
 

White Salmon City Council Meeting 
A G E N D A  

May 15, 2019 – 6:00 PM 
Fire Hall, 220 NE Church, White Salmon, Washington 98672 

 

Call to Order and Presentation of the Flag 

Roll Call 

Comments 

Changes to the Agenda 

Business Items 
1. Our Klickitat - Mental Health Awareness Presentation 
2. White Salmon Annexation - 2019-001, White/Baxter/Klebba/Et Al 

a. Presentation 
b. Public Hearing 
c. Discussion 
d. Action 

3. Critical Areas Variance Request 2019-001, Stephanie Arbogast, 269 SW Westwinds Road 
a. Presentation 
b. Discussion 
c. Action 

4. Proposed Ordinance 2019-05-1040, 2% Lodging Tax 
a. Presentation 
b. Public Hearing 
c. Discussion 
d. Action 

5. 2018 Annual Report 
a. Presentation 
b. Discussion 
c. Action 

6. Personal Services Contract - WSP USA Inc., Comprehensive Plan Update 
a. Presentation 
b. Discussion 
c. Action 

Department Head and Committee Reports 

Consent Agenda 
7. Approval of May 1, 2019 Meeting Minutes 
8. 2018 March Budget Report 
9. Approval of Vouchers 

Executive Session (if needed) 

Adjournment 
  1



Item Attachment Documents: 

 

2. White Salmon Annexation - 2019-001, White/Baxter/Klebba/Et Al 
a. Presentation 
b. Public Hearing 
c. Discussion 
d. Action 
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AGENDA MEMO 
 
Needs Legal Review:    Yes 
Meeting Date:   May 15, 2019 
Agenda Item:    Proposed Annexation WS-ANX-2019-001, White/Klebba/Baxter/Et Al 
Presented By: Jan Brending, Clerk Treasurer 
 
ACTION REQUIRED: 
Approval of Ordinance 2019-05-1042, Annexing Property to the City of white Salmon,  
 
PROPOSED MOTION: 
Move to adopt Ordinance 2019-05-1042, Annexing Certain Real Property to the City of White 
Salmon and Thereby Incorporating Said Property Within the Corporate Limits of the City of White 
Salmon. 
 
Explanation of  issue: 
See attached staff report and Ordinance 2019-05-1042. 
 
Budget: 
No immediate impacts. All future impacts are outlined in the staff report. 
 
Staff Recommendation: 
Staff recommends the city council adopt Ordinance 2019-05-1052, Annexing Certain Real 
Property to the City of White Salmon. 
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Item Attachment Documents: 

 

3. Critical Areas Variance Request 2019-001, Stephanie Arbogast, 269 SW Westwinds Road 
a. Presentation 
b. Discussion 
c. Action 
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AGENDA MEMO 
 
Needs Legal Review:    Yes 
Meeting Date:   May 15, 2019 
Agenda Item:    Critical Areas Variance Request 2019-001, Stephanie Arbogast, 269 SW 

Westwinds Road 
Presented By: Pat Munyan, City Administrator 
 
ACTION REQUIRED: 
Approve request related to variance from Critical Areas Ordinance requirements for heritage trees. 
 
PROPOSED MOTION: 
Move to approve request from Stephanie Arbogast, 269 SW Westwinds Road for variance from 
critical areas ordinance requirements for heritage trees. 
 
Explanation of  issue: 
See attached staff report. 
 
Budget: 
None. 
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CITY OF WHITE SALMON 

CITY COUNCIL 
 

PUBLIC HEARING 

 

May 15, 2019 

 

VARIANCE: WS-VAR-2019.004 

 

 

 

 

 

 

REQUEST: 

Authorization to remove “Heritage Trees” identified 

by WSMC 18.10.317 to establish reasonable use of the 

property. 

 

 

APPLICANT: 

Stephanie Arbogast 

269 SW Westwind Rd 

White Salmon, WA 98672 
 

 

 
Staff references elements, such as maps, too large to be attached. These will be available at the City Council meeting 

on May 15, 2019, where the maps will be present for viewing.
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STAFF REPORT 

 

May 15, 2019 

 

VARIANCE APPLICATION 

 

WS-VAR-2019.004 

 
The applicant is seeking to obtain a Variance to Section 18.10.317 of the White Salmon Municipal Code, 

for a lot located at 269 SW Westwind Road, White Salmon, Washington. The applicant is seeking relieve 

from WSMC Section 18.10.317(F)—Special provisions, Heritage tree removal and pruning prohibited.  

