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DEFKIVED OF REQUISITE PROCEDURAL DOE PROCESS OF LAW, RENDERING ORDER GRANTING 
DEFENDAI·ff'S .3UMl'1ARY JUDG~!JT lNi/ALlD. w.S.C. Article I, Section 21 

DISPUTED ISSUES CF l'1ATERIAL FACTS 

1. W~iether Defendant: Kahrs conct:c.lme:ait of Uanuary ;,2J09, & Hay 1,2009, At:to:rney 
client agreement is a d~sputecl issue of materfal fact. When he declares 
1'limited r.ep11esemtat:ion~ 

2. Whether Defendant: Ka.hrs ' 1se::lf-intere1:£ in t~1e prf:parat±on of Spokane Court 
Order showing "m.ilimited :;:epresentation £or client" when he declaz:es "limited 
rep:c.asentiation" a disputed issue of mata:l'ial fac::.t. 

3. Whether Defendant Kahrs "manipulated the Spokane Court in hi·s ''seif-interesl'' 
pFep&reci Order to 1;eeehe $35,000.JO advance fee foF preparation of th11ee . 
Thuvstvn Coum:y lawsuits, that he declined to prepare, an issue of ma..:erial 
fact, when Judge Tompkins significantly note'd '~solely for benefit of Blakely. 

4. Whether Defenciant Kahrs "delayed submission'!''delays diseoYeFy caused pFej udice 
to the Plain tiff, a dispuied material issue of fact. 

Si WhetheF Defendant Kahrs !:delayed fee billing" of five years on June 23,2014, 
of no assistance on the three Thurst:or1 C011Ft Complaints, and i•conilict wiil:h 
him paying Mr. Taylor to influence Juarez-Tre'vino tv withdnrn his .ee1::anta1i: 
tiOi.1 iL ui8pUteJ fll&teuial iS:3U\:1 of fact. 

6. Whcthe1' f'laiutiff's 6/10/15, First L1terro5atories und Requ.:=.st for ?rrotlJcti:on 
weire timely complied to by Jei:t=nciani:, when 9/24/U, Plaintiff ·.vas foFceci to 
prepc.re Motiou to Compel Discov2ry suppoEt.cd with Heniorandurn 0£ Law an~ 
twelve exh.ibits of 20 lcttars and Decla.c:at±ons of 11 personal knowledge 11 a 
Disputed f1aterial :tssue of fuct foF th~ pl."E::f.iOn<lerance oi. a Jury. 

7. ~hether Jutlge; Inveen erred, by gra;.1ting DefenJaut's January 1J,:W16, Motiu11 
tc Stn.!~e Plaintiff's (l~) ·'personal knowledge" Decla:.cation Exhibits that. 
we.r;e ust!d to suppcrt the October 26, 2015, Order ComµE::lling Discove1•y a 
di.3vuted Macerial Issue of fact fol a Jury t:o decide. 

8. Does a Diapui.:ed materia;l issue of iact exiat, when Defontiant co:aceals 1/9 & 
5/1/09 Attorney-Client Ag:iieement in reference lo b/10/ i5 First Request for 
Documents a questiou of mate:vial issue of fact foJ! the prepond(';:r:-ance of a Ju:cy. 

9. whether th~ Plaintiff's 1'fair trial rights" were violateJ, when ti1e Court: 
e11J.:ed g:ranting Defendant's Summary Judglllent Motion before enforcing Plain.ti.ff' s 
Motion to C0mpel Discovery. Burnett v. Spokane Ambulance, 131 Wu 2J 484, 933 
P.2d l.C36(1997); KE.ck v. Colli11s, 181 wn. AJ>p.67,325 P.3d 306(2014) 

10. Couuc ~rreu by noi: cunside1•i'ng ''faclurs'' fpom Burnet v. Spokane ltrubulance 
b~£u1.1e .strik~ Plainciff' s exhibits, evid~i1ce of Affidavits, "verified Complain.:" 
Keck v. Collids, 181 Wn. App.67. 

Li. Whethe.f Defendant Kahrs i.1ltnrepresenled '':i.~epvesencation'' "solely for the 
beJteiit of i'1r. Blakely'' (Attorney-Cli.'ent Agreemeut' wid1 int.enti.ons of. ''·seli:­
ilr.:cFesi: £.cauJ" iu violation of th~ Consumer Frotecit:on Act .. Bo1ish v. 
Rus~el, et.al., 1~5 Wn. App. 8~2, 230 l".3d 645(2010) n 24 
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

The p1aintiff Raiph Howard Blakely, first contacted Attorney Michael 

Charles Kahrs in 2007 for the preparation of a federal civil rights 

complaint, In January 9,2009, Plaintiff signed an Attorney-client agree­

ment for a retainer of $5,000.00, and then signed a second attorney-

client agreement May 1, 2009, with $20,000.00 payment to prepare and 

a Writ of Habeas Corpus. Exhibit No. 17 

March 20,2009, Plaintiff suffered catatonic seizure, falling down 

the Washington State Reformatory dinning Hall stairs. Plaintiff was 

then transported to Valley General Hospital and returned to (WSR)Infirma.ry. 

Exhibit No. 15 March 21, 2009, seven correctional staff including rnedica1 

staff placed the Plaintiff in a wheelchair; allowing him to fall out of 

the wheelchair twice. Then they picked him upto their shoulders and 

dropped him onto the floor. Officer David Young (now Nathan Dahl)bounced. 

knee in middle of Plaintiff's .back brecJ<.ing ribs, and rupturing lefe 

Kidney. (fn/1 exhibit) 

The Plaintiff was then transported to "MAX segregation11 (so that 

noone could witness) black left shoulder, hip, and urination of blocd. 

(fn/1 exhibit) 

After six rronths in segregation, the Plaintiff was released to Staf-

ford Creek Correction Center Unit H 1, and about October 4,2009, Plain­

tiff suffered another catatonic seizure. (fn/1 exhibit) 

( fn/1 As shown in Exhibit No. 12-d, the Plaintiff was forced to ship 

out the Valley General Hospital Reports, and the correctional incident 

reports of March 20, and October 5,6,2009. 

(fn/1 As shown in Exhibit No. 15-d, March 5-20,2009 Primary encounter 

Reports of falling down, by medical staff Mary Keppler, ARNP. 

STATEMENT OF CASE SC 1 



STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

The Plaintiff was then pitched onto a holding cell floor of no mat, nor 

blanket for about 27 hours./fn 2 of Exhibit 12-d ) Then was wheelchaired 

back to (S~ medical (Eshibit No.15-E Affidavit of Sandavol) (draggin 

bare feet on pavement causing sever abrasions to tops of feet) Dr. R. 

Trevino treated the abrasions, then had the Plaintiff pitched onto floor 

R 2020. ( ( fn2 of Exhibit No.12-d of corroborating Dedlaration of Cornig) 

October 6, 2009, (fn 2 Ex.No.12-d OFFICER incident refX)rt) Stafford 

Creek officer Barrett, flipped and slammed Plaintiff' shead on the floor, 

blackening right temple and eye. Then C/O Wm. Nelson bounced his knee 

in middle of the Plaintiff's fragile back re-breading ribs, rupturing 

left kidney. (Eshibit No. 15-b) 

September 10,2009, Stafford Creek Correction Officers Gretschel and 

Newbery (EX. No.12) seized seven of the Plaintiff's legal document boxes. 

u.P.S. tagged box 5 of 9 contained Robbie Juarez-Trevino's notorized 

recantation Affidavit and other supporting legal documents clearly show­

ing Blakely innocent. In addition to box 5 of 9 was a 50 page brief and 

a letter from Alliance Publishing Group about publishing a manuscript. 

(Declaration of Miller & Fischer Ex.No. 12) 

November 7,2012, Declaration of Corydon Whaley, Exhibit No. 12-a 

page 2 !ff 5, "May 2011 I found Mr. Blakely' s one remaining box of property 

in the evidence holding area of the Intelligence and Investigation Office. 

(UPS 5 of 9 with all legal documents and manuscript missing Exhibit 1B-a 

and Exhibit 1 S-b is a 5 page notarized Affavit of legal documents that 

have been improperly seized with outgoing legal mail.) 

Exhibit No. 12-c of July 31 ,2012, "official misconduct complaint on C/O 

Alberto Alavez seizing legal file in associated retaliation; as is 

shown by 9/10/11 Offender complaint, ex.12-c. 

August 8, 2015, C/O s Brandt and Reese seized confiscated 20 legal 

docwnent boxes belonging to Plaintiff Blakely. Ex.No. 12-d September 1, 

2015, Blakely filed Official Staff Misconduct Complaint on associated 

officer harassment and confiscation of legal docwnents. Ex.# Hl-d. 

( fn/2 As shown by Exhibit No. 12-d, the Plaintiff prepared a Risk Man­

agement Claim No.31083118 in attempt to have his legal document returned. 

STATEMENT OF CASE SC 2 



STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

October 4, 2009, Plaintiff signed a 3 page Declaration prepared by 

Defendant Kahrs, asking him to obtain medical treatment and to obtain 

post-conviction relief. Exhibit No. 15-f 

November 5, 2009, Defendant Kahrs 4 page Declaration supported with 

Blakely medical records, copy of X-Ray reports,diagnostic reports from 

Exhibits A-L. Exhibit NM. 15-f These medical exhibits, and post-concic­

tion 00cuments positively were not retw:ned to Blakely in accordance 

to Judge Inveen' s 10/26/15 Order Compelling Discovery. 

October 16,2010, Stafford Creek Correction Center medical primary 

encounter Rei;:ort on pre-left eye infection and blindness. Ex.No. 15-g 

The Ophthalmologist Dupey, Brett, Williams, Estillila, have all examined 

the left eye as being blind. /fn3 

December 1,2010, Plaintiff's letter to Defendant Kahrs; asking Kahrs 

for assistance on the THREE Thurston County Superior Court Civil Rights 

Complaints of No. 10-2-00695; No. 10-2-01551-2; 11-2-00834-4 in relation 

to Exhibit No. 4. Kahrs failed to produce the mentioned 51 page medical 

Diary, Exhibit No. 15-g ( ' -

December 4,2009, Lawyer Kahrs,with the above mentioned declarations 

and medical exhibits, prepared an Order to the Spokane Superior Court 

asking for $35,000.00 for his advance fee to prepare and file the three 

Thurston Superior Court medical malpractice and lose of property Complints. 

Exhibits Nos. 2 copy of $35,000 Check to Kahrs and Exhibit No. 16-K093-94 

is his order with Judge Tompkins significant notation "solley for the 

benefit of Mr. Blakely", As Mr. Kahrs Attorney-client agreements, this 

Order does not order "limited representation" of Mr. Blakely. 

Exhibit No. 3, Defendant Kahrs August 26,2009, letter requesting 

several documents fran Spokane Court No. 95-01916-0 for preparation for 

n;;lease of your funds. Additionally, paralegal went through documents you 

provided and compiled the following ( 14 ailments) as this infomation 

as never returned by Kahrs in Discovery. 

September 30, 2009, Defendant Kahrs' September 30, 2009, letter ackno­

wledging funds from the "Special Person's Care Trust". Exhibit No 3 

(fn 3/ Between Kahrs and officer confiscation of Blakely' s legal documents 

of Exhibit No. 12-d; Blakely is unable at this time to supply essential 

corroborating exhibits to show concealment, omission, fraud. 

STATEMENT OF CASE SC 3 



STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

May 28, 2015, Plaintiff Ralph Howard Blakely, filed and had served 

on Defendant Michael c. Kahrs a 6 page verified. "personal knowle::l.ge11 

Complaint of legal malpractice and breach of fiduciary duty.(:&'<:. No.18) 

Inaddition, a complaint of Consumer Protection Act Violation of iina­

ncially exploiting an ADA vulnerable adult. Exhibit No. 11, 2,RCW 1986; 

RCW 74.34.110(1-9) 

Page three of the Verified Complaint, August 26,2009, declined to 

represent Blakely' s Federal Civil Rights Canplaint, but receives and 

reviews Blakely' s medical records, but refuses to return the medical 

records during the discovery perioal of the Three Thuston County Superior 

Court lawsuits. Exhibit No. 3 This same page, in December ,2010, Kahrs 

pays himself $2, 120.00 to hire unlicensed Acute Investigations to loca-

te Jurez-Trevino, when Ignacio Cobos and Stephen Espinosa, with licensed 

Detective Mario Torres had already obtain a second recantation declara­

tion fran Juarez-Trevino. Exhibit No. 19 Kahrs refused to pay Torres, nor 

to corrmunicate with him. Exhibit KOO 38. Instead by December 2011, pays 

his "self Interest" $4,480.00 for paying Taylor $2, 714.27 to locate 

Juarez-Trevino in an attempt to influence him to retract his recarmation •• 

Exhibit No. 9,36 

Page four of Exhibit No. 18 (verified Complaint)explains how Defendant 

allowed the highly skilled Attorney General to "dazzale the court" into 

surrmary judgment in January and February of 201 ifJ"ft Canplaints No. 10-2-

00695; 10-2-01551-2; and 11-2-00834-4 of Exhibit No. 4vs.Exs.5,6,7,8,9,1 Ol 

Defendant Kahrs, after its too late obtains an expert Neurotoxicogolist 

statement, and prepares a Notice of Appearance, paying Court of Appeals II 

Fees after the Court dismissed all three lawsuits causing injury upon 

injury. Exhibit No. 4. 

Page Five of Exhibit No. 181 creates numerous material issues of fact 

and question of why Defendant Kahrs waited 5 years to submit a $26,400.00 

billing June 23, 2014, as a breach of his fiduciary DUI'Y "for the sole 

benefit of Mr. Blakely" Exhibit No. 17,.~ 

Exhibits Nos. §,6, 7, 8, 9, 10 are ''personal knowledge Declarations and 

letters" of about 30 corroborated documents correlat'2d to Defendant Kahrs 

direct letters and statements. KO 65-80 & Ko 98-103,.K40-4't, 

STATEMENT OF CASE SC 4 



Jur_e "l 0,20-15, Plaintiff Blakely illililai to Defendant's Counsel Mc-

Intosh, Plaintiff's First Request for Interrogatories Combined with 

Request for Production of Documents Cr 26, 33, 34 of six pages. Reques­

ted verified. original of the completed interrogatories be returnerl to 

Plaintiff within 30 days of service. Exhibit No. 22 

September 24,2015, Plaintiff's Notice of Hearing, Declaration of 

Mail, Motion For Order to Canpel Discovery CR 37. Ex. No.22a 

October 8, 2015, Plaintiff's 8 page Merrorandum of Law in SUf?fX)rt of 

Motion to Comf?el Discovery and Non-Evasive Answers to Verified Comp­

laint, along with Declaration of Summarized 12 Exhibits of Gecla:cations, 

Air:idavit, lettE:rs asking .D€:fe:ndant Kahrs to provide legal assistance. 

EXi'J.W:i.t No.22b 

November 27 ,2015, Piaint.:..ie s letter, ''please respond to ths Im:er­

rogatories and re;ru.::st for production of documents of Octol:Jer 25, 2015, 

and. .:;pecifi.:::ally ~loose prcd.ice a co~y of Lawyer Ka.hrs contract betwaen 

l"'..r. Dlakely of a.bout l'Jovernl;ar 200J~ ExhiD.l.t No.22c 

Sepca.r.ber 27, 20·15, P la: .. nt.iff '::: H'.)ti.a1 to Stay D3fendani:' s Motion 

For Surnaiary Judgmerit Hear:...ng- as Pre.rldtw:-e aLJd Supf:.XJrtiny Declacatio!l, 

wi-!:h Leclara:.::ion of r'lai.hng o•• t.a.:k. of t;.a.ge.Exhil:.it No. 22D 

October 25 1 20·i 5, Plaint.:'..ff'· s .Second Request For Int:ei-r.ogatorie::s 

CUnib:U1tti With Hequcst f'or P:.::oducdon of. Docu;nents, Q( 26,33,J4.&.i~23 
Inte:c:ccgatory if! .Please ~plair., wh.r· th3 ?laintlf[ has b~1 

fn/4charged about $4,953.(cc-rrection $7,194.; for ill<licerised 
investi9·a·c0r 'lay lo.c Kindred ::o inte.:rview Robbii:~ Jt,a-:-ez-'l'revino? 

J.Ui'FD No. i. Please fJrcxiuce a.ny ckx.uner.t that would supt;.er.: tr,e 
recovery of tl1e ,'KJIOlUZED Af'FTDA\r'IT of Juarez-':L'revino oi:- that 
L.1-..e;atigator Klnili:E:d !Jroduced •;spec.ific :.:esuits that benefitoo 
tl;.e Plaint:.:.£ f. 

a.Hvhy did the: IX.:fendant Kahrs r.idely refuse to corrmunica.te w:..th 
l.icen.soo Dt.:lective IvlaE±cb rorrt:::;? Ee./,! K 038 
Nc.2. Ple.:.se CXf'lai.n, why De.icrd:mt Kahrs refusoo to pret,X::.re and 
file "Civil Rigl:tt; CanplainL .for the Plaint.:i..:.:f to rt.cover Blakely' s 
50 page bri..;.f and Noco:cizcd Affiaav.l.t of Recantation lJy Ju~rez ? 

:E·ar.: {b) or No.2 RF'D 11 .,.latters by Ai.:to:..."11ey Gei.11berline(E.<.No.i3) shew­

ing that Elc.kel.y wa.:. forced to t;,ave Gsnbcrling .tto the briefing for 

:11xrest of judgrncr1t11 aftar Blakely flClid Kahrs t.o do that b:..-iE:::f.'';~HY 

Liid Kahrs _Eefuse to do this "arrest of Judgment brief"i' Exrdbit No. 23* 

fn/ 4 'lhis tCical. il1l~ludes ~'<c..tirs ti.lli[ig (researc.1j of $2, 120 & 2, 350 -$2, 714. 
Exhibit No. 9 
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Cctober 26,201:>, Ki .. ng Colillty Superior C\x1.rt J-..icig:..; Inve8n, g:cd!its 

:t-- ldlnti£f' s Orde.c to Ccrnpel ~efa1aants to J..u..swc.r. J u.nc 10,20 1 S, intcr-

rogator ics anci RFD based on no opposi1:ion -:0 .Me:aor'.3.ndum ano. 1 2 exhibits 

that: wert.: .iJ.nprope .. dy st-::-t:..ck 1 /l2.16. Exhibit No. 21 

Jurma.ry 12, 2016, Cuu.ct J"udg8 rm·8€Il, grants Defmdar...t::>' Order 

DE:i1ying :t=-1..a.intiff' .s lYlOLion Tu Coi.1f.>d Discovery, b<.l.sGd on~ 
11 'l'hs CoYit noo:.cs t!~cr.: on 11 /20/1 s, it rec-eiv..:d Plain'ciff' s 
hot:t .. cn i:o Can~l ei.drnissio11 u:L Ar.LSwer, noted fo:r 11/27 I 'J 5. 
'rhat .:V.lction did not include .:i DE.c.::laration of Service: eL::her 
~ ..:R 3. 1 or othe.rwi..se, arid was not co:..-..siderc'\i by court.. 
Ho\1eve.r, it a~~s to have be8I1 incorporate:l in this Motion, 
and this order addresses the issues raised in it.Exhibit ~\o.24. 

'I'he Plaint if:.:' s 1 0-25-15, Secoad Request I'or Ir.ter.n:x~:;atorics ConbinGG. 

with Rec;uest For Prudu.::tion of [)oc;uments wa.s ser:vE<l with th.a Standard 

Kin~ Cour ... ty Court "Note for HE'-aring arld {"the .;econ.cl !?Q9c a.a Declaratio:;.J. 

of Mail to tne Court and opposing Counsel") ~i:.1gs the Cor.rE:!Cci.un Center: 

refuses ext.ra t,XJstase on outgoin9 ~cgal rr.a::...l, returaing scvE.ral legal. 

i:arcel::; to .Forsl)t!rg & Umlauf. EshbEt No~ 23, 24 

I\iovembe:L 20, 2015, ColL:'t Judge Inveen ! s Order g:cc..nt.mg P :::..air.tiff's 

rttio;:. For .hd.ciitlclli.l.l r.:une 'I'O Respond. tc Di.=fendant Is fv.iOt.l..On Fer Suwnary 

Judg1rt1:nt. ( ·1 ) Hear lng on Deiendi:lnt 1 :=. Surnmm.y Judgra18.""1t Mot:i..on is con­

tinuffi ·co .;wmary 22.,2016.\2) .Plaintiff's Re.sp:;nse i.s Due en i/8/16. 

(5) Plaini:l.Lf's Motion tc Arner.a CornplaL"'1t iE; denied witn0ut preJudice. 

Exhibit No. 25 

At:.gust 31,2015, Court D2nyin9 Plaintiff's 1'1otio."1. For Dei.ault Judg­

meni.: based 0:1 De.fon&.nt has aaswered tr1e v2rifit?:Cl callplaint 0£ iegul 

rna.lpra.ctice, July 31 ,20·: S. E.'~bibit ao~ 26 

NoveroLE:·r 29,20"15, CUu.rt: gra.ILtillg R.xten::;ion 0£ Tl.me to "!:ile Statement 

of hrbitration tc 2/ 12/2016. Exn.ibit No. i.7. 

~'Jovember 16,2015, i:·2feadanc 1 ~ F:eply on McJti011 Fo.c .SUiruiiary JudginentEx.#28 

Disflu..ssal arid Oppcsitivn t:o ( '1 ) Plaintiff's Motion ro Stay Deferda::'t' .s 

f'lction Z::>r Surrui.::.t.ry JJC!gracr.t Hedring as P:ceiuature; and, ( 2 J F lai.ntHf' s 

JY.otior. to E;~'cf.:lld '.:.'imc 'l'o Afa:.:::nd ~ .. br,plu.in.t. Page 2, line 'i 4-1 8 sha·;s tn.at 

Kabr.s did noc prcJac2 '!e-1Ild.il and /or ducl.llTL811l..S of. e;.dv.3.i.1ce pe.:i:mission 

from tl:lA.SL..ec to disburs2 £uGds11 as µ::.rt of nccE.:ssei.ry discc.rery. Ex.#28 
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De:.::1::!t1dant • s Re~ly µ2,113 ls a:nt:ary Lo At.to.cri.i.:y-Cli.ent Agr<:..enent, 11 Mr. 

Ka.hrs did :not rq:::rc.::.er.t l\Jr. Elakely on h.i..s c.t.vil r:ic..tte.rs; he had NO 

DUI'Y c.i.i. care to l'.ir. Bl~<:t:ly, d.!ld .M.c. Blakely susca.inej nc damaga £rem 

any act er ,:mission by Mr. Ko.hrs". v;h.:G he colla:t ill! ad-J"dnce payment 

of ~3s,ooo .. oo t.J r1~i:ireaent Mr. B.i.akely.(So~ely .for tt1;: benefit of Mr. 

Bl.akel:.r> ! &hii;,1:c IJo. 28. (sc:= rip,;x:ir1ciix ~ge 5) Ex.9 Ra.hrs 6/L:3/14bill 

Exhibit No. ·i, Plaintiff incl:lded Kar.rs Ex~. 98-102 thac corrob-

o:ate a ma.t.er:.:..a.l fact at issue and correla-.:e th8 Plaintiff's Septemoer 

27 ,2015, .Uiction for .P .. n. Order to Compel Di:scove:cy; wrn.ch was SUfJpJited 

by Flaint.iff exi1ibits 1-·i 2 of Decla::a·.:ions and le:tters of ~r!:xxml 

k:r.owl.edge. E..'{hib::.t Ne. 22 a &22 b The Court of A~i:;e:i.ls II, February 

21,20·,4 order aclire.:s:=.ai tc (WAG} Judge;;, Car:::, and Michael c. Ka.1rs, 

cor.solidati.ng two 'i'hu.::st01. County Court cases 10-2-0b95-5 and ·10·-2-

0'l 55i-2 wi. tr1 loss of !JLv~ty Complair~t 1"1-2-00834-4. Bh'.nib.:&. t No. 4 

Exhibit No. 11, Eefe;:riant' s Ex.# K 'j 17, January 26,20-10, lE:!tte:c, 

111 au 'o:3Qiry l.iut ••• I wo.iicl not prcvije assistance ir. :rour clvil ac-::.ic:m 
ar.d I cann.ot help you on }".:Yw.r Ninth Circuit case." 11Eowe.:v.3 . .c:, I am 
stil:.. planning ro visi-c sccc thiu Friday.!! (CPA Dt~o....-.:..~e.com ddve.r­
tiseme."lt) (Fe.braury 23,2012 tru~b:C) Spurgetis lettur ••• "as for your 
need of expert testimony for your excessive force matter, I would 
su<_;;9est that you go through 1'ir. Kahrs." 

"kegarding your desire to have your criininal conviction retried, I 
know that iv'ir. .Ka.hrs i.s working on this matter for you as previously 
oraeroo oy Jua-::ie '1'a.n9Kins." Exhibit No. 11 (CPA)Consumer .i?rotection Act. 

ahi.J:::>it No.14, was entered into Court Record October 23,2015, as 

Genuine rnaterial facts at issue. Refering to Nc.2 , !? 15 
L".iaterial facts at issue exist when .!Jef endant Kahrs knew his defense 
of "the court mane •ite do it," actuall.t existec. W1Li'2r the: laiv, v1hGrt 

i .t... ( .c;x .... ',\Job) 0ille.J, inter alid, :j;S60. OU to vi.sit 1:<al9h 1H&~ei1 
without 110B'fAINir.JG per.nission frGr, the court." 

(L'Jo 1. Disputa... Genuine ndttria.l fact a.t issue of Exhibit i.\io. 14 8.Xisteu 
as to why J..Jef endant r~hrs was refusing to ~ovide a CO?Y of Attorney 
client agreement of 1/9/09 & 5/1/09; which is both relevant and 
.uateri.al to the material fact at issue; whether Kahrs defense of 
"the court made me do it ny LIMI'rING MY representation" is an 
inGitalid defense and/or a fraud upon the court. Ex.no.14& 11 

(l'.Jo 4. vJhether Kahrs billing for same research for (objected to) inves­
tigator Kindrea of a combined total of$ 7.194.)Ex.#k065-80)was 
intended to fraudulently "I11ANI.l?ULA:I'E11 the Sp:Jkane Superior Court 
Order for $3S, JOU. UJadvance fL."'E: ror hiil1 to claim 11 l.Lni ted his 
representation" when the Judge noted "solely for the Benefit of 
1'1r. Blakely." And Mr. Blakely absolutely received NOTHING !Ex.#14 

Attorney Kahrs attempting to perpetrate a defenscb"te fraud on the Court 

are questions of fact that must .be resolved by a jury trial. 
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Plaintiff's November 5,2015, Motion, Declaration in Support of 

Motion For An Order Grantinq an Extension of Time 'I'o Amend Plaintiff's 

Complaint was denied by the Court 11/20/15. Exhibit Nos.20, 25 

Defendant's self-servinq Declaration 1r/J/22/15, clearlv explains 

that he as a lawver was well qualified to handle Blakely' s oost-con-

viction brief and the Three Thurston Superior Court medical assault 

and property loss Canplaints.Exhibit No. 29, paqe 3 '1T 6, Kahrs did not 

comply with lJ/26/15 Ordei11&t-·ti1coverv to supply ("e-mail ' Each time 

I provided assistance, I reouested and received advance approval from 

Mr. Spurqetis to do so.') .Iniury to Blakely, "For example, the Thurston 

Superior Court dismissed Mr. Blakely' s lawsuits on summary i udqrnentin 

2013." There would not have been surrmarv iudqment dismissal's if Defen-

dant Kahrs not breached 'his 1 /9 & 5/1 /09 Attorney-Client Aqreernent of 

loyal fiduciarv DUTY within the year's statute of limitations.Exhibit#29. 

Exhibit No. 29 p3 '1T6, 11Mr. Spurqetis approved me to pay appellate 

filinq fees, for Clerk's Papers and for Verbatim Reports of Proceedinqs 

in each case. II r the Court of Appeals II to dismiss:iall three 

cases. with severe loss, iniurv, and damaqe, showinq malice by Mr.Kahrs. 

Exhibit No. 29 p 5 ,-r13, "showing malice towards the Plaintiff in 

his breach of fiduciary DUTY of care;"Defendant Kahrsshowec.:C· cantempt 

against Blakely' s post-conviction releif from illegal restraint~ This 

ridiculous hiring of an unlicensed investigator to have Juarez-Trevino 

withdraw his recantation Declaration that was obtained by Espinosa, Cobos, 

and licensed Detective Torres as proven supra page 4 and 5, Ex,No.9. 

Emphasis Exhibit No. 29-1, February 13,2016, "self-serving Counsel's 

Declaration in Support of Defeadant' s Motion For Surrunary Judgment 

Dismmal of"Ex.A Judge Tompkins Order Approving Reallocation of funds 11 • 
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Exhibit No. 29-2, January 4,2016, Declaration of Kahrs in Opposition 

to Plaintiff's Motion to Compel for Hearing on 1/8/16. Kahrs billing 

show too numerous same research of legal documents from lawyer Cossey, 

but Cossey as the trial lawyer, did not send him the 1098 pages of 

Verbatim Report, nor Declarations of probable cause, Memorandums of Law, 

on venue, Arrest of Judgment, Motion to dismiss bassed on Entrapoont. 

The Copy that I received came fresh from Court of Appeals Data-base disc. 

By this Declaration sent (e-mail 1/4/16) to Counsel, Blakely did not 

receive it before the January 8,2016 hearing, as unfair tactics, and 

Court Error, of January ,2016 Order denying Plaintiff's Motion to Compel 

Discovery of Exhibit No. 23. 

November 15, 2015, Sixteen page Plaintiff's Motion To Enlarge Time 

Within Which To Object to Defaedant's Motion For Srnmiary Judgment and 

Motion For Order Compelling Defendants to Respond To Jurisdictional 

Questions Presented. Exhibit No. 30 with Declaration of Mailing. 

Exhibit No. 31, December 20,2015, Note for hearing, p2 Declaration 

of .Mail, Motion For An Order Compelling Discovery, Declaration in Sup-

port, proposed Order gmating Motion to Compel Defendnat to Answer 

Affinnative Request and produce specific documents.,in reference to Ex.#29-2. 

Exhibit No. 32, October 25,2015, Notice for Hearing, p 2 Declaration 

of Mail, Motion For Appointment of Counsel, Declaration of Plaintiff 

almost blind, ADA handicap, unskilled legally, and financially exploited,. 

proposes Order qrantinq Appointment of counsel. 

Exhibit No. 33, January 3, 2016, Declaration of Mailing, Declaration 

of Ralph Blakely Identification of Genuine Material & Legal Facts at IS.Sue. 
"Defendant Kahrs is attempting to perpetrate a fraud on this Court 
by claiming that he was bound by the representation limitations 
imposed by trustee and Court of an incapacitated person,creating 
the material fact at issue that Kahrs knew. Exhibit No.29, , 13pa.ges 
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the material fact at issue as to whether or not Defendant Kahrs, 
knew or should have known, (Exhibit No. 29'he knew') that a Court 
is not allowed to interfere with an attorney-client relationship 
except in the case of an incapacitated person with regard to this 

ca case and the three Thurston Superior Court cases.Ex.33,p2,-r2 

clearly oefendant Kahrs and his Attbrn.ey that filed this summary judg-

ment Motion knew that the Thurston Superior Court Judge overtly con-

eluded that Plaintiff Blakely was ccmpetent, when said Judge did not 

refute Assistant Attorney General Daniel J. Judge, who stated:~ 4-5 

Exhibit No. 33 paqe 4 (9) The foregoing inherently raises three genuine 

material jurisdictional facts at issue, to wit: ••• rn "A"B"C") 13pages. 

Exhibit No. 34 Plaintiff's Notice For Hearing, page 2 Declaration of 

Mail,Plaintiff's Motion to Compel Admission Answers, of November 22,2015. 

The proposed Order and Mo tion asked for Answers within 15 days on 

December 8,2015, consistinq of 3 paqes in correlation to Exhibit No.33. 

December 30,2015, Plaintiff received Defendant'SOpposition,and/or 

Obiections and Response5 to Plaintiff's Request For Affirmative Answers 

to Plaintiff's Material Issues of Fact Dated 12/21/15, but mailed 12/19/15?? 

Exhibit No. 35 Defendant's paqe 2,Did Kahrs commit leqal malpractice 
and/or attorney misconduct with securinq throuqh invalid aqreernent 
with Attorney James Spurqetis to limit the representation of 
Attorney Kahrs, "contrary" to Plaintiff Blakely's best interest? 

No.3 was Kahrs' aqreement with Attorney Spurqetis to not represent 
Plaintiff Blakely in the three Thurston Superior Court lawsuits 
an implicit and/or explicit aqreernent to ioin an onqoinq larger 
conspiracy to prevent Blakely fran obtain leqal assistance that 
would allow Blakely to reqian control of his finances ? 

Paqe 3, #4 Did Defendant Kahrs intentionally camnit leqal malpractice 
by iqnorinq the mandates of "Rew 4.08.060" requirinq representation 
by counsel in the three Thurston Superior Court lawsuits ? ? 

Paqe 4, #6 It is a material fact at issue as to whether or not 
Kahrs is lffraudulently attemptinq to deceive this Superior Court 
into believinq that a court order limitinq attorney representation 
and requirinq authorization of a court appointed trustee, inher-
ently creates an unethical and unconstitutional "conflict of 
interest," by vehicle of ethical and diiduciarv duty 
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Paqe 5,# 8 .MATERIAL FACTS AT ISSUE ARE CREATED BY Defendant Kahrs 
acceptinq $35,000.00 from a "Special Care Needs Trust" to repre­
sent an "Incapacitated Person" in three Thurston Superior Court 
lawsuits; then refusinq to represent said "incapacitated Person" 
of the "Special Care Needs Trust" then aqreeinq that said three 
Thurston Superior Court lawsuits had merit by authorization from 
the "Special care Needs Trust Court" and 11'IRustee Attorney Spurqetis 
to represent Blakely on appeal from the dismissal of said three 
Thurston Superior Court lawsuits; addinq substantial evidnece of 
theft by fraud by Trustee Spurqetis and the "Special care Needs 
TrUst Court" authorizinq $8,500.00 of the $35,000.00 to Attorney 
Kato to provide the leqal assistnace to Plaintiff Blakely that 
Attorney Kahrs refused to provide? ? 

Paqe 7, # 9 D Does the Defendant's Reply on Motion For Summary 
Judqrnent Dismissal paqe 2 line 14-18 create "misrepresentation to 
the Court" as beinq "contrary" to line 21-23(November 16,2015) 
that Kahrs represented Mr. Blakely in three Court of Appeals II 
Appeals ? ? ? 

Paqe 8,# 9 E Has Kahrs made this eqreqious statement?"Mr.Kahrs 
did not represent Mr. Blakely on his civil matters; he had no 
duty of care to Mr. Blakely for thos Matters, and Blakely sustained 
no damage from any act or anission by Mr .Kahrs"? Is a Writ of 
Habeas Corpus Civil ? 

December 4,2015, notarized Affidavit of Ignacio Coros havinq "personal 

knowledge" of Mr. Blakely' s criminal case by personally scrutinizinq 

March 5, 9, 2005 Verbatim Report of the Blakely trial, and by beinq 

personally acquainted to state-infonnant Robbie Juarez-Trevino.Ex.No.36, 9. 

Mr. Cobos has also personally corresponded with Defendant Kahrs many 

times in reference to unlicensed investigator Kindred interviewing Juarez-

Trevino for "sole" purpose to "coerce" Juarez-Trevino to withdraw his 

Declaration of recantation of his fabricated testimony. Exhibit No. 36 

Exhibit No. 37, Plaintiff's 19 paqe Opposition to Defendant's 

Motion For Summary Judgment Dismissal. "After 5 years, Khars sends a 

$ 26,400.00 attorney fee bill to Blakely, on June 23,2014. After Blakely 

was forced to prepare, file, serve three Thurston Superior Court lawsuits 

within the years statute of limitations in April and May 201 O. After 

Kahrs received $35,000.00 advaace payment and 1 /9/09 attorney-C agreement. 
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Page 7 'f2,3 of Plaintiff's January 5, 2016, Opposition to Defendant's 

Motion For Surrmary Judgment Dismissal;"supporting Declarations, Affidavit, 

of genuine material facts of breach of fiduciary contract "DUI'Y" and care 

to the "}::)enefit of Blakely" showing 'personal knowledge' of Blakely's 

medical problems, and wrongful conviction." The~ reasonable inferences 

must be considered in light most favorable to the 'non-moving Plaintiff ' • 

All these Declarations, Affidavits, exhibits have been subnitted 

in support of 10/27 /15 Court Order to Compel Discovery from the Defen­

dant, and should not have been struck 1/12/16. 

"The Defendant's .Motion For surrmarv Judqment Dismissal (DMSJD) is 

misleadinq the Court and contorts the true facts:" Plaintiff's Verified 

Complaint is a "personal knowledqe Declaration" corroborated by the 

dozen or more Declarations of 'personal knowledqe" of Kahrs financial 

exploitation of elderly Plaintiff." EXhibit No. 18 

"Defendant Kahrs also violates the Consumer Protection Act, RCW 

19. 86 as is supported by Exhibit No. 11 , 29, 2, 17" 

~ 3 Plaintiff's Opposition, "Defendant's .Motion For Summary Jud­

qment is fundamentally flawed in reference to paqe 4 (C) creates a 

'hiqhly disputed issue' to assist Mr. Blakely with procedural matters 

at the discretion of the Trustee." Line 14, "Mr. Blakely filed many 

lawsuits as a pro se litiqant ••• " 

Paqe 8 "The Defendant's Motion For Surnnarv Judqment cannot be qr 

qranted, when hiqhly "DISPUTED" material facts are present, accordinq 

to Defendant's 11/16/15, Reply on Motion For SU11111arY Judqment, paqe 2 

Lines 19-22 "In short, Mr. Blakely can show no set of facts to 

1 
no set of facts to defeat summary i udqment because he cannot meet 
his burden of production on each essential element of his causes 
of action." "Mr. Kahrs did not represent Mr. Blakely on his civil 
matters, he had no duty of care to Mr. Blakely for those matters, 
and Mr. Blakely sustained no damaqe from any act or omission by 
Mr. Kahrs. Exhibit No.28 

This created a "DISPUTED" material fact that ImlSt be put to the pre­

ponderance of a iurv trial. Exhibit No. 18 

Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 38, December 24, 2015, Notice of Hearinq, 

paqe 2 Declaration of Mailinq, Plaintiff's Opposition to_ Defendant's 

( DMSJD) , and Declaration in Support of Opposition to Defendant's Motion 

For Surrmarv Judqment Dismissal(DMSJD). (Supported with Exhibits 1-15) 
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Plaint.iifi's '12/24/15, nine page Declaratior., supported lythe 

1-15 Exhibits of Declarations, Affidavits, and letters of !'personal 

knowledge" of Defendant Kahrs legal mal!)ractice of financial expioi­

tion of a blind vul.nerabie adult aqe 80. Exhibits No. 1-15, *14,*30,33 

JPlaintirf=s Declaration paqe 2. oi 9, ~I 5 and ,I 6 clearly show 

that Defendant Kahrs being contenptable to the SE-:.€Cial person care 

needs and request fer medicai trear.roent and post-conviction relief fron 

illegal. restraint. 

Pla.intifP s I..lec.;laratioa page 3 1T 7 responding to Defendant Kahrs 

(DMSJDl)> p 2 fi1 "J.Yir. Kahrs had no duty to repi.·t::sent Blakely in his Ci.vii 

actions." ~=Blfl'WHY did ha have Blakely sign two Attorney-client agree­

ments and advance $35, 000. 00 payment to Kahrs for $200. 00 [)er hour to 

represent Blakely"?;' Exhibit No. 1 ~/ ,2,4 

Paragraph No.10 11Based on Facts that l.Jefendant's (DMSJD) is funda­

mentally flawed craati.ng numerous p.roceedural, legal, iurisdictional 

and genuine rnaterai.a.l facts at issue, ail of which cannot be identified 

until the ~'DISCDVERY" process has been completed with the production 

of tl1e Attorney-Client agreement". Exhib:i.ts No. 14,30, 33,38 

?arc.graph No. 11 "Defenaant Kahrs committed. legal malpractice, 

(violation oi Consu.nerpProtection Act RCW 1986jand attorney nusconduct 

by securing through i{1vo.lid agreement with Attorr.ey SpurEiJetis to "LIMIT"' 

'I'lfil l<EPRESEi.~l'A'l'ICJN of Atton1ey Kahrs, CON'l'RARY to Plainti.ff Blakely:s 

.Dest interest. Bxhibit No. '14,30,33,38, 11 

?age 5 of 9, l' laintif f 1 s lJeclaration, ,T 18 " ••• 11Did Kai1rs violate 

the r..iles of professional. cur.duct of "UNDIVIDED l..0YALTY' to a ciient 

by nlimir.ed representation';, but fabricated sexvices''?lConsuriler Protec-

tio.'1 Act':) Bxh.l.bit No. I i 
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l'laintifi;s i2i'L.4/15, Declaration in Gpt:esition to (DMSJ'iJj on 

page 6 of 9, ,I 2.2 shows l1ow Defendant Ka.hrs caused Blakely damage, 

injury upon injury by his filing a Notice of Appearance in the three 

Thurson Surerior Court Appeal:d; µaying fee.s after camnisSl.OilEJ:S tenn­

inated review. ·rhen the Plaintiff was not not:...fied of iirial man6ate. 

Exhibit No. 4 This shows conterript on the part 0f the Defendant. 

'l'ile Plaintiff;s 9 page Leclaration rest:ends to Defenda.nt''s (DJY.ISJD) 

par9graphs 11A to G" in relatioi'l to 1-G 35 showing how the Defendant 

Cdused the Plainti.Ilf injury and damage. Exhibit Noi.. 1-33 

Exhibit No. 39, Judge Inveen's Ja..1uary 25,2016 Order(which was 

mailed to Court of Appeals with Amended Notice of Appeal May ,2016) 

granting the Defendant's SUirmary Judgment. 

Exhibit No. 40, Plaintiff;s .E'ebruary 2, 2016, Motion For Reconsi­

deration and Delcaration on Disputed Issues of Material Fact of not 

considering the factors of Burnet v. St:ekane Ambulance of Discovery, 

and Exhibit No. i4,30,33 

Exhibit No. 4·;, Plaintiff=s F'ebruary 3,20'i6, MOtion tc Vacate 

Judgment Based on Denial of Jury '.I'rial and Jurisdictional/str..ictural 

Defects under Frovisio.ns of Civil Rule 59 COIJ.Sis·cing of i 9 pages. 

J?age 2 is the BASIS aru:i analysis of Judge Inveen: s 1 /25/16 Oi."'der grant­

ing surrmary Judgment as an error. as a matter of law. 

"The Court committed ERROR, as a matter of Law, when the Defe..'1.dant 

presented no evidence to dispute the above mentioned material fact and/ 
or th:! ( 8; DISPUrEC Genuine Ma.te=ial Facts At Issue on page 15 of 

Exhibit 41 " Example of ( 3; JJef endant Ka.hrs Consumer Advertisrnent Ex. #.i 1 

and his 10/22/'l 5 Declaration (Ex #29 VIOLA'i'.CS the Washington Consumer 

Protection A.ct unde::- the facts and circumstances present in this case. 

ln accordance to Exhibit No. ·j 7, 2, ·,-~ and he caumits fraud on the 

Court by $35,000.00 advance payment and states " I have no duty to 

represent Mr. Blakely''! 

EK:hiDit No. '*42, Plaintiff's Declaration of Ivailing (3-2~-16 

consistirig of 9 pages of Court Orders of ii2S/16, 3'/'3/"i6/, Ji21/16) 

that ti1e Plaintiff ¥1/as not a.Die to obtain copies from the syste11. 

Plaintiff has rr.ailed to all parties Desigmtion of Clerk f>apers, 

S"Catement of Arrangements for verbatim Ret:erts 

S'l'AM.i&'i'l' OF CASE SC 1'l - J 



1.. T.h.L U..J0 ... :·1 QX.:LTl'nL ;:J_:;;i(()f(, A3 A 1•1A'Yl'E.i.·< OF Lt;iJ, v•11i2~·~ 'hi.2!.ili 
I;:) A DISPU.i'.l:W ,V.iA1KfliAL FACI, THEt-: SUi.VJl.V'JARY JlJDG;.1J.ENr IS 
I.1:-'iPROPER. Kallnas v. r~agner, 133 Wn2d 210,215,943 P.2d 1369 
(1997); Boss Logger, Inc., v. Aetna cas. Co. '73 Wn. App.682, 
685 n1; 970 P.2d 755(1998) 

a) Did the Court error by not consiaerins the Plaint.if£' 3 D;:::clar;,rcion 
of Genuine i'/taterial & .Legal facts at Is.sue ? Exi1ibit .. ~o. ·14 

1\.J'etenciant t>.tlt'lrs rdUS2-'.1 tc, proviu.e Plainti.tf viith J'cIDuary 9 (1 bay 1 I 

~009, Attorney-Client Agreanent. Which Defendant Defendant Kahrs re-

ceived $35,000.00 advance retainer instead of the .nentioned $5,000.a.17, 

<:;. Defenddilt t\ahrs a(_jre<:..-0 to ref:-'re.:>c:11t !lo.inti££ iu che thre2 su.:::ject 

•1idtter l~w.mit..3 in l'hurston County • 11 Lxhibit c,06. j-/ 

1. J?l.aintitt bla.Kely, s211t Aa.nr.s all the l'le.::.lical i<.ecoro.s, incident rei:;;orts, 

Doctor L>eclarations, oi .:!ldintiff' s sufferin'=' seizure, Icillin:J ..;.own 

21,2009, Exhibit No. 1 S 

Plaintiff Blakely, after relectse from 1'.!AX segregation JctoJxr 4-0, 

L:Uu~, suff12r~ a..o:izure, not aole to move from (SCCC) hospital floor as 

c/o .Barrett slambed head to floor, and c/o Nelson viciously b:>unced 

knee in ,niddle of .Glakely' s fragile back re-breaking ribs rupturing lert 

kianey, then "pitched onto holding cell floor" while urinating blood 

for a.tx>ut 22 hours. Exhibit No. 15 

a) Plaintiff, after many requests within one year statute of limi-

tations to kahrs; requesting his preparation filing, service of 

two weCiical negligence malpractice, and assault civil rights 

complaints against aiedical providers and staff of (!XX:); Plaintit:t' 

was forced. to prepare and file 1i.j_s Complaints in'l'hurston County 

superior court in April and May of 201 O, without .Kahrs assistance. 

I .COJR'.C ER..llliD 



D) Pl.ai.ntiff 's le.:ial c.tocrneient boXes were seizea by the ( SC..U.:) staff, 

September 10,2009, at which time Plaintiff's notarized l{oboie 

Juarez-'l'Revino Recantation Aftidavit ana supfX)rting 50 page Brief 

were in legal oox (UPS tagged 5 of 9) was never returned. 

