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APPELLANT'S REPLY BRIEF 

Respectfully, Appellant, ARTHUR J. BETTA TI, JR., submits the 

following Reply Brief in response to Respondent Connor's Brief, and in 

support of his Appeal to the Court of Appeals, Division 1 of the State of 

Washington. I provide this Reply Brief under penalty of perjury and the 

laws of the State of Washington. 

I. INTRODUCTION 

For the reasons outlined in the Appellant's Opening Brief, the 

State of Washington trial Court erred, and thereby abused its discretion 

and prejudiced the Appellant when it unreasonably denied Appellant's 

Motion for Change of Venue of all remaining issues in the State of 

Washington Courts to the California Courts. 

The State of Washington trial Court's decision was unreasonable 

for many reasons, including: Neither party lives in the State of 

Washington, and the Dissolution action jurisdiction is divided between the 

State of Washington Court, and California Court where there is an 

overwhelming and compelling history of Child Custody litigation both 

ongoing and currently pending in relation to this case. 
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Unresolved financial issues can now be heard and adjudicated in 

the California Court, because California has accepted registration (Exhibit 

1) of the Washington State Judgment Summary and Decree of Dissolution, 

which includes the CR2A Dissolution Settlement Agreement and a 

specific Support payment agreement (Clerk's Papers Pages 567-579). 

II. REPLY ARGUMENTS 

A. The Trial Court Abused Its Discretion. 

1. The State of Washington trial Court erred, and thereby abused its 

discretion by unreasonably denying Appellant's Motion for Change of 

Venue. 

2. Respondent Connor has provided lengthy recitations of the first 

year (October 2007 - September 2008) of State of Washington Dissolution 

and California Court proceedings in this matter (which were not in 

dispute). However, in what amounts to a thin-at-best Response Brief 

argument Respondent Connor has NOT provided any substantive 

argument as to why the State of Washington trial Court did NOT abuse its 

discretion in unreasonably denying Appellant's Motion for Change of 

Venue. In fact, Respondent Connor acknowledges on Page 14 of 

Respondent's Brief that the State of Washington trial "Court might have 
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been justified" in ruling in favor of Appellant's Motion for Change of 

Venue. 

3. As detailed in Appellant's original Motion for Change of Venue 

pleadings (Clerk's Papers Pages 3-4, 10-15, 129-138, 139-141, 176-181) 

the Washington State trial Court was aware that there were both 

significant changes in the facts and circumstances in the State of 

Washington proceedings, as well as significant facts and circumstances 

that supported the State of Washington trial Court's original ruling 

granting Appellant's Motion for Change of Venue. 

4. The significant changes in facts and circumstances occurred after 

years of inactivity concerning the proceedings in the State of Washington, 

including the facts that neither the Appellant, nor Respondent Connor 

were residents of the State of Washington (Clerk's Papers Page 3-4,8,24, 

131, 13 7 -13 8, 177); that the California Child Custody proceedings in this 

case have been ongoing since 2007, continue in the California Court 

(Clerk's Papers Pages 3-4, 11-12, 177), and there has been no remedy for 

the Appellant to seek equitable reimbursement of attorney fees (fairly 

based on the disparity of income between Respondent Connor's 

consistently high income, and Appellant's lower income) for the costly 

ongoing Child Custody litigation in the California Court (Clerk's Papers 

Pages 3-4, 138, 140); and that Respondent Connor maintained and 
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continues to maintain significant contacts with California (including real-

estate co-ownership, etc.) (Clerk's Papers Pages 3-4, 139, 177). 

5. Respondent Connor has not disputed any of these significant 

facts and circumstances. 

6. Additionally detailed in the Appellant's Opening Brief, there are 

multiple compelling and significant legal arguments and concepts 

supporting why a change of venue should have been granted by the State 

of Washington trial Court including: The Due Process Clause of the 

Fourteenth Amendment; The Three Prongs of Jurisdiction; Domicile; 

Forum Non-conveniens; Comity; General Appearance; California's Long 

Arm Statute; and Constitutionally-Permissible Basis for Exercise of 

Personal Jurisdiction. Considering these and still other arguments, the 

Appellant has more than sufficiently demonstrated abuse of discretion by 

the State of Washington trial Court and that the trial Court was 

unreasonable in its denial of Appellant's Motion for Change of Venue. 

B. The Trial Court Prejudiced the Appellant By Denying the Change 

of Venue. 

1. The Appellant is prejudiced by the State of Washington trial 

Court's unreasonable decision to deny the Appellant's Motion for Change 

4 InreBETTATI, Yvette & Arthur 
COURT OF APPEALS, DIVISION 1 OF THE STATE OF WASHiNGTON Case No. 66104-3-1 

APPELLANT'S REPLY BRiEF 



of Venue. Lincoln v. Transamerica Investment Co., 89 Wn.2d 571, 578 

P .2d 1316 (1978). 

2. The trial Court's decision was prejudicial to the Appellant because 

the trial Court's decision to deny the Appellant a change of venue of all 

remaining State of Washington issues to the California Court makes any 

attempt by the Appellant to litigate remaining issues in the State of 

Washington almost completely legally (Appellant is without 

representation), financially, and logistically impractical and inconvenient. 

3. In all practical effect, the trial Court's unreasonable denial of 

Appellant's Motion for Change of Venue has resulted in prejudice to the 

Appellant's cause of "traditional notices of fair play and substantial 

justice," Burnham v. Superior Court (Burnham) (1990) 495 U.S. 604, 

related to the remaining issues in this case. 

C. The California Court Maintains Personal Jurisdiction Over 

Respondent Connor Through Ongoing Child Custody Proceedings; 

and Unresolved Financial Matters. Including Delinquent Support. 

Can NolV Be Resolved and Enforced In the California Court. 

1. As detailed through nearly four years of California Court Orders 

included in the Appellant's Opening Brief (Appendix Exhibits 11-29), as 

well as the fact that Respondent Connor has made general appearances at 
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trial in California, the California Court has established and continues to 

maintain personal jurisdiction over Respondent Connor (Clerk's Papers 

Page 11). 

2. Furthermore, in compliance with California Family Code Section 

4951, which states: "A support order or income-withholding order of 

another state may be registered in this state," the Washington State 

Judgment Summary and Decree of Dissolution, which includes the CR2A 

Dissolution Settlement Agreement and specific Support payment 

agreement (Clerk's Papers Pages 567-579) has been registered in the 

California Courts (Exhibit 1). 

3. Respondent Connor had 25 days in which to contest the 

registration of the Washington State Support Order with the California 

Court, and Respondent Connor did NOT do so, at which time the Order 

was confirmed by the California Court. 

