
CLALLAM COUNTY CHARTER REVIEW COMMISSION
MINUTES of June LL, 2O2O

MEETTNG OF THE CHARTER REVTEW COMMTSSTON (CRC)
Chair Ezen called the meeting to order at 6 p.m., Thursday, June 11, 2020. Also present were
Commissioners Lotzgesell, Morris, Cameron, Turner, Hunter, Murray, Stokan, Pratt, Stoffer, Richards,
Dohefi, Fleck and Corrado. Commissioner May was absent. All Commissioners appeared by either
video or audio. Due to Governor's Proclamation 20-28.4 (COVID-19) in person attendance was
prohibited.

REQUEST FOR MODTFTCATTONS/APPROVAL OF AGENDA
Commissioner Stokan requested to discuss making improvements to website and address the points
made by Ed Bowen regarding the survey. Erzen noted these issues can be added and discussed under
the discussion items section.
ACTION TAKEN: Erzen moved to adopt the agenda as modified, second; motion carried (14
voted in favor of)

APPROVAL OF MINUTES
o Meeting Minutes April23, 2020
ACTION TAKEN: Pratt moved to approve the minutes as presented, seconded; motion
carried (14 voted in favor of)

PUBLIC COMMENT
o Ed Bowen, Clallam Bay, commented on the Administrator position.
o Danielle Lawrence, Port Angeles, asked about telecommunication fee schedule.

coRRESPON DE NCE/ PETTTTONS
Gores noted receipt of correspondences from Therese Stokan, Elizabeth Stanley, Jodi Wilke, Jenny
Oppelt, Ed Bowen, Mary Ellen Winborn, Katie Krueger, William Brigden, Sue Erzen, Norma Turner and
Tony Corrado (see attached).

REPORTS
o Chair Erzen welcomed everyone back to the CharLer Review Commission Meeting. She updated on

the Executive Committee Meeting and the proposed amendments submitted by Corrado. She asked
that everyone be patient as the Commission resumes meeting by video/audio.

o Morris provided a reported on the survey that was issued out on May 29,2020. It was brought to
her attention there was a typo on the survey, but it has been corrected. She noted she has
received 520 responses back and surveys are being received back in electronic and one in paper
format.

Stokan provided a report on the public comment summary. She noted that the Chair requested she
keep track of comments during the year. She briefed the Commission on the topics that have
received the most comments. Stokan requested to vote to approve the public comment list that
she has compiled. CRC Members díscussed the public comment list.
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DISCUSSION ITEMS
o Proposed calendar from June LL,2020 to December 31,2020
o Next meeting - Do we need a meeting on June L8,2020?
Erzen provided an update on the calendar, the schedule that needs to be followed to put amendments
on the ballot for 2020 and who has amendments to propose. CRC Members discussed how to proceed
with the schedules, placing amendments on the ballot and public participation.
ACTION TAKEN: Turner moved to adopt the calendar from June 11 to July 3O with the
following modifications: deletion of the special meeting noted on June 18 and deletion of
the "initial survey results" discussion on June 25, second, motion carried (14 voted in favor
of)

o Amendments - Do we want to put some amendments on 2020 ballot and others on 2021
No decision was made.

o Amendment Adoption Procedure - Who has amendments to propose?
Ezen questioned íf the process could be started for the amendments that Corrado submitted on June B
to the Clerk. Corrado requested to start the process on the amendment he submitted. Erzen poínted
out some amendments are on the survey and will need to wait until the survey is completed on June
30. Morris requested to receive legal advice on new Electromagnetic Field (EMF) amendment. CRC
Members discussed proposed amendments and adoption procedure.

o Added: Discussion on improvements to the websíte
Stokan asked to make a more user friendly site. She requested that the website contain a section that
has all the proposals listed so when the public clicks on a link ít will bring up a list of proposals. Gores
explained to the Commission that a link can be placed on the website with a PDF attached that lists all
proposals. Gores noted that if restructuring of the website is being requested it will take a number of
months.

. Added: DiscussÍon on points made by Ed Bowen regarding the suruey
Erzen questioned why focus ís on this one public comment submitted by Bowen regardÍng the survey.
Stokan noted she had no idea the suruey was getting sent out and questioned the due date of June 30.
Erzen responded that it was voted on April 23 that the suruey could be sent out and the Executive
Committee decided on the June 30 due date.

PUBLIC COMMENT
o Ed Bowen, Clallam Bay, commented on subcommittee for Department of CommunÍty Development

issues, petition regarding the County Admínistrator, Governor's Order 20.28.4, Open Public Meeting
Act and Charter Review Commissioners having chat communications on BlueJeans.

DISCUSSION ITEMS FOR THE NEXT MEETING
o Homeless Committee report
. Proposed Administrator Charter section 6.20 amendment
o Proposed Electromagnetic Field (EMF)/sG amendment

ITEMS FOR THE GOOD OF THE ORDER
o Pratt commented on Depaftment of Community Development subcommittee. She noted that she

thinks it's time to start meeting. CRC Members discussed subcommittees and requested a list of
subcommittees to be placed in the minutes and emailed to the Commission (see attached).
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o CRC members discussed the hold on requesting any legal action requests.
ACTION TAKEN: Turner moved to resume the right for CRC to request Legal Action
Requests (HR), second, motion carried, (14 voted in favor of)

ADJOURNMENT
Meeting concluded at 8:30 p.m.

Respectful ly submitted,

Clerk to the Chafter Review Commission

Approved: June25,2020
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Gores, Alanna ,alrtr { \rr
From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:

Subject:

Tree Stokan <treejstokan@gmail.com >

Thursday, April 23, 202010:22 PM

Erzen, Sue; suerzen@gmail.com; Turner, Norma; normsgene@olympus.net; Murray,
Joseph; abies@olypen.com
Gores, Alanna
Contacting the Governor's Office I Governor Jay Inslee....Please consider doing this....I
think this is in the best interest of the people of Clallam County (External Email: USE

Caution)

Hello 2020 CRC Executive Board,

I think it would be in the best interest of the people of Clallam County to get clarification on the Governor's
proclamation/directives regarding COV|D19, as it relates to the Charter Review Commission, directly from the Governor
lnslee's office! Below is the link for contacting his office.

We need to request interpretation of "necessary and routine", and better understand how "taking action" is defined,
with regard to the work/mission of the Charter Review Commission. This information is essential for us, when
considering whether to have meetings, as we move forward.

We are in a very unpredictable situation, with regard to COVIDl-9. lt makes sense to directly communicate with
Governor lnslee's office, and his legal team, if possible. While they are busy, you could ask them to respond to your
inquiry, as their time permits. After sending it, you could follow-up with a phone call.

Note that Ron Richards, who offered public comment today, on this issue, is an attorney. ***Apparently, the order by
the Governor, can be interpreted in different waysl***

Because of the subjective nature of those words, "necessary and routine, the ultimate authority that I would trust,
would be the Governor's office, itself.

Please consider doing this. lf you decide not to do so, please let me know because lfeel a responsibility to our
constituents, and I will do it myself. We were elected to serve the people and I think the Governor's office would
perfectly understand our reason for inquiry and our unique situation, as a Charter county.

I would like this email shared with the other Charter Review Commissioners, if Alanna's time permits. (As Fyl; please do
not "reply all".)

Otherwise, I can send it to them, individually.

Respectfully,
Therese Stokan
Charter Review Commissioner, Dístrict 3

https://www.governor.wa.Rov/contact/contact/contacting-governors-office
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Go Alanna

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Stanley, Elizabeth

Friday, April24,2020 LO:49 AM
Gores, Alanna
CRC Follow Up
Proclamation 20-28.pdf; Attorney General Guidance on 20-28.pdf;20-28.L - COVID-19
Open Govt Waiver Extension (tmp).pdf

Loni,

Please forward to the Charter Review Commission,

Thanks,
Elizabeth

Commissioners,

I wanted to share copies of the mater¡als I referenced at last night's meeting. Attached are copies of the Governor's
Proclamations on public meetings during the COVID crisis. l've also attached a copy of the Attorney General's Guidance
on these proclamations. lncluded below is guidance from MRSC relating to what actions can be taken at public meetings
while these proclamatíons are in effect.

The Prosecuting Attorney's Office has been ¡n contact with Nancy Krier at the AGO in relation to the application of these
proclamations. lf at any point the Charter Review Commission would like to seek further legal guidance on this issue,
please let me know. I can provide legal guidance and also reach out to the Attorney General's Office. I will be sure to
reach out to Chair Erzen when Proclamation2O-28 is lifted.

Thank you,

Elizabeth

FROM MRSC

Are there any limits as to what actions we can take at a counciUcommission meeting during this
emergency? What are f 'necessary and routinet' matters?
UpdatedApril 10, 2020

Updated April 10 to include a link to the Attorney General's Office guidance regarding "necessary and
routine" matters.

Yes. The Governor's emergency Proclamation 20-28, issued March 24, requires agencies to meet
completely remotely without providing for a physical location. Because of this restricted access to the
meeting, the Proclamation also says that:

[A]gencies are further prohibited from taking "actiorì," as defined in RCW 42.30.020, unless those matters are
necessary and routine matters or are matters necessary to respond to the COVIÐ-19 outbreak and the current

1
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public health emergency, until such time as regular public participation under the Open Public Meetings Act is
possible.

Under RCW 42.30.020(3), "action" means the transaction of the official business of a public agency
by a governing body including but not limited to receipt of public testimony, deliberations, discussíons,
considerations, reviews, evaluations, and final actions. "Final action" means a collective positive or
negative decision, or an actual vote by a majority of the members of a governing body when sitting as
a body or entity, upon a motion, proposal, resolution, order, or ordinance.

Items necessary to respond to the emergency could include ratificatíon of administrative
proclamations and orders and approval of emergency contracts.

The proclamation does not provide a definition for "necessary and routine" matters, but the Attorney
General's Office has provided some guidance on this issue. Consistent with the Attorney General's
guidance, we suggest you limit agenda items to areas such as approving payroll and other vouchers,
approval of minutes of previous meetings, and other matters that cannot wait until you can provide a
physical location where the public can attend.

ore-T ubli ncre
ons-at-council-comm i

Elizobeth Stonley lDeputy Prosecuting Attorney I Clollom County
2238.41h Street, Sle. ì I lPort Angeles, WA 983ó2 lA 360.417.242618360.417254318 eslqnley@co.clollom.wo.us
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JAY INSLEE
Governor

STATE OF WASHINGTON

OFFICE OF THE GOVËRNOR
P,ö. Box 4A002 . Aþmpia, Washington 985A4-0002 . (36q 9A2-41 11 . www.governot.wa.gov

PROCLAMATION BY THE GOVERNOR
AMENDING PROCLAMATION 20.05

20-28
Open Public Meetings Act and PublÍc Records Act

WHEREAS, on February 29,2020, I issued Proclamation2}-}5, proclaiming a State of
Emergency for all counties throughout Washington as a result of the coronavirus disease 2019
(COVID-19) outbreak in the United States and confirmed person-to-person spread of COVID-19
in Washington State; and

WHEREAS, as a result of the continued worldwide spread of COVID-19, its significant
progression in Washington State, and the high risk it poses to our most vulnerable populations, I
have subsequently issued amendatory Proclamations 20-06, 20-07,20-08, 20-09,20-10,20-ll,
20-12,20-13,20-14,20-15,20-16,20-17,20-19,20-19,20-20,20-21,20-22,20-23,20-24,20-25,
20-26, and20-27 , exercising my emergency powers under RCW 43.06.220 by prohibiting certain
activities and waiving and suspending specified laws and regulations; and

WHEREAS, the COVID- l9 disease, caused by a virus that spreads easily from person to person
which may result in serious illness or death and has been classified by the World Health
Organization as a worldwide pandemic, continues to broadly spread throughout Washington State;
and

WHEREAS, to curtail the spread of the COVID-19 pandemic in Washington State and to protect our
most vulnerable populations, it is necessary to limit person to person contact through social
distancing and limiting person to person contact; and

WHEREAS' to curtail the spread of the COVID-19 pandemic in Washington State and to protect our
most vulnerable populations, it is necessary to limit person to person contact through social
distancing and limiting the numbers of people who may gather in one location; and

WHEREAS, transparency in state government and all of its political subdivisions is an important
state policy, such that all statutes related to open public meetings and public records are the business
ofthe state; and

WHEREAS, there are a plethora of electronic, telephonic and other options that make it possible for
the public to attend open public meetings remotely; and
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WHEREAS, it is necessary to immediately waive any requirement in RC'ù/ 42.56, the Public
Records Act, and RCrü/ 42.30, the Open Public Meetings Act, that provides for any activity that
necessitates an in-person setting; and

WHEREAS, the worldwide COVID-19 pandemic and its progression throughout Washington
State continue to threaten the life and health of our people as well as the economy of Washington
State, and remains a public disaster affecting life, health, property or the public peace; and

WHEREAS, the Washington State Department of Health (DOH) continues to maintain a Public
Health Incident Management Team in coordination with the State Emergency Operations Center
and other supporting state agencies to manage the public health aspects of this ongoing incident;
and

WHEREAS, the Washington State Military Department Emergency Management Division,
through the State Emergency Operations Center, continues coordinating resources across state
government to support the DOH and local health officials in alleviating the impacts to people,
property, and infrastructure, and continues coordinating with the DOH in assessing the impacts and
long-term effects of the incident on rvl/ashington State and its people.

NOIV, THEREFORE,I, Jay Inslee, Governor of Washington, as a result of the above-noted
situation, and under RCW 38.08, RCW 38.52 and RCW 43.06, do hereby proclaim that a state of
emergency continues to exist in all Washington State counties, that Proclamation 20-05 and all
amendments thereto remain in effect, and that Proclamation 20-05 is amended by waiving and
suspending the portions of RCW 42.30 and, RCW 42.56 that require in-person meetings or contact.

I again direct that the plans and procedures of the Washington State Comprehensive Emergency
Management Plan be implemented throughout state government. State agencies and departments
are directed to continue utilizing state resources and doing everything reasonably possible to
support implementation of the Washington State Comprehensive Emergency Management Plan
and to assist affected political subdivisions in an effort to respond to and recover from the COVID-
l9 pandemic.

I continue to order into active state service the organized militia of Washington State to include the
National Guard and the State Guard, or such part thereof as may be necessary in the opinion of The
Adjutant General to address the circumstances described above, to perform such duties as directed
by competent authority of the V/ashington State Military Department in addressing the outbreak.
Also, I continue to direct the DOH, the Washington State Military Department Emergency
Management Division, and other agencies to identify and provide appropriate personnel for
conducting necessary and ongoing incident related assessments.

FURTHERMORE, based on the above situation and under the provisions of RCW 43.06.220(l)(h),
I find that RCW 42.30, as applied to all public agencies statewide, involves the conduct of state
business, and to help preserve and maintain life, health, property or the public peace, I hereby amend
Proclamation20-05 to prohibit public agencies as follows:

Any public agency, subject to RCW 42.30, is prohibited from conducting any meeting,
subject to RCW 42.30 unless (a) the meeting is not conducted in-person and instead provides
an option(s) for the public to attend the proceedings through, at minimum, telephonic access,
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and may also include other electronic, internet or other means of remote access, and (b)
provides the ability for all persons attending the meeting to hear each other at the same time.

Remote meeting resources include the Department of Enterprise Services Master Contract for
teleconferencing and web-based meeting platforms, which can be found here:

Software Resellers (060 1 6):
https :ilapns.des.wa. govlDESContractslHomelContractSunr mary'/060 I 6
Cloud Solutions (05 1 l6):
https:/lapps.cles.rva.gor'/DE.SConlracis/Flome/CorrtractsunlmarylO5 | I 6

Other resources can be found online by searching for free conference call services and for
other e-based meeting services. Additional guidance for remote meetings may be found on
at the Municipal Research and Services Center (MRSC, rvrvrv.rnrsc.org).

FURTHERMORE, based on the above situation and under the provisions of RCW 43.06.220(I)(h),
I find that RCW 42.30, as applied to all public agencies statewide, involves the conduct of state
business, and to help preserve and maintain life, health, property or the public peace, I hereby amend
Proclamation20-05 to prohibit public agencies as follows:

Subject to the conditions for conducting any meeting as required above, agencies are further
prohibited from taking "aetion," as defined in RCW 42.30.020, unless those matters are
necessary and routine matters or are matters necessary to respond to the COVID- l9 outbreak
and the current public health emergency, until such time as regular public participation under
the Open Public Meetings Act is possible.

FURTHERMORE, based on the above noted situation and under the provisions of RCW
43.06.220(2)(9), I find that strict compliance with the following portions of stafutory and
regulatory obligations or limitations will prevent, hinder, or delay necessary action for coping with
the COVID- I 9 State of Emergency by bringing people in contact with one another at a time when
the virus is rapidly spreading, and that the language of each statutory provision specified below is
hereby waived and suspended as provided herein until midnight on April 23,2020:

o RCW 42.30.030 - the following words only:
o "and all persons shall be permitted to attend any meeting of the governing body of

a public agency, except as otherwise provided in this chapter"
o RCW 42.30.040 - in its entirety; however, agencies are strongly encouraged to utilize a

remote meeting option that complies, to the greatest extent possible, with this statute
o RCW 42.30.050 - as to the following word only: "room" in the first sentence
¡ RCW 42.30.070 - as to the following word only: the first usage of "site" - in the fourth

sentence
o RCW 42.30.075 - as to the following words only:

¡ "Notice of any change from such meeting schedule shallbe published in the state
register for distribution at least twenty days prior to the rescheduled meeting date."

¡ RCW 42.30.080(2)(c) - as to the following words only:
o "Prominently displayed at the main entrance of the agency's principal location and

the meeting site if it is not held at the agency's principal location."
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a RCW 42.30.090 - as to the following words only:
o "on or near the door of the place where the regular, adjourned regular, special, or

adjourned special meeting was held."

