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7 Gark Gounty, Weshin
Resolution No._A00( - 04- ﬂS

A RESOLUTION adopting the Clark County Regional Trail and Bikeway Systems Plan 2006 ‘A Lewis & Clark Bicentennial
Legacy Preject’ to be forwarded to the Clark County Department of Communtty Development. Long Range Planning for
consideration as a part of the Clark County Comprehensive Land Use Plan.

WHEREAS, the Qark County Board of County Commissioners appreciates the efforts of the Bicentennial Commitiee of |
the Lewis & Cark Corps of Discovery, the Vancouver-Clark Parks and Rlecreation Department, the Public Works Department and the
Varlcmmr{lalkl’whMﬂm&mmmﬁ:&k&mﬂ@mtfﬂ&ﬂeﬁniﬂmﬂm 2006, a unique

e

e

1 that higd Y ial & health benefits of }
ipnduniamqwueﬁﬁmw&my:wanslhma ! the Reglonal Transportation System Plan, and the Clark County "
Comprehensive Plan and [}

et

WHEREAS, the Clatk County Commissioners know the value of walking. horseback riding, rowing and bicyding in b
mnlhmngwﬂwh!thaadwﬂfamufmuumumdmhuﬂymnmltlwqmpmgeofdumﬂmagaln ¢
our y te not gelting ad phy dse;and

WHEREAS, hundreds of dtirens have stepped up to the Inactivity crids and are volunteering to provide planning and i
program opportunitles for citizens 1o walk, ride horseback, row, or bicyele, induding the Chinook Trall Association, Vancouver |
ters, Vancouver Bike Club, ark County Executive Horse Council, STEPS to a Healthier Clatk County Program, Discovery !
Walks and other members of the Southwest Washington Hospital Passport to Weliness Program; and i

WHEREAS, the plan gives an overview designed to promate the hmdhganddnelmmmnhmmprﬁﬂwﬂark
County regional trail and bikeway systems plargidentifies high prority trall b e Cities of Battle
szmd.ﬁidneﬁdd.t.nmmd%hmml:chdnpmmlofﬁlecmhmamlmadmlmdli\emmmnulmesaknm&uk
and Whipple Creek Greenway Trails, now, therefore,

[

BE T ORDERED AND RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS GF CLARK COUNTY, STATE OF WASHINGTON, l
thmkmwmwmﬂ&msﬂtmﬁmm 'Almhlruartmmﬂzmh!l.egacy Project’attached ll
|

T

hereto and maps be scheduled for formal adi an advisory dation from the 1.5uch
plan represents an opportunity I'uEIthomtynﬂanﬂman!mppuu lhemudTnI&BﬁmySnmle

chiona[ T rail and Bikewag Sgstem Flan 2006
‘ Resolution Acﬂoptfon 133 the
C[arlc Countg Board of Countg Commissioners
! Signcd on APri[ 6,2006
AR 200 years from the day when |_ewis & Clark Corps of Discovery

- By ,"—,'__- b .{f_’ t
Ll oyl : "m ] % | left Prcscnt-clag Clark Coun’cy

Deputy Passcuting Altorney Steve Stuart, Commissfoner

ADOPTED on April 4, 2006 and executed two hundred years to the day from when Lewis & Clark’s Corps of Discovery left
present day Clark County te report to the President and Congress of the United States this 6th day of April, 2006.

Resolution
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FORWARD

| This document represents a collaborative effort among the Clark County
~r.oi; Transportation Department, the Clark-Vancouver Parks and Recreation Department,

| the Cities of Vancouver, Ridgefield, Camas, Washougal, LaCenter and Battle
Ground, individual citizens, school districts, Clark County Public Health Department,
| non profit organizations and neighborhood associations. Every effort has been made
to present a high-quality document that portrays the hard work performed by this
team. Thank you to all who participated in the development of the program. Special
- thanks to the following people who dedicated many long hours to prepare this plan
1 for the citizens of Clark County:

COMMUNITY ADVISORY COMMITTEE (CAC):

Florence Wager Vancouver Clark Parks Recreation Commissioner,
Advisory Committee, Community Advisory
Committee Chair

Bill Byrd Discovery Walk

Bill Dygert Trail Planning

Bridget Schwarz Fairgrounds Neighborhood Association

Burt Paynter Discovery Walk

Chris Hathaway Lower Columbia River Estuary Partnership, Lower
Columbia River Water Trail

Debbie Abraham Vancouver Clark Parks Recreation Commissioner,
Advisory Committee

Dennis Hatton Vancouver Bicycle Club

Dennis Johnson Bicycle Advisory Committee

Forward 1
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Don Cannard
Jeanne Bennett
Joe Cote

Joey Fuerstenberg

John McConnaughey
John Wiesman

Larry Swatosh

Pete Lewis

Russ Zornick

Sean Loughran

Sue Svendsen

Barb West

CLARK COUNTY COMMISSIONERS:
Betty Sue Morris

Steve Stuart

Marc Boldt

STAFF:

Kelly Punteney — Trails & Greenway Park Developer
Lisa Goorjian — Park Developer

Bill Wright — Transportation Programming Manager
Susan Wilson — Transportation Programming

Pete Capell — Director of Public Works

David Judd — Director of Parks Department

Chinook Trail Association

ESD 112

Vancouver Clark Parks Recreation Commissioner,
Advisory Committee

Vancouver Clark Parks Recreation Commissioner,
Advisory Committee

Sierra Club

Director — Clark County Health Department

Chinook Trail Association

City of Battle Ground Planning Commission

Clark County Running Club

Trail Planning

Clark County Executive Horse Council

Community Choices 2010

TRAIL PLANNING TEAM:

Tim Schauer, MacKay & Sposito, Inc.

Lisa Hunter Schauer, MacKay & Sposito, Inc.
Deedra Paulk, MacKay & Sposito, Inc.

Paul Weller, MacKay & Sposito, Inc.

David Sacamano, [llahee Group, Inc.

Kristin Hull, Jeanne Lawson & Associates
Bruce Appleyard, SERA Inc.

Forward
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REPORT LAYOUT
The report is divided into the following main sections:

Volume I — The Trails

Section 1. Introduction

) D s e et B e B e o ek . 1-1
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e T 1-2
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Section II. Trail Network
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Figure 1) Lewis & Clark Discovery Greenway Trail Profile...........oevviinveivnienieivenisasnennes 2-8
Figure 2) Chelatchie Prairie Ratlroad Tratl Profile ...c.sssissinssssssssiswivissisovasssss 2-11
Figwre 3} Lake to Lakie Teail PIOIIC ..o amsssmemserosmmsinmsam s s s iisesssivee 2-14
Figure 4) Salmon Creek Greenway Trail Profile..............eieeneieciesierissioienesessessssarsenes 2-17
Figire 3] Podden Parkway TRl PRORIE 5 mmmmensrssmsssssmssssssissivssmmisSnenssasus sanssnmenssrianssn st 00
Figure 6] -5 Corvidar Tratl PrORIE .cosossmnsssimsmniias it s s it ssssssd 2-23
Fiowre 7} 1205 Corridor Tral Profille e msmisosonsssimsmmses s s o s i 2750
Fioure 8) Bast Fork of the Lewis River Trail Prafile...c.onvavassmvenmensspsvisvsmsssisias 2-27
Figure 9) Battle Ground/Fisher’s Landing Trail Profile .............cccoooeceroeoroncinseireirinineraanenns 2-30
Figure 10) Washougal River Corridor Trail Profile.................coeaesssnssesssnssssnssssansassssssansans 2-33
Figure 11) North Fork of the Lewis River Green Trail Profile.............cccccccooeivanunnivinrnivsennnns 2-36
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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

Forward
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SECTION I. INTRODUCTION

A) Profile

Clark County is a beautiful place. Providing opportunities to
experience this beauty through activities not dulled through a
car’s window is a goal worth pursuing. A well developed
pedestrian and bicycle trail network increases our everyday
opportunities to enjoy this spectacular part of the country.
Clark County’s weather is reasonably mild and these facilities
can be utilized almost year round.

The popularity of outdoor recreation activities, such as
walking, running, cycling, paddling and horseback riding has
grown, and continues to grow in our region. Our trails not only
serve as interdependent transportation amenities, but they also
enhance accessibility to existing community resources by

linking neighborhoods and schools to parks, waterfronts,
recreational centers and other parts of our daily lives. Regional
trails also extend to include water trails for paddlers such as
kayakers and canoeists. Water trails allow us to explore our
local rivers in much the same way as did Lewis & Clark. This
is a part of our heritage.

As Clark County commemorates the bicentennial of the Lewis
and Clark Corps of Discovery in 2006 and the journey’s legacy
of nation-building, our county and its communities face
important opportunities and critical challenges. At the same
time, unprecedented population growth is pushing the urban
and suburban landscape further into rural Clark County. And,
along with this growth, obesity and other health issues related
to sedentary lifestyles are not only being recognized as national
problems, but Clark County is being recognized as having the
state’s highest obesity rate. Of great concern is the obesity rate
among our children. Twenty-eight percent of eighth graders in
Clark County are either overweight or at risk of overweight
compared to 25% in Washington State.

Clark County has the opportunity to create a world-class
walking and bicycling network. The League of American
Bicyclists has awarded Vancouver a bronze-level designation
as a Bicycle Friendly Community. A trails and bikeways
network that interconnects our communities, open spaces and
employment centers not only provides an obvious opportunity
to leverage the accessibility to these areas, but it gives those of

Section I. Introduction 1-1
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us who drive everywhere an alternative to at least some of our
average 10-daily car trips per household. 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 comprehensive 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

Section I. Introduction 1=

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 it 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-

2
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shared off the road facilities designed exclusively for non-
motorized usage. These facilities are real transportation
alternatives, while in the past trails might have been perceived
as solely for recreation use. There is a major difference
between this plan and the plans of the past; this Plan will be
recognized as a parks and a transportation document. The Plan
will be a vital component of the larger Clark County
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). The Trail &
Bikeway Systems Plan identifies the need for increased
bicycling and walking opportunities which are consistent with
the TIP.

This Plan is an integral part of transforming the concept of a
bicycle and pedestrian-friendly system into reality. The Trail
and Bikeway Systems Plan recognizes that walkways and
bikeways bring enormous benefits to all residents by increasing
transportation choices for walking and bicycling, as well as
improving environmental conditions and the overall health of
our residents and our children. The Plan provides a general
guideline for developing a network of bikeways and walkways;
however, currently it does not establish specific project
recommendations for identified paths or trails. Therefore, this
Plan provides detailed, recommended improvements to the
existing and proposed regional trail corridors and to the
bikeway network. The intent of this Plan is not only to offer
recommended trail design standards but to ensure successful
implementation. (See Section IIIA)

Traditional shared-use paths or trails are the foundation of a
comprehensive bicycling and walking system. These regional
trails obviously offer numerous aesthetic and recreational
opportunities for walkers, cyclists, equestrians and paddlers.
But they can also provide commuter options for walking,
hiking, bicycling, skating or otherwise traveling to and from
our daily destinations in Clark County. Our residents desire a
safe and convenient comprehensive network in order to bicycle
or walk to work or schools, go for a family bicycle ride or walk
to the park or library, or simply take pleasure in walking or
riding to improve their families’ health.

Section I. Introduction 1-3
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This Plan is designed to facilitate the eventual incorporation of
Trail and Bikeway Systems plans for each of the cities within
Clark County. Working together with the Cities of Washougal,
Camas, Battle Ground, LaCenter, Ridgefield and Vancouver,
the separate but coordinated plans can establish transportation
linkages in a mosaic....with natural areas, parks and green
spaces. Clark County’s trail system is also intended to
integrate with Portland’s greenways, trails, bikeway and open
space systems.

D) PLAN GOALS

An updated, integrated Clark County Trail and Bikeway
Systems Plan 2006 will ensure that we continue to have a
document that will encourage and promote the growth of a trail
system serving the needs of children, community pedestrians,
bicyclists, equestrians and paddlers for generations to come. It
will be a reference guide to ensure that regional trails are
appropriately incorporated into the actively developing urban
area, and that new development accommodates that vision in a
logical and inclusive manner. The process of updating is a
necessary function to keep pace with the many changes that
have occurred in our community including preserving desirable
trail opportunities through and within the rapid development.
The plan will focus on existing trails, planned new trail issues,
opportunities and constraints, funding sources, priorities and

“This is the vision—to
create a changed
transportation system that
offers not only choices
among travel modes for
specific trips, but more

 importantly presents these

options so they are real
choices that meet the
needs of individuals and
society as a whole.
Making the vision a
reality must begin now.”

USDOT FEDERAL
HIGHWAY
ADMINISTRATION,
The National Bicycling and
Walking Study, 1994

goals and standards. The Plan
will also be useful and in some

cases required, for the County
when applying for funding
through local, regional, state,
federal and private sources.

While updating a plan is always
necessary, similar goals and
values stay consistent with time,
such as maintaining a strong
transportation system, a vibrant
health and recreation network, a
thriving economy, and
environmental sustainability.
Goals and values are the
framework, the backbone, and
engine for a solid, sturdy and
working ftrails plan. For this
reason, the goals and values

within this document are similar to a combination of many
different plans stated within the appendix. Goals are different
from specific implementation strategies. Within this
document, specific recommendations and implementation and
funding strategies will be provided for individual trails system
improvements. The goals of the Trail and Bikeway Systems
Plan are categorized under each valued element below.

Section I. Introduction 1-4
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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 in
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.

1-5
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Economic Element

A. Increase economic vitality of Clark County by building
trails that interconnect homes and businesses.

B. Develop and maintain a comprehensive trail and blkeway
system to link with other providers.

C. Work closely with corporate business, private developers
and public agencies to incorporate trails and bikeways
where feasible.

D. Promote sensitive planning solutions and develop support
services to diminish land owner concerns.

Health and Education Element

A. Promote sensitive planning solutions and design,
develop support services such as education,
enforcement and maintenance to reduce safety hazards

B. Provide opportunities to encourage good health through
physical activity on trails.

C. Provide a system of shared-use paths within one mile of
every school.

A.

C

Recreation Element

Provide opportunities for walking, biking, horseback
riding and running.

Utilize and leverage the recreational opportunities
within Clark County’s open spaces and parks by
connecting citizens to their homes, parks, schools,
businesses and work.

Provide youth with ample opportunities to recreate

outside.

Section [. Introduction
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SECTION II. TRAIL NETWORK

A) Overview

Clark County S new Reglonal Trail and Bikeway Systems Plan

: is an updated and
comprehensive plan which was
originally developed in 1992.
The 2006 Regional Trail and
Bikeway Systems Plan has
grown to encompass 16 regional
trails. There are eight other
additions to the 1992 Plan; four
new regional trails are planned
and four previously planned
regional trails have been
extended. This new trail
network envisions nearly 240
=| miles of regional trails and
bikeways in Clark County and is
the next step toward providing
our citizens and our visitors transportation alternatives to daily
vehicle trips and safer, more accessible opportunities for a
healthier lifestyle. This plan has one foot in the transportation
system and one foot in the parks system and it needs both feet
to work. With each mile of new trail constructed, we will
better enjoy the quality of life in Clark County and continue the
legacy of trail building in this part of the world bestowed on us
by William Clark and Meriweather Lewis 200 years ago.

The Regional Trail and Bikeway Systems Plan is more than
facilities for bicyclists and walkers. Trails in this context are a
larger umbrella. Yes, this plan includes traditional sidewalks
and shared-use bicycle and pedestrian paths; but it also aspires
to serve the increasing needs of the very diverse population of
trail enthusiasts in Clark County, such as equestrians, water
paddlers, bicycle commuters, runners, skaters, recreational
bicyclists, organized walkers, users of electric wheelchairs, and
the children of Clark County who rely on these facilities as the
only alternate travel option to their parent’s car.

A well-planned and purposefully-built trail system can be
another step forward in the battle against ever-increasing traffic
congestion and obesity. It can [

also be a vehicle to preserve
the opportunities to experience

“the only desired

the wonderful natural corridors smmtwt;f A
settlement... on the west
of Clark County. It can also A
be another economic catalyst antey ,ze. aﬁky
Mountains.

that makes Clark County a

great place to live and work. Journal of Lewis and Clark

Voyage of Discovery

Section II. Trail Network 2-1
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These trails are regional because they connect people with and
to the places they want to go — from residential areas to
employment and commercial areas, as well as to the rural areas
and open spaces we want to enjoy. Of the nearly 240 miles of
regional trails and bikeways identified in this plan, 40 miles
have already been built and enjoyed by a loyal following of
users. These built facilities include portions of the Salmon
Creek Greenway, portions of the Lake to Lake trail, the
Lacamas Lake Trail, the Padden Parkway Trail and portions of
the Lewis and Clark Greenway Trail (along the waterfront and
near Vancouver Lake). These trails have become touchstones
of our community and are proof of the positive impact of trails.

Section II. Trail Network

It is very important to understand that this plan is for the
citizens, by the citizens. A systematic, cooperative, and
collaborative approach was taken in updating the 1992 Clark
County Trail and Bikeway Systems Plan. As such, the
planning process included researching neighboring community
plans, reaching out to the greater Clark County community
through open house workshops, and initiating a Community
Advisory Committee (CAC) composed of transportation
alternative user groups.

h
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B) New Regional Trails Planned Since 1992

In response to the Board of County Commissioners’ workshop

questions regarding what trails have been added to the County

trails network since the 1992 plan, this synopsis of “new trails”
was prepared for inclusion in this document.

1) Livingston Mountain / Dole Valley Trail

From Lacamas Lake Park heading northeast up to Livingston
Mountain into the Yacolt Burn Forest in the D.N.R. lands and
north to connect with the East Fork of the Lewis Trail east of
Moulton Falls.

2) Camp Bonneville Trail

From the Heritage Trail north of Lacamas Lake to Green
Mountain, north up to and through Camp Bonneville up to the
headwaters of Salmon Creek and the eastern terminus of the
Salmon Creek Trail.

3) Battle Ground/Fisher’s Landing Trail

This follows SE 192™ Avenue corridor from the Columbia
River north to cross Burnt Bridge Creek and into Hockinson
following China Ditch. It crosses Salmon Creek, east of
Cedars Golf Course, and traverses the rise up to Battle Ground
Lake along the NE 182™ Avenue corridor to its end at Battle
Ground Lake and intersection with the Chelatchie Prairie
Railroad Trail.

4) Padden Parkway Trail

This trail that was not part of the 1992 Trail Plan, however, it
was built in conjunction with a transportation project along the
Padden Parkway and has proven to be a critical link in our
trails network.

5) SR502/NE 219" Avenue

This is not one of the formal 16 regional trails, but SR502 is
planning to accommodate a bicycle and pedestrian element
from I-5 to Battle Ground and represents a new trail corridor
worthy of representation in the plan.

Section II. Trail Network 2-3
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C) Trails Planned for Extension

6) Salmon Creek Trail 7) East Fork of the Lewis River Trail
This trail begins from the north side of Hockinson near Cedar’s This trail runs from Moulton Falls east along the Lewis River
Golf Course along Salmon creek towards Venersburg, through corridor out to the east edge of Clark County.

Alderbook up into the Yacolt Burn Forest on DNR lands.

Section II. Trail Network 2-4
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8) Whipple Creek Trail 9) Washougal River Trail

This trail was planned to ensure a connection from Lake River This trail was planned to ensure a connection from the south

to I-5. end of Lacamas Lake Park over to the Washougal River along
NE 3™ Avenue to N. Sheppard Road on to Washougal River

Road.

Section II. Trail Network 2-5
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T rail Names
1. Lewis & Clark Discovery (Greenway
2. (helatchie Prairie Railroad
7. 8 Lake to l__alce |
4. Salmon Creek Greenway
5. Padden Parkway |
6.1-5 Corridor
7. }-205 C orridor
8. ast [Tork of the | ewis River
9. Bat’clc (sround / TFishers Lan-c]’ing
10. Washougal River Corridor
i 1. North Fork of the | ewis River (Greenway
12. Whipple Creek Greenway
i 3. North/South Powerline
14. [ _ast Powerline
15. |_ivingston Mountain Dole Valley
16. Camp Donneville
1 7. ower Columbia River Water T rail
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Cross-Section Detail

Recreation

Project Number:

Regional Trail Name: Lewis & Clark Greenway Trail (formerly known as
Vancouver Lake Trail, Waterfront Trail, Evergreen Highway Trail)

User Groups: Pedestrians, Bicycles, Paddlers
*Equestrian use is not permitted in the City of Vancouver

Project Length: 46.1 miles (9.5 miles built)

Project Description: This trail corridor extends from Washougal to
Vancouver and on to Ridgefield following the Columbia River downstream re-
tracing the route of Meriweather Lewis and William Clark 200 years ago. Along the
route are several historical markers and parks and stops dedicated to their Corps of
Discovery. This trail corridor is a multi-modal facility that accommodates walkers
and bicyclists. Some reaches of the greenway accommodate horse riders as well.
Sidewalks or bike lanes may be either separated or attached to roadways.

Environmental Constraints: Because of this
trail’s relationship to the Columbia River, some alignment
alternatives may present greater shorelines, habitat
and wetland permitting that may necessitate extensive
preconstruction costs. Alignment alternatives analysis at
sensitive areas may be necessary.
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Lewis and Clark Discovery Greenway Trail

Trail Avallable Cost ($ / Mile) Key
Description Name of Reach | Length | Built| Classification | Jurisdiction| Funding _|Right of Way |Construction |Amenities | Reaches

Capt. William Clark Park (Washougal) to

Camas 8.2| 3.2 Al U
Camas to Vancouver at the 164th Fisher's

Qutlook 7.4 Al COC
Fisher's Outloak to the Fish Hatchery (I-

205) 2.4 A1 COv
Fish Hatchery to Ellsworth trail head 0.6| 0.6 A1l COV
Ellsworth to Wintler Park 2.2 A1 cov
Wintler Park to Marine Park (Tidewater

Cove) 1.0/ 1.0 A1l cov
|Marine Park to Columbia Shores 1.5] 1.5 Al cov
Columbia Shores to Esther Short Park 15| 0.5 Al cov
Esther Short Park to Mill Plain 0.6 A1 Cov
Mill Plain to Fruit Valley Road 0.9 Al cov
Fruit Valley Road to Port of Vancouver

Trail Head 3.6 Al cov
Port of Vancouver Trail Head to

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

Park 27 27 Al Ccov
Frenchmen's Bar Park to Ridgefield

Wildlife Refuge 10.0 Al cov

Total 46.1] 9.5

2-10
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Cross-Section Detail

Project Summary

Project Number:
Regional Trail Name: chelatchie Prairie Railroad Trail
Project Length: 34.2 miles (2.7 miles built, 30 miles to be built)

User Groups: Pedestrians, Bicycles, Paddlers, Equestrians
*Equestrian use is not permitted in the City of Vancouver

Project Description: This trail follows the historic rail line along a
serpentine route at a slight grade of the historic Chelatchie Prairie railroad. It
curves its way from corner to corner in Clark County starting near its urban core
where Burnt Bridge Creek flows into Vancouver Lake. It traverses northeast through
Hazel Dell, Orchards, Brush Prairie, Battle Ground Lake and along the East Fork of the
Lewis River past Moulton Falls into Amboy and Chelatchie Prairie terminating just
a few miles from Yale Reservoir at the original site of the paper mill it used to serve
in Chelatchie Prairie. This trail follows the historic rail line. It provides a complete
picture of Clark County, its watersheds, its historic communities, and its abundant
natural beauty. Portions of the trail are completely enclosed by a tree canopy in the
northern reaches.

