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I. ARGUMENT 

 

The only signed document agreed upon by both parties is the CR2A dated May 2, 2014. 

Any other documents and arbitration beyond this signed date of May 2, 2014 has not 

been consented by the Appellant. The respondent’s counsel, Lisa Micheli has 

manipulated and altered the CR2A agreement signed on May 2, 2014 and has deceitfully 

presented in the final dissolution documents. It took over 3 months for the respondent 

and her attorney to prepare and produce the final documents and when they did it was 

filled with discrepancies. The respondent and her attorney, Lisa Michelli deliberately 

altered the figures in the final documents to her advantage. The CR2A and the final 

documents presented by the respondent and her attorney do not match. There is a 

pattern of deceptive and manipulative tactics from the respondent and her attorney as 

evidenced in the case with false allegations and inflated spousal maintenance support 

and non-disclosure of spousal joint assets. The Appellant was not given the fair 

opportunity for a jury trial. The decree of dissolution was rendered without any 

counseling between the parties. And during the Appellant’s period of absence the 

respondent and her attorney have committed perjury and deceitfully filed and issued 

court orders with false statements thereby depleting the appellant’s life savings including 

401K retirement, pension, stocks, fees and interest and rendering the appellant 

destitute. The respondent. Ling D. Wang had also depleted funds from the joint accounts 

earlier. 

 

The Appellant filed the Notice of Absence and had served the respondent in an 

appropriate and timely manner. See prior Notice of Absence in Appendix (Exhibit A) 

filed by the counsels and I have followed the same protocol. The respondent’s counsel, 



Lisa Micheli has proven to be a LIAR as evidenced in the deposition of the respondent, 

child and spousal support using inflated figures, and the proceedings. Shame on such 

individuals in our society who has destroyed a family and has deprived a good and fit 

parent from seeing his daughter. The respondent’s counsel deliberately asked the court to 

issue restraining order despite the Domestic Violence and CPS cases against the 

Appellant were dismissed with prejudice. 

 

The Appellant did not receive the Order to Shorten Time ex parte and this is another 

example of the respondent’s counsel doing things deceitfully. The counsel has been 

getting courts issue ex parte orders without giving the opportunity for the Appellant to 

respond in a timely manner. The Appellant filed a Motion to strike the presentation of 

Final Dissolution Documents and could not appear at the hearing since the respondent 

had not served the Appellant with the motion in a timely manner. See Appellant’s motion 

to strike in Appendix (Exhibit ‘B’) with a clear indication of Appellant’s inability to 

attend the hearing due to the short notice from the respondent and for trial continuance. 

The pro tem commissioner, Lee Tinney denied the respondent’s motion to present final 

dissolution documents since it differed from the CR2A documents signed on May 2, 

2014. 

 

The Appellant asserts that he did not receive the trial confirmation date of August 26, 

2014. How could he when the Appellant had served the Notice of Absence and was 

unavailable due to international assignment. So, why did the Snohomish County Superior 

Court of the state of Washington issue the decree of dissolution orders during my absence 



despite my filing of Notice of Absence?  

 

IMPORTANT NOTE: In Family Law cases, pursuant to SCLSPR 

94.04(C)(1)(B), failure to confirm your trial date, appear on a confirmed 

trial date, or obtain order granting a trial continuance may result in 

dismissal of your case. Pursuant to SCLCR 40(d), it shall be the duty of 

each attorney of record or party pro se in a case set for trial to jointly or 

separately confirm, no sooner than 12 noon of the first court day of the 

week and no later than 12 noon of the last court day of the week two 

weeks prior to the trial date, in such written form as approved by the 

court. See Appendix (Exhibit ‘D’). 

 

Since I had filed my Notice of Absence and was not available and hence I 

had not confirmed the trial date, how did the court proceed with the trial in 

my absence? This is in direct conflict with the SCLSPR and SCLCR. The 

court has rendered erroneous decisions conflicting with the decisions of 

other appellate courts. The Writ of Garnishment Orders and Judgment to Pay were the 

result of these erroneous decisions by the Snohomish County Superior Court and it is 

utmost important for the Supreme Court to decide the questions involved and overrule the 

decisions by the lower court. 

