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L , certify that I
caused a copy of this document to be placed in the
U.S. Mail on the date above my signature, postage
prepaid to:

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

Dated: at WA.

Signature:

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

In the Matter of the License to Practice as an No. 2025-02-0683-000SW
On-Site Wastewater Treatment System

Designer of: FINDINGS OF FACT,
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND
BRENT FOX DEFAULT ORDER

License No. 5100414

RESPONDENT.

This matter has come before the Board of Registration for Professional Engineers and Land
Surveyors (Board) upon the motion of Eric M. Allen, Assistant Attorney General, for entry of a
default order. The entire record of this proceeding was presented to the Board for review. The
Board having reviewed and considered the record and the Declaration of Randy Garcia, and being

in all matters fully advised, makes the following:

I.  FINDINGS OF FACT
1.1 Pursuant to Chapter 18.235 RCW Uniform Regulation of Business Professions, a
Statement of Charges was issued by the Board alleging that Brent Fox, Respondent, violated
provisions of RCW 18.210.020(2), RCW 18.235.130(6)(a), (b), and (8), and WAC 196-33-

200(1), (6), (7) & (26).

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW,
AND DEFAULT ORDER NO. 2025-02-0683-000SW



1.2 The Statement of Charges, Answer, and Notice of Legal Rights was mailed to
Respondent on April 28, 2026.

1.3 The documents described in paragraph 1.2 notified Respondent of the right to request
a hearing to contest the entry of a final order within twenty (20) days following service of the
Statement of Charges, and that if the Respondent did not timely request a hearing or failed to attend
or participate in a hearing or other stage of the proceeding the Respondent would be held in default.

1.4 The Respondent did not file an answer or request a hearing within twenty (20) days
of service of the Statement of Charges and thereby loses his right to an adjudicative proceeding before
the Board.

1.5 The Statement of Charges contained facts to support charges of unprofessional
conduct, failing to communicate with client, failing to be honest, fair and timely with his clients,
failing to provide a refund to client, and failing to timely respond to the Board.

From the foregoing Findings of Fact, the Board makes the following:

II. CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

2.1 The Respondent was duly served with a copy of the Statement of Charges which
contained a short and plain statement of the matters asserted. The Respondent was also duly served
with a copy of the Answer and Notice of Legal Rights which notified Respondent of the right to
request a hearing in accordance with RCW 34.05.413(3).

2.2 The Respondent is in default pursuant to RCW 34.05.440(1).

2.3 The Respondent’s conduct described in Finding of Fact 1.5 constitutes violations
of RCW 18.210.020; RCW 18.235.130; and WAC 196-33-200. These violations constitute

grounds for sanctions under RCW 18.235.110.



2.4  The failure of the Respondent to answer or request a hearing constitutes a default,
resulting in the loss of the Respondent’s right to a hearing. The Board is legally entitled to proceed
to resolve this matter without further notice to, or hearing for the benefit of the Respondent, except
that a copy of this order shall be served upon the Respondent pursuant to RCW 34.05.440.

Based on the foregoing Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, the Board enters the
following:
III. DEFAULT ORDER
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED in accordance with RCW 18.235.050 that:

3.1  Suspension. Upon the effective date of this DEFAULT ORDER Respondent’s license to
practice is suspended for five years.
3.1.1 Following the term of the suspension, Respondent will be required to
reapply for licensure and take the on-site wastewater treatment system designer exam and law
review exam to renew his license.

3.2 Fines and Monetary Sanctions. Within ninety (90) days of the effective date of this

DEFAULT ORDER, Respondent shall pay a fine to the Board, by check or money order, in the
amount of five thousand dollars ($5,000).
3.2.1 All fines shall be submitted to:
Board of Registration for Professional Engineers and
Land Surveyors
Attn: Randy Garcia
DES-SAFS Agencies

