March 21, 2008

OFFICE OF THE HEARING EXAMINER
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON
400 Yesler Way, Room 404
Seattle, Washington 98104
Telephone (206) 296-4660
Facsimile (206) 296-1654
Email: hearex@metrokc.gov

REPORT AND ORDER OF DISMISSAL
SUBJECT: Department of Development and Environmental Services File No. EO6G0466

WILLIAM & PAMELA CURRIER
Code Enforcement Appeal

Location: 28840 210th Avenue Southeast

Appellant: William & Pamela Currier
28840 210th Avenue Southeast
Kent, Washington 98042

King County: Department of Development and Environmental Services (DDES)
represented by Jeri Breazeal
900 Oakesdale Avenue Southwest
Renton, Washington 98055-1219
Telephone: (206) 296-7264
Facsimile: (206) 296-7051

SUMMARY OF DECISION/RECOMMENDATION:

Department's Preliminary Recommendation: Deny the appeal and uphold Stop Work Order
Department's Final Recommendation: Deny the appeal and uphold Stop Work Order
Examiner’s Decision: Dismiss the appeal

ISSUES AND TOPICS ADDRESSED

Appeal of Stop Work Order.

SUMMARY OF DECISION:

The property owner’s appeal of a Stop Work Order is dismissed as moot.
EXAMINER PROCEEDINGS:

Hearing opened: March 18, 2008
Hearing closed: March 18, 2008
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Participants at the public hearing and the exhibits offered and entered are listed in the attached minutes.
A verbatim recording of the hearing is available in the office of the King County Hearing Examiner.

FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS & DECISION: Having reviewed the record in this matter, the Examiner
now makes and enters the following:

FINDINGS:

1. On October 26, 2006, the King County Department of Development and Environmental Services
(DDES) issued and posted a “Stop Work Order” at 28840 210th Avenue Southeast in
unincorporated King County. The owners of the subject property are William and Pamela
Currier.

The Stop Work Order alleged clearing and grading without required permits, removal of trees,
construction of a new driveway entrance and creating additional impervious surface.

2. A timely appeal of the Stop Work Order was filed by William and Pamela Currier on November
6, 2006. The Statement of Appeal asserts that grading on the property was minimal, constituting
basic landscaping; that the property owners had removed only dangerous trees for the protection
of their own and their neighbor’s safety; and that a new driveway was not constructed, but only
an access for pumping the property owners septic tank.

3. The appellants have not taken any action on the property in violation of the Stop Work Order that
was issued on October 26, 2006, and do not intend to take any additional action that would
violate that Order.

4, DDES contends that more than 50% of the appellant’s property has been cleared, and trees have
been removed, both of which actions require permits. However, no Notice of King County Code
Violation or Citation have been issued to require the property owners to apply for permits, or
assessing penalties for the alleged violations.

CONCLUSIONS:

1. Since the appellants have not taken, and do not intend to take, any action on the property that
would be in violation of the Stop Work Order, and there being no pending Notice of Violation or
Citation to impose penalties for past alleged violations, there is no current dispute between the
appellants and DDES that requires a decision by the Hearing Examiner.

ORDER:

There being no current dispute between the parties, the appeal by William and Pamela Currier is
dismissed without prejudice.

ORDERED this 21st day of March, 2008.

James N. O’Connor
King County Hearing Examiner pro tem
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NOTICE OF RIGHT TO APPEAL

Pursuant to Chapter 20.24, King County Code, the King County Council has directed that the Examiner
make the final decision on behalf of the County regarding code enforcement appeals. The Examiner's
decision shall be final and conclusive unless proceedings for review of the decision are properly
commenced in Superior Court within twenty-one (21) days of issuance of the Examiner's decision. (The
Land Use Petition Act defines the date on which a land use decision is issued by the Hearing Examiner as
three days after a written decision is mailed.)

MINUTES OF THE MARCH 18, 2008, PUBLIC HEARING ON DEPARTMENT OF DEVELOPMENT
AND ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES FILE NO. E06G0466.

James N. O’Connor was the Hearing Examiner in this matter. Participating in the hearing were Jeri
Breazeal, representing the Department, and William Currier, the Appellant.

The following Exhibits were offered and entered into the record:

Exhibit No. 1 DDES staff report to the Hearing Examiner for E0O6G0466

Exhibit No. 2 Copy of the Stop Work Order posted October 26, 2006

Exhibit No. 3 Copy of the Appeal received November 6, 2006

Exhibit No. 4 Copies of codes applicable to the October 26, 2006 Stop Work Order

Exhibit No. 5 Copy of letter regarding permit application requirements, from Matthew Caskey of

DDES to Appellants

Exhibit No. 6 Photographs of subject property, taken on dates ranging from October, 2006 through
February, 2008

Exhibit No. 7 Packet of materials supporting appeal, including photographs of subject property
illustrating: condition of deformed trees, condition of trees post storm of December,
20086, soil conditions on subject property, clear cutting of trees on surrounding
properties; and King County Executive press releases regarding emergency tree
removal.
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