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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 201 0* 432,479 

Percentage Male 49.6 171,330 

Percentage Female 50.4 173,908 

Percentage under 5 7.8 26,886 

Percentage 5-14 years 16.3 56,275 

Percentage 15-24 years 13 44,948 

Percentage 25-44 years 30.5 106,411 

Percentage 45-64 years 22.6 74,920 

Percentage over 65 years 9.5 32,808 

People with disability 16.1 55,601 
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SECTION I. 

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 co~~~· 
Clark County's weather is reasonably mild and these fac1hhes 
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 

INTRODUCTION 

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 
ne~ork 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 
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us who drive everywhere an alternative to at least some of our 
average 1 0-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 
pedestrian 
bicycle 
network 

for the 
and 
trail 

lS 

"Connectivity." 
The system should 
provide enticing 
and safe 

conversion of shmt 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 maximun1 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 
transpmtation and reduces user conflicts increases property 
values adjacent to it, and is a positive return on investment for 
any public endeavor. 

C) PLANOVERVIEW 

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-
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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 IliA) 

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. 
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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 ~ 
document that will encourage and promote the growth of a trrul 
system serving the needs of children, community pedestrians, 
bicyclists, equestrians and paddlers for generations to co~e. It 
will be a reference guide to ensure that regional trails are 
appropriately incorporated into the actively developi~~ ur?an 
area and that new development accommodates that VISIOn m a 
logi~al 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 deve~o~ment. 
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 
spec(fic trips, but more 

importantly presents these 
6Jptions 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 trails 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 implemen~ation 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. 
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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. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

Environment and Natural Resources Element 

A. Acquire open green space and natural corridors for trail 
development. 

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

C. 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. ofNatural Resources, 
adjoining counties, etc.) and become a facilitator for 
other provider and volunteer efforts. 

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

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

F. Celebrate history by recognizing accomplishments 
made by Lewis and Clark. 

G. Discover and appreciate the area's rich beauty. 

Section I. Introduction 1-5 



Regional Trail and 5ikewa:~ S:~stems Plan 

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 bikeway 
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. 

Recreation Element 

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

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

C. Provide youth with ample opportunities to recreate 
outside. 
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SECTION II. TRAIL NETWORK 

A) Overview 

r.=;:;...;;:,:=~~~~~~~· 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 .citize~s and our visitors transportation alternatives to daily 
veh1cle tnps 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 a~ 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 wonderful natural corridors 
of Clark County. It can also 
be another economic catalyst 
that makes Clark County a 
great place to live and work. 

"the only desired 
situation for a 

settlement ... on the west 
side of the Rocky 

Mountains. " 

J0umal of Lewis and Clark 
Voyage ofDiseovery 
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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. 

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. 
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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 I Dole Valley Trail 
From Lacan1as 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"d A venue 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"d A venue 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 2191
h Avenue 

This is not one of the formal 16 regional trails, but SR502 is 
planning to accommodate a bicycle and pedestrian element 
from 1-5 to Battle Ground and represents a new trail corridor 
worthy of representation in the plan. 
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C) Trails Planned for Extension 

6) Salmon Creek Trail 
This trail begins from the north side of Hockinson near Cedar's 
Golf Course along Salmon creek towards Venersburg, through 
Alderbook up into the Yacolt Burn Forest on DNR lands. 

7) East Fork of the Lewis River Trail 
This trail runs from Moulton Falls east along the Lewis River 
corridor out to the east edge of Clark County. 
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8) Whipple Creek Trail 
This trail was planned to ensure a connection from Lake River 
to 1-5. 

9) Washougal River Trail 
This trail was planned to ensure a connection from the south 
end of Lacamas Lake Park over to the Washougal River along 
NE 3rd Avenue to N. Sheppard Road on to Washougal River 
Road. 

Section II. Trail Network 2-5 
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2006 Regional Trail & 5 ·ikewa_y S9stems Flan 
Trail N ·ames 

1 . Lewis & Clark Discover~ Gr.eenwa~ 

2. Chelatchie Fralrie Railroad 

). Lake to Lake 

+. Salmon Cree·k G:Fe-er;lw~H 

5. fad den f arkwa9. 

6.J-5 ·Corddor 

J. J-205 Corridor 

B. E..ast Fork ot the Lewis f\iver 

,. 

9. l)attle Ground/ fishers Landing 

1 0. Washougal R.lver Corridor 

1 1 . North F ark at the Lewis River Greenwa~ 

12. Whipple Creek Greenwa~ 

1 J. North/South f owerline 

1 +. E..ast f owerline 

15. Livingston Mountain Dole Valle!::! 

1 6. Camp 5onneville 

17. Lower Columbia R.iver Water Trail 
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Cross-Sec.tion Detail 

Figure 1 

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 Available Cost($ I Mile) Key 
Description Name of Reach Lemtth Built Classification Jurisdi ction Fundlmt Right of Way Construction Amenities Reaches 

Capl William Clark Park (Washougal) to 
Camas 8.2 3.2 A1 u 
Camas to Vancouver at the 164th Fisher's 
Outlook 7.4 A1 coc 
Fisher's Outlook to the Fish Hatchery (I-
205) 2.4 A1 cov 

Fish Hatchery to Ellsworth trail head 0.6 0.6 A1 cov 

Ellsworth to Wlntler Park 2.2 A1 cov 
Winller Park to Marine Park (Tidewater 
Cove) 1.0 1.0 A1 cov 

Marine Park to Columbia Shores 1.5 1.5 A1 cov 

Columbia Shores to Esther Short Park 1.5 0.5 A1 cov 

Esther Short Park to Mill Plain 0.6 A1 cov 

Mill Plain to Fruit Valley Road 0.9 A1 cov 
Fruit Valley Road to Port of Vancouver 
Trail Head 3.6 A1 cov 
Port of Vancouver Trail Head to 
Vancouver Lake Park 3.5 A1 cov 
Vancouver Lake Park to Frenchman's Bar 
Park 2.7 2.7 A1 cov 
Frenchmen's Bar Park to Ridgefield 
Wildlife Refuge 10.0 A1 cov 