Plain tiff, after many requests for Defendant Kahrs to prepare 

and file a Civil Rights COn9laint and injunction to recover the 

notarized Recantation Affidavitl and sui?porting :iu pase .31':.ief; 

was forced to prepare and file with ·rhurston County Suf)erior Court 

l\pCll l·j , 2011 , in an attempt to recover the .Plain tiff's legal. 

property. Exhibit No. 3-15, 14 

2. Defendant Kahrs filed fraudulent documents with the King County SupE::-

rior court claiming tnat .SfX>kane Court JuC.ge •ro.npkin prohibited him frorn 

representing Plaintiff Ralph H. Blakely in said subject ina.tter lawsuits -

In this lawsuit, Defendant Kahrs is bein':l sueo. in ~, for refusins. 

to represent .Plaintiff BldKely in the three subject matter lawsuits filec.L 

in Thurston County Suf)erior Court, tht::refor~ ;naterial fact:.s at issue 

ranain as to tne Attorney-Client fiauciary auty a.'c;re&nent ( 1 hi &':J/1 /O'::J 

agreement to loyally repre;:;e:nt .l?laintitt i:>laKely. uhibit ~\Jo. 17 vs. 14 

dJ Jefdlu<1nc ,,a.hr~> 13 attan;;:;t.in:J to p_:!r~tra.te a trauu on t110 1(in:::1 

County .iu~wr Court oy claiming that he was oound by tne 
"representation limitations LHposec. .by (his o..vn prepared. SfX)J<ane 
court lirG.er Ex.No 16 ;cS3-94). i'lihen JudgE: '1crnp1dns ma.de a signifi­
cant notation ("solely for tne benefit of C'.iL". Blakely") He is 
claiming thG trustee ano toe court iinposed tne lil,1it of rn~resen­
tation, .uut nis two attorney-clieilt a;n;c..,tt.:ilt;;:; hd.Ve no liuitatwn 
to re~res211tat1on. 

0) B:xhibit 29, Gctooer 22,2U1S Defendant i.'~a.ri.rs LX~claration 1 LCci:::JtS 1 

aar1,i.tteu to practice law in the US1X::; t''inth Circuit Court of 
Appeals; u.s.s.c. and my ;;ractice consists of crimina.l ~st­
conviction relief; res;:resentins f?risone:rs in .rldtters witl1 tne: 
Deparbu~nt of Corrections and etc. (also see Ex.1~0.11 

c) After he received $35,000 attorney fee, Defendant Kahrs January 20, 
2010, letter refusing assistance in Blakely's civil action ana 
cdl1IlOt help you in your Ninth Circuit case. Ex.No. 11 V. 17 
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H. Defendant rZar.rs "liruitE<l representation" of dil inca9tlcitdted f)0rson, 

as ac!jud.icated by the Spokane Court, creates th-=: ff1.at.::r1i:<l i~ct at is::;u2 

a.s tc. .»hetht:r uetendant .r~ahrs dctually knew tna.t a court is not allowed. 

to interfere with an attonrey-client relationship except in the case of 

an "incapa.citated person"with regard to this case and the three Thurston 

County superior Court lawsuits and the Court of Appeals II. Exhibit No.2S_, 

14, 30,33,4'1""' Schmidt v. Coogan, Hri Wn 2d 661..,...664,335 P. 3d426,434C?A{ '1 5) 

1. j.'he Basis of d.uthority is ln the Plaintiff's Exhibit No.4'1 pag~ 

(2) a.'ld.dl.ysi$ of Court error, as a nra.tta: of law in grant:ing the Defena.".1.t 

surrmdl.y Judgment. 

2. Page (Jj of Ex.# 41 the Attomey-Clie:1t agreement for loyai g 

gant!lal reEJresenta·::.ion. and Page \4) of Ex.# 41 itemized I"1aterial Facts 

at Issue 'i through 8 

3. Page ( 15) of Ex.# 41 DISPU'I'ED genuine material facts at Issue, 

and on page ( 17) argument a"'.d au.thori ty as to Courts nave LU'I'Y to 

address j urisdictio.ial questioi"lS ccntinm:ri to page ( 19 j as a full 

im.:orporation of this Brief and Authority of a.cgument. 

CV RELIEF' SOUGffl' fran the Court of Appeals I 

Plaintiff Blakely (:rays or asks ti1is Court to Reverse the Kinq 

County Superior Court January 25,2016 Order qrantinq the Defeedant's 

summary Judgment and remand to a Jury trial with instructions• on all 

material facts at issue, Davis v. Co~ 183 Wn. 2d 269,351 P.3d 862 

(2015). 
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II. THE COURT ERRED, AS A MATIER OF LAW, BY NOl' CDNSIDERING THE ccroBER 
27, 2015 Order COMPELLING DISCXJVERY' AND BY NOT GRANTING 
Plaintiff's November 27, 2015 Order for Discovery. 

a) Whether or not the Court erred, by denying Plaintiff's 11 /27/15 Order 
to Compel Admission and Production of Documents ? Ex. No. 23 

A Plaintiff's First Request for Discovery was June 10,2015, for the De-

fendant Kahrs to answer withing 30 days. Exhibit No. 22 September 24,2015 

Plaintiff filed l\'btion for Order to Compel Discovery, and a Motion to 

Stay proceedings of Defendant's Motion For Surmnary Judgment. Ex.No.22 

October 4, 2015, Plaintiff's Letter requesting Answers and Production of 

documents. Ex. No. 22a,22,b,22c,22D 

1 • The Court erred in not granting Plaintiff's Motion To Stay the 

Defendant's Motion For Surrmary Judgment until non-evasive, non-conceal-

ment, and all documents were prcxiuced. Burnet v. SEX'.)kane Ambulance, Inc., 

'131 Wn,2d 484,933 P.2d 1036(1997); Keck v. Collins, 181, Wn. App.67,73-

76, 325 P.3d 306 (2014) The Court holding tnat the trial court did not 

consider the factors from Burnet v. Spokane Ambulance on the Plaintiff' s 

proffered evidence, declarations under rule ER 704, 705 of a lay person 

with personal knowledge. that are correlated with medical records. 

2. The Plaintiff's October 8,2015 e page Merrorandum 0£ Law to 

supEX'.)rt his Motion For An Order •ro Canpel Discovery was supported by 

12 exhibits, of Declarations, Affidavits, and supEX'.)rting legal documents 

Exhibits No. 1-12.22b 

a) The Court erred in granting Defendant's January 8, 13,2016, Motion 

to strike the Plaintiff's Exhibits that were used to support his 10/8/·15 

Merrorandum of Law SUpEX'.)rting Plaintiff Is Motion for An Order to canpel 

Discovery; which Judge Inveen granted October 26, 20'! 5. Ex. No.21 

b) These Plaintiff's Exhibits, Declarations, Affidavits, Letters, 

3 
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'l'his 3 page L'eclara.tion was not returned by Kahrs on Plaintifffs i'irst 

B.E.>yuest for Production of Documents, of June 10,2015, nor aft(::I" ttle 

Octouer 2fJ, 2015 Order ·1·0 Co.upcl. Exhibit No. 21 

c) .i!ld.intiff :...;eptei:,tDer 24,::.::D1!:>, ;;;u0;:,,itt~~ a 1•!0tiun Zor CrC..a to 

Co.llt-JCl Di.::>COV\:.:ry ·~.:::.. J '/ (c.l.) ( 3) ('l) .3u9i;:.o.cta.i ~y Lt:cl.aracL)n ot swn • .:.u:izt::.0. 

twelvd exhibits ('l'h<::: ceie11L<dnts at that tiine o.iu. not object to tne 12 

exhbits of ;::;.2clarations, c.u..:fi<ldvit, l."::tt;;;: .... :.,: . • .::;1: .c,.;;c;Ud::t t.:; ,_ ·::>1:1e::fL:ltit: 

.~dtrrs to provid.e ~ assistance to obtain critically need.ed inedical 

care) Defendant Kanrs ctic. not suunit copie.::; ot these 1riany letters in his 

sUJ:Inission, nor aid he su;.ply copies of the January SI, 2009, Attomey­

client agreement of no restrictions on representation. .Exhibit No.16,2~ 

3. In accordance with Exhibit No. 29, and the Consumer Protection 

Act RCW 19.86, clearly states being a legal expert, but manipulates the 

s~e Court with a devious Order to obtain $35,000. to represent Plain­

tiff Blakely on the three ~hJ/urston County Su~ior Court Lawsuits. This 

Declaration of October ~2,2015, shows deception, rnischaracterzation, and 

misrepresentation. .Page 3, Kahrs claims subnitting billings for legal 

services, out aoes not produce tham for the discovery, Line 2-!:>. 

a) .Exhibit 29, line 12 "JYir .Bla.K.ely filed iuany lawsuits as a pro se 

litigant." 'rhis is false that "Kahrs advised me on procedure in sane of 

those matters." When he deliberately refused to prepare a Brief for the 

Ninth Circuit Court of Ap~ls and to prepare the three Thurston County 

lawsuits. Exhibit No. 3-12 .Line 17-"'I'ne Thurston County Court DISMISSED 

three of i•iT. Gla.Kely's lawsuits on summary judgment in 2u1:J. 11 
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b) The Court erred, by not considering the Plaintiff's Verified 

Complaint as a "personal Know ledge 11 Af f ida vi t. Ekhi bit No. That 

shows in correlation with the Declarations, Exhibits 1-12, Defendant 

Kahrs Concealment~ omissions, evasive answers, 5 year afterward a fee 

billing, and 6 months after Plaintiff's first interrogatories and re-

quest for attorney-client agreements. Exhibit Nos.22 ,22a, 22b,22c,22D. 
! .' .' 

(i) The Court erred, by Denying the Plaintiffs' December , 2015, 

Motion For An Order To Compel Discovery. Exhibit No.23,35 

Keck v. Collins, 181 Wn App.67,73-74,325 P.3d 306(2014); Burnet~ et.al., 

v. Spokane Ambulance, etlal, 131 Wn. 2d 484,933 P.2d 1036(1997) 

Questions of fact may be determined as a matter of law, when reasonable 

minds could reach but one conclusion. The question of fact is one for 

the trier of fact, and summary judgment is not appropriate. 

c) As in Case of the Plaintiff, the Supreme Court holds in Burnet 

that the trial court erred in limiting discovery by the Plaintiff on 

the issue of whether Defendant was negligent, or fraudulent in conceal-

ing the attorney-claent agreements of no "limited representation".Ex.#24 

The Court's January 12, 2016, Order erred by not view or consider the 

Notice of Hearing (page 2 "Declaration of Mail") of November 22,2015, otff 

Plainti:f:f' s MotionFor Order To Compel Admtssion Answers Timely(Attached) 

Ekhibit No. 23; Erdman v. Ch.a µel Hill Pres byteri:an Church et al, 156 Wn 

App.827,833;234 P.3d 299,301(2010) 

( i) rfhe trial Court erred by not consideri'ng all the relevant fac-

tors under rule 609, when there are "disputed Material Facts at 

Issue existing as to why Defendant Kahrs is refusi'ng to provide a 
copy of the attorney-client agreement June 10, 2015; fu.Fther crea­
ting a material fact at issue as to whether or not said attorney­
client rejia~ionship as a matter of law; which is relevant and 
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material to the mat'eri'al fact1 at issue as t'o whether De'fe'ndant 
Kahrs de'fe'nse· of ''the couFt made· rae do. i:t, 1r i's an invali1d defense 
and/oF a baud upon the Court:. S.v. Hardesty, 129 Wn 2<l 303,309; 
915 P.2d 1084(1996) Discove·ry at· 315; Key Desi;gn, Inc. v. Moser 
138 Wn2d 875,887; Y83 P.2d b61,(1999) Exhi'bi1t No. 14 ,30,33,41 

4. The 'tFi'al couFt e:u11ed, as a mat'te'F of law, by denying Plai'ntiff' s 

Novembel7 22,2015, i1ot:i'on to Compel Admi'ssion of Answers, with Notice For 

He'aFing and DeclaFation of Hait. Exhi1bit No. :1~22,22~1 22b,22c,22D 

a) 1'he disputed Material Fact at Issue i's Def e'ndant Kahrs' ii ve year 

afteF Plaintiff was forced to prepare and fi1le three Thurston County 

SupePi.or Court Medi•cal Malpracti1ce, and DoC Seizu~e of Blakely's le·gal 

documents wfthi:n t'he statute of limitaft:ons. But Kahrs colle·cteci' a 

$35,000.00 advance fee and two attorney-client agreements that do not 

''limit hi'S Feprese'ntati:on'; as he elafms. Exhi'bi't No.2 vs.17 

lh•emer v. Ve:imon School Distl7i:ct, 34 Wn. App. 192,199; 660 P.2d L78(1983) 

Cu11tis v. Zuck 65 WJiL.App.377,383(iY92) PFevents the Superior Court fFom 

granting Summary Judgme'nt. ReveFsal is requi!red win'en theFe are disputed 

materi'al is.sues of fact. Exhi'bi't No. 14 Di'sput:ed MateFial Facts at Issue. 

b) The Defendant Kahl7s Answer to Pia:L.ntifr: s VeFifi'ed Complaint, 

states "limited representation.'' but this was hf'i:; manipulatiion of the 

court for the' Oz:der that he pre'pa:r:eci as a sche'me to defFaud an elderly 

blind peFson. State v. CFaddi'ck, 61 Wash 425,432,112 P.491(1911) 

State v. Ralph, 41 Wn App. 770,776,706 P.2d 641(1985); Youngquist v. 

Thomas, 196 Wash. 444, 83 P.2d 337 (1938) Exhibit No.16 vs.17 

i') Exhfbit No. 14 of Disputed Material Facts at: Issue·: 
No. 2 A material fact at issue exists as to whether Defendant 
Ka~rs knew h:i:s defense' of "the court made me do it,'' act.ually 
exi·sted udneF the law, when he billed, inter ali'a, $560 to 
visit Ralph Blakely in pri'Son without first obtaini'ng peli'mission 
f Pom the Court. Ex.K066 

ii') Exhi'JL: No. 40 Plaintiff's Declarati'on in Support of Opposi't::i'on 
to Defendant's Motion For Summary Judgment da'ted January s, 2016 
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page 2,of 9, #s 5-6, a mate11i1al fact at issue is that Defendant 
Kahvs ref used to pay Blakely' s li'ce'nsed Detective Mario Torres, 
who had been fnstrume·ntal in obtainfng a Not.orized Recantati'on 
Affiidavit from Jua11ez-T11evino( that was sei:ze<l by office11s 
9 /10/10, Kahrs then paid unl:i:censed Kind11e'd Taylor to locate 
Jua11ez-Trevino about $2, 713.27 plus Kahrs fees of about 9,000 
dollars to influence Juaeez-Trevino to withdraw hi:s Recantatfon. 
Kah11s did this without permi'ssion of the Spokane Superi'or CouF'E, 
creating a disputed matel7ial fact at issue and fraud. Ex.#8,39,40. 

c) Pla:fotif f Blakely' s Fi'Fst and Second Sets of Inte'rrogatoFi:es 

and P11oductfon of Documents t'o Defe'ndant Kahrs fai'le'd to produce copi'es 

of requested "e-mai'l(s)" and document's of pe11missi'on fFom the' Spokane 

Court to pay himself $3,000 and Taylor $2, 700. to fofluence Juarez-

Trevino to wiithd11aw hi:s Recantation. Ex.No.8,38,40, K038. 

The' Couz:-t erred, as a matter of law, by not consideri'ng Plaintiff's 

Moti'ons Fo11 011der To Compel Discovery, and Moti'on For Order to Stay 

Piioceedings; also e·z:-red in grantfng Defendant's Summary Judgment, 

When theI'e we·re mol7e than ten "Dfspute'd Mate11ial Facts At Issue, 

Including vi'olat:ions of Consumper Protecti'on Act concerning fraud by 

concealment, omi'ssi'ons, decepti'on, self i;nte·rest enl7ichment. Ex.1-21. 

Expedia, Inc. v. Steadfast Ins. Co., 180 Wn @d 793,797,799,808, 805, 

329 P. 3d 59-67(2014H In Matte'r of Disciplinary Pz.oded'dings Agai'nst 

(IMDPA' McGa11th, 17d Wn.2d 280,285,290, 308 P. 3d 615-621(2013; (IMD.PA) 

Marshall, 161 Wn 2d 51,68,75, 217 P.Jd 291-200(2009). Then the 

Defendant has mani'pulated the Court to an i'mpuoper granting of a Sum-

mary Judg!Ilent Dismissal. Sv. McCairty, 90 Wn. App.195,204,950 P.2d997 

(1998) fhe Defendant's Declarations were ·;self-serving" of "self-interest';• 

Schmidt v. Cooqan, 181 Wn 2d 661-664-,335 P.3d 428,434 (CPA) (2014) 

Kanmavonqssa v. Haskell, 149 Wn 2d 288,291,2947 315,67 P.3d 1070(2002) 

In Matter of Wixon, 182 WN.App.881,884,907,332 P.3d 1065(2014) 
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III. ThE SUPERJ:UR COUkT COM!'1I1TED ERROR, AS A MA'l"IER OF LAW, wHEN THERE 
IS MISREPRESENTATION, JViA1\J":.:PULA'flON BY THE DEFENDANT: THE COURT 
.FAILE:J TO CO~SIDER THE DE?ENDAN'i'::5 fviISLEADING STATEMENTS. 

A) Did Defendant Kahrs mani'pulate or mislead the Court'? 
ln the Hatter of Disciplanary Proceedings Against Eugster, 
166 Wn. 2d 293, , 209 P.3d 43.5,444(2008) n SJ,Ex.#14,30,33,41 

A. De.fendant Kahi:s concealed the Plaintiff's Attorney-client Agreement of 

January 9, and JV!ay 1, 2009; which cle::arly show no ·:'limitation within the 

scope of his representation. Exhibit ifo. ~l, Defendant' a Motion For Sum-

mary Judgment. Page 2 "(1) Mr. Kahrs had no duty to represent Mr. Blakely 

in his civil actions; (2) Mr. Kahrs breached no duty of care to Mr. Blakely; 

(3) Mr. Kahrs met his fiduciary obligations to Mr. Blakely, including 

accounting for all funds entrusted to him." 

1. The Superior Court erred by not considering and compelling copies 

of Kahrs' 1/9/09 and 5/1/09 attorney-client Agreement( of no limitation 

to representation of Blakely on civil actions)Ex.No.17;# 29, 14,30,33,41 

2. The Court erred by not considering Exhibit No. 2 Blakely's $35,000. 

advance retainer of December 3,2009, with Exhibit No.16 (Court Order 

'manipulating' the court"prepared by Kahrs") but Judge Tompkins makes 

a significant notation "SOLELY FOR THE BENEFIT OF MR. BLAKELY". 

3. Five ( 5) years after Blakely' s legal injuries of no legal re pre-

sentation; Defendant Kahrs, June 23, 2014, fee billing of $26, 400.00 

for researching and hiring an unlicensed Kindred Taylor to influence 

Juarez-Trevino to withdraw his recantation Declaration that Blakely 

paid licensed Detective Torres and Cobos to obtain. Exhib{t~o.8-a-d 

K038. In Matter Disciplinary Prodeedings Against Van Derkbeek, 153 Wn. 

2d 64,71,78; 101 P.3d 88,91,95 (2004) Billing misconduct as well as 

dishonest selfish motive for financial gain and "SELF-INTEREST". 

(IMDPA) Kuvara, 149 Wn 2d 237,244; 66 P.3d 1057,1060(2003). 
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B. Defendant's October 22,2015, Declaration (self-serving)"representing 
prisoners in matters with the Department of Corrections, Ninth 
Circuit Court of Appeals, U.S.D.Cs~ This misrepresents his Janau:ry 
20,2010, letter to the Plaintiff;" I would not provide assistance 
in youl7 civil action and cannot help you on your Ninth Circuit Case. " 
Exhibit No. 11 CIVIL RIGHTS advertisement-DexOnline,corn "false 
imprisonment, habeas corpus, etc. "KAHRS. Kll 7 Ex. 

After Defendant Kahrs had received $35,000.00 advance fee December 3,2009, 

Exhibit No. 2 vs.# 29 10/22115 self-serving Declaration, page 3," before 

submitted billings for legal services on Mr. Blakely' s behalf to post-

conviction and medi'cal matte:rs to Mr. Spurgetis for approval, and only 

after receiving permission from MF. Spurgetis to pay my bill~ngs." 

# 6 "Mr.Blakely filed many lawsuits as a prose liti'gant."L17-20 

contrary, Mr .Kahrs refused to prepare and file three Thurston County Su-

perior Connt medical assault malpracti:ce suits of March and October 2009 

within the years statute of limi'tation of 2010. Forcing blind Mr. Blakely 

to lose his three Thurston lawsui'ts causing injury upon injury in the 

loss of $26,400.00 and more under the violation of the' Consumer Protection 

Act. RCW 19J36 page 4. (IMDPA) Van Camp, 171 Wn.2d 781, 257 P.3d 599(20ll)fnl-17 

1. DISPUTED material fact at issue (Exhibit No. 14) (2) Kahrs' 6/23/14 

billing (Ex k 66) EXHISTS as to whethe'r Defendant Kahrs misrepresents, 

omissions, concealment of e-mail di'scovery, when he bi'lled, inter alia, 

$560.00 to visit Ralph Blakely in pri:son without first obtaini'ng permissm'on 

from Spurgeti's. Ex.No. 29 page 2&3. Judge Inveen' s 10/26/2015 Order to 

Compel Discovery did not produce e-mail, nor letter of permission from 

Mr. Spurgetis ! Ex.No.21,22,22a,22b,22c. CPA damages; Taylor v. Bell, 

185 Wn.App.270, 278, 279, 340 P .3d 951 ( 2014)R CPA Was there Collusion be-

tween Kahrs and Spurgetis for misrepresentation, concealment, etc.? 

2. DISPUTED material fact at issue (Exhibit No. 14_- ( 5)' whether Kahrs 
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intended to fraudulently 'manipulate' the Spokane Superior Court by 

claiming said Superior Court Order (Ex.#16) "limited his representation', 

mNTRARY to the clear tenns of said Court Order." statinq that the 

$35,000.00 advance fee was to be used 'solely for the Benefit of Mr. 

Blakely! Ex.#16 is supported by 1/9/09 Attorney-Client Agreern't Ex.#17,2. 

(IMBPA) Trejo, 163 Wn.2d 701,715,165 P.3d 1160(2008); (IMDPA) Egger, 

152 Wn.2d 393,416,98 P.3d 477,489(2004). Defendant's'self- serving' 

(Ex.#29) 10-22-15, create (l)NF'LICT by his paying unlicensed Kindred (Ex. #9, 

*9-1 to influence Juarez-Trevino to withdraw his second recantation 

declaration. (Ex.#9-2*&9-3*) .Then refused to carmunicate wi.th licensed 

Detective Tores (Ex.#8'K38'). (IMDPA) Johnson, 118 Wn.2d693,826 P.2d 186 

1992);(IMDPA) Jackson, 180 Wn.2d 201,227,231,322 P.3d 809(2013); (IMDPA) 

Vanderveen, 166 Wn.2d 594,609,611,211 P.3d 1008,1015(2009) 
2. DISPUTED material fact at issue concerning Defendant Kahrs' 

multiple billing for the same alleged research services of 
the post-conviction legal documents (that were never returned 
to Blakely) as per 10/26/15 Order canpelling Discovery. 
Whether Kahrs corrmitted theft by fraud of the $26, 000. 00 fee 
billing, that was five years after he received advance %35,000. 
payment for three Thurston Superior court lawsuits; one was to 
recover the original notarized recantation affidavit(Juarez-Trevino) 
fran (DOC) officers improper seizure Ex.#12, 14,30,33,9-1-2-3. 

3. The Court erred by the January 25,2016, Order qranting Defendant's 

Surrrnary Judgment without considerinq Plaintiff's ~ibits that were used 

to support 10/8/15 Memorandum of Law for the 10/26/15 Court Order to 

Compel Discovery. Ex.#21 and #22,a-D, 

4/. The Court erred by the January 12, 2016, Order striking the Plai-

niff's exhibits of declarations, affidavits, that supported the Court's 

October 26, Court Order Compelling Discovery, when the Plaintiff's 

Exhibits show misrepresentation, mischaracterization, fraud on the 

Court, as a matter of law. Burnet v. Spokane Amb.131 Wn.2d484,486, 
933 P.2d 1023,1037 (1997). 
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Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 41 of 19 pages explai'ns why the King County 

Superior Court committed error, as a matter of law, when its ruling to 

strike the material and j urisdictfonal legal fact's at issue encompassed 

in said Declaration of Plaintiff Ralph Blakely. "Identificat'i:on of 

Genuine Material & Legal Facts at Issue", thereby unlawfully and uncon-

stitutionally depriving the Plaintiff of a jury tri;al in vi'olaiton of 

the State of Washiington and the United States Consti'tutions, cf., Davis 

v. Cox, 183 Wn.2d f~~~!51 P .3d 862( 2015)1 

Washington Const. Art.I Sec 21 under which "the right to tdal by 
jury shall remain inviolate," •• highest protection and indicates 
the right must remain the essential component of the legal system. 

Judge Inveen 's January 25, 2016, Order grantfng Defe'ndant 's Summary 

Juggment was error betoFe' Di;scovery could be obtaine'd in accordance with 

her October 26,2016 Orde'r to Compel Discovery. This Notfon fo:ri this 

Order was supported by the exhi'bit of Declarat'ions that' NOW, she strikes, 

in the handwritten grant of summa:r~y j udgme'nt. (See page 2, 3, 4 of Ex.#4U 

Sofie v. Fibreboard Corp, 112 Wn.2d 636,656(183 Wn.2d 289)771 P.2d 711 

(1989) The right of trial by jury guarantees lit'i'gants the right to 

have a jury resolve quesitons of disputed material facts. 

c. This court's conclusion that "there is no legal authority for this 
court to review another superior court's order," has the' legal 
force and effect, under the full faith and credit clause, of bind­
ing this Court' wi'th the fact that Plaintiff Blake'ly is an incapa­
citated person as a matter of law, rendering said Order Granting 
Defendant's Summary Judgme'nt null and void. 

A. Plaintiff's October 8,2015, Motion For Appointment of Counsel was 

propeFly noted for hearing 11/20/15, but was not properly ruled on. 

Exhibi't No. 32 

1. Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 41, page 3, Defendant Kahrs' 1/9/09 and 

5/1/09 Attorney-Client Agreement of "NO limitations to representati'on~ 
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Because it is for "general legal re'pl"esentation, agreeme·nt~ which creates 

Material Facts At Issue. 

at Issue·. Union Elevator 

Exhibit No. 41 of 1 through 9 Materi'al Facts 

290 
& Warehouse Co. ,Inc. v. State,96 Wn.App.288,289 • 

980 P.2d 779(1999) The trial Court e·rred in granting Summary Judgment 

because material quest'ions of fact exist' concerning t·he unre·asonableness 

was inappropriate where there were ge·nu:foe i;ssues of mate'r~'al fact, the 

Court of Appe'als reve'rse·s the j udgme·nt and z:emands the case for t'rial. 

Genuine Issues of MateFial Fact exist' as are clearly shown in Ex.4l with 

emphasis on Numbez: 3, was Defendant Kahrs agreement with Attorney Spurgetis 

not to represent Blakely in the Three Thurston County lawsuits an implicit 

and/ or expli'Ci't agreement to join an ongoing larger conspiracy to pre-

vent Blakely from obtai'ning le'gal assi'stance that would allow Plaintiff 

Blakely to regain confrol of his finances. Uni'on Elevator at· 96 Wn.ApJ~~-

Marincovi'ch v. Tarabochia, 114 Wn. 2d 271,274,787 P.2d 562(1990) 

2. The Genuine Issue of Mat'erial Fact exists ( 10/22/15 Ex.# 29 De-

claration of Defendant Kahrs) mi'srepresenting, misleading the court, 

direct conflict with Attorney-clfent Agreement of 1/9/09'Ex.#17'; 

concealment, fraud as di1rectly indicated on page 3/~f Ex.29. quoting 
"I did not represent him on civil matters, including his civil 
ri'ght's and medi'cal malpractice c :lai'ms." Ex.No .11 

"Page 4"I cannot helpj you on your Ninth C:ircui't Case ••• " 1/26/10 
letter. 

Page 5, quot~i'ng "In February, 2011, I again declined to take on 
Mr. Blakely' s medfral malpractfre case. 11 2/28/11 letter. 

Plaintiff Blakely was forced to pre'pare and serve and fite hi:s two medi-

cal Malpractice and brutal assault injury cases before the statute of 

limitat'i!ons iin April and May of 2010. 

Defendant Kahrs received advance payment of $35,000.00 to prepare 

the Thurston Count'y lawsuit on the improper Department of Correction 
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Officer seizure of the notorize'd recantation affidavit of Juarez- Ex#1 2 

Trevino and Blakely' s fifty page accompanying brie'f Se'ptember 10,2009. 

Defendant Kahrs refused to prepare, serve, and file' thi's Complaint for 

an "tncapacitated person 11 (Ex.#29,41 Kahrs De'clarati.'on page 2,pargraph 

3. quoting, "Mr. Blakely is the beneficiary of a special needs trust' es-

tablished in Spokane· Superior Court wiith assi1stance' of the' trustee'," 

3. Manipulatfon of the Court occurre'd, (Ex.# 16) compare'd wi'th 

Plaint:i'f f's Ex.# 41 page 4 paragraph number ( 4) "Did Defendant Kahrs 
intentionally commit legal malpracti'ce' by IGNORING t'he mandate's 
of RCW 4.08.060 requiring the represe'ntai't'on by counsel fn the 
Three Thurston County Superior Court lawsui'ts" ? ? 

(5)Did Defendant Attorney intentionally IGNORE the' le'gal fact that 
the Court's Order lilmiti'ng his representaiton that he relies on, 
(Ex.# 16) necessarily require·s an incapacit'ate'd pe'rson finding, 
thereby raisi1ng the jurisi'di'ct:fonal fact at i'ssue' as to whether 
or not the dictat'es of RCW 11.88 had bee'n followed~ ? ? 

4. It i's a genuine mat'eri'al fact' at fssue as to whether Defendant 

Kahrs fraudulently decei1ved the' King County Superior Court and the 

Spokane Superior Court by hi's pe'rsonal preparat'i'on of the December 3, 

2009, Court Order of "self interest enrichment" whe're Judge Tompkins 

makes a signfi'cant' notat'i1on 11 solely for the benefit of Mr. Blakely", 

but Hve years of all t'he Plainti'f f's losses, damages, and inj uri:es, 

Defendant Kahrs' self interest bi'lli'ng of $26,400.00. Exhibit No.2,16. 

In the matter of Disciplinary Proceeding Against Marshall, 160 Wn.2d 

317 324 343,157 P.3d 859,873(2007) Concealment of the Fee Arrangement6 
' AB.A Std 5.1 governs an attorney's failure· to mai'ntai'n personal 

integri'ty... conduct' i'nvol vi'ng dishone'sty, fraud, de'ceit, or 
misre·pre'senta~fdm. Marshal at· 160 Wn.2d 343 

Plaintiff Blake1y, age 80, has suffered severe injury of b:uoken 

ribs, ruptured left kidne'y, and loss of notorized recantati'on Affidavit 

of Jurez-Trevino; which would have prove'n illegal restraint and a 

wrongful conviction. 'Ex.# 9-9-1-2-3; Ex # 12 
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IV. L~·iC C\)v1<1· 3h\JUi.C VACi-i'l't:. JUlX.:iY.J_:;;Ji. bf:.::)Ll) iJ.-; L;;::;;.·~LL;J.. \..£ J(L{y 
'iKIAL A'4u JUl:I"'uICl'lLlt~AL l ;:ll'c(LJC'iJ~Jili ;_).tJ:'_:::,c1;.;: Ullil)J.::..l-; 

fl..:OVISIC<,.;:; ;Jt' Cl\llL :-lL:L..L §~, (.t'ci.cts rulLi Pi.r:;jUi1.ent 1:..:-::.,;.:;.·j, h,,ct:;e.3) 

,,u_nei-ous lesal and .1iaterial facts at L~.:;ut:: exist a:::. to wriether 0r 

not l:\al?n Bla.Kely is, anu/or ever has .oed1, (reieva.nt to tt1es2 ?WCe­

uinss) an "incapacitat0J. ~.;;rson, 11 cts watter or: fact a.no./ or law; a.nc, 

1-~hetr.c.r: or not ALto.rn2y ::.~iur;etis anc~ ,Juc:tse TanpKin, in concert witr1 

U<~feno.ar1t Attorney Kahrs, c1eliberately t::xercisea control of Ralrh 

Bla.K.ely' s financial assets with purp::_)se to 1nanipulate the scope and 

bread.th of representation, Ralph L>lakely would receive from D2fonciant 

1~ttorney 1,ahr.s; cr2dtin1:J d ph::thora ot intarrelatec::, 1nt'2-ret2pen0cllt 

.tatc£1.cil :tacts :::ic issue, d .:a'::lrnfica.rrt: :JOrtion of ·1Jhict1 ca..·1.not ber 

~JrOfJerly frwned W1til the u.iscovery ;::roces:s is cor.,plet(:_u, such as 

l'al;.ih blar.;.ely recently being provic .. eci_ a copy of tne i1.ttorney-Client 

contract ddtoo 1i/J':3/u9 &.S/1/0'-3 conclusively showing no restrictions on 

representation to be provided by Attorney l~s; creating numerous 

waterial facts at issue that must .be presented to the jury at trial on 

the merits, for example: 

( 1 ) was Defendant Kahrs aware that .Ralph Blakely was never deter­
mined to be an "incapacitated person" pursuant to the mandates of 
Cnapter 4.88 RCW and the Constitution of the United States. 

There can re no legitimate guesiton as to whether Defendant 
Ka.hrs knew that Ralph Bld.l<ely had never been lawfully u.etermi 
Lninea to be an incapacitated person because he would have 
had to know -that the Grant County Superior Court Jury '!'rial 
and Eastern State Hospital had ruled that Ralph Blakely was 
not an incapacitated person, when reviewing the criminal record~~ 

(.i) was uefenuant Attorney i~hrs aware that oecause, as matter of 
la.w, that RC'w 4.()o 111n.t:mdates11 are an essential concJict:ion ;;rcCL.·'cJ,,!,TC 
t:u tne a;Jt?Qillti.ent of a 9uardid11 d.u liter\ a.s apt:-licJ to tnis ca.:'>t!i 
and that therefore, no legit.Lnat:e guardian ad litem had Deen 

ci!JflOinted., thereby, rendering Attorney Spurgetis' purp:>rted apE=Qin­
trnent as trustee invalid and ineffectual. 

111 other words, as conclusively t:!VLJenca.l !__;1 tne e..xistins i"ic:­

corci, 1_,\::renuanc i.Zah.Ls .kn.::1·; tnat <:J.l~r-1 ClaJ<:ely i1du never li.w­
i:Ully 0t:..-e.tl 1.let.:::r.ain0.:::: dll it1CafJci.citatE.u ~son, therOJy r<:.nG­

erins any f,)ur90rta... "trustee' status by Jua'::le 'i'urtpkins at~D 
AttoI.Ti2Y bf)Llr'-j2tis clearly invaliu1 ·,Hth::n .v00.ll... ;·1a\/2 ,.:JL:•;;1 

,~:.10wn :,1' itllj canpetent attorney; notwithstanding that the 
trial judge in the three sUDject matter lawsuits bad ruleu 
'-(alpn .t,la.K2l1 u:nyu12scior4illli co.npetent; reyuiring Defendant 
Kahrs to inform this court why he diu not require this Court 
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and the Courts in the three JUDject !latter lawsuits to dp~int 
an attorney as required by RCW 4. 08. 060; whereas on the other 
hand, if Defeeaant Kahrs knew that Ralph Blakely was not an 
incapacitated person within the meaning of Chapter 4.88 RCW, 
then any canpetent attorney 'iNOUld have known that no restric­
tions could be alwfully made on Defendant Attorney Kahrs 
representation. 

COURrS HAVE OOI'Y 'ID ADDRESS JURISDICTIOOAL QUESTIONS 

As clearly shown above, Plaintiff Blakely has brought nU1.ne.rous juri-

sdictional questions that must be resolved.prior to any ruling on the 

merits because Courts are forbidden fran exercising "hypothetical juri-

sdiction, II Steel Co. v. Citizens For Better Environment, 523 u.s.83, 

118 S.ct. 1003, 140 L.Ed.2d 210 ( 1998); Davis v. Passman, 442 U .S.228, 

99 s.ct.2264,60 L.Ed. 2d 846 (1979); 

•rhe question whether a litigant has a 'cause of action' is 
is analytically distinct and prior to the question of what re­
lief, if any, a litigant may be entitled to recieve. 

Haywood v. Brown, 556 u.s._, 129 s.ct. 2108, 173 L.Ed.2d 920 (2009); 

In our federal system of government, state as well as federal 
courts have jurisdiction over suits brought pursuant to 42 u.s.c. 
§ 1984, the statute that creates a rauedy for violations of fed­
eral rights cairnitted by persons acting under color of state law. 

State v. Nelson, 53 Wn.App.128, 776 P.2d 471 (1988): 

When j uriSdiciton is, ny the Constitution of this State, or 
by statute, conferred on a court or judicial officer all the 
ineans to carry ~t into effect are also given; anu in tne exerci:.:>e 
of the jurisuiciton, if t.he cours<.:! of proceed.inCj is not SpE..X:i­

fically µ>inted out by statute, andy suitable process or iiKXie 
of proceedins 1oay be auo9tect which may appear most con£ornialJle 
to the spirit of the alws. 

unitea 3tates v. horgan, 346 u.;:;.~02, 74 s.ct.247, Sid L.&::i..L4d(1%4.): 

'i'he Supn,~rnt' Court anc'. all courts establishc.-'d. oy Act of Con­
'::lress uay issue all Nrits necessary or af)t=iros;riate in a.iu of 
their respective jurisaictions and agreeablt: to the usages and 
cirinci.ples of lctw. 

Courts nave d. "virtually unfla.gsins ooli9ation to exercise" the 

tuli -~tent ui t:l"Ic:: Court's jurisuiction, c.;.;::.:;_,.:.iil.:5 v. ,i,ona·:,.Jlcin, 46'-1 u.:::i. 
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,::.;taee v. ·.L'a.9'3art, 1'.J::i 1·iash. ~u1, LvL 2. 741 (1S3v): 

vm8.n court has j uri;:x.licricr1 ot cause, it cannot a.cce;,;t or 
reject Juris~iction c.tt its :?led.sure. 

Bra.tt v •. tmrley, 79 f. 3u 60 l7 th Cir. 1::196): 

courts tiave no more right to decline exercise of jurisdiction 
which is given, than to usurp that which is not given. 

·I'here is a presumption "against slamming the courthouse door in the 

face of holders of constitutional claims, 11 Czerkies v. Department of 

Labor I 7 3 f'. 3d 1435 (?their. 1996) ; Landmark camrunications Inc. v. 

Virginia, 435 u.s. 829, 842, 98 s.ct.1535,56 L.Ed.2d 1 ( 1978) ("An 

enforced silence, however limited, solely in the name of preserving the 

dignity of the bench would probably engender resentment, suspicion, and 

contempt much aore than it would engender respect"): cf., Franklin v. 

Gwinnett County Public Schools, 503 u.s.60,112 s.ct. 1028, 117 L.&i. 

2d 208 ( 1992) ("Where legal rights have been invaded, and a federal 

statute provides for a general right to sue tor such invasion, federal 

courts may use any available reinedy to make gocx:l the wron~ done"). 

'l'he co<i-t .;rrrai oy -:irdfltin~ De:i:cnu.ant' s Judgwent, when tney i?H::-

.:;c:ntt:a 11no' 1 eviLencc to . ..;;.isµute this ilia.terial fact. ·rhus, the Court 

lacke<.i. subject aatter jurisaiction to decide the disputed "controversy" 

in favor of the rOC>ving party. 

The Plaintiff prays that this Court ofAp~ls I will vacate 

jud'3lll'211t and rt!ver;::;;;;;: 0dCK to the su~..:crior court for a jury tridl. 



March 22,2016, Plaintiff was denied legal copies of Court Order 

documents, and was forced to mail 1/25/16, 1/12/16, 3/3/16, 3/21/16 

Orders to the Court of Appeals. Exhibit No. 42 '9 pages' with Amended 

Notice of Appeal, Designation of Court Papers and Statement of Arrang-

rnents. p]_aintiff did not have knowledge or access to "Court Approved 

Transcriptionists, nor access to local court rules. Of the 14 pages 

to Exhibit No. 42, six are Declaration of Service by Mail, about the 

Designation of Court Papers, and Statement of Arrangements, Notice of 

Appeal. 

IV. CDNCLUSION AND REQUESTED REVERSAL OF Defendant Is Summary Judgment. 

The Plaintiff's Statement of the case, and four argued Court 

Errors as presented and supported by the main Exhibits of No.2,4,9, 12, 

11 , 14, 1 6, 1 7, 30, 33, and 41 a Motion To Vacate Judgment Based on Denial 

of Jury Trial and .Jurisdictional /Structural Defects under Provisions 

of Civil Rule 59, consisting of 19 pages. 

Based on Consumer Protection Facts Attorney-Client relationship, 

advance $35,000.00 payment for preparation, filing, and service of the 

three Thurston Superior Court lawsuits, and post-conviction relief from 

illegal restriant as shown in Exhibit No.9, Statement of Case pages 

4 ~2; p11 ~ 4, and page 20 ~ 4. 

The Plaintiff being ADA almost blind at the age of 80 is asking 

this Court of Appeals I to reverse Defendnat' s summary j udgrnent and 

remand to iury trial along with appointment of counsel. 

Respectfully suhnitted June 14, 2016 

~,ft ~I r-u~Jalt.J-
Ralpn Howard Blakely 8i7995 
SCCCH1A19 
191 Constantine Way 
Aberdeen, WA 98520-9504 
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DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY MAIL 

GR3.1 

R.a.l~ Howard Blakely 
I,~~~~~--~~~~--~~- _,declare and say: 

That on the _2_1 ___ day of June , 2016_, I deposited the 

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

Class Mail pre-paid postage, under cause No. OJA I 74765-71 KCS0.\10. ~ 5-~-12980-SSEA 
Ralph Ho1'ilrd Blc.ikely Appeliant v, Michael c. Kahrs, et ano. Respondents 
29 (Xlge Appellant·:; BHiPf snp[X)rte:1 by 42 Exhibits 340 wges Af:tiddvits, ; 
Deciarati.ons, letters, 

Mk. Blakely fel.L back.w.:t.rlib, sufier1ng concus;;ion, ca.using loss of vision, we have 
nelp_::>d nim El.SaliSiuble t.h.i.ta .i.:il.ief ..uld. exbiints, hot we <hi uot iiave proper court p::jrceures 
Blak-.=i.y hds writLe.n lo ccurt ::.ran.scriix!rs dl1d to Attonrey Spur9etis to f?dY tne 
couri:, but no 1esfXJ11Se at U11.,, tnne, Mr. Blakely is over 80 iea:ro8 old and snuuk..: 
noL .oe in prisop. . 

addressed to the followmg: 
Court of' Appt";alS I 
One Union Square 
t>OO UnivorGity .Sb:"'5i5t 
Seattle, Wl-\ 9Ll101-4170 

Susan Mcintosh 
Forsberg & Umlaut 
9(11 5th IDTP, Sh°' -1400 
:.:;.::di:tla, 1JA 9U1 G4-2U47 

I declare under penalty ofpe1jury under the laws of the State of Washington that 
the foregoing is true and co1Tect. 

DA TED THIS _j._.'1 __ day of ~iw1.:; _____ , 2016 _, in the Ci~of ~: 
Aberdeen, County of Grays Harbor, State of Washington. ':~--. > , 

L ,-
:::: 

fi~~{p.A'M~~--
signature 

-------------------
Print Name 

DOC_ '3 I_? qq S- UNIT 11t.A19 
STAFFORD CREEK CORRECTIONS CENTER 

191 CONSTANTINE WAY 

ABERDEEN WA 98520 

SC !l:U - DECLARc\ f!O\ ()F SER\'lCL f::;y ,\!.'-\IL - I OF I 
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KAHRS LAW FIRM, P.S. 
5215 Ballard Ave. NW. #2 
Seattle, WA98107 

April 30, 2009 

l'vfichael C. Kahrs, Esq. 

Ralph Blakely, DOC #817995 
Washington State Reformatory- MCC 
P.O. Box 777 
Monroe, WA 98272 

RE: Representation 

Dear Mr. Blakely: 

Tel: 206.264.0643 
Fax: 206.237.8555 

It was good to finally talk with you today. Because the state was never a party, I have 
contacted the Supreme Comi to see about getting copies. I charge a discounted rate for prison 
litigation, $200.00 per hour. I have enclosed a basic contract for you to sign and return to me. 

I have also enclosed the policies governing obtaining private medical care outside the prison. 
This lays out the procedure which must be followed. Ask your counselor to set up a legal call for 
next week as we talked about. Let's do it Thursday. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Attorney at Law 

MK:mk 
Enclosures 

www.kahrslawfim1.com mkahrs@kahrslawfirm.com 

' 
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KAHRS LAW FIRM, P.S. 
5215 Ballard Ave. NW, #2 
Seattle, WA 98107 

Ju~e 8, 2009 

-By e-mail 
James Spurgetis, Atty. 
601 W. Main Ave. Ste. 820 
Spokane, WA 99201 

RE: Ralph Blakely 

Dear Mr. Spurgetis: 

Michael C. Kahrs, Esq. 

Tel: 206.264.0643 
Fax: 206.237.8555 

Thanks for talking with me today. First, I appreciate the clarification regarding the special 
needs trust and what I would need to do to access funds to benefit Mr. Blakely. At this point I 
would like to move forward and petition Judge Thompkins for funding to take care of various 

_ medical and legal~- As we discussed, please send me the form~ necess~ to present this case 
, to the court. 

Sincerely, 

/s/ Michael Kahrs 
Michael C. Kahrs 
Attorney at Law 

MK:mk 
cc: Mr. Blakely 

www.kahrslawfirm.com mkahrs<.;kahrslawfinn.com 
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CASHIEl{'S CHEC'K 

•, ~lhlst.~k II 
.•...•• MeMili!FI FEDERAL DEfiioliT1NSURANcEcOAPOFIAnON 
. . · /. SPOl<ANE, WASHINGTO~ 98210 / . I 

·;:. .·.. ·, ·: ;': . . . . ~" 

PAYTOTHEORDEROFKahrs L<r.w Fi rm·. Tru.st Acl::o•..lnt ' 
.. FBO Raliph Howard 81-.:i.kel~/ Sr 

TH IRTV FIVE :THOUSAt~6 DOLLARS ·AND . ZERO CENTS 

Biakel~· .IJ>TS. Tru;~t 

.. 

No. 2 2 45$~t\o i , .· .. ~ 

-;. 

Deci:-mber 4 20 _Q2 

s· "wo!''J ............. J·.-r.. •• , . .-.. 

Je!Au~~'<. 
n• 2 2 t. s i; ~on• 1: ~ 2 s ~0008 q1: ~ 0 0 2 ~ ~ 1i 0 0 q n• 

' 
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KAHRS LAW FIRM, P.S. 
5215 Ballard Ave. NW, #2 
Seattle, WA 98107 

August 26, 2009 

Ralph Blakely, DOC #817995 
Stafford Creek Corrections Center 
191 Constantine Way 
Aberdeen, WA 98520 

RE: Update 

Dear Mr. Blakely: 

Michael C. Kahrs, Esq. 

Tel: 206.264.0643 
Fax: 206.237.8555 

I am writing this letter to inform you that a hearing was held on December 3, 2009. At this 
hearing, the judge approved disbursing the funds to me out of your trust. I have enclosed a copy of 
the order signed by Judge Thompkins with this letter. I received a check today from Mr. Spurgetis 
for Thirty-Five Thousand Dollars and No/100 ($35,000.00). Per instructions from the Court, I will 
be placing the monies in a trust account at Viking Bank here in Seattle. 

