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I. INTRODUCTION & GENERAL REPLY 

The primary thrust of the Response (other than to raise 

distractions) is to essentially argue harmless error, that the addition 

to the legal property description does not make a difference.  That is 

wrong. Without conceding that is the proper test for whether the 

change qualifies as a “clerical error” for purposes of CR 60(a), or 

whether permission was required under RAP 7.2(e), the proposition 

that it makes no difference is just plain wrong.  The change to the 

Decree and the facts it brought to light make a difference, as shown 

in the Opening Brief, as to the character and value of the property.   

The Reply’s primary points are that the addition of the 

smaller property, Parcel 20588, makes a material difference for 

several reasons, most of which were raised by Respondent’s own CR 

60 papers below and subsequent motions; and that the contentions as 

to the appraisal of the Ellensburg property are not a reason for 

sanction, particularly where the appraisal was never used or relied on 

by Respondent in the CR 60 motion and hearings below.  If the 

appraisal had been dispositive, Respondent’s counsel would have 

raised it in the first instance. As explained infra, the way the case 

was tried shows why Rod, at least, had no reason to raise it.       
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A critical fact raised and documented by Respondent’s 

motion, which cannot be waved away by any arguments related to 

the appraisal, is that Parcel 20588 was acquired in late 2004 by Rod 

and Rick as the result of a gift.  They received the parcel as the end 

part of a swap of Van de Graaf Ranch land owned by Dick and 

Maxine Van de Graaf with land owned by Mr. Klockner.  

Respondent’s documents show they were gifted the Ranch’s parcel 

to be traded to Klockner before the swap was finalized, so that it was 

they who swapped with Klockner, not the parents. Parcel 20588 was 

never part of the land purchased under the 1977 real estate contract.  

Nor did was any of that original land traded for the new parcel.  This 

precludes using the trial court’s analysis for characterizing the 

property as community based on payment of the real estate contract 

and makes it character separate based on the gift. The later 

documents raise the issue of valuation. 

The straightforward case law and court rules related to the 

RAP 7.2(a) and CR 7(b)(1) issues are set out in the Opening Brief 

and will not be repeated here.  The Court is respectfully directed to 

that brief.  The issue addressed herein is, when the trial courts fail to 

follow those rules, as here, whether this Court will enforce them.    
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Finally, any Response arguments not expressly addressed are 

not conceded, but are adequately dealt with in the Opening Brief or 

are irrelevant, and need take up no more time. The unnecessarily 

personal attacks on party and counsel will not be responded to in 

kind, which would be inappropriate, but are shown to be inaccurate. 

II. REPLY ARGUMENT 

A. The 2012 Appraisal Was Not Examined By The Parties 
Or By The Court At Trial Because The Land Value Was 
Not Disputed; Nor Was It Not Relied On By Respondent’s 
Trial Counsel Below in the Rule 60 Proceedings But Was 
Ignored.  The Appraisal Does Not Resolve This Matter 
Where Respondent’s CR 60 Motion Demonstrated The 
Different Acquisition History Of Parcel 20588 And 
Included The Legal Description For Parcel 20587 In The 
Amended Decree, Both Of Which Must Be Addressed. 

At a substantive level as to the property at issue, Parcel 

20588, there has been, at minimum, a series of errors by Lori’s 

counsel and, as the facts have come to light, the resulting revelation 

of a more complicated picture of the property than earlier believed, 

facts which materially affect the property division and any award of 

Parcel 20588. 

It is clear that no one – neither the parties, their counsel, nor 

the judge, paid attention to or relied on the 2012 appraisal at trial.  

The appraisal was about setting the value for that land.  Neither party 
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disputed the valuation number, so no one had a need to look 

carefully at the appraisal, which was taken as a given when both the 

present trial counsel took over the case months after the appraisal 

was completed, four and a half years before trial was eventually held 

after numerous delays by Lori.  Even if trial counsel had reviewed 

the appraisal in any detail, they would not have learned anything 

about the acquisition of Parcel 20588 after completion of the real 

estate contract for the large parcel without seeing the documents  

that Rick Van de Graaf provided only in March, 2018.  CP 236-240. 

They show the acquisition of 20588 after completion of the contract 

for the large parcel.  When examined with the information from Rod 

Van de Graaf’s declaration (CP 195-201), the only reasonable 

explanation is the property was acquired by Rod and Rick by a trade 

arranged by their father Dick in which the property given up was 

gifted to them in November or December, 2004. 

The trial’s focus on the Ellensburg land was as to its 

characterization as community or separate and the 1977 real estate 

contract by which the sons bought the property from their parents, as 

discussed in the Opening Brief at pp. 10, 21-22. That contract was 

entered into eight years before the marriage, so the property 
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presumptively was Rod’s separate property, as discussed in the 

opening brief in the underlying divorce appeal No. 35133-5-III.  See 

OB (No. 35133-5-III), pp. 41-44.  The trial court nevertheless 

characterized it as community property on the rationale that most of 

the payments were made during the marriage, ignoring the initial 

acquisition status and also the fact that no community resources 

were required to make the payments, which were made from the 

income the land itself generated.  See id.  But as pointed out in the 

Opening Brief herein, that as Rod argued below, even if that 

rationale were affirmed, it could not apply to Parcel 20588 which 

was acquired after contract was paid for.  Opening Brief, pp. 22-23.  

Moreover, as shown infra, 20588 appears to have been acquired by 

Rod and Rick from their father Dick Van de Graaf as a gift to 

facilitate the trade, making it separate property, not community.    

While the 2012 appraisal does identify two parcels, the fact it 

also included two separate legal descriptions and that Respondent’s 

counsel failed to identify a second parcel or include the legal 

description for Parcel 20588 in the final orders confirms he did not 

rely on the appraisal or think it was material after the November 17 

ruling.  
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Nor did Lori’s trial counsel rely on the appraisal for any of 

the CR 60 proceedings.  This is confirmed by the lack of any 

reference to the appraisal in Lori’s papers or at the two hearings by 

counsel or the trial court.  It is also confirmed by Lori’s submission 

of Rick Van de Graaf’s declaration for the CR 60 motion which 

revealed the different history of Parcel 20588.1 His declaration and 

that history would have been unnecessary if the appraisal was 

definitive.  

Rick’s declaration attached the quit claim deeds for the 2004 

land swap that acquired the adjacent Parcel 20588 to Rod and Rick’s 

333-acre parcel.  CP 236-240, attached as App. B, pp. B-2-B-6.  

Since, as Rod explained, it was Rick who had the copies of the quit 

claim deeds which showed the different history of the parcels and 

the acquisition of 20588 after the real estate contract was paid off, 

                                                 
1   The text of Rick’s declaration claiming that the original parcel was some 

343 acres and that some “9.52 acres that were traded for 6.58 acres out of the 
original 343 acres” is called into question by the Kittitas County Assessor’s 
printout attached to Rod’s declaration which states that Parcel 20587 is “Acres 
3.11”.  None of the other documents specify the acreage for 20587.  Since there 
is no question the swap was Parcel 20587 for parcel 20588, it was, per the 
auditor, 3.11 Van de Graaf acres to Klockner for the 6.86 Klockner acres to Van 
de Graafs. The Kittitas auditor believes that the large parcel, number 835436, is 
333.09 acres per its print-out attached to Rod’s declaration.  CP 199.  Moreover, 
the 333-acre parcel’s legal description accords with the legal description in the 
real estate contract and the 2004 statutory warranty fulfillment deed, Ex. 11 at 
trial, attached to the Opening Brief at App. A-9-10. 
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and did not provide them to Lori for trial (CP 196, ¶32), Rod’s 

counsel was not alerted to the different history of Parcel 20588.   

The trade apparently was orchestrated by their father Dick 

Van de Graaf using a piece of Van de Graaf Ranches property land.  

Klockner’s typed memo says, “Dick, This exchange is agreed based 

on our agreement the properties in question are owned free and clear 

by each of us, with no lien attached.”  CP 236, App. B p. B-2.3  The 

map shows that large land holding VDG Ranch property was 

contiguous to Klockner’s (see map of the properties, CP 198, 

attached at p. B-1),4 and included the small piece of land Klockner 

                                                 
2   “All these documents were in Rick’s possession and are dated in 

November/December 2004.  None were presented to the Court at trial.  Neither 
Rick nor Lori explain why not.  These documents were not in my possession.”  

3   As Rod noted, the handwriting of someone hand-rote Rod’s and Rick’s 
names over their father’s typed name. 

4   The only explanation that makes sense of the documents supplied by Rick 
which write over Dick Van de Graaf’s name to put in Rod’s and Rick’s, is that 
Dick arranged a trade with Mr. Klockner in October and early November 2004, 
then after Klockner agreed to swap for Parcel 20587 on November 6, 2004, Dick 
transferred or gifted to his sons the land to be traded to Klockner.  Rod and Rick 
signed the final documents over a month later. Klockner wanted to use that 3.11 
acre parcel for buildings (see CP 200, Kittitas County assessor print-out for 
parcel 20587 showing both the acreage and $135,000 of improvements on that 
parcel).  Then, after the initial paperwork had been done (CP 237-240) and 
Klockner had written his November 6, 2004, memo to Dick (CP 236), Dick gave 
the 3.11 acres of Parcel 20587 (which he had committed to trade to Klockner for 
Parcel 20588) to his sons.  Compare CP 236 (Klockner memo originally 
addressed to Dick Van de Graaf) and CP 238 (Klockner’s quit claim deed which 
he dated November 6, 2004 and is made out to Dick Van de Graaf) and CP 237 
& 239-241, quit claim and excise tax affidavits executed by Van de Graafs on 
December 15, 2004).   
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wanted to build on.  That was the land that was traded, not a piece of 

what Rod and Rick had just finished purchasing in April, 2004.      

So while Respondent has an argument that the correction of 

the Amended Decree amounts to a correction of a clerical error, 

when the facts are peeled back, that “correction” itself is material 

because it changes the property division for the reasons listed supra, 

as well as for the increases in value attested to by Lori’s November 

sworn statement on the excise tax affidavit Rod was ordered to sign 

valuing Parcel 20588 at $654,000, CP 191, discussed in the Opening 

Brief at pp. 1, 15-16, 21-23, 26-28.5 

Now that Pandora’s box has been opened, Respondent has to 

take the bitter with the sweet from opening that box, and the 

consequences flowing from it have to be addressed, not swept under 

                                                 
5  Lori’s trial counsel has since then submitted his own declaration and materials 
now purporting to allege Parcel 20588 is valued at $5,750, among other changes 
from what was originally proffered to the trial court commissioner in December 
2018.  See App. B., pp. B-27-28.  However, as pointed out in Rod’s reply 
materials below filed February 8, 2019 (App. B. pp. 18-23 hereto), the newly-
proffered excise tax affidavit specifying the $5,750 valuation is not signed by 
anyone, so there is no one who can represent that value.  The only testimony in 
this record of the parcel’s current value is Lori’s sworn affidavit that it is worth 
$654,000. Either one is a material change from the original property division 
since as the Opening Brief points out, the Amended Decree values the 333-acre 
parcel at the full $690,000. 
     Counsel was just apprised late on February 25 that the trial court 
commissioner denied Rod’s motion to reconsider on February 22 and has, in fact, 
ordered the proffered form from Lori’s counsel be signed by the clerk, despite the 
undisputed inaccuracies.    
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the rug.  They can best be addressed on a remand for a new property 

division when the underlying divorce appeal is reversed.  But even if 

the underlying appeal was denied as to the property division, this 

Amended Decree would still have to be vacated and remanded to 

address at least three material issues:  1) address in the first instance 

the character of the property as separate or community given its 

separate acquisition history which means it cannot be characterized 

on the same rationale as the 333-acres;  2)  address how this omitted 

parcel will be titled following its characterization – either Rod’s sole 

separate property, or held as tenants in common if community 

property;  and 3) vacate the legal description in the Amended Decree 

which in fact awards Lori Parcel 20587, which belongs to Klockner.  

B. The Amended Decree Failed To “Correct” The Property 
Award Because, Among Other Things, Its Operative 
Judgment States The Legal Description To Parcel 20587 
Which Was Traded By Van de Graafs To Klockner In 
2004, Not The Legal Description For Parcel 20588 Which 
Klockner Traded To Van de Graafs. 

Rick Van de Graaf’s declaration documents the problem by 

providing the correct legal descriptions for the traded parcels.   

The Amended Decree’s real property judgment specifies the 

legal description for Parcel 20587, the parcel acquired by Mr. 
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Klockner in 2004 in the trade of properties.  Compare, CP 237 and 

CP 88, attached at pp. B-3 and B-8.  CP 237 is the quit claim deed 

from the Van de Graafs to Klockner showing the legal description of 

what Klockner received, Parcel 20587.  CP 88, the referenced 

appendix of real property awarded in the Amended Decree, shows 

the same legal description as Mr. Klockner received was granted to 

Lori Van de Graaf in the Amended Decree’s actual judgment, albeit 

misnamed as Parcel “20588”.  It is the legal description that controls, 

and the legal description in the Amended Decree’s real property 

judgment is Klockner’s parcel.   

This shows that whatever was done in granting amendment to 

the Decree, it did not actually correct any claimed error in form but, 

if anything, exacerbated it.  

C. Because Parcel No. 20587 Was Acquired By Rod And 
Rick In Late 2004 By Gift From Their Father After He 
Agreed To The Trade With Klockner For Parcel No. 
20588, It Is Not Subject To The Same Community 
Property Analysis The Trial Court Applied To The Land 
Acquired Under The Real Estate Contract.  

The documents from Rick Van de Graaf’s declaration at CP 

236-240 (at pp. B-2-5), together with the map at B-1, showing the 
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location of the parcels, help to understand the history of Parcels 

20587 and 20588.   

They show that the parcel Mr. Klockner received from the 

Van de Graafs in 2004 was not part of the large parcel Rick and Rod 

bought from their parents by real estate contract.  That is seen by 

reviewing the legal description in the real estate contract and that of 

Parcel 20587, which is nowhere included in the contract.  Rather, all 

those documents at CP 236-240, including the changes writing over 

Dick Van de Graaf’s name and substituting Rick’s and Rod’s, shows 

the scenario orchestrated by their father:  Dick arranged the trade of 

parcels with Mr. Klockner in 2004 after the large parcel was paid 

off, then later transferred 20587 to them, apparently as a gift as there 

is no known contract or transfer document to Rod and Rick.   