4. The uncontested Registered Out-of-State Support Order (Exhibit 1) 

specifically states "The registered order is enforceable in the same 

manner as a support order made by a California court as of the date the 

Registration Statement is filed." The Registration Statement was filed on 

July 1, 2011, and Respondent Connor was properly notified of the 

registration of the Support Order on July 14, 2011 by a Sacramento, 

California Superior Court Clerk, as detailed in the attached Registered 
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Order. 

5. Respondent Connor has been in violation of the State of 

Washington Decree of Dissolution and corresponding CR2A Dissolution 

Settlement Agreement for more than three years, owing back support as 

outlined in the California Registered Support Order, which can now be 

enforced by the California Court and its personal jurisdiction over 

Respondent Connor. 

6. Child Support and property disposition both reqUIre personal 

jurisdiction over the affected persons. In re Marriage of Tsarbopoulos, 

125 Wn.App. 273, 284, 104 P.3d 692 (2004); In re Marriage of Peck, 82 

Wn.App. 809, 815-18, 920 P.2d 236 (1996). The California Court 

currently maintains personal jurisdiction over both the Appellant and 

Respondent Connor through ongoing Child Custody proceedings. 

Equally, the California Court, given the ongoing Child Custody 

proceedings in this case, is the most appropriate and reasonable venue for 

ANY determination of child support considering the California Court's 

cumulative and detailed experience with the instant Child Custody 

proceedings. Consistent with this idea, in Harris v. Harris, 71 Wash. 307, 

128 Pac. 673, the [State of Washington Court] "held that the court making 

the original award of custody has continuing jurisdiction to increase child 

support payments regardless of the whereabouts of the child or parent." 

7 In re BETTATI, Yvette & Arthur 
COURT OF APPEALS, DIVISION I OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON Case No. 66104-3-1 

APPELLANT'S REPLY BRIEF 



Sherwood v. Sherwood, 48 Wn.2d 128, 291 P.2d 674 (1955). It is the 

California Court that made the original award of Child Custody, and 

continues to make awards of Child Custody, not the State of Washington 

Court. 

D. The California Court Is An Adequate Alternate Forum and 

Maintains Continuing Jurisdiction To Enforce Its Orders. 

1. Under the "doctrine of continuing jurisdiction," the California 

Court maintains continuing jurisdiction to clarifY and enforce its own 

orders and is an adequate alternate forum for all of the remaining State of 

Washington issues in this case. An Order of Support is now enforceable 

in California, Child Custody proceedings continue in California, and so 

does the California Court's jurisdiction over both the Appellant and 

Respondent Connor. 

2. Respondent Connor's argument on Page 10 of Respondent 

Connor's Reply Brief stating: "See e.g., Heuchan v. Heuchan, 38 Wn.2d 

207,213-14,228 P.2d 470 (1951) (the power to modify is not lost because 

a partv is no longer a state resident)" FAILS to recognize the fact that 

NEITHER party, Appellant nor Respondent Connor, is a resident of the 

State of Washington, nor retains ANY contacts with the State of 
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Washington; while conversely BOTH parties maintain significant contacts 

in the State of California (as detailed in the Appellant's Opening Brief). 

3. The California Court's continuing jurisdiction is also consistent 

with the Conflicts of Law Restatement Provision that: 

"If a state obtains judicial jurisdiction over a party to an 

action, the jurisdiction continues throughout all subsequent 

proceedings which arise out of the original cause of 

action." RESTATEMENT (SECOND) OF CONFLICT 

OF LAWS § 26 (1988) 

Consistent with this Provision, proceedings in the State of Washington 

Court effectively ended on September 25, 2008 with the entry of a Decree 

of Dissolution, while proceedings in the California Court have been 

continuous, and so has the California Court's judicial jurisdiction over the 

Appellant and Respondent Connor. 

E. Respondent Connor's Reply Brief Is Confusing and Incorrect. 

1. On Page 3 of Respondent Connor's Reply Brief, under the heading 

"B. Denial of a Motionfor Reconsideration," Respondent Connor appears 

to be incorrectly arguing that Appellant brought the State of Washington 

trial Court Motion for Reconsideration, and that it was denied. In fact, 

Respondent Connor brought the Motion for Reconsideration after 
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Appellant's Motion for Change of Venue was originally granted by the 

State of Washington trial Court. Respondent's Connor's Motion for 

Reconsideration was actually granted by the State of Washington trial 

Court, as indicated subsequently by Respondent Connor in the final 

paragraph on Page 7 of Respondent Connor's Brief. The granting of 

Respondent Connor's Motion for Reconsideration is the subject of the 

instant Appeal now before the Appellate Court. These contradictory 

statements by Respondent Connor are confusing. 

2. Respondent Connor's footnote #8 at the bottom of Page 5 of 

Respondent Connor's Brief, which states: "The Court only allowed 

Arthur to have supervised visitation with his child. CP 102" is FALSE. 

As detailed in nearly four years of California Child Custody parenting-

time schedule Court Orders included in Appellant's Opening Brief 

(Appendix Exhibits 11-29), Appellant's frequent and regular parenting 

time with his Daughter was NEVER supervised. 

3. There are chronological errors in Respondent Connor's Brief: 

Paragraph 1, top of Page 7 where "August 10, 2008" should correctly be 

August 10, 2010; and "August 16, 2008" should correctly be August 16, 

2010. 

4. On Page 10 of Respondent Connor's Brief, Respondent Connor 

states: "Washington is the state that exercised original jurisdiction." This 
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statement is misleading and does not account for the fact that California is 

the State that exercised original jurisdiction over Child Custody issues, 

and continues to retain jurisdiction over those ongoing proceedings. 

5. Also on Page 10 of Respondent Connor's Brief, Respondent 

Connor states: " Washington is apparently the only state where both 

parties have (or had) attorneys who are familiar with the property-related 

facts of this case." This statement is FALSE. Both Appellant and 

Respondent Connor have had attorneys in California who are 

knowledgeable and experienced with the property-related facts of this 

case, and Respondent Connor is still represented by Charlotte Keeley 

(Clerk's Papers Pages 33-128, 142-165), Respondent Connor's original 

California attorney from the start of these proceedings in 2007. 

F. Respondent Connor Resorts to Unnecessary Personal Attacks On 

the Appellant. 

1. From the commencement of Dissolution proceedings in the States 

of California and Washington in 2007, Respondent Connor has taken 

many opportunities to personally attack, disparage, and malign the 

Appellant (Clerk's Papers Pages 25, 140, etc.). Respondent Connor's 

statements on Pages 3 and 5 of the Respondent's Brief are consistent, and 
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in keeping, with Respondent Connor's prior false (Clerk's Papers Pages 

11,25-26) and malicious attacks against the Appellant. 

