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L. 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. 35133-5-111. See
OB (No. 35133-5-1III), 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. Seeid. 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.! 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,

! 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.> 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),* 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.

* 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.°

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

> 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 1s 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 1s 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. ld. 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. Firgt, 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 Graalf,
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 1s 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 26" 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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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned certifies under penalty of perjury under the laws
of the State of Washington that [ am an employee at Carney Badley
Spellman, P.S., over the age of 18 years, not a party to nor interested in the
above-entitled action, and competent to be a witness herein. On the date
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 [1U.S. Mail, postage prepaid
Hazel & Hazel [ 1 Messenger

1420 Summitview [] email

Yakima, WA 98902 X Other — via Portal

P: (509) 453-9181
F: (509) 457-3756
E: daveh@davidhazel.com

Catherine W. Smith [1U.S. Mail, postage prepaid
Valerie A. Villacin [ 1 Messenger

Smith Goodfriend, PS [ 1 email

1619 8™ Avenue North [X] Other — via Portal

Seattle, WA 98109

P: (206) 624-0974

F: (206) 624-0809

E: cate@washingtonappeals.com

valerie@washingtonappeals.com

Joanne Rick [ 1 U.S. Mail, postage prepaid
Halstead & Comins Rick PS [1 Messenger

PO Box 511 ** 1221 Meade Ave [ ] email

Prosser, WA 99350 [X] Other — via Portal

P: 509-786-2200; 786-2211
F: 509-786-1128
E: jgerick@gmail.com

DATED this 26" day of February, 2019.

/9 Elizabeth C. Fuhrmann
Elizabeth C. Fuhrmann, PLS, Legal
Assistant/Paralegal to Greg Miller
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APPENDIX

Kittitas County Map of Parcels at Issue,
No. 835436, No. 20587, No. 20588: CP
23 (appended to May 3, 2018 objection to
CR 60 motion); also at CP 224 (Ex. 1 to

5/14/18 Declaration of Rod Van de Graaf).......

Nov. 6, 2004 cover memo from Mr.
Klockner referencing and quit claim deeds
and excise tax affidavits from Van de
Graafs to-from Kerry Klockner, which
show trade of parcels 20587 and 20588 in
December, 2004, attached to Declaration

of Rick Van de Graaf (CP236), ......cccccueenennee.

Quit claim deed from Van de Graafs to
Klockner showing the legal description of
what Klockner received, parcel No. 20587,
which is the same legal description
granted to Lori Van de Graaf in the
Amended Decree’s actual judgment (CP

7 17 YOO

Quit claim deed from Klockner to Van de
Graafs showing the legal description of
property Van de Graafs received, parcel

NO. 20588 (CP238) c.ccormeereeeereeeerseeeessesseeeeeens

Excise tax affidavits for property trade
between Klockner and Van de Graafs in

December, 2004 (CP 239-240) .......ccccveeenennnee.

Amended Decree’s Summary of Real
Property Judgment using legal description
for Parcel No. 20588, and section 7
referring to appendix for real property

awards. (CP 80-81) ..occovvieviiieiieeieeeeeee,

Page(s)



Amended Decree’s actual real property

judgment specifying real property being

transferred to Lori Van de Graaf and using

the legal description for Parcel No. 20587

INNO. 12 (CP 88) ..o B-9

Declaration of Rod Van de Graaf with
attachments (CP195-201) ....cccooevvvveviieiiieeiee, B-10-16

Response to Petitioners Reply

(Respondent’s Resp nse to Petitioner’s

Reply re Court’s 01/18/2019 Order on

Respondent’s Motion for Reconsideration

and Declaration of Counsel), filed Feb. 8,

2019 (CP - ,subno.821) .cccevveieeiene B-17-31
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11/6/04
@ck,? 2"’( )

Here is a copy of the quit claim and excise affidavits I will have recorded to transfer
ownership of those parcels we have agreed to exchange. 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 deed and excise tax affidavit and supplement and
return to me. I will have both the quit claims recorded in Kittitas County and send copies
to you as soon as possible.

Sincerely,

P
K:?kam -

36122-5 re: CR 60 Motion 000236
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kK Amnascom GMAn.m o

o Do Cot? @A and GMF
Adéress /é?//}%a{/‘l/‘— Al

City, State, Zip .{-/M’;’-ﬂoé- (nes TV

Filed for Record at Request of:
L o
. QUIT CLAIM nnzz.ﬁ
THE GRANTOR(S) -—M’UL 6)@4«; + ﬂod V%‘/ a./{ 6W
for and in consideration of

conveys ard quit claims to
the following described real estate, situated in the Coumy of m 75
state of Washington, together with al] afer acquired title of the grantos(s) therein;

Yai D Gl to Kiockrer
That portion aFtha East 1/2 of the Narthwast 174 Ying westerly of the Kititss Redamation

District Lateral N.B. 15.2- 1.9 - 2.1 I section 14, Township 18 North, Ranga 18 East, WM., in
the county of Kittitas, state of Washington.

. . - . D OO 2
Assessor's Propesty Tax Parcel/Account Number: / ?’/ g/ e/ '

pateti__Dec |5 2004

o it Uodb L .
v bl Voode Soaf

STATEOF, LWashAQxon ), S Lo
COUNTY OF, ‘JI\K\\"&C{ - ¥ . : ‘ )
. T )
1 certify that 1 kinew o have satisfactary evidence thar _{(\VC VUL d & f“' G(C\G.‘C
{ure} the person(s) who appeared before e, and sald personts) acknowtedged that (hefshedthey) slgned this Tastrument, on olﬁ stated
* that wshe/they) Ga/are) suthorized to £xceuth tha instnament and acknowledged tas the of
-..to be the free and voluntary act of steh pmy(u) for the wses and pmpnr.ea mcmloned ‘Mhls

l"ﬂm

Dt chembcu 15, eoo*{

My appolsitment expii Q i- 600?‘

LPB-12(c), %97

36122-5 re: CR 60 Motion 000237
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conwysndmkch'?:l‘ : (‘A &-— B aM&Gfd.f‘f
, state of Washingtoa, '

. ACEI POSTAL CENTER PAGE @7
AFTER RECORDING MAIL T0: N :
- ﬁg%# et i
Gy, sme zip_Bsthell, WA TFol]
Filed for Record at Request of:

QUIT CLAIM DEED

THE GRANTOR(S) _‘Ag 72 _K[ocf/fe £
for and in consideration of PR

the following described real estate, situated in the County of
together with all after acquired title of the grantor(s) therein:

Assessor’s Propesty Tax ParcelVAccount Number: /§— /8 = /40 20— D02

Klodkner so Vao O Gref

North
mdmmwahmmmwdu
mmawwmumu.rwp 18 North, Range 16 Fast,

w&mumdmmaw

%

vuwet_Jlbv 6 2009

X

d

STATEOF (f A ;.,,
COUNTY OF ) -

immlmwmwmmu_%_m‘:&m____“
(isfare) tha personis) who appeared befors me, and said scknawledged that (helihe/tbey) sigoed this insuument asd

acknowledged it to be (Wfheracin) fres and voluntary Bct for the uses and purposcs mentioned i this Instrument.