Just as important, the associated memo from Mr. Klockner 

with the quit claim deeds and excise tax affidavits, along with the 

map at B-1, demonstrate that the parcel Mr. Klockner received from 

the Van de Graafs, Parcel 20587, was not part of the large parcel 

Rick and Rod bought from their parents by real estate contract, 

which is clear from reviewing the legal description in that contract, 

which does not contain the legal for Parcel 20587.  Rather, the 
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changes to all those documents at CP 236-240 which delete Dick 

Van de Graaf’s name and substitute Rick and Rod’s shows the most 

likely scenario as orchestrated by their father.  

As pointed out in the Opening Brief, property received as a 

gift to the two sons would be separate property, meaning that when 

this parcel is found to not have been distributed, it is Rod’s sole 

property in his name and not subject to partition.  Opening Brief, p. 

25 & fn. 6 and cases cited therein.  The only time undistributed 

property is subject to partition between ex-spouses is when that 

property was community property.  Id.  The only way that such 

separate property becomes subject to the dissolution court is if the 

overall property division is vacated and a new property division is 

done.    

D. Procedure Does Matter -- RAP 7.2(e) And CR 7(b)(1) And 
Whether Legal Rules Will Be Enforced.   

In many ways, this appeal (and the underlying divorce 

appeal) is about whether legal rules and forms have any meaning or 

will be followed.  The acquiescence of the trial judge and 

commissioner below have meant that neither the substantive or 

procedural legal rules, nor the legal forms matter.  As long as a 
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favored local lawyer is presenting the proposed order, it will be 

signed, no matter how far off the mark.  This Court has to remind the 

local Bench that there are limits to overlooking the procedural and 

substantive legal requirements that all parties are supposed to meet.    

Vacation of the Amended Decree and of the underlying May 

4 order is required because, fundamentally, the Amended Decree is 

incorrect as to the real property transferred.  It did not, in fact, 

correct a “clerical error” but in fact, materially affected the judgment 

on review.  The fact of the dispute and debate about the property in 

question shows how it is not, in fact a clerical error, but affects the 

overall property division, as discussed supra and in the Opening 

Brief.   

Reversal is thus required because the proposed order 

changing the judgment was entered before obtaining permission 

from this Court, in violation of RAP 7.2(e).  The appellate rule was 

applicable both on its own and under the text of CR 60(a) for clerical 

errors, but was brushed aside by Judge McCarthy.  He is not the 

first; trial courts need to be reminded to follow that rule.  Rules exist 

for a reason.  If the trial courts and trial counsel can ignore the rules, 

then there is no law.  The “law” becomes whatever ruling the judge 
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or commissioner decides to bestow on the favored local counsel at 

the moment, which bodes particularly ill for counsel who through no 

fault of their own or of their clients are from out of town.  That is not 

equity, but lawlessness.  

Similarly, reversal is also required for the reasons set out in 

the Opening Brief due to the defects in Respondent’s trial counsel’s 

pleadings which regularly failed to comply with the specificity 

requirements of CR 7(b)(1), seeking to have Rod’s counsel do his 

work by clarifying what the issues most likely were about, but at the 

same time failing or refusing to provide notice of the arguments and 

evidence supporting the requested relief. 

Finally, in sum, the errors here were not harmless.  Adding 

the six+ acres to the parcel specified in the Final Orders materially 

changes the property division made by Judge McCarthy right after 

the 2016 trial in three fundamental ways.  First, it increases the 

acreage, which gave the legal description of the 333-acre parcel 

only.  Second, it adds thousands of dollars to the property division, 

no matter which excise tax affidavit proffered by Lori – each of 

which was sworn to be true and accurate under penalty of perjury – 

is accepted, the one that declared the parcel worth $654,000 
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submitted in December, 2018, or the one declaring it worth $5,750 

submitted in January 2019.   

Third, the history of this additional parcel as shown by the 

documents submitted by Lori’s business partner Rick Van de Graaf, 

who apparently alone had them, as well as by Rod Van de Graaf, is 

that it was not part of the original 333 acres bought under the 1977 

real estate contract from their parents, but was received in December 

2004, after that contract was paid off in April 2004. It therefore is 

not subject to the same analysis for community or separate character 

as is the original parcel and needs to be properly characterized, 

valued, and retained by Rod as his separate, undistributed property, 

or subject to distribution if there is a new overall property division.    

E. Fees Should Only Be Awarded, If At All, To Rod’s 
Counsel For The Violations Below In Bringing The 
Underlying Motions. 
 

The Response asserts misconduct by Rod’s counsel on the 

basis that the smaller Parcel 20588, was before the trial court due to 

references in the 2012 appraisal and, essentially, that “everyone 

knew” that it was included in the property division such that his 

objections to the CR 60(b) motion was improper.  That is inaccurate 
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and ignores the fact of how the case was tried, and how the CR 60 

motion was brought by Lori’s counsel, which is set out in Section A, 

supra. Those points resolve the seeming improprieties that Lori’s 

appellate counsel complains of because they show that Lori’s trial 

counsel either ignored the appraisal or treated it as immaterial.       

First, Lori’s trial counsel never raised those references to the 

court at trial.  Review of the transcript shows that the property was 

discussed by Rod at RP 502-504, but never cross-examined on the 

appraisal, or whether there were different parcels.  Whatever the 

references in the appraisal, Lori’s counsel did not raise that question 

as to two parcel numbers at trial.   

Second, neither Parcel 20588 nor its legal description were 

referenced in Judge McCarthy’s detailed letter ruling of November 

17, 2016.  See CP 115-116 (discussing real property awarded).  Nor 

was Parcel 20588 referenced by Lori’s trial counsel when drafting 

the final orders, nor in any of the post-trial hearings or arguments, as 

the legal descriptions show, which is why the CR 60 motion was 

later brought.    

Third, appraisal references were not raised or discussed by 

Lori’s counsel in any of the motions or hearings before the trial court 
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on the CR 60 motions in 2018.  Not once did Lori’s trial counsel 

indicate any sort of reliance on the appraisal as a basis for his initial 

motion heard on May 4, 2018, nor at the hearing for entry of the 

order on August 24, 2018, as the short transcripts show.  Nor could 

he have relied on it and also filed his CR 60(b) motion consistent 

with CR 11, since his motion was filed under CR 60(b) including the 

subsections invoking mistakes and inadvertence, and newly 

discovered evidence. See CP 1-2.  Whatever else Lori’s motion 

papers and arguments did or failed to do at the hearing, they did not 

rely on any references in the appraisal. Nor were appraisal references 

raised in any of the later pleadings or hearings seeking to get 

execution of a quit claim deed in December 2018 and January, 2019, 

including Lori’s trial counsel’s final amended declaration of January 

30, 2019.  CP __ - __, App. B., pp. 27.  If Lori’s trial counsel knew 

of the references to a second parcel in the appraisal, his actions show 

he believed them to be immaterial and irrelevant.  These 

circumstances do not constitute misconduct by Rod or his counsel. If 

any fees should be awarded, they should be to Rod for the 

unnecessary proceedings caused by Respondent’s errors, including 

using the legal description for Parcel 20587 in the Amended Decree.        
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III. CONCLUSION 

Appellant Rod Van de Graaf respectfully asks the Court to 

vacate the May 4, 2018, order, and the August 24 and December 12, 

2018, and subsequent orders based on them, and remand with the 

merits appeal for a new property division, for the reasons given 

above.  To the extent the Court determines there was any 

impropriety in bringing the underlying motions in the trial court, 

intentional or not, Appellant requests an award of fees for this 

proceeding here and below, none of which should have been 

necessary.  

Respectfully submitted this  26th  day of February, 2019. 

CARNEY BADLEY SPELLMAN, P.S. 
 
 
By s/Gregory M. Miller                      

Gregory M. Miller, WSBA No. 14459 
Jason W. Anderson, WSBA No. 30512 

 
Attorneys for Rod D. Van De Graaf 
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stated below, I caused to be served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing document on the below-listed attorney(s) of record by the 
method(s) noted: 

David Hazel 
Hazel & Hazel 
1420 Summitview 
Yakima, WA  98902 
P: (509) 453-9181  
F: (509) 457-3756 
E: daveh@davidhazel.com 

 U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
 Messenger  
 email  
 Other – via Portal 

Catherine W. Smith 
Valerie A. Villacin 
Smith Goodfriend, PS 
1619 8th Avenue North 
Seattle, WA  98109 
P: (206) 624-0974 
F: (206) 624-0809 
E: cate@washingtonappeals.com 
     valerie@washingtonappeals.com 

 U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
 Messenger  
 email  
 Other – via Portal 

Joanne Rick 
Halstead & Comins Rick PS 
PO Box 511 ** 1221 Meade Ave 
Prosser, WA 99350 
P: 509-786-2200; 786-2211 
F: 509-786-1128 
E: jgcrick@gmail.com 

 U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
 Messenger  
 email  
 Other – via Portal 

DATED this  26th _ day of February, 2019. 

/s/ Elizabeth C. Fuhrmann  
Elizabeth C. Fuhrmann, PLS, Legal 
Assistant/Paralegal to Greg Miller 
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 Nov. 6, 2004 cover memo from Mr. 
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Reply re Court’s 01/18/2019 Order on 
Respondent’s Motion for Reconsideration 
and Declaration of Counsel), filed Feb. 8, 
2019 (CP ___ - ___, sub no. 821)  ........................ B-17-31 

  

 
 



Kittitas County COMPAS Map 

110~~~~1'51°'- ~ UAfj~ ~s ~ 0¾CYJ'-=> 

i~~ \ - / ~~ ""g_,,-~ ~ 
~~ ~01"" ~ 

~ 3-=J({t:1 ?:>'3 ,\~ ,, _, ~"' I 2TL.1a... 
v~ { vf Nf: 

I I · / / 

Date: 3/21/2018 

Disdaimer: 
Kittitas County makes every effort to produce and publish the most 

current and accurate information possible. No -warranties, expressed 

or implied, are provided for the data, its use, or its interpretation. 

Kittitas County does not guarantee the accuracy of the material 

contained herein and is not responsible for any use, misuse or 

representations by others regarding this information or its derivatives. 

_\ 
N 

n.su 
0 0.0425.085 0.17 0.255 

lmi 
0.34 

I• 

1 inch = 752 feet 

Relative Scale 1:9 ,028 

b~CL -

• fl \e,w:, b\A.~ • 
'ift~~ 

t\c3DS<1¾ 
:3330.-



03/20/2018 11 : 46 5098390460 Pr:£. POSTAL CENTER PAGE 05 

11/6/04 

~ck,~~} 

Here is a copy ofthe quit claim and excise affidavits I will have recorded to transfer 
ownership of those parcels we have agreed to eJCchange. This exchange is agreed based 
on our agreement the properties in question are owned free and clear by each of us, with. 
no liens attached. · 

Please sign the enclosed quit claim deod and excise tax affidavit and supplement and 
return to me. I will have both the quit claims recorded in Kittitas Couoty and send copies 
to you as soon as possible. 

Sincerely, a· ::J-oc, d___ 

I 

36122-5 re: CR 60 Motion 000236 
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£i!Y, Stal!, Zip 

. . 
Filed fot R~ Ill Request otl 

/l./ck.. %, QUIT cL.itJMDEEA> 
THE GM.NTOR(S) rrtela!!il LA(!} . ,<)L-, , . 

ACE POSTAL CENTER 

tbranclinoonsidlnli011of ______ . ---------------

ooaveys ll'ldqlliti=laims lo ·µ941' -~~'~ 
the folml'.i.ng descnlled real estate, situatad m th, Coll.Illy ol)i;'f)'I :ttf. S 
&tile of Washington, together with ~l alltr 111;q111ted'lille ofltle grantcc(s) lbe:l'II\IJ; 

That portion of lb• ml 1/J. of h NOl1h\wst 1/4 !)'lnl wesleltyo( the Klltlt,$ l\lldmnllllDII 
DJstrittl..abn/N.B. 15.2• 1.9•2.1 ln$1!d)f)n 14, TowruNp18Nordl, lw!ga 18'East. W.M., "1 
the ~~nlr of l(JIUW., IC.II! o( WmlwngrDII. 

Dlltell:. ~- Diac. . , \ s :J ooc..{ 

.., ~ik u. d, % "'~· ___.___ _ _____.___ 

.., -1:,J. lb,,., J,, w. "'-~---..L...-
:::Fo,l~~~(\ r ,' . .. . : . . . . 

·1-~1ha1111na~ .... -~111'11•IIIIJ'1Vidl!lu:t!IIIII f\\c.1<, ~19,ndeG.r-c.a.+"" !'.'OC\ lbcdgGr{O,a..r 
.. ) Ille psS!lll{$)~ ......... bd'o~ 1W, IUld Nldpe11on(s) ~ lhlll (~-,lhf/1111!7) &18111411111 ITll1rurnlal, an IIIIIJ1111id 

'M ~cy) lkfmc-)audlotl..,cl lo •••~Wi U,,, ;-.1111111d •~ Ila., the . of 

------~· to ~ lhc ftu and Yollllltary act;,, sbdl ~ ... ) for 1llo - 11H l)Ulp06C8 1111:n11~·r 1hls 
inJlnlrnml, 

PAGE 06 
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03/20/2018 11 : 46 5098390460 ACE POSTAL CENTER PAGE 08 ,_,. ;;:;_ ~~========;___ _________ _ ____ _ 

' ' 

;. / 
,! .. 

,.'~' REAL ES'l'ATE EXCISE TAX AFFIDA VlT This~:?" 
_,·.~olll"1UIO' O!Al"IU. t 1.45RCW ~OlmeR~IWAC ,.-ha,_.,,....1,y er . 

