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Survey Advisory Board Meeting Minutes  
October 19, 2017 

8:00 a.m. to 1:30 p.m. 

Radisson SeaTac 

18118 International Blvd., Seattle, WA 98188 

 

 

Board Members Present: 

Bruce Dodds, PE/PLS, Multi-Discipline, Chair 

Walt Dale, PLS, Urban 

Tim Kent, PLS, Rural  

Martin Paquette, PLS, Education 

Not Present: Jon Purnell, PLS, Government  

 

 

Staff Present: 
Pat Beehler, PLS 

Kris Horton, PLS 

John Gasche, LSIT 

 

Guests: 
Casey Kaul, Auditors Recording Committee Liaison (Pierce Co.) 

Jill Munns, Auditors Recording Committee Liaison (Pierce Co.) 

Sam Mutt, WCCS liaison (Snohomish Co.) 

Richard Dickman, PLS, IRWA Liaison (Pierce Co.) 

Mel Garland, PLS, LSAW Liaison  

 

 

  

 

 Chair Bruce Dodds called the meeting to order at 8:04 a.m. (Agenda item #1) 

 

The minutes of the July 20, 2017 meeting were unanimously approved. (Agenda item #2) 

 

Monument Protection (Agenda item #3) 

   

John G. reported that 78 Permit Applications and 75 Completion Reports were processed from July 21, 

2017 to October 18, 2017, which included 384 monuments. He also reported that Clark Co. is working 

at turning in completion reports for older permit applications where the process was never completed. 

He also reported that 242 Permit Applications have been processed to date for 2017. This is on point 

with the average he has seen the last several years.  

 

Kris asked the Board member’s opinion about recent communication she had concerning Permit 

applications not being submitted for projects in a city. She presented the Board members with copies of 

emails and project plans. After some discussion, the Board members agreed that any monuments in a 
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project area are subject to possible destruction and therefore a Permit application should be submitted. If 

no monuments were disturbed/destroyed during the project, then the Completion report can just state 

that. It was also mentioned that accessories are a part of the monument. Board members asked Kris to 

follow up with a letter/email to the City Engineer.  

 

Kris H. gave a report on the chip seal Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the counties. She 

reported that all but four counties have responded (Asotin, Columbia, Island, Thurston). Kris mentioned 

that Thurston County has had a few interim County Engineers and was not sure if they had permanently 

filled that position or not. This might be why they have not responded.  

 

Report from Auditor’s Recording Committee liaison to the SAB (Agenda item #4) 

 

Casey K. reported that the Auditors have drafted three legislation proposals for 2018. One of them is in 

regards to the recording fee for the addional pages of a recording. She referenced RCW 36.18.010. The 

recording fee for counties is going up from $5 to $20, but there will be no charge for addional pages in a 

recording. Essentially, the total recording fee is increasing $15. It is expected that this increase for 

counties will sustain the Auditor’s offices for 10 years.  

She reported that they are on their fourth draft of RCW 65.24 “Authorizing Agency”.  

Jill M. reported that she hosted the first PREP (Property Records Education Program) chapter meeting 

on September 12, 2017 with 30 attendees.  

Casey K. reported that there will be changes in the notary laws in 2018. Washington will be adopting a 

law that six other states are using, the Revised Uniform Law on Notarial Acts (RELORA). This goes 

into effect July 1, 2018 and there will be changes to the notary block.  

 

 

Walt D. had nothing to report 

 

 

 

LSAW Liaison to the SAB –  Mel Garland (Agenda Item #5) 

 

Pat B. reported on the Monument Preservation Task Force progress and said the proposed legislation 

might not be ready for the 2018 session. Tim K. asked if there were any sponsors yet, and Pat B. said 

“not yet”.  

 

 

 Mel G. said that the LSAW is changing its awards policy and forming a committee to decide award 

recipients. The proposed topographic map requirements were presented at the BOT meeting and there 

was no opposition. LSAW is forming a committee to look into the Affidavit of Minor Correction. There 

is a proposal to have a joint conference with Oregon in 2020.   

 

 

Washington Council of County Surveyors Liaison to the SAB – Sam Mutt (Agenda item #6) 

 

Sam M. reported that the WCCS Survey Conference would be January 16-19, 2018 at the Quinault 

Beach Resort Casino in Ocean Shores. He said that the WCCS members are still discussing and looking 

into the recording of county road surveys. Kris H. asked how they would get to the PLSO if recorded 

under “miscellaneous” as suggested. Since they’ll be 24” x 36” they cannot be recorded under 
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“Surveys”. There was some discussion and Sam M. said they would work with the Auditors to see about 

adding a new recording category. The next WCCS meeting will likely be in November.  