Dated:

wx

Notary Public in and for (he state &N 1
My sppointment splees: _ . o2 5=0 &

SHARYN L BANDERSON
NOTARY PUBLIC

LPB-12(i) 7/97

Iy,

36122-5 re: CR 60 Motion 000238
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.' I-‘T-I,'“ r—
T O
JE REAL ESTATE EXCISE TAX AFFIDAVIT Tris form i your rescipt i
*' ¥PEOR PRINT CHAPTER 8245 RCW ~ CHAFTER 45861 WAC whea stamped by cashicr. '
K FOR USE AT COUNTY TREASURER'S OFFICE

. BACK PAGE 7
(Use Poem No, 84:0001B R Reporting Transf2rs of Conirolting [ntcrest of Entity Owncrship to the Departmest of Revemuc)
THIS AFFIDAVIT WILL NOT BE ACCEFTED UNLESS ALL AREAS 1-7 ARE FULLY COMPLETED

4 | Name e o —REOCKNER Nawno ~ Aok
f{ o _Rod, Var D Graf
7 Strees 2 L6722 q/C § Swea___LbF/ ﬂ/g{(/lé iz
g CiyesueTio 22 e Citysue/Zip 77y
ADDRESS TO SEND ALL PROPERTY TAX RELATED CORRISPONDENCE ALL TAX PARCEL NUMBERS by oy
Name
Street
City/Sue/Zip

. LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY SITUATED IN [J UNINCORPORATED, COUNTY [JORMCITY OF

Swoct Address (if propeny is improved)

That portion of the Southwest Quarter of the NORTHWEST Quarter
Lying Southeasterly of the NORTH Branch canal of KITTITAS ’
Reclamation Distzieck in Section 14, Township 18 NORTH, Range

18 Bast, W.M., IN THE COUNTY OF Kittitas, state of Washington

3 is propert . Vi N I Dcscription of personal property included in gross sclling prics, both
- Is this y currently & N tangible (eg: fumiture, equipment, ctc.) or intangible (eg; goodwill,
Classified or designated as forest land? o a agreoment not to competes, ete)
Chapter 84,33 RCW

Classified as current wse land (open space, om0 o
and agrioultural, or timber)? Chapier 84.3¢ RCW

Exempt from property tax 2 3 nonprofit (m] &)
otganization? Chapter 84.36 RCW
Seller's ExemptReg No. ___ —
Receiving special valuation s historic 8] (]
praperty? Chapter 84.26 RCW
Propevty Type: []land only [ tand with new building

If cxemption claimed, list WAC number and explanation,
WAC No. (Seo/Sub)
Explanation ~4 md €

Type of Docuraent Quat Clavmm D et

land with proviousty used building ] land with mabiic home
Gomber only {J building only Date of Document
Peincipat Use: T Apt. (4+ unit) [ residential e
[Jtimber T agricultuest [0 commercial/indusrial Gross Selling Price §
[ other Personal Property (deduet) §
(1) NOTICE OF CONTINUANCE (RCW 84.33 OR RCW B4.34) Toxable Seling Price §
1F the new owner(s) of land that is clasxified or desig | as use Excise Tax:  State §
or forest Yand wish 8 continue the classification or designation of such Local §
land, the new owncx($) must sign bolow. If the now owner(2) do not desire Delinquent Interest:  State §
to continue such classification or designation, all compensating or Lol $
xdditional tax calcutated pursuant 1o RCW 84.33,120 and 140 or RCW _ ocd
£4.34.108 shall be du=and paysble by the scller or transfecor at the time Delinquent Peaalty 3.
of sale. The county asscssor must determing if the lend tansfored - Total Due §

qualifics to continue classification or designation and must so indicste
below. Signatures do not necessarily mean the land will cemain in
classification or designation, If it no longer qualifics, it will ba ramovid
and the compensating taxcs will be applicd. All new owners must sign,

Thisland [ doss [T does ot qualify for continuoence.

Date

DEPUTY ASSESSOR

(2) NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE (Chepter 84,26 RCW)

Uf the new ownex(s) of property with special valuation s historic property
with 0 continue this specint valuation the naw owner(s) must sign below,
1F the new owner(s) do not desire to cantinue such 1 vak all
additions] tax calculated pursudnt 1o Chaptes 84.26 RCW, shall be duc
and payable by the sctler or transferor st the time of salc.

(3) OWNER(S) SIGNATURE

A MINIMUM OF $2.00 IS DUE AS A PROCESSING FEE AND TAX.

F AFFIDAVIT

[ Centify Under Peaally of Pegjury Under The Laws of The Stae of
Washington That The Foregoing [s Truc And Corvect, (See back page of this
form),

Signature of

Grantor/Agent
Name (print)
Date and Place of Signing:

Signature of
Crantee/Agent

Name (print) &,(Ki Q(L] \ﬂg §S§¥!
Date & Pisce of Signing: 19~ 1S -OY Sggngmg{‘g

Perjury: Perjury is a class C falony which ia punishable by imprisonment in the stato corvectional inatitution for a maximum term of not mgre
than fius ueare o by 2 fns in an amannt fixed by thee connt of not more than five thousand doflars ($5.000.00), or by both imprisonment and

et ey

36122-5 re: CR 60 Motion 000239
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REAL ESTATE EXCISE TAX AFFIDAVIT This form I8 your teceipt
PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT CHAPTER §2.45 RCW — CHAPTER 458-61 WAC when stamped by cashicr.
SEE BACK PAGE FaR UsE AT COUNTY TREASURER'S OFFICE

{Use Forvs No. 24-0001B for Reporting Transfers of Contealting fnterest of Entity Ownership 1o the Department of Revenue)
. THIS AFFIRAVIT WILL NOT BE ACCEPTED UNLESS ALL AREAS 1-7 ARE FULLY COMPLETED

Name H o an De—Cra¥
O U Qf Cotdgt

Mame ___geryy klocknrer

s L07 [Hn o R

swe L0372 L07 F FPE,

BUYER

cny/mm_.ﬂ@zpﬁ:/_ﬁz b Gty

cly “,_,A)%// (Ut FFTLS

ADDRESS TO SEND AL PROPERTY TAN RELATED CORRESPONDENCE

Wame

AUL TAX PARCEL NUMBERS ASSESSED VALUE IF TAX EXEMPT

Sireet

City/State/Zip _

COUNTY TREASURER PLACE

LEGAL DESCRIFTION Of PROPERTY SITUATED IN [ UNINCORPORATED,

Sineer Address (if property is improved):

COUNTY [T OR INCITY OF

That portion of the East 1/2 of the Northwest 1/4 lying westerly

of the KITTITAS Reclamation

Ristrict Lateral N.B. 15.2 - 1.9 - 2,

1 in section 14, Township 18 NORTH, Range 18 East, W.M., in the
county of Kittitas, state of Washington

iz property . YES NO P Description of personal praperty included in gross solling price, both
- ls this p currsntly: . tangible (cg; fu%vilure, cquipment, oic.) or intangible {cg; good:vi“‘
" Chagyificd or designated as forest Jand? O jm| Vs ¥ Agt b COMPCLE, £1C.) .
Chapter 84.33 RCW
Classified ax current uge land (open space, farm
and agricultural, or imba)? Chapler 84.34 RCW
Exsmpt from property 18 28 @ nonprofit a W} If exemption claimed, tist WAC ber and explanation.
"35;;‘;':‘*"‘; ? ?‘g‘;ﬁf" RCW - WAC No. (5¢¢/5ub)
Receiving spocial valuation es histeric ) O Explenation TMO£
propenty? Ch B4.26 RCW
Praperty Type: K] land only {J land with new building
[] tand with préviausly uscd building [ tand with mobilehome | Type of Document Quad _Cloim Dee d
L timber ocly L building only Data of D December (5, qoay
Principal Use: . (] Apt. {4+ unit) 3 residentiat o
] tiraber agricultural [] commercialfindustriai Gross Selling Price §
[ other Personal Property (deduct} §
(1) NOTICE OF CONTINUANCE (RCW 84,33 OR RCW §4.34) Taxable Sclling Price 3
17 the new owner{s) of lond that is classificd or designated as current use Excisc Taz:  State 3
ot forest land wish to continue the classification or designation of such Local §
land, the sow owner(s) must sign helow, If the ncw nwncr(s! do nol desirc Delinguent Intcrest:  State §
1o continue such fon or dosignation, all ¥ ting or Looal §
additionst tax calculated pursuant to RCW §4.33.120 and 140 or RCW .
84.34,108 shall b duc and payable by the selter or transferor at the time Delinquent Penalty §
of sale, The county assessor must determing if the land 1ransforred Total Due §
g;:;f‘;i;,"‘;’,‘:'{;‘,{f;’,‘f,‘fm“‘;:{;’,:',’i’_ﬁ'f'}::;‘,’:,::{‘i{;;‘::‘;;,‘,’;ﬁ'“ N A MINIMUM OF 52.00 IS DUE AS A PROCESSING FEE AND TAX.
classification or designation. If it no longer qualifies, it will be removed AFFIDAVIT

and the compensating taxes will be applicd. All new owners must sign.,
Thistand  [Jdocz [T does not qualify for soptinuanse.