. • . .eACl{PAGt l'o,.l,'$C.-TO)lfflT~''O~ 
. '~: . (Uo<F-llo.lW,GIIOl81bt~T....Sl'bsalCollllOll"'1l-jl(l;Mit,Y(),mcqlnpto*Dcpa'1-orll.-.-c} 
· · nus AfFlOAVJT WILL N01 at ACCUTl!I> UNLESS ALL AIWIS 1-1 AAS fl/LLY COMPl.£Tlil> 

:· r 

-•- -11K.i;n-~""'t-n•.,.,O""C1XNs---------
s- 1'51:7 /4 Z ,,i:,, d./C 
C'~op ,t:tkl iv"- '@Vt 

~- - ---------------
S<reet ---------------

Cily/Swt/Zip • !ZGAL DE$CRIPT10N o, P1tOl'£1lTY SITUA T60 IN • UNINCORPOMTEO. ______ coumv • Oil IN CITY Of ____ _ 

SltoetAU, ... (ifl)<OffflY isi111P(O_,): ________________________ - ______ _ 

That portion of the Southwest Quarter of the NO~TJIWEST Quarter 
Lyil\g Southeasterly of the NORTH Branch canal of KITTITAS . · 
Recla1118tion Dieb:tct in Section 14, Township 18 NORTH, · Range 
18 East, W. M., rN THE COU~TY OF Kittitas, s tate of Washington 

b tMs properly currcncly; YES NO 

Cl.asificd Qt" dcsignMcocl as fnt<l:91 lud? d 0 
Cl\a'Plu 84..33 RCW 

Ct...iluducunc111-'-"'{o,,cn...,.co.. f"11> Cl D 
and as,iclllcim.l, or tinlbo{)? 0..,.,,. &04 RCW 

bt:mpt ffl)fll ~tu .. 3 nooprof>t 
Q(8111m(icn? O!lpla" 14.36 RCW 

• 
Sd\ot'$~Rc~~. ______ -~-· 

a 

ltecci>'ing special ...,,,.,.,ion.• historic O D 
propCl't)'I ~84-26 RCW 

PJW<!i1Y 1'fpe: 0 land only 
0 ll!ld with P{llYiolltly 11..cl b,ulcling • tin,bt( 01\ly 

Pciadl)II Use: 
Olitnbor 
Ocet-.-

D Apt. (4+ ~it) 
Qagriev!M91 

0 1..,4 with"""' bu.ilding 
D 1111d -.,jtJI mobile home 
Q buWdiag only 

Drwicjo,ntqJ o~ .. ...,,,;.i 

(IJ 1\'QTl~W CONTINUAl'lC6 {RCW 84.33 OR RCW 84.34) 
lrthe,,... o....,o,t,) of l,rn• tltM i9 olouitleJ or ....,,pak)d •• cuncnt """ 
or fores, fend wl$h IO COlll!nue the clusitig1ion or tbignation of well 
land, tllenew-,a{s) 11111,uign below. l(lho now Qwnc,{s) do notd:afi<e 
tooonlinuuucl, claN~an or<leol~, -11 «,mpattating or 
.dditional tax ealculollcd pu.rs,111\t 10 RCW 34.JJ. l 70 uJ l•O or llCW 
S4..3'. l08 Jllall be clue aiod ~ by the: ldlc:r Of lrUtlR«or al the lime 
of ,ale The CXMIC)' UK1$0T l!IU$t ddc:rmiao if lhc lull ~Mfi:rrcrl 
qualifies to eoo1iiuie ct.,siflQlfon or dGigMCiva\ ~d must '° lndi<:110 
bdow. Sigoatun:s do"°' ~lymcmt Ibo land wm n:IIIJIA In 
clntif"'81ion or 4Cllpltio,,. I{ i1 Ill) IQ,igtt qualifies, it will bo --,llid 
and th.a oomc,ensalins taxc• will be: ;appl icd. All now ownas must iii•, 

o-_____ _ 
DE:l'UTY ASSESSOR. 

(l) NOTICE Of' COMPLIANCE (Cl\lp1er '4~ R.CW) 

lfclle - o..,AC((s) olpropcny wld! special VllMMion u hi,1ori<> Pl'Ol)B;iy' 

wl$1, ~ contlnK this spcoial ~ion the~- ow;,er(s) I\IUSC &igii below. 
I flh1 nN own~$) do IIOI dftil'c to C<>t>tlooc ,uch 'l'oci•I valubOII, all 
a,cldilion1I tu ailcvlated JM'SU81't lO Ch:lpwl4.26 RCW, shall bed,,,, 
and ~c by Ille ,cller ar ,,-rcror M the tin,,, oholc. 

(.3) OWNER(S) SICNA TUil!: 

Oc$cnptioa orpCl'80nal pcoptrty i~cludacl in grosa selling pric1>. bqtl\ 
tHgiblc (cg; fumituro, eq~lpmt.111, ccc.) or lnt111giblc (es; goodwill, 
,,rccmcat DOI lo COllll)<lte, etc.) 

If o.e«1pli0fl claimed. list WA.C nva,lic.-.nd expl8111tiG11. 

WAC No. (Soci/Sub) ______________ _ 

faptanarioo -:±rode 

Oitt.o(Doeuma11 _ ____________ __ _ 

~ sc11i111 !>nee s __________ _ 
Pcnonal Prop~ (<lc<!vot) S __________ _ 

Taxable Selling Price $. __________ _ 

Exci!c Tax: Stata $. _ _________ _ 
LOQ&I $, _____ _ ____ _ 

Oclii,qumt laterCSl: Slate S. __________ _ 
Local$. __________ _ 

Odinquau Pcu111 $. __________ _ 
Toca! Due $. __________ _ 

A MINIMUM OF $2.00 IS oue "s A r KOCESSING PEE /IND T/IX, 

AFFlDAVrr 
I Cctit'y t.Jndcr Pt.oalty of Perjury Und«TI!. Yws o(Thc, S-of 
WORUa~ That 11.a Forc,&Oing b TrocA!ld c~·(S«, Nd< pqc o( 11,
rom,), 

Signcwccor 
Cnnrw/AgcM ________________ _ 

J\l;)ffle(()"nl) __ ~ ---------------

l'•rJury, Petjilcy is a d~s C fdlony which la puni&bablc b)' impn,or,roe,x in the stato COffectioul in•tiNcion for• -i111vm 1""" or nq1 mllf"C 
than liu,- w,.. .... ;,,,, h\r * FniA : • .... AffllWIRt fixed tw lhft mnrt nf rlOl .ncwe than five tt,ouand doHtn <S5.000.00). or bv both ~t ud 
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03/20/2018 11:46 5098390460 ACE POSTAL CENTER 

REAL ESTATE EXCISE TAXAFF.lDAVIT This~ WYOllf f;lCeipt 
when slllP!ped b)' Qshia. 

rLEASE l"il'B OR. l'IUNT CtlAP'NR. !12AS 11(:W - CHAPTl!IU51-4 I WAC 
S,1!.1; Jil:ACK Pl,JJE: !'OIi US!; ATCoUNTY 1'REA&URZll'S Ofl'ICI! 

{Ulla Fat111 No. '4-00018 r~ RqJQl(ina Tr.in,rcr., of Conttolling lmcttst or Ent,ity Owodip 10 lho O<par1.111om ar a.-..) 
, THIS AFTJDA Vl'r. WU.I. NOT 9t ,\CCEPTED UNLESS ALL /\REAS 1-7 AA£ l't.lU, V COJlll'l,!.TU 

Naroe _________________ _ 

$trr:d: -~----------------

Namo_Ke'!f-11y kleek~e-:rr-----~---

COJJNTV TRl;A!;l,IRER Pl.Act 
AS$~SED VALU~ lfTAX EXEMPT 

• LEOAL DESCRIPTION Of PROPERTY SIT[JA TED IN O UNINOORPOR/1.TEO'-----~-•COUNfY O OR IN Cm"Of ____ _ 

S11"Ce1 Addresa(ifpro~IIY is improv•d): _________ ~-----------------------~ 

That portion of the East 1/2 of the Northwest 1/4 lying westerly 
of the KITTITAS Reclamation District Lateral N.B. 15.2 - 1.9 - 2. 
1 in section 14, Township 18 NO~~H, Range 18 East, W.~., in the 
county of Kittitas, state of Washington 

Is this propmy eummtl,Y; 

Cl•Hl~d or designated as f«>rost 1~11<:11 
Chaplet 84.3.3 RCW 

YES 

D 

t,10 

D 

Classified_. currmt ,_ l~nd (open !lpllCtl. fann )i{ 0 
~nd ,,piculi,nal. (!r 1imbc')? Cltapllif' 84.34 RCW 

EMfflpt mJ111 pt<)pl!rl;)l '8ll, Q. a nonprofit O • 
arpalmtion'I Cm,picr84.'.36 It.CW 

Scller'$ lill..,,.PI ll"3- Jllo. _ _:_ ___ - __ _ 

~lvi11g .i;p,,cr.11 valualiou 11!1 hi&IOric= 0 D 
'tJt'1Pl!ll'll ~8r'° 84.l6 RCW 

Praperty "type: ~ land on!)' 0 l~nll w11h new buildirta 
D laild wilh previously U&llCI building O l,md with mobile home 
0 ti111baronly O b11ildD11 -,nly 

Prlndpal Uae: . Q_fopt, (44 1ml1) 

O 1lmber .uQ" qri~u1t1m11 

• Vlh..-

• ~idcntial 
D q,mmateiallindu!ltlial 

(I) NOTICE OF CONTINUANCE (RCW 84,33 OR RCW $4.l<!) 

If 1h• new ownct(s) ofhmd th;)I ls cl=llicd at dcsignalcd a.1 current use 
Qr fl>t"st land wish to C!lllt11111~ 11,,, claodfie11llo,1 or dc~lgnation orsueh 
t.,1Mf. lhotlCW 01>1ncr(s) 111Ql\\ li&n (le)l>w, lflhc, IIC1,Y IIWIIC'(t) do IIOI desire 
to mndnucst.u:h c;:.1~5ifiqtit;m or dC5i-gnatl,:,in, all eotnpalSOti~g or-

additional 1DX calculated punuanl Ill RCW 84.33.120 and 140 or RCW 
84..34.108 ~II redllC and payable by ll1ullloor or u-~•i$fcrtir at lhc time 
of sale, The -11•1¥ ._,sor n111st de.taminc if the land tr.,u;ti;n"lld 

qualifies to 11C111tin11CO c1;1$sl t1c,\l1.1n Qr dQi_petion 1md must so indic,ate 
below. Sipaturo:s do not _,'1y nan tlaa land will tcmnin in 
cla!lsification or dcsignldion. lt ii 110 hm,;i::r qv~1\fiC$, lt will hD ttinovcd 
~nd il"le 00111ocnsali11S l:lxcs will bl! applied. All new ow= m11st sigo, 

Date _____ _ 

PC!,loription ofl'crsonal property itlcludcd in gro&& selling pri,;,c, botl> 
t1111giblc (eg; furniture, equipment, otc,) or in1on1lbl,;, (cg; goodwlll. 
~,rmomcnt rll)t IO C(lll'ljl<:tC., £IC.) 

If c,;emptioo cl~hnod, llst WAC 1u1111bet and explbaltOII. 

WAC No. (5se/Sub) __ -,----------~----

E~pl6oali<Ri JM:Qf 

TYJI" Qf OQCUl!IC{II ---a<l=w ....... ~-·---C .... \...,(}."'-\.'--,f'f\--'-D=...;.~_;ce'--"d=--
Dat(l of 0QtUment_...aD=--~,_c_e.,.._m~b~~~'(-~(~5~, ~d:~00~'-l/_ 

Cirois Selling Price S __________ _ 

l'crsQnol Properly (dcdud} $--~--------
Taxable Selling Price S. __________ _ 

Exci•c ra:x: Slalb $. ______ ~~---
Local $ __________ _ 

Delinquent Interest: Srntc $._~---------
Luczil $·---~~--~---

Delin<JUCTI\ Pcn~hy $ __________ _ 

"fotlil.l Due:$--------~-

" MINIMUM OF S2.00 IS DUE AS A rll.OCESSINO ~EE AND TAX. 

AFFtDAVIT 

J Certify Under Pcnnlly or l'cijuiy Under Tbo 1-aw~ of~ Sliil<? 1,C 
Wa.'lllinston Thal Tho ForcgoiDg It T111e And Com,ct. ($<..., had-_ pasc t:1f11tli 
fOffll). 

Signature or 
Ol"llllliltlr/Agetl _______ ~~--~-~----

Namc(prinl} _________________ _ 

Perju~y: l'uiuty l!I l ~,~,)$ C fol,1ny which i~ puni~hnblc by imprisonfflllnt in tht15111111 rorrootional in&t1tution for I mll'iimum tmn 11f not IIIOl1l 

QI~ fi'41B yqf3. nr by • line l11 3ft lll\olldl fixed by lit<! .:.'!Urt ,if not mom 11111n fiw lho11S8nd doll~ (15.000.00). or by both im!lriBOnmcnt and 
linr.lRC-:W <JA 7.(l.n7.flllf:\\ 
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Lawyer: Joanne Comins Rick represents: Rod Van de Graaf 

2. Summary of Real Property Judgment 

Summarize any real ro erty judgment from section 7 in the table below. 

Grantor's name I Grantee's name 1 Real Property 
(person giving 

1 

(person getting I Assessor's I Legal description of property 
properly) property) I property tax parcel awarded Ootlblock/plat/section, 

or account number: township, range, county, state} 

Lori Van De Rod Van de I 221 033-12006 I See attached 

Graaf Graaf I 

i 
Rod Van de Lori Van de 20588 36 I That portion of the Southwest 
Graaf Graaf Quarter of the Northwest I Quarter lying Southeasterly on 

the North Branch canal of 
Kittitas Reclamation District in 
Section 14, Township 18 
North, Range 18 East, W .M., 
in the County of Kittitas, State 
of Washington. 

Rod Van de Graaf Lori Van de Graaf 835436 See attached legal description 

Lawyer: David Hazel represents: Lori Van De Graaf 

Lawyer: Joann Comins Rick represents: Rod D. Van de Graaf 

The court has made Findings and Conclusions in this case and now Orders: 

3. Marriage 

This marriage is dissolved. The Petitioner and Respondent are divorced. 

4. Name Changes 

Neither spouse asked to change his/her name. 

5. Separation Contract 

There is no enforceable separat ion contract. 

6. Money Judgment (summarized in section 1 above) 

The Respondent must pay the other party $1 ,183,578.62. 
for this amount. 

RCW 26.09.030; .040; .070(3) 
Mandatory Form (0512016) 
FL Divorce 241 

Final Divorce/Legal Separation/ 
Valid/Invalid Marriage Order 

p. 2 of 5 

The court grants a judgment 

Hazel & Hazel 
Attorneys & Counselors at Law 

1420 Summitview 
Yakima, Washington 98902 

(509) 453-9181 Facsimile (509) 
457-3756 

FamilySon FormPAK PL 2016 36122-5 re: CR 60 Motion 000080 
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The interest rate is 12% commencing 8/17 /17 unless another amount is listed below. 