2. For instance, Respondent Connor's October 3, 2007 Protective 

Order against the Appellant, and its subsequent 30-day extension of 

November 1, 2007 were supported by the false statements of Respondent 

Connor. Further extension of Respondent Connor's Protective Order was 

quickly denied by the State of Washington Court (Clerk's Papers Page 

490) and dismissed less than 60 days after the Court issued the original 

Order. 

3. These continuing personal attacks by Respondent Connor on the 

Appellant are irrelevant to this proceeding, have no place here, and are a 

waste of the Appellate Court's consideration and time. Having said that, it 

may also be said that mud sticks most to those who sling it. 

III. CONCLUSION 

The State of Washington trial Court abused its discretion by 

unreasonably denying Appellant's Motion for Change of Venue to the 

California Court where this case is continuing. In so doing, the State of 

Washington trial Court has prejudiced the Appellant. 
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Respondent Connor has been in violation of the CR2A Agreement 

since September 25, 2008, and has not paid the Appellant the Support 

obligation Respondent Connor owes, which has culminated in personal 

ftnancial collapse for the Appellant, to the point of pending bankruptcy. 

For the Appellant to seek resolution of remaining issues (such as 

an equitable award of attorney fees) in the State of Washington, it would 

require prohibitive ftnancial and travel expense on the Appellant's part, to 

the State of Washington where the Appellant has no legal representation. 

This alone makes the State of Washington a highly inconvenient forum for 

the Appellant, perpetuating an unseemly, unmanageable, and expensive 

process for the Appellant. 

For these and many other reasons discussed in detail in this Reply 

Brief and the Appellant's Opening Brief, the Appellant no longer consents 

to have any remaining Dissolution issues in this case resolved in the State 

of Washington Court. 

A question begs: Why is Respondent Connor so opposed to a 

change of Venue to the California Courts? The answer is clear: Because 

maintaining the status quo of multi-state litigation effectively cripples the 

Appellant's ability to resolve remaining issues equitably. 

If all the equities and interests involved are considered, a 

reasonable ruling by the Court of Appeals that best serves the ends of 
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justice, and "traditional notices of fair play and substantial justice," is a 

ruling which concludes that the State of Washington trial Court's decision 

to unreasonably deny Appellant's Motion for Change of Venue ultimately 

culminates in an abuse of discretion by the State of Washington trial Court 

and prejudices the Appellant. 

The trial Court's ruling should be overturned, and the Appeal 

should be granted. 

Dated this 12th day of October, 2011 at Sacramento , California. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

,",U:JIUI Bettati, 
APPELLANT Pro Se 

Arthur J. Bettati, Jr. 
APPELLANT Pro Se 

8510 Rolling Green Way 
Fair Oaks, California 95628-6230 
(916) 716-6599 

IV. APPENDIX 

Exhibit 1 - July 1, 2011 State of California Notice of Registration of Out-

of-State Support Order 
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EXHIBIT 1 
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NOTICE OF REGISTRATION OF OUT-OF-STATE SUPPORT ORDER 

[EJ Support Order D Income WithholdIng Order 11 F L01321v 

1_ To (name): A~~,,;Q~;..rr; YVi.ElTe K. Ja rrA-1( 

2_ You are notified that an C8d Out-of-State Support Order D Out-of-State Order for Income Withholding has been registered 
with this court A copy of the order and the Registration Statement are attached_ 

3_ The amount of arrears is specified in item 1 on the attached Registration Statement. 

4_ The registered order is enforceable in the same manner as a support order made by a California court as of the date the 
Registration Statement is filed_ 

5_ If you want to contest the validity or enforcement of the registered order, you must request a hearing within 25 days of the date that 
this notice was mailed to you (see below for clerk's date of mailing)_ You can request a hearing by completing and filing a Request 
for Hearing Regarding Registration of Support Order (form FL-575)_ 

6_ If you fail to contest the validity or enforcement of the attached order within 25 days of the date this notice was mailed, the order will 
be confirmed by the court and you will not be able to contest any portion of the order including the amount of arrears as specified in 
item 1 of the Registration Statement /.7 A . _ ~ 
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CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

1. I certify that I am not a party to this cause and that a copy of the registration statement with a copy of the out-of-state order were 
sent to the person named in item 1 by first-class mail. The copies were enclosed in an envelope with postage fully prepaid_ The 
envelope was addressed to the person named in item 1 only at the address in the registration statement, sealed, and deposited with 

the United State~'A~I~iffro 
at (plac,e): PI I 

on (da~e): 
~', . . " .. ~ ~ 
" 1 . • 2_ Copy sent to local child support agency on (date): 

Date: .: 'i 14 Clerk, by 
I. SCOff __________________________________________ , Deputy 

Page 1 of 1 
Form Approved for Optional Use 

Judicial Councol of CalHomia 
FL-570 [Rev. January 1, 2OO3J 

NOTICE OF REGISTRATION OF OUT-OF-STATE SUPPORT ORDER 
Family Code, §§ 4952, 4954 

www.courtinfo.ca.gov 

American LegalNet, Inc. 
www.USCourtFonns.com 



ARTHUR J. BETfATI, JR., 
Petitioner 

8510 Rolling Green Way 
Fair Oaks, CA 95628 
Telephone: (916) 716-6599 
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I 
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: 

SUPERIOR COURT OF TIlE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO 

In re the Marriage of: 

Petitioner: ARTHUR BETfATI, JR 

and 

Respondent: YVETTE BETTATI 

-------------------------~/ 

Case No.: 11 Fl04321 
/1 rJ-O ~"tf( ~ 

REGISTRATION STATEMENT 
OFPETmONER 

PER FORM FL570 - NOTICE OF 
REGISTRATION OF OUT-OF­
STATE SUPPORT ORDER 

I, ARTHUR BETTATI, JR, declare the following under penalty of perjury under the laws of 

the State of California that the following is true and correct; I am personally familiar with all 

of the facts and circumstances as indicated below and if called I would testify to the same in a 

court of law: 

I make this filing and Statement in accordance with instructions (attached) provided to me by 

the Court and Judge Eugene Balonon, Sacramento Superior Court Department 125. 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 
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1. ARREARS: $43,525.62. Current outstanding balance owed to Petitioner as of June 6, 

2011: $43,525.62. See calculation below. 