Date

DEPUTY ASSESSOR
() NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE (Chapter 84.26 RCW)
I the: new ownex($) of property With special valuation as historic property
wigh to continue this apectal valuation the new ownet(s} must si%:”below.
If the pew owner(s) do not desire to continue such special valuation, all

additional tax calcutated pursuant 10 Chapter 84.26 RCW, shatl be due
and payable by the saller or transferor at the time of sale.

- (3} OWNER(S) SIGNATURE
Lt U

11/(‘!/0:/

{2 ~/5~0y

1 Certify Under Pennlty of Pegury Under The Laws of The State of
Washington That The Foregoing 1s True And Comreet. (Sue bick page of this
form).

Signature of
Grantgr/Agent

Name {print}

Date and Place of Signing:

Signature of
Q?nnuch\gent
N:%c pn%()- ﬁde. O\

Detc & Place of Signing: [a-1 Yy -0y 60 nr\\!g\d c

Perjury: Pejury is a elass C felony which is punishable by imprisonment in the state corestional institution for a maximom term of not more

than five yeary, or by a fine in 3n amount fixed by the eaurt of nat more than five thousand dolfars (§5.000.00), ar by both imprizommnent and

36122-5 re: CR 60 Motion 000240
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2.

Lawyer: Joanne Comins Rick represents: Rod Van de Graaf

Summary of Real Property Judgment

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

Grantor's name | Grantee's name  Real Property

ipomon gng (porson getting | pseessors Legal description of property
property) | property) property tax parcel | awarded (lot/block/plat/section,
| oraccount number: = township, range, county, state)

Lori Van De | Rod Van de 221033-12006 ! See attached
Graaf | Graaf I
|

Rod Van de | LoriVande | 20588 36 | That portion of the Southwest
Graaf Graaf Quarter of the Northwest
l 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.

‘ - f
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 separation contract.
6. Money Judgment (summarized in section 1 above)
The Respondent must pay the other party $1,183,578.62. The court grants a judgment
for this amount.
RCW 26.09.030; .040; .070(3) Final Divorce/Legal Separation/ Hazel & Hazel
Mandatory Form (05/2016) Valid/Invalid Marriage Order Attorneys & Counselors at Law
FL Divorce 241 p.20of5 1420 Summitview

Yakima, Washington 98902
(500) 453-9181 Facsimile (500)
457-3756

FamilySoft FormPAK PL 2016 361 22_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
5M1/17.
The real property is divided as listed in Exhibit A & B. This Exhibit is attached and made
part 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. Spousal Support
The Respondent must pay spousal support as follows:

RCW 26.08.030; .040; .070(3) Final Divorce/Legal Separation/ Hazel & Hazel

Mandatory Form (05/2016) Valid/Invalid Marriage Order Attornevs & Counselors at Law

FL Divorce 241 p.30of5 1420 Summitview

Yakima, Washington 98902
(509) 453-9181 Facsimile (509)
457-3756

FamilySoft FormPAK PL 2016 36 1 22_5 re: CR 60 Motion 00008 1




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 ;
(10) 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 Property - NKA Hungry Junction Road - Parcel No. 20588;
Legally Described as follows: That portion of the East 4 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 North, Range 18 East, W.M., in the County of Kittitas,
State of Washington.
(13)  Ellensburg Property - NKA Hungry Junction Road - Parcel No. 835436;
Legally Described as follows: The East 2 of the Northwest 1/4 and the Southwest
1/4 of Section 14, Township 18 North, Range 18, E.W.M.; Except a tract of land
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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A.CLIENT.DECLARATION 7

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE Sfone : i T “-‘l‘
| hereby certify under penalty of perjury of the laws of the state of Washington, ’
that on the {hday ofwl caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing pleading to
be served in the manner indicated below.

ATTORNEY FOR PETITIONER: [ ] U.S. Mail, first class postage prepaid, at Prosser WA L i3

DAVID HAZEL "B el aktochmment per Courtorder Sune , 2016
1420 SUMM’TVIEW mail attachment per Court crder June 9,

YAKIMA WA 98902 ’
~
EXECUTED on this % day of wat Prosser, Washington, § e

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

COUNTY OF YAKIMA
In re the Marriage of: )
LORI VAN DE GRAAF % NO. 11-3-00982-6
Petitioner, ) DECLARATION OF
ROD D VAN DE GRAAF
and )
ROD D. VAN DE GRAAF, %
Respondent. )

This Declaration is made by:

NAME: ROD VAN DE GRAAF
AGE: ADULT
RELATIONSHIP TO PARTIES IN THIS ACTION: RESPONDENT

I, ROD D. VAN DE GRAAF, DECLARE:
MY DECLARATION is attached hereto as EXHIBIT 1, which by this reference is incorporated
herein as if set forth in full.

| 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.

\WA;, DATED ON: _S| 54\i Zous.

o,
AAF

ROD D VAN DE GR

Page 1 HALSTEAD & COMINS RICK PS
PO BOX 511

PROSSER, WA 99350

(509) 786-2200

36122-5 re: CR 60 Motion 000195
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DEC.ROD.EXHIBIT.A.CR.60(a).MAY .4.2018

EXHIBIT 1

1. | have reviewed the March 2018 Declaration of Rick Van de Graaf and the
attachments thereto; | 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 Kiockner. 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. The typed letter dated 11/6/04 and attached to Rick’s Declaration is originally
addressed to “Dick” and signed by Kerry Klockner. 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 Graaf’s nickname;
and he is my father.

5. Rick’s declaration about these parcels is contradicted by the Kittitas County Assessors
Records available by online Property Search, copies of which are attached hereto as
follows:

6. 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 Klockner and is juxtaposed to the 333 acre-parcel #835436;

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

Page 1 HALSTEAD & GOMINS RICK PS
PO BOX 511

PROSSER, WA 99350

(509) 786-2200

36122-5 re: CR 60 Motion 000196
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DEC.ROD.EXHIBIT.A.CR.60(a).MAY.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.

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

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

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

02/03/05 for $2304; and the “grantor” identified is Rick and Rod Van de Graaf.

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

and Rod on 02/03/05 for $2095; and the “grantor” identified as Kerry Klockner.

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

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

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.

