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OcT 1 5 2024
BOARD of CLALLAM COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

MINUTES for the week of October 7-tl-, ZO24

WORKSESSION-9a.m.
The work session convened at 9 a.m., Monday, October 7, 2024. Present were Commissioners French,
Ozias and Johnson and Administrator Mielke.

Items of discussion per the agenda published October 3 were:
. Calendar/Correspondence
. Heritag€ AdvÍsory Board update
. Agreement amendment 20 with Department of Health to amend statement of work and fundingo RuralAfterial Program final prospectus form for Old Olympic Highway Project. Poft Angeles School District presentation regarding 2024 Bond and EP&O Levy measures. Agreement with Department of Commerce for North Peninsula Microenterprise Assistance. Agreement with Center for Inclusive Entrepreneurship for North Peninsula Microenterpríse Assistance. Agreement with Poft Angeles Food Bank for Department of Agriculture food assistanceo Discussion and next steps regarding encumbered timberlands replacement for Clallam Countyo Administrator recommended 2025 Clallam County Budget for review

Meetíng concluded at 11:58 a.m.

REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARD OF CTALLAM COUNTY COMMISSIOilERS
Chair French called the meeting to order at 10 a.m., Tuesday, October 8,2024. Also present were
Commissioners Ozias and Johnson and Administrator Mielke.

REQUEST FOR MODTFTCATTONS/APPROVAL OF AGEilDA
ACTION TAKEN: CRIm to adopt the agenda as modified, CMOs, mc

PUBLIC COMMENT
o Ed Bowen, Clallam Bay, commented on item Heritage Advisory Board, work session items 2a, 3a and

3e, regular meeting ld and 2f
o John Worthington, Sequim, commented on item 2a

CONSENT AGENDA
1a Approval of vouchers for the week of September 30
lb Approval of minutes for the week of September 30
lc Resolution appointing Dann May to the Marine Resources Committee
ld Call for hearing to be held Tuesday, November L2,2024 at 10:30 a,m. regarding adopting the Six-

Y ear 2025-203 0 Tra nsportatio n I m provement prog ra m
le Proclamation recognizÍng the second Monday of October as Indigenous Peoples'Day
ACTION TAKEN: CRIm to adopt the consent agenda, CMOs, mc

REPORTS AND PRESENTATIONS
o cMo recognized the second Monday of october as Indigenous peoples' Day. CRI commented on Habitat Together We Build Even! Olympic Area Agency on Aging,o cMo commented on Animal solution Advisory committee, Flaura's Acreso CMF commented on Elections Tour for kids, Trails Advisory Committee Meeting, Crescent Community

Advisory Committee, Clallam Fire District 4 facilíty, first time home buyers
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CONTRACTS AND AGREEMENTS
2a Agreement with Jamestown s'Klallam Tribe for drought related outreach
ACTION TAKEN: CRJm to approve, CMOs, mc

2b Agreement Amendment 2 with Olympic Peninsula Community Clinic for Clallam Respite Care pilot
Project

ACTION TAKEN: CRJm to approve, CMOs, mc (CMF recused)

2c Agreement wíth Grow Strong LLC for a wellness training program for patrol and corrections deputies
ACTION TAKEN: CRlm to approve, CMOs, mc

2d Agreement with Washington Traffic Safety Commission for reimbursement of overtime spent on
emphasis patrols in support of statewide programs

ACTION TAKEN: CRIm to approve, CMOs, mc

2e Agreement with Peninsula College for establishing the jail as a training site for the Peninsula College
Nursing Program

ACTION TAKEN: CRlm to approve, CMOs, mc

2f Land purchase agreement with Ronald Konopaski for Middle Poínt pump station easement
ACTION TAKEN: CRIm to approve, CMOs, mc

29 Contract with Department of Commerce - Economic Development Administration (EDA) for the
Recompete Program

ACTION TAKEN: CRIm to approve, CMOs, mc

BIDS AND AWARDS
3a Bid opening - Clallam County Chiller Replacement project

Contractor Amount
Swift Plumbing and Heating Inc. i444,5t7

ACTION TAKEN: CRIm to foruvard the bids to Parks Fair and Facilities for review and
recommendation to the BOCC, CMOs, mc

HEARTNG(S)
4a Ordinance amending Clallam County Code Chapter tt.04, Speed Limits on County Roads¡ Joe Donisi, Road Department, provided a staff report
ACTION TAKEN: CRfm to open the public hearing, CMOs, mc

. The following provided testímony:
o Diana Childs, Sequim
o Ed Bowen, Clallam Bay
o John Worthington, Sequim

. CMF noted no one provided testimony
o The following sent in written testimony: Thomas Miller, Josh and Bradi Bergesen, and various

Towne Road Neighbors (see attached)
ACTION TAKEN: CMOm to close the public hearing, CRIs, mc

ACTION TAKEN: CMOm to approve the Ordinance with one change to removing Towne Road
from the 3O mph and amending in the 25 mph from Woodcock to East Anderson Road, CRIs,
mc
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PUBLIC COMMENT
o Ed Bowen, Clallam Bay, commented on County Admínistrator, Budget Town Hall Meeting for October

23,2024 at 5 p.m.
o Denise LaPio, Sequim, commented on Proclamation recognizing the second Monday of October as

Indigenous Peoples' Day

' Jeff Tozzer, Sequim, commented on meeting format, Jamestown Tribe land acquisitiono John worthington, sequim, commented on planning commission, Jamestown

Meeting concluded at 11:05 a.m. and continued to 9 a.m., Monday, october 2L,2024.

EXECUTM SESSION - October 9,2024 at 7:30 a.m.
The Board convened in open session at 7:31 a.m. to discuss litigation, Present were Commissioners Ozias,
French and Johnson, Admínistrator Mielke, Assessor's office Kuis, HancocÇ and Childress, prosecuting
Attorney's Offíce Boughton.
ACTION TAKEN: CMOm to recess to executive session for 30 Minutes, CRts, mc

The Board recessed into executive session at 7:33 a.m.

The Board convened Ín open session at g:02 a.m.
AgrIoN TAKEN: CMom to authorize counsel to research engaging a mediator and pay for half
of the associated costs, CRIs, mc

Meeting concluded at 8:03 a.m. and continued to 9 a.m., Monday, october L4,2024.

The Board of Commissioners attended WSAC Virtual Update, Habitat for Humanity Together We Build
Event, Budget Meetings, Publíc Works Six-Year TIP Open House, Coffee with ColÉn, R-R audget Chamber
Meeting, during the week of October 7.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 2024.
oF

BOARD OF CI.ALI.AM COMMISSIONERS¡

**

.:,

M c, the

KEY TO ABBREVIATIONS:
ATM Administrator Todd Mielke
CMO Commissioner Mark Ozias
CRI Commissioner Randy Johnson
CMF Commissioner Mike French

Mark'

m
mc
s

moved
motion carried
seconded



BOARD OF CLALLAM COUNTY COMMISSIONERS PUBLIC HEARING

Ordinance amending Clallam County Code Chapter tL04, Speed Limits on County Roads

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washi n that any
testimony that I give is true and accurate.
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Gores, Loni

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Ozias, Mark
Wednesday, September 11, 2024 1 :08 PM
Gores, Loni
For Speed Limit hearing
Binderl SlGNED.pdf

Loni, can you inctude this with testimony for our oct. g hearing on speed timits?

Thanks,

Mark Ozias

Clallam County Commissioner

* Please note my new email oddress: mark.ozias@clallamcountywa.gov

* This correspondence may be subject to disclosure under the Pubtic Records Act.
From: Thomas Miller <easyville22@msn.com>
Sent: Monday, August L2,20241L:33 PM
To: Donisi, Joe <joe.donisi@clallamcountywa.gov>; 'rickpeder@gmail.com' <rickpeder@gmail.com>
Cc: Mielke, Todd <Todd.Mielke@clallamcountywa.gov>; Johnson, Randy <randy.johnson@clallamcountywa.gov>; Ozias,
Mark <mark.ozias@clallamcountywa.gov>; ODell, Jason <jason.odell@clallamcountywa.gov>
Subject: Re: URGENT - Gupster Road is UNSAFE

Some people who received this message don't often get email from easwille22@msn.com. Learn whv this is important

Gentlemen

It has been 5 months since our request for speed limit and signage changes on gupster Road and 4 months
since the County Engineer replied that a "study" was forthcoming. Has the County reached a favorable
decision?

Kindly update us. We contend an UNSAFE condition still exists and Fall school bus traffic will resume soon
making matters much more dire.

(Please reference the attached Binderl Signed for a full understanding of the pending matter)

Cordiallç
Tom Miller
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From: Donisi, Joe <ioe.donisi@clallamcountvwa.gov>
Sent: Thursday, April 78,2024 L1_:51 AM
To: 'easyville22@msn.com' <easwille22@msn.com>; 'rickpeder@gmail.com' <rickpeder@gmail.com>
Cc: Mielke, Todd <Todd.Mielke@clallamcountvwa.gov>; Johnson, Randy <randv.iohnson@clallamcountvwa.gov>; Ozias,
Mark <mark.ozias@clallamcountvwa.gov>; ODell, Jason <iason.odell@clal >
Subject: RE: URGENT - Gupster Road is UNSAFE

Hello Mr. Miller,

Thank you for your request supported by the visual aids. We are expecting to complete a speed study in the next two
weeks on Gilbert and Gupster Roads and expect that data to support a speed limit reduction mainly base upon my
observations.

Sincerely,

Joe Donisi, PE

County Engineer

Clallam County

360-4L7-2404

From: Johnson, Randy <randv.iohnson@clallamcountvwa.gov>
Sent: Thursday, March 14,2024 9:46 AM
To: Donisi, Joe <ioe.donísi@clallamcountvwa.gov>
Cc: M ie lke, Todd <Todd. M ie lke @cla I la mco untvwa.sov>
Subject: Fwd: URGENT - Gupster Road is UNSAFE

Woul.d you ptease respond

Sent from my iPhone

Begin fo n¡rarded message:

From: Thomas M itter <easwitte22(ômsn.com>
Date: March 13,2024 at12:01:01 PM PDT

?,



To: "Johnson, Randy" <ra ndy.joh nson(õctattamcou ntywa. gov>, "Ozias, Mark"
<ma rk. ozias@c [a lta mcou ntywa. gov>
Cc: Rick Peder <rickpeder(ôgmait.com>
Subject: URGENT- Gupster Road is UNSAFE

Some people who received this message don't often get email from easyville22@msn.com. Learn why this is important

Gentlemen;

Kindly, review the attached and please take ACTION.

Thank you.

3



March 11,2024

Mr. Randy Johnson

Clallam County Commissioner - District 2

223 E 4th Street

Suite 4

Port Angeles, WA 98362

RE: Need for a Speed Limit Reduction on Gupster Road

Dear Commissioner Johnson;

The 35 mph speed limit on Gupster Road is UNSAFE.

And this letter is a plea for at least a l0 mph reduction. 2A or 25 mph is more

appropriate for the neighborhood activities and the csndition ofthe roadway.

The Gupster-adjacent neighborhoods have several children - of all ages -
and many senior citizens - of all ages - who routinely walk along Gupster and

must use the roadway because no pedestrian walkways exist on either side.

Pedestrians are forced off the roadway when ?-way traffîc approaches - regardless

of speed - but the 35 mph severely cuts the walkers' AND the drivers' reaction

time and only exacerbates the dangers for both. Blind spots abound.

Most drivers typically use Gupster as a short-cut off U.S. l0l via Gilbert-Mill

Roads and they often travel much, much faster than 35 mph (a5-50). Frequently,

pedestrians are overwhelmed by distracted or otherwise unyielding motorists.

Larger vehicles passing head-on create perils not only with pedestrians present but

with each other. Near misses happen more often than is acceptable or excusable.

Addítionally, Gupster lacks signage which warns motorists, such as s¡,ow
CHILDREN PLAYING 

- CAUTTON PREDESTRIA¡IS 
- CAUTION SCHOOL BUS

sroPs - or NARRolry ROAD. such essential signage is sorely needed.



Exhibit A is attached, wherein are photographic comparisons of 25 and 35

mph roads in the surrounding area. Stark distinctions are readily apparent. 35 mph

roads have wider lanes, fog lines, turn lanes, center-line markings, shoulders and

some semblance of pedestrian walkways. Other 25 mph roads have none of these

upgraded features which warrant the reduced speed limit - and in the same way,

Gupster Road is perfectly justified for ZS mph limit.

Please review Exhibit A. tn summary, I trust you will find it quite obvious (as

it is with all adjoining residents) that Gupster Road is NOT suited for, designed for
nor built for the curent 35 mph speed limit.

For these reasons, kindly REDUCE the speed limit and provide appropriate

warning signage. The life YoU save may be any one of us on Gupster Road.