Total 46.1 9.5 

2-10 



/bOO~ T ~~ ~ IDn~\WJ®~ s~@~IIDD@ ~(ftl 
~~~Tm~~tm98 ~r~~T~ I VAN COUV ER- CLARK 

~~OOQ{(~& 
Recreation 

Vicinity Map Project summary 

Cross-Section Detail 

Figure 2 

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 t ree 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 RlghtofWay Construction Amenities Reaches 

Vancouver Lake to the Ross Complex 2.0 A4 cov 

Ross Complex to St. Johns 2.0 A4 UUA 

St. Johns to 119th 5.8 A4 UUA 

119th to 199th - Brush Prairie 5.5 AS RURAUCOBG 

199th to City Limits of Battle Ground 1.7 A4 COBG 

Battle Ground Lake to Heison 1.6 A4 R 

Heison to Basket Flats 2.0 A4 R 

Basket Flats to Moulton Falls 3.7 2.7 A4 R 

Moulton Falls to Yacolt 2.7 A4 R 

Yacolt to Amboy 2.2 A4 R 

Amboy to Chelatchie Prairie 5.0 A4 R 

Total 34.2 2.7 
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Vicinity Map Project Summary _ 

Cross ... sect.ion Detail 

Figure 3 
25' - 50' right-of-way 

Project Number: 

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

Project Length: 22.3 miles (11 A 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: This trail 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 1-5 
and traversing its way under SRSOO 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 
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 
preconstruct! on costs. Alignment alternatives at sensitive 
areas may be necessary. 
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Lake to Lake Trail 

Trail Available Cost($ I Mile) Key 
Description Name of Reach Len~th Built Classification Jurisdiction Funding Right of Way Construction Amenities Reaches 

Lower River Road to West End of Burnt 
Bridge Greenway 2.7 2.0 AO cov 

West End of Burnt Bridge Greenway to 1-5 2.0 2.0 A1 cov 

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

Sl John's Rd to 4th Pin & Devine 1.0 1.0 A1 cov 

Devine Road to Andresen 1.4 1.4 A1 cov 

Andresen to 87th Avenue 0.8 0.8 A1 cov 

NE 87th Avenue to NE 98th Avenue 1.3 A1 cov 

NE 98th Avenue to 112th Avenue 0.9 A1 cov 

112th Avenue to 137th Avenue 1.3 A1 cov 

137th Avenue to 162nd Avenue 1.3 A1 UUA 

162nd Avenue to 192nd Avenue 2.0 A1 UUA 

192nd Avenue to Heritage Trail Head 1.4 A3 UUA 

Heritage Trail Head to Lacamas Lake Park 4.7 4.7 A3 CAMAS 

Total 22.3 11.4 
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Cross-Section Detail 

25' - 50' right-of-way 

Figure 4 

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 1-5. 
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 ofVenersborg 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. 
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Salmon Creek Greenway Trail 

Trail Available Cost($/ Mile) Key 
Description Name of Reach Length Built Classification Jurisdiction Fundinq RightofWay Construction Amenities Reaches 

Columbia River to Lake River 1.3 A1 R 

Lake River to Ashley Heights 0.6 A1 R 

Ashley Heights to Seward Bridge 0.9 A1 R 

Seward Bridge to Cougar Creek 1.3 1.3 A1 UUA 

Cougar Creek to Klinellne Ponds 1.8 1.8 A1 UUA 

Klineline Ponds to WSU Campus 2.6 A1 UUA 

WSU Campus to Andresen Road 1.7 A1 R 

Andresen Road to SR 503 (Brush Prairie) 3.0 A1 R 

SR 503 to Cedars 2.0 A1 R 

Cedars to Hockinson 2.5 A1 R 

Hocklnson to mouth of Rock Creek 1.7 A2 R 

Rock Creek to Alderbook 2.2 A2 R 

Alderbook to Bells Mountain 3.3 A3 R 

Total 24.9 3.1 
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Project Number: 

Regional Trail Name: Padden Parkway Trail 

Project Length: 1 o 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 @ 1-5 & 
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 I 
Landing trail near NE 172nd Avenue. 

Environmental Constraints: None 
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Padden Parkway Trail 
Trail Available Cost($ I 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 1-5 0.2 A3 UUA 

1-5 to Hwy 99 0.1 A3 UUA 

Hwy 99 to the Chelatchie Prairie Railroad 
trail 1.9 1.9 A3 u 
Chelatchie Prairie Railroad Trail to 
Andresen Road 1.0 1.0 A3 u 

1-205 to NE 94th avenue 1.3 1.3 A3 u 
NE 94th Avenue toNE 117th Avenue (SR 
503) 1.3 1.3 A3 u 

SR 503 toNE 137th Avenue 1.0 1.0 A3 u 

NE 137th Avenue toNE 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 
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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 1-5 corridor. This trail is directly suited to commuters. It is aimed at 
alternative modes of commuting. 

Environmental Constraints: None 
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Figure 7 

Project Number: 

Regional Trail Name: 1-205 Corridor Trail 

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 1-5 corridor. This trail is directly suited to commuters. It Is aimed at 
alternative modes of commuting. 

Environmental Constraints: None 
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Vicinity Map Project Summary 

Cross-Section Detail 

Figure 8 

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 w ill extend from the confluence 
of the East and the North Fork of the Lewis River near the La Center 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 I 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. 
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East Fork of the Lewis River Greenway Trail 

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

Lewis River connuence to W La Center 1.9 A1 R 

W La Center to E La Center 6.9 A1 UUA 

E La Center to Lewisville Park 2.6 A1 R 

Lewisville Park to Heison 4.4 1.4 A1 R 

Heison to Basket Flats 1.4 A1 R 

Basket Flats to Moulton Falls 3.9 2.7 A1 R 

Moulton Falls to Sunset Campground 7.3 A1 R 

Total 28.4 4.1 
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Cross-Section Detail 

Figure 9 

Project Number: 

Regional Trail Name: Battle Ground I 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 Asher'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 Rfth 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. 
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Battle Ground I Fisher's Landing Trail 

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

Columbia River and SR-14@ 192nd 
Avenue to SE 34th Street 1.0 1.0 A2 cov 
SE 34th Street to Fisher's Swale @ SE 
15th Slreet 1.0 1.0 A2 cov 
Fisher's Swale to 1 sl Sl. @ SE 15th Street 
(Mill Plain) 0.5 0.5 A2 cov 
1st St. to Harmony Sports Complex@ NE 
18th Street 1.2 0.3 A2 UUA 

Harmony Sports Complex to Lacamas 
Creek 0.5 A1 R 

Lacamas Creelt to the Padden Trail @ 
China Ditch 4.0 A2 R 

Padden Trail @ China ditch trail to 
Hockinson 3.2 A2 R 

Hockinson to NE 199th Street 2.5 A2 R 

NE 199th Street toNE 219th Street 1.0 A2 R 

NE 219th Street to the Chelatchie Prairie 
Railroad trail @ Battle Ground Lake 1.2 A1 R 

Total 16.1 2.8 
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Project Number: 

Regional Trail Name: Washougal River Corridor Trail (formerly known as 
China Ditch, Fisher's Landing Trail) 

Project Length: 10.4 miles (O miles built) 

User Groups: 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 Comer 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. 
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Washougal River Corridor Trail 

Trail Available Cost($ I Mile) Key 
Description Name of Reach Length Built Classification Jurisdiction Funding RlghtofWay 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 A3 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 Number: 

Regional Trail Name: North Fork ofthe Lewis River Trail 

Project Length: 31.5 miles (O miles built) 

User Groups: Pedestrians, Bicycles, Paddlers, Equestrians 

Project Description: The North Fork Trail will trace Clark County's northern 
rim going upstream along the Lewis River's north fork, paralleling a path between 
the river's edge where possible and the Pacific Highway. In Woodland, along Hayes 
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. 

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. 
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North Fork of the Lewis River Trail 

Trail Available Cost($ I Mile) Key 
Description Name of Reach LenQth Built Classification Jurisdiction FundiM 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 2.6 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 Slouxon Creek Park 3.7 A3 R 

Total 31 .5 0.0 
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Figure 12 

Project Number: 

Regional Trail Name: Whipple Creek Greenway Trail 

Project Length: 4.8miles (O miles built) 

User Groups: Pedestrians, Bicycles, Paddlers*, Equestrians 
*Paddle opportunities may be possible at the mouth ofWhipple 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 1-5. 

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

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

Wildlife Refuge/Lake River toNE 51st 
Avenue 1.3 A3 R PUUA 

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

Sara to Whipple Creek Park 1.2 A3 R PUUA 

Whipple Creek Park to Clark County 
Fairgrounds 1.1 A3 R PUUA 

Fairgrounds to 1-5 0.6 A3 R PUUA 

Total 4.8 0.0 
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Project Number: 

Regional Trail Name: North 1 South Powerline Trail 

Project Length: 20.6 miles (O 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 1-205, the 
Salmon Creek Trail, 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 area, 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 I 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. 
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North I South Powerline Trail 

Trail Available Cost($/ Mile) Key 
Description Name of Reach Len~th 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 A3 R 

NE 199th Street to Pioneer@ NE 259th 
Street 3.0 A3 R 

Pioneer to the East Fork of the Lewis 
River 1.3 A3 R 

East Fork of the Lewis River to La Center 
@ NE 339th Street 2.8 A3 R 

LaCenter to Pine Grove at NE 389th 
Street 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 0.5 A3 R 

Total 20.6 0.0 
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Project Number: 

Regional Trail Name: East Powerline Trail 

Project Length: 165 miles (O miles built) 

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

Project Description: The East County Powerline Trail follows the BPA 
Powerline from where the "Lake to Laken trail and Burnt Bridge Creek enter 
Meadowbrook Marsh at NE 86th Avenue, then extends under the power lines due 
east over 1-205 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 RightofWay Construction Amenities Reaches 

Meadowbrook Marsh to l-205 1.1 A2 cov 
1-205 to Evergreen transit Center@ NE 
13Bth Avenue 1.4 A2 cov 
Evergreen Translt Center to SE 162nd 
Avenue 1.2 A2 cov 
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 Fern 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 C2 R 

Brown Road to NE Ammeter Road 1.3 C2 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 Number: 

Regional Trail Name: Livingston Mountain I Dole Valley Trail 

Project Length: 21.0 miles (0 miles built) 

User Groups: Pedestrians, Bicycles, Equestrians 

Project Description: The Livngston Mountain I 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 La camas 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($ I Mile) Key 
Description Name of Reach Len!lth Built Classification Jurisdiction Fundinq 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-
11 00 intersection 2.6 A3 R 

DNR Road L-1100 to Sunset Road (East 
for of the Lewis River Trail) 2.3 A3 R 

Total 21.0 0.0 

2-50 



(21:/oo~ T mu~ ~ }Du\kg\'!NJ~!!lJ s!!lJ~~rnm~ ~ffil 
~~T·~D0098Unoorl&ffi~T~ 

VANCOUV LR · CLARK 

~& G(~& 
Recreation 

Vicinity Map Project Summary . 

Cross-Section Detail 

I 

-~------_J_ 12'- 16' 

Figure 16 
25' - 50' right-of-way 

Project Number: 

Regional Trail Name: Camp Bonneville Trail 

Project Length: 12.1 miles (O 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 w ill necessitate extensive 
preconstruction costs. Alignment alternatives analysis at sensitive 
areas may be necessary. 
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Camp Bonneville Trail 
Trail Available Cost ($ / Mile) Key 

Description Name of Reach Length Built Classification Jurisdi ction Funding RightofWay Construction 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 271st Ave 2.3 A3 R PUUA 

Road L-1400/NE 271st Ave to Elkhorn 
Mountain Road 1.5 A3 R PUUA 

Elkhorn Moutain Road to Salmon Creek 
Trail 1.2 A3 R PUUA 

Total 12.1 0.0 
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Project Number: 

Regional Trail Name: Lower Columbia RiverWaterTrail 

Project Length: 146 river miles (Clark County segment- 40 river miles) 

User Groups: Human wind -powered, beachable water craft Non-motorized 
boaters such as sea kayakers, canoeists, and rowers. 

Project Description: The Lower Columbia RiverWaterTrail stretches 146 
river miles from Bonneville Dam to the Pacific Ocean. The trail links existing launch 
and landing sites, camp sites, lodging, restaurants and groceries, and sites of interest 
in Oregon and Washington. Within Clark County, the trail extends from upstream 
of Washougal to downstream of Ridgefield, and includes sites ranging from Reed 
Island State Park, Captain William Clark Park at Cottonwood Beach, Vancouver 
Marine Park, the Ft. Vancouver Beach, Frenchman's Bar Park, and the non-motorized 
boat launch in Ridgefield. The trail can be used for day, multi-day, or multi-week trips. 
Rather than a specific line on a map, the river is the trail and users have an extensive 
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 
Lower Columbia River Estuary Partnership and guided by the Partnership's Lower 
Columbia River Water Trail Committee. An interactive trail web site is available at 

www.columbiawatertrail.org. 

Environmental Constraints: The lower 
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 
locations and away from sensitive habitats and private 
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. 

Figure 17 
* 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 

Rl. PUBLIC OUTREACH (Citizen Involvement) 
A Clark County Trail Advisory Committee should be 
formalized with a representative from of each of the user and 
interest groups associated with trails such as: The Bicycle 
Advisory Committee, The Executive Horse Council, Discovery 
Walk, etc. 

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

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

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

A) Education about trail benefits 

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

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

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

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

A) To develop a scoring system for the weighted criteria 

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

C) Bi-annually prioritize the list of projects. 

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

R4. FUNDING FOR TRAIL CONSTRUCTION & 
MAINTENANCE 
The following brief list represents potential funding sources for 
trail construction and maintenance such as: 

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

B. "Adopt a trail" programs for volunteers to construct and/or 
maintain trails. 

C. Autonomous tax measure. 

D. Pursue private grant funding. 

E. Pursue partnerships with other agencies and private entities. 

RS. TRAIL SIGNAGE 
Appropriate, consistent and evident signage identifying 
regional trails 1s necessary to promote future trail 
development. The following recommendations for 
implementation are suggested: 

A) Develop a trail ballard I 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 ofVancouver 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 monun1ents 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 
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and tie into the theme for the Lewis & Clark Centennial 
celebration, the confluence project, and the Discovery 
Greenway project. 

G. Consider opportunities to recognize partners. 

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

R6. DEVELOP A PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 
PROGRAM 
A public involvement plan should be designed for each project. 
Based on the complexity of the project, the plan should identify 
the appropriate level of public involvement for the project, 
stakeholders, project decisions and timeline, a public 
involvement budget and public involvement tools to be 
implemented. Each plan will be unique and may need to use 
different and creative approaches tailored to a specific project. 

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

R7. TRACK PLAN PERFORMANCE/SUCCESS 
It is important to track and evaluate the success of the trail 
network system in meeting the plan goals regularly. This may 
be accomplished by: 

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

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

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

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

R8. TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT 
PROGRAM UPDATE 
Clark County will revise the criteria for the 2007-2012 TIP 
giving points toward current transportation projects for 
connectivity to trails listed in the adopted Trail & Bikeway 
Plan. 

R9. ARTERIAL ATLAS ANNUAL UPDATE 
The 2006 Trail and Bikeway systems plan projects should be 
included within the annual arterial atlas update and be included 
in the new development packet. 

RlO. 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, 
pennitted, built and maintained by trail type. 
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B) Track volunteer hours and number of volunteers used 

C) Perform user counts and surveys 

Rll. 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 N 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 pennitting 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-tetm 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 (perfom1ed 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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A) 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. 

B) 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. 