7. Real Property (summarized in section 2 above Petitioner to vacate family home on 
5/1/17. 

The real property is divided as listed in Exhibit A & B. This Exhibit is attached and made 
art of this Order. 

8. Petitioner's Personal Property 

The personal property listed in Exhibit B is given to Petitioner as his/her separate 
property. This Exhibit is attached and made part of this Order. 

9. Respondent's Personal Property 

The personal property listed in Exhibit A is given to Respondent as his/her separate 
property. This Exhibit is attached and made part of this Order. 

10. Petitioner's Debt 

The Petitioner must pay all debts s/he has incurred (made) since the date of separation, 
unless the court makes a different order about a specific debt below. 

The Petitioner must pay the debts listed in Exhibit D. This Exhibit is attached and made 
part of this Order. 

11. Respondent's Debt 

The Respondent must pay all debts s/he has incurred (made) since the date of separation, 
unless the court makes a different order about a specific debt below. 

The Respondent must pay the debts listed in Exhibit C. This Exhibit is attached and 
made part of this Order. 

12. Debt Collection 

If one spouse fails to pay a debt as ordered above and the creditor tries to collect the debt 
from the other spouse, the spouse who was ordered to pay the debt must hold the other 
spouse harmless from any collection action about the debt. This includes reimbursing the 
other spouse for any of the debt he/she paid and for attorney fees or costs related to 
defending against the collection action. 

13. SpousalSupport 

The Respondent must pay spousal support as follows: 

RCW 26.09.030; .040; .070(3) 
Mandatory Form (0512016) 
FL Divorce 241 

Final Divorce/Legal Separation/ 
Valid/Invalid Marriage Order 

p. 3 of 5 

Hazel & Hazel 
Attorneys & Counselors at Law 

1420 Summitview 
Yakima, Washington 98902 

(509) 453-9181 Facsimile (509) 
457-3756 

FamilySoft FormPAK PL 2016 36122-5 re: CR 60 Motion 000081 



B. 

EXHIBIT "B" 
Wife shall be awarded as her sole and separate property, free and clear of any 

claim or interest by Husband, the following items of property: 

(1) Any and all household goods and furnishings now in her possession unless 

otherwise specifically awarded to husband in Exhibit "A"; 

(2) Her personal effects and clothing; 

(3) Any and all bank accounts in her name; 

( 4) Any and all life insurance in her name; 

(5) Her Social Security, pension, retirement and work-related benefits 

incurred by reason of her employment; 

(6) Any and all other property not specifically listed but currently in her 

possession or held in her name. 

(7) Wife's Chase IRA - Account #:95257906; 

(8) Wife's Principal Funds-Account#: 19521; 

(9) Wife's JP Morgan Account; 

( I 0) Wife's Yakima Federal Account; 

( 11) Wife is awarded the UBS Resource Management Account - Account #WI 

61413KD, in the amount of $816,000.00. Husband shall make up any present 

shortfall needed to restore this account to that balance within 30 days; As of 

December 21, 2016 the account balance was $809,621.38 leaving a shortfall of 

$6,378.62. Wife is awarded a judgment in this amount; 

12 Ellensburg Pro e!:!Y - NKA Hungry Junction Road - Parcel No. 20588· 

Legally Described as follows: That_portion of the East½ of the Northwest 1/4 

lying westerly of the Kittitas Reclamation District Lateral N .8. 15.2 - 1. 9 - 2.1 in 

Section 14 TownshlP 18 North, Range 18 East, W.M., in the Coun!}' of Kittitas, 

State of Washington. 

(13) Ellensburg Property - NKA Hungry Junction Road - Parcel No. 835436; 

Legally Described as follows: The East½ of the Northwest 1/4 and the Southwest 

1/4 of Section 14, Township 18 North, Range 18, E.W.M.; Except a tract ofland 

situated in the Southeast 1/4 of the Southwest 1/4 of said Section, described as 

DECREE EXHIBITS - 3 

36122-5 re: CR 60 Motion 000088 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

A.CLIENT.OECLARA TION 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE ;• /, ·• ,_: 
11"'~,h_ere~rti~;!_~' penalty of perJury of the laws of the state of Washington, 

that on the ~V ofn&(.lpa;.:L.1 caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing pleacfmg to 
be served in the maMer indicated below. 

ATTORNEY FOR PETITIONER: I J U.S. Man, fi,st cla" po- prepaid, at Prosser WA 
DAVID HAZEL _{ l_.><aod o.u,..., 
l4ZO SUMMITVIEW ~ Email attachment per Court order June 9, 2016 

YAKIMAWA98902 • ~ 
EXECUTED on this \4 day of ~at Prosser, Washington. ~--

7 SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
COUNTY OF YAKIMA 
In re the Marriage of: 

F'i 

:.. ~. 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

LORI VAN DE GRAAF 

Petitioner, 

and 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

NO. 11-3-00982-6 

DECLARATION OF 
RODD VAN DE GRAAF 

RODD. VAN DE GRAAF, 

Respondent. 

14 This Declaration is made by: 

15 NAME: ROD VAN DE GRAAF 

16 

17 

AGE: ADULT 
RELATIONSHIP TO PARTIES IN THIS ACTION: RESPONDENT 

18 I, RODD. VAN DE GRAAF, DECLARE: 

19 MY DECLARATION is attached hereto as EXHIBIT 1, which by this reference is incorporated 

20 herein as if set forth in full. 

21 I DECLARE under penalty of perjury of the laws of the state of Washington that the foregoing, 
including the attached EXHIBIT 1, is true and correct to the best of my knowledge. 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

WlAT: ~l~WA; DATEDON: s)i4\201¥ 
!)~~ 

ROD D VAN DE GRAAF 

Page 1 HALSTEAD & COMINS RICK PS 
POBOX511 

PROSSER, WA 99350 
(509) 786-2200 
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15 
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17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

................. .. , .. · ··.···.····.·····.·.· · .. 

DEC.ROD.EXHIBIT.A.CR.60(a).MA Y .4.2018 

EXHIBIT 1 

1. I have reviewed the March 2018 Declaration of Rick Van de Graaf and the 

attachments thereto; I make this declaration in support of my Motion for 

Reconsideration, that the Court deny Lori's Motion to Vacate the Decree and NOT 

award my interest in Parcel No. 20588 to her. 

2. Rick's states that the second parcel in question was "traded" for another parcel 

involving the neighbor, Kerry Klockner. He also attaches copies of deeds, letters and 

real property excise tax affidavits which have been altered on their face: "Richard Van 

de Graaf' is stricken and the names "Rick" and "Rod Van de Graff' have been inserted 

by the handwriting of someone, not identified. 

3. All these documents were in Rick's possession and are dated in November/December 

2004. None were presented to the Court at trial. Neither Rick nor Lori explain why not. 

These documents were not in my possession. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

The typed letter dated 11 /6/04 and attached to Rick's Declaration is originally 

addressed to "Dick" and signed by Kerry Kleckner. The letter states: " ... This exchange 

is agreed based on our agreement the properties in question are owned free and clear 

by each of us, with no liens attached ... " "Dick" is Richard Van de Graafs nickname; 

and he is my father. 

Rick's declaration about these parcels is contradicted by the Kittitas County Assessors 

Records available by on line Property Search, copies of which are attached hereto as 

follows: 

EXHIBIT 1: is a map showing the locations and parcel numbers of the properties at 

issue. Parcel #835436 is the original 333-acre parcel that was purchased by me and 

Rick under a real estate contract in 1977 and my share was awarded to Lori by 

Decree; Parcel #20588 [which is the parcel subject to Lori's motion to vacate] adjoins 

several parcels owned by Kleckner and is juxtaposed to the 333 acre-parcel #835436; 

Parcel #20587 is surrounded on three sides by large acreages of land owned by Van 

Pag-e 1 HALSTEAD & COMINS RICK PS 
POBOX511 

PROSSER, WA 99350 
(509) 786-2200 
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12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

DEC. ROD.EXHIBIT.A. CR.60(a).MA Y .4.2018 

de Graaf Ranches, Inc.; Parcel #20587 and Parcel #20588 lie on opposite corners 

from each other, with Klockner's lands in the middle. 

7. EXHIBIT 2: shows the details regarding the original 333-acre parcel #835436, that Lori 

now holds a 50% ownership interest in this real property. 

8. EXHIBIT 3: shows the details regarding parcel #20587, which Kleckner purchased on 

02/03/05 for $2304; and the "granter" identified is Rick and Rod Van de Graaf. 

9. EXHIBIT 4: shows the details regarding parcel #20588, which was purchased by Rick 

and Rod on 02/03/05 for $2095; and the "granter" identified as Kerry Kleckner. 

10.According to the foregoing records, Rick and I own an undivided 100% ownership 

interest in Parcel #20588 based on a sale and purchase of land with Kleckner. 

11. Parcel #20588 was not part of the "Ellensburg property" that the Court considered at 

trial, valued and divided by its property division set forth in the November 2016 letter 

decision and awarded [my half-share] to Lori by Decree. 

12. Parcel #20588 was an overlooked and undistributed asset; it was not included in the 

Court's division of property; it should remain titled in my name. 

Page2 HALSTEAD & COMINS RICK PS 
POBOX511 

PROSSER, WA 99350 
(509) 786-2200 
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Kittitas County COMPAS Map 

Date: 3/21/2018 

Disclaimer: 

~ ·11t,J tt:GRAOf 
'ft'\l\X'..~'b 

Kitt,fos County malrns every effort to produce and publish the most 
r;urrent and accurate informelion possible. No warranties, expressed 
or implied, are provided for tile data., its use, or its interpretation. 
KiUiles County does not guarantee the accuracy of the material 
contained /JrJrein and i.s not responsible for any use, misuse or 
rsprese11talio11s by others regarding this information or its deriv1.1Uvr,s. 

0 0,042S.085 0.17 0.255 0.34 

1 inch= 752 feet 
Relative Scale 1 :9 ,028 
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1e KITTITAS COUNTY 
WASHINGTON 

Mike Houaardy 
Kittitas County Asse,:;~or 205 W 5th Ave Ste 101 Eltensbu,·g WA 98926 

A ssessor Treasurer Appraisc1I MapSifter 

Pil •·cel#: ~ 
DOR Code: 83 - Resource - Agriculture Current Use 

Situs: HUNGRY JUNCTION RO ELLENSBURG 

M;,p Number: 18-l8·l4010-0002 

Status: 

Parcel 

Owner N am e: VAN DE GRAAF, LORI 

Address 1: 

Addres,;2: 

City, State: 

Zip: 

1650 BISHOP ROAD 

SUNNYSIDE WA 

98944-8444 

TAXSIFTER 

Description: ACRES 333.09, CD.#8439-A; SEC. 14; TWP. 18; RGE. 18; Wl/2 NEl /4; PTN El/2 NWl/4; ALL SWl/4 EXC. TAX 1; 
NWJ/4 SEl/4; 

Comment: CG-3/2'1/05: SEG 9.87@ TO 18·18·14000-0001 PER SEG/SLA, 04 FOR 05 

2018 Market Value 

Land: $784,740 

Improvements: $0 

2018 Taxable Value 

Land: $136,260 District: 
Improvements: $0 

2018 Assessment Data 

22 - COR SD'I0l F02 
H01 CO COF ST 

Permanent Crop: $0 Permanent Crop: ~o Current Use/OFL: Yes 

Total $784,740 Total $136,260 

~ 
Owner's Nam -8 

VAN DE GRAAF, RICK RANDEL 

VAN DE GRAAF, LORI 

Sales History 

Sale Date Sates Document # Parcels Excise # Grantor 

Senior/Disability Exemption : No 

Total Acres: 333.09000 

Grantee 

09/20/17 2017-2139 l 2017-2139 VAN OE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D. VAN DE GRAAF, LORl 

Price 

$0 

Building Permits 

No Building Permits Available 

Historical Valuation Info 

Year Billed Owner Land rmpr. PermCrop Value Tota l Exempt Taxable 

2018 VAN DE GRAAF, LORI $784,740 $0 $0 $784,740 $0 $136,260 

2017 VAN DE GRAAF, LORI $784,740 $0 $0 $784,740 $0 $136,260 

2016 VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D. $784,740 $0 $0 $784,740 $0 $132,260 

2015 VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D. S674,670 $0 $0 $674,670 $0 $136,260 

2014 VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R.0. ~664,650 $0 $0 $664,650 $0 $89,770 

\(i.~•~-~ 

Parcel Commer.ts 

Date Comment 

361 ~ C~~ ,tj 60 Motion 000199 



1e KITTITAS COUNTY 
W P,SHINGTON 

Mike Hougardy 
Kittitas Count y Assessor 205 W 5th Ave St e 1 01 Ellensburg WA 98926 

Assessor Treasu rer Appraisai MapSifter 

Parcel 

t) TH0Hi0N RMEns· 

TAXSfFTER 

~ 
DOR Code: 83 - Resource • Agnculture Current Use 

Owner· N11n1e: KLOCKNER, KERRY A KLOCKNER TRUST 

Addccss1: 

Situ!:: 1210 KERR RD ELLENSBURG 

Map Number: l 8· l8·14000-0001 

Sta tus : 

Address2: 

Crly, State: 

Zip : 

16512 l 07TH PL NE 

BOTHELL WA 

98011-4043 

Description: ACRES 3.11; SEC 14, TWP 18, RGE 18; PTN NWl/4 (PARCEL 1, B32/P75) 

Comment: SEG 18· 18·14000·0003, ·0004, · 0005, ·0006; (·.01@ PER SURVEY); 06 FOR 07 

2018 Market Value 2018 Ta xabfe Value 2018 Assessm ent Data 

Land: $52,660 Land : $41,770 

I mprovements: $135,900 Im prove1nents: $135,900 

Permanent Crop: $0 Permanent Crop: $0 

Total $188,560 Total $177,670 

Ownership 

Owner's Name 

KLOCKNER, Kl:RRY A KLOCKNER TRUST 

Sales History 

District: 
22 • COR SD401 F02 

HOl CO COF ST 

Current Use/DFL: Yes 

Senior/Disability Exemption : No 

Total Acres: 

Owne,.ship % 

100 % 

3.H0OO 

(f;~sales Document # Pa rcels Excise # Grantee Pi-ice 

02/28/18 2018· 347~-- 6 2018·347 KLOCKNER, KERRY A KLOCKNER TRUST $0 

02/28/18 ~ ~ 20l8 --3-5e-ittOCKN11:R;,~:AAY--- --IQ.C)O(l'll.EJfLla:.8.8Y.,AA~K;!:LQOfCK!9N~E~Rl..:TR~U~ST:!_ __ ~$O 

02/03/05 2005-274 l 2005-274 VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D. KLOCKNER, KERRY 

Building Permits 

Permit Ne. 

