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BOARD of CLALLAM COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
MINUTES for the week of August 28 - September 1, 2023

WORKSESSION-9a.m.
The work session convened at 9 a.m., Monday, August 28,2023. Present were Commissioners Ozias and
Johnson and French, and Administrator Mielke.

Items of discussion per the agenda published August 24 were:
. Calendar/Correspondence
. Agreement with Department of Ecology for Environmental Justíce Pilot Project Grant
o Letter to Olympic National Park regarding Hurricane Ridge winter season
. Resolution appointing Adam Bernbaum to the Conservation Futures Program Advisory Board
o Díscussion regarding Opioid Settlement Fundíng recommendation from the Board of Health
. Call for hearing to be held Tuesday, September 19,2023 at 10:30 a.m. regarding an Ordinance adding

a Chapter to the Clallam County Code Titled Compost Procurement Polícy
. Department of Natural Resources timber haruest and impact on local mills presentation
. Small Business Development Center update
¡ Review the "How Did We Do" reports comparing each month's actual performance

Meeting concluded at 11:33 a.m.

REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARD OF CLALLAM COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
Chair Ozias called the meeting to order at 10 a.m., Tuesday, August 29, 2023. Also present were
Commissioners Johnson and French and Administrator Mielke.

REQUEST FOR MODIFTCATTONS/APPROVAL OF AGENDA
ACTION TAKEN: CRIm to adopt the agenda as Presented, CMFs, mc

PUBLIC COMMENT
. Ed Bowen, Clallam Bay, commented on 2h and 7a

CONSENT AGENDA
la Approval of vouchers for the week of August 21
lb Approval of payroll for the period ending August 15
lc Approval of minutes for the week of August 21
ld Proclamation recognizing September 2023 as Workforce Development Professionals Month
ACTION TAKEN: CRlm to adopt the consent agenda as presented, CMFs, mc

REPORTS AND PRESENTATIONS
o CMF recognizing September 2023 as Workforce Development Professionals Month
o CMF commented on Recompete
. CRJ commented on Hurricane Ridge winter season

CONTRACTS AND AGREEMENTS
2a Agreement with Department of Commerce for Secure Crisis Residentíal Center
ACTION TAKEN: CRlm to approve, CMFs, mc

2b Agreemènt with Administrative Office of the Courts for support of CASA Volunteer Guardian Ad Litem
Program

ACTION TAKEN: CRIm to approve, CMFs, mc
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2c Agreement with Administrative Office of the Courts for BECCA Programs and Seruices
ACTION TAKEN: CRIm to approve, CMFs, mc

2d Agreement with Department of Children, Youth and Families for evidence-based expansion
coordinates seruices

ACTION TAKEN: CRJm to approve, CMFs, mc

2e Agreement with Depaftment of Children, Youth and Families for At-Risk, Special Sex Offender
Disposition Alternative, and Chemical Dependency Block Grant Programs

ACTION TAKEN: CRIm to approve, CMFs, mc

2f Grant agreement with Olympic Peninsula Visitor Bureau for Tourism Enhancement Grant for fair
marketing and advertising

ACTION TAKEN: CRJm to approve, CMFs, mc

29 Grant agreement with State Parks and Recreatíon Commission for Camp David Jr. canoes and aquatic
safety at camp

ACTION TAKEN: CRlm to approve, CMFs, mc

2h Agreement with Clallam County PUD for Broadband Infrastructure Improvements Project
ACTION TAKEN: CRIm to approve, CMFs, mc

BIDS AND AWARDS
3a Bid award - Lower Dungeness River Levee Slope Repair - Scarsella Bros., Inc.
ACTION TAKEN: CRIm to approve and authorize the Chair to sign the contract once received,
CMFs, mc

HEARING(S) - Beginning at 10:30 a.m.
H1 consideration of resolution adopting the following Debatable Emergencies:

BOCC Operations - With the reorganization of the Board of County Commíssioner and Finance
Department offices, additional furnishings are needed to accommodate the newly hired County
Admínistrator/$4,500
Treasurer - Land Assessment - Department of Natural Resources Fire Patrol billed late 2022
and paid in2023, and increases for the Department of Natural Resources Fire Patrol, City of
Port Angeles Stormwater, and irrigatíon assessments for county owned parcels/$2,000
Public Works - Roads - Expenditures for capital machínery purchases that were approved
during the budget process were not included in the final budget/9662,670
Public Works - Equioment Rental and Revolving - The 2023 Equipment Rental and Revolving
did not reflect the carryover impact of a budgetary increase made in 2022 to fund higher fuel
costs, which have continued to increase more than anticipated in 20231$288,364
District Couft I
. Grant revenue received in 2022 no longer being spent and will be sent back to Administrative

Office of the Courts fund source/971,501
. Administrative Office of the Courts grant revenue that supports the Mental Health Court was

included in the budget, but the expenses were not/921,405

. ATM, read the agenda item into the record
ACTION TAKEN: CRIm to open the public hearing, CMFs, mc

. CMO noted no one provided testimony
ACTION TAKEN: CRIm to close the public hearing and adopt, CMFs, mc
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HZ Proposed Ordinance title Landscape Requirements
. ATM, read the agenda item into the record
. Donella Clark, Depaftment of Community Development, provided a staff report

ACTION TAKEN: CRlm to open the public hearing, CMFs, mc
. The following províded testímony:

o Ed Telenic( Sequim
o Annie O'Rourke, Port Angeles

ACTION TAKEN: CRJm to close the public hearing and adopt, CMFs, mc

ADMINISTRATION
4a Call for hearing to be held on Tuesday September L2, 2023 regarding amending Clallam County Code

chapter 5.100 Consolidated Fee Schedule - Records Fees Schedule 110-A
ACTION TAKEN: CRIm to issue notice, CMFs, mc

4b Resolution appointing Jasmine Grenot and Roberta Stoneman to the Developmental Disability Advisory
Committee

ACTION TAKEN: CRlm to adopt, CMFs, mc

COM M U I{ITY DEVELOPM ENT
5a Call for hearing to be held no later than Tuesday, September 12, 2023 at 10:30 a.m. regarding a

proposed ordinance title Signs
ACTION TAKEN: CRIm to issue notice, CMFs, mc

PUBLIC WORKS
6a Resolution authorizing the temporary closure of Sekiu River Road - No. 17810
ACTION TAKEN: CRIm to adopt, CMFs, mc

BUDGET
7a Resolution adopting the followíng Budget Revisions:

DCD - Lower Dungeness Floodolain - Funding for monitoring devices for the Dungeness Levee which
will be used to monitor water quality, fish movement, water flow, and depth/$50,000
HHS - Foundational Public Health Seruices - The Foundational Public Health Services budget is being
revised to increase the grant funding returned line. This revision reallocates the balances remaining in
those lines that were not fully expended into the grant funding returned line in preparation to submit
the refund request/$243,969

ACTION TAKEN: CRIm to adopt, CMFs, mc

7b Resolution adopting the following Supplemental Appropriations:
Public Works - Equioment Rental and Revolving - Expenditures for capital machinery purchase were
included in the budget, however, the revenue was not/9924,380
HHS - Environmental Health - Washington State Department of Health Consolidated Contract is
adding funding to the shellfish and onsite septic system programs to perform testing and monitoring
related seruices/$38,333

ACTION TAKEN: CRJm to adopt, CMFs, mc

PUBLIC COMMENT
o Ann Stafford, Port Angeles, commented on timber sale Power Plant, Elwha River
. Ed Bowen, Clallam Bay, commented on Sekiu River Road, Department of Community Development,

Northwest - Olympic National Forest Plan comments, local fires
o Ellen Menshew, Joyce, commented on timber sales Power Plant, Elwha River (See attached)
o Annie O'Rourke, Port Angeles, commented on the Landscape Ordinance
. Tim Wheeler, Sequim, commented on timber sales Power PlanÇ Elwha River
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o Nils Andermo, sequim, commented on timber sales power plant, Elwha RÍver. Mary Telenick, Sequim, commented on code enforcement issues. Ed Telenick, Sequim, commented on Hearing Examiner, Department of Community DevelopmenÇ code
enforcement issues (see attached)

The meeting concluded at 11154 a.m. and continued to 9 a.m., Tuesday, September S, ZOZ3.

There are no Zoom chat logs for the week of August 28.

The Board of Commissioners attended WSAC Virtual Update, Department of Natural Resources Meeting,
Coffee with Colleen, and Housing Solutions Committee Meeting during the week of August 2g.

PASSED AND ADOPTED ber 2023.

COMMISSIONERS
a--

ì
,ililt

BOARD

KEY TO ABBREVIATONS:
ARS Administrator Rich Sill
CMO Commissioner Mark Ozias
CRI Commissioner Randy Johnson
CMF Commissioner Mike French

m
mc
s

moved
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Ellen Menshew
337 Deer Tracks Rd.

Port Angeles, WA 98363
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Good morning. I stand before you, again, this morning to ask that you intervene
to pause or cancel the "Power Plant" timber sale in the Elwha Watershed.
Protecting this timberland is critical to continuing the restoration process of the
natural ecosystem still in recovery from the dam removals within the last ten
years.

ln the past week you've received additional data and expert opinions relating to
the devastation that, likely, will occur if this timber is removed.

The City of Port Angeles has submitted their objection to this timber sale due to
the risk it poses to the city's water supply. Again, I ask you to join them in
solidarity to register your objection with Commissioner Franz. Alternative funding
sources to offset the lost revenue from this sale should be sought through
collaboration with our WA. State legislators in the 24th LD. Representative Mike
Chapman has offered his support in this regard. I urge you to act swiftly and save

this forest land to protect the future of all of us in Clallam County.

¡^f,, &
k;t^l"-

Y,*WluxnnL"/W^o^a*

.urM-

t

I



Q^\ùic tonnnncnl

6\uYLx
eÑ(/'glnìc}\

-fr4*,fuf >1,, v*Å4; 4t¿ o4,/
s/âe/âg

T/*;,¿From: Ed telenick
Sent: Friday, August 25,2023 9:33 AM
To: Mark Ozias; French, Mike; Randy Johnson
Cc: Nichols, Mark; Emery, Bruce; King, Brian
Subject: Flawed HE report and failure to follow legally enforceable orders

Commissioners,

I am writing this morning to express my frustration regarding the situation that the County has allowed
to occur in our neighborhood. As elected officials some of the responsibilities you share are to provide
leadership and fiscal accountability to the citizens you serve.

We have been trapped in a mess for almost 3 years. Despite hundreds of emails from ourselves,
speaking to you on record regarding our concerns (several times), plus dozens of calls by similarly
affected neighbors, we are still dealing with what should have been a simple process of the County
working WITH us to correct a simple historic boundary line issue and following the legally binding orders
of the HE for a repeat serial violator of the County codes.. This mess has wasted hundreds of hours of
Staff t¡me, cost us thousands of hours of our own time, tens of thousands of dollars of our retirement
income, and violated an entire neighborhood's rights to live in a safe and peaceful place.

According to the Home Rule Charter Article 5.25, the HE operates under the authority of the BOCC, not
the DCD. Again, although DCD and Planning may serve as Staff to the HE, that HE serves at the pleasure
of the BOCC, not the DCD. Asking the same DCD and Planning Staff (who have been responsible for
many, many poor decisions that have cost Clallam County taxpayers millions of dollars) to prepare an
objective report resulted in exactly what one would have expected. Earlier this week you were provided
with a summary of Hearing Examiner's report card, along with a presentation by the new DCD Director
where he confirmed the legal authority of the HE decisions.

The Director not only distorted the truth in his report but is also failing to uphold his Oath of Office,
County Codes, and an MOU that was supposed to usher in a new era of cooperat¡on and
accountability. At the same time he made his presentation, the Director was knowingly ignoring the
those same legally binding HE orders he defended during the work session. He is continuing to support
serious errors made by his Staff and has now falsified data in an attempt to cover their tracks. Those
errors and falsehoods are extremely well documented for anyone willing to objectively look at them.

The presentation you were given at Mondays work session was full of distortions and inaccurate
information, much of which can't even be confirmed because the County neglected to put any of the
Public Hearing not¡ces on their website until several months ago after we complaíned to Public
Records. That oversight(?) prevented concerned citizens from even knowing there were Public Hearings
scheduled unless they were within the mailing notification area, happened upon the small posted signs
that are routinely removed, or are a subscribed to the local paper. lnstead, the County calendar's
bimonthly timeslot for the HE (which is used as a placeholder) actually made it appear that there were
no scheduled hearings for those dates.



Mr. Emery has failed to respond to 9 emails from our tenant who is concerned about animal control
issues where the illegal occupants have allowed their dog to defecate on his sidewalk numerous times,
chase and injure his chickens, listened to screaming matches between the occupants, and has been
subject to hours and hours of non stop barking of their dog. One of the occupants has bench warrants in
two other states and both have recently been arrested locally on more than one occasion for theft. They
are almost immediately released and return to this property. Code Enforcement has failed to act or
respond to ongoing code violations despite multiple requests to do so. This house does NOT have a
Certificate of Occupancy and they are not supposed to be residing there.

We are including the letter that was obtained through a PRR, stat¡ng that the case was to be turned over
for prosecution on June 4th 2023 for non compliance. To date it has not been done as far as we can
determine. The reason "as far as we can determine" was added, is because the County is also violating
their own Code (CCC. 20..0..q,QÐ and ignoring specific instructions by lnterim director Rich Meier to
provide us with current CE information without going through the FOIA process.

We are attaching a few recent photos of the house that the County considers nearing final approval,
screen shots of its occupants, and a junk vehicle that the County has ignored for months, despite being
in direct violation of the HE Orders. (This makes close to a dozen JV's that have been strewn across the
property, dismantled and or vandalized with parts ending up in Macdonald Creek, since Mr. Reeves
Orders were issued in April 2O2I).

To date there have been NO monies collected for anything, despite thousands of dollars of accrued
fines spanning almost 3 years. The house has bypassed almost all required inspections by both the
County and L and that should have been conducted to ensure safe construction. lnstead the owner was
actually rewarded with free dump vouchers, car affidavits, additional CV notices without enforcement of
current ones, free dumpsters and arbitrary permission granted that overrode the Judges Orders. ln the
meantime we are afraid to leave our home because of what these people have done.

This case shows the reality of how the HE system is really working and is only one example of the
amount of work and wasted time generated by a single CE case. Similar situations exist throughout this
County with respect to CUP's LDV's, etc. and the failure of the County to follow the Orders of the HE that
is serving at "BOCC's pleasure". They are resulting in an increasingly frustrated electorate, thousands of
hours of wasted Staff t¡me and resulting in unnecessary litigation that is costing us all as taxpayers.

As Commissioner's you have the responsibility and author¡ty to act. Please do so!

Ed telenick

Sent from Mail for Windows
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J, P$nitive Þ¿lnases. Liabilify for punitive or
exomplary damages, except to the extent that the
member county is legally liable thereforeo because
of the conduct of its offìcers, employees or
volunfeers, The exception to this exõlusion does not
apply to any agreement by a member county,
pursuant to RCW 4.96.041 or otherwise, to pay an
award for punitive or exemplary damages entere¿

$?.tnslan officer, employee, volunteeior any other
individual or organization other than the membe,
county ¡tself.

K, inp¡qper FirwcialQnin, Liability arising in

thole, or in parr, our of any protecbú prrty
obtaining remunerarion or fïúancial gaiñ to wtrictr
the protccted parfy was not legallylntitled,
Howover,-any fact portaining to any one protected
parúy shall nof be imputed fo any other protected
party for the purpose of determining the applicarion
of this exclusion.

L,. 
. 
Willful Ppnal Violations and Fraud. Liability

arising out of the wiltfi.rl violation of any penal 
'

stafute or ordinance or liability for acts offraud
committed by or at the direction of any protected
psrty.

2, Arcl sr wriften publieation of material whose
first publieation took place befors the beginning
of the MLC period.

However, any fact pertaining to any one
protected party shall not be imputed to any
other protected party for the purpose of
determining the application ofthii exctusion,

l. Revcnue &pfulds, Refund of raxes, fees or
ascpssments.

3, Any obligation to defend any suit or claim
against the protected party alleging bodily
iljurf or p¡operty damage and seeking 

-

damages, if such suit or claim aríses froir bodily
injur¡r or property damoge resulting from or
co¡tributed to or by any and all manufacture,
mining, use, sales, installation, removal or
distribution of, orexposure to, asbestos, asbestos
products, asbestos fibers or asbestos dust,

N. Wil]ful Civit Violations. Liîbitity arising our of
the willfi¡l or lvanton violation of any civil slatuþ,
ordinance or regulation.

O. Wa¡ and Ugrisines. Liability due to war, wherher
or not declared, or any act or condition incident to
war. War includes civil war, insurrection, rebellion or
revolution.

P. Expected or Intended Acts. Bodily inJury,
propetty damage, or errors and omlssions ãxpected
or intended from the sandpoint of the protected
pañy, This exclusion does not apply tô bodily injury
or property damage resulting from the use of force
to prol€st persons or property,

Q. Offiçial Bonds.Liability of the protected party
or a surety for the protected pañy arising oú;fany
claim, suif, demand, or action to recoyer õn an
official bond,

R. Budeet Over-expenditures. Liability of the
protected party or a surety for the protected party
arising out of expenditures made, liabilities incuneà,
or warrants issued in excess ofbudget appropriations.

S. 
_ 

Sale. of Alcoholic Bevemgçg. Liability arising out
of the sale of alcoholic beveraçs by any irotected
party.

f. Ifuclea¿ËperSy. This MLC shalt not appty ro
bodily lnjury, perconal lnjury, property d;mage,
error$ and omissions or advertiging injury:

l. lryith respect to which the member county
undcr thç MLC is also an insured under a nu"lea,

:lelgy liability policy issued by Nuclear Energy
Liability f nsurance Association, Mutual AtomË
Energy Liability Underwriters, Nucleæ
lnsu ¡ce Association of Canada or any of their
successors, or would be insured under any such
policy but for its termination upon exhauition of
irs limit of liability; or

2, Resulting from the hazardous properties of
nuclear material and with respectto which:

M. AghestOg,

j,lny liability for properry damage or bodity
hJury at flny fime arising our of the
manufacture, mining, use, sales, insfallafion,
temsval or distribufion of or exposure to,
osbestos, asbestos products, asbéstos fibers or
asbsstos dust; or

?, lny obligation of the protected party to
indemnify any party becâuse of damages arising
out of such property damage or bodily injuryl
at any time as a result of the manufacture,
mining, use, saleso instailation, removal or
distribution of, or exposure to, asbestos,
asbestos products, asbestos fibers or asbestos
durt; or

MEMORANDUM OF LIABILITY COVËRACE IOIOI/2021_ }I3OI2O22
Forthe wASHINcToN couNTIEs RIsK PooL JotNT sELF-¡NSLTRANcE LIABILITy pRocRAM 5
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ch, 3,34 on for Clallåm Cou Officers and Cl¿llam Code 2of5

3.34.020 Legalrepresentation.

As a condltion of servlee or employment with Clallam County, the County shall provide ts an official or employee,
suþjeet to the condltisns and requlrements of this châpter, and nowithstanding the fact that such official or
employee may have eoneluded serviee or employnrent with the County, such legal representation as may be
reasoncbly Reeessåry to defend a elaim or lawsult filed against such officer or employee resulting from any
eQnduet, act, or omlsslon of sue h offleial or employee performed or omltted on behalf of rhe Counry in their
capâclty as a County offlclal or employee, which act or omission is within the scope of their service or employment
wlth thÉ County, Such legal representåtlon shall be provided by the Prosecuflng Attorne/s office or by an attorney
designated by the Prosecuting Attorney put"suðnr ro Rcw 36.27,049,

3.¡14,030 Exclu¡lons,

The obllgatlonE a¡sumed under thls cheptcr.by the County and the County prosecuting Attorneys office shall not
apply to;

{1) Âny dishonesç fraudulent, rlmlnal, or malieious acr of an offic¡al or employee;

(2) Any aet of an offlclal or employee which ls not performed on behalf of the county;

(3) Any act which is outside the scope of an offieial's or employee's seryice or ernployment within the County; or

(4) Any lawsult brought by or on behalf of the County,

The provislons of thls ehapter Ehall have no force or effect wlth respect to any accident, occurrence or
cfreumstanee for whieh the Ceunty or the offlelal or employee is lnsured agalnst the loss or darnages under the
terms of åny valld County purchased lnsur"anee Bolley,

3,34,040 Determlnatlon ofexclusion.

The determlnation of whether an offle ial or an employee is entitled to a defense by the County under the terms of
this chapter shall be made by the Prosecuting Attorney, There shall be no appeal from such determination, except
to the Superior Court by means of an action for declaratory judgment.

3.34,050 Representation and payment of claims - conditions.

The provislons of this chapter shall be applicable, provided that the following condítions are met:

(1) ln lh€ event of any lncident or råuse of cBnduct potentially giving rise to a claim for damage or the
commeneemçnt of å sulÇ the offielal 9r employee involved shall as soon ås practicable give the Counry risk
fnênager written notlce thereoi identiffing the official or employee involved, jnformation with respect to the dare,

\
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rhe clallam (ounty code is current through ordinance 9g3, passed April5,2022.
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tlme åfld place of the lncldent or conduct giving rlse to the claim or lawsuit, as well as the names and addresses of
all Bersons allegedly lnJured or otherwlse damaged thereby, ånd the names and addresses of all wítnesses;

{?} Upon recelpt thereof, the officlal or employee shall forthwith deliver any claim, demand, not¡ce, or summons
or other proce$s relatlng to any such lncident or conduct to the county risk manager and the prosecuting
ANorney, Sald offlclal or employee shall cooperate with the Prosecuting Attorney or any attorney desígnated by
the Prosecutlng Attorney, and upon reguesç assist ¡n making any settlements of any suits and enforcing any claim
for any right of subrogation against âny persons or organization that may be liable to the county or íts officers or
employees because of any damage or claim of loss arising from the incident or course of conducü

(3) Such officials or employees shall attend interviews, depositions, hearíngs and trials and shall assist in securing
and gíving evldence and obtaining ättendance of witnesses and do all things necessary to defend against the claim
or sulti end

14) Sueh offlcials or employees shall no¡ accept nor voluntarlly make any payment, assume any obligation, or
incur any expense, other than for first aid to others at the tirne of an incident or course of conduct gíving rise to
any such clalm, loss or damage.

3.:t4,060 Settlements.

The county may make settlement of any claim or suit as it deems expedient.

3.Y,070 Legal representation of marital commun¡ty.

lf an offlcial or employee is entitled to a defense pursuänt to this chapter, and the lawsuit in which he/she is
named ås â party also names his/her spouse or marital commun¡ty, the defense obligation pursuant to this
chapter shall also extend to the named spouse and/or marítal community.

3.34.080 Effect of compliance with conditions.

lf legal representation of any official or employee is undertaken under this chapter, all of the conditions of
representat¡on are met, and a judgment is entered against the official or employee, or a settlement made, the
County shall pay such judgment or settlement; prov¡ded. that the county may, atits discretion, appeal as
necessary such Judgment,

3.:t4.090 Failure to comply w¡th condit¡ons.

ln the event tlìat any officíal or employee fails, neglects or refuses to comply w¡th any conditions of ccc 3.34.050,
or elects to provide his/her own representation with respect to any such claim or lit¡gation, then all of the

The Clallam Counry Code is current through Ordinance 9g3, passed April 5,2022.
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To:
Ccl

Frum:

Subjectr

Sill. Rich

Emerv. Bruce

Reyes. Tom
RE: Formal invest¡gation requested
Thursday, June 15,2023 10:36:51 AMDate:

Hello Bruce,

Yes, the follow-up process for personnel investigations for management is outlined in Section 200

Personnel [specifically 235 (10.5)] under County Officials responsîbilities. Probably breaking down

the allegations as to whether the would be in violation of County Code, Charter, or Administrative
policies as I referenced, to would be the starting step.

I am thinking that you might have already addressed much of this inquiry as Mr, Telenick seems to
have the same complaints flavored by intensity or perspective as to who he thinks is the offender at

the time of complaint,

Review those sections and then we can have a follow-up discussion for focus. lt would be good, in

his case, to make sure you notice him that you are in receipt of his complaint, so he does not add the
required response timing to an additional complaint.

ln any case, there needs to be a documentation of the matter like you did on the last complaint¡![
some point the law of re unda and the matter(s)will have been extinguished

Tha n ks

Rich

From: Emery, Bruce <Bruce. Emery@cla I lamcou ntywa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, June 14, 2023 3:33 PM

To: Sill, Rich <Rich.Sill@clallamcountywa.gov>

Subject: RE: Formal investigation requested

Hi Rich,

I hope you are well today and still on a good recovery path. Are there any specific County policies

that provide a framework for responding to such complaints? I have not been down this road before

and want to make sure I get lt right. Based on my review, I cannot find anything substantive that is

backed by the facts on this matter. Thank you for your help on this and we all look forward to seeing

you well and back at it.