Sincerely yours,

Rick Peder - Gupster Road Resident
rickpeder@Gmail.com

Tom Miller - Gupster Road Resident

Easyville22fOmsn.com

Cc

Sent via email

lhruù. t.Yh,j'l-,



Exhibit A

Current Speed LÍmits on Clallam County Public Roads

Part District 2 (Googte Map Excerpr)

This PETITION concerns Gupster and Gilbert Roads where 35 mph is

viewed clearly as UNSAFE.

Í l'r

SPEED
LIMIT

25

35

SPEED
TIMIT

o

4

Healrng Anrstry

NI
I

25
SPIED
TIMIT

Sûìilhli€ld 0r 5

UN$AFE s

of 3s

SPEED
uilfiT

35

SPEEO
lil9llT

35
45
SPEED
LIMIT

I I0
RV Park

Green

tr

qunrion â{l !: ÊrJñniôn fìri
SPIÊD
LIMIT

I :.-r r,'! ii' a1;ì :,:tJrl;'1lailì

¡

l,l

l

l

I

Lt
l

I

I

l

i

I

I

r

25

enlna

ij
I
i
lì
1
a

I
1

I

I€Ê

ç
d

=4
j

j

SPEËD
UMtr

rCl 35
farm ÇSPgED

uMtl

20
E!

SPE€D
r.rMtT )n1r)'

35
Eg,

=
.iJì{ì'Jsff: Q

Bui'ders

f,,,., Ce nter Êt ffi
so n Enterprises, lncI

Curry lnrlian

Key 20 mph

Page - 1



Exhibit A

Proposed Speed Limit Changes

Part District2 (Google Map Excerpt)

This exhibit PROPOSES Gupster and Gilbert Road's speed limit be set

at a much SAFBR 25 mph- matching Smithfield & Runnion Roads.
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Exhibit A

Gupster Road
(Looking East from Mill Road)

Current UiltAFE Speed Limit - 35 mph

All neighboring 35 mph roads are much wider, with Fog Lines.

Most other 35 mph roads have Shoulders and Centerlines.

Most others 35 mph roads also have Pedestrian Walkways.

35
SPEED
LIMIT
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Exhibit A

GÍtbert Road
(Looking North from US 101)

Current UiltAFE Speed Limit - 35 mph

All neighboring 35 mph roads are much wider, with Fog Lines.

Most other 35 mph roads have Side Shoulders and Centerlines.

Most others 35 mph roads also have Pedestrian Walkways.

Page - 4
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Exhibit A

SAFELY Rated for 35 mph - Carlsborg Road
(Looking North Past Gray V/olf School Zone)

SAFELY Rated for 35 mph - Milt Road
(Looking North from US 101)

Both Have -

Page - 5
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Exhibit A

ONLY Rated for 25 mph - Smithfïeld Road
(Looking West from Mill Road)

ONLY Rated for 25 mph - Runnion Road
(Looking East past Mill Road Intersection)

Both Lack -
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Exhibit A

SAFELY Rated for 35 mph - Carlsborg Road
(Looking North from US 101 approaching SchoolZane)

SAFELY Rated for 35 mph - Taylor Cut-off Road
(Looking South from US 101)

Both Have -

Page - 7
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Loni

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subiect:

Ozias, Mark
Friday, October 4,2024 8:46 AM
JB
Gores, Loni

RE:Towne Rd. Speed limit

ïhank you for sharing your thoughts. I have inctuded our Clerk in this repty to ensure that your comment is
inctuded as testimony for the upcoming pubtic hearing.

Sincerely,

Mark Ozias

Clallam County Commissioner

* Pleose note my new email oddress: mark.ozios@clollomcountywa.gov

t This correspondence mqy be subject to disclosure under the Public Records Act.

From: J B <joshgbergesen@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, October 3,20247:17 AM
To: Ozias, Mark <mark.ozias@clallamcountywa.gov>; Johnson, Randy <randy.johnson@clallamcountywa.gov>; French,
Mike <Mike. French@clallamcountywa.gov>
Subject: Towne Rd. Speed limit

Some people who received this message don't often get email from ioshgbersesen@gmail.com. Learn whv this is important

Ctal,tam County Commissioners
223E.4th Street
Port Angetes, WA 98362

Dear Commissioners,

We are writ¡ng to express our concerns regarding the newty reaLigned Towne Rd. and the criticaI need to
reduce the speed Limit to 25 mph al,ong its entire Length, from East Anderson to Woodcock Road. This
speed timit is the onty one that witt sufficientty address safety concerns and lower speeds to a somewhat
safe [eve[ for the residents and those traveling the road, whether that be pedestrians, cyctists or motor
vehictes.

The new atignment of Towne Rd., while improvement ¡n terms of design, has unfortunatety made it
conducive to higher and potentiatty dangerous speeds. ln the past, the road's numerous 9O-degree turns,
Lack of shoutders, frequent ftooding, and poor conditions made it an undesirable route for drivers.
However, now that the road is in better condition, it witt undoubtedty attract more traffic and invite

1



increased speeds. This poses a significant danger, especialLy in tight of the county's wett-known issue
with speeding on ruraI roads.

As poputation and devetopment continue to grow in this area, Towne Rd. is positioned to become a
north-south thoroughfare, significantl.y increasing traffic. The addition of a new trail. system wil,t further
compound this issue, drawing even more traffic through our neighborhood. lt is imperative that the
county recognize the long-term safety imptications of this new road and take immediate steps to address
the risks posed by speeding. Faiture to do so coutd resutt in dangerous environments for the Towne Rd.
Residents and those who choose to travet the road.

Towne Rd. is riddted with btind spots due to its topography, making it particul.arl,y hazardous at higher
speeds. Additional.ty, having muttipLe speed timits atong the stretch of road is confusing for drivers and
makes comptiance with speed regutations more difficutt. A consistent speed timit of 25 mph for the
entire stretch of Towne Rd. from Woodcock to Anderson woutd not onl.y create safer conditions but atso
provide ctarity for drivers, encouraging stower and safer travel..

We strongty urge the county to take swift action to imptement a 25 mph speed timit atong this stretch. lt
is the county's responsibitity to foresee the dangers of increased traffic and speeds, and to act in the
best interests of the hundreds of residents who tive atong Towne Rd. We ask that you prioritize safety by
instituting this lower speed [imit, thereby protecting both the residents and those travel,ing the road.

Thank you for your attention to this important matter.

Sincerely,

Josh & Bradi Bergesen

ios h gbe rgese n(ôgma i t. com

1 653 Towne Rd.

Sequim, WA 98382

2



Towne Road Speed Limit& Retated lmprovements
Petition Letter to Ctatlam Gounty 9ommissio¡reqs

To: Cla ltam Counry_Qommissioners
Cc: Bruce Emery, Todd Mietke, Joe Donisi

RËCË¡VEÜ
CLALLAM CO. COMMISSIONERS

ocÏ 0 7 2t24

1...2...3...A...

As residents of the Towne Road neighborhood - a group of more than 120 househotds,
whose sole vehicutar connect¡on with Sequim and beyond is via Towne Road - we seek the
fottowing:

1 . A speed timit of 25 mph for the ent¡re tength of Towne Road from East Anderson to
Woodcock.

2. The instatl.at¡on of physical speed structures, such as speed tabtes or humps, that
would reinforce the 25 mph speed timit.

The overatl context of our appeat is obvious fact: Towne Road between the new tevee
extension and Woodcock is substandard. Despite strongty-voiced opposition, the County
has neverthetess chosen to open the levee extension, throwingthrough traffic on Towne
Road without needed improvement to Towne Road.

A consistent 25 mph speed limit from East Anderson until Woodcock woutd hetp to
mitigate the effects of opening the levee extension. To aid enforcement of this speed limit,
physicatfeatures - speed tables or speed humps - are essentiat.

The fottowing support these changes.

1. The County determined the appropriate speed timit for the new levee-top extension
is 25 mph. This new section of Towne Road has better sight tines, is wider and flatter
and has no btind entrances. A 25 mph speed timit on the new stretch is therefore a

powerfuI argument lor 25 mph on the otd, much-inferior section.
2. Differing speed timits woutd create confusion, and make enforcement more

questionabte. This is a contiguous segment. There are no stop signs between East
Anderson and Woodcock.

3. Questionabte data, cottected during a time of unusual circumstances (i.e. healry
construction traffic and the road closure), led to a m¡staken staff recommendation
of 30 mph.

4. The sheriff's department ¡s on record supportinga2S mph speed timit on this
sect¡on (meeting with Sheriff King August 20, 2024I

5. The history of speeding (documented in traffic stud¡es) and the apparent-isolation
of the road speaks to the need for'physicat features to hetp stow traffic.

6. This section of Towne Road, tike the levee section, is a recreation corridor much
used for watking and bikíng, yet offers few physiqat protectigns for pedestrians,
suih as pavemént wiotÈ aho adequàte shsutders A 25 rnprt rp""d'tìmit ànd in-
ptacelphysicaL constraintÊ.or,l. $prged àre therefore aLt the more important.

; ,,t . i ,l

Towne Road Speed Limit& Relatêd lmprovements
Petitio n Lette r to Cl,atlam County Com missioners
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Towne lìoad Speeei LiniiT & Retated lmprovennents
Peûition Le,ttar to elall,am Gourrty GommissiolgrT
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Towne Road Speed Limit & Retated lmprovements
Petition Lettcr to Ctatl,am County Cornmissioners
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Towne Road Speed Limit& Retated lmprovements
Petitíon Letter to Ctattam County Gommissioners

To: Ctattam County Commissioners
Cc: Bruce Emery, Todd Mietke, Joe Donisi

As residents of the Towne Road neighborhood - a group of more than 120 househotds,
whose so{e vehicutar connect¡on with Sequim and beyond is via Towne Road - we seek the
fottowing:

1. A speed timit of 25 mph for the entire tength of Towne Road from East,Anderson to
Woodcock.

2. The instaLtation of physicat speed structures, such as speed tàOtes or humps, that
wouLd reinforce the 25 mph speed timit.

The overatl context of our appeal is obvious fact: Towne Road between the new levee
extension and Woodcock is substandard. Despite strongly-voiced opposition, the County
has neverthetess chosen to,opef the levee extension,.tþrowing through traffic on Towne
Road without needed imprcivèmënt to Towne Road.

A consistent 25 mph speed Limit from East Anderson untit Woodcock woutd hetp to
mitigate the effects of opening the tevee extension. To aid enforcement of this speed [imit,
physicat features - speed tables or speed humps - are essentiat.

The fottowing support these changes.

1. The County determined the appropriate speed timit for the new tevee-top e)ftens¡on
is 25 mph. This new section of Towne Road has better sight tines, is wider and flatter
and has no btind entrances . A25 mph speed timit on the new stretch is therefore a
powerful argument tor 25 mph on the otd, much-inferior section.

2. Differingspeed timitswoutd create confusion, and make enforcement more
questionabte. This is a contiguous segment. There are no stop signs between East
Anderson and Woodcock.

3. Questionable data, cottected during a time of unusual circumstances (i.e. heavy
construction traffic and the road ctosure), ted to a mistaken staff recomméndation
of 30 mph.

4. The sheriff's department is on record supporting a 25 mph speed limit on this
sect¡on (meeting with Sheriff King August 20, 2024).

5. The history of speeding (documented in traffic studies) and the apparent-isolation
of the road speaks to the nded for physicat features to hetp stow traffic.

6. This section of Towne Road, tike the levee section, is a recreation corridor much
used for watking and biking, ye! offers few physical protectircns for pedestrians,
such as pavementt¡viOtf¡ and adequate shoulders. A 25 mþh speed timit and in-
ptace/physical constraints on speed are*therefore a[[ the more important.

Towne Road Speed Limit& Retated lmprovements
Petition Lette r to Cta lta m County Com missioners
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Towne Road Speed Limit& Retated lmprovements
Pet¡t¡on Letter to Gtatla m Gounty Commissioners

To: Ctattam County Commissioners
Cc: Bruce Emery, Todd Mietke, Joe Donisi

As residents of the Towne Road neighborhood - a group of more than 120 households,
whose sofe vehicutar connection with Sequim and beyond is via Towne Road - we seek the
fotl.owing:

1. A speed timit of 25 mph for the ent¡re tent[h of Towne Road from East Anderson to
Woodcock.

2. The instatl.ation of physicat speed structures, süch as speed tabtes or humps, that
would reinforce the 25 mph speed timit. ' ., \. ' ì

The overatl context of our appeal is obviouS fact: Towne Road between the new tevee

extension and Woodcock is substandard. Despite strongty-voiced opposition, the County
has neverthetess chosen to open the [evee extension, throwingthrough traffic on Towne
Road without needed improvement toTowne Road.

A consistent 25 mph speed timit from East Anderson until Woodcock woutd hetp to
mitigate the effects of openingthe tevee extension. To aid enforcement of this speed timit,
physicat features - speed tabtes or speed humps - are essent¡at.

The foLtowing support these changes.