PO Box 24281
Seattle WA 98124

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

3.4  Reconsideration. Pursuant to RCW 34.05.470, you have ten (10) days from the

mailing of this order to file a petition for reconsideration stating the specific grounds on which relief

is requested. No matter will be reconsidered unless it clearly appears from the petition for



reconsideration that (a) there is material clerical error in the Order or (b) there is specific material
error of fact or law. A petition for reconsideration, together with any argument in support thereof,
should be filed by mailing or delivering it directly to:
BRPELS
P.O. Box 9025
Olympia, WA 98507-9025
A copy of the reconsideration shall be sent to all other parties of record and their
representatives. Filing means actual receipt of the document at the Director’s office. RCW
34.05.010(6). A copy shall also be sent to:
Washington State Office of the Attorney General
P.O.Box 40110
Olympia, WA 98504-0110
A timely petition for reconsideration is deemed to be denied if, within twenty (20) days from
the date the petition is filed, the agency does not (a) dispose of the petition, or (b) serve the parties
with a written notice specifying the date by which it will act on the petition. An Order denying

reconsideration is not subject to judicial review. RCW 34.05.470(5). The filing of a petition for

reconsideration is not a prerequisite for filing a petition for judicial review.

3.5 Stay of Effectiveness. The filing of a petition for reconsideration does not stay the

effectiveness of this Order. The Board will not consider a petition to stay the effectiveness of this
Order. Any such request should be made in connection with a petition for judicial review under
chapter 34.05 RCW.

3.6 Judicial Review. Proceedings for Judicial Review may be instituted by filing a

petition in Superior Court according to the procedures specified in Chapter 34.05 RCW, Part V,
Judicial Review and Civil Enforcement. The petition for judicial review of this Order shall be filed
with the appropriate court and served on the Board, the Office of the Attorney General, and all parties
within thirty (30) days after service of the DEFAULT ORDER, as provided in RCW 34.05.542.

3.7 Effective. This DEFAULT ORDER takes effect immediately upon being signed



by the Board pursuant to RCW 34.05.473.

3.8 Service. This DEFAULT ORDER was served on you the day it was deposited

in the United States mail pursuant to RCW 34.05.010(19). The Board will mail a signed copy of

this DEFAULT ORDER to Respondent.

Dated 13th day of August 2026.

Presented by:

Lomda_

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

Michael Harney, PE, Board Chair
Presiding Officer

ERIC ALLEN, WSBA #49034
Assistant Attorney General
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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 an On-Site Wastewater Designer of:

Brent J. Fox,

Respondent.
License #5100414

NO. 2025-02-0683-000SW

MOTION FOR ENTRY OF ORDER
ON DEFAULT

COMES NOW, Nick Brown, Attorney General, per Eric M. Allen, Assistant Attorney General,

prosecuting attorney for the Board of Registration for Professional Engineers and Land

Surveyors (Board), and moves for entry of findings of fact, conclusions of law, and an order of

default under RCW 34.05.440, based on the attached Declaration of Ken Fuller.

DATED this 4 day of August, 2026.

BOARD’S MOTION FOR ENTRY OF
ORDER ON DEFAULT
NO. 2025-02-0683-000SW

NICHOLAS W. BROWN
Attorney General

i o,
ERIC M. ALLEN WSBA# 49034
Assistant Attorney General
Attorney for the Board of Registration for
Professional Engineers and Land Surveyors
PH: 360-709-6052

Email: Eric.Allen@atg.wa.gov
LalOlyEf@atg.wa.gov

1 Error! AutoText entry not defined.




I, Randy Garcia, certify that I caused a copy of this
document to be placed in the U.S. Mail on the date above
my sighature, postage prepaid, to: Vasco V. B. Valdez,
1360 NE 8™ AVE, Qak Harbor, WA 98277-4352,

I certify under penally of perjury, under the laws of the
State of Washington, that the foregoing is true and correct,
Dated: _Gol 3/ 2.0, at Olympia, WA,

SlgnaturW

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

In the Matter of the License to Practice as a NO. 2025-02-0584-00ENG
Professional Engineer of;

Vasco V. B. Valdez, PE ‘ STATEMENT OF CHARGES

Respondent.