Environmental Constraints: Most of this
trail follows the railroad sharing its right of way, so
environmental constraints should be minimized, excepting
any of the multiple creeks and river crossings.
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Chelatchie Prairie Railroad Trail

Trail Available Cost ($ / Mile) Key
Description Name of Reach | Length | Built| Classification | Jurisdiction Funding Right of Way |Construction |Amenities | Reaches
\Vancouver Lake to the Ross Complex 2.0 Ad cov
Ross Complex to St. Johns 2.0 Ad UUA
St. Johns to 119th 5.8 A4 UUA
119th to 198th - Brush Prairie 5.8 A5 RURAL/COBG
198th to City Limits of Battle Ground 1.7 Ad COBG
Battle Ground Lake to Heison 1.6 A4 R
Heison to Basket Flats 2.0 A4 R
Basket Flats to Moulton Falls 37| 27 A4 R
Moulton Falls to Yacolt 2.7] A4 R
Yacolt to Amboy 2.2 Ad R
Amboy to Chelatchie Prairie 5.0 Ad R
Total 34.2| 2.7

2-13
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Project Summary

Project Number:

Regional Trail Name: Lake to Lake Trail (formerly Discovery Trail, Burnt
Bridge Creek, LaCamas Trail, Heritage Trail)

Project Length: 223 miles (11.4 miles built)

User Groups: Pedestrians, Bicycles, Paddlers, Equestrians
*Equestrian use is not permitted in the City of Vancouver
*Paddle opportunities may exist at LaCamas Lake

Project Description: Thistrail corridor highlights the remaining preserved
open spaces within our urban area along the Burnt Bridge Creek and LaCamas
Creek watersheds. It starts at the Port of Vancouver and travels the lowlands
along the eastern edge of Vancouver Lake up to the mouth of Burnt Bridge Creek
at Vancouver Lake and parallel the creek up to Leverich Park, going under I-5
and traversing its way under SR500 to the base of the north slope of Vancouver's
“Heights” area at the Devine Road trailhead. This portion of the trail provides a
front row seat to the ongoing rehabilitation of the Burnt Bridge Creek watershed,
with creek rechanneling, shade plantings and side ponds. This trail displays the
reclaiming of wildlife habitat to its historic state back from the agricultural uses of
the 20th century. Extending from Devine Road, the trail hugs the base of the slope
below the “Heights Neighborhood” and David Douglas Park, crossing Andresen
Road and Burton Road. It reaches to the Meadow Creek Marsh extending to the
joint headwaters of Burnt Bridge Creek and LaCamas Creek watersheds

then down to the LaCamas Heritage Trail, along LaCamas Lake R
connecting to the 600+ acre LaCamas Lake park system.

Environmental Constraints: Due to the
desire for the trail to interact with the natural amenities [
of the watersheds and their creeks and lakes, shorelines, §
habitat and wetland permitting will necessitate extensive
preconstruction costs. Alignment alternatives at sensitive
areas may be necessary.

2-14
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Lake to Lake Trail

Trail Available Cost ($ / Mile) Key
Description Name of Reach | Length | Built| Classification | Jurisdiction Funding Elght of Way |Construction |[Amenities | Reaches

Lower River Road to West End of Burnt

Bridge Greenway 27| 2.0]A0 cov

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

1-5 to St. John's Road 1.5] 1.5|A1 cov

St. John's Rd to 4th Pin & Devine 1.0] 1.0]A1 cov

|Devine Road to Andresen 14| 1.4[A1 cov

Andresen to 87th Avenue 0.8] 0.8]|A1 cov

NE 87th Avenue to NE 98th Avenue 1.3 Al cov

NE 98th Avenue to 112th Avenue 0.9 Al cov

112th Avenue to 137th Avenue 1.3 A1l cov

137th Avenue to 162nd Avenue 1.3 Al UUA

162nd Avenue to 192nd Avenue 2.0 Al UUA

192nd Avenue to Heritage Trail Head 1.4 A3 UUA

iﬂaritage Trail Head to Lacamas Lake Park 4.7 4.7|A3 CAMAS

Total 22.3| 11.4
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Project Number:

Regional Trail Name: salmon Creek Greenway Trail

Project Length: 24.9 miles (3 miles built)

User Groups: Pedestrians, Bicycles, Paddlers*, Equestrians
*Paddle opportunities at the mouth of Salmon Creek

Project Description: This trail corridor extends from the mouth of Salmon
Creek at Lake River and is planned for extension to the headwaters of Salmon
Creek on Bells Mountain. The Salmon Creek watershed drains most of the northern
Vancouver urban growth area. From the Columbia River to the Salmon Creek
Treatment Facility, the trail parallels an underground utility easement for the Salmon
Creek Interceptor up to Seward Bridge in Felida at 36th Avenue. The trail then winds
its way out along the Salmon Creek lowlands to the Klineline Park Ponds near I-5.
Native fish still run in Salmon Creek and preservation of this open space corridor,
with a low-impact trail, will further this vision. From Klineline, the trail extends on to
the WSU campus, north to Brush Prairie through the open meadows south of Battle
Ground. The trail then aims toward the historic enclave of Venersborg at the base of
Bells Mountain.

Environmental Constraints: Due to the
desire for the trail to interact with the natural amenities
of the watersheds and their creeks and lakes, shorelines,
habitat and wetland permitting will necessitate extensive
preconstruction costs. Alignment alternatives at sensitive
areas may be necessary.

12-16
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Salmon Creek Greenway Trail

Trail Available Cost (3 / Mile) _ Key
Description Name of Reach| Length | Built| Classification | Jurisdiction| Funding __|Right of Way |Construction |Amenitles | Reaches

Columbia River to Lake River 1.3 A1 R

Lake River to Ashley Heights 0.6 Al R

Ashley Heights to Seward Bridge 0.9 A1 R

Seward Bridge to Cougar Creek 1.3 1.3|A1 UUA

Cougar Creek to Klineline Ponds 1.8] 1.8|A1 UUA
|Klineline Ponds to WSU Campus 2.6 Al 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 212 A2 R

Alderbook to Bells Mouniain 3.3 A3 R

Total 24.9] 3.1
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| | P Regional Trail Name: padden Parkway Trail

Project Number:

Project Length: 10 miles (9.7 miles built)

User Groups: Pedestrians, Bicycles

Project Description: The Padden Trail begins at Vancouver Lake just
north of the “Lake to Lake" trails. This trail is a very urban trail. From its trailhead at
Vancouver Lake, the trail is on-road bike lanes with attached sidewalks from Fruit
Valley Road up 78th Street, crossing Hazel Dell Avenue through heavy traffic @ I-5 &
Hwy 99 extending out to the St.John's area on NE 78th Street crossing the Chelatchie
Prairie Railroad trail. From the Chelatchie Prairie Railroad trail intersection, this
facility becomes a shared-use paved trail leaving the 78th Street alignment and
following the new Padden Parkway. This section of the trail is adjacent to the
regional wetlands area that is the headwaters of Curtin Creek near NE Andresen
Road. From the Andresen commercial area, the trail utilizes the pedestrian-and
bike-only freeway overpass, and continues to parallel the Padden Parkway out to
Hertiage High School near NE 136th Avenue. The Padden Parkway trail terminates
out China Ditch of its intersection with the Battle Ground Lake / Fisher’s__
Landing trail near NE 172nd Avenue. '

Environmental Constraints: None

12' Lane % 12' Lane ¢ 8' Shoulder 5 Varies " 12

Figure 5 2-20
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Padden Parkway Trail

Trail Available | Cost (3 / Mile) Key
Description Name of Reach| Length | Built| Classification | Jurisdiction| Funding __|Right of Way |Construction [Amenities | Reaches
Lakeshore Road to Hazel Dell Avenue 1.1 1.1 A3 U
Hazel Dell Avenue to |-5 0.2 A3 UUA
JI—S to Hwy 99 0.1 A3 UUA
Hwy 99 to the Chelatchie Prairie Railroad
trail 1.9 1.9 A3 U
Chelatchie Prairie Railroad Trail to
Andresen Road 1.0 1.0 A3 U
|-205 to NE 94th avenue 1.3 1.3 A3 U
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] 9.7

2-22



2096 Tra & Bﬂ' lewa y 5951:6:115 Fla I

R@ glo nal Tr—a:i’| N ames) l_- 3 Co.ﬁri:dz_or Tr‘a‘aiil

Project Summary

VANCOUVER-CLARK

Recreation

1 ¥ — s |

sl P! < oo oA oF
’3‘:1-:5..- / "Eﬁé}gorridor Regi onal T‘fr:a:rll
- n '..! "_‘ ‘|“ b g S —— -3 SiRiad

Cross-Section Detail

Project Number:

Regional Trail Name: 1-5 Corridor Trail
Project Length: 22 miles (1 miles built)

User Groups: Pedestrians, Bicycles, Equestrians*
*Equestrian use is not permitted in the City of Vancouver

Project Description: This trail is not so much of a trail as it is a combination
of linkeages for semi-continuous, safe, predictable pedestrian and bike routes that
parallel the |-5 corridor. This trail is directly suited to commuters. It is aimed at
alternative modes of commuting.

Environmental Constraints: None

2-23
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Vicinity Map Project Summary
Yy S . .
— 1§ | - Project Number:
oy ‘Lf“!&.,J 5 (_orridor chi onaz|'f':§|f:_rai‘|
- O S Regional Trail Name: 1-205 Corridor Trail

Z/
g Project Length: 13 miles (2 miles built)
User Groups: Pedestrians, Bicycles, Equestrians®
*Equestrian use is not permitted in the City of Vancouver

Project Description: This trail is not so much of a trail as it is a combination
of linkeages for semi-continuous, safe, predictable pedestrian and bike routes that
parallel the I-5 corridor. This trail is directly suited to commuters. It is aimed at
alternative modes of commuting.

Environmental Constraints: None
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Project Summary

Project Number:

Regional Trail Name: East Fork of the Lewis River Greenway Trail
Project Length: 28.4 miles (4.1 miles built)

User Groups: Pedestrians, Bicycles, Paddlers, Equestrians

Project Description: This trail corridor will extend from the confluence
of the East and the North Fork of the Lewis River near the LaCenter Bottoms. It will
chase the East Fork of the Lewis River through LaCenter, with its rural charm, out to
Daybreak Park and its direct river access opportunities, up to Lewisville Regional
County Park with its picnic areas and well developed network of forest trails. From
Lewisville Park, the trail will travel up to the historic enclave of Heisson and pass over
the old Heisson Bridge, now preserved for pedestrians and bicyclists only. The view
of the water worn and polished bedrock that form the river channel here are unique.
Beyond Heisson, the trail will join the Chelatchie Railroad Trail corridor up to Moulton
Falls Park, passing the Bells Mountain Trail head. At this point the Chelatchie Prairie
Railroad turns North and this trail continues east to extend to the county line from
this point ending at Sunset Campground. Halfway to Sunset Campground will be
the future trail head for the north end of the Livingston Mountain / Dole Valley Trail.

Environmental Constraints: This trail will
face several environmental constraints as it trail intends
to follow the river as closely as possible. Shorelines,
habitat and wetland permitting will necessitate extensive
preconstruction costs. Alignment alternatives analysis at
sensitive areas may be necessary.

2-27
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East Fork of the Lewis River Greenway Trail

Trail Available Cost ($ / Mile) Key
Description Name of Reach | Length | Built| Classification | Jurisdiction| Funding _|Right of Way |Construction |Amenities | Reaches
Lewis River confluence to W LaCenter 1.8 A1 R
W LaCenter to E La Center 6.9 Al UUA
E La Center to Lewisville Park 2.6 A1 R
Lewisville Park to Heison 4.4 1.4|A1 R
iHeison {o Basket Flats 1.4 Al R
|Basket Flats to Moulton Falls 3.9 2.7|Ad R
Moulton Falls to Sunset Campground 7.3 A1l R
Total 28.4( 441

2-29
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Project Summary

Project Number:

Regional Trail Name: Battle Ground / Fisher’s Landing Trail (formerly
known as Hockinson, 192nd Avenue, China Ditch trail)

Project Length: 16.1 miles (2.8 miles built)
User Groups: Pedestrians, Bicycles

Project Description: This trail begins on the Columbia River, along the
Lewis & Clark Greenway Trail. This shared-use, concrete trail parallels SE 192nd
Avenue in the Fisher’s Landing area of Vancouver. From State Route 14 up to SE
18th Street, it leaves the roadside to navigate the open space along the Lacamas
and Fifth Plain Creeks up to the meadows south of Hockinson near the China Ditch.
As the trail meanders the west side of Hockinson, it climbs up towards NE 219th
Avenue near the SE 182nd Avenue alignment. Then, on top of the foothills, east of
Battle Ground, the trail extends to Battle Ground Lake State Park intersecting with
the Chelatchie Prairie Railroad trail.

Environmental Constraints: Due to the
desire for the trail to interact with the natural amenities
of the watersheds and their creeks and lakes, shorelines,
habitat and wetland permitting will necessitate extensive
preconstruction costs. Alignment alternatives at sensitive

areas may be necessary. e

Recreation
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Battle Ground / Fisher's Landing Trail

Description

Name of Reach

Columbia River and SR-14 @ 192nd

Length

Built

Trail
Classification

Jurisdiction

Available
Funding

Cost ($ / Mile)

Right of Way

Construction

Amenities

Key
Reaches

Avenue to SE 34th Street 1.0] 1.0 A2 cov
SE 34th Street to Fisher's Swale @ SE

15th Street 1.0 1.0 A2 cov
Fisher's Swale to 1sl Si. @ SE 15th Street

(Mill Plain) 0.5 0.5 A2 cCov
15t St. to Harmony Sporls Complex @ NE

1Bth Street 1.2 0.3 A2 UUA
Harmony Sports 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 {o

Hockinson 3.2 A2 R
JHockinson to NE 189th Street 2.5 A2 R
INE 198th Street to NE 219th Street 1.0 A2 R
NE 219th Street to the Chelatchie Prairie

Rallroad trall @ Batile Ground Lake 1.2 Al R

Total 16.1] 2.8
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Project Summary
%ﬁ_,@uga[ River Corridor chiomjéﬂr | Project Number:

T - ok - RegionaITraiI Name: Washougal River Corridor Trail {formerly known as
£ 5 3 g China Ditch, Fisher's Landing Trail)

Project Length: 10.4 miles (0 miles built)
User Grou PS: Pedestrians, Bicycles, Paddlers, Equestrians

Project Description: The Washougal River Corridor Trail begins in the City
of Camas - following the Washougal River Greenway to the Washougal River Road
and follows the river along its north and west shores up to Cowlitz County and
towards Dugan Falls and Three Corner Rock in Cowlitz County.

Environmental Constraints: Because of this trail’s relationship to
the Washougal River, some alignment alternatives may present greater shorelines,
habitat and wetland permitting which will necessitate extensive preconstruction
costs. Alignment alternatives at sensitive areas may be necessary.

12'-16'

e — e —
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Figure 10 2-33
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Washougal River Corridor Trail

Trail Available Cost (5 / Mile) Key
Description Name of Reach | Length | Built| Classification | Jurisdiction Funding _|Right of Way |Construction |Amenities | Reaches
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 Cougar Creek 3.0 Al R
Cougar Creek to Vernon Road 1.5 A3 R
Vernon Road to Winkler Creek 0.9 A3 R
Winkler Creek to Clark County Line 1.3 A3 R
Total 10.4] 0.0
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Project Summary

Project Number:

I v
{

i ._'7.,‘."-""_ P ‘E - -
g, SR, Regional Trail Name: North Fork of the Lewis River Trail

v, e s A
‘a LAl ST T
A

g‘,g am Project Length: 31.5 miles (0 miles built)

= l % User GI'OleS: Pedestrians, Bicycles, Paddlers, Equestrians

( _EL ¢ i P e Project Description: The North ForkTrail will trace Clark County's northern
s 1 : ; rim going upstream along the Lewis River’s north fork, paralleling a path between
&'XA _l—“ N@"th |=0 rk of t]‘ac LCWIS Rfl the river’s edge where possible and the Pacific Highway. In Woodland, along Hayes
e ! ch, onal Tral[ g Road, it becomes Cedar Creek Road, the turning off onto Etna Road which extends
east up to Ariel Dam crossing under the power lines and towards NE Buncombe
Hollow Road. It follows along Lake Merwin's south shore and over Green Mountain
along the south shores steep slopes and cliffs in Camper’s Hideaway. From Camper’s
Hideaway, the trail extends to cross State Route 503 near the Lake Merwin Bridge
and Canyon Creek at NE Belvins Road, arriving at Yale Dam on the south side. The
trail will eventually follow Yale Reservoir’s south shore extending northeast, crossing
the scenic Siouxon Creek with horizon-filling views of Mt. St. Helens.

i
\ by,
|~

Environmental Constraints: This trail will
face several environmental constraints as it intends to
follow the river as closely as possible. Shorelines, habitat
and wetland permitting will necessitate extensive
preconstruction costs. Alignment alternatives analysis at
sensitive areas may be necessary.

10'-12'
Figure 11 2-36
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North Fork of the Lewis River Trail

Trail Available Cost ($ / Mile) Key
Description Name of Reach | Length | Built| Classification | Jurisdiction Funding Right of Way |Construction |Amenities | Reaches

\Woodland to Eagle Island 3.2 A2 R
Eagle Island to Hayes Cemetary 0.9 A2 R
Hayes Cemetary to Cedar Creek Road 1.5 A2 R
Cedar Creek Road to Happa Boat Ramp 0.9 A2 R
Happa Boat Ramp to the Grist Mill 2.5 A2 R
Grist Mill to Arie Dam 6.1 A3 R
Ariel Dam to Green Mountain 26 A3 R
Green Mountain 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 to Siouxon Creek Park 3.7 A3 R

Total 31.5| 0.0
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Project Number:
Regional Trail Name: whipple Creek Greenway Trail
Project Length: 4.8miles (0 miles built)

User Groups: pedestrians, Bicycles, Paddlers*, Equestrians
*Paddle opportunities may be possible at the mouth of Whipple Creek, but have not
been explored.

Project Description: The Whipple Creek Trail will extend the entire length
of Whipple Creek from its mouth at Lake River near the Ridgefield National Wildlife
Refuge and Kriegler Road. Following the creek where possible up to NE 41st Street
Ave. in the SARA area. From SARA, the trail will extend into and through Whipple
Creek Park near the Clark County Fairgrounds and up to I-5.

Environmental Constraints: Due to the desire for the trail to interact
with the natural amenities of the watersheds and their creeks and lakes, shorelines,
habitat and wetland permitting will necessitate extensive preconstruction costs.

Alignment alternatives at sensitive areas may be necessary.

2-39
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Whipple Creek Greenway Trail

Trail Available Cost ($ / Mile) Key
Description Name of Reach | Length | Built| Classification | Jurisdiction Funding Right of Way |Construction |Amenities | Reaches

Wildlife Refuge/Lake River to NE 51st

Avenue 1:3 A3 R PUUA

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

Sara to Whipple Creek Park 12 A3 R PUUA

Whipple Creek Park to Clark County

Fairgrounds b A3 R PUUA

Fairgrounds to I-5 0.6 A3 R PUUA

Total 48[ 0.0
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Project Summary

Project Number:
Regional Trail Name: North / South Powerline Trail
Project Length: 20.6 miles (0 miles built)

User Groups: Pedestrians, Bicycles, Equestrians

Project Description: The North/South Powerline Trail extends due north
bisecting Clark County from the BPA Ross Complex north to the North Fork of the
Lewis River along the 3900 block. Starting at the Ross Complex, the trail extends to a
crossing with the Chelatchie Prairie Railroad trail and turns north, crossing I-205, the
Salmon CreekTrail, and the creek itself before extending on to the WSU campus and
its elaborate campus trail network. From the campus, the trail crosses Mill Creek and
up to NE 199th Street and on to the historic Pioneer area of NW Clark County. From
the Pioneer areg, the trail extends north to a crossing of the East Fork of the Lewis
and the East Fork trail, just south and east of LaCenter in the LaCenter Bottoms area.
The trail then goes up the hill into the Pine Grove area that straddles the two Lewis
River watersheds before descending down to Cedar Creek Road overlooking the
North Fork and eventually ending at the Happa Boat launch.

Environmental Constraints: This trail follows
the north / south powerline so environmental constraints
should be minimized except where the trail crosses
creeks. Shorelines, habitat and wetland permitting will
necessitate extensive preconstruction costs. Alignment §
alternatives analysis at sensitive areas may be necessary.

Figure 13 242
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North / South Powerline Trail

Trail Available Cost (§ / Mile) Key
Description Name of Reach | Length | Built| Classification | Jurisdiction| Funding _|Right of Way |Construction [Amenities | Reaches
Ross Complex to Chelatchie Prairie
Railroad 1.0 A3 UUA
Chelatchie Prairie Railroad to Salmon
Creek 5.2 A3 UUA
Salmon Creek to WSU 0.5 A3 UUA
WSU to NE 199th Street 2.0 Al R
NE 198th 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 339th Street 2.8 A3 R
LaCenter to Pine Grove at NE 389th
Strest 2.4 A3 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 05 A3 R
Total 20.6( 0.0
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Project Summary
Project Number:
Regional Trail Name: East Powerline Trail

Project Length: 16.5 miles (0 miles built)

User Groups: Pedestrians, Bicycles, Equestrians*
*Equestrian use is not permitted within the City of Vancouver

VANCOUVER-CLARK

Recreation

Project Description: The East County Powerline Trail follows the BPA
Powerline from where the “Lake to Lake” trail and Burnt Bridge Creek enter
Meadowbrook Marsh at NE 86th Avenue, then extends under the power lines due
east over |I-205 alongside NE 18th Street past Evergreen High School. The trail then
extends to the Harmony Sports Complex, crossing the Lake to Lake Trail again at
Lacamas Creek through Fern Prairie. After Fern Prairie, the trail follows the slope over
the Washougal River on to Bear Prairie in the Skye area of Clark County as it crosses

Hughes Road ending at the Skamania County Line.

Environmental Constraints: This trail follows
the east powerline so environmental constraints should be
minimized except where the trail crosses creeks. Shorelines,
habitat and wetland permitting will necessitate extensive
preconstruction costs. Alignment alternatives analysis at
sensitive areas may be necessary.
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East Powerline Trail

Trail Available Cost ($ / Mile) Key
Description Name of Reach | Length | Built| Classification | Jurisdiction| Funding __|Right of Way |Construction |Amenities | Reaches

Meadowhrook Marsh to 1-205 1.1 A2 Ccov
!I-ZDS to Evergreen transit Center @ NE

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

Avenue 1.2 A2 CovV
SE 162nd Avenue to Harmony Sports

Complex 1.3 A2 UUA
Harmony Sports Complex to Lacamas

Creek (Lake to Lake Trail) 1.4 c2 R
Lacamas Creek to Fem Prairie (SR500

/NE 26th Avenue) 2.5 c2 R
Fern Prairie to the Little Washougal River 1.1 c2 R
Little Washougal River to Brown Road 0.8 Cc2 R
Brown Road to NE Ammeter Road 1.3 Cc2 R
NE Ammeter Road to Cougar Creek 2.3 C2 R
Cougar Creek to Hughes Road 0.9 c2 R
Hughes Road to Winkler Creek 0.6 C2 R
Winkler Creek to County Line 0.6 c2 R

Total 16.5] 0.0
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Project Summary

Project Number:

Regional Trail Name: Livingston Mountain / Dole Valley Trail
Project Length: 21.0 miles (0 miles built)
User Groups: Pedestrians, Bicycles, Equestrians

Project Description: The Livngston Mountain / Dole Valley Trail navigates
from the Ireland area north and east of Fern Prairie through Clark County’s Yacolt
Burn State Forest into Dole Valley nestled between dells and Larch Mountains to
the Sunset Falls area south of Yacolt into the East Fork of the Lewis River Watershed,
crossing some of Clark County’s steepest terrain over Livingston Mountain. The trail
crosses the East Fork of the Lewis, Rock Creek, (and Rock Creek Campground), Cold
Creek, and the headwaters of Lacamas Creek’s East Fork.

Environmental Constraints: This trail will face several environmental
constraints as this trail intends to intersect several creek crossing. Shorelines, habitat
and wetland permitting will necessitate extensive preconstruction costs. Alignment
alternatives analysis at sensitive areas may be necessary.
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Livingston Mountain/Dole Valley Trail

Trail Available Cost ($ / Mile) Key
Description Name of Reach | Length | Built| Classification | Jurisdiction Funding [Right of Way |Construction [Amenities | Reaches
Lacamas Lake Park to Hathaway Rd. 3.0 A3 R
Hathaway Rd to Reilly Rd. 1.0 A3 R
Reilly Rd. to Livingston Mountain Rd. 2.8 A3 R
Ireland (NE 292nd Ave and NE 53rd St) to
Livingston Mtn. 1.8 A3 R
Livingston Mtn to Spud Mtn 1.2 A3 R
Spud Mountain to the Bells Mountain
triangle (L-1400, L-1000 & L-1500
intersection) 2.0 A3 R
Bells Mountain triangle to Cold Creek 3.3 A3 R
Cold Creek to Rock Creek Campground 1.0 A3 R
Rock Creek Campground to DNR Road L-
1100 intersection 2.6 A3 R
DNR Road |.-1100 to Sunset Road (East
for of the Lewis River Trall) 2.3 A3 R
Total 21.01 0.0
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Project Summary

Project Number:

Regional Trail Name: camp Bonneville Trail
o Project Length: 12.1 miles (0 miles built)
User Groups: Pedestrians, Bicycles, Equestrians

Project Description: The Camp Bonneville Trail starts at the 600-acre
Lacamas Lake Park system at the east end of the “Lake to Lake” trail. From Lacamas
Lake, this trail will traverse through Fern Prairie towards the Little Washougal River
and along NE 242nd Avenue where State Route 500 turns west to Proebstel up
and into Camp Bonneville, the former military reservation. After winding its way
through the Camp Bonneville site, the trail will skirt the west side of the DNR lands,
terminating at the east end of the Salmon Creek Trail.