1. The County determined the appropriate speed timit for the new levee-top extension
is 25 mph. This new section of Towne Road has better sight tines, is wider and ftatter
and has no btind entrances. A 25 mph speed timit on the new stretch is therefore a

powerful argument f or 25 mph on the otd, much-inferior section.
2. Differing speed timits woutd create confusion, and make enforcement more

questionabte. This is a contiguous segment. There are no stop signs between East
Anderson and Woodcock.

3. Questionable data, coltected during a t¡me of unusual circumstances (i.e. heavy
construction traff¡c and the road closure), ted to a mistaken staff recommendation
of 30 mph.

4. The sheriff's department is on record supporting a 25 mph speed timit on this
section (meeting with Sheriff King August 20, 2024).

5. The history of speeding (documented in traffic stud¡es) and the apparent-isolation
of the road speaks to the need for physicat features to hetp slow traffic.

6. fnis säcti{n of Towne Road, tikethe levee sect¡on, is a recreation corridor much
used for watking and bikingr )/et offers IgW physical. protections for pedestrians,
such as pavementwidlh and adequate shoutders. A25 mph speed timit and in-
ptace/physicaI constraints on speed are therefore att the more ¡mportant.

Towne Road Speed Limit& Retated lmprotrements
Petition Letter to Ctattam Cou nty Com missio ners
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Towne Road Speed Limit& Retated lmprovements
PetitÍon Letter to Ctâ ttam County Gommissioners

To: Ctattam County Commissioners
Cc: Bruce Emery, Todd Mietke, Joe Donisi

!. .;

As residents of the tàwne Road neighborhood - a group of more than 120 Èousehotds,

whose so{e vehicutar connection with Sequim and beyond is via Towne Road - we seek the
fol.towing: ,, 

t'i--,r 1 ì I

1 . { speed limit of 25 mph for the ent¡re tength of Towne Road from East Anderson to
':.-',; f l-r,"r
Wcibdcock..

2. The instattation of physicat çpeed structures, such as speed tabtês or humps, that
would re¡nforce the 25 mph speed timit.

The overat[ context of our appeal is obvious fact: Towne Road between the new levee

extension and Woodcock iq substandar:d. Despite strongty'voiced oppos¡tion, the County
has nevertheless chosen to open the levee extens¡on, throwingthrough traffic on Towne

Road without needed improvement to Towne Road.

A consistent zS'mpn sdÈuà timilironiEast Ancierson'untilWoodbock wôutd hetþ td i - ¡ ' : ) '"

mitigate the effects of opening the tevee extension. To aid enforcement of this speed"timit, '

physicat features - speed tabtes or sþeeï hurrips - arè.esbential: :

The fottowing support these changes. ru , t.\.

'' ll ine Courrty iìeieilir¡né¿ tne àþpropi¡ate spee'cllimit'tbr the riewleveie-foi ext'énsion

is 25 rnph.Thishew section of -Toùvne Roàd has better sight Lines, ís vÚider and fl.atter: 
änd hás no Ut¡ncientr¡inées. A 25 mph speed timit on the'riew strèfch is tlierefore a
powerfuL argumeirt toiZS nipn on the ol.d, müch-inferior séctiorì'. .

2. Differing speed iimit6vli<iutd èreate cônfusion, ahd inake enforcement more
questionabte. This is a côntiguoud segment.rThere are no stop signs between East

Anderson and Woodcock.
3:*Qûébtlo:irnsbte'data, cotteeted during ¡it¡ruìe of unusuat cire-umstances (i.e. heavy
'. constrtJction traffic and the road ctosure), ted to a mistaken staff recommendation

of 3O mph. '1 i

4. The sheriff's department is on record supportinga 25 mph speed Limit on this
section (meeting with Sheriff King August 20,2024).

5. The history of speeding (documented in traffic studies) and the apparent-isolation
of the road speaks to the need for physicat features to hetp slow traffic.

6. This section of Towne Road, tike the levee section, is a recreation corridor much
used for watking and biking, yet offers few physical protections for pedestrians,

such as pavementwidth and adequate shoulders.425 mph speed timit and in-
ptace/physicaI constraints on speed are therefore a[[ the more important.

Towne Road Speed Limit& Retated lmprovements
Petition Letter to Ctatlam County Commissioners
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Towne Road Speed Limit & Retated lmprovements
Petition Letter to Glalta m Gounty Gommissioners

To: Ctattam County Commissioners
Cc: Bruce Emery, Todd Mietke, Joe Donisi

As residents of the Towne Road neightiorhood - a group of more than 120 househotds,
whose sole veh¡cutar connection with'SeQuim and beyond is via Towne Road - we seek the
foItowing:

1. A speed timit of 25 mph for the entire tength of Towne Road from East Anderson to
Woodcock.

2. The installation of physical. speed structures, such as speed tabtes or humps, that
woutd reinforce the 25 mph speed timit.

The overatl context of our appeat is obvious fact: Towne Road between the new levee

extension and Woodcock is substandard. Despite strongty-voiced opposition, the County
has neverthetess chosen to open the tevee extension, throwingthrough traffic on Towne
Road w¡thout needed improvement to Towne Road.

A consistent 25 mph speed timit from East Anderson until Woodcock woutd hetp to
mitigate the effects of opening the tevee extension. To aid enforcement of this speed limit,
physicat features - speed tabtes or speed humps - are essential..

The fottowing support these changes.

1. The County determined the appropriate speed timit for the new levee-top extension
is 25 mph. This new section of Towne Road has better sight tines, is wider and ftatter
and has no btind entrances. A 25 mph speed timit on the new stretch is therefore a

powerfut argument tor 25 mph on the otd, much-inferior section.
2. Differing speed timitswoutd create confusion, and make enforcement more

questionabte. This is a contiguous segment. There are no stop signs between East

Anderson and Woodcock.
3. Questionable data, cotlected during a time of unusuat circumstances (i.e. heavy

construction traffic and the road ctosure), led to a mistaken staff recommendation
of 3O mph.

4. The sheriff's department is on record support¡ng a 25 mph speed limit on this
sect¡on (meeting with Sheriff King August 20,2024).

5. The history of speeding (documented in traffic studies) and the apparent-isotation
of the road speaks to the need for physicaI features to hetp stow traffic.

6. This section of Towne Road, tike the tevee section, is a recreation corridor much
used for watking and biking, yet offers few physicat protections for pedestrians,

such as pavementwidth and adequate shoulders. A 25 mph speed timit and in-
ptace/physicat constraints on speed are therefore at[ the more important.

Towne Road Speed Limit& Retated lmprovements
Petition Letter to Ctaltam County Gommissioners

!
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Towne Road Speed Limit & Retated lmprovements
Petition Letter to Glattam Gou nty Gommissioners

To: Gtaltam County Commissioners
Cc: Bruce Emery, Todd Mietke, Joe Donisi

As residents of the Towne Road neighborhood - a group of more than 120 househotds,
whose sofe vehicutar connection with Sequim and beyond is via Towne Road - we seek the
fottowing:

1. A speed timit of 25 mph for the entire tength of Towne Road from East Anderson to
Woodcock.

2. The instattation of physical speed structures, such as speed tabtes or humps, that
would reinforce the 25 mph speed timit.

The overalt context of our appea[ is obvious fact: Towne Road between the new levee
extension and Woodcock is substandard. Despite strongty-voiced opposition, the County
has neverthetess chosen to open the tevee extension, throw¡ngthrough traffic on Towne
Road without needed improvement to Towne Road.

A consistent 25 mph speed timit from East Anderson until Woodcock woutd hetp to
mitigate the effects of opening the [evee extension. To aid enforcement of this speed timit,
physicat features - speed tabtes or speed humps - are essential.

The foltowing support these changes.

1 . The County determined the appropriate speed timit lor the new tevee-top extension
is 25 mph. This new section of Towne Road has better sight tines, is wider and flatter
and has no btind entrances . A25 mph speed timit on the new stretch is therefore a
powerfut argument tor 25 mph on the otd, much-inferior section.

2. Differing speed timits woutd create confusion, and make enforcement more
questionabte. This is a contiguous segment. There are no stop s¡gns between East
Anderson and Woodcock.

3. Questionabte data, cottected during a t¡me of unusual circumstances (i.e. healy
ç.onstruction traffic and the road ctosure), led to a mistaken staff recommendation
of 3O mph.

4. The sheriff's department is on record supportinga 25 mph speed timit on this
section (meeting with She riff Ki ng Augusr. 20, 2024).

5. The history of speeding (documented in traffic studies) and the apparent-isolation
of the road speaks to the need for physical features to hetp stow traffic.

6. This section of Towne Road, tike the levee section, is a recreation corridor much
used for walking and biking, yet offers few physicat protections for pedestrians,
such as pavementwidth and adequate shoutders.425 mph speed timit and in-
ptace/physicaI constraints on speed are therefore all the more important.

ïowne Road Speed Limit& Retated lmprovernents
Petition Lette r to Gtattam Go unty Com missio ners
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You're lnvited

usE
Wednesd ây, October 16, 20.24

4pm-Spm
Please join us for an Open House for Peninsula Behavioral Health's

newest Transitional Living home in Sequim.

A special thank you to the Sequim Chamber of Commerce as they will
be hosting a Ribbon Cutting Ceremonyfor us during the Open House!

Light refreshments will be served.

49O l/V. Fir Street, Sequim
Parking is available across the street at St. Luke's.

For questions, please contact:
Tracy Sheldon, Development Director

360-457 -0431 ext 531159
Cell or text: 360-797-4345

tracys@peninsu la behavioral.org

*
Peninsula

Behavioral

HEALTH-

Ittl

Fllpe starts here



Gores, Loni

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:

Subject:
Attachments:

Ogden, Sarah (DNR) <Sarah.Ogden@dnr.wa.gov>
Tuesday, October 1,202411:07 AM
Ozias, Mark;Johnson, Randy; French, Mike; Gores, Loni; Mielke, Todd;White, Jennifer;
Rushton, Pam; DOR Clallam County REET 2; Fire District #3 - Mike Mingee;
lcolema n @ccfd3.org; jg rider@ ccfd3.org; M isty Shaw; thudson @ccfd3.org;
Chief@Clallamfire4.org; bruce.c.leiper@clallamfire4.org; Cheryl Anderson;
paulb@forkshospital.org; lacijo@forkshospital.org; lcannon@olympicmedical.org;
jnutter@olympicmedical.org; director@nols.org; Amy Hough; connieb@portofpa.com;
braedib@portofpa.com; dbingham@csd313.org; rnickels@sequimschools.org;
tnorman@sequimschools.org; diana.reaume@qvschools.org; Steve Burke
Emmons, Duane (DNR)

October Clallam County Timber Sale Revenue Report
Clallam County TS Revenue Report 10-2024.pdf

Some people who received this message don't often get ema¡l from sarah.ogden@dnr.wa.gov. Learn why this is important

Greetings,

I am happy to be sending out the attached County Timber Sale Revenue Report for the month of October. This
report is a tooI we are using to inform our beneficiaries, inctuding county leaders and junior taxing districts, about
the timber sale revenue that they witt benefit from over the next three years.

Ptease take time to review the document and reach out if you have any questions or woutd like a more in-depth
watkthrough of the information inctuded.

Sincerely,
Sarah

Sarah Ogden
Trust Outreach Specialist
Washington State Department of Natural Resources (DNR)

Mobile: (360)791 -5774
sa ra h.o g d en @ d n r.wa. gov
www.dnr.wa.qov

1



DRAFT - content subject to change

Beneficiary Timber Sa[e Revenue Report
Ctattam County - October 2024

Jul.y Auction Resutts:

County Revenue from PistoI Pete Sorts Timber Sate
Trust 01- Clallam -TCA202*

August Auction Resutts:

County Revenue from Doc Hottiday Timber Sate

State Forest Transfer to Tax Code Area 153*

Timber Sate Minimum Bid ActuaI Sate Price Receiving Trusts

Pistot Pete Sorts $1 ,102,964.69 $ 1,31 2,927.os
State Forest Transfer -'l5o/o

Common Schoot Trust - B5o/o

Taxing District Estimated Totalto Fund Actual Total to Fund

Clallam County Roads 5 gg,z30.6¿ 5 gg,oog.zo

Sequim School District Enrichment 5 9g,z6q.oq. S ttt,otz.gs
Sequim School District CP/Bonds 5 46,74L.s2 S ss,oEg.gz
Port of Port Angeles S 1i.,888.48 S 14,i.5i..59
State l- 5 taz,zss.ls S 193,i_43.05

State 2 5 Bl,oq3.l2 S tog,otg.sz
Conservation Futures S t,gtz.gg 5 2,282.98
Clallam County S 82,938.35 5 98,126.6q
Fire District #3 General S L2o,487.6s 5 tq3,qz3.g9
Fire District #3 EMS S ¡g,toz.tg S 45,355.38
North Olympic Library S 3t,s8z.oo S gz,sgg.gs

Hospital District #2 S 3q,tll.zl 5 40,689.44

Totals: S 794,L94.s8 S g¿s,3oz.cg

Timber Sale Minimum Bid Actual Sate Price Receiving Trusts
Doc Hottiday $ 1,240,000 $ 1,633,791.s0 State Forest Transfer - 1 OOo/o

Satmonberry
Surprise $ 8z6,ooo $912,962

Common Schoot -82o/o
Agricutturat Schoot - 18o/o

Taxing District Estimated Totalto Fund Actual Total to Fund
Clallam County Roads S 52,083.03 S s¿,682.t9
Crescent School District Enrichment S s¿,660.95 S 52,39¿.oo
Crescent School District CP/Bonds 5 tz]ss3t S i_3,393.07
Port of Port Angeles S 7,395.00 5 tl¡q.ts



State 2 S s¿,t¿9.80 S so,ssr.oo
Conservation Futures s 1_,1_92.98 s L,252.63
Clallam County S st,sgo.tg 5 sq,ßg.to
Fire District #4 General 5 og,gq3.tl S zg,gss.gg
North Olympic Library 5 t9,6¿g.og S zo,ogo.+s
Hospital District #2 5 2L,259.37 S 22,322.34

Totals: S ¿cs,soo.oo 5 qøl,lls.oo

DRAFT - content subject to change

State 1 S roo 928.05 S ros 4.45

September Auction Resutts:
o No timber sales were brought to auction in September.

