
From: Cnty 2025 Comp Plan
To: crabycat@aol.com
Cc: Oliver Orjiako; Jose Alvarez
Subject: FW: Clark 2045 Growth Management Plan
Date: Thursday, April 23, 2026 8:15:00 AM
Attachments: Lachlan-Petition.pdf

Clark2045-Rebuttle.pdf

Good day, Laura,

Thank you for your comments regarding the Council Hearing to select the Preferred Alternative for the 2025 Comprehensive Plan.

I am forwarding to additional members of Staff. This will also be added to the Index of Record.

Best regards,

Jeff Delapena
Program Assistant
COMMUNITY PLANNING

564.397.4558

                 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC DISCLOSURE: This e-mail account is public domain. Any correspondence from or to this e-mail account may be a public record. Accordingly, this email, in whole or in part may be subject to disclosure pursuant to RCW 42.56, regardless of any claim of confidentiality or privilege asserted by an external party.

-----Original Message-----
From: crabycat@aol.com <crabycat@aol.com>
Sent: Wednesday, April 22, 2026 11:59 AM
To: Sam Crummett <sam.crummett@cityofbg.org>; Troy McCoy <troy.mccoy@cityofbg.org>; Sue Marshall <Sue.Marshall@clark.wa.gov>; Cnty 2025 Comp Plan <comp.plan@clark.wa.gov>; Rebecca Messinger <Rebecca.Messinger@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: Clark 2045 Growth Management Plan

EXTERNAL: This email originated from outside of Clark County. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Greetings all,

I tried to use the website: https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.clark.wa.gov%2Fcouncilors%2Fpublic-
comment&data=05%7C02%7Ccomp.plan%40clark.wa.gov%7C8bb73659a0bb49ef424308dea0a13dab%7C389c6904b0734843a92d4a72a350cf02%7C1%7C0%7C639124811884023515%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=AdgUje3AWdBGFTrdYINV62k6bHI3L8ZaX4QCcXwiJYg%3D&reserved=0
and it only allows you to type in text.
I want to submit pdf documents for public record and couldn't figure out how to do that.
I know you all say public comments are closed but I have not given up!
Hope its a productive meeting,

Thank you,
Laura Fernandez
360-314-2090
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I stood before you a few months ago asking you to revise the lot lines of your 
Draft Comprehensive Growth Plan. We requested that the boundary line on 
the northern side of 228th Street be moved south to 224th Street, spanning 
from 72nd Ave to 77th Ave. These two RC-1 neighborhoods are fully developed 
with privately owned streets with gated entrances. There is NO land available 
to be rezoned into Westside Employment to create the projected 120 jobs. 


Bob on 224th Circle has spent the last 2 ½ years building 3 beautiful homes for 
him and his wife, his son and one for his daughter. They bought in knowing 
there was a construction yard butted to their backyards but were also not 
aware of this proposed re-zoning as they did not receive a hearing notice. 


Our lots are not confined into a neat rectangle. Five of our homes have a 4' 
wide path that runs anywhere from 50' to 500' down the street to our pods 
which each measure roughly 15' x 40' of land. There would be no way to 
subdivide our lots as we require that full acre for our biofilter pod systems.  
 
Reading and digesting all this data is complex. Berk who resides hundreds of 
miles away, most likely did not delve into the complexity of our lots. One 
neighbor’s perspective was The Council’s just go with the Berk proposal and 
rubber stamps it. We do not fit in with this rubber stamp of approval. Please 
move your boundary line south to the existing light industrial/commercial.  


I understand Sam Crummett’s concern about creating donuts or jagged lines 
with zoning boundaries. One unanswered question I had was, why is the 
southwest corner of the RC-1 lots omitted and creating non-contiguous lines?  


                       
Why were they not included ?                                Why were we included ? 







Every day, all over the world for thousands of people, results or ideas don’t go 
as planned. That’s where the words Revision or As Built were derived.           
Even our Constitution of the United States has been amended 27 times! 


New information is learned prompting necessary adjustments to improve the 
design goal. At some point logic should come into the formula. There is no 
logic rezoning our two streets into Westside Employment as you will not 
achieve your designed goal of creating new jobs or small businesses. 


Yet to be understood is the property tax implications.  Even AI can’t answer 
that question as it doesn’t understand the new classification of Westside 
Employment. Will our taxes go up or will they go down? 


Recent and ongoing newspaper articles print that the plan is behind schedule. 
That implies there’s still time for minor adjustments.  


Please review the attached signed petitions and reconsider this adjustment by 
moving this short line south to 224th Street. 


Thank you for your time, respectfully submitted, 


 


Laura Fernandez 
7406 NE 228th St 
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