B

Extaret witeriren trosd ihTrogh Lo the Goge

Langihen tha Seimon Creek Tred

Lengtnen LaCanter Datama el et kecp if @ b palh

Mlaks 2 bk conmection ko the 205 Dridge Lo md Lred.

Plenan pid a trall from the CRy ateps in Camas |y LoComea Loke.

tm cunaus to know when the 1sction btwesn Ellswerth and Wnbol Park vl be

rompHeted

Al 184", connect the weathound SR14 of-remp B Cascsda Paik wihou hareng Lo i

up 1547, (Access Byough the C-Tran stxtien, ko lnutoncs), Right now, one mual nee up

184" (e bile lanas) nd erosa thros traPe bres o futh k9 an SE 347 Besayss ol i

uphii crade, evan a strong, it cycBal e 0 glow go of B, hallfng Feywently bowyy motol

wohlchs baific.

| weitd 3 ke bne en A7 In Camas, coming off aned gong on In SR; from Adzme o

SR14

Thens neads @ ba @ Sioyde connacien from fhe Glann Jazhson bixige Ble route to jull

oagt of e 1204 Io allow cnin BRLTE Tha Evorgroen

highway rouie kb ayocious!

[B?nnru:l Tha equestnah trall from Faigrounds Pork je Yencouvet Lawa and Fronchman's
B

WSU Varoouvar hat bullt eaveral mbes of hiklagiegging ond neture iy ovar e peat

{ev: yoars with plans 1¢ hook Into Plearant Valey roiipark ducing next year, Thare 19 an

cpporhently i expand this io the porth plong e BPA ROW,

Tha Bathe Ground Loko (o8 ahould be extanded to the ent fork of the Lews

RiverAsuiion Fals pron.

1wouid fe tn 320 s!ate pota m:ecuum and counly and be part of the pooms

Cempiets the 1682 pian whets possibe

Linil 16™ Street Gpans, Lhere b really no EAY ke it oliet than A=Githray, And how

\hat 162 1s cpen, thare I8 finaby 0 1U'S roule. Wa neod more outes wih bha lanos 10

pecele will feel more comfortabie nbaul trayvellng waihg modis other han priveta vohicke.

TRAIL RELATED MATERIALS

Il
a
-
-
.
.

W hied beller muirs ahowing ol locaticns and b 10 find Lo beads,

Whizpla Creck Trall rowcty dyectional signoga. | I8 too casy fo ged kst Lhern

it weiudd be fun o have a Il “mapgquest” cn o webstin

Intampmabie sipsuge aleny trails Lo thay havo in Becton (o leod you on on inlemreeted
Josmery woutd be fen.

Dovmicsdzsle maps for tkes and wakers rom the intemet arp nendad.

Please kees: ‘equonitian” th ofl Beratnm.

Hark traly with mils pesls 61 1ome marking ut in the avanl & perscn ko 1> call 845 1L Is
zusaitle to ghve tho dupaichar o good dea of wher they s,

Afeke kcation Mg Gvaltable aleng irain.

TRAIL SI21H3

Frotn psed to ke acakod apprepriatsty for the nternded uee I8 PED T Qudt Luddhrg trat
rtsed o velioutsr requirementa

LYy 300 {who Bves by Oregen) has complamed of A9 bae ey roscways in Gt
Coxmly. On jount ks, wi heed patks wids enough lo sccomimodats a ko ond o
pedaslZan side by sxls, w0 tha pedactitan doosn gat run O the tad ovoy lano Shes
FRER
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APPENDIX D: Trail and Bikeway Survey Summary

SFETT

Pleane act for padesuian salety on HE 16 skest in East Voncouwer, eapesady frem 112
Ave, I 138 Ave,

Counuy reada noed 1o bo widased of o treil ooted to maka commuting safe.