Bruce Emery

fiuffi fsur zs"ç35
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To:
Subject:
Date:

Reves. Tom

Sill. Rich

RE: Formal ¡nvest¡gation requested
Wednesda¡ June 14, 2023 1:45:03 PM

Yes, I agree

From: Sil l, Rich <Rich.Si I I @clallamcou ntywa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, June L4, 2023I:32 PM

To: Reyes, Tom <tom. reyes @cl a I la mcou ntywa. gov>

Subject: FW: Formal investigation requested

Hello Tom,

This looks like we should have Bruce do the investigation, but I want to know your thoughts

Thanks

Rich

From: Ed telenick <e.telenick@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, June l-4, 202312:39 PM

To: Sill, Rich <Rich.SillrÐclallamcountywa.gov>; Reyes, Tom <tom.reyes@clallamcountywa.gov>

Cc: Emery, Bruce <Bruce. Emery@cla I lamcou ntywa. gov>; Warren, An nette
<annette.warren@clallamcountywa.gov>; Boughton, Dee <dee.boughton@clallamcountywa.gov>;

we b_Com m iss i o n e rs <we b*Co m m i ss i o n e rs @ cl a I I a m co u ntywa. gov>

Subject: Formal investigation requested

We are filing a formal complaint against Clallam County Building official Annette Warren for the
following reasons. We believe her actions have allowed an unsafe structure to bypass safe

building standards, jeopardized our safety, created ongoing nuisance in the neighborhood,
caused unnecessary stress for ourselves, our tenants and has generated considerable expense for
ourselves.

Over the past two years she bypassed or overlooked many mechanisms that could have reduced the
Counties exposure to liability and that could protected our neighborhood and property values. She,

in turn, selectively favored the very person who created the problems in the first place and then

distorted the truth of what was occurring. Her and her Staff ignored well documented building code

violations and knowingly made concessions that allowed the process to continue when they should

have been corrected.

More importantly, Ms. Warren also provided inaccurate information to the then Director of
Community Development which resulted in retaliatory act¡ons that were taken against us. This has

damaged our reputation and fostered a situation that continues to jeopardize our safety and created

stress that is now manifested in medical problems for both of us., We live in dailyfear of being
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Section 1: Backeround Information

Date received: June 14,2023 via email

Complainants: Ed & Mary Telenick, 470 Sherburne Road, Sequim, WA 98382

Target of Complaint: Annette Warren, Clallam County Building Official

Nature of Complaint: The complaint targets specific alleged actions andlor omissions of
the Building OfTicial conceming properly that was the subject of a code enforcement case
and subsequent Hearings Examiner action, dated April 8,2021. The property in question
is 550 Sherburne Road and abuts the complainants'property to the south. The details of
the complaint are provided in Section 2 of this report, verbatim.

Complaint Investigator: Bruce Emery Director, DCD

Organization of this Report: This report is organized in three Sections: Section 1

summarizes background information, Section 2 details the complaint and the response
from the investigation, and Section 3 provides summary remarks and the conclusion of
the investigation. Applicable administrative policies are included under Appendix A, and
a list of Exhibits is provided under Appendix B. The text of the complaint has been
provided in Section 2 as received [sic] from the complainant in Arial font. Responses
provided by the investigator are provided in italics. During the course of this
investigation, the investigator reviewed applicable documents and interviewed County
staff. Information obtained through interviews is cited in the investigative responses in
Section 2.

This document was converted from PDF format to Word in order to add responses so there
may some formatting errors associated with the change. Certain sections of Mr. Ëmery's
investigation have also been highlighted in yellow or changed to blue font for emphasis"
Our responses are typed in red using Arial Narrow font and new Exhibits are attached at the
end of the document.

Section 2: Bodv of Comolaint and Investieative Response

We are filing a formal complaint against Clallam County Building official
Annette W'arren for the following reasons. \Me believe her actions have
allowed an unsafe structure to bypass safe building standards, jeopardized
our safery created ongoing nuisance in the neighborhood, caused
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unnecessary stress for ourselves, our tenants and has generated considerable
expense for ourselves.

Over the past two years she bypassed or overlooked many mechanisms that could have
reduced the Counties exposure to liability and that could have protected our
neighborhood and property values. She, in turn, selectively favored the very person who
created the problems in the first place and then distorted the truth of what was occurring.
Her and her Staff ignored well documented building code violations and knowingly made
concessions that allowed the process to continue when they should have been corrected.
More importantly, Ms. Warren also provided inaccurate information to the then Director
of Community Development which resulted in retaliatory actions that were taken against
us. This has damaged our reputation and fostered a situation that continues to jeopardize
our safety and created stress that is now manifested in medical problems for both of us.
We live in daily fear of being robbed, having our property damaged and have lost two
years of our planned retirement travel because of her missteps. Her actions included
providing false information that was relayed to the Principal Planner and is now
documented as part of a legal BLA application that misrepresents the truth. We have no
idea what consequences this may create for us down the road. We have corroborating
documentation for each and every claim we are making (as does the County) and we are
asking for a formal investigation into her actions.

1) Ms. Warren knowingly and arbitrarily overrode a Hearings Examiner's orders
that allowed the homeowner of 550 Sherburne Rd. to continue work on a
house that was not supposed to be occupied until a permit was obtained.
(CÀ/P 2020-00130). The original permit (BI\4P 2004-00413) failed in 2004,
expired in 2006, was then extended in 2021. It remains open and failed in
2023, well past the allowable one-year extension and 19 years after issuance.
The Building Department later attempted to comingle a failed room addition
permit with a completely different remodel permit (8MP202100880) while
failing to adequately address the serious damage that had occurred to the
entire structure.

Investigative response: Findings #2 of Hearing Examiners Decision on CI\{P202000130,
dated April 8, 2021 (Exhibit 2), stated: "Accordingly, the County will not issue new
building permits to repakkemodel the dwelling until a boundary line adjustment occurs
that places the structure outside of required setbacks. " The finding is referenced from the
Staff Report, pages I &. 2. At the time, Code Enforcement staff did not converse with
other Planning Division staff on whether a boundary line adjustment (BLA) was required
prior to building permit approval (Interview of Donella Clark, 6129123). FALSE Upon
investigation, it is the Planning Division's position that an owner cannot be compelled to
complete a BLA without court order upon both propeúy owners, as application for a BLA
requires the concurrence and agreement of the abutting property owner. For this rsason,
the staff report was in error and the finding concerning this matter is not factual. The
Hearing Examiners decision did not impose the completion of a BLA as a prerequisite to
obtaining a building permit (Exhibit 2).
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This issue has already been addressed in our response to Mr. Emery's investigation of Ms.

Clark. We find no evidence Mr. Emery ever interviewed the Hearings Examiner (HE), whose
intentions he is distorting. He also neglected to interview the two Code Enforcement Officers
(CEO) who spent hours preparing the Case that went before the HE in 2021, (CMP2020-
00130) Sound Law Center is still under contract with Clallam County and both of those
former CEOs are currently employed bv Clallam Countv so they were all easily accessible to
the Director.

The very purpose of this hearing was for non-compliance of Code Enforcement issues
regarding Building Code and Junk Vehicies violations, not a iegal gymnastics exercise about
whether the BLA was legally entorceable. The entireiy of the testimony and evidence was
relevant in understanding true intention of the HE. lt was the foundation that Mr. Reeves
based his decisions on.

Mr. Emery not only omitted the full body of evidence that was presented by the CE team
during the hearing as to what was occurring on the problem property, but he then cherry
picked the one statement regarding the technicalities of a BLA to discount that evidence and
distort the HE true intentions. EXHIBIT 2

Upon examination of the actual order of the Hearing Examiner (Page 4 and 5, Exhibit 2),
there is no condition placed on the property prohibiting the owner from working on the
house, nor any prohibition on the County for issuing any subsequent building permits.
Indeed, Condition #3 specifically orders the owner to "obtain building permits to repair
the dwelling INCOMPLETE: THE COMPLETE SENTENCE THAT MR. EMERY
QUOTED INCLUDES ON THE pROpERTy "By OCTOBER 18,202t, AND SHALL
ENSURE THA| THE PROPERTY REMAINS SECURED AND LTNINHABITED
PRIOR TO A CERTIFICATE BEING ISSUED". The issuance of building permits and
subsequent work on the structure are integral in resolving the violation as determined by
the Hearing Examiner. The Hearing Examiners order did specifically prohibit the
oacupancy of the structure until a Certificate of Occupancy is issued by the County.
TRUE Upon concluding that occupancy was occurring, Code Enforcement staff
contacted the owner on May 4, 2023, indicating that the owner would be subject to fines
according to the Hearing Examiner order if the premises wsre not vacated
MISLEADING On May 5, 2023, Mr. Fell contacted Code Enforcement, indicating the
premises had been vacated. FALSE Although complaints from neighbors have been
received indicating continued habitation may be occurring and other evidence does
suggest the same, Code Enforcement has not been able to establish this conclusively.
FALSE

This entire section of Mr. Emery's statement is not only a distortion of the HE intentions
but fuli of absolute falsehoods, Mr. Fell's family members and friends had been

occupying the house and/ or illegal trailers almost continuousiy since December of 2020,
after they were forcibly evicted from another property that they had extensively damaged.

a
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Director Winborn, Clallam County Sheriff's Office (CCSO) Environmental Health, the
Building Department, Code Enforcement, multiple neighbors and Mr. Fell himself had ALL
provided credible information that the house was being occupied and that unpermitted
work was being done with no potable water supply or sanitation.

Had Mr. Emery conducted a sincere investigation, he would have noted that there was
considerable discussion between the CEO Major, Mr. Reeves, and Mr. Fell himself who
all agreed during the March 18,2021 Hearing that no significant work be done without a
permit and that the structure would require an engineering plan before proceeding with

construction.

Mr. Emery himself had significant evidence as early as December of 2022 that the house
itself was being occupied, as the trailers were either moved or being dismantled during
that time period.. He had the authority and responsibility to act, whether his predecessor

chose to or not.

ln addition to the dozens of calls to the Sheriff's department for theft, noise, trespass and

animal control issues, there had been written complaints by several neighbors with

accompanying photographs to CE reporting the occupancy of the house by the owner's
son, his girlfriend and uncontrolled pets.

Mr. Fell himself told CCSO that they were living there in December 2A22, when he filed a
police report for a truck his son supposedly stole from him. EXHIBIT I The County's own

Building lnspector (C. Smith) hand delivered the signed permit to the "occupants" of 550

Sherburne Rd. in mid-December 2022. EXHIBIT I
lnternal emails between Mr. Emery and a CEO (Michael Sager), as well as those from
ourselves and other neighbors are part of the "suggestive evidence" that Mr. Emery
references, yet he waited almost 5 months to decide he had conclusive proof. Why didn't
he simply ask the occupants if they were living there or use his authority under Rights to
Entry to prove what he had been apprised of and suspected for months?

At the very least, Mr. Emery has an obligation to issue a Stop Work order for repeated
violations of Building Codes and to restore fines for the junk vehicles that were (one still

is) also clearly visible on the property. This has never been done.

ln his investigative report, Mr. Emery stated that Mr, Fell contacted CE on May 5tn to
report the property had been vacated, but failed to note that CE had initiated fines the
previous day for ongoing violations of CMP2020-00130 because the owner defiantly
refused to have the occupants move, The arbitrary date of \/'ay 4,2023 that Mr. Emery
finally decided that the house was occupied is a gross mischaracterization of the actual
situation and is of great concern to us.
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CEO Fricker issued a letter with Mr. Emery's letterhead stating that the case would be

turned over to the Sheriff's Department for prosecution on June  th,2023. As of mid-July,

2023 this had not been done and we have no reason to believe it ever will be. The house
remained occupied as of August 10, 2023. EXHIBIT 10

Mr, Emery has the responsibility to take all Citizens' complaints seriously. lnstead, his

inactions have allowed convicted felons to illegally occupy a house that is stili under HE

Orders. We also believe he has also failed to uphold his responsibility under the Charter
that also allowed environmental damage to a protected watenruay, and the County will
soon sign off on a fundamentally unsafe house that could jeopardize the safety of future
occupants"

His actions have caused considerable Íinancial harcship and stress for us, We have
incurred additional survey costs and protracted tegal fees associated with the BLA that is

once again being held up because DCD issued improper permits, neglected to follow the
requirement for potable water and a functionat septic system that should have been dealt
with prior to ever issuing a building permit" Our propertv values have been decreased
and our safetv has been placed at risk because he is knowingly allowing these
individuals to illegally reside at this residence,

As an elected official under the Home Ruie Charter, Mr, Emerv swore to uphold several
things, including the laws of Washington State and ordinances of Clallam County. We
submit he is faiiing to do so"

Critical in the building permit process is the framing inspection, which is based on plan
drawings approved by the County's Plans Examiner. If a project permit expires prior to
the completion of framing, new plans and a whole new pennit are required for work to
continue. TRUE If, however, framing is inspected as complete, subsequent inspections
for insulation and building final can be achieved through one-time inspections ($75 per
inspection per CCC 5.100.310(A)). The framing inspection for BPT2004-00413 was
found complete by the Building Division on March 8, 2006, per Corrective Notice
provided by then Building Inspector Steve Wyman (Exhibit 3). The Corrective Notice
only cited corrections needed to the air seal and bath fan duct work-thereby veriffing
that framing had been completed according to permit requirements. Final framing
approval was granted by Inspector Bill Faulk on AugusÍ 19,2021, under the one-time
inspection option-confirming that the air seal and bath fan duct work had also been
completed. EALSE In his August 19,2023 Correction Notice (Exhibit 4), Inspector
Faulk identified that the rear landing deck and steps, proper connection of gutters and
downspouts, and an insulation certificate would be required prior to final approval
(Exhibit 4). TRUE Insulation was then approved by Inspector Faulk on August 31,
2021. FALSE
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The Building Official was not informed of enforcement action on the property or the
compliance hearing before the Hearing Examiner on March 18,2021 (Warren interview,
6127123). On or about the time of the enforcement hearing, Mr. Fell had asked Ms.
Warren if he was authorized to install insulation, with framing having been approved
under the original permit (8PT2004-00413). FALSE Based on then Building Inspector
Steve'Wyman's note on the Correction Notice that insulation was authorized (Exhibit 3),
and the inspection for insulation would allow Building Inspectors the opportunity to
observe the status of structure and as a function of operational polic¡ Warren affirmed to
Fell that he could commence with insulation-subject to post-install inspection (Warren
interview, 6127123). Prior to a request for inspection of the insulation, drywall had been
installed. TRUE As is routine policy, Mr. Fell was obligated to remove a panel of the
installed drywall so the inspector could confirm the installation of the proper R-value
insulation. TRUE The proper insulation was confirmed (interview of Bill Faulk,
6129123). FALSE

Upon inspection for the insulation onAugust 19,2}2l,Inspector Faulk discovered
additional work that had been completed beyond the scope of the original building permit
(Interview of Bill Faulk, 6129123).4 correction notice was left with Mr. Fell and a
subsequent letter was issued by Building Official Warren on September 3, 202I, requiring
the additional building permit (Exhibit 5).4 subsequent application was received by the
Building Division on September 28,202I, and BPT202l-00880 was issued on December
16,2021. To date, all required approvals for BPT2021-00880 have been completed except
for final inspection. BALSE Subsequent inspections associated with work initiated under
BPT2004-00413 show that the landing steps for the rear deck, and gutters and downspouts
remain to be completed. Final inspection of BPT2021-00880 will also address additional
work to siding, rear decks or other improvements completed on the building. Final
approval is also pending successful completion of a sanitary survey of the residential
septic system.

This entire part of Mr" Emery's investigation is nol oniv full of inaccurate statements but
suggests the much more serious concern that he himself is guilty of deliberateiy obfuscating
the situation and covenng up what reallv occurred.

The permit that was issued in 2004 had framing inspections conducted on 612712005,

311612006, and 312812006 and ALL of them failec. The perrnrt exprred in 2006 without a

finalized framing permit. ltwas not revisited until 2021, over 17 years since it's issuance and
15 years after it expired.

Mr. Emery aistorted the truth by claiming tne rrarnrng rnspecuon was complete, when he
noted Mr. Wvman's OK to proceed with rnsulation of the walis. The very fact that Mr. Wyman
ieft a Correction Notice dated 312812006 conta¡ning the îollowing statements indicates that
there were stiil uninspected requirements,
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"You are hereby notified that no more work shall be done upon these premises until
the above violations are corrected. When corrections have been completed, call for
inspection" Exhibit 9

Mr. Emery himself clearly stated in this very section of his investigative report that "if a
project permit expires prior to the completion of framing, new plans and a whole new
permit are required for work to continue".

Once the permit expired in 2006 this house did not become suddenly frozen in time,
awaiting the August 19,2021 inspection by Mr. Faulk. Even if it had not sustained the level of
damage that was clearly evident to Ms. Warren by that time, it should have been subject to
one of many inspections that occur between framing and the finalization of a building permit.
EXHIBITS 11,12,13,14

lmportantly, this is the point at which an electrical inspection should have been conducted to
assure the house was wired correctly. When Mr. Faulk signed off on the framing in August of
2A21, he was also certifying that the requisite electrical permit was signed off on. EXHIBIT
15 Labor and lndustries has no record of this being done,

Despite Ms. Warren's assertion that we should have contacted Labor and lndustries if we
had concerns that unpermitted or uninspected work had been done, lt was not our
responsibility to ensure the proper steps were followed to assure a safe building, but those
of employees whose very job descriptions, training and responsibilities were to make sure
this was done, EXHIBIT 16 The Director of DCD, CE, Ms, Warren, Mr, Faulk and Mr. Smith
all had obligations to do,

The excuse Ms, Warren gave us that the entire CE team had quit by then is irrelevant and
only partially true. Ms. White had been hired by the County to serve as the CE Administrator
by mid-summer of 2021. The field team Ms. Warren referred to had resigned, probably in

part as a result of the frustrations they experienced when their efforts were being arbitrarily
undermined or unenforced by the Building, Planning Staff and the Director herself,

Mr. Emery falsely asserted that the proper insulation for the house was completed,
lnsulation for the walls was NEVER included as part of the "permission" granted by Ms.
Warren according to her own correspondence with the owner several months later. EXHIBIT
5

The warning letter Ms. Warren sent to Mr. Fell on September 3r¿,2021 clearly stated that he
was not given permission to insulate the walls and was required to provide a Certificate of
lnsulation for the walls and he would be required to expose a section of previously drywalled
framing. This was done 2 weeks AFTER the inspection where Mr. Faulk finalized the framing
and confirmed the electrical permit was signed off
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Mr. Faulk never made an inspection on August 31,2021 or signed off on "wall insulation"
despite Mr. Emery's attempt to insinuate othenruise. A Certificate of lnsulation from C and F
lnsulation was never issued for the room addition wall insulation and the air seal work was
signed off but was never completed by the lnsulation Contractor. EXHIBITS 17,18

There is no record of additional inspections orfees collected afterAugust 19tt on the2004-
00413 permit, and no evidence that drywall was ever removed to visualize the insulation,
much less the air seal work, plumbing or electrical wiring; regardless of the County's
statements.

lnstead, additional requirements for a drywall inspection, Eutters and a landing with steps
were actually added to the expired 2004 permit as a result of the August 19tn inspection,
EXHIBIT 18 An external view of the house recently taKen shows that at least two of these
issues remain unrepaired 2 years later EXHIBIT 19

How is it that the one-year allowable extension for permit 2004-00413 remains open in 2023,
while the 2021-00880 permit (which is for an entirely different section of the house) is nearly
finalized with the exception of the unfinished gutters, deck landings, downspouts, siding and
"other improvements"? Especially when the following statement is included on every notice
of Correction. lt is repeated here for emphasis. EXHIBITS 3,4

"You are hereby notified that no more work shall be done upon these premises until
the above violations are corrected, When corrections have been completed, call for
inspection"

The degree to which Mr. Emery has gone in trving to distort what happened with this
unmitigated mess is absolutely staggering,

The investigation reveals that there were no "arbitrary" actions taken by Ms. Warren to
"override" the decision of the Hearing Examiner. Because the circumstances of the
Hearing Examiner's review or subsequent decision were not communicated to the
Building Division, Ms. Warren could not have reasonably known about the Hearing
Examiners Order or any related requirements. Regardless, the actions of Ms. V/anen
and the Building Division were consistent with stated and operational policy; and in no
way precluded, prevented or were otherwise inconsistent with the Hearing Examiners
order. FALSE

Mr. Emery's argument is both irrelevant and untrue. lt is the responsibility of Clallam

County DCD Staff to communicate with each other. Their supposed failure to do so didn't

relieve the Building Department of their responsibilities to ensure that the house was

being built to IBC 105,1 standards,
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Code Enforcement had done due diligence in preparing and presenting case CMP2020-

00130 before the HE. Part of that process included posting the first red tag on February

16, 2021 along with submitting clear photographic evidence of the damage that had

occurred since 2006. EXHIBIT 21 ln addition to the HE decision on April 9th,2021, there

were many Codes that should have guided the process to ensure that the house was

being restored safely and in accordance with Mr. Reeves and CE recommendations,

starting with a structural engineer.

ln a completely different CE case brought beiore the HE in 2û19, Ms. Warren provided

the following sworR testimony "Buildings must be inspected and verified as

structurally sound no matter what purpose they serve" EXHIBIT 38, Why Ms. Warren

didn't testify in person at 2020-00130 Hearing or follow CEO Major's recommendations

that this structure conform to the same saÏety standards ¡s unKnown to us. lt is oniy clear

that she did not.

Ms. Warren didn't actually grant her "permissions" until several months after the Hearing,

when she had ample evidence that the owner was continuing with major construction

without a permii and had accrued fines for the junk vehicle component of the HE Orders"

The BLA issue Mr. Emery focused on is not even relevant to Ms, Warren's primary role as

the Building Manager, which is to assure safe construction.

Unless the "stated and operational" policies of Clallam Oouniy include allowing removai of

a Red Tag that was placed by CE to allow insulation of a floor and ceiling for a structure

that had 6-8 foot holes in the floor, known ceiling damage, black mold, distorting the

intention of safe building codes, ignoring CE input, and extending a failed permit well

beyond the 1 year allowable exiension 19 years after issuance, Ms. Warren failed to do

ner job. Mr. Emery is also failing to do his by trytng to iustify what happened.

The complainant's perception that the Findings were controlling is in error. Only the six
(6) stated elements of the Order (p. 4 and 5, Exhibit 2) issued by the Hearing Examiner
are controlling. The findings were simply the facts relied upon in reaching the decision,
including testimony provided by staff; which under the circumstances of this case,
contained an effor. TRUE

Once again, errors were attributed to CE when it was ciearly the actions of the Building and

Planning Department that were responsible for undermining the intentions of the Hearings
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Examiner. Mr. Emery is attempting to discount the entirery of that testimony by rationalizing
that Ms. Warren had no prior information and that an error was made in the interpretation
of the BLA by CE. This is completely disingenuCIus and very troubling.

All three of the Departments involved in our complaints repoft directly to the Director of
DCD. Mr, Emery's attempt to place responsibility for the error solely on the CE team is of
great concern, as their very job title describes their function, which is enforcement of
County Codes. lt was also their responsibility to bring non-compliant cases before the HE,

which thev did.

Mr. Emerv's willingness to overlook the hard work of the previous CE Team members who
were actuallv in the field, while supporlrng Staff who had no working knowledge of the
situation, is wrong. Mr. Emery never bothered to interview the two CEO's who were
involved in this case (confirmed on 81212023) and it is doubtful he has ever contacted Mr.

Reeves to ask him directly what his intentions were when his Orders were written.

Taking the testimony of the very Staff who are the sub¡ect of our complaints without
corroboration is in and of itself a good reason that this investigation should not have never
been conducted by Mr. Emery. The fact that Mr. Ëmery also ran a politicai campaign
against one of the CE officers and received political donations from the Principal Planner
that he also investigated should have also raised flags with the County Administrator,
where our complaints were filed.

2) Ms. 'Warren falsely stated that the structure needed only minor work to meet
codes when she overrode the HE orders, when it was abundantly clear the
house was so severely damaged thatif was valued at $0. (BOE Hearing April
I8, 2021) The owner himself stated the house was virtually destroyed and
yet continued to work without permits for months in clear violation of the
HE orders and a red tag that she allowed to be removed. The purchase price
of $15,000 was paid for this house plus 2 acres in late 2020 when property
values in Clallam County were nearing an all-time high. That fact itself
should have been indicative as to the extent of the damage.