October Proposed Timber Sales to the Board of NaturaI Resources:

Timber Sale Draft Appraised Value Receiving Trusts

Ettens Rock $ 73s,ooo
State Forest Transfer - 590/o

Common SchooI TrusT.- 41o/o

Estimated County Revenue from Ettens Rock
State Forest Transfer to Tax Code Area 502*
Taxing District Estimated Totalto Fund

Clallam County Roads S 36,261

Quillayute Valley School District S 3g,t¿o
Quillayute Valley School District S sz,sz8
Port of Port Angeles S 5,t¿8
State 1 s 70,267

State 2 S 3z,6gs
Conservation Futures s 83L

Clallam County S 3s,gtg
North Olympic Library S rg,ozg
Hospital District #L s 18,560

Hospital District #l- S tt,ts+
Totals: $ gzs,zgg

Other County Timber Sale Revenue lnformation
¡ County lncome Quarterty Reports. County-specific information regarding quarterty

revenue from state foresttands.



f¡¡ Rrprv Re pen To:

Real Estate Services
TR.-4609-P5

United States Department of the trnterior
BTJREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS

OLYMPIC PENINS{JLAAGENCY HËCËIVED
27t7 Ç,{}t-BYAVENUË CLALLAM CO, CCIMM'SS,'NERS

sLr¡t'g I 1t I

EVERETT, wA e82ûi ocÏ 0 s 2Û24

1"".2...3...A...

Case Number: 56829

NOTICE OF NON-GAMTNG LANÐ ACQUTSTTIOT{ APPLICATION

Pursuant to the Code of Federal Regulations, Title 25, INDIANS, l5 I .10 On-Reservation, notice is
given of the application filed by the JAMESTO\A/N S'KLALLAM TRIBE to have real properry
accepted "in trust" for said applicant by the United States ofAmerica. The determination whether to
acquire this property "in trust" will be rnade in the exercise of discretionary authority which is vested
in the Secretary of the lnterior, or his authorized representative, U.S. Department of the Interior. To
assist us in the exercise of that discretion, we invite your comments on the proposed acquisition. In
order for the Secretary to assess the impact of the removal of the subject property from the tax rolls,
and if applicable to your organizalion, we also request that you provide the following information:

{1) lf know'n, the annual amûunt of properfy'taxes currently levied on the subject property
allocated to your organization;

(2) Any special assessments, and amounts thereof, that are currently assessed against the
property in support of your organization;

(3) Any governmental services that are curently provided to the property by your
organization; and

{4) If subject to zoning, how the intended use is consistent, or inconsistent, with the zoning

TVe provide the following infarmation regarding this application:

Applicant:

JAMESTOWN S'I(LALLAM TRIBE

LegaN Land Ðescription/Site Location

See "Exhibit A" for legai descriptions

Fro i ect Descri¡¡tion/Froposed Land {Ise:

Llndevelopeclvacant land. no change in land use proposed.

l{0LÁdui
0ffice Codes: F,P,UL,lel AD Numberå rr¿0Urtl?sAt Case: 5tB¿1



As i¡liiicateci above, {he purpose fbr seeking your Ðor}lmenfs regarelíng the prcposed trust land
acquisiticn is to oi¡tain suil'ieient data tha,t would enabie an anaiysis cf the potential impact on
locai/state €iûvernnìent, which may iesuli fr*m tlie rem*val of the subjeel property frorn the tax roåi
and iocai jurisdiction"

This nr¡tiee does not consiitul-e, or replac*. a notice that rnight be issueeJ fortlre pLrrpûse oicornpiian*e
with The Nat¡onal En'¿iro¡rmc;rtal Poliey Act {ì'.lLPA) cf 1969.

Your r¡¿{iltq¡3 çr¡mments shcuid be addressed to the Burear¡ of lndian Af'fairs office listed at the top of
this notice. Any comments reeeir¡ed wirhin thi*y days of yorir receipt aithis notice lviil be considered
anei made a paf{ of our recorri. 'Ybr-l may be granted one thirty day extension of limc to furnish
comnrents, provideci yr:u subinit a written justilìcaiiorl requesling such an exTensior: u¡ithin Thiity ria.ys

of receipt cf this ietter. ,{dditionally, copies of all comments wiil be provid.ed to the appiicanl for a
i"aspûnsÊ. Yau'wili be noiified of the decisicn ïc approve or deny ihe applieation"

ff any patf receíving the enclosed notice is aware of additionai governmentai entities that may be
afÊenl¡"rl hv fhe cuhiecf ncn¡¡icitinn lrl,'ece Ênnr.,qrd â n^n\/ fn cqi,.{ nçrtrr

, t/¡vevv .v úF¡s t,út.j '

A copy of'the application, exciuding any documentation exempted under the Freedom of lnformatian
Act (FOIA), is available for review at the above address. A reqr"rest to make an appointment to review
the application, or questions regarding the applicatian, ffiãy be directed to the OLYMPIC
PENINSULA AGÐNCY Office attention: CAR.OLEE TOBY, RÐALTY SPECIALIST. {564)
2tü-252q.

Sinceraiy"

SUFERINTEI{DENT

Enclosure(s)

ilillttffi ltffi ffi $ilffi Hffi rulilfil ü$üHffi ffiililffi tilffi ffi üüruffi wffi ffi ffi ffiilll tililt
NOLAáN],

0ffi.ce (odes: P.P.nt1l,e3 AD Numbêr: '1¿0tt{3?5ån Case:5tôe1



CC:

BY CERTIFIED MAIL:

CLALLAM COLINTY ASSESSOR CHIEF DEPUTY ASSESSOR

223 E 4TH STREET, SUITE 2

PORT ANGELES ,WA98362

Certified Mail ID: 7020 0640 0002 I l2l 4154

STA|E OF WASHINGTON

GOVERNOR'S OFFICE OF TNDIAN AFFAIRS

I I10 CAPITAL IVAY SOUTH, SUITE 225

OLYMPIA, WA 98501

Certified Mail ID: 7020 0640 0002 l12l 4581

CITY OF SEQUTM

I52 W. CEDAR STREET

SEQUIM, WA 98382

Certified Mail ID: 7020 0640 0002 1121 4161

NOLANN],
0ffice Codes: P.Pi0b"l,eI AD Number: 'ra0fl4l?sAF Case:5båAq



Case Number: 56829

Applicant Name: JAMESTOWN
S'KLALLAM TRIBE

LEGAL DESCRIPTION EXHIBIT A

Tract II):
Tract Name: GOLF COURSE III

Land Area Land Area Name Tract Nwnber
L29 JAMESTOIüN KLAL],AM

(CLAl,LAM)

Section Township Range State
4 030.00N 004.00!V VTASHTNGTON

]-TRO

PORTIAND, OR

County
CLALLAM

Region Agency
NORTHWEST OLYMPTC

REGTONAL OFFICE PENTNSULA
AGENCY

Meridian Leqal Description
wiLlamette

Resources
Both (Mineral
and Surface)

Acres
320

DESCRIPTION: CLALLAM COUNTY AP# 0430035401-40
METES AND BOUNDS: LOT 8, DUNGENESS ESTATES, ACCORDING TO TI{E PLAT THEREOF RECORDED
IN VOLUME 7 OT'PLATS, PAGE(S) 32 AND 33, RECORDS OF'CLALLAM COUNTY, üIASHINGTON.
SITUATE IN CLALLAM COUNTY, STATE OE IÍASHTNGTON.

üJDAEA O1

0ffice Codes: F,P.Uh"l,eî AD Numben: qe00q3?sgtl Case:5bge1



Gores, Loni

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:
Attachments:

Virginia Shogren <vshogren@gmail.com >

Friday, October 4,2024 9:40 AM
Gores, Loni

Johnson, Randy; French, Mike;Ozias, Mark; Riggs, Shoona;
michael.dashiell@sequimgazette.com; Matthew.Nash@sequimgazette.com; Jeff Tozzer;
CSD - Seth Woolson; Fisk, Emma (ATG)

Public Comment for BOCC 10-8-24 Meeting
24-2-01904-34 Conformed Complaint.pdf

Some people who received this message don't often get email from vshogren@gmail.com. Learn whv this is important

Dear Loni,

Attached ptease find pubtic comment for the next Board of County Commissioners publ,ic meeting
scheduted for Tuesday, October 8,2024.

This is being provided as a fo[tow up to the Work Session meeting with Cl.attam Conservation District
representatives held on September 30, 2024. During that meeting, the Commissioners had questions
regarding the attached lawsuit.

Thank you,

Virginia Shogren
961 W. Oak Court
Sequim, WA 98382
360-461 -5551

1
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E.FILED
THURSTON COUNTY WA

SUPERIOR COURT
0512412024 - 11 :1 5AM

Linda Myhre Enlow
Thurston County Clerk

VIRGINIA P. SHOGREN,

V

WASHINGTON STATE
CONSERVATION COMMISSION,

SUPERIOR COURT OF \ryASHINGTON

COUNTY OF THURSTON

Case No. 24-2-A1904-34

Petitioner

VERIFIED PETITION CHALLENGING
CERTIFICATION OF MARCIJ 19,2024
CLALLAM CONSERVATION DISTRICT
SPECIAL ELECTION

Respondent

Petitioner Virginia P. Shogren hereby alleges:

L PARTIES

l. Petitioner Virginia P. Shogren is a resident of Clallam County, a County elector, and a

voter in the March 19,2024 Clallam Conservation District Supervisor Election ("District Election").

2. Respontlent Washington State Conservation Comrnission ("SCC") is a state agency

run by a board of ten commissioners tasked with, inter alia, determining whether district special elec-

tions comply with Title 135- l l0 of the Washington Administrative Code.

VERIFIED PETITION CHALLENGING
CËRTIFICATION OF MARCH 19,2024
CLALLAM CONSERVATION DISTRICT
SPECIAL ELECTION

)
)
)
)
)
)
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II. JURISDICTION ANÐ VENUE

3. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction pursuant to RCW 2,08.010, Chapter 7.24

RCW, and RCW 294.68.013(3). Venue is proper in Thurston County as the county of residence fbr

the SCC. According to the Washington Secretary of State's oflice, an action seeking decertification of

a District Election certifìed by the SCC is properly brought in Thurston County Superior Court.

III. OUESTION PRXSENTEI)

4. Did untracked and unsupervised poll-site voting outside of election day constitute sig-

nificant non-compliance with the election procedure under Title 135- I l0 of the V/ashington Adminis-

trative Code thus prohibiting certification of the District Election?

IV. ALLEGED FACTS

5. The Resolution fbr the District Election dated November 14, 2023 notified the public

of a poll-site and mail-in special election to be held on Tuesday, March 19,2024 from l2:00 p.m. to

7:00 p.m. ,S¿e, Attachment A, pg. "107 of 179". The deadline fbr requesting a mail-in ballot in per-

son, onlineo or by phone was specifìed as 4:00 p.m. on February 29,2024. Id.The Resolution's dual

poll-site and mail-in election methods were posted on the Clallam Conservation District's ("CCD")

website and were discussed during a public meeting of the CCD Board of Supervisors which I attend-

ed on March 12,2024.

6. The two methods for the District Election were t'urther confirmed by the SCC in its in-

vestigative report as a "Poll site & mail-in" election with two categories of vote totals f'or mailed-in

ballots and ballots c¿rst on March 19,2024 ("Election Day").Attachment A, page "99 of 179" and

page "l0l of 179". The polling ofÏcers were Deborah Cannon and Sarah Miller. The election super-

visor was Kimberly Williams ("Election Supervisor"), Attachment A, page "l02 of 179".