Reduced spead limlts lor ke moutes would mako thim sater,

Mzt country roads ane paved ta the edge of @ dich—eoreating dangeroang siuaticns.
That Is no place ker pedeatbm or equeanizns to gal oft the Tam),

| bine 20-30 milas in Porliang, becouss there @ no aafe roules hers bn Clerk County

RAIITEMANCE

.

Malntala conslslonl ks e paind,
Keep ke Ainas ymomh and free of gsE, gravel, and cihol deils,

EDUCATION
.

Conlinun © sRempt 10 educaia both bizyciisia and drivera on sate practicas {nel siking
tha wrong way on 4Uerts, ink 1 lum when inere is 2 b lane, gls.)

Thix sheard bo an entirely inlograled process thal includos health professionats,
employere, and enyona elae viho would need 1o know sboud or hove o slabe in fitnass,
health, shanity and educatisn,

TRAIL FUNDING

THARK

Yeu noed i matke! the Irngis program; spply for & Halicnal Parky volunles: grant 1s halp
buid lmita,

Are you wotlunf) wilh adjdcant/nearby sSurinestes and preperty owners fo fund trois via
publiciprivata pastnatehips?

| hava ved in Clan esenty for 30 yoarn. | om very provd 6f Ine way you are haaded. |
would have no prablam contimsing lending Lhase projecia

T would suppet] an additicnal tax or fes f fund trad Improvements i they were in my
neighborhood,

| would suppert an adeiticnal Lax er fes to tund tad improvements depentting on how
muzh additeral mendy weeld b nesdel

You

1 ikp tha spint of communicatan wih eifiot ctea and agencies.

Thanh you for working 5o liard fer sush aworlhy cuss

We heve made good progress on urben tralis. We nired to koep up tho gootl eork.

| fe@d that heving brzils, bin paths, znd sldewalks refizct on the quably of a commiunity,
Thank yeu for undertaking this talthikeway aystam planaing ond olicting o rem
usarg. After planning comes Implemintation—we necd that part tao.

Thank you for including e pulilic In hasa impotlan! decisions about our coentry's Ruvra,
Wio moke woekly use of e Balmon Crock Trad. We oftnn mesl 40-80 walers in tha
momings  People of pll 2ges erjoy the opporuniy to walk in REwre) 881N oo paved
rads.

Tre Vokspan clutis value the valinty of Irails avalohes  The ads 3te an oues o
ERCOUTIpE ClEans and visnam Wb premate Breas.

QCMERAL CONPLAINTS

Pt cppoeed (o the coaree slury seal which ks heen oppBad to McGRlmay.

WOLUNTEER

Lisa Crann would be hagpy to help wiliz tha rails sympaskm,
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APPENDIX E: Trails Articles — Lacamas Life Magazine
November, 2005

—

< A9 TINLS
Gt Inveivod

The new Clark Ceayiny Trool #nd Bikeway Spaiem Flan
drak will be preveruad w the Moncimber 4, 2009 Tezlia
sympusiv: Buzing Hew Traiks 2603, The public is invtied
\o azered this hisloric event did exieise the ossemumy In
tnfurnce Clark Counys locl pedoian s breyele il
netwerk,

Fer more Infsrmanion regandiag tae Qash Counay Thil

&t Bikeway Man, er the Hoveraler 4+ ralls Sympesum,
Flexse cambacs Kellp Mumeney 1 Vanrmner-Cark Parks

& Broratmn (I80) 6191 127, o7 Liss Hunter Setawer,
Bus.neas Des slopereem L Unagzs, MacKay & Spesila, Inc,
HO-675-34H L. O viv werwvanciarkparla-reeong to Fod
an evenc rpatratien form, ot mote seloremon on helihy
Tifearyles please vis wwewco chark wiionhzaldiindes oml
s www etk haler2 010 core.