Environmental Constraints: Most of the environmental constraints
on this trail should be minimized except any of the multiple creek and river
crossings. Shorelines, habitat and wetland permitting will necessitate extensive
preconstruction costs. Alignment alternatives analysis at sensitive
areas may be necessary.
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Camp Bonneville Trail

Trail Available Cost (5 / Nﬁle) Key
Description Name of Reach | Length| Built| Classification | Jurisdiction Funding _[Right of Way |Consfruction [Amenities | Reaches
Heritage Trail to Green Mountain Golf
Course 0.75 A2 R PUUA
Green Mountain Golf Course to 54th St. 2.4 A2 R PUUA
54th St. to Lacamas Creek (Camp
Bonneville) 0.9 A2 R PUUA
Lacamas Creek to Western edge of DNR
Lands 3 A3 R PUUA
Western Edge of DNR Lands to Road L-
1400/NE 27 1st 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
ITraiI 1.2 A3 R PUUA
Total 12.1] 0.0

2-53



VANCOUVER-CLARK

Recreation

Pro;ect Summary

Project Number:
Water T rails f' Regional Trail Name: Lower Columbia River Water Trail
Regional ?_:d and Bikeway Systems Flan_ 4 Project Length: 146 river miles (Clark County segment - 40 river miles)
Cla C,ouni‘yr Was msta; @ s
= Q 1 ;_a e User Groups: Human wind -powered, beachable water craft. Non-motorized
tr: ‘,w:f:_ =t ;’a« 15\\ boaters such as sea kayakers, canoeists, and rowers.
LMM ok Lawis River Wator Trall 1" _ Project Description: The Lower Columbia River Water Trail stretches 146
’, ; river miles from Bonneville Dam to the Pacific Ocean. The trail links existing launch
b i and landing sites, camp sites, lodging, restaurants and groceries, and sites of interest
w2 La Center » _— in Oregon and Washington. Within Clark County, the trail extends from upstream
a‘nr"-\ .':‘ﬁni g 8 Daoolrcs. of Washougal to downstream of Ridgefield, and includes sites ranging from Reed
o :3@:: ’\./ i _L\ 4_ il ) Island State Park, Captain William Clark Park at Cottonwood Beach, Vancouver
ey —— Yo RS A Marine Park, the Ft.Vancouver Beach, Frenchman’s Bar Park, and the non-motorized

¥ - :_Em Sl il Water Tl boat launch in Ridgefield. The trail can be used for day, multi-day, or multi-week trips.
n

ColumblaXZh e ame"ts — .: ‘ Rather than a specific line on a map, the river is the trail and users have an extensive
‘ =8| . : range of trip options, including following Lewis and Clark’s journey down the
lower Columbia River. The Lower Columbia River Water Trail is coordinated by the

2 b, Semen % ; Lower Columbia River Estuary Partnership and guided by the Partnership’s Lower
24 .__M%‘;;“;{m ‘ Columbia River Water Trail Committee. An interactive trail web site is available at
2 § %, Water Trall Vs il www.columbiawatertrail.org.
2 ‘ﬁ{_\l‘v-’ | it e

—Vg?ouver Uscdmes Lakedll—~ i Environmental Constraints: The lower

e vl Columbia River is home to many sensitive, threatened and

endangered species and habitats. Trail users are strongly
encouraged to practice “leave no trace” principles. In
addition, the trail directs people to appropriate camp site
; memmn locations and away from sensitive habitats and private
2 River Watar Teg)) property. Each year, a number of stewardship activities
take place along the trail. New sites should only be located
in suitable locations and should be designed to minimize
environmental impacts.
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* Special acknowledgement in authoring this sheet to Chris Hathaway, Lower Columbia River Estuary Partnership, Lower Columbia River Water Trail
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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

Section III. Implementation 3-1
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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.

&

“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 ftrails 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 trail 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

Section III. Implementation 3-2
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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 cuwrent 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.

Section III. Implementation 33
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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 includes
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 must 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 Pedestrian & 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 also 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-striping 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 concerned 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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Applying “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.

[) 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 department, 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 trails 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 trails 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 & Recreation 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 attract 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 1-205 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 events 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 Vancouver, 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 signs, lines,
and legends regularly; and

o Modifying or replacing drainage as needed.
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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 motorists. 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).

!\J

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

e Improve or replace signs on existing trails.

e Develop and install safety signs on shared-use paths
and other locations as needed.

e 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 is
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
minimum, 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 of hand 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 coordinate with local bicycling
groups who could provide the training expertise, and possibly
lead organized bicycle-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 partnering 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
County

Department,  Clark

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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B) Develop and distribute informational brochures to
bicyclists, pedestrians and motorists.

C) Design periodic traffic enforcement “sting” operations
targeting violations like failing to yield to pedestrians in
crosswalks, speeding in school zones, driving in bicycle
lanes, and bicyclists and motorists running red lights.
Publicize to ensure maximum benefit.

D) Consider increased enforcement and fees for traffic
violations that endanger pedestrians and bicyclists.

E) Develop and continue a Police-on-Bikes program where
appropriate to establish police presence at a community
level.

H) Volunteerism

Clark County Parks & Recreation’s “Trail Watch” program
recruits, trains and supports volunteers to help meet the
information and safety needs of other trail users and park staff

'I«"faﬂwa‘t‘c

Vancouver-Clark parks ancl Recreation St—:l"viCﬁS.

Trail Watchers” provide trail users with information on rules
and points of interest, report safety and security concerns to
appropriate  officials and also assist with light trail
maintenance. Volunteers are assigned to the following trails:

o Discovery Trail

o Burnt Bridge Creek Trail

o Ellen Davis Trail

o Waterfront Renaissance Trail

o Discovery Historic Loop

(; CITY OF VANCOUVER DISCOVERY )

TRAIL SYSTEM GUIDELINES

Trail courtesy and salely ore your responsibility.
Hours: Dawn to Dusk

BICYCLISTS

Dogs and other domesticated animals must be on leash
Discharge ol firearms or sir-pawered weapons prohibited
Use trash bins or pack cut litter

Aleoholle beverages prehibited

Stay on designated trails

No malorized vehicles

TRaIL ETIQUETTE SIGN #
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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 Commission
and City Council in late 2005 and early 2006. These activities

included:

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

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

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

e Development of bicycling and walking support
programs.

e 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

mo 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

. 1999 Downtown Transportation System Plan

. 1999 C-TRAN Pedestrian Accessibility Program
Report

. 1998 Clark County Comprehensive Sports Fields
Master Plan

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

U. 1994 Clark County Parks, Recreation, and Open Space
Plan

1994 Clark County Growth Management Plan
. 1992 Columbia River Renaissance Project

1992 Clark County Open Space Commission Report
1992 Clark County Trail and Bikeway System Plan

1991 Columbia River/Evergreen Highway Trail Study

P AE & =

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:

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

e 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.

e 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 Chamber 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 Committee
B. The Confluence Project

Section IV. Approach 4-3



chiona| Trait and Bikcway 535tcm5 Plan

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
Wellness

L. School districts

M. Native American ftribes

AECEOMmUO

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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Trails Symposium

BLAZING NEW
TRAILS - 2005, a
community symposium
held at the Hilton Hotel
on November 4, 2005,
provided valuable input
to the evolving Clark
County Trail and
Bikeway Systems Plan.
The  event  brought
_ e .~ | together 302 people
1ncludmg many business and community leaders, planners and
engineers, trail and bike advocates, neighborhood
representatives and interested citizens to focus on future trail
planning efforts. The date was significant because it was the
200th anniversary of the very day on which Lewis and Clark
set up camp on the Columbia River in what is now Clark
County.

The primary event sponsor was the Vancouver-Clark County
Lewis & Clark Planning Committee, bringing years of
preparation for the Lewis and Clark Bicentennial
commemoration. The opening presentation provided an
opportunity to reflect on the lasting legacy of the Corps of
Discovery and its nation-building journey. Re-enactors who
traveled down the Columbia River earlier that day in dugout
canoes were introduced to a warm applause.

Then attention turned to issues of present and future concern.
Where do we want to be able to walk, hike and ride a bike in

years to come? What trails and other facilities aré needed to
make this a more active and connected community? What
needs to be done to make these trails a reality sooner rather
than later?

With a mandate to “make history,” participants took advantage
of the chance to begin
shaping a  strong,
verifiable trails vision
for Clark County and
the region. Large
county trail maps were
provided, allowing
participants to envision
and sketch ideas for
future trail extensions
and connecting routes.

Table discussions — with up
to eight people per table, they
looked at many aspects of the
current trails system - the
wants and needs of residents
and ideas for future
development. Key concerns
included accessibility of | =
trails to neighborhoods, trail L -
safety and funding mechanisms. Many participants expressed
the need for shared-use trails and more “soft” paths for bikers
and walkers. “Connectedness” was a word heard frequently,
with full linkage suggested from north to south and east to west
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for bicyclists, pedestrians and equestrians. Strong support was
voiced for a “rail trail” using the Chelatchie Prairie Railroad to
develop a trail stretching from urban Vancouver to far-reaching suggestions were long and varied,
rural areas. Others proposed utilizing available natural gas line providing fresh thinking about trails from
and electric utility corridors for trails. . people who use them on a regular basis or
are curious and want to know more. In all, over 200 pages of
notes were generated that night. These and the large county
trial maps are part of the event record.

The evening concluded with a brief
summary of table discussions. Lists of
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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?
e Adult bicyclists

Children bicyclists

Walkers

Equestrians

Paddlers

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 nearby? 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 areas. 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
o 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 Jurisdictions
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?
e 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 alignment, is within a
reasonable distance of this proposed trail project, etc.)

How would this trail be unique within the system?

Section IV. Approach 4-9
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SECTION V. ECONOMIC ADVANTAGES

A) The Health Benefits of Trails

Our community is facing a serious health crisis associated with
obesity due in part to physical inactivity. According to the
Clark County Health Department, over 60% of the adult
population of our county is either overweight or
obese. Providing people with easy access to trails can provide
the necessary opportunity to change one’s life for the better.

Obesity is associated with many serious health problems: heart
disease, certain types of cancer, Type 2 Diabetes, stroke,

arthritis, breathing problems, and psychological disorders, such
as depression.

Here are some additional sobering statistics:

e Excess weight and physical inactivity account for more
than 300,000 premature deaths per year in the U.S.,
second only to deaths related to smoking.

o The percentage of overweight adolescents has nearly
tripled in the past two decades.' Safe trails allow
children to develop habits for their health that can last a
lifetime.

One reason people don't exercise enough is lack of time and
convenience. By providing convenient, safe and inviting trails
that link to work, school, shopping, etc. trails can allow people
to combine exercise with necessary trips. Instead of driving to
the gym to use a treadmill, for example, trails can provide
convenient opportunities for people to get the exercise they
need.

John Knapp, Clark County Resident, at one point weighed 450
pounds and was diagnosed with Type 2 Diabetes and at risk of
losing his eyesight. He became a trail enthusiast when he was
able to lose 200 lbs regularly by walking and bicycling on the
Padden Parkway trail. “The trail saved my life," he says.
Knapp struggled with managing his weight and disease through
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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, he 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 all! 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." 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 line.

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 wusing

"Every $1 bike/pedestrian trails in Lincoln,
investment in trails | Nebraska, to reduce health care
for physical activity | costs associated with inactivity,
led to $2.94 in direct | quantifies the benefits of money

medical benefit." spent on trail development from a

health standpoint. The conclusion
is that for every dollar spent on ftrails nearly three dollars
(82.94) of public health benefits are produced.[2][3]

2113

[ ][ ] The study is Cost-Benefit Analysis of Physical Actlvity Using Bike/Pedestrian Trails by Guijing
Wang, PhD, Caroline A. Macera, PhD, Barbara Scudder-Soucie, Med, Tom Schmid, FhD, Michael
Pratt, MD, MPH, David Buchner, MD, MPH. It appeared in Journal: Health Promotion Practice; April
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 ftrails 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.

423) http://www.thecommunityguide.org/pa/pa-int-create-access.pdf
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The trail follows the Columbia River, passing Vancouver
Landing, the Captain Vancouver Monument and the plaza
dedicated to Ilchee, a Native Indian chief's daughter.

The Water Resources Education Center lies along the trail, as
does the Old Apple Tree, Marine Park, Kaiser Viewing Tower
and Shipyards, and Tidewater Cove. Along the way are shops,
restaurants and great places to picnic, play, or just enjoy the
view. The trail will continue east with the future Wintler Park
extension.

Trails Benefit Real Estate Investments

One resident of the new condominiums along the Waterfront
Renaissance trail said, “The trail gives everyone a sense of
certainty that they will always have access to the waterfront”.

Such certainty can serve as a strong motivating factor for
people to buy into such a newly accessible, revitalizing area.

According to a 2002 study by the National Association of
Realtors, and the national Association of Home Builders, trails
ranked as the second most important community amenity out
of a list of 18 choices.

A study of real estate agents found that 70% of real estate
agents use trails as a selling feature when selling homes near
trails. 80.5% of them feel the trail would make it easier to sell.
In Minnesota, 87% of home owners believe trails either
increased the value of their homes or had no impact. On
Seattle's most popular trail, homeowners with properties
nearby but not adjacent sold for about 6% more than
comparable properties elsewhere. Additionally, the U.S.
National Parks Service notes that increases in property values
range from 5 to 32% when adjacent to trails and greenways.""

As well as helping raise the value of real estate, a
comprehensive trail system helps improve a community’s
overall bottom line in many ways, from creating great public
spaces that attract tourists and locals alike, to facilitating safe
and healthy trips to work, school, etc.

The below sample of studies show how trails have brought
direct economic benefits to commercial areas:
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. According to the Federal Highway Administration, the
Mineral Wells to Weatherford Rail-Trail near Dallas,
Texas, attracts approximately 300,000 people annually
and generates local revenues of $2 Million.

. In the months following the opening of the Mineral Belt
Trail in Leadville, Colorado, the city reported a 19%
increase in sales tax revenue.

. A rigorous 2004 survey of trail use conducted for the
City of Eugene, OR found that city businesses and
stores benefited directly from biking and walking trails.
The study showed that a significant portion of people
were primarily attracted from out of town just to use the
bike trails. Furthermore, the study showed that they
often went to stores and restaurants in Eugene
immediately before and/or after their bike rides. ™

Calculating Economic Benefits of Bicycle Facilities and
Trails

At the website http://www.bicyclinginfo.org/bikecost/, there is
a calculating tool that one can use to estimate various costs and
benefits associated with a particular new trail project,
calculating such things as the number of new cyclists that may
start using the trail, the measured economic benefits, time
savings, decreased health costs, etc.

One of the primary resources for this tool is the National
Cooperative Highway Research Program’s Project 7-14 report
entitled Guidelines for Analysis of Investments in Bicycle
Facilities. This report is designed to provide guidelines to
evaluate the projected costs and benefits of bicycle-facility
investments. The guidelines are designed to evaluate when
facilities are warranted, which particular facility is most
appropriate, and how to integrate bicycle-facility cost-benefit
analysis into the overall transportation planning process. More
information on the report can be found at:
http://www4.trb.org/trb/crp.nsf/All+Projects/ NCHRP+7-14

C) Environmental Benefits of Trails

Benefits to Transportation Choice and Air Quality
According to the National Household Transportation Survey,
half of all trips in urbanized areas are three miles or less, easy
distances for walking and bicycling.* Additionally, two recent
polls found that a majority of Americans would like to bike and
walk more.™ All of these statistics show the importance of
providing safe and attractive bike paths and trails in our
communities.
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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
communifies. 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).

Tools 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

1 In 1999, 13 pereent of chilidron agal 6 to 11 years and 14 pacant of adolescets agad 12 10 19 years were overweight.

11 Source: Canters for Discase Control;

Iittpdiveww, ded, govineesdphp/dupa/ohesity/contributing factors itm | accessald on 1V205,

i Source: US Dept of Health and Humian Servieos atul the COC: Trails for health: Promating Healthy Lifestyles & Environments, Brochure

iv hipiwww. il y guid pa-int-create-access.pdl
v The Health Associales, tssionad by the Washington State Deyp ofhealth and Washi Coalitinn for Promoting Physical
Activity

vi The sty is Cost-Benelit Analysis of Pliysical Activity Using Bike/Paletrian Trails by Guijing Wang, PhD, Caroline A. Macera, FiD, Babara
Sculder-Soucie, Med, Tom Schatid, PhD, Midsael Prat, MD, MPH, David Buchua, MD, MPH. It appeared in Sournal: Health Promotion Practice;
April 2005 Vol. 6, No. 2, 174179

i Thiel.

il i Ameri Neconhiml

ix it peneor poviportaliserver. p/gatewayITARGS_0_2_I8(45_0_0_IR/200418_Final ta20Report_090904 pdf
x Clarke, A. National Houschold Transportation Susvey, original analysis.

xi Belden, Russonello & Stewan, 2003

xii The FHWA (Case Suxly #1, 1994)

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

every year.

il Macheth, A.G. (1999) Dicycle Lanes in Toronto 1TE Journal 38-46.

ziv Giles-Corti, B., & Donovan, ILJ, {2002), The relative influece of imdividual, social, and physical aivironment detaminants of physical activity,
Secial Scimee & Malicing, 54 1793-1812.

xv Source: NBP'C Techinical Brief National Bicycle and Padesirian Clearmphouse

Technical Assistance Series, Numlber 2

September 1995

“i“Buffer Srips: Common Sense Conservation,” National Conservation Buffer Initiative,
Natural Resources Conservation Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture,
www.nhq.nres.usda.gov/CCS/Buffers.htl.

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

il Apency (FEMA), flooding causes over $1 billion in property damages every year,
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SECTION VI. GAP ANALYSIS

The Clark County Trail and Bikeway Systems Plan seeks to Trail System Plans

develop a seamless trail and bikeway system throughout the A review of the ftrail corridors, routes, and projects
region providing essential recreation and regional identified during previous planning studies that have not
transportation amenities benefiting the community today and been constructed where alternative routes have been
generations to come. This well defined system will link public developed. The focus of this analysis included review of
facilities, housing, retail, and employment centers extending the county’s 1992 plan and the recently completed
throughout the county and into the larger metropolitan region. Vancouver Walking and Bicycle Master Plan.

Implementation of this plan will reap enormous economic
health benefits by reducing health care costs and infrastructure
costs while providing environmental and social benefits for all
residents.

Early in the planning process, a thorough review of the
developed and planned trail and bikeway facilities was
performed. This preliminary review, in combination with
public input and other planning studies, became the foundation
for the formal trail and bikeway gap analysis. The completed
gap analysis will highlight the deficiencies in the existing
system and help guide the planning and funding for future
improvements.

The gap analysis for the Clark County System can be divided
into the following categories:
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Public Involvement

Throughout the current trails plan update, the public and
user groups were engaged in a series of public open houses,
stakeholder meetings and a Citizen Advisory Committee
(CAC). This public involvement provided information on
existing trails currently not mapped, highly desired trail
linkages to be developed, and insight on frequency and
utilization of the current system. Interaction with the trail
users provided the planning team with first-hand input on
system deficiencies.

Connectivity and Accessibility

The existing system was analyzed for the level of connectivity
between trails and bikeways AND likely destinations
served. Locations evaluated include public facilities, open
space, existing trails, schools, recreation facilities, housing,
commercial nodes, employment centers, etc. For both
recreational trail and alternative transportation users, corridors
that were well connected to multiple facilities were more
desirable. Likewise, trails and bikeways that were
located close to places of employment and neighborhoods were
more likely to be used and utilized more frequently.
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Regional Network

Linking Clark County’s Trail and bikeway Plan to the
larger regional network will provide higher benefit for
local communities and neighbors within the Portland
metropolitan area.  Similarly, the current and future
planning efforts of the county’s smaller cities and towns
must be accommodated in the county’s trails plan
document, providing the opportunity for connectivity
between the maximum numbers of places within the
community. Many corridors extend beyond jurisdictional
boundaries and will necessitate the cooperation of many
entities.

Environmental Constraints

The ease of securing development permits and the
feasibility of construction was considered with the analysis
of system gaps. Avoiding limited right-of-ways, steep
topography, sensitive natural resources, and other
constraints, when possible, will make future trail and
bikeway projects financially feasible and demonstrate
responsible land stewardship.
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History, Natural and Cultural Resources

The Gap analysis should acknowledge the rich, cultural and
natural resources of Clark County. Thoughtful placement of
trail corridors can highlight the unique attributes of the county,
turning trails into linear laboratories and living classrooms.
The resources of Clark County help shape the identity of the
community and make this place more desirable to live and
visit.

Trail Users and Trends

The trail and bikeway system needs to reflect current trends in
walking and non-motorized transportation. Walking on paths
continues to be the most desired form of recreation and
exercise by the broadest segment of our community.
Bicycling, both on and off-road, rollerblading, skating and
other wheeled transportation can utilize the county’s trails and
bikeways. Equestrians and non-motorized boaters continue to
utilize land and water corridors of Clark County. The Trails
and Bikeway Plan needs to be flexible enough to adapt to the
future trends of recreation and transportation.
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Funding and Grant Eligibility

The gap analysis must consider all potential funding
opportunities available. Grant funds administered by the
state’s Interagency Committee for Outdoor Recreation are
evaluated on selection criteria that include; need “close to
home” utilization, connectivity, etc. Considering these
evaluation criteria into corridor planning will increase the
opportunities for grant-funded development. Trail and
bikeway alignments need to consider additional funding
opportunities including inclusion or partnerships with road
projects listed in the Transportation Improvement Plan, and
opportunities with other public agencies and partnerships.

High priority projects are those that can be built along with
other transportation projects within the Clark County’s
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) to assure
efficiency in costs and increase possibility of funding.
Several regional trails are planned on the same alignment
as several of the upcoming (TIP) projects. The current TIP
list is available on Clark County’s website at
www.clark.wa.gov/TIP.html.
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FEASIBILITY / REGULATORY COMPLIANCE

Many of the existing and currently proposed trail corridors
coincide with stream corridors. This coexistence creates the
natural experience that many trail users seek. It also creates the
need for careful planning and some creativity to navigate the
permitting requirements due to sensitive lands, habitat areas,
and flood plains. Development review approval must also be
obtained from the governing jurisdiction.

Section VI. Gap Analysis 6-6
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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 Facilities 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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Shared-use paths represent the majority of recommended
improvements in the Clark County Bikeway Systems Trails
Plan as they serve as major connections in the regional trail
system linking important features, land uses and areas of
interest. They can provide recreational opportunities, learning
ground for new cyclists, and utilitarian routes, depending on
their locations. Shared-use paths can take on a variety of
different treatments that both enhance the surrounding
landscape and meet the needs of users. The following trail
cross sections illustrate shared-use path treatments for trail
design opportunities in Clark County. These treatments include
designs for a standard shared-use trail, a power line trail, and a
waterside trail.

Design Type A2: Local Shared-use Paths

Local shared use paths are similar to regional but differing by
providing local connections to areas of special interest and to
regional trails, and providing shared use trail loops within
parks and neighborhoods.

Design Type A3: Primitive Trail
The primitive trail usually is a
dedicated pathway through parks,
natural areas, or rustic sites. The
users may include pedestrians,
mountain bikers and equestrians.

Design Type A4: Rails and Trails
Rails and trails are shared use linear routes adjacent to active
rail lines with safety measures to protect trail user.

Design Type B1: Bike Lanes

A bicycle lane is the portion of the
roadway designated by striping and
bicycle pavement markings for the
one-way, exclusive or preferential
use of bicycles. Per the arterial
atlas, classification bike lanes
should be provided on most
collectors and arterials with traffic
greater than 3,000 vehicles per day.
Bike lanes can help increase the
total capacity of the roadway by
removing bicycles from the vehicle
lanes, provide for more predictable
movements, and encourage
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cycling. Clark County is committed to providing bicycle lanes
to create an interconnected system of facilities available to the
widest possible variety of users.

Design Type B2: Bike Route Shared Roadway

When designated by appropriate signing and stenciling, shared
roadways provide for new, shared-use path with pedestrian or
motor vehicle traffic, preferably on lower volume roadways.
On higher volume roadways, an extra wide (12 to 14 feet) curb
lane is recommended.

Design Type C1: Sidewalks

The existing pedestrian system in Clark County consists of on-
again/off-again sidewalk networks. The city has no specified
pedestrian districts or designated pedestrian malls. In several
Clark County locations, the pedestrian system is
comprehensive, such as in some R -
areas of downtown Vancouver
and the Fort Vancouver area.
However, some areas of Clark
County are characterized by a
relatively piecemeal system, with
high-quality = sidewalks and
pedestrian crossings adjacent to
new developments connecting to
inadequate = or  nonexistent
systems adjacent to older
developments. It should be noted
that, in most cases, a traditional sidewalk is not an ideal
substitute for either bicycle lanes or a separated path, as
sidewalk bicycle riding has been found to be a significant

safety hazard nationwide. In fact, 26 percent of reported
bicycle-motor vehicle related crashes in Clark County involve
sidewalk bicycle riding. These sidewalk/paths are intended to
be primarily used by pedestrians, with the corresponding bike
lanes intended for bicycle use.