Investigative response: As noted earlier, there is no evidence Ms. Warren "overrode the
HE orders. " The authoúzafion to allow insulation of the building was done so according
to operational policy and prudent permit processing consistent with the Hearing
Examiners order.???? The value of the structure, with or without the property, was not
material to this matter. Clallam County Code adopts by reference the 1997 Abatement of
Dangerous Buildings Code pursuant to CCC 21.01.080. Section302 of the 1997 Cade
allows several options that the Building Offrcial may select to address structures
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determined unsafe, including issuance of building permits to bring the structure into
compliance. While no determination concerning the safety was ever issued for the subject
structure, the building was red tagged for construction activities without the benefit of a
building permit on October 26,2021FALSE The inspection of the insulation that led to
this conclusion, also led to the requirement for an additional building permit for other
work completed within the structure. IJpon issuance of Building Permit BPT202|-00880,
the Red Tag was formally and appropriately removed by Ms. Warren under her exclusive
authority as Building Ofhcial. FALSE AND MISLEADING

We find no mention of "operational policies or prudent permit processing" mentioned in the
Hearings Examiner Orders or anywhere in County Codes so we have no idea what that
even means,

Mr. Emery completely misstated the entire purpose of Section 302 of the 1997 Dangerous
Building Code, which is actually a list of 18 definitions that identify what constitutes a

hazardous building; We believe that this structure met Definitions 1 ,2,4,8,9,11,
12,13,15,16,17 and 1B of that Code and find no remediation options listed for such
structures under Section 302. EXHIBIT 21 Again, it was never our responsibility to declare
a Building unsafe, but the County's Building Officials.

We had taken multiple photographs and alerted County Staff as to the degree to which the
house had been damaged as early as August of 2020. The County has many of those
photographs on file, in addition to those contained within this response. Multiple neighbors
had filed individual complaints which were being ignored. We were not among those who
initially filed those complaints. The initial complaint was in fact filed by Mr. Fell himself, who
did not even own the property when his complaint was filed.

The property had been abandoned for 3-4 years, when the owners vacated the house fully
furnished and stopped paying taxes. li should have been sold at auction except there was a
moratorium on such sales due to Covid. lt had ions of soiid waste strewn about, doors were
broken, there were multiple junk vehicles, and overgrown vegetation was clearly visible from
Sherburne Rd, and on aerial photographs, Staff could have certainly viewed the state of
accumulated waste from the comfort of their desks, had thev chosen to do so.

What wasn't visible on aerial photos or a casual drive-by were the freezers full of rotted
meat that were dumped outside and the associated problems to the rest of the
neighborhood that had became overrun with rats, feral cats and vandals.
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The sales price of $15,000 was relevant in that it was Mr. Fell's own testimony that claimed
the low purchase price was due to the damage of the structure and challenges the property

faced. lt was also used as evidence to have his house reduced to zero value in a Board of
Equalization Hearing.

Sections 201.1,2. and 3. of the Dangerous Building Code provides clear Enforcement
Authority including the Right to Entry in order to ensure that a house is safe, or at the very
least safely reconstructed. EXH¡BlT 22 There should have also been strict requirements
and timeframes applied to this building as it was located within the SMP and the County had

evidence that the Creek was being contaminated with solid waste.

Ms. Warren had also served as a past Fire Marshall for Clallam County and worked as a
Code Compliance Officer at one time so she should have been concerned about the degree
of damage and safety of the electrical system when she had photographs of exposed
wiring, blackened electrical outlets and ongoing unpermitted construction that was covering
this up.

Mr. Emery completely conflated the red tags in his investigation. The initial red tag was
placed on February 16, 2021by CEO Major for working without a permit. The tag had been
deliberately damaged and obfuscated on more than one occasion; CEO Major attempted to
restore it to readability on more than one occasion, EXHIBIT 20

Ms. Warren allowed Mr, Fell to remove that red tag sometime in early summer when there
was additional evidence of ongoing construction. lt was several months after the April 8,

2021 Orders were issued (when she had full knowledge that he was continuing to violate
codes), that she gave him permission to insulate both the floors and ceiling without the
benefit of a permit.

When Ms. Warren falsely claimed that only minor framing work was necessary, she had
photographic evidence of the holes in the floors, missing sections of ceiling, plumbing and
electrical damage, foundation issues and that he was under orders to obtain a permit.

Stating that the 2004 permit only required minimal work to meet codes is false. Unless
"operational policy" includes lying, it is the point at which we believe she crossed the
threshold between misfeasance and malfeasance.

Mr. Emery's reference to the October 26,2021red tag is the SECOND one that was issued
for continuing to work on the house without a Building permit and he should have been fully
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aware of that. lt was done one week after fines were supposed to begin accruing under the
HE Order. EXHIBIT 23

The remodel permit was not approved until Dec, 16,2421. lt had nothing to do with the
failed Building Addition permit from 2004 (which was Tor a taundry area and family room

addition). The'2021 permit was for water damage to the kitchen and bathrooms, which were
part of the existing structure. EXHIBIT 24 The remodel permit contains no plumbing

requirements and yet the issuance of the second red tag was specifically because the
Building Department and CE had ohotographic evidence showing that unpermitted
piumbing was being done without potable water.

As hard as County Staff and Mr. Emery try to commingie the two permits, while at the same
time dissecting the house into pieces DV old and new construction, or by a property line that
bisects it, the ËNTIRE house was destroyed, We submit the County is now trying to justify

their actions by distorting and obfuscating the facts"

Assignrng the failed aspects of the 2û04 permit to the 2421 permit, while also saying that it
is essentiallv finalized with a few mrnor corrections neeoeo may 0e their normai operating
procedure, but it is rn clear vioiation oT many Building Codes and the County's written
policies. ln this case it has resulted in an unsafe house that is now considered virtually
compliant with the County's stamp of approval.

3) The home had not been inspected since 2006 despite photographic evidence
presented by CE at the CV hearing that it had been gutted. This included
unpermitted electrical work, plumbing, serious foundation and structural
problems that should have required a physical inspection and structural
engineering before proceeding according to both the owner himself and the
CE officer who was working on the case and presented it to HE Judge
Reeves. Ms. V/arren told the previous Director of DCD that her motivation
for granting the extension was to gain access to the interior of the house,
when the deficits could be more fully investigated. That was never done
because by that time most of the damage had been illegally covered with
insulation, drywall, and cabinetry.

Investigative response: As noted earlier, Ms. Warren was not notified of the enforcement
process nor the Hearing Examiner's decision concerning the property owned by Fell.
Regardless, this fact did not prove significant or detrimental to the overall process.
EALSE With the framing inspection already approved and engineering not required as
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part of the prior building permit, there was no need for engineering for the structure. The
testimony of Code Enforcement staff and the owner-if so stated-were not reflective of
the requirements applicable to the structure. EALSE The authorization of insulation gave
the Building Division access to the structure. Once inspected, the owner was required to
obtain a new building permit for the additional work done to the structure. Although
drywall had been installed, the insulation was inspected and approved according to
protocol. This prevented being able to observe the status of the framing TRUE; however,
with framing having been approved in 2AA6, there was no specific need or authority to
observe this component. FALSE The plumbing work completed as part of the additional
work was inspected by Inspector Faulk. EVIDENCE? Electrical work was recently
approved by the Department of Labor and Industries. MISLEADING Except for the
remaining outstanding issues identified earlier, the project has satisfied all permit

requirements. X'ALSE

This entire response by Mr. Emery is false andlor misleading and raises far more concerns
about his attempts to cover up what happened than the actuai damage that was covered
up. Ms. Warren's failure to follow the rntent of Code Enforcement's recommendation was
absolutely detrimental to the "overall process". lt is exactly what allowed the owner to
proceed with covering up serious problems when he had already been brought before a

Hearing Examìner for violating IBC 105.1 and working without a permit,

There was CLEAR evidence as to the extent of damage that had occurred since 2006,
whether she was apprised of it or not, Even if she was unaware of the damage prior to the
HearinE, she certainly had evidence immediately aftenruards. The framing for the 2004-
00413 permit was NOT approved in 2006 and was never visualized in 2021 from everything
we have been able to determine, Mr, Emerv's assertion that there was no need to do so is
very troubling"

ln approving the framrng Mr. Faulk also certifieo that the electrical permit had aiso been
signed off. ËXl'ilBlT 15 That never occurred! Mr. Emerv nas prevrously been provided with
evidence obtained from L and I verifying this, as weli as photographic evidence showing the
exposed wiring and degree of damage to the house. Labor and lndustries and the Electrical
Contractors all reported that there were significant probiems with the electrical system and
that they were all having the same compliance problems with the owner that the County
WAS.

The electricat permit for the 6 intenor brancn crrcuits was actually cancelled by the
Contractor, who nad found illegal wiring burred in the wails, To our knowledge none of the
inierior wiring has ever been inspected. The inspection Mr, Emery refers to was for a

T4



completely different matter and by April 1A, 2023 it is clear that he was fully aware of that
fact, despite what he stated in his investigative report, EXHIBIT 25

On October 26,2021 when Ms. Warren and Ms. White decided that a second Stop Work
Order should be placed on the house for continuing to work without a permit, Ms. Warren
actually spoke io the owner and threatened to contact L and I herself for working without a
permit. lt was only after this threat that Mr. Fell hired the licensed electrician that ultimately
canceled the permit for the majority of the interior work,

During that same conversation Ms. Warren aiso told him he would need to remove drywall.
It is unclear how that could have been accomplished when there was already cabinetry
installed along the same kitchen and bathroom walls where venting, plumbing, appliances
and electrical wiring were located. EXHIBIT 23

4) Ms. 'Warren 
repeatedly ignored written and in person requests by us for a

meeting and failed to respond to our concerns ever a period of several
monthso despite both neighbors and CE continuing to report ongoing
construction without permits.

Investigative response: Ms. Warren provided responses to emails and met with Mr.
Telenick at least once. EALSE This continued until she was ordered by then Director
V/inborn that she (Director Winbom) would be the primary contact for all
coffespondence with Mr. Têlenick starting September 3, 2ÙZL(Warren Interview,
6/29/23). Following that date, all correspondences received from Mr. Telenick to Ms.
Warren were forwarded to Director Winborn. Ms. \Marren does not recall not responding
to any requests for meetings. If Mr. Telenick's requests occurred after Director Winborn
became lead contact, it would have been Director Winborn's responsibility to respond.

We have already responded to the falsehoods reported in this section of the investigative
response but will repeat them once agarn, We have NEVER met Ms. Warren or spoken to
her by phone, but did make several good faith efforts to meet with her and attempted to get
written responses that went unanswered from mid-July to September 1 ,2021. This was
done both in person and in writing on more than one occasion. Mr. Emery has full access
to his Staff and emails that would have corroborated the veracity of our statement, but
apparently neglected to do so. EXHIBIT 26,278
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lf Ms. Winborn had instructed Ms. Warren to direct all correspondence to her, we were
never notified of this. Ms. Winborn's only response to us after the September 3, 2021 email
came in the form of a couple of emails beginning in late November 2021 when she asked
when we would be correcting our own code violations and telling us for "our sake we better
hope our rental garage was not built within setbacks" EXHIBIT 298

The information that Ms. Winborn referenced in her emails came DIRECTLY from the
information she was provided by Ms. Warren in her draft email and contained inaccurate
information. She never bothered to confirm the accuracy of that data, any more than Ms.

Clark or Ms. Warren had, and it is now memorialized in our Settlement BLA 2023-00011

EXHIBIT 28

Mr. Emery, the County Administrator, the County Commissioners, and many employees
were all well aware of the vindictive nature of Ms. Winborn and her unwillingness to
perform her duties, There had already been an external administrative investigative
conducted by a labor attorney from Sebris, Busto and James who substantiated her
unprofessional conduct with respect to a Code Enforcement supervisor and others. That
employee was one of many who transferred to another department or quit the County
entirely as a result of Ms. Winborn's management style,

It was well known throughout the County that employees were frustrated because of the
toxic environment within the DCD. The Administrator himself was not on speaking terms
with Ms. Winborn and the County Commissioners were in a similar position, despite their
futile attempts to work through their differences in private dispute mediation with the
Director. When the County Administrator suggested to Commissioner Ozias in an email
that what occurred was simply a personality conflict between Mr. Telenick and the Director,

he knew that was untrue. He also insinuated that a new DCD Director was going to bring

about change and that we would just have to "logically" wait things out, EXHIBIT 30

Once Director Emery was elected, Mr. Sill assured us he was going to speak with him to
see if he could resolve the issue. To date that has not occurred. Even if it had, this situation
was never about one frustrated person. An entire neighborhood has and will continue to
suffer because of what this County has allowed to occur. The new Director is just as guilty

of that as the past Director.

This entire investigation is proof to us, that if anything, the current Director and County
Administrative Staff are more than willing to cover up the misdeeds of their own Staff over
the legitimate concerns of the public they were elected/appointed to serve.

As citizens who have only tried to assure that our safety, environment and property values
are preserved, this entire process has completely undermined our faith that Clallam
County has any interest in following its own laws or the values it espouses,
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Ms. Warren distorted many facts and Codes in an attempt to minimize the situation
when it was her poor decisions that created the situation in the first place. She tried to
deflect her responsibilities and poor decisions to Labor and Industries, Clallam County
Sheriffs office and the lack of CE; who had provided her with extensive documentation
of these violations before they resigned their positions.

Investigative response: The allegations of this section are not supported by available
evidence. Ms. Warren has denied having been delivered personally any information
from prior Code Enforcement personnel on this matter prior to their resignations on June
30,202I (Warren interview, 6129123). Any construction or alterations having to do with
electrical service is the purview of the Washington State Department of Labor and
Industries. There is no evidence of distortion of facts or any provision of code. FALSE
To the contrary, Ms. Warren's actions were congruent with existing codes and
operational policies. There is no evidence of any attempt to deflect responsibilities that
are the purview of the Building Department.

We submit that Ms. Warren was not being truthfui in her interview on June 23, 2423,
Whether CE was personally delivered information prior to their resignations is irrelevant.
Ourselves, neighbors, Environmental Heaith nad all provided documentation regarding the
continuing violations that were occurring; while at the same time we were being assured by

lMs. Warren's subordinates, Environmental Health and Ms. Winborn herself, that Mr, Fell

would be required to follow the proper procedure in order to obtain a Building permit. We
were even provided with a checklist from County Staff indicating what steps the owner
would have to follow, starting with proof of potabie water and a functional septic system,

Ms, \lVarren's pnmary responsibility is to assure that Buildrnq Codes, whicn are intended to
provide standards that safe and proper construciion proceoures, are being followed. There
are myriads of those codes, statutes, and procedures that were available to her and should
have guided her through that process."

lf "operationai" policies differ from what the Codes specificaiiv require, and if this house is
typical of that process, then there are some senous problems with how this County
achieves compliance, lt also raises the question of how many other structures in Clallam
County are aiso unsafe and yet have the Countv's srgnec certification that they were built
according to codes.

5) In December of 202I the County issued a second permit for a remodel of the
residence (B\/P2021-00880) that was supposedly limited to the original
structure, although it is clear from the permitting and foundation drawings
that it also encompassed the failed 2004 building addition permit. That
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permit was granted without ANY required plumbing inspections when the
very pu{pose of the remodel was to repair the failed plumbing that had
caused some of the damage in the first place. Ms. 'Warren had written and
photographic evidence that the plumbing was done without a permit and no
potable water. She had even issued a threatening letter to the homeowner,
asked CE to issue a second Stop ÏVork order while the property was
supposed to be accruing daily fines for non-compliance of the HE orders. At
the same time this was occurring Ms. 'Warren 

tried to make it appear that she
was working with a cooperative homeowner and that granting the remodel
permit was permissible as such. It was clear that this was not the case and
County records clearly show that the owner was not cooperating or keeping
the County informed as to the status of the permit that was supposed to be
obtained by October 19,2021according to the HE.

Investigative response: Specific plumbing inspections are required for new
construction, but not for repair due to leaks or breakage. FALSE For example, when a
homeowner experiences a plumbing breakage due to frost or age, they are allowed to
repair the plumbing without permit oversight. When such repairs are part of a larger
permitted project such as the work authorized under BPT2021-00880, the repaired
plumbing is given a visual inspection as part of the inspection course provided by the
Building Inspector. In this case, the plumbing was visually inspected by Inspector Bill
Faulk on December 12, 2022 (Interview of Bill Fault, 6129123). The fact that the permit
covered areas inclusive of the former permit is not unusual or germane to this
investigation. FALSE

Again Mr. Emery is not being truthful" The only permit exceptions for plumbing are
tor mrnor repa¡rs not requiring new materials according to our interpretation of the
IRC Code. Ms. Warren and Mr. Emery Rave photographs of missing toilets, kitchen
and bathroom appliances, a miss¡ng water heater and a tangied maze of broken
plumbing and DWV lines.

There was an open trench with a new poiy pipe supply line running to the house
that was cleariy visible from the outside of the structure, lt was exposed for months
and eventually covered without inspection. EXHIBITS 11,12,31,32,33

The following plumbing permit exemptions are those quored directly from the 2018
rRC 105.2

The stopping of leaks in drains, wate!', soiË, waste, oi'vent pipe; provided,
however, that if any concealed [rap, drainpipe. water, so¡|, waste, or vent p¡pe

becomes defective and it becomes necessary to remove and replace the

18



same with new material, such work shall be considered as new work, and a
permit shall be obtained and inspection made as provided in this code.

2.The clearing of stoppages or the repairing of leaks in pipes, valves, or
fixtures, and the removal and reinstallation of water closets, provided that such
repairs do not involve or require the replacement or rearrangement of valves,
pipes, or fixtures.

Furthermore, our understanding is that Building lnspectors are prohibited from entering
the crawi space under a house or climbing on a roof under County policy. lf true, Mr.

Faulk and Mr. Smith would have been prohibited from visualizing much of the damage the
area under the house once it was covered, lf flooring, drywall, and cabinetry were already
installed prior to their inspections, how were any of their requirements visualized? Was
this question ever asked during Mr. Emery's interviews with Staff?

ïhere is a concrete foundation wall separating most of the original structure and the room
addition where the exterior crawl space access was created. Unless there is a removable
access panel in the floor located within the interior of the original structure, there was
(and is) no way to inspect the foundation once the flooring was replaced, How were the
concrete footings, beams, and other requirements for the kitchen remodel (which was
part of the original structure, not the room addition), verified? How were static pressure
tests ever conducted on the supply lines with no potable water? EXH¡B|T 34

Mr. Emery's insistence that the "permit information covered by the former permit is not
germane to this investigation" is actually of greater concern than what is buried behind
the walls and under the floors.

The second permit BPT 2021-00B80 was specifically issued for quote: "replacing rotted
floor and damaged sheet rock in kitchen and bathroom. Damage from breaking of
frozen pipes" and yet no plumbing inspections were even listed as requirements under
BPI 2021-00880. These areas are part of the original house, not the building addition.

Staff had made 10 specific notes on the permit application dated from 10nn\21-
1211512021 reiterating that there was no proof of potable water. fhey also had
photographic evidence the owner was continuing to work without a permit and that he
had planned to pump water from the irrigation ditch to supply the house because the well
was non- operational or seasonal at best, This is all documented evidence that Mr. Emery
chose to ignore while minimizing the true extent of what happened. Exhibit 35
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Mr. Fell made application for the new building permit on September 28,2021, before the
October 19, 2021, deadline established by the Hearing Examiner. Bacteria and nitrate
testing and clearance were required by the Environmental Health Division prior to the
Building Division issuing the permit. Approval for the water testing was not issued until
December 16,202I. It is unclear what the delay was, but the determination of the
Department was that Mr. Fell was adequately proceeding with permit compliance-
hence, no fines were accrued at that time. Despite the assertions of the complainant, there
is no clear evidence that Mr. Fell was not cooperating with the requirements or the
Hearing Examiner's order FALSE The suggestions that Ms. Warren deliberately skewed
information to make it appear Mr. Fell was operating in a cooperative manner is not
supported by any evidence encountered. FALSE

Again, this statement is false and is evidenced by the second Stop Work permit that was
posted on October 26,2021, 7 days after fines were supposed to be accruing for failure to
obtain a permit. Exhibit 23 ln the meantime there were also additionaljunk vehicles that
had been dumped, criminal activity was occurring in and around the occupied RV's and

throughout the property, construction was continuing, animal control issues were ongoing,
and Macdonald Creek was being actively contaminated with solid waste

The HE Orders are specific and clear regardrng the cjates iines were to be initiated as well
as the owner's responsibilities to obtain perm¡ts, cease construction and to keep CE
informed of delays in the legal process. Applyrng lor and obtaining permits are not the same
thing;just like family rooms and laundry rooms are different from kitchens and bathrooms.

The owner did not keep Code Enforcement updareo regarding delays, He was Knowingly
continuing with iliegal construction despite additional warning ietters and admonitions to

obtain a permit. By late April2021, the Planning Department had also inappropriately
removed the BLA requirement so there were simply no excuses for waiting until the end of
September to apply for a permit; except that it gave the owner several more months to work
without permits while a dysfunctional DCD was busy trving to recruit new CE personnel.

lf Mr. Emery had done an honest investigation, ne could have easily determined what the
delays were (specific to Environmental l-iealth). Thev were related to the fact that there was
no potable water. By tne owner's own reports his well was seasonal and wasn't
recoverable, He was in the process of relocating a new well site but was challenged by the
limited options due his septic iocation, our boundary disoute, topography and the close

oroximity to Macdonald Creek. We beiieve this was lvlr. Fell's intention when he filed the
lawsuit which threatened our well and the adjacent land in close proximity to that well"
Ëxhibit 35
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Somehow, the owner convinced that same well driller who had already attempted to recover
the well (without success) to certify a seasonal well and submit a water sample in mid-
December 2021 when the irrigation ditch was shut down for the season. That certification
states the well is now producing 3 GPM with water quality that exceeds all requirements.

That, in itself, should have raised serious concerns about how a well was miraculously
recovered to produce more and better water than rt ever did during the prior several
decades of use; especially when the well driller had aiready tried to recover it with no
success,AND the previous owner had spent thousands of dollars drilling a new well that
never produced water, AND the owner was petitioninq the County to pump water from the
ditch into his newly installed storage tanK,

Of note, there is STILL an order for a second bacrerial lnitrate test that remains open and

will likely never be done.

As hard as the County tries to divorce themseives from any connections between the
lawsuit and our boundaries, there is clear and overwhelming evidence that the owners non -

compliance, willingness to provide false testimony, and his threats to sue the County are
part of a pattern,

Mr, Emery's conclusion that there was no evidence that Ms. Warren was skewing the
degree of cooperation occurring between DCD and lVtr. Fell is false and he is now doing
exactly the same thing by making this statement,

rle is fully aware that ongoing frnes are supposed to be accruing for the owner's defiant
refusal to stop the illegal occupation of a residence wtthout a Certificate of Occupation and

that the case was supposed to have been turned over to the Sheriff's Department for
prosecution 2 months ago, EXHIBIT 10

6) In one email Ms. V/arren suggested that we should contact L and I if we had
concerns about electrical issues, stating it was their jurisdiction; but at the
same time she was also threatened the owner with contacting them herself
for working without the proper permits. Despite that, her Staff had already
signed off signed off on the 2004 framing permit which confirmed electrical
inspections were completed. There were still electrical issues with that house
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because the contractor rescinded his permit and refused to work on 6 branch
circuits that were required. Somehow the Building Staff also signed off on
the framing for the remodel permit so wiring is now buried deep in insulated
finished walls with cabinetry installed because of her actions and no
electrical inspections. This is not our responsibility but Ms. Warren's.