License #38241

Jurisdiction of the Board of Registration for Professional Engineers and Land Surveyors in this
proceeding is based on Chapter 18235 Revised Code of Washington (RCW), Uniform Regulation of
Businesses and Professions Act; Chapter 18.43 RCW, Engineer’s Registration Act; Title 196 Washington
Administrative Code (WAC), Board of Registration for Professional Engineers and Land Surveyors; and,
Chapter 34.05 RCW, the Administrative Procedure Act. Rules applicable to this proceeding ate in Chapter
196-09 WAC, Board Practice and Procedures.

1. LICENSE HISTORY

1.1 Vasco V. B. Valdez, Respondent, holds a license (38241) to practice as a professional

engineer.
1.2 The Respondent’s license to practice engineering is currently due to expire February 28,

2027,

STATEMENT OF CHARGES - PAGE 1 OF 3




2. BACKGROUND

2.1 Respondent was retained by the Complainant to pérform professional engineering
services pursuant to a contract under which the Complainant paid funds in advance.

2.2 Respondent provided estimated timelines for completion of the contracted work.

2.3 The Complainant did not receive the contracted work product within the estimated
completion schedule,

2.4 The Complainant did not receive timely communication in dealings with the Respondent
regarding the status of the project.

2.5 The Respondent did not promptly inform the Complainant of changes in conditions that
may affect the appropriateness ot achievability of some or all of the goals and objectives of the client.

2.6 Respondent is the owner/officer of Triple V Engineering & Construction, LLC (UBI

#604-713-724).

2.7 In communications with the Board, Respondent carried and advertised his credentials as a
“Structural Design Engineer” in his communications.
3. STATEMENT OF CHARGES
31 During the Board’s investigation, Respondent indicated he was in the Philippines during
the petiod in which the contracted services were expected to be performed and could not correspond. The
Complainant had not been informed of this circumstance prior to or during the estimated completion
period.
3.1.1  After initiation of the complaint and communication from Board staff,
Respondent reimbursed the Complainant with the contract funds paid in advance. Board staff confirmed
the Complainant received reimbursement of the contract funds.
3.1.2  Respondent’s failure to timely communicate with the complainant and failure to
complete the agreed-upon professional services constitute unprofessional conduct, This is a violation of

RCW 18.43.105(5) & (10), RCW 18.235.130(8), and WAC 196-27A-020(1)(a), (2)(a).

STATEMENT OF CHARGES -PAGE 2 OF 3




3.2 Structural engineering is recognized as a specialized branch of professional engineering,
Respondent is licensed as a civil engineer but not a structural engineer, This is a violation of RCW
18.43.105(5), (9) & (10), RCW 18.43.040(1)(a)(iv), RCW 18.235.130(3) & (8), and WAC 196-27A-
020(1)(h).

3.3 Triple V Engineeting & Construction, LLC does not have a Certificate of Authorization
issued by the Board to practice engineering, This is a violation of RCW 18.43.105(5) & (10), RCW
18.235.130(8) & (10), RCW 18.43.130(10), and WAC 196-25-005,

3. REQUEST FOR SANCTIONS
Based upon the conduct of the respondent, the Board of Registration for Professional Engineers
and Land Surveyors requests that the professional engineering license of Vasco V. B. Valdez be revoked, or

other disciplinary measures be taken pursuant to chapter 18.43 RCW and RCW 18.235.110.

DATED the 2™ day of June 2026.

Ren Fuller

Ken Fuller, PE, Director
Board of Registration for Professional
Engineers and Land Surveyors

STATEMENT OF CHARGES —-PAGE 3 OF 3




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

In the Matter of the License to Practice as a NO. 2025-02-0584-00ENG
Professional Engineer of:

STIPULATED FINDINGS OF FACT,
Vasco V. B. Valdez, PE CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND

AGREED ORDER
Respondent.

License #38241

The Washington State Board of Registration for Professional Engineers and Land Surveyors
(Board), and Vasco V. B. Valdez (Respondent), stipulate and agree to the following;

Section 1
BACKGROUND

1.1 Vasco V, B. Valdez, Respondent, holds a license (#38241) to practice as a professional
engineet.

1.2 The Respondent’s license to practice engineering is currently due to expire February 28,

2027.