 

 

CURRENT LEGAL DESCRIPTION:  

 

Lot 1 WS-BLA 2018-003; 24-3-10 

 

ACREAGE OF PROPERTY: 

 

79,658 lot square footage, approximately 1.8 acres 

 

CURRENT ZONING: 

 

R1 Single-Family Residential  

 

SURROUNDING USES: 

 

 Westerly — (R1) Single-Family Residential 

 Southerly — Klickitat County Open Space  

Easterly — (R1) Single-Family Residential 

 Northerly — (R1) Single-Family Residential 
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MUNICIPAL STATUTE(S) OF BEARING: 

 

WSMC 18.10.317 (B) Heritage trees include: 

 

1.  Oregon White Oaks with a trunk diameter larger than fourteen inches,  

2.  All other tree species with a trunk diameter greater than eighteen inches. 

 

WSMC 18.10.317 (G) Exceptions to the provisions of WSMC 18.10.317(F) 

Section 2. A heritage tree in or very close to the "building area" of an approved single family 

residence design can be replaced by another tree. A heritage tree can be removed if its presence 

reduces the building area of the lot by more than fifty percent after all potential alternatives 

including possible setbacks to minimum yard depth and width requirements have been 

considered. 

WSMC 18.10.125 - Exceptions. 

C.  Reasonable Use and Variance Potential. If the application of this chapter would 

deny all reasonable use of the property, the applicant may apply for a variance 

pursuant to this section. After holding a Type IV public hearing (Hearing by 

City Council) pursuant to WSMC Title 19 Administration, the city council may 

approve the variance if the council finds1: 

 

1. This chapter would otherwise deny all reasonable use of the property;  

2. There is no other reasonable use consistent with the underlying zoning of 

the property that has less adverse impact on the critical area and/or 

associated buffer; 

3. The proposed development does not pose an unreasonable threat to the 

public health, safety or welfare on or off the property; 

4. Any alteration is the minimum necessary to allow for reasonable use of 

the property; 

5. The inability of the applicant to derive reasonable use of the property is 

not the result of actions by the applicant after the effective date of this 

chapter or its predecessor; and 

6. The applicant may only apply for a reasonable use in accordance with a 

variance approval. 

7. Four scenarios that illustrate situations where a reasonable use 

exception might or might not be applicable are sketched below: 

 

                                            
1 WSMC 19.10.040, Table 2 Procedure Project Permit Applications (Type I-IV): Type IV decisions do not require 

an open record public hears process for determination of a Critical Areas Variance request. Final decision is made 

by the City Council.  
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a. A = No reasonable use variance would be granted because there 

 is sufficient space outside the area clearing limits. 

b. B = A reasonable use variance might be granted since there is 

insufficient space for a reasonable use. The development area 

would need to be limited or scaled back in size and located 

where the impact is minimized. 

c. C = A reasonable use variance would be granted for a minimal 

development if the property is completely encumbered and 

mitigation methods are applied. 

d. D = The city might consider appropriate modifications to the 

required setback to prevent intrusion into the protection area 

D.  Variance Criteria to Provide Reasonable Use. Where avoidance of the impact in 

wetlands, streams, fish and wildlife habitat and critical aquifer recharge areas is 

not possible, a variance may be obtained to permit the impact. Variances will 

only be granted on the basis of a finding of consistency with all the criteria 

listed below. The hearing examiner shall not consider the fact the property may 

be utilized more profitably. 

1.  The variance shall not constitute a grant of special privilege inconsistent 

with the limitation on use of other properties similarly affected by the 

code provision for which a variance is requested; 

2.  That such variance is necessary to provide reasonable use of the 

property, because of special circumstances and/or conditions relating to 

the size, shape, topography, sensitive areas, location, or surroundings of 

the subject property, to provide it with those relative rights and 

privileges permitted to other properties in the vicinity and in the zone in 

which the subject property is located. The phrase “relative rights and 

privileges” is to ensure that the property rights and privileges for the 

subject property are considered primarily in relation to current city land-

use regulations; 

3.  That the special conditions and/or circumstances identified in subsection 

2 of this section giving rise to the variance application are not self-

created conditions or circumstances; 

4.  That the granting of the variance will not be materially detrimental to the 

public welfare or injurious to the property, neighborhood, or 

improvements in the vicinity and zone in which subject property is 

situated; 
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5.  That the reasons set forth in the application and the official record justify 

the granting of the variance, and that the variance is the minimum 

variance necessary to grant relief to the applicant; 

6.  That alternative development concepts in compliance with applicable 

codes have been evaluated, and that undue hardship would result if strict 

adherence to the applicable codes is required; and 

7.  That the granting of the variance will not adversely affect 

implementation of the comprehensive plan or policies adopted thereto 

and the general purpose and intent of the zoning title or other applicable 

regulations. 

