
Recently information was posted on the website SRAVOTES.com that suggests that the Architectural 

Standards Committee has in the recent past not been equitable in its enforcement of our community 

rules, the Standards for Residential Construction and the CC&Rs. As the current ASC chair, I have 

investigated these allegations and my response to them follows. 

SRAVOTES post March 31, 2021 at 12:16 pm   

“I recently had the ASC approve a heat pump I installed next to my garage for a gas upper furnace I 
replaced with a heat pump A/C unit. I had to demonstrate that the unit was not visible with the 
neighbor next door (or ok with the neighbor) and not visible from the street. I sent the ASC pictures of 
hydrangeas that took care of both of these. I drove by Alec’s home to see the steel roof and noticed a 
large, uncovered heat pump and other utilities clearly visible from the street. Are these ASC violations??  
Your Neighbor Dave” 

 
Response 
 
Dave, 
 
The short answer to your post is “No”. Mr. Berkman has followed all the appropriate procedures for ASC 
oversight of the construction of his home. His final inspection noted that the utility screening that is part 
of his landscaping plan is not complete. He has been notified and we understand that a screen for the 
utilities is being fabricated and will be installed as soon as it is available. This is the last item required to 
complete his final inspection by the ASC. A portion of his security deposit is being held and will not be 
refunded until the screening is complete. 
 
This is standard procedure for relatively minor final inspection issues. For example, it is common that 
plants or shrubs used for utility screening will not completely screen the utilities until they grow in. This 
not an unusual adaptation that the ASC makes to be reasonable in the enforcement of our rules and 
regulation. 
 
If any member of our SRA community has questions or concerns about ASC function or actions the best 
way to get an answer is to contact the ASC administrator who will either answer the question or initiate 
an appropriate investigation. 
 
Steve Haines, current ASC Chair 
 
SRAVOTES post March 29, 2021 
 
“My opinion on Alex continues to be extremely negative based on two factors, … (deleted by me 
because it is a personal opinion that does not apply to the ASC) and his new house construction where 
he forced a special exception for his steel roof which was a material that was not natural nor appear to 
be natural, on ASC. This precedent forming action, all but destroyed a large part of the CCR’s in that a 
basic design constraint of those regulations was that home designs should blend with the natural 
environment by using natural materials or materials that have a natural appearance. I can understand 
why the CCR’s would have to be rewritten and/or significantly appended, because Alex has almost 
singlehanded rendered them inadequate. 
Gerald (Rick) Ionita 
Owner and former ASC member” 



 
Response 
 
Mr. Ionita, 
 
I have reviewed your post on the SRAVOTES quoted above. It suggests that you believe that the ASC is 
not fulfilling its responsibilities as you see them. I believe you are mistaken. With respect to ASC 
oversight of Mr. Berkman’s house, your facts are incorrect. I have reviewed the ASC records of Mr. 
Berkman’s project. Mr. Berkman followed the procedures outlined in the CC&Rs and Standards for 
Residential Construction throughout the process.  
 
With specific reference to the roof, the CC&Rs specifically allocate to the ASC the ability to add to the list 
of approved materials for roofing. (CC&R Article 10.06.03 Building Materials. “Roof surface materials on 
all sloped roofs shall be natural wood shingle or shakes, or a substitute roofing material from an 
approved list of substitutes as established by the Board, after recommendation by the ASC.”) 
[underlined by me for emphasis] That process was followed to the letter. The Board reaffirmed the 
procedure for adding new materials to the approved list of roofing materials on February 28, 2018 (see 
Appendix C of the Standards for Residential Construction), which was before Mr. Berkman’s project 
began. Following that procedure, a detailed presentation of the information (including the advantages 
of infrequent replacement, recyclability, and environmental safety) required was presented to and 
approved by the ASC. The Board, by unanimous vote, approved the addition of a specific form of metal 
roofing material on July 3, 2018. In Mr. Berkman’s case the material was aluminum, not steel. After 
receiving that approval, the Berkman house plans were posted for community input and then formally 
approved by the ASC at its July 12, 2018 meeting. 
 
I will also note that Mr. Berkman did not join the SRA Board until January of 2019 and therefore had no 
role in Board deliberations during the approval process of any part of his home building project. In 
addition, his was not the first metal roof approved for Semiahmoo. A metal roof was approved for the 
SRA building itself by the Sea Smoke Planned Unit Development (part of the SRA) in September 2018.  
 
The ASC, in approving Mr. Berkman’s roofing material through proper procedure, obviously concluded 
that it met the criteria specified in the CC&Rs definition of the purpose of the ASC to “preserve a 
harmonious and aesthetically pleasing design for the Property, and to protect and promote the value of 
the Property” (Article 10.01). 
 
There was no rewriting of the CC&Rs, no irregular enforcement of them and certainly no action that 
“rendered them inadequate”. 
 
If any member of our SRA community has questions or concerns about ASC function or actions the best 
way to get an answer is to contact the ASC administrator who will either answer the question or initiate 
an appropriate investigation. 
 
Steve Haines, current ASC chair 
 


