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Your Rights - Use 'Em or Lose 'Em! 
In the latest round of what appears to be an 

ongoing battle between Tenas Chuck (2331-39 Fairview) 
floating home owners and their moorage owners, Lakeshore 
Moorings, Inc. (LMI), Seattle District Court Judge John 
Ritchie has approved contested moorage fee increases for 
f our houseboats. The common thread running through all 
of the increases was that the houses were changing hands 
when the increases were demanded. 

Actually, five homeowners mounted a common 
�~ �f�e�n�s�e� against the rate hikes. Beginning shortly after 

Jeing granted a general increase in fees due to physical 
improvements in the dock about a year and a half ago, 
LMI Vice President Todd Warmington began a �c�~ �~�i�g�n� of 
individual increases which the defendants in the case 
came to feel were well outside the spirit and letter of 
the Equity Ordinance. 

The previous owners of the homes now owned by 
James Whitney, Peter Musselwhite, Tom Stockley, Delmar 
Langton and, a few months later, Donna Harris received 
demands from Warmington for increases ranging from $25 
to $50 because, according to one of the notices, "LMI 
presently l oses about $34 per month return on investment 
and about $11 per month in management fees." No books 
or other data were ever offered by LMI to back up these 
claims. Except for the Langton boat, all had also been 
rented immediately prior to being sold. 

For a variety of reasons, none of the five 
previous owners actually filed a protest with the 
Hearing Examiner within the 15 days mandated by the 
Ordinance. Thus, formally, the new owners also lost 
their right to protest the -:Lr1c:reases under the 
provisions of Section 7. But wait! Section 10, which 
governs fees for rentals, has no time limit for filing. 

Notices or not, other issues at first seemed to 
dominate the case. For example, there was the timing of 
the increases to coincide with the transfer of 
ownership. The rationale behind the increases also 
seemed flimsy at best: if so much money was being lost, 
why hadn't UU taken their case to the presumably less 
costly Hearing Examiner?. But it was the singling out 
of individuals so that their fee schedules were 
different from the rest of the docks' -- isolating each 
of them so that any future protest they made would have 

�~ �t�o� be on their own rather than as a member of a "class" 
Jf renters -- which so infuriated them that when LMI 
went to District court to try to collect, they all 
joined together to hire an attorney, Richard Aramburu, 
to fight . 

Unfortunately, during the trail, Judge John 
Ritchie would hear none of it. According to Joe Hall, 
President of the Tenas Chuck Homeowners' Association, 

The stillness of the scene belies the turmoil at the 
Tenas Chuck moorage. Conflict has been a way of life 
for the residents since LMI, the current owners bought 
the dock in 1980. 

....................................... 
Ritchie kept asking Aramburu where in the Ordinance it 
specified that moorage owners had to treat their tenants 
as "classes"? He discounted the argument that Section 
10 allows indefinate time to file for a hearing if a 
house is being rented. He zeroed in on the notice 
requirements and the Section 7 time limit. All except 
Langton had received proper notice, he said. All had 
l ost their right to appeal when the previous owners 
failed to file within 15 days. 

So, in his judgement, the increases were valid 
for all except Langton, who had received only verbal, 
not written, notice. 

Hall, who is also the Vice President of the 
Association, says the lesson to be learned here is that, 
"Until the language of the Ordinance is clarified, if 
you get any rent increase you don't agree with (whether 
you're renting or not), you should go down to the 
Hearing Examiner and file within 15 days." 

The Association, he says, is waiting for the 
f ormal written opinion from Ritchie before approaching 
the City Council with a request for clarification of the 
issues brought up by this case. 
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