FURTHERMORE, based on the above noted situation and under the provisions of RCW
43.06.220(2)(9), I find that RCW 42.56, as applied to all public agencies statewide involves the
conduct of state business and I also find that strict compliance with the following statutory and
regulatory obligations or limitations will prevent, hinder, or delay necessary action for coping with
the COVID-19 State of Emergency in responding to public records requests by bringing people in
contact with one another at a time when the virus is rapidly spreading, and that the language of
each statutory provision specified below is hereby waived and suspended as provided herein until
midnight on April 23,2020:

o RCW 42.56.080(2), as to the following words only:
. ooAgency facilities shall be made available to any person for the copying of public

records except when and to the extent that this would unreasonably disrupt the
operations of the agency."

o 'oin person during an agency's normal offrce hours, or"
o RCW 42.56.090, as to the first sentence only
¡ RCIW 42.56.100, as to the following word only in the first sentence: "fuIl"
I RCW 42.56.520(l), as to the following words only in the second sentence: "Within five

business days of receiving a public records request,"

Violators of this of this order may be subject to criminal penalties pursuant to RCrù/ 43.06.220(5).

Signed and sealed with the offlrcial seal of the state of Washington on this 24th day of March, 4.D.,
Two Thousand and Twenty at Olympia, Washington.

By:

/sl
Jay lnslee, Governor

BY TFIE GOVERNOR:

lsl
Secretary of State
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March 26,2020

UPDATED OPEN PUBLIC MEETINGS ACT GENERAL GUIDANCE

FROM THE OFFICE OF THE ATTOR¡IEY GENERAL

REGARDING THE CORONAVIRUS DISEASE (COVID.l9) EVENT

Some state and local agencies may be considering their options for how to conduct public meetings
under the state's Open Public Meetings Act (OPMA) at RCW 42.30, during the outbreak of
coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) in Washington State. See also Governor's Proclamation
20-05 declaring a state of emergency in all counties and directing state resources to affected
political subdivisions. More proclamations are on the Governor's Office website here.

On March 6,2020, the Office of the Attorney General provided some general guidance on how to
conduct meetings during this event, under RCW 42.30.210. There have been developments since
then. On March 24,2020, the Governor issued Proclamation 20-28 (Open Public Meetines Act
and Public Records Act) to, among other things, temporarily prohibit in-person public attendance
at meetings subject to the OPMA. This proclamation is in effect from March24,2020 through
midnight April 23,2020, unless extended beyond that date. Therefore" the March 6. 2020
guidance is hereby updated for the period of time the proclamation is in effect. This guidance
document revises some parts of some responses to the questions in the March 6 guidance for the
period of time the proclamation is in effect and provides some non-exclusive suggestions and
considerations for agencies.

This document is not legal advice or a legal opinion. An agency should consult with its assigned
legal counsel if it has questions or needs legal advice or a legal opinion. State agencies should
consult with their assigned Assistant Attorney General. This updated guidance document for
agencies and their attorneys addresses only the OPMA, and as of the events on the date above.
Other laws may apply to some meetings of some agencies. In addition, depending upon the agency
and its governing statutes, or agency resources, other options might be available at a particular
agency. This guidance provides information about the OPMA as of the date above. Later-enacted
statutes, case law, or other legal developments may affect the analysis.

For more information about COVID-19, see this webpage of the Washington State Department of
Health: https://www.doh.wa.gov/Emergencies/Coronavirus. Information about strategies to
mitigate exposure is also available from many federal and local agencies.

4,/
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The March 6,2020 guidance included several questions. Here is updated guidance relevant to
parts of responses to Questions ## 1,2,3, 4 &,7.

1. In light of this COVD-l9 evento what questions should an agency be asking itself if it
has concerns about virus transmissions and a public meeting and before it proceeds
with holding a current meeting or schedules a future meetingo when the meeting is
required to be open to the public under the OPMA?

In response to this question, the March 6 guidance described a series of questions we
suggested that agencies should be considering. Those included questions such as whether
they need to meet or meet on all matters or whether they can cancel or reschedule a meeting.
We suggested agencies ask themselves if they could reduce agenda items to only those
most urgent, time-sensitive or essential. We suggested agencies consider if they could
distribute some information in writing to governing body members (such a staff briefing
memo or an updated calendar of events), rather than convening a meeting to discuss those
briefings. Put another way, in this unusual and urgent time when members of the public
may not be attending agency meetings as they normally would, we asked, could agencies
"hold" on some matters until life returns to more normal.

Revision. However, since March 6, state and local agencies have placed more restrictions
on the public's movements and activities as a means to help stem the spread of the virus.
Consistent with the general approach in the March 6 guidance --- asking agencies to focus
where possible on holding meetings only on those matters that must be considered --- under
the proclamation agencies must now specifically asktwo questions on those matters where
they want to take o'action"l. They are, is the matter (1) "necessary and routiner" or (2)

"necessary to respond to the COVID-I9 outbreak and current pubtic health
emergency"? If the matter does not meet those criteria in (l) or (2) for the temporary time
the proclamation is in effect, then the matter must wait.

(1) "Necessary and Routine"a

With respect to the first part of these criteria, the matter must both be "necessary" and
"routine."

Necessary. We suggest "necessary" has its ordinary meaning. For example, one
dictionary defines oonecessary" as "required to be done, achieved, or present; needed;
essential." What is "necessary" will be depend upon the agency. Some nonexclusive

I The OPMA defines "action" as "the transaction of the official business of a public agency by a
governing body including but not limited to receipt of public testimony, deliberations, discussions,
considerations, reviews, evaluations, and fìnal actions." RCW 42.30.020(3). "Final action" means
"a collective positive or negative decision, or an actual vote by a majority of the members of a
governing body when siüing as a body or entity, upon a motion, proposal, resolution, order, or
ordinance." Id.

2lPage
March 26,2A2A
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questions to help an agency decide whether a matter is "necessary" are inquiries to itself
such as: Is there a requirement that the matter be considered at this time, and cannot wait?
The requirement could come from a statute, a rule, a court order or court decision, a
contract, a legal obligation, legal advice, or other authority. Is there a legal or financial
consequence for not taking action? Is there some other reason the matter is essential to the
agency to keep key agency operations or services intact at this time, and therefore cannot
wait? (A nonexhaustive list of examples of those necessary meeting items might include
actions affecting timely payment of payroll, vendor payments, addressing IT system
failures, renewing contracts that might expire, providing essential public services to protect
the health and welfare of constituents, and others.)

For example, depending upon the facts at a particular agency, it may be "necessary" for
boards that approve payroll or vendor payments as part of a meeting to continue to so in
order for agency staff and vendors to be timely paid during the time the proclamation is in
effect. However, it may not be "necessary" for a board to decide, during the time the
proclamation is in effect, whether it will hold its annual retreat next December. It may not
be'onecessary" for a board to hear regular oral reports or presentations from its committees
or staff at a meeting during the time the proclamation is in effect, and instead, it can defer
such presentations until a future meeting or have the reports submitted in writing to the
governing body. Under the OPMA, individual members of a governing body can passively
receive and individually review documents, so long as a majority (quorum) does not
collectively intend to meet to take "action ." See Equitable Shipyards, Inc. v. State of úV'ash.,

93 Wn.2d 465,611P.2d 396 (1980).

Routine. With respect to what is o'routine," again, we suggest the word has its ordinary
meaning. For example, one dictionary definition describes that it means, "performed as

part of a regular procedure rather than for a special reason." rWhat is "routine" for an
agency will depend upon the agency. Some nonexclusive questions an agency can ask
itself to determine what is "routine" for it are, for example: Is this the kind of activity that
we routinely undertake at a public meeting pursuant to our regular procedures or policies
adopted by the governing body and that existed prior to the COVID- l9 event? Do we have
examples of where we have routinely considered such a matter under our current practices?
In contrast, the agency might also ask itself: Is the reason for meeting on the matter
unusual, special, and/or expected to be controversial and for which there will be a high
public interest? Is this an exceptional or unique new project we want to launch? Is this an

"out of the ordinary" matter?

Using the same illustrative example above, it may be "routine" for a particular governing
body to approve payroll or vendor payments at its meetings. However, in contrast, perhaps
only a "special reason" might prompt a governing body to discuss a potential new policy
it might want to adopt later next year.

3lPage
March 26,2020
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These factors, questions and examples are nonexclusive and are suggestions only, and do
not bind any agency. There may be other considerations for a particular governing body.
As noted, the facts at a particular agency will be pertinent to any such decisions.

The bottom line on criteria (l) ("necessary and routine") is that, temporarily, agencies will
need to defer "action" on matters that do not meet both these terms. We suggest the agency
make a reasonable judgment that focuses on what is "necessary and routine" for it based
on its role, its relevant authorities, and the facts; and, wait to meet on other matters until
the public has its normal methods to attend.

(2) "Necessary to Respond to the COVID-l9 Outbreak and Current Public Health
Emergency"

a

Even if the "necessary and routine" criteria of (1) is not met, an agency can still take
"action" during the time the proclamation is in effect under (2) if the action is "necessary
to respond to the COVID- l9 outbreak and current public health emergency." This analysis
under (2) will again depend upon the agency.

As noted, we suggest the term "necessary" should be given its ordinary meaning and can
be defined as "required to be done, achieved, or present; needed; essential." What facts
are present showing an action is "necessary" for an agency to "respond to" this event may
vary from agency to agency.

Therefore, some nonexclusive questions we suggest that an agency may want to ask itself
are inquiries such as: Given our agency and our agency's authority, and the facts before
us, is the action 'onecessary" (required, needed, essential) to "respond to" the event? What
is it we will need to do, at our particular agency, to respond to the emergency? For
example, what is "necessary" for one agency (a school district or a public health district)
and may require its governing body to meet on a particular matter may not be "necessary"
for a different agency (a drainage district).

These factors, examples and questions are nonexclusive and are suggestions only, and do
not bind any agency. There may be other considerations for a particular goveming body.
As noted, the facts at a particular agency will be pertinent to any such decisions.

We suggest the agency make a reasonable judgment that focuses on what is "necessary to
respond to the COVID-19 outbreak and current public health emergency" for that agency
based on its role, its relevant authorities, and the facts; and, wait to meet on other matters
until the public has its normal methods to attend.

4lPage
March 26,2O2O
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a Reminder on Both (1) and (2): OPMA Cornerstones

Finally, it is useful to recognize that at this time public attendance at OPMA meetings is
more restricted than normal as a consequence of the outbreak (see also revised answer to

Question # 4 with respect to remote attendance only.) These COVID-19 response matters
are outside the public's control and may affect their otherwise robust ability to access and
provide oversight of their government.

As a result, we suggest that an agency will want to keep in mind the OPMA's open
government cornerstones. These cornerstones would support reasons to temporarily limit
a governing body's usual business during this outbreak and for it to focus instead on only
those matters necessary and routine, or those needed to deal with the outbreak, until the
public can again fully attend all OPMA meetings, including in person if they choose. These
comerstones include the OPMA itself, which provides at RCW 42.30.010:

The legislature finds and declares that all public commissions, boards,
councils, committees, subcommittees, departments, divisions, offices, and
all other public agencies of this state and subdivisions thereof exist to aid in
the conduct of the people's business. It is the intent of this chapter that their
actions be taken openly and that their deliberations be conducted openly.

The people of this state do not yield their sovereignty to the agencies which
serve them. The people, in delegating authority, do not give their public
servants the right to decide what is good for the people to know and what is
not good for them to know. The people insist on remaining informed so that
they may retain control over the instruments they have created.

More OPMA cornerstones are grounded in its other provisions and in case law. The OPMA
is to be "liberally construed" to effect its purpose. RCW 42.30.910. The State Supreme
Court held that the purpose of the OPMA is to permit the public to "observe all steps" in
the making of governmental decisions by a public agency board. Cathcart v. Andersen, S5

Wn.2d 102,530P.2d313 (1975). The OPMA "employs some of the strongest language
used in any legislation," Id.

Finally, the proclamation also finds that ootransparency in state government and all of its
political subdivisions is an important state policy."

2. How does an agency reschedule or cancel a meeting under the OPMA?

In response to this question, the March 6 guidance described procedures for rescheduling
or canceling a meeting.

5lPage
March 26,202A
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Revision. The reference to the requirement that state agencies submit changes to their
regular meeting schedules to the Code Reviser (for publication in the LTashington State
Register) is not applicable during the time the proclamation is in effect. State agencies can
change regular meeting locations to remote meetings only, without submitting a new notice
to the Code Reviser, during this time.

Many governing bodies typically hold in-person meetings with most or all governing
body members in physical (in-person) attendance at the agency designated meeting
office or other meeting room. On occasion, some members participate by conference
call. Can f governing body members participate by conference call?

In response to this question, the March 6 guidance described that all governing body
members can attend by phone.

Revision. The proclamation language stating that meetings are oonot conducted in-person"
applies to the governing body members as well. Remember, the purpose of the temporary
proclamation is to enhance social distancing and reduce person-to-person opportunities for
virus transmission. This means board members will not want to place themselves or their
agency staff in a position that potentially puts them in physical contact with each other in
preparation for or during OPMA meetings. Such contacts could occur, for example, when
staff are setting up a meeting room where some board members or the clerk would attend
in person, or when board members attend in person even if the public does not. It is
possible many governing bodies, even prior to the proclamation, had already arranged for
all governing body members to attend remotely during the outbreak in order to implement
social distancing.

If some or all of the governing body members are participating remotely by phone,
how does the public attend the meeting to observe?

In response to this question, the March 6 guidance described that the OPMA permits
members ofthe public to attend governing body meetings. RCW 42.30.030. Undernormal
circumstances, an agency cannot place conditions on attendance. RCW 42.30.040. Under
normal circumstances, when one or more governing body members participate remotely
by phone, the agency needs to have a speakerphone available at an agency meeting location
(agency office or other designated physical location) where the public can attend to listen
to the discussion. AGO 2017 No. 4. The March 6 guidance described that under normal
circumstances, while a speakerphone and a meeting physical location are needed, the
agency can look at options for additional means for the public to attend to observe, such as
through phone call-in numbers the public can use, or real time streaming of the meeting
online, or remote means for the public to listen to the discussion.

Revision. However, under the proclamation and for the period covered by the
proclamation, in order to reduce opportunities for virus transmissions, agencies cannot

6lPage
March 26,2A20



7

:X-ant<a 1n{

conduct meetings where the public can attend in person. Statutes requiring agencies to
have a physical location where the public can attend in person are temporarily suspended.

Instead, temporarily, agency meetings are "not conducted in-person" and must provide
options for the public to attend remotely only. Those remote options are at minimum,
telephone access, but may also include electronic, internet or other means of remote access.
Those methods must provide the ability for all persons to hear each other at the same time.
This means, for example, an agency cannot record the audio of a meeting and post that
audio later on its website as a method for the public to ooattend." Instead, the public must
be permitted to attend the meeting remotely while the meeting is underway and to hear the
persons who are speaking. While the OPMA does not require public comment (see

Question # 5), if the agency permits oral public comment at a meeting for other reasons,
its remote participation affangement will also need to have a means for each member of
the public who is speaking to hear each other, not just to hear the members of the governing
body who are speaking.

During the time the proclamation is effect, agencies are not required to post paper agendas
or paper meeting notices at the physical locations where the meetings were to be held,
describing that the meeting is now remote only. We suggest that the agency should provide
public notice on its online agenda of how the public may remotely attend a meeting, listing
the details such as a call-in phone number and access code, or login instructions. We
suggest that the agency should also provide public notice of those remote participation
means in other ways, particularly if this is a new remote meeting process at the agency.
Those public notices could be made, for example, on the agency's website, agency online
meeting calendars, via email to stakeholders, social media postings, news releases, or other
relevant or available means, depending upon the agency.

Under the proclamation, it will not be a violation of the OPMA for an agency to require
the public to use a conference call-in or remote access login number or to comply with
other similar conditions of remote attendance during the time the proclamation is in effect.

Doesn't the OPMA have other meeting procedures when there is an emergency thato
in effect, suspend some of these requirements?

ln response to this question, the March 6 guidance reviewed OPMA emergency meeting
requirements.

Revision. The references to remote meetings as a "supplemental" alternative and the need
for a speakerphone at a physical location do not apply while the proclamation is in effect.

TlPage
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JAY INSLEË
Governor

STATF OFWASHINGTCIN

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR
P.A. Box 40002 . Slympia, Washington 985A4-0002 . (360) 902-4t l1 e www.governor.wa.gov

PROCLAMATION BY THE GOVERNOR
AMENDING AND EXTENDING PROCLAMATIONS 20-05 and20-28

20-28.1
Extension - Open Public Meetings Act and Public Records Act

WHEREAS, on February 29,2020,I issued Proclamation20-05, proclaiming a State of
Emergency for all counties throughout the state of Washington as a result of the
coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) outbreak in the United States and confirmed
person-to-person spread of COVID-19 in Washington State; and

WHEREAS, as a result of the continued worldwide spread of COVID-19, its significant
progression in Washington State, and the high risk it poses to our most vulnerable
populations, I have subsequently issued amendatory Proclamations 20-06 through 20-51
exercising my emergency powers under RCW 43.06.220 by prohibiting certain activities
and waiving and suspending specified laws and regulations; and

WHEREAS, the COVID-I9 disease, caused by a virus that spreads easily from person to
person which may result in serious illness or death and has been classified by the World
Health Organization as a worldwide pandemic, has broadly spread throughout Washington
State, seriously increasing the threat of serious associated health risks statewide; and

WHEREAS, on March 24,2020,I issued Proclamation20-28, waiving and suspending
laws and rules in RCW 42.56, the Public Records Act, and RCW 42.30, the Open Public
Meetings Act, that require any activity that occurs in an in-person setting to prevent further
spread of the virus and related prohibition; and

\ryHEREAS, there are currently at least 12,494 cases of COVID-19 in Washington State
with 692 associated deaths, hospitalizations for COVID-19-like illnesses have sharply
increased in the past month, and a large surge in the number of serious COVID-19
infections will compromise the ability of our health care system to deliver necessary health
care services and continues to require a reduction in person to person contact; and
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WHEREAS, on April 22,2020, under the provisions of RCW 43.06.220(4), the statutory
waivers and suspensions of Proclamation 20-28 were extended by the leadership of the
Washington State Senate and House of Representatives until the termination of the
COVID- 19 State of Emergency or May 4, 2020, whichever occurs first; and

WHEREAS, the worldwide COVID-I9 pandemic and its progression in Washington
State continues to threaten the life and health of our people as well as the economy of
Washington State, and remains a public disaster affecting life, health, property or the
public peace; and

WHEREAS, the Washington State Department of Health continues to maintain a Public
Health Incident Management Team in coordination with the State Emergency Operations
Center and other supporting state agencies to manage the public health aspects of the
incident; and

WHEREAS, the Washington State Military Department Emergency Management
Division, through the State Emergency Operations Center, continues coordinating
resources across state government to support the Department of Health and local health
officials in alleviating the impacts to people, property, and infrastructure, and continues
coordinating with the Department of Health in assessing the impacts and long-term effects
of the incident on Washington State and its people.