To get you thorough outside physical, I have asked the medical records department to send me copies of all paperwork I will 

need to accomplish this. Once I get the paperwork, I will startworkiilg to get you a thorough physical evaluation. I need you to 

get copies of your medical file. Kite medical records and ask for copies. Then when they ask for money, let me know how much 

it is. I will send a check to them to pay for it. 

I have also started looking for an investigator to look at your Grant County conviction. I have prepared a release for you 

to sign to get records from your trial attorney. I have also sent a letter to the Court of Appeals to obtain the trial transcripts. 

Sincerely, 

Michael C. Kahrs 
Attorney at Law 

Enclosures 
MK:mk 

www.kahrslawfirm.com mkahrs@kahrslawfirm.com 

KAHRS 000.113 

Lf 
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I 
i z October 4, 2009 

Attorney Michael K9.hrs 
5215 Ballard. Ave. N.W. Suite {f 2 
Seattle, WA 98107 

R.E: Received Deeb.ration 10/2/09 

I have constant cervical and lumbar bs.ck pafo, which is so great that 

it leads to thoughts of suicide without a clear mind. I'm U."lable to get 

acceptable medical relief treatment for my ".;'.}3.inful knee joints of no carti1s.ge .. 

At my age, not able to take ulcer ca.using pain killer:.nedica.tion, the pain 

becomes unbearable a:.'1.d does no cure the injury. 

Not havi.!lg a clear mL11d,·'.y-~ aade a cor~~9tion to_[J~·?_of .. ;tll~~pechrati.on 

before reading your letter not to make any corrections. 

Would it be possible to '1mend and WITH a. supplamenttl complaint to foe 

·-Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals, the current' ordeal of ~·fa.rch 20,21,2009? 

The Court of Appe~ls Hin th Circuit h<:l.s denied all rrry Criminal ·Motions IL'tld 

Certif'ic.s.ta of Appealability September 23,2009. So, to bu,y some time, I have 

just mailed a Notion for 11En &..nc 11 review, by a full ~nel of Judges of the 

L'lformal brief of Nobember 11 ,2008 • 

. The more I do, the :nore messed un ms.tters '1°et, but being time barred 

develops if action is not ta_'l<:en. 

I need to shipp out some medical L~difference docu.ments, supporting the 

-past n.nd cw:·&r~ ~ivil rkhts complaint, beings investig9.tion has sei~ [tMo] 
~ ", --·~:.-·----....-

ci:..Jli~~JL.?.f. .. ~~~~~-~~~s.~~s. 
Enclosed is the three vage Declar:i.tion October 4,2009. Will ma.lee amendments 

to the supplemental ::nedic:ll civil 1·ights complaint in the next letter. 

c. 

Respectfully, 

Ralph H. Blakely',817995 
S.C.C.C. H1 337 
191 Constantine Wa,y 
Aberdeen 9 HA 98520 

KAHRS 00000~ 



July 16,2012 

Attorney Michael C.Kahrs 
5215 Ballard Ave.N.W.~2 
Seattle, WA 98107-3848 

· the back side of this letter and second page are s-:ime suggestions to 

undoing the procedural and time bar the Attorney General John Samson will 

argue. Possibly you will have ;nore to add to this, in:i::!ditiou to the 15-18 

page proposed ivcit of habeas corpus. 

t'~ille'.1--El · v.Dretlcf!, Cockrell, 545US231-535US322, Blakely 88.s shown positive 

unreasociability determination of facts in clear light, weight of evidence 

pre:::;ented in the state court ppo::eedings 28 :JSG2%51:!( d) (2). 

Cobos has become paranoid about yo:ir asss-::ia tioa. ;v-ith the gt:oup of attornieys 

doi~g -av.~rything to keep me in prmsorr, becauae ::>£ their fraud. H;~ 'has the info.o:-­

raation that :I need, but is unwilling to pre:::;ea.t oc •:·elea:3e it. lfo is ho;iin5 r.o 

undu1~ his ..::o:ivic ti on 1:;0-:m, which i.s q-..wst io:i.able. T1Jge prose:::u tor Kno::!el l anti 

!'lt"1>:;:_ agent _Iw1rez reully scre;,red '.:ilm, :i:> th.:y dlri to my ca.3e. 

I received th,: psychiatric informati·:m for ::h1~ Grant ·~ounty Sup.-:rior Court. 

whid1 ;rill h1::lp -suppo::-t Marie \fo:.1d.,~1' 3 obtai11i..1g an exp1~1-:-t l1t~:Jroliogicai scie;itist 

that I ila'.l: s~J::fe;~:.:!d •in apraxia ,.,:~ro'.<e .Jr seiz;rre Feb::-ary 1999 arid ::>.::pteillbe:: ,i01999 

Sa;:]!3:)Il rs R-e:.3pe11-3e and Answ•2r''Docke t 3z:: WB. s seized :Ln ITIJ 7 legal boxes 10--2009. 

I believe th:3t possibly, yo:.i w·ere :3eot q r.>li?}' 1Jac'.< in 201);3. Th.i.s document wouitt.d 

nelp t:o produi:.e a 'Ji:=t:ter a".'g:Jr.J-;!flt in th·= 1.-1Tit of h:i.b-ea3 :.:0:::-p;_r.3, 

The malfea:nnce of me:ilcal .and th~~ );:711.riro:irneut he::8 is ;rnb·2arable, as I;m 

::-e::overin:g froi!1 i:he :1ea:·ii-1 •foath t1H·t1Ee, p3.in a:1d sick!1ess o: th-e i1edcan bird 

£1.u ~nd 1n1' ~e-•1•i :~.::; :Ji:i:1l :;io!:. cl·~n-:- from Lhe eKpolosioa, 

Co'.Jos ~.:hinks R•)bbie .J:1,1::;:,: :;.., --;;: Ll l i1i_1iti.g 0:1': i 1 r1fo,3e:3 L:=tk>. ;nd an aggressive 

.fo ;:e:: ':i ve o:- KN!JDBLL COULD Pk:.>iJiJ:~-;~ :-U 'i .. 

;1;iybe -1-c. ::.:..:J<tld :;;:r~dt:.2 a sutp0::0Ga :iu::.,~s ::.)·,-,,.,,_; ~Y tl1e ·._··,Ju1_·t ':a · - •y-'- :.J_ - OJ _.):C(>-:lUJ:c! \fr, 

\.VSC Article I sec ] S.i-',ALL is EVIDENCE ff~ INsuffic~ei.'it: evide lee 

the court SHALL dismiss 

KAHRS 000006 
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rt~. I 7. 

KAI-IR.SLAW FIRM, P.S. 
:'2i5 Railard ihc NW. /12 

Sewtle. WA 981 il7 Mic/we! C. Kahr">. Esq. 

Tel: 206.264.0643 
Fax: 206.237.8555 

1 arn wri1ing lhis ktter to inform yo11 of the <:kps J arn taking in your case. I have requested 
several Jucumcnts from ~pokane County Case No. 95-3-019 l 6-0 to assist in the preparation of a motion 
lt) !\ .... ie~1st·· .. '.ilHU lu'.H.1'°' ~i~ Yi)i1 r::·qucsh~d 

-7 

-~\/.. 

-- ~ (; 

'11. 
·::t--1 :.: . 

·; -·-,i-:flf:,·~17-·>· !1.:ir~·~:w·/Si~.: \~~ y~·)lil· ~\.'0~:. 

·.-:. .·-~:: <' i ·d:-h: ~. l :~ '.1!"1 .' ·~ ~:; \ >!-' 

1' id11('; . . ::,·;.-:.:~!'."'··.~ 
S:r:.dl n:~irnl udcu!i in kli kiJn~;· 
.~,·bi.J tc· ~r\od(:ratc !u1nb~lr le\'Grotosct'liosi~-~ 
\iiil;ikvd 1.-kgeneratl'.C di';k discns.~: !<i ;1 mudcrai:c degree 
' · ii's;•.;,> ::bk ,1,.g;.:-r:;:1 a:;·, e .. ~i!'H' ,,·j ng d th-:: 1 1H:dia1 main joint space 

'l~" ;1•1•:ch !1·' '"i;t: is :n ~· h..:·ril-., }Y':'.t\t'.11: tLcill ynu re. li~:;t all of your medi-.:al ailment'.' lh<-d DOC 
i.s den:. i<' you rncdica: L\;;nrn·.'rli t!rJ Ih•_!·< :1 '·'.t'uid he \:t.:ry !i~'lpfuJ ifyuu cnuld provide a lisr of the 
nl~:df-L.·d·! ·-~~~1;1en.ls )'OU h(·t;e\'i:? y ... ,!t ::i~.-: c~!n·,.l·i~-i . .: :,t!ffi~--ri;~r; tindi~r. 

\ - )) . 6 9' S e1t1 ,)Dtd- ~Jf'"tL.af J.J;?.f:..·+.?3::&!J_/,,.i/J__cj{10M.Z?.! ... r~.&.!!:ij.UAY. tC <:tll..4-~':..ftl- l1JZ..vt-rlfi i./;p=-'"-''"".rtd.!~·~'..:::a"-, _____ _ 

wW\\' kalw,lawfirm.com mkahrs@kahrslmvfin11.co111 
\_ ; ' 
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Ralph Blakely 
August 26. 2009 
Page 2 

If you have any questions, concerns, or additional inf01mation you feel I need, please do not 
hesitate to contact me at the address above. 

Sincerely. 

~C--
Michael C. Kahrs 
Attorney at Law 

MK: se 

www.kahrslawfinn.com mkah rs@kahrslawfi rrn. com 
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KAHRS LAW FIRM, P.S. 
5215 Ballard Ave. NW, #2 
Seattle, WA 98107 

September 30, 2009 

Ralph Howard Blakely, #817995 
Stafford Creek Correction Center 
191 Constantirie \.Va~, 
Aberdeen, WA 98Y.W 

Michael C. Kahrs, Esq. 

RE: Achieving the release of your funds 

Dear Mr. Blakely: 

Tel: 206.264.0643 
Fax: 206.237.8555 

Enclosed is a revision nf the declaration you originally provided. Please do not make any 
changes. Simply date, sign and immediately return it so we can move forward with obtaining your 
funds fron1 the Special Person's Care Trust. 

If you have any questions or concerns, piease do not hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

".-,.+,,~- ,,,.. . nt r ....... ~ •. 
~ aL1.'-".1.J..1.'...,) ~ .. .l.-.1:....··, 

MK: SC 

Enclosure 

wwv.-.k<!hrs:awfirm.com 

___ , ....... ¥_. ___ ,_,..,~·---- ~-· --··-.-

mkahrs@kahrslawfirm .c01 n 
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May 15,2013 

Washington court of .~ppeals, IIt 
Case Manager KIM 
Daatd C.Ponzola, Clerk 
950 Broadway Suite 300 
Tacoma, WA 98402-4454 

RE: Case No.44754-:t_-II TCSC No.10-2-01551-2 WSC No. 88707-1 

Your !·by 13,.2013, letter requesting $290.00 filing fee is incorrect, 
when it should be only $250.00. Which May 81 2013 letter to Attorney Michael 
c.Kahrs-requesting him to forward a check of $750.00 to the Court of 
Ap~ls for th~ three following :::ases: 

1. Case N0.44544-1-II 1'"CSC No.11-2-00834-4 w.SC No.88455-2 $250.00 

2. case No.44884-1-II 'lCSC li0.10-2-00695-5 wsc No.88516-8 $250.00 

3. Caai ivo.44514-1-Il '.fCSC No.10-2-01551-2 wsc No. d8707-1 $250.00 

'Iotal atOC>Unt Attorney Michale Kalu"'S is to remit to Court filing $750.00 

There should not be any $40 surcharge, because Mr .Ralph Blakely is partially 
blind, physically and mentally haniicapped, and is able to prove tlt..ai: hie 
is innocent arri !J._""ell severely and brutally injured. 

Attorney Yahrs will remitt a chec!<. for $750.00 filling fees on the 

above mentioned cases on Appeal 

respectfully requested, 

/,~7)/liLr:w'~ 
.Ralph H. Blal~ely 817995 
sax a 4 B 43 
191 COnstantine Way 
Aberdeen, WA 98520 

c; preparad by Imran Vahora 



IN THE COURT OF APPEALS 
THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 

DIVISION II 

RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY, 

Appellant; 

v. 

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS, et al., 

Appellee/Respondent. 

To: THE CLERK OF THE COURT: 

NO. 44544-1 

LIMITED NOTICE OF 
APPEARANCE 

To: ATTORNEYS FOR APPELLEE/RESPONDENT: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the underslg:ned, Michael C. Kahrs, Attorney at Law, hereby 

appears for the Plaintiff, Ralph Blakely, in the above-entitled action for limited purposes. 

Representation is hereby limited to making this motion for continuance and for paying any costs 

associated with the appeal. Copies of all papers and proceedings herein, except original process, shall 

continue to be served upon the pro se Appellant. 

DATED this ~January, 2014. 

LIMITED NOTICE OF APPEARANCE - 1 

~!~7085 
Counsel for Appellant 

KB.hrs Law Firm, P.S. 
5215 Ballard Ave. NW, Suite 2 Seattle, WA 98107 

Ph: (206) 264-0643 Fax: (206) 237-8555 
mike@kahrslawfirm.com 

KAHRS 000098 
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The undersigned certifies, under penalty of perjury according to the Llws of the United States and 
the State of Washington, that on the date set forth below, I caused to be served in the manner noted 
below a copy of the this documents on Appellant/Respondent in this case: 

1. NOTICE OF APPEARANCE 

[ X] VIA U.S. MAIL 
[ ] VIA HAND DELIVERY 
[ ] VIA FACSIMILE 
[ ] VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL 

~,£?~ 
MichaeIC. .... Kahrs, WSBA #27085 

LIMITED NOTICE OF APPEARANCE - 2 

Date 

; . 

Kahrs Law Firm, P.S. 
5215 Ballard Ave. NW, Suite 2 Seattle, WA 98107 

Ph: (206) 264-0643 Fax: (206) 237-8555 
mike@kaluslawfinn.com 

KAH RS 000099 
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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS 
THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 

DIVISION II 

RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY, 

Appellant; 

v. 

TRACY DANIEL, et al., 

Appellee/Respondent. 

To: THE CLERK OF THE COURT: 

NO. 44584-1-II 

LIMITED NOTICE OF 
APPEARANCE 

To: ATTORNEYS FOR APPELLEE/RESPONDENT: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned, Michael C. Kahrs, Attorney at Law, hereby 

appears for the Plaintiff, Ralph Blakely, in the above-entitled action for limited purposes. 

Representation is hereby limited to making this motion for continuance and for paying any costs 

associated with the appeal. Copies of all papers and proceedings herein, except original process, shall 

continue to be served upon the pro se Appellant 
A--

DATED this J_S:_ day of January, 2014. 

LIMITED NOTICE OF APPEARANCE • I 

/MICHAEL C. KAHRS, WSBA #27085 
Counsel for Appellant 

Kahrs Law Firm, P.S. 
5215 Ballard Ave. NW, Suite 2 Seattle, WA 98107 

Ph: (206) 264-0643 Fax: (206) 237-8555 
mike@kahrslawfinn.eom 

KAHRS 
t;i,J'f t;. 

000100 
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Tue undersigned certifies, under penalty of perjury according to the laws of the United States and 
the State of Washington, that on the date set forth below, I caused to be served in the manner noted 
below a copy 0£ the this docwnents on Appellant/Respondent in this case: 

1. NOTICE OF APPEARANCE 

[ X] VIA U.S. MAIL 
[ ] VIA HAND DELIVERY 
[ ] VIA FACSIMILE 
[ ] VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL 

Michael C. Kahrs, WSBA #27085 

LIMITED NOTICE OF APPEARANCE - 2 

Date 

Kahrs Law Firm, P.S. 
5215 Ballard Ave. NW, Suite 2 Seattle, WA 98107 

Ph: (206) 264-0643 Fax: (206) 237-8555 
mike@kahrslawfirrn.com 

KAHRS 000101 
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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS 
THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 

DIVISION II 

RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY, 

Appellant; 

v. 

BENJAMIN PORTER, et al., 

Appellee/Respondent. 

To: THE CLERK OF THE COURT: 

NO. 44754-1 

LIMITED NOTICE OF 
APPEARANCE 

To: AITORNEYS FOR APPELLEE/RESPONDENT: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned, Michael C. Kahrs, Attorney at Law, hereby 

appears for the Plaintiff, Ralph Blakely, in the above-entitled action for limited pwposes. 

Representation is hereby limited to making this motion for continuance and for payln.g any costs 

associated with the appeal. Copies of all papers and proceedings herein, except original process, shall 

continue to be served upon the pro se Appellant. 
t--

DATED this_/£ day of January, 2014. 

LIMITED NOTICE OF APPEARANCE - 1 

~Km~85 
Counsel for Appellant 

Kahrs Law Firm, P.S. 
5215 Ballard Ave. NW, Suite 2 Seattle, WA 98107 

Ph: (206) 264-0643 Fax: (206) 237-8555 
mikc@kahrslawfirm.com 

01 ~s!"t_ 
KAHRS 000102 
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The undersigned certifies, under penalty of perjury according to the laws of the United States and 
the State of Washington, that on the date set forth below, I caused to be served in the manner noted 
below a copy of the this documents on Appellant/Respondent in this case: 

1. NOTICE OF APPEARANCE 

[ X] VIA U.S. MAIL 
[ ] VIA HAND DELIVERY 
[ ] VIA FACSIMILE 
[ ] VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL 

~<-----
Michael C. Kahrs, WSBA #27085 

LIMITED NOTICE OF APPEARANCE -2 

I • 
Date 

Kahrs Law Firm, P.S. 
5215 Ballard Ave. NW, Suite 2 Seattle, WA 98107 

Ph: (206) 264-0643 Fax: (206) 237-8555 
mike@kahrslawfirm.com 

KAHRS 000103 



Washington State Court of Appeals 
Division Two 

950 Broadway, Suite 300, Tacoma, Washington 98402-4454 
David Ponzoha, Clerk/Administrator (253) 593-2970 (253) 593-2806 (Fax) 

General Orders, Calendar Dates, and General Information at http://www.courts.wa.gov/courts OFFICE HOURS: 9-12, 1-4 

Ralph Howard Blakely 
#817995 H-4-B-43 
Stafford Creek Corrections Ctr 
191 Constantine Way 
Aberdeen, WA, 98520-9504 

Douglas Wayne Carr 
Atty General's Ofc 
P 0 Box 40116 
Olympia, WA 98504-0116 

CASE# 44544-1-11 
CASE# 44754-1-11 
CASE # 44584-1-11 

February 21, 2014 

Daniel Judge 
Atty General's Ofc 
P 0 Box 40126 
Olympia, WA 98504-0126 

Michael Charles Kahrs 
Kahrs Law Firm PS 
5215 Ballard Ave NW Ste 2 
Seattle, WA, 98107-4838 
mike@kahislawfirm.com 

Ralph H. Blakely, Appellant v. Dept. of Corrections, et al., Respondents 
Re: Thurston County Nos. 11-2-00834-4, 10-2-01551-2, 10-2-00695-5 

Dear Counsel: 

The above referenced appeals have been opened under the Cause Nos. 44544-1-11, 
44754-1-11 and 44584-1-II. It appears that these cases should be consolidated. These cases 
will therefore be placed on the motion docket for consolidation. The motions will be 
considered without oral argument. A written response shall be filed no later than 
March 10, 2014. Division II General Order 91-1. Counsel will be advised, in writing, at a 
later date of the commissioner's decision. 

DCP:k 

cc: Thurston County Clerk 

Very truly yours, 

David C. Ponzoha, 
Court Clerk 

J' 
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KAHRS LAW FIRM, P.S. 
5215 Ballard Ave. NW, #2 
Seattle, WA 98107 

November 14, 2013 

Ralph Blakely, DOC #817995 
Stafford Creek Corrections Center 
191 Constantine Way 
Aberdeen, WA 98520 

RE: Status 

Dear Mr. Blakely: 

Michael C. Kahrs, Esq. 

Tel: 206.264.0643 
Fax: 206.237.8555 

Again I received a letter from a Mr. Peralta mentioning your problems without cyancobalamin. 
As I explained in my prior letter, I was informed that you just needed to get approval via the inmate paid 
health care policy. I could then send money to pay for it. 

I also received a letter from a Chad Christensen. I am not sure exactly what is going on but I have 
enclosed the original and one copy of the last two large envelopes sent to my office. The larger of the 
two is jumbled due to the post office mishandling it. It is not in order and I have no idea what order it 
should be in. The smaller is in order. 

As for the Supreme Court letter, I must admit that I also am confused. All I can say is that if you 
wish the motion to be considered a motion for discretionary review, you let the Supreme Court know and 
I will take care of the filing costs. 

Attorney at Law 

MK:mk 
Enclosure 

www.kahrslawfirm.com mike@kahrslawfirrn.com 
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October 15,2013 

Kahrs Law Firm 
5215 Ballard Ave, N.W.; 
Seattle, WA. 98107-4838 

Mr. Kahrs, 

I have been assisting Mr.Blakely with three of his Civil Rights Complaints 
of vicious assault and loss of his property. 

Now a couple weeks ago, Mr.Blakely needed copies of about 200 documents, 
but the only way the Counselor would make them is to send them out: to an 
attorney; which he did. And you were requested to send them back to him; 
why have you not done this1 

Mr.Blakely has been without his critically needed cyancobalamint which 
enables him to hearing on the phone, vision, balance. alleviates fatigue. and 
increases his stability, but you have not assisted him in obtaining this 
economical 500 Meg of cyancobalamin, why? 

Mr• Spurgetis has allegedly embezzled $.140,000 from Mr.Blakely 9s trust 
account and the Court of Appeals has exploited $870 from him, but refuses to 
present my hardwork of briefing on his three Civil Rights Complaints of 
loss of property, medical negligent, vicious assault. Why haven't you been 
able to help Mr. Blakely just a little bit ? · 

Mr.Blakely also sent you a D.o.c. application for offender paid 
"PHARMACY" which needs your attention from "BYE RITE DRUGtt or GNC or SAFEWAY 
or ? Why have you not assisted Mr.Blakely with the critically needed 
daily 500 Meg cyancobalamin that woul~ help him to speak clearly ? 

I also assisted Mr.Blakely in the filing and preparation of a Writ of 
Habeas Corpus with credible relevant exhibits in the Grays Harbor County 
Superior Court; which is set for hearing October 24,2013. This needs someone 
to present oral argument. but maybe you are too busy helping those people 
that don't need help. Why can't you at least assist Mr.Blakely ? 

I don*t understand why the Washington Supreme Court (October 10,2013) 
letter by Susan L. Carlson Sepreme Court Deputy Clerk has rejected his 
Motion for Discretionary Writ of Certiorari to compel the Court of Appeals 
Clerk David Ponzoha to present all my diligent hard work to a REVIEW. 

Why can't you assist Mr~Blakely with this serious pro~lem ? 

Enclosed two page Supreme Court Letter that needs your assistance ? 

<~.~ .. q.~~~t 
:(J)t~ 
C"l~·ti+d,,.\- +-o t-lv. Bl.ak..<Jy 

Jf 
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December 11,2013 

KAHRS LAW FIRM, P.S. 
5215 Ballard Ave. N;.W. Suite 2 
Seattle, WA 98107 

RE: URGENT YOU MUST CORRECT 4HE Court of Appeals Clerk and 
Cpurt Commissioner 

Mr. Peral ta, October 31, 13 prepared· Motion for Reconsideration 
Ruleing of Dismissal of above Mentioned Cause Numbers in accor4ance 
to RAP 17.6; 17.2 according to Supereme Court Clerk Susan Carlson. 
And NOW this Court Clerk has the Commissioner redue the Condictioal 
Ruling of lffsmissal. 

I believe Mr. Peralta's Motion eor reconsiderations explains 
and argues the situation quite well. 

Mr •. -Blakely is ailing and in criticall ned of cyancobalamin 
and Folic. Acid. ~fifiki A- letter to you on December 5 1 2013 about 
this serious problem. You can purchase such by Rite-ad4 GNC­
Safeway I or any other PHARMACY ANO HAVE THEM MAIL THEM TO Ralph 
Blakely, showing outside offender pai~d h~alth care. 

Enc~osed December 6, 2013 petter of David C.PonzoJa Court Clerk 
Deficienciesa, and not submitting Briefs and exhibits to requested 
Review of Judges. on all three Civil Rights Cases.~ 

You paind $870 for a proper review/~f Mr.Bl~kely's assalult and 
battery, Jnrutal use of, force breakil)g his ribs and rupturing his 
kidney, while he was su,ffering neuroleptic:...catatonia on the hospital 
floor not able to provoke such brutality. 

Mr. Blakely drastically needo help' / are you going to help 
him in his ailing stately age of 77 or are you going to let the 
courts bury him? 

Pleas do something very soon, 



J 

KAHRS LAW FIRM, P.S. 
5215 Ballard Ave. SuW. # 2 
Seattle• WA.98107 

'l'/ 
January 19,2014 

RE; Enclosed Authorization for releas of health informaiton 

Mr.Blakely received you 9 x 12 envelope of January 15.2014, but 
it was lacking prior requested return exhibits of Dr. John D, Kenney 
being "indifferent" by denying Biakety•s transfer of $9.00 to Rite­
Aide Pharmacy for the purchase of bo~tle 500 Meg cyancobalamin~ 
Mr.Blakely needs to known that you r~ceived them~ as his friend 
Chad also malled more corroborating exhibits of the sam~. Please 
copy and return to Blakely. 

NOW THEN• ha•e you received an "ASSEMBLED exhibits numbers 
1-11" that clear1y supported deliberate indifference and contempt 
by both Stafford Creek Correction Center Medical Provider, Scott 
Light and Medical director DR.Kenney. 

IF NOT• I*ll have Blakely send a copy soon, because it is 
very critical that he get his one and only vital medication of 
500 Meg cyancobalamin(Bl2) to prevent his neuroleptic-catatonic 
seizures similar to those of 3-20 & 106-2009. 

THESE, eleven exhibits have information that are not in the 
medical book of (SCCC) of exhausted administrative remediws, and 
health service kites that were deliberately removed from his record. 

PERSONALLY~ I would like to know why it takes an attorney and 
Court two years of receiving perpetual requests for a most vital 
simple medication of \:yancobal.am,t .. tt of no side effects and with 
too numerous benefits for a vulnerable handicapped adult1? 
(see his 2007 United States Qistri~t Court Case civ 1803) 

WHAT, are you doing to help Mr.NBlakely obtain,critically 
needed medication .of 500 McG. cyancobalamin to a\leviate his erery­
day chronic knee Joint, cervica 1, 1 um bar torture'---uf-----seve re-paln1 ! 

BEINGS, Mr.Blakely is mentally ~nd physically handicapped, 
would it be possible for you to encourage lawyer K. Seivers 
of Washingt9n Disabilities ? 1-800-572-2702 to assist in 
obtaining "Bl2" 

Mr.Blakely turned in SCCC stor~ order for "MEGA MAX" AND 
"B complex Vitamins" but~NOTHING1THEY IMPROPERLY SEIZED HIS FUNDS 
THAT friend Mike Benz sent into him. Blakely basically cannot 
benefit from, as they are swollowed and not absorbed as cyanc-0-
balamin. ; . 

D.~ofr: m.e~i .. Dj.~/eve~/ if it's !~!oper_, 
~c,/ (11(! Jr?/'>~~/1 .::'_)'if 7l/7-

2o 



Kahrs Law Firm 
5215 Ballard Ave. N.W. fl 2 
Seattle, WA 93107 

Ja.nar.t 15,2014 

Slrfil.El."'T: 500 Meg Cynrobalamin daily madicatton is 5000% of reccrnrten:led 

At this point of 5,000 p;:rcent of daily reconmenderl allowance, IT BECXMES 

A J:11EDICA:TION to. prevent "myelin sheath" axon-,:-synaptice short-circuit: of the 

Camrunication neuron cells causing loss of hearing vistori, balance, i.mrnme 

system, lethargy, catatonia, neuroleptic syn:irane and irore.' 

·rhe Inmate store has B Vitamins, but b'-ley are .No~ adequat~ for t<lr.Blakely' s 

critical needs of rejuvenation. AND even ~ MEX"iA-MA..X VITAMINS only cause 
{ i ; -

Blakely to choke witt1 elanentd thath~ is allergic too.as sane elements in the 

"evitamins': that are sold in inmate store. 
---~µ ~. c;: ~:·.!.·- , . "' 

, ,-t:hese vitamins do Nor DISOLVE lN ·M.JU!ilH as does the 500 cyancobalamin of 

greater'efficy 

When vitamins are swollowed, they merely pass off into the urine. 

Are you going to delay another year for sea:: madical officials like DX 

mejical director Dr. John D. Kenriey and PA-C Scott Liljht murder Mr.Bl'3kely ? 

Pay Walmart, Ride-Aide, Walgreen, ?, ? for a bottle of 500 Meg Cyancobalad:rlln 

plus shipping to Stafford creek Correction Center, regardless of whether or not 

they are rejected ! At least this will shaw that you did not conspire with 

Dr.Kenney and IAght to murder Blakely. 

ENCLOSURE; health service kite 1/7/14 by Shelly, MacKinder, S.OC SUP 
confirming Ft>D Dr. Kenney, Scott Light. Send a CXJPY back to Blakel confirming 

receip~L~ 

A 

cr~~istensen, 358798 
Stafford creek Corection Center H 4 
191 Constnatine Way 
Aberdeen, w 

/r?L,,/\ 
'2.l 



February 6,2014 

Kahrs Law Firm 

Mr.Blakely has not strength in his left arm nor in his left leg because 

of several neuroleptic-catatonia seizures caused by deficiency of cobalamin 

The B-complex vitamins in store are"worthless" and have only 10 percent 

of Mr.Blakely's critically needed (Bl2) of 500 Meg daily. 

The Mega-MAX vitamins are so large the he chokes and they are just 

urinated out in ful 1 waste, where cyancobalamin are absorbed in mouth tro 

the blood stree~. 

Mr.Blakely fell again with severe injuries to knose, knees, and broken 

hand(leit side) 

I believe that it would support Mr.Blakely's position, if you were to 

write or e-mail David Perlmutter,M.D.neurologist as an expert on ageing 

people needing (Bl2) 3'6 [1 Naples, Florida, - I'. > 

( 
__.,---, 

,_.___..,.,-

Chad Christensen 



I, Kurt Angelone, declare that I am of competent age and a resident 

of Stafford Creek Correction Center. 

1. That I am aquainted with Mr.Blakely and his experience with the 

medical treatment of daily medicaiton of cyancobalamin creating stamina and 

30 other body and mind beneficial functions. 
-r..u~~-

2,. Cyancobalamin daily stops muscle cramps, spasms, stimulates the 

body and mind glands to produce normall~ 

_()_~~/ 
3. Cyancobalamin along with folic acid helps to control inflammation 

and damaged blood vessels in the brain, a~d also helps to stop heart spasms/~ 
A'a.,...Q;.... c_,_ ~ pc&u.J ~~Jw,n'l tL ~a.if~ ~~Y.1tt.11.f.JJ cJ.~11!_&)_ 
4. Since, on the me3ical treatment of cobalamin and folic acid, I d 

have experienced very good results in all body and mind functions. 

I, Kurt Angelone, declare under the penalty of perjury of the law of 

the State of Washington that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Dated December 7 , 2013 



STA'I'E PF WASJOt"'X:i'£PM 

OJUNTY OF GRAYS HARBOR 
ss; DOCLARATION. OF STEVEN ROSE 

I, Steve.., Rose, 3~ 171/ I , declare Wlder penalty of perjury of the laws 

of the State of Washington that the following is ture and correct: 

2. On September 13, 2013, at about 12:40, I witnessed. Ralph Blakely 

fall to the pavement causing injury to his elbow, hip, and knee. 

3. Mr .Blakely fell just past the· laundry entry station, and the 

correction officer walked over to assist. 

Dated September 14 1 2013, at Stafford creek Correction Center 



STATE OF wASHINGTON 

COUNTY OF GRAYS HARBCJk 

l de.:::lare under penalty of perjury of the laws of the State of Washington 

.:11at: t:he following is true and correct: 

I am a prisorier at the St.:atford Creek Correction Center Unit H. 4 ~'2-

and am well acquainted with kalph Blakely •• 

That Friday, February 15, 20i3, I witnessed Nr .Jlakely fall at the Unit 4 

fence gate, where the concr~'Ce is rough, as he was corning back from lunch. 

Again as a second time the same day, Mr .Blakely, lost nis balance as the 

Unit 4 entry door closed on him as oe fell. I had to help him up from be.:ween 

the aoor and the jamb, aft:er Dinner. 

When I informed the Jmt officers, they just smiled a11d let it pass. 

) 
Dated at SCCC February J 7 , L013 ~~~ 

I ' . , .... f. lp (,>, . . , <I, , \ 
Lu I f /' Y? t:'. g .) t; j) . I ' .... 4A ~ < i 

DECLAi<.ATION 



STATE OF WASHINGTON ) 
) ss: declaration of John F. Ammons 

COUNTY OF GRAYS HARBOR ) 

I, John F. Ammons, 749928, declare under penalty of perjury of the laws 

of the State of Washington that the fallowing is true and correct·: 

2. That about 12:40 p.m. I witnessed Ralph Blakely fall to the pavement. 

onmSeptember 13 1 2013. 

3. Mr.Blakely fell just past the laundry entry station, and the 

correction officer walked over to assist. 

4·. But Mr .Blakely had already stoodup with the assistance of Robert 

Benoit. 

s. I have also obserbed the abraisions on Mr.Blakely's left elbow. 

Dated September 13,2013 

~John~· .., 

DECLARATIOR OF AMMONS 

Stafford Creek Correction Center 
Aberdeen, WA 98520 



STATE OF WASHINGTON ) 
) ss: DECLARATIO~ OF ROBERT BENOIT 

COUNTY OF GRAYS HARBOR ) 

I, Robert Benoit,7.2701J , declare under penalty of perjury of the laws 

of the State of Washington that the following is true ndd correct: 

2. that September 13,2013, at about 12;40 p.m. I was walking and talking 

to Ralpb Blakely. 

3. I was unable to catch Mr. Blakely as he fell just past the entry of 

the laundry station towards "P" building. 

4., Mr. Blakely sustained abraisions to his left elbow and bruised hip. 

Mr. Blakely was able to standup before the officer walked over to assist. 

Signed Septembet/7, 2013 

Robert Benoit 
Stafford Creek Correction Center 

DF..CLARATION OF BENOIT 



I, Jc>r ''•1y \:J, Carr, 350100, am ?.11c1rcerat2d at St;c=ifford Creek 

Ceriter, and of a compA.tent age, to decl:lre the following: 

1. Ihwe !Jeen n~pPat.f~tfoly ·iiagnosed wi.th Seborrhea/psorias, Kerntoytic 

dermatology skin 1isease, and have received qll kinds of ointments, creams for 

the treat~ent of this scally skin around my ~nose head and ears. 

2. But after too many years, thi.s has not been t:he proper treatment, 

and I am not the dermatology expert, to state that, maybe I might have "exzema ~' 

3. 'nother inmate with similar rtExzema" has experienced excellent 

results for a short period medical tre!ltrnent of daily medication of cyancobala'Tlin. 

4. I have suffered too many years from t~e p~rp~tual improper ~~dical 

dia~noses 3nd treatment, ANB aloe sttffered ~ainfHl ~~sele era~~a, 

I, Jeremy W. Carr, declare unrler the pBnalty of perjury of the laws of 

the State oflfahsington th:it the fon?gofog is tnu~ ::tnd correct to the best of 

my knowledge. 

Dated Decemberi0,2013 

DECLARATION 



January 26,2014 

Attorney Rachel Seevers 
Washington Disability !?ights 
315 5th Ave,. Souch , Suite SSO 
Seattle, WA. 9810'• 

RE: Cognitive irnpairert, Dementia, Vulnerable adult age 78, Unlawfully 
Imprison.er!, and brutally battered during neurolept>tc seizure 

Ralph Howard Blakely, has been adjudicat.ed(ADI\) anr! has three Declarations 
by Washington Department of Corrections ;'Jedica l Director( at large) Dr. John D. 
Kenney, that Blakely is cognitive impaired, dementia, loss of heari.ng, partially 
blind. Also has a 12 page history of spraying "agent orange11 anti highly toxic 
oeuroleptic chemicals, by Neurotoxicologist Dr.Raymond Singer. 

Mr.Blakely has been severly injured i rv~glected/'tortured* and suffers 
substantial chronic everyday cervicil, lumbar, and knee joint pain, while unlaw­
fully imprisoned. I have witnessed credible evidence of factual innocence. 

Mr.Blakely has assembled a complete medical "delibetate indifference" and 
malice malfeasance exhibits, exhausted remedies, (both grievances and administ­
rative) for the critical need of cyancobalamin to prevent neuroleptic-cataton.ia 
seizures of ;\.'farch and October 2009e (Serious disregard, recklessness, injury) 

There is also the is.sue of discrimination of Blakely not getting cobalamin 
as other prisoners receiving bi-monthly, who are similarly situated with same 
medical problems of muscle cramps of legs• heart, loss of balance, hearing, 
lethargy, (All ofthis indifference has been documented along with his irrepara­
ble kidney injurj of 2009, which still occassionally hemorrages. 

March 20,2009, Blakely fell down Monroe Correctional Complex dinning hall 
stairs, was placed on infirmary bed, of not being able to move, hear• nor provoke 
anyone, suffering neuroleptic-catatonic seizure ~,{. Staff on the following 
evening placed Blakely into a wheel chair(twice as he fell out onto the floor) 
they then picked him up to their shoulders dropping him onto the floor severly 
bruising left shoulder and hip, then viciously "figured foured legs to back" 
causing severe injury to lumbar, as they brutally bounced knee in middle of \1r 
Blakely's Back breaking ribs, rupturing kidneyuand spleen. 

Then, they placed Blakely in MAX segregation for 6 months of painful torture 
without pain medication,nor medical care, so that noone coul<l observe his black 
bruises. 

Again, October 6,2009, at the Stafford Creek Correction Center am the 
hospital floor, suffering a neuroleptic-catatonia seizure of not able to hear, 
move, nor provoke anyone, C/O Barrett brutally slammed Blakely's head to floor 
as he flipped him over, and C/O Nelson viciously bounced knee in middle of Ble:ikely 
back re-breaking ribs and rupturing left kidney. They then dumped him onto a 
holding cell floor of no mat nor blanket far over 27 hours of torture. Then 
dragged Blakely' s bare feet half mile back to SCCC medical causing severe abra·isions 
to Blakely's feet, which were treated byu Dr. Rodolfo Trevino .. 

Now during year 2013, fully documented malice discontinued cyancobalamin 
medication, which was prescribed by ARNP Eveyln Dryer for one year to 3/2014* 
This was maliciously discontinued by Dr. John D. Kenney, and PA-C Scott Light. 
Your legal assistance is critically needed to hel,p Mr.Blakely 
I3lak~ly has all jail house manuels, as he has correspondence, froB prior year. 

, _.... ;f··. - - ,i , 

Cha; Christensen, 358798 H4 B46 R;3l~h" 1i16~~:~J'ellkely 817995 h4B36 
SCCC; 191 Constnati.ne Way; Aberdeen, WA 98520 

c 



EXHIBIT 6 



KAHRS LAW FIRM, P.S. 
5215 Ballard Ave. NW, #2 
Seattle, WA 98107 

May 16, 2013 

Ralph Blakely, DOC #817995 
Stafford Creek Corrections Center 
191 Constantine Way 
Aberdeen, WA 98520 

RE: Status 

Dear Mr. Blakely: 

Michael C. Kahrs, Esq. 

Tel: 206.264.0643 
Fax: 206.237.8555 

I received a letter from an individual named Sergio Peralta. He says that you are suffering from 
the lack of cyancobalamin. I checked with the inmate store and they don't have it on stock. I checked 
with Olympia and was told that you could get it provided you fill out the necessary forms pursuant to 
DOC Policy 600.020 (Offender-Paid Health Care). Once it is approved, I can provide you the funds 
necessary to purchase the cyancobalamin from an outside source. This is the only suggestion I can make 
to get the medication you feel is necessary for your health. 

Attorney at Law 

MK:mk 
Enciosure 

www.kahrslawfirm.com mike@kahrslawfirm.com 
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March 6, 2014 

Kahrs LaewFirm 
5215 Ballard Ave N.w. #2 
Seattle. WA 98107 
LaVJer kahrs, 

I have written to you before about Mr .Blakely_ being handicapped Vi.th neuro­
leptice seizures caused by cobalaMn deficiency, short-circuiting myelin sheath 
ia vulnerable 11dults. And froa Yieviag his borrobile injuries of 3/2.oll0/6/09 
and several times afterwards; his ongoing mental and physical injuries are 
siail.ar in nature as a deficiency of cobalamn. 

Judge and Carr bullied Blalcely in January 2013 with Motions foe SUIEl'y 
Ju~tbout granting hill an eztensi0n of ti.lie. Also thef/:y bullied the 
Court into denying hill counsel, when there was sufficJ.ent proof of mental 
handicap, on bis two Motions for Appoint.at of Counsel. It is yery clear 
that highly skilled powerful attorae1 generals "DAZZALED" the Court into an 
tmpropel" sumarJ jwlgment, W.n there was deception in the Defaadants' Declar­
atiou that Iii.sled the Court. 

Mr• Blakei.1 was "HOO' EQUAL TO" AS A MlSCARRIAGB OF JUSTICE. and should 
have been granted appointment of counsel. His motions were well supported with 
doctor statements. 

Mr. Blalcely received a Court of. Appeals letter stat:J.na a deadline of March 
14. 2014 t0 file his briefs. IS '1'BERE ANYWAY THAT YOU CAN SUPPLBMBNT 'mE 
BRIBFDIG THAT HAS AI.RF.ADY BEEN SUBKIT'1'ED ? Based OD facts in the Ver Batim 
Reports of judicial errors of unequal representation of a mental handicapped 
iam;a, t1t'ho Wa.s brutally i.;tjured ph7sicallJ aad tortured with pain aoci 
sufferin&. 

Mr.Blakely ·explained to the Court that the Declarations supporting the 
Defendant's Motion for Summary judgment were deceptive ~nd NOT LOGICAL, 
There was insuffici~nt evidence to favor a judgment for the moving defendants. 
Therefore summary judgment should have been denied in all three cases. 

Would you please take care of this Court of Appeals March 14,deadline 
because Mr.Blakely without cobalamin is not capable, nor competent to properly 
respond. 

THANK YOU FOR YOUR HELPO 

Ste\ren Morgan 
H 4 B37 



December 5,2013 

KAHRS LAW FIRM, P.S. 
5215 Ballard Ave. Suite 2 l{'fv~ 
Seattle, WA. 98107 Y'€l8"'' --...:._ 

RE: Ralph Blakely critically needing 500 Meg cyancobalamin 
-tlA 

Mr. Blakely nearly choked to death ~mber 30,p.m. because 
he lacks the stamina of cobalamin • 

. He has-diligently attempted to obtain- that vftal medication 
~vei"y since the first of the year, when he sent offender complaints 
Sinil/6t"ber documents to you for assistance. 

<~~.Blakely has exhausted all grievance levels,~administrati11e 
remedies to Washington Department of Corrections Secretary Bernar 
Warner, Scott Frakes, Deputy Prison Direct or, and Norman Goodenough'· 
SCCC Health care manager. 

,> 
He claims that you have copy of Dr.Stuart Angrews prescri~tion 

of cyancobalamin, Dr. Rodolfo Trevino, ARNP Evelyn Dryer. -

True symptoms of B 12 deficienty are prevalant of his falling 
down, not able to hear, difficulty speaking, loss of balance, 
muicle crapms, heart spasms., neuroleptic-catatonic- apraxia 
seizures, and etc. 

He has requested the price from Bye Rite Pharmacy 
in Aberdeen, WA , but no reply. 

I believe Mr. Blakely has more than exhausted all avenues and 
it is time/or past time1for you or;Matthew Silva/to immediately 
take action an p•llimary injunction before they kill Mr. Blakely 
like Allan P rmal e, and Merle Rosye, and Jerry Jury. 

e.'"f q . 

Now if you can't find alJ.~he copies of tort claim, grievance, 
Quality Assurance letters,~I elp Mr.Blakely assemble another 
package, but you/ as his at to ney/ need to take immediatet acti.on 
to get Mr. Blakely critica1,needed/f_»hala~il"/Now 1 hefore they 
kill h~im ! ! NO Dela111or e cuses. ~/ -

// . I , I 

·· f ufU, & , ~,/ 

~ 



·1 t~~ l 
1:fvr..1 

Bernard warner, Secretary of 
Washington oepartment of Corrections 
Box 41101, 4th F1oor 
Olympia, WA. 98504-1101 

RE: Request for investigation under Rew 72.01.060; and WAC 137-10-Et.SEQ. 

to the enclosed claims of deliberate indifference and. malice malfeasance by the 

Washington Department of corrections Unit of StaffQxd creek Correction Center 1 

Medical Manager James John caninoski(HCM1) ;correction officers William Nelson, 

and Richard aarrett. 
IT can be proven that I'm actually innocenct AND unlawfully impriSOl'le'.i at 

the age of 75. That OCtober 6,20091 while sufferi'tl<f'paralysis-apraxi.a" 00 THE 

FLOOR of Stafford CR.eek Correction Center Hospital; ~chard Barrett brutally 

and 1taliciously [SLAlfiD] my head against the floor; [T]hen 300 pound William 

Nellon viciousl.y and brutally· bounced all his weight on one knee in the middle 

of my fragile backU Brea king ribs, rupturing left kidney,spleen, and rupturigg 

spinal lumbar disc. 

UNDER RCW 7 4. 34. 110 ( 1-8) ;Medical tt.anager J • IXllli:Ooski (HCM1 ) is atten\)ting 

to financially exploite aged Mr.Blakely for m::>net:ary funds to CCNer his expert 

econanical medical or. 03.n Greenlee for relief of chronic lumbar pinched nerve 

pain of torture for over two yea.rs, since the OCt.ober 6,2009 brutal a8sault. 

UNDER RCW 9A.36.011 ( ) ; Barrett and Nelson a¢!stically and maliciously 

assaulted Mr.,alakely, who was i:JOSitively not able ~ prov0ke any use of bruta1 

injuring assault. 'l'"nis brutal ·assault has. resulted in an irrepu'able kidney 

injury, that haS bleed perpetually and is andhas b1eed for five days oow ~·: 

The incident ~'efX>rt.S are very clear about mal~99 assault of Mr .Blakely, 

("goosenecking wrists"H"figuring-four legs to'back")october 51 6,2009 ANO THEN 

stripped of clothes AND DIDPPi!D CNIO HARD o:NIBEre FUX>R OF 00 MAT I NOR BilliKE:ti 

FOR 27 hours of [torture] is mre than unnecessary wanton infliction of pain-

ful torture. 
Because of the coverup of extrane malfeasance ··am Jahe unethical tactic of 

sa:c Medical Manager J. rani.noski(HCM1) and SUsan Mackinder, Security Supervisor 

raroving frcxn medical records )ledger ,ipages of mental consulation reports 'aij 
. lo/$ 2011 . . . 

PAC carey 'l'Ueker, during january,2012,(3 p~ Mr.Blakely is unable to enclose. 

I, Ralph H .. Blakely, declare wxler the penalty of i;:erjury that I have been 

severly abused, brutally assaulte.11 painfully tortured and exploited for funds. 