2. Obligor: Yvette K. Connor, FIKIA Yvette K. Bettati, Respondent. 

3. Obligor'S Address: 2609 Saddleback Court, Castle Rock, Colorado 80104. 

4. Obligor's Employer: Marsh & McClennan, Inc., 1225 - 17th Street, Suite 2100, 

Denver, Colorado 80202-5521 

5. Obligee: Arthur Bettati, Jr., Petitioner 

6. Obligee Address: 8510 Rolling Green Way, Fair Oaks, California 95628 

7. All outstanding support payments are to be made to the Obligee, Arthur Bettati, Jr. 

CALCULATION OF CONTINUED OUTSTANDING SUPPORT 

The Respondent (Yvette Bettati) has NOT paid the Petitioner (Arthur Bettati) the ftnal 

Dissolution spousal support payment (which was due "upon entry of a Decree" on September 

25, 2008) as agreed to in "EXHIBIT 1" on Page 3, Paragraph 3, in the attached and submitted 

subject State of Washington Dissolution Judgment Summary and CR 2A Divorce Settlement 

Agreement (EXHIBIT 1). 
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Under the specific terms of the CR 2A Divorce Settlement Agreement, the Respondent was 

required to make a final payment of $32,015.00 to Petitioner upon entry of the Decree of 

Dissolution (DCD) in the State of Washington. A Decree of Dissolution, Judgment 

Summary, and CR 2A Divorce Settlement Agreement was entered in the State of Washington 

on September 25, 2008. Respondent failed to make the required final spousal support 

payment of $32,015.00 to Petitioner, as agreed, on September 25,2008. 

As of the date of this filing, June 6,2011, the Respondent has NOT paid, in part or in whole, 

Petitioner the agreed to fmal spousal support payment of$32,015.00. 

Per the Judgment Summary accompanying the Decree of Dissolution and CR 2A Divorce 

Settlement Agreement, the Respondent is required to pay the Petitioner 12% interest annually 

on any unpaid owing payment balance associated with the CR 2A Divorce Settlement 

Agreement. As per the June 6, 2011 date of this filing, and in keeping with the terms of the 

Judgment Summary and CR 2A Divorce Settlement Agreement, interest has accrued on the 

owing and past-due balance of the fmal unpaid spousal support payment, and per the 

Judgment Summary the past-due balance is calculated as follows: 

a. September 25, 2008 - September 24, 2009 12% A.P.R. (annual percentage 

rate) Judgment Summary interest accrued on final $32,015 unpaid spousal support 

payment = $3,841.80 for a total unpaid spousal support balance of$35,856.80; 
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b. September 25, 2009 - September 24, 2010 12% A.P.R Judgment Summary 

interest accrued on continuing $35,856.80 unpaid spousal support balance = $4,302.82 

for a total unpaid spousal support balance of $40,159.62; 

c. September 25, 2010 - June 6, 2010 12% A.P.R Judgment Summary interest 

accrued on continuing $40,159.62 unpaid spousal support balance = $3,366.00* for a 

total unpaid spousal support balance of $43,525.62. 

*Total Year September 25,2010 to September 24,2011 12% A.P.R Summary 

Judgment interest = $4,819.15 or $13.20 per day. Prorated interest from 

September 25,2010 to June 6, 2010 (day of filing) = 255 Days @ $13.20 per 

day = $3,366.00 

The unpaid spousal support balance continues to accrue Judgment Summary interest at 

a 12% A.P.R of $13.20 per day through September 24, 2011, at which point Summary 

Judgment A.P.R interest is recalculated for the new September 25, 2011 - September 

24, 2012 new interest year, and ongoing if balance of unpaid spousal support is not 

paid. 

Dated: June 6, 2011 Respectfully Submitted, 

ARTHUR J. BETTATI, JR, 
Petitioner, In Pro Per 

In re Marriage ofBEITATI, Yvette & Arthur 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO 

DATE/TIME 
JUDGE 
REPORTER 

FEBRUARY 23, 2011 
EUGENE BALONON 
None 

In the Matter of: 

BETTATI, ARTHUR, JR. 

Case No. :07FL04448 

BETTATI, YVETTE 

Nature of Proceedings: Memo 

DEPT. NO 
CLERK 
BAILIFF 

IN PRO PER 

125 
A. Bell 

KEELEY, CHARLOTTE 

TO: ALL PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEY (S) OF RECORD 
\ ~'\D 

Enclosed is a blank FL-580v Registration of Out-of-State Custody Order, 
pursuant to Mr. Bettati's inquiry at the last date of trial. If Mr. Bettati 
needs further assistance, he can contact the Family Law Facilitator's 
Office in Room 113 of the courthouse. 

Arthur Bettati, Jr. 
8510 Rolling Green Way 
Fair Oaks, CA 95628 

Charlotte Keeley 
Attorney at Law 
1451 River Park Drive, Ste 244 
Sacramento, CA 95815 

I, Amy Bell, hereby certify that I am not a party to the within action and 
that I deposited a copy of this Memo in sealed envelopes with first class 
postage prepaid addressed to each party above in the U.S. Mail at 3341 
Power Inn Road, Sacramento, CA. 

Dated: Z..-23-1\ 
Deputy Clerk 

Book: 
Page: 
Date: 
Title: 
Case No.: 
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FILED 

~G COUNTY, WASHINGTON 

SEP 25 2008 
DEPARTMENT OF 

. ~ICJAlADMINISTRATJON 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY 

'J ve..1k.. ~ibA::Ii ) 

VS. 

Plaintiff. 
) 
} 
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) 
) 
) 

Defendant ) 

NO. 0 1" 3-lh]~-5x"14 
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DATED: _q~'"2)...:::;S.::;.--_.20 D K 

Judge 
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~fk,Qte(' 

---- ----
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON COUNTY OF IGNG 

In Ie the Marriage of: 

YVE1TE BEITATI, 

The Honorable Douglass North 

No. 07-3-06736-5 SEA 

10 and 
Petitioner, DECREE OF DISSOLUTION (DeD) 

~ ClerICs Action Required 
11 ARTHUR BETIAn JR. [ ] Law Enforcement Notification'tf3.8 

12 Respondent 

13 I. Judgment/Order Summaries 

14 

15 

16 

17 

1.1 Restraining Order Summary: 

Does not apply. 

1.2 Real Property Judgment Summary: 

Real Property Judgment Summary for Sacramento County, California, is set forth below: 

18 I Assessors property tax parcel or accotmt number: 246-0401-014-0000 

19 

20 

Legal description of the property awarded (including lot, block, plat, or section, township, range, 
COtmty and state): Recorded in the CountY of Sacramento. California: 

Lot 8, as shown on the 'Plat of Monson Ranch!' recorded in Book 205 of Maps, Map No.7, 
21 records of said County. 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

/ 
}I 

1.3 Money Judgment Summary: y~P 

. DeesnotaptA1~ Sea. ~ ~ 

End of Su.mmaries 

DECREB (DCD) - I 
WPF DR 04.0400 (612006) - RCW 26.09.030; .040; .070(3) 

CAMDEN .HALL,PLLC 
1001 FotIRTII A VEmIZ, SUm: 4301 

SEA1TLE, WASlmfGTON98154. :zo6.749-0200 



ll.Buis 
1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law have been entered in this case. 

m. Decree 

It Is Decreed that: 

3.1 Status of the Marriage 

The maniage of the parties is dissolved. 