8.  WDFW will be notified of any proposed variance to critical areas 

affecting fish and wildlife sites and habitat areas. The city may require 

the applicant to demonstrate that WDFW is not willing or able to acquire 

the property before a variance to fish and wildlife, stream, or wetland 

conservation areas is approved. 

E.  Mitigation Required. Any authorized alteration to a wetland or stream or 

its associated buffer, or alteration to a fish and wildlife habitat 

conservation area, as approved under subsections A, B, or C and D of 

this section, shall be subject to conditions established by the city and 

shall require mitigation under an approved mitigation plan per [Section 

18.10.221]. 

 

WSMC 18.10.211 - Buffers. 

A.  Measurement of Buffers. All buffers shall be measured from the critical area 

boundary as surveyed in the field. The width of the buffer shall be determined 

according to the category of the critical area and the proposed land use. 

WSMC 18.10.212 - Building set back line (BSBL). 

Unless otherwise specified, a minimum BSBL of fifteen feet is required from the edge 

of any buffer, NGPE, or separate critical area tract, whichever is greater. 

WSMC 17.68.170 - Fire safety standards. 

A.  Development shall be set back at least fifty feet from the top of major slopes 

greater than thirty percent or thirty feet from the top of grade if the following is 

done: 

a.  Limit extensions of decks and eves toward the slope unless fire resistant 

or noncombustible materials are used.  

b.  Decking areas screened or enclosed.  

c.  Enclose soffits. 
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WSMC 18.10.214 - Native growth protection easements. 

B.  The native growth protection easement (NGPE) is an easement granted to the 

city for the protection of a critical area and/or its associated buffer. NGPEs shall 

be required as specified in these rules and shall be recorded on final 

development permits and all documents of title and with the county recorder at 

the applicant's expense. The required language is as follows: 

"Dedication of a Native Growth Protection Easement (NGPE) conveys to the 

public a beneficial interest in the land within the easement. This interest 

includes the preservation of existing vegetation for all purposes that benefit the 

public health, safety and welfare, including control of surface water and erosion, 

maintenance of slope stability, visual and aural buffering, and protection of 

plant and animal habitat. The NGPE imposes upon all present and future owners 

and occupiers of land subject to the easement the obligation, enforceable on 

behalf of the public of the city of White Salmon, to leave undisturbed all trees 

and other vegetation within the easement. The vegetation in the easement may 

not be cut, pruned, covered by fill, removed, or damaged without express 

permission from the city of White Salmon, which permission must be obtained 

in writing." 

APPROVAL CRITERIA: 

 

Pursuant to WSMC 18.10.125 – Exceptions – Part (D) Variance Criteria to Provide 

Reasonable Use; where avoidance of the impact in wetlands, streams, fish and wildlife habitat 

and critical aquifer recharge areas is not possible, a variance may be obtained to permit the 

impact to allow for reasonable use of the property by the owner(s). Variances will only be 

granted on the basis of a finding of consistency with all the criteria listed below. The City 

Council shall not consider the fact the property may be utilized more profitably. 

Fact: Pursuant to WSMC 18.10.125 (D) -1, the variance shall not constitute a grant of special 

privilege inconsistent with the limitation on use of other properties similarly affected by the 

code provision for which a variance is requested. 

Finding: The Applicant’s parcel is located on the Columbia Gorge River bluff. Pursuant 

to WSMC 18.10.212, a minimum building set back line (BSBL) of fifteen-feet is 

required from the edge of any buffer, natural growth protection easement (NGPE), or 

separate critical area tract, whichever is greater. Pursuant to WSMC 17.68.170 - Fire 

safety standards, development shall be set back at least fifty-feet from the top of major 

slopes greater than thirty-percent or thirty-feet from the top of grade. The 

Administration has determined that a thirty-foot setback from the top of the grade shall 

be required. 