VERIFIED PETITION CHALLENGING
CERTIFICATION OF MARCH 19,2024
CLALLAM CONSERVATION DISTRICT
SPECIAL ELECTION 2
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7 . On March 13,2024,1 attended a meeting of the Dungeness River Management Team

("DRMT") at the Dungeness River Nature Center, a facility operated by a local tribal entity. The in-

cumbent tbr the District Election has told me she is a member of the same tribe.

8. The Election Supervisor and a CCD Supervisor attended the DRMT meeting at the

tribal f'acility. To my surprise, during the DRMT meeting, the Election Supervisor and CCD Supervi-

sor orally discussed and announced a third method of voting in the election. They announced that in-

person voting for the District Election was on-going at the CCD headquarters and could be

done at any time outside of the mail-in ballot deadline and poll-site District Election date and

specified hours. The Ëlection Supervisor and CCD Supervisor seemingly advocated for in-person

voting prior to the poll-site District Election, with the Election Supervisor saying they needed more

"conservation-minded folks" to vote. I interpreted this statement as a 'political dog whistle' for eligi-

ble voters to cast their votes fbr the tribal incumbent. The CCD Supervisor at the tribal-hosted DRMT

meeting announced Lori Delorm as the "only candidate" in fävor of pipeline projects that bring sub-

stantial funding to CCD.

9. Prior to the March 13,2024 meeting, the Election Supervisor had mounted an external

ballot drop box on a wall in an open public hallway adjacent to the CCD ofIìce. At the meeting on

March 13,2024, she indicated that voters could come get a ballot any time and cast it prior to Elec-

tion Day by depositing their ballot in the drop box at CCD's headquarters. The previous day, on

March 12,2024, while waiting for the CCD's public meeting to commence, I had witnessed white

envelopes presumably containing deposited ballots within the drop box that were poking up in the

small box which appeared to be readily capable of reaching by hand fbr removal or tampering.

10. Civen all that I had witnessed and heard on March 12,2024 and March 13,2024, on

March 14,2024,I submitted complaints in writing to the SCC regarding the District Election. At-

VERIFIED PETITION CHALLENGINC
CERTIFICATION OT.' MARCH 1 9, 2024
CLALLAM CONSERVATION DISTRICT
SPECIAL ELECTION 3
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tachment A, pages "l04 of 179" to "l06 of 179." The poll-site election was f'ast approaching (March

19,2024).I have narrowed the issues tbr purposes ot'this judicial review, without prejudice.

I L On March 14,2024,1 notitied the SCC of the on-going WAC violations of allowing a

third method of in-person poll-site voting prior to the designated poll-site Election Day and hours,

which contradicted the proper election notification already given. I asked that the Election Su-

pervisor be immediately relieved of her duties. I asked that the CCD appoint a new election supervi-

sor who could take steps to ameliorate the violations, including requiring that any electors who had

cast votes contrary to the Resolution be immediately contacted and required to cast their votes in-

person on Election Day, March 19,2024, between l2:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m. according to the proper

notice provisions already given.

12. On March 22,2024,I confirmed that the SCC had taken no action to rectily the elec-

tion violations described within my notice daled March 14,2024. Attachment A, pages "l03 of 179"

to "104 of 179." This t'ailure to act allowed the District Election to proceed on March 19,2024 with-

out addressing a single concern that I provided.

13. On March 22,20?4,1also f'orwarded to the SCC contirmation of the WAC violations

fiom the Election Supervisor. Attachment C. Per an email exchange with the Election Supervisor dat-

ed March 21,2024 (two days after the District Election), the Slection Supervisor confirmed that

she had allowed/conducted in-person voting between March 1,2024 and March 18r2024

(AFTER the absentee mail-in ballot request deadline and BEFORE the poll-site election on

March l9thr2024 from 12 to 7 p.m.). The Election Supervisor further contirmed that: I ) she had

no record of how many ballots she handed out; 2) she had no record of the number of in person bal-

lots requested at the poll-site election ( l2 to 7 p.m. on March 19,2024): and, 3) she had no record of

how many ballots were deposited in the make-shif't drop box (which was lacking any security). ft/.

VERIFIED PETITION CHALLENGING
CERTIFICAT¡ON OF MARCH 19,2024
CLALLAM CONSERVATION DISTRICT
SPECIAL ELECTION 4
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14. On April 12,2024, fbllowing a telephone interview with SCC stafï conducting an in-

vestigation of the District Election, I re-f'orwarded the Election Supervisor's email dated March 21,

2024 to the SCC, noting that it was sent within two days of the March 19,2024 District Election, and

therefore, was of high evidentiary value for SCC's investigation. I again noted that the Election

Supervisor confirmed that in-person voting (which she referred to as "walk-in" voting at the

March 13,2024 DRMT meeting), was conducted AFTER the absentee mail-in ballot request

deadline and BEFORE the poll-site election on March 19, from 12 to7 p.m.

15. On May 16,2024, the SCC unanimously certified the District Election based on staff s

conclusion that the Resolution for the District Election had been followed. During the public meet-

ing, I do not recall any mention by SCC staff of the March 21,2024 email from Ms. Williams con-

firming she was handing out untracked numbers of ballots before Election Day. The March 21,2024

email was not included in the staff report to the SCC board members. Attachment A. I also do not re-

call any discussion of the Election Supervisor permitting in-person voting outside of the mail-in re-

quest deadline and the poll-site election held on March 19,2024 fiom 12:00 to 7:00 p.rn. with no

oversight and no other poll officers present.

V. WAC AUTHORITY FOR DISTRICT ELECTIONS

16. District r*"r*" r- on, the date(s), the

physical location(s), and the tirnes polls will open and close for each polling place. . . ." WAC 135-

l r0-2r0(2xb).

l7. ""Poll-site election" and "walk-in election" mei¡ns an election in which a voter signs in

on a poll list, receives a ballot from a polling officer, enters a vote fbr a candidate on the ballot, and

places the ballot in a ballot box at a polling place supervised or monitored by polling officers." WAC

135-l l0-t t0.

VERIFIED PETITION CHALLENGING
CERTIFICATION OF MARCH 19.2024
CLALLAM CONSERVATION DISTRICT
SPECIAL ELECTION 5
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18. ""Mail-in election" means an election in which mail-in ballots are provided befbre

election day to qualified voters. Voters return completed ballots to a receiving location or address au-

thorized by the conservation district board of supervisors." WAC I 35- I I 0- I 10.

19. ""Remote election" means an election in which ballots are retumed by some means

other than tbr a poll-site election. A mail-in election is a type of remote election." V/AC 135-l l0-

I10.

20. ""Polling officer" means a person appointed by the election supervisor to verity voter

eligibility, assure compliance with this rule in and around the polling place, issue ballots, count bal-

lots, and verify the unotficial ballot count in writing to conservation district supervisors." WAC 135-

I l0-l 10.

21. ""Poll list" or "polling list" means a list of voters who voted in an election." WAC

t35-t l0-l 10,

22. ""Election supervisor" means an individual or entity appointed by conservation district

supervisors to organize, coordinate, and manage tasks related to the election of conservation district

supervisors." WAC 135-l l0-l10.

23. "Every physical poll site must be open for at least four consecutive hours at a time

convenient for voters, and every physical poll site must have at least two polling otlìcers present dur-

ing the hours the polls are open." WAC 135-110-240(2).

24. "During a poll-site election, polling otÏcers must monitor the voting place tbr compli-

ance with this section,.and also serve as guardians of all issued and unissued ballots, under the super-

vision and direction of the election supervisor." WAC 135-l l0-450(l).

t/t

VERIFIED PETITION CHALLENGING
CERTIFICATION OF MARCH 19,2024
CLALLAM CONSERVATION DISTRICT
SPECIAL ELECTION 6
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VI. THE SCC ERRED IN CERTIFYING THE DISTRICT ELECTION

25. The District Election was noticed for two methods: "Poll site & mail-in". Attachment

A, page "99 of 179" and page "l07 of 179".

26. The poll-site election was noticed for March 19,2024,12:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.ld.

27. The deadline to request an absentee ballot fbr the mail-in election, whether in-person,

online, or by phone, was February 29,2O24 at 4:OO p.m. Id.

28. Unbenownst to the general public, but announced by the Election Supervisor at the

tribal facility on March 13,2024, voters presumably casting votes for the tribal member candidate (re-

ferred to by the Election Supervisor as "conservation-minded t'olks") could vote via a more conven-

ient third method. The Election Supervisor called the third method of voting a "walk-in" method,

namely, coming to CCD ofTìces at any convenient time prior to Election Day, being handed a ballot,

and immediately casting the ballot by depositing it in an (unsecure) drop box.

29. There is no provision in WAC 135-l l0 that authorizes an Election Supervisor to: l)

hand out ballots outside of the noticed time/hours tbr a poll-site election, apparently by herself', and

without any other polling ofïcers present; 2) hand out untracked numbers of ballots prior to the poll-

site election without having the voter sign a poll list; or, 3) hand out ballots to be cast in an unsecure

'ballot box' mounted in a hallway that is unsupervised and not monitored by "at least two polling of'-

ficers". V/AC 135-ll0-l l0; WAC 135-110-240(2); WAC 135-l l0-210(2Xb).

30. This is tbr obvious reasons. A single person cannot lawfully engage in poll-site elec-

tion activity outside of the noticed hours fbr said poll-site election. Mail-in elections and remote elec-

tions allow fbr an in-person return of the ballot, but not the in-person receipt of a ballot afler the pub-

licly-noticed absentee request deadline. WAC 135- l l0-l 10. Otherwise, there is no purpose served by

VERIFIED PETITION CHALLENCING
CERTIFICATION OF MARCH 19,2024
CLALLAM CONSERVATION DISTRICT
SPECIAL ELECTION 7
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the absentee request deadline, and ballots could be obtained and cast at ony time, even on Election

Day prior îo the polls being o¡tenetl.

31. Critical fbr purposes of this Petition is the fact that the Election Supervisor admitted,

in writing, within 48 hours of the District Election, that she had allowed/conducted in-person vot-

ing between March t,2024 and March 18,2024 (AFTER the absentee mail-in ballot request

deadline and BEFORE the poll-site election on March 19th,2024 from 12 to 7 p.m.). The SCC

omitted this key email fiom its investigative report. Attachment C.

32. The vote totals fbr the District Election show only rillo types of vote totals, not three.

Attachment A, page "l0l of 179". Any votes cast by way of the secret third method in contravention

of Title WAC 135- I l0 are invalid and void. The Election Supervisor does not know how many bal-

lots she handed out. Attachment C. The WAC violations âre so egregious that the true outcome of

the District Election is unknowable.

VII. RELIEF SOUGHT

WHEREFORE, Petitioner prays for the tbllowing relief:

I. For a declaration that the actions of the Election Supervisor, as stated herein, rise to

the level of signifìcant non-compliance with the election procedure of WAC 135- I l0;

U. For an order directing the SCC to withdraw its certifìcation of the District Election to

correct the error in certification, accordingly; and,

III. For such firther relief as the Court may deem jusf.

Daterl: May 24,2024
V P. Shogren
961 W. Oak Court
Sequim, WA 98382
360-461 -555 I , vshogren @ gmail.com
Petitioner, pro ,ee

VERIFIED PETITION CHALLENCING
CERTIFICATION OF MARCH 19,2024
CLALLAM CONSERVATION DISTRICT
SPECIAL ELECTTON



I

2

3

4

5

6

7

I
9

10

lt
t2

13

t4

15

16

t7

18

19

20

2t

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

VERIFICATION

I, Virginia P. Shogren, declare:

I am the Petitioner in the above-captioned action. I have read the foregoing VERIFIED

PETITION CHALLENGING CERTIFICATION OF I\4ARCH 19, 2024 CLALLAM

CONSERVATION DISTRICT SPECIAL ELECTION and know the contents thereof. I declare under

penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that the foregoing is true and correct,

that the attachments hereto are true and correct copies redacted for privacy where needed, and that

this document was executed in the County of Clallam, State of Washington, on this 24th day of May,

2024. GR 13.

V P. Shogren

VERIFIED PETITION CHALLENGING
CERTIF'ICATION OF MARCH 19,2024
CLALLAM CONSERVATION DISTRICT
SPECIAL ELECTION
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ATTACHMENT A



Washington State
Conservat¡on Com m ission

May 16,2024

TO:

FROM

SUBJECT:

James Thompson, SCC Executive Director

Shana Joy, Election Officer

Results of investigation of allegation related to the Clallam
Conservation District election of March 19,2024

Action ltem

lnformational ltem

Background Sumrnary:

ïhe Washington State Conservation Commission (SCC) received a complaint about
the Clallam Conservation District (CCD) election. Staff conducted an investigation,l
determined the allegations do not rise to the level of significant non-compliance with
election procedure, and recommend the SCC certify and announce the GCD election.

Requested Action:

That the SCC certify and announce the official winner of the CCD election.

