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I, IDENl'ITZ AND BASIS FOR REPLY

Petitioner i?alph Hoi/cird Blalcely, age 81 # blind left eye,

illegally LTiprisoned as a result of prosecutorial irAsconduct.

lav/yer I4ichael C. Kstirs, January 9, and again Tfey 6, 2008, had

the Petitioner sign two 'general attorney-client relationship agree-

ui3its'. The attorney-client agreavents of "NO restriction, NO

lirnitad purposes of assisting Blalcely'j Exhibit No.

This attorney-Iclient agrearents were concealed for (5) years along
1

with a fabricated fee billing statejiant. Ebdaibit No. ,

Le'Ception baco.Tiss clear, 'dien Defendant Kahrs intentionally

ccrnaits legal ira.lpractice by ignoring the 'irancates of ROJ? 4.03.050'

regulring representation by counsel; when Lawyer Tahrs intentionally

prepared the December 3, 2009, proposed ofde^r to dotain $35,000.00,

fruTi Ralph Eowcird BlaJcely Special Person Cars Trust.Exhibit No.

Ccncealroent of Request for production of "e-mails to and from

Lawyer Spurgetis for permission'to withdraw funds or fees froiB the

$35,000.00 general advance legal retainer for about $17,000,00

post conviction relief, Echibit No, (10/31/15 Order to compel)

Defendant Kalirs malpractice and brecicfe of fiduciary 'duty' is

clearly shorn by his intentionally ignoring the 'fiiandatss of

4.03.060', his (5) year concealed late fee billing, bis refusing

to do Blaksly's Ninth CirSuit-Coiirt of _A.QC<e.5il, and the three Thur©

ston County Superior- Court injury lawsuits.Schibit Nos.

Defendant Kahrs' highly skilled; 'three' attorneys are mis

leading this COURT under RAP 13,4 (d) and (b); when Blakely,

being, blind, has the burden of an 'incapacitated person' under the

'raandates of ROW 4.08.060 to compete with 3 highly skilled lawyers,
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II. ARGUf-lENT WHy REVIEW SHOULD BE GRAT'ITSD

Petitioner, Ralph HowarxS Blakely, 'an incapacitated person'

under the 'rrandates of ROT 4.08.060' objec ts to t'nree arid four

highly skilled attorneys iTiisleading this CDJRTo When incapacitated

Elalrely has presented (9) highly disputal Genuine issue of inaterial

fact in his Motion for Discretionary Review^^'-*-' tlie otoer Courts!

Petitioner, Blalcely has been denied constitutional due proeess

-rights to-a jury trial cuid equal-attorney representation.—

Petitioner has argued the tests of R^P 13.4 (b)91-4J_in the

^tition for review undier titles (B,C,D,E,F,G,H,I and more)/ Blaltely

has established a basis for this Court to accept review and to

vacate the Defendant's judgirento(Reviaiv pages 1-13 of Petition,

supported by 41 exhibits and 'personal knovvledge affidavits'.)

Defendant Kahrs has not resconded with cit(5 authority to Blakely's'

nine highly disputed genuine issues of naterial fact, constitutional

denial of due process rights, and fraud upon the court. (Xt®PA)Jones,

182 Wn.2d 360,368,333 P.3d 395 (2014)jShoeireke v. Ferrer,168 Wn 2d

193,225 P.3d 990 (2G10);In re Guardianship of McGill, 33 Wn.App.265,

654 P.2d 705 (1982) page. 91 Flaherty v. Flaherty, 50 Wr].2d. 393,(1957)

page 13.

III. CONCLUSIOM FOR P.SI1IEF SOUGHT

The Washington Suprane Court should vacATE the Defendant Kahrs'

judgioent, based upon financial exploitation orf an incapacitated

person, juiowingly violating the raandates of ROT 4.08.060, conceal

ment, and fraud upon the court of GR 60 (b) (4); (5) The judgment

is void, Gonzalez v, Crosby, 543 U,So1085,125 S.Ct.961,150L.Ed.2d

896 (2005); the seizure of Blakely's legal documents is an extra

ordinary exception. (Exhib£t?^12) Johnson v. Avery, 393 U.S.483,487

Petitioner Blakely's Petition for Reviev; should be GRANT.ED.

Respectfully requested. Review, Septenioer 26,2017.

Ralpfi tioward Bla<ceL/7 81793u; ?
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WASHIKaEGN SUPREME COURT

TIE SUPRSffi: a)URT IS ULTIMMEEY RESPONSIBLE FOR LM-JYER

DISCIPLINE, AND HOLDS PH®iRY AUTHORITY IN THAT REGARD
(IM)PA) In re Matter of Disciplinary Proceedings
Against Hall, 180 Wn.2d 821n5(2014)

A lawyer's failure to return a fomser client's

legal docuiiients after being inforirted by the client that

such docuaients have been revoked and that the client is requesting

their return can institute a violation of RPC 1.15.A (f)

(which requires a lawyer to pronptly pay or deliver to a client

tlie property that the client is entitled to receive and RPC 1.16(d)

(which requires a lawyers, on termination of representation of a

client, to take steps to the exteit reasonably practicable to

protect the client's interests, such as surrendering papers and

property to which the cleiut is entitled.)

The Supratie Court of Washiiigton is ultintately respcsisible for lav;yer

discipline in the State of Washington and holds plenary autSiority

in than regard. The Supreme Cour of Washington has the inherent

pester to interpret the rules of laivyer discipline, Altliough the

Suprene Court of Washingtopn makes the final decision regarding the

proper sanction, a hearing officer makes findings of fact and

conclusions of laxi? and recoranends a sanction to the Washington State

Bar Associaton Disciplinary Board, The Board may then adopt, modify,

or reverse the fitoings, oonclusion's, atad/or recoasnendations.

Unchallenged findings of fact made by the hearing officer and un

changed by the Board are viev^ed as verities on appeal. The Supreme

Gout of Washington will uphold challenged findings of fach: if they

are supported by a clecir prepcsiderancje of the evidence. That Court

reviews conclusions of law de novo.



DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY MAIL

GR3.1

T  Ralph Hc^ard SlalKd^ declare and say;

That on the day of Septefribar , 201_7_, I deposited the

following documents in the Stafford Creek CoiTection Center Legal Mail system, by First

Class Mail pre-paid postage, under cause No. 9'?632-9 COA i!.'74765-7--I
KCoC ii 13-2-1298C-5 SEA

4 paga Raply to SesDondenh's Andwar ;

addressed to the following:

Washington Suprarie Court

cox Auyty

BLyrriTpiaT I'vA 3c304—uS29

S Unlsv/uf

901 Fifth Ave. Suits 14CC

Seattle. WA 9816-:

I declare under penalty of perjuiy under the laws of the State of Washington that
the foregoing is tme and coirect.

DATED THIS 25 day of Septeitiber
Aberdeen, County of Grays Harbor, State of Washington.

_, 201_7^, in the City of

M  l'7 9^^
Signature

Print Name

DOC UNIT

STAFFORD CREEK CORRECTIONS CENTER

191 CONSTANTINE WAY

ABERDEEN WA 98520
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