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Ransom; Mitch Kneipp-Washougal; Kennedy, Rebecca; Robert Maul-Camas; Sam Crummett-Battle Ground; Steve
Stuart-Ridgefield; Brum, Teresa; Tom Esteb; Travis Goddard-Woodland
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Jacqui
Attached are our edits on the population forecasts, thanks for inviting cities to weigh in. Ideally this
paper won’t be finalized until after the 3/28 community informational meeting with OFM and
Commerce, which may shed more light on this issue.
 
The edits are intended to more completely list the WAC direction on this issue, flesh out the policy
implications of the forecast a bit, add background on annual growth rates, add information on OFMs
track record, discuss rules and implications of future adjustments, and flesh out the HB 1220 housing
requirements and ties of that to the population.
 
We will follow up on the employment side next week.

From: Jacqui Kamp <Jacqui.Kamp@clark.wa.gov> 
Sent: Friday, March 10, 2023 1:32 PM
To: Alan Peters <apeters@cityofcamas.us>; Alec Egurrola <alec.egurrola@wsp.com>; Amanda
Lomasney <alomasney@cowlitz.org>; Amy Koski <Amy.Koski@clark.wa.gov>; April Furth
<April.Furth@clark.wa.gov>; Brian Carrico <brian.carrico@wsp.com>; Bryan Kast
<bkast@ci.lacenter.wa.us>; Snodgrass, Bryan <Bryan.Snodgrass@cityofvancouver.us>; Eiken, Chad
<Chad.Eiken@cityofvancouver.us>; Claire Lust <Claire.Lust@ridgefieldwa.us>; David Lukaczer
<lukaczerd@ci.woodland.wa.us>; Dean Reynolds <dreynolds@cowlitz.org>; Martinelli, Domenic
<Domenic.Martinelli@cityofvancouver.us>; Erin Erdman-Battle Ground
<erin.erdman@cityofbg.org>; Ethan Spoo <ethan.spoo@wsp.com>; Jeff Swanson
<jswanson@ci.lacenter.wa.us>; Jessica Nash <jnash@ci.lacenter.wa.us>; Lee Knottnerus-Ridgefield
<lee.knottnerus@ci.ridgefield.wa.us>; Mark (RTC) Harrington <Mark.Harrington@rtc.wa.gov>; Mark
Northrop <Mark.Northrop@rtc.wa.gov>; Matt Ransom <Matt.Ransom@rtc.wa.gov>; Mitch Kneipp-
Washougal <mkneipp@ci.washougal.wa.us>; Kennedy, Rebecca
<Rebecca.Kennedy@cityofvancouver.us>; Robert Maul-Camas <rmaul@cityofcamas.us>; Sam
Crummett-Battle Ground <sam.crummett@cityofbg.org>; Steve Stuart-Ridgefield
<steve.stuart@ci.ridgefield.wa.us>; Brum, Teresa <Teresa.Brum@cityofvancouver.us>; Tom Esteb
<pwd@townofyacolt.com>; Travis Goddard-Woodland <goddardt@ci.woodland.wa.us>
Cc: Oliver Orjiako <Oliver.Orjiako@clark.wa.gov>; Sonja Wiser <Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov>; Jose
Alvarez <Jose.Alvarez@clark.wa.gov>; Jenna Kay <Jenna.Kay@clark.wa.gov>; Susan Ellinger
<Susan.Ellinger@clark.wa.gov>; Bart Catching <Bart.Catching@clark.wa.gov>; Michael Sallis
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TO:				Clark County Council

FROM:			Oliver Orjiako, Director

PREPARED BY:		Jose Alvarez, Planner III 

DATE:				March 2, 2023 

SUBJECT:	Issue Paper 2: Forecasting Population and Jobs

 



Purpose

This memorandum is intended to provide the Clark County Council background information for a discussion with its cities and towns on establishing the population and job planning assumptions for the 2025 through 2045 periodic update. 

Introduction

Growth Management Act Requirements - Clark County and its cities are required to periodically review and update their comprehensive plans and development regulations. The Washington State Growth Management Act (GMA) requires that counties and cities complete a periodic update at least every ten years (RCW 36.70A.130).  Clark County adopted a comprehensive plan in 1994, 2004, 2007, and 2016.  The 2016 periodic update covered the timeframe for 2015-2035. RCW 36.70A.130 (5) b, requires that Clark County and its cities take action on or before June 30, 2025, to review and, if necessary, revise their comprehensive plans and development regulations to ensure the plans and regulations comply with the Growth Management Act.