Design Type C2: Walking Trails

: The design of walking trails is
highly dependent on the intended
use. When building walking
paths, there are several design
elements to take into account like
drainage, erosion, slope, presence
of  waterways, vegetation,
riparian and habitat areas,
environmental requirements and
regulations, and others. Trails can
vary in width from 4’-12 feet In
addition, walking trails can also accommodate bicyclists if
there is adequate space and safety concerns are met.

Design Type D1:
Equestrian Trail
Equestrian  ftrails are
dedicated to equestrian use
only and consist of an
earthen surface.
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Design Type E1: Water trails Columbia River / Clark County
Trails in rivers and other waterways offer a umque view of the Launch and Landing Sites

nature of the region.
Developing  water trails

means providing  access
points for canoes, kayaks,
boats and rafts. Paddling and
rowing are great ways to get
exercise and experience and
appreciate the natural and
urban areas along
waterfronts.

Watcr Trai/s

777..‘:"‘ Regional T rail and Bikeway Systems Han
CJnrkCoung,Waimgton 2

Some design guidelines for water trails include:

"-,r'
. . defield Enat Fark anis R!wr \l\hins'l'rnlj_
A. Water access points every five miles along g o

Lowe ] |
navigable rivers coumbin\THE E‘magmund _“ ‘A
B. Average of three miles per hour T (P : '
C. Boat racks can help facilitate a visit to a restaurant :
or store at a landing site. g

D. Camping is an amenity that’s useful along water
trails Maps are also important to know when they
can get on or off the water trails

A good source of information: Logical Lasting Launches by R e
National Park Service Rivers & Trails Program, 2004. -
http://www.nps.gov/nere/programs/rtca‘helpfultools/ht _launch

guide.html
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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
Frenchman’s Bar Park Beach Launch 99
Blurock Landing 100
Langsdorf Landing Boat Ramp 98
Ridgefield Boat Ramp 91
Ridgefield Kayak Launch 90
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 2: Divert Users to Existing Intersection -
Bikeways which emerge near existing
intersections may be routed to these locations.
Type 3: Signalized/Controlled — Bikeway crossings
which require signals or other control measures
due to traffic volumes, speeds, and trail usage.
Type 4: Grade-separated — Bridges or under crossings
provide the maximum level of safety but also
generally are the most expensive and have right
of way, maintenance, and other public safety
considerations.

Type 1 and 1+ Unmarked/Marked Crossings

A Type 1
crossing consists
of a crosswalk,
signing, and
often no other
controls to slow
or stop traffic.
The approach to

designing
crossings as mid-
block locations
depends on an
evaluation of
vehicular traffic,
line of sight, trail traffic, use patterns, road type and width, and

other safety issues such as the proximity of schools. The
following general thresholds outline where unmarked crossings
may be acceptable. Install crosswalks at all locations.

A. Maximum Traffic Volumes:
10,000-15,000 average daily traffic (ADT)
1,000-1,500 peak hours

B. Maximum 85" percentile speeds:
35-45 mph

C. Maximum street width:
60 feet (no median)

D. Minimum line of sight:
25 mph zone: 100 feet
35 mph zone: 200 feet
45 mph zone: 300 feet

On residential and collector streets below 10,000 ADT,
crosswalks and warning signs (“Bike Xing”) should be
provided for motorists, and STOP signs and slowing
techniques (bollards/geometry) used on the trail approach. Care
should be taken to keep vegetation and other obstacles out of
the view line for motorists and trail users. Collector streets up
to 15,000 ADT require a higher level of treatment for crossings
than residential streets. These are referred to as “Type 1+” in
the recommended treatments. In addition to the features
described for residential streets, signing locations may need to
be moved further upstream and made more visible for
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motorists. A flashing yellow beacon costing between $15,000
and $30,000, may be used, preferable one that is activated by
the trail user rather than operating continuously. Some
jurisdictions have successfully used a flashing beacon activated
by motion detectors on the trail, triggering the beacon as trail
users approach the intersection. This equipment, while slightly
more expensive, helps keep motorists alert.

Crossings of higher volume arterials over 15,000 ADT may be
unmarked in some circumstances — for example, if they are
located near a signalized intersection, a median island is
present, and there are substantial gaps in traffic. Such crossings
would not be appropriate; however, if a significant number of
school children used the trail.

Type 2: Divert Users to Existing Intersection

Crossings within 250 feet of an
existing signalized intersection
with pedestrian crosswalks are
typically diverted to the
signalized intersection for
-wm ‘ FEOR ‘-.—:. safety purposes. For this option
: \nm_[(” t‘!{:fﬁ r ’.. | to be effective, barriers and
AR L o| signing would be needed to
B direct trail wusers to the
signalized crossings. In many cases the intersections are
directly adjacent to the crossings and are not a significant
problem for trail users. Several crossings do fall into this
category in Clark County.

' @umr' l”:

Type 3: Signalized/Controlled Crossings

New signalized crossings are recommended for crossings more
than 250 feet from an existing signalized intersection and
where g5t
percentile  travels
speeds are 45 mph
and above and/or
ADT’s exceed
15,000 vehicles.
Each crossing,
regardless of traffic
speed or volume,
requires additional
review by a
registered engineer
to identify sight lines, potential impacts on traffic progression,
timing with adjacent signals, capacity, and safety.

Trail signals are normally activated by push buttons, but also
may be triggered by motion detectors. The maximum delay for
activation of the signal should be two minutes, with minimum
crossing times determined by the width of the street and trail
volumes. The signals may rest on flashing yellow or green for
motorists when not activated, and should be supplemented by
standard advanced warning signs. Typical costs for a signalized
crossing range from $75,000 to $150,000.
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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
sight from public view and -may have poor v131b111ty
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 o '
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.

Slgnmg and Strlpmg
: 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,
;| 8 location, and other criteria are identified in
- I the Manual for Uniform Traffic Control
- =& Devices (MUTCD). [ ; 7
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 s
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.

L. REDUCE

. SPEED 4

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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C) Trailheads or other pertinent information as well as an
Clark County’s share-use paths attract pedestrians, cyclists and emblem or icon that is representative of the
equestrians. Trailheads and trailhead amenities must therefore specific area of stream basin that the trail is
be designed to meet the needs of this diverse set of users. located within.

Tra;l Amenities Photo Gallery B. 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.

] Clark County has
already  established
distinctive  designs
for certain  trail |
amenities and design

details. Use of this
common aesthetic in
developing Clark :
County’s trails will &
be a valuable tool in creating a cohesive trail
network, although for certain trails an K2 e
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 proud past, promising future
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,
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C. Develop kiosks that host a large map of the trails
system in key locations. The kiosk may also
contain small maps users can take with
them.
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Regional Trail & Bikeway Systems Plan
Clark County Trall Classifications
Standard Doesign Types

Const.
Cost Par
Classification |Trail Type | Trail Width |Surface Mile Usors Functlon R.O.W.|Clearances  |Treatment Amenities
Al Reglonal 1216 Asphall or |S220,000 Pedeslrians, Provides major canneclions |25'lo | Side 2'-07, Separaled right of way Trailhead, parking,
Shared-use Concrale bicycles, etc. belween other reglonal trails, |50' Verlical 10°-0™ |from molor vehicles with  |comfort amenities,
Path Equeslrians where |land uses, and arees of exclusiva usa for furnishings, lighling,
feasible, paraliel special intarast, including pedesirdans and blcycles, |and slgnage.
and separale. schools, parks, employment Includes grade separajed
centers, ele, Optlonal and signalized croasing
adjacent 4' equesirian trall poinis.
AZ Local 10-12° Asphall, 5190,000 Pedeslirians, Provides local conneclions to|25* Side 2-0%, Separaled right of way Slle furnishings.,
Shared-use concrele, ar| blcycles, elc. areas of speclal interest and Vertical 10°-0" |from motor vehicles, lighting, and
Palh gravel Equestrians whera |regional trails, and provides Includes Intermal signage. May
feasible shared use trall loops wilhin circulallon wilhin park, Include addilional
parks and neighborhoods. recreallon sltes, and amenlilies adjacanl
Oplional adjacent 4* rasidenlial areas. to trail corridor.
equestrian trail (D1).
Includes communily feeder
tralls
A3 Primlliva .5'(Dad.) |Earthen, $5,000 Varies, may Include |FPrimarily dedicaled and N/A N/A Vary In widih depending Minimal signage and
Trail 5-12' graval, or padeasirians, sharad-use lralls through on site and use, typlcally |amenitles
(Shared) wood chips mountaln blkes, and |parks, natural areas, or rustic excaed ADA design
equestrians |slies. guidelines.
Ad Ralls and 1216 Asphall, $220,000 Pedeslrians, Provides shared use linear |Varles |Side 2-07, Located adjacent lo Trallhead, parking,
Tralls concrata, ar| bicycles, elc. routes adjacan! to active rail Verlical 10-0" |exisling rall lines with camforl amenilles,
gravel Equeslrians where |lines. Oplional adjacent 4° safaty measuros lo prolect|fumishings, and
feasible equestrian trail (D1) trall user. May Include full | signage.
ralls to tralls.
B1 On Sireat 5 Roadway Bicyclist Bicyclisls on roadways NIA NIA Striped for one-way bike |Signagse and siriping
Bike Lane travel on street or highway
B2 Blke Roula |N/A Roadway Bleyclist Accommodales bicyclisis NIA NIA Proper signage allows for {Signage
on Roadway, typieally on lower volume shared use between
roadways bicyelists and molor
vahicles.

C1 Sidewalk 16" Cancrefle $182,000 Pedaslrians Provides local access lo N/A Per County Localed along streels and |Signage, striping,
homes, businesses, and Codes are ssaparated by curb and curb ramps
ather local featuras for and/or planling sirip
pedastrians.

c2 Walking -10° Asphalt, $110.000 Pedeslrians Providas less Inlensive Side 2'-0", Vary In widlh depending | Sita furmnishings and

Palh concrele, or connaclions ar roules wilhin Vertical 8-0" |on inlended users. Careful |signage. May
graval parks and nalural areas. conslderations to include additional
May Include blcyclisis. topographic and amenilles adjacent
environmenlal 1o trall.
i caonslderalions.
D1 Equestrian |4° Earthen rEqueslrinns Polnt to point iravel and local |[N/A Side 2'-07, Stand alone irail elemenls | Equestrian traller
Trall challenged course clemenis Vertical 100" |or sacondary lo olher trall |parking, comfart
classificatlon. amenities, and
slgnage
E1 Waler Trall |N/A Waler NA Non-molorized Roules along water bodles N/A NIA Water tralls are most olten|Launch and landing
boaters for people using small ideniifled by the land slles, campsiles, resl
beachable boals like kayaks, facllities that suppori water|areas, and olher
canoes, day sallers or fravel. points of interest
|rowboals.
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SECTION VIII. CULTURAL & HISTORIC RESOURCES

Clark County possesses a rich
cultural and environmental
heritage. The area was abundant in
plants and wildlife for the Chinook |
and Klickitat Indians to hunt, fish
and gather. Lewis and Clark made
their famous expedition and
camped and traded with the Native
Americans along the Columbia
River in the Ridgefield Wildlife
Refuge area.

From approximately, 1840 to
1860, the Hudson’s Bay Co.

operated Fort Vancouver, cultivating the land, trading with the
Native Americans and attracting hunters and trappers from a
wide range of cultural backgrounds. Settlers came to Clark
County to build farms and to later develop the logging
industry.

Thousands of waterfowl continue to
winter in Clark County’s wetland areas,
thriving on the mild climate and abundant
food sources. Historians, archaeologists
and environmentalists are finding rich
sources of cultural and environmental
information to study, preserve and enhance the area.

Many rewarding learning opportunities are available as the
proposed trails pass through or within close proximity to some
of the Country’s historically and environmentally significant
sites.

Bicyclists and hikers will be able to take day, overnight or
week long cultural and environmental tours of different
sections of the trail system. Clark County’s historical and
environmental significance will come to life to school children,
who will be able to visit specific areas along the trail as they
study  history and
ecology in  school.
Many of the historical

and ecologically
significant places are
within Vancouver,

Ridgefield, Camas and
Cattle Ground city
jurisdictions. The trails
plan does not include
these city jurisdictions,
but provides trails to the
cities enabling trail
users to take advantage of each area.
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A) THE PLACES

Fort Vancouver National Historic Site
Fort Vancouver was the Northwest base of operations for the

London-based Hudson’s Bay Company, controlling 700,000
square miles stretching from Russian Alaska to Mexican
California, and from the Rocky Mountains to the Pacific
Ocean. As a center of activity and influence, the Fort had a
profound effect on the development of this region and
remained an active post until 1860. Today, costumed
interpreters re-enact the past in ten reconstructed buildings,
providing an authentic slice of life from Fort Vancouver’s
heyday.

Officers Row Natzonal Htstortc Dlstrzct
Officers Row is one of | T A
the oldest 4

neighborhoods in the §
Northwest and one of |
Vancouver’s great
historic treasures. The
2] exquisitely
preserved Victorian-era
homes built for U.S.
officers represent the
architecture style
common to the Army,
while reflecting unique
Pacific Northwest
modifications. Over the years the Row has been home to such
military notables as Ulysses j i i
S. Grant, George C. Marshall
and Omar Bradley. Historic
markers tell the story of the
area.
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Downtown Vancouver

Rich in history and full of surprises, downtown Vancouver is a

great place to live, work . . . and walk. The influence of the
city’s founding pioneers is felt in prominent downtown
structures, monuments, and the oldest public square in the
Pacific Northwest. Public art, fountains, plazas and parks add
to the appeal. Your tour takes you past historic attractions such
as Providence Academy, built in 1873, as well as exciting
examples of urban redevelopment, including Vancouver Center
and Esther Short Park Plaza.

Columbia River Waterfiront

Since 1991, Vancouver’s waterfront has undergone an amazing
renaissance  with the [EESE— = i
development of a four-mile
scenic trail connecting the
downtown area to the city’s
long-neglected  shoreline.
Discovery Historic Loop
links to the trail at the foot
of Columbia Street and
takes you past the ,
waterfront’s many historic, cultural and scenic attractions, plus
shops, restaurants, and great places to picnic, play or just enjoy
the view.

City of Vancouver

The City of Vancouver’s Columbia River Renaissance Project
has developed a plan, integrated with the trails plan for a 12-
mile trail extending along the Columbia River corridor from
Frenchman’s Bar
to 1-205. The

Renaissance

Project has
identified a
number of
significant natural,
cultural, and

historic resources
within the study
area including
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Vancouver Lake, Fort Vancouver National Historic Site and
Officer’s Row.

Vancouver Lake
Vancouver Lake’s dominant feature is the adjacent Columbia
River lowlands. The wetland areas at the lake have a number of
points where a trail could allow observation of the unique
wildlife and plant species without disturbing their environment.
A public park which provides picnic, swimming and wing
sailing opportumtles is also located at the lake.

Fort Vancouver National

Historic Site

The Fort Vancouver National
Historic Site is a reproduction
of the Hudson’s Bay Co.
operation that was located in
the Vancouver vicinity from
approximately 1840 to 1860. It
provides a view into the life
and operation of the Fort at that
time. On special days, life at

the Fort is reenacted in full costume. Volunteers and National
Park staff members dress in authentic costumes depicting the
varied cultures from which its occupants and visitor came.

Some of the special events that occur each year include:
-Queen Victoria’s Birthday Celebration
-4" of July Celebration
-The Encampment
-The Candle Light Tour
-Christmas at the Fort Re-enactment

The National Parks Service is engaged in an ongoing program
of improvements to the site. Presently the fur trapper’s
warehouse is nearing completion. Existing buildings include
the chief factor’s house, the bakery, the blacksmith shop, the
infirmary, the trading post and store and the lookout tower. A
garden fashioned after gardens of that time containing arbors,
benches, a sundial and historic plants is located at the entrance,
outside the Fort walls.
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COLUMBIA WAY/COLUMBIA

The Clark County Historic Museum RIVER/EVERGREEN HIGHWAY TRAIL
The Clark County

Historic Museum, in the
old Carnegie Library,
exhibits many artifacts
that are  historically
significant to life in the
Clark County area and
provides information on Jg&l
the history of the area.
Along with a visit to the
museum, history buffs
and school children can
take walking tours of the
historically significant buildings located in the Vancouver
downtown area.

Old Apple Tree Park

The Old Apple Tree Park along the Columbia River
Renaissance Project Trail is a city park which both honors and
preserves the
Northwest’s  oldest
apple tree, planted in
1826 by the founder
of Ft. Vancouver.
Now surrounded on
the north by SR 14
and the south by the
railroad tracks, the ; °
park presents a strong
contrast between the §
cultivated landscape
of the past and the
hard-edge landscape
of the present. Each
Fall, an Old Apple ~ LEt
Tree Park Festival takes pIace where a piece of apple pie (and
sometimes apple tree seedlings) may be purchased.
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COLUMBIA RIVER/EVERGREEN HIGHWAY
TRAIL STUDY PROJECT

The Evergreen Highway Trail Project will provide a rewarding
trip east, near the Columbia River on an old residential
highway to the City of Camas.

Several historic sites date back to British control from Fort
Vancouver and early American settlement. The river area was
important to Native American activities and settlement as well,
but development and “pot hunting” has disturbed these sites
leaving no specific resource to visit. Historic markers at a
selected area along the bikeway could be installed to provide
awareness of the importance of this area to the Native
Americans. The Lewis and Clark Expedition campsites are also
not accessible, but could be referred to by marker.

The following is a brief description of each of the historic and
environmental points of interest along the trail.

Stranger House

“The Stranger House”
is historically
significant for its close
association with the
earliest ~ period  of
settlement in  Clark
County and serves as a
rare example of pioneer
plan construction.” -
Stranger worked for the Hudson’s Bay Company in England

and came to Fort Vancouver in 1838 to tear down the
temporary sawmill and replace it with a larger mill. He
supervised the mill for 12 years.

Fisher’s Cemetery

Several remnants of the old community can still be found near
present day 164™ Avenue, including the building which once
housed the community store and the pilings in the Columbia
River at the end of 164™ “The cemetery, one of the few
remaining remnants of the community, is well preserved and is
thought to be the oldest settlers’ burial ground in Clark
County”.
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WPA Era Fish Hatchery

Directly across from the sawmill site, on the north side of the
highway, is the Vancouver Trout Hatchery, which is operated
by the Washington Dept. of Wildlife. The attractive hatchery
buildings and grounds were constructed in 1936 as a WPA
(Works Projects Administration) project as part of President
Roosevelt’s “New Deal”.

Prior to the construction of this fish hatchery, Henry Biddle’s
son, Spencer Biddle built a small hatchery in the same vicinity
and raised rainbow trout which were sold to the Union Pacific
Railroad dining car service, Henry Thiele’s restaurant in
Portland and large hotels in Chicago.

CITY OF CAMAS

Lacamas Lake Park
Lacamas Lake Park is located at Round Lake north Camas.
Donated to the citizens of Clark County by Crown Zellerback
(now James River Corporation), Lacamas Lake Park provides a
picnic area, play center, hiking trails and excellent fishing for
trout, bass, bluegill and perch. South of the lake, below the
dam, Lacamas Creek becomes a rushing stream cascading
across a unique rock formation called “Pot Holes”. Huge old
growth trees set off a wilderness area where a nest of - ospreys
and other native birds [ T
attract birdwatchers.
Wildflowers, including the
camas lily, which blooms
in  mid-April, abound.
Hiking trails cover the 312
acres, providing a ringside
view of the natural habitat
with its wide variety of
wildlife.
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Pittock-Leadbetter House
The Pittock-Leadbetter
house  located on
Lacamas Lake is a fine
example of Victorian
Architecture. It was
commissioned by
Henry Pittock, founder
of the  Oregonian §
Newspaper as a fi
wedding gift to his son [
and  daughter-in-law.
As a member of the
construction crew, John Roffler got his first home building
experience and his inspiration to pursue a building career.

Roffler Houses

Several houses build by "
John Roffler can be seen in
the City of Camas. Some
include: the Alves-Roffler
House which was Roffler’s &
first home built for his
bride, the Ulrich House
built between 1913 and
1914 for his brother Ulrich,

the Charles Farrell House, 11
Roffler’s grandest house
built for his sister and her husband, who were prominent
Camas business people, and several other houses.

Steigerwald ~ Wildlife

Interpretive Center
East of Camas, the Steigerwald Wildlife Refuge and proposed
Interpretive Center, with construction scheduled for 1994
which will serve as the Gateway to Columbia River National
Scenic Area on the Washington side, and w1ll provide wetland
wildlife refuge
education in this
area of the county.
The center will be
located in the
northeast corner of
the refuge with
convenient access
from the rail and
; (i bikeway along the
Colurnbla River lee prowdmg hnkage to Cottonwood Beach
and the proposed Washington State Park.

Refuge and  Proposed

Point Vancouver to Cape Hom Trail
The trails plan provides for
connection to the Vancouver to
Cape Horn Trail at Lawton Creek
in the Columbia Gorge Scenic
Area. The Pt. Vancouver to Cape
Horn Trail leads to the cliffs and
scenic views of Cape Horn.
Although Clark County enters
only a small portion of the
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Columbia Gorge Scenic Area, the trail plan provides access to
explore trails located in the Gorge.

VANCOUVER/LAKE FELIDA/

RIDGEFIELD AREA

The Vancouver Lake/Felida/Ridgefield Area provides the
environmentalists and historian with an opportunity to study
the abundant wildlife that inhabits the Vancouver Lake and
Ridgefield Wildlife Refuge. Additionally, a historic prune farm
and dryer are located at the Anderson/Beletski Prune Farm.

Vancouver Lake

As described earlier, Vancouver provides opportunities to
explore the lake and adjacent Columbia River lowlands as well
as to picnic at Vancouver Lake Park.

Ridgefield Wildlife Refuge and Interpretive Center

The Ridgefield National Wildlife Refuge, one of the most
important nesting grounds R UL C RN
for  migrato birds Ry S et i Ml

gratory

(including ducks, swans,
sandhill  cranes and
several subspecies of
Canada geese) in the
Pacific Northwest
provides the individual
the opportunity to study
the wildlife unique to this
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area. The refuge area is historically significant, as well, being
“...the site of a major village of Cathlapohtle Indians, a band of
the Chinook tribe with whom Lewis and Clark traded and spent
several nights on their 1804 expedition.” A basalt quarry used
to obtain cobblestones to pave the streets of Portland is also
located on the site.

An interpretive center fashioned after Chinook-style longhouse
and a replica of the Lewis and Clark campsite is proposed to be
built. Chinook-style art is proposed to be used on both the
interior and exterior of the center. The main floor will have a
reception area, exhibit hall, auditorium (which can be divided
into three classrooms) and an archaeological lab and
curation/storage facility.

The camp site will focus on Lewis and Clark and observations
made during the expedition.

The Lancaster House/Columbia House
The Lancaster House/Colmnbla House, which is possibly the
YR . ¢ : oldest frame
mansion in the state
of Washington, is
located north of the
Wildlife refuge and
visible from the
boat launch road
north of the Refuge.

BATTLE GROUND/
LEWISVILLE PARK AREA

The Lewisville Park
Lewisville Park is the county’s oldest regional park. Built by

WPA (W ork PI'O_] ects Admlmstratlon) workers durmg the
Depression era, its picnic shelters and historic caretaker’s
residence are excellent examples of 1930’s Rustic Architecture.

Pomeroy Living History |
Farm ,
The Pomeroy Living History '
Farm provides visitors a view
into one of Clark County’s 3
pre-electric  farms. E.C.
Pomeroy settled in Clark
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County in 1910. The existing farm was built in the 1920’s after
the first one was destroyed by fire. It was electrified in the
1930’s. During the first full weekend of each month from June
through October, visitors can learn how the farm operated.
There is a tea room where a plowman’s lunch or afternoon tea
can be purchased on Fridays and Saturdays and special teas and
events area featured throughout the year. A gift shop which
sells British imports is open all year during the weekend and on
certain days during the week.

Moulton Falls Park
Moulton Falls
Park, located
on the East
Fork of the
Lewis River,
provides
historic  and
environmental
experiences
from  hiking
on the
Murphy Grade
which was
built in the
1920°s for
logging, :
visiting volcanic rock formations including pools and low
waterfalls cut from the dense lava rock, to studying stands of
Douglas Fir, Alder, Dogwood, Hemlock and Willow.