WSMC 18.10.317 identifies that a heritage tree protection area is required, but does not 

provide information on how to determine the buffer area. After discussions with 

Underwood Conservation District, there are two common methods for determining the 

buffer area: (1) canopy area or (2) fifty-percent of the overall high of the tree. Given the 
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overall base size of the trees in question, the administration decided to use the fifty-

percent of the overall high of the tree to determine the heritage tree protection area, or 

buffer. Regardless of the method use, or other buffer averaging, buffer reductions and 

setback reduction provided by the White Salmon Municipal Code, the Administration has 

determined reasonable use of the property cannot be achieved without a variance.  

In consideration of the stated findings, the approval of this variance would not constitute 

a granting of special privilege inconsistent with the limitation of use, of other properties 

similarly affected. 

Fact: Pursuant to WSMC 18.10.125 (D) -2, it states that such variance is necessary to provide 

reasonable use of the property, because of special circumstances and/or conditions relating to 

the size, shape, topography, sensitive areas, location, or surroundings of the subject property, 

to provide it with those relative rights and privileges permitted to other properties in the 

vicinity and in the zone in which the subject property is located. The phrase “relative rights and 

privileges” is to ensure that the property rights and privileges for the subject property are 

considered primarily in relation to current city land-use regulations;  

Finding: In consideration of the topography, sensitive areas and their buffer and setbacks 

from buffer areas, the variance is necessary to establish reasonable use of the property.  

 

Fact: Pursuant to WSMC 18.10.125 (D) – 3, the special conditions and/or circumstances 

identified in subsection 2 of this section giving rise to the variance application are not self-

created conditions or circumstances; 

Finding: The property is undeveloped with numerous old growth trees that are 

identified by WSMC 18.10.317(B) as heritage trees. In consideration of the sheer number 

of heritage trees encumbering the Applicant’s parcel, heritage tree protection area 

buffers, buffer setback and bluff setback; it is the Administration’s determination that the 

strict enforcement of the WSMC would prevent reasonable use of the property. 

Therefore, the special conditions and/or circumstances identified in subsection 2 of 

WSMC 18.10.125, gives rise to the variance application and are not self-created 

conditions or circumstances. 

Fact: Pursuant to WSMC 18.10.125 (D) – 4, the granting of the variance will not be materially 

detrimental to the public welfare or injurious to the property, neighborhood, or improvements 

in the vicinity and zone in which subject property is situated. 

Finding: Approval of the variance would allow reasonable use of the property as 

intended by the applicable zoning and reasonable use already allowed by surrounding 

property owners. The applicant has submitted a mitigation plan, in compliance with 

WSMC 18.10.125 E—Mitigation Required, to replace each tree removed with two trees 

in its place.  
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Fact: Pursuant to WSMC 18.10.125 (D) – 5, the reasons set forth in the application and the 

official record justify the granting of the variance, and that the variance is the minimum 

variance necessary to grant relief to the applicant. 

Finding: While the Administration disagrees with some of the reasons of justification 

stated within the application, the Administration concurs with the Applicant that the strict 

enforcement of applicable codes would prevent reasonable use.  

 

Fact: Pursuant to WSMC 18.10.125 (D) – 6, states that alternative development concepts is in 

compliance with applicable codes have been evaluated, and that undue hardship would result if 

strict adherence to the applicable codes is required. 

 

Finding: The strict enforcement of the applicable codes would prevent reasonable use of 

the property. 

Fact: Pursuant to WSMC 18.10.125 (D) -7, the granting of the variance will not affect the 

intent of the comprehensive plan or policies adopted thereto and the general purpose and intent 

of the zoning title or other applicable regulations. 

Finding: The Applicant’s intended use and variance request complies with all applicable 

White Salmon Municipal Code regulations.  

Fact: Pursuant to WSMC 18.10.125 (D) – 8, WDFW will be notified of any proposed variance 

to critical areas affecting fish and wildlife sites and habitat areas. The city may require the 

applicant to demonstrate that WDFW is not willing or able to acquire the property before a 

variance to fish and wildlife, stream, or wetland conservation areas is approved. 

Finding: No streams or wetlands are located on or near the Applicant’s property. 