3.2 Property to be Awarded the Husband 

The husband is awarded as his separate property the property set forth in the property 
9 settlement agreement executed by the parties on May 7 and May 19, 2008. The property 

settlement agreement is attached to this Decree as Exhibit 1 ('Exhibit n and is incolporated 
10 by reference as part of this Decree. Exhibit 1 is enforceable as an integral part of this 

Decree. 
11 

12 
3.3 Property to be Awarded to the Wife 

The wife is awarded as her separate property the property set forth in the property 
13 settlement agreement which is attached as Exhibit 1 to this Decree. 

14 3.4 Liabilities to be Paid by the Husband 

15 The husband shall pay the community or separate liabilities set forth in the property 
settlement agreement attached as Exhibit 1 to this Decree. 

16 
Unless otherwise provided herein, the husband shall pay all liabilities incmrecl by him 

17 since the date of separation. 

18 3.5 Liabilities to be Paid by the Wife 

19 The wife shall pay the community or separate liabilities set forth in the property settlement 
agreement attached as Exhibit 1 to this Decree. 

20 
Unless otherwise provided herein, the wife shall pay all liabilities incurred by her since the 

21 date of separation. 

22 3.6 Hold Harmless Provision 

23 Each party shall hold the other party harmless from any collection action relating to 
separate or community liabilities set forth above, including reasonable attorney's fees and 

24 costs incurred in defending against any attempts to collect an obligation of the other party. 

25 3.7 Spousal Maintenance 

26 Does not apply. 

DECREE (DCD) - 2 
WPF DR 04.0400 (6flO06) - RCW 26.09.030; .040; .070(3) 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

I ~8 
3.9 

Continning Restraining Order 

Does not apply. 

Protection Order 

5 Does not apply. 

6 3.10 Jurisdiction Over the Children 

7 The Court lacks subject matter jurisdiction over the child, AB., as set forth in the Findings 
of Fact and Conclusions of Law. Subject matter jurisdiction over the child, A.B. was 

8 retained by the California Court, which entered, on September 3, 2008, its Stipulation and 
Order Re: Child Custody; Appointment of Special Master, effectively concluding the 

9 California proceedings. 

10 3.11 

11 

Parenting Plan 

Does not apply as set forth in the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law entered on 
September 25 , 2008. The September 3, 2008 final Parenting Plan ordered in 
California, is incorporated by reference as part of this Decree. 12 

13 3.12 

14 

CJUldSupport. ~~ 'r-~ ~ P/~·/II· 
Child support ~1 DO paid is aee~ee widi 1&e GRief ef ClHltl 8aJ'l'eft sigHed 93' 1his 
CeQit 8ft September 2688. The Ordet ofChitd Support; is inwtpurated by­
~fet:eAce as put oftms ;Qe'GM81 15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

3.13 Attorney Fees, Other Professional F:ees and Costs!. :,. 
-1\lL I,u.t~~ ,\ ~ ('3, 000 ~ ~ 
:ge8S&9t~ ~\- ~. ~j) A.W, 

114 Name Changes ~- f), 

Does not apply. 

Dated: {~t:L)' alOtl3 

Presented by: 

C~EN HALL, PLLC 

IJ~~VIA'~ 
C~den M. Hall, WSBA No. 146 
Attorneys for Petitioner 

Approved; 
Notice of Presentation Waived: 

LAW OFFICES OF DEBORAH BIANCO 

Deborah A. Bianco, WSBA No. 19826 
Attorneys for Respondent 

DECREE (DCD) - 3 
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CAMDEN HALL, PLl.C 

Debcnh A. Bianco 
DcboIah A. Biaoco, P.S. J'ORSET'1'LBMENT PURPOSES ONLY; 

ER408; qR2A~eat 14535 BeJ .. R.eid Road, Suite 201 
Bellevue, WA 98007 

in If Betlati 

Dear Ms. BiaDco: 
. . 

This is MJ. BeUatits teSp0m8 to Mr. Bettati's recent settlement counter offer. With this. 
I oodeGtm1 we haw a CIt 2A Agreemeat. 1f)'O\l ~ plesso have Mr. BeUd lieD this lcUet 
on tho lut pap and. I wUl Jm.v~ M3. B«1ati do 1ho aanlOw 'I"Ilc:o. I vrill ~ 1be renlting cJraft 
~SettJementAgreement aJJd final orders for yom review. 

" 
The Ap-eemeot is: 

• A property divisioD. as shown in the atlached schedule. tbat awaTds Mr. Bettati 
yeater than 98 ~OlCbc BcUad net co.tamUD.it;y Jrsxts.. iDcIudiDs' 1be ~ 
equi" m the Sacramento house. The scbedulc bas been Diodifiod fa provide that 
Mr. BcCtatl win also Jetain both ~ 2004 Honda AcooN aDd the 2003 Honda Pilot 
and tbatthe parties shall cquaJJy dMde tho Depar1meQt 56 Halloween 
dceorations. Any nhdecldispates rball be resolved jn'bindlag arbltratioa. 

• ID addItio.n the schedule bas been a4Justed to provide that Mr. BeUati sbaD. 
zecelw. by J8Jl1:llJl131 t 2009, SlS,ooO.oo In 1be form of a 1'OD-over to him orthc 
Fidelity Investments 4OI(k) plan. (11ds Is cood.Itioned OIl the 88SDD!ptfon tbat 
F"uIc1i" aJlow.I the 1ransfer of the RlDaiDiDg vested ash asset givea the CUl'l'f.ftt 
loan to balance apInst 1he BCCOUDt.) Tbis money wDJ serve as ~ ifb 
any IeaS011 Mr. Beltad is delayed In tho colD,pletiOO ofhis nursi.ns cduca1lou..and 
it will provide a buffer for him to continue 1he bouse aDd livlDg expenses until he 
is able and capable ofseetmg fi1D c:mployment. 
1JX11 PaaztlaAnaae Plaza· ·safie4Stll. " Seaftfe, wuhbJpm 981U 

Telepbcm.: 2OU49.o2llO " }l'1CIJ1:ndk; zoue.oB21 
Winr..e.amdmhalLoom. 

" 

. , 
:1 

:1 
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• [n additi~ the parties shall equaUy divide Ameliats bootes and toys that were 
purchased for her before October 3, 2007. Mr. Betmti !haJI also receive a few 
SDiaIl piccea of Amelia·s ibmiturc once he has provided Iv&. BefIati with a list of 
~ ~ items are. Any related disputes sba1l be resolved in binding IJoi1S 
arbl~Oa. . ~ ffl"'· 

• Ms. Bettaii shall complete the process ofluMngthe home ~ed and wiD 
~ ~"SOOD •• lsab1e. 