NOW, THEREFORE, I, Jay Inslee, Governor of the state of Washington, as a result of
the above-noted situation, and under Chapters 38.08, 38.52 and 43.06 RC'W, do hereby
proclaim that a State of Emergency continues to exist in all counties of Washington State,
that Proclamation 20-05 and all amendments thereto remain in effect as otherwise
amended, and that Proclamation20-28 is amended to (1) recognize the extension of
statutory waivers and suspensions therein by the leadership of the Washington State Senate
and House of Representatives until the termination of the COVID-19 State of Emergency
or May 4,2020, whichever occurs first, and (2) similarly extend the prohibitions therein to
}l4ay 4,2020.

I again direct that the plans and procedures of the Washington State Comprehensive
Emergency Management Plan be implemented throughout state government. State
agencies and departments are directed to continue utilizing state resources and doing
everything reasonably possible to support implementation of the Washington State
Comprehensive Emergency Management Plan and to assist affected political subdivisions
in an effort to respond to and recover from the COVID-19 pandemic.

I continue to order into active state service the organized militia of Washington State to
include the National Guard and the State Guard, or such part thereof as may be necessary
in the opinion of The Adjutant General to address the circumstances described above, to
perform such duties as directed by competent authority of'the Washington State Military
Department in addressing the outbreak. Additionally, I continue to direct the Department
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of Health, the Washington State Military Department Emergency Management Division,
and other agencies to identify and provide appropriate personnel for conducting necessary
and ongoing incident related assessments.

Violators of this of this order may be subject to criminal penalties pursuant to RCW
43.06.220(s).

Signed and sealed with the official seal of the state of Washington on this 23rd day of
April, 4.D., Two Thousand and Twenty at Olympia, Washington.

By

lsl
Jay Inslee, Governor

BY THE GOVERNOR:

/s/
Secretary of State
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From:
Sent:
To:

Stanley, Elizabeth

Friday, April24,2020 L2:20 PM

Gores, Alanna
RE: CRC Follow Up

Attachments: AGO OPMA Guidance Coronavirus Updated April24 202O.pdf

Loni,

Of course the Attorney General's Office issued updated guidance soon after I sent my last emaill Please forward this to
the CRC as well.

Thanks,
Elizabeth

t*\ \a{

Subject:

From: Stanley, Elizabeth
Sent: Friday, April24,2020 10:49 AM
To: Gores, Alanna
Subject: CRC Follow Up

Loni,

Please forward to the Charter Review Commission,

Thanks,
Elizabeth

Commissioners,

I wanted to share copies of the materials I referenced at last night's meeting. Attached are copies of the Governor's
Proclamations on public meetings during the COVID crisis. l've also attached a copy of the Attorney General's Guidance
on these proclamations. lncluded below is guidance from MRSC relating to what actions can be taken at public meetings
while these proclamations are in effect.

The Prosecuting Attorney's Office has been in contact with Nancy Krier at the AGO in relation to the application of these
proclamations. lf at any point the Charter Review Commission would like to seek further legal guidance on this issue,
please let me know. I can provide legal guidance and also reach out to the Attorney General's Office. I will be sure to
reach out to Chair Erzen when Proclamation 2O-28 is lifted.

Thank you,
Elizabeth

1
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Are there any timits as ro what acrions we can rake ar a councivcommission -ffiìn-1tkT
emergency? What are "necessary and routine" matters?
Updated April 10, 2020

Updated April 10 to include a link to the Attorney General's Office guidance regarding "necessary and
routine" matters.

Yes. The Governor's emergency Proclamation 20-28, issued March 24, requires agencies to meet
completely remotely without providing for a physical location. Because of this restricted access to the
meeting, the Proclamation also says that:

[A]gencies are further prohibited from taking "action," as defined in RCW 42.30.020, unless those matters are
necessary and routine matters or are matters necessary to respond to the COVID-19 outbreak and the current
public health emergency, until such time as regular public participation under the Open Public Meetings Act is
possible.

Under RCW 42.30.020(3), "action" means the transaction of the official business of a public agency
by a governing body including but not limited to receipt of public testimony, deliberations, discussions,
considerations, reviews, evaluations, and final actions. "Final action" means a collective positive or
negative decision, or an actual vote by a majority of the members of a governing body when sitting as
a body or entity, upon a motion, proposal, resolution, order, or ordinance.

Items necessary to respond to the emergency could include ratification of administrative
proclamations and orders and approval of emergency contracts.

The proclamation does not provide a definition for "necessary and routine" matters, but the Attorney
General's Office has províded some guidance on this issue. Consistent with the Attorney General's
guidance, we suggest you limit agenda items to areas such as approving payroll and other vouchers,
approval of minutes of prevíous meetings, and other matters that cannot wait until you can provide a
physical location where the public can attend.

http://m rsc.orglHome/Explore-Topics/Public-Safetv/Emergencv-Services/public-Health-Emergencies/Coronavirus-
COVI D-19-FAQs.aspx#lim ited-actions-at-cou ncil-commission-meetings

Elizobeth Stonley lDeputy Prosecuting Attorney I Clollom County
223 E. 4th Slreel, Ste. I I I Port Angeles, WA 983ó2 lA 360.417.24261E 360.417.2543 | E eslonley@co.ctottom.wo.us

2
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April 24,2020

SECOND UPDATED

OPEN PUBLIC MEETINGS ACT GENERAL GUIDANCE

FROM THE OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

REGARDING THE CORONAVTRUS DISEASE (COVID-l9) EVENT

Some state and local agencies have been considering their options for how to conduct public
meetings under the state's Open Public Meetings Act (OPMA) at RCW 42.30, during the outbreak
of coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) in V/ashington State. See also Governor's Proclamation
20-05 declaring a state of emergency in all counties and directing state resources to affected
political subdivisions. More proclamations are on the Governor's Office website here including
the "Stav Home- Stav Health v" Proclamation 20-25 and its recent extension (Proclamation 20-
2s.t)

March 6" 2020 Guidance. On March 6,2020, the Office of the Attorney General provided some
general guidance on how to conduct meetings during this event and under the circumstances at
that time, under RCW 42.30.210.

First Undate to - March 26. 2020. On March 24, 2020, the Governor issued
Proclamation 20-28 lOnen Publ ic Act and Public Records Act) to, among other things,
temporarily prohibit in-person public attendance at meetings subject to the OPMA. The
proclamation was in effect from March 24,2020 through midnight Apri|23,2020, unless extended
beyond that date. Therefore, on March 26, 2020 the Office of the Attorney General updated its
March 6,2020 guidance for the period of time the proclamation is in effect. That updated guidance
revised some parts of some responses to the questions in the March 6,2020 guidance for the period
of time the proclamation is in effect and provided some non-exclusive suggestions and
considerations for agencies conducting remote meetings.

This Second Update to Guidance - April 24. 2020. On April 22, 2020, the state legislative
leadership extended the waivers/suspensions of the OPMA and PRA statutes and statutory
language in Proclamation 20-28 (Open Public Meetings Act and Public Records Act), to May 4,
2020. On April 23,2020, in Proclamation 20-28.1 (Extension - Open Public Meetings Act and
Public Records Act), the Governor extended Proclamation20-28 to May 412020. Therefore, the
March 26, 2020 guidance is updated in one respect, to reflect the extended date of the
proclamation's effect. All other parts of the guidance from the Office of the Attorney General
remain the same.
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The guidance documents from the Office ofthe Attorney General are posted on the office's website
on the Open Government Training webpage under Lesson 3, "Other Resources." The guidance
documents are not legal advice or a legal opinion. An agency should consult with its assigned
legal counsel if it has questions or needs legal advice or a legal opinion. State agencies should
consult with their assigned Assistant Attorney General.

As with the office's prior guidance documents, this second updated guidance document for
agencies and their attorneys addresses only the OPMA, and as of the events on the date above.
Other laws may apply to some meetings of some agencies. In addition, depending upon the agency
and its governing statutes, or agency resources, other options might be available at a particular
agency. This guidance provides information about the OPMA as of the date above. Later-enacted
statutes, case law, or other legal developments may affect the analysis.

For more information about COVID-l9, see this webpage of the Washington State Department of
Health: https://www.doh.wa.gov/Emergencies/Coronavirus. Information about strategies to
mitigate exposure is also available from many federal and local agencies.

2lPage
April 24,2A20
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Attachments:

Jodi Wilke <jodiwilke@gmail.com >

Monday, April27,2020 1-0:40 AM
Gores, Alanna
Response to the recent homeless/housing CRC subcommittee
Caution)
Considerations for CRC Homeless Com mittee.docx

(External Email: USE

Hello, I hope you are doing welM participated in a recent video conference with select members of the Clallam
County Charter Review Commission subcommittee on homeless and housing. Please find my attached notes
and commentary. I hope someone will find them useful.

I do not live in Clallam County but I have a house I am renovating in Port Angeles and look forward to being
more involved.

Thank you,
Jodi V/ilke
360-540-4663

1
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Clallam County Charter Review Commission (CRC)

Special meeting of Sub-Committee on Homelessness 4/L4/2020

Key participants:

Candace Pratt

Mary Doherty
Norma Turner
Theresa Stolken

Historical context:

Clallam County is a Home-Rule Charter county rather than a statutory county (one of 7 in WA). This

allows citizens to adopt a Constitution that operates beyond the State Constitution. Every 5 years the
Charter Review Commission (CRC) is convened by voting in Charter Commissioners and the charter is

reviewed. Changes to amend the County Constitution are discussed and placed as initiatives or
referenda on the ballot. htto://www.clallam omerulecharter. htm I

Referred to in the meeting is the Clallam County Homelessness Task Force (HTF). lt's stated vision

"Decent, affordable housing is a basic human right foreveryonet we are resolved to end
homelessness in Clallam County."

This entity has been in place since 2005 working in an advisory capacity to the BOCC and is separate
from this CRC Homelessness Subcommittee. Made up primarily of Nonprofit organizations under the
Clallam County Board of County Commissioners (BOCC), this group has been alternatively successful and
ineffective in reducing homelessness in Clallam County. Early success brought accolades to the group
and it was apparently emulated in places across WA State and nationally. Of late, their many challenges
have become more apparent in Port Angeles and in other cities and unincorporated locations across

Cla llam County. http://www.cla I lam.net/H HS/HTF/|ndex. html

Purpose of meeting:

CRC Homelessness subcommittee - Purpose of 4/L4/2O meeting is to review "white pape/' proposal on
homelessness.

Chief advocate for this document Theresa Stolken advocates for the amendment and supplied

the document which she stated was drafted with input from other individuals and key players in

homeless advocacy in Clallam County

Proposed Amendment Language:

"The County shall provide three or more campsites free of charge for those experiencing
homelessness unfíl the vacancy rate in Clallam County is below 6?6 and the average minimum
rent is 40% of the take home pay from a minimum wage job or there is permanent housing
available for 95?6 of the prevíous year's point in time count. The number and location will be
determined by the Homelessness lask Force. Each campsite will have at a minimum two
portable restrooms and a trash receptacle, which shatl be serviced regutarty by an appropriate
service provider. Camping in vehicles outside of these campgrounds and along county and

a

a
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state roads will be illegal except in areas specifically designated for camping. This will be
enforced by the sheriff.

Alternately, this Amendment could be considered as a "Section" under the new proposed
Article:
Article XIV - Public Health andlor Environmental Safety"

Following Zoom video conference, my comments below:

Conclusions:

7. Mixed opinions whether the amendment belongs in the County Constitution - Potential to be

voted down as a ballot measure. All agreed the problem is severe and a solution is needed.

Language would have to be very broad and sweeping, framed correctly, and brought to the
people by the "right voices" with a proper education component (PR campaign) Want to be

careful they are not saddled with restrictive legislation that they cannot meet and which will be

removed in 5 years when the commission meets again.

2. Suggestion that an ímplementing body separate from the HTF should form but should work in
concert with the HTF as advocates, to support and honor the¡r past efforts. Finding a way to use

the money generated from new sales tax laws, this new group would focus more on the
practical aspects of causing homeless housing to materialize. Working with City and county
depts, contractors finance companies, public housing etc. in a sort of public/private partnership.

Goal is to get homes built.

3. Focus is partly on protecting the natural environment. There is a great concern that the
homeless use/misuse public lands in ways that are detrimental to the environment. As a talking
point they feel there is broad support for this approach, they feel that providing a house for
every homeless soul is the way to protect our environment from this damage. Should be part of
the education campaign

4. Suggested this amendment if rewritten could fit in certain sections of the County Constitution:
a. Add to article 5, sect 4.25 -Dept of Community Development - implemented as following

certain standards

b. New article being proposed would be 14 - public health and environmental safety.
perhaps could include under water security or some other part.

5. Process to move ahead with resolution -

a. Acknowledge and build upon the work of the Homeless task force group, important to
have their support and advice.

b. Get on the agenda for the HTF and present this resolution and idea, get their backing

and keep them up front as part ofthe process. Keep their support.
c. lntroduce this new CRC Homelessness Subcommittee group, lncluding the voice of those

affiliated with homeless, tribal, racial justice commission, people for protection of public
land - a store owner in Joyce who is thrilled about this. Add people with knowledge.
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d. Get the HOW-TO people behind it. Adds a dimensíon of efficacy. Homeless experts +
ind ustry experts publ ic/private pa rtne rship.

e. Sell it to the CRC and advance to the BOCC as a separate group focused on utilizing the
new Sales Tax dollars. lt would address what the Homelessness Task Force has not been
able to do - create housing. lt is not their mandate.

My comments:

There are enough good ideas to make it sound like an effective plan. There are also some challenges
based on some errant premises that will ultimately impair the results. lnitial activities may appear to
address the problem, but may, in the end, increase in the problem it was intending to solve. I would like
to consider additional future plans, diversionary plans or disincentives, Some form of encouragement or
lasting incentive, and enforcement mechanism or "teeth."

Errors in premise:

Housing siven to all homeless people will not solve the problem. Did we forget the lessons

learnedfromthe pastattempts-Chicago projects-style housingof the L97O's? SerenityHouse
shelter shut down? Housing First program?

a. Fails to address causes of homelessness (drug addiction, mental illness, disability,
inability to maintain rigors of life, safety net for unexpected calamity)

b. Fails to address societal conditions contributing to homelessness (lack of industry,
economy, inexpensive workforce housing, family support or long-term housing
partnerships)

c. Fails to address legal concerns; violation of codes (illegal or unsanitary activities in public
housing)

Public/Private partnerships will not incentivize participation by anyone other than the
government.

a. Current public housing regulations include a prohibitive set of regulations such that any
private builder, investor or other stakeholder does not have proper motivation to
engage.

i. 30-year commitment to maintain as low-income housing, oversight rules
ii. Cannot sell or transfer
iii. Defined income/rent ratios evaluated, reported, and adjusted yearly - top

heavy administration requirements
iv. Lack of control over tenant choice or evictions regardless of living conditions
v. High rate of illegal activities, vandalism, unsanitary behavior, maintenance,

drama between residents, domestic violence, etc.

b. Financial motivation to engage in public/private partnership is limited by administrative
costs, maintenance costs, lack of property control, and íncome restrict¡ons

c. Building codes, zoning restrictions and permitting are costly and highly restrictive.
d. Ultimately, a conflict between ownership and control of property is so prohibitive as to

be a disincentive to be bound to any kind of partnership with a public housing entity.
i. Public housing bureaucracies are determined to prohíbit private investors to

profit at the public's expense or wíth public support.

L.
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ii. Not surprisingly, private builders prefer to take their efforts elsewhere.
Preventing homelessness isn't part of this picture.

a. Do all homeless people want to be housed?

i. Will they accept the behavioral restrictions and responsibilities necessary for
sustained and civil living?

ii. What do we do with those who prefer to live "in the wild?" whether urban or
wilderness.

ii¡. How do we support complexities of homeless (pets, family relationships)?
b. What are we doing to prevent the onset of homelessness?

i. Early intervention, education, setting cultural expectations, possibly emergency

rent assistance.

ii. lnspiring personal improvement and advancement in careers

i¡i. Supporting entrepreneurs, expanding the imagination of youth

iv. Teachíng life skills - money management, personal health and resource

conservation, decision-ma king skills

c. Fortunately, we have done a great job of understanding specÍal social service needs
(medical, resources, things like lost lD's, etc) but the multi-faceted aspects are not
consídered in a balanced manner.

Law enforcement's role must be addressed and empowered.
a. Have we "dumbed down" our LE professionals because of changing interpretations of

existential crime? Crime lS crime. We lower expectations at our own peril.

b. ls incarceration a real diversion from lawlessness? (question too big for this moment...)
c. Are LE decisions not to prosecute really the answer for overcrowding of jails?

d. Many other questions concerning the interaction between LE and homelessness

Code Enforcement is not incorporated as a tool.
a. Substandard living quarters violate housing codes

b. Lack of sewage and garbage disposal violate health codes

c. Open flames for cooking, preparing injectables, space heating violate a number of codes
(not well-versed but can assume clean air, fire, safety, burn bans, etc)

d. We should have enhanced penalties/mitigation/disincentives for these behaviors

e. Why are these tools not being used to promote clean, safe, well-ordered communities?
Solving homelessness will not stop the abuse of oublic lands. Many homeless do end up camping
in the wild, and often the result is a tragic degradation of our natural surroundings.

a. lt is misguided, toothless and broadly and historically ignorant to place the solution to
this onto the public for funding and managing housing without a LE component.

b. There is no real means included that actually addresses the clean-up, accountability, and
prevention of this homeless littering/dumping, or any other source of littering/dumping.

c. This component of the proposal seems more like a tool used to manipulate and
mobilize a specific population - a hopeful environmentally-conscious majority that
loves the outdoors and wants to protect it enough to support this proposal, without a

clear idea of whether it will work or not.