2015·00612 

Dote Description 

11/3/2016 SFR· REMODEL 1318 SQFT, GARAGE 608 SQFT, CVRD l.10 SQFT 

Historical Valuation Info 

Year Billed Owner Land I mpr. Pe rmCrop Value 

2018 KLOCKNER, KERRY A KLOCKNER TRUST $ 52,660 $135,900 

2017 KLOCKNER, KERRY $52,660 $122, 310 

2016 KLOCKNER, KERRY $52,660 $122,310 

2015 KLOCKNER, KERRY $60,660 $4,480 

2014 KLOCKNER, KERRY $68,240 $4,520 

y i ~ .1,1.~fil, 

Total 

$0 $188,560 

so $174,970 

$0 $174,970 

so $65,140 

$0 $72,760 

$2,304 

Amount 

$144,502.00 

Exempt Ta)(able 

$0 $177,670 

$0 $164,080 

$0 $174,970 

$0 $7,090 

$0 $6,230 

361 ~ :t ~ 60 Motion 000200 



~ \ KITTITAS COUNTY _,.~, 
V./ .A,SHINGTON TAXSIFTER 

Mike Hougardy 
ICittitas County Assusscr 205 W 5th Ave Ste 101. Ellensburg WA 9892.6 

Assessor Treasurer Appraisal MapSifter 

Parcel 

G) Owner N1'me: 

DOR Cede: 

Situ!;: 

Map Number: 

Status: 

Description: 

Comment: 

83 • Resource • Agriculture Current Use 

HUNGRY JUNCTION RD ELLENSBURG 

l 8·18-14000-0002 

t,ddressl: 

Address 2: 

Ci ty, State: 

Zip: 

ACRES 6.86; SEC 14, TWP 18, RGE 18 PTN SWl/4 NWl/4 TAX 3 

CG-3/24/05: SEG FROM 18·18· 14020-0002, 04 FOR 05 

VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D. 

1650 BISHOP RD 

SUNNYSIDE WA 

98944·8444 

PAYMENT CART(Ol 

2018 M1:1rket Va lue 

Land: 

2018 Taxable Value 

$20,580 Land: 

201S Assessment Data 

Improvements: $0 Improvements: 

$0 Permanent Crop: 

$20,580 Tota l 

s5,7so Distr ict: 
$0 

22 • COR SD401 F02 
HOl CO COF ST 

Permanent Crop: $0 Current Use/OFL: 

Total $5,750 Senior/Disability Exemption: 

Total Acres: 

Owner's Name 

VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R.O. 

Ownership% 

100% 

Vear 

2018 

2017 

2016 

2015 

2014 

Sales Document 

2005-275 

Billed Ow11e1· 

VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D. 

VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D. 

VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D. 

VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D. 

VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D. 

Y.i.~w .. TaxeJi 

Date Comrnen t 

tt Parce ls 

l 

Safes History 

Excise# Grantor 

2005-275 KLOCKNER, KERRY 

Building Permits 

No Building Permits Available 

Historical Valuation Info 

Land Impr . PermCrop Value 

$20,580 $0 

$20,580 $0 

$20,580 $0 

$20,580 $0 

$20,580 $0 

Parcel Cornments 

Gr.in tee 

VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D. 

Tota l Exempt 

$0 $20,580 

$0 $20,580 

$0 $20,580 

$0 $20,580 

$0 $20,580 

12/06/05 CG-3/24/05: SEG FROM 18·18·14020·0002, 04 FOR 05 

36~ra: ~Riso Motion 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$0 

Yes 

No 

6.86000 

Taxable 

$5,750 

$5,750 

$5,750 

$5,750 

$3,780 

000201 
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RESPONSE DEC TO ORDER ON RECONSIDERATION.doc 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

tt"I hereby certify under penalty of perjury of the laws of the state of Washington, 

that on the ___:_day of ~ 20fCI I caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing 

pleading to be served in the manner indicated below. 

ATTORNEY FOR PETITIONER: [ I U.S. Mail, first class postage prepaid, at Prosser WA 

DAVID HAZEL 

1420 SU MMllVIEW 

YAKIMA WA 98902 

_ l ~MDeU"-e.f'I 

~ ail attachment per Court order June 9, 2016•---'--

IS 

7 SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 

COUNTY OF YAKIMA 
8 

9 

IO 

11 

12 

13 

14 

]5 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

In re the Marriage of: 

LORI VAN DE GRAAF 

Petitioner, 

and 

RODD. VAN DE GRAAF, 

Respondent. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

NO. 11-3-00982-6 

RESPONDENT'S RESPONSE TO 

PETITIONER'S REPLY RE COURT'S 

01/18/2019 ORDER ON RESPONDENT'S 

MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION; 

DECLARATION OF COUNSEL 

COMES NOW THE RESPONDENT, by and through his attorney undersigned, and 

herein makes his Response to the Petitioner's Reply, Petitioner's Amended Reply and Order 

Amending Order [unsigned], pursuant to the Court's Order on Motion for Reconsideration 

[signed 1/18/2019 and filed with the Clerk on 1/22/2019] for parties to submit further 

pleadings "regarding Section 6 of the real estate excise tax affidavif'. 

Respondent's Response is based on the records and files herein and on the 

Declaration of Counsel subjoined herein below. 

DATED:_ B~ 'Z.(9\9 

Page 1 HALSTEAD & COMINS RICK PS 
POBOXSll 

PROSSER, WA 99350 

(509) 786-2200 

--------------~---
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RESPONSE DEC TO ORDER ON RECONSIDERATION.doc 

DECLARATION OF COUNSEL 

I, JOANNE G COMINS RICK, DECLARE under penalty of perjury of the laws of the state of 

Washington that the following is true and correct: 

1 . I am the trial attorney of record for the Respondent, Rod Van de Graaf. 

2. On January 29, 2019 Respondent was served with a copy of Petitioner's Reply 

documents by email attachment without the Clerk's file stamp. 

3. Attached as EXHIBIT A is a true and correct copy of Petitioner's Reply documents 

printed from the Clerk's records on Odyssey and file stamped 29 Jan 2019. The records 

in this filing are: Declaration of David Hazel In Reply; a copy of information regarding 

Parcel No 20588 printed from Kittitas County TAXSIFTER; an Order Amending Order, 

unsigned by the Court and parties' attorneys; and an unsigned REETA form. 

4 . On January 30, 2019 Respondent was served with a copy of Petitioner's Amended Reply 

documents by email attachment without the Clerk's file stamp, and without notice that the 

documents were segregated into two filings with the Clerk. 

5. Attached as EXHIBIT B is a true and correct copy of the Petitioner's Amended Reply 

documents printed from the Clerk's records on Odyssey and file stamped 30 Jan 2019. 

The records in this filing are: Amended Declaration of David Hazel In Reply; and a copy 

of information regarding Parcel No 20588 printed from Kittitas County TAXSIFTER. 

6. Attached as EXHIBIT C is a true and correct copy printed from the Clerk's records on 

Odyssey, file stamped 30 Jan 2019. The Clerk designates this entry as "order". The 

records in this filing are: an unsigned Order Amending Order; and an unsigned REETA. 

7 . The only change made in the Amended Reply from the original is to correct that Mr. 

Hazel signed his Declaration "January", not "June" as stated in the original. Accordingly, 

the Respondent's Response is equally applicable to Petitioner's Reply and Petitioner's 

Amended Reply. 

8. The Declaration of Mr. Hazel begins: "It is correct that the REETA should state ... " and 

then identifies three items that should state: 

Pag e 2 HALSTEAD & COMINS RICK PS 
POBOXSll 

PROSSER, WA 99350 

(509) 786-2200 
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RESPONSE DEC TO ORDER ON RECONSIDERATION.doc 

a. 'yes" under Paragraph 6: Is this property classified as current use (open space, 

farm and agriculture, or timber) land per Chapter 84. 34; 

b. Paragraph 5 should state code "83, agriculture current use;" 

c. The assessed value shown by the Kittitas County Records is $5750. 

9. Mr. Hazel's Declaration elaborates about the assessed value, to wit: 

"The excise tax affidavit listed the assed value at $654,000. The trial court adopted an 

appraisal of the Ellensburg property and found the parties' fifty per-cent interest to be 

worth $690,000. Prior to trial, Mr. Van de Graaf and his brother traded with a 

neighbor smaller portions to square their respective properties. The assessed 

value of the portion traded, and the subject of the current order under 

consideration, is shown by the Kittitas County records to be $5750." 

lO 10. Mr. Hazel does not identify "the excise tax affidavit" to which he refers, leaving 

11 Respondent and the Court to speculate. 

12 11 . The REETA that a copy of was served on the Respondent 12/4/2018 showed the 

13 

14 

15 

assessed value at $654,000; and was signed by Lori Van de Graaf as "grantee" under 

penalty of perjury as being the true and correct amount. A copy of that REETA 

[hereinafter "Original REETA"] is attached hereto as EXHIBIT D. 

16 12. Mr. Hazel's comments, shown in bold face print above, portend to be "facts" that 

17 

18 

19 

20 

2 1 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

should be disregarded, as hearsay and beyond the scope of the Court's Order on 

Reconsideration for additional briefing. Additional concerns are discussed below. 

13. Judge McCarthy's Amended Decree is currently on appeal before Division Ill; and 

mere days ago, Catherine Smith filed Lori Van de Graaf's Response Brief in the Court of 

Appeals. Mr. Hazel should not be permitted to use the additional briefing requested by 

this Court to surreptitiously buttress facts and arguments pending before the appellate 

court. 

14. Mr. Hazel's Declaration concludes: 

"An Amended Order is submitted herewith directing the Clerk to sign an excise tax 

affidavit designating the current use ... as agriculture, current use in both boxes 5 and 6 

and listing the assessed value at $5750 ... " 

Page3 HALSTEAD & COMINS RICK PS 
POBOX511 

PROSSER, WA 99350 

(509) 786-2200 
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RESPONSE DEC TO ORDER ON RECONSIDERATION.doc 

15. The Amended Order is not submitted as a "proposed" order. There is no definitive 

16. 

17. 

18. 

identification as to what excise tax affidavit the Court will order the Clerk to sign pursuant 

to the Amended Order. 

The REETA [hereinafter "Latest REETA"] is not referenced by the other documents 

concurrently filed in Reply; and is not attached as an exhibit for the Court to review and 

consider. 

The Latest REETA is not signed by Lori Van de Graaf, as Grantee, under oath. 

There is nothing to verify that the information typed thereon is "true and correct. " The 

lack of the grantee's signature puts the status of this Latest REETA as being nothing 

more than a "draft", subject to change without notice or prior approval by the Court. 

The Amended Order mandates " ... the Clerk is directed to forthwith sign ... "; and the 

unanswered question remains "what" is the Clerk to sign. 

12 19. Mr. Hazel's Latest REETA makes correction to Paragraph 5 and makes correction 

13 

14 

that the current property is classified as open space land in the second question under 

Paragraph 6. 

15 20. However, the remainder of Paragraph 6 has not been completed nor otherwise 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

corrected, to wit: 

" ... If any answers are 'yes ', complete as instructed below: [Mr. Hazel checked one 

box "yes"] 

(1) NOTICE OF CONTINUANCE (FOREST LAND OR CURRENT USE): 

NEW OWNERS: To continue the current .. . classification as current use (open space, 

farm and agriculture .. .) land, you must sign on (3) below. The County Assessor must 

then determine if the land transferred continues to qualify and will indicate by signing 

below. If the land no longer qualifies or you do not wish to continue the 

... classification, it will be removed and the compensating or additional taxes 

will be due and payable by the seller or transferor at the time of sale .. . 

This land [ J does fxl does not qualify for continuance. 

Deputy Assessor 

Page 4 
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(2)NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE (HISTORIC PROPERTY) ... 

(3)OWNER(S) SIGNATURE 

{PRINT NAME] 

5 21 . The Petitioner's Reply and the Amended Order fail to explain and address the 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

22. 

consequences that result by the "election" to remove this parcel from open space. The 

language printed on the REETA Form is crystal clear: if the current use isn't continued or 

if the parcel does not qualify for continuance "it will be removed and the 

compensating or additional taxes will be due and payable by the seller or 

transferor at the time of sale .. . 

Mr. Hazel is asking this Court to sign an Amended Order which presents an untenable 

situation for both the Court and the Clerk. If the Court orders the Yakima County Clerk to 

"sign forthwith" the Latest REETA, and the Clerk then signs as "transferor", ostensibly the 

Yakima County Clerk could be assessed and liable for the payment of taxes and 

penalties assessed by Kittitas County due to the Petitioner's election that the parcel 

"does not qualify for continuance." If these are not paid, the REETA will not get 

processed by Kittitas County; and the deed cannot be recorded. 

18 23. As before: It is axiomatic that where the record before the Court is devoid of the 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

document or a copy of the document identifying what the Court's written ORDER 

mandates to be signed and executed by others, the Court is deprived of its authority to 

enforce the explicit provisions of its Order; and equally, those who are commanded by 

the Order "to sign" have no recourse and no redress against the Court's powers of 

contempt or to resist against the Court's power to compel, for their refusing to sign what 

document Mr. Hazel put before them "to sign"; as not being one and the same document 

that the Court had ordered by its Order to be "signed." 

24. The election to remove from open space is also in conflict with Petitioner's latest 
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"assessed value" at $5750, which is the assessed Taxable Value, if the property is 

continued as open space; the "assessed Market Value" increases to $20,580 when 

removed from open space classification. 

