District No. 1 Commissioner: Dan Titterness
District No. 2 Commissioner: Glen Huntingford
District No. 3 Commissioner: Wendi H. Wrinkle

County Administrator: David Goldsmith
Clerk of the Board: Lorna Delaney

MINUTES
Week of March 24, 2003

The meeting was called to order by Chairman Dan Titterness. Commissioners Glen
Huntingford and Wendi Wrinkle were both present.

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR BRIEFING SESSION: County Administrator David
Goldsmith thanked the Board for allowing him to take the time he needed to visit Viet Nam. He then advised
that he will be meeting with Department Managers over the next few days for an update on projects and
issues. He has already met with Mark Peil from Information Services. There have been several requests
from Elected Officials and Department Heads who want to access their e-mail from remote sites. This can be
a problem because this type of access can be a security issue for the County’s computer network. Policies
will be developed to address these requests.

At 9:15 a.m. the Board interviewed Linda Pfafman who has expressed interested in serving on
the Jefferson County Substance Abuse Advisory Board.

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD: No public comments.

APPROVAL AND ADOPTION OF THE CONSENT AGENDA: Commissioner

Huntingford moved to approve and adopt the Consent Agenda as submitted. Commissioner Wrinkle

seconded the motion which carried by a unanimous vote.

1. AGREEMENT re: Professional Services for Parent to Parent Program; Jefferson County Health and
Human Services; Karen Porter

2. AGREEMENT re: Grant Funding for Family Resource Specialist to Provide Counseling and
Referral Services to At-Risk Youth in Grades 3-5; Jefferson County Health and Human Services;
Olympic Educational Services District (OESD) #114

3. AGREEMENT re: Professional Services for the “Raising a Healthy Community” Grant Program;
Jefferson County Health and Human Services; Dr. Katie Carlson
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10.

11.

12.

AGREEMENT re: Professional Services for Systematic Assessment of Maternal Child Health Data;
Jefferson County Health and Human Services; Rebecca Kang, Ph.D.

AGREEMENT re: 2003 Vendor Supply of Asphalt Concrete for Various County Road Maintenance
Projects; Jefferson County Public Works; Ace Paving Co. Inc.

AGREEMENT re: 2003 Vendor Supply of Asphalt Concrete for Various County Road Maintenance
Projects; Jefferson County Public Works; Lakeside Industries

AGREEMENT No. G0300164 re: Grant Funding for the Removal and Disposal of Hazardous
Chemicals Accumulated in High School Science Laboratories in Quilcene, Port Townsend,
Chimacum, and Sequim (Clallam County) School Districts; Jefferson County Public Works;
Washington State Department of Ecology

Approve Request for Waiver of Tipping Fee at County Transfer Station for Groups Participating in
the 13™ Annual Volunteer Earth Day Cleanup for One Day in April; Funds to be paid from
Community Services and County Road Fund; Jefferson County Health and Human Services
Approval to Apply for Two (2) Grants through the Washington State Department of Social and
Health Services (DSHS), Division of Alcohol and Substance Abuse (DASA); To Provide Funding for
Substance Abuse Services to Indigent and Low Income Persons Who Appear in Court; 1) In-
Patient/Out-Patient Substance Abuse Treatment; and 2) Treatment for Single Parents with Substance
Abuse Problems; Jefferson County Health and Human Services

Reappoint Individual to Serve on the Jefferson County Parks Advisory Board for a Two (2) Year
Term Expiring March 12, 2005; H. Eileen Rogers

Reappoint Two (2) Individuals to Serve on the Jefferson County Substance Abuse Services Advisory
Board for Three (3) Year Terms Expiring: January 18, 2006, Laurie Strong; and February 9, 2006,
Andy Mackie

Appoint Individual to Serve on the Jefferson County Library District Board of Trustees Filling an
Unexpired Term Ending September, 16, 2006; Suzanne H. Rehder

Award of Recycling Contract: Chairman Titterness pointed out that the comments received

from the community indicate that there is strong public support in favor of awarding the recycling contract to
Skookum. However, Skookum’s RFP didn’t include all the services that they now say they can provide. He
asked Deputy Prosecuting Attorney David Alvarez if the County can accept the new information that wasn’t
in the RFP and draft a contract which includes these additional services or if another RFP would be required?
David Alvarez answered that without doing the legal research, he feels that a revised RFP would be
necessary. Public Works Director Frank Gifford stated that accepting green glass and plastics was included
in the original RFP. Skookum, in their formal proposal, did not include these recyclables, but said they
would be willing to negotiate. DM Disposal’s bid proposal included both of these items.
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County Administrator David Goldsmith noted that if Skookum’s bid was for all the other commodities and
they indicated they would be willing to negotiate on green glass and plastics, the County could request more
information from Skookum on these recyclables, including the cost. He feels that this would not be outside
the original RFP. David Alvarez stated his concern that since the green glass and plastics component of the
bid for the other companies is now public information, Skookum could submit a lower bid. In a sealed bid
process, that knowledge would not be available to the other bidders.