Investigative response: As noted, the 
'Washington 

State Department of Labor &,
Industries (L&l) is the proper and exclusive permit authority on all electrical
fixtures and installation. As a matter of inspection course, framing inspections
typically involve confirming that electrical service has also been approved by
L&1. There is no way to confirm whether additional electrical work had been done
since the 2006 framing inspection FALSE however, Department staff made
contact with L&l The concerns expressed in in April of 2023, and the Department
later received confirmation thatL&l had signed off on the electrical permit for the
building The concerns expressed in this section are not substantiated. FALSE

As noted eariier, this response is a verv serious distortion of the truth. Mr. Emery has been
provided with both written and photographic evidence, including emails from Labor and
lndustries, concerning the degree of damage ihat occurred^ Ms, Warren had personally
threatened to call L and I as early as October,2021, We found no evidence that she ever
did so during that time frame. EXHIBITS 36, 23

To repeat, the permits Mr. Emerv refers to were Íor repairing the main service to the house
and for the weli pump, not the interior, and he was fuliy aware of that when he conducted
this "investigation", Exhibit 25

Sequim Valley Eiectric actuailv canceled the branch circurt permrt and threatened to put a
iien on the home because the owner was evading rnspections, not paying his bills and had

been difficuit to deal with. This was part of the same pattern that the County, L and l,
Contractors, Attorneys, neighbors, and ourselves have all experienced in dealing with this
gentleman,

7) On December 12, 2022 the County fully signed off on the 202I remodel
permit despite clear evidence that the structure had no gutters, failed
windows, destroyed siding, a water storage tank that was illegally installed
above grade (and likely over a disputed property line), and was being
occupied without a Certificate of Occupation It remains illegally occupied to
this day. It was only as a result of EH flagging the septic situation that
resulted in the County rescinding the final approval.
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Investigative response: All the inspections required for B.PT202I-00880, as administered
by the DCD, have been met with the exception of final permit approval. FALSE This is
due, in part, to the outstanding Sanitary Survey that is still required for the onsite septic
systems. Peripheral issues, like the rear deck and steps, the missing siding and trimu and
properly-installed gutters will be made part of that final review. The installation of the
water storage tank, as installed, was exempt from permit requirements pursuant to 2018
IRC, Section 105.2.4. As noted, the DCD is aware of periods of occupancy of the house
in violation of the Hearing Examiners Order (Exhibit 2). However, although complaints
from neighbors have been received indicating continued habitation may be occurring,
Code Enforcement has not been able to establish this conclusively. FALSE

Siding, steps, gutters were not even requirements on the 2021-00880 permit and are not
"peripheral". The location of a water storage tank potentially placed on a neighboring
property along with new uninspected water lines and wiring is relevant, whether it was
located above grade or not. lt was, and is, DCD's responsibility to conduct permit

inspections and assure that buildings are being built or repaired to code. ïhey have the
Right of Entry as well as the right to cancel permits for repeated violations. This
investigation makes it clear that will never happen because the County is more concerned
with protecting its employees than ensunng a home rs built to safe standards.

Mr. Emery seems ro be following the same pathway as his predecessor by waiting an

additional five months to decide CE finailv had conciusive evidence establishing that illegal
occupation of the house was occurring betore reestablishing fines that will likely never be
collected. He is apparently ready to ignore the mountains of evidence showing that this
house was not properly remodeled and is unwilling to act under his responsibility to cancel
the permit for repeated and known violations of the same CMP2020-00130 orders that is
now once again accruing fines,

The Sept.1,2021 email from Ms. Warren to us thai specifically blamed a lack of Code
Ënforcement as one reason why they nad been unabie to monitor the situation more
closely. She encouraged us to contact the Sheriff or Land i and if we had concerns
regarding what was occurring. This was done repeatediy with no results.

lJnfortunateiy, every Department the nergnbors and oursetves nave contacted for the past

2.5 years blamed another Departmeni for their inabilitv to act. Ms. Warren and the Building
Department had the responsibility and authority ro acl on the building code violations,
whether there was an active CE team or not. Envrronmental health had the responsibility to
stop the illegal occupation of the trailers and environmental damage that was occurring in
and around a protected creek, and the Sheriff's Department had the responsibility to protect

our safety
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titizen's compiaints have iargely gone unneeoed durrng thrs time period and there rs now
an entire segment of our neighbornood that has no faith rn Claliam County's ability or
willingness to protect our properties. We are personallv trapped in a seemingiy never-
ending lawsuit that we had nothing to 0o wiih ano we 0ou0t that the County's threat of fines
or resultant crrminai charges for iailure t0 oDeV the HE 'Jrders will ever result in any
punitive actions taken, much iike what occurrecl in 2021 anð 2A22.

l-iundrerls of nours of Counry resources nave Deen expendec anc tens of tnousanos of
aollars of taxoayer's rnonies nave neen wasteo srrnnrv üerause the touniy faileo to foliow
;rs owû iaws and Jooes,

tn the meantirne, this house wiil never be 0r0u0nl inro comnliance þut records will make it
wili appear tnat ffie County did tnerr cue ciiiqence rn rnng¡nq rnis nouse anci the owner into
compliance, when nCIthing could be tarther trom the truti:.

8) net'ween July 16 and September 1,2021, we sent additional emails to Ms.'Warren asking for clarification as to why construction was still being
allowed on this home without a permit and provided additional photographic
evidence of the activity that extended well beyond the scope of the
"permission" she granted. Prior to that we had inquired as to how a Building
permit was granted on a house that had no plumbing, septic, electricalo
uncollected JV fines, a property line bisecting the house, etc. etc. when we
had been guaranteed by the Director, EH CE and the Building desk Staffthat
this house would be required to undergo the same permitting process that
everyone else was required to follow for similar properties. She later
distorted the situation by stating that no permit was granted and ongoing
construction was allowable because only "minor" repairs were necessary to
ftnalize the original permit. That was 2 years ago!

Investigative response: It is known that, duringthe 2021 calendar year, between the time
of the Hearing Examiners order (April 8,2021) and the issuance of 8PT202100880
(December 16,2021), no fines were levied or accrued against Mr. Fell. FALSE The basis
of Mr. Telenick's assertion to the contrary remains a mystery. The record shows that the
permit processes that the subject house underwent were in accordance with written and
operational policy. No grants of special privilege were afforded to Mr. Fell. FALSE As
noted earlier, the authorizationto proceed with insulation was proper under operational
policy and the result of the framing having met inspection requirements (Exhibit 3). The
inspections required led to the discovery of additional work having been done and the
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need for a new building permit. It is unclear how this can be construed as a "distortion" or
otherwise occurring outside of the standard permitting processes.

l0) Ms. Warren was aware that a water tank had been installed and stated in
writing that it would require permitting if it was set above grade. She said she
was sending an inspector to the site and obtained photographic evidence that
it was indeed set above grade. Those photos are now part ofthe County
records. We find no evidence that a permit was ever requested or obtained.

Investigative response: The water tank in question was placed underground, with a
small portion that extends approximately six to eight inches above grade. The
placement meets the exemption criteria of the 2018 IRC, Section 105.2.4. There is no
daylight or framing required that would trigger the need for a building permit. The
complainant's understanding of the application of law to this matter is incorrect.

We have already addressed the false statement regarding no fines being accrued or
levied against Mr, Fell in 2021. We prevrously submitted written evidence that refutes Mr"

Emery's assertion in our earlier response regarding Ms. Clark. Fufthermore, neither the
former Director nor the current Director have the authority to waive those fines according
to Clallam County Code 20.28,030,

The statement about the water tank elevation was made by Ms. Warren initially, not us.

We asked about the permitting because Mr. Fell used an excavator and destroyed the
legal property corner marker, removed a concrete foundation, dumped debris, replumbed
and rewired the water storage tank on a portion of land that we legally own.

It was Ms, Warren who stated she would send an inspector by to photograph the storage
tank on September,2,2021 and it was Ms. Warren who specifically stated that the tank
would require permrts if it was above grade, not us" We nave no idea what Mr, Emery was
referring to regarding his comments about daylight or framlng.

The County was well aware of the propeny dispute at this time ano was aware of the tank
and its location. Sheriff's Deputies responded and witnessed the destruction of the survey
marker but refused to file trespass cnarges srating it was a crvii matter, much as they did

in mid-April when the owner illegally burned construction materials in the disputed area in
a fire that got oui of control. EXHIB¡T 37
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The far bigger concern in this section of his investigation is how Mr. Emery, not only

distorted the exemption of the water tank, but also completely failed to accurately
address the real plumbing issues that existed both inside and outside of the home.

While interior access may have been more difficult, the open trench containing a new
water line and exposed electrical cable was clearly visible for months. lt did not require
admittance to the house to view The water line and electrical supply were both

subsequently buried without inspections from either the County or L&1, both in violation of
multiple codes,

The claim that Mr. Fell has received no special treatment is simply not true. To date Mr.

Fell has received a free dumpster, multiple affidavits for junk vehicle hauling, has had no

fines collected or liens assigned as a result of ongoing code violations. He received a free
garbage voucher for the dump as recently as Jan, 2023.

The County has knowingly looked the other way and failed to enforce codes on a
property that has been almost continuously occupied for over 2.5 years while criminal
activity, environmental damage, restraining orders, and over 100 calls involving the
Sheriff's Department due to problems associated with the owner and his family continues
to occur without consequence. As of August, 2023, there have been no fines collected
and nothing but except empty threats directed at him for his continued defiant violation of
County Codes and HE orders, How many other citizens have been granted such latitude?

An independent look from outside of Clallam County comparing the treatment that Mr.

Fell has received and what we have endured in the way of intimidation, refusal to grant
us a simple BLA between our own properties and attaching the most recent falsehoods

and violations to our Settlement BLA while ignoring his; would certainly be welcome and

we have requested this happen on numerous occasions. ïhose requests have repeatedly

been denied. We believe it would verify our contentions and is likely the reason the

County has repeatedly refused to move this outside of Clallam County for a FAIR

investigation.

lnstead, the County relied on the testimony of the very Staff and Administrators who have
a vested interest in protecting their interests and covering up their mistakes. Mr. Fell just

happens to be the beneficiary of many of those mistakes, He has capitalized on the
County's dysfunctional DCD and simply ignores their orders knowing there are no
consequences for doing so. We contend that the County is now more concerned about
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their liability in allowing what occurred than doing what is right while ourselves and the
neighborhood are left to pick up the pieces.

While the items enumerated above show her role in bypassing a safe building that is now
virtually approved, it is not the primary reason we are filing this complaint. We fully
believe Ms. Warren used her position of power to target us for daring to question her
authority and for simply trying to protect our neighborhood. That information was later
used by Ms. Winborn to threaten us and has now encumbered our property with recorded
code violations that are untrue. \Me will not submit specific documentation of what
occurred in this email but will provide a summary of the chain of events that occurred.

1) Throughout the summer of 2021we had requested to speak with Ms.
Warren in a good faith effort to understand how the situation at 550
Sherburne was being allowed when it was clear there was ongoing illegal
construction and criminal activity occurring on the property. She failed to
respond until September I 'twhen we reached out and provided additional
evidençe of what was occurring. In that email she failed to address our
specific concerns so we replied in an attempt to more accurately represent the
truth.

Investigative response: Per interview with Ms. Warren (6127123), there was a chain
of emails to which Ms. Warren responded. All questions were being answered and

there is no recollection of any requests for meetings that were unanswered. Upon
orders from the then DCD Director to not engage, all emails were forwarded to
Director Winbom. Beyond the responses, it is unclear as to what the concerns of
this section are.

This has already been addressed at length but to reiterate, Ms. Warren apparently has a

difficult time with her recollection because we have the emails that specifically requested an

opportunity to speak with her. County Staft was present when we made efforts to speak with

her, and the specific dates of when our emails were sent and the delayed responses of her

replies are all easily verified. EXHIBITS 26,27 We have no evidence that Ms. Warren was

ever directed by Ms. Winborn not to respond to us.

2) On September 2 nd someone from the County took photographs of the water
storage tank and of our solar panels and rental property. A Staff member or Ms.
Warren herself also marked and internally circulated aerial photography
documentation of our rental garcge as well as an awning over the rental home
deck. Apparentl¡ they used a very old photo from the Assessor's office that was
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likely taken in the 1980's or early 1990's to compare the current appearance of
our rental house.

Investigative response: Not sure what the concerns or complaints are for this section.

To clarify, the concerns and complaints that are confusing Mr. Emery relate to the efforts
Ms, Warren went to in order to look into our properties, when in fact she should have been

addressing the homeowner who was under HE orders for building without permits, She was
wasting time investigating an 8-year-old solar installation that was installed by a licensed
Solar Contractor, as well as other decades old modifications to a 1960 house and garage;

while simultaneously ignoring serious problems that were occurring in real time on the
problem property.

3) Neither of our homes have ever been the subject of a Code Complaint in the 3?yearc
we have resided on Sherburne Rd. That is still true as of June 14,2023.

Investigative response: Correct. No complaints have been received concerning 470 or 510
Sherburn Road. Not sure what the concerns or complaints are for this section.

Again, our concerns are why Ms. Warren felt it was appropriate to investigate our properties

when she should have been ensuring the 550 Sherburne Rd, home was being rebuilt to
Code, As a complaint driven County (with no complaints ever having been filed), there was
no need to even investigate our properties,

4) On September 3 'd ,2021Ms. Warren sent an email to Ms. Winborn and Ms.
White notifying them that the 470 and 510 homes were in violation of
several codes and intimated that this was done as part of an investigation into
the "neighbor dispute" Although our name was on the email we never
received it. Instead, we received a two-sentence reply thanking us for
submitting our complaint and that they would be working with the
homeowner to reach code compliance. The email we never received
contained several false assertions that we were never given the opportunity
to defend. We only learned of contents of this email as a result of a PRR.

Investigative response: The email in question was drafted by Ms. Warren but not sent. It
was obtained from her 'Drafts' folder. Instead, Ms. Warren was instructed by Director
Winborn to send the two-sentence repl¡ referenced.

Whether this email was sent internally or to us directly is irrelevant, lt became the basis for
Ms. Winborn's intimidating and retaliatory action against us in the following months. There
was absolutely no need to fonruard information, that was not only incorrect, but had no
relevance to the real problems that were occurring at 550 Sherburne Rd. Also, was this
statement ever corroborated by Ms, Winborn or based solely on Ms. Warren's interview?
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Ms. Warren never asked us to direct communications to Ms, Winborn and Ms, Winborn
never suggested we contact her directly. lnstead, Ms. Warren simply ignored us and

eventually suggested we contact Labor and lndustries, the Sheriff's Department, or
Environmental Health ourselves if we had concerns as the Code Enforcement team had

resigned. None of these entities had any responsibility to ensure the construction was being

done according to Building Codes. Those responsibilities belonged to her,

The day after Ms. Warren sent us her September 1't email, she took the initiative to
investigate a series of supposed violations that existed on our properties when there had

been no complaints or violations. We have no way of verifying if Ms, Warren was directed by

the DCD Director to investigate those violations or send the two-sentence reply we received
on Sept. 3, A simple check of the dates shows that the false data she provided to Ms.

Winborn was actually collected on September 2nd, ã day before the September 3, 2021
email was even drafted.

5) In late November and in mid-December of 2021 we received two emails
from the Director of DCD asking us when we were going to correct our
Code violations. In one of them she inbluded a veiled threat that for our
sakes we better hope that our garage doesn't lie within the County Road
ROW. This was done one day after we wrote another email questioning what
was happening with the properly next door that was still the subject of
ongoing illegal construction, occupation of RV's, solid waste, illegal activity
and nuisance. It was exactly the same information that Ms. V/arren had share
in her email to Ms. Winborn and Ms. White.
During that same email exchange, we were also notified that our solar panels
were installed without a mechanical permit. The County actually pursued the
solar installer who failed to obtain a mechanical permit for the installation in
2013,8 years prior. We believe this information was provided to Ms.
Winborn by Ms. Warren as a result of the September 3,2021internal email.
It was a minor issue but it proved that the County was willing to pursue a
minor oversight by a contractor, while ignoring serious and significant
damage that was being covered up on the adjacent property.

Investigative response: The complaint alleged in this section speaks to retaliation, but no
actions were actually taken. FALSE No code enforcement case has ever been opened
against the complainant. The supposed "threatening emails" were sent by the former
Director, not Ms. 'Warren. The allegations concerning the awning, solar panels,
reconstruction of portions of the roof replacement of windows and relocation of the front
door without the benefit of a building permit arc facfually correct and require a building
permit to this day. DEBATABLE This investigation revealed that the garage structure,
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while existing within the structural setbacks of Sherburn Road, was originally built in
1960. As such, it is considered a lawfully established, nonconforming structure. No
retaliation was experienced by the complainant and no cover-up concerning development
on Mr. Fell's property has occurred. FALSE

This response lies at the heart of both Mr, Emery's investigative integrity and how ordinary
Citizens are treated when they attempt to shine a light on legitimate concerns by
questioning the actions of public employees.

Had we been employees we would have been given an opportunity to have this properly
investigated with protections granted as whistleblowers, After three attempts to have this
looked at by an independent agency outside of Clallam County, we are once again being
told nothing has been covered up and that we have not been retaliated against. We strongly
disagree with this conclusion.

The threat of action has intimidated us and has caused considerable stress, especially
when there was no cause for any of this to happen, The fact that the new Director of DCD
fully supports the actions of what occurred here certainly adds to that stress and we believe
it is now a far more serious problem than it should have ever been, We believe this has
entered the realm of criminal conduct and that our rights have been violated at the expense
of covering up the truth.

6) In Ms. V/arren's email she made assertions that we installed new windows
without a permit, which is false. The windows were installed in December of
2002 according to Everwarm Hearth and Home under a PLID sanctioned
rebate program. That was 3 years before we purchased the home. We have no
idea when the Assessors photo was taken that shows the old windows but we
estimate it was taken in the late 1980's or early 1990's. We have photographic
proof that this installation was done well before we purchased the home in
2005. V/e also contacted Everwarm last year as well as the previous owner,
and were told that a permit was not required for those replacement windows.

Investigative response: Assessor records for the Telenick's propercty (APN 043020230250)
show a photograph associated with an October 2005 field assessment that shows the
former windows, front door configuration and the former entry awning (Exhibit 6). The
actual date of the photograph is not shown on the records page.TRUE The same page
shows photos from March 2016, revealing the new awning, roof modifications,
replacement windows and new door location (Exhibit 7). Regardless of whether all these
changes occurred under the Telenick's ownership, the fact remains that building permits
would have been required for these modifications. FALSE Again, no enforcement action
was taken on the owners.

30



Mr. Emery ignored or cherry picked our explanations regarding the information Ms. Warren
identified in her email to Ms. Winborn. He was already aware that the windows were installed
under the PUD rebate program in December of 2002 by Evenruarm Hearth and Home, 3
years prior to our purchase of the home. We called them once we were notified of the email
and were told no permit was needed for this installation. A simple telephone call to them
would have corroborated our statement.

We also gave Mr. Emery the probable era the Assessor's photograph was taken and why
what was done, was done, so there were no hidden mysteries. We do dispute his assertions
requiring what needed permitting and by whom, and we have addressed those issues
thoroughly in our response to the Planning Department complaint.

lf these problems were serious enough to warrant investigation, but not serious enough to be
acted on, then each and every property facing similar problems and non-permitted historical
construction worth more than $1500 dollars should be treated equally and burdened with the
same notations as ours.

7) The covered patio that was referenced and circled in the aerial photograph
the County has on file is less than 200 square feet. It was constructed for less
than $1500 (for which we have receipts) and was installed by ourselves
around 2010. The deck had been installed in 1993 or 1994 by a contractor
hired by the previous owner. We saw no need to obtain a permit for the patio
cover which actually sits above the current roof and is not part of the existing
home. Apparently, the County didn't have any problems with this patio cover
either, until we raised questions about the property next door in202l.

Investigative response: Clallam County exempts work that is less than $1500 from
obtaining a building permit. However, this cost must include fair market value for labor,
including labor provided by the owner. The fair market valuation for the covered deck is
$28 per square foot (Wanen interview,06130/236). To be exempt, the covered deck can be
no larger than 52 square feet. Likewise, the 400 square foot building permit exemption
applies only to outbuildings greater than six (6) feet from a residential structure. A
building permit was required for this work. As noted, no enforcement action has been
taken against the owner.

lf the threshold for triggering a repair is $1500 dollars including the value of labor, there must
be thousands of homes in Clallam County in violation of this provision alone, For starters,
when will the County add Mr. Fell's violation of the non-permitted $4000 roofing repair that
included plywood replacement (and was witnessed by CE) be added to BLA2023-00011,
where our Built Without Permit violations were noted? Either the County needs to attach
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both violations to their documentation, or remove ours; othenrvise, this is specifically targeted
against us.

8) The remodel that was referenced in the email is misleading. It was done in
2005 or 2006 and was simply to correct the chimney that is visible in the old
Assessor photo which was leaking when we purchased the house. It posed a
safety risk because it was crumbling. It had been attached to an illegal trash
burner that had been used by the previous owner. (We still have this unit).
There were also two front entrances to the home. The one most clearly visible
in the photo was actually nailed closed because there was a refrigerator
located behind it so we simply removed it, closed off that entrance and
replaced the front door. We believe the back of the refrigerator is visible
behind the glass panel in the Assessors photograph. The fiberglass awning
that is visible was also leaking and had become a hazard to people entering
the home as it was unsupported and was drooping to the point where anyone
over 6'2" was at risk for hitting their head when stepping on the porch. We
also have photographs of that awning and how badly it was damaged when
we bought the house. We simply reconfigured the roofline, removed the
leaking chimney and closed off the unused door. The entire square footage
does not exceed 400 sq. foot and the cost was well below $1500 as we used
shingles provided by the previous owner. Regardless, the County has ample
evidence of thousands of unpermitted construction projects within Clallam
County that are far more extensive than this and yet this one is so serious that
it now codified as a violation included in BLA 2023-00011.
Of note, the property owner next door stated under oath that he had spent
$4000 dollars on roof repairs and yet that there is no mention of a permit
being required for that "repair" or Code Violation attached to that same BLA
The roof repair was actually witnessed by D. Harvey and J. Major who were
acting CE officials at the time.

Investigative response: The improvements discussed in this section of the complaint
describe modifications to a dwelling-all of which require the approval of a building
permit regardless of the project costs or square footage involved. Again, no complaints
have been received and no enforcement action was ever taken on the propefy owners.

This entire response is irrelevant to his investigation except that it shows the lengths to
which Mr. Emery has gone to avoid focusing on more important issues.

Why has so much energy has been spent in trying to justify a non-complaint, non-code
enforcement issue when there are legitimate ongoing concerns regarding unsafe
construction and known repeated violations of much more serious problems? He should be
focusing on those problems, not justifying insignificant violations unless he is prepared to
address the thousands of such situations that have occurred throughout Clallam County,
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9) The garage that is apparently in violation of County Road setbacks was
likely constructed in 1960 at the same time as the house but we have no
records to prove when it was erected. County aerial photos only go back as
far as 1990 where it is clearly visible. We have no idea what the significance
of this observation is or if it is even a violation. If it was problematic surely it
would have been identified in the 2020-00025 BLA application that we
eventually rescinded. This is a Planning issue as far as we can determine
so we're not even sure why Ms. Warren identified it in her email to Ms.
Winborn.
Had Ms. Warren, who had also been the Fire Marshall at one time, reached
out and worked with to us to discuss ANY of the above issues we would
have been happy to do so Instead she chose to treat us like the problem and
has made no effort to work with us over the past 30 months. Instead, she has
overlooked serious issues in favor of the very person who was responsible
for creating this mess in the first place and we are now trapped in a very
difficult situation that we had no part in creating. We feel our rights for equal
protection under the law have been violated and that we have bèen targetéd
for simply trying to protect those rights.

Investigative response: The complainant is correct in that the garage was constructed in
1960 according to Clallam County Assessor Records. Additional aerial photographs on
file with the County Roads Department confirm the structure was present as of I97l-
predating the Clallam County Zoning Ordinance. As noted, the structure is considered
under County Code to be a lawfully established non-conforming structure. TRUE

This is an issue that should have been addressed and verified prior to including it in the
email to Ms, Winborn in September of 2021; and certainly before Ms, Clark added it as a
finding in the 2023-00011 BLA, The ONLY reason it was removed was because of our
efforts and the research done by Public Works, not the DCD or Mr. Emery.

Again, the email in question was never sent, and was obtained from Ms. 'Warren's

'Draft' folder. Regardless, the discussion was internal. No formal enforcement action
was ever taken. There is no evidence of violation of the complainant's rights.

There is more but is surely this is enough to generate concern about what the
County has done to us. We believe Ms. Warren's actions are unprofessional,
unethical, illegal and have done significant damage to us. We are asking for it to
be thoroughly investigated and believe we have the right to do so as citizens under
the Clallam County Administrative Policy.

Ed and Mary telenick

Sent from Mail for Windows

fReceived 6114/23 at 12:39 PM via email]
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Section 3: Summary Remarks and Conclusion

Summary Remarks: In accordance with Clallam County Administrative Policy, Section
235.10.5, the Director of the Department of Community Development conducted an
investigation of the complaints alleged within this Report. The complaint included 19
individual elements that purported alleged wrongdoings by Building Official Annette
Warren with respect to her duties and responsibilities as articulated in County Code and
state law. Based on this investigation, no findings of wrongdoing or detrimental omission
of duty or obligation was found to have occurred with respect to Ms. Warren and the
circumstances described or alleged by the complainant. In all cases, the conduct of
Ms.V/arren was found to be lawful and proper, or the allegation was determined to be
unfounded. Therefore, in accordance with Clallam County Administrative Policy, Section
235.12, Ms. Warren is hereby found exonerated of any wrongdoing andlor the allegations
made against Ms. Warren are unfounded.