Suggested motion:

Motion by [Commissioner I to certify and announce Lori
DeLorm as the official winner of the Clallam Conservation District election.

Summary

WA State Conservation Commission

x

Allegation A CCD supervisor took an official position on a candidate, the
ballot box was unsecure, the election resolution was not followed,
and the unofficial winner is ineligible.

Date Made Shogren: March 14,2024, and March 22,2024. Worthington
March 28,2024.

Source Email complaints from Ms. Virginia Shogren; an email and voice
mail messages from John Worthington.

Status Unsubstantiated

1 See WAC 135-110-790
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Summary Ms. Shogren alleges a number of concerns with the CCD election,
including that a CCD supervisor took an official position on a
candidate, the ballot box was unsecure, and that the election
resolution was not followed, and that the double envelope system
used was invalid.

Mr. John Worthington challenges the eligibility of the unofficial
winner of the election to serve as a conservation district
supervisor.

Effect Since no official position was taken by a CCD supervisor, the
ballot box was not unsecure, the election resolution was followed,
the double envelope system used was valid, and the unofficial
winner of the election is eligible to serve as a conservation district
supervisor, the allegations complained of do not constitute
"significant noncompliance" which impacted the outcome of the
election2. I

Clallam Conservation District Election Allegation:

On March 14,2024, and again on March 22,2024, SCC staff received an email
compfaint about the CCD election from Ms. Virginia Shogren.3 On March 27,2024,
by email and two voice mails, Mr. John Worthington also complains about the CCD
election.

On March 14,2024, Ms. Shogren indicated a number of areas of complaint with the
CCD election, including that a CCD supervisor took an official position on a
candidate, the ballot box was unsecure, errors regarding the ballot process, and thal
the election resolution was not followed. On March 22,2A24, Ms. Shogren again

contacted SCC staff to reiterate her concerns with the CCD election. Ms. Shogren's
allegations primarily involve statements made by Ms. Kim Williams, election
supervisor for CCD, and Mr. Ben Smith, CCD board supervisor, at two public

meetings: a regular CCD board meeting on March 12,2024, and a meeting of the
Dungeness River Management Team (DRMT) on March 13,2024.

On March 27,2024, Mr. John Worthington asserted that the unofficial winner is
ineligible.

wAS€EfffidnälráAGolû6s$i00-1 1 0 and WAC 1 3þyfl@,ZW (2).
3 Both emails accompany this memo.
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The general parameters of the CCD election were set out in the CCD board
Resolution #23-008, dated November 14,2023.4 CCD made provisions for both a
poll site and mail-in election.

The poll site portion was to be held on Tuesday, March 19,2024, from 12:00pm until

7:00 pm at the Armory Square Office Building, 228W First Street, Suite H, Port

Angeles, WA. The candidate filing deadline was set for January 15,2024, by 4:00
pm. Voters could request a mail-in ballot from the District until February 29,2024, by

4:00 pm. Ballots could be requested online at www.clallamcd.orq or by phone.

Voters who othen¡rise do not receive a requested mail-in ballot or who wish to pick up

a ballot were allowed to stop by the district office and pick one up during regular
business hours. lf a voter returned a ballot by mail, the ballot must be postmarked by

March 19,2024.5

On March 19,2024, CCD held the pol!-site portion of its election from 12 pm - 7pm.
The unofficial winner was incumbent Lori Delorm with 256 votes. Judy May Larson
received 62 votes. There also was one write-in candidate, Steve Marble, who
received 3 votes. 42 votes were disqualified. Total votes were 363.

lnvestigation:

The submittal of a complaint via the election feedback form triggers WAC 135-110-
790, which results in notice being provided to the SCC Executive Director (ED) of the
allegation, the investigation of the allegation, and the determination of the ED of if the
allegation rises to the level of significant non-compliance with election procedure

sufficient to warrant the noncertification of the election.

On March 14, 2024, the regional manager for CCD became aware of the complaint.
On March 25,2024, the ED directed the SCC's Election Officer and SCC staff to
investigate the complaint. The notice required in WAC 135-110-790 was provided on

March 25,2024.

On Aprif 10, 2024, SCC staff assigned to the investigation contacted Kim Williams,
election supervísor for the CCD to gain further information about the allegatlons. Ms.

Williams confirmed that she was present at the two public meetings which are the
focus of most of the allegations, and that she spoke at both meetings.

4 The CCD election resolution accompanies this memo.
5 lt should be noted here that the resolution lists the incorrect year regarding the postmark return date.
During an email exchange on May 2,2024, Ms. Williams confirmed that the year error was corrected for
the required due notice advertisement of the election and in all other elections communications (web site,
etc.). No other date in the resolution was inaccurate, no complaint was received regarding it, no
allegation has been made that it affected the election, and the date for receiving a written complaint has
passed. SCC leadership will review this information for purposes of the SCC's Conservation
tAôôchÊbiHqf,vffi' Pørfoi$Fisrqce Program (CAPFIvTåé@A'PP is a combined mandatory and võfuFffigr 17e

accountability and performance program for Washington conseryation districts.



On April 11,2024, SCC staff assigned to the investigation contacted the complainant
Ms. Virginia Shogren. Ms. Shogren confrmed that she sent two emails to CCD staff
on March 14 and March 22,2024, regarding the election. She also confirmed that she
provided a link to the recordinq of the March 13. 2024 DRMT public meetinq
(https://clallam.sranicus.com/plaverlclip/207S?view id=2&redirect=true).

Ms. Shogren provided further information about her concerns with the CCD election,
including that there was a third option to vote besides the mall-in or in-person election

- a walk-in period which allowed voters to vote at any time, and that this third option
wasn't allowed in the election resolution.

On March 12,2024, while attending the CCD regular board meeting, she saw the
make-shift ballot box and she saw someone pushing ballots down in the ballot box.
The ballot lockbox was not a normal ballot box, it was a hinged mailbox. She
observed a voter who trled to insert her ballot into the box having to push another
ballot down into the box. She asserts that the ballot lockbox did not adequately
secure ballots hand-delivered to the CCD for chain-of-custody purposes but didn't see
anyone tamper with the ballots.

During the March 13,2024, DRMT public meeting, Ms. Shogren says while Kim
Williams started out explaining how persons could vote by mail or in-person, CGD
supervisor Ben Smith talked about the third election option (the walk-in period).

Ms. Shogren also asserts that during the March 13,2024, DRMT meeting Supervisor
Smith promoted Ms. Lori DeLorm, the incumbent candidate, when he stated that the
CCD needed "conservation-minded people." She also asserts that there was no
record of who cast a ballot on election day.

On April 15,2024, SCC staff assigned to the investigation spoke with Supervisor Ben
Smíth. He confirmed that he was present and spoke at the DRMT public meeting on
March 13,2025. He explained that the DRMT was a group of community
stakeholders affected by the Dungeness River, which includes state and local
agencies. He said he is the President of the Dungeness River Agricultural Water
Users Association, and that he was representing that Association during the DRMT
meeting of March 13,2024. He further explained that it is common knowledge in the
community that he sits on both the Association board and the CCD board. During the
March 13,2A24, DRMT meeting, at the beginning of the meeting, he introduced
himself as President of the Water Users Association and member of the DRMT. At
conclusion of the meeting, during public comment, he indicated he was speaking as a
private citizen, then encouraged folks to participate in the CCD election and stated
that the incumbent, "Lori DeLorm is the only candidate who is in support of piping

wpoþdas.8oipil th,inhthat's um, a very odtiaal4øint, and I think that ah your pase e1 or lze



participation would be appreciated and its important to keep these piping projects
going. Thank you."ô

Analysis:

Ihe Revised Code of Washington (RCW) Title 294 generally governs elections in

Washington, however, the provisions of the general election process do not apply to
special purpose districts. 7

So, while RCW Chapter 294 governs general elections in Washington State, it does
not govern conservation district elections. Conservation district elections are
governed by RCW Chapter 89.08, WAG Chapter 135-110, and elections policy and
procedures as determined by the SCC; the state agency charged with establishing
procedures for elections.s The SCC has adopted election rules.e District elections
are to be conducted annually and must comply with election rules and procedures.

The election procedures exist to assist conservation districts and conservation district
supervisors in the election, appointment, and replacement of supervisors in the State
of Washington, and to assure fair treatment of all parties involved in such
proceedings, and to provide guidance for compliance with WAC Chapter 135-110.

ln the event the rules, procedures, or both are not substantially followed, the
Commission may make a determination of significant noncompliance. Significant
noncompliance consists of failures to follow these procedures that, in the sole
judgment of the Commission, may (1) affect the outcome of an election; (2) affect the
appointment of a supervisor; or (3) deny voters their right of privacy in voting. lf a
determination of significant noncompliance is made, the Conservation Commission
may choose not to certify the election.l0

The standard to be applied in this situation is if the alleged action may affect the
outcome of the election (there is no allegation of denying voters their right in privacy

in voting). An analysis of the alleged action does not support a recommendation of
non-certification.

Candidate Endorsement:

Both the WAC and Manual require that no official position on any candidate be taken
by a conservation district supervisor or employee. "No conservation district

ó See a link to the recordinq of the March 13. 2024 DRMT public meetinq
(https://clallam.qranicus.com/plaver/clip/2075?view id=2&redirect=true), beginning at the 2:53:00
mark.
7 RCW 29A.04.216 and RCW 294.04.330 (1) (b).
I RCW 89.08.190.
$vltfmpGqâF¡¡yatffil$dn|0iseiffective November 19l400e@trended October 22,2020. Pasee2ot17e
10 wAc 135-110-795.



superyisors, municipal officers or employees may adopt or state an official position

about any candidate that promotes, or is prejudicialto, a candidate."1l Conservation
district supervisors do not give up their First Amendment right to free speech upon

assuming the position of conservation district supervisor, but they must remain
impartialwhen acting in their official capacity during a district election.

There was no evidence of intent to endorse a candidate in an official capacity. CCD
Supervisor Ben Smith confirmed that he spoke at the DRMT public meeting on March
13,2024, and did so by identifying himself at the beginníng of the meeting as
President of the Water Users Association and member of the DRMT. At conclusion of
the meeting, during public comment, he indicated he was speaking as a private

citizen, then encouraged folks to participate in the CCD election and stated that the
incumbent, "Lori DeLorm is the only candidate who is in support of piping projects.

So, I think that's um, a very critical point, and I think that ah your participation would
be appreciated and its important to keep these piping projects going. Thank you."

There was no evidence of Supervisor Smith using his official position as CCD
supervisor to promote Ms. Delorm. The evidence demonstrates the contrary, that
Ben Smith was appearing as DRMT member and Water Users Association President
when making his statement during public comment, which is not a violation of
conservation district election procedure under WAC 135-110-150.

Ms. Williams, in her presentation to the DRMT, is the person who used the phrase
"conservation-minded people," in the context of providing outreach and education
about the CCD election, encouraging persons interested in the work of the CCD to
participate in its election. Further, there is nothing in this allegation which tends to
establish that the outcome of the election was in any way affected. After
investigation, no identifiable community member beyond the complainant provided

any information to substantiate this claim.

CCD has its own Supervisor policies and code of conduct for supervisors, which
augment the conservation district election WAC in this instance:

Only the designated spokesperson(s)for the District or Board will provide

formal or informal comments to the press or media on behalf of the District or
Board. ln the circumstance where Supervisors participate in meetings or
events, all Supervisors will make it very clear that while they do serve as a
CCD Supervisor, they are not speaking on behalf of, or representing the
District unless formally designated to do so by the Chair or District Manager.l2

11 WAC 135-110-150, see also Election Guide, page 6.
V9,$Hte0pGo¡p$çry¿ftiulnßi$trict, Board of Superilirolê HUlfties, Supervisors Code of Conduct,#4pBâSH69
Approved March8,2022.



ln the present case, there is no substantiated allegation that an employee or
supervisor of CCD took an official position on a candidate, therefore, we do not find
any evidence of a violation of WAC 135-110-150.

Election Resolution. Remote Elections. and Ballot Tallying:

Conservation districts are required to adopt an election resolution setting out the
parameters of their upcoming election.l3 The general parameters of the CCD election
were set out in the CCD board Resolution #23-008, dated November 14,2023.14

CCD made provisions for both a poll site and mail-in election. However, not every
detail of the election is required to be set out in the resolution. The CCD election
resolution included the following language, related to voters requesting mail-in ballots
or picking up ballots at the CCD office:

Eligible voters are registered voters who reside within the boundaries of
Clallam County. The last day and time that voters can request a mail in ballot
from the District is February 29,2024 by 4:00PM. lf you do not receive a ballot
you may stop by the district office and pick one up during regular business
hours. Ballots can also be requested online at www.clallamcd.org or by phone-

lf a voter is returning a ballot by mail, the ballot must be postmarked by March
19, 2023, election day.'u

A poll-site election means "an election in which a voter signs in on a poll list, receives
a ballot from a polling officer, enters a vote for a candidate on the ballot, and places

the ballot in a ballot box at a polling place supervised or monitored by polling

officers."16 A mail-in election is defined in WAC Chapter 135-110 as "an election in

which mail-in ballots are provided before election day to qualified voters. Voters return

completed ballots to a receiving location or address authorized by the conservation
district board of supervisors."lT A remote election is "an election in which ballots are
returned by some means other than for a poll-site election. A mail-in election is a type
of remote election."l8

The CGD chose to offer both a mail-in and poll-site election to its voters, which is

allowed under WAC Chapter 135-110.1e lt provided a mechanism for voters to
request mail-in ballots and allowed those ballots to be returned by mail or hand

delivered to the CCD on or before election day.20 Providing a lockbox for the

collection of ballots is a common and accepted election practice. The conservation

13WAC 135-110-210.
ta The CCD election resolution accompanies this memo.
15 Clallam Conservation District Resolution #23-008, November 14,2023. Also, see Footnote #5, above.
16wAc 135-110-110.
r7 lbid.
r8 lbid.

