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STATE OF WASHINGTON
BOARD OF REGISTRATION FOR PROFESSIONAL
ENGINEERS AND LAND SURVEYORS

In the Matter of the License to Practice as a NO. 2024-07-1864-00ENG

Professional Engineer of:

Peter A. Chopelas, PE AGREED ORDER
Respondent.

License #27974

The Washington State Board of Registration for Professional Engineers and Land Surveyors
("Board"), and Peter A. Chopelas (“Respondent™), stipulate and agree to the following:

Section 1
LICENSE HISTORY

1.1 Peter A. Chopelas, Respondent. holds a license (27974) to practice as a professional engineer.
1.2 The Respondent’s license to practice engineering is currently due to expire December 14,
2026.

Section 2
PROCEDURAL S'I‘EPULATHONS

o

A The Respondent understands that the Board is prepared to proceed to a hearing on the
allegations in the Statement of Charges.

2.2 The Respondent understands that he has the right to defend himself against the allegations in
the Statement of Charges by presenting evidence at a hearing.

2.3 The Respondent understands that, should the Board prove at a hearing the allegations in the
Statement of Charges, the Board has the power and authority to impose sanctions, including fines, pursuant to
RCW 18.235.110 and/or RCW 18.43.110.

2.4 The Respondent and the Board agree (o expedite the resolution of this matter by means of this
Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Agreed Order (*“AGREED ORDER”).

25 The Respondent waives the opportunity to present evidence at a hearing on the Statement of

Charges contingent upon signature and acceptance of this Agreed Order by the Board.



2.6 This AGREED ORDER is not binding on any party unless and until it is signed and
accepted by the Board. Should this Agreed Order be rejected, the Respondent waives any objection to the
participation at a hearing of all or some of the Board members who considere‘d the Agreed Order. The
exception is Board Member Mike Harney, PE, Case Manager for this matter, who is recused from
participating as a presiding or reviewing officer in an adjudicative -hearing on this matter.

2.7 Once this AGREED ORDER is signed by the Board, the Respondent waives any and all
right to judicial review and/or reconsideration by the Board.

Section 3
BACKGROUND

3.1 In August 2020, Respondent was hired by Michael Mattar to prepare design plans and
engineering reports in support of a single-family residence in Edmonds, WA. The executed contract
described the respondent’s scope as: “Investigate site conditions, documents for the Land Development
Application (LDA), prepare revised site plan, drainage analysis and report per county requirements,
geotechnical study to current requirements, deviation request, landslide covenant documents, variance
application documents,” and “prepare grading/drainage plans, Stormwater Pollutién Prevention Plan
(SWPPP) and critical area site plan.”

3.2 Billing rates were provided, and a budget of $8,800 was established, with a note that this
was an “estimate only”. The contract provided a section titled “Costs not included in this estimate” and
noted those services would be billed separately at the established labor rates.

33 The contract did not establish a schedule, based on the documents provided, but
complainant notes that they were told the schedule would be “6 to & months” when the contract was
signed.

3.4 Approximately February 2022 the respondent presented the first submittal for permitting
approval by Snohomish County Planning and Development Services (PDS). Complainant had paid the
respondent §7,000 at this point. '

3.5 In May 2022, PDS issued a Review Completion Letter with required revisions and

corrections. Respondent identified an out-of-scope clement (a Critical Areas Report) that would cost



another $450, for a total budget of $9,225.

3.6 Approximately February 2023, the revised submittal had not been issued, and the
complainant filed a complaint against the respondent with BRPELS (Case Number 2023-02-0157-
00ENG). With apparent assistance from an attorney, the complainant and respondent established a
written agreement outlining the terms under which the project would be completed.  The complainant
withdrew his BRPELS complaint at that time. Among other items, the agreement stipulated that the
complainant pay the respondent the remainder of the contract budget, $2,225; and that the respondent
would complete the revised submittal per PDS requirements by March 31, 2023.

3.7 Approximately 7 months later, 6 months beyond the March 31, 2023 due date, the
respondent submitted revised design plans and reports to PDS.

3.8 On January 4, 2024, PDS provided a Review Completion Letter for the resubmuittal.
Many of the PDS comments were the same or similar to PDS comments on the initial submittal. The
réview comments adhere to the Standard of Care and State of Practice, and do not represent extraordinary
requests.

3.9 The following week, the complainant received an invoice from the respondent for
$10,475. The complainant disputed the invoice; the complainaﬁ ultimately paid the respondent $2,000
- for extra work needed to respond to the January 4, 2024, PDS review.

3.10  Between early January 2024 and July 2024, the complainant and respondent disagreed,
over multiple emails, phone calls and other communications, about the amount due to the respondent for
services rendered, with the respondent demanding an additional $9,225 (for a total project budget of
$20,450). The complainant acknowledges an agreed budget of $14,250 ($8,800 original budget, plus 3
supplements totaling $5,450). Submitted files indicate that the complainant paid $12,750. In late July

2024, the second (and current) complaint was filed with the Board.

Section 4
FACTS

4.1 The project contract’s scope lacks the specificity to define and communicate what work

would be accomplished under the contract. Specifically, the scope item “investigate site conditions”



does not detail what kind of investigation will be performed, what methods will be used, and what
deliverables will be provided from the investigation. Additionally, no estimate of schedule or milestones
arc provided. This is a violation of WAC 196-27A-020(2)(b). ‘

42 The respondent was not timely in their dealings with their client, taking more than two and
a half years to date for permit submittals for a single-family resicience that is similar to 19 other single-
family residences on the same street for which the respondent ;;ex‘fonned the same services. As noted in
his response, the respondent “successfully completed” these 19 other projects along “the very same coastal
bluffs, with very similar projects” and that “there is nothing unfamiliar to me.” This is a violation of WAC
196-27A-020(1)(a).