 

The respondent’s counsel keep mentioning that the Appellant did not appear at the court 

hearings during the period of Appellant’s absence until Dec 31, 2014. Isn’t it straight 



forward that the Appellant was not available during the notice of absence? I am surprised 

that the State of Washington allows such persons and counsels such as Lisa Micheli to 

practice law with no merits and allow the fabrication of lies and false allegations in the 

name of MONEY. These are bunch of liars exploiting the innocent victims and their 

families and children. How could a judge of the Snohomish County Superior Court 

appoint  a designee for the Appellant and sign off on all documents without the consent 

of the Appellant and done in Appellant’s absence?  How could a judge make assumptions 

and anticipations about the Appellant’s refusal?  Could it be that the respondent’s 

counsel, Lisa Micheli and the judge, Bowden have a common interest between them? 

These are the atrocities committed in this fraudulent case and I ask the Supreme Court for 

justice per my constitutional rights as the citizen of United States of America. I demand 

justice and I ask the Supreme Court to hold the perpetrators accountable and render the 

maximum punishment including debarment of counsel, Lisa Micheli. The Appellant filed 

the Notice of Appeal after returning from the international assignment in a timely and 

appropriate manner. 

 

The spousal support and child support payment of $4000 per month were based on 

inflated figures used by the respondent’s counsel as clearly evident from the deposition 

taken under oath. Since the CR2A was signed on May 2, 2014, the respondent’s counsel 

altered the figures and after 3 months filed the presentation of the final documents on 

July 31, 2014. I was out of the country for the trial date and had a Notice of 

Unavailability with the court. Apparently a trial happened and final documents were 

entered despite the order denying entry of final  documents. I didn’t find out about that 



until months later when I returned from my international trip. Also while I was gone, a 

motion for contempt happened on September 22, 2014 and from that hearing stemmed 

the judgment award. I was devastated to find out that while I was gone, final documents 

were entered without my approval, hearings were held that resulted in large judgments 

against me, my bank accounts were drained, the overage I had paid to DCS for temporary 

maintenance was transferred to my spouse to pay off the judgment. I have been in a 

downward spiral of depression since then. I haven’t been able to work due to the weight 

of what happened during the dissolution and with the entry of final documents and what I 

feel is a railroading of things against me. The parenting plan is way too restrictive 

although I paid all of the costs for a guardian ad litem and also have paid all of the costs 

for the reunification counselor. I do not agree with how the respondent and her counsel 

went about getting a judgment and wiping out bank accounts I had. I currently am not 

working and I do not have funds to live on without any income. My bank accounts are 

wiped out. I sold the investment property so I could receive funds to live on. Those funds 

were taken and put into the register of the court and subsequently awarded to the 

respondent. I respectfully request the reversing of all unjust court orders issued and that a 

fair jury trial be granted in the marriage dissolution which has been filled with lies and 

false allegations.  

 

The Appellant, Percash Ramnath should be awarded his fees and compensation for 

purposes of responding to these appeals and court orders that were issued erroneously 

during the Appellant’s absence. I ask for an equitable compensation for all the monies 

that have been garnished including my 401K retirement savings. 



 
 

II. CONCLUSION 

 
The Writs of Garnishment orders were the direct result of the erroneous court 

orders issued during the Appellant’s absence. I have been deprived of my day 

in court and the respondent’s counsel is aware that if given my chance in court 

all of her lies and manipulations will be exposed and that her law practice 

license will be revoked. Hence the respondent’s counsel has been trying hard 

not to give me the opportunity for a fair trial in the court. The Appellant asks 

the Supreme Court to vacate all court orders issued during the Appellant’s 

absence and that a fair jury trial be granted in order for justice to be served 

and the perpetrators be held accountable. 

 

The Appellant, Percash Ramnath should be awarded his fees and 

compensation for purposes of responding to these appeals and court orders 

that were issued erroneously which are in conflict with the decisions of other 

appellate courts. 

 

Relief requested: 

 

• Vacate the Writ of Garnishment Order and Judgment to Pay directed 

to JP Morgan Chase Bank dated Dec 24, 2014. 

• Vacate the Writ of Garnishment Order and Judgment to Pay directed 

to Wells Fargo Bank dated Dec 24, 2014. 



• Return to the Appellant the sum of $25,000 that were illegally 

confiscated from the above bank accounts. 

• Return to the Appellant the sum of $500,000 from the 401K retirement 

plan that was illegally transferred to respondent due to the unjust court 

orders and actions taken during my temporary absence. 

• Return to the Appellant the sum of $300,000 from the company stocks 

that was illegally transferred to respondent due to the unjust court 

orders and actions taken during my temporary absence. 

• Return to the Appellant the sum of $135,000 from the sale of the 

appellant’s condo that was illegally disbursed to respondent due to the 

unjust court orders and actions. 