C.A.S.E.E. (Center of Agriculture, Science, and

Environmental Education)

The C.A.S.E.E. Salmon Creek Center will provide a full day
experience in wetland development, fish management,
agriculture studies and environmental design. Part of the Battle
Ground School District educational program, C.A.S.E.E.
Salmon Creek Centers is an 80-acre site currently in the
developmental stages. “The site will include a central structure
housing classroom facilities, science laboratories and related
facilities for learners of all ages, as well as support staff.
Several agencies with a scientific, agricultural and
environmental mission will also be allocated space. Other
features will include a conference center with breakup rooms
designed to accommodate 150 people and a
demonstration/food preparation kitchen. An arboretum, nature
trail, and organic farming site are being designed in
conjunction with demonstrations of the use of recycles plastics,
woods, tires, and organic materials. A wildlife and animal
habitat area exists and will be complemented by a series of
ponds which will demonstrate aquatic habitat, fisheries, and
ornamental uses of water.

Cedar Creek Grist Mill

Built in 1876, the Cedar
Creek Grist Mill has been I
restored and is open on a [ :
regular basis on weekends. §
Tour groups, school children
and other organizations can
tour the mill during the week
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by appointment. The Grist Mill is the only grain grinding mill
in Washington that has maintained its original structural
integrity, grinds with stone and is water powered.

YACOLT/AMBOY/
CHELATCHIE PRAIRIE AREA

The Yacolt/Amboy/Chelatchie
Prairie Area is rich in the
history of the Klickitat Indians, F
the McClellan Trail and early [
pioneer  settlement. The @B
original pioneer home where [§
new pioneers stopped before
they settled and several Indian
food gathering locations can be
visited in this area. The
Historic Chelatchie Prairie [#
Cemetery and Yale Bridge
provide additional insight into
the history and ecology of the area.

Although the Amboy/Chelatchie Prairie Area has a rich historic
background, (except for the historic homes) a proposed historic
museum, bridge and cemetery, much of the history is not easily
detected on casual observance. This study, therefore, suggests
that this area be given extra support in marking its historically
significant sites. The approach suggested below, in addition to
pointing out historically significant sites will add a distinct
character that should provide added tourist interest. This may

serve as a pilot program for marking other historic places in the
county.

North Clark County Historic Museum
The North Clark County Historic Museum will be housed in
the old United
Brethren Church
building, which
was built in
| 1910. The
¢ | building is
&8 presently being
restored and will
display Native
American,
pioneer and
logging exhibits.

Amboy School

The Amboy School is located up the road from the Museum. It
has been remodeled and is presently used as a residence. The
outside of the building still shows how the old school looked.
A marker telling when the school was in session and
illustrating how it was used could be placed near the front gate.
It could depict the children playing outside on the school
ground, ringing the school bell (which will be exhibited in the
museum) and showing how the children dressed and worked in
the classroom. Additional information could tell how long they
went to school and what they studied.
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Historic Homes

Many of the first pioneer
homes dotting the landscape
in the Amboy area provides
the visitor a view of what life
was like at the turn of the
century. These homes are
used as  present day
residences and the owners
have somewhat maintained
the original appearance.
Some of the houses have
been restored while others
show the wear of time,
providing a pleasant view
into the home life of this
small rural area. Markers
could be placed at each home
showing the name of the
original family and the date
the house was built. A map
showing the location of each house and telling the history of
the area would provide an interesting self guided tour for
bicyclists, walkers and motorists.

Chelatchie Prairie/Tumtum Mountain

The Chelatchie Prairie, quickly disappearing to suburban
development, was an important food gathering area for the
Klickitat Indians, who traveled from the Yakima area to Mt. St.
Helens and Mt. Adams to gather berries, to the Chelatchie
Prairie and surrounding area to gather and process camas root
and bracken fern and to Fort Vancouver to trade. Located in the
prairie near the Mt St. Helens National Monument
Headquarters, is a field where camas lily blooms.

This field is also the site of one of the Indian camas root food
processing locations. From the field, is a view of Tumtum
Mountain, a distinctive
landmark and a special place to
the Indians. A small bicycle
and pedestrian rest stop could
be provided in this general
location. A special historic
marker could be placed which
would include a paved central
area with information
imbedded into the pavement
telling about the significance of

the area and which would show ~
a map of the area as it was used by the Native Americans. The
rest stop could be located to provide a view of Tumtum
Mountain and a sculpture of Indian women and children
digging camas root could be placed in the foreground. Camas
lilies could be planted en masse around the sculpture for
visitors to see bloom. A description of the native plants
important to the Klickitat with pictures or relief sculptures
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showing what the plants look like can be included in a sitting
wall near the sculpture. Rocks or benches can be provided
upon which visitors can quietly sit, eat their lunch and
experience what the area was like when the Indians came to
gather and process the food. A description of how the food was
processed and, if feasible, a replica of the root processing
ovens could be located off to the side of the central part of the
area.
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SECTION IX. FUNDING FOR TRAIL PROJECTS

T ™ 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 trail
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 available 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 Committee 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,
i and public health.

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

1. Land and Water Conservation Fund Grants, US Forest Service

b2

Community Development Block Grants, US Department of Housing and Urban Development

3. Conservation Reserve Program, US Department of Agriculture

4. Wetlands Reserve Program, US Department of Agriculture

5. 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
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State and Local Funding

The Interagency Committee for
Outdoor Recreation (IAC) is a main
source for funding at the state level.
IAC  administers several grant
programs for recreation and habitat conservation purposes.
Depending on the program, eligible project applicants can
include municipal subdivisions of the state (cities, towns, and
counties, or port, utility, park and recreation, and school
districts), Native American tribes, state agencies, and in some
cases, federal agencies and nonprofit organizations.

Other Funding Sources

A funding strategy for trail development should seek resources
nationally as well as locally, and from the private bodies as
well as government agencies. Many foundations and
corporations offer grant programs targeting such general area
as conservation, recreation and transportation alternatives, and
such specific areas as bicycling, habitat preservation, and trail
development. Some valuable sources for researching such
funds are referenced in the appendix per the example below.
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Controlling |Washington State Interagency
Agency Committee for Outdoor Recreation
Program/ |National Recreation Trails Program
Source :

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

Eligible Projects | e Rehabilitation

e Maintenance

e Education

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

Geographical e Program focuses on projects that support

Restrictions backcountry experiences

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

o In fiscal 2005, $1.23 million was awarded.

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

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

e Grant cycles occur on annual basis

Revenue/Tax Base (e Federal gasoline taxes attributed to recreational,
non-highway uses.

Eligible o Local governments (towns, cities, etc.), nonprofits,

Recipients state agencies, tribes, federal agencies.

Grant Limits e Minimum $5,000

e Maximum $50,000
e Education project limits $5,000 - $10,000

Sponsor Match e Minimum 20% of total project cost

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

Contact Interagency Committee for Outdoor 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 (Project for Public Spaces)
http://urbanparks.pps.org/topics/funding/
greenway_sources

2. Trails and Greenways Clearinghouse (Rails-to-Trails
Conservancy)
http://www.trailsandgreenways.org

3. The Washington Foundation Data Book
http://www.foundationdatabook.com/walinks.html
C&D Publishing, 1017 SW Morrison #500
Portland, OR 97205
(503) 274-8780, info@founationdatabook.com
http://www.fdncenter.org

4. The Foundation Center
http://www.fdncenter.org

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-governmental funding
sources available nationwide.

The IAC’s Washington Wildlife Recreation Program has a
specific trail component.
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A variety of other creative funding options should also be
considered for funding trail development. Grant funding can be
a component of a larger comprehensive funding strategy that
includes:

A. Local bond referenda

B. Annual appropriations through a capital improvement
plan

C. Creation of a new trust fund for land acquisition and
facility development specific to a trails and pedestrian
system

D. Private-public partnerships — creating relationships with
businesses and developers that would benefit from trail
construction

E. Private sponsorship programs (“Adopt-a-Trail”, “Buy-
a-Foot™)

F. Provide encouragement and support of a “Friends of . . .
“group — such a volunteer organization could raise
funds from the private sector.
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e e e e L e e e ]

PROPOSED 2006-2007 PROJECTS

Avallable Cost ($ / Mile)
Project Trall Funding Key
Description Estimate Length | Bullt| Classification | Jurisdiction| Source |Rlghtof Way |Construction |Amenities | Reaches

Lewis and Clark Discovery Trail
Ellsworth to Leiser/Winller Park 10 million 22 Al cov TEA KEY
Lewis and Clark Discovery Trall
Esther Short Park to Mill Plain and Bolse Walerfront Trail  |.72 million 0.6 Al Ccov - KEY
Chelachle Railroad Trall
St. Johns o 118lh 6.96 million 5.8 A4 UUA 1AC KEY
FChelal:chIe Rallroad Trail
198th through City of Batile Ground 2.04 million 1.7 A4 COBG IAC KEY
Chelatchie Rallroad Trail
Moulton Falls to Yacolt 3.24 million 27 Ad R TEA KEY
Salmon Creek Greenway Trall
Klineline Ponds to WSU Campus 3.12 million 2.6 Al UUA 1AC KEY
|North Fork Lewls River Trail
Yale Dam {o Slouxon Creek Park 2.22million 3.7 A3 R 1AC KEY
Whipple Cresk Trail
Falrgrounds to Whipple Creek 1.2 million 1.0 A3 R PUUA KEY
Whipple Creek Trail
\Whipple Creek to Salmon Cresk 1.8 million 1.5 Al RIUUA IAC KEY
East Power Line Trall
Evergreen Transit Center to SE 162nd Avenue 1.44 million 12 A2 Ccov TEA KEY
East Power Line Trail
Firstznburg Community Center to NE 18th Street .5 million 0.5 A2 cov TEA KEY
\Washugal River Reglonal Trall
Bridge over Washugal River 1.5 million 05 Al coc IAC KEY
Camp Bonneville Trail
Heritage Trail to Green Mountain Golf Course .8 millon 0.75 A2 R PUUA KEY
Camp Bonnevllle Trail Green
Mountain Golf Course to 54th S1. 1.44 milllon 24 A2 R PUUA KEY

Juristiction Legend: R= Rural, UUA= Urban Unicarporated,
COBG= City of Batile Ground,

PUUA= Proposed Urban Unicorporaled, COV= Cily of
Vancouver, COC= Cily of Camas

IAC= Interagency Commitiae for Outdoor Recreation, TEA=
Transportation Enhancement

e e e T——
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EDUCATION STRATEGY

Effective trail and bikeway programs should include several
areas of education including bicycle and walking safety and
conduct, way finding, and environmental and -cultural
education.

A thoughtfully designed trail and bikeway system will connect
our community through geography, cultural history, and the
diverse environment of Clark County. Through the trail
experience, the landscape can be interpreted and the user can
learn while in motion or at rest. Connecting and signing points
of special interests by trail linkages allows trail users to learn
about their community through self guided exploration or
organized education programs.

Trail and bicycle safety education is paramount in the
implementation of a trails plan. Site lines, visibility,
topographic grade, and road crossings will present themselves
as challenges during the implementation of this plan. Adhering
to trail design standards outlined by AASHTO and the State of
Washington can provide a safe and rewarding recreational
experience for users. In addition, bicycling clubs and walking
advocates promote safety education to all skill levels through
local school programs and by organizing volunteer events. A
successful trails plan will promote safe recreation and seek to
improve the relationship between motorists and all forms of
non-motorized users.

Clear and effective signage can promote appropriate trail
conduct and facilitate ftravel between destinations. As
identified in the 2004 City of Vancouver Paths and Trails Plan

and trail watch program, establishing volunteer “trail stewards™
can facilitate enforcement of trail rules while fostering
stewardship of our trail system. Encouraging individual
respect for public facilities and private property are important
elements of effective trail programs.

Get Involved

Local jurisdictions, park and trail advocates, property owners
and citizens are all involved in planning the regional trails and
greenways system. Committees and working groups focus in
on individual trail projects and help design and support the
vision for an interconnected system

PuBLIC CONTACT INFORMATION:
Vancouver Clark-Parks & Recreation Website -
www.vanclarkparks-rec.org

360-619-1111

VANCOUVER-CLARK
" v e N7 T

1y

Recreation

Section IX: Funding 9-7
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APPENDIX A: Community Advisory Meetings
Meeting #1 and #2
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COMMUNITY ADVISORY MEETING NO. 1

Wednesday, July 20, 2005 4-6 PM COMMUNITY ADVISORY MEETING NO. 2
Qark County Licensing and Elections Bullding Wednesday, August 10, 2005 4-6 PM
Agenda: Room 226/ 1408 Frankin Street ik Clark County Licensing and Elections Building

4:00 Welcome and Introductions-Forenc Wager, CAC chalr

4:00 Welcome and Introductions-Forence Wager, CAC
4:20 Review agenda ~ Kristin Hull, Jeanne Lowson Associates ¥ chele

4:10 Review agenda - Kristin Hull, Jeanne Liwson Assodates

425  Pan and schedule - Kelly P y fClark Parks and
Recreation and Tim Schauer, MacKay & Spositn 415 Adopt Meeting Summary incuding meeting protocols—Kristin Hull
4:35 Committee charge, decislon-making and protocols — Kristin Hull, Jeanne 4:20 Public comments on non-aganda items—Kristin Hull
Lawson Assodlates
4:25 New Plan kshop—Part I—Tim facKay & Spesito, Inc.

4:55 Review 1992 plan - Tim Schauer, MacKay & Sposito
5:15 Review findings from workshops — Lisa Goorjlan, Vancouver/Clark Parks
and Recreation

=  Cument plan citique
>  Current gap analysks

525 Review plan goals and abjectives — Tim Schauer, Mackay B Sposito £ New reglonal tral suggestions

540 Trall Symposhum update—Kelly Punteney, Vancouver/Cark parks and 520 Review tral attributes—Tim Schauer

Recrestion 545 Traiks Update—Kelly Punteney, Vancouver/Clark Parks and Recreation
545  Public comment S50 Next Mesting/Action tems—Kristin Hull
5:55 Next steps/future meatings — Kristin Hull, Jeanns Lewson Associates

Nax! Meoling:  August 10, 2005 Naxt Meoling:  September 21, 2005
Futirs Meetings ere scheduied for August 10, Septezmber 21 and Hovember 6th. Future Meetings are 2and Gth,
C lty Advisary C Memb = ¥ Advisory G

Debide Abmham Don Cannard * Dave Gast Palo Lewis Florenca Wager * Debbio Abmham.  » Don Cannand = Dave Gas! = Poia Lowss * Florenca

+ Joanne Bennett  » Dr. Joa Cote + Grris Hathaway  + Burt Paynter + Roed Weite * Jeanne Bennet!  « D, Joa Cole + Chets Hathaway  + Burt Payrter + Roed Viome
* Kim Bennett * Foger Dantels * Dennis Hatien » Drkigel Schwarz Dart West i Bennett . Dariets » Denmss Hation  » DBriiget Schwary Barh Yest

Ba B, Sr. - B2 Dypert + Donnis Johnson  * Sug Svercisen =+ Jchn Wiszman « BE B, Sr. + B8 Dygent « Denna Johnsen  + Sus Svendsen « John Wiesman
+ Dan Bower = Jooy Furstenberg  + M Lemb * Lumry Sermtcsh » Reza Zomick ~ Joey Fursienberg  + Mk Lamb * Lamy Swatsh * Ruts Zomick

» Studenl

Appendix
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APPENDIX A: Community Advisory Meetings
Meeting #3
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COMMUNITY ADVISORY MEETING NO. 3
Wednesday, September 21, 2005 4:00 - 6:00 PM
Clark County Heaith Dept / Auditorium {to the right of entrance)

Agenda:

Meeting Goals
*  Understand trail design as It relates to different user groups
»  Pricritize oriteria for induding trads In the system plan
= Begin distussion of policy recommendations 1o be indudad In the plan
4:00 Welcome and Iintreductions - Fiorence Wager/ CAC chair
4:05 Review agenda — Kristin Hull / Jsanne Lowson Assodates
4:10 Adopt Mesting Summary — Kristin Hull
4:15 Trall Feld Inventory workshest reviewr — Tim Schauer / Mackay & Spasitn, Inc.
4226 *Map Review — Tim Schauer
435 User proup needs —Tim Schauer

= Equastrian tradl users — Sue Svendsen

* Water tll users — Chas Hathaway
» Dthers

Continued on Page 2

Nexi Mesting: **Octaber 21, 2005 (not previously scheduled)

Please mark your calendars for an additional meeting on October 21st: We have added a meeting,
not previously scheduled In October, to begin reviewing the written Master Tralls Plan.

Community Advisary Commiltes Members

» Debbio Abraham - Den Cannand + Dava Gast + Pote Lowis + Flaronce Wager

* Joanna Bennelt  + Dr, Joe Cote + Chuis Hothaway  + Burt Paynlar + Reed Walte

= Kim Hennatl + Roger Danigls + DennlaHation  + Bridgel Schwarz + Barb Wesl

* Bill Bird, Sr. + Bill Dygert + Dennis Johnson = Sue Svandsen - John Wissman
+ Joey Furdtenberg  + Mika Lamb * Larmy Swalish + Russ Zornick

Appendix
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5:05 Tradl type matrix — Tim Schaver

5115 Trall Criteria — Brucn Applayard / Appleyand & Associates

5:45 Erainstorming on recommencation topics — Tim Schauer

5:55 Trall sympasium update — Kelly Punteney { Vancouver Clark Porks & Rec
600 Next mesting info { adjcurn — Kristin Hull

*HMop will be provided at mesting

s
i

Page 2
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APPENDIX A: Community Advisory Meetings
Meeting #4 and #5

(Ll e SCEL TR
AllEewia & @l

l HIf F‘\IE.A"\\'.:I) Sl S ) r|.’m ( (S5 U Sl | il oy ]‘:filiLi‘\’v‘-'H-f G S1EH H.-u::

HiSic=at=nnial | fekicH o cdtIBo 5= 200k

AlSeWsRE RS crtedniall| Feend fieo| EEEIBGE= 06

COMMUNITY ADVISORY MEETING NO. 5
Wednesday, November 165, 2005 4:00 - 6:00 PM
Clark County Health Department / Auditorium Room

Agenda: 1408 Frankiin Street Agenda: Across from Clark College
Mazting
*Neview plan revision and acoption process
4:00 Weicnme and introductions — Florencs Wager [ CAC char +Share resutts of Citeria renking process
«Gather CAC input on implementation recommendations
4:05 fleview agenda = Florence Wager
4:10 Adispt Mesting Mo, 2 and Ne. 3 Summay — Fiorence Viager 4:00 ‘Welcome end Introdistions — Kristin Hadl
* Review Agenda
415 Mzp Review — Tim Schaver
4:10
A e MWMM‘I‘NW
5:00 Reviewr Plan Document — Tim Schauer / Florenca Wager :%'wmw
P e il » Pian adoption schechda and CAC role
i 430 Critena weighting—Tim Schauer
445 i Cia
o Pleas resond to ihe Giieria weighting exermen zent to you viy e-mad by Fatztin Hul pricr to Wednestsy, D2t 19 &S m":’ms‘;:gm
= Comments due & the Tralls Master Flan by October 26th — emaill to: 530 Public comment
i 5:40 Report on trails sympeshum—Kelly Purteney
T 5:50 Gosing remarks—Tim Schsuer
Dezsira Pautk
Macray & Spestis, Inc. ) Adjoun
1325 SE Tech Center Drive Sultn 140
Vancouver, WA 98583
Next Meeting: November 16, 2005—Clark County Elections Bldg Next Maeting:
REMINDER: TRAILS SYMPOSIUM - Hilton Hotal - November 4th Endosed M Impl R jations
Criteria Weighting Example
Community Advisory Commiltes Members Community Advisory Commillee Members
+ Debbia Abraham  « Don Cannard * Dave Gast * Pale Lewis + Flarenca Wager * Debbie Abrahom  « Don Cannard * Davo Gast + Palo Lowis + Fleranca Wager
« Jeanne Bennaft  + Dr. Joe Cota « Chiis Hathaway = Burl Paynler * Reed Waita * Joanno Bennel!  + Dr. Joo Cote + Chiis Hathaway  + Burl Paynler - Recd Waite
* Kim Bonnatt = Roger Daniels = Dennis Hatlon = Bridget Schwarz - Darb Wesl| + Kim Bennell = Roger Daniels +» Dannis Hatton » Bridget Schwarz ~ » Borb Weat
« Bl Bird, Sr. = B Dygort - Dennia Johnzon = Sue Svendsen « John Wiesman + Bl Bird, Sr, * Bill Dygert + Dannis Johnson  * Suo Svendsan « John Wiesman
+ Jooy Furstenbarg  « Mike * Loy Swatich + Runs Zomick * Joey Furstenbarg  + Miko Lomb + Lamy Swatish * Russ Zomick

Appendix
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APPENDIX B: Community Advisory Meeting Summaries
Meeting Summary #1

COMMUNITY ADVISORY MEETING
#1
MEETING SUMMARY OF JULY 20, 2005

4:00 WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS

Florance Wager welcomed the guests o the first CAC meeting. Members
Intreduced Ihemsalves to the group.

4:20 REVIEW AGENDA

Kristin Hull with Jeanne Lawson Associates intreduced herself as the mesting
facililator and the agenda was raviewad.

The aganda will be set ahead of the next meeting and a summary of the prior
meeling will be distributed 1o members the Friday before the next meseting.

Wa will take public comment at the beginning of lhe meetings with a 10 minute
maximum and 3 minula max par person, Wa will take general comments at the
end of the agenda items. We will take agenda questions as we go, but not 1o
exceed the timo allolled for each segment.

:25 OVE| AND SCHEDULE
KELLY PUNTENEY
MacKay and Spaosito, Inc has been hired as a itant lo plan ional

Iralls that will aliract people from various users such as walkers, runners,
bicyciers, equestrians, watar trall users, elc. thal will connect Ihroughout Clark
County.

Pege | of §

Appendix

The responsibiily of the plan meeling the needs of various user groups will come
from a Community Advisory Cemmilles who will be respansible for soliciting Input
from their conslituants and providing that feedback (o the consultants and the
Clark County Commissianars.,

The project schedule was reviewed ( a copy can be found and it was notad that
{heir will be a Tralls Symposium held at the Hilton Hote! on the evening of
November 47 which is cpen o the public wherein they will be abla to share Lheir
lhoughts and ideas regarding the plan.

The final dralt of the plan will be presaniad to the Board of County
Commissioners on April B, 2008.

TIM SCHAUER

He encouraged members 1o talk to other paopie in the community about the frails
program. Tim will arrive 30 mi bafore the ting limes to di: any
issues or answer any queslions.

I a member can no longer serve on the CAC commillee, it is our hope thal they
can appaint a replacemant lo finish the workshops

4:35 CO EEC GE — DECISIO| G AND
PROTOCOLS

KRISTIN HULL

The charge docurnent for CAC members was roviewed and minor changes were
made. A revised version will be circulated at the August 10" mesling.

The parking lot proceduro was reviewed. If members have questions that do not
pertain io the agenda itams, the can complels a post-it nota found on the tables
and pasta it o the board labeled *Parking Lot".

The CAC will make dations as a cor —defined as a decision
that is best for the group, not just individually.

Al what point do we meet group consensus? Tim recommends the balancing of
the user groups, nol just in be wei n
Cconsensus.

As a group, we will nol revisit an Issue unless it is the desire of the whole group.

Please share the inf tion k d at the lings vith your constituents and
let Kelly Punteney know if thera is something wa need to discuss as a group.

Pagelof 5
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APPENDIX B: Community Advisory Meeting Summaries
Meeting Summary #1

All agenda Item suggestions should be forwarded to Kelly Punteney.

Media Interviows should express the viewpaint of the CAC group, nat cn an
Individual basls.

REVIEW 18982 PLAN
TiM SCHAUER

Page 3 0f §

Tim reviewed the top 12 trails that wers envisioned In Clark County. We need to
recognize what was buill and are thare new alignmentsa? The display maps
depicted major urban activity centers where people mave from poeint to point.
There ara focus points for us to consider as we look at the planning aspoct.

There are reaches within those tralls that would ba measured and Identifiad.

We will discuss alignmants first and then get into more detail aboul criteria for the
{rails - invenlary of sidewalks, paved ronds, dint roads, efc. Also, does a trall
connect from Point A to Point B7

He suggested that we form a map subcommiitee that can work with us on
identifying key spots on the trall system and assisting wilh an accurate inventory
of existing tralls. We can provide maps wilhout the orange lines to ba marked up
for additicnal trail Info.

A question arose about the definition of a “water trall”, It is defined as a trail that
runs through a body of water for users such as kayakers. They would be
Interested in knowing where the water irails could run from shore to shore and
whare places would bo for them to dock their kayaks

5:15 REVIEW FINDINGS FROM WORKSHOPS

LISA GOORJIAN

Review of the public comment forms from the open house workshops.