Section 2
" PROCEDURAL STIPULATIONS

2.1 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 they have the right to defend themself 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 to expedite the resolution of this matter by means of
this Stipulated Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Agreed Order (Agreed Ordet).

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

Charges contingent upon sighature 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 sighed 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 considered the Agreed Order. The
exception is Board Member, Douglas Hendrickson, PE, Case Manager for this matter, who is recused
from participating as a presiding or reviewing officer in an adjudicative heating on this matter,

2.7 Onoe 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
STIPULATED FACTS

The Respondent acknowledges that evidence is sufficient to justify the following finding of facts:
3.1 Respondent was retained by the Complainant to perform professional engineering
services pursuant to a contract under which the Complainant paid funds in advance.
3.2 Respondent provided estimated timelines for completion of the contracted work.
3.3 The Complainant did not receive the contracted work product within the estimated

completion schedule.

34 The Complainant did not receive timely communication in dealings with the Respondent
regarding the status of the project.

3.5  .The Respondent did not promptly inform the Complainant of changes in conditions that
may affect the appropriateness or achievability of some or all of the goals and objectives of the client.

3.6 Respondent is the owner/officer of Triple V Engineering & Construction, LLC (UBI

#604-713-724).

3.7 In communications with the Board, Respondent carried and advertised his credentials as a
“Structural Design Engineer” in his communications.

3.8 During the Board’s investigation, Réspondent indicated he was in the Philippines during
the period in which the contracted services were expected to be performed and could not correspond. The

Complainant had not been informed of this circumstance prior to or during the estimated completion




period.

3.8.1 After initiation of the complaint and communication from Board staff,
Respondent reimbursed the Complainant with the contract funds paid in advance. Board staff confirmed
the Complainant received reimbursement of the contract funds.
3.8.2  Respondent’s failure to timely communicate with the complainant and failure to
complete the agreed-upon professional services constitute unprofessional conduct,
39 Structural engineering is recognized as a specialized branch of professional engineering,
Respondent is licensed as a civil engineer but not a structural engineer.
3.10  Triple V Engineering & Construction, LLC does not have a Certificate of Authorization
issued by the Board to practice engineering,
3.11  These acts constitute violations of RCW 18.43.105(5), (9) & (10), RCW 18.235.130(3),

(8) & (10), RCW 18.43.040(1)(a)(iv), RCW 18.43.130(10), WAC 196-25-005 and WAC 196-27A-
020(1)(a), (h) and (2)().

Section 4
AGREILID CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

The Respondent acknowledges that, based upon the Findings of Fact, the following Conclusions of

Law are justified:

4.1 The Board has jurisdiction over the subject matter of this proceeding and over the

Respondent.

4.2 The Respondent’s acts, errors, or omissions in connection with his practice as a professional
engineer represent violations of one or more of the following: RCW 18,43,105(5), (9) & (10), RCW

18.235.130(3), (8) & (10), RCW 18.43.040(1)(a)(iv), RCW 18.43.130(10), WAC 196-25-005, and
WAC 196-27A-020(1)(a), (h) and (2)(a).

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



engineering issued to Respondent and/or to impose a monetaty fine against the Respondent, as provided in

RCW 18.235.110.

Section 5
AGREED ORDER

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

5.1 Upon the effective date of this Agreed Order Respondent’s license to practice is suspended
for three (3) years. Said suspension is stayed (not imposed) contingent upon Respondent complying with the
following conditions outlined in 5.2 — 5.3,

5.2 Within ninety (90) days of the effective date of this Agreed Order, Respondent shall

complete and pass the Washington Engineer Law Review and provide evidence of completion to the Board.