Page 2 HALSTEAD & COMINS RICK PS
PO BOX 511

PROSSER, WA 99350

(509) 786-2200
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Description:

Comment:

WASHINGTON

KITTITAS COUNTY

SALES SEARCH COUNTY HOME PAGE CONJACT DISCLAIMER

Mike Hougardy

Kittitas County Assessor 205 W 5th Ave Ste 101 Ellensburg WA 98926

Assessor Treasurer

Parcel#:

NW1/4 SE1/4;

2018 Market Value

Appraisal

MapSifter

Parcel

Owner Name:

CG-3/24/05: SEG 9.87@ TO 18-18-14000-0001 PER SEG/BLA, 04 FOR 05

2018 Taxable Value

36122.51fa3 ‘CR 60 Motion

$136,260

VAN DE GRAAF, LORI

1650 BISHOP ROAD

DOR Code: 83 - Resource - Agricuiture Current Use Address1:

Situs: HUNGRY JUNCTION RD ELLENSBURG Address2:

Map Number: 18-18-14010-0002 City, State: SUNNYSIDE WA
Status: Zip: 98944-8444

VAN DE GRAAF, LORI

ODwnership %

1|

{27 momson perEns:
s

TAXSIFTER

2018 Assessment Data

ACRES 333.09, CD.#8439-A; SEC. 14; TWP. 18; RGE. 18; W1/2 NE1/4; PTN E1/2 NW1/4; ALL SW1/4 EXC. TAX 1;

22 - COR SD401 F02
HO1 CO COF ST

50 %
50 %

Exempt
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

Land: $784,740 Land: District:
Improvements: $0 Improvements: $0
Permanent Crop: $0 Permanent Crop: o Current Use/DFL:
Total $784,740 Total $136,260 Senior/Disability Exemption:
Total Acres:
Qwnershi
T —
Owner's Name
VAN DE GRAAF, RICK RANDEL
VAN DE GRAAF, LORI
Saies History

Sale Date Sales Document # Parcels Excise # Grantor Grantee

09/20/17 2017-2139 1 2017-2139 VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D.

Building Permiis
No Building Permits Available
Historical Valuation Info

Year Billed Owner X Land Impr. PermCrop Value Total

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

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

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

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

2014 VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D. $664,650 $0 $0 $664,650

fiew Taxes

T 3
Parcel Comments

Date Comment

Yes
No
333.09000

Price

$0

Taxabie
$136,260
$136,260
$132,260
$136,260

$89,770

000199
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SUMPLE SEARCH SALES SEARCH COUNTY HOME PAGE CONTACT DISCLAIMER

Mike Hougardy
Kittitas County Assessor 205 W 5th Ave Ste 101 £llensburg WA 98926

Assessor Treasurer Appraisai MapSifter

Parcel
Parcel#: @587 Owner Name:  KLOCKNER, KERRY A KLOCKNER TRUST
DOR Code: 83 -—R;—s-omce - Agriculture Current Use Addressi:
Situs: 1210 KERR RD ELLENSBURG Address2: 16512 107TH PL NE
Map Number: 18-18-14000-0001 City, State: BOTHELL WA
Status: Zip: 88011-4043
Description:  ACRES 3.11; SEC 14, TWP 18, RGE 18; PTN NW1/4 (PARCEL 1, B32/P75)
Comment: SEG 18-18-14000-0003, -0004, -0005, -0006; (-.01@ PER SURVEY); 06 FOR 07
2018 Market Value 2018 Taxable Value 2018 Assessment Data
Land: $52,660 Land: $41,770 District: 22 - E{%I; (5:84((:)(;:3
Improvements: $135,500 Improvements: $135,900
Permanent Crop: $0 Permanent Crop: $0 Current Use/DFL: Yes
Total $188,560 Total $177,670 Senior/Disability Exemption: No
Total Acres: 3.11000
Ownership

Owner's Name Ownership %

KLOCKNER, KERRY A KLOCKNER TRUST 100 %
Sales History

Sale Date )Sales Document # Parcels Excise # Grantee Price

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

02/28/18 50 6——————2018-350-KLOCKNER, KERRY————KLOCKNFR, KFRRY A KLOCKNER TRUST $0

02/03/05 2005-274 1 2005-274 VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D. KLOCKNER, KERRY $2,304

Building Permiis
Permit No. Date Description Amount
2015-00612 11/3/2016  SFR-REMODEL 1318 SQFT, GARAGE 608 SQFT, CVRD 110 SQFT $144,502.00
Historical Valuation Info

Year Billed Owner Land Impr. PermCrop Value Totai Exempt Taxable
2018 KLOCKNER, KERRY A KLOCKNER TRUST $52,660 $135,900 $0 $188,560 $0 $177,670
2017 KLOCKNER, KERRY $52,660 $122,310 $0 $174,970 $0 $164,080
2016 KLOCKNER, KERRY $52,660 $122,310 $0 $174,970 $0 $174,970
2015 KLOCKNER, KERRY $60,660 $4,480 $0 $65,140 30 $7,090
2014 KLOCKNER, KERRY $68,240 $4,520 $0 $72,760 $0 $6,230
View Taxes

36123.5%6:"CR 60 Motion 000200
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 KITTITAS COUNTY
WASHINGTON

DISCLAIMER

Mike Hougardy

"

TAXSIFTER

THOMSON REUTERS'

PAYMENT CART(0)

Wittitas County Assesser 205 W 5th Ave Ste 101 Elfensburg WA $8926

Assessor Treasurer Appraisal MapSifter
- Parcel
Parcel#: 20588 Gwner Name: VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D.
DOR Cede: 83 - Resource - Agriculture Current Use Addressl:
Situs: HUNGRY JUNCTION RD ELLENSBURG Bddress2: 1650 BISHOP RD
Map Number:  18-18-14000-0002 City, State: SUNNYSIDE WA
Status: Zip: 98944-8444
Description: ACRES 6.86; SEC 14, TWP 18, RGE 18 PTN SW1/4 NW1/4 TAX 3
Comment: CG-3/24/05: SEG FROM 18-18-14020-0002, 04 FOR 05
2018 Market Value 2018 Taxable Value 2018 Assessment Data
Land: $20,580 Land: $5,750 . . . .. 22 - COR SD401 F02
District: HO1 CO COF ST
Improvements: $C Improvements: $0
Permanent Crop: $0 Permanent Crop: 30 Current Use/DFL: Yes
Total $20,580 Total $5,750 Senior/Disability Exemption: No
Total Acres: 6.86000
Owner's Name Ownership %
VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D. 100 %
Saies Hisfory
_S{M_Pat Sales Document # Parcels Excise # Grantor Grantee Price
02/03/05 )}2005-275 1 2005-275 KLOCKNER, KERRY VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D. $2,095
Building Permits
No Building Permits Available
Historical Valudtfion Info
Year gilled Owner Land Impr. PermCrop Value Total Exempt Taxable
2018 VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D. $20,580 $0 $0 $20,580 $0 $5,750
2017 VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D. $20,580 $0 $0 $20,580 $0 $5,750
2016 VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D. $20,580 40 $0 $20,580 $0 $5,750
2015 VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.&R.D. $20,580 $0 $0 $20,580 $0 $5,750
2014 VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D. $20,580 $0 $0 $20,580 $0 $3,780

View Taxes

Date Comment

12/06/05

Parcel Comments

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

36422!65r8: “CR'60 Motion 000201
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RESPONSE DEC TO ORDER ON RECONSIDERATION.doc i 5

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
| hereby certify under penalty of perjury of the laws of the state of Washington,
that on the Eday of m 20“ | caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing
pleading to be served in the manner indicated below.

ATTORNEY FOR PETITIONER: [ 1 U.S. Mail, first class postage prepaid, at Prosser WA

DAVID HAZEL S nd Delivery
1420 SUMMITVIEW ail attachment per Court order June 9, 2016 J——

YAKIMA WA 98902

EXECUTED on thisg__ day of f moﬂat Prosser, Washingto

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

COUNTY OF YAKIMA
In re the Marriage of: )
LORI VAN DE GRAAF % NO. 11-3-00982-6
Petitioner, ) RESPONDENT’S RESPONSE TO
) PETITIONER’S REPLY RE COURT'’S
and ; 01/18/2019 ORDER ON RESPONDENT’S
ROD D. VAN DE GRAAF, ) MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION;
DECLARATION OF COUNSEL
Respondent. )
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 affidavit’.