About The Aulhad

Iruce Appleyard, AICE s = Senor Trampenation Flame:
and Urhan Deuger Iy SERA, Inc., a rmultl-disclpdine desigr
A deticeed 10 uoauhle principhs in Ponlind, Oregon
e has weught sransponsuon and Lo -ues esurees a0
Pottland Siaic Urrersty amdd e Unieeritiy of Yigin He
nlea reaches ciueses el keals winkabops on how o mee
romnurates mom wallkehble, Hhatde crd Ivabke for chilirer
sl gt PRt o meving 1o Pomlsed, he el asa
Phnning Commmatnner i Casloenille, Vogina,

Foamnaim

VEE The | teahih Mansgotrn) Asueciates, commssoed by
1k Wk SHae D of Heafth and Wadh
Cnlimm (oc Promsuny, Fhysicad Actty

178 The Heahh Manegromnt Asscrmes, comrimnard by
the Wathingon Suue Depmnment of Health acl Washiogun
Coshidon Eor Promating, Fhyseal Acivity

123 Tire predy b Cou-Denefit Analyu of Thyoal Actvity
Untog, BlleTedenrizn Treihs Ly Gutjing Wang, PRD, Caroline
A Macrra, Thi?, Barhar= Scuduar-Soucke, Med, Torm Schmid
PhD, Micliae] Prats. WD, BIFH, Davlit Bitchner, M3, WP 1
apyemed tn Jourml, Health Promatken Practiar; April 1005
vl 6, e 2, 174178

Y pugp A e communiy puts erym/me-incree-
acess pdf

Nl Eguree. Cenvers for Disease Cantrot: werwed i povd
nescd plpYdmefohe s antibuerg broors im, acoused
on | (FL05.

L5 Deprt of | eakth and Hyman Serncss and the £DC: Traily
fow healib Promotsg Holthy Lilentyles & Enairanmests,
Emcinure

LACAMASLITE MAGATINE NCYEMBER 2005 53

Appendix









chiona[ T rail and Bikcwa}j 535tcm5 Flan

APPENDIX F: Community Symposium

BLAZING NEW TRAILS — 2005, a community symposium held et the Hilton Hoteal
on Novamber 4, 2006, providaed valuabla input to the evolving Clark County Trall
and Blkeway Systems Plan. The event brought together 302 people insluding
many business and community lsaders, planners and enginears, trail end bike
advocates, nelghborhood representatives and intarestad citizens to focus on
future trall planning sfforta. The date was significant because it was the 200th
annlvarsary of the very day on which Lewis and Clark et up camp on the
Columbia Rivar In what is now Clark County.

The primary event sponseor was the Vancouver-Clark County Lewls & Clark
Planning Committee, bringing yeara of preparetion for the Lewis and Clark
Bicentannial commemoration. The opening presentation pravidad an opportunity
to reflect on tha lasiing legacy of the Corps of Discovery and its nation-bullding
joumey.

Re-anactors who traveled down the Columbis River sartier that day in dugout
canoes were Inloduced to a warm applause.

Then attentlon tumed to issues of present and fulure concern. Whene do we want
to be able to walk, hike and ride a bike in years o coma? What traile and other
faciliies are needed to make this a more active and connected cammiutnity?
What needs lo be done to make these trails a reality sooner rather than later?

Vwith a mandate fo “make history,” participants took advantage of the chance to
beglin shaping a strong, veriflable trails vision for Clark County and the region.
Larga county freil maps were provided, allowing participants to envision and
sketch ideas for future trail extensions and connecling routes.

Table discugeicns — with up to eight people per fabls — looked at many aspeacts of
the currant tralla system, the wants and needs of residents, and ideas for future
developmeant. Key concems Included accessibility of tralls to nelghborhoods, trail
safety, and funding machanisma. Many particlpants expresaed the neead for
shared-use tralls and more “soft” pathe for bikers and walkars. "Conneclagness”
was a ward heard frequently, with full linkage suggastéd from narth to south and
aast to west for bloyclists, padestriens and equestdans. Strong support was
vaicad for a "mll trall" using the Chelatchis Praide Rellroed to davalop a trail
etraiching frorm Urbain Vancouver to farreaching rural areas. Others proposed
utiltzing avallable natural gas line and electric utilify coridors for trails.