5.3 Within ninety (90) days of the effective date of this Agreed Order, Respondent shall
obtain a Certificate of Authorization from the Board to practice engineering for his firm, Triple V

Engineering & Construction, LLC,

54 Within ninety (90) days 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 thousand (U.S.) dollars ($5,000).

5.5 All fines shall be submitted to:

Board of Registration for Professional Engineers and
Land Surveyors

Attn: Randy Garcia

DES-SAFS Agencies

PO Box 24281

Seattle, WA 98124-0281

5.5 Respondent shall be responsible for all costs, expenses, fees and/or tax consequences
incurred by the Respondent in complying with this Agreed Order.

5.6 Should the Respondent fail to comply with any of the terms or conditions of this Agreed
Ordet, the Board will initiate administrative steps for imposition 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.

5.7 This Agreed Order addresses and concerns itself solely with those issues referenced herein
relating to the Respondent’s practices as a professional engineer 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.

5.8 The signed 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).

[, Vasco V. B. Valdez, Respondent, certify that I have read this Stipulated Findings of Fact, Conclusions
of Law and 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 receive a signed copy.

'If Ye f’%% 21 Jwe, 2024

Vasco V. B. ValdeL Respondent Date

NA

Attorney for Respondent WSBA #: Date
(if applicable)
Section 6
FINAL ORDER

The Board accepts and enters this Stipulated Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Agreed

Order.

DATED this day of , 2026

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

Mike Harney, PE
Presiding Officer
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ADMINISTRATIVE RECOMMENDATION
WORKSHEET
DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT
PREDECISIONAL RECOMMENDATION

CASE NUMBER: ENG-26-04-009

COMPLAINT SUMMARY:
A complaint was received against respondent alleging that he submitted permit documents to the city
that was misleading and fraudulent.

FACTS:

A written statement was obtained from respondent who indicating that he worked directly with city
officials to prepare the proposed project ensuring it met the city, state, and International Building Code
(IBC). He stated multiple reviews was conducted with the city in order to satisfy staff comments and
concerns regarding the project.

The Director reviewed all documentation provided by complainant which revealed it is a land use and
permitting issue that needs to be resolved by the permitting jurisdiction or civil court.

The Director recommends closing this case with no further action
RECOMMENDATIONS: (Please select one)

Close with no further action: __ x__

Kenneth D. Fuller, PE 08/03/26
Date

Signature of Administrative Reviewer

RETURN TO INVESTIGATION MANAGER (randy.garcia@brpels.wa.gov)
Form revised March 28, 2025



mailto:randy.garcia@brpels.wa.gov

ADMINISTRATIVE RECOMMENDATION
WORKSHEET
DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT
PREDECISIONAL RECOMMENDATION

CASE NUMBER: ENG-26-05-004

COMPLAINT SUMMARY:
A re-consideration complaint was received alleging the respondent engaged in unprofessional conduct
by failing to provide details in her Investigative Report.

FACTS:

The respondent’s written statement, Investigative Report, and CM Closure Recommendations report was
reviewed by the Director. The Director revealed that the items in the new complaint have been
addressed within the 2012 International Residential Code (IRC) and CM Closure report.

The complaint does not present additional evidence to warrant re-opening of the case. The Director
recommends closing this case with no further action.

RECOMMENDATIONS: (Please select one)
Close with no further action: _ x

L=FL= '3 /2¢

Signature of Administrative Reviewer Date

RETURN TO INVESTIGATION MANAGER (randy.garcia@brpels.wa.gov)
Form revised March 28, 2025



mailto:randy.garcia@brpels.wa.gov

ADMINISTRATIVE RECOMMENDATION
WORKSHEET
DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT
PREDECISIONAL RECOMMENDATION

CASE NUMBER: ENG-26-07-006

COMPLAINT SUMMARY:

A complaint was received that a county planning and public works department retroactively legalized a
20-year-old, unpermitted dry stacked rockery bulkhead. The complainant alleges this decision was based
on a fraudulent geotechnical report prepared by respondent.

