CLARK COUNTY NEIGHBORHOOD PROGRAM
COUNTY MANAGER'’S OFFICE

June 21, 2021

SURVEY REPORT FOR 06/23/2021 CHARTER REVIEW COMMISSION MEETING

This survey was drafted by the Clark County Charter Review Commission’s Communications
committee to survey the public on the Commission’s proposed amendments to the Clark
County Charter.

There were 435 responses to the English version of the survey and 3 responses to the Spanish
version. Spanish version is reported separately and listed below the English version data.

Report data was pulled directly from screenshot results on SurveyMonkey.com to be deposited
in this report and has not been otherwise downloaded or altered in any manner.

What's in this report?

e Datais presented in visual chart form for English version of the survey for each question,

o followed by the supporting data for both the English and Spanish responses,

o followed by a word cloud of the most frequently used words in the response fields in
the English version of the survey.

e An Excel spread sheet is attached with the many comments received in the open
comment fields. For the six questions with open comment fields, there were 1374
comments submitted in the English version and 10 comments submitted in the Spanish
version.

On record, but not attached to this report, 143 residents also submitted their email addresses
asking to be added to the Charter Review Commission’s email notification list.

Report results compiled and presented by Marilee McCall, Neighborhood Program Coordinator.
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Q1 PARTISAN/NON-PARTISAN COUNCILORSDo you think the County
Councilor positions should continue to be partisan (Republican, Demaocrat,
etc.), or should they be non-partisan (no political party displayed on the

ballot)?

Answered: 434  Skipped: 1
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Q2 PARTISAN/NON-PARTISAN OTHER ELECTEDSDo you think the
positions of County Assessor, Auditor, Clerk, Prosecuting Attorney, Sheriff,
and Treasurer should continue to be partisan (Republican, Democrat, etc.),

or should they be non-partisan (no political party displayed on the ballot)?

Amswered: 427  Skipped: 8
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Q3 REDISTRICTING/NUMBER OF DISTRICTSDo you think the
commission should keep four county districts? Or increase the number of
county districts to five?The Commission is considering a proposal to
increase the number of voting districts to five districts. The role of council
chair would then be appointed from among the five elected County
Councilors.

Answered: 408  Skipped: 27
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Q4 LENGTH OF TIME BETWEEN CHARTER REVIEWSShould the
length of time until the next review of Clark County's charter be shortened
from 10 to 5 years?The next Charter Review is currently scheduled to
happen after 10 years. To accommodate for the current and expected
growth and changes happening in Clark County, the Charter Review
Commission is considering changing this to 5 years.

Answered: 426  Skipped: 9
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Q5 ETHICS OVERSIGHTDo you support the drafting of an Ethics Code
with an independent Ethics Commission and Ethics Oversight and
Compliance Office as elements to promote trust in local governance?

Answersd: 432 Skipped: 3
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Q6 DIVERSITY, EQUITY & INCLUSIONWiIth the intended outcome of
increasing accountability and public trust in Clark County's operations and
services, the Commission is considering a proposal for creation of an office
and/or commission of diversity, equity and inclusion. Which option would
you prefer?

Amswered: 378 Skipped: 57
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Responses came in county-wide, and here’s the breakdown by ZIP code:

Q7 What is the ZIP code of your residence?

98661

98601 Amboy
Vancouver/Minnehaha -

98674 Woodland
98664 Minnehaha
98682 Orchards ' Aregg629 La Center
4 98606 Hockinson
98660 Vancouver
W5g686 Salmon
Ol Pidin
198671 Washougal
98662 Five Corners

T 98683 Cascade Park

98663 Vancouver
Central
98604 Battle Ground
98665 Hazel Dell

ANSWER CHOICES RESPOMNSES

GBETS Yacolt 10.00% 0
QRG66 Central Vancouver 0.00% 0
GEG01 Ambaoy 0.23% 1
BBGT4 Woodland 0.23% 1
GBGE4 Minnehaha Area 0.23% 1
GBG29 La Center 1.16% g
GB606 Hockinson 1.30% B
GB660 Vancouwver West 4.18% 18
GB68E Salmon Creek/Mt. Vista 4.18% 18
GBGA4 Mill Plain East 4.64% 20
98671 Washougal 5.10% 22
OBGE2 Five Comers 5.34% 23
OBGE3 Cascade Park 5.34% 23
BBGEE3 Vancouwver Central 6.03% 26
GBG04 Battle Ground T.19% a1
GBGEES Hazel Dell T.80% 34
GRGES Felida B.B¥% 38
GBGOT Camas 0.05% 39
GBG42 Ridgefield 9.51% 41
GBGE2 Orchands 0.51% 41
BBG6] Vancouver'Minnehaha 0.08% 43
TOTAL 431

Clark County Charter Review Opinion Survey-Spanish Version

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES
98642 Ridgefield 66.67% 2
98684 Mill Plain East 33.33% 1
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