Respondent’'s Response is based on the records and files herein and on the
Declaration of Counsel subjoined herein below.
DATED: O¥£E 20\9

HALSTEAD & COMINS RICKPS _———
\ D—/\ AK;‘J&M#,&»
JOANNE G COMINS RICK #11589
ATTORNEY-FOR =SPONDENT
-

— >

HALSTEAD & COMINS RICK PS
PO BOX 511

PROSSER, WA 99350

(509) 786-2200

Page 1
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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.
2.

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

On January 29, 2019 Respondent was served with a copy of Petitioner's Reply
documents by email attachment without the Clerk’s file stamp.

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.

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.

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.
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.
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.

The Declaration of Mr. Hazel begins: “It is correct that the REETA should state...” and
then identifies three items that should state:
Page 2 HALSTEAD & COMINS RICK PS
PO BOX 511
PROSSER, WA 99350
(509) 786-2200
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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.”

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

Respondent and the Court to speculate.

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

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

HALSTEAD & COMINS RICK PS
PO BOX 511

PROSSER, WA 99350

(509) 786-2200

Page 3
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15. The Amended Order is not submitted as a “proposed” order. There is no definitive
identification as to what excise tax affidavit the Court will order the Clerk to sign pursuant
to the Amended Order.

16. 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.

17. 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.

18. The Amended Order mandates « _the Clerk is directed to forthwith sign...”; and the

unanswered question remains “what” is the Clerk to sign.
19. Mr. Hazel's Latest REETA makes correction to Paragraph 5 and makes correction

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

Paragraph 6.

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

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
pelow. 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 [ ] does [x] does not qualify for continuance.

Deputy Assessor Date

HALSTEAD & COMINS RICK PS
PO BOX 511

PROSSER, WA 99350

(509) 786-2200

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

(3)OWNER(S) SIGNATURE

[PRINT NAME]

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

29 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.

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

HALSTEAD & COMINS RICK PS
PO BOX 511

PROSSER, WA 99350

(509) 786-2200
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“zssessed 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 Klockner 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.

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

description? of the Ellensburg property which the trial court? valued at $690,000

and awarded® 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 Petitioners 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

Page 6 HALSTEAD & COMINS RICK PS
PO BOX 511

PROSSER, WA 99350

(509) 786-2200
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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: _© i?{}*Z@/&/q “SIGNED AT: W54 (WA
~

X e
JOANNE G €OMINS RICK
WSBA NO'11589

ATTORgd’;Y/F’OR RESPONDENT

Page 7 HALSTEAD & COMINS RICK PS
PO BOX 511

PROSSER, WA 99350

(509) 786-2200




1 hereby certify that we
for the pelifioncr /
by AUQMCY MESSENEEr SErvice o
certify under the penalty of peury under the laws

State of Washington thay the for cgoing i fue and corvect
Yakima, WA )\ )4 )2 o ke \

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON
COUNTY OF YAKIMA

In re the Marriage of:

LORI VAN DE GRAAF

NO. 11-3-00982-6

Petitioner, DECLARATION OF DAVID
and HAZEL IN REPLY TO ORDERON
M OTION F O R
ROD D. VAN DE GRAAF RECONSIDERATION
Respondent

1, 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 correct to the best of my knowledge
and belief:

Itis correct that 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 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 Graafand his brother traded with a neighbor smaller partions 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 (o sign an excise tax affidavit

Sworn Statement of David Hazel
Page - |
Hazel & Hazel
ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
1420 Summitview
Yakima, Washington 98902
(509) 453-9181 Facsimile 457-3756

(S5

designating the current use of the property as agricultural, current use in both boxes 5 and 6 and
listing the assessed value at $5,750.
DATED this __ ¢ bay of June. 2017.

‘/\\/\ L) (vhq&ﬂ

l)A\Yll)'ll‘f'\ZEL‘

Sworn Statement of David Hazel
Page-2

Hazel & Firzel
ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
1420 Summitview
Yakima, Washington 98902
(509) 433-9181 Facsimile 457-3756
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RGH SALES SEARCH COUNTY HOME PAGE CONJAST DISCLAIMER

Mike Hougardy

X Page 1 of 2

TAXSIFTER

PAYMENT CARTQ)

Kittitas County Assessor 205 W 5th Ave Ste 101 Ellensburg WA 98926

Assessor Treasurer Appraisal MapSifter
()\w(»&‘& Parcel
Parcel#: 20588 T - Owner Name:
DOR Coda: “§5~ Resource - Agriculture Current u:e> Address:
Situs: “HUNGRY JUNCTION RD ELLENSBURG Address2:
Map Number:  18-18-14000-0002 City, State:
Status: Zip:

Description:
Comment:

2019 Market Value

ACRES 6.86; SEC 14, TWP 18, RGE 18 PTN SWi/4 NW1/4 TAX 3
CG-3/24/05; SEG FROM 18-18-14020-0002, 04 FOR 05

2019 Taxable Value

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

1650 BISHOP RD

SUNNYSIDE WA
98944-8444

2019 Assessment Data

Land: $20,580 'Land: $5.750 District: 22 - COR SD401 FO2
Improvements: $0 Improvements: $0 FO28 HO1 CO COF ST
permanent Crop: $0 Permanent Crop: $0 Current Use/OFL: Yes
Total 20,580 Total §5,750 Senior/Disability Exemption: No
Total Acres: 6.86000
Ownership
Owner's Name Oownarship %
VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D. 100 %
Sales History
Sale Date Salas Document # Parcels Excise # Grantor Grantee Price
02/03/05  2005-275 1 2005-275 | KLOCKNER, KERRY VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D. $2,095
Building Permits
No Bullding Permits Available
Historical Valuation Info
Year Billed Qwner Land Tmpr. PermCrop Value Total Exempt Taxable
2019 VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D. $20,580 $0 $0 $20,580 $0 45,750
2018 VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D. $20,580 $0 30 $20,580 $0 $5,750
2017 VAN DE GRAAF, RR.&R.D, $20,580 $0 $0 $20,580 $0 $5,750
2016 VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.&R.D. $20,580 30 $0 $20,580 $0 $5,750
2015 VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.&R.D. $20,580 $0 $0 420,580 $0 $5,750:
Yiew Jaxes
Parcel Comments
Date Comment
12/06/05 CG-3/24/05: SEG FROM 18-18-14020-0002, 04 FOR 05
https://taxsifter.co.kittim&wa.us/Assessor.aspx?keyld=8696l7&parcelNumber=20588&ty... 1/28/2019
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON

COUNTY OF YAKIMA

In re the Marriage of:

LORI VAN DE GRAAF NO. 11-3-00982-6
. Petitioner, ORDER AMENDING ORDER
an
ROD D. VAN DE GRAAF
Respondent

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 the property in paragraph 5 as "83 -

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

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

Order Amending Order- 1

day of

,2019.