FACTS:

A written statement was obtained from respondent and was reviewed by the Board’s Director, which
revealed that there was no evidence of a violation under rule and law. The Director recommends closing
this case with no further action,

RECOMMENDATIONS: (Please select one)

Close with no further action: _ x

-
Kenneth D. Fuller, PE < >

Signature of Administrative Reviewer Date

RETURN TO INVESTIGATION MANAGER (randy.garcia@brpels.wa.gov)
Form revised March 28, 2025



mailto:randy.garcia@brpels.wa.gov

ADMINISTRATIVE RECOMMENDATION
WORKSHEET
DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT
PREDECISIONAL RECOMMENDATION

CASE NUMBER: LSV-26-04-001

COMPLAINT SUMMARY:

A complaint was received from a PLS alleging the respondent is engaging in the unlicensed practice of
land surveying and engineering. The complainant stated while conducting a survey for his client he
discovered a large concrete pad and crop circle watering line that was installed based on an irrigation
company survey. The complainant’s client stated the irrigation company provided land surveying
services as part of their equipment package with an engineer using GPS to determine placement. The
complainant also alleges the irrigation company is offering engineering and land surveying services on
their company website.

FACTS:

A written statement was obtained from respondent who indicated his company does not offer true land
surveying services. The term “site survey” has been used by his company and other agricultural
irrigation companies to refer to evaluating whether requested pivot irrigation equipment will work
within a customer’s specified property area.

An interview with respondent was conducted who stated the site surveys are conducted to evaluate
irrigation equipment operation, placement, and it is the client’s responsibility to have their boundaries
determined. He stated that GPS is used to show the line of the equipment and operation path of the
pivot. Respondent stated he does have an engineer on staff who does not provide drawings and does
not stamp any work. The Deputy Director educated the respondent about aerial photos overlaid on
assessor's maps/GIS maps are not a true indication of boundary locations. The respondent was shown
the survey map produced by the complainant that details the encroachment of the irrigation equipment
they installed so they would understand why relying on GIS maps are not equivalent to a boundary
survey by a Professional Land Surveyor.

The respondent acknowledged the Boards concerns and removed references to land surveying and
engineering services from the company’s website. The Deputy Director recommends closing this case
with no further action.

Close with no further action:  x

RECOMMENDATIONS: (Please select one) 07/31/26
Rrcatzna 7%%@» Date

Signature of Administrative Reviewer

RETURN TO INVESTIGATION MANAGER (randy.garcia@brpels.wa.gov)
Form revised March 28, 2025



mailto:randy.garcia@brpels.wa.gov

ADMINISTRATIVE RECOMMENDATION
WORKSHEET
DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT
PREDECISIONAL RECOMMENDATION

CASE NUMBER: LSV-26-05-005

COMPLAINT SUMMARY:
A complaint was received against respondent alleging he conducted an erroneous survey.

FACTS:

During the course of the investigation multiple attempts to contact respondent for a brief response were
unsuccessful as he was unresponsive. Research of the respondent’s PLS license revealed he is retired
and that his license has been expired since May of 2020. A search of DNR’s Public Land Survey Office
(PLSO) revealed that the respondent’s last recorded survey was in 2017.

The Deputy Director recommends closing this case with no further action since the respondent is not
actively licensed and is no longer providing land surveying services.

RECOMMENDATIONS: (Please select one)

Close with no further action: _ x

riatrna Horton 07/31/26

Signature of Administrative Reviewer Date

RETURN TO INVESTIGATION MANAGER (randy.garcia@brpels.wa.gov)
Form revised March 28, 2025



mailto:randy.garcia@brpels.wa.gov

ADMINISTRATIVE RECOMMENDATION
WORKSHEET
DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT
PREDECISIONAL RECOMMENDATION

CASE NUMBER: LSV-26-06-001

COMPLAINT SUMMARY:
A complaint was received against respondent alleging he conducted an erroneous survey.

FACTS:

A written response was obtained from the respondent, who stated that he assumed responsibility for the
project following the retirement of the previous PLS and relied on field notes prepared by the survey
crew. He compared the boundary determination with the subdivision that created the property owner’s
parcel and found the results consistent. The respondent indicated that the client was dissatisfied with the
location of the westerly corner.