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

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

E) Providing coordinated and responstve patrol 
service. 

F) Designating and enforcing rules and regulations 
(park rules and hours, exclusion provisions, and 
emergency closure provision). 

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

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

I) Facilitating postttve 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 alanning 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 e~chment 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 Weilness. 
The potential for walks and rides to draw enormous crowds in 
Clark County exists in addition to the annual 1 00-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 WeUness 

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 Nforning 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 1-5 and I-205 bridges would be popular. 

B) Vancouver Lake/Frenchman's Bar Ride 

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

Events are usually sponsored by local businesses and involve 
some promotion, insurance, and development of adequate 
circuits for all levels of riders. Cities, Parks Department and 
Clark County can help assist in developing these 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-l 0 
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 stgns, 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). 

2. 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 infonnational 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: 

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

• Improve or replace signs on existing trails. 

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

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

F) Education 

Sponsoring Parties: Clark County, Schools, Parents, 
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 Ameiican 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 ofhand signals 

A standard safety handbook fonnat 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 pennanent 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 Department, Clark 
County 

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

A) Police training: work with the police department to ensure 
officers are trained in Washington State laws and local 
ordinances related to safe motoring, walking, and bicycling. 
Invite a police department liaison to participate in the 
BP AC. Hold regular meetings with traffic enforcement 
officers to discuss issues and solutions. 
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B) Develop and distribute infonnational 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 h·ail users and park staff 

Vancouver-Clark Parks and Recreation Se::rvices . 

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 

TRAIL ETlOUETTE SIGN • 
Section III. Implementation 3-1 6 
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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: 

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

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

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

• Development of bicycling and walking support 
programs. 

• Public outreach 

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

A. 2005-2010 Clark County Transportation Improvement 
Program 

B. 2004 City of Vancouver Paths & Trails Element 
C. 2003 Vancouver Transportation System Plan 
D. 2002 "Rediscovery of the Rivers - Lewis & Clark 

Discovery Greenway" 
E. 2002 Urban Parks, Recreation and Open Space Plan 
F. 2001 Clark County Parks, Recreation, and Open Space 

Plan, Draft Report 
G. 2000 Vision Symposium 
H. 2000 Clark County Transportation System Plan -

Vision for the Future 
I. 2000 Clark County Transportation Vision Research 

Report 
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J. 2000 Clark County Transportation Improvement 
Program 

K. 2000 Clark County Recreation Program & Cost 
Recovery Plan 

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

M. 2000 Ridgefield National Wildlife Refuge Report 

N. 2000 Recommended Bicycle Facility Design 
Implementation Practices 

0. 1999 Clark County-Clark Facilities & Services 
Strategic Plan 

P. 1999 Metropolitan Transportation Plan for Clark 
County 

Q. 1999 Downtown Transpm1ation System Plan 

R. 1999 C-TRAN Pedestrian Accessibility Program 
Report 

S. 1998 Clark County Comprehensive Sports Fields 
Master Plan 

T. 1995 Clark Cmmty Parks, Recreation, and Open Space 
Plan 

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

V. 1994 Clark County Growth Management Plan 

W. 1992 Columbia River Renaissance Project 

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

Z. 1991 Columbia River/Evergreen Highway Trail Study 

AA. 1990 Washington State Growth Management 
Act (GMA) 

B) PUBLIC ]NVOL VEMENT 

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 
platfom1 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 infonned 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: 

• 

• 

• 

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

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. 

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

• 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 
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C. Washington State Parks Department 
D. Cottonwood Beach hnprovements 
E. The Historic Reserve 
F. Fort Vancouver 
G. Lewis & Clark Landscapes Project 
H. Discovery Walk 
I. Community Choices 201 0 
J. Health and Human Services 
K. Southwest Washington Medical Center, Passport to 

Wellness 
L. School districts 
M. Native American tribes 

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 effmt 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 infom1ation 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 chruts, 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 
TRAILS 

NEW 
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 
together 302 people 

including 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 arej 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 
safety and funding mechanisms. Many patticipants 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 
rural areas. Others proposed utilizing available natural gas line 
and electric utility corridors for trails. 

The evenmg 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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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? 

• 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 hann 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 
acquiting 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 
envirmm1ental 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? 

B. Trail Surroundings 
Does the trail project pass through? 

o Natural environment 
o Wetlands, lakes, rivers, streams 
o Woodlands, old growth 
o Meadows, valleys 
oParklands 
oRailway 
o Urban Places 
o Industrial 
oRoadway 
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: 

• Typically, how often do the connecting trail(s) 
require maintenance work? 

• When was the last time maintenance work was 
performed on connecting trail(s)? 

Redundancy 
Is there another trail project that offers a similar h·ansportation 
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 





• 

Rcgioflal T rad & 5Dkewa~ 
. . ·. l ' sy~tems rlan 

. ~ · . . . ~006 
. ' 

. . 

S~CTION · V 
ECONOMICAD'VANT AGES 

' . -. . . . 

F roud F a st. F rom ising r=uturc 
'-





Regional Trail and I)ikewa~ 5~stems flan 

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: 

• 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. 

• The percentage of overweight ad~lescents has nearly 
tripled in the past two decades. 1 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.ii 

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 65-7 4 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 dis~.~ses and have half the rate of disability of those 
who do not. 111 

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. iv 

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.v 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 
regton. 

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. vi The study also found that the cost of increasing 
physical activity by providing and maintaining .~ails comes to 
about $98 annually per newly-active trail user. vu 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. 

"Every $1 
investment in trails 
for physical activity 
led to $2.94 in direct 

medical benefit.'' 

A 2004 study of using 
bike/pedestrian trails in Lincoln, 
Nebraska, to reduce health care 
costs associated with inactivity, 
quantifies the benefits of money 
spent on trail development from a 
health standpoint. The conclusion 

is that for every dollar spent on trails nearly three dollars 
($2.94) of public health benefits are produced.[2][3] 

[
2
][

3
] The study Is Cost·Beneflt Analysis or Physical Activity Using Bike/Pedestrian Trails by Guljlng 

Wang, PhD, Caroline A. Macera, PhD, Barbara Scudder-Soucie, ~led, Tom Schmid, PhD, Michael 
Pratt, MD, ~IPH, David Buchner, ~ID. MPH. It appeared In Journal: Health Promotion Practice; April 
2005Vol. 6, No.2, 174· 179 

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

B) Economic Benefits of trails 

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

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

l
4
ll5l http://www. the communi tyguide.org/pa/pa-i nt-create-access. pdf 

Section V. Economic Advantages 5-3 



R.eglonal Trail and 51kewa~ 5~stems flan 

The trail follows the Columbia River, passing Vancouver 
Landing, the Captain Vancouver Monument and the plaza 
dedicated to Ilchee, a Native Indian chiefs 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 an1enity 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.viii 

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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A. 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. 

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

C. 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. ix 

Calculating Economic Benefits of Bicycle Facilities and 
Trails 
At the website http://www.bicyclineinfo.or!!lbikecost/, 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.x Additionally, two recent 
polls found that a majority of Americans would like to bike and 
walk more.xi 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 
communities. Studies have found strong correlations between 
bicycling and the 'percentage of arterial miles with bike lanes. xii 

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;xiii another found that 
residents were 65% more likely to walk in a neighborhood with 
sidewalks.xiv 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." xv 
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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 fanns. 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.xvi Realizing the 
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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. xvii 

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 
every year. xviii 
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.,; "Buffer Srips: Common Sense Conservation," National Conservation Buffer Initiative, 
Natural Resources Conservation Service. U.S. Department of Agriculture. 
www.nhq.nrcs.usda.gov/CCS/Buffcrs.htl. 
,.;, Steve Lerner and William Poole. TI1e Economic BL>ncfits of Parks and Open Space, TI1e 
Trust for Public Land, 1999, p. 41 . 
•viii Agency (FEMA), flooding causes over Sf billion in property damages every year. 
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SECTION VI. GAP ANALYSIS 

The Clark County Trail and Bikeway Systems Plan seeks to 
develop a seamless trail and bikeway system throughout the 
region providing essential recreation and regional 
transportation amenities benefiting the community today and 
generations to come. This well defined system will link public 
facilities, housing, retail, and employment centers extending 
throughout the county and into the larger metropolitan region. 
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: 

Trail System Plans 
A review of the trail corridors, routes, and projects 
identified during previous planning studies that have not 
been constructed where alternative routes have been 
developed. The focus of this analysis included review of 
the county's 1992 plan and the recently completed 
Vancouver Walking and Bicycle Master Plan. 
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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 infonnation on 
existing trails currently not mapped, highly desired trail 
linkages to be developed, and insight on frequency and 
utilization of the cun·ent 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. 

eAMBOY 

eYACOLT 

Environmental Constraints 
The ease of securing development pennits and the 
feasibility of construction was considered with the analysis 
of system gaps. A voiding 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 I 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. 
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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 7 A 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 tenn "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 maJonty of recommended 
improvements in the Clark County Bikeway Systems Trails 
Plan as they serve as major cormections 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 Bl: 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 82: 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 Cl: 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 
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 con·esponding 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 Dl: 
Equestrian Trail 
Equestrian trails are 
dedicated to equestrian use 
only and consist of an 
earthen surface. 
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Design Type El: Water trails 
view ofthe Trails in rivers and other waterways offer a 

~~--------~--------~ 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. 

Some design guidelines for water trails include: 

A. Water access points every five miles along 
navigable rivers 

B. Average of three miles per hour 

C. Boat racks can help facilitate a visit to a restaurant 
or store at a landing site. 

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 
National Park Service Rivers & Trails Program, 2004. 
http://www .nps. eov /ncrc/programs/rtcalhelpful too ls/ht launch 

guide.html 

Columbia River I Clark County 
Launch and Landing Sites 

--......... 
~---

. 
·+· . 
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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 I 22 
Fisher's Landing 115 
Wintler Community Park 110 
Vancouver Marine Park 1 08 
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: 

Type 3: 

Type 4: 

Divert Users to Existing Intersection 
Bikeways which emerge near ex1stmg 
intersections may be routed to these locations. 

Signalized/Controlled - Bikeway crossings 
which require signals or other control measures 
due to traffic volumes, speeds, and h·ail usage. 

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 
conh·ols 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 proxumty 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 h·affic (ADT) 
1,000-1,500 peak hours 

B. Maximum 851
h percentile speeds: 

35-45 mph 

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

D. Minimum line of sight: 
25 mph zone: 1 00 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 
safety purposes. For this option 
to be effective, barriers and 
signing would be needed to 
direct trail users 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. 

Type 3: Signalized/Controlled Crossings 
New signalized crossings are recommended for crossings more 
than 250 feet from an existing signalized intersection and 
where 85111 

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 85th 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 visibility 
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 
clime rate of the 
community and the overall usage of the trail than any specific 
design feature. 

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

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

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

Consideration must be given for 
adequate warning distance based on 
vehicle speeds and line of sight, with 
visibility of any signing absolutely 
critical. Catching the attention of 
motorists jaded to roadway signs may 
require additional alerting devices such as a flashing light, 
roadway striping, or changes in pavement texture. Signing for 
trail users must include a standard "STOP" sign and pavement 
marking, sometimes combined with other features such as 
bollards or a kink in the trail to slow bicyclists. Care must be 
taken not to place too many signs at crossings lest they begin to 
lose their impact. 

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

Trail Amenities Photo Gallery 
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 
individually distinctive design aesthetic may be more 
appropriate. 

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

Section VII. Design Guidelines 

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

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. 

7-9 



R.egional Trail and E,)ikewa~ 5~stems f lan 

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. 

S ~ACTIVE. FEEL GREAT. HAVE FU ' 
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Regional Trail & Bikeway Sy stems Plan 
C/;ark County Trull Clnsl!1/flc;al/ons 
Stnn dnrd Doslon Typos 

,L o nst. 
Co:;t Par 

ClassiOcotlon Troll Typo Troll Width Surfoco Mila 
A1 Regional 12'-16' Asphalt or 5220,000 

Shared-use Concrete 
Path 

A2 Local 10'-12' Asphalt, 5190,000 
Shored-usc concrete, or 
Poth grovel 

A3 Primitive 2'-5' (Dad.) Earthen, ss.ooo 
Trail 5'-12' gravel, or 

(Shared) wood chips 

A4 Ralls and 12'-16' Aspholl. $220,00 0 
Traits concrele, or 

gravel 

91 On Stroot 4'-6' Roadway 