43 The respondent did not keep their client, the complainant, advised of project status and
progress, nor provided prompt communication of perceived changes in project conditions that allegedly
affected the project schedule. This is a violation of WAC 196-27A-020(2)(a).

4.4 The Planning & Development Services (PDS) cites portions of applicable jurisdictional
code in which the first submittal was deficient. These deficiencies persisted in the second submittal. These
persistent deficiencies are documented and specified in the County’s “3rd Review Completion Letter” dated
January 4, 2023, and occur in the subjects of “Grading/Drainage/Geohazard” (page 2 of 5) and “Critical
Areas/Shoreline/Forest Practice” (page 3 of 5). Furthermore, the studies performed do not appear to meet
the Standard of Care. For example, no subsurface explorations were undertaken at the site, which is in a
known landslide hazard area; analyses and plans evidently relied on online-based out-of-date topographic
maps, rather than current and accurate surveys: and use of outdated and simplified charts for geotechnical
stability analyses that arc inappropriate for the site conditions. This is a violation of WAC 196-27A-
020(2)(d) & WAC 196-27A-030(4)(7) & (8).

4.5 The conduct described in 4.1 through 4.4 contains multiple violations of WAC 196-27A-

020(1)(a)(2)(a)b) & (d); WAC 196-27A-030(4)(7) & (8); RCW 18.43.105(5), and RCW 18.235.130(4).

Section 5
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW & ALLEGED VIOLATIONS

The Respondent acknowledges that the evidence in paragraph 4.3 of the Findings of Fact is sufficient



to establish a violation of WAC 196-27-020(2)(a) and is grounds for disciplinary action under RCW

18.235.110. Accordingly, the following Conclusions of Law are justified:

5.1 The Board has jurisdiction over the subject matter of this proceeding and over the Respondent.
5.2 The Respondent’s acts, errors, or omissions in connection with his practice as a professional

land surveyor represent a violation of WAC 196-27A-020(2)(a). -

53 The acts, omissions, errors and/or discrepancies stated above in this AGREED ORDER,
individually and cumulatively, constitute misconduct, malpractice and/or unprofessional conduct as defined in
chapters 18.43 and 18.235 RCW. Such acts are grounds for the Board to suspend or revoke the license to
practice land surveying issued to Peter A. Chopelas and/or to impose a monetary fine against the Respondent,
as provided in RCW 18.235.110.

Section 6
AGREED ORDER

The Board and the Respondent stipulate and agree to the following terms and conditions:

6.1 Upon the effective date of this AGREED ORDER Respondent’s license to practice is
suspended for a minimum of one year. Said suspension will be stayed for a period of one year contingent upon
Respondent complying with the following conditions outlined in 6.2 through 6.4.

6.2 Within ninety (90) days of the effective date of this AGREED ORDER, Respondent shall pay
a fine to the Board, by check or money order, in the amount of five-hundred ($500) dollars.

6.3 All fines shall be submitted to:

Board of Registration for Professional Engineers and
Land Surveyors

Attn: Jill Short

DES-SAFS Agencies

PO Box 24281

Seattle, WA 98124-0281

6.4 Respondent will successfully domplete a preapproved basic soils/geotechnical engineering
course consisting of no less than six (6) professional development hours (PDH). If the preapproved course is

offered online, Respondent will have six (6) months from the effective date of this AGREED ORDER to

complete. If the preapproved course is offered only in-person, Respondent will have one (1) year from the



effective date of this AGREED ORDER to complete.

6.5 The Respondent shall be responsible for all costs, expenses, fees and/or tax consequences
incurred by the Respondent in complying with this AGREED ORDER. .

6.6 Should the Respondent fail to comply with any of the terms or conditions of this AGREED
ORDER, the Board will initiate administrative steps for impositi(.m of further penalties and/or sanctions
authorized and deemed appropriate. In making a determination of compliance under the terms of this
AGREED ORDER, the Board may rely upon the records in their possession, or lack thereof, in reaching
such a decision.

6.7 This AGREED ORDER addresses and concerns itself solely with those issues referenced
herein relating to the Respondent’s practices as a professional land surveyor that are within the license-
disciplining authority of the Board. This AGREED ORDER should not be considered to address, encompass,
or limit judicial or other remedies relating to those practices and activities of the Respondent not deemed within
the Board’s license-disciplining authority.

6.8 The AGREED ORDER becomes effective immediately upon its being served pursuant to

RCW 18.235.080. Service of this order is complete upon mailing. RCW 34.05.010(19).

I, Peter A. Chopelas, Respondent, certify that [ have read this Agreed Order in its entirety; that my
counsel of record, if any, has fully explained the legal significance and consequence of it; that I fully
understand and agree to all of it; and that it may be presented to the Board without my appearance. If the
Board accepts the Stipulated Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Agreed Order, I understand that I
will receiyg a signed copy.

///4/%‘-/\—— N =17T-70L35

/ Peter A. Chop%f;lé,/ Respondent Date
ﬁ\ November 15, 2025
Attorney for Respondent WSBA #: . Date

(if applicable)



Section 7
FINAL ORDER

The Board accepts and enters this Agreed Order. -

DATED this day of , 2025,

State of Washington Board of Registration for
Professional Engineers and Land Surveyors

Marjorie Lund, PE, SE
Presiding Officer



