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INNIS ARDEN CLUB, INC. P.O. BOX 77738 SEATTLE, WA 98177-0738 July, 2006

Board Members
President -Mike Jacobs
Vice President -David Fosmire
Secretary -Al Wagar
Treasurer -R.L. Smith
Activities -Tracy Landboe
Building and Remodel -
Robert Allen
Clubhouse -Harley O’Neil
Grounds -Brian Dodd

Reserves -Maggie Taber
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On the Web at: www.innisarden.com
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Agenda for the August 8, 2006
7:00 PM Board Meeting

1. Approve minutes

2. Committee Reports
A. Treasurer
B. President/Vice President
C. Secretary
D. Building and Remodels —
Lance and Moria Blair, 18445 16th Ave NW, have
completed their application for extending their
deck and changing some windows in their home.
Matthew and Wendy McCutchen, 17232 13th Ave
NW, are replacing their carport with no changes
to the envelope.
Kang Gao, 915 Richmond Beach Road, is pro-
ceeding with plans to build a new structure. Flags
outlining the envelope of the building will be
erected and neighbors will be given the opportu-
nity to review plans and sign the application
documents. At present, engineering studies are
being reviewed by the City of Shoreline.
E. Activities
F. Grounds
G. Clubhouse
H. Reserves

3. Board Agenda

4. Community Comments

5. Adjourn
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Do you have any new neighbors?

If so, please contact the Hospitality Commit-
tee so they can deliver a welcome packet.
The hospitality committee is:

L 2 2 & 2

Jan Holbrook 546-3524
Jeri Jacobsen 542-7373
Shelley Watson 542-4369
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Blockwatch Reminder

Please report criminal activity to police at
911 (emergency) or 296-3311 (non-
emergency) as well as to your Blockwatch
captain.

Innis Arden |—Brian Branagan 546-6773
bbranagan@yahoo.com

Innis Arden Il—Shelley Watson 542-4369
shell.watson@comcast.net

Innis Arden lll—Judy Allen 542-3219
allenjnb@yahoo.com

—

Litigation Update
(note: depositions and briefs will be posted on the
website)

Cottingham and Blauert: _ This suit challenges the
validity of the mandatory dues amendment and The
Club’s right to adopt procedures to deal with alleged
covenant violations including holding hearings. The
suit also accuses the Club of mismanaging the re-
serves. In June, the plaintiffs filed their Motion for
Class Certification. The Club’s attorneys led by Peter
Eglick filed its brief in opposition outlining over 20
reasons why the Court should not certify. We are
awaiting a decision from Judge Barnett. On June 28,
2006, the plaintiffs filed a summary judgment motion
requesting the court to hold that our mandatory dues
amendment is void for a number of reasons including
an insufficient number of valid amendment forms. In
2004, Mr. Cottingham claimed that 22 amendments
were invalid. Plaintiffs are now claiming that 69
amendments are invalid based on hypertechnical
grounds such as owners not including the title
"Trustee" after their name where the property is
owned within a living trust. Judge Barnett granted the
Club’s Motion to Strike the Plaintiff's Summary Judg-
ment Motion until the claim certification motion is de-

— l
cided. Plaintiff had requested the court to order the

Club to cease spending any dues. The Club’s legal
bills in Cottingham are approaching $100,000.00 and
are being paid by our insurer.

Maddix v. Innis Arden : The suit also challenges the
validity of the mandatory dues amendment. Mr.
Maddox is represented by one of the attorneys who
represents the plaintiffs in Cottingham. Discovery is
continuing in this case.