Bike Lane 

92 Bike Route N l A Roadway 
on Roadway 

C1 Sidewalk 6'-16' Concrete S1B2,000 

C2 Wolklng 4'-10' Asphalt. S1 10,000 
Path concrete, o r 

gravel 

01 Equestrian 4' Enrthon 
Troll 

E1 Water Trail N/A Water NA 

Users Function R.O.W. 
Podoslr1ons, Provides major connections 25' lo 
bicycles, etc. between other regional trails, 50' 
Eques trians where land uses, and areas or 
reastbto, parallel special Interest, Including 
and separate. schools, parks, employment 

center.;, etc. Optional 
odlacent 4 ' eaucslrian Irati 

Pedestrians, Provides local connections to 25' 
bicycles, etc. areas or special Interest and 
Equestrians where regional troll<~, on d provldos 
feasible shared use Irati loops within 

parks and neighborhoods. 
Optional adjacont 4 ' 
equestrian troll (01). 
Includes community feeder 
I ralls 

Varies. may Include Primaril y dedicated ond NIA 
pedaslrians, shared·uso trolls through 
mountain bikes, and parks, natural areas, o r rustle 
eaueslrlans sites. 
Pedestrians, Provides ahared usa linear Varies 
bicycles, etc. mutes adjacen t to :~clive raft 
Eque!ilrlons where lines. Opllonal adjacent 4' 
feasible equeslrlan troll (01) 

Bicyclist Bicyclists on roadWays NIA 

Bicyclist Accommodates bicyclists NIA 
typically on lower volume 
roadways 

Pedestrians Provides loco I occeas to NIA 
homes, businesses, and 
other local features for 
pedestrians. 

Pedestrians Provides lass Intensive 
connactlons or mutes within 
parks and natural a reas. 
May Include bicyclists. 

Equestrians P oint to point travel and local N/A 
challenged course e lomonls 

Non·molorlzed Routes along water bodies NIA 
boaters for people using smell 

beacheble beals like kayaks. 
cilnoe!i, day sailers or 
rowboats. 
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C leo ran cos Treatment Amenities 
Side 2'-0", Separated right o r way Trailhead, parking, 
Venlcal 1 0'-0" from motor vehicles with comfort amenities, 

exc:(uslvs use for rumlshlngs, lighting, 
pedestrians and bicycles. and slgnage. 
Includes grade separat!!d 
and signalized crossing 
oolnts. 

Side 2'-0", Separated right or way Slle furnishings, 
Vertical 1 0'-0" from motor vehicles, tlghllng,and 

Includes lntomal slgnogo. May 
circulation wllhln park, Include additional 
recreation sites, and amenities adjacent 
residential amos. to trnll corrtdor. 

NIA Vary In wfdlh depending Minimal slgnoge and 
on site and use, typically amenllles 
e xceed AOA design 
guidelines. 

Side 2'-0", L ocated adjacent to Trailhead, porl<lng, 
Vertical 1 o·-o· exlsllng rail lines with comfort amen iti es, 

safety me:~suros to protect furnishings, and 
trail user. May Include full slgnage. 
rolls lo traits. 

N/A Striped for one-way bike S lgnago and striping 
travel on street or highway 

N/A Proper slgnage allows for Slgnaga 
shared use botwccn 
bicyclists end moto r 
vehicles. 

Por County Locnted along streets end Slgnage, striping, 
Codes are separated by curb end c urb rnmpo 

and/or plenllng slrlp 

Side 2 '-D", Vary In wldlll depending Silo furnishings and 
Vertical s·-o· on Intended users. Careful slgnage. May 

conslderollons to include additional 
topogrnphlc and amenities adJacent 
envlmnmonlal to troll. 
considerations. 

Side 2'-0", S tand alone trail elements Equestrian trnller 
Vertical 10'-D" or secondary lo other trail parking, comfort 

dasstncallon. amenllles, and 
stg_na_ge 

N/A Water trails aro most onen Launcll and lan ding 
ldenUOed by the land sites, campslles, rest 
focllllles that support water areas, and other 
trnvel. points or lntoresl 
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Regional Trail and I)ikewa_y S_ystems Plan 

SECTION VIII. CULTURAL & HISTORIC RESOURCES 

Clark County possesses a rich 
cultural and envirorunental 
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 enviromnentalists 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 
enviromnental 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 National Historic District 
Officers Row is one of _..,~-..,...,_...~ 

the oldest 
neighborhoods in the 
Northwest and one of 
Vancouver's great 
historic treasures. The 
21 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 
S. Grant, George C. Marshall 
and Omar Bradley. Historic 
markers tell the story of the 
area. 

Section VIII. Cultural & Historic Resources 8-2 



Regional Trail and 5ikewa!::l 5,:Jstems Flan 

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 Waterfront 
Since 1991, Vancouver's waterfront has 
renaissance with the r-_____ -=:.... ___ ___,_ .:;;; 

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 
~-··-,.., ~~~~~i~s !al!.;s~o~lo~cated 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 
-4111 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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The Clark County Historic Museum 
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 
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 m the Vancouver 
downtown area. 

COLUMBIA WAY/COLUMBIA 
RIVER/EVERGREEN HIGHWAY TRAIL 

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 
Tree Park Festival takes place 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 Can1as. 

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 m 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 Cemete1y 
Several remnants of the old community can still be found near 
present day 164111 A venue, including the building which once 
housed the community store and the pilings in the Columbia 
River at the end of 164111

• "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 WP A 
(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 
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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Piftock-Leadbefterllouse 
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 
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. 

Rofjler llouses 
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 
btide, the Ulrich House 
built between 1913 and 
1914 for his brother Ulrich, 
the Charles Farrell House, 
Roffler's grandest house 
built for his sister and her husband, who were prominent 
Camas business people, and several other houses. 

Steigerwald Wildlife Refuge and Proposed 
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 will provide wetland 

wildlife refuge 
education in this 
area of the county. 
The center will be 
located m the 
northeast corner of 
the refuge with 
convenient access 
from the rail and 
bikeway along the 

Columbia River Dike, providing linkage to Cottonwood Beach 
and the proposed Washington State Park. 

Point Vancouver to Cape llorn 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. 

V ANCOUVERILAKE 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 Fann. 

Vancouver Lake 
As described earlier, Vancouver provides opportum hes 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 
for migratory birds 
(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/Columbia House, which is possibly the 

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 (Work Projects Administration) workers during 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 
Fann provides visitors a view 
into one of Clark County's 
pre-electric farms. E.C. 
Pomeroy settled in Clark 

Section VIII. Cultural & Historic Resources 8-10 



Regional Trail and 5ikewa_y S_ystems flan 

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 
enviromn ental 
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 enviromnental 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 
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 gtinding 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, 
the McClellan Trail and early 
piOneer settlement. The 
original pioneer home where 
new pioneers stopped before 
they settled and several Indian 
food gathering locations can be 
visited m this area. The 
Historic Chelatchie Prairie 
Cemetery and Yale Bridge 
provide additional insight into 
the history and ecology of the area. 

Although the A.mboy/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 

Amboy School 

the old United 
Brethren Church 
building, which 
was built in 
1910. The 
building IS 

presently being 
restored and will 
display Native 

American, 
pioneer and 
logging exhibits. 

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 

TouT through 
.. _____ ' Time 

, · · . ~~ 
olCiuk~ 

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 Praitie, 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 can1as 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 pedesttian 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 

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 51 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 (lAC). 

The primary federal funding source is U.S. Department of 
Transportation (USDOT), through the Transportation Equity 
Act for the 21 51 Century (TEA-21). Private funding may be 
found through foundations, advocacy organizations and 
businesses. 
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Federal Funding- Other Programs 

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

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

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

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

3. Conservation Reserve Program, US Department of Agriculture 

4. Wetlands Reserve Program, US Deparhnent 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 (lAC) is a main 
source for funding at the state level. 
lAC 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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A~ency 

Program/ 
Source 
Purpose 

Eligible Projects 

Geographical 
Restrictions 
Funds Available 

Availability for 
Trails 

Revenuetrnx Base 

Eligible 
Recipients 
Grunt Limits 

Sponsor Match 
Comments 

Contact 
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Washington State Interagency 
Committee for Outdoor Recreation 
National Recreation Trails Program 

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

• Rehabilitation 

• Maintenance 
• Education 
• Development of trailhead facilities or new trails if 

closely linked to existing trails (acquisition and 
most new development projects not eligible) 

• Program focuses on projects that support 
backcountryexperiences 

• Since 1994, $7.25 million for 245 projects . 
• In fiscal2005, $1.23 million was awarded . 
• Specific allocation for trails (30% motorized; 30% 

non-motorized; 40% "diverse" use required ratio.) 
• Grant cycles occur on annual basis 

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

• Local governments (towns, cities, etc.), nonprofits, 
state agencies, tribes, federal agencies. 

• Minimum $5,000 
• Maximum $50,000 
• Education project limits $5,000 - $10,000 
• Minimum 20% of total project cost 
• Project review criteria focus on need, project 

support, readiness to proceed, etc. 
Interagency Committee for Outdoor Recreation 
1111 Washington Street SE 
P.O. Box 40917 
Olympia, WA 98504-0917 
K.anunie Bunes - Project Manager for Clark County 
(306) 902-3019 

1. Urban Parks Institute (Project for Public Spaces) 
http ://urbanparks. pps .org/topi cs/fundin Q/ 
~rreenway sources 

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

3. The Washington Foundation Data Book 
http :I /www. foundationdatabook. com/walinks.hhn 1 
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 lAC'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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PROPOSED 2006-2007 PROJECTS 

DescrioUon 

Lewis and Clark Discovery Trail 
Ellsworth to Leiser/WinUer Park 

Lewis and Clark Discovery Trail 
Esther Short Park to Mill Plain and Boise Waterfront Trail 

Chelachle Railroad Trail 
St. Johns to 119Ul 

Chelatchle Railroad Trail 
199th through City of Sallie Ground 

Chelatchie Railroad Trail 
Moulton Falls to Yacolt 

Salmon Creek Greenway Trail 
Klineline Ponds to WSU Campus 
North Fork Lewis River Trail 
Yale Dam to Slouxon Creek Park 

Whipple Creek Trail 
Fairgrounds to Whipple Creek 

Whipple Creek Trail 
Whipple Creek to Salmon Creek 

East Power Line Trail 
Evergreen Transit Center to SE 162nd Avenue 

East Power Line Trail 
Firstenburg Community Center to NE 16th Street 
Washugal River Regional Trail 
Bridge over Washugal River 

Camp Bonneville Trail 
Heritage Trail to Green Mountain Golf Course 
Camp Bonneville Trail Green 
Mountain Golf Course to 54th St. 

JurisUcUon Legend: R= Rural, UUA= Urban Unlcorporated. 
COBG= City of Battle Ground, 

PUUA= Proposed Urban Unlcorporaled, COV= City of 
Vancouver, CDC= City of Camas 

lAC= Interagency Committee for Outdoor Recreation, TEA= 
Transportation Enhancement 

Project 
Estimate 

10 million 

.72 minion 

6.96milfion 

2.04milfion 

3.24 million 

3.12 milflon 

2.22million 

1.2 miUion 

1.6 minion 

1.44million 

.Smillion 

1.5 million 

.9 miUon 

1.44 million 

Available 
Trail Funding 

Lencrth Built Classification Jurisdiction Source 

2.2 A1 cov TEA 

0.6 A1 cov -
5.6 A4 UUA lAC 

1.7 A4 COBG lAC 

2.7 A4 R TEA 

2.6 A1 UUA lAC 

3.7 A3 R lAC 

1.0 A3 R PUUA 

1.5 A1 RIUUA lAC 

1.2 A2 cov TEA 

0.5 A2 cov TEA 

0.5 A1 CDC lAC 

0.75 A2 R PUUA 

2.4 A2 R PUUA 

Section IX: Funding 

Cost{$ I Mile) 

Key 
Rlghtofway Construction Amenities Reaches 

KEY 

KEY 

KEY 

KEY 

KEY 

KEY 

KEY 

KEY 

KEY 

KEY 

KEY 

KEY 

KEY 

KEY 
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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 conununity through self guided exploration or 
organized education programs. 

Trail and bicycle safety education is paramount m 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 travel between destinations. As 
identified in the 2004 City of Vancouver Paths and Trails Plan 

and trail watch program, establishing volunteer "b·ail 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 

CP&[n~0& 
Recreation 
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APPENDIX A: Community Advisory Meetings 
Meeting #1 and #2 

Agenda: 

COMMUNITY ADVISORY MEETING NO. J 
Wednesday, July 20, 2005 Hi PM 

Oarlt County Ua!nsing and Elections Building 
Room 226( 1~08 Fr.mldln Street 

4:00 Wda>me and~ Wager, CACc:hU 

4:20 RevlewO<}I!ndo-Kris11nHuB,J.....,LawsonAs3odotts 

4:25 Plan OY<I'o1ew and sdled'*' - l<ely l'lrilznoy, 'lotlcllWer/Ciai1C PM:s and 
RoaeUon and l1m Schouer, Had<ay & Sposi!D 

4:35 Coown!tlce cl>orgo, dodslon-malclng and protna>ls- Kr1slln HuB,'""""" 
Lawson ~!<S 

4:55 Review 1992 plan - Tim Schouer, Hocl:lly & Sposito 

5:15 Revlewllndlngs rrom '"""""--usa Gooojlan, Yanc:DIM!r/Oarl< Porl:s 
ondRocnlnUon 

5:25 Review pl.ln goals and objedlvcs -Tim Schoucr, Mad<oy & Spo$111) 

5:40 Tnll ~tum updat>H<ely Punteney, VancctM!r/OOrlc parts om! -5:-15 f'l.tllc: <IliM10f1t 

5:55 Next step5fJuturo meetJngs- Kr1slln HUI, Jl!llnne l.i!w5on Associ.-

Noxr Aloollng: August 10, 2005 

Ccmmuntty Advisory Commit! eo Mernbcn; 

• DebtNA.tnNm 
• haroNo.rr..tl ..... ..._ 

• Con Catw\#11 • a- Gast • P ... LeMa 
• Df. JoeCcM •Chtsl~ •&.r\Pa,mer 

• Fklt..uWtJo­
• R.etdw.t.. 

• nov-o.n..q • Dcmb t&dan • ~·Set-.; 
• aaont. St. . .,. ..... • Bl 0r;et1 • o.n. JoMton • Sue G'IG'Csen ·-·- . ..,.._ . .....,......,., 

• o.ttWal . ............... 
• Rc.-:.12aftdt .. ._. 

Appendix 

Agondo: 

COHHUNITY ADVISORY MEETING NO. 2 
Wednesday, August 10, 2005 +6 PM 

aarlt County Ucenslng and Elections BuUdlng 
Boom 2261 1408 Fnmklln Sln:!:t 

4:00 Wda>meond~Wager,CACchalr 

4:10 R<vlew ogencla - Kristin Hull, Je.>nne Lawson As3odotts 

4:15 Adopt Mrctlng 5ommory Inducing meeting ~n Hul 

4 :2.0 Public CD!1111e11ts on non-ogenclo ncm>-Kr1slln Hull 

4:25 New Pl4n Y/Oii<shop-Part 1-Tim Schiluer/Mildlay e. SpcsltD, Inc. 

~ O!m:l1t plan 011lcpo 

c:::> Om:nt ll"P analysis 

c:::> Now M!<)lcnallr• ll suggesiJonS 

5:20 - tr.!l attrl~JUJ!5-l1m Schouer 

5:-45 n.ts Update-Kellv Puntency, \'llnc:Du'm/Oarl< Parts ond 1\ea"eatlon 

5:50 NextHe<tlng/Adlon~Hutl 

Noxr Moollng: Soptomber 21.2005 

·~~':\ 
• n ... Dcmc:U 
•IQmO~ 
• &anht, Sr. 

Cammunlly Advf$ory Commltlco Mcmbc~ 

• Den Clrvwtl • O.W. Gnt • PII31..Jiolil1t 
•Dr. Joocate · om-.., ..... ..,..... 
• Al:lo« o.nleb • Dtnra tta:=n • Drdge1 Gc:tMw; 
• WIOyoert • ~Jc::h'lscn • sua~ 
• .by~; 0 ..... ~ •l.anySwa::stl 

• Fknnai\'YIIQif 
• RMd'lhte. ..... _, 
• JcmW1111.~ 
• Ruu Zcr.a. 
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APPENDIX A: Community Advisory Meetings 
Meeting #3 

COMMUNITY ADVISORY MEETING NO.3 
Wodn<!sdlly, Sepmmb<!t 21, 2005 4:00- 6:00 PM 

C.rt. County Health Dept 1 Audltcrium (II> the right of entrunce) 

Agenda: 

Meeting Goals 
l.lnclmolnd lr.lll dcolan .. tt rel.lll>s to diffora>t - 01liC' 

• Prioritize ai!trio fr:r IOOocing lnlls ill thesyst<m plan 
• bogn--olpollcy""""""""tl:>nstobolndt.d<dlnthoplan 

4:05 

4:10 

Wd:x>meandlr<roducllom-no......W-/CACdlolr 

Review ogr:nd.J - KtlsiJn Hull Je.mnc L1wsoo ~ 

Adcot M""'"'<l s.m.m..y -l<riJtln Hull 

i:lS Trill nekllffl<ntcty ""'ksheet """"" - Tun sa...,./ Mod<ay a Spoo.'lo, Int. 

4:25 ' Mtp Re\1ew - 11m Schauer 

":35 lm' group nccds-llm Sdwucr 
&p!:str\oo troll USCI"3 - Sui: SYcntbcn 
w~~Ur t:1XI \..lie'S-ems tb!haway 

• Olll<r.i 

Next Meeting: ••October 21, 2005 (not previously sd!eduled) 

Please m.orl< your colcndars for an addlllonal mcellng on October 21st: Wo have odded • moe!ing, 
not previously sdloduled In Oc!Db<!t, tD bejjln reviewing the wrftll!n Master Trolls Plan. 

Community Advisory Commilloo Mombero 

• Ocbbio Abrnhnm • Don C3lmord • OnvoGast • Pcttolawb • Aarcnco Wooer 
• JeBnno Bonnell • Dr. Joe Cote • Dub t lothawuy • Butt Poynter • floedW.IIo 
• KimOCU\Mtl • RogorO.micb ·~H&ttCtl • Cfktgel Schwurz .. BmbWcr.ol 
• DII D!ni,Sr. • Din Dycan • Oenni:I.Johnson • Suo Svundseo • John Wiosrr.an 

• Joey Furstenberg • Mika l.1rnb • Lorry Swalish • Russ Zomlek 

Appendix 

f:GBIDA <cnrnnn n 

5:05 Trail type mDUlx - 11m Sch.auer 

5:15 

5: .. 5 

5:55 

6:00 

Thlll Ottetlil- llrum ~I Ai>I>I<I'Ml ~ As<odotes 

~on~ topla - 11m Sd1aucr 

-n:.l~t¢11!-~~/V"""'"""CiatkFiris&Ra; 

f-rnoe!inglrla/-.n - ltllstltiHUI 

H ah;dl ll lndudcd In garkt; 

~ kM!nluy-'"""' 
OroltQtletb 

·-Tope:; 
• Troil Holrlx 

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