Background

The purpose of the 2025 periodic update is to comply with the requirements of RCW 36.70A which includes a review and update to the county’s Urban Growth Areas (UGA) as needed. The UGAs must be sized to accommodate 20 years of population and employment growth through 2045. Not only are the UGAs sized to accommodate a 20-year supply of housing, but also the full range of services that accompany urban development; such as: medical, government, institutional, commercial, service, and retail uses.  In addition, this growth must be supported by the necessary infrastructure and public services.  The county and its cities have identified the appropriate level of services necessary to accommodate the increase in population and jobs. Any improvements needed to maintain the level of service must be identified and programmed for funding.

The following statutes relates to GMA population projections:

RCW 43.62.035 – State project authority authorizes the Office of Financial Management (OFM) to prepare 20-year growth management (GMA) population projections for all counties in Washington every five years. The projections are developed within the framework of expected state growth and are to provide a reasonable range of high and low growth for each county.  The statute also specifies the population estimates that must be used to develop the ten-year growth rates that determine which counties must comply with GMA requirements.

RCW 36.70A.110 & RCW 36.70A.115 – Authority of local jurisdictions requires that local governments shall ensure that their planning policies and regulations are consistent with OFM population projections. RCW 36.70A.040 identifies who must comply with GMA requirements.

RCW 36.70A.130 - Full updates to Comprehensive Plans and growth forecasts and associated UGA reviews are required at minimum every 10 years

RCW 36.70A. 280 – Authority of Growth Management Hearings Boards:  The hearings boards have the authority to hear and determine petitions a) alleging failure to comply with the requirements of the GMA or b) claiming GMA population projections should be adjusted.

RCW 36.70A.295 – Judicial authority. Under RCW 36.70A.295 (4b), the superior court shall not have jurisdiction to directly review or modify an OFM population projection. 

RCW 36.70A. 280 – Authority of Growth Management Hearings Boards:  The hearings boards have the authority to hear and determine petitions on:  (a) Alleging failure to comply with the requirements of the GMA or (b) Claiming GMA population projections should be adjusted.

RCW 36.70A.295 – Judicial authority. Under RCW 36.70A.295 (4b), the superior court shall not have jurisdiction to directly review or modify an OFM population projection. 



Allocation Considerations in selecting countywide growth forecast and allocating them among local jurisdictions



Population



Regulations adopted by the Washington State Department of Commerce are intended to guide local governments in making population forecast and allocation decisions. Specifically, WAC 365-196-310(4) notes that GMA requires countywide forecasts to be within the OFM range, but  identifies a number of factors for consideration in making a choice within that range: applicable to allocating projected growth: 

(A) Population forecasts from outside agencies, such as regional or metropolitan planning agencies, and service providers.

(B) Historical growth trends and factors which would cause those trends to change in the future.

(C) General implications, including:

(I) Public facilities and service implications. Counties and cities should carefully consider how to finance the necessary facilities and should establish a phasing plan to ensure that development occurs at urban densities; occurs in a contiguous and orderly manner; and is linked with provision of adequate public facilities. These considerations are particularly important when considering forecasts closer to the high end of the range. Jurisdictions considering a population forecast closer to the low end of the range should closely monitor development and population growth trends to ensure actual growth does not begin to exceed the planned capacity.

(II) Overall land supplies. Counties and cities facing immediate physical or other land supply limitations may consider these limitations in selecting a forecast. Counties and cities that identify potential longer term land supply limitations should consider the extent to which current forecast options would require increased densities or slower growth in the future.

(III) Implications of short term updates. The act requires that twenty-year growth forecasts and designated urban growth areas be updated at a minimum during the periodic review of comprehensive plans and development regulations (WAC 365-196-610). Counties and cities should consider the likely timing of future updates, and the opportunities this provides for adjustments.

(D) Counties and cities are not required to adopt forecasts for annual growth rates within the twenty-year period, but may choose to for planning purposes. If used, annual growth projections may assume a consistent rate throughout the planning period, or may assume faster or slower than average growth in certain periods, as long as they result in total growth consistent with the twenty-year forecasts selected.