Blauert v. Hilyer and Innis Arden __: Bruce Hilyer filed
a petition with the Board claiming that trees on Blau-
ert’'s property violate the covenants. Blauert filed suit
in Superior Court against Hilyer seeking an injunction
which the court denied. Blauert then chose an out-
side arbitrator, John Cooper, who ruled that certain
trees violate the covenants. Blauert is claiming that
the arbitrator’s decision is invalid and erroneous.
Blauert has recently added the Club as a defendant.
The Court has stayed the lawsuit pending resolution
of the Cottingham lawsuit since that suit also chal-
lenges the validity of the covenant compliance proce-
dures. Blauert has filed an appeal with the Court of
Appeals taking issue with the court’s decision to stay
(Continued on page §




Unleashed Dogs

Residents have recently reported that there seebe ta lot of dogs on the
loose in the neighborhood--whether they are inydrel or accompanying their
owner during a run or walk. The common responsenftbe owner is "oh,
he/she is friendly", but how does anyone reallyvkrimw a dog is going to
react to another person, another dog, or evenld?fihey don't. And ma
adults and/or children have been bitten or attackeseemingly friendly dogs.
We all need to be respectful of what could happehat responsibly. In addi-
tion - a loved pet could be easily run over by iavdaile on the loose.

We shouldn't have to be fearful about running/wadkbiking, etc in our wonderful neighborhood witte
uncertainty of an encounter with a loose dog. Notention - and most importantly - it's the lawhiave
your dog on a leash! According to the www.metroke.gvebsite:

Where are the leash laws in effect?
ANSWER: In general, the leash laws are in effect in abbam areas in King County. It doesn’'t ma
whether the urban area is part of a city or in coiporated King County, the leash laws apply.

Please keep your canine companions safely on a lehs
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Grouse Reserve Update

In September of 2002, work began on Grouse reserve to restore views while maintaining soil stability
and habitat for wildlife. Woody debris resulting from the tree pruning and removal was chipped,
stockpiled and used as mulch after re-planting. The project provided for the retention of
approximately 40% of the total existing trees and the planting of 355 trees, 830 shrubs, and 1868
herbs/ground covers. Native vegetation was re-introduced to the area. Irrigation was provided while
plants were acclimating and being established. A group of Innis Arden residents called the Grouse
Reserve Neighborhood Association financed this project.

Examples of plant species are Vine Maple, Serviceberry, Pacific Madrona, Salal, Indian Plum,
Evergreen Huckleberry, Kinnikinnick, Ocean Spray and Sweet Woodruff.

Immediately following the pruning and removal of the trees (many of which were in decline) and the
replanting, Grouse Reserve looked very barren. Three and one-half years later, it is thriving.

Grouse Reserve, after replanting in February, 2003. Stakes s  how location of new plants.

Pictures taken at same location in July, 2006. Wildlife s nag at left is still visible.
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(Continued from page 2) that the amendment was valid. Carlson also sought

the Blauert-Hilyer matter. an injunction preventing the Board from conducting a
Carlson v. Rasch, Hollinrake, and Innis Arden . hearing. Judge Mertel denied the injunction. Carlson
Rasch and Hollinrake filed a covenant compliance then chose to have the issue decided by an outside
petition with the Board asserting that trees on Carl-  arbitrator, retired Judge Charles Burdell. Judge Bur-

son’s property violate the covenants. Carlson filed dell ruled in favor of the petitioners. This matter is
suit against Rasch, Hollenrake, and the Club claim-  pending. The Club has spent over $30,000.00 in le-
ing that the tree height amendment is invalid despite gal fees to date which the Club has paid as it's in-
Judge Ellington’s decision in Innis Arden v. Binns surer has denied coverage.

which was affirmed by the Court of Appeals in 1991
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Innis Arden Board Meeting Minutes
July 19, 2006

Present: Bob Allen, Brian Dodd, Dave Fosmire, Mike

Jacobs, Harley O'Neil, R.L. Smith, Maggie Taber, Al

Wagar. Ten other community members were present.