COMMUNITY ADVISORY MEETING NO. 4 
Wednesday, OdDbor 19, 2005 4:00 ·6:00PM 

Agenda: 

4:10 

<C:lS 

1:30 

5:00 

5:SO . .,. 

0 •11< CDunty EkctJons Bldg I Room 226 

~~-Sirnot 

M::c:t Hctb1Q tb. 1 an::lllo. 3 Sci'M'.-y-Aclr!nee Y~ ...,.......,._,.,_ ____ ....,..,.... 

RlMm' Plln Coc.:urncl\t - Th1 ScN\K'f I Renna~ W~!JW T----"""""" ...... 
Rrrase m;mnd tD tho aitCN ~ ftl:rt:bt Slttlt to p.l ~ t-tnlll by~ ltl.e p1Cr b WtdM::dly, Oct 19 

CDmlents ~en U. TBII Hamr Plan t:)'OI::ttlber 291'1 - etN1 tD: 

.,..... ..... -6-Jnc. lll5 2 Tech c:enta' DfM: SUb 110 
~.WA9861J 

Next Meeting: November 16, 2005-Qari( County Elections Bldg 

REJ.IINDER: TlWlS SYMPOS!Uf1 • HltDn Hotel • Novombor 41h 

• Dcbboo Al>rohlm 
• J.:anno Bennatt 
• tum 6onPOtt 
• BIIBltd, Sr. 

Community Advisory Comminoo Mombolll 

• DonC.liiiiOitl 
• Or. Joe CcttJ 
• llogef Oonleb 
· o• Dyaort 
• Jooy Furstenberg 

• Dave Gas1 
• ChrloHoll-.y 
• Demit H:lltkn 
• Ocnrus JohnKJn 
• MJ\elmnh 

'"""'......., 
• ButtPaynlat 
• Dltd~lSc:trw.:. 
• SUe SvendMn 
• l.JlnySrmtir:h 

• Fbrenm Weoer 
• Rndw...te 
·lllut>Wesl 
• Jehn Wiesman 
• Rur.s Zcmick 

Appendix 

Agenda: 

COMMUNITY ADVISORY ftfEETING NO.5 
WI!Ow:s<loy, H""""'ber 16, 2005 4:00 • 6:00PM 

O.rtc COunty Hullh Department I Auditorium Roam 
Aao5S l'rom a.tk Cllllogo 

<:DO 

4:10 

1:30 

.,... 
5:1S 

5:30 

5:10 

S:SO 

(.:!10 

Wd::rntW~-~lUI ·--Plan- lOrd od;¢Jn ptOC:St-1\'n-
• CAC rwtew ~bJ 
• OitiCr~n!"Aew 
• PbnnM:.tc:n 
• A:moldocltk:ln~andCACrdc: 

.,.,. wd;ldn)-Tm­

~1tc:D"Iailt.idltlaii-llm 5CNua' 

Tl'll4s """t'Mew-ltn Sd1aur:r 
• Anel c:::mmm. ard ~ 

PutO::......­

Reoctt cn iiUs-""""""Y 

OOslng tci'Nib-lkn ScNucr 

Ne~ Meeting: 

End<=d Mail!rtals: lmplemerrtDUon Rc:commendoUons 
Cr1tmo Weighting Exllmplo 

Community Advisory Commilleo Members 

• Debblc!Abroi\Dtn • DonComanl 
• Jc4nno Bennet! • Of. Joe Cote 
• KimBcnnctU • Roger Don1e1s 
• DIIDid,Sr. • Bll[)yvoft 

• Jooy Fws1enOOro 

• OiiYD Gaa 
• Chr11~ 
• DtMttHatton 
• OoMis..lchnmn 
• t.W.olllmb 

' Pocol.owis 
• O..n Paynter 
• Crl:laol Scllwor-
• Sua S~tbon 
• Lany Swad&t'l 

• R:nJnco Wogct 
•AeedWIIiita 
• BGrbWest 
• John WkttmM 
• Ruts Zcm!dc 
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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 

Floronro Wagar wtlia:>med llle gucstG to U>e first CAC meeUng. Members 
ln~oduced themselves to lila group. 

4j20 REVIEW AGENDA 

Kri&Un Hull with Jeanne Lawson Assodates lntroducod haraelf as tho mooUng 
fadlltntor and tho ogenda wa& rovlowcd. 

Tho agondo will bo not nhond of Ulo noxt meeting and a ournmory of Ulo prior 
mooting will bo distributed to members Ulo Frldoy before Ulo next mee~ng. 

Wo willlako public commont at U1o beginning of tho meetings wlllla tO mlnule 
maximum and 3 minute max pt1r parson. Wo wiU take gonorol commen\G at U1o 
end of U1e ogendo Items. We wtn take ogondo quosllono oa wo go, bul not to 
exceed the llmo otlolted for each ncgmonl 

4:2.5 PLAN OVERVIEW AND SCHEDULE 

KELLY PUNTENEY 

MacKay and Sposito, lnc has been hired as n amsultnnllo pJan mcreaUcnnl 
lrnlls that wW attract people from various users such as waOtcrs, ruMcru, 
blcycfom, cqunlitriolns, water trail uoors, ale. UUit WUl conned throughout Clark 
County. 

l'aac I ofS 

Appendix 

TI10 rooponnlbltity of U1o pion mooting lho needn of varloua user groups wtU come 
from a Community Allvlaol)l Commltteo who will bo rnsponsible for oo!lciting Input 
from Uu!lr conotlluents and provk:tlng thot food back to tho con&ultant& and tho 
Clark County Commlaalonon;. 

Tho project Gd10dulo wao rnv!oi'IOd (a copy can be found and R was notod Ill at 
lllo~ wiU be a Trolls Symposium hold at Ulo Hilton Hotel on llle evening or 
NovembGr4t:. which 15 opan to Ulc pubUc wheroin thoy will be able to share their 
thcughls and Ideas rogarding the plan. 

Tho final dntR of tho pbn will bo prosontad to th& Bomtl of County 
Commissioners on April6, 2006. 

TliiiSCHAUER 

Ha oncourogad members to l41k to olllor peopfo In Ulo community about llle ~lis 
program. Tim wiD onivo 30 mlnules bolero llle meeting limes to diocuss any 
issues o.r n~r any quosUons. 

If a mambor can no longer servo on Ule CAC committee, n Is our hQptl U1at IIley 
cnn appoint D rcplooomont lo finish U1o workshops 

4:35 COMMITTEE CHARGE- DECISION MARKING AND 
PROTOCOLS 

KRISTIN HULL 

The cllafll& documont for CAC members wna rnviowad and minor changes wore 
mado. A revised version will bo tirciJiated at the Au;usl1 o~ meeting. 

Tho parking lot procedurn was rnvlowod. If mombora have questions lhet do not 
porta In to tho agenda lloms, Ulo can comploiD a post~t note found on tho table• 
and paste It to tho boord lnbolod "Parking Lor. 

The CAC wtU make roconvnendaOons ao a conoonsu•- defzned n> a dedsion 
Ill at Is best for tho group, not just Individually. 

At wtmt point do we moot group conoensu•? run recommends lila balancing or 
tho user groups, not Ju!il mombora in ilttondance, bo weighted when determining 
conGCnSus. 

As a group, we will not rnviait on lssuo unless H Is UlG desire of Jhe Wllolc group. 

Plcl!.Ge &hnrn the infonnoUon klamod Olt the meetings with your constituents and 
let Kelly Puntl!ncy know if U>ero Is oomeUIIng wo noed to discuu os o !JitluP. 

P•ll• l ors 
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Meeting Summary #1 

All agondollom ouggcsHons ohould bo forwlltdod to K8Dy Pllntonoy. 

Media lntorvlows should oxpross tho vtowpolnt of the CAC group, not on an 
Individual basts. 

REVIEW 1992 PLAN 

TIM SCHAUER 

11age l ofS 

Appendix 

Tim rovtowed the top 12 tmRsthat wero anvtslonod In Clark County. Wo need to 
rocognizo what woo built and aro thoro now ollgnmonta? Tho display maps 
depicted major urban activity centera whoro people move from point to palnL 
Tharo am focus potntc for u10 to consider a a wo look nt tho plonnlng aspocl 

Thoro m" roac:hea wlthln tha&Olrallo that I'IOUid be menunad and Identified. 

Wo will disco•• alignments fnt and lhon gat into more dataH about critcrUI for tho 
traDs -inventory of &ldcwalks, paved rondo, dirt roods, ote. Also, doos a tniR 
connect from Point A to Point 6? 

Ho SU[Jge:otod that wo fonn a map subcommittee that can work with ua on 
ldontlfylng key opots on tho troll syutem and osolstlng With an accurate Inventory 
of existing tsalls. We can provide maps without tho orange lines to be marked up 
for addlllonol lr.lil lnfo. 

A quoslfon arose abeutlho dollniUon of a "Water tmlr. Il ls dofmed as a tmD that 
runs through a body of water for"'""' &uc:h as kayaker•. They would be 
Interested in knowing whom the water trnlts could run from shorn to shore and 
whom places would be for !hom to dod< their kayaks 

6;15 REVIEW FINDINGS FROM WORKSHOPS 

USA GOORJIAN 

Review of the pubDc comment forms from tho open tlouso wontshops. 
(Summary lnfarmalfon lndudod In CAC blndoro) This comment form can also be 
found on Una at the Park and Roc webslla (www vondarkparks-roc om). The 
general pubDc can comment on nne. 

6:26 REVIEW PLAN GOALS AND OBJECTIVES 

TIM SCHAUER 

We wta revtow a goals and ob)octlves fiSL 

1) Fr.~mowork of mojor tmU• 

2) Presorvo and Identify???? 

3) lncmase usornhlp In county - obesHy Is #1 health Issue In tho United States. 
Clark county ronks oatho hlgho•t rate of obesity In Washington State. 

Poge 4 o(S 
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5:40 TRAILS SYMPOSIUM UPDATE 

KELLY PUNTENEY 

We wnnt U1o public Involved In a plan THAT GETS BUll T. Our goals ore as 
foUows: 

1. Alignments that oro roallstlc 
2.. Balan co nocdo of ntl users 
3. lncf[]nse broad base pubtlc support 
4. Trni!G wfU be a Jcaacy proJect 
5, Some trnUs can be built bccamse they arc related to existing and futuro 

construction proJccl!i ond some trolls will be o construction project of Utelr 
own 

6. It has to be well suppOitcd from trnnsportnUon and the parks dcpnrtmont. 

Tho goals and objectiv"" of tho pion aro pub~shcd In U\e RFP documenl We vAn 
mnka o copy of lhoso objccUvca for the CAC member. 

Wo YAU have manned booths for tho Trnll• program ot the Clark County Fa~ thlo 
year. 

Tho Funding Strategy Committee for the flllonclng of the construction of tho 
plans wao discussed. This wtll be a seporntc committee whose gonls wfll be to 
work on funding strategies for the constructlon of the trolls plan. CAC members 
am welcome to be o port of thin group ilnd those members wiD be Identified In 
oarty Oc1obar. 

5:45 PUBLIC COMMENTS 

TI1o Evergreen Homeowners Association has stated that Evergreen Hwy and 
Rivcmldo Drive homeowners ore seeing o let or tmrfrc along that oren and have 
ototcd that oafety I• their number one priority for vmlkern In that oren. They wfU 
offer volunteers to distribute surveys to uscrn. Mr. Johnson offered to dlstrlbutc 
project lnformoUon cartf!l to walkers In U1at area. 

5:55 Next Steps/Futuro Meetings 

KrloUn Hull 

Tho next meeting Is st::heduled for August 101:1. We \•tiO solicit feedback from the 
membcr.s whether 4:00-6:00 works the best for most mcmbern prior to the nmd 
meeting and tho time wUI be recotdr!d on the next agenda. 
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CAC MEETING #2 SUMMARY 
August 10, 2005 

CRITIQUE 92 PLAN 

Master Plan gives guidance to other agancios. 

New lrail!i wtlhln BPA Corridom 

Un·bunt trails- some aro on un-owned right of way 

BPA casemanttranofornblo 

CPUIBPAIHDSD- '"" will bo coordinating with those ngenclos 

Plan wtlllnlcrfaco wllh Clarl< County'a TrnnsporfaUan Oepartmant 

Suo Swndsen- quesUcn about oquostrian lraUs bolng plannod7 
RcsponSll: Equc&lrian trails are pari of tho 1002 plan 

Vancouver Lake- LDwlands to Ba!Ucground Lake 

Rolotivc Ctillquo or 02 plan- what om UGOnJ of lrt!IIS- wtmt iUO lntondod U&er gn:mpn? 

Larry Swalish- Is with Chinook Trolls Anoclallon- addfl!SSing Suo Svend!en- tho 
muiU-uso trni!& ore heavy onough to sustain horses 

How do we lilbal troDs In tho uHimate plan? Uno types­
btcyd!!lsidewallto/ewryononsolaled groupe 

Critlquo- find bolter way to labeltroils 

Lorry -1-5 Discovery Debate -15-Sie 210~- State needs to accommodolo bicycle 
sidewalk 

Lcnn on Highway Dept -139th Street- saalfaco lair grotJnds 
Focus on m11jor frcewny lntcrocclions 

Comment from tho Group regarding tho 92 plan: 

Aro we asking for a ro·nffttmlltion of tho 10 roglonol tro ll corridoru rmd 5 ell rood? 
Yeo, wo oro looking for offirmnllon of thooo I 0 trollo- Are they rclotlve today? We ore 
looking foro community view? 

Joo Cote-RckJvonco of Section 151205 lntcraccllon- Shoukt wo shift \YO:!lt - looK ot 
how tran was dcV!>Ioped. 

Appendix 

Columbia Adventist Academy- not cfoar on map- not connected 

How do wo connect to roocondary lr.Jils; - Mcodowglodo area Is an undovelopod trOJil - 1& 
H privata land? 

ATV Trails -whero- Jones Creek? 

But Dygen- Vancouver Laka corridor trails- we need to bo sansiUvo to hi!billlt 
condttlons 

Lewlo & Clark RR from start lo finish- hugely Important 
Opan Houses #1 commanw- Cholotchle Prnlrio RR- 1'1hon will H bo fmlshod7 
fl.2 comment - VancoU'Ior Loka trails 

Sean Lough ron - bo carofulto toka trails off moslllr pion - look at Ylhy they were on 
thorc originally 

Gap A[!!lvals 
Frenchman's Bar -Columbia Reftlgo 
Rofugo - Woodland (gap In network) 

Suo Svpnd~on 
Frcnchman's Bar - Whlpplo Croek 
Fnlrgroundslo Salmon Cmak Groenway to BG Lake 
Fairground~ to Whipple Creek- currantty dty ownod- gap across 11a 

Tim - gop from Camos to Washougal 

LDc:~moa-Greon Mountain- Camp Bonneville 

Bill Dygorl- Moulton Fallo lo Sunool Foils - look ot for n troll 

Bill Dygert - Rescrvoil!t on North Fork - d mso wnlcr troll 

Columbia River - Wotor trona - acnd off from Vancouver Lako to mouth of mnln Lewis 
then Norlh fori< and En!lt folk-Merwyn Yale Rcsorvolr 

Scnn Loughran- POX working on connection from urban orc.o to large pubfic land!~ 
Vnncouvcr needs to fook ot Uml 

Tim - Kelly wants lncluda map of how POX conncds ta Clark County 

Joo - 219~ new corrldor 

nm-clanly how aro IYC going to usa Inventory scope? 
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CAC Meeting Summary # 3 
September 21, 2005 

;. Group feels that U1e l nventllry Worksheet needs a cover sheet that 
e;cplalns Its purpose. 

;. Power Une Trails - Add fuotnoll!s for BPA conldor on map 
{Trlllls across prlvall! property should be Cllptured In narrnUve) 
(Is there a woy tD present !Dpogrnphy?) 
11m - not within the scope of this plan 

EQUESTRIAN PRESENTATION / Sue Syoodseol 

;. Group suggested proper slgnage for yield cr1terla 

; Oregan has a law Ulat ylcldlng to hor.;e!; is a priorhy 

; Push button light system for horse crossings Is being used all around the 
cotJnUy 

;.. Crushed Stl!ne grnvel is the preferred surface with loqs or other banlers 
on each side 

;. Woodchlps over well drained surface are okay, but not best 

;.. ~lost used horse trails: DaWe Ground La~.t!/Whlpple Creel:- these are 
contained and separat!!d from the regional systllm 

;.. Solman Creek Is gren~ but there are no places 1D park horse lr.lllers. 

;.. (T1m) - parking ladiiUes at access points- will U1is generl!tll more lnl!!rest 
In other !mils U1at are desirable, but not accessible 

;. Tran5p0rtatian time to and from trnlls Is an Issue for the horse rider - how 
l':lr the"( have to trnvel til use partJng ladlities depending on how long of a 
rtde they are going to go on 

Appendix 

WATER TRAIL USERS • Chris Hathaway 

~ Wall!r trnlls - non·mctDrlz:ed - desirable - coMect trnlls tD local 
businesses sud' as restaurants that arc wiltlin walking distance 

,_ This usor group neods shore access points (kayaks) - the goals of U1e 
lower Columbia River Is every 5 miles. AmeniUes In need at these points 
arc bilUuoo~, racks, slgnagc, camping 

l- Standard WA stat!! law has used every 5 miles os a guide -<JVernge sp<!f!d 
of user is 3MPH 

; Boot lllunches are OK- shared use lrilil heads makes more sense (non 
momrtzed and motorized) 

;. Need to a>ntlnue tweaking access points for non-motorized boats so they 
h<JVe Slifer launchlngJillndlng fadfiUes 

>- Restrooms and parldng are Important lor water trnll users 

,_ Kayak radts on land are an Idea so they CliO visit I'I!St!urnnts at landing 
sites 

,_ Group asked: What are Weal situations lor laund1 sites? 
PubUcaUon- See: Logical LasUng Launches Guide 

;.. Certain areas should be desJgnared non-motoril£-d access only 

;.. camping-amenity that's useful along trnlls 

;.. Maps In know when they CliO get on or off the woter trnlls 

;.. His group Is working on slgnage far landings fadng U1e water- slgnage 
also focusing on safety, etr. 

;.. Vanccwer Lake -Is a unique amenity In that It only hosts non·nuJtO<ized 
usage 

;.. Plan l':ldiiUes to Sl!rve multiple user groups. Paddlers are In need or 
exclusive ladiiUes 
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TIM SQ!AUER 

:.. Denning ~a:cssl blll~/ as a woy to begin using the trnll- does It hnve 
trnllhead parldng7 

., Maximize user groups and maximize users cnuld be 2 different mtl!gorles 
with sev=l sub lists underneath them 

> What Is It that we are secklng wllh these ait1!rta7 
We ne<!d to understand what It means 

> let's use same rnnkJng process that state uses In funding fadUUes 

1> Trails th~t Improves linkage gets higher prl01tty 

; look ot vulnernblllty of losing th~t trnll opportunity 

SVE SVENPSEN 

> Look at pmpcrtlon~llty for users - there may be 2 eQIJestltln trnlls lhnt 
are he~vtly used yet there may be 40 walking trnlls that have a different 
degree of users 

Addlt!ongl Crl!edn SUGGESTEP !!Y CAC 

> Community safi!ty 

1- Community support (such as Olelall:hce Prairie RJ\- tremendous omt of 
rommunlty support) 

> Safety might have Its Ol'm dominant a1terla 

SEAN LOUGHLIN 

> ADA criteria should be moved to milXIml2!! user groups lnsteed of 
accessibility 

> ADA Improvements crrtlllnly VIlli gain points In the grant process 

; Environmental Pemnl!ting- edUCl!tlonal opportunities- positive 
environmental olterla 

Appendix 

CLDSJNG QlMMENIS 
KELLY PUN'!liNev 

> He has submltted a grnnt for ~n In-depth study of the railroad trnU 
alignment plan. There are ~rto; &. Rec dcll~rs thM will be matched and 
$25,000 from the Trnnspcrmtlcn departm<!nt 

;.. If the grunt Is approved, then we should be prcpallXl to go aftnr building 
Phase l of that trail. 

NEXT MEETING- OCTOBER 19, 2005 • Clar1< County EJections Oldg 
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CAC 114 Meeting Summury 
October 19, 2005 

Florence opened lhc m:eting 

Debbie Abroh:un 
U"'Goorjhm 
Darb Wes1 
La.rty s·.• .. utish 
Don Canr.:ml 
Dennis Johruon 
Dennis Harton 
Sc;w!Moch= 
Pclc Lewis 
t:clty runteney 
Tim Schauer 

Tim tli.!Jplaycd the !iuol VCNion of1he map with the 16 rrJ;ioM! lruiU 
The Plm cnnlairu \\Tincndescriptionsoithc 16 trails wbida alto lists lhc recw:h= 11long 
the lnib. 

Tim Jw ba..'tl wod:lng \.\11h Kelly en C'OilllllAlysi.s nn conllmctlun o( the I mils 

Tim - Wt addctJ lnlils afler mc:e1ing '"ith DNR 

Some lrilill follow fm~:5t srrviC'C roods or Jlnr.llld truils c.long service r04W 
l.lvingnun Moun1:1.iu- Dole Valley 

l'riodty- to \:.eep buf(c:r A\\'lf from off-ro:ul vehicle: ful~ 

Wat:.r Tr:H Swnmary- any tnils lluu h W'3.tcuhcd -luvc a.n icon that is 1 water 1r:1i1 
upponunily 

Don ClwwtJ- would lil:.c to loec Cltinool tr.lil mentioned- lhcr= is a 11ieu bulll between 
Uclls, TmbcU md Silver Star MowU!lin. but not mentioned 

Suagc.&lion- s.igna'-or 1~.:tds to b: consistan tluoug!Jout the county 

Coi t bral:dov.11- m2ybe :~ uble IJut brc:ili dowu c:~ch 1)1JC ofu:.a 

~lilybe A tomp;ar.Uivc a.u.b~s ofr03ds 

Appendix 

Tim- hnw dn we \<o'Dnt fcetlbDc:k colleclivcly? 

AM lddJ ns o u.scr &mup7 

Sue- ma)'bc n JM,Ih:y n:marl:: In hcglnning -liohillly focwr - hnr5eS? 
We tlon'l hA\.c criteria for I hat pl4n for how ycu handle that decision 1nnl::ing 

Di~ussion on c:riu:ria n:mkinn - AU email wns s.entto CAC members ask.ing tlut dt::y 
complete the: c:rilerio mni:fng cxen::lsc 

1\ much dntft ofthe Tr.=~ll'i l ' lan \lo1U gi\'tn 10 CAC members. At the last meetinc. we v.ill 
be dUcU5Jing crumnenu oboul dl: l1l::m 
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CAC #S Mcccing Summrtry 
November 16,2005 

Florence nnnounccd that chc Trnils Symposium is now beinG ~layed on TV 