~ ~ • To f'acili1atB the ~oa. Ms. BeItuti is wilGug up;m exewdoP of 
this agreemqtt~ leave ., stoRp ait at tho Mercer unlocked for Mr.. BeUati to 
temO~ an ofhis remaJufns persoaal items on May 4 betwem 10:00, m !lid 6:00 
~ aftcrMs, BeUa1i bas moved md orb pemisel. Because Mr. Betlati bas . 
not provided a cOmprehensive Hat of all of to itaDs lie removed fiom the storage 
lIDit he emptied on JaD.uaJy 26, 2007. WI. Beaad shall be able to . 
terisiflrenegotiate pl'OJ)elty distribution issues as to those items if she dctemUnes 
Mr. Bettaii 1'eD1OWCl8l1ltem she is entitled to 01' wams. Finally. aT items in 
~ will Jemain in YmteBettati-, possession mpil amutaally agreeable 

• solu1ion can 110 reached. Any umesoJvcd issues with repni to these issues 't!aA. 
be detemdnfl, in bindbut •• '1dk \~ fU~ i~ r ~ 
~~ tfn ~f'1los. . . 

• The parties shall eaoh be solely J'eSllODSi6Iefor all debt and obUpti.ous inctured 
by 1hat part;y since October 3.2001 aDd iDdamnify and hold bannlcss the othc::l­
pedy &om all such debt as well as for any obUgatjODS related to Illf PJOPCIiy 
awarded to that patty in this seUlemeat. except as ~sly of1erwise provided ift 
this ~ This mcaDJ, fn~ 1hat Mr. Bettati shall be solely JIa'blo for 
payfntthe balance on the USAA arcdkc.d ll1a ANY other omIitcards opened 
iDJUs a.mc ~ ~ 3. z007. A6 to 1120 USM CRldit ami. Mr. Bettad sbaU 
aIsotab wlultricr aion that Is DeOe8SII')' to, insofar as pos.sib!e; remove ~ 
Bettati from 8JI1lia~ OD thalcard. 

• Ms. Benad. is wDI.IDg to use her best effort with Mr. BeUBd to refinance the 
smolloanlJiabJ1itf (bat it cannot be hlcnI8Sed) 011 the Sacrameuto propcity with 
~ provIs~ tbat: (1) he shall be responsibJo for aU house and hoU$C: rdated debt 
and aU anpaid apd f.iJtme ~ house paymeats (mortpge, taxes!' incaaencc, 
atilfties; eW.) and he shall maintain the house ia reasonable Concfitlou so lo.ag as 
J4I. Beaati is on the house 1itle or debt; (2) Jfhc faDs to fUlfill tbc ~of 
item (1). or if.., required ~ are men than 20 da13l~ or if8U1 omtitor 
looks to Ms. Bet!att 1W paymGGt oflIll¥ std1 ~ or if .ylUCJl unpaid 
~ are retlecIed negatf'Vdy ouMs. ~·s cted.it reports. at Ms. BeUati's 
sol" optioJJ, the bo1JSO wiU be promptly listed. for sale and sold with the D8t sah?a 
~ 10 be divided 30 pcrcentto Mr:..Betrati and 70 perceDt to MB. Bettati; and 
(3) JfMs. Bettati is not removed as an obligarOll any mvrtgage. and all other 

I. 
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cmoumbrauces on the SacrameoID lJouse by 1oJ.j 1,2010,81 Ns. BeUati's solo 
optio.u, rb'e bouse sbaD be 1istA:c11br sale aad soIc1 with dac net sales praceeds to be 
divided 30 perce:Dt to Mr. BeCtIIi IDd 70 peDml to )As. Beaa1i. J:fMs. BeUali 
does not CltCECise ... above"option rights 10 require tIl8t tfJe 1Iouso &eo,Pl"OD'.lPU1 
listed for sale, Mr. Beaad &haD bo R8pODIl"b1e tbT 100 pelCCIIt ofaD JiabiIities 
arising oat of or c:onceminstbe house anclbe iba1l J:oc1emuif)' aud boW:Ms. Bettati 
JarrmIt;ss IroIJl aU &\JCh IiabiJftlea. A waiver ofa dJhtw Rquizo the ~ to bo 
aoId by Us. Beaad does DOt jncZucJe her ftom ac:tdsiDg Cbst dgbt as 10 fiduze 
bappalinp of items (2) act (3) abcm &ad c&c iDsunazoo ob1isation below. 

• lfthehbu.B is sold, by IIlUJU81 ~ and DOt b7 tbe exerdse of the above 
option rigJa ofMa. Betlatl to reqain 1hal it ~ lOkI. the 6Dt $76.000 of ft!11 
~_ tales praceeds" he paid» Vr. BelCali's pare:uts ba rcpaymeat of 
the fi1IId8 ftIey poYicted fClrtbe purvhaseoft1le house. Any mmainfna net sales 
pnx:eeds abaD lie cfiridcd 70 percent to Ms. BcttaIBDd 30 pcRCDt to.Mr. BetIati. 

• Ms. BeUati wiIJ pIOYIde ftaaacially for Mr. Beaati UDfilI10 completes Ids 
acbooJiDg, at the ODd 012001. 'To acmmpIish Cbi8; MIl. BeUad will pq him 
S66,Q30, wJdcb is the maci"lUDl acIcUtIODal cash paymeat Mr. BeUad ",Uheoelvo 
110m Ms. 'Be1fa6.1 'l'hfs"hlOlucJcs 1be $2,000 fa pcpr11 taus tIaat wre due 0Jl 
ApdllO aDd 1ho J>eoembclt 2008 pEtJpatJ tax ~2 She is pepared 10 pay 
$32.015 up60Dtt upou the a:b1 ofa Cll2A stIpulaIioa" a roJatod Court om. 
mcmodaJizIIII- 8OIderDeDt. &lie wDl pay tho baIaace up. em, ofaDeoree in 
this maUer. T.bfs sbou1d tcmporadJy provide Mr. ~ with 1110 Amds 1lOCUsiIll 
10 Jiw on aDd suppol't tho bouse. • • • 