Chairman Titterness reviewed the proposals: 1) a proposal that does not include green glass and plastics, but
includes the DD component; 2) a proposal that includes green glass and plastics, but no DD component; and,
3) a more costly proposal that includes green glass and plastics and the DD component. He is concerned
about a legal challenge from DM Disposal and Rabanco if the County offered a contract to Skookum that
would require them to take green glass and plastics. Commissioner Wrinkle pointed out that none of the
original proposals are comparable. Commissioner Huntingford added that the DD component is important to
people in the County and this narrows the bids to 2 with that component. Chairman Titterness stated that
being able to recycle green glass and plastics is also important to the public.

Commissioner Huntingford stated that it is his understanding that the County has the option to reject all of
the proposals. Frank Gifford added that if the Board rejected all the bids, an option would be to continue
with the current contract.

Commissioner Huntingford moved to table the decision on the recycling contract to April 7, 2003 to allow
time for more legal review. Commissioner Wrinkle seconded the motion which carried by a unanimous vote.

Washington State Department of Natural Resources re: Timber Revenue Update: Charley
Courtelou, DNR, reported that January through December 2002, timber revenues for the County were $1.8
million which is slightly above average. From January through June, 2003, they are projecting $908,000 in
revenues. July through December, 2003 an additional $162,000 is projected. Three timber sales will
generate this revenue.

The fiscal year for timber sales begins in July and more sales will be offered at that time. They are expecting
an increase in the volume of timber for sale in FY 2004. The Timber Sale Distribution Spreadsheet is a new
document in the DNR quarterly packet of information. This spreadsheet lists the obstacles or challenges of
each timber sale by volume including: legal, cultural, right-of-way exchanges, wildlife, forest practice rules,
and public concern. These issues impact the timber sale program. The other new document in the packet
shows the amount of forest board transfer volumes and values that DNR has sold in the past decade.
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They then gave a Powerpoint presentation showing an inventory of DNR land in Jefferson County, including
areas where they want to focus and areas where they may want to divest themselves. This is a plan of how to
keep the forests working, but it also takes into account the concerns of nearby communities. The DNR
wants to work with the neighbors to meet their goals.

The Board met in Executive Session from 11:30 a.m. to Noon with the County Administrator,
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, and the Director of Community Development regarding potential litigation.
The Board recessed their meeting at the conclusion of the scheduled business and reconvened at the Kalaloch
Lodge in the West End for the following hearing. All 3 Board members were present.

HEARING re: Establishing a Stock Restricted Area in the West End: Approximately 20
interested citizens were present for this hearing. Chairman Titterness introduced the Elected Officials. He
opened the public hearing and explained the hearing procedures. He read RCW 16.20.24.010 regarding
restricted range area. The proposed area must be at least 2 square miles.

Bob Huelsdonk, stated that he is interested in the driving reason for this proposal. This area has had open
range for many years and there hasn’t been a problem.

Lonny Vessey, stated that he has 3 cows that get out of his fenced property because the fence gets torn
down, and then he fixes it, and it gets torn down again. He has about seven fenced acres.

Bob Huelsdonk, explained that he doesn’t see a reason to designate this as a stock restricted area. The
common rule on open range land is for the property owners who don’t want animals on their land to build a
fence.

Lonny Vessey, stated that 8 years ago he started to put up a fence, but the neighbor asked him to sign a
contract that said he would not cut anything within 30 feet of either side of the line. It’s hard to maintain a
fence under those conditions.

Dave Dickson, Oil City Road, stated that open range is a double-edged sword depending on who your
neighbors are. It is important if you are raising cattle to have the ability to utilize as much range land as
possible, but you don’t want to offend all your neighbors. The best thing to do is to have the local people
work together to figure out what to do about the fence problem. He offered to help people with their fences
in order to keep the open range. He doesn’t want to see farming disappear in the West End because there are
a lot of people who would rather see the land be added to the park or a government land base.
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Randy Parker, stated that he doesn’t have a problem with open range, because it’s been that way for years.
People who moved into the neighborhood knowing that it was open range shouldn’t have a problem either.

Jim Conomos, explained that Lonny Vessey mentioned a contract, but it was just a statement that
established that the fence line didn’t represent the boundary line and it was done for the County’s records.
The proposed boundary is 2 square miles because that is the minimum acreage established by State law. It
isn’t in his interest that all that land be closed range. The definition of “range” implies that there is
something there for the cattle to range on. He showed a map and indicated that on the east side of the
highway there isn’t any range. There isn’t land for grazing except on Lonny’s side of the fence or his side.
The cows have been coming onto his property for at least 3 years.