CAC comments will be TCtumcd by November 28 and will be reviewed wilh the public 
comments on Jnnuary I sn-

Tim Schnuer cncourulJ"''tl futun: pnrticipution with Trnil!J lhruugh nttcndlns mccting!S in 
tlcc public OI!Cncy procc!S 

We \\ill cttU1U CAC members or dnces of olher wooobops as tllCy come up 

A dron Trolls plan will be nvailnblc to tllC public vin CD 

C,\C constituent comments need to be returned by Jnnunry J stt• 

Tim c:."Cplnin«l th~ criterin weighting cxerci.sc to the group. n,c p3.rk.s sto.fT wttl come up 
with n system for weighting the crilcrin. 

Tile 2006 Clruk County Road Alios conL1lns olllhc public !mils now buill nnd is 
nvnilablc on the website 

TI1t group reviewed \he ••hnplcnlenunion S«tlon" ofthc plan nnd mndc severn! rcctuesu 
for revisions. nus section or the plan will be n:vlscd nnd an updoled copy will be 
cmuilctlto lhc CAC mc:mb.:rs. 

R2 
Adtl trnil clii}Uctte signngc 
tmil jurisdictions for policing lrnils 

Educa1ion nbout 5nfcty ond c:cooornic benefits o ftrnib in neighborhoods 

Wntc:r tmil mnd:cr piclure from Chris Hnthnwny 

On chc mnp, odd icons for user groups (spcclficnlly horses) 

Add c~tuestrinn usngc oftrn.il5 within the text or~ pion -which trnils nrc they nnr 
allowed on 

Add dc:finhions of type' oftrni ls- definition orlec;end on the: mnp 
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APPENDIX C: Community Trail Funding Advisory Committee Agendas 
February 8, 2006 and March 1, 2006 

AGENDA 

Clark County Trnll and Bikeway System Plw1 
Community Trnll Funding Advisory Sub-Committee, Meeting #3 

4-5:30 p.m., Febru!l!}' 8, 2006 

Public Services Building, room 678 
1408 Fr.uillin Stree~ Vancouver 

4:00 Welcome -Florence Wager, Trails CAC chair Review ageoda- Reline 
possibilities and develop recommendations ·florence 

4:05 Funding framework and profiles, {handouts)-George, Bill and Paul 

4:20 Group Discussion 

5:00 Trail Plan Initiatives 2006-8 Kelly and Lisa 

5:05 Around the table 

5:20 Review BOCC workshop trnll funding component -Tun Schauer 

5:25 Next steps/Workshop with BOCC March 15- Florence Wager 

5:30 Thank you, Adjournment 

Future activities 
Tuesday, March 15, workshop with BOCC 10:30 ·I I :JO 
Thursday, April6rlt, At the Columbia River Amphitl1cater II :00 
Signing of the Document 
Thursday June I National Trnlls Day· Trail Project Kick off 
Friday July f' Pontaod -VI!Dcouver Loop Ride with 100 Community Leaders 
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Clark County Trail nnd Bilccway System Pion 2006 
CAC meeting 
meeting room 

4-6 p.m. Wednesday, March I, 2006 

AGENDA {Draft) 

I. Introductions and welcome- Florence 
2. Review agenda and goal of meeting 

3. FWlding sub-conunittee report George or Bill 
4. FWlding Comments from Debbie, Florence, 

5. Project lists 2006-8 Lisa/ Kelly 
6. priorities using criteria created · all 
7. Plan workshop with BOCC- Tim/all 

n. Review trail program funding recommendations 
b. Review Recommendations in plan 

Trails update and calendar Kelly 
BOCC Workshop 10:30-1 1:30 March 15,2006 

April 6, 2006 11 :00 signing of final document on the Columbia River 
Lewis & Clnrk Re-ennctors 
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APPENDIX D: Trail and Bikeway Survey Summary 

July 19, 2005 
CLARK COUNTY TRAIL AND BIKEWAY COMMENT FORM SUMMARY 
Be!ooo ~ 1M ol.lllmiU'f ollllo n rellmod canmont '"""' colledod lhrouvh .h.rle 2005. n-do no1 
lrtrJudG lha re&ub fro:n tha ctH:na canment ftxm. The en-IN c::omment form wll u•nr:: 
bet~ to Ulkc thfough Au01J512005. Pklasa note tnat not aD respondents l .t.t% 

DntVIOfed a.~ quettiOOI. .~"'~.. I 
Would you aupport an addWcmal tu or f11lo fund tr.aU lmpllJVftnenta? 
Thomojorily (e5%) cl r01pondonls lndic:lled ll>oy I'IOUid 1u;li>Of1 on addlticMiw 
ot too 1o fund lr.li l:o...,...,.Ofltl. Remoinlng mpondenb were unde::ided. Oll 
or JHpCn:~onts ololed 1hoy would net su;:por1 an lllf:fillon>t w or leo. 

How do you dtflne 11~111 
MostmpondeniJ defnellolls as ellhefpiM!d (92%), crdlrt pa!ho(DJ%). 1M 
'""""''""' Oflos!r<ot facillles such os ddawalks a bil<o lanes (47'14) ond 
walenl'll'f' (24%) oslnlib •• wei . 

100.0011 ~-------------, 

90.110% 

110.110% 

What t)'pta of lnRa do you UH7 

DPAVED 

a OflT 
DON-STREET 

DWATEifflAY 

•GRAVEL 

'" IA.7~ 

The mojolity of ,..pondents use pedestrian (94'1\) ond ble tr:111s (6510) mn 11\an wotctwoys (17%) Dl1d 
equestrlantr:1lls (l4%). 

100.110% ~-------------, 

00.00% 

80.00% 

70.0011 

90.0011 

50.00% 

40.00% 

~­
~0.00% 

10.01111 
0.00% l____L _ _ 

I
DPEOESlRWj 

ai!1XE 
'----- --( a ECUESrru.\H 

C-------( iaWA~RCRAFT 
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Why an trans an Important p1rt of community? 
Generaly~nb oeolnlls • •• b!nolit to comnnlitleslntl\al lhoyoffefmoam forrecrollllon 
(99%), fltnolS imllltJVemonl (W%), a!emalivo trnnsportDI!an (72%), ond pa<t spat11 (69%). Roq>onclents 
also c:o:r.menled !hot tr:111s woru slgnlllcanl •• wlldiWo OOJ!Idon end safe plo= fu elderly to waJ1c or 
beginning bll:e riders to pruc:tlco away frcm rno!nrl:ed lr.dfi::, 

120.00% .....-- ---- - - --. 

fOO.OOl\ ~------~~----~~D~~~~~~~~~---.1 

eo. co% 

0.00% 

Which typoo oftralls IIV ImportanttD you? 

liWISPO;tTAOON 

DFlGHT'ODESfiY 

D RECREAll0/1 

ol.tiEAR OPEII SPACE I 
PARK 

Tho llrgesf m~cnty {E9l\) of mspondenll felt 11\at mutes along Wlllorwoys ""'connections to notuml 
JCSOU!l:<l """' mpon.nt. Tflllh lnkln; conununilios (75%), lnllls to s:hoo!s, pmcs, and focllllos {72\1), 
bile lines on roodwllys (EO%), and-·~ to rca-yo (5411) were else mportant. 
Rn pondenls oloG vobllr.lb tor cn:u country ll!lng, l:inl \'JllldKng. hbiDit: end s.cenlc­
~use, ondto.-molaiz:edvef'i:les. 

D~tiG WATERWAYS I 
UIIKNA'MW. 

100.00% RESOIJRCES 

90.00% a TRAILS 'IW.TUIIK 

110.00% COt.IMUt.n!:S 

70.00% 
D eJKE LAIIES 011 

EO. flO% f\OADWAYS 
Sl.OO% 
40.00% DSIOEWAIJIS 
30.0010 AOJACEI/Tto 
20.00% ROA!1NAYS 

10 0010 • TRAILS to SCHOOI.S, 
0.00% PARKS,AHD 

FACUJllES 
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1\cgional T rail and t)ikewa.:J 5_ystcms f lan 

APPENDIX D: Trail and Bikeway Survey Summary 

Why would you w:.lk or bleyclo? 
Re1pondent1 Ghoosetowalc orbl:,(do loimprC"tG thefr huM and r:lneu (90%t,toenfoYnDturo (e6%), 
4nd a.s a w~;~ ttl oetto ad\eel, s.he~ng ee:ntara. cr wcrk (40%). In 2dditie.n. respondents loki to walk and 
bi.:ydo to ..ave g#l, redu::e pclut.lon, and a s a a:.dal cuUet. 

10000% ,------ - ----, 

0000% 1---­

......... ~----
70.00%+---­

"""""'+---­

f0-00% 1---­
.., DO% t--,,...-­
lCUlO% 

:!ClDO% 

10.00% 

O.QO%l-----L--

D GET lO SCHOOL 
!ttOPPNl. OR WORK 

a I&PROVE FnlESS OR 
II!W.'Tlt 

a ENJOY t~JU;E 

tr JCltv• not ,.cen.tty Ulld tr.alla or bllwway•, why? 
Respcnde.nu that don't often Lise Ulo pbCng 1nllapttm uy k b bccnusa they have &afcly c:cncetn!l 
(22%), there ts l!mltd tnl!hud eoceu {1l.BO%),ll'ab ant not In tt\ei' n~mooes (12.5%). thD lrDib 
denlg;)wtw•they Witt\1 t:1 ao (8~). etlhey arejustnot6nterntad.n wdUn; ctbik.ng (1'%). s:tne 
ros~cnb .tao u;roued .a fear cf gatti'tiJ b.l 

10.00l'o 

5.00~ 

000"' 

a mALS t«::T tN UY 
------l lreJGHDORl!OOO 

D SAFETY COUCERUS 

0 UMill'O liWti£AD 
Access 

D TllALG OO«T GO 
WHEREIWAt;rlOGO 

•IIOTIIIEREO'IED IN 
I'IALKilQ OR Ol<tlG 

Appendix 

What~na••c.ould bt mado to traU and blk.w1y ayatemat.o makoyou morw Ukllly ta u .. lhem7 
~mant form reapcnc!er.!l woutdbe most ~kefy to u~e tlalb U Unty mrralacatcd In UMrit noJ;hborh:lodJ 
(5.4%} connoctltd t:J pbce'& they noec!td tu go {54%).11 ~o lltteOd D(;CC5' w~ inp.oved {CO%) und II' they 
aiiW Wlll)11lcmt 01 '-"lfor (51 %), They wcukS alG.o D:D baUer tabolod connc..-t!on.l With lmorp.~cUvo 
olgrw;c ot:mg tno woy, hotter 1m11 maintcnanc:c, Cx;Janded tofjp eyslems, mare pos&tve wauwwav ecuu, 
aqucstnan a.:cesa, Gnd publi:: DCll.Jc:Dtion fc.r proper usa. 

~~..----------------, 

,._em; 1--r-t----r-,--1 r=-:-:::==-=-::-:::-:-:::~1 
a LOCAlE TRAl.S I' UY 52.00'0 

I<EIGH!!ORHOOO 
f0-00% a f.tAKE 1RA11.S SAFER ... _ 

cNPROVE TRAU£AD 
4Cl.OO% ACCeSS 

... 00% 
acotmecrro PLACEs 

II<EEOlOGO 

42.00% 

<0.00% 

Comment R.npond.nl Rac.ntAc:Uwtty L•v•Jt 
On a r.c.enl d~y. cc:mmtmt form rnpcndentJ h:rta w.lked or n.n bef'wm::n 1 ~ 18 rnDes. blted tran 1 to 
100mlcs,. ridden D hclaobo:ween 1 Qlld 15 ml!et.. and ~ddie.d aancecrkayak tG1'o'I'Nn 1•nd 15 

DI STANCE IN MILES 
mb. 

C WALK/RLN 

0 IUJEA HORSE 

C PAta..EA CANOE on 
KAYAK 
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Regional Tra il and E:>ikewa~ S~stems flan 

APPENDIX D: Trail and Bikeway Survey Summary 

July 19,2005 
Juno 2005 Ctlrk County TraU end Bikeway Plan 
Summary of SuJVoy Comments Organlz.od Into Thcmn 

THE TWO Nk!OR THEIAE9 
The m;jo.rlty of su:vey n::spondenb currently 1h.~ of bu! ~ystem, 111 inpcrtant tot 
recre:tbn and reduchg obesity nnd m~ f'ltnr...s. N ~h they would Eke toR'! 
~ lho1 OlD ,~ frcm motcn:cd vwhide1. 
The othcl deUed US4 fer lnl!s G fer dtemD.Uve tr.l..,spo:tation c:onnecuons to ld1ccl 
weft lilnd •~pin\J. further, thete respon:fents we.m len c::=ncemed ~ sharin; lhe 
road, but \Untotl better d;rggo bbef.no rcu1es and tnd comedbm.. 

TRAil TYPES 
R:*aad tru= would be bbubusl 
Ccnnectlcn of IOcaiDteess trai3 to rcoloMI tnrl system wfth lhe otlil ty to canoo ot koynk 
i• inpertant 
I IJI:c to angoge in recreation with my dog 4nd wculd b't1t b hDve oll·lc=h wcos 
connected to ros~t ~ ret;il 50 I wcn1 h;w b df~ 1rc;rn ~to piOQ!. 
A gtid wfth tr;l!l ctlented ~ narth-sculh and e;sklelt _.. the ccunty would DfJ~ .3 

la1ctfl-..d>l:ly_ U.ocmtmg rigtiB-ol-wayprlmmttytootllioYolhb_ 
tlew trUs shcutd t'i1dl:ite out frt:rn schools, pJib. arut D::tarie'S41lac:as wnom ~~ 
<=QIOi>IO. Con~lheso ' :.pclu>' tra3• - s.'lou!:lbo fu>ibio-fMUiting il 
II\OgttlnottO-
Illl<.....,. Qlong-al:!o maj« lhorOUllhloreo p!OVIde good o¢ions ""using bicydes fct 
~111\Spofl!!l!oii-
[Jitewey:a along waterwo~ and llll!rood nowe~ pro"''ide aood cptlam1 for leen:atklf\31 
l:lcyd"g 
If pou!l!c, mo*e bob 1n a bop d01ign 
Pave a bl cf tmlb and eut 1JI'BS1 on sldea.. 
Try to ccnned the cabling tra~ ~they ora ufe from e;n and h8vo elltY r-:;c$S. 

Sop.,.,., tlkos and equ...,.., tra:b_ 
My blmly memben usel:lc:'fdet and uy;:ts • lol YC""lJ poo~lo need nfe ways to 
ncce:.s ttotM, ch~ ill'd port..s \Yttnout &tlr.I)'S haYing to dri"'e. 

TiWL LOCATIOU9 AND COUNECT10115 
Wo ncteet a lnllll slde"Willtk from Eve1groen tiiohw:ly up B!r.wrth W'trf lln'1 th!s 
ha~nk'1o? WtJ t\IJV't! the 205 bica pmh ; ncl th~ Evergreen Columb!a Springs-but no 
cormeWc:n Thl.s is very dCf19erout. ~t r poren!l on:t I have broughl ttMt uo ot l"sl G 
tmos_ 
Cre.ute 11 tru~ lo tha Ross df.ieonh oreo. 
Eotl Co. teoly .....ts tr.r.b 
Show lho 0\elat:::He Rd R03d c:orTldct as D miS-tr.:l 
1 ~ tte o tta!l frtlm same Grcund to Che~Dtc:hic Pm1e n~~ to the l'lll!ro3d. 
CUOd a tnz!I IOf bft{f!1 and pedastriant alOng tM r:.el EN: htrn St. JaMs nnd Mi'lfli'Wta 
ncnn to Yn::olt 01 Chel~~"'ie PraJne. 
The l i!Wb ; nd Clark raJ f:nc from D. G. 10 Voneouver wauld make • ureat b!ko commuter 
Enol 
Wke !ants en main IUIUI ro=: (1.a. 2tD STtrem B.G. to 212Ava. 15D ST frcm 8ru'h 
Pra!tie to Hodimoo-!lc:w1~ comm~U 
Please make 1n0 Cheblolrie Pnllrie !ll-'!rood illo o ,.;! wilh trail 
Yourfntl'riC!ilyllhou!:fbotod-"'>omua-uu~tnl3on Cnoliitthlo Pr.>lrie m;Jtnc It 
~be tha b:xkbcne at 01 t:lUnt)' \'rido ltu:l syst~. ~ rest an be deslgnttd an:t buin 
In R:n!menls •• lundlng /pomas ato_ con bo cl:tl!ned. 
m'.e e trDJialong the~ DPA ROW netth of \'VGU Van::ouver =smpos. 

Appendix 

I L'vo cb&c F.! BatUa Gfound Ll»>o end would rtdo to ta.-.n 'WIUI.D t:~fa routo 
Oe-le\op a tre!l en ct nett to lho ro~ld ncrth of Dame Ground to M~cnilnd under the 
pc'!fttflMs. 
rm ~g ~morv lnS:b w!Ube bui:t-bulnttpaved- a!cNJ 1M eiJll forte. and 00'0:1 
n::rthcm Clark Countv Hcrae trab wcutt be used o b1 
E.rtend wOl'ttffrcnt t"Dil throu;tllo the Gcq:e 
l..lrn;lhcn lho Sonlcn Cfodt T1d 
lengthen t.nCentet Dottom1 trd, lltd hep 11 D eM paLh 
M.lko 01 bite ccnnKtkm fc1 tho 1·205 Dtldoo b na!l tral. 
Pla.Mc #dd o trail from tha City step; ll'\ Camu to LDCGmnt lJlka. 
I m cunous to knew wnen the sec:Unn between Ellsworth •nd W.nU!tt Piltk wil bo 
con1plot~ 

:~:~.=·:=:~=:~~=,:.~:=."~=t~~':~~,~~ 
164~ (no bile ~nes) and uou thr~ traf!"c bnH t:. tutn ._,non SE l4C'I. ~o or u~ 
u;mJI s;ra~•. own a tll~. lit cyclbl h:n a 1k<w go of l. bltll!ng hcquently he..,. mctct 
¥ehlclo trarrc. 
I'HMla bh IDnOcn&"ln Cemu, c:xnlngoffMd(iOingcnto 51'114; from Adam s to 
SR1.C.. 
Thma l1!lll!ld$ to baD bk:yde conn~ from lho G\ann Jo1Wcn btCGo t-il.e rcuta to just 
~Ucflho 1·2D51ntarch:nge toonow a~ cnto SR14 e.Mtboun::t. Thct E~roon 
hlgh'f.'OJY routo ts otrociousf 
Conned the equestuan trail trcrn Fa!rgrw m:b Patk to Vanccuvet U.\uland Frenchman's 
BM-
WSU Vanccuver tuu tlu!lt INI'\I'eruJ mllc:5 ol hldn£14c!Jg~ ltttd narure tr:db ovut lhe pnst 
few~" 'l'rit:\ plan.s to hook lr.= Pleasant Vf.ky ~adt d\wr.g next~·· Thoro~ an 
oppcrtun~ty b C'J'pand l.tUs to tne n:x1h r.long UN! DPA ROIN. 
1M o.onne ~ l:.ko tiD! ahcut::j ~ enendc:!d ta tnc e#1tl:n r:J ttK! Ll!".r.s 
RtlenfAot.Qon 1:.11 Dm4. 

I 't'ICI.IId t:k& to see stale pa:U tcn."lt<:t toa:ly and count, and bo part cf tho pnx::ou. 
Cempteta tha tG92 pbn where pos~Sc. 

Until, s"' Street ope:n• . there 11 realy n:J Elt¥ bll:c route olher th::an ~l::ma,. Am now 
that ·~ ts open. there ts finat( I rus rt:ule. Wa neod mOfD rotrtes ¥r!h bike lanD110 
pecple will f!!G I moro comfott lblo obout bovltln; U1ina modn cthtW Uum pdv.,te vetlidc. 

TRAIL RELATEO t.v~TERIAlS 
Wo need beUef m~1 1hcwing tra.!l bcat!c:'.s and hO'IJII' lo f'nd tr.l!f ht.1dl. 
~ C~k Trail needs d'.t~r.nl ~a. b b too c;lS}' to net b:it there 
11 woutf be tun to~ • trAll·~~r en out websiUt 
tnterpreliwl ~·~~lito lhvy ~In O=:t:n to lil=d ycu on at in.ter;.tcld ,......,,..;uti bo lun. 

Oav:nlc&d.cle maps tot bltn and walten. from ll'l• k:':leme1aro needed. 
P1c~se- keep ·eq~s:rbn· ln an llttf'Dttl:u_ 
Mark nils wrth mae petit cr tomtt mart:.tng: so 1n the event a petton ll.il:l p ~~~ 011. It t1 
pcu!lle: to vrve tho d11 ~tchar o good l::!c:a ol \Vhero U11ry c.ro. 
M~ bcntion mO'P' DY41bblc alcng u:~l!s. 

TJWLS:ZJNG 
T~ ~J tote sc::dod a:tPfoori3tety lot tho intended usc (0' PEO.) Ou:! t:uidng tt:Uh 
bned on 'tdli::ul~ ,cqunm~nt! 
Lty tett (Who:) lfves t'l Otegen} ho~ eompl:Jn~ of ~ blt.e hiiMCS.'r rcacrr.ay::; In C~u, 
Cour\1)'. On Jnml trn!s, we need t:alh5 Yrido enough 10 a::commodate i1 t:i'.o ;1f\d o 
pedntlbn We by.~. so Uut PO!!o;trbn docsn1 gel tun oft lhe trd evcty a=nc bi.CS 
f"UI. 
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1\.egional Trail a nd 5ikewa.:l 5_:Jstems Fla n 

APPENDIX D: T rail and Bikeway Survey Summary 

St\fEi( 
Pk!::tS.e a:tfor pacte.!<UIM utety en fJE 161'1 atreet m Eut Vnn:euver, cs~aly frcm 112 
Ave. to 1Je Ave. 
Country roodQ nocd to llc widom.-d cr a tJoll odaetJ to m:~okc ccmmuting e:s.re. 
Reduet:d speed lmlu IDI' t:Me rO\rte.s WOlJI.1 mosko tllcm safer. 
Mas I country roads ~~~e p.a~d ro Ul!t Ddg~:t of 11 di!cl1-ae:atlng dangcra .. ::~ l 1h£0:1l!c ru . 
Tha1 b no pta:c fur pcdc::ttian~ cr ct;uostrb.rr.~to get off Ulc ~~ 
I bike 20-30 rnilelln Portlolnd, beC<JU!Ie there are no aafe rou~ here In Clnrk County 

MAJUTEPWlCE 
• M!llntlin r::cnnllll:!nt tw.e lane paint. 
• Keep l:l:c bnes s:no«h and free of giDu. Gta\'11~ :.nd ctnef cJe:blls. 

EDUCATIOf'l 
Ccr.tlnua to anempt to Ddu=rue bOth bieydi1b nnd dliven en safe pradi::M (n.c.l biklnQ 
lhc \\lOn~ way en tlte'~s. now to tu rn When them Is a bJ;.a bne, el!:.) 
Th!.J shou!d bo an ont:rcl'llnlagrat:rd Pf~ Ulal lncludc' health ;:rofl,sslcmJ!io, 
employe". and ~myono else who wcu1d need to know nb::ut cr have n !ltnkc In fitno"'· 
t\t:altn, Obe!l lty nnd educatlcn 

TRAJL FUUDitm 

Ycu need 10 m:metlhe ~=- progmm; ;,ppty lor 11 tlotbloJI Purkl VC:Unteel Grant 1:> ~ 
buildtr>l!b. 
AJc you wc,lunD wilh adrac:l!ntlne.ut:Jy busmeues ;and p:cpcrt;' owners to fund tmils ~g 
pu~11cJpffvato p.artnw&h~s? 

I ruro~o lhedtn Ctat1f eowuy for 3.0 yom!l _ I nm very protld ct lh&way you IJ/e headed I 
w-_uki h11ve no prcblem ccnt.mrino flmdlng th~se projKls.. 
I would support un 01dditicnnl t;u cr lou b fund UalllmprtNoments if tfl,-y were in mv 
r.cis;t.bcth:Y.l:f. 

I would s uf'PCI1 an ooc:tticr;;d true ar lee to fund t:ail im;lttMmlen!s t1tpcnd1ng en he'w 
muzh ;ddtticn;~ l mcney woul:j te needed. 

THANK YOU 
like tha 't':ltnt ol ccmmuni:awn wtth ctt\or cltie:.:a Olnd Oir-ncies.. 
ThaN\. you lot working w h;ord fer sv:h a worthy c:au~ 
We lla'le m.Ma good progreu on w oon trails. We n~ m keep up tho good w:llk.. 
I ft61ll1al hiiiYV1g trails, bika paths, nnd tl:t~·alks tlillod: on tho quaLty of a COOUllun:!y. 
Thllt\k vcu for unDertaking thb tro.Mllkoway ay~tem plannJ:la Flnd ;o!iclUna inpU1 frcm 
usor$. Aftl!r p!.nnnlng c:)fl)CS lmpJcmontaUon-we need \hat p4n too. 
Thank you tor inr.JtHJino ihtt p~l:!c ln UlOSU impoclanl deci:sY.xn a!lOUt our ccunl!y's fu1uta. 
Wo malo wec«ty usa of lhc Snlmoo Crne.k Tm!l. We cnen meot-4c.-60 wahr~J In tho 
mcmtnt~• Peep!!! of~ ages tflO'I tfla opponuni:'J to wil!k in nawtalsett:\.:t~ on r:aved 
ltV;. 
The V~spoct du+.11 v~uo U1o varloty ol tr.li!a DVnibb!~. Tho~ ll!CI an a~:::.d to 
cncouroae cttt:cns und \lis:IMab r:rcmcto fl:ncs.;. 

GEt4EAA!.. COJJPLAIPITS 
• rm c"~ad lo th o c::;;;n;e durry 10cal which h;u; been Dppfe~ b Mt:GlC!rr.~y. 

VOLUUTEER 
• U... Ot:tllltt \lo'Wk:l bo happy W holp WiUI U'ltt Uai!& !>)'fnpoth.'m. 
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Regional Trail and 5ikewa:~ S:~stems f'lan 

APPENDIX E: Trails Articles- "Trail System to be topic at meetings" 
The Columbian- June 8, 2005 

Appendix 
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Regional Trail and 5ikewa~ 5~stems f'lan 

APPENDIX E: Trails Articles- "Comments sought on plans for tails, bike paths" 
The Columbian- June 15,2005 

~"!..OfR;~"'N .. _ \lftt!Ut:SP"'Y. _•!tl£ J5.. ~ -·-· 
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Regional Trail and 5 ikewa.:J S,:Jstems Plan 

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 I A railroad 
tried to link Vancouver to 
Yakima; now a multiU.~c 
1rnilst.1rts down that path 

11, B ILL STI:WART 
mr: or.u.oOAH • 

VANCOUVEII - Some of Oalk 
CDunry'a lllOII spoc!3CUI.u te<ne­
ry, enJO)"«<In tho past by p;w<~t· 