Dated Febraary 14,2012,~~ Ralph Howard Blakely,817995. 

AWaiting you written response .. 



December 28,2013 

Kahrs Law Firm• P .s. 
5215 Ballard ,'\ \"(~. ~!.ii. #2 
Seattle.· WA 98107-4836 

RE: (3) COA-II CASES on Motion For Reconsideration,44754-44584-44544 
AND Mr.Blakely'.s *CRITICAL:..' n1'!ed for- cyancohala11~in to recaver fron1 
a very serious illness. 

October 31;2Ql3, I submitted a 6 page Motion For Reconsideration of Commis­
sioner Schmidt's Conditional Rultng of Dismissal of above mentioned cases. 

Now; the Judges have NOT rµled ()n that Motion and should be compelled. 
AGAIB• December 17 ,2013, I submitted the same 6 page Argument (*GR34-RCW73.34. 
110(1-9) with W Supreme Court AUTHORITY of Jafar v.Webb N'o.87009-8(2013) 
supf)Orted by WSC Clerk Susan Carlson recommeni:t:ed RAP17.6; 17.2(a)(c)10/22/13. 

You were mailed a copy of . tM!- -6_J>,!~ Mot_!_~n ·for. Reconsiderati~n; which 
Mr.Blakely wants you to (*R~RVE*) t:he time Jpr Court of Appeals to make _ 
a ruling opinion bases on Jafar v. Webb, and this should be done in Mr.Blakely' s 
case, as a vulnerable adult be exploited, and a victim of injury 9 and . 
unlawful imprisonmentl Now, If you don't have this 6 page copy reply and I'll 
have Blakely mail you another copy. · 

· A different COA II Commissioner issued three similar Orders of Dismissal; 
which are contary to M!_r •• Webb, 

Enclosed is Mr.Blakely's signed consent for you to takeover the three aboe 
mentioned cases with reserve of Judge'~ opinion. 

AND MR.BLAKELY"S mental ill6ess caused by deficiency of "B 12" and folic 
acid. Before I or he received your December 23,2013 letter his friend Mike 
Benz mailed $9.00 to him so that he could pay (Rite Aide Parmacy 1 301 E.Wishkan• 
Aberdeen, WA 98520 for the purchase and shipping of· bottle of 500 MCG cyanco­
balamin. 

Enclosed is Mr.Blakely's sig11e4 · ce>.nsent for yo11 to take all actions and pay 
costs necessary to obtain cyancobalamin a11d to initiate the necessary complaibt 
upon review of Mr.BLlakely's llexhi of suffering, grievances, administrative 
remedies, deliberate indifference y medica ... prQY <ler Scott Light deliberately 
discontinuing ARNP Rvelyn Dryer'$ year of pr«a,cribed cyancobalamin to 3/14/2014* 
causing painful·torture of Blakely's knee Joints, falling, cervical, lumbar pain, 
dementia, fatigue, lethargy, weakness, cognitive impairment; choking, loss of 
balance and more torture. FOLLOW THROUGH TO OBTAIN Dr.David Permutters Affidavi.t 1 

on myelin sheath short-circut 

/ 



March 22,2613 

Attorney Michael C. Kahrs 
5215 Ballard Av.e N.W.#2 
Seattle, WA 98520 

Enough funds were wasted on Detective Kidred and no service on Juarez of 
the Libel Suit, therefore no funds should be paid to an Investigator in Texas. 

All that is requested of Marie Wendle is a Declaration to corroborate 
CHIEF DOC MEDICAL DIRECTOR John D.Kenney, M.D. of January 3,2013,(8 pages) 
clearly stating "Blakely is suffering from a progressive and continuous 
deterioration of his cognitve ability(DEMENTIA)p8 And· osteoarthritis, 
diminished hearing, sinus infeciton, bowel adenoma, and subconjunctival 
hemorrhagep7"( page S)" correlated with Elizabeth Irwin PhD, October 29,2008, 
"Blakely suffered from dementia• he exhibited some aphasia, memory impairment 
and executive functioning deficits." TCSC Case No. 10-2-00695-5 

Also there is a more recent February, 2013 Declaration from MEDICAL 
DIRECTOR AT LARGE Dr.John D. Kenney in correlation with 1/3/2013, that should 
be e-mailed to Dr.Singer, so that he can come forward to clearly state that 
Dr. Kenney is only partially right AND THAT BLAKELY SUFFERED COBALAMIN DEFICIENCY 
CAUSING NEURQL£PIIC-catatonic episode type seizure OR ACCORDING TO THE 
Spokane Superior Court, Judge Linda Tompkins April 11,2000 report Blakely 
suffers schizophrenia paranoid-catatonic seizure DSM IV 295.20. 

Or Does Blakely suffer catatonic-apraxia from neuro-synaptic-axon-dendrite­
MYELIN SHEATH short-circuit of the nano-microscopic cellular communication 
of Brain to Spinal body movement. 

Blakely has really been taunted and mentally injured by the laST two 
months of insufficient cyancobalamin and was on the edge of ANOTHER 
NEU'BQLEPTIC SEIZURE SEVERAL TIMES, AND it will be several weeks for him 
to recover. 

He has lost three very good civil rights law suits because he did not 
have an experts declaration on the above subject. Wendle is only adding 
injury to injury. 

Blakely has filed February 8,2013 CrR 7 .8 Motion for an evidentiary hearing 
in the Grant County Superior Court with what declarations of recantation 
and exhibits. And the Texas detective would be an absolute waste of funds. 
It was baa enough that Kindred screwed Blakely. 

Sincerely, 

3_'i' 



June 9.2013 

Kahrs Law 
Michael c. Kahrs 
5215 Ballard Ave. N.W. 
Seattle, WA 98107 

Would you please sent a check for $290 to Washington Court of Appeals 
for Thurston County Superior Court Case No. 10-2-01551-2 of Ralph Howard 
Blakely v. Benjamin Porter, et.al.Respondent. Attached June 5,2013 letter 
from Court Clerk David Ponsoha and case manager Kim. The COA II Case No. 
44754-1~11 which is Due June 17,2013. 

Also, Mr .Blakely is having great difficulty, assisting me in the preparation 
of 200 document Brief to the Court of Appeals II No. 44544-1-II TCSC#ll-2-00834-4 
I should be able to finish and file it before the end of June on the seizure 
of seven of his legal document boxes, damaged typewriter, loss of manuscript 
hearing aid, and etc. 

The medical cut off his supply of cyancobalamin, as indifference to cause 
him great metttal injury; which has occurred ! He is taunted with chronic 
neck and back and knee joint pain and cannot see,hear,think clearly. 

Also Please take on and do the Appeal of No.44584-1-II COA brief from the 
Thurston County Superior Court No. 10-2-00695-5. Mr. Blakely has most all his 
exhibits organized with other court documents 

Chief DOC Medical Director John Kenney really knows how to retaliate~ 
against Mr.Blakely, by cutting of his daily 500 Meg of cyancobalamin. I can 
see real deterioration of pain and suffering. 

Dr. Singer could prescribe cyancobalaimin in his affidavit for Mr .Blakely. 
t 

I Vt·J__e,te-.0 G-
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Washington State Bar Association 
1325 Fourth Ave. Suite 600 
Seattle, WA 98101-2539 

May ~2014 
Kahrs Law Firm 
Michael c. Kahrs, Lawyer 
5215 Ballard Ave N.w. 1#2 
Seattle, WA 98107-4838 

Lawyer EXPLOITATION Complaint 
\JO. I Y: 'POD 8...3 l) 

In December 2009, you received a $35,000 check from my trust account, and 
since that time, $23,000 of the amount has been exploited foum a vulnerable 
adult. Causing more aggravation and hardship to his growing medical problems 
of a wrongful conviction, brutal assault and irreparable injury suffered over 
the five years of illegal restraint. 

You aggreed to represent the brutal assault and injury cases and legal 
writ of habeas corpus, but haveconsptted with Spokane attorney to keep me 
inprison, and delay all medical in hopes that I would die as acoverupt for 
your and Spokane Attorney Spurgetis financial expliltC>ation of a handicapped 
vulnerable adult. 

I demand that you immediately terminate any further explotation and mail 
the balance of $35,000 to Peter Eriksen 

9532 s.w. O Road 
Royal City, WA 99353 

«fi>f¥~~. 817995 
Stafford Creek CorrectionCenter H4 836 
191 Cosntnatine Way 
Aberdeen, WA 98520-9504 

copy to Washington State Bar Association 
1325 Fourth Ave Suite 600 
Seattle, WA 98101-2539 

Mr. Kahrs has conspired with Attorney James Spurgetis to keep innocent 
Blakely in prison and to keep him from receiving adequate expert medical 
treatment. Violating RPC 1.2,3,5,7,8 

, They have both severely exploited a handicapped vulnerable adult age 78 
who is unlawfully imprisoned and has five years ago submitted that pvidence 
to Lawyer Kahrs to obtain the release of Blakely from prison, but Kahrs 
has conspired with Spurgetis to keep Blakely in prison and suffer the 
horoor of brutal injuries of correction officers 3/20 and 10/4/2009. 
Lawyers Kahrs and Spurgetis have financially exploited and abused 
·vulnerable adult Blakely under (RCW 74.34.110(1-9) 
also violating Rec 8.4.(8.5 
I, Ralph H. Blakely declare under penalty of perjury of the alws ofthe 

State of Washington that the foregoing is tnne and Correct, 

Date May 



c~sEv INVESTIGA.TioN-s 
A FULL SERVICE DETECTIVE Ac;ENcY 

July 2, 2014 

Ralph H. Blakely. #817995 
SCCC H4B 36 
191 Constantine Way 
Aberdeen. WA 98520 - 9504 

Re: Letter dated - May 25, 2014. 

Mr. Blakely, 

MARIO A. TORRES, P.I. 

PO Box 11-07 
RICHLAND, WA 99S52 

OrnCE(509) 94S-4·51-S 
FAX (888) 1·67-924·2 

CELLULAR(509) 521-1818 

I received your Jetter today that was dated May 25, 2014. I apologize for the long wait but I 
was out of the State working a case and I just returned. I remember your attorney very well. In my 
years as a criminal defense private investigator since 2001, I have never met a more unprofessional ·\ 
person. I recall that each time I called him he would hang up on me when I began to speak to him 
about you. In my personal opinion people like him should not be practicing Jaw specifically crimi-
nal defense. It was ada'mant to me that he wanted nothing to do with your case. 

I contact the phone number you provided for Mr. Erickson but an elderly woman answered the 
phone and told me that he was not there. J left her my phone number. I will call back tomorrow if 
he doesn't call me. 

I would be willing to assist you in your case. My agency travels all over the US and Mexico working 
on criminal defense cases so I would be willing to attempt to locate material witness ( s) in your 
case. 

I also did a quick check into the PI agency your previous attorney used, Acute Investigation. That 
agency in question may not even be licensed. In my preliminary check I found Acute Investigation 
to be operating out of Yakima county but a search of Dept. of Licensing Pl licenses issued to Acute 
Investigations I found none. I may be wrong but in my preliminary check I didn't see anything. 

Feel free to contact me at (509) 521-1818 or add me to a visitation list to visit you at your current 
institute in order for me to have a meeting with you. 

R ctfully, 
. ·- __..---.,,.,.,.,.1c . .>..,,,_,_ -··~- ·•. _::.-: ~":'.:::..::=.:=:r,i.:...._ 

{£, '-{ ( 0 C9 (·-{_,:--z-?-==-<1 
Mario A. Torres -~:_c 
Criminal Defense Priva Investigator 
Casey Investigations 

Email: MarioTorres@Caseyinvestigations.Com Website: Www.Caseylnvestigations.Com 



declare under the penalty of perjury of the 

illark Vannausdle 
laws of the State of Washington that the following is true and correct. 

2. During a long period of time, I have assisted RalpH H.Blakely, age 78, 

with some of his legal problems arising from medical negligence and injuries 

caused by the Washington Department of Corrections. 

3. For instance, I have written~ letters of request to Lawyer Michael 

C.Kahrs, asking him to compel the Stafford creek Correction Center to either 

provide Mr. Blakely with critically needed daily 500 Mcg(B12)cyancobalamin to 

prevent Mr .Blakely• s neuroleptic-catatonic seizures, or to allow him to purchase 

it through offender Paid Health care PIAN. 

4. Lawyer Kahrs has deliberately procrastinated for several years by not 

making any efforts to assist Mr .Blakely, but has "ponzi-schemed or pyraminded 

false billings against his $35, 000 retainer that was sup!X)sed to be used to 

write Mr .Blakely' s Writ of Habeas Corpus, and to address official brutal assaults. 

5. Also Lawyer Kahrs has failed to provide Offender Paid Heal th care in the 

fonn of critically needed cobalamin and spinal decompression treatment, but 

has pryamided his billing for doing nothing about the necessary medical treatIT!!gi:rt: 

to prevent neuroleptic seizures and chronic back pain. 

6. Now for almost five years, Lawyer Kahrs has breached his duty to provide 

the legal service that Mr.Blakely contracted for. 

Dated May 28 ,2014 

Declaration £.::x l ,ill 
KAHRS 000039 

1? 



DF.CLA'RATION OF PEAT ERIKSF'.N 
IN SUPPORT OF LEGAL MALPRACTICE 
BY LAWYER MICHAEL C. KAHRS in 
VIOLATION OF THE CONSUMER 
P"ROtrECTION ACT "RCW 1q.52.036-96 

I, Peat Eriksen, declare under the penalty of perjury of the laws of the 

State of Washington that the following is true and correct. 

2. That I reside at Royal City, Washington, of the legal age, and have been 

acquainted with Ralph H. Blakely for over two decades. 

3. I have visited Ralph Blakely many times and assisted him in preparing of 

legal complaints for correction officers breaking his rihs and rupturing his 

kidney and back. Also I persona 1l y witnessed his black-bruised le ft shoulder ad 

hip after C/O's deliberately draped him on the floor 3/20/09. 

4. I am also familiar with Lawyer Michael ·c. Kahrs' unfair "ponzi-scheme fee 

billing, and not performing a legal service as a breach of legal profession and 

Yduty" to provide a service to a handicapped vulnerable adult Mr.Blakely. 

5. Mr.Blakely tendered to Lawyer Kahrs $35,000 trust fund for a Writ of 

Habeas Corpus, to provide Offender Health Paid Care, and peepare merlical mal- · 

practice complaints for the brutal battery of Mr.Blakely's broken ribs and rup­

tured kidney. But after "four years" Lawyer Kahrs has done "NOTHING" for Mr. 

Blakely. Lawyer Kahrs has deliberately failed to provide Mr.Blakely with criti­

cally needed "CB 12)" to prevent his neuroleptic-catatonic sejzures. 

6. Wow for almost five years, Lawyer Kahrs has bveached his duty to provide 

the legal service that Mr.Blakely contracted for. 

DATED rntU/ 3 l ) 2014 

DECLARATION OF ERIKSEN 

Peat Ert ksen 

KAHRS 000040 
4o 
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EXHIBIT 9 



1, f(Y/,~ilk f/fMvftfJll/t~~ declare under the penalty of porjur.1 of the 

laws111if\ri~gra~sgt~lashington that the following i.s true and correct .. 

2. During a 1009 pE'.riod of time, I have assista:i RalpH H .. Blake1y, age 78, 

with sane of his legal protilana arising from medical negligence and injuries 

caused try the Washington Depil't.rrent of C"'.orrections. 

3 .. For instance, I .have written IIlal1P letters of request to Lawyer Michael 

c ... t\ahrs, asr..ing' him to ccnpel the Stafford Creek Correction Ce"lter to either 

provide Hr. Blakely wit..~ critically needed daily 500 Ncg(B12 )cy.?Jl(XY...alamin to 

prevent Mr.,Blakely's neuroleptic-catatonic seizures, or to allow hL-n to purchase 

it thrOU';tl Offender Paid Health Care PIAN. 

4. La111i~ ?'2ihrs has deliberately p!'OC".Castina.ted for s~veral years by not 

makia::J aay efforts to assi!lt Mr.Bla~ely, but has "ponz.i..-sc.1.or,~ or pyrarrdndsd 

false billings again.st his $35,000 retai.rier th3.t was supposed. to be usei to 

write r'1r,..Blakely's Hrit of Habeas Corpus, and to address official brutal assaults. 

5. Also Lavr-J& Kahrs has faile:i to provide Offender Paid Health Care in the 

for.in of critically needed cobalamin and spinal de-co11pression treatment, but 

has prya:'Tli.ded his billing for doing nothing about the necessary rnedical treaooe.nt 

to prevent neurol<;;ptic seizu:::es a"ld chronic back pain. 

s. Now for almost five yp..ars, lawyer Kahrs br...s brea.ched his duty to provide 

t.~ lG&gal service that itr .Bhlcely contract0.:1 for:. 

Dated May 28 ,2014 

Declaration 4t 



DECLARATION OF 
IN SUPPOR OF LEGAL MALPRACTICE 
OF LAWYER MICHAEL C.ICAHRS and 
VIOLATION OF THE CONSUMPER 
PROTECTION ACT RCW19.52.036-86 

declare udner the penalty of perjury of 

the laws of the State of Washington that the following is true and correct. 

2. That I am of the legal age, and have been acquainted with Ralph ff.Blakely 

for more than several years. 

3. I am also familiar with Lawyer Michael c. Kahrs'unfair double fee billing, 

and not performing a legal service as a breach of legal profession or misconduct. 

4. Mr.Blakely trusted Lawyer Kahrs with a $35,000 trust fund for legal 

assistance in medical, brutal assault, injury, and the preparation of a Writ of 

Habeas Corpus, but after four years Lawyer Kahrs has done "nothing" for Mr. 

Blakely. 

s. Lawyer Kahrs has only "pyramided his bil lin~s during this four year-

period, and refuses to transfer that medical and legal trust account to Mr. 

Peat Eriksen, who will and has assisted vulnerabla adult Mr.Blakely in obtain­

ing the critically needed daily medication of cobalamin to prevent his neuro-

leptic seizures. 

Dated$ - 2 ~-2014 



I, Bryan Lee Stetson, 

DECLARATIO"l OF Bryan L.Stetson 
IN SUPPORT OF LEGAL MALPRACTICE 
AND VIOLATIO~ OF THE cn~SUMER 
PROTECTION Act RCW 19 .52.036,86 

laws of tho Sta.ta of i:la::ihir'S{tol1 that tha fo.Uowin•J is ~3 arid correct. 

2. ~ a lony par:iod of time, I have t:'lssi.Ste:J Ralpi M.,,~ly 1 ¥ 181 

w1tn ~of hi.a lesal pi.'Ob~ ac-J.ai.n<J fs:an iAedical ~li~ ard injuries 

~bf cha ~t-iit19too oapar~1t. of ux.ce:tions. 

J. il:X i.t\Sta.'lC81 I have written~ letta.rs of request to 'f.aill~r Mich»l. 

c.Kanr.s, ~ng rwa to ou~l tna Gt.afford Cree.it Corr~tioo canter to oithas: 

~100 l'it'• ala~ly with crittcallt ~ .JaU.y !Y.JO l'Sc9(61J)c:i~utn to 

L~~t t-ic.aJa;t.a1:1•s ~1~1c-catamic seizw:es, or to allow n.tm to ~ 

it uu:~'l ufta"lde.r .i:'aid ~-1.th. care PLAN .. 

4. t,;.iw-yer Kahrs has deliberately pr:oc:rasti.nataa for ~al years by not 

mat<tin~ any efforts to uaut Mr .B.lakQly, but il&S '*~1-ac.~ or P.ft"•uioded 

. 'l ,~.1··1"-• • t. '-"' 4•V• i'l>°"iJ'l .... ~ ··l~t' fvJa.c.,2.61~~ ,,.-1 • • -~ fa Sd w.l .\ng» ~~> .1.- ~..>:.1 vl.rv t"at.&.U.Mt: tn!i\a 1i1as ::suppor:r.oiu ro rn"" u;;a,1 to 

write Mr.alakely's Writ of ~ carpus, e:&."1Ci to adl.ress official brutal assau.lts. 

5. itlao ta.r'jfdr Kanrs has fail<:d to provide Off~ .Paid Heal.ti'\ care in ttie 

foctn cf critic.11lly maded <X.X>alatnin ard $ft10iill ~~a1on tre.'!.b:~t, rut 

has pryatnid.od nts billing for ck.:d.nii rtot.~1t~ ubout tlltt ll~/ i.tWic;ll treab:D:lst 

to pcevent neuroleptic seizures and chra'lic bac.~ pain., 



Howard Blakely Trust 

Register: Trust Account 

From 01/01/2009 through 05/13/2014 

Sorted by: Date, Type, Number/Ref 

Date Number 

12/07/2009 

12/07/2009 

12/31/2009 

01103/2010 1 

Ol/03/20IO 2 

Ol/31/20IO 

02/03/20IO 3 

02/03/20IO 4 

02/'.?6/20IO 

03/03/20IO 5 

03/J0/20IO 6 

03/3l/20IO 

04/30/2010 

05/28/20IO 

06/30/2010 

07/30/2010 

08/03/20 IO 7 

08/03/20 IO 8 

08/23/2010 

08/30/2010 

09/0l/20IO 9 

09/03/20IO JO 

09/30/2010 

10/07/2010 11 

10/07/2010 12 

10/07/20IO 13 

I0/12/20IO 14 

10/29/20IO 

l J/l5/20IO 15 

11130/2010 

12/0112010 16 

12/02/20 JO 17 

12/3112010 

01/01/2011 18 

01/31/2011 

Ol/31/2011 19 

02/28/2011 

03/10/2011 20 

03/31/2011 

04/29/2011 

Payee Account 

Advanced Client Costs 

Advanced Client Costs 

Interest 

Kahrs Law Finn 

Kahrs Law Finn 

Kahrs Law Firm 

Kahrs Law Finn 

Kahrs Law Finn 

Legal expenses 

-split-

Tnterest 

Legal expenses 

-split-

Interest 

Legal expenses 

Deptment of Correcti... Legal expenses 

Interest 

Interest 

Interest 

Interest 

Interest 

Kahrs Law Finn 

Kahrs Law Firm 

Kahrs Law Finn 

Miscellaneous 

Kahrs Law Finn 

Kahrs Law Finn 

Kahrs Law Finn 

Miscellaneous 

KaJ1rs Law Finn 

Kahrs Law Finn 

Acute Investigations 

Kahrs Law Firm 

Kahrs Law Firm 

Kahrs Law Firm 

Acute Investigations 

Legal expenses 

Legal expenses 

Client payment 

Interest 

Legal expenses 

-split-

Interest 

Legal expenses 

Legal expenses 

Legal expenses 

Legal expenses 

Interest 

Legal expenses 

Interest 

Legal expenses 

Legal expenses 

Interest 

Legal expenses 

Interest 

Legal expenses 

Interest 

Legal expenses 

Interest 

Interest 

Page 1 

Memo 

Deposit 

Deposit 

Deposit 

Pay invoice 

Deposit 

Pay invoice 

Pay invoice 

Deposit 

Pay invoice 

DOC records 

Deposit 

Deposit 

Deposit 

Deposit 

Deposit 

Pay invoice 

Pay invoice 

Blakely Deposit 

Deposit 

Marie Wendell ... 

Pay invoice 

Deposit 

Pay invoice 

Pay invoice 

Grant County P .. . 

Pay invoice - A .. . 

Deposit 

Pay invoice 

Deposit 

Investigator ret... 

Pay Invoice 

Deposit 

Pay invoice 

Deposit 

To KLF for fili... 

Deposit 

Retainer 

Deposit 

Deposit 

Payment C 

x 
x 
x 

320.00 x 
409.49 x 

x 
100.00 x 

1,372.69 x 
x 

80.00 x 
80.00 x 

x 
x 
x 
x 
x 

180.00 x 
560.00 x 

x 
x 

1,000.00 x 
652.38 x 

x 
800.00 x 
200.00 x 
443.22 x 

3.00 x 
x 

360.00 x 
x 

:. l,JOO:oo'; X 
--. .. , --~ ......... _,.,,.., 

i .. P_22-9 x 
x 

460.00 x 
x 

215.41 x 
x 

f.22f®; x 
x 
x 

5/13/2014 9:59 AM 

25,000.00 

10,000.00 

10.55 

13.65 

12.63 

14.80 

13.44 

12.55 

14.79 

13.45 

215.41 

14.12 

12.62 

l l.81 

12.71 

10.90 

9.50 

4.78 

5.23 

4.76 

Balance 

25,000.00 

35,000.00 

35,010.55 

34,690.55 

34,281.06 

34,294.71 

34,194.71 

32,822.02 

32,834.65 

32,754.65 

32,674.65 

32,689.45 

32,702.89 

32,715.44 

32,730.23 

32,743.68 

32,563.68 

32,003.68 

32,219.09 

32,233.21 

31,233.21 

30,580.83 

30,593.45 

29,793.45 

29,593.45 

29, 150.23 

29,147.23 

29,159.04 

28,799.04 

28,811.75 

27,711.75 

25,591.75 

25,602.65 

25,142.65 

25,152.15 

24,936.74 

24,941.52 

23,941.52 

23,946.75 

23,951.51 



Howard Blakely Trust 5/13/2014 9:59 AM 

Register: Trust Account 

From 01/01/2009 through 05/13/2014 

Sorted by: Date, Type, Number/Ref 

Date Number Payee Account Memo Payment c Deposit Balance 

05/31/2011 Interest Deposit x 5.25 23,956.76 

06/30/2011 Interest Deposit x 4.92 23,961.68 

07/01/2011 ?' -1 Kahrs Law Firm Legal expenses 1,590.48 x 22,371.20 

07/29/2011 Interest Deposit x 4.44 22,375.64 

08/29/2011 Interest Deposit x 5.06 22,380.70 

09/01/2011 22 Deptrnent of Correcti... Legal expenses Records 60.00 x 22,320.70 

09/30/2011 Interest Dep!)sit x 4.59 22,325.29 

10/11/2011 Interest Deposit x 35.60 22,360.89 

10/3112011 Interest Deposit x 4.75 22,365.64 

11130/2011 Interest Deposit x 4.60 22,370.24 

12/29/2011 23 Acute Investigations Legal expenses Acute Investiga ... ( 183.40<(( , _______ __.. ...... -~ 22,186.84 

12/30/2011 Interest Deposit x 4.59 22,191.43 

12/30/2011 24 Kahrs Law Firm Legal expenses -·~IX 19,831.43 

01/31/2012 Interest Deposit x 3.89 19,835.32 

02/29/2012 Interest Deposit x 2.65 19,837.97 

03/30/2012 Interest Deposit x 2.74 19,840.71 

04/04/2012 25 Acute Investigations Legal expenses Acute Investiga ... (i3o~si:X 19,409.84 

04/30/2Dl2 Interest Deposit x 2.74 I 9,412.58 

05/04/2012 Interest Deposit x 0.32 19,412.90 

05/3112012 Interest Deposit x 2.23 19,415.13 

06/30/2012 Interest Deposit x 2.39 19,417.52 

07/31/2012 Interest Deposit x 2.47 19,419.99 

08/31/2012 Intere&t Deposit x 2.47 19,422.46 

09/0112012 27 Kahrs Law Firm Legal expenses Pay invoice 46.60 x 19,375.86 

09/01/2012 26 Kahrs Law Firm Legal expenses Pay invoice 923.50 x 18,452.36 

09/30/2012 Interest Deposit x 2.29 18,454.65 

10/30/2012 !merest Deposit x 2.34 18,456.99 

10/30/2012 29 Kahrs Law Firm Legal expenses Pay invoice 940.00 x 17,516.99 

10/30/2012 30 Dr. Singer Legal expenses Retainer 2,000.00 x 15,516.99 

11/30/2012 Interest Deposit x 2.09 15,519.08 

12/31/2012 I merest Deposit x l.97 15,521.05 

0113 J/2013 Interest Deposit x 1.98 15,523.03 

02/28/2013 Interest Deposit x 1.79 15,524.82 

03/18/2013 28 Kahrs Law Firm Legal expenses Pay invoice 500.00 x 15,024.82 

03/18/2013 31 Kahrs Law Firm Legal expenses Pay invoice 920.00 x 14,104.82 

03/3112013 Interest Deposit x l.90 14,106.72 

04/30/2013 Interest Deposit x 1.74 14,108.46 

05/16/2013 32 Thurston County Sup .. ,. Legal expenses Appeal fees 580.00 x 13,528.46 

05/31/2013 Interest Deposit x 1.77 13,530.23 

06119/2013 33 Thurston County Sup ... Legal expenses Appeal fee 290,00 x 13,240.23 

Page2 
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Howard Blakely Trust 5/13/2014 9:59 AM 

Register: Trust Account 

From 01 /0 l /2009 through 05/ 13/2014 

Sorted by: Date, Type, Number/Ref 

Date Number Payee Account Memo Payment c Deposit Balance 

06/30/2013 Interest Deposit x 1.65 13,241.88 

07/3112013 Interest Deposit x 1.69 13,243.57 

08/3112013 Interest Deposit x 1.69 13,245.26 

09/30/2013 Interest Deposit x 1.63 13,246.89 

10/3112013 Interest Deposit x 1.69 13,248.58 

11/30/2013 Interest Deposit x 1.63 13,250.21 

12/3112013 Interest Deposit x 1.69 13,251.90 

01121/2014 34 Thurston County Sup ... Legal expenses Clerk's papers 871.00 x 12,380.90 

01/23/2014 35 Miscellaneous Legal expenses Verbatim Repo ... 95.00 x 12,285.90 

01123/2014 36 Miscellaneous Legal expenses Statement of A ... 9.30 x 12,276.60 

01123/2014 37 Miscellaneous Legal expenses Statement of A ... 605.00 x 11,671.60 

0113112014 Interest Deposit x 1.67 11,673.27 

02/28/2014 Interest Deposit x 1.35 11,674.62 

03/19/2014 38 Kahrs Law Firm Legal expenses Pay invoices 2,900.00 x 8,774.62 

03/31/2014 Interest Deposit x 1.02 8,775.64 

04/30/2014 Interest Deposit x 0.36 8,776.00 

Page 3 
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STATE OF WASHINGIDN 
ss: 

COUNTY OF King 

I, Dermis Stewart, ~;e,~ , declare under the penalty of perjury of the 
laws of the State of Washington that the following is true and correct: 

1. About the middle of August, 2003, I moved into cell # .'f'4 B of 11K11 

Building in with Ralph Howard Blakely, at Airway Heights Correction 
center. 

2. Mr. Blakely was upset because he was about to be released from 
Airway 11Carnp11 after he had spent a year there. 

3. The last days of August,2003, Mr. Blakely received two letters 
from some jerk Juarez, who was trying to scam him for money. 

4. Months later, Blakely received two more letters, maybe the middle 
of October or middle of November or first of December, 2003, making 
four letters from that jerk Juarez. 

5. The Department of Corrections inmate placement records will r:ositively 
verify my placement August-2003 with inmate Blakely in #:U4 B of 
K Building of Airway Heights Correction Center. 

Dated in King County, June 7,2008. 
/.D, • ennis Stewart 

Seattle, WA 98108 

DECIARATION-Stewart S4 
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Kahrs Law Office July 23 1 2013 
Michael c. Kahrs, Counsel 
5215 Ballard Ave. N. W. 
Seattle, WA.98107 

Enclosed is the 35 page Brief for Mr.Blakely 1 s appeal of 
Thurston County Superior Court abuse of discretion and Attorney 
G~neral Judge bambolzling the Court. ;/hen the Court should have 
considered Mr. Blakely being handicapped ADA and not mentally 
capable of arguing the complicated isaues. 

Mr .Blakely twice submitted Motions for Appointment of Counsel 
showing that he is mentally not competent to compete with highly 
skilled Senior Counsel JudgfJ;. who has expedient resources and 
just snapped his finger and produced Declarations of misrepre-
sentation. Even though I was not in the position to witness 
Mr.Blakely fallin; out of wheelchair twice and then beinging 
bounced on the floor with a C/O David Young WHO HAS CHANGED HIS 
NliM.E 'l'O NAt!HAN {)A l-ll.. 

Can you doan Amecus Curie Brief to supplement this 21 page 
brief that I have assisted in putting together that really 
needs a prof eiseonal addition. 

Mr.Blakely is rea~ly hurting for his critically needed cyanco­
balamin of. 500 Meg Dally. It would keep him from neuroleptic-. 
catatonia seizures. Und•e the RCW 74.Jl.130 1 140 Washington 
l?rcictice voh:pne 26 section 5.33 Elder Law and Practice, Petition For AN 
Order Of Protection For A Vuinerable Addlt and Immediate 
Temporary Restraining Order (CR 65(b) in conjunction with this case No.10-2-
00695-5 in the Thurston County Superior· court?? 

I typed a letter to Neurologist John Miller in Aberdeen Neurologist in an 
attempt to get a-perscription for B-12, but no answer. They have a ~9.00 bottle 
of Mega MAX vitamins which has a. thousand percent cyancobalamin, but Blakely 
cannot swallow the large hard pill. He claims to dissolve the 500 Meg in his 
cheek for best results of 6000 per cent of daily, 

Mr.Blakely has perscriptions from Dr. Stuart Andrews.for cyancobalamin and 
a current onefrom medical provider Eveylen Dryer, but PAC Scott light malicously 
canceled or discontinued. That perscription was to March, 2014 •. 

Mr. Blakely really needs your assistance, 



Kahrs Law F'irm 
'.:>21.5 Ballard Ave, x.w. 
Seattle• \Hi. 98107-l+f338 

I have been assisting >1r .r.lakely with three of his Civil Right:s Co~iplaints 
of vicious assault and loss of his property. 

~ow a couple wet::•ks ago, "1r.Bh:<ely needed cop:ies of about 200 documents. 
but the <:mly way the Counselor would make the·rn is to :-5end them out t:o an 
attorney; which he did. -~nd you were requested to Aend them back to him, 
why hove you not done tMs'l 

Mr.Blakely has been without his critically needed cyancohalamtn. whtch 
eo.:tbles him to hearing on the phone. vision, balance, alleviates fatigue, and 
tncreases his stability, but: you have not assisted him in obtaining this 
economical 500 Meg of cyancobal&mJn, why? 

1"ir. Spurgetis has alle?,edly embezzled $.140,000 from ,'fr.Blakely' s trust 
account and the Court of Appeals has exploiteii S870 from him, but refuses to 
present my hardwork bf: briefing on his three Civil Rights Complaints of 
loss of prop.erty, medk~l n~gligent, vicious assault:. Why have-n't JOIJ been 
able to help Mr. Blakely just a littlP bit ? 

Mr.Bldkely also sent you a D.o.c. dpplication for offender paid 
"PHARMACY'' '.ihich needs your attention fr~11 "RYF: !?IT!': DRUG" or G:iiC or SAf'EWAY 
or ? Why have you not: tlssisted Mr.Rlakely with the critically needed 
daily 500 Meg cyancobalamin that ~oul~ help him to speak clearly ? 

' 
I also assisted Mr.Blakely i.n the filin~ and preparation of ri Writ of 

Habeas Corpus with cr~dible relevant exhibits in the Grays ih=irhor County 
Superior Court; which is set for hearinr(. October 24,2013. Thi.s needa S(),1Jt"Orl~ 
to pre~sent oral argument, but may he you 1\re too but3y helping those people 
that don't neeti help. Why can't you at least assist '.'fr.LHakely ? 

I d1'n't understand wh:; the Wt1shingtoo Supre!!l<• Court (October 10.2013) 
fotter bJ Susan L. Carlson Sepnmie Court Deputy Clerk has rejected his 
Motion for DiscreUonary Writ of Certiorari to compel the Court of. Appeals 
Clerk Davirl Ponzoha to present a 11 my diligent hard work to a REVIFW. 

Why can't you asstst Mr.Blakely with this serious problem ? 

Eoclo.~wd two page Suprf'me Court Letter that needs your assist;:,tnce ? 



WASHINGTON STATE SUPREME COURT 
RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY, 

Plaintiff, 
vs. 

MICHAEL CHARLES KAHRS, 
KAHRS LAW FIRM TRUST ACCOUNT, 

Defendant. 

DECLARATION OF Ralph Blakely 
IN SUPPORT OF WASHING'TON STATE 
BAR Assoc. COMPLAINTS AGAINST 
MICllAEL C. KAHRS 11 LEGAL Mal practice 

I, Ralph Howard Blakely, abs 79, as a partially blind handicapped vulnerable 

adult declares the following: 

2. December 4, 2009, Lawyer Michail C. Kahrs received a $35 ;ooo cashier's 
_. ' ' ii!' 

check for leg~l services of preparation of Writ of Habeas Corpus and for the 

preparation of Complaints of Medical Malpractice. (Exhibit # 

3. Lawyer Kahrs has refused to timely preform his legal ethical "duties" 

of absolutely NO briefs, ~SOR preparation of any complaints of injuries caused 

by the misuse of excessive force on vulnerable adult Blakely, who was unable to 

provoke such force. (Exhibit fl ; page 2,3.4,5 of legal malpractice complaint) 

4. Lawyer Kahrs refused to mail an accounting (fee billing) to Blakely. 

until the Washington State Bar Association compelied a billing. (Exhibit 5/14/14 

Legal Complaint and 12/15/14 legal complaints) 

s. Lawyer Kahrs "concealed" facts of self interest greed, "misrepresentation" 

in the "exploitation "of a handicapped vulnerable adult to the Washington State 

Bar Association in violation of R.P.c. 1.3; 1.5 (a)(4,5,9)(f)*;I.15A; 8;,4(c9d) 

{g)(m) as extraordinary circumstances for action of the Washington State Supreme 

Court:. Exhibit 5/14/14; 12/15/14 complaints with attachments) RCW 74.34.110( t-9) 

6. Injury upon injury has occurred, and was caused by Lawyer Kahrs "malice" 

delay , neglict, to prepare the necessary legal documents in 2009 9 2010, as his 

contract provided. Lawyer Kahrs "breached his contract and legal duty". Which 

has resulted in prolonged illegal restraint of physical injury and medical ma!­

practice of irreparable injuries. 

I, Ralph Howard Blakely, declare under the penalty of perjury of the laws 

of the State of Washington that the foregoing is true and correct• and ask that 

the Washington State Supreme Court make a review of the facts supporting the 

issuance of a Writ of Restitution to Lawyer Kahrs. 

nated June 11, 2015, at sccc /(.~'}/.~ 
Rat pH Howard Blake:fi- 817995 
SCCC H 4 B36 
191 Constnatine WAy 
ABerdeen, WA 9A520 

DECLARATION OF EXTRAORDINARY CIRCUMSTANCR l of 
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I, Imran Vaiora, 341921 ·declare urde.r the penalty of parjw:-1 of the 

laws of the Stat.a of Washington that t.'la following is true and correct. 

2. During a long period of time, I have assistOO RalpH H.Bla.Kaly, ~ 786 

witi\ same ot. his legal problems ad.sing ftan ne.:lical ~and injuries 

c.Kabrs, asking hi.tu to oanpel the &"tafford Creek Correction Center to either 

provide t.itr. Slak:ely with critically nea1ed daily 500 Mcg(B12)cyancxltal.amin to 

prevent Mr,.Blakely's nau:oleptic-cata.tonic seizures, or to allow him to purchase 

it throu9h Offender Paid Healtn cate PIAN. 

4. Lawyer Kahrs has deliberately procra.'itinated for several years oy not 

making any efforts to assist Mr.Blakely, .wt has 0 ponzi-schll!W?d or pyrUi1linded 

J.Mau)At'I-* 
false billings against his $351000 retainer that' was st~ to be used to 

write Mr.aJ.akely's Writ of aabeas Corpus, and to address official brutal assaults. 

s. JU.SO tavyer Kahrs has failed to provide Offender Paid Health c.are in ttae 

for.n of critically needed coOalamin arrl spinal decx~mpres.sion tca'lb-Ient, but 

lla$ pryarnided his billing for doitq not.11ing about the necaSs.ary ioodical treatmnet 

to prevent neuroleptie seizures and chronic back pain. 

6. Now for almost five years, Lawyer Kahrs has breaChed his du~y to provide 

Declaration 



DECLARATION OF PEAT ERIKSEN 
IN SUPPORT OF LEGAL MALPRACTICE 
BY LAWYER MICHAEL C. KAHRS in 
VIOLATION OF THE CONSUMER 
PROtt:ECTION ACT RCW 19.52.036-96 

I, Peat Eriksen, declare under the penalty of perjury of the laws of the 

State of Washington that t'°iEi' foUowtug is true and correct. 

2. That I reside et 'Royal City, Washington, of the leg~l age, aml have been 

acquainted with Ralph H. Blakely for over two decades. 

3. I have vistted Ralph Rlakely many times and assisted him in preparing of 

legal complaints for correction offi.cers breaking his ribs and rupturing his 

kidney and back. Also I persona 11 y witnessed his black-bruised left shoulder ad 

hip after C/O's deliberately droped him on the floor 3/20/09. 

4. I am also familiar with Lawyer Michae 1 C. Kahrs' unfair "ponzi-scheme fee 

billing, and not performing a legal service as a breach of legal profession and 

!duty" to provide a service to a handicapped vulnerable adult Mr.Blakely. 

s. Mr .Blakely tendered to Lawyer Kahrs $35.000 trust fund for a Writ of 

Habeas Corpus, to provide Offender Health Paid Care, and peepare medical mal­

practice complaints for the brutal battery of Mr.Blakely' s broken ribs and rup­

tured kidney• But after "four years" Lawyer Kahrs has done "NOTIHNG" for Hr. 

Blakely. Lswyer Kahrs has deliberately fai.led to provide Mr.Blakely wi.th cri. ti­

cally needed "(B 12)" to prevent his neuroleptic-catatonic seizures. 

6. Now for almost five years, Lawyer Kahrs has breached his duty to provide 

the legal service that t·fr.Blakely contracted for. 

DATED fY1"1 3 Ii 2014 

Peat Et! ksen 

DECLARATION OF ERIKSEN 



Retainer agreeln!nt R Singer, Ph.D. - Page 3 

11. Dr. Singer reserves the right to resign from senring as-an expert witness or cornultant for reasons including: 
violation of the tenns of this agreement; ethical conflict; if advanced payment for services is not rendered; if an 
outstanding balance is not paid; if funds are not available to adequately prepare for testitmny; or another reasonable 
cause. 

12. 1be undersigned agrees to not m:idify any report by Dr. Singer. All changes, if any, shall be performed only by 
Dr. Singer. 

13. In addition to the responsibility of a corporation, which miy have an agent of the corporation sign this 
agreernent, the person who signs this agreement also accepts personal responsibility for payment under the temlS of 
this agreement. 

14. 1be undersigned retains Raymond Singer, Ph.D. under the tenm of this agreerrent as a consultant or expert 
witness in neuropsychology with a specialty in toxic chemical effects on the nervous system (neurobehav:ioral 
toxico.bgy and/or neurotoxicology) and agrees to pay for all services rendered in connection with each case for 
which Dr. Singer was retained. 

15. If the name and address of the firm or coiporation represented by the undersigned is not entered below, Dr. 
Singer rmy co111Jlete that section with inforrmtion from the client's letterhead to clarify identification ofresponsibil­
ily !Dr the terrrn of this contract. 

Client's name (print ~r type)'. _RA-'-L_P_H~B~L_A~K_E_L_Y_··----------' 

Name and address of company: .KAHRS LAW FIRM, P . S . 

5215 BALLARD AVE. NW, #2 

SEATTLE, WA 98107 

Client'stelephonenumber: Atty: (206) 264-0643 

Signed: Date: __ _ 

(If faxed or emailed, please deliver this copy to Dr. Singer with your original signature.) 

Michael C. Kahrs Date: 

Raymond singer agrees that he will not do any work beyond what he 
has as a retainer without prior agreement with Michael Kahrs. 

KAHRS 000137 
bf 
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KAHRS LAW FIRM, P.S. 
5215 Ballard Ave. NW, #2 
Seattle, WA 98107 

January 20, 2010 

Ralph Blakely, DOC #817995 
Stafford Creek Corrections Center 
1 91 Constantine Way 
Aberdeen, WA 98520 

RE: Update 

Dear Mr. Blakely: 

~Michael C. Kahrs, Esq. 
Tel: 206.264.0643 
Fax: 206.237.8555 

I am sorry but we had previously discussed that I would not provide assistance in your civil action 
and I cannot help you on your Ninth Circuit Case. However, I am still planning to visit Stafford Creek 
this Friday. I am waiting for clearance from the counselors. 

Sincerely, 

Michael C. Kahrs 
Attorney at Law 

MK:mk 

wwv•.kahrslawfirm.com mkahrs@kahrslawfirm.com 



.. 
KAHRS LAW FIRM, P.S. 

5215 Ballard Ave. NW, #2 
Seattle, WA 98107 

January 20, 20 l 0 

Ralph Blakely, DOC #817995 
Stafford Creek Corrections Center 
191 Constantine Way 
Aberdeen, WA 98520 

RE: Update 

Dear Mr. Blakely: 

Michael C. Kahrs, Esq. 

Tel: 206.264.0643 
Fax: 206.237.8555 

I am sorry but we had previously discussed that I would not provide assistance in your civil 
--- action and I cannot help you on your Ninth Circuit Case. However, I am still planning to visit 

Stafford Creek this Friday. I am waiting for clearance from the counselors. 

Sincerely, 

Michael C. Kahrs 
Attorney at Law 

MK:mk 

www.kahrslawfirm.com mkahrs@kahrslawfirm.com 

KAHRS 000117 
~5" 



JAMES P. SPUREiE.TIS, P .S. 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 

CHASE BANK FINANCIAL CENTER 
601 W. MAIN, STE. $20 
SPOKANE, WA 99201 

TELEPHONE: (509} 444-5141 
FACSIMILE: (509} 444-5143 

LEGAL CORRESPONDENCE 

February 23, 2012 

Ralph H. Blakely, Jr. 817995 
Stafford Creek Correction Center 
H 1 A 18 
191 Constantine Way 
Aberdeen, WA 98520-9504 

Re: February 1, 2012 letter 

Dear Mr. Blakely: 

I received your letter dated February I, 2012, on February 61h. 

I don't believe you will able to have your court created Special Needs Trust dissolved. 
However, if you would like to try, please send me what you would like to have Judge 
Tompkins review, I will file it for you, and get it before her for hearing. Please let me 
know if arrangements can be made to have you present by telephone for the hearing. 

As for your need of expert testimony for your excessive force matter, I would suggest 
that you go through Mr. Kahrs. Perhaps he can bring that matter before Judge Tompkins 
for you. 

Regarding your desire to have your criminal conviction retried, I know that Mr. Kahrs is 
working on this matter for you as previously ordered by Judge Tompkins. I suspect I will 
hear from him once he has completed his investigation on your behalf. 

Sincerely, 

/js 
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Ralph Howard Blakely, 
Pla:intiff, 

vs. 

Washington Department of Corrections, 
et.al., Defendants. 

No. 11-2-00834-4 

DEC:ARATOPM PF PETER 
Anton LINDAHL 

I, PETER Lindahl, make the fol lowing declaration: 

That I have knowledge of the facts herein, and am competent to testify to such 

facts. 

I am of the legal age and a resident of the Stafford Creel! Correction 

Center in Aberdeen, Washington 

That in the rnoriing of September 10,2009, I went to property with Mr. 

Blakely, inorder to retrieve nine of his legal document boxes. While the legal 

boxes were stacked on a rack dolly, Property officers Newberry and Getchel were 

removing legal documents from the boxes. 

I did observe the United Parcel Service tage of "S of 911 ; which there were 

two folded-down paper bags holding legal documents that were removed by C/Os 

Newberry. 