Carol Vessey, stated that in 1997 she had a major wreck. Every time her cows got out, they would try to get
them back as soon as possible. She called the neighbors to help. They try to keep their property fenced. If
this stock restricted area is approved and the cattle get out, what will happen? They will have to do what
they do now, or get rid of the cattle.

Jim Conomos, stated that he has had his business for fifteen years and the cattle have been there for 3 years
and all of a sudden there is this issue with cows. There is a definite conflict, and this is the only way he can
see of resolving it. It’s been over 2 months since the cows have been over, so obviously there is a way to
keep them in. He feels that the cows coming on his property are a serious threat to his livelihood. He
showed the Commissioners pictures of Vessey’s cows. Some of the pictures were taken a few years ago and
some were taken recently. He explained that the cows are 10 feet from his front door, 15 feet from his back
door, there are 6 inch holes all over his front and back yard, and there is a health issue for the people staying
at his place, especially in the summer. The only range land on his property is the front yard and back yard.
He has had the Sheriff out 5-6 times. He has rhododendrons that are 15 years old and 2 of them are dead
because of the cows. He has a right to live the way he wants and this is an area that isn’t affecting anyone
else except Lonny and him and the forest land owners around them. Twice the cows have knocked over his
drift boat and they go out on the highway at night which creates a hazard. There is an issue with elk, they
have a range also. They stay for 1 or 2 days and then they leave. Elk don’t make big holes in the ground
and they don’t eat the rhodies. The cows have severed the waterline to his garden. He has chased the cows
away as many as 3 times a day over a concentrated period of time, but they always come back. He has 17
acres of land and to put a fence around that is unreasonable and not a solution. If the cows don’t have
enough range, then they are going to break out. It doesn’t matter whose fence it is. They need to have
enough to eat.

Shane Pegram, stated that he is the third generation living on his Grandmother’s homestead. He thinks the
elk are a health concern and definitely part of the problem. They come around every 3 weeks and he chases
them out of his field constantly. They tear down fences and then the cows get out. His cows get out too and
he lives across the road from Conomos. It is a big concern because his cows have access to the highway and
can cross over to the Conomos property. If his cows get in his Uncle’s yard, he goes over to get them. He’s
sure that Lonny goes over to Jim’s property as fast as he can to get his cows. The elk are a big issue. If the
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stock restricted area is designated, what will happen if the cows get out?

Commissioner Huntingford answered that it is his understanding that if there is a closed range and the
animals get out, the owner is responsible for any damage that the cows do.

Rob Capelle, stated that Shane’s property is outside of the proposed stock restricted area, but what would
happen if they wandered into it? Is he still open range? Would he still be responsible for the damage?

Shane Pegram, stated that they just logged a huge amount of timber land in the area and his cows graze near
the river. They can smell a green blade of grass. That’s his big concern. He tries to keep his cows on his
side of the highway, but there are people who leave the gate open, or they cut the padlocks or knock down
the gate. It’s hard to control. He had a problem with one of his neighbors, but he thinks that it got resolved.
He supplied him with a cattle guard and they fenced his whole yard. He doesn’t like his cows going onto
other people’s property and tries to keep them off and he knows Lonny does too. If Lonny’s cows come
over to his property, he calls Lonny and he comes to get them, and they talk.

Gretchen Pegram, stated that its hard not to take this personally because they live in a very spread out
community, but it’s very small. They all care about each other and they all talk to each other. She doesn’t
want the 2 square miles of stock restricted area because it will just keep getting bigger. She offered to let the
neighbors put their cattle on her land because that’s what neighbors are for, to help figure out the answer to
the problem and work it out together. The answer is to talk to each other.

Shane Pegram, suggested that they could get together as a community and fence Jim’s 17 acres with elk
fence, but he doesn’t think Jim wants that because his clientele look forward to seeing the elk.

John Richmond, stated that he has over 75 acres on the Upper Hoh. At present, he is not running cattle, but
he will be. It is important to maintain an open range. If there is a problem in a localized area, then it needs
to be looked at the same way it would be looked at in town. It seems much more reasonable to fence 17
acres and provide a cattle guard than it does for everyone else who runs stock to fence have to fence around
1,000 acres. It is a point of what is reasonable, logical, and economical.

Jean Fletcher, stated that the only thing that hasn’t been said is that the cattle keep the grass and the brush
down. They are on the south side of the Hoh, on the east side of the highway and they have a very large herd
of cattle. If they fenced their 160 acres, the grass around it would grow up and it would be a fire hazard.

Her concern is that the stock restricted area will start with 2 square miles and grow to take up all of the West
End of Jefferson County. She feels that they can work something out with the neighbors.

James Jackson, stated that he and Jean Fletcher are the Shamrock Cattle Company and they have one of the
larger herds of cattle in western Washington and the largest herd of pure bred cattle. They take their cattle to
County Fairs and have gone to the “Nationals.” They have a reasonable reputation. The concept of open
range goes back into antiquity. He was born into a cattle family and his Father was a professional cattle

Page 6