£1!tS on rue jouiTIC)'II on lhe 
cotmty-tnmod rullrnod ond by 
fis.hemum. could be opemxl to 
\\-;dkcrs ami qd!sn M soon ;n 

lQOO. 

A Slate mnnnJUec ha 11\-:ankd 
the anuuy SISD,OOO In federnl 
transporlarlon enhancement 
mom:·/ to stB.rt a nlne.miJe tnll 
Cram &n!e Ground to n:.ule 
Gmund Lo.ke 1<1 !Jid4 F.US Pall: to 
MOIIlmn Falh l'a1~ SOIIIb ofYIIC<liL 
ntecounty'e:mal.t hb$150.000. 

E•mtually, ~ .. 1101! could be os 
long._. l iD mll<s. oc:mdin!;to >d­
ly ·runl<tloy, rralb Md lli=I""7 
pall: d.-.-.:Wper fur VanaJUI-.r· 
Oat!: l'>!l:s nnd n.a.a~on De-
pamnenL 

· w~ are Wkfng aOOut JOme tn­
aediblo =r: 1\ilb IJ!I"!I 11c-~> 
of Mount Sr. Hderu and a r.hly 
pxl scctlonofdto E.:nt r-arl:ofdte 
!r..U Rii"Cr." he sold l'unteney 
sold the typic~ ~ealon t.nl Include 

Appendix 

),.,.. he ..w. "but l r""'lct ~"" 
ln a. amp~ of )l2l'S. we vdll ¥.'On· 
dcr \\11Y\'-l! didn't do dtis sooner." 

He Si1Jd the first mnstruction 
will be the tr.lll ><gment nonh 
from Donie Gmtm<l '"llt:l w!D be 
f!ll!lo:a plaa: In swt. And es "" 
build, wo "ill try In p.>rlll)' tlte fim 

~== ~~ f:'~ 'fn ":l! 
countycouldantStO minion. 

As the r.ills omd trail au a Sl\';lth 
from Ucel Dcll on the roullt\ft:St 
to ncar Ylllo l.a);e in the nonbe:m. 
tJ~..e rvute wiQ llnk to olbc!r routes 
1uch ns the Lcwb Rh"er Gm:s:nr.ty, 
I be Padden P•ukw')' Tr.tll. Cunin 
Crod; and dte -ttl=· 
lor at DnuhPrnlrle. 

Sir\, !Edrulte, dte munty'o ruiJ. 
road O\"m:ecr. tmncd the ro\llc 
· r .. u .. llt:" and sold the tr.III 11 n 
d.. am of liUilJ' )em cotJting Ill"'-

• 
BIU~J(J).DSG..sr.:!Dr.5DJ4Sf· 
5!m:bl!h:t'kdn'O~~-tcm 
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Regional Trail and [)ikewa~ S~stems flan 

APPENDIX E: Trails Articles - "Trail, bikeway session Thursday at City Hall" 
The Columbian- June 8, 2005 
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Regional Trail and f::>ikewa!:J 5!:)stems )lan 

APPENDIX E: Trails Articles- "New bike trail opened in Vancouver" 
The Reflector- August 31, 2005 

. 
r--P~~~~ef'rcdor .. AUrJ. 3PSeDt 0.2005_.: 
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Regional Trail and Dikewa~ 5~stems f lan 

APPENDIX E: Trails Articles- "Trails System Promoted" 
The Columbian- October 24, 2005 

Clark County---.--~ 
;+wiji•i§ILQNilhlfiiiJCfiW§HLjiltliliijj f-

Traii system promoted 
Lewis and Clark being used to spur interest 

Appendix 

If you go 
c.WDI: ......... , ... ,.,. ..... 
c Wlla: DwDoM ludcln::; , -·-=.=-...:.=: .................... 
os WIIIII:-4.4!!11 
p.m..~t1:30p.m.. -a Wben: KlU\ -­Da-llan E:dvBrat 
Pott. 

II Co.5t: S3D bib I Oct. 
2D.S441::1tar, lor 
RlleMIOun::t,.-.e19-
IU7at 
aw•rhrtqyrt. 
I>C.Q!V. 
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HOT ON THE TRAIL 
Clark County plan 

focuses on getting 

more people moving 

MORE 
INFORMATION 
Tl'•Cilrt Clxny l'loiQ:ard Giilo.U 
bo-IJlhiWtlll!lci/.;rl141! 
W!rjl~prt 
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..1 

.i!. 
HOLIDAY PREPARATIONS 

Appendix 

THE HEALTH BENEFITS OF TRAILS 
Out u:nummJcy i• bl.m~ • KtiUIU hl':lllh 
abb ~trtl v.1.th cl:atty du: In run 
1.0 Jdtrsb.lln.lnlT:ty: A=Wms r.o thr 
O.U\: Caur.a1 Huh.'1 Ot~nmrnt. 01-'fl' 

lull the ..C~h pepul.e:ttr. nf nur rtrJ:uy 
U nl.\: t OftrwdJtt! or o:.O:.. Pmud.tn.& 
r:cPt with USJ 1-.."'teS to uk t:2lk 
nn~aftR'rtJ;:=Jeppomuriryto 

c.h.tn;cc•nnlifc:art.~btc.:r. 

John ..:.U;tp, Onk Cm;..-uy l rzil 
mtl:win:.lct.t 200 b ~Wit •,!kin' 
:.nd bk-)tltn-; en th.= P.addm tr.cl. 1'h: 
U':t.il i.l\'t.d my lifr:; h~ U'!"· ~ 
strJukd wuh nu:upnJ bit w:tg,ht. 
thrnup«!ltt Jinnr~ th(trfC7't', kN:w 
he lti\UI add CUIC'.S( in ordtt 10 can!Ju 
his wttstu r fdlla:u ;w~ dbbca.::s. Kn:Ff 
u:ili:·u ~~ rMidt l\ w r.m c:n:mb. i!rrp 
ull ::1U\·'h at the lrnl 'll!r.J uorr ,nd 
ctsJOYlht C:NrJy l ruuual rooutt:O while: 
autUptiJ tUs ~lth.. ll: wrlift::~ -iSO tbt 
u onr pcrltlt a:1d rtO".w wrigts !00 lbs. 

Ctx:.ay u a.uod.Anl •itt: mmy 
pfOb'.ttM ft dan\ \lo"C.N Llr oun.:hu 
at OC!!' bnutks: h:ut disuK, a:t.:tr: 

l. pb uf Di"'C.Tf. l)?e l Cbbetn. 
w:mlot, anb:u, hrr.Nhut!: p-obirm1. 
Jnd 1"*~h~cpol «!ls:onkn, s-~h u 
dtprc:s.s.lon. Nee aru,. t!o::s tnxttvuy 
IIT'.P,'ICI Mlr ~tuluv, ~ 11sn our 

C'CU:\~mlc J~e,tlllm line:. kamiln& w tht: 
sut.: til W.ashlnp· .. 11 IJ csur.-.::te:d ttw -· 
the cent for r-hylbllruc.lrl:r lnr obesity I -
1:\ \'hs.,lnpon SL:If ~ moft th::n n 
bilhnn In 2[).1!.DI.ll 

One l'tUCn ptoj)' c donl utr.:IM' tncu;h 
a t.kk ol llr.le nu! cca,'C'.ttna. :ty 
jVT'ridtn& t"nn\"mmr'N. urc .2-~ :nnnnr. 
ln&blJU~tinl.tuYOOil. IG~W 

~'J.C1:..\JDscn11L..._.pror.l::to 
a::mbinc ocrow: ~'Ub ~ Utpt.. 

lr.s~nc.l ci drmn. •o lht g-m to mr: :a 
tr=hrun. tnr v:zr.~rJc.tt111ll on ["'V\,« 
conn:utTJ CfP"t'J:Utks let peo,J:c 10 ttl 
tl'\totrctie\."ttyn:td.. 

Oltk frounlr hn mru:-a.~rrl wutt 
:1 rcruuiWlt tc::m ld hy t.b.:br fz 

Si!'O'uc, lnc.., m JUr.nrnhipwuh 1M 
lllahrt C..I'DUp , lnc., SERA. lr..c.. ~.d 

Jc:nrw: llwmnAu.JcLnc:s..lt'.c.,:ud b 
~w\;~ Wllh 1ht C\uk County Pnb 
.md Rt':rcukt'l [kpzn:t:tnt :a:v:l. pct:.r 
ar.u:nmitr lO upc!::te en t.l'bllt'l: ft~ 
I tall a. "'Il 9Ucwt)' )yurn::s rbn tr-tml. 
llr.: rbn cu:hnts wums tr.lb eM olitn 
rtf'M\mrnrbumu lor dw dn•t lopment 
~,..( ~"(:",IJ lkkLoun.:altn:ib l'loithtn Cll:ll. 
Countr 1hc dt\'tloptv:r.• r.f thc!.r tn~lt 
•1l1 htlp to l tv'CI'X L'-.:: trmdl a.d:frW«< 
wuhtn tim amde: and prtWkk nuny 

at.rrbtnc.Ftstnour~ttUUt:S h:lbh 

ar:d -IU.IIt. We l"\JULJ. lAC lhoc ' """' 
ru:t~Lisn CT'tf, 

l im: an" vmt n:hn tnbrftnJ:, IUinUO.: 

&.."'Qs ~'t~£~11 ll:1d (lhrsbl 
uuc:drlf)' wzoun~. 1M rrctt •lu:o 
300.000 ptm..atun: d.~i.s p:-r 
)TAf tn tht U .S , trn:nd :r.Jy t:t 
!.lalhs rrbtcd lO 1:nclmJ, 
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<-': ~MU~ 

•AIIttt\'1U\~, prdieah\c r:'.dtWMit: Sl)'$ Of_ Ch1n. 
' \ 'mrttJ, brt.nmplt,a~ •M-.:W~"II'¥T 

:nrthod btcsusc they prcs.ttW: t::O!t of L".t: ony:ul LOO!J1. 

lll#l)' pcupt, ll.lf:ttu tvlU~t and cth:r f1Utn to 

:-Namr the: lullncs• Ulthdr hJtJ tlut an b: lost " ·hh 
Jp-. 0 :- OWl Uyi h Is imf~M:VU to ~k msk!r the 
•tMlWh lw:fcR" pmrmhnc " ' '" fillm; ot~ you 
nu)' bt lfVInlftr¥11)' I~ Jurl.acr 'NIIImur .J.d.lro~r..& lht 

wtdttiJb~""aww: 

·,tu~ H the body Is ~?lJCrln! br U1: fmntl'ud:; olth.: 
N.t:k!.:r.'l, w the moulh 11 ;also wpporw.l by &he bones 
and t:rth 1f 1 p.lUrn: h.u imc rul lno" 111 thd.r lip . 
ll nuy be dl.IC to :1. lad: cl SUj'P"rtiDI ll-..c ~tl}tnf; 
ICI".b, bcnu lnd £'Wl!. ilisut.lnth.t: ca:.t,IMod ol 
~pc:nllnllh: ltp5 wuhon.lrmlbt::\. .u\l:lfl'CnJN 
a:aukJc:l""..tlon shculd br l:t awtm U:r pc1l1JOn u.d 
mrttcr.Jr Dl1!\~ &ttth tn mstr hM~t:r tl.'?{'l'r. !w. !I\:' lp$.­
lbb nupu uquuc: '~'"''· cc-.h3dcruk uountnt.~r .a 
<Tmb'..uricn ., tht twu. 

Or. Ch:n Xbnu it. h lmpuun: tu UJk. :n ah: axu.h 
"' "lM~en tnlhttr.tttrbatnd&»tSJ tb:~ 
p!J.concvmnd~ ,11.uk aurDe pnnooa=.tn: qu.."'1213:tJ 

li\z 1( )1JU t md:J C:.i.."nCJ: )'CUI bet . ...-fw lillo'OUid )':JU 

blrtoac?utvtr Sorr.t ptopl! ~ 1Winlir-. .1 btl.l;r 
d\lnandp:t udlll wstnL..bcu;. rm :~dcn:ht.&nd I ant 
rot"Jr.=1 dl ~ l'el.~ but I c:::t 'III'Otk -.Uh tt'Sale1ic 
Wr;:or'.$ 111 ctatc a 1DUL rtjuw-n.tlat pUn· 

0. CluJ. ttntht luT u an •1'11111( C'nui('Mlii.CII'I#NI 

ub 141 ~ tbt mdMdU11\ bcUI fetm and uylc bdcrr 
:.urm?(lr.;: l ct lmpnn't dtC 11\0\!th. A sa of pultuly 
~lwc:. U.U!I,ht lttlh v.1ih J'Uft\pn.l up. pou:r ltp1 i~ 
Ufl111tl.~lily lhr batkJI,II: (1,H' C'rf}' ~- •_5m.lk:l, 

•ha• •:-r c•c:.1tt:d hy detuun "';th a11$01wc u~Wm:zt::ll 
S)tnrtu'Uy d.'II\U alW2fs look Nlltrod tr.d Ut t\C.IIhc: 
~ ple:Jing ltl bkt 1TU\:tt4; l:\t umt su.Uc cl Whine 
fnT rwt~hdy; he~)''· •.Mh'lncrd stmimu o{ ~h:tu: 

.UIW) /UIIIIt :111d Lnu\0 tl'..11twa ro~on 1\dt ~ fldc 
:&tr atmllJr butnm ~ly :abla. \'uu mWI K:.:-:b for 
VJtgt~J tt-..u "">JUid i!nf-rc'1: thr lnclnu!c .. d 's smile 
\01thout tt~:~lwt;; 1: ccntm'td mr.l n:nfllf:nnl tu ;~ muld. • 

A l~lib:c: "'"ntiiC dmCJ.lln.7n whc::lto uy 
·rnou;b" : nd their JJm ~I.C be to~ a n:::ur.!tlly 
hflll!t!Ful m•lt •11h cn&ttrttmfe dexuny ,t's.tbout 
U\lti&Ufttlo(JUt h t IIT.liUl:UI W (UJCUC .1 ur:iq\1= s::lil: 
r.thn ahln pttfcr.n accabt cuutt smilf: : 1:}'1 Ct. ., ... 
Dr Clun~olk-t "Nmd~ S:u:lt ~· ~ 
m m:mctiC: dculslty :and h lco.ud a f 1th:1\ L1:ndlfl$ 
l~l10 S!J t• ~ttn ~ •101.\'J:r.t'llU\"t:t.WA~ 

U6CUM)· ll06 
302 VIlli J91h IUOfl • l'lluurot IYA 98660 • 1360)694.1867 

Appendix 

< 46 1RAI.S 

lhcl~a~ultn'«l"""~u. 
adolr:sa:nu lw ntJr:)' '"?kd In 
tht p.aN t""o ~..a.du. ln l999. 
ll prtttnt of duh!:rn ~ 6 
tn II )T.Ut~Ntl .. ptm-t\lnl 
.Jillolc.t.rnm::t&nll~w IO)'tm 
wctc: C\'ttw(tg\t. CMchm nttd 
hl be tblr tn Utvclt:p lllcl:mR 
habits 

Wlub: u.tHs an help ,.,L; r.ut W'1!stll.-tu. 
t l ry an :a4o hrltt ,.·nh the: lilal houotn· 
bn< 

Acmn.Hns;to 1h: ~uc ol \\~unoon. 

It :t ndmat~ du:t lhc C0: f~r. ph)'ll:.tl 
INCU\'liY In \¥-..iJW'Ipcn Sut: •u tnvn: 
1ru n t' b.Ott:n '" lOO:Z •C 

In ~it kin to ttw: 2lortn:wndmtrl CJIU. 
11 :s nunwr.1 :tw m Wuhtngon tlt: lnu 
uf wvtlct lwJ...UI'UJI:t d\&C to o'...~at&y IS 
w..,, s .. 6 !tllaoa 

In~ Untt«< SWn tnlOOO the rou N 
hob~ pr.l~kms a»ea-atd \\11!'1 ubHI.t:y 

W2l aumunJ LD b: .1 ~:.~r;r~ U 17 
IJilllDn. 

In aWJuiuu w th: he~.h.h Ul!ils. t!1t1r: :uc: 
tcrklus ttcnl~tu:: r:anlfi..--=-.tans of w~ 

pkr•~l •:uc-:t~\lr 
ntt prope:vd nOlll 'YUf:IU wtnJ: 
rmmttunr. hr,.lth}' lh1n~ an :.lln 
llloridtl r:::orattn t:. a:i1'JnllitS to uw 
trp::n. 

"Ev«v$1-il 
Ocls let phyU=d odMly 

lad lo $2.941n ctn.:l 
modccl bonotu. .. 

A lOO t t~.udr lrt USU:J biWptdnttUtl 
tnili ta Uneoln. Utbr--~. to fnb:t 

huhh an <CUI .;wo:u.ud wuh 
Uuah".l~ q-.untibn t.!u l:m:bu ul :1amq 

•JYIU on tnil d.~'d=;tr.'.tm (rom :1 ~:h 
sundp.nr.t.. Tl-.1:: c:cn:-tusicn ts th:: 1:71' 
h't1J c!cllar 1prn: on u~.b ~tr tlutr 

dollm lSl 911 of publiC hnfth twnrfr• 
<U t ptn.lumi.tlllll 

5.."itn.hft: rr.dcna: hont lhc GwW: 
to Communl•y Pt!'Yfmn't SrM·t.oa 
~bmn dw p:m1c.lm& aa::cu 1:1 plsca 
lor pi~ U:UYUr. luth ~ II".Ub., 
a.-w.ratcuh:~lolphys.lc'II A.t1t'1'11Jtn 
a aJJDmU:\")' lh~ mc--Jt.W tWIINII'S f'"'"' 
the lt'l'IC"ooT"J MU&itU wp11lut CIUUU& 

tlr llltpM'\:l$liXUJ IP pt.-en far llll)'UOLI 
miYUy a:a rouh L, a U'l. ~nnr;~" •n 1~ 
pttrent of fleltDfU 'Ill l1\l UCI\.i~ at Q~ ) 
11111tUWttk.(11!)! 

J\cmdm' to the US Dr;n cl Ut~bh 2nd 
uunun Stf'\icu and •ht cue rt•Y"--,.1 
atli'I'UJ U!:nn\ nttc.l w be •tmiUUW'" 
•~ mmumin& ~ t:t bmr6:ta. rtorM 
Ill alJ .1p:s en bmrfitlrrm ~:-.1tt 
m".c\11\lS o( r.hJ11al a:U\11f , &eeh 2S lO 
mtnw~ or hruk •-»bn& 6vt cr me~ 
UIUI:.i ;\ wn:l;._ll •• 
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< A9 TiW.S 

Go!'"""""" 

The f\tw Clt:k CD~~my Tratl and Dr~ !i~"Sitr.l Plm 
dr:sf.t \1'\U be pmc-nrn.l :11. i!tf' Umnn!xr -t.lOO' T:-2tls 
'lf!Tlroi!o:=:~: Bl.t::lnt Uew Tt:l.tb 2003, The pcbltc li tm'trtd 
to ;~::tnd this 1-.htoric rtent tn.d O"C:tuc rht ~u~~yrt~ 

tnnutntt a~:i; Ulunty) loc.l ptd:~rrun 3:-td b'.qd: u~il 
nctv.·cr\1. 

r~ 11\DJ'e lnfc~ron trp.nt!n; tht O"k Co-.nuy Tn.U 
b Iti.U:v.-;1y rh.'1, cr th: li~Tmbtt .f 'lnilt §r-:1;x:sn:.."". 
f~ c::ntx: ..:dly Pur:trney .11 \;.nrm.n-rt...cluk P'arLa 
b RtctntL-.r. (JNJ) tiiQ-1127. or Uu Hunw Sch:!\X.r. 
b.nu.s Dndopmctl( lr.Un~~. ~IU.y b: Sposiro, lnc.., 
lNJ.69'5·l H l. Onis:.r .,.__,~.:rkp::tl:s·rtt.CfJ to rmt.l 
~11 Cvtnl r:PJU11Km form. f-ot muft u:for.nat\On Ol'1 hu:thy 
llfutyl~ pla~t \1S\t W'W'>It.co.d.uk.wa.w.1t::lltthl'lndu.hunl 
.nul wwwrnmmunlrytllfWttSlOJD.ror.:. 

I!r..tCZ Appl:pTd, AICf! b a Scn:<.Jt!rullpuru::icu M.mn::1 
a:vl Ut~n fku9'Cr ft~~ SE!t-\. In: .. ~ multl..dtsdpUt\C' dut!;r. 
firm tinlbstd lO LWUUU.blt p~j;lb m f~.d. Ortpm 
He h.:s r:rudu :Druparu:.on md lmd-us::- muna :u 
Pcnl.:."'\d ~:~lc IJntvrrsrty a:~l rhr Unh-nJ.lry nf vttt.n:a. H~ 
'lto tuthn l1Mk:J.ltld leads wutlahops em tww tor.u.it 
remrnur.LCo tnDfC' ~::&lk:.hk, bl.lubl~ :md hl':lblt fDf chU.::lrm 
m.l ~ulu. Pn:l:t to J:\CYUlA w )'on!.:..~ h: J.."'n"t'tl as • 
?Unning Cmtum~r ~ C..'urlcm::n'illt, V!..,;;nb.. 

t:u lhc llcahh .. ~;,tmtrll A\~trs.. cnr.'l:r.:s\km:d by 
l~t \V~t5htng-.!ln ~t.Ut !Xp:u\.-ne.'tt of l-lcll~ md Wu.'ttn;u:n 
Cru.ln..,n (m: Prncl\O",Jn& fhy1bl Act\'1'1ty 
trtl Tiu: tft:J.hh ~~~~N~mml Auc::a:~;ta., <·or.mutnMtd \ry' 
thr W.U!tinpm !u:c Dt:(Unr.L#'UI o( Bah.~ and Wub.lapurt 
Cn.llu\on fm Pmmo:mr. fhrl~ 1\d:tvtty 

a:u Tht- .m.:dy ts Cou·Dmtfit A:ulpu cl' t·bysx::al klh'1ty 
Us.an' lllLtll't-.!::s:n:n Tnib L-y Gutj1n~ W.ut£, M\0, Wt~Utt 
A. Mx::n , Mln, 1'-'tlu:-:: Scudd:-r-5nud.c, l.tcd. iam Sc:h.-rJd, 
PhD. Midud l'Tau. t.lO, ~>mt O.trt:l. L\:.~chner. MO. Mnt h 
~pp::m1 tnjcunul; Ua.hh I'Tcmotkm Pnokr. A~il200l 
\o\!L6,r.:C. l,t7+119 

•<• l".tlp/fv.:ww.thtoocr.murut)£Uid:.crwfW'I»·iru<ra:.r­
~pdr 
" I ll Scuro::. Ctntcn fpr OUasr: Cmmcl: "'-.rd:.J;QT/ 
I\QOC"Jphpl::lfll'/cbaltyicm:trib\.:l:r:A-Pa.ors h:~. ~rnssa! 
an IQ(J....An. 

US Dc-r=t efl l~hh md ll'..'!'t'.3!1.5eJ'V1C'6.$.tnd ti~CDC: Tn!H 
Corhr:dth· P:tm:nt:naHealthy Ufc:tyk-s~E:I\'H'or.mrn-.s. 
Bro:::h\lrr 

EXCELLENCE 
;..__ ... ~ --.----· 
~ 
:> ... LJ.!Ot~ CJ\ I! I!~ 

~,.r:L~~~'R~~ 
Cnriz\~. DMD 

in Oral Surgery 
•ll,.n,.~&qml..., io•ann;. 
rn/cuuul. p:ucml mrim:-.a."'R 

1 Vltd::a m:th cr:xt~CN 

• Ocl.ecn>"-'-~ 
• llmt>l;""""" 
• Uuilkbwl Mr'Ctt 
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Appendix 

Destination Arizona 
Gorgeous Winter Weather 
and Fun Times Await Voul 
\..,._1hwY"'f" aMftOMd-• d-rc=­
• -\D&.J ... footn'"-P.J. 
~'lllladr; 'ti" aoa AIW .a h etw u. Utu. 
ont:.uA.naJ.r.n .. ....n\.~~ · 
-~ha..'fMMIU'Iat ..... l _..... 
UdrMNO'\k-eMinh~ ln 
.nnw.t •n• J.......,... h an AIN.laotg ttne ot )'II:W to 
'I"Wtt."M~oro."""-1urvrt~&lld 
IP'JI'O'n-at."wf •wllil p _ ,..,.._...,. 
thU .ou• pufm """*'9 lftd wa.IJng 
WNll'Mr. A ~ d lf .ur.1 ~ • cutod olD 
~to Mel IUttln &boUt 1J b111'1ic!drt 
- t:Jul: f ;n a po.:Wr4&. PQ:dfltt~h..,__ 
kJWid Wtaur.p.Jr\kJ.,.nu arG u ...;, 
l~anenfay~DH~ hU.iPQ.I'l'rimri\;. 
~¥1101't:i<S.Iul;l.lt;,lftUI ...... fWri 
ri;tntll .. -' 1 t~ IM11U1I fltnal ..... 

AI wt\h an tfht nuno evMU. PJ . O\anQ1 
Pocxk'n'Aalh\.rQ'Wi h a ml.lli.:.almar•thon 
nhtf10\il!.f 60blni!l lnd«< lflttl~1 

a:U!tr*lt M'Id~~P~•tiD'I fram,urtlO I~UJ. 

l,.l.w ~' ' lleral)f .mr .-y mn.. '"' lirwJ 
I m.Alu.l JW17 on lht road. ftd.I¥1UC$ Cittni­
Ntt'f'tM.antwnlng he~lr u:.nttfl(lrM 

trilt1 r-.. 1nl/)) I t T.mpe I MOI r11\. 
Mud! a f ~hit ma\n P.f . Cha"'IJ'I ~ 'n" 

f\OIIArt.::;)MwU'I I nlno.:libi411PtfliH'Qk 

' '• ~~ br.hind l t. E....-pN from tN 
UtY~pCt~&CW,t:t1.1Mhonutld,10thl t:ol 

n.mfi"IO"A'ati'IQ ~ !hown!Mhg 
bl.ltu~tr~~P./.0\""!1\ 
ChiN a.wo '""n dniQned • prouh pow­
enc:.~or~n•~rVnQl)bl.. '"""tor mo...o -"'ifll'\ .._, . ~ 
ft$t'¢ CM1 of Ia rw-.ldt ~ 

, ... CJw,"f\~ 'Y( loll hiJ-.. "'""' ...... 
w:n.dl.~ fOf' ntl"f'iil"':. 0:1• Clhietn ..-,q 

ftrd • wodck:cs n.t4. "''*" N"'''tn an 
~ 0. '""' .. . qu:,lft.f •• "'"I cat~ 
l.w.th'llr\. arduuti~V~Nn Md •••.n 
un~rn.,w..st,tCWCJo~"Uliorl .. w 
.-..mtftllilb • lnu.o.W"d~­
'cr-tftlla • l taMPf. 

lor mete W~ottott-;•Ut1. Wit 
"'-.rrwu.c:a«can I~J11 ·1Ht. 

Blazing New Trails 
in Clark County 
ri~~Wft"bw(.~ \Wit..,~cftW.. 

toric \l;ntf.una: 1:'1. ~ tudnru :ard 
wmmunlty lttdcn.. ¢Mncn md•~'­
trall ~taka ~1r\. hh1GrJ mthuJ'ats. 
•nr:llntlfHttd Otl3m ~~r t:ooethrr n 
UwiiiiUlftll:l;!.ti.-..1 \I' __ O._tlun 
c.nt.r tDhtar• rwwttaib. 

1hell~o1t".; r~n~ '~Will 
n~fkct«ld~a~U.,. Cfi9iNI C#pt 
cfD«-fJ"'NI~Jaurrw"J«d 
... .-.. .. .ncppcnural:Jml.lu;wO.k eor.n. 
ty\-r~:~l ll• lnU..fuo.ur.._ n • ..-.c...o:a 
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'-e Hi~tor~! 
Let's rna~ 
200 .Ye~ra to the do.Y o~tcr Lcwio & Oark set up 
c.omp on the north 1horc: of the Columbia, ~ecuring 
what io no" the Stote o~ Waohington ~r t.hcl 
USA; we will mab: hioto~ asain. 

Frida:,~, November"!-, 2005 
join hc:.,lth pmf~,kJM61 busin~s ond cora:munihJ lead~•. 
Fn"''" ...J cngnoc<O, Ir.oj und b.\c .J.oc..,., h;,to'!J cn­

ihu.;.,.b .nJ in~tcd citiun•to look bau nnd ''""'"=­
cr.~t.o the CCI!" .~ Di>...,<'!J'• Mticn-b .. 1d;ns j•~· 
Leal r ..... rd nnd btu. new ~m~. th.t ... b, b.~ .... nd 
commula~Wlil trcadin the future. We ,.if) honor our region's 
hist"'!l nnd MAKE HISTORY. f'buc ~ u• fo. an ...,-.. -~..--..,. 
evcntofhislnrfc: si9'iflennc.c. nt l)l.uin.s NewT ~1!:. 200,. 

Atthc new Hdtcn Hotel ~oo c ....... ntion Ccntu•=•• from uthcr Shcrt r nrlt 
VantOU<tcr, WruJ.mgton 
Tidl.:t., >+'.00{>)~ before October I9) 
MIUic, dinner •nd aw.v.l. {r.o.hc.t bar) 

Mcc:tb gect frn~ ~r at-,,}0 p111 nnd dinnent &.}O pm 
followed b9 f'"'ST""'o p,....ntotion •nd tnblc .r.;:..,.,icn. 
<ra-~~n.l ru.r,..~ ..... :b!:"" .tV~.utr-""'thStrrct.~~a.W~) 
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BLAZING NEW TRAILS- 2005, a community symposium held at the Hilton Hotel 
on November 4, 2005, provided valuable Input to the evolving Cleric County Trail 
and Bikeway Systems Plan. The event brought together 302 people including 
many business and community leaders, planners and engineers, trail and bilce 
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 Cieri< set up camp on the 
Columbia River In what Is now Clarlt County. 

The primary event sponsor was the Vancouvar-Ciarl< County Lewis & Cieri< 
Planning Committee, bringing years of preparation for the Lewlo and Cieri< 
Bicentennial commemoration. The opening presentation provided an opportunity 
to reflect on the lasting legacy of the Carps of Discovery and Its n ation-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 wall<, hike and ride a bike in years to come? What trails and other 
facUlties 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 mandata to "make history, • participants tool< advantage of the chance to 
begin shaping a strong, verifiable trails vision for Cieri< 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 m any 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 
safety, and funding mechanisms. M~my 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 for bicyclists, pedestrians and equestrians. Strong support was 
voiced for a "rail trail'" using the Che latchie Prairie Railroad to develop a trail 
stretching from urban Vancouver to far-reaching rural areas. Others proposed 
utilizing available natural g as line and electric utiJIIy corridors for trails. 

The evening concluded wllh a brief summary of table discussions. Lists of 