Preferred methods

3
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5.

6.

Chanees in government
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1. Give private companies or individuals (builders, lenders, property management, existing
homeowners with potential rental properties) access to the same kind of resources and supports
given to non-profits.

2. Make available Grants, non-recourse loans, relaxed permitting, zoning, etc to builders or
homeowners wishing to establish rental properties or low-income multi-unit housing.

3. Modifications to GMA that will make land available for low-cost building sites (HUGE).

4. Consider provisional exemptions to certain building codes NOT related to structural safety. Many of
these codes are so cost prohibitive as to make low-cost housing impossible, therefore low-income
housing is unattainable. (full report required on this)

Landlord/propertv owners:

5. Reduce (10 years?) or remove the restrictive requirements for low-income partnerships:
income/rent ratios, percent of market rate units,

6. Consider changes to landlord/tenant laws favoring landlords, e.g. allowing evictions for bad tenant
behavior, illegal acts, etc.

7. Consider insurance/assurance programs for landlords who accept high-risk tenants to cover things
like damage to housing, lost rent during renovation or between tenants, etc. Anything we can do to
reduce the risk for landlords will increase the housing stock for high-risk tenants

o Consider alternative provisional housing as an alternative for those evicted, such as

dormítory or shelter transfers following an eviction for bad behavior.
8. Find ways to encourage different household models than the traditional individual or family model,

such as roommates or partners.

9. Remove the poverty trop aspect of low-income housing! This refers to the income/rent ratio that
requires tenants to be poor in order to qualify for supportive housing. This destroys the incentive for
self-improvement at the risk of no longer qualifying for assisted housing. We need to help them find
a way out of poverty and believe they can attain it.

10. Consider favorable lending or other support to recovery housing such as Oxford model housing

Distributing Aid:

11. Modify the focus on how to distribute assistance. Currently those with the worst-case conditions are
pushed to the front of the line by a point system. Points are assigned for difficulties like addiction,
mental illness, current homelessness, joblessness. This system is rife with abuse and rewards those
who know the game and who we are least likely to help, pushing people deeper into subculture.

o Create a step program modeled after federal MAT requirements (daily, weekly, monthly)
These programs require accountability to move to next, less restrictive steps.

o Consider entry points based on behavioral requirements
o Focus on Maslow's Hierarchy of Needs when distributing aid.

L2. Access to aid must include corrective measures for noncompliance. Motivating the chronically
homeless towards improving may take a heavy hand. The conditions motivating compliance must be

at least as influential as those which motivate noncompliance to break the cycle.
13. Sh¡ft aid system to provide temporary help to those who score lower on the point system (above).

We should not be pushing people into homelessness who might have avoided it.
o Provide direct assistance to landlords, reduce the time interval to avoid eviction for

nonpayment.
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o Combine with counseling and education, job strategies and mentorship.
o Consider credit repair programs or supportive assistance/loans to avoid derogatory marks

This may help prevent long-lasting impacts that may bar individuals from future housing.
o Have well-defined time allotments with goals and accountability

Ongoing Supportive and Preventive measures:

14. Consider how to promote and encourage family living, co-living, or oTher stable forms of multiple
income housing teams. A single income household is realistically untenable for most people in
today's economy. But most landlords will not allow team living.

15. Reward tenant's good behavior - offer courses and resources to support the opportunity to learn
how to maintain a stable household, make advances in employment, attain sobriety.

16. Build a community within the low-income housing people, integrate with other community
volunteers (sobriety groups, cooking classes, budgeting and financial education, arts and crafts,
music circles, etc) something to take the "grind" out of surviving on low-income

17. Consider transitional grants or low/no interest loans for those people moving out of low income and
into community-based low-cost housing (and by all means, look for ways to increase access to low-
cost, non-subsidízed community housing!)

18. Additional components to our education system. Teach kids in school about homelessness - causes,
risk factors, decision tree, preventive skills, future focus, and the undesirable impacts. We must
debunk the attractions and allow youth to plan for a successful future. Recommend starting in
middle school at least.

Finalcomments

My personal experience includes decades of trying to help the housing-challenged community on a

personal level. This experience informs many of my ideas in this document. I have personally housed
and provided for over two dozen individuals in various stages of sobriety over the past 30+ years.

ln the microcosm of these efforts I have given freely of myself, my resources and my time. The results
show that perhaps only 4 of 26 individuals (1.5%) ever got and stayed sober and off the streets. This
correlates with national studies on drug abuse and recovery. Following this unacceptable rate of failure,
I have decided the cost is too great and I no longer do this - I will spare you the details.

My conclusion is that like me, society demands a balanced approach that shows results. So far what I

have seen is a lop-sided methodology that redistributes resources yet is devoid of results. The narrative
even reflects this slant, as we talk endlessly about "helping the homeless." Somewhere we have lost the
message to support stability and order in our communities.

As a society we cannot afford to do so:

o lt increases the acceptance of this lifestyle
¡ lt encourages our youth and those on the edge to see it as a viable option
. lt d¡srupts the civil nature of society for no good reason
¡ lt is discouraging to taxpayers who are compelled to support this lifestyle against their will
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¡ it creates an anger towards those who have made this transitíon, further marginalizing and
stigmatizing them away from community

This adds to the cycle of remaining homeless, not improving the conditions or seeking help from
someone outside that cycle.

Finding balance

I believe we can do better, but we need a balanced approach. More must be expected from those
receiving aid, including obliterating the entitlement attitude and focusing on gratitude. Community
members have the rights to their property and earnings, and excessive taxes with no accountability is

unamerican.

We cannot take the negative impacts to the homeless off the table. By this I mean being held
accountable for the unlawful, unsightly, unhealthy, and unpalatable lifestyle this sector imposes on the
general public. We certainly have not taken the negative impacts of this lifestyle off the table for the
rest of society.

I believe we can offer the compassionate assistance we have available for a portion of the group that is

ready for it. But we have to accept that not all are ready and not all can or will honestly communicate
their state of readiness. As a society, we should be doing whatever it takes to push individuals towards a

civil existence, rather than continue to support chaos without consequence or cost.

I hope you willfind these comments helpful in some way. lf I can be of further assistance, please do not
hesitate to contact me.

JodiWilke
360-s40-4663

Residence:

730Gise Street,
Port Townsend, WA 98368

Property:

L315 West LOth Street
Port Angeles WA 98362
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jodi Wilke <jodiwilke@gmail.com >

Monday, April27,2020 l-0:51 AM
Gores, Alanna
Contact Information for CRC Homelessness subcommittee (External Email: USE

Caution)

As an added thought, I am forwarding the following information to you that I received in my email. Perhaps this
organization has some materials that will be helpful to our mutual cause.
Jodi Wilke

Forwarded message:

First Name: Maggíe
Last Name: Roberts
Email. maooie(Odocumenta rvfoundation.orq
Add a message: Good afternoon, I wanted to reach out to you to tell you about the Fix Homelessness
initiative. Fix Homelessness is a bipartisan coalition of researchers, business leaders, neighborhood
organizations, and elected officials committed to charting a new path on homelessness. We've
created a toolkit to help West Coast cities reduce street homelessness, maintain public order, and
rebuild human lives-all within existing budgets. The toolkit includes: 1. Action plan for small and
medium-sized cities that has gained the attention of mayors, state legislators, and the White House 2.
Legal guide on Martin v. Boise compliance, written by the attorney for the City of Boise 3. Case
studies of successful programs in San Diego, Burien, Modesto, and other cities that significantly
reduced homelessness in 60 to 90 days You can access all of our resources for free by signing up at
the Fix Homelessness website at fixhomelessness.org. We would love to help you tackle this critical
challenge. Please let me know if you want to get involved. Best, Maggie Roberts

1



Alanna \þ L

Oppelt, Jennifer
Monday, April27,2020 L1-:45 AM
Ann Sim pson (a n n.si mpson@forksabuseprog ra m.org); Becca Korby (healfam2

@olypen.com); Bob Dunlap (bcdunlap@olypen.com); Cheri Tinker
(ct.sargesplace@gmail.com); Christy Smith (christy@unitedwayclallam.org); Corrie
Matlock-Hightower (cjmhL00@gmail.com); Debbi Tesch; Jaymie Doane

fiaymied@ peninsulabehavioral.org); John Deboer Johndeboerl-L@yahoo.com'; Joseph
Cress fincress@yahoo.com); Julianne Murrain (murrajd@dshs.wa.gov); Kathy Morgan
(kmorgan@olycap.org); Lisa Haugh' DeVriesLT95 @ gmail.com'; Lori Sweet
(sweetannabelleT66@gmail.com);'maryhogan56@gmail.com'; Michael French
(mfrench@cityofpa.us); Patrice Varela-Daylo (PVareladaylo@ESD.WA.GOV); Susan

H i I lg ren; Thomas Steffan (tgsteffen@ gmail.com)
Brastad, Andy; Gores, Alanna
FW: Promote Resolution of Homelessness and Protection of Public Land - Amendment
Proposal; seeking other suggestions on issue of Homelessness - by The 2020 Charter
Review Commission....and questions for Clallam County Commissioners. (External

Email: US

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:

Subject:

Good morning HTF,

Below is a request for review from the Charter Review Commission. The Charter Review Commission is looking
identífying the best way to effectively work for positive changes on the issue of homelessness, in our community. They
have proposed an amendment for a Resolution of Homelessness and Protection of Public Land. Please read below and
respond with your thoughts to Loni Gores (agores@co.clallam.wa.us).

I apologíze for the delay as Covid-L9 response has been consuming much of our time

Thank you all for your hard work during this difficult time
-Jenny Oppelt

From: Gores, Alanna
Sent: Monday, April 13, 2020 1:00 PM

To: THERESE STOKAN
Cc: Stokan, Therese; Oppelt, Jennifer
Subject: RE: Promote Resolution of Homelessness and Protection of Public Land - Amendment Proposal; seek¡ng other
suggestions on issue of Homelessness - by the 2020 Charter Review Commission..,.and questíons for Clallam County
Commíssioners. (External Email: US

Jenny,

Please see email chain below from Therese Stokan to the HTF

Loni

Loní Çores
CferÉ. of tñe tsoarl
ComtrLís síoyLe. s Offíce
24 Tast 4tñ Street, Suíte ¿

1
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From: THERESE STOKAN Imaílto:hermanabaheda@aol.com]
Sent: Monday, April 13, 202012:57 PM

To: Gores, Alanna
Cc: Stokan, Therese; hermanabaheda@aol.com
Subject: Fwd: Promote Resolution of Homelessness and Protection of Public Land - Amendment Proposal; seeking other
suggestions on issue of Homelessness - by the 2020 Charter Review Commission....and questions for Clallam County
Commissioners. (External Email: U

Hello Alanna,

Per Commissioner Ozias' suggestion, I would like to forward this email to the Homelessness Task Force (HTF),
for their review.

Could you please send it to the leadership of the HTF? Whom is their primary contact?

Thanks,
Therese Stokan
Charter Review Commissioner, District 3
(360) 640-06es

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message

From: THERESE STOKAN <hermanabaheda@aol.c
Date: April 13,2020 at 12:51:21 AM PDT
To: mozias@co.clallam.wa.us, bpeach@co.clallam.wa.us, rjohnson@co.clallam.wa.us
Cc: agores@.co.clallam.wa.us
Subject: Fwd: Promote Resolution of Homelessness and Protection of Public Land -
Amendment Proposal; seeking other suggestions on issue of Homelessness - by the 2020
Charter Review Commission....and questions for Clallam County Commissioners.

Hello Clallam County Commissioners,

A. Please see below. Do you have any thoughts on the Amendment proposal, noted below?

B. Two questions from a tribal member:

I . Are there county funds that can be accessed to assist with COVID l9 needs, or funding, in
general, to the tribes? Who is the best county contact person, for this?

2. Is there assistance with food resources?

C. Another question:

What has been done or can be done, regarding reports of hostility toward people, who are
experiencing homelessness? If this hostility is from a police officer, what is your suggestion on
how to best address this?

2
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Therese Stokan
Charter Review Commissioner of District 3

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message :

From : hermanabaheda@aol.com
Date: April 12,2020 at I 1:43:03 PM PDT
To: tstokan@co.clal lam.wa.us
C c : agores (ò,co. clallam. wa. us

Subject: Fwd: Promote Resolution of Homelessness and Protection of Public
Land - Amendment Proposal; seeking other suggestions on issue of
Homelessness - by the2020 Charter Review Commission

Hello Clallam County Tribal and Community Leaders,

The 2020 Charter Review Commission (CRC) assembled in January
2020, but needed to change its format to "on-line" meetings, because of
infectious concerns regarding COVID-1 9.

One of the CRC's committees has been formed, to address the issue of
homelessness, in our county. lts first meeting is planned for Tuesday,
April 14, at 6 PM, by way of Zoom.
***Contact link for the meeting will be posted, by Monday, 411312020, at

4 PM, at Clallam.net.***

lf you want information on livestreaming any of our meetings, please
contact: Alanna Gores, at: (360) 417-2256, or e-mail:
agores@co.clallam.wa.us. The Commissioners, who will be participating
in Tuesday's committee meeting, include Mary Doherty, Candace Pratt,
Norma Turner and Therese Stokan.

To remind you all, the Charter Review Commission only convenes once
every five years, for a year, and its mission is to review our Constitution,
the Clallam County Charter. Clallam County is one of only seven
counties, in our state, that has this form of county government. This
provides a unique opportunity to assess the Charter for any changes, or
additions, that would be of benefit to the residents of our county.

We are fortunate to have the Homelessness Task Force, in Clallam
County, as well as churches and other groups, who are reaching out to
those who are experiencing homelessness. The COVID-19 situation has
created an even greater need on the part of our residents who fear
becoming homeless, in light of growing unemployment.
ln addition to Serenity House, The Answer For Youth, and Sarge's Place
Shelter (in Forks), new groups such as a local chapter of "Food Not
Bombs" (FNB), have formed. On Saturday, April 11,2020, one of their
leaders states that, "FNB packed 40 to-go lunches with 2 sandwiches,
cookies, apples and potato chips. Water or a sugar-free pink soda
included. Thirty were taken at the park. 10 more were given away at the
bell."

Unfortunately, hostility toward those experiencing homelessness has
persisted, and maybe worsened. Per one person, who helps the
homeless, "There has been hassling or pressuring the homeless to move
on. So, they can't be found in their usual hang outs."

3



The issues of social-distancing and frequent hand-washing, etc., are
much more difficult when one is experiencing homelessness. ln reality,
homelessness is becomíng a public health emergency, in light of COVID-
19.

On a positive note, the Clallam County Health Department is setting up a
quarantine and isolation facility, in a rented building on Port property, by
the airport. The capacity of the facility is around 200 (hopefully, does not
get there), and the on-site operation will be run by OIyCAP (Olympic
Community Action Programs). Fortunately, the funding for this came
through really fast for emergency shelters during COVID-19 pandemic.)

Tribal communities have been very organized and brisk in their response
to COVID-19, providing housing, and shelter-in-place education and
enforcement to protect theír people. Nationally, there is significant racial
disparity in the mortality (death) rate of people of color who get COVID-
19, (especially high among African Americans). Fortunately, the rate is
much lower in Native American Communities, in part, because of their
more remote locations.

Those Native American tribes, in our county, who have closed their
communities to non-residents, have appreciated the publics' honoring of
their decision, regarding this. One tribal member mentioned the need for
more food assistance. Questions: What are the best resources to find
out about county assistance for food and other needs, during COVID-19,
and otherwise?

All of this being said, the Charter Review Commission wants to discern
the best way to effectively work for positive changes on the issue of
homelessness, in our community.

Some of our residents have submitted an amendment proposal,
regarding this topic, which is noted, below. The CRC welcomes your
thoughts on this proposal and any other suggestions, on this topic or
other topics for review.

Send your e-mails to Alanna Gores, to share with all members of the
Charter Review Commission: agores@co.clallam.wa.us. Your input is
important to the work of the Commission!

(Please feel free to share this e-mailwith others, who might be interested
in sending their ideas to the Charter Review Commission.)

Promote Resolution of Homelessness and Protection of Public Land

Promote Resolution of Homelessness
and Protection of Public Land -
Amendment Proposal:

Add to Article lV, Section 4.25

The Director of the Department of
Community Development shall ascertain
that the following standards are
implemented:

The County shall provide three or more
campsites free of charge for those
experiencíng homelessness until the
vacancy rate in Clallam County is below
6% and the average minimum rent is

4
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40% of the take home pay from a
minimum wage job or there is
permanent housing available for 95% of
the previous year's point in time count.
The number and location will be
determined by the Homelessness Task
Force. Each campsite will have at a
minimum two portable restrooms and a
trash receptacle, which shall be serviced
regularly by an appropriate service
provider. Camping in vehicles outside of
these campgrounds and along county
and state roads will be illegal except in
areas specifically designated for
camping. This will be enforced by the
sheriff.

Alternately, this Amendment could be
considered as a "Section" under the new
proposed Article:
Article XIV - Public Health and/or
Environmental Safety

Thank you for your review of this e-mail,
and any ideas that you would like to
offer!