• Ms. Beltad and Mr. 8ettatl Will be aamed. the iDsuro4 m COIlildon with alI 
iBsvnmr.e (psImsy aDd umlnDa IS omrcmly in toNe ad. reuoubly requfied 
by lis. BeUad sad 8D7 JendfDl WdIutloD) OlD tM Sacnameafo hcna so (oasIS 
abe it 011 the dtle or. JapOD8J'blo for 8I1y of the hollH debt. Mr. BeUafi will 
obtDl, aDd pIJ' for. thts iuRuazwe. Be sba1l also si~ MI. BcUad proofoflds 
1IaviD8 ab1alued the requkecI fasmrnoe (pImalyaud l1IDlRDa as carreotly In 
fonfc sad u l'CUOD8bly nIIlw.cl by Ms. BeUa6 _artY Jed. iDIdtulioD) 30 
&vs after tho czecutbaofa CR.2A SettlemeDt ApemeDt .. ovcry90 days 
bteaftcr so loas as_Is OD" title or fa rcspaasilU for any oItb1 house debt. 
Faihn to oomply stdctly with this fDsUlaDce pcwislaIl abaD, it Ms. BcUad', sole 
opd.cm, .... tIJat, 1I1e house will be UatecI b sale 8Ild aoJdwJt1l1be _Al­
proaooda to be divlded 20 pelc.1:I1t 10 Mr. BeUa1i ad 80,.,. to Ms. BoUad. If 
M.s. BettIdi does BOt 0BtCise tis option. Mr. Betta1i shall be tospoaSiblch 100 
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" 

percent of aU liabiJiIies aris!ng aot of or CODcenUog1&e home aDd he shaD 
indemnify and hold Ms. Bettati hannless nom all such liabf1iti.es. 

• The parties shan file ajoint 2007 taX ~.3 Mr. Bcttati shall 'bo entitled to all 
2008 mortgage interest tax deducdons Bdsing 01It tho Sacauneuto llouso 
owneIShip. to 1fJe extent he can use them. Ms. Betbdi shall bo emitlcd to aU 2008 
propetty1aX dec1actio1ls. After 2008, tilt parties shall a1teaate the tax deductions 
for .Amelia. once Mr. Bettati is fidly cmploJed-tmd remains 1\dly employed­
with satfsfitctmy proof of such empIo~ to be prol'ided to Ms. Beaati. 

• The fiDa) papem in this matter sball contam the sbmdar4 indemnfficati.oa, holc1 
&atmJess aDd other pmvisiODS dJst are 00DSi&IeDt1y focmd in final papet3. Any 
disputes eonccmiDg any aspect of& above- or the seltIemCnt Glebe parties' 
per8OII8I and real property dfsIribudoD ~-or coJJC&mlin.g the~ Or 
imptemmfalion of 8IYf te1aled sef.1le:mcnta~ or 1be sale. if~", of 
tho SaQamcmo boase, Iba11 be rcdved in ft}>CicItiouS bIDdiD& arbltratioD. in 
SeaUle, WashfDgtonllKl pummut 10 BCW 7.04A by amutuaJly ~le 
mitm10t or an aEbittator appointed by Ibc court iftbo parties C8l1tlOt asreo [we 
proPDSO Law:ren~ BeskJ. The fees and c:x.peascs for &UCh pl'OWdfngg sba1l be 
allocated by the arbitrator. . 

. • 'lbe unpaid $150 that Mr. Bettati wu mdemd by tlm Court to pay Ids. Bettati by 
Mm:h 28, 2008 shall be waived if & scttIemcat is rcadled. 

We undemaD.d Mr. Betta1i also made the ibllowing zequeacs, to wlIich Ms. Bcttati 
reJPOnc1s as follows: . 
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Health JIlSIJ.1'3DCe! 

"Per our earlier oonverution, mel giwn my h=alth concems, we agr=d I would be . 
provided with 18 months ofbealth insurance covering mediea~ deD1al. and. ODgOing ccnmseJi~ 
to commence with the entry of a DecIec of DiSsolution. We a1so agreed that .uld I become 
fitllyemployed earlier than 18 mouths following the DissOlution date, that pnrvision of health 
coverage would DO longer be required, COIl'IDleIlOiDg with the establishment of my new heal1h 
insu:rance~" . 

Me. Bcttati'. Raponse: Ms. BetCatI agrees to pay to Mr. BeUati Ids mollflllt 
COBRA Janmace pAllllam (S452.83IBloatb.) tIuoagla J''IIIIe 1, lOO9 or .... tIl.e Is 
fait employeil-wllichever is BDOner. 

CCJ wID make all health care Ire8tmentreceipts available to you for dedUOfioD :&om YOU{ 
before..tBX eatt=ia plan. .. 

MJ. BetfaW. ~~ It b ~ot Deeessary for Mr. BefjaCilo do ftafs 8.1 &e will be 
covered 1IIlder COBRA. 

. "Per our eonvcmtioDl with Dr. Frank, YO" will plcuc make the paym=1I:s for the 
necessary requested upcoming evaluatioos and individual parent-chDd guidance sessions." 

l'tII. B.-ti'. Raspoo.se: 'No; .he is IlOt wUJing Co pay for IdB selt· 
tmprovcmeutfpareDtlng dassel. . 

Join1 PrimericaLife 1Dsmance: 
. 

"You wiD make the, Primerica life insuzaugc paym.etdB 1bronsh 2008. We will then apee 
to _e AmelIa the primary recipient 011 both poHcics. We should also k listed as 'the 
.secom1aly insured on the -respective policies. Could you please give me some more input ou 
additicmal sl:rltfegies conoemiag 1ho life imuranccr 

Ms. BettatI's RespoDI~ She..nu to lDake the pa)'IDesds for eaela party's poley­
munlng Amelia III the beIleftdal'y--'fJarougll December 31, 100& After that, each 
party sllaJl he respcmsible for ber aud &Is own porley. 

Nursing School: 

"Pleaso help ~ to coordinate with Kathleen Reid to ensure that I have access to the 
Mosby/.Blsevier Evolve Select Progrmn. wblch aDows electronic access to all ofmy Nursing 
Program texts. This pvsram has been totally bmduablc to my studiC3 and success ill Numins 
~L~ . 

I· 



. '. 
DebOtah Bianco 
ApriJ 24, 2008 
pago(j 

Ms. Bctatr. Respouse: Agiwd-electroDic aeeess lias already hea previded tor 
MosIJyIEllmer NlIJ'Slag school ,ropma to COTeI' ,tadies 1hroagh Deefmber. 2008 
oulf· . 

AmeUa's Cu5tody: 

Affit is deteanjued that you will be Amelia's academic pareut, t am xspecdilIly 
n:quesIiug Cbo followiDg: 

"Dela)'iDg1D1 ddId support payments until Jam lUllyemplO7'=d fonowq tile ~ 
comp1e1ioa oflJl1 NmsiDJ eLhtcatioD.., 

Ma. BeUati'. Respoase: Agreed, except that Mr. BcCtati must pay aay statutory 
.. JnIm. ... 