25. Mr. Hazel has yet to explain how Rod and Rick acquired ownership of Parcel No 

20587 which they then "traded" for Parcel No 20588. The "trade" required Rick and Rod 

as GRANTORS to convey to Kleckner as GRANTEE the Parcel No 20587, located a 

significant distance away from any other real property that Rick and Rod owned up in 

Ellensburg. Mr. Hazel provides no documentation to support there was a "trade". His 

sworn statement that: " .. .Prior to trial, Mr. Van de Graaf and his brother traded with a 

neighbor smaller portions to square their respective properties ... " cannot be based upon 

Mr. Hazel's personal knowledge or observation. 

11 26. Turning to the Amended Order, the last sentence goes beyond the scope of the 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

Court's Order on Reconsideration to provide additional briefing, to wit: 

" ... Filing of the deed and excise tax affidavit completes the correction of the legal 

description1 of the Ellensburg property which the trial court2 valued at $690,000 

and awardec:P to Petitioner ... " 

1Judge McCarthy oral rulings and the Amended Decree that he signed and 

entered did not require further action be undertaken "to complete the 

correction of the Ellensburg property legal description." The Amended 

Decree speaks for itself and requires no further declaration of "completion and 

correction" of the Ellensburg property. 

2 Mr. Hazel presents no authority that would allow the Commissioner to "order" 

the trial court valued the Ellensburg property at "$690,000"; 

3 Mr. Hazel presents no authority that would allow the Commissioner to "order" 

what the trial court "awarded to Petitioner'. 

27. The Petitioner's Reply continues to raise legitimate questions and concerns about 

areas of the Latest REETA form that are incomplete, inconsistent, conflicting or fraught 

with unknown consequences; moreover, where the Latest REETA is submitted to the 

Page6 HALSTEAD & COMINS RICK PS 
POBOX511 

PROSSER, WA 99350 

(509) 786-2200 

---------~------~-------------------------



2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

RESPONSE DEC TO ORDER ON RECONSIDERATION.doc 

Court as an unsigned and unattached document that has not been made part of the 

Court Record, the Respondent is made to engage in an exercise of futility by trying find 

clarity in what Mr. Hazel has muddled. 

28. The Respondent's Motion for Reconsideration should be granted; and the prior 

1/10/2019 and 12/12/2018 Order should be vacated, so that the parties can investigate 

and present the Court with complete information to make an informed ruling on these 

matters. 

DATED: (8 ~ 4)l('{ ; SIGNED AT: 
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SlJPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON 
COUNTY OF YAKIMA 

In re the Marriage of: 

LORI VAN OE GRAAF 

Petitioner, 
and 

ROD D. VAN DE GRAAF 

RcsJJ.ondcnt 

i·IL[:.; 
: .. ' .. :; .~ '.' ;-:. f.:l.t.GLE. CLE R~\ 

'19 .J:-.!I 29 r, •.) •L..') 
l _ . ·-·J-

~~ l .. 
/~ I' ',! .' . 

NO. I 1•3-00982-6 

DECLARATION OF DAVID 
HAZEL IN REPLY TO ORDER ON 
MOTION FOR 
RECONSIDERATION 

l, DAVID HAZEL, do hereby certify under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the 

State of Washington that the following statement is true and concct to the best of my knowledge 

and belief: 

It is correct that the Real Estate Excise Tax Affidavit should state "yes" under Paragraph 

6: ;;ls this property classified as current use; (open space, limn and agricultural. or timber) land 

per chapter 84.34" . Under paragraph 5, it should state code "83, agricultural current use". The 

the excise tax affidavit listed the assessed value at $654,000. The trial court adopted an appraisal 

of the Ellensburg property and found the parties ' fifty per-cent interest to be wot1h $690.000. 

Prior to trial , Mr. Van de Graaf and his brother traded with a neighbor smaller portions to square 

their respective properties. The assessed value of the portion traded, and the subject of the current 

order under reconsideration, is shown by the Kittitas County records to be $5,750. See attached. 

An amended order is submitted herewith to directing the clerk to sign an excise tax affidavit 

Sworn Statement or David Hazel 
Page - I 

Yl,uel & .9la.ul 
ATTORNEYS &COUNSELORS AT LAW 

1420 Summilview 
Yakima. Wa..~hinglon 98902 

(509)453-9 181 Facsi mik 457-l756 

2 

3 

4 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

II 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

I 8 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

designating the current use of the property as agricultural , current use in both boxes 5 und 6 and 

listing the assessed value at $5,750. 

DATEDthis G~ayol'.Junc. 20 17. 

1A11 1 ,, (\ I l~~ Arnf' DA~ 

Sworn Staltment of David Hazel 
Page- 2 

.'7lr, ul & .%~ :el 
/\TTOl!N[YS & COUNSE LORS AT LAW 

1420 Su1nouLview 
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2019 Taxable Valu e 
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$0 Improvements : 
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Ownership 

Owne r ' s Nctme 

VAN OE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D. 

Owm;u-~hip % 

100% 

Sales History 

Sl\le Date Salo& Document :ti Parcel~ E,ccise # Granter Gr.~ntee 

02/ 03/05 2005·275 , 2005- 275 , KLOCKNER, KERRY VAN OE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D. 

Building Permits 

No Bu ilding Pcrmltt; Available 

Historical Valuation Info 

Year BUl~d Owner l,111d tmpr. ~crmCrc,p Value Tata! l:xcmpt: 

2019 VAN DE: GRAAF, R.R.& R.O. $20, 580 $0 

2018 VAN OE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D. $20,580 , $0 

2017 VAN OE GRAAF, R.R.& R.O. $20,580 $0 

2016 VAN DE GRAAF, _R.- R.& R.O. $20,580 ,. $0 

20 15 YA~ OE GR~F~ R.R.& R.O. $20,580 $0 

:ti.<.lOI..Iil!J:.$ 

Parcel Comments 

Dato 

12/06/05 

Comment 

1CG -3/24f 05 : ?_EG FROM 18-_H1 ·14020-0002, 04 FOR 05 

$0 , $20,580 ~ $0 

$0 $20 ,S80 · $0 

$0 $20,58~ $0 

$0 $20,58~ _ $0 

$0 $20,580 $0 

Yes 

No 

6.86000 

Pr ice 

$2,095 

Taxable 

$5,75~ 

$5,750 

$5 ,750 

$5 ,750 

$5,750 , 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON 
COUNTY OF YAKIMA 

In re the Marriage of: 

LORI VAN DE GRAAF 

Petitioner, 
and 

ROD D. VAN DE GRAAF 

Respondent 

NO_ 11-3-00982-6 

ORDER AMENDING ORDER 

THIS MATTER HAVING COME ON for hearing before the undersigned 

judge/commissioner of the above-entitled court, it is hereby ORDERED THAT: 

The prior orders directing the clerk to sign the deed and excise tax affidavit are hereby 

amended with respect to the excise tax affidavit only based upon the following. The excise 

tax affidavit should be amended to designate ihe property in paragraph 5 as "83 -

agricultural, current use" and in paragraph 6 to state "yes" to the box "Is this property 

classified as current use (open space, fann and agricultural, or timber)" . The assessed value 

should be listed as $5,750. The clerk is directed to forthwith sign an excise tax affidavit with 

those changes. Filing of the deed and excise tax affidavit completes the correction of the legal 

description of the Ellensburg property which the trial court valued at $690,000 and awarded to 

Petitioner. 

DONE IN OPEN COURT this _ _ day of _________ , 2019. 

Order Amendine Order~ J 

JUDGE/COURT COMMISSIONER 

!!l{a.,,,/ &, .'lli,,.,/ 
ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW 

1420 Summitvic:w 
Yakima, Washington 98902 

(509) 453-9181 Facs imile 4S7•37S6 
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Presented by: 

DAVID HAZEL, WSBA No. 7833 
Allorney for Petitioner 

Order Amending Order- 2 

Approved as to form: 

JOANNE COMINS RICK, WSBA No. 11589 
Attorney for Respondent 

S"tiurel &, .%,z~/ 
ATTORNEYS &COUNSELORS AT LAW 

1420 Summitview 
Yllkima. Was:hing1on 98902 

(509) 453·91 i i Facsimile 457.3 756 
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REAL ESTATE EXCISE TAX AFFIDAVIT Thi~form byrn,rrm:ipc 
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Oc1itd: 1to, If ,..,.n.,1 1-"k llJ!lltruc 1/• !!; hlC'k ,,ri..,., J'llrc for iruttu1.
1
il'lu./ th! PtrCffl!tU ~r 11-.i,nmMp •sa•laf 1n• If ,,ch •••-s• 

~ N~mr: Rod Van de Graaf - Nu~ Lori Van de Gra~~ - - - ------, 

::l ~ a.1.;11"' ,.,wn.,... 5652 Gap Road 
g ~ c~r/St~tt/lipQ!AQQe,k,..,W_.,A,___,9,.a,.g~"'--- ---- 

l'h.>noNol. l~luJin,WCilcodo 

~ a. ,.~ilintAJJn,,,· 623 Yakima Valley HlohwaY PMB 140 
~ ~ C11y1S1atc/lip --5unnvslde WA 98944 

t'loonc )',I.,. (l•clud(n1 :roi ,oJ~· ,11,:n.n, ,. ~n. .<rn.o 

• SM all ptd,Cr'\)' tn Wrlnpon<ku<• Lo: E] S4in,~ H Ouyor/Vf'&Qltc 
l i11 3Urt1l 111idpu,r,or.1Jr,1t1rwn:,1up;arctl ate0•nl 

11U11'L,c:n. - chc.:kb,ri,.\(r,r11nn1lprnpcrl)' 
i.i,;i Hwn,d 1·, lud1l 

"- - - ----------- --
MailincAddm, _ _ ___ _ _ _ ___ _ _ 

City/Stucrfl.ip ___ _______ _ _ _ 

l'tloA~ NCI- (IIICIUdfo.-: .ara ct>tk 

205!l8 n \ _s_s._rro_.oo _ ___ _ 

.JJ 

----------LI 1- - - - ---

• StrtctaJd1cuofp,op<:rly : ~N~KA~H~"~'ID=-"""'="~"~"~"~'-------- --- -----------
Thii p•OP\"'"'Y ;, loc.iitcd io KlttlCas Covnty [:] 

D t:1.:~k lvx if lltl)' ul iho U.qcd Jlll.f'<:li ~n: Winanaru,At.c<t frvm .wothlll' 11IU'l;cl, v,: p~r, ol',. b,;.,u,n,,l:u)' lin~ ~itj11anr.:111 u1 I"""•\\ b.linl! mo:r",•J. 

1.cci,;~1 Jc•cri1>1 inn uf rmr,cny (,r "'"'' ll(llltc i3 nndrJ, yn11 '"•Y a1.1~cl1 ,a ll<llnfh!t .J1u 1 1n (~ch r ag , ,1(thc Dfridav itl 

Tti111 porto,\ o11n. SouUWl811 Ouarw, of the Nont,r,q\l Qu11rleflying &ulh .. st1rty ol thtNcll'th er~c"lc:t. Canal or Killib:\ Redan,. llon 

[)j111nc1 ln Soelion 14 , Townthlp 1a. North Rangc.18 fla61W,M, N'llhe CoontyolkiltltiJS, 61(1\e of Washington 

Sci~! l.:111d U10 Codc-,~,l,: 

E· ~lul• d o&:Moo'4'<)u-\0,,1 ~\M .. -~ Iii~ 11\'"i>i .. 1.1..l-1 tl\.:l"I s 
cet~r aay addhlonal codo: ____ _ ___ _ 

lSe~ back cf lut PII Gt for inmuction~l 
NO 

Wu lhoklla-tc'Ccivq,pup.:rtylllll.c:w:i.,rigi1urddcrnl 11Rf O 0 
CNj'ltlllrllW.36.8-4.:n.oc~J\lRCW(oo~cOllJWl.adon,~ 
cilil.ai.urdiw_blc:dp:ooci_UOl11C0\\1,etwi!hl~niio.l!ocw1e)? 

l.hl all r"ll:Donal pt()J!Crty (111n1,:(bk Uld intnn r_: iblc: J mcludrd ic"l ~cl!in£ 

pri~t". 

'tf!S NO I lrtlai1n inG 1n ue111111i,1• . lisl WAC number •nd rcHC)fl for u crcplion: 

lsthbi~tyt.bl1i:1¥11u.la,;lotc.,;tla,11lp«duipta·S4,:t3Rcw:' 

blhi.cr,lll(IC11yeb,:,:if.tJa<;UJJT'elll 1.R(QflO"l~\"l.:r.fa11n~ 

11j1nl~.or,1nbcr)IJndp,:rd~84..)4? 

• 
0 

g \ WAC Nu, {Section/.S ut.,~clivn).::4e,58-::,8c;1A:,,·2e,0:,,3{;.,2) _____ _ 

R,{~':;dr&'/6~&~~"0-~1:ree - TaRlma CoU~ 
11 -3-00982-6 

ls~proptityn:a:ivinw:~vul.witvi ar.hi:«roculpup:11y 

pcrth.,pla-14.26 RC\V"! 

lfMy~u: )\S,~~a:sin!.lrucbib.:kl'llt' 

• G 

(I) NO-nee 0TCO'mNUANCE {FORESTUNDOkCURRENTL.."iE} 

NEW OWNER:(SI: To contin~ the eum:t11 tksipuliun ll• fomt Wld rx 

clu.,;i;iti.,.tioo as cw rent \UC (1)p\,'1l ~a.c.; !Ann 1U1Ll aj£llcWn1r1:,0f limboer) lwi.~ 

yuu nmr sl1tn o• (JI b,Mlw. Tiu: county WC6SOr muM tt~n Jctcnnhie &lthc 

land t~ferrtd continun; to qualify aad wilt indicai., by tignlni; b,elow. ffllll! 

land""' k,,·1,-er,qui,.lilleior }'OlilJu nu< wi,k tu conlinoe d,c~J111tiono, 

i;t,.,~fic.lC'ioo. lt ..-ill be removed 1od the COlnpffl!.lltilll,\ or additional tu:111 will 

be~ 111-.dp•t abk br the sell,:,. orTTNU(C!l"0f .i r.h e lilm ofW(. (JICW 

114.'.l), \<klor R(W ti4 .:W.108). rricr10 tip~(J)bclow, you rl\ol)' C'Olltlct 

yuurlo.:lll.«1Llllly-.ii)l.~furcn,,,1Ninfunl\llli1JC1. 