Population forecasts available from the Washington State Office of Financial Management 

Historical growth trends and factors that could alter those trends in the future 

Provision of public facilities 

Land supply limitations 

Economic trends and employment forecasts 

Projected need for commercial and industrial lands 

1. Population Forecast

In determining the size of UGAs, counties are required to utilize the official population projections issued by the Washington State Office of Financial Management (OFM). These projections include three distinct ranges; low, medium, and high. The population projections are prepared for a 20-year timeframe with an incremental update every 5 years. The most recent projections by OFM for counties were released on December 20, 2022. The population projection is from 2020 to 2050.  Clark County’s population for 2045 are forecasted as follows: 

HIGH	 	791,809

MEDIUM	698,416

		LOW 		576,151

(Source: http://ofm.wa.gov/pop/gma/) 

The County Vacant and Buildable Lands Model estimates that as of ? there is a countywide capacity for ? persons. 



The above high, medium and low forecasts equate to approximately 1.9%, 1.3% and 0.4% annual population increases from now to 2045, respectively. Annual growth will vary from year to year, and the GMA does not require adopting a growth rate, but average annual rates are a useful way to compare the pace of growth in different areas or different timeframes. The following are provided as examples:

Clark County, 2002-2022 annualized population growth (actual)  	1.8%

Washington, 2002-2022 annualized population growth (actual)	1.3%

United States, 2002-2022 annualized population growth (actual)	0.8%



Seven County Portland METRO region 2018-2038 annualized population growth (forecast)	0.9%

Washington, 2022-2045 annualized population growth (forecast, OFM medium)	0.9%

United States, 2022-2060 annualized population growth (forecast, US Census) 	0.5%



In accordance with RCW 43.62.035, the medium range represents OFM’s most likely estimate of a county’s population.  The RCW says in part: “the middle range shall represent the office’s estimate of the most likely population projection for the county”. Within each county, population planning targets for cities, towns, and unincorporated areas are worked out among the affected local jurisdictions as part of the regional, city and county planning process.  Clark County and its cities and towns have adopted the Community Framework Plan (vision for growth) and Countywide Planning Policies (CWPP) to guide the development of the 20-year plan. 

Historically, the OFM medium middle forecast has tracked well with Clark County growth since 1990. Clark County’s official total population estimate in 2022 was 520,909 persons, which is less than 1% above what OFM had projected it would most likely be five years before in its 2017 medium forecast, and less than 1% below what OFM had projected it would most likely be 20 years ago in its  2002 medium forecast. The OFM forecasting has performed well over the short and longer term past, and does not exhibit a trend of consistently under or overestimating growth.

Clark County growth has been driven by outside as well as internal factors. Approximately 30% of population growth experienced in Clark County over the past 20-years was attributable to local births and deaths, with the remaining 70% due to net in-migration. This trend has increased in recent years. Since 2017, births and deaths have contributed to just 13% of county population growth, and in-migration from outside Clark County has contributed to 87% of population growth.
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Choosing an appropriate population projection range is extremely important. Selecting a range that is too high or too low can lead to serious problems. For example, because UGAs are sized in accordance with the adopted population forecastrange, choosing a range forecast that significantly underestimates the rate of population growth can lead to UGAs that are too small, a shortage of developable land and upward pressure on artificially inflated housing and land prices. Alternatively, selecting a range that significantly overestimates the rate of population growth can lead to more sprawling development patterns, require costly and unnecessary infrastructure upgrades, force the conversion of rural and resources lands, and bring Clark County closer to the day when there is no more new land left to urbanize. Because the GMA requires local governments to develop detailed funding plans for urban services, selecting a range that is too high can result in excessive and wasteful infrastructure spending. 

Underestimated growth forecasts can be adjusted through mid-course corrections more easily than overestimated growth forecasts. GMA requires forecasts and UGAs to be reset every 10-years, effectively ensuring 20-year land supplies will be added to before they run out. An oversized growth forecast will result in oversized UGAs that in most cases cannot be reduced after they have been adopted.



2. Historical Growth Trends 

Clark County has historically experienced healthy population growth increases; ranked as the first or second fastest growing county in the Portland/Vancouver metropolitan area. In the last decade alone, the county’s population has increased by 69 percent. The graph below shows the county’s census population from 1970 through 2020.





The current 20-year Comprehensive Plan (2015-2035) established a population forecast of 577,431 in 2035.  

Other factors to consider include the following items;  

3. Provision of Public Facilities



4. Land Supply



5. Economic Trends and Employment Forecast

 

6. Industrial and Commercial Need



HB 1220 Requirements

In 2021, the Washington legislature changes the way communities are required to plan for housing. House Bill 1220 amended the Growth Management Act (GMA) to instruct local governments to “plan and accommodate” for housing affordable to all income levels. Other objectives of the bill is are to promote a variety of residential densities and housing types, and encourage the preservation of existing housing stock not to did not change. 