'e See WAC 135-110-240(1) "The conservation district supervisors must choose the method of the
þlèfliltArsiFErvptBrsftrrûtpbHiøites, or by remote rlfetfiGdê9Af by any combination of these methüáeç.94 of 17e
20 See Figure 1 , photo of CCD Ballot Lockbox and WAC 135-1 1 0-240(3).



district election WAC is very broad when describing how ballots can be returned in

remote elections, and conservation districts are encouraged to provide

accommodations of this sort to voters.21

Figure 't - CCD Ballot Lockbox
While a larger box might have seryed to provide

more space to voters to drop their ballot
securely into it, the definition of a box in which
voters place their ballots is "a container secured
against tampering into which paper ballots are
placed.'22 CCD provided such a container, and

there was no evidence discovered that the
tockbox was tampered with or otherwise
unsecured. Ms. Williams indicated that the
ballot lockbox was located just outside of the
CCD office,23 which is closed on Sundays and

after 6 pm all days. The ballot lockbox was
attached to the outside office wall. The lockbox
was checked every day, except Saturdays.
During office hours, many people came inside
to the office to drop off their ballots. The

lockbox was checked at least once a day, but usually multiple times a day. Ballots
taken out of the lockbox were placed in a locked bag and the bag put into a locked
cabinet in the CCD office. Ballots were tallied as per SCC procedure and added to
Election Form 2 (ÊF2).24

Ms. Shogren further alleges that the CCD outer ballot return envelopes do not comply
with WAC 135-110-700, as the ballots cannot be verified as having been submitted by

a qualified district elector "before the outer envelope is opened".

"Every ballot must be verified as being cast by or returned by a qualified district
elector before the ballot is counted."2s A qualified district elector is a registered voter
in the county where the district is located and who resides within the conservation
district boundary.26 Procedures for providing and processing ballots are set out
generally in the Election and Appointment Guide2T and in the WAC.28 Conservation
districts are directed to use a two-envelope balloting system when conducting
elections.

2rwAc 135-110-250.
22wAc 135-110-110.
23 Armory Square Ofüce Building,228W First Street, Suite H, Port Angeles, WA.
?a See EF2 which accompanies this memo.
25 WAC '1 35-1 10-61 0 and WAC 1 35-1 1 0-700 (2).
'ówAc 135-110-110.
gqÆSstgosmqilf'thúamitmmanoAppointmeru Çhges8-9.
"8 WAC 135-1 10-520 (1) "Ballots must be provided to eligible voters upon request.
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Ballots cast must use a double-envelope paper balloting system, in which:
(1) The voter places the completed ballot inside the inner envelope;
(2) The inner envelope is sealed to prevent tampering;
(3) No personally identifying marks are to be placed on the inner envelope;
(4) The inner envelope containing the completed ballot is placed in the outer
envelope;
(5) The voter provides sufficient identifying information on, or inserted into, the
outer envelope to allow polling officers to verify the eligibility of the voter...2e

The two-envelope system is designed to provide privacy in voting.3o Each voter is
required to provide his or her name, sufficient to allow identification in the voter
registration list, and address sufficient to allow identification in the voter registration
list.31 Under the voting instructions provided in the Election Guide, voters are
instructed to provide this information on an "attest statement".32

While, no mechanism for obtaining the ballot (personal appearance, mail, telephone,
or electronic request) is prescribed in the Commission's election WAC, "[b]allots may
be returned to the conservation district by mail, by personal delivery, or by electronic
means previously approved by the election supervisor."33 "Every individual
requesting a ballot for any conservation district election must be verified as a qualified

district elector before his or her ballot is counted."s Polling officers review and verify
a voter's eligibility to vote using the voter list obtained from the County Auditor or
Secretary of State.35

During poll-site elections, polling officers verify the eligibility of voters before they are
issued ballots.36 During mail-in or with hand-delivered ballots, it is the voter's
responsibility to provide "sufficient identifying information on, or inserted into, the
outer envelope to allow polling officers to verify the eligibility of the voter."37 However,

[w]hen a voter cannot be verified as eligible to vote in this election from
information provided on the outer envelope, the outer envelope should be

opened. lf, after opening the outer envelope, a voter still cannot be verified as
eligible to vote in this election, the ballot must be counted as a disqualified
ballot.38

2ewAc 135-110-560.
30wAc 135-110-640.
3r wAc 135-110-550.
32 Election and Appointment Guide, Page 12.
33 WAC 135-110-520 (2).
34 WAC 135-1 10-6'1 0 and see also the Election and Appointment Guide, page 5.
35 WAC 135-110400 and see also the Election and Appointment Guide, pages 7-8
3óWAC 135-110-520(4) and WAC 135-110-550 (3).
WA/üre ç8õf{Ok5i@(t}rission May 16,2024
38 Election and Appointment Guide, pages 7-8.
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WAC 135-110-560 requ¡res ma¡led-in, or hand-delivered ballots be submitted using a
double-envelope, paper balloting system. WAC 135-'110-560 requires voters to place

the completed ballot inside the sealed inner envelope in order to prevent tampering.
The system requires a ballot to be inside a sealed inner security envelope, which
itself must be placed in an outer sealed envelope that contains information necessary
to verify the voter's eligibility. But "if it cannot othenruise be determined from an
examination of the outer envelope or its contents whether the voter is a qualified
district elector, the polling officers may open the inner envelope."3e

"Ballots must be verified as having been submitted by a qualified district elector
before the outer envelope is opened, and upon verification, the outer envelope must
be opened and set aside, and the inner envelope placed into the ballot box."e But
with conservation district mail-in or hand-delivered ballots, the voter attestation
statement is on a separate slip of paper that is supposed to be put by the voter inside
the outer envelope. The outer envelope of a mailed-in or hand-delivered ballot is

always opened before it can be verified that it comes from a qualified district
elector. The attestation statement is critical to confirming the veracity of the
information provided. The failure to províde the attestation statement does not allow
the conservation district to verify the information provided as true and correct.

Absent any indications of fraud or tampering, if the ballot was not returned in

compliance with WAC 135-110-560, but the ballot can be verified as having come
from a qualified district elector, then the voter's interest in giving effect to their ballot
outweighs the voter's privacy interest and any such ballots should be eligible to be
counted.

There is no allegation of fraud or any such tampering here. Our investigation of the
CCD election demonstrated that GCD followed this standard procedure of sending a

two-envelope package to eligible electors who had requested ballots or provided the
same to voters who made in-person requests.

Candidate ElÍqibility:
Mr. John Worthington challenges the qualifications of the incumbent candidate Ms.
Lori DeLorm, the unofficial winner of the CCD election.

WAC 135-1'10-355 dírects the election supervisor at the conservation district to "verify

the eligibility of each person who submits candidate information" during a district

W46lötçÊgÞ6vation Commission
40wAc 135-110-700 (2).
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election. The SCC's Election Guide also sets out procedures for conservation
districts to follow to determine candidate eligibility.al

The eligíbility requirements for candidates are straightfon¡vard. Every candidate in a
conservation district election must be a qualified district elector.a2 A qualified district
elector is a registered voter residing within the boundary of the conservation district
where the candidate wishes to serye.a3 ln addition, some positions may be required to
own land or operate a farm to be eligible.aa

As indicated in the CCD election form EF2, the conservation district has confirmed
the eligibility under SCC election rules and regulations of Ms. Delorm as a qualified
district elector.

Conclusion:

Staff conducted an investigation and concluded the allegation does not rise to the
level of significant non-compliance with election procedure. SCC staff recommends
the SCC certify and announce the CCD election.

Staff Contact:

Shana Joy, Election Officer, 360-480-2078, siov@scc.wa.qov
Bill Eller, SCC staff, 509-385-7512, beller@scc.wa.qov

o,See,Checklist1:VerificationandEligibilityfortheofficeof
Elected Supervisor, page 27.
42 WAC 135-110-300.
S{A/$&G ÇOõ{q4kfiqmmission May 16,2024 Page 98 of 179
4rwAc't35-110-310.



Form Name:
Submission fime:

EF1 - CD Election lnbrmâtion
January 3, 2024 9:39 âm

Select your conservation district Clallam

Election date Mar 19,2024

Election method Poll site & mail-in

Date and time ballots must be returned Mar 19, 2024 07:00 PM

by

Time polls open 12:00 PM

Time polls close 07:00 PM

Election physlcal address, locatlon or
description

Armory Square Office Building

228W First Streel, Suite H
PortAngeles, WA

Candidate filing deadline Jan 15,2O2404:0OPM

Candidate filing location (address) Claf lam Conservation District

228W First Street, Suite H

Port Angeles, WA 98362

Ballot request deadline Feb 29, 2024 04:OO PM

Locatlon where votars can request or
pick up ballots (address)

Clallam Conservation District
228W First Street, Suite H

PortAngeles, WA 98362

Elected position - the supervisor up for Lori DeLorm

election (if vacant, please enter "vacant"
in all boxes):

Appointed position - the supervisor up
for appolntment (lf none or vacant,
please enter "none" or'vacant" as
appropriate

Bennett Smith

Election Supervisor (person responsible Kim Williams
for running the election)

Election Supervisor email kim.willlams@clallamcd.org

Elec'tion Su pervisor phone (360)77s-3747

Has the election supervísor attended or Yes

listened to the recording of the
Commission's election training webinar

CD Board meetlng date when the Nov 14,2024
Election Resolution was adopted

WAState Conseryation Commission _May 18.2024 _Page 99 of 179
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From:

ïo:
Cc:

Subject:

Date:

Attadrments:

Fike. Jean (SCC)

Eller- Bill (SCc)

Jov. Shana (SCC)

FW: Clallam Conservation District Election - Notice of Violat¡ons WAC 135-110

Friday, March 22,2024 12:02:18 PM

Gmail - CCD Kim Williams Resgonse Reoärding Lack of Ballot Cha¡n of Custody,pdf

Hello, llet Ms. Shogren knowthatwe had receivedthisandthatthe personfollowing upon her

concerns would be in touch as soon as he was able,

From: Virginia Shogren <vshogret[
Sent: Friday, March 22,2024 tt:25 AM

To: Fike, Jean (SCC) <JFike@scc.wa.gov>; Culp, Jon (SCC) <JCulp@scc.wa.gov>

Cc:ChristyCox<christyr.o,C;CSD.SethWoolson.swoolsonE;Larjdyng
<larj ; Jeff Tozzer <.¡eff.tozze[;
michael.da Matthew Nash <matthew

Subject: Re: Clallam Conservation District Election - Notice of Violations WAC 135-110

Dear Ms. Fike,

This will confirm that, to my knowledge, the SCC took no action with regard to my notice of election

violations dated March 1,4,2024 prior to the poll site election held on March 19, 2O24 from 72lo 7

p.m.

I am forwarding confirmation of some of the WAC violations from Kim Williams, Elections Manager

for CCD.

Per the attached, Ms. Williams has confirmed that in-person voting was conducted by CCD AFTER

the absentee mail-in ballot request deadline and BEFORE the poll site election on March 19th, 12 to
7 p.m.

Ms. Williams has further confirmed that

CCD has no record of how many ballots were handed out during the unauthorized (and non-noticed)

in-person election period (March I,2024 to March 18,2024).

CCD has no record of how many ballots were cast at the poll site on March l-9, 2024 from 12 to 7
p.m.

CCD has no record of how many ballots were deposited in the make-shift dropbox lacking in ballot

security.

Please advise whether the State Conservation Commission intends to certify the election despite the

numerous WAC violations combined with an utter lack of ballot chaìn of custody.

lf the SCC intends to certify, please advise as to the RCW and/or WAC provisions that apply for

External Ernail
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contesting said certification

Thank you,

Virginia Shogren

Sequim, WA 98382

On Frl, Mar 15, 2024 aI3:55 PM Fike, Jean (SCC) <JFike@scc.wa.sov> wrote

Hello Ms. Shogren,

Thank you for contacting us with your concerns. I have relayed this message to my supervisor and

we will be following up.