( Y Iincluded in CAC binders) This form can also ba
found on lins at the Park and Rec website (www.vanclarkparks-rac o). The
general public can comment anline.

5:26 REVIEW PLAN GOALS AND O VES
TIM SCHAUER

We will review a goals and objactives list.
1) Framework of major trails
2) Preserve and identify777?

3) Increase usership in county - cbesity is #1 health issua in the United States,
Clark County ranks as the highest rate of obesity In Washington Stale.

Pagedof 5
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APPENDIX B: Community Advisory Meeting Summaries
Meeting Summary #1

5:40 TRAILS SYMPOSIUM UPDATE

HELLY PUNTENEY

We want the public involved in a plan THAT GETS BUILT. Qurgosls are as
follows:

. Alignments that are reallstic

Balance needs of all users

. Incraase broad hase public suppord

. Tralls vaill be a legacy project

. Some tralls can be built because they are related lo existing and future
construction projecls and some tralls will be a construction project of thelr
own

6. It has 1o be well supported from Iransportation and the parks department.

LI

The goals and objectives of the plan are published In the RFP document. We will
make a copy of those objectives for the CAC member.

Wa will have manned boaths for the Trails program st the Clatk Counly Fair this
year.

The Funding Sirategy Committee for the financing of the construction of the
plans was discussed. This will be a separsta commiltee whose goals will be to
waork on funding strategles for the construction of the irails plan. CAC members
are welcome to be a part of this group and those members will be identified in
aarly October.

5:45 PUBLIC COMMENTS

The Evergreen Homeowners Assaciation has stated that Evergreen Hwy and
Riverside Drive homeowners are secing a lot of traffic along that area and have
staled that safety Is thair number one priority for walkers in that ares. They will
offer volunteers to distribule surveys to users. Mr. Johnson offered to distribute
project information carda to watkers In thal area.

5:55 Next Steps/Future Meetings
Kristin Hull
The next meeling Is scheduled for August 10", We will solicit feedback from the

members whather 4,00-8:00 works the best for most members prior to the naxt
meeling and the time will be recorded on the next agenda.

Page 5ol 3
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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 gives guldance to other agencies,

New trails within BPA Corridars

Un-built trafls — some are on un-owned right of way

BPA easement transferable

CPUMBPAHDSD - we will be coordinaling with thesa agencies
Plan will interface with Clark County’s Transportation Deparimant

Sue Svandsan - g about ian trails being pl d?
Response: Equeslrian trails are part of the 1892 plan

Vancouver Lake — Lowlands to Battleground Lake
Retative crilique of 62 plan — what ara users of trails — what are intended user groups?

Larry Swalish - is with Chinook Tralls Associallon — addressing Sue Svendsan- the
multi-use trails are heavy enough 1o sustain horses

How do we label tralls In the ultimate plan? Line lypes —
bleycladsid Y groups

Critique — find beller way to label trails

Larry — I-5 Discavery Debale — 15-5 1o 219" ~ Stale needs to accommodale bicycle
sidawalk

Lean on Highway Dept — 139th Street - sacrifice fair grounds
Focus on major freeway Intersactions

Comment from the Group regarding tha 82 plan:

Aro we asking for a re-affirnation of the 10 regional trail corridors and 5 off road?
Yes, we are Iooking for affirmalion of thoso 10 traiis — Are they relative today? We ame
looking for a cammunily view?

Joe Cote — Relavance of Section [5/205 interseclion — Should we shilt west — look at
hew trall was developed.

Appendix

Columbia Advantist Academy — not clear on map — not connecied

How do wo connect to lary trails — Meadowglade area is an undeveloped trail - Is
it private land?

ATV Trails ~ where - Jones Creek?

Bill Dygert — Vancouver Lake corrider trails — we need lo be sensitive to habitat
conditions

Lowis & Clark RR from start fo finish — hugely important
Opan Houses #1 comments— Chelatchie Prairie RR — whan will it be finished?
#2 comment - Vancouver Lake trails

Sean Loughran - be careful to take tralls off master plan — look at why they were on
there eriginally

Gap Analysis

Frenchman's Bar - Columbla Refuge
Refuge — Woedland (gap In network)

ua 5N
Frenchman's Bar — Whipple Creek
Fairgrounds to Salmaon Creek Greenway to BG Lake
Fairgrounds to Whipple Creek — currently cily owned - gap across 117
Tim ~ gap from Camas to Washougal
Lacamas — Green Mountain — Camp Bonneville
Bill Dygert - Mouiton Falls I Sunset Falls — laok at for a trail
BIll Dygent — Reservoirs on North Fork — chase waler (rail

Calumbia River — Water trails — send off from Vancouver Lake to moulh of main Lewis
then Morih fork and East fork -~ Merwyn Yale Reservoir

Sean Loughran — PDX working on connection from urban area to large public lands
Vancouver needs fo fock ot that

Tim — Kelly wants include map of how PDX connects to Clark County
Joe — 219" new corridor

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

CAC Meeting Summary #3
September 21, 2005

» Group feals that the Inventory Warksheet needs a caver sheat that
explains its purpose.

> Power Line Trails — Add footnotas for BPA corridor on map
(Tralls across private property should be captured in narative)
{Is there a way to present topagraphy?)
Tim - not within the scope of this plan

EQUESTRIAN PRESENTATION (Sue Svendsen)
Group suggestad proper signage for yield criteria

v

> Oregon has a law that yielding to horses is a prionity

» Push button light system for horse crossings is being used all around the
country

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

+ Woodchips over well drained surface are okay, but not best

> Mostused horse trails:  Battle Ground Lake/Whipple Creek — these are
contained and separated from the regional system

» Salmon Creek Is great, but there are no places to park horse trallers.

* (Tim) — parking facllities at access paints ~ will this ganerata more Interest
in other trails that are desirable, but not accessible

> Transportation time to and from tralls is an Issue for the horse rider — how
far they have to travel to use parking facilities depending on how long of a
ride they are gaing to go on

Appendix

WATER TRAIL USERS - Chris Hathaway

g

¥

v

v

Waler tralls - non-motorized — desirable - connect trails to local
businesses such as restaurants that are within walking distance

This usar group needs shore access polnts {kayaks) — the goals of the
lower Columbia River is every 5 miles. Amenitles in need at these points
are bathrooms, racks, signage, camping

Standard WA state law has used every 5 miles as a gulde — average speed
of user is IMPH

Boat launches are OK - shared use trail heads makes more sense (non
motorized and motorized)

Need to continue tweaking accass points for non-motorized boats so they
have safer launching/landing fadlities

Restrooms and parking are important for water trail users

Kayak racks on land are an idea so they can visit restaurants at landing
sites

Group asked: What are ideal situatians for launch sites?
Publication — See: Logical Lasting Launches Guide

Certain areas should be designated non-motorized access only
Camping — amenily that’s useful along tralls
Maps to know when they can get an or off the water trails

His group is working on signage for landings facing the water — signage
also focusing on safety, etc.

Vancouver Lake ~ is @ uniqua amenity in that it anly hosts non-motarized
usage

Plan facililies to serve multiple user groups. Paddlers are in need of
exclusive fadlities

A-8
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APPENDIX B: Community Advisory Meeting Summaries

Meeting Summary #3

TIM SCHAUER

> Defining accessibillty as a way to begin using the trail — does It have
trailhead parking?

# Maximize user groups and maximize users could be 2 different categories
with several sub lists undemneath them

Bill Dygert

3 What Is It that we are seeking with these criteria?
We nead to understand what It means

> Let’s use same ranking process that state uses In funding facilitles
» Treils that Improves linkage gets higher priarity
# Look at vuinerability of losing that trall opportunity
SUE SVENDSEN
# Lock at proportionallty for users — there may be 2 equestrian tralls that
are heavily used yet there may be 40 walking trails that have a different
degree of users
Additional Criterly SUGGESTED BY CAC
» Community safety

i Community suppart (such as Chelatchee Pralrie RR - tremendous amt of
community support)

* Safety might have s ovin dominant criteria
SEAN LOUGHLIN

» ADA criteria should be moved to maximize user groups instead of
accessibility

v

ADA improvements certalnly will gain points in the grant process

# Environmental Permitting — educational opportunities — positive
environmental ariteria

Appendix

CLD:! MM
KELLY PUNTENEY
* He has submitted a grant for an in-depth study of the raliroad trali
alignment plan, There are Parks & Rec dollars that will ba matched and
$25,000 {rom the Transportation department.

> If the grant Is approved, then we shouid be prepared to go after bullding
Phase T of that trail,

NEXT MEETING - OCTOBER 19, 2005 - Clark County Electlons Bldg
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APPENDIX B: Community Advisory Meeting Summaries

Meeting Summary #4

CAC #4 Meeting Summury

October 19, 2005

Florence opened the meeting

Attendees:

Debbie Abraham

Lisa Goorjian

Barb West

Larry Swatish

Den Cannanl

Dennis Johnson

Dennis Hatton

Sean Loughman

Peie Lewis

Kelly Mimteney

Tim Schauer

Tim displeyed the final version of the map with the 16 regional irails

‘The Plan contnins written descriptions of the 16 trails which also lists (he reaches along
the trails.

Tim has been warking with Kelly on cost analysis on construction of the ails
Tim ~ we added trails after meeting with DNRU

Some trails follow forest service roads or paralle] trails along service toads
Livingston Mountain — Dole Valley

Priority - to keep buffer away from eoff-road vehicle folks

Water Treil Summary — any trails that is watzrshed — have an jcon that is a water trail
upportunity

Don Cannard — would like 1o sce Chinoek trail mentioned - there is a picce bullt between
Bells, Tarbell and Silver Star Mountsin, but not mentioned

Suggestion — signage needs to be consistent throughout the county
Cost breakdown — maybe a tahle that breaks down ach type of user
Maybz & comparative anslysis of roads

Maintenance costs?

Appendix

Tim — how do we want feedback collectively?
Add kids ns o user group?

St = nnybe o policy remark: in beginning — lability feior — horses?
We don't have criterin for that plan for how you handle thet decision making

Discuasion on eriterin rnking - an emoil was sent 1o CAC members asking that they
complete the criterin mnking exercise

A rough draft of the Trails I'lan was given to CAC members. At the last mesting, we will
be discussing comments about the Plan

A-10
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APPENDIX B: Community Advisory Meeting Summaries
Meeting Summary #5

CAC #5 Mccting Summary
November 16, 2005

Florence announced that the Tmils Symposium is now being played on TV

CAC comments will be returned by November 28 and will be reviewed with the public
cominents on January 15"

Tim Schauer encournged [uture participution with Tenils through attending meetings in
the public agency process

We will email CAC members of dates of other workshops as they come up
A draft Trails plan will be available to the public via CD
CAC constituent comments need to be returned by Junuary 15"

Tim explnined the criterin weighting exercise to the group. The parks staff will come up
with a system for weighting the criterin.

The 2006 Clark County Road Atlas contains all the public trails now built and is
available on the website

The group reviewed the “Inplementation Seetion™ of the plan and made several requesis
for revisions. This section of the plan will be revised and an updated copy will be
emuiled to the CAC members.

Rz

Add tmil etiguetie signoge

trail jurisdictions for policing teails

Education sbout safety and economic benefits of trails in neighborhoods

Water trail marker picture from Chris Hathawny

On the map, add icons for user proups (specifically horses)

Add equestrinn usage of truils within the text of the plan —which trails are they not
allowed on

Add definitions of types of tmils — definition of legend on the map

Appendix
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February 8, 2006 and March 1, 2006

AGENDA
Clark County Trail and Bikeway System Plan
Community Trail Funding Advisory Sub-Commitiee, Meating #
4-3:30 p.m., February 8, 2006

Publlic Services Building, room 678
1408 Franklin Street, Vancouver

400 Welcome ~Florence Wager, Trails CAC chair Review agenda - Refine
passibilities and develop recommendations -Florence

4:05 Funding framework and profiles, (handouts) - George, Bill and Paul
420 Group Discussion

500 Trail Plan Initistives 2006-8 Kelly and Lisa

5:03 Around the table

320 Review BOCC workshop trail funding component - Tim Schauer
525 Next steps/Workshop with BOCC March 15 - Florence Wager
530 Thank you, Adiournment

Future activities

Tuesday, March 15, workshop with BOCC 16:30 -11:30

Thursday, April 6“', At the Columbia River Amphitheater 1:00

Signing of the Document

Thursday June 1 National Trails Day - Trail Project Kick off
Friday July 7% Portland ~Vencouver Loop Ride with 100 Community Leaders

Appendix

APPENDIX C: Community Trail Funding Advisory Committee Agendas

Clark County Trail and Bileway System Plan 2006
CAC meeting
meeling room
4-6 p.m. Wednesday, March 1, 2006

AGENDA (Draft)

1. Introductions and welcome- Florence

2. Review agenda and poal of meeting
3. Funding sub-committee repart Georze or Bill
4. Funding Comments from Debbie, Florence,

5. Project lists 2006-8 Lisa/ Kelly
6. priorities using criteria created - all
7. Plan workshop with BOCC- Tim/all
0. Review trail program funding recommendations
b. Review Recommendations in plan

Trails update and calendar Kelly
BOCC Workshop 10:30- 11:30 March 13, 2006
April 6, 2006 11:00 signing of final document on the Columbia River
Lewis & Clark Re-enactors

A-12
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July 18, 2005
CLARK COUNTY TRAIL AND BIKEWAY COMMENT FORM SUMMARY
Below is tha summary cf the 72 returned comment forms collected through June 2005. Thess do not

APPENDIX D: Trail and Bikeway Survey Summary

includa Lhe results frem the en-ine cemment form, The en-line form will Y
be available to take threugh August 2005. Please nete that not all respondents 8.94%
answered oll questions.

Would you support an additional tax or fee to fund trall Improvements?
Tha majority (B5%) of Indicated they wrould support an additional tax
or e Remaini * 0%

were X
of respondants stated they would not support an additional tax or fea.

How do you define a trall?

Masl respendents define tralis as either paved (92%), cr dirt paths (83%), but
several see on-streat faciliies suth as cidewalks or bike lanes (47%) and
vralerways (24%) o3 lralls as well.

100.00%

B0.00%

B0.00%

T0.00% OPAVED
Bo.00% BDRT
50.00% 4 0 ON-STREET
40.00% OWATERWAY |
n00% BGRAVEL
20.00% =

1000%

0.00%

What types of trails do you use?
The majortty of respondents use pedastrian (84%) and bika trails (65%) more than waterways [17%) and
equestrian trails (14%).

100.00%
BO.00%
BO.00%
70.00%
B0.00%
50.00%
40.00%
30.00%
20.00%
10.00%

0.00%

OPEDESTRIAN
o BIKE
OEQUESTRIAN

Appendix

Why are tralls an important part of comm:

Generally respondents see tralls as a banafit to communities in thal they offer means for recreation
(88%), fitness imp (80%), (72%), end park space (69%). Respondents
also commented that trails wero significant as wildiifa corriders and safe places for elderly to walk or
beginning bk riders to praclics away frem metorized lraffic.

120.00%

100.00%

BO.00%

£0.00% 1-

40.00%

DLINEAR OPEN SPACE /
PARK

20.00% 4

0.00%

Which types of tralls aro Important to you?
The largesi mejonty {69%) of respondants felt that routes along walerways and connections to natural
were i Trails Inking as (76%), tralls lo schools, parks, and faciiies (72%),

bike lanes on ys (60%), and adjacent to readways (54%) were also important.
Respondents also value trails for cross country skiing, bird vraiching, historic and scenic education,
D ALONG WATERWAYS |/
LINK NATURAL
100.00% RESOURCES
ATRALLS THAT LINK
:g'ﬂ COMMUNMES
1
b DEBIKE LANES ON
ROADWAYS
£000%
40.00% O EIDEWALKS
30,00% ADJACENT TO
20.00% ROADWAYS
10.00% @ TRAILS TO SCHOOLS,
0,00% PARKS, AND
FACILTES
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APPENDIX D: Trail and Bikeway Survey Summary

Why would you walk or blcyclo?

Respendents chease to walk or bicycls lo improve their heaith and fineas (S0%), 1o enjoy nature (E6%),
and as a way 1o get 1o achosl, shopping centers, o werk (40%). In additicen, respendents like to walk and
bicycle to save gas, reduce pollution. and as o social cutlet.

o GET TO SCHOOL
SHOPPING, OR WORK

o MPROVE FITNESS OR
HEALTH

D ENJOY HATURE

dzn't go where they wani 13 go (8%), e they am just nol interestad in waking or Biking (1%). Some

respendents ulso expressed a fear of getting lost.

25.00%

2000%

15.00%

000%

10.00% 4

0O TRALS NOT IN MY
NEIGHBORHOOD
@ SAFETY CONCERNS

OUMITED TRAHEAD
ACCESS

OTRALS DONT GO
WHERE | WANT TO GO

@NOT INTEREGTED N

WALKING OR BIKING

Appendix

What changes could be made to trall and bikeway aystems to make you more likaly to use them?
Comment form respandents would be most likely lo use balls If thoy wern located in their noighborhoods
(54%) connected to places they needed to go (54%), if bnilhead access was improved {46%) and If they
waw trall syslema os cafor {51%), They would aiso Ekp bettor labalod eannecticns with intarprelive

signogo alang tho way, batter tmil maintenanca, expanded loap systems, mors passia watsnvay nccess,
equostrian access, and public education for proper use.

£3.00% -

0 LOCATE TRALS I MY |
KEIGH3ORHOOD

@ MAKE TRAILS SAFER

Comment Respondent Recant Activity Lovala
On a recen! day, cemment form respendents have walked of tun between 1 and 18 mlies, biked from 110
100 mies, ridden a horse between 1 and 15 miles, ond paddied o cance cr kayak between 1 and 15

O WALK/RUN

B R E B

0 EKE

0O RDEA HORSE ‘

o o o o

O PACDLE A CANOE OR
KAYAK

NUIVEER OF PARTIQIPANTS

o-2 35 88 815 1025 20-50 51-100

DISTANCE IN MILES
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APPENDIX D: Trail and Bikeway Survey Summary

July 19, 2005

June 2005 Clark County Trall end Bikeway Plan
Summary of Survey Commenta Organized Into Themos

THE TWO MAJOR THEMES

The majerity of survey respondents currenlly think of tad systems as impertant for
recreation and reducing cbesity and mamtaining fitness. As such they would Exs 1o see
trals that are separate frem motorized vehicles.

The other desired usa for imis is for 1o scheel,
werk and shepping. Further, these respondents were lees cancemed with sharing the
road, bul wanted better signage labefng reules and trad connectiona,

TRMLTYPEE

“a s

Railroad trads would be fabulous!

Connacticn of local access trals Lo regional trail system witls (he abilty to canoe or kayak
is impartanl.

| lie to engege in recreation with my dog and would lova fo have off-leash ereas
connected ta restasrant and retail so | wen'l have to drive from placa to place.

A grid with trails criented generally north-south and eastwest in the county would offer a
ict f fiexibility. Use existing rights-of-way primanty to achiave this.

Hew trads should radiate oul frem schools, parks, and Ebraries—gplaces where kids
cengregate. Connactivity—linking these *speke” frails — should ba feasibla—resulting in
the grid noted nbove.

Bikpways olong-side majer thoroughfares provide good oplians for using bicycles for
Irangportation.

Bixewnya slong waterwaya and rairoad ROWa provide good options for recrestional
tleyching.

If possibla, make trails i a loop design,

Pave n lot of Irails and cu! grass on sides.

Try lo connect the existing trails so they am safe from cars ond have easy access.
Separate bkes ond equestrian trails.

My tamily members use bicycies and kayaks a ol Young paople need safe ways to
occess stores, churches and parks without abvays having to drive.

TRAIL LOCATIONS AND CONNECTIONS

We need a trall { sidewalk from Evergreen Highway up Ellswarth. Why isn't this
hsppening? We have the 205 bike path and the Evergreen Columbia Springs — but na
jon. Thia is very My parents and [ have broughl this up ot least &

times.

Create o trod 1o the Ross cil-ieash area

Easl Co. really nesds trais

Show Ihe Chelatchis Rail Road corrider 93 o miktrail

| would e o trafl from Battie Ground 1o Cheiptchie Prairie nexd to the rafiroad.

Build a trafl [or bikes and pedastrians along tha rad kne from St Johns and Minehaha
noith 1o Yacolt or Chelaichie Praine.

The Lewis and Clark rall kne from B.G. lo Vancouver would make a great bike commuter
Enal

Blkuhnﬂuﬂmlhmm!rwds(l& 218 5T frem B.G. to 212 Ave, 150 ST frem Brush
Prairie to b
Plaasa make the Chelalchia Prairie rafiroad into a radl with trail

Your first prictity shoukd ba to develop a mui-uto tail on Cholatchia Pratrie rail kne. It
woutd be the backbone of a county wida brall system. Th= rest can be designed and buit
inincrements as funding /parmits etc. can be cbiained.

Gite o trall along the BPA ROW north of WBU Vancouver campus.

Appendix

..

- s e e

1 five ciose to Battle Ground Loke ond would tide to town with o eafe route

Develop a tall on of next to the ralmad nerth of Battla Ground ta Melten and under the
powef lines.

I'm hoping that meie trafs will be bull—but not poved —along the east fork and asress
narthern Clark County. Herse traits woukd b used o lot

[Extend waterfront tradl through 1o the Gorge.

Lengthen the Salmen Creek Tradl

Lengthen LaCanter Bolfoms trad, and keep it a dirt palh

Make a bike connecticn for the 1-205 Bridge o il trafl.

Flaase odd a trall from the CRy steps in Camas lo LaCemos Loke.

I'm cunous to know when the section between Ellsworth and Wintler Park will be
complated

N16-l"!‘mm¢tmmlbamd5m-l off-ramp to Cascsde Park without having to rids
up 1647, [Access through the C-Tran station, for instance). Right now, one must nde up
154"tl\abl'et=nn:)mmmmﬁ:hubhrnhnunSE}!‘ Because of the
uphil grace, even a strong, Mt cyclist has o slow go of It, ballling frequently heavy motor
vehicie balfic

I want o bike lane en 6% in Camas, coming off nnd going cn to SR14; from Adams to
SR12

Thers needs (o bq n bicycle uunneﬂxm from the Gleann Jackson bridge I:kemuua to just

eastof the 1-205 oliow a onta SR14 Evergroen

highway rowe Is atrodous!

gunmctmn trall from Falrgs du Park ta Lake and Frenchman's
af.

WSU Vancouver has bullt savemt mites of hiking/egging and nsture tralls over (has past
few years with plana 1o hook into Pleasant ValBey bal/park during next year, Thore is an
opportunity to expand Whis to Ihe north along the BPA ROW,

Ths Battie Ground Lake trafl should be exianded o the enst fork of the Lews
Riverftdoutton fafs orea.

| vould Exe to see stale parks connect to city and county and be pari of the procoess.
Cemglete the 1682 plan where possible.

Until 187 Streat opans, there is reafly no EMW bike route oiher than MzGlinay. And now
that 162" Is epen, there is finally a WS reuln. Wa need more routes with bike lanes 1o
pecple will fesl morn comfortable nboul fraveling using modes other than private vehicle,

TRAIL RELATED MATERIALS

.
.
.
.
.

Wa ne=d beller maps showing troll locaticns and how |o find trait heads.

Whippla Creck Trafl needs directional signaga. It la too easy fo get last there.

1t would ba fun to have & Irail 'mapquest” cn our websie.

Interprative signage along trafls e they have in Beston (o kead you on an interpreted
Jeurney weuld be fun.

Downioadable maps for bikes and walkers from the islemet aro necded.

Please keep "equastrian’ in ofl iterature.

Mark trafis with mils posls cr some marking 50 in the avenl a person has 1o eall 911, d s
possible to give the dispatcher n good idea of whero they are,

Mzke location maps avallable nleng tralis.

TRAIL SIZING

Trails peed to be scalnd appropriately for the intended use (8° PED)) Qud buiding trails
bizsed on vehicular requirements

My son (who lives in Oregon) has compiamed of no bie tnendly roadways in Clark
County. On joint trafis, we need paths wide enough lo accommodate a biko and o
pedestrian side by sico, 5o the podostian doesn’l get run off the tradl every lme bikes
pass

A-15
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APPENDIX D: Trail and Bikeway Survey Summary

SAFETY

= Please nct for pedestrian satety en NE 168" avrest in Enst Vancouver, especiaty from 112
Ave. 1o 138 Ave,

= Country roada need to be widsned o a trail added (o mahe commuting safe.

+ Reduced speed imits lor Bike routes would make them safer,

= Mot country roads are paved to the edge of o ditth—creating dongeroua silvations.
“That is no place for pedestians or equestrians to gel off the rood,

= | bike 20-30 miles in Porliand, because there are no sala routes here in Clark County.