The officers told f"ir. Blakely, that he would not be able to retrieve his 

property at that time and would have to come back next week. 

I, Peter Lindahl, declare under the penalty of perjury under the laws of 

the State of Washington that the foregoing statement is true and correct to the 

best of my knowledge. 

Dated this 15th day of September, 2011, 



No. 11-2-00834-4 
DECLARATION OF Jerome Little 

I. I, Jerome Little, declare that I am of adult age, and a resident 

of Stafford Creek Correction Center 

2. On or about September 10, 2009, I was employed in the Stafford Creek 

Correction Center Property receiving and storage department. 

3. During that morning I observed Mr.Blakely check what was marked 

UPS 5 of 9 box of a total of 9 boxes shipped from the Monroe Correctional 

Complex Center, that were all together on a cart ready for his retrieval. 

4. The property officer, then informed Mr. Blakely that they were holding 

the property boxes. 

s. Later, I was able to observe the contents of the same box 5 of 9 UPS 

tagged with two brown paper bags that had been folded down to fit within the 

box. One brown paper bag contained hygeine items, and the other contained a 

large manuscript, and legal documents, neatly arranged in the other brown bag. 

I, Jerome Little, declare under the penalty of perjury under the 

laws of the state of Washington that the foregoing statement is true and correct 

to the best of my knowledge. 

Dated this llthday of September, 

DECLARATION OF Jerome Little la 



No. -------
DECLARATION OF Christopher 
Neil 'filler 

I, Christopher N. Miller, declare that I am. of the legal age, and a 
resident of the Washington State Reformatory (WSRU) Unit D 335. 

2. On or about the middle of January 2009, I read the SO page brief 1 that 
was written and prepared by Ralph H. Blakely, on the issues of "being similarly 
situated in the way of like treatment to to a shorter sentence compared to 
other offender's sentences." This brief was well support with over thirty ( 30) 
Washington Superior Court Case numbers and length of sentence. 

3. Each of the 30 cases cited by aggravated, felony, first degree murder, 
all received a sentence of less than ten (10) years by the Washington Superior 
Courts. I was enthused to the facts of "like treatment" of being similarly 
situated of having my disproportionate sentence reduced" by Mr. Blakely filing 
this well argued brief. I asked Mr. Blakely to do a similar brief for my 
situation, but he was having problems medically. 

4. I was next to Mr. Blakely' s D 334 cell, when officers packed that brief, 
and a book manuscript that I also read, along with his other legal documents and 
hygene items, after Mr. Blakely suffered a seizure of falling down the dinning 
hall stairs. 

s. Leslie Pounds continued to indirectly correspond with Mr. Blakely; and 
he gave and asked me to confirm the facts ~tated above, beings I had communi­
cated with Mr. Blakely prior to his accident. 

I, Christopher N. Miller declare under the laws of perjury of the State otf 
Washingtron. that the following is true and correct. 

Dated February 11,2010, at WSRU~~~~ ~~~17957 
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STATE OF WASHINGTON 
THURSTON COUNTY SUPERJOR COURT 

RALPH HOW ARD BLAKELY; NO: 11-2-00834~::4 

V. 

ELDON VAIL, et al., 

Plaintiff, 

Defendants. 

DECLARATION OF CORYDON 
WHALEY 

14 I, CORYDON WHALEY, make the following declaration: 

15 

16 

1. 

2. 

I have knowledge of the facts herein, and am competent to testify to such facts. 

I am currently employed by the Washington Department of Corrections 

17 (DOC) as an Investigator 3 at the Stafford Creek Corrections Center (SCCC) in Aberdeen, 

18 Washington. I have been employed by DOC for over 23 years and have been a DOC 

19 Investigator for over 13 years. 

20 3. Inmate Ralph Blakely, DOC No. 817995, was transferred from the Monroe 

21 Correctional Complex (MCC) to SCCC in June 2009. The DOC shipped two boxes of Mr. 

22 Blakely's property with him on the DOC chain bus and the remainder of his property was 

23 shipped to SCCC after he arrived at SCCC. 

24 

25 

26 

4. In early September 2009, two SCCC officers inventoried Mr. Blakely' s 

property from MCC and found several Omega-3 Fish Oil pill bottles that had 

pharmaceutical pills in them that were not Omega-3 Fish Oil. These two officers filled out 
()... 

I 
-~ 
) 

r-~ \ .. , 1_.,, r;, T _) 
L/,~-l~L~d ----

DECLARATION OF 
CORYDON WHALEY 
No. 11-2-00834-4 

ATTORNEY GENERAL OF WASHINGTON 
Corrections Di vision 

PO Box 40116 
Olympia, WA 98504-0116 

(360) 586-1445 
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I incident reports on September 10, 2009 describing what they had found and put the pill 

2 bottles in a brown paper sack that was then put in box No. 5 of the seven boxes of property 

3 the officers were inventorying. Plaintiff's boxes of property, including box No. 5, with the 

4 sack with the pill bottles in it, were then sent to me for further investigation ful.d 

5 appropriate action. SCCC Investigator Blumberg returned all the boxes of property except 

6 for box No. 5 to the SCCC property room as there was no contraband in these box.es. I do 

7 not recall doing anything in 2009 with the one remaining box of property that contained 

8 unidentified pills. 

9 5. In May 2011 I found J'v1r. Blakely's one remaining box of property in the 

10 evidence holding area of the Intelligence and Investigation Office. This box had been 

11 obscured by other boxes that had been stacked in front of it. I went through the box and 

12 took out the three bottles marked Ow.ega-3 Fish Oil containing unknown pills and _had 

13 Investigator Blumberg return the box with its remaining items to Mr. Blakely's counselor, 

14 Lawrence Mays. The remaining items in the box were primarily hygiene items in amounts 

15 which seemed to be in excess of those allowed by DOC policy. I left it up to Counselor 

16 Mays to determine how best to process the property provided to him in May 2011 by 

17 Investigator Blumberg. 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

24 

26 

6. In May 2011 I conducted an investigation of the fish oil bottles and found 

that they contained five different kinds of pills. The bottles contained Phenalgesic 3 25 

mg., Flomax 0.4 mg., Etodolac 400 mg., some pills I_ presumed to be fish oil, and a number 

of small round pills that I was unable to identify. I took photographs of the Omega-3 Fish 

Oil bottles and the various pills found in the bottles. The pills have not been returned to 

Mr. Blakely as they are contraband by virtue of not being in their original and properly 

marked containers. I do not know where or how Mr. Blakely obtained the various pills 

found in the Omega-3 Fish Oil bottles. Mr. Blakely was not issued an infraction over the 

contraband pills. 

DECLARATION OF 
CORYDON WHALEY 
NQ. 11-2-00834-4 

2 AITOR__NEY GE1'.1ER_/\L OF WA.SI:-LWGTON 
Corrections Di1~sion 

PO Box401!6 
Olympia, WA 98504-0116 

{?,f:;()'\ "Q,<_ 1,1;1( 
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1 7. The box containing the Omega-3 Fish Oil bottles did not have any legal 

2 work or paper manuscripts in it. I did not dispose of any of Mr. Blakely' s legal materials 

3 or any book manuscripts he may have had. 

4 8. Attached to this declaration are true and accurate photographs of the various 

5 pills found in the Omega-3 Fish Oil bottles in Mr. Blakely's boxes of property and the 

6 incident reports of the two officers that discovered the pills on September 10, 2009. 

7 I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct to the best of my 

8 lcnowledge. _ _ _ d:_ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ __ 
9 SIGNED thisZ.--- day of November, 2012, in Aberdeen, Washington. 
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DECLARATION OF 
CORYDON WHALEY 
No. 11-2-00834-4 

3 ATIORNEY GENERAL OF WASHJNGTON 
Corrections Division 

POBox40116 
Olympia, WA 98504-0116 

(360) 586-1445 
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WASHINGTON STAT.e .g>URT OF APPEALS rt 

RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY, 
Appellant, 

va. 

WASHINGTON DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS, Et.al, 
RESPONBENTS. 

CASE No.4454-1-II 

DECLARATION OF RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY 
SUPPORTING AND DECLARING EVIDENCE 
OF PERPETUAL "ASSSCIATION OF OFFICER 
RETALIATION" EVIDENCE AUTHENTICATION 
T'1tle IX rule 90l(a){b)(7)(10);904 

I, Ralph Howard Blakely, age 77, an innocent vulnerable adult, and a victim 

of correctional officer "associated retaliatory" harassment, for complaint 

addressing the improper seizure of incoming and outgoing legal mail, documents 

seized from Cell four times in one month.(Exhibits Nos. 1-17) 

2. I suffer chronic cognitive impairment, "<lementia"(Exhibit No.12,Declaration 

of Chief DOC Medical Director Dr.John D.Kenney) and NOT able to litigate as an 

equal to, lacking legal skill and omnipotent authority of Attorney General Douglas 

w. Carr. 

3.·It is discriminating, miscarriage of justice, fundamental unfairness for 
highly skilled Carr to represent the brutal abusive culprits of "associated re­

taliation~ when the Appellant has been severly injured, tortured• unlawfully 

imprisoned.(Exhibit No. 18) 

4. The Court abused discretion in denyingiBlakely's Motion For Order to 

Stop the" associated retaliation~ harassment of the improper seizure of Blakely' s 

of May 19.2012• Exhibit No.12 and exhibits already in the Court record. 

s. The exhibits No. 1&2 clearly show that each of 9 of 9 legal boxes con­

.tained 2 folded down paper bags packed full of legal documents. Exhibit No.2 

showing that Blakely paid for the shipping <./: <·1:' ~·, of 9 UPS legal boxes. 

July 21;2009 letter of Captain Ed Fritch on 4 legal boxes and TV of $60.00 

6. The Exhibit No.3 Joe D. Newberry 9/10/09 incident report"(two)Omega 3 

Fish Oil containers" when I & I Whaley's ciear pictures show (3) bottles. and 

that is on G .Gi tchel report, "containers placed .. in box 5 of 7 in brown paper bag•" 

these seven legal boxes were turned over to Investmgator Whaley. 

7. Also Declarations of Blakely, Fischer, Vannausdle, exhibit No.3 verifying 

the 475 page manuscript of legal box 5 of 9 UPS tagged. 

8. Exhibit No.4 are the postage transfer receipts rt 13/09 of shifiping type­

, writer to Pacific Officer Equipment for Repair, 5/6/10, returned(new}typewriter. 

Declaration of Blakely supporting evidence 1 of 
1~ -. 



June 2,2011, Attorney James P.Spurgetis requesting that Blakely received the 

new typewriter from Washington Access. Exhibit No.4 

9. Exhibit No.5 are two mail rejection notices about the 10X13 legal mail 

envelope containing about 200 legal documents that were approved by OAS Weidmam 

11/19/09, stamped legal mail, but then was blacked out by the mailroom after 

they removed the 11/20/09 U.S.postage stamp o~ about $6.00, sent to H.Q. for 

Review. The notice is incorrect "From Peat Erickson" To Blakely ,Ralph" but the 

legal documents were returned over sixty-days later ? This causing serious legal 

injury to time and prodedural bar of an evi.denti.ary hearing. 

Ongoing improper seizure of Blakely' s Outgoing legal mail is the example or 

2;25,11, an envelope(9Xl2) containing abolb 90 legal documents, these documents 

were examined and sealed by Counselor E.Ord 2/24/11 and stamped legal mail. Ex­

hibit No.6; Mr.Blakely was infracted for an attempt to process legal mail. "WHEN" 

IT WAS EXAMINED AND APP.ROVED, AND SEALED by Counselor E. Ord and stamped by the 

Counselor. A letter, May 20,2011, by Prisons Director Dan Pacholke 9 attemptint 

to coverup wrong-doing and the April 2011, four time seizing and threshing legal 

document from Blakely's cell.*(Exhibit No. 6) 

April 27,2011, Roy Gonzalez letter regarding the holding of Blakely's legal 

outgoing &egal mail*(without issuing Mail Restriction Notice) This Notice was 
never issue and the approximate~ legal documents were never returned.*Ex • .No.6) 

Captain Clint May May 20, 2011, letter covering for the malfeasance of "G" 

"' unit officers misplacing the '9Q. legal document 9X12 envelope and the February 

25,2611 Infraction of punishment for their improper seizure(theft of U.S.Mail) 

**as retaliation tiy Cheryl Sullivan. Blakely made several attempts to recover, of 

no avail.(Exhibit No. 6) 
May 5, 2011, SeniDO Tort Investigator G.Pressel, tortious conduct of "asso­

ciated officer retaliation" *threshing and seizing*Blakely 's legal documents 

from his cell "four times" During April 2011. Exhibit No. 7 

Exhibit No 8. December 16,2009, letter of Investigator Greg Pressel, res­

ponding to when prison officials maliciously and sadistically used force on 

Mr.Blakely, (while he was suffering neuroleptic-catatonia on the(SCCC hospita1 

floor not able to hear, nor move) causing extreme broken ribs, ruptured left 

kidney, back, and black right temple and eye. This was beyond the contemporary 

standards ofdecency "repugnant to the conscience of mankind"(assault with no 

provokation, no penological justification for Blakely complaining about his 

legal property being seized, causing injury upon injury. 

Declaration of Blakely supporting evidence 2 of 



10.tfovember 8,2012 Sergeant Cheryl Sullivan's Declaration( three years after 

the actual genuine material fact) is contrary to Mail Restriction Notice of 

11/20/09 sho,~ng that the mail was from Peat Eri~kson and to Blakely,Ralph. 

Exhibit No.5 The question is why was there a priority mail sticker. and a $6.00 

postage. AND legal mail and "Not Legal Mail" boldly written on the 10Xl3 envel­

ope• if it was NOW U.S.POSTAL MAIL? ? ExhibitNo.9 & 5 Why was the $6 U.S.Postage 

removed ? Sgt •Sullivan's Declaration paragraph 4. is egregiously false about 

Mr.Eriksen assisting Mr.Blakely with illegal activities while Mr.Blakely was at 

Airway Heights. Paragraph I 6 states "Mr.Blakely was free to send the materials 

returned to Him to Mr• Eriksen via regular, Non-legal mail"; AFTER INJURY HAD 

OCCURRED with time and procedural bar.?Ms.Sullivan can remember 21562 rejections? 

THIS is contrary to OAS L.Weidman thoroughly examining the legal documents 

of the 10 x 13 envelope and then signing and sealing it ! ! Exhibit No.5 

11. Investigator Corydon Whaley(three years after the fact)on November 7, 

2012, in paragraph 3 that in June 2009 DOC shipped two boxes of Mr.oBlakely's 

property with him. THIS is proven false by the UPS invoices and UPS tagged boxes 

clearly labeled 1,2,3;4;516,7,8,9 of 9, Exhibit No.10 
" . 12. I, Blakely Sworn On Oath clearly state,counting and reading'the consecut-

ively numbered UPS tagged legal boxes 1-9 of 9 at about 10 a.m.September 10,2009. 

This is confirmed by exhibits No.l,2,3, and missing paper bag holding the 475 

page manuscript, notarized Affidavits of Recantation by Juarez, and 50 page brief, 

that was the other half of UPS tagged box 5 of 9, which was held in Whaley's 

office for two years.Exhibit No.10 

13. March 31,2011, Staff Misconduct Grievance on mailroom Brown and Sgt 

Sullivan illegally seizing 9 Xl2 envemope of 86 legal documents as a means of 

harassment and retaliation without due proeess( tampering with U .s .Postal Mail. 

Also Superintendent Pat Glebe's March 15,2011, two page letter was seized and 

opened and resealed with second page removed(envelope clearly water marked) and 

was not delivered until 3/31/11. Exhibit No.11 

14. May 19,2012, a Motion for Vulnerable adult Protection Order RCW74.34, 

Memorandwa Of Law in Support of VAPO, Declaration of Blakely in Support of the 

Motion For VAPO to stope extreme abuse, harassment, retaliation and discrimina­

tion, and Order to stop the improper seizure of legal documents. The all mighty 

Attorney General bamboozled Judge McPhee for a denied Order.CP27 ,exhibit No.12 

ALSO, Blakely filed a Motion For Reconsideration of VAPO on June 19,2012, 

with Declaration of many exhibits of psychological injuries, dementia, cognitive 

impairment, AND three Chief DOC Medical Director Dr.Kenney Declarations.EX.#12* 

Declaration of Blakely Supporting Evidence 3 of 
71 



15. On July 27 ,2012; by "a5sociated officer retaliation" the ongoing hara­

ssment and punishment of Blakely, by C/O Alberto Alavez seizing Blakely's legal 

folcr AND ISSUED (3)three BOGUS INFRACTIONS( declarations of Robert Benoit, Mark 

Vannausdle indicating "vindictiv~ officer"); punishing Blakely with 40 hours 

of hard labor. This associated retaliation was for Blakely complaining about his 

legal mail and legal documents being improperly seized; which leads to the next 

planned retaliation by associated officer Laurence C.Mays "vindictively seizing" 

Blakely' s VERBATIM REPORT AND removing legal l .5X2" yellow post-it note stickers 

{ 23) AND THEN issuing BOGUS INFRACTION and 60 hours of hard labor punishment. 

Then perpetually the retaliation continues by Sergent Sullivan seizin& 

incoming legal mail( that Blakely mails to Attorney General Douglas Carr as a 

showing of ongoing retaliation and injury to obtain legal assistance for a vu1-

nerable handicapped adult age 77. 

16. Declaration of Blakely, August 29,2012, In support of TORT OF OUTRAGE 

TO DESIST, with supporting 15 Declarations of official wanton, sadistic, malice, 

malfeasance resulting in vicious brutal assault and injury to Blakely for com­

plaints against "associated officers". The delcarations clearly show the unnec­

essary infliction of injury(declaration of Sandoval, Cornell, Danielson). 

"Vindictive retalatory transfer" by C10 L.Mays and CUS Bruner of Blakely to 

far distant H4 Unit from dinning, so that Blakely suffers chronic knee joint 

pain three times daily of no knee cartilage and pinched back nerves. AND THEN 

HAVING HIM CELLED WI'ffi (''MRSA") inmate Aldrich for psychological punishment. 

17. Motion To Stay Proceedings Until Appointment of Counsel, being unable 

to litigate Due to Mental and Physical Handicap; Memorandom and Supporting 

Declaration, of November 27,2012, set for December 7,2012 hearing. 

The Court abuses discretion continuing the Motion to Stay till after Atto-

nney General files Motion For Summary Judgment, 12/21/12. The December21,12 

hearing was canceled by Defendants' Attorney bamboozling the Court to ignore 

Blakely's Motion to Stay is shown by holding the swnmary judgment hearing before 

the hearing of Motion to Stay is extremely and fundamentally unfair Due Process. 

Exhibit No.15 And to add injury to injury the Defendants' Attorney files February 

5,2013(tko days before February 8.2013 hearing "Defendants' Response to Opposi­

tion to Pliintiff"s Motion For Reconsideration and to STAY of the Summary Judgment. 

Exhibit No. 12,15 

18. Plaintiff's Objection to Defendants' Motion Ii~or Summary Judgment, Dec­

laration of Blakely in Support of Memorandum in Objection of Defendant's Motion 

For Summary Judgment. The Court abused discretion by NOT considering genuine 

Declaration of Blakely supporting evidence 4 of 5 



issues of material facts of the non-moving Plaintiff's Declarations; exhibits 

to Stay Proceedi.ngs prior to Defendants' submitting a /Notion for S.J.Exhibit Nol6 

The Court erred in NOT considering the disputed facts of the Def endants1 misre­

presenting substantial facts "inventoried" 9 of 9 USP tagged legal boxes and 

showing NO return of all nine legal boxes to the Plaintiff• and NO showing of 

any "inventory"• Exhibits 1,213,Sf,compared to exhibits 9 & 10 Shows misrepresen­

tation, and the causatton of severe injury of Blakely 1s unlawful imprisonment. 

1941 The State had it's officers_ had a "DUTY" to protect a vulnerable adult's 

legal incoming and outgoing mail in addition to his legal sealed 9 of 9 UPS 

tagged boxes that were already inventoried by Washington State Reformatory off i­

ers and sealed the legal boxes- Exhibits No,,1,.2.3. The Court erred by NOT exami;.,. 

ning Ex .Nos. 1, 2, 3 of true genuine issues of material fact compared to Flagrant 

Declarations of Sullivan and Whaley holding box 5 of 91 where the bag of legal 

documents were removed; two years after SEptember 10,2009, This is a dispute• 

which the Court of Appeals dis asked to reverse Defendant's Summary Judgment;. 

20. Exhibit No" 17, the Court erred in granting Defendants' Order for s.J • 11 

when the NON-moving Plaintiff presented genuine material evidence• declarations 

of malice malfeasance and injury upon injury, along with retaliation and dis~ 

crimination of exploiting a vulnerable adult who suffers cognitive impairlltent, 

and dementia" January 27,2013, Plaintiff•s Motion For Reconsideration of Judi.;;;. 

cial Order of January 25,2013 11 Exhibit No.17;. 

21. Exhibit No~ 18• are five exhibits clearly showing a copy of Mr,Juarez• s 

recantation affidavit( which does not hold the weight of the actual notarized 

Affidavit of Juarez that was in the folded down paj>er bag of legal box 5 of 9) 
And also the critically needed corroborating documents, of prison placement 

records proving that Blakely did not offer Juarez money as being -framed for two 

counts of solicitation to commit first degree murder. That 1/2 of box 5 of 9 

o¢ legal documents would have positively proven Mr.Blakely INNOCENT. 

ii/. Investigator Whaley 1 s Declaration Pictures are very clear of *three* 

Omega 3 Fish Oil with plastic seals still in place but broken. WHY THEN, didn't 

Whaley take very clear pictures of*l-9 of 9* UPS tags and THEN UNSEAL (9) boxes 

taking very clear pictures of the neatly organized packed legal documents in 

each of the 9 boxes ? ? ? 
!,Ralph Howard Blakely, declare under the penalty of perjury of the laws 0£ 

of the State of Washington that the foregoing is true and correct and all the 
exhibits are true corroborate -.,,'118terial facts, relating to injury. 

S RN AND CRIBED ON 0 ~- -.fl! 1 • ·,,,~f June,2013~~- ..,,, r 1 = 9\0N ~'J,,~ \ _ aL,,o,a{, I"'~ /.iJ~.tt..h-
·-~rn~~:1~~~&1i=~~- ._..,.~ ~~ R:rp1Vflowardtnakelr, al7995 
Al + \'l\\I 

STATE F WASHINGTON, RESJl>I~ 0~ i 
IN SHELTON \ J_ '°1 'B\ ,u j ~ J 
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WAimINGTON DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 
Bernard Warner, Secretary 
Scott Frakes, Prison Director 
P 0 Box 41101 
Olympia, WA 98504-1101 

No, 
OFFICIAL MISCONDUCT COMPLAINT OF: 

C/~Alberto Alavez 

Pursuant To: RCW 12.oz.o6o, "The Secretary shall il:}vestigate all complaints 
made against the cheif executive officer, or any institution and also any 
complaint against any other officer or employee.,,.,, 

Pursuant To: RCW 9A.80.0l0, "Of:f:iciai Mi~condt1ct"(l) A public servan~ is 
quilty of Official Misconduct if, with intent to obtain a benefit, or to deprive 
another person of,_a lawful_· right or P,r~vilege:(a)H~ intent~9ajly. commits an 
unauthorized: act under, color· of law;- or (b) He intf.?ij~iollally·· refrains fr6m 
performing a duty imposed upon him by law,{2) OfficiarMisconduct is a 
gross misdemeanor." · · : · · · · !· · ' 

... ; ! 

COMPLAINT DETAlLS 
' . 

On July 27, 2012 at about 1: 15pm on my way. to: ','p" ~building, cor~ection officer 

Alberto Alavez unnecessarily• and·-wantonlT zeized·1lJY l~gal file folder at tQ.e 

"B" building e;in~ing ;}iall ~,xit, That I haye used ev~ryday ,(9l", o~er i ten(lO) .fears,. 

C/O Alavez imptoperly.seitzed tht.s legal file folder as- to harsh, intimadate; 

and retaliate @sainst vulnerable adult Mr,Blakely age 76; who is handicapped. 

2. As a show of vindictiveness, C/O Alave.z improperly drafted "THREE'' 

general infractions "353.301,102" which within displays vindictive bad attitude, 

He neglected to properly cite WAC 137-28-220-353-

a. WAC 137-28-353 is Disruptive behavior 

b. Now, as unlawfully imprisoned for 13 years,. Mr .Blakely is soft poliete , 

spoken and is positively NOT disruptive. ( 

c. C'JO Alavez also showed apathy and disdain by crumpling Hr.B1akely's 

critically needed legal file folder. 

3. C/O Alavez was aggressively disruptive in ripping Mr.Blakely's legal 

documents from his file folder and then crumpling ,it. 

a. C/O Alvez is devious in his general infraction report by improperly 

stating" He _became disruptive and said," Superintendent Glebe approved for me 

to have it". 11 I am going to head quarters with this.n 

b. The true statement was I would appeal to Superintendent Glebe and I am 

going to headquarters with this." And Please make sure you pit it in storage! 

ALL MY LEGAL FOLDERS ARE ALTERED AND REINFORCED AS TO MY ,HOBBY CRAFT PERMIT. 
-'; 

REMEDY: Please return my legal waterproof file folder, for my handicapped left 
arm.I declare under the penalty of perjury the foregoing is true and correct. 

Dated 3..I July,1012 at sccc lf'~)J.8~ &-1'7tf'fs 

so 



Confidential 
C)ffender I LOG l.D. NU~·~; 0500 I 

Name: 
NO MB RE: 

Laat 

STATE OF WASHINGTON 
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 

First 
AP ELL I DO PRIMERO NOMBRE 

Blakely, Ralph H. 

(''\ y··. t.;Op __ , 

Middle 
2DONOMBRE 

Community Corrections Office Date Typed 
OFICINA DE CORRECCIONES EN LA COMUNIDAD FECHA ESCRITA 

8-2-11 

PART A-APPEAL TO LEVEL 111/PARTE A - APPELCION AL 3ER NIVEL 

APPEAL TO LEVEL Ill 
. APELAC16N AL 3ER·N~EL 

DOC Number FaclUty/ u~::) NUMERODOC FACILIDAD ~AE>/CELDA 
817995 sccc 018L 

PART B- OBTS INFORMATION INFORMACION DE OBTS 

Remec1y0~eo10 I Raso1~~es0Luc10N I Pending/PENDIENTE 

Response due/Respuesta-requlerlda en 

I WANT TO APPEAL: (written 7-29-11) time 1816 and 1814, correction officers, threshed my cell of legal 
documents, and seized some of them. Then at 1816, correction officer J. Karavand and HJ. Klemetson 
vindictively retaliated by threshing six of my legal files here in the "P" building; seizing some the my legal notes 
and documents. These named correction officers, in addition to the injury in the loss of valuable legal 
documents, created traumatic stress of psychological emotional and physical heart disturbance; which will 
eventually lead to another catatonic apraxia seizure. 

SUGGESTED REMEDY: There are very few amenities in the cell and nothing to search or perpetual searches 
are extremely intimidating causing. too much stress for my heart condition. 2. The legal documents seized 
were for Attorney McKee who is allowed to practice in the federal court system and should be returned to me 
soon. 

IS/ Kerri McTarsnev 8-2-11 /SI Ral~h Blakel~ 8-2-11 
Grievance Coordinator Signature Date Grievant Signature Date 
FIRMA DE COOROINAOOR OE QUEJAS FE CHA FIRMA DE QUEJANTE FE CHA 

PART B - LEVEL 111 RESPONSEIPARTE B RESPUESTA 3ER NIVEL 

I reviewed your initial grievance as well as all appeals and responses. 

DOC Investigator Katelyn Daugherty also reviewed this grievance and provided this response: 

I reviewed your initial grievance as well as all appeals and responses. The Level I and II responses clearly and 
appropriately addressed your issue. 

The documents confiscated from your cell were not allowed to be in your possession. Staff acted in 
accordance with policy and procedure in this case. There is nothing to support your allegation that staff acted 
inappropriately or unprofessionally. 

I concur with the previous responses. 

9//o!tt 
Date 
FE CHA 

Distribution: Grievance program Manager-Gerente del Programa de Quejas, Grievance Coordinator-Coordinador de Queja, Grievant..Quejante . 
Grievance Coordinator-Coordinador de Quejas, Grievant..Quejante E;' I 

nor. 0.'\.1AA F=/S lRav. 11124/0Q\ DOC 550.100.- · · -



STAFF MISCONDUCT GRIEVANCE 
FILED PURSUANT TO RCW 72.01.060 

Pursuant to RCW 72. 01. 060, which holds in part: "The Secretary 

of the Washington Department of Corrections shall investigate all co mplaints 

mad against the subordinate officer or employee of an institution. 

The Cornplaintant, Ralph H. Blakely, files the following Complaint against 

Correction officer Brown and Sergeant Cheryl Sullivan, 3/2/2011, on the 

seizure of my legal mailed documents. 

These LEGAL IXXJJMENTS WERE SCRUTINIZED AND EXAMINED BY Stafford Creek 

Correction center Counselor Ed Ord and G unit correction officer who gave me 

permission to seal the 9 X 12 manila envelope. He then stamped legal mail and 

signed off on the sealed flap. :r:xx::: 590.500(III.)(B)(1)(6) 

This 9 x 12 Envelope with absolutely legal court documents was illegally 

seized by Sergeant Cheryl Sullivan as a means of harassment and retaliation, 

without due process. Sergeant Sullivan illegally tampered with United States 

Postal Mail and also against :r:xx::: policy of legal mail being opened in the 

presence of that inmate. 

AISO, Superintendent Pat Glebe' s March 15,2011 two page letter was seized 

by someone and tl}e envelope was resealed with only the front one page, and was 

not delivered until late 3/31/2011. 

other legal letters/3/17 /2011 to Attorney Christopher Coker were not mail­

ed or were seized. 

This is a severe violation of the First Amendment, Fourth, and Fourteenth 

Rights to access legal Courts. 

I request that these LEGAL IXXDMENTS be returned immediately. 

I, Ralph H. Blakely, 817995, declare under the penalty of perjury that the 

foregoing is true and correct under the law of the State of Washington. 

c: 

Dated March 31,2011, at sccc. R..a..fr:f /J., ~ 
Ralph H. Bl~7995 
SCCCH1A18 
191 Constantine Way 
Aberdeen, WA 98520-9504 



WASHINGTON DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 
Benard Warner., Secretary 
ilcott Frakes. Prison Director 
P .o. Box 41101 
Oly!itpia, WA 98504.,.1101 

Pu.nun.at To; RCw 12.02.060,"l"ne Secretary shall investigate all complaints 
made against th& cheif executive, officfar, or any institution and al.so any 
Complaint against any other officer or employee. n 

Pur8lltiint To; .RCW 9A.so.010,noff1c:ial Mtseonduct"(l} A public servant is quilty 
of Official Misconduct if, with intent to obtain a benefit, or to deprive 
another person of a lawful right .Ol" privileget(a) He intentionally comits an 
unauthorized act under color of la.vi or (b) He intentionally refrains from 
performing a duty impose upon him by law,(2) Official Misconduct is a 
gross misdemeanor•" 

COMPLAINT DETAIIS; 
On August 23,2012 at about 4;30pm J at Stafford Creek Correction Center. 

"H 1 Unit" Washington State Correction Officer and Counselor La~ttrence Mays 

vindtc.tively .came to ..,ar,.Blakely•s cell demanding Mr. Blak~ly's 80 pages of 

Verbatim Report. This legal Verbatim Report bad 23 1.s" x 2" yellow "Post-it 

Note Stickers on the various pages. These specific legal notes were pl.aced on 

those spe<:ifie pages over two years ago by an attorney's paralegal. 

I paid for that expert legal adv is~ two years ago and Counselor Maya 

vindictively without proper cause read and ripped all 23 l ,,5nx2n yellow Note 

stickers from alakely's legal documents. 
The$e valuable NO'l's are eritieally needed to Prove Mt'.Bl--.1.tely •s actual 

factual innocence, THESE NO!ES ARB LEGAL DOCL'M&llfrS AND ARE PART OF LEGAL 

DOCUMENTS, 
Counselor Laiia_ranceC.Mays clearly shoa his outrageously vindictive misconduct 

by issuing a general infraction WAC l37-2S-220-053''Possession of anything not 
authorized for retention or receipt by an inmate and/ or not issued to an im.'late 
by regular institutional channels.'' 

The Law Library has always issued these yellow sticker notes stickers a.s 

appendix markers or pasa markers The yellow legal note stickers on Blakelys 

legal documents had the paralegals hand vri tins and expert lega 1 notes. The 

hand writing does not match that of Mr;ill.ak.ely. 

NOW• this clearly sho~ a chain of inti.'flidation, retaliation• harasshmen t:, 

leading to extreme discrimination of unlike treatment of other inmates that 

are similarily situated, most all have Ityellow, purple. green, pink notes­
sti.ekers that were institutionally issued,. I declare under the penalty of pei.~j ury 
of the la. ws of Stat~ot t4C.ashington that the forego~.J _ l-f is ~ ttue and e. orrec.t. 
~ated August113 2012 ' · .C RJ~l/.,_.~ 817 9Cf1) 
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H2t.Shingtor1 State Do?:i.rtn~t of OJrr,~"tions 
3:~t ~J, oa;xity 3ecr'Z;t~.ar1 
E,Q-;e 41101 
Olyrn?ia, WA 95504-1101 

Ot.,F.ICL\L S£Affll i'1!3J.)N~l' 
Ol:'tPLAitf!' NOo;,._ _____ _ 

? .. 1rsuant to RCH 72.01.0GO, " 'l'h~ Secr~taz.y shall investigate all 00.n;>latnts 
maia against the chief executive off!esr, of any in'ititution a.··ti .?.ls::> any o~n­
pla!nt a.~inst any other officer or em9loyea~ 0 

Cl'•1Pt..r\n\T DE'l'MLS: 

1 II Ral?i'l H., Blakaly, 817995, doolare that I'm :li;Je 791 an:J haV-3 b~n ille1ally 
restra.ine1 for about 17 ye.tts in the State of Washington. 

nuri.n:; OCtd°..>'3r 612009, whila auff·aring a "nem10le;>tic-c3.tat,:;,nic seizur3 on 
the Staffo.td creak Corr.action Center Infir:nar/ floor, not ,1',,le t<> n:r:y-.re, nor to 
orovoke the use of excess foroo, as C/o 1arrett viciously sla.~ rriy h.aa1 on 
the floor (blackening te-.n?le, ay3) as c/o 2·~l:!JOU brur.ally bouncac:::l kn.n in the 
middle of Blakely' s fragile back, bra.1.kin:,i ribs front and b-aek, ru:;:>turing left 
kidna".tt! I was then transferoo to 3egri·~ation holdinq call am 9itche'l ooto tha 
florr for over 27 houra, h.~or,.3 being r3turna:.1 to maiical. 

Every since, I hava bean 'af (assoo!atad officer) retaliataJ again<Jt by ther 
oonstant seizure .. of my legal clocaments, anl...other ;>ro;;arty. 

August 6, 2015, "H'Ij'!Jnit" about 10:10 a.n'l. I f:W..a two st.'3~3 ont of 0311 JG 
and ,g.,'look a bUg fro:n a tri9le foldel hard toweli at t!\a ba...."'ksida of a stairway. 
as : .... 1r. er.ayne. S?W' around, qrabbtn1 towel a1'ld ?ito.'litt3 it irlto a trasn can. I 
I im.nediately b3eked into my cell without "touching, nor .s;>eakin3 to tn~t r>an:t:ln) ~· 

cas Kavin Shanahan ; had officers transfer ma to segragation, and then wrote 
a 633 A:Jaault Infraction, whan there w.u .ahsolutely rt:> intent to harm, nor to 
toueh, nor to ttn:eten anyone. · 

c?O ;~amt and C/O Ree.3e (by as300iatioo' ) impn.)p O'lft ~Z·if¥dfP t-~t\.1xu:l\00t3, 
-· a-11-~~ o~'113;#~~"1:"9aat n-nt ~·-~ t tf'ltl"'Cl c 1 . nl:: ft1 ea~ 

nt l a:: il _er~ c tl · 'j tlla l L a11 · my typeribbons 1 pinwheels, typepapar 1 pens, medical 
0 HSR" drink:1.n9 cups, cervical pillow, and hobby craft itar.s, as a perpetual 
means to ,~, harras a vuln--3.!:able r.l\.iult ior can.plaini.'l3. 

Aftiar J.i'WlY years of abuse, harassment, by tha oorrection officaJ."S of St.:ll.ford 
Creak Carrecti.on,Center, .t suffer fear, stress, arid trau.m, ru1:l ,a,;f,: .too to 
transfer .ma to Air\rlay Heights correctiai center with tile retu-""fl of ,:ill la3dt 
dXUi>a1ts, typ~itar ribtxxlS, and othar l:)lX>gaJ:ty as soon--as p:ssi.?le. 

·My sew.re i.nadical problems of rtrt blind left eyil1 and f loab~ in my right 
eye can h3 J:epaired in SiX)]"..ane by an expart1 who will oo p;iid by by an account 

lawfeC\ u,,.,d.tJ\. O,J['t'-¥1 ale.A ':~l J..!t ~ .. A.ti .. t._~1tt_fl ""'. . 
I, Ralph H. B~ly 8179951 ~I.are unlar the ~lit{/ o.r ;:ir:.a"]ury trut 

the ;aforetaootionod is tru~ and oorrect. 
1.:iat00 septnnbar 1 , 201 s, 

1£x~ft#J!h~ 
191 a:nstanttne (Jay 

1\bertiaer1, v~ 98520 



STATE OF WASHINGTON 
DEPARTMENT OF ENTERPRISE SERVICES - OFFICE OF RISK MANAGEMENT 

1500 Jefferson Street PO Box 41466, Olympia, Washington 98504-1466 

November 25, 2015 

Ralph Blakely 81 7995 
Stafford Creek Corrections Cntr 
191 Constantine Way 
Aberdeen, WA 98520 

RE: Tort Claim# 31083118 

Dear Ralph Blakely: 

(360) 407-9199 www.des.wa.gov 

The Department of Enterprise Services, Office of Risk Management, received your tort claim 
seeking damages for loss of personal property on November 24, 2015. This acknowledgment 
does not constitute a review of the legal adequacy of the claim, nor should it be construed as a 
waiver of any deficiencies that may exist. 

Washington State maintains a public liability fund for payment of tort claims only after there has 
been a finding of tortious conduct. Please see Chapter 4.92 RCW. The investigation of your 
claimed personal property loss will be conducted by the Department of Corrections (DOC), as 
authorized by Chapter 4.92.210 (4) RCW. · 

As described in DOC 440.000 - Personal Property For Offenders; all authorized offender 
property will be retained at the offender's risk. Offenders will be reimbursed through the tort 
claim process only if it is determined that property was lost or damaged through staff negligence. 
Recovery of damages is limited by state law to the terms outlined in Chapter 72.02.045 RCW -
Superintendent's Authority. 

Upon completion of the investigation our office will notify you regarding the detennination. 

Sincerely, 

N. Roberts 
Tort and Sundry Claims Representative 
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1 . [ JExpidi te 
[X]No HE.ARING SET 
[ ]Hearing Set For: 

Date: ____ . 
Time: ___ _ 3 

4 
Judge: ___ _ 

.__ _________ _ 
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F.1LED 

'SUPERIOR COURT 
. 'THURSTON COUNTY. WA 

291 f ·APR I f PM 2: 03 

BETTY J. GOULD, CLERK 

5 

6 

7 

8 

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR THURSTON-COUNTY 
11.-2-003 

9 

10 

RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY, 
. Plaintiff, 

. . vs. 

ELDON VAIL; CLINT MAY; CORYDON WHALEY 
11 CHERYL SULLIVAN, et.al.J 

AND UNKNOWN OTHERS ACTING UNDER 
12 COLOR AND AUTHORITY OF WASHINGTON 

STATE DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS, 
13. Defend~nts •. · 

NO. ~ Q -. ·•. - . : ~ ~ 

,VERIFTED COMPLAINT FOR 
DEPRIVA.TIQN OF PROPERTY 
WITHOUT DUE PROCESS AND 
MALICiou's HARASSMENT' AND 
RETALIATION, inter alia, 

14 

15 
I - IlfTRODUCTION 

1 .1 Ralph H. Blakely, is-a 74 ye_ar old businessman, unlawfully 

16 imprisoned at Stafford Creek Correction Center. Thi~ Complaint is 

17 for the deprivation of valuable legal documents, manuscript, and 

18 other valuable property illegally seized by the above named Depar~ 

19 ment of Corrections authorized employees of the mailroom and 

20 property receiving room. 

21 II - JURISDIGTION AND VENUE 

22 2.1 This Court has jurisdiction over these claims under the 

23 Washington Constitution, Article IV,§ 1, common law,RCW 9A.J6.083, 

24 42 U.S.C. § 1983, and the Wa~hington State Constitution, Article 

25 I, §§ 3, 4, 5, 14, and the United States Constitution Amendments 

26 One, Four, Eight, and Fourteen, and Due Proce~s Rights. 

27 2.2 Venue is proper in this Court pursuant to RCW 4-92.010(5), 

28 and because s·ome of the parti.es reside in tl;!.is County. 

Verified Complaint - 1 -



1 2.3 This Court may enter-injuncti"ve and declaratory relief 

2 per CR-57·, RCW 7 .24,. CR 65, and RCW 7 .40. 

3 III ~-EXf!AUSTED REMEDIES 

4 3.1 Plaintiff has exhausted all 11 availablen administrative 

5 grievance ietter remedies required by 42 U.S.C.§ 1997(e) (a). 

6 However, such administrative remedies are not. really "available II 

7 because Department of Correction written policy (offender Grie-

8 vance Procedures Manual, (9/11/09) pages.J2.J4), and practices 

9 provide for frequent punitive and adverse treatment o_f prisoners, 

10 who dare to pursue administrative .grievances described under this 

11 section. 

12 .3. 2 Plaintiff has exhausted all state tort remedie·s required 

13 by RC~ 4.92.090-.110. 

1 4 IV "". PAf!!!_ES 

1 5 4. 1 Plaintiff, Ralph Howard Blakely, is a pr is oner of the 

16 Department of Corrections( 11 DOC 11 ) ~t Stafford Creek Corrections 

17 Center ( 11 S.C·.C.C. 11 ) during times relevant to this complaint. Mr. 

18 Blakely was previously at the Monroe Correctional C6mplex("M.C.C.) 

19 at Monroe, Washington. 

20 4.2 Defendant, Eldon Vail, is Secretary of the Department of 

21 Correctio~s, at 7345 Linderson Way S.W.; Tumwater,WA98501-1100; 

22 during times relevant to this complaint. He personally partici-

23 pated, acquiesced, and/or allowed directly or indirectly to the· 

24 Plaintiff's mail restriction harassment and property loss of 

25 legal document boxes and claims as described herein. 

26 4 .3 Defendant, Clint May, Correctional Captain for Stafford 

27 C~eek Correction Center, at Aberdeen, Washington, during times 

28 relevant to this compla·int. He personally participated, acquiesced, 

Verified Complaint - 2 -



1 and/. or allowed directly or indirectly the .seizure of the 

2 Plaintiff" ts four, five boxes of legal documents, manuscript, and 

3 personal hygeine i terns and claims described herei:p.. 

4. 4.4 Defendant, Cheryl. Sullivan, Serge~nt of Staf~ord Creek 

5 Correction Center Mailroom, during times relevant to this com..:. 

6 .laint. She personally participa.ted, acquiesced,. and/or allo.wed 

7 directly or indirectly in the illegal se~zure of the Plaintiff's 

8 important legal mail and legal documents and other property. 

9 4.5 Defendant, Investigator Cbrydon Whaley of the Stafford 

10 Creek Qorrection Center Property Receiving Room,. during times relevant 

11 to this complaint. He personaliy participated, acquiesced, and/or 

12 allowed directly or indirectly the illeg~l seizure of the Plain-

13 tiff ts important five boxes of legal documents, .man us c.ript, 

14 an.d personal hyg.eine items, damaged Brothers typewriter·, and .other 

15 property claims described herein, and special hearing aids. 

16 4.6 Defendant(s) are sued in their· individual and official 

17 capacity ·for personally and authori tively participated, acquiesced, 

18 and/or allowed directly or indirectly the Plaintiff's loss of 

19 boxes of legal documents, manuscripts, legal mail, both incoming 

20 and outgoing, and loss bf other personal property, under color of 

21 Washington Stat.e Law •. 

22 4.7 Defendant(s), unknown others, community partners and 

23 spouses are sued for their direct or indirect participation, 

24 acquiescence, emotional or financial· support, and/or hav~ng 

25 contributed in or allowed directly or indirectly the losses 

26 of the plaintiff's legal mail, legal documents, manuscript, and 

27 other personal property shipped from Monroe Correctional Com-

28 ples by the Plaintiff. 

Verified Complaint - 3 -



1. 4.8 Those unknown Defendant(s), who directly or indirectly 

2 seized or misplaced the Plaintiff's five boxes of legal. documents, 

3 manuscript~ and other personal property shipped from. the Monroe 

4 Correctional Comples, ·should be held accountable for such lo·sses. 

5 4.9 The Term · 11 Defendant(s) 11 in plural form herin, is intend-

.6 ed to include one or more. of the named and name-unknown Defen-

7 dants, and is not intended to exclude any named person, but is 

8 intended to assist im simplifying the description of the claims. 

9 V - FACTS COMMON TO ALL COUNTS 

10 . 5.1 On March 29,2009, Washington State·Reformatory,(Inmate 

11 Personal Property Record) of the property storage indicated that 

12 there were nine boxes of legal documents, and personal property. 

13 June 29,2009, Plaintiff's kite to the Stafford Creek Correction 

14 Property Room, Explaining nine boxes, television, Brothers type-

15 writer were to be shipped from (MCC). The response on July 1 ' 

16 2009, was five ( 5) boxes, 1typewriter were received. 

17 5.2 July 21,2009, letter from Captain Ed Fritch in response 

18 to correspondence to Superintendent Frakes regarding the m~iling 

19 of four boxes from (MCC). 11 0n June 2nd the Mailroom shipped five 

20 boxes of your property to (SCCC) 11 • The amount needed to ship your 

21 remaining four boxes and television is $ 60.00. 

22 5.3 September 10,2009, Washington State Department of' Cor-

23 rections officer, J.D.Newberry, and C/O Gretchel, who in turn 

24 delivered seven (7 ). boxes to I. and I. Investigator Corydon 'Whaley. 

25 5.4 October 5-13,2009, Plaintiff received only 4 of the nine 

26 (9) boxes of legal documents, manuscript, and other personal 

27 property. June 29,2009, the response to Plaintiff's kite is that 

28 property had five boxes and 1 typewriter at (SCCC). 

Verified Complaint - 4-



5. 5 October 13, 2009, Plaintiff prepared paperwork to . ship 

2 the damaged Brother (K66584227) typewriter to Pacific Office Equi-

3 pment for repairs, because it was damaged in shipment or storage. 

4. 5.6 January 19,2010, Plaintiff's letter to Pacific Off'ice 

5 Equipment~ complaining that the new· replaceme_nt Brother ML 300 

6 did not function properly; which had been pickedup from (SCCC) 

7 prop_erty January 7, 2010. The Pacific Office Equipment .Invoice of 

8 December 2,2009, was paid by Jim Spurgetis of $215.41. The(SCCC). 

9 property had removed the principal type pin-wheel. 