Tbiw lmd DJ.m 0docsnur qnli!y Cilrt.:UG1im.,wm:. 

DJ::PUTY ASSE~R DATE 

(l) l'O'na:OFC'OMPUANC[(HISTOHIC PROPtlflY} 

NEWOWNl!R(S): To con1inul) special v,111,ti Ofl u hi1IOl'ir projj' '• 

,l&ll; (3) btlow. lfthe llew uwncr(1) dun not wi~h to c:o11llnue, a 1 
iWJ1tional IIU cak ul11cd pul'l' uAnl lo chapta 84.26 RCW, 1hall be due 11nd 
payable by !he MIi ier or tr:vt.,q" rc,r-i1 lheWnc o(Hlt. 

V) OWNER(S) SICt'-IATURE 

PRfNT NAME 

Tyre u/"o..icumi:nt .,,o,,,ui,.,1c,,1ae,im=O.eeed,._ _ _ _____ _ 

D~tcorDoc un1cn1 ..:1:,12e:.9/!!19c_ _ ___ _____ _ 

Oros• Sellin~ Price t 0.00 

•Pcr, 011al Property (deduct) t ___ _ ____ _ 

F.xcm1lliun C[,.imed (clcJud\ s ______ _ _ _ 

Tu.111,!e St'l li11j Prl\:e S O.O'J -~-,-· -
~Lueul S 0.00 

•Ot1inquc111 lntcrrU: Stale S: ___ _____ _ 

Looi s ________ _ 

.. Dcllnqucn1 Pcn1l1y S _ _ ____ __ _ 

Suh1 01a\ S 0.00 

•st11.lc TN:hnology Fee 5 s.oo 

•AOidavit J'roceu iuii 1-'ee S 5.00 

To111I 0110 S: 10,00 

A MINII\IUM Ot· s 1, .oo IS o ut: IN l't:t:(Sl AND/OK ·r4,.: 

• SEE INSTR.UCTJONS 

I CtRtlfY l/NDER 1£11,"ALTY 0!'" f[JUURY THAT TH[ roR£co~·c 15 TII.IJ£ AJ,,·o roRRICT, 

Si.ina1urcor SiGnlfl.urcof 

Gr1•111,o,Gn..afw'•A1e11t, _ ________ _ GrulttNGr&afH'•A1eat _ _________ _ 

Nam~ (print) Rod Van de Graaf Name (print) Lori Van de Graaf 

Date I:. city o( Jiau.in&: Date &i:i1yuhii1n K11: Yakima, WA 98902 

PerJ11ry: Pcijtll)' is a l"lm C felony which l,puni1\wbk by ;nvn$lJnnlCnlin lhc:dalC~lional in~Lilulion fix o ma ~imum ll:m1t:lfno1 n101c 1.lun rive ycart.,l)l' by 

!..!!_~!nll'! anuunt fix.cd by U1eeourt ofru morclli.in five: d~dolh11 i(S$OOO.OO).ocby both in1P4i'()l111icnt11hd finc(R.CW 9A20.020 (19 • 

RE¥ HUIIOl• (ll lll.l 'l'il) nus SPACE- TREASURER ' S USE ONLY TAXrA YER 



2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

I I 

12 

13 

14 

I 5 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

CERTIF ICATE OF TRANSMITTAL 
I hcrchy c..:rt,ify 1h:;1.1 we sc111 ;i rnpy \)r this lu the altomcy 

for the pcti t1011c r I n::.'lo1x11ukm1 by mail. 1>ostagc pn:p:1id, or 

hy nuomcy messenger service on ___ _ _ __ . I 

cc11 ify undc, the penalty of perjury under !he laws of 1hc 

Stale of Washington tha1 the rOlc going is 1mc and 1..·01TC('t 

Yakima , WA. 

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON 
COUNTY OF YAKIMA 

In re the Marriage of: 

LORI VAN DE GRAAF 

Petitioner, 
and 

RODD. VAN DE GRAAF 

Respondent 

,F,/ .. l_ :, !.. , . . 

·19 .1,1'1 30 :' ' :~4 

• ;'._ i1 

NO. 11-3-00982-6 

AMENDED DECLARATION OF 
DAVID HAZEL IN REPLY TO 
ORDER ON MOTION FOR 
RF:CONSIDERA TION 

I, DAVID HAZEL, do hereby certiiy under the penalty of perj ury under the laws of the 

State of Washington that the fo llowing statement is tme and correct to the best ofmy knowledge 

and belief: 

It is correct thal the Real Estate Excise Tax Affidavit should state ,;yes" under Paragraph 

6: '·Is this property classified as current use (open space, farm and agricultural, or timber) land 

per chapter 84.34". Under paragraph 5, it should state code "83, agricultural current use". The 

the excise tax affidavit listed the assessed value at $654,000. The tri al court adopted an appraisal 

of the Ellensburg property and found the parties· ti fty per-cent interest to be wm1h $690,000. 

Prior to trial , Mr. Van de Graaf and his brother traded with a neighbor smaller portions to square 

their respective properties . The assessed value of the portion traded, and the subject.of the current 

order under reconsideration, is shown by the Kittitas County records to be $5,750. See attached. 

An amended order is submitted herewith to directing the clerk to sign an excise tax affidavit 

Sworn Statement of David Hazel 

Pwee - I 
.'7/uzel &: S?,,z,,/ 

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW 

1420 Summit\'icw 
Yaki ma. Wnshina1on 98902 

(509) 453-9181 Facsimile 457-3756 
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designating the current use of the property as agricu ltural. current use in both bDxcs 5 and 6 and 

listing the assessed value at $5,750. 
.. 'lCl:!J... 

DATED thi>a...L.._ day o f January. 20 19 . 

Sworn Statement of David Haz.el 
P• att-1 

~1l,_ (A4f / 62 t 
DA ID HAZEL ~ ~ 

.<Jl,ir,•I &: .'l'ft,ul 
ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS ATI.AW 

l·HO Summi1view 
Yukima. Washington 98902 

(S 09) 45J-9 1 & 1 Facsimile 457-3756 
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• 
WASHINGTON TAXSIFTER 

S"t!PLE seARC':1 SALES SEARCtt ~"15..eeY.f ~ ~..!M.fB 

Mike Houg;:udv 

~IW 

Kittit,u County Assos~r 205 W 5th Ave Ste 101 Ellen5burg WA 98916 

Assessor Treasurer Appraisal MapSifter 

· 5noJ!. ~ 
Parcel#: 20588 __-----~ 

DOR Code: c~esource - Agrlculture Curr~ 

Situs: HLJNGRv JUNCTION AD ELlfNsBURG 

Map Number: 18·18-14000-0002 

StatU$: 

Parcel 

Owner Name: VAN Of GRAAF, R.R.& R.D. 

Address 1: 

Addrossl : 1650 BISHOP RO 

Ci~1 State: 

lip: 

SUNNYSIDE WA 

98944-8444 

Description: ACRES 6.86; SEC 14, TWP 18, RGE 18 PTN SWl/4 NWl/4 TAX 3 

Comment : CG-3/24/05: SEG FROM 18·18-14020·0002, 04 FOR 05 

2019 Market Value 
2019 AHi!:HmentOata 

land: 

l mpro~~~~ts: 

2019 Taxable Value 

$20,580 Land : 

_$0 lmpr~vements: 

$0 '. Permanent Crop: 

$20,580 . Total 

$S,JSg · District: 
$0 

22 • COR S0401 F0l 
f02B HOt CO COF ST 

. Perma~en_t_ Crop: 

Total 

$O . Current UsefDF~: 

ss,Jso i ~enior/~ls~bllity Exemption: 

Total Acres: 

Ownership 

Owner's Nam11 

VA~ OE -~RAAF, R.R.& R.O. 

Ownershi_l:J_ ¾ 

100 o/o 

Sales History 

Sale Date T Sales Document i # Par cels ; hdse # 1 Grantor Grantee 

oiiiii,o_~ . j 200_~.'2,s f 1 j 2oos-21s : KLOC~NER, KE~Y VAN OE _GRAA~. R.R.& R.0. 

Building Permits 

No Building Permits Avallabl!! 

Historical Valuation Info 

Year · Billed Owner Land Impr . PermCrop Value Total h:IQmpt 

2019 ).~AN?~ GRAAF: ~.R.& R.0. 

2018 -~:"N. ~-~ ~~!• R:R.& ~-_D. 

2~_1.7_ :~!".~ .. o .E ~~F, R: R.& R._o . 

201_6 .. Y.~.N, ~~ -~~fl .. ~ .... R.& ~--~· 

2~1S __ i.'f~N __ (?¥ G~F1• _R.~.& R.D. 

'lleilciil.U 

$20,S80 : $0 

$20,580 $0 

$2D,580 $0 

$i0,580 ' $0 

$20,S80 $0 

Parcel Comments 

Dat,e 

12/'!6/_0_5 

Comment 

_, _c(;_-_3{24/_0_5_: SE~ FROM 18·18-14020· 0002, 04 FOR_0S .. 

$0 $20,S80 $0 

$0 , $20,580 , $0 

$0 : $20,580 $0 

$01 po,580 $0 

$0! $20,_~0_: $0 

t. .... ___ ,,.,_, __ ;A,...,_ ,.. ... 1,;..,.:.,,..n . , ,..., ,,nfA n..,n,,,."., ,,.,.. ..... v<J1.--a.,,Trl = Qoh0hl 7,e, W"\,,...,.,..""'r1'.r,,m\-ipr=?fl~SlR/bh1 

Yes 

No 

6.86000 

Price 

$2,095 

Taxable 

$5,750 , 

$5,750 

$5_.7 50 

_$\,7)0 

$5,750 

1 /?R/?/ll Q 
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DN~6«fD CTDSL 
f'~W/at?.~ 

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHING TON 
COUNTY OF YAKIMA 

In re the Marriage or: 

LORI VAN DE GRAAF 

Petitioner, 
and 

ROD D. VAN DE GRAAF 

Respondent 

, , \1; L __ ., , ,. .- .. c~~;-

·19 .i:;11 JO :0 j / \ 

NO. 11-3-00982-6 

ORDER AMENDING ORDER 

THIS MATTER HAVING COME ON for hearing before the undersigned 

judge/commissioner of the above-entitled court, it is hereby ORDERED THAT: 

The prior orders directing the clerk to sign the deed and excise tax affidavit are hereby 

amended with respect to the excise tax aft1davit only based upon the following. The excise 

tax affidavit should be amended to designate the property in paragraph 5 as "83 -

agricultural, current use" and in paragraph 6 to state "yes" to the box "ls this property 

classified as current use (open space, farm and agricultural, or timber)" . The assessed value 

should be listed as $5,750. The clerk is directed to forthwith sign an excise tax affidavit with 

those changes. Filing of the deed and excise tax affidavit completes the correction of the legal 

description of the Ellensburg property which the trial court valued at $690,000 and awarded to 

Petitioner. 

DONE IN OPEN COURT this __ day of ________ ~2019. 

Order Amending Order- 1 

JUDGE/COURT COMMISSIONER 

!YlalZel, &, !llinel 
ATTORNEYS&. COUNSEL.ORS AT LAW 

l420 Summitview 
Yakima, Washincton9&902 

ll09l 4l3-9181 Facsimilc4l7•37l6 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

II 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

Presented by: 

DAVID HAZEL, WSBA No. 7833 
Attorney for Petitioner 

Order Ameadtn1 Order- 2 

Approved as to form: 

JOANNE COMINS RICK, WSBA No. 11589 
Attorney for Respondent 

S'uuul &, %,~,I 
ATTORNEYS&. COUNSELORS AT LAW 

1•20 Summitvicw 
Yakima, Washin1ton 91902 

ttM\ ,tj, •t_o111 t c ..,. .. .-..a .. .1. '\"'7 _t1-c;,< 
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R
.,...,..,.....,,~ 
evenuelC" 
Waslq-tonSl:L'.l{e 

REAL ESTATE EXCISE TAX AFflDAVJT Thi• rorm i~ yourrcrnpt 

PJ.EAS6 TVPEOR PJUNT CHArTER 82.45 RCW -CHAYrER 4.Si-'ilA WAC when stnmpcd by rashio.-r. 

TUJS AFFIDAVIT WILL NOT a£. A.CCUTl:D U'.'rlU:ss ALL ANAS ON ALL tACtsAAi f\lLL y COMfL£TED 

tScct1atkPll~relo'l:foct..1NC.ow/ 

"' -

M,,m •• ;.411..,.. 5652 Gao Road 
Cl1y/S1:11111Z!f, Outtook WA 98938 

Snd all prop,ny ~ ~..,_401t • ~ : 0S unc 11 Ouy11f(Jp,lllltt 

Malton.Addllln ___ ___ _____ _ _ 

Ci1y1S11uc/Zi.p ____________ _ 

Pilon.I No. (!(l(lu<iitl11-c-
lQ;;l!l! 

• Str,,:cl\WJ1cuorp,op,:-rty :~N~KA~Ho="9'Y=Ju~odl="'~"~"~'----------- ---------- -

n,;, Pfop,:-ny >s 1oc,1d 111 Kittitas County G] 
0 lll«k b.i,,. ir~y o( lhf U,1.,J ~,.,1, u-.i bc:in1 ''"""~~,\ rrum ,1/\!Jlh.:r p~n;cl, an: par1 Qf a bowubry li.u i!ijustm.:111 ur puri:c lt bclrrj 1111:fi,_.:,l 

Lc,~I Ufu.•, iri1in11 rtf 1•1nricrt)' ( if IIW'llC -~CC ik nudcJ, )'OU may 111\~ch D Up3TIIC ihccl tn ocil J'IIIIC nf 1hc orfid~vil\ 

Thai po,1ion QI lhol Sou.-sl: 0ua'1• cl the Notlh#nl: Qua,tcdying SouthHst.,Jy ol lhllNoM 8r1nd'l Can,,! o l KillihH Recfernatioi, 

Dl1lr1ct rl Soalot114, TOM1st'4) 18, Nor1h Range,, e.astW.~ '"~~o1Kktll81, Slale olW.J6hlngton. 