The bill requires jurisdictions to Identify local policies and regulations that result in racially disparate impacts, displacement and exclusion in housing and to begin to undo racially disparate impacts, and exclusion in housing. The bill also requires jurisdictions Identify areas at higher risk of displacement and establish anti-displacement policies including: 

· Preservation of historic and cultural communities

· Investments in housing for lower income segments

· Equitable development initiatives and land disposition policies 	

· Inclusionary zoning and community planning requirements

· Tenant protections

Updating the housing element will be a substantial part of the periodic update to the county’s comprehensive plan and development regulations. Commerce is working to provide has developed countywide housing need projections for each income band (units for moderate, low, very low, and extremely low-income households); along with projections of need for emergency housing, emergency shelters, and permanent supportive housing. The specific number of housing units in various categories to be planned for and accommodated depends on, the local countywide population forecast  selected, and how the population is allocated among local jurisdictions. aligned with the population projections from the Washington State Office of Financial Management (OFM) If the OFM medium countywide forecast of 698,416 persons is selected, for example, approximately 106,000 total new housing units would need to be planned for and accommodated countywide. Approximately 36,000 of these new units would need to be affordable to households earning 50% or less of area median income (AMI), and another approximately 16,000 new units affordable in at the 50% to 80% AMI level.

To continue the example, if the OFM median countywide forecast is allocated according to the amount of vacant and buildable land estimated by the County VBLM, the required number of new housing units by income category would be as indicated below, per the Department of Commerce. Approximately 22,000 new units affordable at the 50% AMI or below would need to be planned for and accommodated in unincorporated Clark County, a similar number in the City of Vancouver, and the remainder in the smaller cities.

With the population selected, county can de-aggregate the needs at a countywide level, similar to the population growth allocation.

[image: ]

Employment



WAC 365-196-310(4) states:

iv) Selection of a county-wide employment forecast. Counties, in consultation with cities, should adopt a twenty-year county-wide employment forecast to be allocated among urban growth areas, cities, and the rural area. The following should be considered in this process:

(A) The county-wide population forecast, and the resulting ratio of forecast jobs to persons. This ratio should be compared to past levels locally and other regions, and to desired policy objectives; and

(B) Economic trends and forecasts produced by outside agencies or private sources.

(v) Projections for commercial and industrial land needs. When establishing an urban growth area, counties should designate sufficient commercial and industrial land. Although no office of financial management forecasts are available for industrial or commercial land needs, counties and cities should use a county-wide employment forecast, available data on the current and projected local and regional economies, and local demand for services driven by population growth. Counties and cities should consider establishing a county-wide estimate of commercial and industrial land needs to ensure consistency of local plans.

Counties and cities should consider the need for industrial lands in the economic development element of their comprehensive plan. Counties and cities should avoid conversion of areas set aside for industrial uses to other incompatible uses, to ensure the availability of suitable sites for industrial development.









Next Steps

Once the countywide population and job forecast numbers are determined, the next step is to collaborate with the cities in setting the population and job planning assumptions (allocation) for each jurisdiction and return to the Clark County Council.  The employment and household forecasts are based on the population projection.   







Clark County

Census Population 





1970	1980	1990	2000	2010	2020	0	128454	192227	238053	345238	425363	503311	1970	1980	1990	2000	2010	2020	128454	192227	238053	345238	425363	503311	
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Projection Year: 2045


Population Target = 698,416


TotalNon-PSHPSH>30-50%>50-80%>80-100%>100-120%>120%


Countywide Estimated Housing Supply (2020)194,0054,57057116,22360,22537,29228,34846,777490


Countywide Additional Units Needed (2020-2045)


106,93314,5005,22116,53316,2289,3928,89836,1603,408


Sum of Allocation to Jurisdictions (from User Inputs)