Applicant has had a WDFW biologist evaluate the site and found that no endangered 

species recognized by WSMC critical area ordinance was found.  The Administration has 

discussed WDFW findings with the field representative and is satisfied with their 

determination. 
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STAFF DETERMINATION: 

 

The purpose of the variance process is to provide a mechanism where the city may grant relief 

from the strict enforcement provisions of Title 18 where a hardship is a result of the physical 

characteristics on the subject property. Staff has reviewed the Applicant’s variance and has found 

that hardship does exist and is not a direct result or causes taken by the Applicant. In 

consideration of the sheer number of heritage trees, physical constraints that are caused by the 

heritage trees, and their protection areas and buffer setbacks, it is the Administration 

determination that the trees identified for removal are necessary, regardless of the structural size, 

to allow for reasonable use of the property.   

 

Staff concludes approval of a variance  at some determined level is necessary to provide 

reasonable use of the property and would not be considered granting of a special privilege. In 

addition, granting of the variance request would be the minimum necessary to provide the 

applicant with reasonable use of their property.  

 

Staff recommends approval with the following conditions: 

 

 

1. WSMC 18.10.125 E. Mitigation Required  

In consideration of the removal of the heritage trees, the proposed mitigation plan 

that replace each tree removed with two trees in its place, shall be done prior to 

final occupancy or up to a year after final occupancy with placement of a security 

bond (amount to be determined). 

 

 

 

Staff Report: 

City Planning Department 

Patrick R. Munyan Jr., City Administrator 

Erika Castro Guzman, Associate Planner 

 

Attachments: 

A. Site Plan, Proposed Footprint 

B. Non-buildable Land 

C. Heritage Tree Buffer 

D. Site Topography 

E. Landscape Plan Mitigation and Inventory of Trees 

F. Variance Request Letter 
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4. Proposed Ordinance 2019-05-1040, 2% Lodging Tax 
a. Presentation 
b. Public Hearing 
c. Discussion 
d. Action 
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Ordinance 2019-05-1040 
Adopting WSMC 3.50 
Excise Tax on Lodging 
Page 1 
 

CITY OF WHITE SALMON 
ORDINANCE 2019-05-1040 

 
AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING WSMC 3.50 EXCISE TAX ON HOTELS, MOTELS AND 

SIMILAR ESTABLISHMENTS 
 

WHEREAS, RCW 67.28.180 and 67.28.181 provide that qualified cities are authorized to 

levy and collect a special excise tax on the sale or charge made for the furnishing of lodging that 

is subject to tax under Chapter 82.08 RCW; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to RCW 67.28.1801, the state-credit lodging tax is credited against 

the existing Washington State sales tax, resulting in no net increase in the amount of sales taxes 

imposed upon the furnishing of lodging; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of White Salmon desires to establish and levy 

the “basic” two percent lodging tax as authorized by RCW 67.28.180 to be put into a fund 

designated for promotion and capital expenditures associated with supporting tourism ; and  

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of White Salmon desires to create Lodging Tax 

Advisory Committee to assist in determining how revenues coming from the implementation of 

the “basic” two percent lodging tax will be used; and 

NOW THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF WHITE 

SALMON DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:  

 SECTION 1 – ADOPTION: White Salmon Municipal Code 3.50 as presented below is 

adopted and becomes effective on January 1, 2020. 
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Chapter 3.50 

Excise Tax on Hotels, Motels and Similar Establishments 

Sections: 

3.50.010 Tax Levy 

3.50.020 Definitions. 

3.50.030 Tax in addition to other fees and taxes. 

3.50.040 Special fund created. 

3.50.050 Administration of tax. 

3.05.060 Violation. 

3.50.070 Lodging tax advisory committee. 

3.50.010 Tax Levy. As authorized by RCW 67.28.180, there is levied a special excise tax 

of two percent on the sale of or charge made for the furnishing of lodging by hotels, motels, 

rooming houses, tourist courts and trailer camps, and the granting of any similar license to use 

real property, as distinguished from the renting or leasing of real property; provided, that it shall 

be presumed that the occupancy of real property for a continuous period of one month or more 

constitutes a rental or lease of real property and not a mere license to use or to enjoy the same. 

Tax imposed under this section on a sale of lodging shall be credited against the amount of sales 

tax due to the state under Chapter 82.08 RCW on the same sale of lodging. 

3.50.020 Definitions. The definitions of “selling price,” “seller,” “buyer,” “consumer” 

and all other definitions as are now made in RCW 82.08.010 and subsequent amendments thereto 

are hereby made the definitions for the tax levied in this chapter. 