We submit that Mr. Emery not only Íailed Io propenv investigate this situation but also
deliberateiy skewed the facts regarding wnat nappened. He nas ailowed a relatively simple
problem to spirai out of controi,

We feel he is now protecting his Staff wnc vroiated State iaws, Buiiding Codes,

Environmental protections and in doing so ne nas vrolated his own Oath of Office. This
investigation failed to fulfíll the very purpose of the Adminrstrative Manuai which is to
"ensure our confidence in the integrity of the Countv"

.1 PURPOSE This Chapter establishes procedures for dealing with violations of policy, procedure or
standards of conduct. It also provides processes for investigating complaints in order to ensure the
public's continued confidence in the integrity of the County. These procedures provide employees with a
process by which they may document, refute, or confirm allegations, and resolve allegations in an
appropriate manner. Alleged violations and complaints will be resolved by exoneration, corrective action,
or discipline as appropriate

Furthermore, we believe that the attempts t0 distort the truth and cover up serious errors
made by his Staff has now entered the realm oi cnmrnal conduct and those actions are tar
more serious than the initial errors they made.
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We are requesting a formal meeting with the new County Administrator in order to once
again discuss a non-litigious way fonryard, We also want request this information (along with
our exhibits) be attached to Mr. Emery's previous investigation and made part of the public

record.

Ed and Mary Telenick

7ll zllla_c)
Emery, Direstor, DCD
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Yc¡u are hereby norif¡ed thnt no mcrre work shall be donÉ uprn thesr
premises until the aböve violations are cçrrected, wh6¡ 6ç¡¡**tions have been
made, call for inspoctior.

request line: 417-25t8 or ¿lt?-2548
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prernises until the at¡t¡ve violations ¿re conected. When corrections have been
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CLALLAM COUNTY
Department of Community Development

Bruce Emery, Director
County Courthouse

223 E,4th St., Suíte 5
Port Angeles, WA 98362-3015

Code Enfsrcement; {36011 565-2677
Annie. Frrcker@ClaItamCou ntvWA. Gov

VIOLATION OF AN ORDER OF THE CLALL.AM COUNTY HEARING EXAMINER

45/04t2023

Roger Fell
110 Prater Place
Sequlm, WA 98382

Case #: CMP2020-00130
Parcel #: 04-30-20-23-01 00

Mr. Fell,

Per todays phone conversation where you steted that you will not have your son move out of the home
located at 550 Sherburne Rd, Sequim WA 98382, at the parcel listed above, and that you woutd like to
bypass the timeframe that we were offering in order to have him removed, Clallam Gounty Department
of Community Developmelt has found that you are knowingly and voluntarily in violation ôf the Hearíng
Examiners order dated 4.8,2a21, which is included in this maitìng for your review.

Fines in accordance with the Order of the Clallam County Hearing Examiner (Order) of $100.00 per day
will begin as of today's date. After 30 days, if you have not confirmed with Clallam iounty Code
Enforcement that you have brought your property into compliance either with a request fór a Certificate
of Complíance, or a Certificate of Occupancy as required by the Order, this case will be referred to the
Clallam County Sheriffs Office and the Prosecuting Attorney in order to pursue other civil or críminal
remedies, includìng by not limited to, filing misdemeanor charges for knowingly violating the County
Code, (Page 4, Paragraph 6 of the Order)

I have also included a request for a Certificate of Compliance. lf before June 4, 2023, you have
contacted our office to determine that there is no longer anyone living on the property, and you can
confirm that a licensed and certified septic inspeetor has visited, or has scheduled a visit toihe property,
we can reevaluate the need for referral.

Please contact our office in writing elther by mail or email if you intend to move forward with compliance.

Regards,

Annie Fricker
Code Enforcement Officer
Clallam County Department of Community Development
360-912-5053
Annie. FrickerôClal lamCou ntvWA Gov
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f lluÍldlng Permit InspectÍon Approvals
Permit Numben BPT200¿Í-0041 3

Applicant; 8CHROÊPFER
Applicable 0ode: 1997 Wæhinston State Êuitdins Code

Clnllsm Counry Bullding lllvi¡lon
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ilBUILDING DIVISION
of Clallam Count¡r

Correciiori Noticd
PËRMIT NÛ
OWNËR
JOB TOCATËD AT r-ç-r} ÇÂ-,L^ . _ 6^ 4

I have this dây inspected lhi* stnuctr.rra anct ll¡ese premrsrs and travs
ft¡urìd the fnllowing violations:

You are hereby notified that nr.¡ n'¡ore worh $hålt bs dune up*n ttuse
premi*es until thè abcve violalions are çnrrected. When ccrrectin¡rs have L¡*en
nrade. cali fnr inspection.

24&our inspectian roquesl line: ¡llT-2518 or 411-2549
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From: Warren, Annette
Sent: Wednesday, September t,2O2t 1:19 pM
To: Ed telenick; Winborn, Mary Ellen
Cc: LoPíccolo, Kevin; White, Anastasia; Gores, Alanna; Kuss, Lorrie
subject RÊ: Second request regarding concerns about 550 sherburne Rd. address

Mr. Tel€nlck,

I wílf send an inspefior w lvlr,tell's house to tâke a laok at the water tank that yÕu stâte has been
recently insta[led on the property. Á building permit would be required if the tank exceeds 5,000
Saflons, or is elevated above grade or exceeds 2 to one height to diameter rat¡o. tf the tank meetg with
these guÍdelines a building permit ís not required.

Mr. Fell was given approvaf to ínsulãte thg flÐûr and the cetlingof the home. After he completed the
in*ulation he was directed to córnÊ ín and pay $zs and Echedufe the inspection. When the insp€ctõr ¡s
Õut tö look at the water tank I will have him see if he can make contãct with Mr. Fell and remind him of
the condítions of approval to insulate,

The State Ðepartment of Labor & f ndusries is the authority tar the permitting and inspection of the
electricaÈ wiringof the home, You may wônt To contäct thern to verify if they havÊ issued eiectrical
perñ¡fe or performed any inspections on the wíring,

Allowíng Mr. Ëell to insulate the ffoor and ceiling of hís home did not rernovë the authority of the
Cfatlarr¡r Goutnty Sheriff or Environmentãl Health and theír ability to enforce any laws or regulæions that
Mr. Fellrn*y violate.

At this tíme we do not have a Cøde Enforcement Officer to oversee code violations. We hopê to be able
to hire stafl as goon äs possibfe so that theee types of cases can be rnonitored properly,

Annette Warren
Clalfant Courny Bufldíng OffícÍal
awarren@co.clal lam.wa.us

ßffi!,q.!.7:.?319

From : Ed telen íck lma I lto :.ç, tçlçnjçk@hotmait,Com ]
Scnt¡ Wednesday, September 0L, ZlZt 11:33 AM
To: Warren, AnneËe; Wlnborn, Mary Ellen
Cc¡ LoPlccolo, Kevln; White, Anastasia; Gores, Alanna; Kuss, Lorrie
SubJoct: Second request regardtng concerns about 559..S.tr.çrþ..umç.ßd,.Ad.üçSS

r* EXrËRNAL EMAIL ** This message was sent from outside our county network.
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CStF fnsulation
,' .l

F.û, Box 2L97, F$rt Âa$slë$, WA 99J62 t36{t} 6A1*f'4ü(}

Markíng yr,ur lìfe a {rittle woirmer!

INSULATION C ERTIFICATE

I.'iiii IS Tû CËRTIFY TIIAT, IN ACCORDANCE WITH TþIE CURRËNT THËRMAL FËRFTRMANCE STANTARÞS
¡,'^,,4¡I|JNST$N STATE COÞE¡ CIR APPROVEN PLANS, INSULATION HAS BEEN INSTALLËD IN THE BUITDING

LOCATËD AT

iiiíi lFËFl"ty ADÛRÊSS

{. ;'rv Nil F{ ,

ili,rjl i!Êfì

ÐESCRIPTION OF INSULATION

MANUFACTURER THICKNESS

CËRTAINTEED

R.VALUE
,{TTItJSLOPËS
IYPI: OF MATERIAL;

*rûwN
'i'li,i. ûË MA"IËRIAL

::r! :'i!Pl¡]ft WALLS
, ¡'l}i üF MATERIAL.

r ,-:..¡llRS
i :'i.r..:{)F MATERIAI

FIBËRGLASS

FIBERGLASS CËRTAINTEED

FIBERGLASS ÖERTAINTËED

FIBERGLASS CËRTAINTEËD

rtoon{¿A¡fi¿sf¿ p\ cErLrNG

lao' llr¿

l¡ IItntr
ç¡lP{ill ËåRRIERS
i ¡'i'L Õn- fidATERlALr

*IJ$T/PIPE WRÅP
J"YiLF CF MATERIAL

É.IR SEAL€D PER WASHINGTON
STATE ËNERGY CODE

iJIJU,üSNTRAÜTOR

.''.¡,\i t'E^f"l'oH'€, ËËG, NÕ:

VISQUËEN

FIBERGLASS YES

YËS

cFtNst'06€tlw

êþ lltåt r- t 3 - ltusu¿.-+Tt i;N:L¿t, / t I i'/l7L*

NO

NO

WALTS

fii:{,1,i1!,ii'i;

i¡i'.i'i T o;:i?'

C ¿l F INSULATION,INC.

4
l'' Í : \', , jiþ.''i i)i.;t.i{'i'ì Y
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Countv l{omc P¡gci Permit Info St¡rt Paoc

-

Public Comment on Permits Publlc Onllnc Form¡t Hêlp!

View Case Status
The information belsw summðrizes the case you selectecl,

B ul ld¡ng Pemtt: I PT20a-0a 1 3

Suþtype: Ras¡dentlâl

Neme. WILLIAM SCHROEPFER

Appllcallon Oalø: 4120 12004
lssus DatÞ: 612612004

Final€d Date:

Sit€ Addresci 560 SHERBOURNE RD

Dercrlpttonr ADDITION OF FAMILY ROOM ANO LAUNDRy ROOM

Pnrcrl(r)nl¡trdtothl¡cr¡¡: (Çttgl<lttgâÊrcaL\amþaLfþuüþ ormatiqul

043020230100 Filnctpte paraal, Activê) zoom to parcel on Multi_purporc Map

Document¡ f.l¡tcd to thlr ct.e¡
(¡NSULATTON CËRT)

BPT20O4-00413 (PLOÎ PLAÍ{)

wrTlr suppoRrtNc Docs (ExpIRED BPT2OO4-OO413)

Ca¡e Proce¡s Steps (Review, Decieions, lnspect¡ons, etc,)
Roãd Approach Required (H) DONE .,,... Requ¡rement üèt:Al1gtzo}4

EXISTING
Dra¡nags Approvâl Required (H) DONE ,,,,., Requtrcmant Môtr ¡1130/2004

oRA20o4-218
Csso Ënlor€d

Plan Ch€ck

Ssptlc Approv6l R€quirrd (H) øONE

NEEþ PUMPINÊ RECEIPT PER KDO
lscu€ pc¡rnit(F) Ðone
Psrm¡t ExBirod DONE

S€tþscþ lnspêctlon DON6
Footlng ln¡pec¡ion FA1L

Foot¡ng lnEpscrlon DONE
Foundâlìon St€m Watl tnsp DONE
Rough'¡n Plumbing lnspection FAIL

not re|dy
Frår¡¡ng lnspéction FAIL

not ready
R0ugh-¡n Plumb¡ng hspeclion FAIL

cor. notlce
FrrrÍing lngp.ction FA|L

coft not¡ca
Alraoal hüpootlon FAIL

eorr. notlce
Êough-in Pllmþlng In¡ppction DONÊ
Fråming lncBset¡on FA1L

goll.

,,, Relafted: 412912004.., Regulromont Mett 6t25t2OO4

Requ¡red: 312412004... Sch€duted: 6t?t t2005... Done; 6t27 !2006

Rêqu¡rêd: 8127 l2OO8... Schsdul6d: 3t18t2006... Done: 3/16/2006

Regulred: 6127 12006,.,Schedutod: 3t1gtZOOg... Done: 3/16/2006

Rôgulr.d: 612412004,,. Schadulsd: 3/13/2006.,. Done; Ul612006

Status: Expired

Done ... ,., Oatô Entrredi 518t2004

DO/VF Recelvsd: 412012004...,, Complotod: St23f2OO4

.,. ,,, Orto Approvêdt 612512004

,,,,,. Explrôd: õ1 2912006

Rogu¡fod; 612412004.,,Scheduled: 10t1412004,., Ðonei 10114t2004

Requlrod : 61 241 2004,,, Sched utcd : 10 I I N 200 4,,. Donet 1 gt 
1 4! ZOO4

Rlquired: 10l14t2O04..,Scheduled: 11 t012004... Dønei 11 tgt2ùO4

Rcquirod : 6 I ul 2004.., schod u t€d : 11 t$t 2004,.. Donet 11 t 8! 2oo4
Roqu¡ r¡d : 61 241 2004,,. Scheduted : I t27 t 2005.., Donel. 8t 27 noa6

Rogulrod; 311612006,,, gchodulðd; 3127 12006,,, Donei gtZT !2006
nogulrodi 311812008,,, schcdutcdt 3t2gt2ù0s.,, Ðone: 3t28t2006

ooNF Rcqu lro ü gt,t t2021,,, gchedutod : 9t 2t 2021,,, gonei 8 I 19 t2o2,l

FA I L Rlgul rod¡ I I 19 12021,,, Sehodutod : Bt 1 gt ZOZ1.,, Ð onêi gt 20 tZOZl

Qpen

Open

Opan

Opën

Open

Qpen

Rcqulr.di 312812005,,,Schôduted; ïtzgtZÛOS.,,

Rrqulrod: õt24t7oot...Schedutad: Ðt2t2g21,., 4þ''-'':*
Rcqulred: 3116/2008,,' ,.' {:Y t-i {1' ,'7- í i; , ',:. - , :..., i/ _,1_ ¿y4 /.¿,Roqulrod:512412004.,. ] ' .' ..1, , ,.-- --t--- 7 '-.r.t !Q.
Rcquirod: 6t2412004,".,.. 1,.; 1"7 /4 ,,: ' : ì : i ,ri': ' n'¡u-,-i.,"]

Rêquired: 8t1s/2o21... 
€__ glnnL2l, j:44 AM

Fr'mrn0Ì/A¡rsoal/Glåu lng ln¡B
Flnel lnspeotlon

Framing lnspiction
In6ulstion (Wåll¡) tnâpestlon

Ainâsl lnåpool¡on

lnsulation {Floors) lnsp€ct¡on

lnsulet¡on {Ce¡ling) Insp

¡Jywoll ln pcctlon
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r Og' ATAruMEfiT OF DAI{GËROU8 BUILDII{G3 s01
92

Chapter 3

DEFINITIONS

gEgflON gol 
-CEilEFAL

Fpr fhe Burpoce of thir codo, çErtain ternü phraeeo, wor¡lr and

fhçird0rivstivor rhåll be eonctnrcd arrpecificd in eiÍhËrlh¡s chap'
1çr or añ rpeelfled ln tho Buildlng Cottt or tho I'loucirg Codc.

Whcra tçrn¡ a¡e not defined, they chall havp thEir otdinary ac'
c¿Btcd meaaingE wlthin the context with whlch lhey are ueed.

Wàbcrcr'r Thh'ã N ew I ntertutionøl D ietionary of thc Englkh Lan'
guag,e, Unabrldged, eopyrlght 1986, sh¡ll bÈ conclruÉd ar provitl'
lng ordlnary aeeepttd meanlngr, Word¡ uscd in ihe singulor

hiiludo the þurol ànd the plural the singular, rvVords usad in ths

mnceuline gender include thc femlnine and fhe feminlne thc mas'
culina.

BUILDING CODE is the Uniform nuilding Cade pwmul'
gÊlÊd by the Internafional Conferenca of Building Offieials, tt's

ûdopicd by thir jurirdictlon.

DANCE*OU8 BUILDING lr ony buíldint or rtructure
dc¿rned to þe dsngerou¡ under the proriirionr of Section 302 of
thlc oodo,

HOU8ING COITE l¡ the Unlþrn HouslngCodepramulgøted
Þy tho lnærnetlond eonf€renæ of Buildlng Officiuln' or adoptcd

hy thhJurlldletlon.

7. Whencver any portion therpof hæ wracked, warped,

buckled or ¡cttled to $uçh 0n cxtËnt thsl walls o¡ other $truçt1¡r41

portlons hove materially l€sc res¡$f¡nç€ to winde or earlhquakeo
ihan is requircd in thE ca¡e of simil¿r new son¡tructlon,

E. Whcnever tbe building or $tructure, or any portion lhereoÍ,
bec¿usÊ of (i) dilapidatíon, deterioratíonor ðecay; (ii) faulty øtn-
struction; (iiü the removal, movcment or inslability of any portion

of the g¡ound nccËsßory for the purpoee of eupporting ruch buitd'
ing; (iv) thp detsrioration, decay or inadequacy of ils foundation;
or 1v) aiy othcr caure, i* likcly to pfftially or comp¡çlËly collap'se,

9. Whencver, for åny reauon, thc building or struch¡re, or ¿ny

portion thereof, ie manifeetly uneafe for the purpoæ forwhich il ir
being used,

10, Whenevsr tho exßrior wall.t or other vertical slruclural
membcrs list, lean or þuckle ¡o such an cxtenf fhat a plumb line
paoeing thrcugh the center of gravity dooc nol fall in*ide tbe
middle one lhird of thc bare.

11, Whenevor the building or ülruclure, çxclusive of fhe foun"
dation, rhowr 33 percont or moÍ€ dømage or dcterioration of it¡
$u0Dortinß npmber or memberg, or 50 Pcrsent damage ordeferio'
ratiÄn of íñnonsupportlng mernber'l,enclorlng oroutõide lvalls or
covcrings,

rrc?¡on læ - oaNoenous BUrLDrlrc -,ll;,ii'*liiåli'-:'iifiüååii|'åii'H'ï"1f;.i'ffitrÍ?
For the puryoro or rhir codc, any buurring or slruourc \ilrr¡ch ¡a¡ iffiß?Hi i:!",ffi9*'tllÍ$|'#'ffiÏïïi?tr$,iJ'å'ïifiiì
üläïåifiJi:îJf;#ii,:i,iifrtål;üiåiåiffi:l'lfiJ,iåf mllli',Xm'ìïr'iiäi,it"it¡"ñ'pd;;,cdmiitingìn"
tlonc or defccm sxlct lo thc cxt€nt thtt the lifc, hcalth' ploperly or

ilültài;úrËÈtir ãr iil occupanr are endaågered.. 
' 13. t#hensvcr any b.uild,ing or structure ha¡ been conrtrucied,

1. rrvhcnevcr any door, arrro, passagewav, snrrwrv or o1u1¡ ;äiirïåiîl'J,t:'ji'':'åii"ji'ii1'åt#liiffi3tï:i,ffii:i'f;
maensofexltl¡not¡¡f¡ulïieientwidlhorsizcorirnotroanangcd íh;'ffiirffi;ffi;]ür* ãiìíif ;rr¡i¿iriiun, n ipeóitiø in trró
orto provldsrafo and adequate me¡nsaf exif incareof fire or pan' ffiüüifdä;iñ;¡;gcü;,ä;;ñil^ti,-ui¿inu*rJrtnitic. stat€ oriur¡cdiction rcla[iñg to thp condition, locationorstructure

2. Whsnevsr tho walkl¡g ¡urfuec ¡¡f any altle' parssgËway' of buildings,

ftolrway or oth8r mesnõ of exit i¡ ¡o 
-warped, 

wom, loole , lotn or 
14, Vy'henevsr any bsilding or strrcture which, whethcr or not

¡rfheryl¡o un¡efo er fo nol providc safe and adcquatc mcans of exit **iå¿'inãi*rããiä *lii, uilãpptlcaUrc n*r rndbrdinancps, has
ln eû$Ë of flre or paule, in any noncuppod¡ng part, me#derorportion lrm rhan 5çpercenç

3, Whcnever fhe strssñ in any naterial¡, ¡ncnrbcr or portion or in any tupporfing,part, membcr or polion lesô lttan ffi.petcrnt
thgrûofr duo ts oll daad cnd live ioade, fu mors fhan one and onç of the (i) strèngth, (ii) fire-resisting qualitíes or characfcrística' or

¡relf tdÉr the worklrrg Etrgðs or ßtrecßes nllowpd ín the Builrting (iii) wdather-reeisting qualities o¡.ch.aracterígti$ required by law

CoOe for ncw buildlnþ of sinllnr etrueturc, purpocc or locatlon, in the case of a ¡tÈwly construcled building of like area, height and

4, whencvor any portion thereof has been damaged by fire, ocsupånc) in the sano locatlon'

eerthouaks. wind" áo'od or bv anv othcr cause, to suðh an ðxtant 15. Whenever a building of ñtructuro, uscd or inænded to bs

inìt ilie crócturai sfrcngth ó staUlttty thereof is materially lesr used for dwelling purpôsËs, bgcqure of ínadequate maintenancs,

thsn it wa¡ befors such ðataetrophe u¡íd is lese than fhc minimum dilapidalion, decay, damage, faully construction or arrangemen¡

rsquirÊments of thc Bu¡lding Cods for new buildingu of similar inadequatc light, air or sanitation facilities, or otherwis€, i¡ deter-

riä"--ruir, Brrpocs or locatlon, minedby the health offícer to be unranitary, unfit for human habi-

5, wheneveronyporrionormemberorappunenancçthcreof is :{tlå:i 
in sueh s cond¡tion thaf ic likely Ío câusp ¡icknes¡ or

llkcly ¡o fsil, sr tn þecnme dotached or dlslodged' or to collapre
ãùiilróiuty i,i¡ure pÀrsonr or oanrrage propetfl t6. lvhenever any building.or ñtrusture, becau;e of obsoles-

é. whsnevcranyporrionorabuirdinsorony:'Ìem!:lgtx' fiïïiJiiTiii#i,äf$13åffliJfi1i:iltiåffi""1íi#'il;
t€runce or ofnÊmGnfglloll on fh3 €xtsr¡or thereof ls not $t cuül' :'-;::: :--'---,
eienf rrrength or stabiliry, or ts nor ro snchored, ;Hiläï; Igtlg:ç'L*tncst¡onsorhe¿liogâpparalu$'ororhorcause'írde-
fa¡rsned rn nrscô co ôr fo b0 copsblc of recietlng , *¡no iåäiir äi ærmined by thc firc marshal to bc a fire hazard'

;ñËtfé¡íü*ú;inø¡ntne'ÈuudtngCortcíornewbiitding;rof 17. wheneveranybuildingorßtrustureíriiÍsuchacondition¡¡
cimiler ¡tru4urê, purpose orloeatlon lííthout pxc¿eding tbe w-ork' to conslituæ a public nuisançe known to theconrmon law or in eq-

lng flre$er pcrmiueä in the Bullding Code for cuch buildiner, uify jurieprudence,

:' Xt¡' J I ,.,, l¿r,ll !:.,.t . i¡¿ s

,.'. .¡\ r; .r... /:,:-,ILti,
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TEET ABAIEiIENT OF DAI{GEROUS BUILDINGS
201

208.2

SECTION 201- OENERAL

201.I Admtnl¡tr¡ffon. Tlrc buiklilg oftìcial ís hereby autho-
riz¿d lo enforce fhe proví*íons of thiico<le.

. The buiìding-offlcj¡l shail have the powÊr t{, render ¡nterprera-
fions of this côde and fo adopt and enforec rules and supplemental
legulatlonr in order ro clarìfy rhe application of its iiovisíons.
Sueh ilterpretations, rules anil regulåtions shall be in äonformity
wÍth the intent an¡l purpo$È of thís code.

201.2 Inrpectlons. The health offîcer, fhe fire marshal and rhe
building offTcial are hereby authorízed to make euch inspections
and take such actionr as may be required to enforce the provisíons
of this codp,

201,t R¡ghf of Entry. When it ís neccsrrary to makË an inspec,
lio¡ to.enforcc the provísíons of this code. ór whe n rhe builåing
officjal or tho building offÍeial,s authorizcd represent¿tive has real
sonable çause to bolieva that there çxisfs ín á Uuitding or upon a
premiceo a condition which is contrary to or ín víolaiion ot th¡s
codç which moker fhc building or preririses uneal'e, dangcrous or
haz¡rdour, the.bulldlng officiaimay enrer rhe building oipremircs
atreasonEble dmes. þ inspecl or to perform thp dr¡tielímþored Uy
fbí¡ ú,{dc, provided thtt if sue h bulìding or premises be åccupieil
flat çrcdËntialc be presented to the occupani and entry requeired.
If suci buildjng or pre mises be unoccuiied, the builåing'ofliciai
sball first make a rearonable elI'ort to bcâte the o*ne ror,itherper-
sonr having charge or control of the building or premises and re-
guÖst entry. If enrry ís refused, the building of?icial shall have
recouf$0 to fhÊ femedieE provided by law to-secure entry.

"Aulhorizcd roprcrcnlative" shall include the offícers named in
Section 201,2 and their authorized incpection personnel.