The evaning concluded with a brief summary of table discussions. Lists of
suggestlons ware long and vared, providing fresh thinking about trails from
people who use therm on a regular basis or are curlous end want 1o know mora,
In alff, over 200 pages of notes were generated that night These end the large
courty trial meps are part of the evani record.
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APPENDIX G: Clark County Legacy Projects
The Columbian — May 5, 2005

coluobian com: Scrving Clark County, Washingon Poge £ af 4

Home | Clrusifiens | ¥Yaliow Pages [N Bunvs ] Gars | Qar Glark County | pdxguh
[ — Bringnyg stuif fram ersund v Ceasiry lo QO
Haren =
lLoea! smu national
S peorta
;Vr:;hm ‘Logocy projects’ slowly tako shape
iy Thursday, May 5. 2005 Fj
o By DEAN BAKER, Columblan staff writor
Aunlnecs
Lol ilosy Toursts passing through Clark Counly Ihis Lewis and Clark E
year will have b ssarch hard and wse thobr iroginations
o I find any traco of the explomss! foaiprints.
g" D the lve big “egoecy pmjects” Ladar congtriestion hore ©
[valow Pages tha vigils in N ber 4805 and April 1606,

armyapere. | 0y onltng wo projects rematn iéme!y in tho planring stagoes and will bo years

Tap Sty In tho making. They won't b flnishad hy 2008.
fColunblog
v Sedn Thinking The olher mmnonis of {he explorers’ Wail hare are 14 “landing
foort's Buz sltes” In the Vancouver-Partland ares, a fow of tham marked by
Communiry parks, others mamly by information signs. 13
Tl rclrn
m‘;:“w:”“' The two Incomplte commemorative canterplecas o the 522 b
L aex Hibtory million Confluencs Projfect on saven sites along the Columbla River,  tome
Poflen Report including two &1 Vencauver, and tho 550 miflian, 160-mila-ony, bl.  Era
Site search: slate Lowls end Clark Clscovery Trall, which Hnis tha 14 landlng T G
shing for podestriang and bike and horeshock ddors
Thrae siher Clark County legncy projects will ba raady for visitors
Entortalamant by the 2G01h annlversary of the Gorps of Discovery's arvat haro on
faovos Mav. 3-5.
-I:,mm Opan for viewing and public use wil be the $535,000, 103-foat-
fLortlory lang Fort Vancouvar Tapasiry, schaduled (o hang July throuph
Tha Cevumblan Saptamber at Clark Coliega In Vancouver; tho $3 milllon Coapl
Erivazy Policy Willlam Clark Park at Coltorwwned Baach In Washougal; and tha
Kooniact w 5575,060 Cathlapcie Plankhouso st Ridgefiokd.
ITerma of serviza
lsry of The Whila il five commemaraiive projects hitve used tha cachot of th
Adh In The Lewis and Clark Bteentennist for fund-ralsing pumpoacs, only Iha park
Cofumitan profact fa keyed direcily 1 the Comps of Discovery’s visll hom,
The other four grojects alt havy sddiBionat purposes:
hivec s enlnmbien comSASASilak D TIRYS cfim 54877005
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columirien.com: Scrving Clark County, Weahingion Magedof4

* Tho plankhouse to recognlze the Chinook indlan Tribs.
* Tha topesiry Lo celabraie Vancouver's rich histary.

* Tho trail system {0 accommodalo walking, biking and horsg
iraflic.

* Tho Conflluenco Projoct 1 arilslically ambmce the natural
environmonl amd recognize the Amertcan Indlan history on the
Columblz Rivar bewean Clarkston and Astera, Ore.

Orgunizors ere not al al surprised 1hat neither the Confluence
Project nor tha Lewls and Clark Disegvery Trall will he flnighed in the
naxl touple of yoals.

Riding on Lewls and Clark fever along with many athar project
amanizere aowss {ha nmion, e oigantzers simply wsed the
biceritonnia 1o ailr enlinrsiasm and hend ral=ing. Thoy have nevor
clatmed tholr projocts would by wrapped up this yoar or noxd.