10 5.7 February 18, and April 23,2010, Plain:tiff wrote letters 

11 Pacific Office Equipment, that.th~ Brother typewriter does not 

12 function. Then the first week of May, Plaint~ff, upon call-out to 

13 )SCCC) property shipped the Brother typewriter to Pacific Office 

14 Equipment. 

15 5~8 November 20,2009, Sergeant Cheryl Sullivan authorized 

16 the seizure of a legal 9x 12, envelop containing about 200 legal 

17 documents of significant importance to the Plaintiff's proof of 

18 innocence. 

19 5.9 Plaintiff's November 25,2009, kite to the (SCCC)mailroom 

20 with a response from Sergeant Cheryl Sullivan, stating that the 

21 Plaintiff's [lJegal documents were sent to headquarters for re-

22 view. 

23 S.10 Pl~intiff 1 s November @8,2009, letter to Superintendent 

24 Patrick Glebe, addressing that the 9X13 legal envelope was inspec-

25 ted by (OAS) L. Weidman as to l.egal contents and sealed and signed 

26 and taped shut. 

27 5.11 Plaintiff's December 2, 2009, letter to Secretary of the 

28 Washington Department of Corrections, about this (SCCC)LEGAL MAIL 

Verified Complaint - 5 -



1 ~ 9X13 envelope full of legal documents to be copied and then· to be 

2 filed in the Grant County Superior Court Clerk's Office. 

3 5.12 December 15,2009, (SCCC) Correctional Captain Clint May 

4 responds with a two page letter about this legal mail envelope, 

5. after the (SCCC) Mailroom had already placed $5 or. $8 worth of ' 

~ postage and then destroyed the postage. 

7 5.13 December 23,2009,(DOC) Prisons Division Director, Ric-

8 hard Morgan, replies for th~ re~ent letter to Secretary Eldon 

9 Vail, that Correctional Manager Roy Gonzalez has already ruled on 

10 this matter and upheld the restriction. Therefore no other level 

11 of appeal is available. Over 60 days later, the 9X13 legal docu-

12 ment mail envelope was returned, after it was too late for the 

13 Grant County Superior Court Judge to rule on Blakely 1 s release. 

14. 5 .14. December 7, 2009, Plaintiff filed Standard Tort Claim 

15 Form No. 31073173 with the Office of Financial Management, Risk 

16 Management Division for an itemized billing of:$ 435,206.60. 

17 5.15 December 16,2009, Senior Tort Investigator, Greg Pressel 

18 responded with request for additional information. 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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1 COUNT - I (FIRST AMENDMENT RETSALIATION) 

2 6.1. Defendant(s)' actions and inactions were motivated by the 

3 . Plaintif'f' s attempted prior and present administrative, verbal 

4 and legal complaints seeking to pro·cure his legal rights, a First 

5 Amendment Right •. 

6 6.2 Defendant(s) sought. to chi-11, deter •and eliminate the 

7. _Plaintif'f' s legal compla_ints and actions, by their seizure of his 

8 legal documents, manuscript, incoming and outgoing legal mail, 

9 and other personal property o~ the Plaintiff. 

10 6.3 Plaintiff.had a Right under the First Amendment to com-

11 Plain about things he did, and to have his legal documents, manu-

12 scrupt, incoming and outgoing legal mail, and other personal 

13 property in storage witho_ut being seized in retaliation. 

14 · 6.4 Defendant(s) knew of the unreasonable. risks of staff 

15 retaliation against persons like· the Plaintiff because they lack 

16 any nnon-retaliation11 policies, training and practices, despite 

17 being put on notice of such seizure problems and practices exist-

18 ing in this case and in too many others. But the ·Defendants re-

19 fuse to· take any corrective actions. The for.egoing seizures of 

20 :iegal documents, manuscript' incoming and outgoing legal mail and · 

21 other personal property has contributed to serious injuries suf-

22 fered by the Plaintiff. 

23 6.5 Defendant(s) seizure actions of Plaintiff's legal property 

24 lacks any legitimate penological interests and are designed to 

25 chill and deter protected prisoners First Amendment Constitution-

26 al rights 

Verified Complaint - 7 -



1 COUNT II. (DUE PROCESS VIOLATIONS) 

. 2 7 .1 Plaintiff includes and incorporates each and every averment 

3 made elsewhere in this complaint as though fully set forth herein. 

4 7.2 Defendant(s) motivations, actions, and seizure of very 

5 important lega], mail; both outgoing and incoming has created an 

6 intentional infliction of emotional distress of psychological har-

7 assment. Gau.sing psychological injury to the everyday chronic phy-

8 sical neck and. lumbar injuries. 

9 7.4 Defendant(s) illegitimate seizure of .seven boxes of legal 

10 documents added to the Plaintiff's already physical cervical and 
. . 

11 lumbar injuries of ·such great magnitude of duress to an already 

12 "handicaped" 74 year-old-innocent prisoner. This violates Plain-

13 tiff's Due Process right of the First Amendment, and Fourteenth 

14 Amendment, and Fifth Amendment of the United States Constitution. 

15. 7.5 Plaintiff's Right under Washington State Constitution, 

16 Article I, § 3, was,deprived of significant property of seven boxs 

17 legal documents;and other property without Due Process of Law. 

18 7.6 [A]nd under Article I §4, Plaintiff has the right to Peti-

19 tion this Court to address all the vioaltions his Due Process 

20 Right to possess legal evidence documents to assist in proving his 

21 innocence. 

22 7.7 Defendant(s) denied the Plaintiff both his "ADA" handicap 

23 rights a~d his rights under Due Process of both State and Federal 

24 Constitution where he is deliberately deprived of seven boxes of 

25 legal documents that would prove his innocence. 

26 7.8 Defendant(s) "outrageous abuse of governmental power" to 

27 deliberately. abuse and seize Plaintiff's legal documents and 

28 property is extreme misconduct. 
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COUNT - III --(GRUEL AND UNUSUAL PUNISHMENT) 

8.1 Plaintiff includes and incorporates each and every everment 

made within this complaint as though f'ully set forth her.ein. 

· 8.2 The Defendant(s) 1 malice mal·icious seiz~re of' the Plain­

ti.ff 1 s important legal documents .and manuscript, that would have 

helped return him to Court to prove his actual factual innocenc.e 

This malfea.s.ance of malice seizure of the Plaintiff 1 seven boxes 

of legal documents, that could support his actual innocence and 

set him free from cruel and unusual psychological torture of two 

life sentence's for an alleged crime he was unable to commit. 

8.3 The Plaintiff's disproportionate more than ~ife sentence 

· is an extreme injury and torture of everyday l.ife, without some 

hope of freedom from the pain and torture. The Plaintiff has raised 

a genuine issue of material fact as to the legitmate penological 

grounds of the Defendant'~ transfer and seizure of his legal docu­

ments. and mantiscr~pt. 

8.4 The Stafford Creek Correciton Center Medical Staff and 

officer,s October 4-14,2009, brutally broke Blakely's ribs, ruptu-. 

ring left kidney, tortured on hard concrete floor for 27 hours 

(no matt nor blanket is t·he unnecessary and wanton infliction of 

pain and tortue to an American with Disabilities as a true viola­

tion of Cruel and Unusual Torture of the Eighth Amendment. 

8.5 [T]hen the Defendant's add more psychologi~al injury to 

injury by illegally· seizing the Plaintiff 1s legal documents, manu­

script, and o~her property, to furthe~ discriminate :against a 

"Handicapped" unlawfully imprisoned elderly man. 

Verified Complaint --9--
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COUNT--IV--(DisCRIMINATION--EIGHTH' AMENDMENT VIOLATION) 

9 .1 Plaintiff asserts and incorporates each and every allega­

tion made with this complaint as though full set forth herein. 

9. 2 The Defendant ( s) 1 malice malicious seizure of the ·Plain-

tiff 1 s important special hearing aides in the seven boxes of legal 

documents~ could have possible prevented f?Sriosu officer injury 

. to Plaintiff Blakely. ( 42 U.S.C.S.§ 12133 n5) 

9.3 Defendant's seizure of Plaintiff's. sepcial hearing aids 
' 

would possibly have prevented serious initial infractions 

and cruel and unusual punishment in segregation. 

9.4 Defendant Investigator Corydon Whaley of the Stafford 

Creek Correction Center and of the State of Washington offic ials 

improperly and vindictively seized Plaintiff's legal property and 

manuscript that has created great psychological and em_otional 

·mental injuries of an American disabled by serious head injuries 

with in the prison system. 

9.5 Defendant Whaley's seizure of every important legal do­

cument that supported the Plaintiff's actual.factual proof of 

his innocence. This improper seizure injured the Plaintiff's chances 

of ·proving his actual factual innocence through an evidentiary 

hearing. 

9.6 Defendant also improperly se-ized Plaintiff's personal 

,property, causing more than psychological mental injuries, but 

also monetary injuries and health injuries without the seized 

vitamins and minerals to a 74 year-old ADA handicapped man. 

Verified Complaint - 10 
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V. RELIEF SOUGHT 

10.1 Pla:intiff either seeks the return oi' all his seized property, legal 

documents' manuscript' personal property' and personal hygeine or $43 5, 206 .60. 

10.2 Pla.:lntiff seeks special damages not less than triple damages request-

ed. to be determined at trial. 

10 • .3 Pla.intiff see.k injunctive and declar'!itory relief. 

1 O .4 Plaintiff seeks any and all costs, expenses and f'ees 

asso.ciated with this case, includin·g but not limited to- those 

available under 42 U.S.C.§ 1988. 

10.5 Plaintiff seeks such other relief this Court deems just. 

Respectfully submitted on October/ ,2010.,€~)/.~~ 
Ralph Howardirakely, 

VERIFICATION 

I, hereby certify under oath, penalty of perjury, and the laws 

of Washi~gton State, that the precidihg statements are true and 

correct to the best of my knowledge, and are based on records, 

ob~ervations, and belief and reasonable conclusions theref'rom. 

Signed at Aberdeen, WA.on October/ ,2010.R~X~ . 
· Ralp . · Howard Bl-akely 

Verified Complaint - 11 .... 
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PROPERTY DISPOSITION 
DISPOS/CION DE PROPIEDAD 

Date/Fecha: ~ 1· ... ~- 1 

Offender Name I Nombre def intemolintema obc Nurnber/Num . .:: Doc · Unit!Unidad 

PROPERTY DESCRIPTION/DESCR/PC/ON DE LA PROP/EDAD: 
,.. \ 

1 · -•.. · ·, ··; '· ""' j It J/' '·'":;,;· .. \ (/l t}vp· ·\ 11 · · 'l. -· •f · - \-....... ·-· - .& I -:;;...-' 

2 . 1'/i 12"'"i.. 
• .• \ r.~ ' --------------------

/ i 
3. ; 13\ 

I \ 
4. ! 14\ ' 

5. 3-5,.;~- ~------''-'·~---'--/-~_.:· .. ~-~·-· "--.---· ·_· --'\-" .. '--' --------

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 
; 
i 
1.,.,,.~ 

16. 

17. 

18. 

19. 

20. 

.. ' 

\:\: __ ,.:.; 3 j· iiL~'.' <~;'"~":r. .. · 
( / 

.·· 

The property listed above is being held in the property room awaiting disposition. Please indicate how you wish to 
dispose of the property listed above and return this signed form to the Property Officer. 
La propiedad arriba anotada esta en el cuarto de propiedad a que se decida su disposici6n. lndique en este formulario, por favor, 
como quiere que se disponga de la propiedad y deselo al oficial de propiedad. 

DISPOSE OF MY LISTED PROPERTY AS FOLLOWS I DISPONGA DE Ml PROP/EDAD COMO SIGUE: 

1. D Donate to charity. 
Done/a a un organismo caritativo. 

2. D Destroy it. 
Destruyala. 

3. D"send it out at my 
expense to: Envfela a 
expensas mfas a: 

Include a completed, signed postage 
transfer slip if you are choosing to 
send items out. I tnc/uya un formulario 
de transferencia de fondos firmado si 
quiere enviar los articu/os afuera. 

4. D Cl Access Warranty Return/Devoluci6n bajo garantfa Cl 

Offender Sighature/Firma def intemJ/interna Date/Fecha 

Name/Nombre 

Address/Oirecci6n 

:/-····· 

r 't. . 
~ ·~.. .~- . 

tr~-· 

! (" 

i 
L.~ .. t .. 

I. 

\ 

City/Ciudad State/Eda. Zip Code/C6digo postal 

,/·tfCf·~<: /',): .(·1 ./ ,; :.··.{ 

THE ABOVE LISTED PROPERTY WAS DISPOSED OF /SE DISPUSO DE LA PROP/EDAD ARRIBA APUNTADA:· : 

1. Ga( .. As indicated by offender/Como indic6 el inferno o interna / .. . , 

2.' ~ '.~ 87~~ :t: ::~::ify how an; w;:;>a:: fo":a_ (exp:iqu~) -·--· __ (~-
Employee<'S(gnatu're/Firma def personal Date/Fef::ha Employee Signature/Firma def personal Date/Fecha 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RECEIPT OF THE ABOVE LISTED PROPERTY/RECONOCIM/ENTO DEL REC/BO DE 
LA PROPIEDAD APUNTADA EN LO ANTERIOR: 

Signature of Person Receiving Property/Firma de la persona que recibe la propiedad 

DOC 21-139ES (Rev. 08/15/13) 
Scan Code PR02 Scan & Toss 

Date/Fecha 

DOC 420.370, DOC 420.375, DOC 440.000 



~ 
Department of 

Corrections 
WASHINGTON STATE 

Location-(Unit, Cell, Or Activity Area) 

\---\ '.l-.\ 

-, 
. , 
·. , 
~( \ 

PRINTED NAME OF SEARCH OFFICER($): 

... -~- ~ 

Y-_ ·-.. _ .•. ,, l i \._ 'i 

Please Print 

r 
' 

L. (_! \, 

SEARCH REPORT 

Date Time 

REASON FOR SEARCH: 

""--· 

DESCRIPTION OF CONFISCATED PROPERTY '··· 
. 

OFFENDER NAME 

Signature of Search Staff 

1. 
..... _.; 

DOC 
NUMBER 

\ 
I 
\. 

DESCRIPTION OF ITEM (INCLUDE 
QUANTITY, TYPE, SERIAL NUMBER, 

\ CONDITION) 

·. 

' .. • ... 

... 

' .·· 
,: .... _ . .' 

"·> 
r" : ! t (.\ ~·-J:: .. "--t 

\ 
.-~:{ 

.:. 
'•, •. ~ 

"-'----- _,,,··· 

- D . Cb l •'> J< f £µ ( IL 'S 

2. 

DISPOSITION INFRACTION 

;, .. 

WRITTEN 
YES 1NO 

WAC 
VIOLATION 

The contents of this document may be eligible for public disclosure. Social Security Numbers are considered confidential information and will 
be redacted in the event of such a request. This form is governed by Executive Order 00-03, RCW 42.56, and RCW 40.14. 

Distribution: WHITE-Evidence Copy CANARY-GUS/Shift Supervisor PINK-Captain GOLDENROD-Offender 

DOC 05-384 (Rev. 02/08/13) DOC 420.320, DOC 420.360, DOC 420.375 
Scan Code: Packet (IF01 ), Individual (AD11) 
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September 18, 2015 

ST A TE OF WASHINGTON 

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 
P. 0. Box 411:?9 • Ol}mria. Washington 98504·1129 •Tel (360) 725-8223 

FAX (360) 664-4056 

Blakely, Ralph; DOC# 817995 
Stafford Creek Corrections Center 
H1036L 

Mr. Blakely: 

I am responding to your appeal of grievance log ID 15593447, dated 09/01/14. The grievance 
coordinator found your grievance not grievable. 

Property dispositions do have an appeal process and not grievable; therefore are not grievable. 

According to page 16 of the Offender Grievance Program Manual, only one issue is pennissible 
per complaint form; it appears that you listed two issues on this complaint fonn. 

If you wish to pursue the second issue, you may file a separate complaint. 

CC: · Kerri McTarsney, SCCC Grievance Coordinator 
Grievance Log ID 15593447 

"Working Together for SAFE Communities" 
.I 
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1 1 1 R~l9'~ H.; '?lako1ly, 917995, d~b:C'Q th.tt l 1 ;'.l :lJ:i~ 79, andl ~V!V',~ °*n illa;r!!l ly 
rf4.;traii»3 for: a~'.>'..lt 17 yf.W.'3 in tliia stnt.a of Wi:mhin;to.-i. 
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florr for a>/3r 21 hoi.u:;t, be!oro betng raturnad to ~tt-3lica1. 
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GEMBERLING & DOORIS, P.S. 

Mr. Ralph H. Blakely 
#817995 
Stafford Creek Correction Ctr. 
191 Constantine Way 
Aberdeen, WA 98520 

Attorneys At Law 
2920 S. Grand Blvd., #132 

Spokane, WA 99203 

(509) 838-8585 

RE: Court of Appeals No. 287190 
STATE OF WASHINGTON V. RALPH .tL. BLAKELY 

Dear Mr. Blakely, 

January 18, 2010 

Our office has been appointed to represent you in the Court of Appeals in your 
appeal from Grant County Cause No. 04-1-00369-8. Please keep this letter as it 
contains information you may need in the course of the appeal. 

The Court of Appeals procedures take one to two years. We will be ordering the 
record on appeal, including a transcript of courtroom hearings and copies of important 
pleadings, in the next few weeks. Preparation of the record may take several months. 

Once the record is complete, we will write an opening brief, which is ordinarily 
due within 45 days after the record is complete. The State will then have 60 days to 
answer. We may file a reply brief if we think it will be helpful to our position. We will 
provide you with copies of these briefs. 

If the court orders oral argument we will also argue on your behalf. After that, 
the Court of Appeals will issue a written opinion deciding the issues presented. The 
entire process from the filing of the notice of appeal to the issuing of a court opinion 
takes an average of 12 to 18 months. 

/i.}() 



You will have the opportunity to file a statement of additional grounds for review. 
Once we have filed the opening brief on your behalf, the court will advise you of your 
right to file your own statement of additional grounds and will send a form you may use 
for that purpose. If you want a copy of the transcripts, you will need to send us a written 
request at that time. You should file a statement of additional grounds for review if you 
believe that there are issues we have not adequately addressed in the opening brief. 