Therese ("Tree") Stokan
Charter Review Commissioner, District
3
(360) 640-0695
(Best for texting)

O?çÔV
qv-4\?t
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Sent:
From: Ed Bowen < rockypt@olypen.com>

Wednesday, May 20,2020 4:33 PM
Winborn, Mary Ellen

Peach, Bill; Erzen, Sue; Hunter, Brian; Murray, Joseph; Fleck, Rod; Stokan, Therese; May,
Andrew; Stoffet Jim; Corrado, Tony; Pratt, Candace; Lotzgesell, David; Doherty, Mary;
Morris, Patti; Cameron, Ron; Richards, Nina; Turner, Norma; Gores, Alanna
Claim of Violating Clallam County Charter - NPCLE and NPCMRC (External Email: USE

Caution)
Subject:

Dear Department of Community Development Director (Elected),

It is my general opinion based on experience the lights must be off in the DCD, everyone must be working from
home. But that causes a problem for your constituents because how do we reach anyone at home? Therefore, I truly
hope the County will get back to NORMAL business of at least having a human being answer those telephones that we
the tax payers invested in. I don't agree with the New World Order and I clearly don't agree with the "New Normal"
image this creates. Please take your constituents' customer service core business seriously and engage in a county
reopening plan that at least provides open and transparent business. lf you look at the web site your department is
responsible for I hope you will see my point.

But expressing my grievance as a Constitutional right, I express the opinion you, the responsible and accountable
electorate, have violated the county charter. lt became apparent to me last evening that an individual/staff member of
the DCD identified themselves appointed and participating on behalf of the county as a decision making representative
(public funds involved) of at least the North Pacific Coast Marine Resource Committee. At least they introduced
themselves as representing the Clallam DCD (for which there is not a voting position on the NPCMRC for'just a DCD
representative", it is a position that represents all of Clallam County-the government). But the decisions to be made
incorporated the staff representative as meeting the latter. I cannot clearly identify who this person is; the "virtual"
meeting was not well operated in our limited rural westend technology that is available. So my opinion might be lacking
fact if "someorìe" out there is claiming they are represent¡ng the "Clallam DCD" in some form or error.

But here are several supporting facts:

The distribution list for the following meetings have a flaw:

To:
Cc:

a Yesterday's North Pacific Coast Lead Entity (Salmon Recovery) had no one from the county (or recognizable
personal email addresses notified/included/informed). And I do not know if a "claimed" county voting
representative (public funds involved) participated; again, technology is limited for the public to participate and

witness the going's on, in my opinion.

Yesterday's North Pacific Coast Marine Resource Committee notification distribution list did not include anyone

recognizable that would have likely fit the voice of the individual making the representatíve DCD claim.

a

Additional Fact and opinion
¡ Per inquiry with the Third District County Commissioner, no notification was given to at least this representative

elected official responsible for the region these two boards/committees have authority in, that a change in
representation was made for the representative staff/voting member (public funds involved).

o And this notification was not transparent to the const¡tuents of the Third District; walking in to a

meeting and learning at that hour is not transparency for a representative government, my opinion.

1



s,or¡..¡qn 5\?¡V-o
You and I have prior had the "constituent/elected official" argument regarding "DCD Director reporting to BOCC". ln
your argument to me you ask as a question but your communication is relevant that you believe you are not "required
to report". I continue to disagree, especially in regards that the county charter does require you to "advise". For these
particular matters above, you at least failed to "advise" the Board of Commissioners pr¡or to and in taking an action that
addresses the county on Natural Resources.

But I shale add supporting claim that you likely exceeded your authority to take this action because of the following:
o Both of these committees are a function of legislative action of the BOCC, as permitted by RCW. ln those actions

neither included delegation to the DCD Director full representative authority on these committees; especially in

regards to non-Charter delegated duties, such as economic issues, recreation resources, and health and safety.

o Was your apparent decision, public and transparent? That can't be found even in the most basic of
communication tools, your department's web site. Was your decision (aside from the public/open meetings

perspective) "routine and necessary"? Have you likely violated the Governor's Order 20-28.2; and even though

it may be a decision made by one I claim it has the potential to be a broader decision because it affects the
county as a whole, representative and voting involving public funding as a whole of the county in parallel with
the authority to make a sole-person decision.

o lt appears this opens the door what might be legal or not, in the comments the DCD Director at present has

expressed; I pose the question are these two committees that exist as a legislative action of the county

commissioners clearly defined as to who appoints representation and delegation of duties for either of these

committees other than the Commissioners themselves; at least reviewed and approved?
¡ This affects me as a vested citizen and tax payer because the experience with this current DCD Director as an

elected official has resulted in one way communication, one that has received my claims and grievances and has

not responded in recent years other than "thank you for your comments". That is one-way communication and I

as "those governed" in the State's constitution do not consent to the authority of this DCD Director to correct a

wrong whether or not in the DCD Director's opiníon something isn't wrong. Repetition is the best gauge of
dereliction of that duty to represent and this DCD Director has chosen that path apparently. Elected officials are

not limited to subjugation of just the vote, or even litigation, but also the court of public opinion and experience.

The lights might be off at present, but decisions are being made that impact greatly my right to life-liberty-and pursuit of
happiness. That is my declaration I make in response to this appointment that has been made. Cease and desist; at least
"advise" as required by the county charter at present.

Full of adjectives, but needed to exercise the right to expression

Ed Bowen
P.O. Box 111

Clallam Bay, WA 98326

X Virus-free. www.avg.com
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From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

Attachments:

Winborn, Mary Ellen

Thursday, May 2L,202012:30 PM

Ed Bowen

Peach, Bill; Erzen, Sue; Hunter, Brian; Murray, Joseph; Fleck, Rod; Stokan, Therese; May,
Andrew; Stoffer, Jim; Corrado, Tony, Pratt, Candace; Lotzgesell, David; Doherty, Mary;
Morris, Patti; Cameron, Ron; Richards, Nina; Turner, Norma; Gores, Alanna
RE: Claim of Violating Clallam County Charter - NPCLE and NPCMRC (External Email:
USE Caution)
FW: Request for NPC MRC amendment assistance FW: LAR #20-048: North Pacific
Coast MRC (External Email: USE Caution)

Hi Ed,

Attached is an emailthat shows DCD's relationship and communication with the Board on the NPC MRC. Deb Kucipeck
the previous County Representative took a job in the Road Department, the BOCC is only taking necessary items for their
agenda at this time and we needed to fillthe position on the NPC MRC. lfilled it with Helle Anderson. She has actually
served on the NPC MRC previously. I am sorry that it caught you by surprise.

As far as the Charter goes, I am only required to advise the BOCC on "laws relating to..." As you see by this email, we are
doing extra before we take thís resolution to the BOCC. lt's a "what comes first scenario." I have to have an employee
to shepherd and take items to the BOCC. They are not accepting unessential items right now. The NPC MRC needs a
ClallamCountyRepresentativerightnow. lhavedonethebestlcanwithallofthecircumstances.

ln the future, I would appreciate a call from you or an email before we include the Charter Review Commission on what I

consider to be a misunderstanding.

As always, thank you for paying attention. I truly wish more people in the Community would pay better attention.

Thanks again,

Mary Ellen

Mary Ellen Winborn, Director
Clalfam County Dept. of Community Development
E. 4th Street, Suite 5, Port Angeles, WA 98362
Phone: 360-417 -2323 Fax: 360-417 -2443

mwinborn@co.clallam.wa.us
htto://www.clallam .netldcd/

From: Ed Bowen [mailto: rockypt@olypen.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 2Q,2020 4:33 PM
To: Winborn, Mary Ellen
Cc: Peach, Bill; Erzen, Sue; Hunter, Brian; Murray, Joseph; FlecÇ Rod; Stokan, Therese; May, Andrew; Stoffer, Jim;
Corrado, Tony; Pratt, Candace; Lotzgesell, David; Dohefi, Mary; MorrÍs, Patti; Cameron, Ron; Richards, Nina; Turner,
Norma; Gores, Alanna
Subject: Claim of Violating Clallam County Charter - NPCLE and NPCMRC (External Email: USE Caution)
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Dear Department of Community Development Director (Elected), \¡J\",btlv ^ 9\\L0
It is my general opinion based on experience the lights must be off in the DCD, everyone must be working from
home. But that causes a problem for your constituents because how do we reach anyone at home? Therefore, I truly
hope the County will get back to NORMAL business of at least having a human being answer those telephones that we
the tax payers invested in. I don't agree with the New World Order and I clearly don't agree with the "New Normal"
image this creates. Please take your constituents' customer service core business seriously and engage in a county
reopening plan that at least provides open and transparent business. lf you look at the web site your department is
responsible for I hope you will see my point.

But expressing my grievance as a Constitutional right, I express the opinion you, the responsible and accountable
electorate, have violated the county charter. lt became apparent to me last evening that an individual/staff member of
the DCD identified themselves appointed and participating on behalf of the county as a decision making representative
(public funds involved) of at least the North Pacific Coast Marine Resource Committee. At least they introduced
themselves as representing the Clallam DCD (for which there is not a voting position on the NPCMRC for "just a DCD
representative", it ¡s a pos¡tion that represents all of Clallam County-the government). But the decisions to be made
incorporated the staff representative as meeting the latter. I cannot clearly identify who this person is; the "virtual"
meeting was not well operated in our limited rural westend technology that is available. So my opinion might be lacking
fact if "someone" out there is claiming they are representing the "Clallam DCD" in some form or error.

But here are several supporting facts:

The distribution list for the following meetings have a flaw:

Yesterday's North Pacific Coast Lead Entity (Salmon Recovery) had no one from the county (or recognizable
personal email addresses notified/included/informed). And I do not know if a "claimed" county voting
representative (public funds involved) participated; again, technology is limited for the public to participate and
witness the going's on, in my opinion.

Yesterday's North Pacific Coast Marine Resource Committee notification distribution list did not include anyone

recognizable that would have likely fit the voice of the ¡ndividual making the representative DCD claim.

Additional Fact and opinion
o Per inquiry with the Third District County Commissioner, no notification was given to at least this representative

elected official responsible for the region these two boards/committees have authority in, that a change in

representation was made for the representative staff/voting member (public funds involved).

o And this notification was not transparent to the const¡tuents of the Third District; walking in to a

meeting and learning at that hour is not transparency for a representative government, my opinion.

You and I have prior had the "constituent/elected official" argument regarding "DCD Director reporting to BOCC". ln
your argument to me you ask as a question but your communication is relevant that you believe you are not "required
to report". I continue to disagree, especially in regards that the county charter does require you to "advise". For these
particular matters above, you at least failed to "advise" the Board of Commissioners pr¡or to and in taking an action that
addresses the county on Natural Resources.

But I shale add supporting claim that you likely exceeded your author¡ty to take this action because of the following:
o Both of these committees are a function of legislative action of the BOCC, as permitted by RCW. ln those actions

neither included delegation to the DCD Director full representative authority on these committees; especially in

regards to non-Charter delegated duties, such as economic issues, recreation resources, and health and safety.
o Was your apparent decision, public and transparent? That can't be found even in the most basic of

communication tools, your department's web site. Was your decision (aside from the public/open meetings

a
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perspective) "routine and necessary"? Have you likely víolated the Governor's Order 20-28.2; and even though
it may be a decision made by one I claim it has the potential to be a broader decision because it affects the
county as a whole, representative and voting involving public funding as a whole of the county in parallel with
the authority to make a sole-person decision.

It appears this opens the door what might be legal or not, in the comments the DCD Director at present has

expressed; I pose the question are these two committees that exist as a legislatíve action of the county
commissioners clearly defined as to who appoints representation and delegation of duties for either of these
committees other than the Commissioners themselves; at least reviewed and approved?

This affects me as a vested cítizen and tax payer because the experience with this current DCD Director as an

elected official has resulted in one way communication, one that has received my claims and grievances and has

not responded in recent years other than "thank you for your comments". That is one-way communication and I

as "those governed" in the State's constitution do not consent to the author¡ty of th¡s DCD Director to correct a

wrong whether or not in the DCD Director's opinion something isn't wrong. Repetition is the best gauge of
dereliction of that duty to represent and this DCD Director has chosen that path apparently. Elected officials are

not limited to subjugation of just the vote, or even litigation, but also the court of public opinion and experience.

Virus-free. vwvw.avq.com

The lights might be off at present, but decisions are being made that impact greatly my right to life-liberty-and pursuit of
happiness. That is my declaration I make in response to this appointment that has been made. Cease and desist; at least
"advise" as required by the county charter at present.

Full of adjectives, but needed to exercise the right to expression.

Ed Bowen
P.O. Box 111

Clallam Bay, WA 98326

bdå
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Winborn, Mary Ellen

Tuesday, May L2,2020 2:08 PM

Winborn, Mary Ellen

FW: Request for NPC MRC amendment assistance FW: LAR #20-048: North Pacific
Coast MRC (External Email: USE Caution)

The contents ofthis message has been archived.
Click this link to retrieve the original message:
http:/Æ.,1V 1068/aaWeb/msg.aspx?g:26107c5d-8370-47ae-80aÊ 197052d34a9d

These attachments were also archived:
FINAL SIGNED NPC MRC RESOLUTION 92009-078.pdf (1,510.2 KB)
FW: LAR #20-048: North Pacific Coast MRC (6.9 KB)
NPC MRC Resolution.docx (47.8 KB)
imageOOl.png (0.8 KB)
image002jpg (4.0 KB)

Mary Ellen Winborn, Director

Clallam County Dept. of Community Development

E. 4th Street, Suite 5, Port Angeles , W A 98362

Phone: 360-417 -2323 Fax: 360-417-2443

mwinborn@co.clallam. wa. us

http ://www. c lal lam. net/dcd/

From: Gores, Alanna
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2020 9:00 AM
To: Tami Pokorny
Cc: Halencak, Morgann; Kennedy, Lori; Winborn, Mary Ellen
Subject: FW: Request for NPC MRC amendment assistance FW: LAR #20-048: North Pacific Coast MRC (External Email: USE
Caution)

Hi Tami,

I've added Mary Ellen Winborn - Director of the Department of Communþ Development (DCD). DCD admin supports the NPC
MRC and would be the ones who bring the attached Resolution and the interlocal agreement to the BOCC for approval.

I'm not sure who in their office had taken Deb's place, but Mary Ellen can probably assist with that question.

Please keep in mind that that the BOCC is only taking necessary items for the agenda at this time. You had stated on the phone that
this wasn't a rush. I would recommend making contact with Mary Ellen to work through the process of bringing to the BOCC for

1
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approval. We should know more around May 3l if the Governor's orders will be extended for the OPMA and if not this can come to
the BOCC in June. If extended we'll need to hold until we get a lift on the orders.

Please let me know if you have any additional questions. I'm working from home so email works best for me today. I'll be back in the
offrce on Monday.

Loni

Loni Gores

Clerk of the Board

Commissioners Offìce

223 East4th Street, Suite 4

Port Angeles,WA 98362

Phone: 360-417-2256

From: Tami Pokorny [mailto:TPokornv@cojefferson.wa.us]
Sent: Friday, May 08,20207:54 AM
To: Gores, Alanna; Halencak, Morgann
Cc: Kennedy, Lori
Subject: Request forNPC MRC amendment assistance FW: LAR #20-048: North Pacific Coast MRC (External Email: USE Caution)

Hi Loni and Morgann,

I hope this email finds you both well. I'm following up on instructions from Deb Kucipeck on how to request that the Clallam County
Commissioners approve a joint amendment to the NPC MRC Resolution now that her role there has changed. Please see below and
attached.

Is there a time when we could briefly discuss this in case you have any questions? I'd also like to check in with you about updating
our usual interlocal agreement to pass through DFW funds for Clallam representation on the NPC MRC. Is there any word yet on who
will be taking Deb's place?

I'm available all day today at 360-316-9870 or otherwise please let me know what would work best for you.

Many thanks,
Tami

2
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Tami Pokorny

Natural Resources Program Coordinator
Environmental Public Health

Jefferson County Public Health

615 Sheridan Street

Port Townsend, WA 98368
Ph:360.379.4498
Fx: 360.385.9401

<https://www.faceboo

http://www.cojefferson.wa.us/2O2lPublic'Health <http://www.co jefferso

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message, including any attachments, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and
may contain confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure, or distribution is prohibited. If you
are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the original message.

PUBLIC RECORDS ACT NOTICE: All e-mail sent to this address has been received by the Jefferson County e-mail system and is
therefore subject to the Public Records Act, a state law found at RCV/ 42.56, Under the Public Records law the County must release
this e-mail and its contents to any person who asks to obtain a copy (or for inspection) of this e-mail unless it is exempt from
disclosure under state law, including RCW 42.56.

From: Kucipeck, Deborah <dkucipeck@co.clallam.wa.us>
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2020 l0:41 AM
To: Tami Pokorny <TPokorny@cojefferson.wa.us>
Subject: FW: LAR #20-048: North Pacific Coast MRC

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments or clicking links,
especially from unknown senders.

This was the response from David.

From: David Alvarez
Sent: Monday, April 20,2020 4:23 PM

3
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To: Kucipeck, Deborah
Cc: Maupin, Kyla; Winborn, Mary Ellen; Stanley,Elizabeth
Subject: RE: LAR #20-048: North Pacific Coast MRC

Your resolution text, with reference to both counties, asking for the signatures of BoCC members in both counties, is hereby
"approved as to form."

Kyla: Please put this email chain with the paper copy of my original response to LAR #20-48

David Alvarez Working from home Work cell: 360 477 3125

From: Kucipeck, Deborah
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2020 l2:3 I PM
To: David Alvarez
Cc: Maupin, Kyla; Winborn, Mary Ellen
Subject: RE: LAR #20-048: North Pacific Coast MRC

Good afternoon David,

I hope this finds you well.

I'm attaching Jefferson County's version of our NPC MRC Resolution Amendment that incorporates your comments from the email
below.

Please review and let me know if this sounds better to you. I realize we could just bring it to the board saying it doesn't require legal
review, however, Mary Ellen and I thought it best to go this route. I'm also attaching the Legal Action Request form I sent to you in
February.

Thank you.

Deborah Kucipeck, Planner

Clallam County Dept. of Community Development

223 E.4th Street, Suite 5

Port Angeles,WA 98362

Phone (360) 417-2563

<< File: FINAL SIGNED NPC MRC RESOLUTION g2009-078.pdf >> << File:20200407 NPC MRC RESOLUTION
AmendmentDRAFT.docx >> <<

From: David Alvarez
Sent: Friday, February 07,202010:56 AM
To: Winborn, Mary Ellen;'dkucipeck@co.clallam.wa.us.'
Cc: Maupin, Kyla
Subject: LAR #20-048: North Pacific Coast MRC

Mary Ellen and Deb

Generally, the legal department doesn't have to review proposed Resolutions and "approve as to form."