106,93314,5005,22116,53316,2289,3928,89836,1603,408


100.00%


Met Target


TotalNon-PSHPSH>30-50%>50-80%>80-100%>100-120%>120%


Estimated Housing Supply (2020)83,5371,521306,29719,12315,43914,95226,17570


Allocation Method A (2020-2045)46,0466,2442,2487,1196,9884,0443,83215,5711,467


Estimated Housing Supply (2020)7,44930005052,5401,9616321,5120


Allocation Method A (2020-2045)4,1065572006356233613421,389131


Estimated Housing Supply (2020)9,23414304581,8561,1111,9653,70014


Allocation Method A (2020-2045)5,0906902497877724474241,721162


Estimated Housing Supply (2020)1,2483701161952541894580


Allocation Method A (2020-2045)6849333106104605723122


Estimated Housing Supply (2020)3,6883801074899246301,5010


Allocation Method A (2020-2045)2,0322769931430817816968765


Estimated Housing Supply (2020)81,8092,2805417,95034,14616,3598,98011,554406


Allocation Method A (2020-2045)45,0946,1152,2026,9726,8443,9613,75215,2491,437


Estimated Housing Supply (2020)6,44424206771,6411,1199671,7990


Allocation Method A (2020-2045)3,5504811735495393122951,201113


Estimated Housing Supply (2020)5540715107120


Allocation Method A (2020-2045)32425533111


Estimated Housing Supply (2020)5415010822111627660


Allocation Method A (2020-2045)29941154645262510110


Emergency 


Housing Needs 


(Temporary)


Emergency 


Housing Needs 


(Temporary)


0-30%


0-30%


Permanent Housing Needs by Income Level (% of Area Median Income)


Yacolt town


Permanent Housing Needs by Income Level (% of Area Median Income)


<-- Sum of user inputs for jurisdiction shares of county future net housing need. If below 


100%, increase shares. If above 100%, decrease shares.


Unincorporated 


Clark County


Battle Ground city


Camas city


La Center city


Ridgefield city


Vancouver city


Washougal city


Woodland city
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<Michael.Sallis@clark.wa.gov>; Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>; Larisa Sidorov
<Larisa.Sidorov@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: FW: March 2, 2023 Technical Coordinating Committee (Cities-County-Tribe Meeting)
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the City of Vancouver. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello all,
 
Just a reminder that we were hoping to have any initial feedback on the draft Issue Paper 2 on
Population Projection by today.
 
Please reach out if you plan on submitting comments and need more time.
 
Thank you,
 
Jacqui
 

From: Jacqui Kamp 
Sent: Thursday, March 2, 2023 9:12 AM
To: Alan Peters <apeters@cityofcamas.us>; Alec Egurrola <alec.egurrola@wsp.com>; Amanda
Lomasney <alomasney@cowlitz.org>; Amy Koski <Amy.Koski@clark.wa.gov>; April Furth
<April.Furth@clark.wa.gov>; Brian Carrico <brian.carrico@wsp.com>; Bryan Kast
<bkast@ci.lacenter.wa.us>; Bryan Snodgrass-Vancouver <Bryan.Snodgrass@cityofvancouver.us>;
Chad Eiken-Vancouver <Chad.Eiken@cityofvancouver.us>; Claire Lust <Claire.Lust@ridgefieldwa.us>;
David Lukaczer <lukaczerd@ci.woodland.wa.us>; Dean Reynolds <dreynolds@cowlitz.org>; Domenic
Martinelli <domenic.martinelli@cityofvancouver.us>; Erin Erdman-Battle Ground
<erin.erdman@cityofbg.org>; Ethan Spoo <ethan.spoo@wsp.com>; Jeff Swanson
<jswanson@ci.lacenter.wa.us>; Jessica Nash <jnash@ci.lacenter.wa.us>; Lee Knottnerus-Ridgefield
<lee.knottnerus@ci.ridgefield.wa.us>; Mark (RTC) Harrington <Mark.Harrington@rtc.wa.gov>; Mark
Northrop <Mark.Northrop@rtc.wa.gov>; Matt Ransom <Matt.Ransom@rtc.wa.gov>; Mitch Kneipp-
Washougal <mkneipp@ci.washougal.wa.us>; Rebecca Kenedy
<rebecca.kennedy@cityofvancouver.us>; Robert Maul-Camas <rmaul@cityofcamas.us>; Sam
Crummett-Battle Ground <sam.crummett@cityofbg.org>; Steve Stuart-Ridgefield
<steve.stuart@ci.ridgefield.wa.us>; Teresa Brum <teresa.brum@cityofvancouver.us>; Tom Esteb
<pwd@townofyacolt.com>; Travis Goddard-Woodland <goddardt@ci.woodland.wa.us>
Cc: Sonja Wiser <Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov>; Oliver Orjiako <Oliver.Orjiako@clark.wa.gov>; Jose
Alvarez <Jose.Alvarez@clark.wa.gov>; Jenna Kay <Jenna.Kay@clark.wa.gov>; Susan Ellinger
<Susan.Ellinger@clark.wa.gov>; Bart Catching <Bart.Catching@clark.wa.gov>; Michael Sallis
<Michael.Sallis@clark.wa.gov>; Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>; Larisa Sidorov
<Larisa.Sidorov@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: RE: March 2, 2023 Technical Coordinating Committee (Cities-County-Tribe Meeting)
 
Good morning!
 