SECTION 
'æ,- 

ABATEMÊNT OF DANGEROUS
EUtLDtNOS

.Ådl bulldlnp or poÍionc thersof which rre deternnined afrer Ín-
rpeeflon by the buildíng of{icial ro bo dangerous os defincd in thir
code are hcreby dcclared lo be public nuirances and rhall be
abaæd by repair, rehabilitation, demolition or removal in accord-
ancc with the procedure apecified in Section 401 of this code.

Chapter 2

ENFORCEMENT

,Å S€;-t] ûN Z_

St¡ /t-¿)/r,W iilt":.'

sEcTroN 20Í, - V|O|-AT|ONS

It sh¿ll be unJawful for any person, fïrm or corpo ratian to eft,et,
conslrugt, enlarge, alteç repair, move, improve, ,arour, conveff
or demolísh, equip, use, occupy or maintain any buildíngorstruc.
ture or çarrsê or permit lhe same to be done in violation of this
code.

SECTION 204- INSPECTION OF WORK

All buíldings or structures with¡n the scope of this code and all
construction or work for which a permit ís reguired shall be sub"
ject to inspection by the buildin goffrcialinaccordance with and in
lhe mannerprovíded by thiscode and Sections 109 and 1701 ofthe
Buildíng Code.

SECTION 2OS- BOARD OFAPPEALS

205.1 G¿ncral ln order ro hear and tlecirle appeals oforders, de-
cjsions or deferminations made by the buildiæ official relative to
the application and intcrpretations sf thís codc, there ¡hall bc and
is hercby created a board of appeals consitting of r¡embers wbo
are qualified.by.experience and training lo pasiupon mailers per-
taining to building consfrucfion and who arã not employees oilhe
jurisdiction. Tfie building official shall be an ex ofücio member
and shall act as_secretary to said board butshall have no vote upon
any matter before the board.. Thc board of appeals shall be"ap-
poínted by thegoverning.body_ and shall hold ofiîce ar írs pleasu;e.
The boardshall adopt rules of procedure for conducting its busi-
ness and shall render all decísions and findíngs in writ-ing ro the
a.ppellanl with-a.duplicore copy to rlre building-official, Ap-pealr to
the board $hall be procesced in accordance-with rhe prbïjsions
contained in Section 501 ofthiscode, Copies ofall rubóorregula,
lions adopted_by thc board shall be delivè¡ed o rhe building-offi-
cial, who shall make ttnm freely accessible to the public, -

205.2 Llmltstlons of Authorlty, T'lte board of appeals ¡hall
haye no authority relative to interpretation of the adm;nistrat¡ve
provisione of this code nor shall the board be empowered úo waive
requirernents of thís code,

3



.ñccgLÞ CaseActivity Listing
Casc #: CMtl¿020-mß0

6130/2023

2:55:0?PM

CMPD3!0 Cmtact Subjects of
Complaint

CMPD350 Letter to Subje* of
Cornplaint

CMPD06û .{dditio¡r¡lComplaint

tuz6t202t

10¿26/?021 None DONË ARW EAW

1Q12612021 None DONE EAW EAW

lV22!2021 None JMR EAW

lUUz{l2l Nonc

Mr" Fell came to Bl€ Depr. ro

discuss JV's. A.\["arren discrs:¡ed with

him tln need to slop utr*"
construaion 1 repais until he has tbe

rcquircd Þermis.'lQld him rhd his

b{riktiEg b beir€pdeduri*r llov
to@ æd lÈ'll bercceiving aletter
frcrr CE. l-þ sid tte Surnber wæ

d¡€dyrbrædot Spoke

specifically thm hb applbation is in

pmcÆss butnot yet ryprovod sr no

nnrt p&mbiq or mytbing FO wü*s
er pøà4 AIV said paint is fine, h¡t
n¡ake stre walls arei¡t coverirç any

wk tha needs inspection or he'll

tane þ remove tt¡e dr1'rrall. Also,

sftessed to him that Elecnical permit

is through L&,1, so he needs to h sure

he has thu permit before having

electrical worl¡ done. /\W üûld PO t¡ã
ifwt coilinns $€ *ill report hirn

tt L&l &d lhËirfitrn stãtd$|,{X}0
perrþry.

t"cüer to Pmperty ûrtær in ¡espo¡'ue

þr€pørûf hlsdûrfuínrhe
ho{selryt*€. BPT in revierv ùes¡¡'t

mean he ctÍl wqt. Musl c€âs€ u/qt
¡4fu hfrña SËeDoc¡L

Cü¡nlâir¡a{ coild Envimnnrcnüal

Hedth rcadftrg Sqtic / Waûcr. 2

oænfòed RV /Traiþ¡s on-.site urd a

SarCan J.Reed Hdsd çrnails and is

serrdiq kær to Prop ûrner
ægadngsÊltic" SbË Docs

Ì.|cr¡ Cnnpl¡¡ût rtceiwd via enat
¡r#ing B1YOP æd mmtr¡¡uiq¡
mi* Eonti¡sing rrrnl 9:ffi p.m. See

Docs

lop.&2û21
EAIÃ¡

ta2rrmzt
EAW

nÌnnr¿l
EAW

tuzmQr
ËAW

CMPDÍ)60 AüitftxralC.ompüaint

:ff i , t',,-, Å3 - Cal4¡4dill C"ñ|?;t^w*'Hit 
"#+LN

EAW

CæÅ{riYiqy..4r



lm'ADmgtt $ fc i x... u..

Ollthm Cûurry Ocpt'l.nlot
cmrnurdty orvrtopnr¡t

NGüDÉTITI.AI 8IJIL9ü'.(¡ F€RüIT
woñr(ü{tEÎ

FAñOPL Xl,llitEi:

oArÊssc,ùg@B
ffi#,.b?J-Ø¿--
FR.,#-

--+t

b

'ili

aloüeAioffilcloltF0Þr___-. ,.* *._

Hom¡Fhsm

t^tr

f{Af$e

c¡ÎY. tfÂTE AP
ticrnc Fùonr

PfiOFffifiqYNER
il1,{tll!r6 A00Rf&9;

sfowu

of
aouFctoÉ,FoÎ 8rÊ {1.c. lrú.

lüMf¡os10 FFüAtrÂftHnT; ¿r$.. ¿-. f-)+4 *i,* fl.¿.,.L..-^..- 70

!P' qF. SIF9QES.æ !9:qr-Ë¡üf@lqr,:-¿-- ilo. ôr g?oßlÊs *
ft9,ÊuMüf{6DRAD*û_ r, _8FECFAñFEOFHEãn-*:-:
ilo, r,Toog$qÆFgrËf: FlRsrAÊe8:_ (
ËAüAFFLlAt{c88r --*,2-- -lpo:ffir¡E,- 

- 
-:'rÆovaönoûfiffiiefr ôur[ú

gñoa8ruoorAnÊe¿üptoo*
OF:lodtAf¡t

FLOOftlürPl¡o*

¡ fhr rny

bl

¿o,vr ¡o ÊÞ--sÊt
,åR ¿66¡¡. ûÀreõ¡Ëi *å,$*fwzrr'øra¡" *r},

tü0lrfsù roFuÂívÊq DAIE: _

ßt

O

$r
runü ,

3qq. ?
, , .8,9p.--

c50
aait

PI.ûNNIM'*êVEWFEE'

/EtotrssFef'

þa þ rürrûto ntrlÛ.fl

frAl,lOllECtlFEE
ßsg#cffr
ÐATE

ÆNMfiFÊÊ
8T,8,ç, Fee
RßCæ[4:
MTE

H-AÌ'lGflEAK
ogcupAr{cv

llÛ
ÍTIII

-l



7

Frum¡
To!
SubJrctl
Drtt¡

EEåty.-å¡t¡tÊ
Seôér- Mlchåel

RE; OnEolng issues ¡n neighborhood
Monday April 10, 2023 ItZtt3T PM

,-+r Thank you, Mic, I guess L& I is also indictiæ that no elactnqaj_p_effmtüas_eyelis¡ue¡ljor the remojel
Jçfe*c"lt¡ællulalt was done. I know that EH is not ready to issue the septic permit (no designer
drawing for the system). Thank you for following up with Ed on this,

Bruce

From: Sager, Michaei <michael,sager@clallamcountywa,gov>

Sont; Monday, Aprll tA, 2023 t2:12 PM

To; Emery, Bruce <Bruce, Êmery@clallamcou ntywa, gov>

SubJect: REr Ongoing issues in neighborhood

Bruce -

I went by this morning, and there are no junk vehicles at 550 Sherburne, I can meet with Ed on
Wednesday, and see exactly what he is seeing, When I first got this case, Planning had finalized the
building permit. This was in error, as they had not cleared with EH, Annette rescinded the finalized
permit until such time as the septic is inspected. Andy in EH indicated they were fine with
occupation of the house, as ii's just an inspection needed. W¡th your concurrence, I will contact Mr
Fell, and let him know we must enforce the HE order,

r Mic

From: E me ry, Bruce <B ruÍp. E mef yrô cla I la m co u ntywa. gov>

Srntr Monday, April 10,202311;33 AM
ïo: Sager, M ichael <mlchael. sagert@cla I larncc¡untywa.gov>

9ubJect: FW:Ongoing issues in neighborhood

HiMic,

lf what Ed is stating in his email is true, the junk vehicles and the occupation of the dwellíng would
be ln violation of the Hearing Examiner's Order, Can you provide me with a review of these items?

Bruee Emery

From: Ed telenick <e.teleniekl@ hotmaíl.cnm>

Srnt: Monday, April 10, 2023 8:57 AM
To: Emery, B¡r,¡gç <Bruee.Emeryr@clallamcountywa.gpv>; web_Commissioners
<weh_Cgmmissionersi@clallamçountywa.gov>; King, Brian <brian.kingtôclel >;

Nichols, Mark <mårk.nicholst@clallamcountvwa.eoÞ;5ill, Rich <Rich.Sillt@clallamcountywa.gov>

Cc; Wa rren, An nette <a n nette.wa rren @clal la mcountywa.sov>; Sager, M ichael

€7 ¡1 t B¡ 7- ¿S: - €7vlrrlzY {¡vtn,f :* _
,Çzøfr"s't '¡;ë' €',: EcT" 1{t,*ç
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From: MaJor, Jesse

Srnt: Tuesday, April 27 , 202110:00 AM
To:'Ed telenick'
Sublec: RE: Thanks..,2 trailers moved

Ed,

You just made my day with these photos. As best I can tell, there are no longer any junk vehicles on the
prop€rty {the lêst truck runs añd is reg¡st€red}.

Bést,

Jesse

fesse Nlaiar
Code Enforcement Field Officer
Clallam County Department of Community Development
3 6fr : 4.T/.:7û.0.Ç. ext. 37 29

From ¡ Ed telen lck [m a i lto :ç, Iel.ç¡ jç.k@hgtma-il,Cp.m ]
Ssntr Tuesday, April 27,202L 9:52 AM
To: Major, Jesse
St¡þJoct¡ Thanks...2 trailers moved

**' EXTERNAL EMAIL n** This mÇssage was gent from outside our County nefwork.

Moming Jesse.,.

Just a heads up that two of the trailers are gone and it looks like Jessica may have movod,..i
guess the broken pot incident stirred up something with Roger and his lawyer
On onother note, we went to the County yesterday and attempted to talk to Annette and or
Donella to confirm whst we had been told last month regarding the inability for Mr . Fell to
obtain the permit without resolving the property line but they would not speak with us and kept
bouneing Toni around ( she actually tried to find you downstairs but you were out in the fieldi
The good thing is she got confïrmation from Ms. Clark that you were supposed to be the one
responsible for how this moves forward and confirmed that Mr. Fell would need to meet
everything on thç checklist before any permits would be íssued. If they override the decision and
grant a bldg permit without the criteria being met is going to be interesting at best
FY_I;..'W9 did find your notes submitted as part of the code violation case where you had spoken
to Planning and that the decision to grant Mr. Fell ample time to get the bldg permit was based
on obtaining a BLA. V/e will request access to the hearing examination transcript / video..

€X ø t ßtT ¿.lG' 4Þ.S ¡¿-*&rri þtÞ.tT¡'¡,'i {tçc*7- :o*ì'- -¡ ._ - - '; ,. - -t ,,. J'¡."*f(¿-.r\/. ;4j*/+tÙK
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F¡om ¡ Ed te I e n íck <9,!Ê !ç.nj.çhe hp.tmeil,.ç g t¡.>
Srnt¡ Thursday, August 5, 2021 9:36:08 AM
To : Ed u le n í ck <.ç, lg! çni.c. h g hçm g l.l"..Cg m>
Jubfætr Fw; Reguest for Clarlficatlon of Permlts lssued to 550 Sherburne Rd.

From: Ed telenlck <ç,tÊlç.{ì.1.çhehgtme.|fç9.m>

Scnt: Frfday, July 16, 2021 11:38 AM
Tor Warren, Annette <lry.q.r.fç.ne.ç.o.,.Çt?.[êfiìryy.g.u*; Winborn, Mary Ellen <¡n${inb.o-rq.@-çp,çlgJlgnryy-?,g9>

Sublccf: Rei Reguest for Clarlfication of Permits tssued to 550 Sherburne Rd,

'f\Îtllt çfil¡ 1,rr fht, ! rt'itÍlSi reBly;+*"J ¡!-{ìri?.{ri:ì*t{iti i\*'; Xñr. tell was ñ6! ,:.5,"¡i't, ; 1¡:iljing s€r,rh:i.

Your rcrponsa providcd some sssurance but it generated several more guestions. Much our
confuslon seemg to be a matter of semantlcs. i{ Mr. Fell was "'+.i !$:+us. a r¡srr*:i îut "si*o'#eìt
t+ lRsurlt:¡Ìe ihr" i:¡';'. and ceiling'' v,¡!-ui il t¡nslierad ån extÈ¡.ritl ¡:r ¡n exirtirg ::ernnit? Can
Ytt{¡ 4 iil, i'l t¡"'Èr1 f :i'r¿iniSfit u;idr=". r',:ii€r' Ìrr,5 *''t SO¡rê afit, ir.:¡ii :::.:-r.ìÍ-iïiå:-;iÌ9, ll"ü=Ð.:eCl itr

We have bcen unable to flnd rny public records connecting Mr. Fell's nâme with the
remodeling of the 550 Sherburne Rd, address. The room addition permit that you referenced in
your response was recently removed from the public County Online Permit search engine , ;-ari
?ùU *¡l:rlflt,i vcl,'" tftr:: p¡*ri¡eç t16¡"rr:Ì 4ra: rryfÊîtiy rgr¡g9gr;:

The 2004 room addition permit that allowed Mr. Fell to insulate the floor and ceiling was issued
to thê prevlous owner and explred in 2006. That permit was never renewed and ls actually
êntered as Exhlblt 2 as part of an ongolng Code Enforcement case aga¡nst Mr. Fell,

Thc framlng deficlts may have been for mlnor issues in 2006 but they were never corrected and
the pormlt Gxp¡rcd. ln the subsequent L5 years the house became severely damaged and
was/ls completely uninhabitable.

;T?rqr¡J::r i!¡¡.'*. ll :¡.i1*tor*4*1Ti-¡r?rjr-'rj::; V¡¡...ì: ,ì;,,.¿:].:inçThg¡;...r'i ¡,:.,,,,:-,: . Si,'.c;;ç¡hgf¡tlC;
n{'lçlt: r:-f 1:r*' 1ti,::i!.! {r:;r, \4r1rli k:iri.,:r; :"rj ;}1;r'r; ae WãS k"t{:.',sl:,1 .:' .¡,1:i¡!rrl¿ i"ï¡.¡* iBfiti**}*":, ì-C

1rl¡.JidtÞ l 4 " rrì;!.' : it r Ë';1åËr i :1g1'5 ¡¿7 1t ;.t :t *+iZ, r A f ef f¡f it?

When we wêre first told by Ms, Wlnborn that the extension was granted, she said that an
inspcctor had bcen to the house prlor to allowlng the insulatlon to proceed, but was admittedly
nOt famlllaf Wlth What happened. Iì,:¡ vdrL: :c¡ ii."¡'r if the h*i:: ': 

6.;tÍ;:?êqy1" ,rscec;jed hv a¡iv

ü ¡+ t 8¡T ?.7Å t¿''tå ¡ ¿ ûf {t-Ji
Jr''' .''¡'l¿- { T /u.,¡?,f,} r',..., lldrl {hl
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bulldlng Tnspeatgr :inte th* red îaË"ivas crrdsoËg and when :¡:c:l ;ri*rrei.] ilar the recEn:
;lgulatfon b€eR i?'tf psçted?

The red tag and "do not enter" orders were tied to Mr. Fell's requirement to obtâin a building
permlt, so if ht cjcar. nç}î hät,e a neyf..lit hü*, 'wãs n€ grant€? le.rylisgiçn ir rsmi]ìre the re4 an*
aroc*ed with conçtr*{t¡sn T

Be assurcd we ere asklng these questions for very specific reasons and not trying to be difficult.
We have been placed lnto a difficult position because of Mr, Fell's litigious nature and are going
to do everythlng in our power to protect our well, our tenant and what remains off our
neighborhood.
We understand that your decision no direct bearing on those issues but the decision to allow
Mr. Fellto move forward with so many serious problems has direct implications in the Code
Enforçement case.

We are always willing to discuss this with you in person or by telephone but at th¡s point we
feel having everything in writing is in our best ¡nterest.

Thank you
Ed and Mary Telenick

{Ynrtkr *Tæ" f.¿r$l , aff€L"
-{c nW {".s tTlt *-ñeè.K€N



rßlil)i ftle:l/lC''lLlsers/eclandrnary/Dorvnloads/REo/o20Thtrdo/o2}atterngc/o2t),

Sentr"Sffi :5 5 ;43,000000000 UTC
Subject: RE: I'hird attempt to have questions answered
To: Ed lelenick <e.telenick@hotmail.com>
Cc¡ Winboru, Mary Ellen <mwinbonr@co.clallam.wa.us>; White, Anastasia <awhiæ@co.clallam.wa,us>

ivl¡: li:le¡rick,

I h;rve arrswr:.rerl yur"rr que,tlioñs regnrcling tVlr. Fell's pioBerty in the questions below.

'iiÌe rÊuiltr/ builtlirrg iiis¡:eci:or u/r?nt ily lvir. Fell's fJrtlperty to lôok at the "water tank" tliat was in the yard. The tank
does not require a building permit howeve[ I did forward the pictures on to Janine ßeed in Environmental Health
. Ìitce t¡ìe taitk ap¡rear's to bÉ a septic tank. lf you have any further questíons on the tank then you will neecJ to take
them up with her,

I}fi.ci, i ltr¿':-; t'ri-'rt¡r rls.rgiifJo:i ¡'ì;riie disputes tlrey involve The county to try and bring some resolution. When this
Ita¡:i.:ens iî ir c*ii' l"rir tiiai tlrr: cou¡1t looii at lroth propef;ies irvolved. ln doíng so, additional building and planning
..')rie víÍrlðrirlns are iJí:f;ove i'erci, fliís r,vorld alsc be the case in this situation. ln a sim¡rle review, it would appear that
,t(;t.t \a\¡ç tl'rree cocíe violaiioi;i', loc¡lted al ii7û and 51.0 Sherburne Rd. They are: L) At 510 Sherburne Rd it appeai"s that
:-l r'íiii¡ö{idlFJij¡:: !:i(}rrc eiter ¿il0ij i'r:r the aclçlitjon of a r:overecj porch, new windows and reconfiguration of the front

'iriiiy ti'rii is cr',,¿lenr:eL{ 
'n 

"[hCI liiütures fronr the Assest;or's website, 2) At 510 Sherburne Rd a detached garage was
;:tl rstnlÍt{ì.J i"'¡;it'iallrl witt¡in Lhe roacl ri6ht-ot-lvay and does not Íneet ihe required planning setback fronr the
' ::jiir./rr!¡rìs ,"'i i, ror ro:rcl {seu "r.rr'i;:l photos Êt wlueglallAn üe!, and survey submitied with BLA2020-A00?-5:t, 3) Af 470
r'": 'irr¡r ;ll, :i'J ;-¡.rr:i' r.rrïlíjlj; i,i:v.,: 1,il(:r; insl;¿iiiilrJ or¡ the roof of the horne wifhout a buílding permit (aeri,rl ph*'rr:s aI.

t.i ¿ ,",' ¡i:'..,,. ¡ .¡'1.

i isr:t t E* te¡enick im.alltc ; e.telen ick@ hotrnail.coml
Sent: Fridal; September 03,2A2t 1:35 PM
'io; tlíarren, Annette; Wrnborn, Mary Ellen
{c: Lr¡Piccoio, Kevín; Whíte, Anastasia; Gores, Alanna; Gores, Alanna; Rushton, Pam
,%ulr¡ect; -i'hird attempt to have questions answered

*' ¡ïX'TERNAL Ef!'lAlL *n'ThiË mêssage was sent from outside our County network.

Ms. Warren,

Your last €mell falled to directly address all of the questions that we were asked on July L6,2021. and
September t,\AZt.They ere being pasted into this ema¡l in case you were uneble to find them.

.':i,, i,:r..:'¡.:s' :'ir,.;1'r--¡¡¡*... .,: illl;Fgiliår€l{iÌåiûwÈdtCIitì$u¡ätetnewallsander:ilít'tgL,¡nflertlreorigirial
'i.ri1ir';:1É'.:. '¡er¡i¡i;.;iuti ::'\.t1r';'.: t!\; i:lte ingn¡er;;*i ir¡ ¿t]+U, iV'lr, Fell ari<ed íf he couÍrJ *till insulate under thls
ilf r¡ll&-,,tili" ThC; ;,:iil*ry ¡1;.::. .;l'¡väitffi irl*rt 1)"i Lv#rk $J¡th drr/./ners of prOperties that are workingour tornpleti*';t
(tt' '.,i;i¿Èt" l?rirr¡1¡t{j ærrîi *í¡l/e i¡ilE¡r,ued 'dor ii'rsçr+:eti¡:¿ns tü lti: Baid ät $75 per inspection until tkæ pro¡r;ú v,tar'

,..r!', ¡iÍtg.ti:rj :¡.¡di¡xiìlr i !¡s*t::i{ t ;ìr::År p*r;xi'1. 'l-his r¡¡as rust.*rular1r ¡¡r¡der previous building officia!¡ äs tvåir ¡i
. ì.;rl,üíi

The County onlinÊ permit page does not show BpT2004 00413 at this tíme using the address as a search
Cfitgfion {it iS aCCeSSible via gthan.nnrtrlc-}, \Àlh:t.ic".¡aimina,{ram.l}'a ra,rrr¡{c :.rq ãfiy refergnCes to thg

{: x tt ¿ d ¿?- si r; -- î} È*rr t>f
U.^L\)) /--.'-¿ ñ-a t- I(ylr¡-f tL €{}¿t Fl?¿¡n {:årlÊ{¡¡ îi}?,tê:k; 2/16!2022.e:i4Âtu:rl' I (l
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To:Edtelenick<e.telenick@hotma>;White,Anastasia@>;Carneron,Ron
<rcameron@co.clallam'wa'us>;King,Brian<BKine@lco.clallam >
SubJect: ßE: Requesting update on CMP 2020-00130

HlMary and Ëd,

Thank yau tor keepÍng us posted on eode enforcement and ôther issue s surrounding Mr, Fell'ç prÕperty.
€ould you pÍease give us ð tirßå fine on when you plan on addressing your code violations on yrur
propérty{st?

Have a wonderful Thanksgiving,
Mary Ëllen

Mary Ellen Winbom, Director
Claltam County ftpt of Community Development
E.4fh Slreel, SuÊte 5, FortAngeles, WA 98362
Phons W*!L:21?3 F ax ffij17.-244fi
mwinborn@co.clallam.wa. us
http ://rrwuru. cl gl la m, neUdcd/

From: Ed telenlck <e.telen¡cf@horma >
Senü Tuesday, November 23,202L4:04 PM
To: White, Anastas¡a <awhite@co.clalla >; Winborn, Mary Ellen <mwinbornrô .clallam.wa .us>;
Cameron, Ron <rcameron@co.clallam'wa'us>; King Brian <tsKing@co.claIlam >
SubjeC: Requesting update on CMP 2020-00130

**' EXTERNAL EMAIL *** This message wa6 sent from outside our County network.

Hello Anastasia,
Janine and Pâm Rushton recently advised us that now you have more enforcement help. That is
great.

We also see that Mary Ellen had been forwarding specifics of this situatíon since August so
hopefully you have a good grasp of what has been happening in our neighborhood by now.

What you mây not be aware of is that there have been over 35 Sheriff calls to that residence
since January and more than half of them have been filed by Mr. Fell or his family (you have
been involved in the most recent complaint about the junk car that is sitting in front of his
house)Some of these complaints involve felonies and theft and almost allof them are related
to the presence of people who are living in the illegally occupied trailers that they have tucked
lnto the back of the lot.

