
From: Jeffrey Delapena
To: Jack Harroun (Planning Commission Member)
Cc: Rebecca Messinger
Subject: FW: Major Concern Regarding the Model #"s Given to Planning Commision
Date: Tuesday, April 28, 2026 8:08:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png

image002.png
image003.png
image004.png

Hello Jack,
 
I am confirming receipt of your comments related to the Council Hearing to select the
Preferred Alternative.
 
These will be added to the Comprehensive Plan Index of Record. I am including Rebecca
Messinger from the Council’s Office as well for awareness.
 
Best,

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.
 
 
 
From: Jack Harroun (Planning Commission Member) <Jack.Harroun@clark.wa.gov> 
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2026 10:57 PM
To: Sue Marshall <Sue.Marshall@clark.wa.gov>; Glen Yung <Glen.Yung@clark.wa.gov>; Michelle
Belkot <Michelle.Belkot@clark.wa.gov>; Wil Fuentes <Wil.Fuentes@clark.wa.gov>; Matt Little
<Matt.Little@clark.wa.gov>; Jeffrey Delapena <Jeffrey.Delapena@clark.wa.gov>
Subject: Major Concern Regarding the Model #'s Given to Planning Commision
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Councilors
 
It has come to my attention that County Staff have just updated the modeling numbers
and there has been a dramatic decrease in housing and jobs from the models that we
based our recommendations to you on. Not only did the assumptions change, but the
model does not account for almost 4 years of consumption (which currently represents
30% of the model) of the "available" land. 
I struggle with the belief that this information just popped up in the last 48hrs. I believe
staff has had this information well before our hearings that we had as a planning
commission. 
I believe, that had the Planning Commission had these new numbers and relevant facts
we would of, as a body, included additional housing and jobs land; basically option #2
without the Staff recommended pull outs e.g. the commercial land north of 219th st, the
Camas land, etc. 
 
Please strongly consider including all the land in Option #2 without any removals and
have it studied. After the study is complete, if we need to, "extra" or over capacity land
can be removed, but if not studied, it cannot be added later. I believe this action would
help stem potential lawsuits caused by staffs omissions of relevant facts to the
governing bodies. 
 
Regards
Jack Harroun
360-907-7000