This is mostly a function of the fact that Resolutions are not binding on citizens as ordinances are.

4



W ¡nyx¡rn b\?¡\4,
And almost any Resolution the County Commission wants to adopt is going to be lawful because they are just "this what we are
thinking today" documents.

BUT

Since you asked for legal review

I think this Resolution is missing crucial information.

Crucial information so that someone l0 or 20 years from now can understand what the membership of the NPC MRC is and how the
membership list expanded, contracted, whatever it is that occurs.

The Resolution should include, at least for Clallam County, the date and Resolution # for the earlier Resolution that created the NpC
MRC.

I would suggest text along these lines:

"....the above finding of fact:

l. Do hereby amend Clallam County Commission Resolution (year & number) adopted on date which created the NPC MRC (spell
this out) so that non-voting seats on that Committee shall include the following state and federal government agencies:"

Then list the agencies.

The point being that as currently written something unknown to the reader (the earlier resolution) is being amended.

It appears that ifchanges are made, then the Resolution would have to go back through legal review in Jefferson County, but I am not
sure that Jefferson County has their Prosecutor "approve as to form" a Resolution. I worked there for 16+ years and d,/n recall
approving resolutions.

CONCLUSION

In any event, you can l) ignore this and bring it to the BoCC as it d/n need legal review, 2) you can make the changes I suggest with
the approval of Jefferson County, or 3) you can adopt my text and yes the Resolutions for the two counties won't be precisely the
same. I don't think that difference would matter if both achieve the desired goal of getting two more entities a non-voting seat the
NPC MRC table.

David Alvarez

Chief Civil Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, Clallam County

223 E.4th Street, Suite I I

Port Angeles WA98362

(360) s6s-2720
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Katie K < katibird@gmail.com >

Monday, June 0L, 2020 L:50 PM

Gores, Alanna
Re: survey (External Email: USE Caution) (External Email: USE Caution)

That was supposed to be "While I am a cynic..." Google has turned off my spell check and despite Settings
using it, I cannot seem to restore it!

On Mon, Jun 1, 2020 at l:41 PM Gores, Alanna <agores@co.clallam.wa.us> wrote:

Thank you for your comment.

Loni

Loní Çores

CferÉ. of tñe ßoarl

C omtnís s íorler s Offíc e

z4 Tast 4'n Street, Suíte ¿

?ort Angefes, ^lVA gSSOz

?ñone: 36o-417-22s6

From: Katie K fmailto:katibird@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, June 01, 2020 1:33 PM

To: Gores, Alanna
Subject: survey (External Email: USE Cautíon)

Well I am a cynic with capital letters, I do thank you and the rest of the county officials for sending us that
survey about charter review.

Katie Krueger

Forks

1
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From:
Sent:
To:

Ed Bowen < rockypt@olypen.com>
Monday, June 0L, 2020 8:15 PM

Erzen, Sue; Hunter, Brian; Murray, Joseph; Fleck, Rod; Stokan, Therese; May, Andrew;
Stoffer, Jim;Corrado, Tony; Pratt, Candace; Lotzgesell, David; Doherty, Mary; Morris,
Patti; Cameron, Ron; Richards, Nina; Turner, Norma; Gores, Alanna
Multiple Points - CRC L June 2020 Ed Bowen (External Email: USE Caution)Subject:

Posted to the counfy web site is o notice of The CRC survey, my poínts:
. ft's guest¡onoble lhe only woy a citizen con porticipote ís using o third porty non-

government octivity fo submit responses let qlone even view the questions ond included
qnswers ollowed. We cqn olwoys submitfed "wrítTen comment" to the CRC clerk os
odvertísed ín the posted nolice: however, written comment isn't o survey.

o ft is not clear in the meeting of decision voted on for the survey if the word "ond"

or the word "or" ís limiting to where ond how this survey will be "broodcosted" to
the ci'tizens to porticipote. f think f heord conversotíon emphosizing "or" ond the

"':"1;':.liï:,1*:;l:iii;:ï.,fi :;1,1:";tr^if ll,ï'li;"'
restrictive/protective meons to engage one's public?

. The public notice stqtes o deodline of June 30, but thot deodline decision wos not mode in
o public/OPM form ond f guest¡on whe'fher thot is legolly bíndingZ

o The survey vote, ond olso the discussion/decisions mode during the agendo item for
continuing the CRC during Covid, ond even Ihe good of the order obout whot is
going to be oppropriote f or the CRC did not give any boses qs to whether the
survey wos cleored to be releosed during the phose of the Covid closure. This
needs t o be answ er ed bef or e i t i s legol I y challenged.

. The public notice inf ers this survey is for the purpose of the Covíd eme?gency ond lock of
public meetings (theterm public hearing used), but the decision voted on to host this
survey wos prior to the CRC voting to moke the decision to suspend CRC octivity os f
viewed it (meetings f o? the weaker agreement), so o poínt of order thot such longuoge to
the public ís incorrect ond misleqdingitself: the public might believe this is the only
chqnce they hove to porticipote. Additionol point of order, fhe CRC did not publicly
oddress this precursor longuage to the survey thot wqs approved: theref ore, if is not
correct to come up with if now without o public meeting. And why the survey now, Moy
29rh? That wosn't exploíned either in the public notice so f believe selec. ive longuoge os

used is discríminotory f or the voice of whot the people should know.
. Third, thís survey as presented is bíosed in íts formqt, it doesn't even ollow for o "yes

opinion, but not yes or no response". Biosed becouse f the citizen om limited to yes, no,

no opínion.

1
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But given you the CRC hqs movød forward in this oction to put the survey out publicolly, f
challenge you on severol other points:

You hove o deodline of June 30; is the public even oworeyou ore doing this wifh such o
short deodline gíven you hove not oddressed when you wíll return to busíness the public
can porticipote ín.

o The Public Heolth Officer disclosed todoy thot Phqse fff is of q minimum three
weeks owoy, thot the eorliest the county could enter ín to Phose fÏf is June 22. T

soy Phose fff becouse Commissíoner Ozios mode the stotement to me thot Phose
fff is when likely the county will open back up for business-physícol presence,
which would seem to fit with when the CRC could consider reopening. Who knows
in this mess of who's "ollowed" to do whot, but thot's my best guess. ff so thot
meqns you os o CRC hove o survey out there with only potentiolly I doys to go

after you'?e bock in business becquse you hove set o deqdline (?) of June 30.
These points qre olso supported by the foct since the CRC ís closed for public business
as T see it , there hosn't 6een on opprovol of the lqst meeting minutes ond theref ore a
record of decision is guestíonoble os to content (os f pointed out in the obove example
"ond" or "or" poínf of lhe survey distribution).
The public notice does not solicit if f wqnt to submit my own survey guestion ond respond
to it, the off er is not even there qnd is hopefully represented by submítling public
comment. -remember, it's oll ín f he words ond your communicqtion to the aff ec'fed publíc.
The CRC website is getting díff icult to follow; especiolly now since you ore closed for
public busíness os f see it. Not thot likely the CRC clerk hosn't tried theír best to
produce o viqble product for you, it ís f¡ttíng thot you os o body should be providing
guidonce on fhe web stte so os to ínsure clority. This is your primory meons to
communícote with the citizens of the county at large ond should be os cleor os the option
to host indivíduol communicotíons os these emoil submissíons ollow for.

o My suggestion ís you begin to copture yout thoughts on how ond when you ore going
fo get bock to business; whot's your plonZ f soy this becquse f'm olmost ot the
point I om going to pelition o segment in the Chorter that qddresses public
involvement during an eme?gency-communicotion specif icclly. The PHO hos done o
great job during the emergency but o signif icont number of county deportments
shuttered cnd ceosed oll sofe qnd vioble communicotion with the citizens: o loss of
cusïomer service.

o My suggestion is you inguire with council/porliomentqrion if reopeningthe CRC is

either yes o? no os o whole or phosed. ff phosed f would suggest considerqtion
during Phose ff ot leqst to hold ond conduct (ond publicolly) subcommittee
meetings to keep the process movíng. This would be voluoble time goined. And
ogoin, if so moke thot informotion ovoilqble on your estoblished web site.

a

a

o

Remembe r , al 'fhe lost meeting f gave my "survey" responses, porticulorly to the f our CRC 3'd

district commissioners thqt voted on thot motion but qlso lhe first in the public to respond to
2
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oll guestions opproved. Depending on how you oddress my comments obove f hove to consider
this my own "survey" response "for therecord for thewhole CRC".

Ed Bowen

P.O. Box 111

Clollom Boy,WA 98326

tr Virus-free. www. avq.com
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

William Brigden <wbrigden@gmail.com>
Thursday, June 04, 20205:42PM
Gores, Alanna
Clallam County Charter Review 2020 (External Email: USE Caution)

I am happy to supply my input to the Charter Review Commission. Thank you for supplying a convenient
avenue to do so.

Questions #2 and #5 - Election of County Commissioners.
It is my belief that the change in 2015 to make the Commissioners answerable only to their District has
seriously heightened the parochial nature of the BOCC. That is, the individuals are too fully focused on
the specifics of their District over the needs of the whole County.
I believe a better balance can be attained. Two options come to mind:
1. The most simple is to return to the pre-2015 County wide election of three Commissioners, one for
each District. Unless each Commissioner is perceived as representing a majority of the whole County
electorate, he/she will be voted out.
2. (My preference) Increase the number of Commissioners to 5 by adding two At-Large Commissioners
elected by County-wide voting. This option has the benefits of

a) making a quorum easier to attain at official meetings
b) providing more voices and discussion to issues rather than just two Commissioners representing
a majority
c) giving both District and County-wide perspective to deliberations
d) reducing the tendency of the BOCC to micromanage the Departments and activities of the
County employees. I am especially concerned that the current BOCC seems to selectively act in
some Departments while playing complete "hands-off in others. While the meddling is
concerning, the inconsistency of application is disruptive and alarming.
e) I note that all three Cit)¡ Commissions in our County include more than 5 members.

Question #3 - Election of DCD Director
This issue relates to the concept all employees must respond to: "Who is your master?" I cite specifically
the issues surrounding an inappropriate Building Permit Application made for 695 East Sequim Bay
Road. My impression is that various County officials in multiple departments and the majority of the
BOCC were willing to "throw the local neighborhood under the wheels of the bus" "for the good of the
County." That is, take the easy way out and allow a Glass Monstrosity of 32,000 square feet be built
between two homes of less than 2000 square feet all jammed onto an ecologically sensitive shore property
of only 2.5 acres. I will not add here to the discussion of the Application deficiencies, I will merely
observe that !f the DCD Director was beholden to the BOCC for job continuation, the neighbors'
arguments would have been diluted by the 70,000 voices of the County. In this instance, the elected
official made an official determination, was supported by the local neighbors and refused to knuckle
under to pressure from multiple officials within the County. Eventually, a Federal Court ruling validated
her actions. Continue with the election of DCD Director.

Question #6 - Applicability of County rules and policies to elected offrcials.
Personally,I am disappointed such a question exists. Why exclude those elected? Good for goose, good
for the gander. The only way this is an issue is if there is an underlying discussion that is not being
shared.

1
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Question #7 - Clarity of responsibilities for land use between the DCD and the BOCC.
I have read the Charter and I was amazed that the Commissioners felt they could usurp the authority listed
there for the DCD over the 695 East Sequim Bay Road issue. Apparently however, a thicker,
darker crayon needs to be used to define the borders between the two organizations. Go ahead and cut
the opportunities for the BOCC to micromanage.

Question #9 - Should the Charter address issues such as "public health and climate change"?
My belief is that the Charter describes the structure and responsibilities of the County government in
broad terms. V/hile these two or other issues may be the de rigere hot buttons, they don't belong in the
Charter. As long as we are confident that the County government is dealing with current issues, there is
no need to list these in the "Constitution." They are called "issues" because they are subject to change
over time - it is counterproductive to try to list in our most basic Charter all the past, present and future
"issues" the County must face.

Question #10 - Should the County hire a Forester?
IMO, just another example of the County trying to micromanage, aduplication of effort and waste of
resource. The State DNR is paid to manage the County owned forests. Another "cook in the kitchen" is not the
way to improve the result. I believe this is just one step in the direction of local full control of the County forest
lands and their management. Clallam County is already blessed with a chair on the state Forestry Management
Committee, a voice not afforded every county in this state. We do not need this duplication and waste. If a
specific issue is not being addressed, the grievance needs to go to DNR utilizing a contract subject matter expert
if required.

I reside at 1964 East Sequim Bay Road and my cell number is 360-460-83 19. I am open to further discussion or
clarification as necessary.

Bill Brigden
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From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:
Attachments:

Norma Turner <normagene@olympus.net>
Friday, May 29,202012:03 PM

Gores, Alanna
Sue Ezen; normagene
First of several (External Email: USE Caution)
List of potential various groups.docx

Hi Loni we are slowly but surely moving toward sending out the survey. Before it is all done we will be sending
the following documents

L. Press release

2. Packet for CRC members which will include - list of names of organizations and govt entities that received the
email and a copy of the email explanation that will include the link to the survey

3. List of organization , including their email addresses, receiving the survey - for your use

4. List of govt entities, including email addresses receiving the survey - for your use

5. Language to use in the body of the email which will explain to the recipients listed in #3 and #4 why they are
receiving it

I am attaching a copy of the organizations with their email addresses as a sample to see if it will work for you

Thanks for your help. lt is indeed much appreciated

hope this works because I am getting used to my new MAC and it is indeed different then my old PC. Need to convert
documents from MAC page to Word so if you cannot open the attachments let me know and I willtry again.

Stay safe and sane

Norma Turner

1
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Orsanizations

PABA
Pres ide ntofPABA@g ma i l.com

Olvmpic Land Trust
tom@north olym pic la ndtrust.org

Republican Partv
info @ clallamrepublicans. or g

Democrat Partv
CCD@clallamdemocrats. ors

YMCA
i nfo@o lym p ic pen i ns u laym ca.org

Bovs and Girls Glub
mbudke@bgc-op.org

Prevention Works
info@pw4kids.org

League of Women Voters
info@lwvcla.org

Olvmpic Climate Ghanqe OCA -

olyclimate@olyclimate. org

Peninsula Tennis Club
peninsulatennisclub I @gmail.com

Peninsula Behavioral Health
rebeka h m@pen i ns u la behavioral.orq

Port Angeles Chamber of Commerce
di rector@portan geles.org

Sequim Ghamber of Commerce
d i recto r@seq u i m cham ber.com

Forks Ghamber of Commerce
director@forkswa"com

Olvmpic Theaters Assoc
marketinotôo vl.l'! pictheatrearts.oro

North Olympic Health Care Network
sneff@nohn-pa.orq

JFFA
contact @ffa.org

Port Angeles Realtors Assoc
Patti Morris will send out

Sequim Realtors Assoc
Patti Morris will send out

Habitat for Humanitv
i nfo@habitatclallam.org

Pro Bono attorneys
http ://www. ci cp b l. o rg

North Peninsula Home Builders Assoc
info@npba.info

Hurricane Ridqe Winter Sports Foundation
foundation@h urricaneridge.com

Glallam Art Leaque
hangarS3@msn.com

Sarqe's Place
ct.sargesplace@gmai Lcom

Veterans' service orsantzation - Jeff Reyes:chair
jeff_r_vcc@msn"com

Countv civil service mission-SteveDchair
D eu te rrn a rq n @j u n o. co rn

OMCvolunteers -Kathy Coombes,chair
kcoombes@olympicmedical. org

OPCC free clinic
ebsjrmd@sisna.com
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Rotary club Port Anseles - Brian Smith
bsmith@citygfpa.us

CASA (now called \Mashineton Child Advocates)
vbrooks@co. clallam.wa. us

Port Anseles Food Bank
ftowell73@gmail.corn

Sequim Noon Rotary - Pat Zane

hoops@olypen.com

Feiro Marine Ce - Melissa Williams

me I issaw@fei romari nel ifece nte r. org

Olvmpic Peninsula Humane Societv

i nfo@oph u ma nesociety.org

Forks Timber Museum
i nfo@forkstim berm useu m.org

Five Acre School

offi c e@fivea c res ch o o I. o rg

Nor'Wester Rotary

chrisandlaurie@olypen.com

Olvmpic Kiwanis

crstand@olypen.com

PA Kiwanis

llovdeisenma n @aol.com.

OMC Foundation

bruce@omhf.org

Port Anqele Gommunitv Theate
PAcomm u n ityplayers@hotmai N.corn

Soroptimist lnternational of Sequim
info@sisequim.org



{¡r^u É\4-4h,Gores, Alanna

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:
Attachments:

Norma Turner < normagene@olympus.net>
Friday, May 29, 2020 3:L6 PM

Gores, Alanna
sue Ezen
List of govt entities to send survey (External Email: USE Caution)
governmental entities to send survey may 27.docx

Thanks. Loni. Let me know if there are any problems with the l¡st
Norma

1
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Olympic MedicalCenter
939 Caroline
Port Angeles, WA 98362

Forks Community Hospital
530 BogachielWa
Forks, WA 98331
lacijo @fo rkshospita l.org

Clallam County Courthouse
c/o Commissioners
223 E 4th st
Port Angeles, WA 98362

Forks City Hall

500 Division St.

Forks, WA 98331
i nfo @fo rkswash i nsto n.o rg

Sequim City Hall

152 W Cedar St

Sequím, WA 98382
cbush@sequimwa.gov

Port Angeles City Hall

321 E 5th St

Port Angeles, WA 98363
council@citvofpa.us

Hoh Tribal Council
PO Box 2196
Forks, WA 98331
Dawn.eomezta hohtribe-ncn.ore

Makah TribalCouncil
PO Box LL5
Neah Bay, WA 98352
info@makah.com

Quileute Tribal Council
PO Box279
La Push, WA 98350
qtc@q uileutenation.org

Elwha TribalCouncil
1986 Lower Elwha Road

Port Angeles, WA 98363
Willia m.wh ite @elwha.org

Ja mestown Tribal Council
1033 Old Blyn Hwy

Sequim, WA 98382
info @ ia mestowntribe.org
Cape Flattery School District
131 Hwy 112

Seiku,Wa 98381
gcolfax(acfsd40L.ore

Quileute Valley School Dist.