Fund-ralsing opSmism

Thiz thlng will get dotie.” sakd David Mierenbsrg, the Confluanco
Pruject’s fund-ralsing chalman, who personally gave $1 million of
513.5 mililon In the project's cofors sa far,

Ha said he and his wifa, Patricla, "ore commitied 1o this cumelvos
like ¢ plg s committed to becon.” The Nlarenbamgs am willing to chip
In more monoy parsonally, ha aald, nnd hig gont Is te finleh fund
ralaing by tho ond of 2006,

The project’s $13.5 million fund Includes 57 million In stale ang
fedaral funds, ho sald.

For lha Confluencs Project's clasest link to Vancouvar, ground Is
to bee broken thiz foll on a $10 milllon lnnd bridgn that will eroes state
Highway 14, dip undor the Buriingion Narlham Santa Fo imckg and
canned tha Fort Vancouver Nollona! Hisboric Sito with tha Columbie
River, sald Thayer Romabaugh, Vancowst's transportation managor.

If the1 echadulo is followed, the bidge mighl ba camplaled In
2009, It Is not pegged to Lewis snd Clark directy, bul 1s expocted o
Include Amorican Indion arlstic moiifs focusing sitengon both on the
forl and the rtver, said Ranc Senos, spokeswoman for Jones &
Jonas Archiecls. Parinar JohnPaul Jones designod the bridge in
cnopermtton wilh rencwmed Now York artist Maya Lin.

Confluence Project obsenvers can expect lo sea only ono siler
complated W year. That will ba Lin's deslgn for a syntbolie basall

tmn:ffwwnw.calonbisn, com/05052005/clork cov272%35.cm S/a005
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APPENDIX G: Clark County Legacy Projects

columbian.com: Serving Clark County, Wasliogton PagaJof4 columbintman: Serving Clark County, Weslington Page 4 uf 4

imnfwoav.columbizn.comM5052005/clmk c0272835.cfm

rock "Nah-cleanng stalion” and lond forme ol Copa Disappolrimant
nadr llwaco. She has alsa laid out descripiions for the beginnings of
a "Skytowl” at Chiof Timathy Si8io Pork. $ix milas wast of Clarkatan,
Idaho.

Plans havan't bean firmed up for iha olhar Confiuenca Projsct
silns: Frenchman's Bar Park, northwes! of Vaneouvar, Saeajawea
State Park at Pasco; Cello Falls, near The Dalles, Ore,; and on tha
Sandy Rivar onst of Porlond.

Graonway trali

Likely Io laka even lkonger than the Confuonsa Project Is tha Levas
& Clark Discovery Greamsay Trall that will link the 14 lending Eftes
with marmy other rall systens throughout tho metrepelilan araa,

The Clark Caunly potian of the teall will bo repackoged and
renamed for Lowis and Clark ot & cost of about $80,000 over tha
nexl few months undar the supervision of Kelly Punieney, Lhe clty of
Vancouver's tralls. greamways and urban foresiry daveloper.

Purdanoy plans to hnok tha county’s hie, biks and horea trall plan
la Lerwvis and Clark's coaitals, Thast vwill be done, he sald, under a
naw coruract wilh MacKay & Sposto, inc. of Vancowver. The 1992
Clark County Tralls & B&my System Plan wil be rewrilian 1o
includ o current wark, incl the Irlargioie balls, ha axplained

Pumeney expacts 1o roll out tha new caunty plan on Aprll B, 2008,
tho 200th anplversary of the date Lewds and Clark left the area of
modam Washoupal 1o heed beck east

That will mark the beglaning of & new e for wall-bulidng, he aaid,

“I'm heping this documart wiil show that wa look 1he moment and
sloppod everylhing and roolly looked &l the systems of imnsparntalion
for this counly named for Capl. Wiliam Clark, and mede irails |ust as
the Camps of Discovery mede tralla,” Puntensy said,

The 550 millicn greemvay’s begtntngs are extansive, but the full
syslam ls & work in progress, involving many clly, state, county ond
reglonat agencies. So far, tha greanway slmply 18 2 natwork of
hiking, biking and harsebeck paths undar constniction for many
years, soms connecied and others scatiored thmughout Ihe
Poitiand-Vancouver area.