Called to Order: 7:12 pm

Approved minutes of June 13, 2006, as amended, 7 - 0
Committee Reports

Treasurer — R.L. Smith

Financial Statement — Innis Arden Club 30 June 2006
Accounts

WA MU Checking $18,619
WA MU savings $85,501
WELLS FARGO CD $54,359
WELLS FARGO CLUB RENTAL $ 7,088
SHORELINE CLUB REMODEL $1,001
TOTAL $ 166,568

President — Mike Jacobs
Litigation:

Cottingham and Blauert:  This suit challenges the
validity of the mandatory dues amendment and The
Club’s right to adopt procedures to deal with alleged
covenant violations including holding hearings. The
suit also accuses the Club of mismanaging the re-
serves. In June, the plaintiffs filed their Motion for
Class Certification. The Club’s attorneys led by Peter
Eglick filed its brief in opposition outlining over 20 rea-
sons why the Court should not certify. We are await-
ing a decision from Judge Barnett. On June 28, 2006,
the plaintiffs filed a summary judgment motion re-
guesting the court to hold that our mandatory dues
amendment is void for a number of reasons including
an insufficient number of valid amendment forms. In
2004, Mr. Cottingham claimed that 22 amendments
were invalid. Plaintiffs are now claiming that 69
amendments are invalid based on hypertechnical
grounds such as owners not including the title
"Trustee" after their name where the property is
owned within a living trust. Judge Barnett granted the
Club’s Motion to Strike the Plaintiff's Summary Judg-
ment Motion until the claim certification motion is de-

cided. Plaintiff had requested the court to order the .

Club to cease spending any dues. The Club’s legal

bills in Cottingham are approaching $100,000.00 and |

are being paid by our insurer.

Maddix v. Innis Arden : The suit also challenges the

validity of the mandatory dues amendment. Mr.
Maddox is represented by one of the attorneys who
represents the plaintiffs in Cottingham. Discovery is
continuing in this case.

Blauert v. Hilyer and Innis Arden : Bruce Hilyer filed
a petition with the Board claiming that trees on Blau-
ert's property violate the covenants. Blauert filed suit
in Superior Court against Hilyer seeking an injunction
which the court denied. Blauert then chose an outside
arbitrator, John Cooper, who ruled that certain trees
violate the covenants. Blauert is claiming that the ar-
bitrator's decision is invalid and erroneous. Blauert
has recently added the Club as a defendant. The
Court has stayed the lawsuit pending resolution of the
Cottingham lawsuit since that suit also challenges the
validity of the covenant compliance procedures. Blau-
ert has filed an appeal with the Court of Appeals tak-
ing issue with the court’s decision to stay the Blauert-
Hilyer matter.

Carlson_v. Rasch, Hollinrake, and Innis_Arden
Rasch and Hollinrake filed a covenant compliance
petition with the Board asserting that trees on Carl-
son’s property violate the covenants. Carlson filed suit
against Rasch, Hollenrake, and the Club claiming that
the tree height amendment is invalid despite Judge
Ellington’s decision in Innis Arden v. Binns which was
affirmed by the Court of Appeals in 1991 that the
amendment was valid. Carlson also sought an injunc-
tion preventing the Board from conducting a hearing.
Judge Mertel denied the injunction. Carlson then
chose to have the issue decided by an outside arbi-
trator, retired Judge Charles Burdell. Judge Burdell
ruled in favor of the petitioners. This matter is pend-
ing. The Club has spent over $30,000.00 in legal fees
to date which the Club has paid as it's insurer has
denied coverage.

We have been trying to get a permit from the City of
Shoreline for a walk in coordination with the National
Night Out Against Crime. However, the City's condi-
tions require an insurance rider and could create
unlimited liability for the Club for even the City's own
negligence. Since it would be unwise to get the per-
mit, the solution is to cancel the "National" walk.

Vice President — Dave Fosmire

Compliance committee -

Two petitions have been filled:

Hollinrake, /Jones and Buchmayr v Lewis at 1445
NW 186th St.

Martsolf v Burns at 1123 NW Richmond Beach
Rd.