Unfortunately, now the property to the south is equally challenged because they have
witnessed what has been allowed at the 550 address and have set up an encampment as well



-

From: Winborn, Mary EIlen
Srnt: Monday, November Zg,ZA2L 12:05 pM
To; Ed telenick
Subfrcü RE: Requesting update on CMp 2020-00130

HI,

From a curSory view, it appears that you have done extensive work to your rentaf and there wäs not a
rL building permit applicatiantat that wark. tt alsa appears, that your rentål gara¡¿e was ftót permitted.7 Although a utifity buílding this si¿e does not requfre a building permÍt, Ít is requíred to be built to code

and ¡t âppeãrsto be built in the road rlght of way or hopefully fsryour sake the setback.

Also, your primán/ residence âppeãri tÕ hâve solar panels and a building permit is required for solar
panels.

Agâinr just ð cursory review, but eode vÍolationg, none the fess.

Flope your Thanksgtvírrg was life giving.
lVlary Ëllen

ftlary Ëllen Winborn, Ðkeetor
tlallam County Dept. of Community fuvelcpment
E,4th gü€€t, SuÍts 5, FortAngetes, WA gg3tz
Plpne: .$t41.7 :2ã?,3 F u: ?,9W.!1:?#.Q
mwinborn@co.clallam.wa. us
http J/www, clallam, neUdcd/

From¡Edtelenlck<.ç,!Ê!ç.ntçhghp1m¡.it,çgf 
.n>

$nü Wednesdey, November 24,ZOZL5:24 pM
To: Wl n bo r n, M a ry E I I e n <¡1¡g i n þ.ç.r:n e ç.o,.ç lqJJ g m,W?,.r¡ $l
Subjccü Rer Requesting update on CMp 2020-00130

** ÐfiERNAL EMAIL r"'ThiB message was sent from outside our county network.

HiMary Ellen,,.
We are out of town for the holiday and will check in next week..,
You mcntioned code violations oir our property but not sure what you meant??
We have hired Froelich and Dickson and will 6e filing a countersu¡t ¡ut tfris nightmare never
soêm8 to end.,..
HavcagrsatTday,..
e&m

From: Winborn, Mary Ellen <rnlgi nborn @co.clallm >
Sent: Wednesday, November 24,2021 3:26:35 pM

€lut 8'r Z? 8- úfrl ¿- tA?.¡:'t+

v / pEgM#^jHH, f<€; t^¿'12"e't/ -
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1o¡
Cc¡

r¡chård.slll(bclållamcountvwe.oov
rÍerk,ózlàs(&clâllämcÕuntvwâ. gôv
tom.reves@clallemcountyw¡.oov

REI Thanks..

Monday, Mav 23, 2A22 10:07i35 AM

¡l¡bJrct!
Drtr¡

Rich

Hello Mark,

Yes, I have had visits with Ed and Tom has worked with him as well. tn my thinking about this issue it
seems that some process rel¡ef short of litigation is presented with the presence of a new incoming
elected DCD director and/or that Director's work with the allied departments working together in
the future, 5o much of this situ¿tion goes back to the personality issues involving Mary Ëllen and Ed

that her ultimate absence may help greatly in moving forward, This may be an issue we just have to
logically wä¡t out.

Thanks

From: Ozias, Mark <mark.ozias@cla I lamcountywa.gov>

Sent: Friday, May 20, 202210:29 AM
To: 5ill, Richard <richard.síll@clallamcountywa.gov>

Subject: Fw:Thanks.,

Hi Rich,

I think you have been loosely tracking on this case - ¡f not, let me know and I can fill in a few
details - but this resident poses a valid question. What is the appropriate recourse , short of
filing suit - when one believes they have been treated unfairly by a county official when there
ís not already a proscribed process like BOE?

I am not sure what to tellthis gentleman but I sure don't want it to be "tough luck." Thank
you in advance for your thoughts and advice.

Mark Ozias

Clallam County Commissioner

i Please note my new emsil address: mork.ozir,s(ãclallomcounfywo.gov

* This correspondence may be subject to disclosure under the Public Records Act

From: Ed telenick <e.telenicklô hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, M¿y 16,2A2210:40 AM

&¿t t 8¿7- 30' @at uS Mril-g¡g'.¡
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ßE: l{ü¡llngFotlþhWder
Wdncd¿y, OÊobßd, 27, ?o¿l 4;23:05 7M

Àdr. Fcll,
Tltis is ú0 brnully lnfom you thæ the I met with ths Health Officer regarding the rituation with the soasonal wsll at
550 ShErburne Rd and yourrequest ¡o haul itr ând the to detsrmlnÊ

wsll.

Fhy*tøl
Clallam County Cor¡f.hou¡e,223 E.4th, Roorn 130, p$d Angel€s
M,aillngAddrur:
Clallnln Cou¡úy ¡{selth & H¡man Ssvioes/Envlronmental Health
1 I I E. lrd 8t. Forr Angelæ WA 98362

"Alw4ys worhlng for a healtåier Clalla¡n County"

*.Origlf,sl Moreego-*
Frcur: ouroorygny@olypon.oon @
gênt! Mondry, OotÕbcr 11,20214;31 pM
Tol Woldrlp,8uc
SuQfecr: Rc Haullng Potoblc Water

On 20tþ10.11 10¡11, lValdr{p, $¡¡s $ryotslqFüMße

This implies there cunently
no well on the property, so I am a bit confi¡¡edby our conversation

> onFrlday.

nsanc the urylt ls ¿ shallow dug we1l. Wells

W

ûrltgr 3rft- Mt¿^ ÊE:
A-&¿-Æ.&-f;rqs
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you årkßd åbout to tha haullng ofpoteble wmer, I have attsched
> ccvüal dosumÊffs. l{auling watø is generally for emergency
> situations and is not n€ont to be usÊd as a pefinanent source ofwâfer
> ln order to finnl $e bufldlng permit you would nsed to find a
> p€fmûn€nt sourgË of wcts for thc homo. All of the reguired
> lnfornstloa would need fo be submitted prlor to the butldlng ps¡mit
> belug læuod.

>Lclnc kttow lfyou havc any quostions.

of Yakima. When tbe lnigation ditch
asosc thc rcsd rsn, we could üll out cietem. IVben the ditch was shut
down, wc h¡d to hirc soureone to baul in watq. We put a purilìcation
system ln tûêr wo bought thc house. In Bþ,I hsd a cistorn that had
ïvdff plpod fton r rprlng up on tbo nrountain behind the house, but the
watat run ell year arcu¡rd.
I øu oot got any wato mmples for you uutll April when tlrc ditch i¡

ilrtnting walor purchased

5 gdlon

Ð¿nttuT- 3$.8' €fiA* Þættsstg

7þ,oo/***, bét-is

p"elatO pnn- \"&3 fz,F,.sl ÁÅ^c\ ç-a"f u{90



From: " Griffi th, Dougl as ( LN i )" <griiZ3 5 r@,LNI. WA.GOV>
Sent¿rTue.23 Nov 2Q2l 0A3427 +0000
To:"e.teleniek@hotrnail,com" <e.telenick(iû,hotmail.com>;"Micheau, Clay (LNl)"
<Mlec235@LNr.ï/A.GOV>
Cc: "Hoskins, Dwayne (LNI) " <HCISD23 5 GTLNI. WA.GOV>
Subject:FlV: 550 Sherbume Rd. Sequim, WA
Attachments:l-2Û2t0ry21*012306jpg, 2-P8030033 -002.jpg,3-P8030028 -002.jpg,4-p8030030-002jpg, 5-
P8030032-002ip9, 6'P8030040-002jpg, 1-roger fell petition letter pl jpg,2-roger fell petition letter pljpg,
3-550 Code Violation Hearings Examination Letter 550 Sherburne Rd. jpg, 4Warning letter CE
6292021, jpg

6*ntlemen,

judging fronT these Bhotos there âppeårs to be reå$on frr concern regarding structural and/ar electrical integrity of
this structure. That said, is it possible thât this wiring has already been de-energized, so as not to be an immediate
concern?

Clay, as we discussed earlier today, if Mr. Fell chooses to cûmplete this electrical work hirnself, and knows what he's
doing, then that is allowed. lf he doesn't, he should hire a licensed electrical contractor to take care of it.

ln any case, if any of these circuits are energized, the círcuit breakers should be de-energired, logged out, and tagged
¿s "De-energized" until such time as they are properly repaired, inspected. and approved by the department. An
electrical permit needs to be purchased immediately, and all non-compliant circuits, feeders, andlor service either
repaired and inlpected, or disconnected frÕm power, sû ãs to not create or perpetuate a dangerous situation.

Íf Mr. Fell decides tê h¡re å contractor, the contractor needs to add a note to the tescription of Work that says
"Taking responsibility for the repair and completion of previously installed non-compliant electr¡cal wíring and
êquipment performed by others."

lf Mr. Fell chooses to perform the electrical u¿ork himself (as the property owner!, that would be ðcceptâble, as long
as he understands and is fully capable of cornpletÍng this electrical work in keeping with, and according to, the 2û20
frlational ElectricalCode ar¡d 2021 WAC U96-468 electricål standards.

No matter which path he chooses, the ele€trical permit needs to be purchased right away, Specifically, no tater than
the last day of this month. Prior ta next Tuesday, December lst, 2021..

Clay please keep me i¡rformed as to what Mr. Fell and how this progresses,

Thank you.

I

to.g ç.,$f,'t¿

Clectrlcal ln¡peçt¡on/Compliance Fleld Supervisor

ûepartment cf Labor and lndustries
Olympic & Kitsap Peninsulâs

36&3æ-¿894 {Silverdale}
grii235@lni.wa.gov

*lñW yóüliøilP: htb://p'@e 1ài wø-ãov/í.ú.i.1L¡ëeûtiñú/! iænÊiñaq.a/1e.,ã! at|

From: Ed reren¡ck <e,tere €kttt 9tr 36 ön a ¡ ¿- fR(ï4
srnt¡ Mondav, rvouemu.Z;ffuþfc ússlN6 €¿Ec ¿ R t ü4 L
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14.

would næd tt lorst until thc fir¡t woek of June lo prcpors propcr applicatione, He noted
in rcrponæ to inquÍry by thc Hcaring Examincr, howcvcr, that hc could sub¡nit "rough
dnff' applicationr on much ¡honcr not¡ce if nscd be to initi¡¡c the rcvicw process.
îuttmony of Mn Ungen

12. Mary Ellcn Winborn, thc County's Dírector of Community Developm€nt, tçôtificd that
thc County doc¡ not sccopt "rough draft" permit applications and it is unfortunåtc thst $e
Veughans did not begin the permitting proccss sooner. Shc ¡lso strcsscd that theæ ís no
'lniddlo gtround" wbcn it comes to lrrge groups of peoplc gathering - structurcs mu$t bs
$fe, Tesfimany oÍ i^, Wnborn.

It. Mc. lvsrrcn provided additional, clarifing lestimony and stre$ed that thc building codc
docc not dirtinguish bewccn public and private, or for-profit and noþfor-profit spaccs.
Building ûü¡¡t bc inspcctcd ¡nd verified as structunlly round no maüer what purpoæ
ûry ærræ. Testlnony of M* l{arrcn.

Oûñcsr H¡rvcy rccommendcd that a $3,000 finc bc tevicd, with S1,500 su¡pende4 if all
ûaocrraty pcnnít applications wers submincd w¡thin t\ilo tvccks of thc hcrring.
Tartlnony of Officer Hawey.

CONCLUSIONS
Jr¡risdiction

Thc Ad¡ni¡ist¡¡tívc Hearing Examincr has jurisdiction ovcr this ma¡ter and partics, pr¡rtran¡ ro
Chaptcr 20.33 of tbe Clallam Cou¡ty Code.

Conclusiçns Bascd on Findlnas
Ms. Vou¡ùrn h¡s violarcd the Examincr's decision. Spccifically, Ms. Vaugh¡n has faÍled
to obt¡in afrcr-thc-fact pennits for ¡cvcral str'¡¡cturcs ¡hat bave bcm altercd, lnerallcd, or
built - including s nev barn, tçnt stn¡cn¡rcs, a modified shs{ a modificd gølrf,ú, ard or
undøground propane ank. Me. Vaughan has alsô ¡llowed thc venue to be u¡ed for
wcng without having obøincd all neceuary pcrmiu. Ftndings I through 14.

Undcr Clallrn County Code f'CCC) Chapter 26,1A,7N Pøformance moniroring:
"f¡l¡y pcrmit or other approv¡l issuod under authority of tlrir ehsprer rs a T1çe I, tl or ltl
pcrmiC ¡nd contlining conditions for such approval cucb ss an approvcd miti¡rtion plan,
hsbitrt mstragcmcnt plan, ccrtificaæ of compliance, or other special rcporÇ ir rubject to
tltc following pmnit condition monitoring proccdum, unlcss otherwisc rpecified in thc
relcvan¡ pcrmit, plan, certificatc, or rcpon: . . . (5) Faílurc ro comply wirh all thc rcrm¡
r¡¡d sondilion¡ of I permit dccision i¡ al¡o eubjcct to anforcemsnt to the provirione of
CCC Titlc 20, Codc Compliance,"

Mr, Vru¡lrut ¡çccÍvcd rsttoo¡ble noticê of the Noticc of Code Viol¡tion ¡nd Noticc of
Admtnt¡ntivo Hoaring st hcr ¡ddrç¡c at P,O, Box 610 Carlsborç WA 98324. "Notice of

Clallqn Coung Hcarlng Examlner
Flndlngt, Conclasloní & Order

Pagc 4 of6

I

7

3.



-i

Appendix A
Excerpts from Clallam County Administrative Policy

Section .235, Administrative Policies, Investigation of Complaints and

Discipline.
.3 COMPLAINTS AGAINST EMPLOYEES TO BE THOROUGHLY
INVESTIGATED
It is both necessary and desirable that Clallam County consistently and critically
examine all actions of employees that represent a liability to either the County, the
community or the employee. Complaints must be professionally and thoroughly
investigated in order to:

a. To ensure the public confidence, trust, and cooperation in the County.

b. Protect Department employees unjustly accused.

c. Preserve morale.

d. Discover misconduct so that corrective action or discipline may be quickly and

fairly administered.

Complaints which are investigated in a diligent and impartial manner are less likely to
cause citizens or employees to be antagonized.

.4 NOTIFICATION OF DIRECTOR
The Director has oversight responsibility for all investigations involving employee
misconduct. Prior to commencement of any investigation into allegations of a serious
nature involving misconduct, violations of policy or law, the County Offrcial andlor his
designee shall notiSr the Director of the allegations. The Director is vested with authority
to determine whether the investigation will be performed by County staff or referred to
outside investigator(s).

10. 1 Processing Complaints
Complaints against employees (originating from a citizen, a fellow employee, another
agency, or serious violations as determined by the County Official) will be thoroughly
reviewed. Assuming that the complaint does not involve illegal activity, the employee
will be informed of the charges pri,or to any disciplinary action and permitted to provide
an explanation or comment on the charges. Where possible illegal activity is involved,
employees will be given every right due any other person in the context of a criminal
investigation. Interviews of employees will comply with procedures outlined in these
policies unless addressed otherwise in aî appropriate labor contract. Employees
involved in the investigation of complaints should always consider the appearance of
fairness in their investigations. No employee will initiate internal investigations without
proper authority.
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1 0.5 County Official Responsibilities
The County Official shall cause an investigation of the complaint to be made. County
Officials are responsible to ensure that County, department, and labor agreement
procedures are adhered to by supervisors assigned to investigate and for the coordination,
proper investigation, and documentation of complaints within their departments. County
Officials are responsible to ensure that appropriate discipline, counseling, or corrective
action resulting from sustained complaints occurs and that it is proper, fair, and
consistent.

If it appears the complaint may reasonably result in disciplinary action, County OfTicials
shall notiff the Director. In such cases the Director will assist in the coordination of the
investigative and disciplinary process and ensure that procedures regarding investigation
and discipline are followed.

1 0.6 Notification Of Employee Complained Against

In all complaints, the County Official shall cause notification of the employee
complained against of the existence and nature of the complaint unless there exists an
investigatory reason for withholding such timely notification. The affected employee
shall also be notified of the disposition of any complaint investigation. Failure to provide
notification shall not affect the disposition of the complaint or any discipline which may
result.

.12 DISPOSITION OF INTERNAL INVESTIGATIONS
Upon conclusion of the investigation, the investigating member shall make a
determination as to his findings. Upon completion of the review of the charges in a
complaint, the matter will be classified as:

a. Exonerated - the alleged conduct occurred but it was lawful and proper.

b. Unfounded - the complaint was false or unfounded.

c. Not sustained - there was insignificant evidence to prove or disprove the allegation.

d. Sustained - The allegation was supported by proper and sufficient evidence.

The investigating supervisor shall submit to the County Offrcial all reports,
documentation, and findings. Included in the file shall be anarcative of recommendations
which shall consider the findings of the current investigation, mitigating circumstances,
other violations or deficiencies, and disciplinary factors.

The County Official shall review the investigative file and may elect to:

a. Cause disciplinary or corrective action to be taken as appropriate.

b. Cause fuither investigation to take place, either by himself or his assigned

supervisor.

c. Dispose of the investigation without disciplinary action.
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Upon conclusion of the action, the County Offrcial will cause the investigative file, to
include any documented disciplinary action, to be filed with the Director. Any
documented disciplinary action will be directed to the affected employee's personnel file.

Appendix
Exhibit List

B

In addition to Clallam County Policy, Section .235 (Appendix A), The following exhibits
were considered during the investigation of this complaint:

Exhibit 1: Emailed complaint, as received June 14,2023

Exhibit 2: Hearing Examiner's Order concerningCMP2020-00130, datedApril 8,

202r.

Exhibit 3. Notice of Correction by Building Inspector Steve Wyman, indicating
framing had been approved and authorizing insulation installation, dated
March 8,2006.

Exbibit 4. Notice of Correction by Building Inspector Bill Faulk, indicating additional
items to be completed prior to final approval, dated August 19,2021.

Exhibit 5 Letter from Building Official Annette Warren to Roger Fell, indicating lhat a
new building permit would be required for work completed outside of the
scope of the original permit, dated September 3,2023.

Exhibit 6: Assessor records showing field assessment sheet dated October, 2005, and
photo of Telenick's home on their south parcel.

Exhibit 7: Assessor records showing photograph of Telenick's home on their south parcel,

dated March 28,22016^

Exhibit 8: Sheriff incident report dated 111612023 where owner reported theft of

his truck by his son and girlfriend and stated they live at 550 Sherburne Rd.

Exhibit 9: Notice of correction dated 12fl412022 hand delivered by Building

lnspector C. Smith to couple living at 550 Sherburne Rd.

Exhibit 10: Violation of Hearings Examiner Order issued on May, 4,2023 for
occupation of Building without a Certificate of Occupation.

Exhibit 11: Photo of interior of residence as it appeared in August of 2020

showing foundation, exposed wiring and plumbing.
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Exhibit 12: Photo of kitchen as it appeared in August of 2020 showing black

mold, wiring and accumulated garbage.

Exhibit 13: Photo of entrance as it appeared in August of 2020. The foundation

beneath this entrance was replaced with 3 2x6's stacked horizontally and

covered with concrete.

Exhibit 14: Photo of missing flooring that was present throughout the house as

it appeared in August of 2024.

Exhibit 15A: Expired building permit 2004',00413 with framing signed off on one

time inspection dated August 19,2021 despite no electrical or wall insulation

inspections.

Exhibit 158: Notice of Violation left as a result of August 19,2A21one-time final

inspection of Building Addition.

Exhibit 16: Email from A. Warren to the Telenicks dated September 1,2021
discussing water tank, Labor and lndustries and lack of Code Enforcement.

Exhibit 17: Certificate of lnsulation dated August 19, 2021 showing no wall

insulation or air seal work was done.

Exhibit 1B: Summary of BPT 2004-00413 showing open wall rnsulation, new

drywall inspection requirement and prior history of failed framing permits from

2004-2046.

Exhibit 19: Photo of west side of 550 Sherburne Rd. taken in December of 2022
showing unfinished rear deck, unfinished gutters and general condition of Room

Addition permitted under 2004-00413. Of note, the actual condition is now

worse than this photo as all vinyl siding has been removed from original

structure that is the subject of the 2021-00880 permit"

Exhibit 20: Photo of first red tag placed by CE on February 16, 2021^ Owner

had obliterated this tag on more than one occasion and it was taped back in
place by CE,

Exhibit 21A,8: Definitions of Dangerous Building under Section 302 of

Abatement of Dangerous Building Code"
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Exhibit 22: Enforcement authority peftaining to Abatement of Dangerous

Buildings.

Exhibit 23: Case activity log showing conversation between A. Warren and Mr.

Fell discussing NOV lack of permit, completed plumbing and threat to contact L

and I as documented by CE Administrator A. White on October 26, 2021, 7
days after HE fines were to be initiated for noncompliance.

Exhibit 24: Permit application 2021-00880 of kitchen and bath for damage due

to frozen pipes in original structure. These rooms were not included as part of

the 2004 Room addition"

When this permit was issued the kitchen and bath had already been replumbed,

rewired, sheet rocked and cabinetry installed without inspection. Until mid-

December of 2021, there was no potable water available and plumbing

inspections were never part of the requirements, despite the entire permit being

issued as a result of frozen pipes.

Exhibit 25: Email from DCD Director Emery to CE Officer Sager dated April 10,

2023, admitting that no electrical permits were ever issued for the interior

remodel of structure.

Exhibit 26: Email from lelenicks to CE Officer Major dated April 27, 2021

documenting our attempt to meet with A. Warren and Ms. Clark regarding our

efforts to understand why the original requirement to remove the Boundary from

within the structure was changed.

Exhibit 27A,8', Email thread from Telenicks to A, Warren dated Aug.5tt',2021

requesting a meeting to discuss the situation and obtain answers to
unanswered questions posed in a July 16,2021 email we sent"

Exhibit 2B: Draft of emaii prepared by Ms. Warren to ourselves and Ms.

Winborn that was prepareo on Sepiember 3, 2021. lt contained false

information and was ultimately used by Ms. Winborn to intimidate us regarding

our own properties and used to pursue the olar contractor for a mechanical
permit on an 8-year-old installation, despite no complaints ever having been

filed.

Exhibit 294: Email from M. Winborn to Telenicks dated November 24,2021 one
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day after we reported the ongoing problems that were occurring at 550

Sherburne Rd. This email questioned Code violations on our properties that we

were unaware even existed.

Exhibit 298: Email from Director Winborn to Telenicks dated November 29,

2021 outlining Code violations that were provided by Ms. Warren in her unsent

draft email of September 3, 2021. lt contained intimidating language regarding

a garage, a reference to unpermitted building and solar panels.

Exhibit 30: Email thread between Commissioner Ozias and County

Administrator Sill, dated May 20-23, 2022 where the actions of Director
Winborn and Mr. Telenick were simply attributed to a personality conflict.

Exhibit 31: Photo of discarded appliances and solid waste in front yard at 550

Sherburne Rd, taken in August of 2020.

Exhibit 32: Photo of laundry room built as part of expired 2004-00413 permit

taken in August of 2020 showing missing water heater, exposed wiring, and

blackened outlet.

Exhibit 33: Photo of recently buried supply line and electrical work to water
storage tank. Note: The well cap and new wiring that is in conduit in the

foreground was permitted and inspected by L and I after the owner was

threatened with a service disconnect by L and L Nothing in the buried trench

was ever visualized or tested prior to covering and the open well remained

uncapped for years.

Exhibit 34: Foundation plan that was submitted by Mr. Fell and modified by C.

Smith as part of the 2021-00880 building remodel is not for the damaged

foundation beneath the rotted flooring, That section of the house is inaccessible

from the exterior. Verification requirements identified on the remodel foundation
plan were not accessible unless an inspector visualized the crawf space from

inside the house

Exhibit 354,8: Email thread dated October 11-27,2021 between Mr. Fell and S.

Waldrip discussing the seasonal and failed wells, the need to locate and drill a
new well, the plans to haul water, and why a storage tank was installed.

Exhibit 36: Email from L and I Field Supervisor D. Griffith to field inspectors
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dated November 23, 2021 discussing the concerns about the electrical

requirements at 550 Sherburne Rd.

Exhibit 37: Photo taken mid-summer 2021, showing excavator removing old

well house and preparing to install water tank over legal property boundary.