3.50.030 Tax in addition to other fees and taxes. The tax levied in this chapter 

shall be in addition to any license fee or any other tax imposed or levied under any law or any 
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other ordinance of the city; provided, the two percent tax levied herein shall be deducted from 

the amount of tax the seller would otherwise be required to collect and pay to the Department of 

Revenue under Chapter 82.08 RCW. 

3.50.040 Special fund created. 

A. There is created a special fund in the city to be known as the “tourism promotion 

and development fund.” All taxes levied and collected under the provisions of this chapter shall 

be credited to the “tourism promotion and development fund.” 

B. Expenditures from the “tourism promotion and development fund” shall be made 

only for the purposes  of paying for all or any part of the cost of tourism promotion, acquisition 

of tourism-related facilities, or operation of tourism-related facilities or to pay for any other uses 

as authorized in Chapter 67.28 RCW, as now or hereinafter amended. 

3.50.050 Administration of tax. For the purposes of the tax levied hereby: 

A. The Department of Revenue of the state of Washington (hereinafter referred to as 

“Department of Revenue”) is hereby designated as the agent of the city for the purposes of 

collection and administration. 

B. The administrative provisions contained in Sections 82.08.050-82.08.090 and 

Chapter 82.32 RCW (and hereinafter as amended) shall apply with respect to administration and 

collection by the Department of Revenue. 

C. All rules and regulations adopted by the Department of Revenue for the 

administration of Chapter 82.08 RCW are hereby adopted by the city. 

D. The Department of Revenue is hereby empowered, on behalf of the city, to 

prescribe such special forms and reporting procedures as the Department of Revenue may deem 

necessary. 
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3.50.060 Violation. It is unlawful for any person, firm, or corporation to violate or fail to 

comply with any of the provisions of this chapter. Every person convicted of a violation of any 

provision of this chapter shall be considered a separate offense. 

3.50.070. Lodging tax advisory committee. 

A. There is hereby created a lodging tax advisory committee which shall consist of 

five members. The members of the committee shall consist of two members or representatives of 

the businesses required to collect the lodging tax, two members who are persons involved in the 

activities authorized to be funded by the lodging tax and one elected official from the city who 

shall act as chairperson.  

B. Appointments to the lodging tax advisory committee shall be made by the mayor 

and confirmed by city council, and the mayor shall review the committee membership annually. 

C. The duties of the lodging tax advisory committee is to review and comment on 

applications for the use of the lodging tax funds and to submit such review and comment to the 

city council of the White Salmon.  

SECTION 2 – SEVERABILITY:  If any section, sentence, or phrase of this Chapter is 

held to be invalid or unconstitutional by a court of competent jurisdiction, such invalidity or 

unconstitutionality shall not affect the validity or constitutionality of any other section, sentence 

or phrase of this Chapter. 

SECTION 3 – EFFECTIVE DATE.  This ordinance shall take effect five days 

following the date of its publication by summary. 
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PASSED by the City Council of the City of White Salmon at a regular meeting this 15th   

day of May, 2019. 

 

______________________________ 
David Poucher, Mayor 

 
ATTEST: 
 
 
_______________________________ 
Jan Brending, Clerk/Treasurer 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
_______________________________ 
Kenneth B. Woodrich, City Attorney  
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5. 2018 Annual Report 
a. Presentation 
b. Discussion 
c. Action 
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Item Attachment Documents: 

 

6. Personal Services Contract - WSP USA Inc., Comprehensive Plan Update 
a. Presentation 
b. Discussion 
c. Action 
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Item Attachment Documents: 

 

7. Approval of May 1, 2019 Meeting Minutes 
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City of White Salmon      DRAFT  
Council Regular Meeting Minutes – May 1, 2019                                      Page 8 
 
 
 Ken Woodrich said the way he has seen it in other cities is that the city has a scope of work put 

together for the community partner.  He said the community partner will have a list of tasks 
they will do and a list of provided supplies.   Woodrich said the city does not communicate 
directly with the individual volunteers but would go through the identified community partner.  
He said the community partner invoices the city for materials and gets reimbursed at that time.   