The issues that can be raised on appeal are limited. The Court of Appeals does 
not weigh the evidence and make factual determinations. The focus of an appeal is 
whether the proceedings in the tri~~g.']g~~~dan9~ wit~~J~~­
~e,.~.~-~~f ... ~tJ.1f~~4-nlx_,r~'{ie~i1J.9-.W~~j.,hap_Q_fill._~d .€"@r"'"lnal, n~~vy 
~~~~~~!..l0£1b!QJD9Jest.1rnooy, m~y,,.,,,~.RtQJJ9l1t1n. 9,t.,,!!}J~~~!~~i_ge. 

We would appreciate your telling us any issues you believe should be raised on 
appeal. Although we will be making our own evaluation of the record and possible 
issues, we believe your input would be helpful. Please write down and send us your 
thoughts about anything that you feel was unfair in the way your case was handled in 
Superior Court. You also should let us know whether you are a citizen and whether you 
face any potential immigration consequences as a result of this conviction. 

Our fee will be paid by the Office of Public Defense. In the event we do not win, 
the State can seek to recover from you the cost of this appeal, including our fee and the 
cost of transcripts. 

If you need to contact us by telephone, you should arrange a legal call through 
your counselor. Unfortunately, we are only able to accept a very limited number of long 
distance collect calls from you to discuss your appeal. It is your decision as to when you 
wish to talk to us, but we suggest you wait until our office has received the transcripts 
from your trial. If your counselor will not assist in placing a legal call, please send us a 
short note indicating the reason for the call and we will make arrangements to talk with 
you. 

The rest of our communication will be by mail or local telephone calls. We do not 
accept calls from the inmate phones because they are monitored and recorded. Use of 
those phones may constitute a waiver of the attorney client privilege. 

It is extremely important that you keep us advised of your current address and 
telephone number at all times. You must let this office know if you change your address 
or telephone number so we can reach you after the trial record has been reviewed. It is 
possible that we could discover that the continued pursuit of the appeal might expose you 
to potential adverse consequences. If we cannot locate you once we are ready to write 
your brief, that may be grounds for asking the Court of Appeals to dismiss your case 
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because you have abandoned your appeal. If we cannot locate you once the court enters 
a decision, we will not be willing to ask the court to reconsider its decision or request a 
further appeal by a higher court. 

Please let us know if you have additional concerns or questions. We appreciate 
the opportunity to represent you in this matter. 

Yours truly, 

t o"i .. 
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PRf.:PARATION FOR 11/20/15 SUMMARY JUDGMENT HEARING 

Defendant's motion for summary judgment is fundamentally 
fl.e:,ved creating nu;nc:rous prccedural, legal, jurisdictional 
and 2enuin0 mnter.ial facts at issue, all of which cannot be 
iclentif ied until the discovery process has been comoleted. 

MATE~U.AL FACTS AT ISSUE 

(1) Did Plaintiff Blakely establish an attorney-client 
a;;ency relation ship when securing an a;;reem•2nt from 
Defendant Attorney Kahrs to represent him. 

( 2) Did Defendant t<aht·s cornmi t legal malpractice and/or 
attorney rnisconduct when securing through invalid agreerr;en t 
\·.iitl1 Attorney Sr:·ugetis to limit tne representation of 
Attorney :<a hrs 1 contrary to P .la tn tiff Blakely 1 s best 
interest. 

( 3) \·ias Dt~i: end ant Kahrs agree1:!ent with Attorney S purg12tis to 
not represent Plaintiff Blakely in the three Thurston County 
lawsuits an implicit and/or explicit agreement to joh1 an 
ongoing larger conspirBcy to prevent Plaintiff G lake ly from 
obtaining legal assistance that would allow Plainttff 
Blakely to regain control of his finances. 

(/~) Did Defendant Kahrs intentionally 
malpractice by i~noring the mandates 6f 
Ct~quiring repcesentation by counsel in the 
County .lFtwsui ts. 

commit le5al 
RCW i• .03.060 

three Thurs ton 

(5) Did Defendant Attorney intentionally ignore the iega l 
- j t •' c t' 1· l' •t• ,. t t" . t u,ct tn.:.1 .:.nc~ our.: s or(: er un. i.ng nis represen a· ion tl1a 
ne relies on, neces sari 1 y :.4 equires an incapacitated person 
fineirL:::,, thc:reby raising the ju.cistiic.t:i.ou3.l fact at issue as 
to 1.-mcth::.~r er not tlv~ dict<:ites of Chapter 11.38 RC\.J had been 
tollo1ied. 

(C>) It is a 1naterial fact at issue as to '·m.ethec oc :1ot 
Defen::.l.:int :(ahrs is fr;rndulently attempting to dec.eive this 
SuiH~rior Couct into b8lieving - t:ha t he. 1·:a·s unaware of L1e 
le;~<:1 l fact t ~rn t a cour-t orde c l irui Ling at torn2 y 
represent'1tion Elnd requiring authorization C.·i: a court 
apoointed tr 1.J-:>t 1;e, inh•.:i:ently ~reates an unethical and 
un~onstitutiori:il :.:.onfli.ct cf int.:?•:t=~st., by vehicle uf et;iical 
and fiduciary dutv to :r:8ke ~;ure Plaintiff Blakely \vas 
n;presented by ccunsel during tile b-...re·e Thurs ton ·~uunty 

1-swsui t:. 

(7) As clearJ.y and conclusively evidenced by the transcripts 
of the fbuc s ton Co1.rn ty 1 awsut t pcoccr:<"l ings that t tw trial 
court determined that Plaintiff .Blakely was competent 1:Hid 

th.:; t rt-2 tiad a c ig!1 t ta t-0 .cepres<:n ted by counsel , s r:=,~: 



(March 18, 2011)(page 7) MR. JUDGE: Mr:. Blakely is dn 
able ind iv dual of 112 IQ who 1 s capdbh! of functi::ning, 
capable o thinking, capable of going to ti1e law 
1 i b n.or· v , 2nd (~ v en a s \J e ha cl s i:; en u p u n t i l t h i s .,.; eek , 
G.apal11·e,, rJf s:J!);nitting su\)rni;ssior1s ·to tf1_e cot1rt v;itt1 
ce.spect tc a:r,endrnent:; of the conplaint. (Febn1ary 1, 
2 0 1 J ) ( :> J ·-~ <:~ !; ) M 8. • ;~ LM\ FL\' : And I 1·JO u 1 d l i k e to t1 ave 
a.ttorney f'1ich.J.el Kat1rs carry on with tJ1is 1 t-:.:_tt 1 !.1ave 
encountered some kind of pr:oblGrn ·2ven thoug~1 he li.as 
~~ee~1 pai~cl to take.! it en ar1d to Gl:1t il4~l r1t::-·!"', C7:'~.Dert 
(i~~c1;H.'.'lt:lons to support ;r;y mental a1<c phy.:;i.cal 
nandiu>~'· (J:irwary 25: 2!J13)(p.:H;e 15) TH!£ C:YJRT: So 
when I say, i'1r. Enakcly, that you hecve the ci~~ht to 
[·1,;::}.;./;: c:n.! at torn.:;·~, ~j J ,~ \v-,.,:~t l 'il'i savj no ; (~ \!Ott t·!a\,~r~ tl1~l ..,_ V _. _l '- ~ .. ._ j .,,. - ... _. -' ...._ ' ~. _; - - ·'::...' - -..- .~ "-· I ~ -- ~ -

ci:?,ht idt:--tin ten rl:1·,1:.>, but an .attorn~y has the ;:i,~.ht 
\-Ji t hiri 21 ':i;.onn...:. 

(3 Material. facts 2t issue: ar.e c.~reat~•(J bv ;kf.2;1(i<~~1t 
t:,,t ocney SZc1!1r:"> acc:::pti.nl?, 535,000.00 frorn a 11 Spec.iat Care 
>;t.:eds 'I'custd ~:() i:·er)r~!s~nr: an iii.11ca1)a~itat~.d pers(Jn 1r in thcee 
fhu cs ton County lc.:·,,.:s;.;i r. s; U1en r~ fusing to re nr«~ E;en t. said 
''incaryacit::itr;.td persori" of the "Spl~cial Cai:e N.::!ed:-. Trust 1'; 

then agr:ecl.n2, that said threr.~ Thurston County 18.\\'SUits had 
:neri.t by receiving ~n1thorization fror:i the "Specic.l Care 
'.·k<::ds Couct" ::i::r! '·'Trustee t.\ttocney Spurg(:?tis" to c•2pr,2s::.:nt 
PlaLitiff '3l..01~:.;ly on ui)peal from tnc dis:nlssal of said ti1cee 
[' ;-, u c s to: 1 Co u n t y l .? \'1 s u i t s ; add i n g subs t;:rn ti a 1 e vi d enc e o f 
th•2ft by fcaud by Trustee Attorney Spurgetis and the 
'Sr>:.;;ial Cace N2eds Court" authorizing ~;8,500.UU of t.t1e 
.3~),000.00 to ,\ttorney :<ato to provide tne legal asslstaHce 
o :elair:ti.ff Blakely that \ttor-ney Kahrs ccfused to provid2. 

9) Tne foregoing i_nrwr.2utly cais(~S tc1.ce2 ~enuin-2 .natecial 
ut:i.;:,,di,.::.ti.oL~<tl fm::.ts dL 'issue, to wit: 

(A) Did the so-c:illed ' 1Special Cace ·~.eerls Trust." Couct 
~ver LHdully obtain jurisdiction ovec Plaintiff 
Jlat:el/'s aSS'],ts :.;_s ,:Jn ~~inc.~J~)acitate--:1 necsc)n ~ d 'ic?hr~n <·1s 
her.~ , th 2 ,,. a:-: d at t' s of C n <~pt e c 11 • 8 8 RC 'i.4 '.-! c: re no t 
co:!1plied with, <rnd Plaintitf Blakelv was not '.i~iv2n 
dcti.,>:: ._.f~ i11.>c dLloi·:eJ to participate in 1 any uE the 
?roc.t2t(!ing:.; depciv-in(~ hiH1 of cont1:-ol of !1i.s ass·et,·:;e 

( B) '.'i'he time 
to create a 
ot 42 U.S.C. 

oc not the Spokane Court irnci · j uc isc1iction 
11 l. t .l . · tn 1- " -" supp e;aen ·a rweu t:uD · unaec pr0v1sHH1s 

.• .-,_ .. ; ~- / i \ / ' \ ! . \ 
1 ,j 'j t> p \ (j ) \. '+ ) \. 1\ i • 

(C) i;,iere the Thurston County Supecio.r Ccurts requiced 
to assure that elaintiff tHakely was represented by 
counsel in tne t'.n:ee Thui:.ston County lav;suits dtter 
h"'ing :11::;-::!'2 a·,.;are that Plai.nt:i.f f Blakely was :.:eing 
~f~;J.rlv..:1 cl of his ril!,ht to b1;.::: ceores.;.~ntation bv ::ounsel 

r: - '- ... 

based o.-: a ''Special Care Needs Tnist 11 Couct restr.ic.ti.ng 
:mid repn:!sent3tion~ therE~by depriving the t:1cee 
Tiw.c~tun County eo~JL'.!..'tS of c.ontpetent jucisdic.tion to 
~coceed. 

Io Lf 



DISPUTED MArERIAL FACfS AT ISSUE 

(1) A material fact at issue exists as to why Defendant Kahrs is 
refusing to provide a copy of the attorney-client contract signed by 
both Ralph Blakely and Attorney Kahrs; further creating a material fact 
at issue as to whether or not said attorney-client creates an attorney­
client relationship as matter of law; whicn is relevant and material to 
the material fact at issue as to whether Defendant Kahrs defense of ilthe 
court made me do it, 11 is an invalid defense and/or a fraud upon the 
Court. 

(2) A material fact at issue exists as to whether or not Defendant Kahrs 
knew his defense of "the court made me do it," actually existed under 
the law, when he billed, inter alia, $560 to visit Ralph Blakely in 
prison without first obtaining permission from the court. t/f 'r,., < 
(4) Material facts at issue exist concerning Defendant Attorney Kahrs 
consune.c advertisement and his letter which states ' 1practicing in 
federal courts, habeas corpus, Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals, civil 

~o~rights litigation, 11 (Exhibit No. 11) violates the Washington Consumer 
· Protection Act under the facts and circumstances present in this case. 

(5) Material facts at issue exist as to whether Defendant Kahrs intended 
to fraudulently manipulate the Spokane Superior Court by claiming said 
Superior Court Order limited his representation, contrary to the clear 

~ terms of said Court Order, stating that the $35,000 retainer fee was to 
~~-Jr;-,13 be used ';solely for the benefit of Mr. Blakely . .i 
; Ct< JLr!;>' -, "_,I//- t,,,-,:":f~ ba<>A fl,J ,. 

(6) Material fac,ts _,at issue exist concerning Defendant Attorney Kahrs• 
multiple billing for the sarne alleged services; and material facts at 
issue exist as to whether or not Defendant Kahrs corrmi tted theft by 

_ fraud of a portion of the money charged Ralph Blakely, inter alia, as 
' " 261 alleged in the State Bar Association Complaint filed by Ralph Blakely 

against Defendant Attorney Kahrs, which prompted Defendant Kahrs to 
withdraw frQ~ the case. 

(7) Numerous material facts at issue exist regarding whether or not 
Defendant Kahrs intentionally accepted $35,000.00 of 
Ralph Blakely' s money to protect and advance his constitutional rights 
in challenging Ralph Blakely' s conviction and to protect Ralph Blakely 1 s 
medical care rights under Washington Law, the Federal Constitution, and 
the Arnerican Disabilities Act; whereas Defendant Kahrs charged Ralph 
Blakely over $25,000.00 and did not protect or advance medical care and 
did not prepare and/or file for any post conviction relief challenging 
t{alph Blakely' s underlying unlawful conviction; when as nere, Attorney 
Kato was paid over eight thousand dollars to file for post-conviction 
relief that Defendant Kahrs was paid to do, but refused to do, in 
violation of the attorney-client contract, attorney ethical 
requirements, attorney fiduciary duty to client, and in violation of 
H.alph Blakely 1 s legal and constitutional rights, of which inherently 
constitutes, inter alia, attorney malpractice. cn,i'.fr 

(8) Several material facts at issue exists as to why Defendant Attorney 
Kahcs spent substantial funds attempting to obtain a Declaration from 

J 0 'i 



trial witness Robbie Juarez-Trevino that would recant the existing sworn 
to Declaration of Robbie Juarez-Trevino, offering sworn to testimony 
that he had falsely fabricated his trial testimony against Ralph Blakely 
at trial at behest of favor from prosecution, offered by the prosecutoc 
to Robbie Juarez-Trevino. 

(9) Numerous legal and material facts at issue exist as to whether or 
not Ralph Blakely is, and/or ever has been, (:relevant to these 
proceedings) an ''incapacitated person," as matter of fact and/or law; 
and whether oc not Attorney Spurgetis and Judge Tompkin, in concert with 
Defendant Attorney Kahrs, deliberately exercised control of Ralph 
Blakely• s financial assets with purpose to manipulate the scope and 
breadth of representation Ralph Blakely would :receive from Defendant 
Attorney Kahrs; creating a plethora of interrelated, interdependent 
material facts at issue, a significant portion of which cannot be 
properly framed until the discovery process is completed, such as Ralph 
Blakely being provided a copy of the Attorney-Client Contract signed by 
Defendant Kahrs and Ralph Blakely; all of which will require the Court 
to obtain answers to the following questions from Defendant Kahrs, to 
wit: 

(A) Was Defendant 
determined to be an 
of Chapter 4.88 RCW 

Kahrs aware that Ralph Blakely was never 
"incapacitated person" pursuant to the mandates 
and the Constitution of the United Statesfi.~,,' r i ; 

'<>,,.. 

There can be no legitimate question as to whether Defendant 
Kahrs knew that Ralph Blakely had never been lawfully 
determined to be an incapacitated pecson because he would have 
had to know that the Grant County Superior Court jury trial 
and Eastern State Hospital had ruled that Ralph Blakely not an 
incapacitated person. 

(B) Was Defendant Attorney Kahcs aware that because, as matter of 
law, that Chapter 4.88 RCW mandates are an essential condition 
precedent to the appointment of a guardian ad litem as applied to 
this case; and that therefore, no legitimate guardian ad litem had 
been appointed, thereby, rendering Attorney Spurgetis' purported 
appointment as trustee was and is invalid. 

Page 2 

In other words, as conclusively evidenced by the existing 
record, Defendant Kahrs knew that Ralph Blakely had never 
lawfully been determined an incapacitated person, thereby 
rendering any purported 11 trustee" status by Judge Tompkin and 
Attorney Spurgetis clearly invalisJ-at,·~~ch wou~d have been 
known by any competent attorney;ht'r'lotw1thstanding that the 
trial judge in the three subject matter lawsuits had ruled 
Ralph Blakely unquestionably competent; requiring Defendant 
Kahrs to inform this court why he did not require this court, 
and the courts in the three subject matter lawsuits to appoint 
an attorney as required by RCW 4.08.060, whereas on the other 
hand, if Defendant Kahrs knew that Ralph Blakely was not an 
incapacitated person within the meaning of Chapter 4.88 RCW 
and Chapter 4.08 RCW, the any competent attorney would have 
known that no restrictions could be made on his 
representation; notwithstanding the ethical and constitutional 
violations encompassed in Defendant Kahrs conduct. 

-\ 



issue are present. as to wheth~r or not fodge Tomp'<'tn did in !\ct off let.i, ltmi.t 

the representation of Attorney Hahrs; or on the other ham.'!. as Pl1'.intiff Blakely 

claims, Attorney Hahr3 is attempting to perpetrate a d~fe:nsiVe fr<'!ud Ol\ thi.s 

Court, which are que9:f.tons of fact th!lt must be resolved hy the jury at trtal 

on the meriti:~. as guarnnteed by the Seventh Ammvhnent of the United St~tes 

Constitution. 

DISPUTED GE~1JINE MATERIAL FACTS AT ISSUE 

( l) Material facts at issue existed as to why Defend.ant K~hrs was refusing to 
provtde a copy of the a.ttorney-elient: eontract that has now been provid~rl: 
further creating material factB st issue as to whethf!r or not said attorney­
elient agreeunt cr4!ates an attorney-client relation.ship; of which is both 
relevant and material to the material fact at issu• as to whether Defnedant 
Ya.hrs defense of t.he "the court made M do it by limiting my representation" 
ts an in•laid defense JJnd/or a fraud upon the eo1lrt. 

(2) Material facts at ts~ue ext.st as to whf!ther or not DefendAnt 1\'ahr.s knew his 
defense of "the court made me do it," actulb edsted undt1r the law, when t e 
billed, inter alia, $560 to visit ~al~ Rlekely in prison without first obtain­
ing permission fropilt the court. 

(3) Material facts at issue exist concerning Defendant Attorney ?ahrs con.sumer 
advertiseMnt and h:ts letter which states "pract:t.cing in federal courtirt, 
habeas corpus, Ntnth Circuit Court of Appeals, Ctvt.1 Rigilt litigation, ''(Exhtbf.t 
No. 11) violates the Washington Consumee Protection Act. under the fact~ and 
circumstnaces present tr1 this ease. 

(4) Mat.er:laol f.seta at issue exist concerning Defendant Attorney kahrs' multi­
ple billing for the s.sH alleged services; and iutertal facts at issue e·dst 
as to whether or not Defendant Kahrs co!lmitted theft by fraud of a portion of 
the mone1 charged Ralph Blakely, i.nter aHa. as alleged irt the ~tat:f\!! Ear Asso­
ciation Complaint filed by Ralph Blakely against Defendant Attorney Kahrs, which 
prompted F'efe11dant lahrs to withdraw from the case. 

~h6other D~fendant Kahri3 ir.tend;;~JIS) to fraudulently 0 ;·.;Ar·ni'ULA'.l'.: 0 

;;he Sf-OK~ne Su9erior Court by claLnin·~ said Court Ord.ii;:r lLr,it.:d hi,::; 
r~pr€s12ntation, contaa.ry to th•.:! clear terms of ~'>~1id Court o.r:J;;;c 1 

statins that t11.:; $35,ocu:;..oo n~tainer "'as to bo usf>.d 0 2or .• LL¥ £<'(11:~ Ti:L~ 
ciE~EFlT Oi ~d. 2LAR~Li~ hr. SlaKely r0ccivad nothin~ 1 

t 5} naterial ia.ct:3 at Lssue '-'~<ist conc•:::.:rnin9 D(:fentl;:int .'-':.ttorn:=y 
Kahrs• ;[;L:lti;.;.le r:.illinij for tho s::i..118 a.llc;g8d s..;rvice:.:>; anJ. .mdt..:rL:.~l 
tclcts at issue exist as to whether or not Defendant ~~ahrs co;:!niit t 
th~ft !Yi :traud ot a r..wrtion of. the ";,on0y charse i\e:l9!1 h. 'Jldk>.:Zly 1 

itAt'8r ~llia, a.s alle:30d in the; Sttit~ D...:u: .ii:.s.socidtion Co;:nylaiut fil l""·u 
oy Hal ?h H. ElaKely cl';f.::t ifoJt 0~.:b:~n:..lant ;1 ttornEo:y Kr.d1rs, ,,,..,h icti ~ro.;,~tc...; 
uefandant Kanrs to w1thuraw fro1B the case. 
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(6) Numerous materiel !eets at tssue ~:dst r1tgardina whether 
or not Defnedant rahrs intentionally accepted $35,000.00 of 
Ralp1 Blakely's money to protect and advance his 
constitutional rig\ ts tn chllengfng Ralpt Blakely's 
conT:lction and to protect Ralpt Blakely's medical esre 
rights u dner Washington Law, the federal Constitution, and 
the American Disabilities Act: wh•reas Defendant Kahrs 
charged 'Ralpt Blakely over $25,000.00 .and did not protect or 
advance medical are aad did not pre~pre and/or ff le for any 
post conviction relief challenging Rel~ Blakely's 
underlying unlawful conviction; when as here, Attorn&y Kato 
was paid over etg1 t thousand dollars to file or post­
conYiction relief that Defnedant fmhrs was paid to do, but 
refused to do, in violation of the attorney-client contract.. 
Attorney ethical requirements, attorney fiduetarJ duty to 
client. and tn Yioaltion of Rel~ Blakely's leg~l 3nd 
constitutional ri~ trs, of which inherently con•ti~utem. 
tater ella, attorney malpractice. 

(7) Several material facts at issue exist as to why 
Defendant Attorney [ahrs spent substnatl~l fun~s attempting 
to obtain a Declaration form trial witn•ss Robbie Juarez-Tr~ 
Trevinothat wou.ld recaat the exist.ins sworn tc DeelaraU.on 
of Robbie Juarez-Trevino, offering sown to testimony that 
he had falsely fabricated his trial testimony against Ral~ 
Blakel7 at trial at behest of fa•or fro~ prosecution, 
offered by the prosecutor to Robbie Juarez-Trevino. 

(8) Numerous legal and material f~cts at issue exis~ a$ to 
whether or not Ralph Blakely is, and/o~ ever has been, 
(relevant to these proceedings) an "tncapa~ttated person," 
as a m~ter of fact and/or law; and whether or not Attonrey 
Spurgetts and Judge Tompkin, in e9ncert with Defendant 
Attorney tahrs, deliberately exerctsed cotnrol of Ral~ 
Blakely 1 9 ftnanctel assets wtth purpose to manfpul~te the 
scope and beeadth of representatton Ral~ Blakely would 
receive from Defendant Attorney Kahrs: creating a plethora 
of interrelated, tnterd~pendent material facts at issue, a 
signiftcant portion of whtch cannot he properly framed until 
the discovery process ts completed, such as Ralph Blakely 
recentlJ befng provtded a ~opy of the Attorney-Client 

eontract dated 5/1/0~ conclustvely showing no restrictions 
on representalton to be provided by Attornoy Kahrs: creating 
numerous material facts at issue that must be presented to t 
the jury at trial on the merits, for example: 

(i) W3s Defendant Kahrs aware that Ralph Blakely w~s 
never determined to be an "incapacitated person" 
pursuant to the mandates of Chapter 4.88 FCV and the 
Cosntitution of the United States. 

There can be no legitimate question as to 
whether Defendant lahrs knew that Ral~ Blakely 
had never been lawfully d•t~rmined to be an 

(16) 



Incapacitated person hecua&a he would h!\Ytt had to 
known that Grant County Superior Court jury 
trtal and Eastern State Hospital had rule~ that 
Relph Blakely w~s not ~~ "tncapncitated person, 
when reviewing the criminal record. 

(B) Was Defnedant Attorney Kahrs avare that becuase, as 
matter of law, that Chapter 4.88 RCW mandates are an 
essential condteiton prec&dont to the appointment of a 
guardian ad lite• as applied to this ease; and ~hat 
therefore, no legi.t:imate f.tU!at'dian ad litem had been 
appointed, thereby, rn~dering Attonr~y Spurgetis' 
purporterl appointment as truste(lf invalid and tneffectua 1. 

In other words, as coneluaively evidneced by the 
nxtsting recorrl • Defendant !ah rs keew that llalp1 
Blakely had never lawfully been determined an 
incapacitated person• thereby rend~rlng Any 
purported ntrustee" status by Judge Tompkin and 
Attorney Spurger.ts clearly invalid, which would 
have been known by any cospetnet sttorney; 
notwi thstending tha·t the t:r:t.'!11 judge t.n the trhee 
subject matter lawsuits h•d ruled Relph Blakely 
unquest tonabl y competen~; requiring D•fned-•u1t 
K~hrs to inform this court why he did not require 
this corut, and the courts in the three subject 
matter lav9uit to eppotnt an attorney as requried 
by RCW 4.0B.060; whereas opn the other band. if 
Det'eniiant; Keh rs knew t!'tat Ralp, Blakely wa not an 
Inc8pacit•ted person witrhin the menatng of Chipter 
4.BB RCW and Chapter 4.0s Rew. then any co•peteftt 
attorney would •hve known that no rdsttiettons e 
could be l4wfu1ly made on Defendant Attorney Kahrs 
representaiton, 

CO!J~TS fUVR DUTY TO ADDRESS JURISDIC'T'IONAJ.; l)U£S1'ION3 

J\s clearly ~'1.,wn ahov~, Pl1tinti.ff R8lph ~1.skely has brotJfl.\ t 

numerous jurisdtettonal que~tton th~t ~ust he resolved prior 

to sny ruling on the ~ertts hec~as~ Court ar~ forbidden 

from exercising "hypotheth:ical jurisdiciton," ~teel Co, v. 

1003, 140 L.!d.2d 21n (1998); Davis v. P~ss~~n, 642 u.s 

22a, 99 s.ct. 2264,60 L.Ed.2d 846 (1979): 

The quesiton whether a litigant was s 'cttus9 of 

action' is an~lyttcally distinct ~nd prior ~o ~h~ 
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question of .,,hat ralit;f, if ~ny., ·J. lit-igd.tlt m!1; be 
l';?nt::i.tlad to r>'!ci:!i'Ve. 

3aywaod '• Drown, 556 1.q.---. 129 s.ct.210~, 171 L.Ed.2d 
Q20 (200'9): 

In our feder~l system of govern~ent, state ss well as 
federal courts h:tve jurisdiction ovl1r ::nlit.9 '!Jrought 
pursuant to 42 U. s.c. S 1994 • the statute that creates 
a rsmady for vialaltous of feder6l rtaht• ca~mltted ~ 
persQns acting under color of state l*w• 

State v. Nelson, 53 Wn.. App. t 28, 766 P. 2d 4 7J ( 1983) t 

When Jurtsdietton ts, ~ the Constitution of this 
1t~te, or V the coostitatioa of this 

statute, coof9rr~d OB a court or Judicial 
off~car ~11 t~• ~aans to c•rry tt into ~ff8ct are al40 
gtvenr and i~ the ex6relse of the ju£lsdlclton, lf ~he 
course of proce•dtng is not speetfic4llJ pointed out by 
sta~ute, any suitable procsss or mode of proce~ding may 
be adop~~d which ~•7 a'pear mo~t conformsbl~ to the 
sptrit of th~ laws. 

United States Y• Morgan, 346 U.l.502, 74 S.Ct.247,9~ L.Zd.2 
24'3 (!954): 

The qupr~~- Court and all courts ~stebltsh-d by Act 
of Conaress may issue all writs nece8ssry or 
~ppropriac~ In Bid Qf thetr resp•ctive jurtsdicttonu 
and 48r&eabl$ to the usages and principle~ of iiw. 

Courts hav~ 9 "virtually unflagging obligatio~~ to 

elerctae" the full e~tent of the Court's jurisdie~lon, 

De~kin~ v. ~on~ghan, 484 u.s. 193, 1rya 1.ct.513, QB L,gd 1d 
52Q (t989)r ss• ~l~oz 

When a cour~ h~s jurtsdteiton of caus~, it cann~t 
~ecept or reject jurisdlciton at lt pleasur~. 

Courts have no ~ore rtaht to ddlctn~ exerels~ of 
jurisdieiton vhich is glve~, tha~ to usurp th~t which 
is not .gi •an. 

door in the f~ce of holders of constit~tlonal elat~s," 

( l '3) 
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suspicion, ~nrl con te-mpt l'!lueh 1n'lre th:ttn it would en genifer 

re1S1p\!!'ct:")1 cf., Fr~nklin '• Gwi,,natt County Public Sehool9• 

Plaintiff Bl~kely prays this ~upariar Caurt will v1ctte 

Blakely ~is right to jur7 trtal on ~11 rn1terlsl fact$ at 

( 19) 
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TIME (24-hr) FACILITY ALLERGIES 

~z/D 

UNIT I ALLERGIES 

c ~(o~ 

ALLERGIES 

P1 rox tc.., l'h 
PLAN I RX 

Srare /ml' rRCW 70.0l: RCW 70:;4 1115: RCIY 7 J.05.390! andorfederal regularions (r' CFR Parr l: 45 CFR Parr 164) prohibir disclosure ofrhis information H'ilhour 
the :;;pec((ic lrrilfe11 consent (~(the person to whom it perrains. or as 0£he1wise permirted by law. 

STATE OF WASHINGTON 
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 

DOC 410.430 
DOC 610.025 
DOC 670.030 

PRIMARY ENCOUNTER REPORT 
[4-4350] [4-4351] [4-4355] [4-4359] [4-4367] [4-4372] [4-4397] 
[4-4398] [4-4405] [4-4407] DOC 13-435 (05/29/2008) POL 

I\."')... 



EXHIBIT ~SB 



PLAN I RX 

]h 
;:)~""'"::f----=-=-:-___.:-=-==-------++-"-----ft-=-------.1----"----='----,1---+-------------~ 

'-' '--: 0 _:y.. . 
~ r-1--__ lo..<'..:.._',C;~:U-'-'--'-.'...L-'-~'--1"'--t:--J--¥-...:='.'.Y.. ___________ -+-_____________ ~ 

'...__) (\_,,,, 

~ 

PLAN I RX 

--i 

~µ..µ~~~-'-------.l..J.df~'-=----~~~L.!..J...'._~~~--f-'C'.=~~~l.F-}-J-~~t+J+.., 
..,..:; '--.) sY G~L>s.tL.L-1.-+-1--1.'='t.l.r-'--'--t7'-'-~.,,.._,_~~'--b'--=---'-""'-'1'~~-=-1+-~-+-~~~t,H-!b-'-~'---"""~+--'-'"<-=--+ 

~ ct--·~~1.4--4~~"-----L-1..L-~-U--~~~_:__~~~~------.---+~~~~~~-f-~~­

.__) '~ ~~.t-L~~~==-l--Y!-"---l.4-~~'-'"""-+.,t,.!.JLLl!O~~___:,,,,~~_L_J.---A;~---'~'.l.<-1--l-----------------­

~ ·-.iO fh-l'-l,-jb'---/-1..A..A,L~'-',1--l--'-'-'D/---,------i'--'-~':J..1.-4--'.l;;IL-L'--;---14o~"'----'~-'-"~r---~--l------------------
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·4./r~ors.,19 C. 

f1T9"'1£\ STATE OF WASHINGTON 

OFFENDER l.D. DATA: 

(Name, DOC#, DOB) 

Gk.k<_,,~ J f20· !p'A 
i IJIJ. ! DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS S 1711J,__ c/;/.JG 

I REQUEST TO USE NON-FORMULARY DRUG 

DO NOT THIN 
PROVIDERS 

This form should be initiated when it is medically necessary to prescribe a non-formulary drug. 
FILL OUT ELECTRONICALLY AND E-MAIL TO CHAIR OF P& T COMMITTEE. 

Facility: {v) /L.-- j /;' CC 

Generic name: (_ V 4 11.~ Ctt.. J c:./&in-i 1h, ( (r fr !J fl-- } c/'>.-c._,/ 
Proprietary name(s) (if a particular brand is being requested): ;vi/-}-

Dosage form, strength, and frequency requested: 
~ 

,..,.._ I CfJ tj fC! /h,_ I 

Anticipated length of treatment: 

Justification for this request including, but not limited to, reasons: ;-u_ /,/t,;,..h'/~ e,M'e-e._.c 1 ·~ 111 /i e '1 _r;f' 
1) Why comparable drugs in Formulary, !f applJcable •. will not suffice:~ O//;,t;:._ cf. //r,.-,,.. /f-irJ/ ~ 

'?.;•, .... ~·ff,<-=-c..c::: 1~ ...{.Ol~7:1--f1,, ,_ -...., /,'_..t.. ·-
2) Previous unsuccessful therapy including Dosage and Duration: . 7 j ~ c; //,,· ~ c /l.Q-,.0../.J,/ J 

3) Objective measures of failure, if applicable: ht ti 'e.d.'v-Z. 

4) New high quality evidence in literature: 
/],,-.._,) L.-. 

~ "'l'l"''-'-'"'1 
A) Web address: 

B) Copy attached: D Yes D No 

5) Details of problem of which drug is being requested including nature, frequency, severity, impact of symptoms, how diagnosis 

was made): c,.( n.!1 • :c , tJ _) !J £ /) l)tJ (IY\.. C-/f'.7,...-.::_~ L L--/ _/7 /~ X/? P if-"/ 
/ p 

6) Other explanatiori; to sup~q your r7quest: _ _ , 

REauEsTEo sv: ,;(" ;-- c/t,,_z::/::.'. .... __t,...-~, ~ ('/ I TITLE: ('-L<!.'C'/,~/ £1 ,,..ecX __ I DATE: fZ/2-J:/") 
ACTION BY PHARMACY AND THERAPEUTICS COMMITIEE 

A. Action: 

B. Comments: 

CHAIRPERSON, P & T COMMITTEE: l DATE: 

The following must be completed if any of the above information drops to page two: 

Offender Name: I DOC #: I Date of Request: 

i ''" _. __ , '.. 

State law (RCW 70.02; RCW 70.24. 105; RCW 71.05.390) and/or federal regulations (12 CFR Part 2; 45 CFR Part 16./) prohibit 
disclosure of this information ll'ithout the specific wrillen consent of the person to ll'hom it pertains, or as othenvise permilled by /mv. 

DOC 13-091 (01/25t2005) LEGAL 
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April 10, 2008 

Washington Attorney General 
Assistant Attorney General 
Patricia C. Fetterly 
Torts Division 
Box 40126 
Olympia, WA 98504-0126 

;l (_> :': 
,,·•·-·'" ...... '' 

RE: Grievances, X-ray, kidney infection reports from DSHS-CV07~1803-RAJ-MAT 

Would you please send me a copy of records, documents received from 

the Eastern State Hospital (DSHS). 
AUo, please mail me copies of the recent Valley General "MRI" 

evaluation Report. 
I have copies of all the griellances of Grant County and ESH, but 

they were mailed out and are extremely difficult to retreive. Grant County 

should have the originals along with kites. 

I'm not able to take the prescribed pain medication, and am suffering 

everyday and every step from chronic lower lumbar pinched nerve pain and 

the knee joint pain. As there are hundreds of other Monroe Correctional 

inmates suffering from shortage and improper.medical treatment, I'm only 

asking for the most economical effective medical treatment possible without 

surgery, which is very expensive. And $10.00 every three months is very 

reasonable for a bottle of Glucosamine Oiondroitin and Vitmmin for relief 

of knee joint pain and leg muscle cramps. 

C' 
' 

awaiting you reply, 

~ f>.kJ,.. _:;/ /13.J_Juk 
Ralph- If.""Biakely, 8f79~ 

WSRU D334 

Box 777 
Monroe, WA 98272-0777 



June 27,2008 

Attorney James Spurgetis, trustee 
Ralph H. Blakely Special Person Care Trust 
601 W. Main Suite 820 
Spokane, WA 99201 
Phone 509-444-5141 

Dr. Justin McCormick 
15224 Main St. Suite 103 
Mill Creek, WA 98012 
Phone 425-341-4105 

RECEIV~D 
JUL 0 2 iuu~ 

James P. Spurgetis, P. s. 

Re: MyoVision Win Scan98 lumbar LS-Sl "disc decompression" 

Please mail immediately to Dr. Justin McCormick a medical prepaid 

decompression disc treatment~ for the lumbar LS-Sl collasped disc and 

also _!:he Cervical (neck) disc, of $3000.00. 

Arrangements will be made by the Monroe Correctional Complex to 

cordinate the transport of Mr. Blakely to 15224 Main St. Suite 103, 

Mill Creek, WA 98012 upon the designated date and time set or arranged 

by Dr. McCormick and the Monroe Correctional Complex officials. 

This will be done in compliance to United States District Court 

Motion for an Order to transport to prepaid acceptable lumbar disc 

decompression medical treatment. Case No. CV07-1803-RAJ 

Also make the necessary steps to pay Attorney 

to carry this medical forward. 

I have suffered excruciating chronic pain for over eight long years 

of unlawful imprisonment; it is time for acceptable medical treatment! 

Respectfully, 

R.~ 7l-~Jy--
l lalph Howard Blakely, 817995 
WSRU D334 
Box 777 
Monroe, WA 98272-0777 

c; Clerk United States Districk Court and 

Washington State Assmstant Attorney General Patricia C. Fefferly 

ff1 
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DECLARATION OF Lorenzo Sandoval. 
STATE OF WASHINGTON ) 

) ss: 
COUNTY OF GRAYS HARBOR) 

I. Lorenzo Sandoval, 283632, declare under the penalty of 
perjury to the law of the State of Washington that the following 
is true and correct. 

1. I am encarcerated at the Stafford Creek Correction 
center and was a resident of H 6 A 93 Unit. 

2. on or about October ~,2009, late afternoon, I was 
peering out of my cell window towards the recycling 
and rear door to medical. 

3. r observed one correctional officer pushing and holding 
onto gray-haired and bearded inmate,slumped over in the 
wheelchair. There were two other officers walking along­
side. The old gray bearded prisoner was dragging his 
stocking feet on the pavement.The wheelchair had no 
feet stirups. 

4. rt looked like the gray haired prisoner was ready to 
fall out of the wheel chair, as his shirt was choking 
him. 

5. r recognized the old prisoner as that of Mr. Blakely. 

Dated this 8th day of April,2010.___£) g ~-
/ / . . 

:;.-' - ' ..... · ~ -· . /./~~J4</?fJ)/f.rL~ · 
/ // Lorenzo/sandoval, 283632 · 

/ /,./... Staf:frbrd Creek Correction Center 
~- 191 ConstantineWay, 

Aberdeen, WA 98520 
Subscribed and sworn to before me, 
this da/1A7il(I 2010 

~~'-~tkrtr~-
Notary Public in and for the State 
of Washington, residing in Shelton. 
My corrrrnission expires: ( 1 [ le l l 0 
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·------------· [ ] EXPIDITE 
FILED .,. 

SUPERIOR ·coUR I 

'THURSTON COUNTY WA 1 No Hearing set: 

2 
Date: 

~ [ x] 
[ ] 
[ [ Time: ___ _ 

Judge: _____ , "lO AUG -4 P 4 :57 
3 

4 SETT y J. GOULD CLER~ 

5 IY------ nEPlJT Y 

6 

7 SuPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR THURSTON COUNTY 
RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY, 

8 Plaintiff, No •. ( d -;:J --U/ ~/-~ 

9 vs. 

BENJAMIN PORTER; .HOWARD 
10 W.YARDLEY; RICHARD BARRETT; 

WILLIAM NELSON; RODOLFO 
11 TREVINO ,M. D.; JOHN SCOTT i<IN1'ii:it 

C.ot..cR. bFS7'ME-i>rWl.Sflflt!GT6N,. .· . 
12 MARITAL AND COMMUNITY PARTNERS 

OF EACH NAMED DEFENDANT: AND 
1 3 UNKNOWN OTHERS, 

DeferuJan.ts. 
14 

VERIFIED COMPLAINT FOR 
MEDICAL NEGLECT, ASSAOLT 
NEGLIGENCE, CRUEL AND 
UNUSUAL CRUEL PUNISHMENT 

· WI'I'.HOUT DUE PROCESS / 
MALICIOUS HARASSMENT, 
RETALIATION, inter alia, 

I - I1'1TRODUCTION 
151.1 Ralph Howard Blakely is a.73 year old gentleman with ·a long 

16 successful history as a businessman. He has various ongoing· and . . 

18defendants.-This includes causes such as assaults on him_ by 

1 9 defendants• calloused arid negligence denial or acceptable medical 

20 care, assaults by prison guards, and to maliciously in£lict 

21 gratuitous and needless emotional "trauma, pain and suffering, in 

22 part becal,lse . of Mr .Blakely' s advanced age, disabilities and succes-

23sful litigation history, and because of his class membership. 

24 II - JURISDICTION .AND VENUE 

25 2.1 This Court has jurisdiction over these. claims under the 

26 Washington Constitution, Article IV;§ 1,cornmon_ law,RCW9A.36.083, 

27 42 u.s.C.§1983, and the Washington Constitution, Article I,§§ 3, 

28 4, 5, 14 ,, and the Uni tea States Cons.ti tution, Amendments One, Five, 

VERIFIED COMPLkINT - 1 -



n. Eight, and -Fourteen. 

2 2. 2 Venue is proper in this court pursuant to RCW 4. 9 2. 01 O ( 5) , 

3 and because some of the parti'es reside in this County. 

4 2.3 ~his Court may enter· injunctive. and declaratory relief per 

5 CR-57, RC.W 7.24, CR-6.5, and RCW 7.40. 

6 III - EXHAUSTED REMEDIES 

7 3. 1 Plaintiff· has exhausted all state tort remedies required 

8 by RCW 4.92 .• 090-.110. 

9 3. 2 Plaip.tiff has exhausted· all 11 available 11 administrative 

10 grievance remedies required by 42 U.S.C.§1997e(a). However,such 

11 administrat,ive remedie's are not really 11 a,vailable" because DOC 

12 written policy (Of,fen.der Grievance Procedures Manual, (9/11/09) 

13 ·pages 32-34), and practices.provide for frequent punitive.and 

14 adverse treatment of prisoners who dare to pursue administrative 

15 grievances described under this section. 

16 IV - - .PARTIES 

. -- ~:-=-:=~=17-~-:4~~1~ _ :l?i~iiitTf f ;· -i~i:pii:~ no~aid ~1~-k~i:i~: :~i~i:riti:f i ~-~:'is · a __ P:~i~~~·ri~r --. -

18 of the Department of Corrections( 11DOC") at Stafford .Creek 

1 9 . Correction Center ( •i SCCC") du~ing times relevant to this complaint. 

20 Mr. Blakely was previously at ·the Monroe Correctional Complex 

21 ( 11 MCC 11 ) at Monroe, Washington. 

22 4. 2 Defendant Lieutentant Benjamin Porter was the officer in 

23 position of state authority at Stafford Creek Correction Center 

24 during times relevant to this complaint. He personally partici-

25 pated, acquiesced;_ and/or allowed directly ~r indirectly in the 

26 Plaintiff's injuries and claims described herin. 

27 4.3 Defendant Sergeant Howard W. Yardley was in the position of 

28 state authority at Stafford Creek Correction Center during octo-

VERIFIED COMPLAINT - 2 -



1 dJcirB October5th_ and 6th2009 assault and injuries to Mr.Blakely. 

2 4.4 Defendants, Howard W. Yardley, Richard Barrett; William 

3 Nelson, are Washington State Correctional officers at the. 

' 4 Stafford creek Correct~on. Center at Aberdeen, Washington during 

5 October 5th and· 6th, 2009 .. 'J;'hey personally participated, acquie-

6 seed and allowed injuries to Mr.Blakely . 

. 7 4.5 Defendant John Scott, custodial unit supervisor of Stafford 

8 Creek Correction Center segregation unit during the atrocious 

9 torture of Mr. Blakely during October 5th and 6th,2009. 

10 4. 6 Defendant Rodolfo. Trevino, is the Medical Doctor at the 

11 Stafford Cr.eek· Correction Center hospital during times relevant 

12 to this complaint. Dr. TRevino examined Blakely several .times 

13 for the injuries sustained by Mr.Blakely and personally acquies-

14 ced, and directly or indirectly denied Blakely expert medical· 

15 treatment in a safe environment. 

16 4.7 Def~ndant(s) are sued in their individual and official 
- ·-- --····-·-·· - ·--- -·- --· --··· ·- ··----- ------ -- -· ·--· . -·----·· - -·-· ·-· ---·- ·-··- ---·- . ·- ------ -- -- --- - --------- ---·-

-~-::::=-~:=17~=--of fTc"i a-F- -C"apac·fl:y-~ f-or~--pEiiscirtii.i ly "-participated,·--a.cqufes ced ,- -ailaJ-- ----

18 or allowed directly or indirectly in Plaintiff's injuries and 

19 c.laims .described herein, under color of state law of Washington. 

20 4. 8 Defendant ( s) unknown, ·others, cornmuni ty partners and spouses 

21 are sued for their direct or indirect participated, acquiescence·;· r 

22 emotionial or financial support, and/ or having contributed in or 

23 occur such as described herein contributing to Plaintiff's 

24 injuries and claims described herein. 

25 4 •· 9 The term 11Defendants 11 in plural form herein is intended to 

26 include one or more of the named and name-unknown defendants, 

27 and is intended to assist in simplifying the description of the claims. 

28 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

V. - FACTS COMMON TO ALL COUNTS 

5.1 September21,2009, an extreme dis.respectful young man was 

a 13 signed to staf ford creek C0rrection ·.Unit H 1 B 3 7, and was 
' . 

abusive with extra loud television and lout outbursts of laughter 

all night long, causing severe sle.ep deprivation ·for ten days. 

. ·5.2 oct.ober 4,2009, 10.·p.m., Blakely without a clear-mind 

pulled the television plug, as inmate 1:1ichael Capp le went hers.erk; 

jerking the cord as the television fell onto ·the floor. Blakely 

fell back into the lower bunk; as he grabbed my arm, dragging off 

10 balance into.the door jam, injuring my. right knee and side of:.·. 

11 head. I then was suffering chest .pain, and was transported to SCCC 

12 medical clinic for an EKG; then upto the hospital~ 

.13 5.3 October 5,2009, Rodolfo Treveno, M.D .. allowed prison 

14 .correct.ion officer to walk .Blakely a half-mile :to segregation 'cell 

1 s number 2. Blakely. with extreme torture of leg muscle sp.asms, and 

1 6 to weak to stand, slumped to the haJ:'.d cold concrete· floor i.n stress-
. . 

:::==---=--·=:1:7:-:::f.ui:·::-shock·:~:·b.f:::the--=··symptoms.:.:tff.::-.ter+ori:fying::..apraxia:;:::=not:~ab·le:~:to·::..·,_.::·..:·::~:::..:·::.:::=--:::..:::::..::~: 
. . . 

. . 
1 8 he.ar,muscle wea~ness qf not able to move, speak or eat. 

19 5.4 (F]ive hours later correction officers bounced ·On cuffed 

2 o Blakely; placing him in a wheelchair without stirrups, which. allow-

2.1 ed his feet to dragg on the pavement back to Stafford ~reek Cor:ra±:im 

22 Center medical hospital. ~r..Tr.eveno examined Blakely, trea~ed the 

23 ·abraisions on Blakely.' s feet. 

24 5.5 The unknown officers stripped Blakely of clothing, then 

25 dumped Bl~kely onto· hospital room R2020 hard concrete floor; as 

26 some later threw a blanket over Blakely • 

. 27 5.6 oct0be~ 6~2009, Correction officer Richard Barrett, ~ 

28 control of Blakely' s upper body slammed Blakely' s head agaipst the wall with 

VERIFIED COMPLAINT 4 



1 such force as to [blacken] Blakely's right temple and eye. 

2 5. 7 Correction officer Wi-lliam Nelson, under the direction 

3 of Lt. B. Porter and Sergeant Ho¥ardley1 brutally boupced all 

4 his weight on one knee in the middle .of Blakely's fragile back. 

5 ·This heavy weight caused [REJ=BREAKING RIBS, VERTEBRA, rupturing 

6 left kidney, live:1:7 damage, internal bleeding, urinating .straight-

7 blood for days. 

8 5. 8 C/O ·S Barrett and Nelson lif~ed the offender( Blakely by 
. . 

9 the arms· and placed of fender in a wheelchair. Offender was -vh:e1a:l 

10 to SCCC s~gregation unit cell number 2. 

-11 5. 9 Segregation custodial unit ·supervisor John Scott unde·r 

12 the authoritive color of· Washington·state allowed ·C/O s Barrett, 

13 Nelson, Bisher, Brule to dump Blakely. onto· the. hard" cold concrete 

14 floor ·of cell Number 2 [without] mattress NOR blanket for over 

15 22 hours· of atrocious torture. 

16 5.1 O On or about-_ October 7 1 2009 1 Blakely was wheelchai:i::ed 

:::::.:::.:.-::::.-::=.1·.7::.ba:c;:k:~to·.:the:::stafford:· c:r·e·eK.:.-:·corre-ct:ron.-:-.::ceriEer-=Hospifal-·~.-t<ii=-...:--i:~.-~==:::.=-.:.-::::= . .-~=-==..:,.:::·:: 

1·8 thyroid-benzel-iodide injection, overnight under the direction 

1 9 of nr. Rodolphe Trevino. · Then Blakely was _wheeled back to 

20 segregation cell with a [mat]. and blankets till October 14,2009. 

21 5.11 ~he Defendant{s)'{collectively) actions.and inactions 

22 lac~ed any.le~itimate penological interests and were designed 

23 and intended to abu·se, harass 1 atrociously torture Blakely, 

24 while he was suffering a rare neur~l-synaptic short circuit 

25 disorder of the symptoms. of apr~xia. 

26 5. 1 2 The Defendant ( s) unnecessarily and wantness infliction 
. . 

27 of painful psychological and physical torture of Mr. Blakely 

28 was·deliberate harm to cause death upon 73 year old Blakely. 

VERIFIED COMPLAINT - 5 -
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1 COUNT - I 

2 6. 1 Plaintiff includes and incorporates each .and every 

3 averrnent made elsewhere herein as though fully set forth herein. 

4 6~2 The Defendants have a duty and obligation to treat the 

5 

6 

7 

Plaintiff fairly, in good faith, and to ·assure he reveives prompt 

and sufficient medical care, w.ithout being ~rutally crushed and . 

tortured, or assaulted by staff and treated punitively for 

8 requiring expert medical and mental health care. 

9 6. 3 The Defendant ( S·) knew or if acting reasonably r should 

1 O have known -- that. the Plaintiff had medical and mental health 

11 disorder of apraxia as a disability. That Mr.Blakely's prior 

12 occurranbes of this same mental disorder of apr~xia in the medi~ 

1 3 cal record.· 

14 6. 4 The Defendant denied, refused and failed to take any,. 

15 reasonable adequate care of the Plaintiff, by just· allowin~ him 

16 to lay in bed without any disturbance to res::over from the symptoms 
--- -- - -- - - -- - - -- --- -- - __ , -- --- -- --- ---- - -------- ------ - - -·------

::::~--~: :-:=~1-1-of-~ .A.Prii=xi-~:-.:tli~t:~ .. t 0=6k:--p rae:·e ·-ea.:r1 l er -·a. f .. w ashl.D.gt:Qi;-s~t~-:Rci;~tory. 
. . 

J 8 · 6.5 The Defendants with full knowledge of Mr. Blakely' s 

19 mental disorder of apraxia and fall that was clearly outlined 

20 in the medical record of January 16.23,2008 and March20-23,2009. 

21 The Defendants negligence, .calloused, deliberate and iri most cases, 

22 deliberately indiffere~t, malicious and brutal treatment,_along 

23 with living conditions that promoted and' furthered unreaso~able 

24 and known risks of more brutal injury to Mr.Blakely,and the 

25 medical care and denial 'fell below the minimum standards of 

26 of a safe community in a civilized society. 

----------- ----- --

27 6 .. 6 Because of Defendants' brutal actions and inactions the 

28 Plaintiff was significantly injured both physically and psychologically. 

VERIF;rED CDMPLAINT - 6 -



1 C00NT - II {CRUEL AND UNJSUAL PUNISHMENT) 

2 . 7. 1 Plaintiff includes and incorporates each and every 

3 averment made elsewhere in this complaint as though fully set forth herein. 

4 7. 2 . Defendants 1 actions and inactions were part of a sch~e to 

5 cause gratuitous pain, injury and suffering with unnecessary 

6 wantort injury and deliberate intent, lacking any legitimate 

7 penological interests .. 

8 7. 3 Becaus.e. of Defendants' actions or inactions, Plaintiff 

9 .suffered.severe and significant physical injury incltiding but 

10 not limited to broken or fractured bones, contusio~s, bruises, 

11 bleeding, including but not limited to both physical and psycho-

12 logical injury • 

. 1 3 COUNT - III (DUE PROCESS vr'oLATIONS) 

14 8.1 Plaintiff includes and incorporates each and evety 

15 averment.made elsewhere in this complaint as though fully set 

16 forth herein. 
···-·--···--··---··---------- ···--------·-----·-

=~=:=---=-~1~7-:-.=-~--~--~~-- ... -_-_-8--~--2·-~::1)efen:aant\··s--)·-~a-:-c·t1on·s-·-·an-:-a::~-rnot1~-v-Eitibif~~~w-~-r~~-=-~·iri~--·J?itrt·•·C3ii:S1·- --·- ------ -----····-- ------

·1 s by Plailltiff 1 s prior medical encounters of a possibly rare disorder of 

· 1 9 the. neurol synaptic short circuit of the hypothalamus, caused by the too 

20 many head injuries within the prison system. Their actions were also 

21 motivated by Plaintiff's repeated administrative complaints Q:JrirBC 

22 WSR/J:XX'. parties f~r prior and present mistreabnent, denial or medical care 

23 and m~dical problems and risks because of fa.cili ty budget and 

24 denial of disability adcomodations. This also violates the (ADA) 

25 American Disability ACT, where persons such as Mr.Blakely must 

26 be provided for,. but in this ~ase~ the Defendants deliberately 

27 denied and/or cancelled them,injuring or cpntributing to his injuries. 

28 8.3 Defendants• ·denied the Plaintiff both his ADA rights and his rights 

VERIFIED COMPLAINT - 7 -



· '1 . and his._-rights ~pder DU.e Process o:f the· State and Federal 

2 constitution where he was subjected to physical ·a~d psychological 

3 punishment amounting to unconstitutional cru.el-and ·unusual· 

4 punishment. · · 

5 COUNT - TV· (FIRS.T· AMENDMENT RETALIATION) -

6 9:1·By ~his· ieferen6e, ~laintif£ includes· a~d in9orp9rates 

. 7. each and every averment made elsewhere in this complaint as 

8 though fully. set :forth herein-. 

9 . 9 .• 2. Defendants·' ai:::tions · and ;Lnactiol).s . were. mo ti v.a b~d lily 

10-Plaintiff's. successful· and-attempted prior ~nd present- af!ministrati~, 

. :11 .verbal ana ·legal complaints· seeking to. procu.re his lega1:.· +ights" 

1 z: a First Amendment right. 

1 3 9.~ 3 ·Defend.ants· sought:" to chill·, deter and ·eliminate Plaintiff's .. ... ""- . . .. -. 

14 complaints :and actions,. by their treatment· of the: Plaintiff,.' · . , 

15 ' 9·. 4 Plain'tiff. ha·s a right· under the First. Amendmeht tc» 

·16 complain ·about things he did, and have the medical conditions 

-- -- --=·~ -::1~{--':he_;--c~G .. ~a.~;-=- .-~.ith.o:~:t:: ~rn:~:U.ii-Eiri.g~:-t.-6~ ~~t~ri~i jj;;;=-;-.-.-i:i;::.: it.=·=-a:L::Cf:.~ -- :~~=·~~~==::-~ --:-=~=:: =·-==·= --=--:::=:.:-__-_:::. . 

18 . ·f) :.S Defendants. know .of· the unreasonable. r'isks of st,q.ff 

1 9· retaliation a.'gainst. persons. like the Plaint;lff, ·because ~h~y 

2.0. lack~· any. ~"non.,..reta1.iation" p0licies, training :p.nq: p:r;-ac.t;i:.c:es. 

·21 despite· being' put ·an 'notice such pro.blems· an'd· practi·qe·~ .~·!{ist. 

22 n6t only in.legal.eases, ~ut.in:writing ~und~ed~pf_t~mes ·by 

23 _others.,- yet .the defena·ants refuse to take ·arty corr~ct'.l.~e actions. 

24 This: lack .of ci.!J.Y policy or training· contr,ibuted ·.to·.th~ .-i,nj,urie,s 

25 suffered by the· Plaintiff. ·, 

26 .9.6 Defendants .actie>ns .. lacked .any ·legitmate peilological 

· . 2 7 ·interests anQ. ·are designea and :fuj:::tjlered to cbill . and deter protected 

. 28 prisoners First Amendment constitutional :rights; and do so. 

vERIFIED CDMPiArnT 
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VI RELIEF SOUGHT 

1 · 1o.1 Plaintiff seeks actual damages of not less than $ 1 5 O , 0 0 0 • 00 

2 to be determined at tr.ial. 

3. 1 O .2 Plaintiff seeks special. damages not less than triple 

4 damages requested, to be determined-at trial. 

5 10.3 Plaintiff seeks ·injunctive and declaratory relief .. 

6 10.4 Pla.intiff seeks any and ail costs, expenses an·d fees · 

7 associated with this case, including but not· limited to those 

8 available under 42 u.s.·c.§ 1988. 

9 10.5 Plaintiff seeks such other relief this ·court deems just. 

10 Respectfully submitted on Aprills,2010· 
. .. .. . -

VERIFICATION· 

I hereby certify under oath,. penalty of perjury, and the 

laws of Washington State, the preceding. statements are true and 

.. ··--·· ___ .. _ 9-9_;:r ~_g_t._ __ i::Q_ ... th.~.-P..l?.5-·L .. of._.!!!y__k.no_~~-~g-~.c .. '!l:!!~-~:i;~~~~.~~--0.!.l:. __ ~ .. <?. .. P.:.~~~L. . : _______ ---·---.. - ---·-· 
- . ·-- ---- ·----- ---·----- -- ·-·-·---- ----·-------------··---·---- -------------· --·----·---------··-------·--·------·-- ------ ····--- ---·-- -------------------·---·-

records·,. observations, belief and reasonable conclusions therefrom. 

Signed at Abetdeer:, WA Aprill5, 201 0 ~N.B'n'4fr 

VERIFIED· CDMPLAIN - 9 -

Stafford Creek Correction ·center 
H2 .B38 
191 Constantine Way 
Aberdeen, WA 98520-9504 



0~""'0'5 ARASMrrHMD F~LlsERv1cEsK1TE 
Corrections 1 
WASHINGTON STATE 

This form must be used to request non-emergency 
health care services, except in facilities where kiosks or sign-up sheets are used. 

PLEASE PRINT SUBMISSION OF HEAL TH SERVICES REQUEST MAY RESULT IN A CO-PAY 
Fl Mj 

TIME 

If you feel you have an actual medical emergency, alert the staff and do not use this form. 

TYPE OF REQUEST (check only one box per form) 

'r1( MEDICAL 0 DENTAL 0 MENTAL HEAL TH 

XMEDICATION REFILL - List medication(s) with prescription number(s) or place sticker below 

0 OPTOMETRY 0 OTHER: ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~----'-

RE AS ON FOR REQUEST (list problem or medications needing refill) 
ur. Stuart Iu-idrews, Neurologist David Singer, Dr. Rodolfo 'lrevino all prescriJ:Je.d 
250-500 Hcg Daily Cja:n.cobalai:rin with dcaxatic cffe.....-+-......s foc stamin3 of 2ind body, 
imi:nune systan, bala.n.ce, eliminates fatigue, creates balance, and prevents h1.x.rt 
muscle cramps, leg muscel cramps, and Y\OUld help to prevent my neurolet;:itic-cat.aton1c 
~· '. y, Tl<' ·"'Ill? r-:1<· f!!!! 
!11.Z\LICE DISCi.UI-fil\fATION AND DELIBERA'I'E INDIFFERENCE ARISES, WI{}2~ OilfER PIDPLE OBTAIN 
VERY .c;.XP.ENSIVE i•'IEDICA'I'IO...~ OF % 15-20 cards a month that are tlusned aov.n tne as.Di!! !DRAIN 
t\DW IS nm rn :ra lttfTLL t-'.:'"t CRm~.LLY ~<Et':'!ED 250 r~ crancc'.::ala.2L"'1 l.l@:fG*'s Ztt~,~ 
Bank Balasm1 files a sunstantial lawsuit. 

. FENOERSl~"l\JRE 
HEALTH SERVICES RESPONSE/ENCOUNTER. u- -·-~ _ _ . 

Thfs form must be filed if any information is entered belo~ except for~· simple .prescripti~n refills, finance., non-medical 
' work/bunk chan e, reli ious diets, shoes, classification, non-health services issues 

D Schedule within __ days/weeks/months D Next available sick call D_No visit required 

3 /./)Ji 
f·r, 1 A 1.- 1 .N 
. l_J I, ,K1Y't- r 1. !l I i'l \ l<AJ...r 

I 
•../ 

c 

DATE anr:i TIME 

J 1- rt-: IS,~-
PRESCRIPTIONS MUST BE WRITTEN ON DOC 13-435 PRIMARY ENCOUNTER REPORT (PER) OR IN CIPS 

Distribution: WHITENELLOW - Responder, PINK- Offender keeps 8ECE\VED 
Distribution upon completion: WHITE - Health Record, YELLOW - Return to Offender with Respon~ 

State law (RCW 70.02) and/or federal regulations (42 CFR Part 2) prohibit disclosure of this information without the specific writte1't .,Q\ S 
consent of the person to whom it pertains, or as otherwise permitted by law. NOV 1 ( &.. 

Doc 13-423 (0512912015) Doc 610.040 Doc 610.650 Doc 630.500 sccc H!ALTH sefWtt!S 

ll.& 



Hardi 17 ,2013 

Thurston County Superior Court 
Clerk Betty Gould 
Judge Gary Tabor 
2000 Lakewridge Drive, S. W. 

Ralph Howard Blakely v. Benjamin Porter,et.al. 
LEITER AND DECLARATION OF MAil. Vannausdle 
IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFf' BRIEF IN OPPOSITION 

RE: Case No .10-2-01551-2 Plaintiff's Brief in Opposition to Defendants S .,J. 
Set for Hearing March 29,2013, at llam. 

WOULD JlOU please add the shorted pages, 22,23,24,25,25 to Mr.Blakely's 

BriefllMotion and Memorandum in Opposition to Defendants' Motion For S.J. that 

was mailed to you March 14,2013, because the Counselor would not make legal 

copies without immediate mailing. 

Also, The S.C.C. Medical Sta$f discontinued Mr.Blakely's critically needed 

cobala'!lin, which causes him all the horrible symptoms of catatonic apraxia of 

not able to meet with .me and others in assisting in the preparation of legal 

documents and exhibits. 

My friend Michael rounded up a short supply of Blakely's critically needed 

cyancobalamin in order to keep Blakely from an absolute immobile catatonic-

mute state of being. This medical deliberate indifference to discontinuing 

Mr.Blakely's cobalamin is by "!!associated retaliation" for Mr.Blakely's 7 years 

of Complaints on this genuine material factual issue of malice by those he has 

complained about. 

I have assisted Mr.Blakely in obtaining replacement legal docUL-nents, that 

will positively prove his actual innocence, after SCCC property deliberately 

and improperly seized those very important legal documents. These documents 

would ~ve gotten Blakely an evidentiary hearing and his release from Prison. 

AND, Mr.Blakely would not have suffered the brutal assault by C/Os Nelson and 

Barrett, and would have been able to get his spinal decompression for relief 

from chronic back pain and shocking paralysis of legs. 

Lorenzo and Kurt have also as.sisted in the preparation of Mr.Blakely's legal 

documents, and it is time that the Court to consider his Motions For Appoint­

ment of lounsel. 
I, Mark Vannausdle, declare under penalty of perjury of the laws of the 

State of Washi11gton that the foregoing is true and correct 

Dated at SCCC, March 17,2013 

DECLARATION OF Vannausdle in Support of Blakely's Brief 



October 15,2012 

Dr. William M. Landau, f1. D. 
St.Louis Con.."'lect Care 
5535 Delmar Blvd. 
Sain.t Louis Mo.63112 

Over forty years ago, I sprayed the combined 2.4,Dichlorphenoxyacetic acid 
and 2,4,S-Trichlorphenoxyacetic acid 10 hours a day for weed control to both 
agriculture and horticulture; and later suffered several trauma head injuries. 

I'm age 76, innocent and unlawfuly imprisoned on two counts of solicitation 
to commit first degree murder that was fabricated by a vindictive motivated 
prosecutor and an informant out to extricate hisself from a longer sentence. 

I have the documented history of c.egni-tive impgiraent, Dementia,-by-seve:ral 

psychiatrists, psychologists from 1986 to current. My first seizure December 

1995, auto accident with severe head injury. Then February 1999, October 1999; 

March t20,2009 and October 5,2009. 

Secondly, I have been severely assaulted by correction officers, while I was 

suffering seizure of Apraxia on the hospital "floor" by officer viciously boun­

cing his weight on one knee in middle of back breaking ribs, rupturing left. kie­

ney, March 21,2009 & October 5,2009. The kidney still hemorrhages occassionally, 

and my lumbar disc reates severe neurological pain. I have two separate civil 

rights "assault" complaints scheduled for the middle of 2013 on use of excess 

force to vulnerable adult who was unable to provoke, nor move fromthe floor. 

·---------I-drast!Gall-y--need-you:r---expert--eval-uati-on--t'>r---Affidavit-on---d1a---subjecrof--·--··~-·-·---·-------­

Apraxia basedon complete paralyis of body lasting up to 11 days. I have the si-
----~ 

milar neurotoxicology history as Fernando Caro of Oxamyl, Diquat, Paraquat 9 Gu-

thion, Para!lhion, Thiodan, Azinphos Methyl, Endrin, Fungicides, Herbicides, and 

Insecticides since 1967. I was prescribe (Zypre.xa) Olanzaphine for over 4 years 

by psychiatrist Mira Narkiewicz, which created severe dementia and tooke me 

three years of sleep deprivation toovercome the bad side affects. 

Attorney Michael C.Kahrs,5215 ~allard Ave.N.W.;Seattle.WA98107-4838 Phone 

1-888-664-0643 has the funds for your fees for assisting in proving from the 

several Apraxia episodes caused b y neurol-synaptic-dendrite-myelin-sheath-axon 

short-circuit of cell communication causing brain and body paralysis. 

Since I have been taking daily 500 mcg cyancobalamin, there has been not 

occurrance of Apraxia seizures since October, 2009. Your expertise on Aprax ia 

will also help me to prove my innocence of not being able to read a declaration 

of March 4,2005. I have medical documents to support, 

Please reply or call Attorney Kahrs, 

I? alp.A)/ ~l.u__ 
Ralph Howard Blai<ely;B1799s~Sfafford Creek Correction Center,Hl Al8;191 Constantine Way 

c. 
Aberdeen, WA 9852C-9504 
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16 

[ J EXPIDITE 
[x] No Hearing Set 
( · ] Hearing Set For: 

-Date: ·· -- ----
Time: -----

BETly J. GO.ULO f'1 _-, . .., 
.JL.t ~\ •, 

Judge: -----

SY_ 
~---- DfPU y 

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR THURSTON COUNTY 
RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY, 1 Q - :~ _ (J fl 6 9 ~ .. ~ 

Pla·intiff, No. u v v 

vs. 

TRACY DANIAL, et. al. ; 
JANET MILLER; HOWARD ANDERSON: 
HAROLD ARCHIBALD;. 
DAVID YOUNG; JOSEPH MAYNOR; 
JOHN DAVID KENNEY; 
MARY KEPP_LER; GLORIA JEVEL; 
MARITAL AND COMMUNITY PARTNERS 
OF EACH NAMED DEFENDANT; ANfl 
UNKNOWN OTHERS, 

VERIFIED COMPLAINT FOR 
MEDICAL NEGLECT, ASSAULT, 
NEGLIGENCE, CRUEL AND 
UNUSUAL CRUEL PUNISHMENT 
WITHOUT.DUE PROCESS, 
MALICIOUS HARASSMENT, 
.REI'ALIATION, inter alia, 

17 1.1 Ralph H. Blakely is a 73 year- old gentleman with a 

18 long successful history as a businessman. He has various 

19 

20 

21 

22· 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

ongoing and new medical complications, caused by and/or 

not treated by the defendants. This include causes such as 

assaults on him by defendants, contributing to and worsened 

by defendants' calloused and negligent denial of medical 

care, assaults by prison guards, and to maliciously inflict 

gratuitous and needless emotional trauma, pain and 

suffering, in part because of Mr. Blakely' s advanced age, 

disabilities and successful litigation history, and because 

of his class membership. 

Verified Complaint 
- 1 



1 

2 
-----~ ··--- .. 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

•.!> 16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

II - JURISDICTION & VENUE 

2 .1 This court has jurisaiction over these claims under 

th~-· w;~-h.i;1gt~~--c~~-~-t-it.ut.ion I .Art_i,~i~· r--v-,---~·-r;.---c«)mmOii- l1:i"w , .. "Rew· 

9A.36.083,- 42 u.s.c. § 1983,. and the Washington Constitution, 

Article I, §§ 3, 4, 5, 14, and the United States 

Constitution, Amendments One, Five, Eight and Fourteen. 

2.2 Venue is proper in this court pursuant to RCW 

4. 92. 010 ( 5}, and because some of the parties reside in this 

County. 

2.3 This court may ente~ injunctive and.declaratory 

relief per CR-57, Rew· 7.24, CR-65,· and RCW 7 • .40. 

III - EXHAUSTED.REMEDIES 

3.i Plaintiff has exhausted all state tort remedies 

required by RCW 4.92.090-.110. 

3.2 Plaintiff has exhausted all "av~ilable" 

ad~inistrative grievance remedies required by 42 u.s.c. § 

1997e(a). However, such administrative remedies are not 

really "available". because DOC written policy (Offen~er 

Grievance Procedures Manual, (9/11/09) pgs. 32-34), ·and 

practices provide for frequent punitive and adverse treatment 

of prisoners who dare to pursue administrative grievances 

described under this section. 

IV - PARTIES 

4.1 Plaintiff, Ralph Blakely, is a prisoner of the Dept. 

of Corrections ("DOC") at Stafford Creek Correction Center 

("SCCC") during times relevant to this complaint. Mr. 

Blakeley was previously at the Monroe Correctional Complex 

("MCC") at Monroe Washington. 

Verified Complaint 
- 2 -



1 4. 2 Defendant, John D. Kenney, is the Medical Director at the 

2 Monroe C.Q.rrectional Complex- (-!!MCC..!!-) ai=- ·Monroe-·Wash-i-ngton,-during ------------ .... :--··-····· . ·- . 

3 the. times relevant to this complaint. He acknowledged letters from 

4 Mr.· Blakely of serious medical problems __ prior ·to Bl_al<.ely' s serious 

5 inj urie51. He personally acquiesced, and/or directly or indirectly 

6 denied Mr. Blakely acceptable expert medical treatment and or the 

7 denial of Mr. Blakely' s exevator pass •. 

8 4.3 Defendant, Howard Anderson,. is the Associate Superintendent -

9 p.t Monroe correctional Complex-( :Mee) (RCW. 72. 02. 055) during the times 

1 O relevant to this complaint. He personally participated, - acquiesced, 

11 and/ or allowed directly or indirectly in the Plaintiff:' s injuries 

1 and claims described herein. 

13 4. 4 Defendants, David Young, Joseph Maynor, Rodney Shimogawa,Ron 

14 Brevig,· Lt. Lee Williams, are Washington State Correctional officers 
. . . . ' -

15at the Washington State Reformatory at Monore, Washington,During 

16 March 21, 2009. They personally participated, acquiesced and· allow-

17ed injuries to Mr. Blakely. 

184.5 Defendant(s) Janet Miller and Tracy: Daniel are Custodial 

19 Unit Supervisors of Washington st'3:te ·Reformatory during and prior 

20 to . .Mr. Blakely' s fall down the ·dinning hall stairs. They were 

21 advised or had knowledge of Mr. Blakely falling on .the stairs and 

22 ffered to transfer Blakely. to Twin Rivers Unit of no stairs to 

23 lleviate Mr. Blakely decending stairs. Th.ey personally participat-

24 d, acquiesced, and/or allo~ed directly or indirectly in the 

25 laintiff'i injuries and claims desc~ibed herein. 

26 4.6 Defendant(s) are sued in their individual and official capacity 

27 for personally particip?tted, acquiesced, and/or allowed directly 

a, 
28 r indirectly in Plaintiff's injuries and claims described herrn, 

VERIFIED COMPLAINT 3·_-



1 herein, under color of state law. 

2 4.7 Defendants, unkown, others, community partners and spouses 
------· ·- ---·-· . -·-- - ---···------·-··- ·--·-----····-·--

3 are sued for their direct or indirect part.i~cipated, acquiescence, 

4 emotional or financial support, and/or having contributed in or 

s allowed directly _or indirectly the unreasonable risks to exist or 

6 occur such as described herein contributing to Plaintiff 1 s injuries 

7 and claims described herein. 

8 4.8 The term11defendants 11 in plural form herein is. intended to 

9 include one or more of the named and na.me-u_nknown defendants, and 

1 o it intended to assist in simplifying the description of the claims. 

11 V. - FACTS COMMON TO ALL COUNTS 

12. 5.1 About May, 2007, Custodial Unit Supervisor Tracy Daniel and 

13 counselor held a classification hearing; at that time an override 

14 was granted for Mr. Blakely to ha transfered to Twin Rivers Unit 

15by May,2008.,. because defendants. knew of B;Lakely's medical· risks. 

1 6 s. 2 The override documents were never signed by the Superinten-

1 7 dent's off:i,ce and were filed in the Counselor's file of . "D' Side 

18of the Washington State Reformatory~ as a pervasive indiffere~t policy. 

19 5.3 On or about February,2009, Mr. Blakely met with Cl~ssifica-

20tion unit team of C.U.S.Janet Miller, Counselor Khight, and Evans, 

21about cla~~ification to medium custody t6 Twin Rivers Unit of the 

22 onroe Correctional Complex. Mr .Knight, then pulled from the file 

23cabinet the unsigned override. transfer document,as Ms Miller put 

24 the override on the computer file and a transfer to Twin River Unit. 

25 5. 4 At all the classification hearing$ Blakely made clear mention 

2 that he had fallen on the stairs to the dinning hall, and should 

2 be moved to Twin Rivers Unit of no stai~s, beings Blakely's ele-

28 vator pass was rescinded October 24, 2008 by an officer., increasing risk. 

VERIFIED COMPLAINT - 4 -



2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

IO 

11 

12 

efendant Scott Frakes informing him of a repeating denial 

f medical. care that posed an· unreasonable risk a.person of 

ommon intelligence would have· known of or anticipated. The 

edical issues included problems with critical neurological 

aralyzing back pain and that Blakely had fallen sever~l 

imes causing head injuries·contributing to these escalating 

'njuries. 

.6 Defendant Frakes sent a letter to defendant Johri 

en~y:, MCc.•·s Medical Director, who responded ·by cutting .of 

lakely' s medical care and disability passes, without ever 

aving examined Blakely. He was deliberately indifferent to 

13 lakely's serious medical needs within min~mum standards 

14 cceptable in the Community, contibuting and/or causing 

15 ore and future injuries. 

16 5.7 WSR/DOC medical records reflect that about January 19, 

17 2008, Blakely was transferred· to the prison infirmary by 

18 guard Michael .Banks (not a defendant to this case) for 

19 symptoms appearing to be paralyzing severe cervical-

20 sciatic neck and lumbar pain, problems speaking and an 

21 inability to hear. Blakely was hospitalized at WSR until 

22 anuary 21, 2008. 

23 About March 1 9; 2008, Blakely was transferred to 

24 alley General Hospital (VGH) for an MRI to evaluate 

25 lakely' s cervical and lumbar pain .. During this examination 

26 hen the technicians were assisting moving Blakely from the 

Verified Complaint 
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-~-1-- M:R_r-table·, he -wa.s--unabletos-taiid; ·re·sulE1ng-1:nnim -slurri'J?Tn --:-------··-·-···-·--

2 to the f1oor. Defendants had ignored Blakely' s medical 

3 problems for so long_, .his. health deteriorated to "near-

4 critic al 11 stages. 

5 5. 9 · ~ About May 12 ,. 2008, Blakely fell in the law -library 

6 because defendants had conti.nued to provide him suff icien·t 

7 medical care. Guard ~ut~erland (not a defendant in this 

8 ca~e) assisted in transporting Blakely to WSR's medical 

9 area. Blakely recieved six (6) stitchi:s for a· cut on his 

10 head as "the result of the fall.· 

11 s .1 Q .. About October 13 and again on the 17th, 2ooa, WSR 

12 Medical Provider, defendant Keppler examined Blakely for 

13 blurred vision, and being unqualified to make sµch diagnosi 

.14 after Blakely' s fall, his neck. and back paralyzing pain 

15 triggered the examination whi)._e trying to put of his_ socks. 

16 Again on October 28 and 29, 2008, Psychologist Elizabeth 

17 Irwin sought to examine Blakely for what might be called 

18 "dementia'' aft~r it was rep9rted he could not think clearly 

19 and reported debilitating head pressure and blu!red vision. 

20 The person was un~ualified for the examination as only 

21 being a psychologist, not a psyciatrist, as a common 

22 practice, custom and policy of the defendants to deny 

23 prisoners sufficient medical care. 

24 5.11 About February 13, · 2009, at WSR, Blake.ly came down 

25 with debilitating head pain and pressure, ·again, back and 

26 neck pain with excrutiating cramps. This.caused Blakely 

Verified Complaint 
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-···-·········--'---_-1---Eo_again-··faTr-aown-:-the--~a·oub-J:·e-steep-·dini-ng··hall-sta.irs-····--··--··· ·----------· 

2 because defendants refused him .medical care and disab.ility 

3 passes. Biakely requested a· medical override to Twin River 

4 Unit ( TRU) from defendant Keppler to avoid the danger"-:-ous 

5 conditions. The request was denied, contributing to m_ore 

6 and additional injuries, furthered by defendant Kenney. · 

7 5 .12 About March 20, 2009, at WSR after still being forced 

8 by defendants to not-use available disability access, 

9 Blakely again fell d~wn the dining area stairs as a result 

10 ·of defendants denials and lack of ordinary care. ·As a 

11 resul 1=, he was again strapped to a gurney board and . . 

12 transferred to the prison ·clinic, then to VGH where he 

13 was x~rayed and given another MRI . 

. 14 5. 1 3 Blakely was retruned , to WSR' s infirmary and uriable t 

15 move unassisted, was placed on a bed. Symptoms included 

16 a form of neurological short circuit in the brain 

17 commonly associated with "apraxia" where Blakely was 

18 unable to hear, speak, eat or to connect thoughts through 

19 body movement. 

20 5.14 Defendants also callously and deliberately caused 

21 Blakely to fall out of the wheel chair two or three times 

:21 in order to cause wanton and deliberate pain and injury. 

23 They would also pick him up high, dropping him, causing 

24 other physical injuries such as but not limited to 

25 bruising and contusions of his left temple and hip, 

26 snapping Blakely' s neck, and guard David· Young brutally 

Verified Complaint 
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- - --y- - -and -wantonly-delibera:tely bounced all -his-weight on---one -

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

.14 

15 

16 

17. 

18 

19 

knee in the middle of Blakely's back, breaking Blakely's 

rib(s), crushing his vertebra and injuring internal 

organs. This was gratuitous infliction of physical abuse 

designed and intended to injure and cause Blakely pain and 

suffering. 

5. 1 S Defendants Jevell, Archibald, Young, Maynor,_ 

Shimogawa and unknown others conspired_ and acted together 

or separately to physically and psychologically injure 

Blakely intentionally, maliciously and vindiGti vely, where 

he ~ad pre-existing medical conditions, worsened by 

defendants by causing or contributing to bruises, broken 

bones, contusions wantop.ly and without serving any 

legitimate·-penological interests. This includes but ~s not 

limited to taking and furtherin·g punitive· treatment because 

lakely had medical conditions he could not contr61 such 

as placing Blakely in long-term isolation where the 

onditions are the harshest and most pyschologically 

amaging and promotes the Stoc~holm Syndrome. 

20 . 5. 1 6 About June 2009, DOC Headquarters transferred 

21 Blakely from WSR to anotl:e!:. facility at Stafford Creek 

22 Correction CenteE:r { "sccc") where medical care and staff 

23 treatment are improved with a few exceptions. 

24 5. 1 7 · Defendants' · (collectively-) actions and inactions -

25 lacked a~y legitimate penological interests ~nd were 

26 designed and intended to abuse, harass and mistreat Blakely. 

Verified Complaint 
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·-- ·------·--·-----·y ---- -· - -.--· 

2 6.1 Plaintiff incluaes and incorporate~ each ·and every 

3 averment made elsewhere herein as though fully set forth 

4 herein. 

5 6.2 Defendants had a duty and obligation to treat 

6 Plaintiff fairly, in ~ood faith, and to assure he rec~ive~ 

7 prompt and sufficient medical c.are, and is not abused, 

8 assaulted by staff and treated puni ti v_ely -for requiring 

9 medical care. 

10 6.3 Defendants-knew or if acting reasonably, should have 

11 knowpI::r1:7i-iE that Plaintiff had medical conditions requiring 

disability provisions and consideration, a~d had notice 12 

13 by Plaintiff's letters,. kites (memos), grievances and 

14 observations. 

15 6.4 Defendants denied, refused and failed to take any, 

16 reasonable and adequate care of Plaintiff ~ecause of-

17 defendants negligence, calloused, deliberate and in most 

18 cases, deliber~tely indifferent,, malicious and vindictive 

19 treatement, ·)living conditions that promoted and furthe:;red 

20 unreasonable and kpown risks of more harm to Plaintiff, and 

21 treatment or denial of care below·:the minimum standards of 

22 the community in a civilized society, 

23 6.5 Because of defendants' actions and inactions Plaintif 

24 was injured both physically and psychologically of a 

25 significant degree. 

II 
26 

verified Complaint 
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-· ---··-·-·-····--···l. ___ _ . __ COUNT __ ..., __ II_( Cruel._&. Unusual_ .Punishment)_ ________ -·--·-----·-

2 7 .1 Plaintiff includes and fncorportates each an~ every 

3 avermen t made elsewhere in this complaint as though f·ully 

4 ·set 'torth herein. 

5 7. 2 Defendants' actions and inactions were a part of a 

6 scheme to cam~e gr~tu.itous· .pain, injury and suffering· with· 

7 wanton_ and deliberate intent, lacking any legitimat"e 

8 penological interests. 

9 7.3 Be6ause of defeOdants' actions or inaction~, .Plaintiff 

10 suffered severe and significant· physical injury incl~ding 

11 but :riot· 1imited to broken or' fractured bones, contusions, 

12 bruises, bie~ding, including but not limited to both 

13 physical and psychological injury • 

. 14 COUNT ....: III (DUe Process Violations l 

15 8.1 Plaintiff includes and i~corporates each and every 

16 averment made elsewhere in this complaint as though •fully 

17 set forth herein. 

18 8.2 Defendants actions and motivations were in part caused 

19 ··'by Plaintiff's prior successful. and attempted li'tigation 

20 history, and/or having medical conditions, which he cannot 

21 control. Their actions were also m6tiyated by Plaintiff's 

22 repeated administrative complaints against WSR/DOC parties 

23 for prior and presen.t mistreat!I!ent,. denial of medical care 

24 and medical problems and risks because of fa9ility~design 

25 and denial of disability accomodati.ons·. This also 

26 violates the ADA (American Disabilities Ac.t) where person.s 

Verified Complaint 
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--····------- ------1-·-- - such--,as--Plaintiff- must-be--provided for, -but- in- this -case, 

2 defe.ndants deliberatly denied and/or can.celled them, 

3 injuring or contributing _to injuries of Plaintif.f •.. 

4 8 ~ 3 Defendants' denied Plaintj.;ff both his ADA rights and 

5 his rights. under due proce.ss of the State and Federal 

6 Cons ti tu ti on where he was subjected to physical and 

7. p.sy~hoJ-ogical punishment amounting to unconstitutional 

8 cruel-and-unusu~l punishment. 

9 COUNT ,... IV· (First Amendment R.etaliation 

10 9 .1 By this reference, Plainti.ff includes. and incori;:>o:r;ates 

11 each and every averment made elsewhere in this compl·aint 

12 as though fully set forth- herein. 

13 9.2 Defendants' actions and inactions were motivateq by 

.14 Plaintiff's successful and attempted prior and present 

15 administrative, verbal and legal sornplaints seeking to 

16 procure his legal rights, a First Amendment right. · 

17 9.3 Defendants sought to chill, deter and eliminate 

18 Plaintiff's co~plaints and actions, by their treatment of 

19 Plaintiff. 

20 9. 4 Plaintiff had a right under the First Amendment to 

21 complain about thi?gS he did, and.ha~e medical c~itions 

22 he-did, without facing adverse and abusive treatment he 

23 did, without amounting to reta1iation1-as it did. 

24 9 .• 5 Defendants know of the unreasonable ris]cs of staff 

25 retaliation against persons like Plaintiff because they 

26 lack any "non-retaliation" policies, training and practices 

Verified Complaint 
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- -·- .. _J ·de.spite be·ing·. put on notice f?Uch·-problerris ·and ·practices 

2 exist not only in legal cases, but in writing·hunareds·of 

3 times by others, such as .Allan Parmelee (e.g. see Par·melee 

4 v. O'Neil, 145 Wn.App. 223 (1998)) has, yet the def~ndants 

5 refuse to take any corrective-actions. This lack of any 

6 policy or training contributed to the injuries suffered by 

.7 Plaintiff. 

8 9.6 Defendants actions lacked any legitimate penological 

9 interests and are designed and futhered to chill and _deter 

10· ·protected prisoners First Amendmei;tt. constitutional rights; . 

11 and do ·so. 

12 VI IIBLIEF SOUGHT 

13 10.1 Plaintiff seeks actual damages not less than $150,000 • 

.14 to be determined at trial~ 

15 10.2 Plaintiff seeks special.damages not less than triple 

16 damages ~~quested, to be determined at trial. 

17 10.3 Plaintiff seeks injunctive and declaratory relief.· 

18 .10.4 Plaintiff .seeks any and all costs, expenses and fees 

19 associated with this case, including but not iiciited to 

20 those available under 42 u.s.c~ § 1988. 

21 1o~s Plaintiff seeks such other relief this court deems jus • 

22 

23 Respectfully submitted on 03/26/1 0. -IC . 7J-~ 
-Ralpp Howard " Blakely · 

24 SCCC - 81799S 
191. Constantine Way 

25 Aberdeen WA 98520 

26 // 
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14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

VERIFICATION 

·I hereby certify unQ.er oath, penalty of perjury,· and 

the laws of Washington ~tate,- the preceding statements are 

true and correct to the best of my.knowledge, and a~e 

based on records, observations, belief and reasonable 

conclusions thereform. 

Signed at Aberdeen WA on 03/26/10. K.~-µ_:..:..:R.ld-==-~::::.;l-r.:..:+-------­
Ralph Howard Bl<?-_kely 

Verified Complaint 
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COPY 
OfitGINAl FllEO 

DECO 3toos 
tHOM~S.f\.FALLOUIST . 

SPOKANE COUNTY CLERK 

THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
IN AND FOR THE COuNTY OF SPOKANE 

RECElV2D 

NOV ·~9 2JU9 
DEF[ 10 

YOLANDA BLAKELY, NO. 95~3-01916-0 

Petitioner; 

VS; 

RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY, JR.; 

Respondent; 

OitI>ERAf>PROVING 
DISBURSEMENT OF vuN1>s 
FROlVl SPECIAL NEEI)S TRUST 

(PROPOSED) 

THIS MA TtER coming before tJµs Court 011 .. #le m91Jcm ofRespond~llt~ anq ajfrelev?lllt 

15 patties havi11g fuliy briefed this matter including the following pleadings: 

16 Respondent's Motion to Disbuse Ftinds From Sp<;:cialNeeds TniSt; 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

Declaration of Mfohael C. Kahrs with exhibits; and 

Declaration of Ralph Biakely~ 

This Court makes the following findings of fact: 

1. Ralph H, ]3lakeJy Jr. is in need of fund$ for the purposes of pursing post-conviction 

22 litigation in his criminal conviction and sentence in GrantCounty,State v. Blakely, No. 04-1-00369-

23 8. 
24 

25 
2. Mr. Blakely has consented to the disbursement of these funds in the amount of Ten . 

26 Thousand Dollars and no/100 ($10,00(l.00). 

27 

28 ORDER APPROVING DISBURSEMENT 
FROM SPECIAL NEEDS TRUST - I 

ORIGINAL 

Kahrs Lsw Firm, P .S. 

5215 BallardAve.N\V,#2 Seattle, WA 98107 

Ph: (206) 264"0643 Fai: (206) 547-0226 

mkahrs@kahrslawfirm.com 
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1 

2 

3 

3. The Court finds that the amount requested for investigation, $10,000.00, is 

reasonable. 

4. Ralph H. Blakely Jr. is iu. need of funds for the purposes of obtaimng medical care 

· 4 for a multitude ofserious medical conditions. 

s 5 Mr, Blakely has consented to the disbursement of these funds in the amount of 

6 Twenty-Five Thousand Dollars and no/100 ($25,000.00). 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11. 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

6. The Court finds that the aiilount requested to obtain medical care, $25,000.00, is 

reasonable. 

accounting of disbursements as set forlh below: 

d\sl:JwµcJ/ req<wD rJo he pr<?~<t Gb. 

o<eb~ 
Honorable LIN MTcMPKfNS 

Presented By: 

,~L-~ 
Michael C. Kahrs WSBA #27085 
Attorney for Ralph H. Blakely Jr. 

ORDER APPROVING DISBURSEMENT 
FROM SPECIAL "NEEDS TRUST - 2 

Approved as to Form and Notice of 
Presentment Waived: 

~~Q-~ 
James'\· SpurgetiSWSA#7 ~ 
Succ~r Trustee \\ 

Kahrs L:i.w Firm, P .S. 

5215 Ballard Ave. NW, #2 Sc.attle, WA 98107 

Ph: (206) 264--0643 Fax: (206) 547-0226 

m.kahrs@kahrslawf"mn.com 

KAH S 000094 t 
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REPRESENTATION AGREEMENT 

I. In consideration of Kahrs Law Firm, P.S. ("Attorney"), agreeing to represent Ralph Blakely ("Client") in the 
matter of general legal representation, Client agrees to the following conditions regarding Attorney's representation. 

2. All attorney's fees for legal services rendered are and will be based on the hourly rates as from time to time are 
established by the firm, plus any out-of-pocket expenses that may be incurred, such as filing fees, deposition charges, 
postage and long distance charges. Please note that this list is suggestive only and is not comprehensive. Attorney's fees 
are billed in minimum 1110th hour increments. Invoices are due upon receipt. Attorney has the option of charging 
interest at a rate of I% per month ifhe so chooses for all invoices greater than 30 days overdue. The hourly rate at this 
time is $200.00 per hour. 

3. Client agrees to keep Attorney advised of Client's whereabouts at all times and to cooperate in the handling of 
this case. Unless prior atTangements are made in writing, attorney is authorized to withdraw from representation of the 
Client in this matter if the account is morethan 30 days past due. Additionally, if Attorney believes an additional retainer 
should be collected before additional work is done in that matter and if that additional retainer is not forthcoming within 
30 days of the request of such a retainer, then Attorney is authorized to withdraw from representation ofthe Client in 
this matter. 

4. A retain!: ~f$~~o~ciO::u~ ~~,~~i~~~'·~~~~N~1Ah~c;;{e~~~i1~r'1o~h~~&iiit~rlJ?~cfr~fbther than the initial 
interview) will be done or as arranged between Client and Attorney. Costs incun-ed by Attorney will be deduced from 
the retainer at the time monthly bills are prepared. Invoices will be sent out for work done on the account and fees will 
subsequently be deduced from the retainer. When the retainer is completely expended, the Client will be asked for a 
subsequent retainer based on the amount and type of work anticipated. 

5. At this time, it is difficµlt to estimate the amount chime and expense which will be necessary to adequately 
represent the client in this matter. Since every case is different, we cannot make an estimate as to the total cost of 
representation in this matter. 

6. If Client feels that the fees received are unreasonable, he or she may seek judicial review of the fees received, 
to the extent pennitted by law. In the event that action, suit or legal proceedings are initiated or brought to enforce any 
or all of the prevision of this Agreement, the prevailing party shall be entitled to such attorney's fees, costs and 
disbursements, including the costs related to depositions, whether or not entered into evidence in any proceeding, as are 
deemed reasonable and proper by an arbitrator or court. In the event of an appeal of an initial decision of an arbitrator 
or court, the prevailing party shall be entitled to such attorney's fees, costs and disbursements as are deemed reasonable 
and proper by the appellate court(s). 

7. This Agreement shall be deemed executed in the State of Washington and shall be interpreted and construed 
in accordance \Vith the laws of the State of Washington relating to contracts made and performed therein. Venue shall 
be proper only in the County of King, State of Washington. 

CLIENT UNDERSTANDS THAT ATTORNEY HAS MADE NO GUARANTEES OF ASSURANCE OF 
ULTIMATE SUCCESS, AND AGREES THAT OTHER ATTORNEYS IN THIS OFFICE 

MAY WORK ON THIS CASE. 

By: ___________ _ 
MICHAEL C. KAHRS 

By: R, t:c.-{;11-/i //. 8-1 ,,/.;_i_,_, 
RALPHBLAKEL y 7 

REPRESENTATION AGREEMENT - I 

Date: ____________ _ 

Date: 9 ·· / -- 0 9 
' 

Kahrs Law Firm, P.S. 
5215 Ballard Ave. NW, Suite 2 Seattle, WA 98107 

Ph: (206) 264-0643 Fax: (206) 237-8555 
mkahrs@kahrslawfirm.com 



REPRESENTATION AGREEMENT 

I. In consideration of Kahrs Law Firm, P.S. ("Attorney"), agreeing to represent Ralph Blakely ("Client") in the . 
matter of general legal representation, Client agrees to the followff1g conditions regarding Attorney's representation. 

' 
2. All attorney's fees for legal services rendered are and will be based on the hourly rates as from time to time are 
established by the firm, plus any out-of-pocket expenses that may be incurred, such as filing fees, deposition charges, 
postage and long distance charges. Please note that this list is suggestive only and is not comprehensive. Attorney's fees 
are billed in minimum 1/10th hour increments. Invoices are due upon receipt. Attorney has the option of charging 

The hourly rate at this 
time is $200.00 per hour. 

3. Client agrees to keep Attorney advised of Client's whereabouts at all times and to cooperate in the handling of 
this case. Unless prior arrangements are made in writing, attorney is authorized to withdraw from representation of the 
Client in this matter ifthe account is more than 30 days past due. Additionally, if Attorney believes an additional retainer 
should be collected before additional work is done in that matter and ifthat additional retainer is not forthcoming within 
30 days of the request of such a retainer, then Attorney is authorized to withdraw from representation of the Client in 
this matter. 

4. A htainer of./2..c;,, coo paid by Client to Attorney prior to the time any work 
will be done or as arranged between Client and Attorney. 

Costs incurred by Attorney will be deduced from the retainer at the time monthly bills are 
prepared. Invoices will be sent out for work done on the account and fees will subsequently be deduced from the 
retainer. When the retainer is completely expended, the Client will be asked for a subsequent retainer based on the 
amount and type of work anticipated. 

5. At this time, it is difficult to estimate the amount oftime and expense which will be necessary to adequatel.x 
.r.epr_9sent the ~Jie!Jt in this matter~ Since every case is different, we cannot make an estimate as to the fotal cost: of 
l·epresentation in this matter. 

6. If Client feels that the fees received are unreasonable, he or she may seek judicial review of the fees received, 
to the extent permitted by law. In the event that action, suit or legal proceedings are initiated or brought to enforce any 
or all of the prevision of this Agreement, the prevailing party shall be entitled to s.uch attorney's fees, costs and 
disbursements, includingthe costs related to deposii:ions,,whether or not entered into evidence in any proceeding, as are 
deemed reasonable ·and proper by an arbitrator or court. In the event of an appeal of an initial decision of an arbitrator 
or court, the prevailing party shall be entitled to such attorney's fees, costs and disbursements as are deemed reasonable 
and proper by the appellate court(s). 

7. This Agreement shall be deemed executed in the State of Washington and shail pe interpreted and construed 
in accordance withthe laws of_the State of Washingtoq relating to contracts made and performed therein. Venue shall 
be proper only in'the County of King, State of Washington. 

CLIENTUNDERSTANDSTHATATTORNEYHASMADENOGUARANTEESOFASSURANCEOFULTIMATE 
SUCCESS AND AGREES THAT OTHER ATTORNEYS IN THIS OFFICE 
MAY WORK ON THIS CASE. 

By: ___________ _ 
MICHAEL C. KAHRS 

Date: ____________ _ 
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 

RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY, 
Plai.ntiff, 

vs. 

MICHAEL CHARLES KAHRS, 

IN A~D FOR THE COUNTY OF KING15 = 2_ 129 8 Q'"' 5-SEA 

No.;_ 

VERIFIED COMPLAINT FOR 
LEGAL MALPRACTICE" 

KAHRS LAW FIRM TRUST ACCOUNT, BREACH OF FIDUCIARY DUTY 
Defendant. 

I. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Ralph Howard Blakely, age 78, is a vulnerable adult with disabilities 9 

and illegally restrained at the Stafford Creek Correction Centerc 

1.2 Laltl}'er Michael Charles Kahrs was first contacted about 2007 1 for 

legal assistance to compel the Monroe Correctional Complex to transport Mr., 

Blakely to a Spinal Decompression Expsrt for guaranteed chronic back pain relief• 

IIe JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

8.1 This Court has jurisdiction over these claims under the t-la.ehington 

Constitution, Article IV 0 Section 1,6 common law; RCW 18"235.130; RCW 19.86 c_,:38,GJ 

2.2 Venue is proper in this Court pursuaet to RCW 7 .60.055 and because 

the party resides in this County. 

2.3 This Court may eeter a preliminary injunctive and declaratory relief 

per CR 57 1 RCll 74.34.110(1-9) Vulnerable Adult Protection, RCW 7.24., CR 65 

and RCW 7.40. 



~ 

III. EXHAUSTED REMEDIES 

0.1 Plai.ntiff has exhausted several years of too many letters and 
1<1 

phone calls to enforce Lawyer Kahrs April 30,2009, contract to litigate the 

Officer Assault and Battery, and Medical Malpractice Complaint, along with the 

litigation of the wrongful conviction of the innocent Plaintiff .(ltPC 3.2 

3.2 Such administrative remedtws are not really "available" for the 

Plaintiff to enforce lawyer to make reasonable efforts to expidita litigation 

consistent with interests of the Plaintiff. (RPC 3.2) 

IV" STATEMENT OF BASIC FACTS AND LEGAL CAUSES OF ACTION 

j. 2-t' r:~-t; 
$.1 Plaintiff, Ralph Hovard Blakely was moongfully convietEtd, and was 

brutally battered March 21,2009, by officers, medical; while suffer~~ a 

Neuroleptic-catat:onia-aprallia seizure on the MCC hospital floor. Plaintiff 

suffered broken ribs, ruptured kidney, lumbsr 0 cervical injuried March 2lt09• 

4.2 Plaintiff waS THEM placed in MAX segreBatton, so that noone could 

witness the black shoulder, hip ead urination of straight blood from ruptured 

kidney, for a petiod of six months. 

AGAIN, October 4,2009, Plaintiff suffered a neuroleptic-apaaxia seizure 

on the Stafford Creek Correction hospital floor not able to provoke the officer 

Barrett from elammiJlg Blakely' s head to the floor and officer Nelson from boun­

cing his knee in middle of Blakely's beck re-breaking ribs end rupturing kidney. 

4.3 On September 10,2009, (SCCC) correction officer improperly seized 

the Plaintiff's 7 legal document file boxes, trust contarlned Recants.Won Affi-

- \' davit and other documents proving the Plaintiff's actual innocence. 

4.4 December 4,2009, Lawyer Michail c. Kahrs received a $35,000. check 

frOJB Ralph H. Blakely, check No. 2245610 WfB) as advanced payment for tahrs 
',,,_-

to prepare and file the two asssult, medical malpractice injury complaints. 

And also to preparti and file a complaint for the recovery of Blakely• s legal 

documents and manuscript.. 

VERIFIED LF.GAL MISCONDUCT COMPLAINT 2 of 6 



compile 14 ~ical ai lmenta, that had occur0d while- illegally t.EBg»rlsoned. !me 

refased or decl.ined to represent Mr.Blakaly's Federal Rights Complain USC 42 

Section 1963 madical •!practice complaint. 

4.6. Jaeuary 27, 2010, Grant County Public Rscords replied to Lawver 

lahrs request for records, but nothift!J else W.9 dofie• with the large request. 

Apri.l 17 ,2010, Another Publlc Disclosure Record Request ~ made &Gd 

paid $5.39 to the Departiaent of Correction5e 

4. 7 May 30,2010, Lawyer Kahrs, procrastiomites to the servie0 of the 

prepared verif:ied complaint a~lns& the '1onroe Correctional Wlllplex, medical 

officers for che March 21,2009, Brutal assault, and medical malpractice, aegl:l­

gem:e. The IC~rs &av Firm 5/30/10 lettar 11as in contrast to the clteats requested 

~vice of the complaiat that should rune been timely drafted by Mr. Kahrs. 

'/.~76 4.8 ~ptesbe:- 20,2010, Lawy1tr Kahrs Paid investigator Taylor Kindred 
; y 2,7 /!, 

1 'i $1,000.00 , \#hen Blakely asked him to pay Det.ecti Vii! Torrez out of Kennewick to 

investigate aad obtain a recantattoa sif fidavit from Robbie! Juarez TreviQo oo 

Blakely's wrongful conviction. RPC 1.7,8(~)(2) 

4.9 Plaintiff June 17,2011, after a~ Ye3l"S of pleading ~o Lawyer Kahrs 

about taki03 pro~r legal sctton to piroH ~rongfol conviction, and illssal 

i1DPrisonment of deliberau.. indiffarence to chronic paimful efferta~u that 

the Plaintiff -.,asi in need of critical expert medical treatment and legal assi­

stance agaiut tha ';1Nft3iul conricuon. 

4.10 Plaintiff's December 20 2011, letter pleeding for Lattyar Kahrs to 

to prove that be was wrongfully convicted siod ~ innocent. 

4./11 After more than two years of procrasttooaUon. La~yGer Kshrs contacts 

a expert asurolo3ist 1)r. Ray!OOM Sif130r, bat the delay has eaueed the Plain­

tiff atevere legal injuries of Summary Judg@G&cs. 

3 cf o 



4.12 January 2012e the highly skilled Washing tor; Attorney General Delnital 

Judge filed a Motioa foe Summary Judgment in the Thur<3t.011 County Superior Court 

basr!d on facts of deli~rate prot:rlillBtination by Att:oroey !Cshrs assisting vul~ 

rable Blakely tn obuiniag expert neuropsychologist/ neorotodcologist Singer's 

evQlua.tioo report. 

4.13 On or &bout February,2012, another Attorney General Douglas Carr 

filed a \fotion for Sum.l!'lary Judgment in tile Thurston County Superior Court agat.ns~ 

The Plaintiff's Complaint for improper seizure of 7 legnl boxes of legal docum&nts, 

manuscript, nocarized Affidavit of Recantation by Robbie Juarez Trevino. 

Plaintiff Blakely, \<Jt'ot.e many letters to Attorney Kahrs for assist.since in 

the preparation of Mamoraru.iums of Law in Opposition to ths Attorney General 1 s 

stacked three Motions For Sllmi:Mlry judgment, but Attorney Kahrs deli ~rately re­

fused to legally assist the Plaintiff. 

4.14 Plaintiff Blakely suffered the il'ijUf'J of three Thurston County Sup­

erior Court Orders diemisstng two credible medical neglect, negligence, alprac­

tice, and assault injury eomplsimts; whtch were will supported with docllfl19nted 

ed"nce, becuaSG Attorney Kahrs refumed to assist: Plaintiff Blakely. 8ut was 

paid a retainer of $35,000 for that legal purpose. 

4.15 Plaietiff • with the assistance of other inmates filed a oocice of 

apf$il to Court of Aj1peals It oo the thrw Civ&l Rights Complstacs of loss of 

l@gal prop0rty aod medial Mlpractice, but Attorney Kahrs procrastiW:llted in 

ti~ly submission of f ilbg fees, st:ate1Bant of airrengemant fees, This caused 

the Plaintiff additional penalties, a&nction-SJ, and prolonged ectUEal injury 

of chronic pa!n every day thereafter. 

4.16 Tile Plainciff being a vulnerable adult, sufferin@ eacrucisting dailv 

chronic arthritic cripplUJg joint pai!8i ht!a. ~n &SSlisted by ~her immates in 

their ~itieg too many letters askin1 Attorney Kahrs to legally assist Mr. 

4 of 6 



4.17 The PL'linti ff, after four or f he years. has received a bi 11 ing for 

t.he $35,000 retainer fr&e for services that ~re epecifie<lllJ cootrseted for and 

that wen mever received. l.al~yer Ia~rs breached Ms ethical duty to let§allY 

legal documscts} Instead l'..attyer Kahrs breache;:I a fiduciary duty to "exp1.oit11 e 

partially bliad vulnerable Plaintiff of ~20,000.00. 

4. VJ L$wyer [ahrs selfbh dhregiud of his ethical duty to perf'orai tilt nece­

ssary contracted fiduciary duties of preparing legal D!llprsetice and brutal asse-

dt Complaint aeainst aedie&l officers bas resulted in er068 injury aad 1>4\laful 

suffering. Lawyer Kah.rs f~ilure to preP4m the t1rit of fiabeas Corp-us as contra­

cted for by Mr. Btakeh paying $'l5,000 ruiie bssn & substantial doubht injury. 

~ 4.19 La~r leahrs, sfter four ye&rs of l!lfilllithica t COftdact in Yio let ion af 

ltPC 1.15 A (h)(1) "gaYe no r@SSOn&ble notice to the Plmintiff of the ifltent to 

aumeroas tias to retum criticelly needed legal doctments; which adscoaduct ts 

too prodmaee cause of the Plaintiff's proloaged encarceration, and medical neglect. 

easefttial verbet:tm repo~ts, briefs, and the Plaintiff's proposed outlined briefs. 

attormey Spurgetts, abGUt aot doiRJJ any i;»reparation of legal dacumants, nor proper 

representation. TM.iV parpetUQl dehv of five y~ers M© $ll"eatly hindered the Plai.n­

tiff from liberty amt obtaii!ima medical relief froia e"treryday chronic PQinful tov~ure. 

4.21 The proximte causation of the Oefen.das~'s uWBth!cal breach of dttty, 



V • JURi' OR JUDGE 

s.1 The Plaintiff hEl!reby would ratQoost that a jsu•y try this case. 

6.1 Plaintiff Blakely requese:s that jud~nt be Emtere<A agaiast the 

Defendant Kahrs as foJ.lowa: 

o.2 'l'ha~ Defendant ttabrs be ordered to return $200000 ~tual fwids 

from the initial $35.ooo.oo thelt wea paid to tab.rs Law Firm Trua& Account. 

6.3 That Dsfenda.ns: Kahre be ordered co pay $20,000.00 compensatory ~es 

for prolonged eru:taC'<:eration of pai6Bful torture. loss of libef'tJ 1 loss of eapan 

il?Sdical care due to illegal reetraint. 

action. 

6.5 Awarding Plaintiff 81.akely aay edditiOtKU. or fu.rther relief t1hich the 

Coun finds equitable, appropriate or just. 

Respectfully submitted ')--- :! 'i 2015 .. e4A. ii ,,j l.:.. J.,,.. {:I_ 

VII. VER!FICAfloal 

I, Ralph l!OlllW'd Blakely certify under oath, penalty of p«jury, and the 

la!IS of Wasbinatoo State, tbe preceding statemeots are true 800 corEeet to the 

best of my ~led~, &nd are OO@eS on re~. rii!lcords, let~!'s, exhibits, 

belief and reaaoniablca conclusions ciwref rom. 



EXHIBIT 19 



R.l\Li?H ~A..l:ID B.LA.i<I::L'i, 
i?laintif f 1 

vs. 

i•lIC.HAEL CHARLES .KAHRS, et.al., 
Defendants. 

Expedite: 
.gudge: Laura Invee...-1 
Hearing: 11/20/15 
Tilte : 9:~ a..n 

No. 15-2-12980-5 SEA 

D&:IA~TID'I OF PJ:.,UN£u""'F 
IN SUProRT OF l-Ol'IOli FC'R ,.\N 
OF.DER GRAN'I''ING AN OO'ENSION 
OF TIME 'ID AM.El'tfO PLl\.INr.tFF 1 S 
OOMPIAINT 

I, Ralph H. Blakely, age 79, harrlicappe'.l, partially blind, as ca...n inex~rie­

nced litigator am unable to COT.pate with "THHEB" highly skilled lawyers with 

2. The genuine material issues of fact arises, when a lawyer breaches 11.is 

Fiduciary o.ity of Care and tDyalty to a handicapped client, after he received 

tt35,000.00 for the benefit of the Plaintiff. Exhibit No. 2 

3. 'I'he noi.SOllVery" of answers of the Defendant, to why he waitoo (5) 

tiva years after the Recei9t of the $35,ooo.oo to bill the client? 

4. ·rhe Discovery will support the a.1•~ O;;mplaint with genuine uateral 

issues of fact if the Plaintiff is a.llOtlai ( 60) days extension of tt.te to 

r, Halph HO'~ .Blakely declares under the penalty of !,)E>..rjury of the laws 

of the State of Washington that the amve uentiCll'l€rl is true and correct. 

Dated Novanber 4, 2015 
.~i;.-1l .-l /;:,(~.~·,,: '··. ,,. .. _ 

S0.::X: Hl b36 i ·i.' 1 ? 1' "' f 
191 Constantine Way 
!lberdeen, WA 95520 



SUf'.Lil.W!~ Ov'U.~.f OF t'dE s.r-Ar.c. O~' ~~A..~H!L'f..;'fON 

IN AND POR r"1 iG CJUNl'Y 

l~\L.f'H HOiil\!ID BU\Y..ELY I 
Plaintiff, 

&1IQ.!Afil, C:i'\Rik:C> Ka..'1.t·s, et • .;il,. 
Defent.:l"'tnts. 

?7.ahrs. 

Ci{ :i.q ; cr55; c~ 12 
HCii '74.34.110(1-9) 

Yer if ied wu;il.aint of Legal ~'1alp:::actice in a timely fashic.n, nor re.s{:ami 

to the rc.'qoostsd interro:;atories. 

2009 funds to the Plaintiff 



EXHIBIT 10 



Expedite: 
itudge: Laura Inveen 
Hearing: 11/20/15 
Ti.&Le : 9:~ am 

SUPE.~OR COURT OF WASHINGlON roR KING CDUNTY 

Rl\LPH HOWARD BI.AK8LY I 
Plaintiff I 

vs. 

£11.lICHAEL CHARLES .KAHRS, et.al., 
Defendants. 

No. 15-2-12980-5 SEA 

DOCIARATION OF PLAINTIFE' 
IN SUPPORT OF r'mia~ FOR AN 
ORDER GRAN!"ING AN EXTENSIOO 
OF TIME 'ID AMS:~ PIAINTIFF 1 S 
CDMPIAINT 

r, Ralph a. Blakely, age 79, harrlicapped, partially blind, as an inexperie­

nced litigator am unable to cnn,,,oete with "THREE" highly skilled ;Lawyers with 

resources. 

2.. '.rhe genuine material issues of fact arises, when a lawyer breaches his 

Fiduciary Duty of care and royalty to a handicapped client, after he received 

#35,000.00 for the benefit of the Plaintiff. Exhibit No. 2 

3. 'L'he "DiSOUVery" of answers of the Defendant, to why he waited (5) 

five years after the Receipt of the $35,000.00 to bill the client? 

4. The Disc..."""OVery will support the arrerrled Q:mplaint with ge.'luine rrateral 

issues of fact if. the Plaintiff is allowed (60) days extension of t:L1ie to 

prepare the amanderl conplaint and to serve it. 

I, Ralph .HoWard Blakely declares under the penalty of ~ury of the la\.'115 

of the state of Washington that the above rrentioned is true and correct. 

Dated November 4, 2015 

DECIARATIOO - EXTiNSICN OF TD"JE ! 

/:<, .... l_,-.J.. )/.,' IP.e~""'1 :r IJ 
SOCC H1 b36 · 'f1s-
191 eonstantine Way 
Aberdeen, WA 98520 



Expedite: 
Judge: Laura .Inveen 
Hearing! 11 /20/15 

SUPERIOR CCOR:P OF WASiili.'U!UN FOR KING 0.)iJNl'Y 

RALPH HOW .. ZUID BLAKELY, 
Plaintiff, 

vs. 

fv".U:C:>iAEL CHARLES KAHRS, et .al •• 