-You 8SSUD1I pL7DIC'Dt for aU ofmy Wdtatlou tmeI ard 1odainI1lIltiI I am £aJIy 
amployed foUowiDB tbo succesRbl completion aflDJ NursfDg ecIacadon. " 

MI. BettaU'. RapoJIH: She Is wIIIiDI to (18' for ODe pav'. travel,&!p ifMI'. 
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ATTORNEY OR PARTYWlTHOVT ATTORNEY OR GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY (under Family Code, §§ 17400, 174(6) 
(Name, state bar number, BItd address): __ ArthUiTBettati, Jr, ... ..- ._-- .._- ...... . 

In Pro Per 
8510 Rolling Green Way 
Fair Oaks, California 95628-6230 

TELEPHONE NO.: (916) 716-6599 FAX NO.: 

ATTORNEY FOR (Name): 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CAUFORNIA, COUNTY OF SA ( :I{ A M FNTO 
STREET ADDRESS: 3341 Power Inn Road 
MAlUNGADDRESS: 3341 Power Inn Road 

CITY AND 21P CODE: Sacramento, California 95826 
BRANCHNAME: William R, Ridgeway Family Relations Courthouse 

PETITIONERIPlAINTIFF: Arthur 1. BettatI, Jr. 

RESPONDENTIDEFENDANT: Yvette K. Bettati 

OTHER PARENT: 

PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL 

FOR COURT USE OM. Y 
.. - ._ ..... -

CASENUMBER: II F~ 0#.3'2/ 
07FL04448 

NonCE: To serve temporary restraining orders you must use personal service (see form FL-330). 

FL-335 

1. I am at least 18 years of age, not a party to this action, and I am a resident of or employed in the county where the mailing took 
place. 

2. My residence or business address is: 

8517 Rolling Green Way, Fair Oaks, California 95628 

3, I served a copy of the fO/lowing documents (specify): 

ENDORSED Notice of Registration of Out-of-State Support Order; 
ENDORSED Registration Statement of Petitioner, including Certified Out-of-State Judgement Summary and 
Decree of Dissolution with Support Order. 

by enclosing them in an envelope AND 
a. [ZJ depositing the sealed envelope with the United States Postal Service with the postage fully prepaid. 
b. D placing the envelope for collection and mailing on the date and at the place shown in item 4 following our ordinary 

business practices. I am readily familiar with this business's practice for collecting and processing correspondence for 
mailing. On the same day that correspondence is placed for collection and mailing, it is deposited in the ordinary course of 
business with the United States Postal Service in a sealed envelope with postage fully prepaid. 

4. The envelope was addressed and mailed as follows: 
a. Name of person served: Charlotte L. Keeley, Attorney at Law 
b. Address: 1451 River Park Drive, Suite 244, Sacramento, California 95815 

c. Date mailed: July 29,2011 
d. Place of mailing (city and state): Fair Oaks, California 

5. I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Califomia that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Date: July 29,2011 

.-,-c..c~km40-Bailey-- _=~-,~-,~,-.,-,-=.c_--,j~;,,=~ 
-------....::(1YPE==OR..;;,.PR,;:....;:,NT~NAM::::":::"'OE)c--------- 2-~RE~ 

Form Appmvad for Optional Use 
Judicial ColJ1cIt 01 Callfomia 

FL-335 [Rev. January 1, 2003] 

PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL 

-- - ---- ". -"'--
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INFORMATION SHEET FOR PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL 

Use these instructions to complete the Proof of Service by Mail (form FL-335). 

A person at least 18 years of age or older must serve the documents. There are two ways to serve documents: (1) 
personal delivery and (2) by mail. See the Proof of Personal Service (form FL-330) if the documents are being personally 
served. The person who serves the documents must complete a proof of service form for the documents being served. 
You cannot serve documents if you are a party to the action. 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR THE PERSON WHO SERVES THE DOCUMENTS (TYPE OR PRINT IN BLACK INK) 

You must complete a proof of service for each package of documents you serve. For example, if you serve the Respon­
dent and the Other Parent, you must complete two proofs of service, one for the Respondent and one for the Other Parent. 

Complete the top section of the proof of service forms as follows: 
First box. left side: In this box print the name, address, and phone number of the person for whom you are serving the 
documents. 
Second box. left side: Print the name of the county in which the legal action is filed and the court's address in this box. Use 
the same address for the court that is on the documents you are serving. 
Third box. left side: Print the names of the Petitioner/Plaintiff, RespondentlDefendant, and Other Parent in this box. Use 
the same names listed on the documents you are serving. 
First box. top of form, right side: Leave this box blank for the court's use. 
Second box. right side: Print the case number in this box. This number is also stated on the documents you are serving. 

You cannot serve a temporary restraining order by mall. You must serve those documents by personal service. 

1. You are stating that you are at least 18 years old and that you are not a party to this action. You are also stating that 
you either live in or are employed in the county where the mailing took place. 

2. Print your home or business address. 
3. Ust the name of each document that you mailed (the exact names are listed on the bottoms of the forms). 

a. Check this box if you put the documents in the regular U.S. mail. 
b. Check this box if you put the documents in the mail at your place of employment. 

4. a. Print the name you put on the envelope containing the documents. 
b. Print the address you put on the envelope containing the documents. 
c. Write in the date that you put the envelope containing the documents in the mail. 
d. Write in the city and state you were in when you mailed the envelope containing the documents. 

5. You are stating under penalty of perjury that the information you have provided is true and correct. 

Print your name, fill in the date, and sign the form. 

If you need additional assistance with this form, contact the Family Law Facilitator in your county. 

FL -:l35 [Rev. Janwuy 1, 2003] PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL Page 20f 2 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON 
FOR KING COUNTY 

YVETTE BETTATI, 

Respondent, 

vs. 

ARTHUR BETTATI, 
Appellant. 

NO. 07-3-06736-5 SEA 
NO. 66104-3-1 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
APPELLANT'S REPLY BRIEF 

I DECLARE that I am not the Appellant, Respondent. or a witness, and: 

SERVICE BY MAIL 

I served the APPELLANT'S REPLY BRIEF by depositing in the United States Post Office in Sacramento 
County, State of California, a true copy of the APPELLANT'S REPLY BRIEF enclosed in a sealed envelope having 
adequate postage and sent First Class Mail as follows: 

Address of Post Office: 

United States Post Office 
7862 Winding Way 
Fair Oaks, California 95628 

Date Mailed: 

October 12,2011 

Addressed to: Mailing Address: 

CAMDEN HALL, PLLC 1001 Fourth Avenue 
Attorney for Suite 3312-13 
Respondent Seattle, Washington 98154 

I, the undersigned, declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct and that I was at the 
time of service of the above APPELLANT' S REPLY BRIEF a resident of the State of California over the age of 18 
years and not a party to the above numbered case. 

DATED: October 12.2011 

Server's Phone No.: (916) 961-5687 

Ellen Jo Bailey 
Print or Type Name 

8517 Rolling Green Way. Fair Oaks. California 95628 
Address of Server 