s uggestions 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 a ll, 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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cohunlJi;.n.cum: Servin;: Cl::.rt County, Wuhing1on Pose I of -I 

Honw 1 Clmu.lnrda 1 Yellow P.1QL'!l 1 Nwr.o 1 JoiJr,l Hum!}' 1 C:n!1 1 Our Cl.uk Coun1y 1 pdwgu! 

oolum.blog 

'Legacy projects' slowly tnko sh~po 

Thur..lay, Mny 5, 2005 
By DEAN BAKER, Columbian ota!fwrttor 

Tourt5ts passing thltlugh Clark CoLWrly lhls Lewis and Clark 
Bicentennial year will hnva to GCllrch hard Md use tholr imDglnaUons 
to fllld ony lmco of tho cxptoll!JS' footprlnts. 

Of the llvo big ,cgocy projects' undor constructlon horo to 
commcmorntn tho cxplorors' visits In Navombor 1005 ond Aprtl1006, 
two projocls remain largely In tho planning slag,. and will bo yoars 
In U10 making. They won' b9 finished by 2006". · ·-· •• · ·· 

Tho other remnants or U10 explorors' vtsn hom ore 14 ,.ndlng 
sites' In tho Vancouver-Portland aroa, a low althorn marked by 
part<o, others merely by infonnaUon signs. 

Tho l\YO lncomploto commomaraUvo conterploccs oro tho 522 
million Conftuonca ProJect on ooven sHe• alo"l)tho Columbia Rlv1lr, 
Including two nt Vancowcr, and tho 550 million, 150·mlln~ono. bl· 
otato Lowts ond Clark DlscoveryTmil, which llnkotho 141ondlng 
sHos for podestrizms and bike and horseback rideru 

Throo other Clark County legacy pltl)oc:to wiD bo roody lor vloilors 
by tho 20!Ith anniversary or tho Corps or Dlscovory'o arrival hom on 
Nov. 3-5. 

Opon forvlowing and pubuc use wDI bo tho $535,000, 108-foot· 
long Fort VnnC<>uver Tapestry, scheduled to hang July th1t>ugh 
Saptombor at Clark CoRego In Vancouver. tho $3 million CapL 
William Clart< Pnr1< at CoUonwoed Booch In Washougal; and tho 
5575,000 CathlapoUo Plankhouso ot Ridgefield. 

While nil five commcmomtlvo Plt!Jeds have used tho cochnt or tho 
Lowls and Clart. Blcentt!nnlal lor fund·raislno flUI1XJB1lll , only tho pari< 

===--.J plt)joct Is keyed dlre<:Uy to tho Corps of Dlllcovory's visit horc. 

The other lour project. nD hove nddiUcnnt pulpO!I<!o: 

9 
Fj 
~ 
4i 
~ 
rn; 
LTI 

51612005 
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• Tho plankhouoo to rcoognlzo U1o Chinook Indian Trtbo. 

• Tho tnpcotry to cclobrnto Vom:ouvoro rich history. 

• Tho trn11 system to accommodalo wnlktno, blklniJ and hollio 
traffic. 

• Tho Connuonco Prnfccl to ruti!itically omhrnco tho naturnl 
onv!ronmcnt ond rocogntzo U10 Amortcan Indian history on tho 
Columblo Rlvor botweon Clart<stan and Astorto, Ore. 

0'l!"nlzcm oro not at aD llUIJllised that noHher tho Connuonco 
Projoct nor tho Lowls ond Clark Dlsco""'Y Trail will bo fintohed In tho 
noxt covplo of yoars. 

Rldlng on Lowts nnd Clark rover along with many othor pltlfcd 
organlzln •=ss tho nation. tho organizers simply used the 
bicentennial to stir cnthuslllsm ond fund raising. Thoy havo never 
claimed tholr projocts would by wroppod up this yoor or noxt. 

Fund-raisl"l) opUmlsm 

•tliis thbig ,;,n got dmte.• silld David Nierenberg, the Conlluonco 
Projoct's lund-rolslng thnlrmon. who pC150nany gnvo S1 mllfion of 
St3.5 mJAion In tho pltl)ed's callers so far. 

Ho auld ho and his wtfe, Potrlclu. •oro ccmmlllod to thJ9 oumolvos 
ilko n pig Is commlned to bacon." Tho Nlemnbefll!l oro willing lo chip 
In moro monoy porsonnlly, ho oald, nnd his goolls to finish fund 
rololng by tho ond of 2006. 

Tho project's 513.5 million fund Includes S7 mlmon In stnle ond 
lodoral funds, ho oold. 

For the Connuencc ProJect's closest link to Vnncouvor, ground Is 
to bo broken this fall on a $10 million land bridgo that w!ll croa& stalo 
Hlghwoy 14, dip under the Burtlngton Northern Santo Fo tmcluJ and 
conned tho Fort Vonamvor NaUonal Hlstorlc Silo wtlh lho Columbia 
River. oak! Thoycr Rorabaugh, Vnncouvors transportation managor. 

II !hot achodulo Is followed, the bridgo might bo complolod In 
2000. It Is not ~god to Lawis and Clar1< directly, bulls m<poclod to 
lncfudo Amor1cnn Indian ortlsUc mcUfs focusing oltonUon both on tho 
fort ond the river, said Ranc Sonos, spokeswoman for Jones & 
Jonos Architeclll. Partner JohnPaul Jones doslgned tho bridge In 
cooporallon with renownod Now York ortlst Maya Un. 

Connucnce Pltlject obS<lrvcrs con c>.pc-d to sco only ono sUo 
comploted thlo yoor. Tho! 1·An bo Un's design for a symbolic booon 

hun:l/www.cnlumbinn..com/O!OS200!/c:huk cul27:!.835.cfm 51612005 
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mel< 'flsh-dcaning stallon' and tand fonno ot Capo Dtsappolnlmont 
nonr Ilwaco. She has also laid out dosaipilons for tho boglnnlngs of 
o 'Sicybowi' at Chiof limothy Slll!o Pnrl,, six mil .. woot of Clarkston. 
Idaho. 

Plans haven't boon firmed up (or tho cOlor Connucnce Projoct 
sitos: Fronchmnn's Bar Po~. northwest of Vancouver: Sncojnwco 
StaiD Park at Paoco; Cclllo Folio, no or Tho Dalloo, Oro.; and on U1o 
Sondy Rfv<~r oast of Portland. 

GrocnwaytraU 

Likely to toko oven Ianger than U1o eonnuonco Project lo tho Lcv~s 
& Clark O!scoYel)l Greenway Tmll tho! will link tho 141andlng sites 
with meny cthor !roll systomolhroughoultho motmpollton area. 

Thl! Clark County portion of tho lrnU w!U bo rcpacllagod and 
ronnrnod for Lowls and Clark at o cost of about 580,000 ovor tho 
next lew months under tha supervision of Kelly Puntonoy, tho clly of 
Vancouve(s trolls. gmonwayu and urban foms!Jy dov<~loper. 

Punlanoy plans to hook lho county's hlko, bil<o and horse !tall plan 
to Ltr.\is and Clark's coausus. That \\iii bo done, ho said, under o 
now centrad with MacKay & Sposrlo, Inc. of Vancouver. Tho 1992 
Clall< County Trails & Bll<oway System Plan v1111 bo nawritton to 
inc!udo current work, lncludlng tha lntorstote trans. ho oxplolnod. 

Puntcney ""P9CIS to mU out tho now county plan on Aprtl B, 20DD, 
U1o 200th annlv<~rsary of the dolo Lewis and Ctarl< lolt tho orca or 
modom Washougal to h•ad baclt casL 

That ,.;u mark the beginning of a now ern lor !rnll·buUdlng, he said. 

' I'm hoping this document wrll show that wo took tho momont and 
stoppod ovorything and roally looked altho syatomo or trnnaponatlon 
for this county namod for Capl wmrom Clork, and modo trails juot os 
tho Corps of Disccvory modo !rolls,' Puntenoy onld. 

Tho $50 mUllen gmenway's beginnings oro oxtonslvo, but tho full 
syslnm Is a work In progress,lnvol\ing many clly, slate, county and 
reglonalagonclas. So far, tho grconway simply Is a notwnrk of 
hiklng, bii'Jna and hon~ebnck paths undor conotrucllon for many 
yearB, soma connected and ethers saJnorcd Uunughout lho 
Pnrtiond-Vancouver nroa. 

TraU sectlons rango from the din polhs of Ponlllnd's Foms! Park to 
lhc lnter.;tolc 5 and 205 hlghwny bridg ... North of tho rivor, nbout80 
mnes of tho proposed trail winds through Chute County, from 
RrJgefiold to Washougal, Including Vancouva(& Ronalssanco and 

btto:Jiwww.columbWJ.annl05052005/clarl: co1'2728JS.c6n 516f.!OOS 
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Olscovory trnDs.. Tho gool ls to complllle tho sys1om ovor tho noxt 20 
yooro. 

Co!hlopollc Plonkhouso 

Out ol Rldgofiold, tho $575,000 plllnllhouso Is o colorful oxlorior 
mody for uso. Buill's simply an amply building, with no American 
Indian art or crafts inside. 

Plonkhouoo backors mconlly concctod on SBO,OOO No!lonnl Park 
Sorvlcc oru.nt. hcJ"NOVor.lt wnl be used to outfit tho plankhouso with 
appmprlato bllskots. N:fos and food. ll'B bo usod lo schodulo 
pmomms and train doconts and rangers, allowing tho planllhouoo to 
bo oponcd to tho public on a regular basis later Uris yoar, said 
VIrginia Pori<B. an an:hiiC<IIoglst with Uro U.S. Ash and W~dllfo 
Sorvico. 

Annod whh a mcent $85,000 Nallonal Pnrk Sorvtco grant, Clalk 
Pnrk at Woshougol ls Wldor construction w!lh an oponlng schodulod 
for Aug. 7. \\ilh canoo races, frddlors. jerl<y nu~kors, a salmon and 
buffolo sloo~ food, and many displays and evonts. 

In othor vcnuns,lha biamtcMial mn1fnuos to unfold. 

Spoochos, dlsployu and gathorlngs asa quietly popping up. sevornl 
each month. Thl! plankhouso olfrclally oponcd In Rldgoflcld; !ha "12 
Dayo in Clark County' tnacher workshops coached teachers to help 
atudonts undorstand Lowls and Clark: and tho Lcwfo and Cia<k 'End 
ol Our Joumay" exhibit oponcd at lhe Clark County Hlstorlcnl 
Musoum. 

Tonight on tho blcontennlal dockot, Gnry Stroutsoo, o premier 
Natlvo AmMcon nuts player, will provldo music and slorios of tho 
Hldatsa, Mandan and Lckcla lrlbes of the Lowls and Cta<k ern ollho 
Woodland Middle School caletcrto, 755 Pork St., nt7 p.m. 

TI10 bulk or commemorative events •>ill come botweon July nnd 
Doccmbor. 

Talk abou! lhlo Gtol)lln our Discussi on Forurns. 

~Vllo==aa.,n..~-,,~~~·.o.lk.l1t;.v.r.;;..-.. riAs:&&llt H:l.,.,cl wn.NA=~-• 
•~•M·~~flf~l'lfnt!IW(,ncado'-~:a:i:!CIIn:#lat:I~)Wf.~::.l'l.~O 
~h ..... ~N'd...r.n~d1!"..1!~. 

hlln:/lwv.w.cnh.unhian.cnmi0505200S/cUrl:: coi27283S.cfm Slt.'lOUS 
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APPENDIX I- Funding Resources Controlling Clark County 
Agency 
Program/ Bonds Sales (repaid with future 
Source property tax) 
Purpose • Funding of capital projects included in the Capital 

Facilities Plan (CFP) 

Controlling Greater Clark Park District 
Aeency 
Program/ Regular Property Tax Levy 
Source 
Purpose • Funding of park, trail and ball-field acquisition, • Provides a mechanism to fund large projects and 

spread costs over project life 

• Allows future residents who benefit to share in 

development and maintenance inside U1e 
boundaries of the Park District (Unincorporated 

facility costs 

Eligible • Capital acquisition and development projects in 

Pro.iects CFP. 

Geographical • Countywide 

Restrictions 

area of Vancouver UGA) 
Eligible Projects • Acquisition 

• Development 

• Maintenance 
Geographical • Revenue is collected inside the Park District only 
Restrictions • Funds must be used inside the Park District 

Funds Available • Total legal non-voted bond capacity is 1.5% of A V; 
12/31/04 unused, non-voted capacity: $296 million 

• Total legal non-voted and voted bond capacity is 
2.5% of A V; 12/31104 unused voted and non-voted 
bond capacity: $740 million. The county has no 

Fu nds Available • 2006 revenue collection est.: $2.7 million (original 
estimate was $2.1 million) 

• Per parks web site: funding for the maintenance of 
35 new parks, seven miles of trail and 41 sports 
fields 

outstanding voter-approved bond debt. 

Availability for • Must compete with other county capital projects for 
Availability for • $-- designated in original funding plan for trail 
Trails maintenance (7 miles of trails) 

Trails non-voted bond revenues. Voted bond revenues can 
specify use for trails. 

• $---- designated in original funding plan for trail 
construction 

·~ -- _ .. i • Must compete with other projects for uncommitted 
funds Revenueffax • Non-voted bonds require a separate revenue stream . 

Revenue/Tax Base • Property tax collected at rate of $0.27/$1,000 A V in Base • Voted bonds require 60% voter approval and are 
2006 repaid with dedicated property tax. 

• Current assessed value (2005) $34.24 billion . 

Eligible Clark County 

Recipients 
Grant Limits NA 

• Regular levy will grow at l% per year plus value of 
new construction 

Eligible NA 
Recipients 
Grant Limits NA 
S_ll_onsor Match NA Sponsor Match NA 

Comments Comments Amount, term, and structure ofbond will determine 
Contact Steve Duh payment schedule 

Clark/Vancouver Parks and Recreation Department Contact 
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Controlling Clark County 
Agency 
Program/ Property Tax Lid Lift 
Source 
Purpose • Funding county programs, services, and capital 

projects 

Controlling Clark County 
Agen~ 

Program/ Real Estate Excise Tax -Dedicated 
Source to Park Development 
Purpose • Funding of park capital projects included in Capital 

Facilities Plan 
• May be _g_eneral or dedicated to a specific purpose • All but an estimated $ __ per year committed 

Eligible • Acquisition • Residual amount available for other park and trail 

Projects • Development 

• Maintenance & Operations 
Geographical • Countywide 
Restrictions 

development 
Eligible Projects • Acquisition 

• Development 
Geographical • Unincorporated area only 
Restrictions • Revenue is split between urban($1.9 million) and 

Funds Available • County 2005 unused levy rate: $.29/$1,000 AV rural ($2.4 million) ; urban share must be used 

• Each $.01 = $340,000 

• Capped at 1% annual growth 

• Available for term of lid lift, which may be 
permanent 

• Requires 50% voter approval 
Availability for • Compete for funding with other park development 

inside the Vancouver UGA; Rural share must be 
used in the unincorporated area only_ 

Funds Available • 2005 revenue collections: -$4.3 million 

• Estimated $ __ per year not committed 

• Est. cash balance as of 12/31/04: $ 
Availability for • Compete for funding with other park development 
Trails projects 

Trails projects or other countywide projects Revenue/Tax Base • 50% of Y4% (.125%) tax on sale of real property in 
- - ., ~·. ' -· '"J!!' 'il..':i 

It :. - '"· ··= - - - - . oHo • - . f' 
Revenue/Tax • Countywide tax base $34.24 billion 

Base 

unincorporated area 
Eligible NA 
Recipients 
Grant Limits NA 

Eligible Clark County 

Recipients 
Grant Limits NA 

Sponsor Match NA 
Comments I· 
Contact SteveDuh 

Clark/Vancouver Parks and Recreation Department 
Sponsor Match NA 
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Controlling City of Vancouver/ 
Agency Clark County Controlling City of Vancouver 
Program/ Park Impact Fees 
Source 

A2ency 
Program/ Second %0/o Real Estate Excise Tax 

Purpose • Funding of park capital projects included in Six 
Year Park Capital Facilities Plan 

Eligible Projects • Acquisition 
• Development 

Geographical • Only collected inside urban growth area 

Source -Dedicated to Parks & Recreation 
Pua·pose • Funding of park capital projects included in Capital 

Facilities Plan 
• All but an estimated $ __ per year dedicated to 

Firstenburg and Marshall community centers 
• Residual amount available for other park and trail 

Restrictions • Must be used in sub-area where collected development 

Funds Available • 2005 revenue collections: $ Eligible Projects • Acquisition 

• Estimated$ per year not committed 

• Est. cash balance as of 12/31/04: $ 

• Development 
Geographical • Inside Vancouver city limits only 
Restrictions 

Availability for • Compete for funding with other park development Funds Available • 2005 revenue collections: -$2.9 million 
Trails projects • Estimated $100,000 per year not conunitted 
Revenueffax Base • Fee collected at time building permit is issued for • Est. cash balance as of 12/31/04: $ 

residential development 
• Fee based on estimated cost to meet park 

development service level standard 
Eligible NA 
Recipients 

Availability for • Compete for funding with other park development 
Trails projects 
Revenuefl'ax Base • Tax oflf4% (.125%) on sale ofreal property inside 

Vancouver city limits 
Eligible NA 
Recipients 

Grant Limits NA Grant Limits NA 
Sponsor Match NA Sponsor Match NA 
Comments • Trail projects are not cun-ently included in PIF Comments • Funding plan for community centers not finalized 

program 
Contact SteveDuh 

Contact SteveDuh 
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 Controlling Washington State Interagency 

Program/ Land and Water Conservation 
Source Fund 

Ae;ency Committee for Outdoor Rec1·eation 
Program/ National Recreation Trails Program 

Purpose • To acquire and develop outdoor recreation Source 
facilities, including paries, trails, and wildlife lands. Purpose • To rehabilitate and maintain motorized and non-
(See comments re: program priorities) motorized recreational trails that provide/support a 

Eligible Projects • Acquisition backcountry experience . 

• Development and renovation Eligible Projects • Rehabilitation 

• Costs related to indoor facilities, maintenance, and • Maintenance 
operation are not eligible • Education 

Geographical • Varies per applicant jurisdiction • Development of trailhead facilities or new trails if 
Restrictions • Multi-jurisdiction projects allow county-wide 

coverage 
closely linked to existing trails (acquisition and 
most new development projects not eligible) 

Funds Available • Highly variable based on federal authorization 

• Since 1965, nearly $64 million distributed for 533 
projects statewide 

Geographical • Program focuses on projects that support 
Restrictions backcountry experiences 
Funds A vnilablc • Since 1994, $7.25 million for 245 projects . 

Availability for • Eligible projects specifically include trails/paths. • In fiscal2005, $1.23 million was awarded. 

Trails • Grant cycles occur on annual basis Availability for • Specific allocation for trails (30% motorized; 30% 

Rcvenueffax Base • Federal revenue from outer continental shelf Trails non-motorized; 40% "diverse" use required ratio.) 

mineral receipts, motorboat fuel taxes, recreation 
user fees, and funds from sale of federal property. 

• Grant cycles occur on annual basis 
Revenueffax Base • Federal gasoline taxes attributed to recreational, 

Eligible • Local governments, tribes, and state agencies . 
Recipients 

non-highway uses. 
Eligible • Local governments (towns, cities, etc.), nonprofits, 

Gmnt Limits • Minimum $25,000 Recipients state agencies, tribes, federal agencies. 

• Maximum $500,000 Grant Limits • Minimum $5,000 

Sponsor Match • lvlinimum 50% of total project cost 
Comments • Program priorities: trails that serve walking/biking 

with high connectivity; renovation; facilities that 
support low-impact, non-consumptive activities 

• Maximum $50,000 

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

within natural settings. support, readiness to proceed, etc. 

Contact Interagency Committee for Outdoor Recreation Contact Interagency Committee for Outdoor Recreation 
1111 Washington Street SE 1111 Washington Street SE 

P.O. Box 40917 P.O. Box 40917 

Olympia, WA 98504-0917 
Kammie Bunes -Project Manager for Clark County 
(306) 902-3019 

Olympia, W A 98504-0917 
Kammie Bunes - Project Manager for Clark County 

I (306) 902-3019 
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