Sc}cct ~_and Us.:: CodcM: 
f, • °'1/tlw_u..'OldAl!<'loldll!ldoM ~~-~ ~j~l• lt.1'ft<.~y s 

Hier any additional codn: _ _ ______ _ 

(Sec back ofln1 paae foe l.111uuccknuJ 

Wu !he scllcrRCCi~ • pn,pcny w.a.crrtptiw ardcfar.l 11100 

~14.J6,84J7,orM.l8RCW(noc;,ro61cq;aniz;t,don, ,cnioc 

cirill:ll.cr~lo.lpcflo'Ol\~'Yidawiul"'"'c:)1 

Vt:S NO 

D 0 

tb1 all ~monal rn.ipcrty (1nngibk and inuin&ihlc) (nclwdL.'4 fn. ~l!ing 

price. 

VfiS NO I l!cl1imioe •n ucm111ioa. li11 WAC numbuand reuon for e:-u:mption: 

lsllilsp!'CJP'ltyqllllxlufan:.1"1:1111..lpa-d~&O)HCW'? 

{11hillfJNl"C'fYcblliliciJu;QJ1n111lur.c(opcn~b.\nvd 
~orlitnber)l&nJpc,-d~M.34? 

D 
0 

8 I WAC No. (Scc:tlo11/Sulncctiun) ;,•co==•,..=20"'3il!-21c__ ____ _ 

ltliu.propsty,c:ceivq:~ial\.'IUIJ.MXWI ;t,,lu.uiCll!p'OfX-1'>' 
pcrtb:iptu84.26RCW'l 

1r..y--..c,sMJ~~'O'l1)Uo•i~b.:1vw. 

D 

D 0 

(I) Nl110:OfCONTINUANCt (FOR[S'f'LINOOltOJRR~Tu;F;.) 

NBW O\Vl','£1\(S}: To l.'Onrinuc tb.:curraude1igiuti1111 M furc!lt lanJur 

ebsa.:i..liot.iouucwrmt iuc(Opcll q,ac.e, bnn anJ ~culn.w_Oflimb(r) bnd, 

'1"" •111t ~H(J)btlow. The COW1t'f ~ muM lt'ICDd.:tcrmil>t il'tlll 
!arid tfWltfcfffit contwlUc\ IO qwify and will indi~ by Jii11'"c b.:low. lrtlic: 

l•ndnu k>ngcrqualif101ot )'Olldo not willh tu confin\lc thcdc.tia~r.lMur 
cta.Mir,-.ttion. it will bo mnovcd ,Rd lhc ~1in.1; or •dditioi\11 taxos 1,,,m 
be Wit: lad.P-y•blcbyll!c, Mlkf ornwulcw• Ille Ulnc of ."le. (RCW 

¥4.'.U.1-4001 R.CWK4.l4.IOK). Prior10 ~ U)l,ojow, you m.lyCJOnc.cc 

yu\ll'"lu.:al~-wmy•~ b mut1t in!t.W1Nttull. 

This li1nJ •~ E],Joc,,, nul qu~lify fur~ritin1111n~-.. 

OEl'UTY .usESSOfl DATE 

(Z) P«J'IlCEOfCOMJ"LlANCF.<HlSTORlCPROPERTY} 

NEW OWNER(S): To conrlnuc ~b.l wtu1d011 u historic i,ropcny, 

~~•~~~i:"~~1/0Z::.t~t;~11i!!duellnd 
p.ayabl. by UM' WWI' or 1r.111.\f'•ror u 1h. tuu of J.1le. 

(l) OWNER(S) SIGN AT URE 

PRJNTNAME 

~~';'l&)'~~~~11
11ar1aa - nu,rna • .A,rAm 1 .mra kin 

11-3-00982~ 

Tyre ofOocumcnt~C""1=Cl"a"lm=Oe,.,od:::-_______ _ 

Date orDoc11111~11t..:1cel2!!.911,.;9c__ _________ _ 

Gron SdlinJJ Price S 0.00 

"'Pcoon.al Prop.:rty (dcducl) S, ________ _ 

Excinpl!unCl,hnec.1 (dctluc:ll $. ___ _____ _ 

T•o\lill.ilc .Selliuif'ri,;e. 5 0.00 

l:.-;1:in Tu : S1111c S 0.00 

~Louis o.oo 

•ocllnquen1 Interest Sratc s ________ _ 
Local$ ________ _ 

•oetll:u111ei:i1 hn,lty $, ________ _ 

Sub1011l S 0.00 

•Stile Technoloey Fee $ ! .00 

"'Affidl\'0i1 ProcOMillJJ Fee S 4.00 

TolAI Om: S 10.00 

A MINIMUM Ot· SIC ,H IS UUlt IN t'U(S>ANO/Olt TAlt; 
•iel! ~STRUCTIOHS 

I Cill:TlfV UNDER PCNALTY OP 1ERJlJR\'TH,HTYE rouco~c; IS TRUE .vii) COJlRECT. 

SiaM1t111eof Sl11WutCof 
Gru.. .. rerG~•oc'sAccec _________ _ Grantccu Grulcc'sA&.aC __________ _ 

Na.n-w (prlnc) Rod Van de Graaf Ntmc (J:lri"I) Lari Van de Graaf 

Dall! .t. city Ghig:uiaa: D,co A 1,icy ohlai.ing: Ya!Q~JI:, WA 98902 

Pnjury; ~IU)' is•~·la64C kluny Mich i. punilh,.bl~ by i-rf,ti1011n-.:nt in lhcsfalcuom:d.ional inlthu&i1l!I fora n,ui""'"' 1t;"'1ofnol n1M.: lhanfivc:Yotr1.,urby 

a lino ln11r1..-nountf11:ed.!(thc: cow11>r111,1cmorc dlllll ( 1V<: ~?94!!1\ddollMn: m,OOCl.00).urbybolh ln1pti11oor,1eni •~ fi11e (RCW9A.20.020(IC)j. 

RZV ... llOlll•(WV'l"I THISSPACE•TR.f.ASURElt'SUSEONLY TAX.PAYER 



~i7·,·-,-• '"'""•···~-·~ .. ____ ,_ 
/ 

,.,,✓--✓ 

/" 
c:i"i"'r=of~ 

Reveliuete1 
Washing<on Stole REAL ESTATE EXCISE TAX AFFIDAVIT This forrn i5. your rcccipl 

PLEASEn'PE0RPRJNT CHAPTER X2.45 l{C'\\' - CHAPTER 45'..,-6! A \·l'r'\C when s<nmpc,J by cashier. 

THIS Al'fIDA \'IT WILL NOT B£ ACCEPTED u:-iu:ss A.LL 1\.R£AS ON ALL !'ACES ARE FU LL\' COMl'Lli 1'£0 

(Sec h.1d: c,f ln~t pa{!c for i11struc1io11s) 

sold. Ust 1crccut':.\ t of f1\f'ritt1hl nc uJred ocx.r to ~r1d1 n JUnc-. 

~failini; "'-Jdrn:s 5652 Gao Road 

Ciry/Sr••dZip Outlook WA 96938 

PMB 140 

Phone No. (indudin~ .a!'°ea <:odi!) 
Phou~ No. (including :m.-a co<lc) 

s~ud AI! propcny t:i:c: cor,~pond~ucl! lo: 0 Sam~ as Ouycr/Gr.rni.n 

N.1,nc _____________________ _ 

Mai lint Addri:ss _ _________________ _ 

Ciry/Swrc/Zip ___________________ _ 

Pbonc:Nc.. (indndinc:: :i.ca code!), _____________ _ 

Li,;1.:1fl r~1l aud pcr~ n-il J'fOl'k:It,Y t=i~ r:i rcd :\t:counf 

·· ··,1bcn: - <heck box if 11cr.(on:il r,m~r1)' 

ck)Sn $654.000.00 

II Street .,JJrcss or p<opcrty: ....:.l~:.:.KA.::..:.:.:H:::u:.cn9,,ry.,_,,J:::un:.::cii::':::o:.:.n.:.Roo=,,_d ________________________________ _ 

Tl,is property is 1oc,1cd in Kittitas County (:J 

0 Chc!ei::: box: if ~y o f :he lff!Gi:I pu~s 2,;: l-ciug 1cgrc:p1cd from anclhc:r p.:m;d. 2C\! p2n u( :t bound:uy Ii rte .adjusunc!n< "r p.:i.n."d ~ bc:ing D!erted.. 

lcg:d dc,;criptinn of f'irn[\-Cny (i f mou !-pac.c: is nccdcJ. y" u ma)' att:ich -1 sc:p:'lr.1tc d,c-=-t tn c:1cb pare of th:: .1(fjd.wit} 

1nal porucY.\ ot the Souihwest Quarter of the Northwest Qu2rter lying Southeasterly of the North Branch canail of Kittitas Reda.mation 

Distric.t in Section 14. Tov.11ship 18, No.'1.'1 Ronge 18 East W.M. in the County of Kittitas • .State ofW'ashfngton 

Select Land Use Codc(s): 
0 

enter any addi1ion2l codes: ____________ _ 

(See hack of last page for instruciions) 
YcS NO 

Was ~1c sellcricrciving o proi,crtytu cxcmptiouordcfor.ilwida O EJ 

chop1ers ,;.n6. &J.:;7_ ori<43~ Rl'W (nonprofit organization. oc:nior 

cilizi:u, or disabled pcr.;on. homeowner with limir<d inoome)? 

ls1hispmpr:rtyL'oignato1as fon,,.1 land pcrcruiixc,-3433 RC\V" 

rs this 1mlf1C!1Y cl.:is.sificd as a mcnt u.sc(opcn "'""'• Cann ,nd 

agicultu...J. or timber) l>nd per dmp:a-1'-! ..,4 RCW? 

I, tllis propaty =iving spoci"1 1'illuatio11 as historical property 

perd,;iptcr~.26RC'W? 

If nny 11nswc,, ,n; y,.:s, complete as inst·uctcl!,cto,v. 

YES 

D 
• 
0 

NO 

El 
0 

0 

(I) NOTICE OF CONTINUANCE (FORESTLAND OR OJRRENT US£} 

NEW Q\\'NER(S): To co,itiolk: rhecum:n1 J c.<i~tion :i.< forest bod oc 

cbssification as cWTCtH use: (open sp3cc, fann am.l agricullll!t:', or tim~r} lan~ 

you mast sign on (3) bc!ow. The: county assessor mu.sl thc:n dcicnnioc- if the 

lznd transferred continues to qu:ilify and will indicate by signins bclov.·. Jfthe 

bnd no longer qua I if JCS or you d-!l not wish lo conLiouc lflC dcsip1;dion or 

classifio.tion. ii will be. re.moved and the compcn521ing or additional taxes will 

be due "1!d pa~lc by the seller or transferor a1 the time o[ .. 1c. (KCW 

~.:;:,.140 orRCW l-4.3-UOS) . Prior to signing(!) bclov.·, youm:iy contod 

your load <;ounty &~t"".i:--Of for more infonnation. 

This lund O <loes 0 d~ not qualify for t.'lintinuunz:t!. 

DEPUTY ASSESSOR DATE 

(Z) 1','QTICEOF COMPI.HNCE(IDSTORIC PROPERTY) 

NEW OWNER(S): To continue special valu01ion as hisloric property, 

s ign (3) bo!ov,·. Jfthe uew owner(sJ does not wish 10 continue. oil 

addiiionJI 1ax calculated pur-suanf to chapter &.f .26 RC\V. sh:J II he due ::md 

pay:ible by (h~ ~cUer or crm..<.feror ill lhc lime of ~le. 

(JJ OWNCR(SJ S IGNATURE 

PRTJ';TNAME 

Li5t a11 pcrson~l prc,pcrty (tansiblc and intnngiblc) included in .!,Clling 

price. 

If c.bimiog :rn e xemption. list WAC number and r~ason {or exemption; 

WAC No. (S.cction/Subscc(ionl _4.c5:cf!..6::...c:-'1'-'A2.=03.c.(~2'-') ________ _ 

Type of Document Quit Claim Deed 

Date o f Document _______ ____________ _ 

Gross 5c1Jiug Prh:c S _____________ o_.o_o 

•Personal Property (deduct) $. _____________ _ 

Exemption CJaimcd {dcducO £, ____ _________ _ 

T~:tijhle Selling Pric.:c S, _____________ o_.o_o 

Excise T.tx: Stale s _____________ o._oo_ 

0.0025 j Locol S __________ __;:o...:.00.c.. 

ot-DcJinqucnr Tntcz-c~t : Stale s _____________ _ 

Local S _____________ _ 

•Ddillquenr Penalty $ _____________ _ 

SuMNal S, ____________ ~o~.00~ 

•state Teehnolo~y Fee S, ____________ .=s...:.00.c.. 

•pSfidavic jlroccssi11g Fee s _____________ s_.o_o 

To1 al Due S _ ___ ________ 1_0._o_o 

A MJNf1\1Ul\f OF SI0.00 IS UUE. IN f££(S) AND/OR TAX 

•SEE INSTRUCTIONS 

I C£RTITT' UNDER PCJ\'ALTY OF PER.JURY TBATTHE FOR.CGO!!\'G IS TRUE Al\)) CORRECT • . · ·1 7 .... ~ . ~ 

Signature of 
Signalurc of 1t1vt 'L· !;; '/'J,·.'!J( c/o· 

Grulur or Gran<or 'sAgcn< ______________ Gr,nk~or Gr>nlcc's.~~cnt V '; 2-[t(_,(_,,{._.( _( /LL, (. { I 
u · 

N.,m<(prinrJ Rod Van de Graaf 
Name (pcint) Lori Van de Graaf · 

Ozi e &. ci!y of signi!lg: -------------- - -- Dale & ci,y of sig.ning: // - '/ - / ?S 111.Cv 

Pc,:j ury; Perjury is a d ass C felony wli iclt is puni.dw.b!c by imprisonm1.'.nl in Ilic sla!c <.xin·ccfion:, I io$t iluLiu:. fo r· .l ni.., . ..:;mur.1 f..:rm of r.ul ntorc !112.n fi ve year:-;, orby 

a fin e;. in .1:1 n amounc fi xed bv die coutt o f n 1...11 mt~ ·c 1km fi\'c lhou'!.i. n<l dull~t"S (SS.000.00). ol"l.>y bolli impris<..111:11cnt <ind fine: (llC\ l-" iJ ;\ _"l<J_ C_JJ{J ( IC)). 

Rf\." t:4 OUl.l lt1 (OY/U6! 17 ) THIS SJ'/\CE-TREASURER 'S USE ONLY COUNTY TREASURER 
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