Trail sections range from the dirt paths of Panend's Forast Park 1o
the {nterstole 5 and 205 highway bridgea. Norib of the rivor, about 80
milas of tha proposed trell winds through Clark Counly, from
Ritlgoficid 1o Wiashougal, including Voncouvar's Renalssance and

Appendix

Diseavary inalls. The gosl Is ta complala 1he syslom aver the naxd 20
yBars.

Calhinpelle Ptankhousa

Ol at Ridgefiald, the 567&,000 plankhause is a colorful axtedar
ready for usa. Bul i's simply an amply bulding, with na American
Indzn arl or crafts insida.

Plonkhousa backers recantiy coliected an $80,000 Nallonal Park
Sorvica grank, howerver. 1 will be uaed Lo oulllt the plankhouse with
appropriatn baskats, hides and food. It be used fo schedulo
proprams and traln docents end mogers, aliowing tho plankhousa 1o
ba opanad 10 tha public on a reguiar basls later Lhis yoar, 5aki
Viginta Parks, an orchagaloglst with tho U.S. Flsh and Wildile
Servico.

Arrnad whh n rocent $85,000 Nationat Park Servca grani, Clark
Park pl Wozhougal I3 under construciinn with an openlng schodulid
{or Aug. 7, with conoe racos, frddlers, jerky makers, @ salmen ond
bulfalo sinak fend, and many displays and evanis.

In othor vonues, tha icantennial cenlinues to wold.

Spaachas, displays and gathasings am quistly popping up, several
ensch monih. Tha plankhcuse oilfidally opened in Ridgefleid; the *12
Duoys in Clark County® 1aachar workshops coached teachers 1o help
Budnnts understand Lewds and Clatk; and the Lewis and Clark "End
ol Our Joumay* exhibit opened at tha Clark County Histerical
Museum,

Tanight on the bicantznnial dockat, Gery Stroulsed, & promier
Nattva Amarican fluta ployar, will provide muslc snd slores of the
Hidatsa, Mandan and Loketa tribes of the Lewls ond Clark ora at tha
Woodland Middia School cafelaria, 755 Park St., ot 7 p.ni.

The bulk &f commemoeralive events will coma batwaan July amd
Becambar,

Talk about thie story In our Dlscusslon Forums.

Cappight 95552 by The Cotumene Putmni—z Co. PO, B 164, Yargmeye', WA SALOD tlnlﬂdlnpuh—m
.m.uqmum-.a o Aottt it B vy, N I et T (0 A 2. DRakribh. Ml Pmin
P mgrwee| bl e permascn of oy puis.

5052005/clark co/2TIE3S5.cfm SH2005
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APPENDIX H: Local Area Trail Maps
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Controlling |City of Vancouver/
Agency Clark County Controlling | City of Vancouver
Program/  |Park Impact Fees Agency
Source Program/ Second V1% Real Estate Excise Tax
Purpose » Funding of park capital projects included in Six Source — Dedicated to Parks & Recreation
Year Park Capital Facilities Plan Purpose . Fun‘d_ij?g of park capital projects included in Capital
Lligible Projects | Acquisition Pacilities Plan .
e All but an estimated §_____ per year dedicated to
 Development Firstenburg and Marshall community centers
Geographical ¢ Only collected inside urban growth area » Residual amount available for other park and trail
Restrictions o Must be used in sub-area where collected development
Funds Available | e 2005 revenue collections: $ Eligible Projects e Acquisition
» Estimated $ per year not committed PP — : Eeleogment T T ——
s Est. cash balance as of 12/31/04: § Restgricgons side Vancouver city limits only
Availability for » Compete for funding with other park development Funds Available |e 2005 revenue collections: ~$2.9 million
Trails projects = Estimated $100,000 per year not committed
Revenne/Tax Base | » Fee collected at time building permit is issued for » Est. cash balance as of 12/31/04: §
residential development Availability for ¢ Compete for funding with other park development
 Fee based on estimated cost to meet park Trails projects :
development service level standard Revenue/Tax Base | ¢ Tax of %% (..125.%? on sale of real property inside
Tligible NA Vancouver city limits
AD) Eligible NA
Recipients Recipients
Grant Limits NA Grant Limits NA
Sponsor Match NA Sponsor Maich NA
Comments e Trail projects are not currently included in PIF Comments * Funding plan for community centers not finalized
program Contact Steve Duh
Contact Steve Dul Clark/Vancouver Parks and Recreation Department