Responses awaited.
6




(Continued from page 6)

The petition filed by Vincent et al. in May against the
Ohms has been settled, with trees cut.
July 18 Compliance Hearing:

The Buckmayr v Tetlow petition was dismissed
without prejudice

The Howard/Mackey v Knauer/Montgomery peti-
tion was continued for 30 days

The Howard/Mackey v Oughton petition was con-
tinued for 30 days.

Rasch v Carlson, fines imposed

In the Hilyer v Blauert petition, Mr Blauert was
given an additional 10 days to produce proof that

he has applied for a permit to remove trees after .

which fines will be imposed.
Howard/Steele v Dragoy. Mr. Dragoy was given

one week in which to provide evidence that he .

has applied for a permit.

Mr. Eglick, Board Attorney, as result of Shoreline

Planning Commission turning down Critical Area

Stewardship Plans as part of City code, recom-
mended we get a professional report demonstrating
there is no scientific basis for prohibiting any vegeta-
tion removal in reserves or other critical areas. Board
will review and consider a proposal by R. W. Thorpe
& Associates at the August meeting that would coor-
dinate analyses by arborists, geotechnical engineers,
and wetland specialists to create a new Vegetation
Management Plan.

Secretary — Al Wagar
No report.

Grounds — Brian Dodd

Some missing sprinkler heads have been replaced
but shrubs behind clubhouse are not getting water.
Board agreed to hire Peter Fosmire to water them.

Clubhouse — Harley O'Neil

For June we took in $2,280 and had expenses of
$313.49 but damage deposit refunds will show up as
July expenses. Dan Lyons helped do drawings for
enclosure of space by Clubhouse kitchen. But, be-
cause Clubhouse is over 4000 sq ft, changes require
drawings with an architect's stamp as well as City
permit. The Clubhouse roof is deteriorating, especially
over men's restroom. Harley will have a beam in-
stalled to support the tongue and groove sheathing
there. Peter Fosmire will recoat the roof using a two-
coat process and material that helps reflect sunlight.

Building and Remodels - Bob Allen
Lance and Moria Blair, 18445 16th Ave NW have
completed their application for extending their
deck and changing some windows in their home.
Matthew and Wendy McCutchen, 17232 13th Ave
NW, are replacing their carport with no changes to
the envelope.
Kang Gao, 915 Richmond Beach Road, is pro-
ceeding with plans to build a new structure. Flags
outlining the envelope of the building will be
erected and neighbors will be given the opportu-
nity to review plans and sign the application docu-
ments. At present, engineering studies are being
reviewed by the City of Shoreline.

Reserves - Maggie Taber
Anyone willing to help on fall work parties please con-
tact Maggie Taber, for planting perhaps 600 plants.

Activities - Tracy Landboe
There is no Activities Committee meeting for August.
Harley O'Neil agreed to Chair the Salmon Barbeque.

Meeting adjourned at 8:52
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INNIS ARDEN CLUB
P.O. Box 77738
Seattle, WA 98177-0738

COMING EVENTS
Board Meeting
August 8, 7:00 PM
Compliance Hearing
August 9, 7:00 PM
Both at the Clubhouse

==>Salmon BBQ<==
September 10, 4:30-7:30

Deadline for August Bulletin—
August 13th

Community Notices
(no anonymous items)
Carol Solle, 542-4978
csolle@earthlink.net
17061 12th Avenue N.W.

Remodels—Robert Allen 542-3219

We're on the Web!

www.innisarden.com

PRSRT STD
U.S. Postage
PAID
Seattle. WA
Permit No. 12410

" 56
, ! &
8 % % , ?2 . G"
?"G" -
! " 2%
% "?N% " G">"
% - & L"O
6 ?'GO??2'H
31 1!
6! g !
6 ". % "

6 1 3% ?22H
&.

Reserves Help

Anyone willing to help on fall work parties please

contact Maggie Taber, for planting perhaps 600
plants.
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