411 S. Spartan
Forks, WA 9833L
Diana. rea ume@qvschools.org

Port Angeles School Dist.

905 W gth

Port Angeles, WA 98362
Marty Brewer, Supt

Sequim School Dist
505 N Sequim Ave
Sequim, WA 98382
jstoffe r@ seq u imschoo ls.o rg

Clallam Bay School District
16933 WA-112
Clallam Bay, WA 98326

Crescent School Dist
PO Box 20
Joyce, WA 98343
David Bingham, suit

Peninsula Housing Authority
2603 S Francis St

Port Angeles, WA 98362
Sarah Martinez, Exec Dir

Port of Port Angeles
202 N Cedar
Port Angeles, WA 98362
ka reng@ portofpa.com

Clallam Conservation Dist

info@clallamcd.org

PUD

info@cla lla m pud. net
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Sue Erzen <suerzen@gmail.com>
Friday, May 29,2020 2:4L PM

Gores, Alanna
Survey Documents (External Email: USE Caution)
survey cover email 5.21-.20.docx; Survey to Newspapers.docx;
surveyemai ltoC RCom missioners.docx; Su rvey - orgs.docx

good Afternoon Loni,

Thank you for being the person who sends out our documents related to the Charter Review Survey.

I have attached:

1. A press release for the survey which has a link to the survey - document "Survey to Newspapers"
2. An email to fellow CRC commissioners - document "Survey email to CRC"
3. An email which has a link to the survey that should be sent to all the organizations and government agencies
that are listed on the document that Norma's sent to you - Document "Survey cover email"
4. A list for the CRC commissioners of all the organizations and government agencies we are sending the
email/survey to.

Please send the CRC commissioners email (#2) with2 attact nents: (#1 &, #4)

I'm home, so give me a call if this is not clear. I so appreciate you doing this as I still cannot add attachments
to my email from Clallam.net.

Gratefully,
Sue

1
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Subject: Please take this survey about changes to our Clallam County Home Rule Charter

To: Clallam County Citizens, and Community and Government Organizations

From: Sue Erzen, Chair, Clallam County Charter Review Commission

Date: May 29,2O2Q

PLEASE TAKE THE SURVEY
about Ghanges to Our Glallam Gounty Home Rule Gharter

Fellow Citizens of Clallam County:

The Clallam County Charter Review Commission was elected in 2019 to review the Clallam County Charter,
propose changes, if needed, and place amendments to the Charter on the ballot. We have temporarily
suspended meetings due to COVID L9 rules. Because we cannot hold public hearings at this time, we created

a survey to receive your input about the structure of our county.

Click on the survey of 10 q u estions at: https://www.su rvevm o n kev.com/r/G M K8TC9

The survey is available untilJune 30,2O2O. Access to the survey is limited to one per email address.

We need your help distributing our survey to as many citizens in Clallam County as possible. Please forward
this emailto your members, employees and/or friends.

Thank you for participating in the survey and helping us with distribution. We apologize if you receive

duplicates of this email.

The 2020 Clallam County Charter Review Commission

District 1: Tony Corrado, Sue Erzen (Chair) , David Lotzgesell, Candace Pratt, Jim Stoffer
District 2: Ron Cameron, Mary Doherty, Patti Morris, Nina Richards, Norma Turner (l't Vice Chair)
District 3: Rod Fleck, Brian Hunter, Andrew May, Joseph Murray (2nd Vice Chair), Therese Stokan
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To Editors: Peninsula Daily News, Sequim Gazette

From: Sue Erzen, Chair, Clallam County Charter Revíew Commission

Re: Citizen lnput to Charter Review Commission under COVID 19 Rules

PRESS RELEASE

Charter Review Commission

Clallam County is one of seven counties (out of 39 counties in the state) to have a Home Rule Charter. The Home Rule

Charter allows local cítizens to vote on how the county government is structured. The Charter Review Commission (CRC)

considers possible amendments to the Home Rule Charter. Voters then vote on each amendment in a general election.

The Commission wants public input about changes to the Clallam County Charter by filling out a survey at:
https : //www.su rvevmo n kev.com/r/G M K8TC9

The survey has L0 multiple choice questions and an option to say "no opinion." lt is available untilJune 30,

2O2O. Access to the survey is limited to one per email address.

Due to the current pandemic, the Clallam County Charter Review Commission has temporarily suspended its meetings

and cannot hold public hearings. ln its search for public input, the Commíssion created a survey to receive citizen

input about the structure of the county. They are trying to reach as many citizens of Clallam County as

possible by putting the survey on line and asking organizations to forward it to their members and employees.

The survey is one way that the Commission is seeking public input. Written comments can also be sent to the
Charter Review Commission at agores@co.clallam.wa.us The survey will inform the Commission discussions

when they reconvene.

The survey covers both new topics and topics that have been considered in the past: the number of commissioners, the
frequency of Charter Review Commission elections, the election of the Director of the Department of Community
Development, the addition of issues such as health or climate concerns to the Charter, the number of signatures

requíred for an initiative to repeal the charter, the application of personnel rules to elected officials, the authority of the
Director of Community Development and the Board of County Commissioners in land use issues.

ln their quest to have the survey reach as many citizens as possible, the Commission regrets that the public may receive

duplicate emails with links to the survey.

The 2020 Clallam County Charter Review Commission

District 1: Tony Corrado, Sue Erzen, David Lotzgesell, Candace Pratt, Jim Stoffer
District 2: Ron Cameron, Mary Doherty, Patti Morris, Nina Richards, Norma Turner
District 3: Rod Fleck, Brian Hunter, Andrew May, Joseph Murray, Therese Stokan
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Fellow Charter Review Commissioners,

I hope this finds you, your family and friends well.

As per the vote at our April 23'd meeting, we're sending out the Survey about changes to the Charter.
Please note that Commissioner Murray did not support sending it out but was a great help with editing
and revising the survey and attachments. Commissioner Turner and myself voted to proceed with the
intent of the motion* that was approved 9-4 at the April 23'd meetíng. Also, many "thanks" to
Commissioner Morris who patiently put the survey on Survey Monkey through several edits.

Attached is:

¡ A press release
o An email that is being sent to Clallam County service and government organizations.
o A list of the Service and Government Organizations.
o The link to the survey is imbedded in the press release and the email.

Respectfully,

Sue Erzen, Chair

Clallam County Charter Review Commission

* Action taken from Draft Minutes of Aoril 23 meeting: Turner moved to move
forward with putting out the suruey rece¡ved on Apr¡l 22t 2O2O on Suruey Monkey or
other avenues, seconded; mot¡on carr¡ed (9 voted in favor of and 4 voted opposed)



Organizations sent the CRC
survey

PABA

Olympic Land Trust

Republican Party
Democrat Party
YMCA

Boys and Girls Club

Prevention Works

League of Women Voters

Olympic Climate Change OCA -

Peninsula Tennis Club
Peninsula Behavioral Health

Port Angeles Chamber of Commerce

Sequim Chamber of Commerce

Forks Chamber of Commerce

Olympic Theater Assoc

North Olympic Health Care Network
JFFA

Port Angeles Realtors Assoc

Sequim Realtors Assoc

Habitat for Humanity

Pro Bono attorneys

North Peninsula Home Builders Assoc

Hurricane Ridge Winter Sports Foundation

Clallam Art League

Sarge's Place

Veterans' service organization -
County civil service commission -
OMC volunteers
OPCC free clinic
Rotary club Port Angeles -
CASA (now called Washington Child
Advocates)
Port Angeles Food Bank
Sequim Noon Rotary

Feíro Marine Center

Olympic Peninsula Humane Society

Forks Timber Museum

þ¡z<rf¡\o l"o

Five Acre School

Nor'Wester Rotary
Olympic Kiwanis

PA Kiwanis

OMC Foundation

Port Angele Community Theatre

Soroptimist lnternational of Sequim

Governmental entities sent the
survey

Olympic Medical Center

Forks Community Hospital/ West End

Outreach

Clallam County Courthouse

Forks City Hall

Sequim City Hall

Port Angeles City Hall

Hoh TribalCouncil

Makah TribalCouncil

Quileute Tribal Council

Elwha Tribal Council

Jamestown Tribal Council

Cape Flattery School District

Quileute Valley School Dist.

Port Angeles School Dist.

Sequim School Dist

Clallam Bay School D¡strict

Crescent School Dist.

Peninsula Housing Authority

Port of Port Angeles

Clallam County PUD

Clallam Conservation District



Gores, Alanna .trD\&"^ çltlu
From:
Sent:
lo:
Subject:

Stokan, Therese

Sunday, June 07, 2020 5:02 PM

Gores, Alanna; Erzen, Sue

RE: Charter Review Commission Survey....response to this, and other questions....in
anticipation of this coming week's meeting

Chair Sue Erzen,

I believe it was the understandíng of the CRC, at our last meeting (on a/ß/2O20), that all future business, CRC meetings
and committee meetings were halted, due to COV|DL9.

I have a few questions:

1. Was this an inaccurate assumption?

When one of our Homelessness Committee CRC members started an e-mail chain, regarding our committee work,
subsequent to 4/23/2020, we were reminded that CRC business had been halted.

I know that community member, Ed Bowen, who has attended all of our CRC meetings, has sent an e-mail with a
number of concerns, including questions about the survey.

2. D¡d you send a response letter to Mr. Bowen, regarding his concerns? May I have a copy of that response?

3. May I have a comprehensive list of where the survey was sent? Which new publications, on-line sites, if any, and
service and government organizat¡ons?

4. While I have not included all of the charter review commissioners on this e-mail, I suspect that they might appreciate
a response to these questions, also.

Thank you,

Therese

---Original Message-----
From: Gores, Alanna
Sent: Fri 5/29/2020 7:08 PM
To: Cameron, Ron; Corrado, Tony; Doherty, Mary; Erzen, Sue; Fleck, Rod; Gores, Alanna; Hunter, Brian; Lotzgesell, David;
May, Andrew; Morris, Patti; Murray, Joseph; Richards, Nina; Pratt, Candace; Stoffer, Jim; Stokan, Therese; Turner,
Norma
Subject: Charter Review Commission Survey

1

Fellow Charter Review Commissioners,



I hope this finds you, your family and friends well.

As per the vote at our April 23rd meeting, we're sending out the Survey about changes to the Charter. Please note that
Commissioner Murray did not support sending it out but was a great help with editing and revising the survey and
attachments. Commissioner Turner and myself voted to proceed with the intent of the motion* that was approved 9-4
at the April 23rd meeting. Also, many "thanks" to Commissioner Morris who patiently put the survey on Survey Monkey
through severaledits.

Attached is:

A press release

An email that is being sent to Clallam County service and government organizat¡ons.

A list of the Service and Government Organizations.

The link to the survey is imbedded in the press release and the email.

Respectfully,

Sue Erzen, Chair

Clallam County Charter Review Commission

* Action taken from Draft Minutes of April 23 meeting: Turner moved to move forward with putting out the survey
received on April 22,2O2O on Survey Monkey or other avenues, seconded; motion carríed (9 voted in favor of and 4
voted opposed)

Loni Gores

Clerk of the Board

Shu.q^bhlz",

2

Commissioners Office



223 EasT 4th Street, Suite 4

Port Angeles, WA 98362

Phone: 360-4L7-2256

Snf.nÇ{tl¿-

3



Gores, Alanna Sf,Ut¿øn t}tlzu

Sent:
From: Stokan, Therese

Sunday, June 07,2020 3:33 PM

R R; Therese; tony.corrado@gmail.com
Gores, Alanna; Stoffer, Jim; Miller, Ted; Lotzgesell, David; Erzen, Sue; pratt, Candace;
Doherty, Mary; Morris, Patti; Cameron, Ron; Richards, Nina; Turne¡ Norma; Hunter,
Brian; Murray, Joseph; Fleck, Rod; May, Andrew; e.flesher@gmail.com;
hermanabaheda@aol.com
RE: Re Legal opinion Regarding Proposed EMF Amendment (External Email: usE
Caution)

Subject:

Hello Chair Sue Erzen and Fellow CRC Commissioners

(This is for information only. Reminder: Please do not "reply all" to this e-mail.)

I am forwarding this e-mail to CRC Commissioner Anthony (Tony) Corrado, for his review. I am uncertain of his county e-
maíl address, so I am sending this to his personal e-mail address.

Since becoming the newest member of the CRC, I am uncertain if Tony received a copy of all of our county e-mail
addresses.

Also, I am uncertain if he has access to allof the preceding e-mails, but lwanted to make sure that he is aware of Ron
Richards' e-mail from 4/10/2020, in response to the expressed legal opinion, regarding EMF.

As you all may (or may not) know, Ron Richards is an attorney, who has previously served as a county commissioner of
Clallam County. He brings a wealth of knowledge and experience to our meetings, for which I am very grateful!

Tony was a member of the public, offering comment on the issue of EMF, as you may recall, before he became a
member of the CRC.

Thanks for your review, Commissioner Corrado, and all.

(Thís is for information only. Reminder: Please do not "reply all" to this e-maí|.)

Thanks,
Therese Stokan
CRC - District 3

-----Origina I Message----
From : R R [mailto:rona ldnrichards@gma il.com]
Sent: Fri 4/LO/2O2O9:47 AM
To: Stokan, Therese; Therese
Cc: Gores, Alanna; Stoffer, Jim; Miller, Ted; Lotzgesell, David; Erzen, Sue; Pratt, Candace; Doherty, Mary; Morris, patti;
Cameron, Ron; Richards, Nina; Turner, Norma; Hunter, Brian; Murray, Joseph; Fleck, Rod; May, Andrew;
e.flesher@gmaíl.com
Subject: Re Legal Opinion Regarding Proposed EMF Amendment (External Email: USE Caution)

To:
Cc:

1

April 10,2020
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HiTree:

The legal opinion that I commented on last night regarding the proposed EMF
amendment, and the legal opinions offered by three members of the CRC in
oppositíon to proceeding with a hearing on the proposed EMF amendment,
seemed biased ín favor of rejecting any attempt to address the EMF issue.
The doctrines and provisions of the United States Constitution that were
cited in those opinions (the lnterstate Commerce Clause, the Supremacy
Clause, and Federal Preemption), are all related to a prohibition of state
and local governments "regulating" conduct that the federal government has
chosen to exercise exclusíve control over. These doctrines and provisions
do not prohibit state and local governments from attempting to force
federal agencies to follow the federal laws under which the agencies are
required to operate. ln my estimation, that is all the proposed amendment
attempted to do.

Commissioner Morris' objection that the county has no control of State
Highways or City Streets is true, but her assertion that the related
infrastructure is all proposed for State Highways in not true. As you
know, 5G requires a large number of antennae in close proximity to the
target (no pun intended) audience. This will require the use of many
county rights-of-way over which the county has exclusive control.

To remove any suggestion that the county would be attempting to "regulate"
through the proposed amendment, I would recommend rephrasing the proposed
EMF amendment as follows:

"Therefore, the Clallam County Charter Review Commission hereby proposes
that Article Xll - GENERAL PROVISIONS, Section 12.30, be amended to read as
follows:

2

ARTICLE XII - GENERAL PROVISIONS
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Section t2.3O: Franchises All franchises granted by the Commissioners
shall be for a fixed term not to exceed 20 years and no exclusive franchise
shall be granted for the use of any street, road or public place. All
franchises shall be subject to the power of eminent domain and the right of
the Commissioners or the people acting for themselves through the
initiative or referendum to repeal, amend or modify the franchise in the
interest of the public; and every ordinance granting a franchise shall
contain a reservation of these rights. ln any proceeding under eminent
domain the franchise itself shall have no value. No franchise shall be
granted in which any Commissioner has a direct or indirect contractual or
financial interest. *No franchise shall be granted for new
telecommunications equipment that em¡ts electromagnetic radiation that is

data modulated and operates above L GHz in frequency unless the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC) has complied with its obligations under the
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as amended, and the National
Historic Preservation Act, as amended.*

ln the above proposed Charter amendment, underlined words or letters are
intended to be added, and words or letters with a strikethrough are
intended to be deleted."

This suggestion is written to fit within the form that I have previously
suggested using for proposed charter amendments. That form, related to
making the Prosecuting Attorney a non-partisan position, is attached to
this email. To use that form you must rewrite the findings so that they
relate to the current proposed amendment, and you should follow the
procedures and make the motion that I suggested in the attached email to
Nina and Norma regarding the Prosecuting Attorney proposed amendment.

The United Keetoowah Band of Cherokee lndians ln Oklahoma has won a lawsuit
against the FCC for not complying with NEPA and NHPA in regard to the FCC

orders approving 5G installations. See

https://www.cadc.uscourts.gov/internet/opinions. nsf/40018ED4E8464296852584510050S5C7/S file/L8-1.L29-
1801375.pdf

This case is interesting reading and demonstrates how badly the FCC has

failed to comply with its statutory requirements. This situation would
certainly justify including the proposed amendment in the Clallam County
Charter.

3



Sincerely,

Ron Richards

360-457-7787
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Gores, AIanna Cu,rrrdro Qøloo
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:
Attachments:

Corrado, Tony
Monday, June 08, 2020 10:01 AM
Gores, Alanna
Erzen, Sue

Posting for next meeting
200524-ADDITION OF SECTION 12.80 HEALTH AND SAFETY TO ARTICLE XII- docx.docx;
200524- ADDITION TO ARTICLE XII Section 12.30- Franchises.docx;200524-Article II-
ELECTIONS FOR BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS. Section 2.20- Composition and Term of
Office.docx; 200524-RESTORE PROPOSALS- ARTICLE 3.SO.docx

Loni,
Kindly forward this as required by the Chairwoman for the initial public positng required before we can take up these
attached items for consideration.