• Return to the Appellant the sum of $26,000 that Division of Child 

Support has illegally confiscated from the appellant’s roth IRA 

account and all bank accounts. 

• Return to the Appellant the primary residence valued at $400,000 that 

was illegally transferred over to respondent due to these unjust court 

orders and actions. 

• Return to the Appellant the sum of $125,000 from the IRA that was 

illegally transferred over to respondent due to these unjust court orders 

and actions. 

• Return to the Appellant the automobile vehicles valued at $40,000 that 

was illegally transferred over to respondent due to these unjust court 

orders and actions. 



• Return to the Appellant the sum of $55,000 from the joint accounts 

that were illegally withdrawn by respondent after eviction of appellant 

using false allegations. 

• Compensate the Appellant the sum of $50,000 towards expenditure of 

time and money due to these unjust court orders and actions. 

• Vacate the Decree of Dissolution dated Aug 26, 2014 and order a fair 

jury trial with a 50/50 disbursement split of property and assets and not 

73/27 split as was done with manipulations and deceptions by 

repondent’s lawyer, Lisa M. Micheli. 

• Debarment of counsel, Lisa Micheli for her fraudulent methods of 

deception and perjury committed by having orders issued during 

Appellant’s temporary absence and for altering CR2A documents. 

 
 

This is a direct plea from a good and fit parent to the Washington State 

Supreme Court. Help reunite the father with his daughter immediately as over 

3 years have gone by without any communications between the father and 

daughter. The respondent’s counsel has deliberately got the court to issue 

restraining orders against the father using deceptive and manipulative tactics. 

The Snohomish County Superior Court has rendered me destitute with their 

corruptions along with the manipulative lawyers. I have been unable to work 

due to the severe trauma inflicted upon me due to this manipulative divorce. I 

am depending on food banks for food and shelter. See Appendix (Exhibit 

‘C’). I ask the Washington State Supreme Court to intervene and undo the 



wrongdoings immediately and hold the perpetrators accountable. The 

Appellant, Percash Ramnath should be awarded his fees and compensation for 

purposes of responding to these appeals and court orders that were issued 

erroneously during the Appellant’s absence. I ask for an equitable 

compensation for all the monies that have been garnished including my 401K 

retirement savings. 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON 
COUNTY OF KING 

In re the Marriage of: 

Percash Ramnath, 

Petitioner, 
and 

Ling Wang, 

Respondent. 

TO: THE CLERK OF THE COURT, 

TO: Ling Wang 

AND TO: Lisa Micheli, attorney for Ling Wang. 

NO. 13-3-00880-9 

NOTICE OF TEMPORARY 
ABSENCE OF COUNSEL 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the undersigned attorney for the Petitioner Percash 

Ramnath will be unavailable and absent from his practice on November 4 - 8, December 23 -

31, 2013, and February 12-21, 2014. 

It is therefore requested that no motions, discovery requests, or other matters in this 

case be brought or set during the period of this absence or immediately contiguous thereto. 

NOTICE OF TEMPORARY ABSENCE OF COUNSEL 
Page 1 of2 

The Law Office of 
Steven A. H emmat, P.S. 
6os First Avenue, Suite 530 
Seattle, Washington 98104 

(206) 682-5200 



 
 
 
 
 
 

Exhibit ‘B’ 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

DATED on October 21, 2013. 

~1~ 
~teven A. Hemmat 

WSBA 16309 
Attorney for Petitioner/~iirpeRclent 

DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY MAIL 

12 Under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington, I certified and 
declare that I have this day served a true and correct copy of the following documents: 

13 
Notice of Temporary Absence of Attorney 

14 
By depositing it in the United States mails by first class mail, postage prepaid, and addressed 

15 to: 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

Lisa Micheli 
1604 Hewitt Ave. Ste 516 
Everett, WA 98201 

Dated this 21"1 day of October, 2013. 

unWalker 

NOTICE OF TEMPORARY ABSENCE OF COUNSEL 
Page 2 of2 

-----

---------

The Law Office of 
Steven A. Hemmat, P.S. 
605 First Avenue , Suite 530 
Seattle, Washington 98104 

(206) 682-5200 
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•• 

SUPERIOR COURT Of WASHIIlGTOil 
COUilTY OF StiOHOMISH 

In re the Man\a90 ct. 

PERCASH RAMNATH, 

ond 

LING D. WANG, 

Petitioner, 

Respondent. 