Clark/Vancouver Parks and Recreation Department
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Controlling |Washington State Interagency
Agency Committee for Qutdoor Recreation
Program/ Land and Water Conservation
Source Fund
Purpose e To acquire and develop outdoor recreation
facilities, including parks, trails, and wildlife lands.
{See comments re: program pricrities)
Eligible Projects | e Acquisition
e Development and renovation
= (osts related to indoor facilities, maintenance, and
operation are not eligible
Geopraphical # Varies per applicant jurisdiction
Restrictions » Multi-jurisdiction projects allow county-wide
coverage
Funds Available |e Highly variable based on federal authorization
= Since 1965, nearly $64 million distributed for 533
projects statewide
Availability for s Elipible projects specifically include trails/paths.
Trails e Grant cycles occur on annual basis
Revenue/Tax Base | » Federal revenue from outer continental shelf
mineral receipts, motorboat fuel taxes, recreation
user fees, and funds from sale of federal property.
Eligible ¢ Local governments, tribes, and state agencies.
Recipients
Grant Limits ¢ Minimum $25,000
o Maximum $500,000
Sponsor Match » Minimum 50% of total project cost
Commenis e Program prioritias: trails that serve walking/biking
with high connectivity; renovation; facilities that
support low-impact, non-consumptive activities
within natura] settings.
Contact Interagency Committee for Qutdoor Recreation

1111 Washington Street SE

P.O. Box 40917

Olympin, WA 98504-0917

Kammie Bunes — Project Manager for Clark County
(306) 902-3019

Controlling | Washington State Interagency
Agency Committee for Qutdoor Recreation
Program/ National Recreation Trails Program
Source .

Purpose e To rehabilitate and maintsin motorized and non-
motorized recreational trails that provide/support a
backcountry experience.

Iiligible Projects |e Rehabilitation

+ Maintenance

e Fducation

» Development of trailhead facilities or new trails if
closely linked to existing trails (acquisition and
most new development projects not eligible)

Geographieal e Program focuses on projects thal support

Restrictions backcountry experiences

Funds Available s Since 1994, $7.25 million for 245 projects,

» In fiscal 2005, $1.23 million was awarded.

Availability for = Specific allocation for trails (30% motorized; 30%

Trails non-motorized; 40% “diverse” use required ratio.)

* Grant cycles occur on annual basis

Revenue/Tax Base | » Federal gasoline taxes attribuded to recreational,
non-highway uses.

Eligible # Local governments (towns, cities, etc.}, nonprofits,

Recipients state agencies, tribes, federal agencies.

Grant Limits e Minimum $5,000

¢ Maximum $50,000
s Education project limits $5,000 - $10,000

Sponser Match «  Minimum 20% of 1otal project cosi

Comments » Project review criteria focus on need, project
support, readiness to proceed, etc.

Cootact Interagency Commitiee for Qutdoor Recreation

1111 Washington Street SE

P.O. Box 40917

Olympia, WA 98504-0917

Kammie Bunes — Project Manager for Clark County
(306) 902-3019
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City of Vancouver and Clark County, Regional Trail &
Bikeway Systems Plan (2006)