JUDGE/COURT COMMISSIONER

Hazel & Hazel

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW

1420 Summitview
Yakima, Washington 98902

(509) 453-9181 Facsimile 457-3756
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24
25
26

Presented by:

Approved as to form:

DAVID HAZEL, WSBA No.
Attorney for Petitioner

Order Amending Order- 2

7833

JOANNE COMINS RICK, WSBA No. 11589

Attorney for Respondent

Flarzel & Hazel
ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
1420 Summitview
Yakima, Washington 98902
(509) 4539181 Facsimile 457-3756

Department of
Revenue

Woashingtan State .
REAL ESTATE EXCISE TAX AFFIDAVIT Thin form is your recipt
PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT CHAPTER 82.45 RCW ~ CHAPTER 458-61A WAC when stamped by cashicr,
THIS AFFIDAVIT WILL NOT BE ACCEPTED UNLESS ALL AREAS ON ALL FAGES ARE FULLY COMFLETED
(Sex hack of tast page for instructions)
[Clemeck box if partial sate, indlente % ___sold Uist of awnership asqulred Bext to each naine. —
Name _Rod Van de Graal Name _Lori Van de Graal .. ]
Muiling Addross_5652 Gap Road s g Mailing Address i ley Highway PMB 1 —
CuyiStaieizip Quiiook, WA 98938 —_|Zdu Sunnyside. WA 98944
Phone No, (inctudi code). Phone No, (includiag ares vode) (509) 8404508 |
Sead llprapeny tax corespondence o: [ Sume as Buyer/Graaiee Ui all el wid peotal lapecy acpumsel oot it asersd falne)
Name 20568 ] $5.750.00
Mailing Address )
City/StucerZi . o pes
Phone No. (including ares code), | —
. Strect addicss of property: NKA Hungry Junction Road .
This property i locaied in Kittitas County E]
T3 ek box if any of the tisiad pascelt are beingssgrogatet from ancher paivel, aro part of 4 boundauy fine adjusiment ur purcsls being merged.
Legal dexcriptinn af praperty (if mare gpace is teeded, you may altach 3 separuse sheet ta cach page of the offidavit)
That portion of the Soulhwest Quarter of the Northwast Quartertying Soulheastarly of thaorth Branch Canal of Kitiias Redamation
Dislrict in Section 14, Township 18, North Range 18 east WM. In the County of Kitthias, Stale of Washington.
n Seleet Land Uso Code(s): Listall personal property (tangible and intangible) included in sciling
3+ AgrCulor daswiaxd Gdyr GuTwril 8 chapter 8138 ROW =1 price.
cater any additional codes:,
(See back of last page for instructions)
YES NO
Was the sclier toceiving a property tx exermpion oc defermal under a
chapters B4.36, 84,37, or 84.38 RCW (nonprofit organizaton, seniot
citizen, or disubled persos, bomeowares with Hinited incoune)?
If claiining an exemption. list WAC number and reason for exetption:
YES  NO
s this propety desigutl ss forest Land per cupeer 8433 RCW? [ WAC No. (Sectionf$ 458-61A-203(2)
Te this property classified as curment use (open e, fann and m] Reason.for .
agricultural, or timber) land per clapicr 84,347 Award ?)y Divorce D¢res = Yakima Counly Cause Na.
s iving special valuation o hivter ] 11-3-00982-6
perchapter 84,26 RCW?
Thany answars arc yes, complote as instructod below, Type of Document Quit Claim Deed .
(1) NOTICE OF CONTINUANCE (FOREST LAND OR CURRENT USE) 1
NEW OWNER(S): To continue the cureent desiguion as forest tand or Date of Document 1/29/19
clussification as current use (open space, fann and agricultwee, of timber) Jand, Gross Selting Price § 0.00
You must sigh or (3) below. The county assessar must then determiine if the Iross Selimg Fe Do e
1and tranyferred continues (0 quakify and will indicate by signing below. (ftlie YPecsanal Property (deduct) § D PR,
Land no Toager qualifics or you do auk wigh o continu the designation o . 3 §
A iwill 3 and the g or additional taxes wil Exemption Claimed (deduct) §, SR e
e e and pyable by the seller or transfiror ai the time of sale. (RCW Taxuble Selting Price $oeee e 000
¥4.33,140 or RCW 5434, 108). Prior 10 signing (3) below, you may contact Exclse Tux : Stute § .00
your local county wisessor for more informution. yodal:$ o 0.00
Thislend Cldoes  [Fldoes nut - quality for comtinuunce. *Delinquent Interest: State §._. ~ .
Local §. s
DEPUTY ASSESSOR DATE
;i *Deling Pepalty §,
(2) NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE (HISTQRIC PROPERTY) 0.00
NEW OWNER(S): To continus spocial valuatian as historic property, Subtotal
aign (3) below, If the new owner(s) dovs not wisks to coutinuc, all *Stite Techriology Feo S 5.00
widitional tax calculated pursuant to chapter 84.26 RCW, shall be duc and 500
payable by the seller or transferor at the dine of sale. *Affidavit Procossing Fee S L
(3) OWNER(S) SIGNATURE Total Do §, 1000
. A MINIMUM OF $10.00 (5 DUE IN FEE(S) AND/OR TAX
ERINT.NAME ¢ (NSTRUCTIONS
' 1 CERTIFY UNDER FENALTY OF PERJURY THAT THE FORECOING (S TRUE AND CORRECT.
Signature of Signature of
Grantor or Grantor’s Agent Grantee or Grantee's Agent
Name (pringy__Rod Van de Graaf Name (print) _LOri Van de Graaf e
Date & city of signing: Date & city of signing: Yakima, WA 98902
Perury: Perjury is aclass C felony which s punishuble by i in thesl jonal institwtion for a maxinum Lerm of nol aosc than five ycans, o by
a fing in an amount fixed by the cowrt of st more than five thousand dolfurs (§5,000.00). or by both inprisgnmient and fine (RCW 9A.20.020 (1C)).
REV #4 0001a (11723 19) THIS $PACE - TREASURER'S USE ONLY TAXPAYER
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CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMITTAL 6 designating the current use of the property as agricultural, current use in both boxes 5 and 6 and
| hereby certify that we seat a copy of this to the altorncy P -
for the petitioner / respondent by mail, postage prepaid. or 7 listing the assessed value at $5,750.
Dby attorney service on__ P | . i&»
centify under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the DATED thiss QLAI day of January, 2019.
State of Washington that the foregoing is true and correct 8
Yakima, WA,
? /
SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON 10 [ é\ { ( . 4
COUNTY OF YAKIMA N (A | T f
11 DAVID HAZEL\ \
In re the Marriage of: 12
LORI VAN DE GRAAF NO. 11-3-00982-6 13
Petitioner, AMENDED DECLARATION OF W
and DAVID HAZEL IN REPLY TO 15
ORDER ON MOTION FOR
ROD D. VAN DE GRAAF RECONSIDERATION 16
Respondent 17
18
[, DAVID HAZEL, do hereby certity under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the 19
State of Washington that the following statement is true and correct to the best of my knowledge 20
and belief: 21
It is correct that the Real Estate Excise Tax Affidavit should state “yes” under Paragraph 22
6: “Is this property classitied as current use (open space, farm and agricultural, or timber) land 23
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 24
of the Ellensburg property and found the parties’ fifty per-cent interest to be worth $690,000. 25
Prior to trial, Mr. Van de Graaf and his brother traded with a neighbor smaller portions to square 26
their respective properties. The assessed value of the portion traded, and the subject of the current 27
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
;:V::'_' ftatemmt of David Hazel ls):::l_\zsmtemtnt of David Hazel

Fazel & Tlazel

Hazel & Hazel
ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
1420 Summitview
Yakima, Washington 98902
(509) 453-9181 Facsimile 457-3756

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
1420 Summitview
Yakima, Washington 98902
(509) 4539181 Facsimile 457-3756
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Assessor Treasurer Appraisal MapSifter

. 6\»\01»“ o Parcel
Parcel¥: e SR Owner Name:
DOR Code: Iture Current@ Addressl:
Situs: “HUNGRY JUNCTION RD ELLENGBURG Address2:
Map Number:  18-18-14000-0002 City, State:
Status: Zip:
Description:  ACRES 6.66; SEC 14, TWP 18, RGE 18 PTN SW1/4 NW1/4 TAX 3
Comment: CG-3/24/05: SEG FROM 18-18-14020-0002, 04 FOR 05