MAINTENANCE
= Maintain consiatenl bie lane paint.
* Keep bike lanes smooth and free of glass, gravel, and cthar dehris,

EDUCATION
«  Cortinug o eempt 1o sducate both bisyclists and drivera on sale practices (nof biking
the wrong way cn airests, how ta tum when there is a bike lane, elz)
*  This should be an entirely inlegrated procees ihal ingludes health professionats,
emgloyers, and anyone else wha weuld need to know sbout or have a siake in filness,
healh, chesity and educaticn.

TRAIL FUNDING
+  You noed to markel the lrails program, cpply for o Hotlonal Paiks veluteer grant to haip
build traits.
= Are you woiking wilh adjacentnearby businesses and property owners to fund troils via
publicfiprivals pannerships?

= Fhave lived In Clark county for 30 years. | am very proud of e way you are headed. |
waolld have no preblem continuing funding thase projects.

* I woukl support an additicnal tax or feo o fund trail improvements if they were in my
neighborhond,

« | would support an adaiticnal lax or fee 1o fund tall improvements depending en how
much additienal mengy would be neaded.

THANK YOU

| ke tha spint of communicatian with other cities and agencies.

Thank you for werking so hard for sych a worthy cause

We huve mada good progress on urban trallz. We need ta koep up the good work.

| fegl Ihat having trails, bike paths, and sidewalks reflect on the quality of n communily.

Thank you for undertaking this tralblkeway system planning and sclisiting tnput rom

users. Afer planning comes implemontation—we need that part tea

= Thank you for inciuding the pubiic In thesea imporlant decisions asoul cut country's lulura,

¢ Womnke weekly use of the Salmon Croek Tradl, We cftan meet 40-50 walkers in the
momings. Peeple of oll ages enjoy the opporiunity to walk in natural settings on paved
trads,

«  The Voksport clubis value the variaty of trails avallabla The trails are an paset to
encourage cifisans and visitors o promots fitness.

GENERAL COMPLAINTS
« I'mcpposed to the coarse shurry seal which has been applisd to McGilivray.

VOLUNTEER
«  Lisa Deane would be happy Lo help with Whe (roils symposium,

Appendix
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APPENDIX E: Trails Articles —

“Trail System to be topic at meetings”
The Columbian — June 8, 2005
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APPENDIX E: Trails Articles — “Comments sought on plans for tails, bike paths”
The Columbian — June 15, 2005

e 151 300L - Tho Bufoceal - Pagurhs
— Comments

(sought on plans
 far trails,
'h:m.
. o Gt
o Hee Y, .
+ Open house il take
Moy e et
"mﬁlg’-— img-ﬁq. Beilding, 505 NW 1791 51,
L 2 and Wed, Jue 29, 1a Ceatey
r;ﬂ“{iﬁmtjq_ % | High Schoal, . i
perfomoted by Varctener ik
et
mﬁamh ok g
.%&7‘ land Xad, 19°, 1.
mmﬁiﬂnbhmipm:
i mm;ﬁﬂ‘_‘?’?"‘““”ﬂl
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APPENDIX E: Trails Articles — “Clark County trail plan renews a scenic 1880°s dream”

The Oregonian

Clark County trail plan renews a scenic 1880s dream

Greenway | A railroad
tried to link Vancouver to
Yakima; now a multiuse
trail starts down that path

By BILL 5TEWART
THEQRERONIAN *

VANCOUVEN — Seme of Clark
Couniy’s most spectacular scene-
1y, enjoyed in the past by passen-
g on rare jowmeys on the
county-owned miimad and by
fishermen, coull be opened ta
walkers and cyclists ns soon as
2008,

A state commiliee has awarded
the county 450,000 In fedemi
transportation  enhancement
money to Siant a nine-mile trafl
from Baule Ground to Dawle
Ground Lakr to Lucia Falls Park o
Moulron Falls Park south of Yacolt
The county’s matchi is $150,000.

* npaved trail 12 feet wide s well ns

P!mnlnqparju [ n 3-oot-wide “soft tril” for jog-
e

Pukwﬂiu:!srwi‘!ﬂwl‘eﬂ mn.m tq Judd director .
of the Vencouver-<Clark Parks' L N wﬂ‘rdm © Although there are only a fewv
couniy diatriet ks going to i = _u,um tralns belng operated on the mil-
sons - mmeﬁumsm-wmmmuqama—Muh road by o voluniteer group now, he
l:runwuﬁz—mrpommuulhmm
-mmmwnmmsﬂmmuw,mm rebulld more wack on

*  the 119-year-old route. The tracks
cross the river in a and g
1 duwghnhm'nslm fun-

& '[h: raflroad was rated
.1 as the Vancouver, Elickimt and Ya-
+ kima in 1887, with the

i of connecting Vancouver and
mm But economic busts, a

the forest Industry kept the routs

Eventually, the tral could be s “We are talking shout some In- from crossing Ihc‘l:mmde h::u:nn

long as 110 miles, according to Kel- - credible somnery, with great Views  pejevn what the trmins never did
ly Punteney, trafls and greenway of Mount St Helens and a falily — 3 trafl from downtovn Vancou-
park developer for Vancouver- good sectlon of the East Forkolthe  ver through the mouninins to Yakd-
Clark Parks end Recreation De- Lewis River” he sald. Punteney ma.

partment, sald the typical gection will Include.~ "That dream will ke 20 10 40 5200

Appendix

! mnssive forest fire and fux within  Creek and the

years,” he said, “but [ predict that
in a couple of years, we will wan-
derwhywe d.ldn ‘tdo this suoner.”

He sald the first construction
will be the all t narth
fram Battle Groumel, “That will be
easlest to start. And a3 we
build, we will try to parlay the first
phaze fnto more grants.” he sald,
estimating that gnlmll In the
county could cost 510 milllon.

As the rails and trail cut a swath
from Hezel Dell en the southwest
to near Yale Lake in the nonheast,
the route will link to other routes
such ns the Lewis Nhver Greenway,
the Padden Parkway Trall, Curtin
environmental cen-
ter at Drush Pralrie. i

Steve Schulte, the county's mil-
mad overseer, termed the route
“fantastic™ and said the trll is a
dream of many years coming true.

.

Bl Stesvare 360-0196-5722 or 503-251-
billsrrt@neus omgonkan com
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APPENDIX E: Trails Articles — “Trail, bikeway session Thursday at City Hall”
The Columbian — June 8, 2005

Appendix
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APPENDIX E: Trails Articles — “New bike trail opened in Vancouver”
The Reflector — August 31, 2005

- PagaA2 < The Rofioctor Aug. 31:Sast 0, 2008

&%
=3
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APPENDIX E: Trails Articles — “Trails System Promoted”

The Columbian — October 24, 2005

The Coiumbisn

Lewis and Clark being used to spur interest

anm hlﬂnlmnhlunlump—
Knl.ly!'ummcyilhokinxlnr dln!h.h Faak
uoe
500 Clark: 1o Moeoeting on o date gxactly 200
inke o fresh look at a propesed yeurn after Lewls and Clark
af bike, passed uver on
hilte and horse! Y their way to the Pacifie, the
He wantato group In) 1o~
and nlceptics togetlier forn gether will idenof
festive brai 250 miles of trails. 14
at tho Hilton Vancouver feet wide and sultable for walle-
‘Washington on Nowv. 4. bilduye and horaehacke
, Clark County'n Ingr. “The traila wiil pave gaso-
trails and park devel- promote and
aper, he want o arches- better
trute "n minor parndigm. - amlnunmnur
‘wintn people to look ot trails ngh
e e ™ i T B et
Rﬂ;mmnnndlmmx_nnt mmlmi.mﬂ:ﬁ:nnuﬂlwuem
ns recreational fentures. asalkey ol Claric
An unsbashed of 3 future. The blueprine
ancw model, will be the new Claric Countly
Punteney is using Lewia and “Trail & way System Plan,

Clark County%

MONDANT OCTOREIL 25,3050

Irail system promoted

1806 to 2006, a finished

copy af
which will boﬁ(mu.lmﬂw
mmlbﬂc 6, 2000, cxnctly

tho aince
md‘:"lnkl:l’-ml

seriously in
mmall groups about the trail oys-
tew
“We want ta alr out all opin-
" Punteney aaid.

Heoaid therehasiobea
change.

"We need a system that
TRAILS, page CF

Appendix

Clark County's irail and bilkoway
system plan
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APPENDIX E: Trails Articles — “Dream Trail Coming”
The Columbian — February 23, 2006

TRAIL COMING

Tracks e route through cowmty
_is no longer ust' a/hope-and a prayer -
itlt no fanfrie whittsoev- the Batle Groutid ireas, erhaps
or, t.hu uuuun ofa g3~ “from the city to Bottle Ground:
- mil r truilslongaide  Lake'State Parle Punteney said the
the. Chclntnh Fliric

-rdlrondiline,;

] —intentis to have'n 12-foat-witle
rough | ° paved triil'next to ni2- tn 8-font-

Cl‘lri: Colinty hng just mltén'n witle sniwdust triil for harases nnd. |
qunntum léap 6n the arcfrom . Jjopgersowho prefer the softer sur-
dremumn toward reality. . . Ince. It williall beé.on the railroad

11 eryidea, as wel Jas thoso right-of wuy, swhicl Clarle Courity
who are working to makr: itlap- ¢ ownaandian which private, srmall ¢
pet, lurg'io be cliceret]: Thoy de: frejghtnnd excuraion trains infre:
defvie the 'thatiks of wiilleeks, § jom- Huently’ nﬁ mlc.

- gers, horschacle rid-
ers, bilcers, in-line
aslenters; babsyr

. strolier pushers,
birdwitehors, thope ©

‘Punteney nnd Flo-
. rence Waget of the

| Vancouver-Clark
‘Parks and Recre-
Jaton,Commission

already iniak pmlsb Courity Com-
and thosi ey . missioner’Steve Stu-
m‘t Injshape; art for plaving a key

‘Deeminay ‘roleinwinningthe
Columbinn! arnery grant. Stuartson ¢
last Thuradny. nbout the rilne-member
ﬁiderﬂl\h‘ananurmt

tion enhinncement
| spend “iransporta-
2 e 4, . Hon énhancemone™
iy & s == money- Aselling
3 T Coturtien 'pipint to the commit-
. JAeeivas thit once. the trail Freaches
ancouver people cin bike to
lu d.l gm!.uly 1 worlc on'it..

forwhl
mpone‘lqls have o
th yc:lr_ned' anu.y g
build the finit puct of o tr
_ sideithe tencka'tha

Along-/|

ucroas thecounty, Waget is ennmots ndwith the
e plannedn big dAnnounee. - physical fitness patental, noting
mrmt rur\J'hne Ly Nn unnl Traila. thatit will be an easilitdaccessibic)

manid’ - free nadscenicvenue for exercise.
I{u y Blrteac - This ﬁnnl.]y gtarts tie ball’ -
way plannse with' \!nhcuuv:x«-i:lnﬂt rollmg . Stunrt said. “It’s all about
Parlia & mcrum.wh.zAIv_Hcml S .Retiin) g thnt Aratshovel of dirt .,
grant of $450,000. for the trab will tHurned, Ones yolustuct to noen
be couple with’ BOj000 inlocil prv;lét-.t*dmlup, it héromen easier.
- monty and Inddnd Sekvices, being- It doesn't secmyso daunting.”
ing the totilito’ EGOU.DOO to start Punieney, who gets paid to
the project. dream as Wwell ns to malkce things
Thefirst step will be puhli.mﬂnn . hnppen; envisions nn even grander
of adormil“request for prupnsnis. fittim ok the il One day, e
It will invite didaipns fo S-miles says, it could extend over the Caa-
long tinil fromithelend ] uunmln'\ to Yaldma, whichi
“ing Ellen Davis Trs ed destination of the

héslexist-
it St Jolihs

Boulevard and MNorthiEint 63nd i n'it waa established in
Streetito Tum!/Tum Moustiin ot ! IBB'L ‘l‘lm[ ‘drem, by .M. Hidden
Chelatchie: The trdil wiil ho most awtte dasiliedlin ith eeDHomic dowii-
Lo, biit not repince the tracita, The ' turih. Not: lohgiago, the iden of o
ncxtﬂtep with' this nioney will be il nlong the tracls was o dream.
construction af the first trail sep- Now, itis beginning to come truc.

\Vu milesor'more —in - Let's heat it for dréamers.
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“Hot on The Trail”

The Columbian — April 5, 2006

HOT ON THE

By ERIK ROBINSON
Cotambian izt emiter

WALEING, Eeck page

Clark County plan
focuses on getting

more people moving

"~ LA CENTER

MORE

INFORMATION

Tha Clark Coury Wakarourd Gaida vl
ba avadztia on the Web ma of Apri 14 ol
wi Szpsshvatischvien oy
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APPENDIX E: Trails Articles — Lacamas Life Magazine
November, 2005

Appendix

THE HEALTH BENEFITS OF TRAILS

by Biuce Appleyard

Our crmmunity 1s bacng o sesious health
citshs associated with chestiy duz tn pan
10 physical inactivuy Aceording 1o the
Clark County Health Depanment, over
half the edult pepulation of our coranty
is cither overweight or o2ese. Providing
prople with casy acoees w zafe il

ean providr @ necoesiny cppostuntty lo
change ones life for the berer,

Jehn Kragp, Clark County Teail
enthusiza:, low 200 s sgubaly walking
end bisycling on the Padden trl. “The
il saved my ife,” he says. Knapp
strupgled with managing his weight
thinugh diet alone and therefore, knew

he st add exevcise in order 10 combut
his wetght problems and disbetes. Knzpp
weilizes the Padden 10 run errands, drep
ull smevizs 2 ihe local video pore 2nd
enjoy the Countys naneal rescuress while
managing his hzabh. He wrighed 450 In
31 one point and now weighs 180 Ibs

Chestiy 15 assotinal with many
prebiems we dont went for cursehves

ar our Bnulies: hean disease, cenuin
types of caneer. Type 2 Disbeics,

sroke, snbruis, hresthng problems,
and peychalogcal disorders, such as
depression. Net oniy does inacivity
mpact our waisthne, but also our
eeunemic botwm line. Acconding o the
sate of Washingon, # is csumated that
the cont for physical inactivity |or obesity)
11 Washington Suie was more than §5
billion in 2002

One reascn peopie donl exercise encugh
12lack of tme and convenience. By
providing comvraient, sale and mvung
trails tha link 1w werk. 1o schoul, w
shoping, eic. trails e allow people to
cambine exercise with necessery trips.
Irsiesd o ditving 1o the gm0 nte 3
trexchmill, for example, trails can provice
convenient cppotunitiss lor peopie 1o gat
1ne exercise they need.

Clark County has eontracted with

a ronsultant tezm led by Macky &

Sposita, Inc., i pannership with the
lishee Group, Inc.. SERA, e snd
Jeanne Lawson Assockutes, Inc.. and is
working with the Clark Coumy Parks
and Rezreation Depaniment =1dp=m

y 10 update an
Irafl and Hikewsy Syuems Flan [Hml
“The Plan cutlines exssiing irmils end offers
recommendations lor the develepment
ol several addinunal trails whtin Clark
County. The developmers of these 1rals
will help te reverse the trends addressed
wthin ths article and provids many
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other benefils 10 our commumities health
and wellae. We could we these nene
more than crer.

Here are some oeher sabering stziniics:

*  Exceas weighn and physicsl
inastivity acoount for more than
300,000 premature deaths per
yrarin the US., second only to
deaths relaed 10 smeking.
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< £4 SMLE MAKECVER

vonservattve, piredictable rethods” s2ys Dr. Chan,
“Veneers, far example, arc a popular consrvative
necthod because they preserve maost of tie eniginal woth

Many peuple e w collagen and other Blkers w
resiore the fullness o thetr lips that can be lost with
e, D Chan says it s impenant w losok iside the
mouth before proceeding with fillers; otherwise you
may be ireatmg enly the surface withau addressieg the
underhyng cause,

“Just 2 the body s supponed by th framewonk of the
sleletan, o the mouth Is also supponed by the bones
and teeth W a patent has lest fullness in thede lips,

it may be due 10 a lack of suppaning the underlying
teeth, bones and pum tissus. In that case, insiesd of
augmenting the hips with enly collagzn. an impenant
comsideration should be to coneei the position end
contour of the teeth 10 ereate betier suppar: fo- the lips.
This imighe 1equite veneess, crehadentic yetment, o7 3
cembriration of the wo.

Dr. Chan believes 1t Is impuszans b bk 21 the mouth
i relatien to the enite face and assess the individeals
pasls 1y 11 sk some p R
like: ‘Il you could change yous face. what would you
like 1o acteveT Some people want fuller lips, 2 higgrr
chin anl pet 1l of wrmbdes et T'm 3 degis and | cant
comect all those [aiures but | can work with cosmetic
surgeons 1o crvate 3 lotal rejuvenatian plan ”

[ Chan sers the [ace a3 2n arniis cosmposition snd
t1ies 10 mssczs the individualk bacial form and style before
atemping 1o improve the mouth. A et of perfently
whinte, sraight 1eeth with puamped up, poty bps is

not nevessatily the bet louk ferevery lacz, "Emiles

that are created by dentius with absoluse mathematical
symmenry da net always look natusal end are not the
miast plezsing s like making tae same sutie of chahing
Tor everyhody” he says. “Advaneed students of aesthene
studly pature aned hnow that Lwo roses side by sile

ate stilar but nov exacaly alike, You must sezrch for
vanatiens that would impreve the imdividuals smile
without making it contrved and eonfurmed 1o 3 mold.”

A rzsponsible counstic dentst knows when 1o say
“enough” ond their am shoulg be 10 recrexe a nazusally
beauful smile with undereerable deazstry T sheut
sl cumetvative treatmzid o fincsse a uriqus smils
rether than peslorm a coakee cutter smile.” 2ys D
Chan

Dr. Chans office “Nomthwest Smile Designs®

tn cosmenc dentistry and is located i Fisher's Landing
19120 SE 4= Streen Sutte 2104, Vanrmuver, WA CE683
1360) £83-1206

Clark Coun!

T BANIK
g

3072 Viest 391h Stres) = Vancouves, VYA 98660 » (360) 694.7867
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< 45 IRALS

*  The percantage of uverweight
adalescents has nearty wpled In
thie past iwo decades, In 1999,
13 pereent of children aged 6
10 11 yrars and 14 percent ol
slulescems aged 12 1w 10 years
weic overweight. Children need
w be abile 10 develop lifeleng
habits

‘While teails can help with cur waatlines,
they can alsa help with the fiscal bouom-
bine

Acearding 1o the state of Washingten,

i 18 estimated that 1he cos: for phynzal
imsctivay in Weshiingion Statz was more
than 53 billien in 2002 1=

In addition 1o the aloremenuoned cous.
i3 estsmated that in Washingon the lnss
of wurker prodactvity 12 due 1o obesty 8
sbout § 4 6 Billion

In the Unned States in 2000 the cout ol
heali praflems asncctsied with obeslty

TUMN BACK T

Alter Leg Vein Treslmeat

was estunated 1o b a maggenng 117
Liilion.

Heatthy Litestydes Benetts o our
Econamy

In addivien 1 the heahih couts, there are
serlaus economic mmifications of our
phymeal maciuy

The propesed mrail sysen while
promaring heakdry loing can zla
provides ezonomic advantages to our
gt

“Every $1 investmenl in
trodls for phytedl o
led Io $2.94 in direct
mecical banelil.”

A 2004 stundy of using bike/pedenirian
wrails in Lincoln, Nebrasks 10 reduce
health cure costs assoctsted wath
tnacihvy, quantifies the benzis of money
«pent on trail developren: from 2 health
standpoiny. The conslusion is that [or
every écllar spent on srls nearly thiee
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Ao: Fine Lines

R, R [, T RFUNINITIONARY |

|
WITHOUT SURGERY “

Skin Tightoning ‘

Facodog Vaing

niAgo Nome

Botox & Nostyinno

dollars (52.94) of public healih henefins
are produced 12]13)

Scientifiz evidence bom the Guide

10 Communlty Prevertive Services

shows that providing access 19 places

for phiyuical evvity, such as 1nuls,
increases the lovel of physial scivity 1n
2 community The median estinates fmem
the 1eviewsd sudies suggest (hat cieaung
or Inproving access w places lor plysical
activily @a result 12 25% increase in the
percent of persons w he exercise at leas, 3
times 2 week. (4](3]

Recommanded Amouni of Physical
Activity

Aczerding 1o the US Demi cf Healih and
Luman Services and the CDC physical
sttty deant peed w be sirenuous o
time comsuming 15 be benefizial, People
of all ages can benefit frem moderate
amouns of physical scuvay, such 2 30
minues of hrisk walking fve of more
tmes 3 week 0
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il \/ANGCOUVER

The new Clark Counry Tratl and Bikeway System Plan GHEIE%I[I:J DI!.}HMIE

diaft will be presenied at the Hovernber 4, 2005 Tralls BB LA

Sympesieme Blazing Hew Tralks 2005 The public 5 tnviued ‘
| 1o zend this kistoric event and exerzise the ozsenuniny in

tnfluence Clark County’s local pedesirian and bicjelz il

neiwork,

For mare information regantding the Clatke Caunty Trall

& Tikeway Flan, er the Novernber 4 Trails Sympesium,
please comact Kelly Punteney a1 Vancouver~Clark Parks

& Recreavan (360) 616-1127, or Lisa Humer Schaver.
Bus.ness Development hanager, MarKay & Spotito, Inz
360-695-3 11 1. Or vistt wewvanciatkparls-recomg to find
an event regl lorm. TFor mote on healthr
lifestyles please visu waw.co.clark wa, usheablindes il
ated v commpnitycholesa2010.coms.

About Tho Author

Bruce Appleyard, AICE. 15 3 Sensor Trampostation Plannst
anul Urhan Designer far SERA, Inc., 2 multi-discipline desten
frem detlicated 1o sustainsble principles in Portlaed, Oregon
He has 1aught :ranspottation and land-uss courses at
Portland State Untversity and the University of Viggina. He
alsa teaches coursas and leadds wotksheps en how o make
commuritiss more walkabie, bikable and hvable for children

and aduks. Prior o meving 1o Ponland, he serverl asa
Planintng Commustionzt in Charlettoville, Vigmba,

Foomstes in Oral Surgery
”“'lh:litlllh 2r A e I by e = Highsst qenlicy onal wrpery tn a canng,
the State of Hezlth and Wash — professonal. personl envimement
Coaliman for Promoung Fhysical Activity S

34 The Health Msnsgement Asecitss, cormusiened by S TRE et

the Wtk tate Def o Health ard Wash -mn.nma CROCE * Ouhograthic surpery

Coahtion for Promanng Fhysical Actieiry Oral Su?.cr_lz * Dental rnplants

EE2 The study is Cont-Benefit Analysu of Physical Acitvity S & Manillobsctal nrgeny

Using BlkefPectesirizn Trails Ly Guljing Whng, PhD. Caroline Cruig Wong, DI

A Blscera, PHD, Dathare Scudder-Soucte, Med, Jom Schinid, (360) 695-2400
PhD, Michaz] Pra, MD, MPH, David Buchner, M3, MPH. It 14411 NE 0t Ave, Seite 100
appeared tn Journal: Health Premotion Practice: April 2005 Vancouves, WA 98686

Vel 6, e, 2, 174179 ; Fax (360) 906-1116

"3 b ftweww thecommunity guide ernypy/pa-int-cee-
reoss pdl

10 Sguree: Cemters lor Disease Control: wwnwede pav/
noocdphpfdrpefebesttyfeantmibung_lsciors i, accessed
on 10205,

US Depe of Heltk: and Human Services and the CDC: Trails
for healthe Promnuing Healthy Lilestyles & Enaronments,
Brochure

ITETATE
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www.walka ag.com
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ABOUT THE EVENT

SPOLSORID BY

ik
p Memborship Has s Benlits TI ;1‘ ‘

o

| ---doin Today!

|

Destination Arizona
Gorgeous Winter Weather
and Fun Times Await Youl
Whather you're a seancned manathoner o
2 newtnmar 1o 2d-mile foot race, PF.
Changy Rack '’ Roll Arizara |i ene o drde
on the calendar, The event, which inchades s
marsthon, ha'f marsthon and & che-mils
hits® fum run, b wall werth making an
anrwial alfsic

January It an amazing time of year 1o
vislt the Valiey of the Sun. Sunny ikies and
GErFEcUs westher swait you .. temperaturey
that saram perfect running and walking
wasther, A typical day itar ot asound £0
degrees and resches about 65 by midday
— ideat for b pachide, pait fate aftemoon.
Beyond the race, partidpants and s
families can enjcy golling. hiking, rvimming,
thopping, world cans 1 Twank
nightiite, an & Lrvo-clay Health & Fithess.
Expo.