TO: THE CLERK OF THE COURT 

TO: Lisa Mloheh, attorney lor Ling Wang 

TO: Susan H3m0!1$, GAL 

110. 13-3-0088().9 

MOTION TO STRIKE HEARING ON 
PRESENTATION OF FltlAL 
DOCUMENTS BY RESPONDENT & 
MOTION TO CONTIIlUEIPROCEED 
TO TRIAL 

COMES NOW the petitioner, Percosh Romnotll moves the Court for slriking the hearing 

on the presentation ollinal doeuments by reSPQOdent The petitioner also moves 111e Court for o 

conllnuance of the Trial. 

The par11es herein """"ored at medialion on May 2, 2014. n has taken CNer 3 months fur 

the responder< to - and produce the final doc<ments and that too with discrepancies. 

The respondent has ~ely alered the 6gcres in the final doet.ments to her advantage • 

MOTION TO STIRIKE HEARING & MOTION TO 
CONTINUE/PROCEED TO TRIAL 

P.1QO I ol2 

PElt CASH R;UINA TH 
POBox 12'052 

MiU Oftk. WA 9&>82 
(42$)8~1 



 
 
 
 
 

Exhibit ‘C’ 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 
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10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
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There is a pattem of deceptive and manipulative 1actics !rom the respondent and her alklmey 

wllicll is evidenced !rom the beginning d the case 'lrith false alegatioos and inflated spousal 

ma01tenance IUPPOrt and ~losure of spousal joint assets. 

A ca1ihlance to trial wil alow the petitioner, Percash Ramnath to propeffy prepare and 

scf>.poena the dedarar<s and mal<e sure that the aut has al the information and eviden<e 

before • . oo an • ob '' oed dedsion can be ,._ regarding this case. 

Flllhem .. e, the petitioner, Pen:ash Ramnatto declares that he wil not be able to attend 

the hearing t<loeduled on Wed, Jut 30, 2014 due to the unprecedented short ootice !rom the 

respondenl and due to prior work COiiWtlibtleflts. 

DATED on Ju129, 2014. 

Percash Ramnath 
Prose 
Petitioner 

DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY MAIL 

Un<ler pen31ty of pefjury under the laws of the State ofWashin¢on, I certified and 
declare that I have thia day setVe<l a true an<l correct OOf1Y of the following documents: 

Mocion to strike hearing on presentation of final documents by respondent & 
Mocion to eontinue/I:><OCeed lo trial 

By depooitorog It In the Urited SlaleS rroils by first class mai, poslage prepaid and addressed to: 

Usat.tchel Susan Harness 
1604 Hewoa Ave, Sle 516 2720 Rucl<er Ave, Ste 102 

MOTION TO STRIKE HEARING & MOTION TO 
CONTlNUEJPROCEEO TO TRIAL 

P.2col2 

PERCASH RAMNATH 
PO Boot 02052 

Mill CrMt. WA 98082 
(425) 8;><HI23o 
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Why GrveForward? How it works Success Stones Blog 

The Rent + Food Fund 

c::) SUPPORT (be die first.? 

I am a victim of unjust divorce in Washington State and 
have lost everything due to the corrupt courts and lawy~ 



 
 
 
 
  
 
 
Oct 8, 2015 
     Respectfully submitted, 
 
         

      
     Signature 
      



Appellant 
     Percash Ramnath, PO Box 12052, Mill Creek, WA 98082 
     
   

 

 

 

Exhibit ‘D’ 
 

 
 

STATUTES AND RULES 
 
 

CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED 
IMPORTANT NOTE: In Family Law cases, pursuant to SCLSPR 
94.04(C)(1)(B), failure to confirm your trial date, appear on a confirmed 
trial date, or obtain order granting a trial continuance may result in 
dismissal of your case. Pursuant to SCLCR 40(d), it shall be the duty of 
each attorney of record or party pro se in a case set for trial to jointly or 
separately confirm, no sooner than 12 noon of the first court day of the 
week and no later than 12 noon of the last court day of the week two 
weeks prior to the trial date, in such written form as approved by the 
court. 
Since I had filed my notice of absence and was not available and hence 
had not confirmed the trial date, how did the court proceed with the trial in 
my absence? This is in direct conflict with the SCLSPR and SCLCR. The 
court has rendered erroneous decisions conflicting with the decisions of 
other appellate courts and it is utmost important for the US Supreme 
Court to decide the questions involved and overrule the decisions by the 
lower courts. 
 