 
 Marla Keethler said that she appreciates the community turn out.  She said that this is the 

support the council has been wanting every time the pool shows up on the agenda which is 
frequently.  Keethler said this is the part of the conversation that is difficult but necessary 
because there are so many emotions regarding these parts of our community.  Keethler said 
that in terms of the request for the city to request funding from the county for the pool, she 
believes that question needs to be redirected to the new Metropolitan Park District.  She said 
that whether the new pool takes one year or five years it is in the hands of the Metropolitan 
Park District.  Keethler said the city did not plan to run the current pool until the new pool 
begins.  She said that in the beginning of the year the city made the decision to step up and 
contribute.  Keethler said the city has not been ignoring the issue. She said the reality is that 
next year this conversation will be handed to the Metropolitan Park District as the entity 
responsible for the pool operation.  Keethler said in order to make a responsible decision about 
how much money to put towards the existing pool, there needs to be more clarification from 
the Metropolitan Park District as the entity responsible for the operation of a pool in White 
Salmon, whether it is the existing pool or new pool.  She said there has not been a clear 
conversation between the City and the Metropolitan Park District, past the 2019 season, that 
the city will run and operate the pool in any capacity.  Keethler said that if everyone walks out of 
the council meeting tonight pleased that we have figured out a way to enlist community efforts 
for this pool, it does not mean that this pool is a guaranteed to be open until the ribbon cutting 
for a new pool.  She said there comes a point when the cost of repairs outweighs the benefit.   

 Keethler said that she wants to make it clear that the council understands the value of the pool 
to the community.  She said, that is why earlier in the year, the city allocated $60,000 to the 
pool without cutting any other projects.  Keethler said the community involvement shown at the 
meeting tonight will be vital through out the process of building the new pool.   

 
 Patrick Munyan said the money the city council allocated to the pool was from the City’s 

General Fund which is used for all different city projects. He said he believes the council is 
making a good effort to help in any way they can.   

 
 Mitchell England, White Salmon said he understands and respects that most residents, 

including themselves, do not have the whole picture regarding the pool conversation. He said 
that understanding the scope of work, specifically in relation to the lifespan of the pool would 
be helpful.  England asked where will citizens gather in the summer if there is no pool.  He said 
he does not want to see families having to go to Hood River or other neighboring communities 
to find fun activities.  

 
 Amy Whiteman said the council members all have families and they understand the importance 

of the pool.  She said that as councilors they were presented with some intimidating language 
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and regulations.   Whiteman said they had to base their decision on what was presented.  She 
said that closing the pool was never an option they wanted to consider.  She said they had 
pushed through earlier struggles to keep the pool open.   

 
 Ashley Post said the council has to in consideration that in 2021 the city has to decommission 

the current pool due to a land swap agreement with the White Salmon Valley School District.  
She said a few years ago the City Council made this deal with the understanding that the new 
pool would be built where the elementary school parking lot is currently located.  

 
 Patrick Munyan said that taking out the existing pool is going to cost anywhere from $50, 000 to 

$100,000.   
 
 The council members discussed next steps for moving forward.  
 
 Patrick Munyan recommended that himself, Lloyd Dekay, and Kevin English, meet on site at the 

existing pool with David Kavenaugh from the County Health Department to get clarification on 
the repairs outlined in the letter the City received from the Health Department.  He 
recommended holding a special council meeting to discuss the findings of that meeting. 

 
 Ashley Post recommended a joint meeting with the Metropolitan Park District.   
 
 Marla Keethler said the city needs more clarity about what 2020 looks like regarding the pool.  

She said she believes it is a disservice to go through this process now and push that off until next 
spring.   

 
 There was consensus of the council hold a special joint meeting with the Metropolitan Park 

District on Thursday, May 9, 2019 at 6:00 p.m. in the council chambers.  
 
 Marla Keethler said she would like to see a full picture of how to move forward related to the 

current and new pool keep the momentum going forward towards the building of the new pool.  
 
 Patrick Munyan said he wants to remind the public and council that there is a possibility that 

due to the age and disrepair of the current pool, it may not be attainable to complete the 
repairs necessary to recommission it.  

 
 Donna Heimke said this issue will be tabled until the next council meeting.   
  
7. Ordinance 2019-05-1041, Amending WSMC 10.24.015 – Stop Intersections Designated.  
 Patrick Munyan reviewed the issues associated with the intersections of Wyers and 4th Street 

and Wyers and 2nd Street which have resulted in proposed Ordinance 2019-05-1041 amending 
WSMC 10.24.015.  He said that City Operations Committee met and is recommending that a 4-
way stop be created for both 4th and Wyers and 2nd and Wyers. Munyan said there are some 
minor corrections to the city’s code that were noticed when reviewing the it for the proposed 
amendments.  He said the new stop signs will be flagged to make the stop signs more 
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