From: Virginia Shogren .y¡¡pel"rtr'
Sent: Thursday, March 74,2024 11:55 AM

To: Fike, Jean {SCC) <JFike@scc.wa.eov>; Culp, Jon (SCC) <lÇClp'@:çç¡ge.sov>

Cc: christy co*.çb!¡Iy¡çqD; csD - Seth woolson .t*ooltoÜ
Subject: Clallam Conservation District Election - Notice of Violatìons WAC 135-1L0

Notice of Lack of SubstantialCompliance with WAC 135-L10

Dear State Conservation Commission,

I am writing to notify the SCC of substantial non-compliance with the provisions of WAC 135-110

for the March 19, 2024 election being overseen by Clallam Conservation District ('CCD")

{"Election"). The election violations are outlined below:

Violations of Election Resolution

The CCD Resolution for the Election dated November 74,2023 (attached) specifies a poll site and

mail-in election to be held on Tuesday, March 1"9, 2024from 12:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. The deadline

for requesting a mail-in ballot was specified as 4:00 p.m. on February 29,2024. The Resolution

election methods are consistent with the election timeline and procedures provided by CCD on its
website (also attached) and during its public meeting on March 12,2024.

Contrary to the Resolution, the CCD website, and representations regarding the election

procedures made on March L2, 2O24, on March 13, 2024, Election Supervisor Kim Williams and

External Email
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Supervisor Ben Smith provided public notice at a hybrid meet¡ng of the Dungenenss River

Management Team ("DRMT") attended by approximately 25 people (in person and on line) that
in-person voting for lhe Election was on-going at the CCD headquarters and could be done at any

time outside of the mail-in ballot deadline and poll site Election date and specified hours. Ms.

Williams and Supervisor Smith advocated for in-person voting prior to the poll site Election saying

they needed more "conservation-minded folks" to vote, Violations of WAC 135-110-210(2Xb), (2) (c),

and (2Xh) are on-going.

Candidate Promotion

At the same meet¡ng on March 13,2024, Supervisor Smith openly promoted voting for incumbent

Supervisor Lori DeLorm for re-election, stating as his ground for support that Supervisor DeLorm is

the "only candidate in support of piping projects." Supervisor Smith did not disclose his personal,

family, or business conflicts of interest with respect to the pip¡ng projects. He also did not disclose

his elected offÌcial position with CCD to the general public when promoting Supervisor DeLorm's

candidacy. The meeting was recorded. WAC 135-110-150.

Lack of Ballot Securitv/Chain of Custodv

An external ballot drop box was installed on a wall in an open public hallway that is readily

accessible for Election ballot removal or tampering. White envelopes containang deposited ballots

can be seen within the box and may be reached by hand for removal. Ballot security and chain of
custody is compromised; the violations are on-going. WAC 135-110-570.

Constitutional Violations Relating to Elector ldentitv in Preparins/Depositing Ballot

CCD outer ballot return envelopes for the Election do not comply with WAC 135-110-700. Ballots

cannot be verified as having been submitted by a qualified district elector "before the outer

envelope is opened". WA Const. Article Vl, Section 6.

Requested Action

Given the electioneering act¡vity along with the multiple WAC violations, in my capacity as an

elector who has cast a mailed-in vote for the Election, I am reguesting that election supervisor Kim

Williams immediately be relieved of her duties.

The CCD should appoint an election supervisor who does not personally financially benefit from
CCD's grant operations, who is impartial, and who will immediately take steps to ameliorate the

on-going WAC violations, including, without limitation, requiring that any electors who have cast

votes contrary to the Resolution be immediately contacted and required to re-cast their vote in-

person on Election day between 1-2:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m., on March 19,2024.

Thank you,

Virginia Shogren
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Sequim, WA 98382
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Clallam Conservation D¡str¡ctw 228 W. FtNt Sar..a, Surtr Í Paû 
^ûSclctt 

?¡ 9a362 tw||.ct.,ì.ncd-o.t t6lJ-17517a1 çttr 3ø.Itrtrta,

Clallam Conservation District
Resolution H23-008

November L4,2023

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors of the Clallåm Conservation District ("Distr¡ct") operates
under the laws of the State of Washington applicable to conservation districts.

WHEREAS the District is governed by a five-member board, as set out in RCW Chapter 89.08
and WAC Section 135-L10.

It is RESOLVED that a poll site and mail-in election for an open position on the District board of
Supervisors will be held on Tuesday, March 19, 2024 from 12:00PM until 7:00PM at the Armory
Square Office Buildln E, 228 W First Street, Suite H, Port Angelel WA.

The elected position whose term is expiring in May 2O24 is currently held by Lori Delorm. The

appointed pos¡tion whose term is expiring in May 2024 is currently held by Bennett Smith.

lnterested candidates must be registered voters who reside within the boundaries of the
Distr¡ct. The filing deadline for election candidates to file their required candidate information is

January L5,2024 by 4:00PM. The required information must be filed at the following location:
228 W First Street, Suite H, Port Angeles, WA 98362 or by emall to info@clallamcd.orq.
Candidates interested in applying for the appointed position must have their application to the
State Conservation Commission no later than March 31, 2024.

Eligible voters are registered voters who reslde within the boundaries of Clallam County. The

last day and time that voters can request a mail in ballot from the District is February 29,2024
by 4:00PM. lf you do not receive a ballot you may stop by the district office and pick one up
during regular business hours. Ballots can also be requested online at www.clallamcd.org or by
phone. lf a voter is returning a ballot by mail, the ballot must be postmarked by March 19,

2023, election day.

The election supervisor will be Kim Williams.

A conservation district supervisor is a public official who serves without compensatíon and who
sets policy and direction for the conservat¡on distr¡ct. The election procedures can be viewed at
the District office and are available from the Washington State Conservation Commission and

on our website www.clallamcd.org,

a regular meeting of the D¡strict Board of Supervisors on November 14,2023.

Chair Signature Supervisor
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ATTACHMENT B



Gmail - Follow up info tiom 4/ll/24 telecon https://mail.google.com/maillü/01'lik-a27 e319004&view:pt&search:a1..

Virginia Shogren .ust ogt[M Gmail

Follow up ¡nfo from 4111124 telecon
2 messages

Virginia Shogren .uthogt"Ü
To: "Eller, Bill (SCC)' <beller@scc.wa.gov>

Fri, Apr 12, 2024 at 4:'11 PM

Dear Bill,

Thank you again for speaking with me yesterday. I went back through the emails, and have more info for your
memorandum.

1. Candidate Promotion by Supervisor

Below is the link to the 3/13/24 DRMT meeting, and the time stamp for the candidate promotion by Clallam
Conservation District Supervisor Ben Smith is 2:52:50 through 2:54:04:

https:i/clallam.granicus.com lplayerlclipl20TS?view_id=2&redirect=true

Draft minutes from the meeting (attached) also reflect the candidate promotion (page 4).

2. Sample Evidence of Conflict of lnterest by Elections Manager

As I mentioned, Kim Williams receives salary and fringe benefits from the CCD's pipeline projects in her capacity as
the Project Manager, Notice of Award attached. Given lhe millions of dollars in pipeline projects overseen by the
Clallam Conservation District, Kim Williams, as the Elections Manager, had a conflict of interesl in overseeing an
election which, according to CCD's own Supervisor Smith, involved candidate promotion for Lori Delorm. Ms. Delorm
was identified by Supervisor Smith as the "only" candidale who supports the pipeline projects (and, therefore, the
associated CCD funding benefiting CCD generally, and Ms. Williams, in particular).

3. I believe you already have the third attachment (emails dated March 21,2024), but am providing it again for
reference, as the date of the exchange between Judy Larson and Kim Williams (March 21,20241is within two days of
the March 19,2024 eleclion, and therefore, is of high evidentiary value.

Ms. Williams confirms that in-person voting (which she referred to as "walk-in" voting at the 3/13/24 DRMT meeting),
was conducted by CCD AFTER the absentee mail-in ballot request deadline and BEFORE the poll site election on
March 19, from 12 to 7 p.m. Ms. Williams further confirms that CCD has no record of how many ballots were handed
out during the unauthorized (and non-noticed) in-person election period of March 1 ,2O24lo March 't8, 2024. CCÐ
kept no record of how many ballots were cast at the poll site election on March 19,2024 îrom 12 to 7 p.m. CCD kept
no record of how many ballots were deposited in the make-shift dropbox lacking in ballot security.

As a result, there is no way to determine how many unauthorized "walk-in" votes were cast in contravention of the
election Resolution. This, alone, is grounds for not certifying the election.

4. The State Constitution (Art. Vl, Section 6) requires that the legislature provide absolute secrecy in the preparation
and deposit of ballots. For this election, I was required, in order to vote by mail, to submit a form with personal
information on it along with my ballot. The return envelopes also did not comply with WAC 135-110-700.

The Conservation District's elections must comply with the basic requirements of the State Constitution and the SCC's
own WAC provisions.

https;//leg.wa. gov/CodeReviser/Pages/WAConstitution.aspx#ARTI CLE_Vl

https://app.leg.wa,govMAC/default.aspx?cite= 1 35-1 1 0-700&pdf=true

I humbly suggest that the SCC amend its WACs to provide for in-person, single-day, poll site elections, only. That
would keep costs to a minimum and would alleviate almost all of the issues that occurred in Clallam County.
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Gnrail - Follow up info fion 4/l l/24 telecon https://nrail.google.com/maillul0l'!ik:a27e319004&view:pt&search:a1..

For my planning purposes, if the State certifies despite the lack of substantial compliance, please advise as to the
method for a legal challenge to the certification. lf the SCC certification is subject to challenge under RCW
294.68.01 3(3), please confirm.

Thank you again for your attention and assistance in bringing these issues to the SCC's attention for resolution.

rf,""
3 attachments

Ë DTMT3-í3-24DraftNotes - Minutes.pdf
59K

Ë Notice of Award 7.12.2023.pdf
4566K

Ë Gmall - CGD Kim Williams Response Regarding Lack of Ballot Ghaln of Custody.pdf
96K

Eller, Bill (SCC) <beller@scc.wa.gov>

-

Cc: "Delavan, Kate (SCC)" <KDelavan@scc.wa.gov>

Hello Ms. Shogren:

Thu, Apr 18,2024 at4:47 PM

I don't think I've responded to this email yet * sorry about the delay - thanks for this information. As for your appeal
question, you would want to consult an attorney on that.

Bill Eiler t wscc DAp Manager & s.A.L. tI+ beiler@scc.wa.gov

From: Virginia Shogren .urhogr"Ü
Sent: Friday, April 12, 2024 4:11PM
To: Eller, Bill (SCC) <beller@scc.wa.gov>
Subject: Follow up info lrom 4111124 telecon

[Quoled text hidden]

ts
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ATTACHMENT C



Gmail - CCD2024 Vol. Supvsr Election: Q's about Election/Unoflìcial r... https://mail.google.conr/maillulÛl'ìik:a27e3f9004&view:pt&search:a1..

M Gmail virginia Shogren <vshogr[

CCD 2024 Vol. Supvsr Election: Q's about Election/Unofficial results for the
Record

la Thu, Mar 21,2024 at 6:20 PM
To:Virg

---- Original Message ----
Subject: Re: CCD 2024 Vol. Supvsr Election: Q's about Election/Unofficial results for the Record
Date:2024-03-21 16:33
From: Kim Williams <kim.will
To:"larjdy
Cc:Christy berg <iayne.bloomber[

My answers are in RED below.

Kim Williams

District Manager

Clallam Conservalion District

228W First Sl., Suite H

Port Angeles, WA 98362

clallamcd.org<http :ilclallamcd. org/>

Email correspondence to conservation district personnel is subject to public records act disclosure.

Sent: Thursday, March 21, 2024_9'.38_PM_
To:KimWilliams<kim.williamD;lnfo@clallamcd.org<info@clallamcd.org>
Subject: CCÐ 2024 Vol. Supvsr Election: Q's about Election/Unofficial results for the Record

Hiall,

ljust checked the CCD website and have a few questions for my interest
and for the record:

*How many ballots were requested by the 4pm 2-29-24 deadline? The total number on our list of people who wanted
to receive a mail in ballot for all CCD elections as of 2-29-24 deadline was 685. ln person requests were not counted.

*How many ballots were submitted BEFORE or ON 3-19-24 by drop-off to the
CCD lobby ballot box before 7pm3-19-24? These ballots are not counted as they came in. Pursuant to WAC 135.110
all ballots received were placed in a locked box until ballot counting.

*How many ballots were requested in person on 3/19 between 12-7pm? We did not counl the number of in person
ballots requested.

I of2 3/2212024,l0:49 AM



Gmail - CCD 2024 Vol. Supvsr Election: Q's about Election/UnollÌcial r... https://mail.google.com/maillu/l/lik:a27e3f9004&view:pt&search:al

"Were any ballots PROVIDED to anyone between 3-1-24 and 3-18-24? Yes
[Quoled text hidden]
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