An interview was conducted with the respondent, who stated that he assumed responsibility for the
project after the original surveyor retired. He relied on the retired surveyor’s data, drawings, and field
notes. According to the respondent, the complainant mistakenly identified an iron pipe of unknown
origin, located approximately 200 feet south of the complainant’s northwest corner, as a boundary
monument. The respondent stated that the actual westerly corner per the subdivision is 100 feet south of
the northwest corner. He also conducted a site visit to explain the boundary determination and survey
map to the complainant. The iron pipe was subsequently removed, although it is unknown when or by
whom. The respondent believes that the iron pipe marked a boundary corner for a parcel to the west of
the complainant’s parcel’s parent subdivision.

The Deputy Director reviewed a copy of the original and revised assessors map, and the respondent’s
survey which matched the original subdivision and deed. The Deputy Director recommends closing this
case with no further action as there was no evidence that the respondent did not follow standards of
practice.

RECOMMENDATIONS: (Please select one)

Close with no further action: __ x__

Korsiats 7%4@» 7/31/26

Signature of Administrative Reviewer Date

RETURN TO INVESTIGATION MANAGER (randy.garcia@brpels.wa.gov)
Form revised March 28, 2025



mailto:randy.garcia@brpels.wa.gov

ADMINISTRATIVE RECOMMENDATION
WORKSHEET
DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT
PREDECISIONAL RECOMMENDATION

CASE NUMBER: LSV-26-06-002

COMPLAINT SUMMARY:
A complaint was received against respondent alleging he conducted an erroneous survey.

FACTS:

A written response was obtained from the respondent, who indicated that several surveyors have
surveyed the complainant’s property. The respondent believes the complainant will not be satisfied
unless the property corners are established in the locations he expects.

The investigation determined that the respondent’s boundary determination was consistent with the
deed and subdivision map that created the parcel. A review of the surveys conducted on the parcel also
showed consistent boundary determination with other surveys.

The Deputy Director reviewed a copy of the original and revised assessors map, and the respondent’s
survey which matched the original subdivision and deed. The Deputy Director recommends closing this
case with no further action as there was no evidence that the respondent did not follow standards of
practice.

RECOMMENDATIONS: (Please select one)

Close with no further action: _ x__

rditrne Horton 07/31/26

Signature of Administrative Reviewer Date

RETURN TO INVESTIGATION MANAGER (randy.garcia@brpels.wa.gov)
Form revised March 28, 2025
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PREDECISIONAL RECOMMENDATION

CASE NUMBER: LSV-26-06-007

COMPLAINT SUMMARY:
A complaint was received alleging the respondent conducted an erroneous survey involving river
avulsion

FACTS:
A written statement and email was received from respondent who indicated a lawsuit has been filed by
the title company.

Board staff contacted complainant who confirmed there is an active lawsuit and provided supporting
legal documents. The complainant was advised that the Deputy Director recommends closing the case
with no further action due to the pending litigation and that the complainant may file a new complaint
after the lawsuit is resolved.

RECOMMENDATIONS: (Please select one)

Close with no further action: __ x__

Ariats 37%”3’” 7/31/26

Signature of Administrative Reviewer Date

RETURN TO INVESTIGATION MANAGER (randy.garcia@brpels.wa.gov)
Form revised March 28, 2025
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PREDECISIONAL RECOMMENDATION

CASE NUMBER: LSV-26-07-002

COMPLAINT SUMMARY:
A complaint was received alleging the respondent’s ROS for his client, was mistakenly recorded in the
wrong county.

FACTS:

The Deputy Director contacted the respondent who confirmed that as his survey company was closing
a few survey maps were recorded in the wrong county but that they did record the survey map in the
correct county already. The respondent provided staff a copy of the ROS that was filed in the correct
county which was also provided to the complainant.

The Deputy Director recommends closing this case with no further action since the ROS was properly
recorded, and the respondent is no longer with the firm, as it is no longer in business.

RECOMMENDATIONS: (Please select one)

Close with no further action: __ x___

Kriatina Horton

Signature of Administrative Reviewer Date

7/31/26

RETURN TO INVESTIGATION MANAGER (randy.garcia@brpels.wa.gov)
Form revised March 28, 2025
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