Exhibit 38 Testimony of A. Warren presented during a2019 CE case before the

HE discussing the need to inspect and verify structural stability of a Building.
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CLAW COTINTY DCD EXHIBIT

From: Ed telenick <e.telenick@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, June 14,202312:39PM
To: Sill, Rich; Reyes, Tom

cc: Emery, Bruce; Warren, Annette; Boughton, Dee; web_Commissioners

Subject: Formal investigation requested

We are filing a formal complaint against Clallam County Building offrcial Annette 'Warren for the following
reasons. V/e believe her actions have allowed an unsafe structure to bypass safe building standards,
jeopardized our safety, created ongoing nuisance in the neighborhood, caused unnecessary stress for
ourselves, our tenants and has generated considerable expense for ourselves.

Over the past two years she bypassed or overlooked many mechanisms that could have reduced the Counties exposure to
liability and that could protected our neighborhood and property values. She, in turn, selectively favored the very person
who created the problems in the first place and then distorted the truth of what was occurring. Her and her Staffignored
well documented building code violations and knowingly made concessions that allowed the process to continue when
they should have been corrected.

More importantly, Ms. Warren also provided inaccurate information to the then Director of Communþ Development
which resulted in retaliatory actions that were taken against us. This has damaged our reputation and fostered a situation
that continues to jeopardize our safety and created stress that is now manifested in medical problems for both of us.. We
live in daily fear of being robbed, having our property damaged and have lost two years of our planned retirement travel
because of her missteps.
Her actions included providing false information that was relayed to the Principal Planner and is now documented as part
of a legal BLA application that misrepresents the truth. We have no idea what consequences this may create for us down
the road. We have corroborating documentation for each and every claim we are making (as does the County) and we are
asking for a formal investigation into her actions.

1) Ms. Warren knowingly and arbitrarily overrode a Hearings Examiner's orders that allowed the homeowner
of 550 Sherburne Rd. to continue work on a house that was not supposed to be occupied until a permit was
obtained. (CMP 2020-00130). The original permit (BMP 2004-00413) failed in2004, expired in 2006, was
then extended in 202I.It remains open and failed in 2023, well past the allowable one year extension and
19 years after issuance. The Building Department later attempted to comingle a failed room addition permit
with a completely different remodel permit (8MP2021-00880) while failing to adequately address the
serious damage that had occurred to the entire structure.

2) Ms. Warren falsely stated that the structure needed only minor work to meet codes when she overrode the
IIE orders, when it was abundantly clear the house was so severely damaged that it was valued at $0. (BOE
Hearing April 18, 2021) The owner himself stated the house was virtually destroyed and yet continued to
work without permits for months in clear violation of the HE orders and a red tag that she allowed to be
removed. The purchase price of $15,000 was paid for this house plus 2 acres in late 2020 when property
values in Clallam County were nearing an all time high. That fact itself should have been indicative as to
the extent of the damage.

3) The home had not been inspected since 2006 despite photographic evidence presented by CE at the CV
hearing that it had been gutted. This included unpermitted electrical work, plumbing, serious foundation
and structural problems that should have required a physical inspection and structural engineering before
proceeding according to both the owner himself and the CE officer who was working on the case and
presented it to Iü Judge Reeves. Ms. Warren told the previous Director of DCD that her motivation for
granting the extension was to gain access to the interior of the house, when the deficits could be more fully
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investigated. That was never done because by that time most of the damage had been illegally covered with
insulation, drywall, and cabinetry.

4) Ms. Warren repeatedly ignored written and in person requests by us for a meeting and failed to respond to
our concerns ever a period of several months, despite both neighbors and CE continuing to report ongoing
construction without permits.

5) Ms. Warren distorted many facts and Codes in an attempt to minimize the situation when it was her poor
decisions that created the situation in the first place. She tried to deflect her responsibilities and poor
decisions to Labor and Industries, Clallam County Sheriffs office and the lack of CE; who had provided her
with extensive documentation of these violations before they resigned their positions.

6) In Decêmber of 2021 the County issued a second permit for a remodel of the residence (BMP2021-00SS0)
that was supposedly limited to the original structure, although it is clear from the permitting and foundation
drawings that it also encompassed the failed 2004 building addition permit. That permit was granted
without ANY required plumbing inspections when the very purpose of the remodel was to repair the failed
plumbing that had caused some of the damage in the first place. Ms. Warren had written and photographic
evidence that the plumbing was done without a permit and no potable water. She had even issued a
threatening letter to the homeowner, asked CE to issue a second Stop Work order while the property was
supposed to be accruing daily fines for non compliance of the FIE orders. At the same time this was
occurring Ms. Warren tried to make it appear that she was working with a cooperative homeowner and that
granting the remodel permit was permissible as such. It was clear that this was not the case and County
records clear show that the owner was not cooperating or keeping the County informed as to the status of
the permit that was supposed to be obtained by October 19,2021according to the HE.

7) In one email Ms. Warren suggested that we should contact L and I if we had concerns about electrical
issues, stating it was their jurisdiction; but at the same time she was also threatened the owner with
contacting them herself for working without the proper permits. Despite that, her Staff had already signed
off signed off on the 2004 framing permit which confirmed electrical inspections were completed. There
were still electrical issues with that house because the contractor rescinded his permit and refused to work
on 6 branch circuits that were required. Somehow the Building Staff also signed off on the framing for the
remodel permit so wiring is now buried deep in insulated finished walls with cabinetry installed because of
her actions and no electrical inspections. This is not our responsibility but Ms. Warren's.

8) On Decemb er 12, 2022 the County fully signed off on the 2021 remodel permit despite clear evidence that
the structure had no gutters, failed windows, destroyed siding, a water storage tank that was illegally
installed above grade (and likely over a disputed property line), and was being occupied without a
Certificate of Occupation It remains illegally occupied to this day. It was only as a result of EH flagging the
septic situation that resulted in the County rescinding the final approval.

9) Between July 16 and September 1,2027 we sent additional emails to Ms. Warren asking for clarification as

to why construction was still being allowed on this home without a permit and provided additional
photographic evidence of the activity that extended well beyond the scope of the "permission" she granted.
Prior to that we had inquired as to how a Building permit was granted on a house that had no plumbing,
septic, electrical, uncollected JV fines, a property line bisecting the house, etc. etc. when we had been
guaranteed by the Director, EH CE and the Building desk Staff that this house would be required to
undergo the same permitting process that every one else was required to follow for similar properties. She
later distorted the situation by stating that no permit was granted and ongoing construction was
allowable because only "minor" repairs were necessary to finalize the original permit. That was 2 years
ago!

10)Ms. Warren was aware that a water tank had been installed and stated in writing that it would require
permitting if it was set above grade. She said she was sending an inspector to the site and obtained
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photographic evidence that it was indeed set above grade. Those photos are now part of the County
records.. We find no evidence that a permit was ever requested or obtained.

While the items enumerated above show her role in bypassing a safe building that is now virtually approved, it is not the
primary reason we are filing this complaint. We fully believe Ms. Warren used her position of power to target us for
daring to question her authority and for simply trying to protect our neighborhood. That information was later used by
Ms.
V/inborn to threaten us and has now encumbered our property with recorded code violations that are untrue. We will not
submit specific documentation of what occurred in this email but will provide a summary of the chain of events that
occurred.

1) Throughout the summer of 2021 we had requested to speak with Ms. Warren in a good faith effort to
understand how the situation at 550 Sherburne was being allowed when it was clear there was ongoing
illegal construction and criminal activity occurring on the property. She failed to respond until September
l'twhen we reached out and provided additional evidence of what was occurring. In that email she failed to
address our specific concerns so we replied in an attempt to more accurately represent the truth.

2) On Septemb er 2 "d someone from the County took photographs of the water storage tank and of our solar
panels and rental property. A Staff member or Ms. Warren herself also marked and internally circulated
aerial photography documentation of our rental garage as well as an awning over the rental home deck.
Apparently they used a very old photo from the Assessors office that was likely taken in the 1980's or early
1990's to compare the current appearance of our rental house.

3) Neither of our homes have ever been the subject of a Code Complaint in the 32 years we have resided on
Sherburne Rd. That is still true as of June 74,2023.

4) On September 3'd, 2021 Ms. Warren sent an email to Ms. Winborn and Ms. White notiffing them that the
470 and 510 homes were in violation of several codes and intimated that this was done as part of an
investigation into the "neighbor dispute" Although our name was on the email we never received it. Instead
we received a two sentence reply thanking us for submitting our complaint and that they would be working
with the homeowner to reach code compliance. The email we never received contained several false
assertions that we were never given the opportunity to defend. We only learned of contents of this email as

a result of a PRR.
5) In late November and in mid December of 2021we received two emails from the Director of DCD asking

us when we were going to correct our Code violations. In one of them she included a veiled threat that for
our sakes we better hope that our garage doesn't lie within the County road ROW. This was done one day
after we wrote another email questioning what was happening with the property next door that was still the
subject of ongoing illegal construction, occupation of RV's, solid waste, illegal activity and nuisance. It was
exactly the same information that5 Ms. Warren had share in her email to Ms. Winborn and Ms.
White.
During that same email exchange we were also notified that our solar panels were installed without a
mechanical permit. The County actually pursued the solar installer who failed to obtain a mechanical
permit for the installation in2013,8 years prior. We believe this information was provided to Ms. Winborn
by Ms. Warren as a result of the September 3, 2021internal email. It was a minor issue but it proved that
the County was willing to pursue a minor oversight by a contractor, while ignoring serious and significant
damage that was being covered up on the adjacent property.

6) In Ms. Warren's email she made assertions that we installed new windows without a permit, which is false.
The windows were installed in December of 2002 according to Everwarm Hearth and Home under a PUD
sanctioned rebate program. That was 3 years before we purchased the home. We have no idea when the
Assessors photo was taken that shows the old windows but we estimate it was taken in the late 1980's
or early 1990's. We have photographic proof thatthis installation was done well before we purchased the
home in 2005. We also contacted Everwarm last year as well as the previous owner, and were told that a
permit was not required for those replacement windows.

7) The covered patio that was referenced and circled in the aerial photograph the County has on file is less
than 200 square feet. It was constructed for less than $1500 (for which we have receipts) and was installed
by ourselves around 2010. The deck had been installed in 1993 or 1994 by a contractor hired by the
previous owner. We saw no need to obtain a permit for the patio cover which actually sits above the current
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roof and is not part of the existing home. Apparently the County didn't have any problems with this patio
cover either, until we raised questions about the property next door in202I.

8) The remodel that was referenced in the email is misleading. It was done in 2005 or 2006 and was simply to
correct the chimney that is visible in the old Assessor photo which was leaking when we purchased the
house. It posed a safety risk because it was crumbling. It had been attached to an illegal trash burner that
had been used by the previous owner. (We still have this unit). There were also two front entrances to the
home. The one most clearly visible in the photo was actually nailed closed because there was a refrigerator
located behind it so we simply removed it, closed offthat entrance and replaced the front door. We believe
The back of the refrigerator is visible behind the glass panel in the Assessors photograph. The fiberglass
awning that is visible was also leaking and had become a hazard to people entering the home as it was
unsupported and was drooping to the point where anyone over 6'2" was at risk for hitting their head when
stepping on the porch. We also have photographs of that awning and how badly it was damaged when we
bought the house. We simply reconfigured the roofline, removed the leaking chimney and closed off the
unused door. The entire square footage does not exceed 400 sq. foot and the cost was well below $1500 as

we used shingles provided by the previous owner. Regardless, the County has ample evidence of thousands
of unpermitted construction projects within Clallam County that are far more extensive than this and yet
this one is so serious that it now codified as a violation included in BLA 2023-00011.
Of note, the property owner next door stated under oath that he had spent $4000 dollars on roof repairs and
yet that there is no mention of a permit being required for that "repaid' or Code Violation attached to that
same BLA. The roof repair was actually witnessed by D. Harvey and J. Major who were acting CE
officials at the time.

9) The garage that is apparently in violation of County Road setbacks was likely constructed in 1960 at the
same time as the house but we have no records to prove when it was erected. County aerial photos only go
back as far as 1990 where it is clearly visible. We have no idea what the significance of this observation is
or if it is even a violation. If it was problematic surely it would have been identified in the 2020-00025
BLA application that we eventually rescinded. This is a Planning issue as far as we can determine so we're
not even sure why Ms. Warren identified it in her email to Ms. Winborn.
Had Ms. Warren, who had also been the Fire Marshall at one time, reached out and worked with to us to
discuss ANY of the above issues we would have been happy to do so Instead she chose to treat us like the
problem and has made no effort to work with us over the past 30 months. Insteado she has overlooked
serious issues in favor of the very person who was responsible for creating this mess in the first place and
we are now trapped in a very diffrcult situation that we had no part in creating. We feel our rights for equal
protection under the law have been violated and that we have been targeted for simply trying to protect
those rights.

There is more but is surely this is enough to generate concern about what the County has done to us. We believe
Ms. Warren's actions are unprofessional, unethical, illegal and have done significant damage to us. We are
asking for it to be thoroughly investigated and believe we have the right to do so as citizens under the Clallam
County Administrative Policy.

Ed and Mary telenick
Sent from Mail for Windows
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DATE

BEFORE THE HEARING EXAMINER FOR CLALLAM COLINTY

Clallam County, a Political
Subdivision of the tfWashingion

Case No. CMP2020-00130
State of Washington

111,

Respondent,
vs

Roger Fell
550 Sherburne Road
Sequim, WA 98382

-Appellant
ORDER OF THE HEARING EXAMINER

This matter having come before the Clallam County Hearing Examiner on March 18, 2027, and the
testimony of witnesses having been heard, the Hearing Examiner makes the following findings and
order:

FINDINGS
Background

I . Roger Fell is the owner of record of the property located at 550 Sherburne Road in Sequim,
Washington, which he purchased in the latter half of 2020. Staff Report, pages I and 2.

The 2.05-acre property includes a dilapidated single-family dwelling that is currently unfit for
habitation. Clallam County (County) records show an expired building permit (8PT2004-
00413) related to the addition of a family room and laundry room. The County Assessor's
Offrce documented the 548 square foot addition in 2006. Mr. Fell bought the property with the
intent of repairinglremodeling the dwelling. A recent survey related to a neighbor's proposed
boundary line adjustment (8L42020-00025), however, shows the property line separating the
Fell property from the neighboring property runs directly through the single-family dwelling.
Accordingly, the County will not issue new building permits to repair/remodel the dwelling
until a boundary line adjustment occurs that places the structure outside of required setbacks
(and wholly within the Fell property). Staff Report, pages I and 2; Exhibits 1 tltrough 4;
Testimony of Mn Fell.

Order
C.ase

Examiner
Examiner

)
)
)

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
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J On November 20, 2020, the Clallam County Superior Court granted a writ of
restitution (Cause #20-2-00600-05) against Mr. Fell's daughter, Jessica Fell, who lived
at 13 N. Maple Street in Port Angeles. That property was the subject of a separate code
enforcement complaint (CMP2020-00170) regarding solid waste, junk vehicles, and
the presence of multiple RVs. On December 2020, Jessica Fell moved into an RV at
the

Clallam County Hearing of
the
HearingExaminer

No. C.MP2020-00130

I of 5

550 Sherburne Road property and Mr. Fell began removing solid waste and junk vehicles
from the 13 N. Maple Street propefty. Staffieport, page 2; Exhibit 5.

As part of the clean-up process associated with 13 N. Maple Street property, Clallam
County Code Enforcement issued a Junk Vehicle Affrdavit for a 1990 Toyota Pickup
owned by Jessica Fell, at Mr. Fell's request, on December 12, 2020. Then, on
December 16,2020, Code Enforcement Officer (CEO) Jesse Major warned Mr. Fell
during an inperson visit that he would be in violation of the municipal code if he
allowed Jessica Fell to move any of the solid waste or junk vehicles (including the
Toyota Pickup) associated with the 13 N. Maple Street properfy to the new property at
550 Sherburne Road. StaffReport, pages I and2; Exhibits 5 through 7.

5. On January 5,202I, CEO Major conducted a site visit to 550 Sherbume Road and
observed the Toyota Pickup belonging to Jessica Fell. On January 8,2021, CEO Major
mailed a warning to Mr. Fell that he would receive a violation related to the junk
vehicle if it was not removed. CEO Major received no response and, on January 13,
2021, emailed Mr. Fell the same information. In response, Mr. Fell noted that the
vehicles are already in the process of being moved and that he was currently working
on repairing the dilapidated residence on the Sherburne properly. StaffReport, page 2;
Exhibits I through 10.

CEO Major. visited the Sherburne property again on January 26,2021. He spoke with
Jessica Fell at that time and she informed him that the Toyota Pickup would be
removed from the property within 72 hours, During a site visit on February 5, 2021,
CEO Major again observed the Toyota Pickup at the Sherburne property. In addition,
on February 16,2021, CEO Major posted the dwelling at 550 Sherburne Road with a
"Building Permit Required" notice. He also observed a Subaru Outback with expired
tabs that appeared to have been recently towed to the property. Exhibits l0 through 12.

T,Ultimately, Code Enforcement issued a Notice of Violation (NOV) on February 26,202I.
The NOV alleges several violations of the municipal code, including violations of Section
105.1 of the International Building Code (IBC), requiring the need for permits prior to the
repair of a building or structure; and Clallam County Code (CCC) 19.60.040(1), related to
storing or keeping one or more junk vehicles on private property of less than 2.5 acres.
The NOV required all junk vehicles on the property to be removed by March 17, 202I,
and requires Mr. Fell to obtain a building permit for the dwelling by October 18,202I.
Notice of Violation and Hearing, issued February 26,2021.

r order Exanainer a.^.*:*u-in'
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8 Mr. Fell was duly notified of the violations via certified mail to his mailing addess at 1 10 Prater
Place in Sequim, and at the subject property. The NOV materials noted that a hearing on the
matter would be svcheduled for March 18,2021. Notice of Violation and Heairng, issued
February 26,2021; Testimony of CEO Major.

C.lallcun County Hearing
ofthe Hearing

crvfP2020-
00130

of
Flearing

9. CEO Major testified at the scheduled hearing on this matter as to the facts detailed above. He
stressed that Mr. Fell has been working with Code Enforcement, especially in relation to
addressing thejunk vehicle issues, but Jessica Fell bringing additionaljunk vehicles and other
solid waste to the property remains a concern. CEO Major noted that County social workers
are affempting to help her move to a new living situation and that this should ameliorate the
junk vehicle issues. He noted that Mr. Fell requested that Junk Vehicle Affidavits be issued for
five vehicles on the propeúy and that Code Enforcement did so, allowing for the removal of
said vehicles after March 24, 202l.In regard to the building permit, CEO Major testified that
Mr. Fell informed him that he has hired an attorney to deal with the boundary line issue. No
significant work on the dwelling should occur until permits are issued, however, and nobody
should be allowed to use the dwelling, especially overnight. In addition, CEO Major stressed
that engineered plans will be necessary for work on the dwelling and that Mr. Fell should
begin the process of obtaining these drawings while awaiting resolution of the boundary line
isste. Testimony of CEO Majon

10. Roger Fell testified that he purchased the Sherburne Road property without knowing
about the boundary line issue and without knowing that building permits would be
required to perform repair work on the dwelling. He testified that he has hired local
attorney Craig Miller to address the property line issue through a boundary line
adjustment or, alternativel¡ an adverse possession claim. Mr. Fell also stressed that he
has secured the dwelling now so that others cannot enter the home without him
allowing it (i.e., Jessica Fell and her son) and that he is hopeful his daughter will soon
find a new living situation. Mr. Fell testified that he has not done significant work on
the dwelling since being made aware of the need for permits and will refrain from
doing any work requiring permits until such permits are obtained. Finally, _Mr. Fell
testified that he would ensure that all the junk vehicles are removed from the property
by April 1,2021, and that he would obtain building permits for the dwelling by October
18,2021, absent issues with the legal process. Testimony of Mr. Fell.

I LIn response to Mr. Fell's testimony, CEO Major testified that Code Enforcement understands Mr.
Fell's efflorts to abate the violations and solve the boundary issue but would like set deadlines
to ensure that progress occurs. Testimony of CEO Major.

CONCLUSIONS
Jurisdiction

The Hearing Examiner has jurisdiction over this matter and parties, pursuant to Chapter 20.33 of the
Clallam County Code.

Examine
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Coqclusions Based on Findings

1. Roger Fell has violated CCC 19.16.040 by allowing one or more junk vehicles to be stored
andlor accumulate on the property. He has also violated 1BVC 105.1 by performing
repair work, construction, and/or alterations on the dwelling at the property without
required permits, Findings I through 11.

2. Roger Fell received reasonable notice of the Notice of Violation and opportunity for hearing at
his address at 110 Prater Place, Sequim, WA and at the subject property. Findings I through Il.

3. Mr. Fell did not contest the violations at the hearing but did participate and emphasize
that he would work with Code Enforcement to abate the violations in a timely manner,
as required by CEO Major. Findings 9 through 1 L

ORDER
Based on the above Findings, the following Order is issued:

I . Roger Fell shall abate all violations of the Clallam County Code and International
Building Code, including CCC 19.60.040(1) and IBC 105.1 on the property at 550
Sherburne Road, in Sequim, V/ashington.

2. Mr. Fell shall be fined $100 per day, eflective April l, 202l,thatany Of the violations
associated with junk vehicles on the property remain, with a maximum fine of $5,000
for said violations. Mr. Fell shall inform Code Enforcement, in writing, when the junk
vehicles have been removed by email to CodeEnförcement@.co.clallam.wa.us.

Mr. Fell shall obtain building permits to repair the dwelling on the property by
October 18, 202I, and shall ensure that the properly remains secured and uninhabited
prior to a certificate of occupancy being issued. Mr. Fell shall keep Code Enforcement
updated on the status of the dwelling, especially if delays in the legal process or
permitting process make the October deadline infeasible. Absent justified delays,
however, Mr. Fell shall befined $100 per day, effective October 19,2021, that any
violations of IBC 105.1 remain on the property, with a maximum fine of $5,000.

4.

5

This written Order shall be controlling over any conflicts with oral Orders issued at the
Public Hearing.

The County may schedule a compliance hearing to review the efforts made by Mr. Fell to
comply with this order, The Hearing Examiner may take further action at the compliance
hearing as appropriate.

Subsequent violations of County Code or the failure to comply with an order of the
Administrative Hearing Examiner after receipt of written notice of such order may
lead to

Clallam County Hearing of
the Hearing
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Entered this 8ú day of April, 2021.

ANDREVTM. REEVES
Hearing Examiner
Clallam County

Clallam County Hearing
F*aminer ofthe
Hearing

c.MP2020-oono
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You are hereby notified that no more work shall be done upon these
premises until the above violations are corrected. When corrections have
been made, call for inspection.

*24hottr Inspection Request line: 417-2518 or 417-2548

Duto $"Ztr- ÒÇ f.
Tîßgsctor

DO NOT REMOVE THIS TAG
CLALLAM COUNTY DCD

EXI.IIBIT
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Correction Notice"
PERMIT NO.
OWNER

I have this day inspected this structure and these premises and have found the
following violations:
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You are hereby notified that no more work shall be done upon these
premises until the above violations are corrected. When corrections have been
made, call for inspection.

24-hour inspection request line: 417 -25 I 8 or 417 -2548

Tì^+^
glnløt r4p

Inspector

DO NOT REMOVE THIS TAG

CLALLAM COUNTY
DEPARTMENT OF COMMLTNITY DEVELOPMENT

BUILDING DIVISION
COUNTY COURTHOUSE
223 E.4TH ST., SUITE 5

PORTANGELES, WA 98362.301 5
PHONE: (360) 417-23 14 FAX: (360) 417-2443

AV/ARREN @CO . CL AL LAM. WA. U S

CLALLAM COLINIY DCD EXþIIBIT
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September 3,2027

Roger Fell
1 10 Prater PI
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Sequim, WA 98382 I

Mr. Fell,

I am writing to you regarding the construction that is occurring at 550 Sherburne Rd. I have received a complaint that
you are actively doing construction on your properrty identified above. I am aware that I granted you approval to
insulate the floor and ceiling of the addition on your home that was originally permitted under BPT2004-00413.
However, no approval was given to make any improvements to the existing portion ofthe home.

Bill Faulk. County Building Inspector was on site to inspect the insulation for the addition on August 19,202I. He left
a correction notice to submit the insulation certificate so that he could sign offthis inspection. We received the
certificate from C & F Insulation for the floor and ceiling insulation however. the wall insulation was not included on
the certificate. In our conversation that we had at the Building Departrnent counter in the courthouse we had concluded
that you would expose a portion of the wall insulation to verifu that the correct R-value insulation had been installed
since it was not inspected previously This will still need to be done.

Additionally. during the inspection noted above. it was noticed that work was being done and/or will need to be done to
make the house habitable. These improvements will need a building permit.

Please submit a building permit application and a detailed floor plan outlining the improvements that you are making

to the existing home. Kind regards,

i

Annette Warren, CBO
Clallam County Building Ofücial
aua¡-r-e-na c-oi, !-4 11¿ ¡n, *.¿,u¡
(360)417-23 t4

CLALLAM COLINTY DCD
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