 

 

Reports (Agenda items #7) 

 

Public Land Survey Office 

 

Pat B. reported on the status of the 02A account (Surveys and Maps Account) which is the account that 

supports the PLSO and Resource Mapping. If the account ends up with any excess funds, the PLSO may 

be able to purchase a book scanner.  

 

Kris H. reported that the PLSO will index maps that have need for an annotation on the image (such as 

missing or discrepancies in indexing information) with this in the “REMARKS” field: “See note on 

image” instead of using “Note: errors on map”.  

Kris H. said that update to Version 8 of AppXtender/WebXtender is finally moving forward. No date yet 

on implementation. There will be changes to the way WebXtender looks and works. Tim K. asked Kris 

to talk to Ricoh (company installing new version) about the option of a simple search.  

Kris H. asked for input on the possibility of making WebXtender “no cost subscription” which would 

make it available to everyone via a public login (similar to what the counties have). In order to do that, 

the cost of research at the PLSO may have to be increased to a base fee plus $5/map page. The issue is 

that the PLSO cannot add another employee at this time and when Ted Smith retired four years ago John 

Gasche took over the WebXtender job duties. This is consuming much of John’s time and he is unable 

to get to other tasks he is assigned such as searching out records collections, sorting through records, and 

doing outreach about monument preservation and the Permit. There was some discussion and input.  

Kris H. reported that the Listserv that the PLSO (and all of DNR) uses is managed by the State Dept. of 

Enterprise Services (DES). DES has decided to no longer offer this service and Listserv will be 

“sunsetting” in December 2017. Kris is working with DNR communications office and Information 

Technology Division to find a suitable replacement.  

 

The PLSO received field book scans from the City of Bellingham and re-scans of the Jefferson County 

maps.  

 

Kris H. noted that she dropped the ball and did not send out a letter to the LSAW NE Chapter 

concerning the Affidavit of Minor Correction email they sent her prior to the July SAB meeting. She 

will do that as soon as possible. There was discussion about some of the questions Kris H. has received 

about amending a map – mostly maps that require signatures and approvals. The Board members again 

agreed that surveyors need to use their best judgement and follow the law that is already in place (WAC 

332-130-050). Sam M. noted that any AMC law that might be put into place in the future should start at 

addressing the reasons why the AMC is no longer allowed (abuse, not getting recorded properly, not 

getting sent to the PLSO or attached to the survey).  

 

Kris H. was contacted by a surveyor concerning a city planning department asking for the proposed 

house footprint be shown on a short plat. The surveyor felt this was overstepping on the part of the 

planning department, since there is nothing in the code that requires it be shown. He asked how and 

when a surveyor should say “no” to these type of requests. Mel G. noted that there is generally a lot of 

pressure from the client just get the plat done and not hold it up, which is why most surveyors just 

comply with whatever is requested. Bruce D. pointed out that a plat map is a subdivision of land only. 
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These sorts of development requirement requests are not appropriate to have on the face of the plat map 

since those conditions are likely to change. There was discussion about contacting the state planners 

association.  

 

 Kris H. said she contacted the BORELS concerning several recorded surveys with the surveyor’s 

expiration date noted below the stamp or signature line in the surveyor’s certificate. Normally, as a 

courtesy, Kris calls the surveyor if she sees the expiration date in the stamp to let them know it does not 

comply with WAC 196-23-010. She doesn’t know if the BORELS will see an expiration date anywhere 

on the survey map as non-compliance or not.  She is still waiting to hear back from the BORELS. 

  

Kris H. was contacted by a surveyor asking what compliance is in regards to stating, on a survey map, 

the date of when a survey monument is found or set. He asked if it was okay to just state “monument 

set/found during course of this survey”. Kris replied back to the surveyor saying that at least the month 

and year should be stated, due to the fact than it could be months or longer between the time the field 

work is done and a short plat/plat/or other such survey is approved and recorded. Mel G. noted that at a 

minimum the month and year should be noted. Sam M. talked about why the date is required.  

 

  Kris H. said that PLSO indexers send her weekly or bi-monthly emails with a list of recorded maps that 

they see are not in compliance with WAC 332-130-050 (usually missing or discrepancies in indexing 

information). Kris is compiling the information just to see the trends in non-compliance. She is not 

contacting the surveyors.  

 

 

    Kris H. reported that she has visited nine counties so far (Thurston, Yakima, San Juan, Island, Mason, 

Grays Harbor, Jefferson, Kitsap and Clallam). She figures it will take two years to visit all 39 counties. 

She said the visits have been very productive and that the Auditor’s office have been very welcoming 

and great to work with.  

 

Kris H. asked for suggestions on subject matter for her presentation at the LSAW conference in 

March 2018 in Spokane. Attendees will email her with any suggestions.  