Per the Bylaws under which the CRC operates, I am requesting that the followíng proposed amendments to the County
Charter, attached to this email, be sent to all CRC Commissioners prior to the next scheduled meeting of the CRC. I am
also requiring that these amendments be placed on the agenda for the scheduled meeting following this posting. lt is my
intention to make the motions requesting adoption of these amendments at the second meeting. lt is a

recommendation that all subsequent minutes of meetings considering votes for or against such amendments be
recorded wíth a name and vote made by each CRC Commissioner.

Reference Bylaws:

Section 1. No motion shall be entertained for adoption of a proposed amendment of an Article

of the Charter unless notice has been given to the Commission at the previous meeting that

said amendment will be considered.

Section 2. The adoption of proposed amendments to the Charter for the submission to the

County Electorate shalloccuratthe meetingto be held afterthree days public notice has been

given that the proposed amendments were considered for adoption at the previous meeting of

the Commission and that the proposed amendments will be voted on at the next meeting of the

Commission.

a. The vote shall be for the adoption of all the proposed amendments one-by-one.

b. Passage of the motion to adopt a proposed amendment shall require the approval of a

majority of the members of the Commission.

1



EXHIBIT A (on,rnÀrtbl tl4i2
Proposed Ballot Measure: I

Article II-ELECTIONS FOR BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS. Section 2.20: Composition and Term of
Office

The Clallam County Charter Review Commission proposes an amendment to the Clallam County Home
Rule Charter, conceming elections of Commissioners to the Board of County Commissioners. This
amendment would require each Commissioner to be nominated and elected at large, i.e.
by a countywide majority, during the general election, replacing the provision that allows each Commissioner to
be elected solely by the voters of his or her represented district. Should this amendment be:
Approved. . .

Rejected....

Explanatory Statement:
ELECTIONS FOR BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

The Clallam County Home Rule Charter provides that the Board of County Commissioners should
consist of three (3) members, each of whom shall be nominated by the voters of his or her respective
district during the primary election, and elected solely by the voters of his or her represented district during the
general election. See Home Rule Charter, art.II, section 2.20, Composition & Terms of Office. The
amendment, if adopted, would restore voting for a Clallam County Commissioner, for both the primary and the
general elections, to those voters registered in the County the candidate is seeking to represent. In other words,
countywide, atlarge voting, during the general election.

This statement was prepared by Tony Corrado

Corresponding Change to Charter (if the amendment is adopted):
Article II-ELECTIONS FOR BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS. Section 2.202 Composition and Term of
Offïce

The Board of County Commissioners shall consist of three (3) members. The Commissioners shall be
nominated and elected solely by the voters at large for a term of four years as provided in this chapter. The
practice of voting for Board of County Commissioners solely by the voters of his or her represented district is
discontinued.



EXHIBIT A
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Proposed Ballot Measure: 2
ADDITION TO ARTICLA, XII Section 12.30: Franchises

The Clallam County Charter Review Commission proposes an amendment to the Clallam County Home Rule
Charter, concerning the protection of health and safety for all citizens. This amendment would require that the
Charter be amended to add a new paragraph to section to Section 12.30 Franchises. This change will require
that the commissioners take all required and necessary legal actions to ensure that any franchise associated with
new radio frequency devices or systems operating in the micro or millimeter wave frequency range, be
accompanied by a scientific study determining that such law, regulation or franchise is in compliance with the
National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA) prior to the enactment or granting of any franchise.
Approved. . .

Rejected. . . .

Explanatory Statement:
ADDITION TO ARTICLD XII Section 12.302 Franchises

The Clallam County Home Rule Charter does not contain any provisions that ensure the adequacy of health and
safety studies prior to the approval by the Commissioners of franchises. This proposed change would require
that Board Of County Commissioners (BOCC) act solely upon a scientific basis that proves the health and
safety of citizens will not be endangered by actions enabling any electromagnetic franchises emitting radio
waves in the micro or millimeter wave frequency range. Any approvals for such equipment would require that a
National Environmental Protection Act analysis be conducted prior to any such approval actions.

This statement was prepared by Tony Corrado

Corresponding Change to Charter (if the amendment is adopted)
ADDITION TO ARTICLE XII Section 12.30: Franchises

The Clallam County Charter is herein revised to add the followingpaîagraph to Section 12.80 franchises. The
BOCC shall take all required and necessary legal actions to ensure that any franchise associated with new radio
frequency devices or systems operating in the micro or millimeter wave frequency range, be accompanied by a
scientific study determiningthat such law, regulation or franchise is in compliance with the National
Environmental Protection Act CIEPA) prior to the enactment or granting of any franchise.



EXHIBIT A Ct r¿^o\o táø1",
Proposed Ballot Measure: 3
CHANGE TO ARTICLE 3.50

The Clallam County Charter Review Commission proposes an amendment to the Clallam County Home Rule
Charter, concerning an addition to Article 3.50 to enable the citizens to request that resolutions be placed on the
ballot for adoption or rejection by vote during the general election process. Such resolutions will require that
the Board Of County Commissioners (BOCC) hold open hearings and a vote on each submitted resolution.
Such resolutions shall be valid for ballot submission if a minimum of 500 registered voters of Clallam County c
sign a petition clearly stating the intent of the resolution.
Accepted.....
Rejected. . . .

Explanatory Statement:
CHANGE TO ARTICLE 3.50

The Clallam County Home Rule Charter has eliminated, or made moot, the Charter provisions for section 3.50.
This change would make the Section relevant and responsive to the voices of the people. This change provides
the process by which citizen resolutions can be placed on the ballot and decided upon by the majority of voters.
If approved at a general election, the resolutions would be required to be voted upon by the BOCC within 120
days of their submission.
This statement was prepared by Tony Corrado

Corresponding Change to Charter (if the amendment is adopted)
CT{ANCE TO ARTICLE 3.50

Resolutions can be created and submitted for review and decision action to and by the Board of County
Commissioners. Such resolutions are valid for submission review if approved by a minimum of 500 registered
voters who have signed a petition clearly stating the proposed resolution.
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EXHIBIT A

Proposed Ballot Measure: 4
Article XII, Section 12.80 HEALTH AND SAFETY

The Clallam County Charter Review Commission proposes an amendment to the Clallam County Home Rule
Charter, concerning the protection of health and safety for all citizens. This amendment would require that the
Charter be amended to add a new section to Article XII, Section 12.80 HEALTH AND SAFETY. This change
will require that the commissioners take all required and necessary legal actions to ensure thatany law,
regulation or franchise consider the health, safety and quality of life of its citizens. It establishes a requirement
that the Board of County Commissioners (BOCC) implement actions that ensure the creation of affordable
housing for the homeless, an adequate supply of clean potable water and a sustainable source of food
production.
Approved. . .

Rejected. . . .

Explanatory Statement
ADDITION TO ARTICLE XII

The Clallam County Home Rule Charter does not contain any provisions that ensure the adequacy of health and
safety studies prior to the approval by the Commissioners of laws, regulations and franchises. This proposed
change would require that BOCC act to ensure that adequate oversight and studies address the issues of
homelessness, water and food sustainability. It is required that the BOCC take the steps necessary to ensure the
needs of every citizen are met for the next 5- l0 years

This statement was prepared by Tony Corrado

Corresponding Change to Charter (if the amendment is adopted):
ADDITION OF SECTION 12.80 HEALTH AND SAFETY TO ARTICLE XII:

The Clallam County Charter is herein revised to add Section 12.80 to Article XII. The BOCC shall take all
required and necessary legal actions to ensure that an analysis is conducted and a plan generated that ensure
adequate low cost housing and sustainable water and food production are ensured through the year 2030. Such
action to be completed within 1 year.



Gores, Alanna fur^e,r Vlvdto
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

Attachments:

Norma Turner <normagene@olympus.net>
Wednesday, June 1-0, 2020 3:27 PM

Gores, Alanna
normagene; candace Pratt
Proposal to amend 6.20 - please share with CRC for June Ll- meeting
USE Caution)
proposal to amend 6.20.docx

(External Email:

Loni. Please share this attachment with CRC for the June 11 meeting.
Please let me know if you have any trouble opening it.

Thanks
Norma and Candace

1



T\¡rvte.ø
A proposal to amend 6.20 of the Clallam County Charter \ø \ \o \ao

Submitted by Norma Turner and Candace Pratt

Proposed Ballot Measure:
ADDITION TO ARTICLE \II Section 6.20 : Duties and Responsibilities

The Clallam County Charter Review Commission proposes an amendment to the Clallam Coun-
ty Home Rule Chaner, concerning the protection due process for Clallam County Courthouse
employees. This amendment would require that the Charter be amended to add a new sentence to
section to Section 6.20 This change will require that the county administrator hold no other posi-
tions in county govemment in order to ensure equal treatment to all departments and employees
of county government.
Approved. . .

Rejected. . . .

Explanatory Statement:
ADDITION TO ARTICLE VI Section 6.20: Duties andResponsibilities

The Clallam County Home Rule Charter currently does not prohibit the Clallam County Admin-
istrator from holding other positions within county government. The current Administrator con-
currently holds two positions of authority, first as County Administrator and second as Director
of Human Resources. Serving these two roles together denies county employees an objective
and fair review of grievances. County Policy 235 section 50.1 step 2 states o''When a non-
disciplinary appeal cannot be resolved with the department procedure, then appeal shall be di-
rected to the Human Resource Director in writing. The Director will investigate the matter and
make a recommendation on the appeal to the Administrator. The Administrator shall review the
record of the investigation and recoÍrmendation and make a decision, in writing. The adminis-
trator may conduct further interviews or request further information before making a decision.
The decision of the Administrator shall be final.'n When one person holds complete control
over the process it denies the employees a transparent, open and objective process in human re-
sources issues-

New section 6-20 will read:

The Administrator shall be directly responsible to the Commissioners and he or she shall serve
the Commissioners and the county by making recommendations concerning the affairs of the
county as may be necessary; keeping the Commissioners advised as to the needs of the county
and making recommendations when appropriate; preparing and submitting the proposed annual
budget to the Commissioners; supervising, performing, and delegating other responsibilities as

may be prescribed by this Charter or be required of him or her by ordinance or resolution of the
Commissioners . The County Administrator wíll not hold øny of other position wíthin county
government during hß or her term of employment. The Administrator and any other officer or
offtcers or the county are authori zed to exercise and perform any of their duties or responsibili-
ties through any of their respective subordinates.



Gores, Alanna ótùtt ø-.

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:
Attachments:

TH ERESE STOKAN < hermanabaheda@aol.com >

Wednesday, June 10, 20207:39 PM

Erzen, Sue; suerzen@gmail.com
Gores, Alanna; Stokan, Therese
Just 5 slides to discuss Public Comment (External Email: USE Caution)
attachment 2.pptx; ATT2095303.htm; 2006L0-Tree Survey.pptx;4TT2095304.htm

Hello Chair Sue Erzen,

I am forwarding this to you and our Clerk, Alanna Gores, with the hope that these 5 slides can be presented
during tomorrow's CRC BlueJeanslZoom meeting, for those who will be able to view them.

I think this is worthwhile, even ifjust a few members of the public participate. It will show the public and
remind all of us, that CRC is about ooWe The People" and all of the public comments are carefully reviewed,
compiled, and considered!

Please forward to our technical/IT assistant.

Thanks!
Therese Stokan
Charter Review Commissioner, District 3

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: THERESE STOKAN <hermanabaheda@aol.c
Date: June 10, 2020 at7:30:44 PM PDT
To : hermanabaheda@.aol. com
Subject: Fwd: 200610-Tree Survey .pptx



Procedures Followed For This Summ ary

' Point of clarification, as of 6/02/202O: Anthony (T9ny)_Corrado had submitted public comments, before
being elected/sworn in a.s.the n.ewest Charter Review'Commission member, on'4IZiLIOZÓ.Îfre'e--mãils
and public comment,.which he submitted, while a non-CRC member, are included in the tally^of pu¡i¡c-

comments, submitted before his election/swearing in, on Thúrsday evening,4l23lZtiÛ.1 '

' As of 3/tO, Comments from Charter Review Commissioners are excluded from this and future
sum ma nes.

' Totals provided, represent comments from members of the public only.

' lf someone came to give an in-person comment and, also, sent an e-mail, that
person was only counted, once. (e.g. EMF issue - Tony Corrado and Noah Bresler

' lf an e-mail was sent with two people signed, each person was counted.

' Dates documented are dates that either a public comment was made in-person or
the date that we received the e-mail from our Clerk.

' Note that some individuals provided comment on a topic, more than once. Each

comment is dated on the issue, whether comment was in-person or by e-mail. Again,
that individual is only counted as "1" on the topic, despite more than one comment.
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Rank Ordering of Top 9 lssues. Remainders
had 2 or less People.

L. Re: EMF (Electromagnetic Field) (23 people)

2. Re: Homelessness (7 people)

3. Re: for County Commissioners, By District (G people)
4. Re: Department of Community Development (6 people)

5. Re: Water Security Amendment (3 people)

6. Re: Amendment to Prioritize Climate Solutions (3 people)
7. Re: Proposal for Heavy Equipment Emergency Response Plan (3 people)

8. Re: Sound Quality at Meetings (3 people)

9. Re: Department of Community Development should be an Elected
Position (3 people)

V,

9
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Recommendations To
Achieve Progress

' CRC should proceed to debate and ímplementthe top 4 initiatives
immediately.
L. Re: EMF (Electromagnetic Field) (23 people)
2. Re: Homelessness (7 people)
3. Re: for county commissioners, By District {6 p,,eop-le}
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Regarding the CRC Survey:

1. One person appreciative - G/OI

2. One person with a number of questions about the survey 6/02,
including:

a. "..does this vote for the survey violate the ADA and other
restrictive/protective means to engage one's public?"

b. ".Jhe public notice states a deadline of June 30, but that deadline
decision was not made in a public/OPM form and lquestion whether
that is legally binding."

0
d

F



Continued

c. ".Jhe survey vote.and also the discussion/decisions made during the asenda item for
continuing the CRC.9rt11g^cpYlD, and even the good of the order ãbout rifrat is going to
þe appropriate for the CRC did not give anv basel as to whether the survev was cieaieO to
be released during,the phase of the COVID closure. This needs to be answered before it is
legally challer
dr "Thq.public notice infers this survey is for the purpose of the COV¡D emergency and lack
of public meetings (the term public hêaring used), but the decision voted on"to h'ost ffr¡i

i,iligY 
was prior to the CRC voting to make the decision to suspend CRC activity, as I view

e. "..this survey, as presented, is bias.ed in its format, it doesn't even altow for a "yes
opinion, but not yes or no response."
f. "the CRC website is getting difficult to follow..."

9...***Be sure to include this resident's survey responses for the record for the whole CRC.
(Need to ascertain that this is done).
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Gores, Alanna ,<ìÐuLq-.

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Tree Stokan < olypenprogressiveorganizing@ g mail.com >

Thursday, June l-1, 2020 9:15 AM
Gores, Alanna; Ezen, Sue; suezen@gmail.com
200611-Tree Summary.pptx Corrected slides (External Email: USE Caution)
200611-Tree Su mmary.pptx; ATT2 118698.txt

Hello Alanna,

Here are: Corrected slides - thanks...plus the other 2 in previous email, for total of 5 slides.

Thanks for trying to do this!

Therese Stokan
Charter Review Commissíoner, District 3

1



Procedures Followed For This Summ ary

' Point of clarification, as of 6/02/2020: Anthony (Tgny)_Corrado had submitted public comments, before
being elected/sworn in a.s.the nêwest Charter Review'Commission member, on'4tZitIOzÓ.Ífre'e--máils
and public comment,.which he submitted, while a non-CRC member, are included ¡n thè tallv^oJ óubl¡ð-

comments, submitted before his election/swearing in, on Thúrsday evening,4l23lZtZÛ.1 '

' As of 3/tO, Comments from Charter Review Commissioners are excluded from this and future
sum ma nes.

' Totals provided, represent comments from members of the public only.

' lf someone came to give an in-person comment and, also, sent an e-mail, that
person was only counted, once. (e.g. EMF issue - Tony Corrado and Noah Bresler

' lf an e-mail was sent with two people signed, each person was counted.

' Dates documented are dates that either a public comment was made in-person or
the date that we received the e-mail from our Clerk.

' Note that some individuals provided comment on a topic, more than once. Each

comment is dated on the issue, whether comment was in-person or by e-mail. Again,
that individual is only counted as "l-" on the topic, despite more than one comment.
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People
L. Re: EMF (Electromagnetic Field) (23 people)

2. Re: Homelessness (7 people)

3. Re: for County Commissioners, By District (6 people)
4. Re: Department of Community Development (G people)

5. Re: Water Security Amendment (3 people)

6. Re: Amendment to Prioritize Climate Solutions (3 people)
7. Re: Proposal for Heavy Equipment Emergency Response Plan (3 people)
8. Re: Sound Quality at Meetings (3 people)

9. Re: Department of Community Development should be an Elected
Position (3 people)

Rank Ordering of Top 9 I

had 2 or less
Remainders
a
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Recom mendations To Ach ieve Progress

' CRC should proceed to debate and up/down vote on the top 4
in itiatives i m med iately.
L. Re: EMF (Electromagnetic Field) (23 people)
2. Re: Homelessness (7 people)

;r ),.
District
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CHARTER REVIEW COM MISSION

COMMITTEE LIST



CHARTER REVIEW COMMISSION
COMMITTEES

DepaÊment of Community Develooment - Issues Committee¡
Commissioner Stoffer
Commissioner Morris
Commissioner Turner
Commissioner Pratt

DepaËment of Community Develooment - Code Enforcement Issues
Committee:
Commissioner Lotzgesel I

Commissioner Cameron
Commissioner Morris

County Administrator Issues Committee:
Commissioner Turner
Commissioner Pratt
Commissioner Lotzgesell

Homelessness Committee:
Commissioner Pratt
Commissioner Stokan
Commissioner Turner
Commissioner Dohefi
Commissioner Stoffer

j:\public\chafter review\2020\committees\committee roster.docx