2019 Market Value 2019 Taxable Value

Ellensburg WA 98926

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

1650 BISHOP RD

SUNNYSIDE WA
98944-8444

2019 Assessment Data

Land: $20,580 Land: $5,750 . 22 ~ COR $D401 FO2
‘ : District: F028 HO1 CO COF ST
Improvements: $0 Improvements: $0
permanent Crop: $0 Permanent Crop: g0 Current Use/DFL: Yes
Total $20,580 Total $5,750! Senior/Disability Exemption: No
Total Acres: 6.86000
Ownership
Owner's Name Ownership %
VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R.D. 100 %
Sales History
Sale Data | __Sales Document # Parcels | Excise # Grantor Grantee © Price
02/03IQ§ !‘2_005-275 1 52005-275 KLOCKNER, KERRY VAN DE GRAAF, RR&RD. ! $2,095
Building Permits
No Building Permits Avaitable
Historical Valuation Info
Véar Billed 6w ner Land Impr. PermCrop Value Total Exempt Taxable
2019 VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R.O. $20,580 $0 $0 $20,580 $0 7$5,750‘
2018 VAN DE GRAAF, R.R& R.D. 420,580 $0 30 $20,580/ $0 $5,750
2017 VAN DE GRAAF, R.R.& R,D. $20,580 $0 $0 $20,580 $0 45,750
2016 VAN DE GRAAF, RR&R.D. $20,580 $0 $0/ 420,580 $0 $5,750
2015 {VAN DE GRAAF, RR& R.D. $20,580 $0 $0!  $20,580 30 $5,750
View Taxes
Parcel Comments
Daté Co‘mmenl
12/06/05 | CG-3/24/05: SEG FROM 18-18-14020-0002, 04 FOR 05

Lsbemrne [ lbmrenifbmm nn

Litkienn verm ol A naanane anmuIlanTd=2K0&1 T LrnarnralNumher=205RR& tu

1282019



O e 9 &N L s W N

gD Do
b E\l o)
e W CLgRy
SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON
COUNTY OF YAKIMA
In re the Marriage of:
LORI VAN DE GRAAF NO. 11-3-00982-6

Petitioner, ORDER AMENDING ORDER
and

ROD D. VAN DE GRAAF

Respondent

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 aftidavit 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 "Is 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.

JUDGE/COURT COMMISSIONER

Order Amending Order- 1

Hazel & Hazel
ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
1420 Summityiew
Yakima, Washington 98902
(509) 453-9181 Facsimile 457-3756
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Presented by:

Approved as to form:

DAVID HAZEL, WSBA No. 7833
Attorney for Petitioner

Order Amending Order-2

JOANNE COMINS RICK, WSBA No. 11589
Attomney for Respondent

Hazel & Tlazel
ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW
1420 Summitview
Yakima, Washington 98902

1800) AST Q1R Tancimila 4871184
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Deparanent of
e,
‘ashinglan State
REAL ESTATE EXCISE TAX AFFIDAVIT This form is your recoipl
PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT CHAPTER 82.45 RCW ~ CHAPTER 458-61A WAC when stamped by cashicr,
TIUS AFFIDAVIT WILL NOT BE. ACCEPTED UNLESS ALL AREAS ON ALL PAGES ARE FULLY COMPLETED

{Sec hack of lust ey for fmstuctions)

[Gheek bos i partial ssle, ladicate % swld.

nName_Rod Van de Graal

List rage sfawpershin acquired Bexr o each uame.
~ome _Lori Yan de Graaf

Mudling Adirse_S6 Road B sciting Asss Yaki ley High
City/Sisterzip Quil WA 8893 29 . =i i

Phone No. (including sre code) Phone No. ({ncluding ared vode) (500) 840-4508
Lint all real wid peronal proeny (ax parcel account
uambers — check bax if personal prapecty

20588

Seud oll propery ta corespondenco w: [Z)Same as Duyer/Girantes List assersed valua(s)

Name $5.750.00
Mailing Address
City Zip
Phone No. (includiny ares codz)

oboa

n Street address of praperty: NKA Hungey Junction Road

&

[ Check b if any of the listed parcels are being segragated frum anather parcel, ace pat of a bouadary line adjustment o puscelt being merged.

This proparty is located in Kittitas County

Legal dexcription nf pronery (if mare space is needed, you may attach o seporute sheet 10 sach page of the affidavii)
That partion of the Southwest Quarter of the Northwest Quartedying Soulheastary of thaNorth Branch Canal of Kitltas Reclamation
Digtrict in Soction 14, Township 18, North Range 18 8ast W.M, In the County of Kitttas, State of Washington.

F ist all personal proparty (tangiblc and intangiblc) included in sclling
=3 price.

n tect Land Use Code(s):
3 - Agricaiuce dasaitod urides Lumurd uve dapter 84,34 ROW

enter any
(See back of last page for Instructions)

1 codes:.

YE§ NO
‘Was the seller receiving a propety x exenipion or deferal wder [
chaptery 84.36, 84.37, or #4.38 RCW {noaprofix organizatlon, sealor
citizen, or disubled person, homeowner with lirmited income)?
n - 1f claiining an exemption. list WAC number and reason for excinption:
YES NO
5 this property designoted us forest bud per chupter 433 RCW? [ [ | WAC No, (Sccti 458-61A-203(2)
i Laafied as cument fown and a
agriculural or mber) nd per clspicr 4347 B B S e rae = YK CoUAy CamsE Ro——
Is g wetdl Wilaiion of Wincical o 11-3-00962-6
per chaptes 84.26 RCW?
Ifany. e yos, is ! 2

Type of Document Quit Claim Oead

RSB LR R ————

(1) NOTICE OF CONTINUANCE (FOREST LAND O CURRENT USE) 1129189
t

NEW OWNER(S): To cortinue the cumeat designation a forest land or
classification as curvent use {opeu space, farm and agriculnwe, or timber) land,

Datc of Di

T : o 0.00
you must sign on 3) below. The county assessor twst then deternine if the Gras Selling Price §__ oo
tand transferred continues to qualify and witl indicate by signing below. IFthe *Personal Property (dodwety S
tund na longer qualifies of you du hot wish v continue ignati o
ificatan, it will b d snd the ing o sdditinal axos will Chulted (geduct) 3
be due and payable by the seller of mansferor o the time of slc. (RCW Texuble Selling Price §. 400
$4.33.140 or RCW ¥4.34.108). Prior o signing (3) below, you may contact Excive Tax : State $. 80
your kocal county wssor for more infurmution. 0.0025 Local §. 0.00
This land [Jdoes  [Zldoss not quulity for continunce. *Delinquent Interest: State S
Local 8 a—
DEPUTY ASSESSOR DATE “Deli Penalty §
(2) NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE HISTORIC PROPERTY) Sub s 0.00
NEW OWNER(S): To continuc special vatuation as historic proposty, wbrotal § oo
siga (3) below. f the new owner(s) does not wish to continue, ail *State Technol Fee §. 500
uﬁm' onal tux catculated pursuant to chapter 84.26 RCW, shall be duc and 500
payable by the ssller or transferor at the tinae of sale. *Aftidavic P Fee §. &
(3) OWNER(S) SIGNATURE Towl O $_____ . W%

PRINT NAME

A MINIMUN OF $10.00 1S DUE IN FEE(S) AND/OR TAX
*SEE INSTRUCTIONS

I

1 CERTIFY UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

Signature of Signaturo of
Graufor er Grantoc's Ageat Grantee or Grantee's Ageat
Name (prin¢) __Rod Van do Graaf Name (pring) _Lari Van de Graaf

Date & city of signing:

Dat & city of signing; Yakima, WA 98802

Perjury: Pesjuy is a clae C felony wiiich is

in the

bla by i

§ irstitution for a maximum Lerm of nol moro than five yeurs, ur by

fine In an amount fixed by the cows of not move tian five thousand doflars (§5,000.00), or by both imprisonment and fine (RCW 94.20:020 (1C)

REV 84 U001 (11/2319)

THIS SPACE - TREASURER'S USE ONLY

TAXPAYER



Depariment of ( g{%
Revenue
\Washinglon Stote REAL
CHAPTER §24%
BE ACCEPTED UN
(Sec hack o
sald.

PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT
THIS AFFIDAVIT WILL NOT

[ JCheck box If paréial salc. lndicate %

Name

Muiling Address__5652 Gap Road
| Cigrstare/Zip _OQutlook WA 98938

Phone No. lincluding asea code),

Send all property 13X correspondesce to: [¥] Same 2 Buyer/Graniee

Namne
Mailing Address
City/Stutc/Zip

e

{uding as¢a code)

Phone No. (i

KA Hungry Junction Road

ESTATE EXCISE TAX AFFIDAVIT
RCW — CHAPTER 4558-G1A WAC

LESS ALL AREAS ONALL eAC
f lost page for nstreclions)

List all real and personal property

This form is your reccipt
whes stamped by cashicr.

£S ARE FULLY CO MPLETED

dp acquired mext to each haime.

¢ prerceutage of ovenersh

’iﬁ% Name LQH‘ Van de Q[Qﬁf

Lis

Muiting Address__623 Yakima Valley highway PMB8 140
CityrState/Zip Sunnyside, WA 98944
Phone No. (including area code)(S )9) ﬁgl!»é 5( )8

1ax parcef nccount
wemibers — check bax if pecsanal peapzely

JO5IT

Listassessed vatue(s)

$654.000.00

Strect address of property:

Kittitas County

This property is located in
D Check box if any of the listes
 nore space is aceded, you may

Quarer of the Norihwest Quarier lying
th Range 18 East W.M. i the C

Legal descriptian af property (i
That portion of the Southiwest
District in Section 14, Township 18, No

@ Sclect Land Use Code(s):

2 - Agricdiue rolated actedics

enter any additionel codes:
(Sce back of last page for instructions)

i parcels 2re being segregated from another parcel. are part of a2 boun

attach a separate shies

Southezstedy of the North Bran

parcels being merged.

dory line adjustment o5

1 to ench page of the affidavit)
ch Canal of Kittites Redamation

ounty of Kitiitas . State of Washington

List alf personal property (tangiblc and intangiblc) included in selling

price.

1. list WAC number and rzason for exemption:

YES NO
Was the selter :ccdvingapmpmymc(mqﬁmordd‘amlmﬂa | |
chapters $4.36, 8457 or ¥4.3% RCW (nonprofit organization, senior
citizon, or disabled person, homcovaner «with fimited income)?

YES NO
1 this property designated as forest fand per chapier 3433 RCWW? d
Ts this property classifiad as cuent use (open Sp3ck, farm and O
agricultural, of fimber) tand per chapicr $1.34 RCW?

O

s this property Feceiving special valuation a5 tistorical propesty
per chupter 6426 RCW?
1f any answers arc yes, complcte as instructed below.

(1) NOTICEOF CONTTNUANCE (FORESTLAND OR CURRENT USE}
NEW OWNER(S): To continue the cuzrent designation as forest fand o
classification as curreut use (opea space, farm and agsicultuge, or timber) land,
you mustsign en (3) below. The county assessor must then detenniace if the
{2nd transfermed continues to qualify a0d will indicate by signing below:. Htle
tand o longer qualifics or you di not wish to contintic thc designation of
classification, it will be removed and the compensatiag o1 additional faxes will
be due and payzble by the seller or ransfeor at the fime of sale. (RCW
€433.140 ar RCW §4.24.108). Prior to signing (3) below, youmay confact
your local county #ssessor for more information.

This lund {Jdoes does not qualify for continuance.

DEPUTY ASSESSOR DATE

@ NOTICEOF COMPLIANCE (HISTORIC PROPERTY)
NEW OWNER(S): To contiauc special valuadon as historic property,
sign (3) below. 1f the new owaer(s) does nat wish to continuc, all

additional tax calculated pursuant 10 chapter §4.
payable by the scller or (ransferor 21 the dme of sale.

(3) OWNER(S) SIGNATURE

PRINT NAME

If claiming an cxemptiot

WAC No. (Section/Subsection) 458-61A203(2)

Reason for cxcmption
Award by Divorce Decrec - vZKima Counly Cause 1No- T U098Z6

Type of Document Quit Cleim Deed

Datc of Document
0.00

- Gross Selling Price S
«personal Propery (deduct) §

Exemption Claimed (deduct) §

Taxsble Selling Price § _/__&E‘l
Fxcise Tux - Stale & 0.00
Local § a.00

+Delinquent Interest: State

Local
+Delinquent Penalty
Subtotal S ————————
500

+§tate Technology Fee

26 RCW, shall be duc and 5,

A ffidavic Pracessing Fee § 00

Total Duc § 10.00

e e
A DMINIAMUN OF $10.00 1S DUE IN FEE(S) AND/OR TAX
+SEE INSTRUCTIONS
S == =

1AT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT. . 1 [ —

Signature of
Grantor or Grantet's Agent
priny__Rod Van de Graaf

Name (

Date & city of siguing:

I CERTIFY UNDER PENALTY OF PERIURY T1

adq

Signaturc of

D (f
Grantee or Grantec’s Agent Lj [7/% N ,\/Jr\/
Name (print) __Lori Van de Graaf ’

Date & city of signing: //‘ (77— / g 5_{&4{(% VY54

Perjury: Perjury is 4 class C felony whiclis punishable by imprison

4 finc in an amount fixed by

REV K4 D018 (U9706717)

arenl in the state correetional instilutios
fie court of nat more lhiza five thsousand dollars (85,000.00).
THIS SPACE - TREASURER’S USE ONLY

term of nol niore than five yous, orby

for x maxinwn
20 (D).

¢ and fine (RCW FA20G
COUNTY TREASURER

or by both iniprisaimicn

(BT



CARNEY BADLEY SPELLMAN
February 26, 2019 - 3:34 PM

Transmittal I nformation

Filed with Court: Court of Appeals Division 111
Appellate Court Case Number: 36122-5
Appellate Court Case Title: In re the Marriage of Lori Van de Graaf and Rod D. Van de Graaf

Superior Court Case Number:  11-3-00982-6

The following documents have been uploaded:

« 361225 Briefs 20190226153034D3459350 7333.pdf
This File Contains:
Briefs - Appellants Reply
The Original File Name was Reply Brief FINAL.pdf

A copy of the uploaded files will be sent to:

anderson@carneylaw.com
andrienne@washi ngtonappeal s.com
cate@washingtonappeal s.com
daveh@davidhazel .com
fuhrmann@carneylaw.com
jgcrick@gmail.com

val erie@washi ngtonappeal s.com

Comments:

Sender Name: Elizabeth Fuhrmann - Email: fuhrmann@carneylaw.com
Filing on Behalf of: Gregory Mann Miller - Email: miller@carneylaw.com (Alternate Email: )

Address:

701 5th Ave, Suite 3600

Seattle, WA, 98104

Phone: (206) 622-8020 EXT 149

Note: The Filing 1d is 20190226153034D 3459350
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