Please find attached the VERY DRAFT Issue Paper 2: Forecasting Population and Jobs. It is essentially
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an initial draft/outline which we will discuss during the meeting this morning.
 
We’d like to request any initial comments by next Friday, March 10 so we can incorporate feedback
for an updated draft.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions.
 
Thank you!
 
Jacqui
 

From: Jacqui Kamp 
Sent: Friday, February 24, 2023 11:52 AM
To: Alan Peters <apeters@cityofcamas.us>; Alec Egurrola <alec.egurrola@wsp.com>; Amanda
Lomasney <alomasney@cowlitz.org>; Amy Koski <Amy.Koski@clark.wa.gov>; April Furth
<April.Furth@clark.wa.gov>; Brian Carrico <brian.carrico@wsp.com>; Bryan Kast
<bkast@ci.lacenter.wa.us>; Bryan Snodgrass-Vancouver <Bryan.Snodgrass@cityofvancouver.us>;
Chad Eiken-Vancouver <Chad.Eiken@cityofvancouver.us>; Claire Lust <Claire.Lust@ridgefieldwa.us>;
David Lukaczer <lukaczerd@ci.woodland.wa.us>; Dean Reynolds <dreynolds@cowlitz.org>; Domenic
Martinelli <domenic.martinelli@cityofvancouver.us>; Erin Erdman-Battle Ground
<erin.erdman@cityofbg.org>; Ethan Spoo <ethan.spoo@wsp.com>; Jeff Swanson
<jswanson@ci.lacenter.wa.us>; Jessica Nash <jnash@ci.lacenter.wa.us>; Lee Knottnerus-Ridgefield
<lee.knottnerus@ci.ridgefield.wa.us>; Mark (RTC) Harrington <Mark.Harrington@rtc.wa.gov>; Mark
Northrop <Mark.Northrop@rtc.wa.gov>; Matt Ransom <Matt.Ransom@rtc.wa.gov>; Mitch Kneipp-
Washougal <mkneipp@ci.washougal.wa.us>; Rebecca Kenedy
<rebecca.kennedy@cityofvancouver.us>; Robert Maul-Camas <rmaul@cityofcamas.us>; Sam
Crummett-Battle Ground <sam.crummett@cityofbg.org>; Steve Stuart-Ridgefield
<steve.stuart@ci.ridgefield.wa.us>; Teresa Brum <teresa.brum@cityofvancouver.us>; Tom Esteb
<pwd@townofyacolt.com>; Travis Goddard-Woodland <goddardt@ci.woodland.wa.us>
Cc: Sonja Wiser <Sonja.Wiser@clark.wa.gov>; Oliver Orjiako <Oliver.Orjiako@clark.wa.gov>; Jose
Alvarez <Jose.Alvarez@clark.wa.gov>; Jenna Kay <Jenna.Kay@clark.wa.gov>; Susan Ellinger
<Susan.Ellinger@clark.wa.gov>; Bart Catching <Bart.Catching@clark.wa.gov>; Michael Sallis
<Michael.Sallis@clark.wa.gov>; Gary Albrecht <Gary.Albrecht@clark.wa.gov>; Larisa Sidorov
<Larisa.Sidorov@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: March 2, 2023 Technical Coordinating Committee (Cities-County-Tribe Meeting)
 
Hello,
 
The next coordination meeting is scheduled for Thursday, March 2, 2023 at 10:00 a.m. via Webex.
 
Please find attached the agenda and meeting notes from Jan. 12 (revised) and Feb. 2 for your
review.
 
Here is the link for the meeting on March 2:
https://clarkwa.webex.com/clarkwa/j.php?MTID=m5aea9d57b1e1507c0ddfa14a545a0f01
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Let us know if you have any questions.
 
Thank you!
 
Jacqui
 

Jacqui Kamp, AICP
Program Manager
COMMUNITY PLANNING

564.397.4913
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