 

 

Accuracy Standards for a Traverse (Field Traverse Standards) (WAC 332-130-090):  

 Walt D. said that the final language is ready for the CR-101. He noted that wording about confidence 

level was added to the language. Pat B. will submit the CR-101 once the Topographic Map 

Requirements process is completed.  He will rephrase section .070 in regards to positional tolerance. 

Walt D. will send an informal draft of the language to Mel G. for presentation at the LSAW BOT 

meeting on November 4th.  

 

 

WAC 332-130-145 (Proposed) Topographic Map Requirements 

 

Pat B. presented the most updated language and explanatory note. He suggested making this only 

applicable to land surveyors. On-site septic designers are not authorized to do topographic surveys. Mel 

G. disagreed and thinks engineers and septic designers should be included. Board members agreed with 

Mel and it was decided to leave the language as is. Bruce D. said he would abandon the WAC. The 

Board voted with 3-yes, 1-no, and 1-absent. Pat B. asked the Board to take another look at the language 

and get back to him within a week with any changes. He will proceed with the new CR-102. Mel B. 
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noted that is what the BORELS was looking for when he was on the BORELS. Bruce said that if 

engineers say they don’t have to comply because it’s for their own private projects then they need to 

remember that others will be using the information.   

 

 

WAC 332-130-020 Definition of “Intelligent Interpretation” 

There was review of the various proposed definitions prepared by Jon P. Mel G. said he liked all 

version, but to remove the word “complete” since it is likely to cause a problem in court. Bruce D. 

agreed with Mel and said he liked version 3.0 or 4.0. Board members will come to the next meeting 

prepared to say which version they want to proceed with.  

 

 

 State Boundary Line Adjustment Standards.   
Walt D. said he found WAC 458.61A-109 that states an affidavit of BLA is required for all BLAs. He 

asked of the Board (DNR) can create the affidavit? He listed off some of the different requirements in 

various cities, counties and other states. All in attendance agreed that there needs to be a statewide 

standard for BLA requirements, and that the public is not being protected. Walt asked if the Board 

(DNR) has the authority to set the BLA requirements. Pat B. said that he would have to ask the AG’s 

office. Walt will create a model of an Affidavit of BLA.  

 

 

 “Did you know?” articles 

 

Casey K. said she would write one about the changes to the notary law (requirements). Walt D. said he 

will send Kris H. the final on “Line Staking”.  

 

Land Corner Record form 
Pat B. said there are still instances of the LCR form being used for non GLO corners. He talked about an 

instance where a surveyor used them for benchmarks, but was denied recording of them. Pat talked to 

the surveyor and he decided to go a different route. There was discussion about how there is no clear 

way to make some non GLO monuments available to the public through recording. Kris H. said that 

reference documents (such as benchmark information) can be sent to the PLSO and added into the 

repository database (WebXtender) and would be available to the public through the PLSO.  

 

  
New Items (Agenda items #14) 

 Walt D. presented a handout of Senate Bill 5674, which is “An ACT relating to the final approval of 

subdivisions of land; and amending RCW 58.17.100, 58.17.170, and 58.17.190. This affects the Growth 

Management Act and other land use & planning laws.  

 

Good of the Order Discussion 

 

It was decided that the next meeting will be April 19, 2018 in SeaTac. Kris noted that Bruce Dodd’s 

term on the board ends in June 2018 unless Bruce wishes to continue on the Board and the 

Commissioner of Public Lands approves it. Bruce said he would let Pat B. know.  

 

Meeting adjourned at 1:33 pm. 
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Assignments 
 

 SAB Members: 

o Look at suggested definitions for “Intelligent Interpretation” before next meeting.  

o Email Kris suggestions of what to address in her LSAW conference presentation 

o Take another look at the language for “Topographic Map Requirements” 

o Walt will create a model of an affidavit of BLA  

o  

             

 Kris will: 

o Add an additional blank page to the LCR form – formatted with correct borders 

o Notice to LSAW about chip seal MOUs 

o Draft letter back to LSAW NE Chapter concerning the AMC 

o Draft letter to city of X in regards to submitting a monument removal permit application 

 

 Pat will: 

o Move forward with the new CR-102 for the Topographic Map Requirements. 

o Get CR-101 for Field Traverse Accuracy Standards ready to go.  

 

 Did you know? Article assignments: 

o Kris: Scanning (map legibility) 

o Mel: Local Jurisdiction control of mapping 

o Bruce & Martin: Certificate on all recorded documents 

o John Gasche: Getting verbal approval for a Permit – common errors 

o Pat: Survey records  -- donate/loan to PLSO 

o Paul G. and Ken Paul: Basis of Bearings 

o Richard D.: Physical Description of a Monument & Chain of History”.  

o Pat B.: Proper way to note quarter-quarter and quarter (no comma between) 

o Pat B.: Proper use of the LCR form 

o Jon P.:  Creating a “stand alone” map 

o Walt D. : send Kris final version of Line Staking article 

 

 