As with all elne rating events, RF. Chang'y
Rowk ‘n’ Roll Aritona is a musical marathon
wihere over G0 bands end 40 theer squady
add spiekt and Inipiratien from £1art 1a finkth,
Live Lancis llterally play avery mile, creating
a runical party on the road, Festivities culmi-
nate with an evening headiiner concert (fiee
with racs entry) at Tempe Basch Park.

Muzh af what makes PF Chang Rock ‘n’
Mol Artzona suth an Ingedible experienca b
1l suppext behind it. Everyone from the
thtle spemor, 19 the hest uties, 1o the lseal

st vemendou enthutlem. PF. Chang's
China Bistro even designed a protein pow:
ered, (omplea Crbo-loaded Training Table
Meny lor encurance athieley, now & perma-
nent part of I nationwide memu.

P, Changs Rodk 'n’ Rall Arizona truly has
samething for everyone. Elte athletss will
find & wortd-cizz fletd, seriow runnen can
e this svent a3 & qualifier for the Boston
Margthon, and cansal runnert and wlkers

Blazing New Trails
in Clark County

Frovembar 4, 2205 will be an evening of his
toric Wpnificance a1 a thowand busines and

leaden, planners G
trail and biker achvocates, hitory mibtins,
and interested eltizens gather tagether at
tha Hilton Mol and Vancouwver Cormmention
Center to blare new trails.

ty'y way of Uls in the firura The event will
honor The J00th annmeriary of the very day
BN whih Lewss and Clark 101 U Gamp on the
Cohumbla River in what it now Clark County
The evening vall aiso inchucle toeaker Steve
Servica

Featuring a focttuloass Mk, sohtal!
baseball (i, baslrtball courts andd &
U3-euie ack aroundd the iohtall fleid, the

Nauthus Backyard afficaly was wwaded e

T e

Adaer,
Lewa and Clark Hational Histaric Trail, whao

v hnd
362 ikt pufing L on ek bikes after ichocl

o1 10 ©AART

will giscuas the nsticnal cnthe 1 shoot loop of play ball on the abweather
futire of the (swis & Clark Havcnal Tral frricx. He enmurages employe:
am “walking meetings” on the tracdk, of 1o ks
vitth yeans of n breaks in yor
rating the most pivotal in Arneri- Adreacty

an
the Draf Clark County Trail & Elkewey
Syiterms Man proposed 10 Oeste a truly
@nnected and emnemically viable stem
Wt EnCourages nan-matorized travel
comemuting, and healthful activities. With
our society faang a stzady 1 in cbesty and
pocr heatth related 15 phyiial nactivity
especlatly smong thiliren, now s the time 1o
plan snd implement the Countys Traid &
Bikeway Systems Plan.

Tha evening's program will alia inctude
recognition of past trail leadenshia in Cark
Caunty. Particization In tha pymacsium b
open L all trall ethusia, amunity
visionaries, and active utizent. The communi-
w1 partdpation s imparant kn maintining
a wrelkinformed, well-rounded planning
eHore For more information or toreghter
for Lckats 10 Ure sympodum, please amlat
Kally Punteney, Vancouver-Oark Parks &
Reereation Department, JE0-615-117,
wwalvandarkparks-rec org.

~Liza Bunter Schaver

Nautilus, Inc. Opens New
World Headquarters and
Community “Backyard”
When It comes 1o encouraging health and
fizness, ore would have to Give high marks
1o fitnewt campsny Hautiha lnc. for refling
ous the carpet. Green carpet. Field turf, 10

ba precia.
As part of iti mave inia a pgIni new
‘Vanzouwer,

mthe

ViA, the

Tonment fer all tn enpy.
For mare infarmation or 10 reginte, viit
wravws rreaz.com of call 1-800-313-1255.

maker cf high ¥ produc o

out a 1S atre pasking kot and converted it

inta a "zackysrd” for i3 empicyees end the
community.

has shown 2n cut

‘pauring of swppant for k3 new eporats
neighbor

For more iformation on Mati, vt
v vwiier.com of

Meeting
aur
Memberr

248

V Thermaa. Moidad UR V1210
1501 223 2hue = wws foronpackios S

BemclecDecanter 2005 Ml B 1}
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5Tals Fet Trails Sympésfom ™ T ey LC %
for Fri., Nov. 4, 5:30-9:00 pim. 5 -t Ay 200 years to the day after |_ewis & Clark.
\ A Talls Symposim n dhsmﬁd'iuﬂhﬂf < 2 camp on !Jme—mr&a.?\nrecf‘ﬁm‘caund:h;
,n'*”,fgd'"; Wailsyon S bt ¢ : $ what is now the State of Washington
yed hat b= be Bt Fook of the Lewd { LUSA: we will make histony again.
P g
Fee el el O 13,45
Gl iechedn s pm, to father defie
1all ooy s Tle bogh  tlememn of o G pET
Chelachis Priie Rl plao
The prope=d trails plsm
oy kil Uil g et R Gy o Didcavns i Dok .
: '} orate the Coms of ny's na it j -
mm‘:}ﬁ: ':’szms * Lock forward and blase rew trads that wallers, E:rstmd
dH;:hddu‘:! :‘;hmlﬁ wmut:‘idﬂflmdhﬁcé;%xvg;dhmw ion's
w. el il IMMAKE. I Y. Flease join us
e O rew event of istorc signieanca at Blasing New Traia 2003,
the fah of wywilling propeny The 539 telen fox e r
oWz Sympedmn laclade dim=,
Oty profects Included in 25 s discunices.
:n inclode 8 2o po-bost bz aee alio - =
vl along the Co-  comemplasd .o E BYAOGIGRER! !
m&: Wiippke ﬂ..tgifmﬁlllﬁfi:ﬁ%gﬂh}r i Www.yanclarkparke-rec.drg

Cormsrea Oiln Fioner ey, 693411

! M‘.—*‘s‘ﬂ;ﬂfﬂimﬂltﬁw”mdd‘m&!oﬁ ! .
B o Mmpmhﬁmanﬂhﬂedm" Y i

E pardng Lol ot Vs “:‘ﬂmﬁ-ﬁlwm E "J!
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BLAZING NEW TRAILS — 2005, a community symposium held at the Hilton Hotsl
an November 4, 2005, provided valuable input to the evelving Clark County Trall
and Bikeway Systems Plan. The event brought together 302 people including
many business and community leaders, plannars and eangineers, trail and bike
advocates, neighborhood representatives and interested citizens to focus on
future trail planning efforts. The date was significant because it was the 200th
anniversary of the very day on which Lewis and Clark set up camp on the
Columblia River In what Is now Clark County.

The primary event sponsor was the Vancouver-Clark County Lewis & Clark
Planning Commiittee, bringing years of preparation for the Lewis and Clark
Bicentennial commemoration. The opening presentation provided an opportunity
to reflect on the lasting legacy of the Corps of Discovery and its nation-building
journey.

Re-enactors who traveled down the Columbia River earlier that day in dugout
canoes were Introduced to a warmmn applause.

Then atiention turned to issues of present and future concem. Where do we want
to be able to walk, hike and ride a bike in years to come? What trails and other
facilitias are needed to make this a more active and connected community?
What needs to be done to make these trails a reality sooner rather than later?

With a mandate to “make history,” participants took advantage of the chance to
begin shaping a strong, verifiable trails vision for Clark County and the region.
Large county trail maps were provided, allowing participants to envision and
sketch ideas for future trail extensions and connecting routes.

Table discussions — with up to eight people per table — looked at many aspects of
the current tralls system, the wants and needs of residents, and ideas for future
development. Key concerns Included accessibility of tralls to nelghborhoods, trail
safety, and funding mechanisms. Many participants expressed the need for
shared-use trails and more “aoft” paths for bikers and walkers. "Connectedness”
was a word heard frequently, with full linkage suggested from north to scuth and
east to west for blcyclists, pedestrians and equestians. Strong support was
voiced for a “rail trail” using the Chelatchie Prairie Railroad to devalop a trail
strelching from urban Vancouver to far-reaching rural areas. Others proposed
utilizing available natural gas line and electric utility corridors for trails.

The evening concluded with a brief summary of table discussions. Lists of
suggestions were long and varied, providing fresh thinking about trails from
people who use them on a regular basis or are curious and want to know more,
In all, over 200 pages of notes were generated that night. These and the large
county trial maps are part of the event record.
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colunbiancom: Serving Clark County, Washingion Page 1 of 4

Home | Clnnatfieds | Yellovw Pages [[Nows Jobs | Homme | Cats | Our Clark Colinty | pdxgull

ik ﬁ f"t-i?:-r-.-r--"a;r'}—-r

Bervrm Gtk Caury, Washing=n Bringtng stulf {rom around the Deuntry to Ol

Hewn €'

lLoca! and natinnal

ISports

%vr:-&m ‘Legacy projects’ slowly take shape

it Thursday, May 5, 2005 Ej

Obitunries. By DEAN BAKER, Columblan staff writer

el stacks Tourists passing through Clark County (his Lewis and Clark E
year will have o search hard and use their imaginalions

P to find any traca of the explerers' footprints.

cﬂuu' Of the five big "egocy projecis® under construclion hero to

[Yellow Pagas visils in N ber 1805 and April 1806,

wtane | Qnly onling two projects remain ia'rge!y in the planning stages and will be years

I¥op Stery in the making. They won't b finished by 2008,
[Columblog
I'vo Bean Thinking The other ramnanis of he explorers’ visit here are 14 "landing
(Cort's Buzz sites® In the Vancouver-Paortland area, a few of them marked by T
Community parks, others marely by information signs. H
(Calendor
m‘mm' The two Incomplate commemoeralive centerpleces aro the 22 i
L oeal History million Confluence Project on seven sites along the Columbla River,  coms
Police Repert Including two at Vancouver, and tha S60 million, 150-mila-ong, bi- &=
Site Bearch: state Lewis and Clark Ciscavery Trall, which links tha 14 landing The e
sHes for pedestrians and bike and horssback riders
Three other Clark County legacy projects will be roady for visilers
Entortalomont |y 4he 200th annlversary of the Corps of Discovery's arrval here on
Pcvios Nav. 3-5.
v
Personals Opan for viewing and public use will be the $535,000, 108-foot-
f-ottory long Fort Vancouver Tapeasiry, scheduled to hang July through
Tho Columblan September at Clark College in Vancouver, the $3 million CapL.
Privacy Policy William Clark Park at Cotlonwood Beach in Washougal; and the
Contact ua 5575,000 Cathlapclle Plankhouse st Ridgefield.
[Terms of service
etany ol The Whils all five commermaralive projects have used the cachet of the
IAdveriiso In The Lewis and Clark Blcentennial for fund-raising purposes, only Ihe park
Columbian project is keyed directly to the Corps of Discovery's visil hore.
The other four projects all have additlonal purposes:
hirne /e palnmbian comMSNSINNSiclark en277R15 ofim 51612005

Appendix
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* The plankhouse to recognize the Chinook Indian Tribs.
* Tha tapestry 1o celebrate Vancouver's rich histary,

* ‘The trall system lo accommodale valking, biking and homse
Iraffie,

* The Confluence Project to aslistically embrace the natural
onvimanment and recognize the American Indlan history on the
Columbin River betwaen Clarkston and Astoria, Ore.

Organlzers are nol at ali surprised that neither the Canfluence
Project nor tha Lewis and Clark Discovery Trall will be finished In the
nexi couple of years.

Riding on Lewis and Clark fever along wilh many other project
organizers across tha nation, the organizers simply used the
bicentannial to siir enlhusinsm and fund raising. Thoy have never

{aimed thelr proj woukd by wrapped up this year or next.

Fund-raising optimism

*This thing will get dorie,” sald David Nlarenberg, the Confluence
Project’s fund-ralsing chalman, who personally gave $1 million of
513.5 million in the project's coffars so far.

He sald he and his wile, Patricia, "ara commilted to this ourselves
like a plg Is committed to bacon.” The Niarenbergs ara willing lo chip
in more money parsonally, he sald, and his goal Is to finish fund
ralsing by the end of 2006.

Thae project's $13.5 milfion fund Includes $7 million In slate and
federal funds, he sald.

For the Confluence Project's clesest link to Vancouver, ground Is
to be broken this fall on a $10 million land bridge that will eross state
Highway 14, dip under the Burington Norihen Santa Fa tracks and
cannect the Fort Vancouver Nalional Historlc Site with the Columbia
River, sald Thayer Rorabaugh, Vancouver's transportation managor.

If that scheduls s followed, the bridge might be complated In
2006. It Is not pegged fo Lewis and Clark directly, bul Is expected to
Include Amarican Indian arlistic molifs focusing altention both on the
fort and the river, said Rene Senos, spokeswoman for Jones &
Jones Architecls. Partner JohnPaul Jones designed the bridge in
cooperation with renownad New York artist Maya Lin.

Confluence Project observers can axpect lo sea only one sile
completed lhis year. That vll ba Lin's design for a symbolic basalt

brn/fwww. calumbinn. com/050520058/clark eo/272835.cfm 5/672005
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tock "fish-cleaning stalion” and land forms ot Cape Disappointment
near |lwaco. She has also lald aut descriptions for the beginnings of
a "Skybowl™ at Chief Timothy Stats Park, six miles west of Clarkston,
Idaho.

Plans haven't been firmed up for the olher Confluence Project
siles; Franchman's Bar Park, northwest of Vancouver; Sacajawea
Stale Park at Pasco; Celllo Falls, near The Dalles, Ore.; and on the
Sandy River east of Portland,

Greenway trail

Likely o taka even longer than the Confluance Project Is the Lewis
& Clark Discovery Greenway Trall that will link the 14 landing sites
wilh many other irall systoms throughout the melropalilan area.

The Clark County portion of the trall will be repackaged and
renamed for Lewis and Clark at a cost of about $80,000 over the
next few maenths under tha supervision of Kelly Puntaney, the city of
Vancouver's tralls, greenways and urban forestry doveloper.

Punianay plans io hook the county’s hike, bike and harse trail plan
ta Lewis and Clark's coattalls. That will be done, he sald, under a
naw conlract with MacKay & Sposito, Inc. of Vancouver. Tha 1892
Clark County Tralls & Bmaway System Plan will be rewrilten to
include current work, including the intersiate tralls, he explal

Puniensy expacts to roll oul the new county plan on April 8, 2008,
the 200th anniversary of the dale Lewls and Clark left the area of
modam Washougal 1o head back east.

That will mark the beginning of a new era for trall-bullding, he sald.

*I'm hoping this documant will show that we ook tha moment and
stopped everything and really looked al the systams of fransportation
for 1his courly named for Capt. William Clark, and made tralls Just as
the Corps of Discovery made frails,” Punteney said.

The $50 millicn greenway's beginnings are extensive, but the full
sysiem Is & work in pragrass, involving many clly, state, county and
reglonat agenclas. Sa far, the greanway simply Is a natwork of
hiking, biking and horseback paths under construction for many
years, soms connected and others scattored throughout the
Portiand-Vancouver area.

Discovery tralls. The goal Is to complela the system avar the next 20
years.

Calhlapolle Flankhousa

Qut at Ridgefield, the 3575,000 plankhouse Is a colorful exterior
ready for use. Bul it's simply an emply building, with no American
Indinn art or crafts inside.

Plonkhouse backers recently collected an $80,000 National Park
Saorvice granl, howaver. Il will be used to outfit tha plankhouse with
appropriate baskets, hidas and foed. ItHl be usad to schadule
programs and train docents and rangers, allowing the plankhouse o
be openad to the public on a regular basis laler this year, said
Virginia Parks, an archaealogist with tho U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service.

Armed with a recent $85,000 National Park Service grant, Clark
Park at Washougal Is undar construction with an opening scheduled
for Aug. 7, with canoe races, fiddlars, jerky makers, a salmon and
bulinlo sisak faed, and many displays and evenis.

In other venues, [ha bicantennial continues to unfoid.

Speeches, displays and gatherings ars quietly popping up, several
cach manth. The plankhouse officially opened in Ridgefleld; the *12
Days in Clark County” teacher warkshops coachad teachers 1o help
studants understand Lawis and Clar; and the Lewls and Clack "End
of Our Journsy" exhibit openad at the Clark County Historical
Museum.

Tanight on the bicentannlal docket, Gary Stroulsos, a premier
Native Amarican flutz player, will provide music and slories of the
Hidatsa, Mandan and Lekota tribes of the Lewis and Clark era al lhe
Woodland Middle School cafelerla, 755 Park SL, 6t 7 p.m.

The bulk of commemorative events will coma between July and
December.

Talk about this story in our Discussion Forums.

Comyrignt € 7055 by Tha Cobareast Adesting Co. P C. Bes 162 Varncsuver. w-lum vunndmmv

--n-nlmnn “imm“md way, ety bt ot st b RS
Trail sections range from the dirt paths of Portiand's Forest Park to R =
the Interstate 5 and 205 highway bridges. North of the rivor, about 80
milns n!iha pmpnsed mail wtm.*s through Clark Counly, from
Ridg o Wi g Vancouver's Renaissance and
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APPENDIX H: Local Area Trail Maps
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APPENDIX 1I- Funding Resources
Controlling | Greater Clark Park District
Agency
Program/ Regular Property Tax Levy
Source
Purpose e Tunding of park, trail and ball-field acquisition,
development and maintenance inside the
boundaries of the Park District (Unincorporated
area of Vancouver UGA)
Eligible Projects |e Acquisition
e Development
e Maintenance
Geographical e Revenue is collected inside the Park District only
Restrictions e Funds must be used inside the Park District
Funds Available |e 2006 revenue collection est.: $2.7 million (original
estimate was $2.1 million)
e Per parks web site: funding for the maintenance of
35 new parks, seven miles of trail and 41 sports
fields
Availability for e $—— designated in original funding plan for trail
Trails maintenance (7 miles of trails)
o $-—-- designated in original funding plan for trail
construction
e Must compete with other projects for uncommitted
funds
Revenue/Tax Base | e Property tax collected at rate of $0.27/$1,000 AV in
2006
e Regular levy will grow at 1% per year plus value of
new construction
Eligible NA
Recipients
Grant Limits NA
Sponsor Match NA
Comments
Contact Steve Duh

Clark/Vancouver Parks and Recreation Department

Appendix

Controlling |Clark County
Agency
Program/ Bonds Sales (repaid with future
Source property tax)
Purpose o Funding of capital projects included in the Capital
Facilities Plan (CFP)
e Provides a mechanism to fund large projects and
spread costs over project life
e Allows future residents who benefit to share in
facility costs
Eligible o Capital acquisition and development projects in
Projects CFP.
Geographical |¢ Countywide
Restrictions
Funds Available | ® Total legal non-voted bond capacity is 1.5% of AV,
12/31/04 unused, non-voted capacity: $296 million
e Total legal non-voted and voted bond capacity is
2.5% of AV; 12/31/04 unused voted and non-voted
bond capacity: $740 million. The county has no
outstanding voter-approved bond debt.
Availability for |e Must compete with other county capital projects for
Trails non-voted bond revenues. Voted bond revenues can
specnfy use for tralls
Revenue/Tax ° Non-voted bonds requlre a separate revenue stream.
Base o Voted bonds require 60% voter approval and are
repaid with dedicated property tax.
e Current assessed value (2005) $34.24 billion.
Eligible Clark County
Recipients
Grant Limits NA
Sponsor Match |NA
Comments Amount, term, and structure of bond will determine
payment schedule
Contact
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Controlling |Clark County
Agency
Program/ | Property Tax Lid Lift
Source
Purpose e Funding county programs, services, and capital
projects
e May be general or dedicated to a specific purpose
Eligible o Acquisition
Projects e Development
e Maintenance & Operations
Geographical |e Countywide
Restrictions
Funds Available | e County 2005 unused levy rate: $.29/$1,000 AV
e FEach $.01 = $340,000
e Capped at 1% annual growth
e Available for term of lid lift, which may be
permanent
e Requires 50% voter approval
Availability for | Compete for funding with other park development
Trails projects or other countywide projects
Revenue/Tax o Countywide tax base $34.24 billion
Base
Eligible Clark County
Recipients
Grant Limits NA
Sponsor Match |NA

Controlling |Clark County
Agency
Program/ |Real Estate Excise Tax — Dedicated
Source to Park Development
Purpose e Funding of park capital projects included in Capital
Facilities Plan
o All but an estimated §____ per year committed
o Residual amount available for other park and trail
development
Eligible Projects |e Acquisition
o Development
Geographieal o Unincorporated area only
Restrictions o Revenue is split between urban($1.9 million) and
rural ($2.4 million) ; urban share must be used
inside the Vancouver UGA; Rural share must be
used in the unincorporated area only
Funds Available |e 2005 revenue collections: ~$4.3 million
o Estimated § per year not committed
o Est. cash balance as of 12/31/04: §
Availability for o Compete for funding with other park development
Trails projects
Revenue/Tax Base | e 50% of Y% (.125%) tax on sale of real property in
unincorporated area
Lligible NA
Recipients
Grant Limits NA
Sponsor Match NA
Comments °
Contact Steve Duh

Clark/Vancouver Parks and Recreation Department
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Controlling | City of Vancouver/
Agency Clark County
Program/ | Park Impact Fees
Source
Purpose e Funding of park capital projects included in Six
Year Park Capital Facilities Plan
Eligible Projects |e Acquisition
e Development
Geographical e Only collected inside urban growth area
Restrictions e Must be used in sub-area where collected
Funds Available |e 2005 revenue collections: $
e Estimated $ per year not committed
e Est. cash balance as of 12/31/04: §
Availability for o Compete for funding with other park development
Trails projects

Revenue/Tax Base

o Fee collected at time building permit is issued for
residential development

o Fee based on estimated cost to meet park
development service level standard

Controlling |City of Vancouver
Agency
Program/ Second %1% Real Estate Excise Tax
Source — Dedicated to Parks & Recreation
Purpose e Funding of park capital projects included in Capital
Facilities Plan
e Allbutanestimated $§  per year dedicated to
Firstenburg and Marshall community centers
e Residual amount available for other park and trail
development
Eligible Projects |e Acquisition
e Development
Geographical e Inside Vancouver city limits only
Restrictions
Funds Available |e 2005 revenue collections: ~$2.9 million
e Estimated $100,000 per year not committed
o Est. cash balance as 0of 12/31/04: $
Availability for e Compete for funding with other park development
Trails projects

Revenue/Tax Base

e Tax of /4% (.125%) on sale of real property inside
Vancouver city limits

Ellg.lb-le NA Eligible NA

Recipients Recipients

Grant Limits NA Grant Limits NA

Sponsor Match NA Sponsor Match NA

Comments o Trail projects are not currently included in PIF Comments e Funding plan for community centers not finalized
program Contact Steve Duh

Contact Steve Dl Clark/Vancouver Parks and Recreation Department

Clark/Vancouver Parks and Recreation Department
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Controlling | Washington State Interagency
| Agency Committee for Outdoor 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 priorities)
Eligible Projects |e Acquisition
e Development and renovation
o (Costs related to indoor facilities, maintenance, and
operation are not eligible
Geographical e Varies per applicant jurisdiction
Restrictions e Multi-jurisdiction projects allow county-wide
coverage
Funds Available |e Highly variable based on federal authorization
e Since 1965, nearly $64 million distributed for 533
projects statewide
Availability for e Eligible projects specifically include trails/paths.
Trails e Grant cycles occur on annual basis
Revenue/Tax Base | e Federal revenue from outer continental shelf
mineral receipts, motorboat fuel taxes, recreation
user fees, and funds from sale of federal property.
Eligible e Local governments, tribes, and state agencies.
Recipients
Grant Limits e Minimum $25,000
e Maximum $500,000
Sponsor Match e Minimum 50% of total project cost
Comments e Program priorities: trails that serve walking/biking
with high connectivity; renovation; facilities that
support low-impact, non-consumptive activities
within natural settings.
Contact Interagency Committee for Outdoor 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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Controlling | Washington State Interagency
Agency Committee for Outdoor Recreation
Program/ National Recreation Trails Program
Source :

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

Eligible Projects |e Rehabilitation

e Maintenance

e Edueation

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

Geographical e Program focuses on projects that support

Restrictions backcountry experiences

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

e [In fiscal 2005, $1.23 million was awarded.

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

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

e Grant cycles occur on annual basis

Revenue/Tax Base

e Federal gasoline taxes attributed to recreational,
non-highway uses.

Eligible e Local governments (towns, cities, ete.), nonprofits,
Recipients state agencies, tribes, federal agencies.
Grant Limits e Minimum $5,000

e Maximum $50,000

e Education project limits $5,000 - $10,000
Sponsor Match e  Minimum 20% of total project cost
Comments o Project review criteria focus on need, project

support, readiness to proceed, etc.

Contact Interagency Committee for Outdoor 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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