~~~~-.Dei:_._~-endan~~-ts_·~~~~-j 

No. 15-2-12980-5 SEA 
ORDER GRAL'll'ING EX'r.ENSia~ OF TIME 
TO Ar"iEND PLAllUI.t-Y' S o::Ml!IAINT 
CR 15 

T'.dIS iY.lATrER having o:xoo before tt1is Court, and the Court having calSidered 

th.e Plaintiff• s .Declaration, Exhibits, and reviewed the record along with the 

Plaintiff's Ivbtion For An Order Granting An Extension Of Time To Amand Plainti.f f's 

canplaint under Court rule er 15. 

ACm~Il~Y, T.dIS OJURT grants the Plaintiff's Order For Extension of Time 

'Io Amend Plaintiff's c.anplaint for (90) ninety days to prepare the amended 

ca.t1plaint and to serve it. 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, that the .Plaintiff's Order For Extension of Time 'IO 

Aiend Pl.aintiff 's Canplaint within 90 days is granted. 

I:ONE in open Court; this 

Presente:i by: Ralph Blakely 817995 
SCCC H 1 B36 
191 a:mstantine Way 
Aberdeen, WA 98520 

day of .November 2015, 

Honorable Judge Laura Inveen . 



EXHIBIT al 



Judge: Hor.ora ble lliuraafovE.:e:n 
Departmr::r. t 48 
Heal"l:ug Set: 10/23/2015 
1'in1e: 9a. in. 

superior court of washingtu11 l'or cuuut;y oi' klng 

RALPH HOlAJARD BLAKELY, , 
Plai11tlfr, 

vs. 

MICHAEL CHAILES KAI-ms' 
Defe..ndant. 

NO. 15-2-1 ;(S8G-5 SEA 

ORDER GR/:.N'i'ING MCTION 'IC COMFEL 
:UISCOVNlY - GH Ji' ~&) 

~pl'<:rJ'Weff_;PEt~I') 

THIS MATTEH. haviue; corns be.fu:i.'e U.io 'Cow·t, a:.:1d tha Cou..rt having considereJ. 

~he Mutior. for an Or·cler Granting lviotion to Compel IJi:::i1.;uv·1:3ry pursllt:ul-L tu Civil 

Cour-t Rule CR 37 (a)) OU'\A 
IA Q ('' /l ('· ''· ·J. ., I\ r ,.... CJ- ~ E·) ..• ) .. ..,.. i • , l.1 . 

' 
\.....c~l.Af"\.-\ \::ie:;.-~.I\. ..("., \r,:l , 

_) 

ACCOR.DING:L,Y, this Court gr-ants the Plaj_:u·;:.ifl' 1 s Gnit:ff to Cumpt:l Ds:::'t:(1drn t 

Michael C. Kahrs to answ·er the June 1 C, 2c·1), interrogatories ard pruciucEJ the; 

r·e4u3sted documents wi thullt (Cr 37 (a) (3) eva~i7e or irwrn:iplete answers en or 

bei'orE: 

IN AD:UI'l':i::ON, TEE Plaint.il'.f pu.r8l11:1.il~ tc CR 37(a) (4J be gr·antt:::d tl1e i:liliile of' 
/ 

$ (j) as reasonable expe.ni3es i.'1 obtaining t~1is OrO.i::r, cm the grrn1~1d ·cha'l:, 

/ 
th.e DE:fi::nd.ant has bau sui'ficient tirne tu p::.·ope1·ly ai1swe:i.· wi·chout delay. 

DONE IN ~:;FEN COUH'C, J.l .. ! -
vlLU:i 

,_,.... ..., . t 
~~~c;~-

Tw- _.. - - ---·~-------·--• 

11or,0r&.Lle, J udg e Lt:t:LU·a li'det::11 

0 ~t~ I G· I Nm ~-~.;!! L: .... l(• 
t~\- . . ' ~~' 
' IJ ' . . !S" .. h i. 

.. iv~ 
' I I 

r 



£t.ru:.Jhi i i(M'A:;o .B.f..J;\..'\i'.~£.i:t 1 

t>lau1tift, 

HK'li.i\EL CHi\RU.S i\l\lBS, ~..:t."tl. 
oof er~1.nts. 

Jud;e Lau.ra !nvu-~1·1 

ExpidJ.t~: 

!i&Uin9: 11/20/1 S 
rLr~; ::~:oo ,~ • .::-:. 

t.k::. l :i-2-129e0-5 Si;;:J\ 
·f>J...i!!.lNl'!F'P'S ti::filU¥ .POH A'.'-1 
0itP&'l GflAt'\frlNC; AN i:.'<I:EJ:iSIU:i 
OF l'.tl:i.IB 10 iiti'fr;:NO ?!~'UIH.'I?f0;;; 
vw: if i.oo CU·Wt.ruu1: 

an ri:Jct.en.sicin ot' tiffli<l to AoonJ too i?la1n.t1ir •a v~rtt ied lt.u1pl.aint, e-.nd. to 

fo.t· a Sixty-day (60) E.Ktens1a1 ot tit('&.t to l~~ ard &.:;.r'l'oo the C.lmplaint on 

a.~~1t1QCldl Oetandints. 

i 

'' 

191 etJ;:~ti.lntino ~ilay 
Abi.l.t\k~an, ~'A ~852:0-9!>0"'.j 

151 



,fo:!ge: La:ura B. In·'/een 
Rm C-203 D:fut /_8 

'f-re9.ring: 11 /20/15 · 
7ima: Q:QO en 

SUPERIOR CO!RT OF ·~fASRPJGTON roR THE GOTN'!'Y OF '.':rm 

RALPH I-IOWA.llD BL\K}::I..Y, 
Pl~.tnttf.'f', 

vs. 

MICHAt)L C~IA;u.E.3 i\Arns, ZI'.AI. 
Da:f ..;;nJ~1·'.1t. 

?To. 1 t;-2-1298J-5 SE.A. 

DJ~CLAflATIOH O.F PLUNTLG'F 
IiiJ SUP?C>RT OJ;" I!X'J'EN~IOM 
l'"'OR FILIHG STA'rEM!~trr OF 
r1R'JI'J'RA Bil I1'Y ( KGV-rm2 ,; , < t':.) 

I, ::i.':11.t.it'i ;:. "dh.i.ca:t,f, t.h-e ?laintHT • age 7), J.ecl'1.I'e.:t t:10 f.olJ.o~·in;; in 

su.ppo:rt. of' -~otion for ~'1 0r11i'r to 3Xt~i!"Jd ~k.v·err.b~,r 5 ,2J151 >UH'il i..::'le.i:c::.;;.\•1.2 \a) .. 

2. The f'lamt..'bif"t' has shown goo<l cmIBe for illl axt,e1n,,;io:n of ti.r;:";. oY."'.ler t .. cr 

fililv a Statement of .l.rbi"trahill t.1 due to the Dcfonde.rr:.' s tlela:ted c,:..-;r;.11e;:·a to 

Di.sco•;ei-y f':i.led J uriu 10, ~015. 

J. Basa1 on th1.; fiat t!iat the Der~r.i.Jaut has not ai:nr~r.s'C'ed. th.'°3 ?l.aintifi"' a 

Secon".i Re:{uest .F'or L'lterr~6at.ories 9..11.1 production of iocu!"flents !:>efore t.heiI" 

re.ftli;:3t fo1· $umdlaI".{ Jud:;mc.;.1t hearii.'lg on ]ov9ober 20,~~Crl 5. 
4. The Plah1t:U'f' is obtaining evidenoe of ;r-i~~t·1ttem~:rit8 i>;r th,~ D~r.~nd.'1.n t,. 

s. 'l'h"l .PLli:1tiff .i:l almost bb.nd, nandica.p;:.x:d curl hfls to .J£!pi::.in-J up.:n oth'3.i:s 

":o ~p:u:r~ tf'":t Disco111ery documem::a, therefor.a t.hs Plaintiif J.s ~..skinq the CoUi..·c 

to •3Xt•311d the st~tr.!!ftF::nc o-f. .ttrbitr.~ilit:y and $220 a:.:~}it'--L'f1t.ton f~)l-' tmtH 1f.t~~ 

t.he i\bve:::.r:1.'t.lof'.>.r DQ,.2015, schr..~dul(."j f~f.en:i:mt'u hc-.liirinc~ a.n.:1 t.i'it~ secon::.:. r~1.103t tor 

I, H.alph H. Bla.l.;sly, declare t.iiat the afoJ:anentiCflt'Jd is trut! csnd oorrect 
:.a1.d'::r the 9&1.alty of p:>rjm:y. 

Dated Oct:ob .. ;r. .i.6,201 ~;, 

c: 

OECLAAATlON IN SU?l-OR'"J.' OF 
HJ'l'ION R:'lR EKtension of time 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR THE COUNTY OF KING 

RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY, 
Pla1.ntif f, 

vs. 

MICHAEL CHARLES KAHRS, 
Defendant. 

TO: Michael c. Kahrs 

A. GENERAL DEFINITION AND PROCEDURE 

No. 'l 5-:-1 ';1090- '5 sea 

PLAINTIFF'S FIRST REQUEST FOR 
INTERROGATORIES COMBINED wrrn 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF 
DOCUMENTS CR 26 1 33 • 34 

You have been served with the Plaintiff's First Request for Interrogatories 

combined with Request for Production of Documents. Pleas type your answers in 

the space provided or on a separate page or pages as needed. In the event you 

choose a place your response on a separate page, you must clearly denot the 

number of the question to which the response relates, including any subpart 

thereof, if applicable, Return the verified original of the completed inter-

rogatories to Ralph H. Blakely, SCCC; 191 Constantine Way; Aberdeen, W, within 

30 days of service or at such time and place as is mutually agreed upon.b 

B. scmeE OF ANSWERS AND RESPONSES 

That the answers are to include all the information known to or reasonably 

ascertainable by you or other representative. 

C. OBJECTIONS 

If you object to answering any interrogatory in whole or in part, state 

your objection and the factual and legal reasons supporting the objections with 

particularity in lieu of your answer. 

PLAINTIFF'S COMBINED RF! & RFP 



INTERROGATORY No• 1 Please provide a list of all complaints/ litigations filed 

w.ith either Washington Courts or Wa.r;hington <>tate Bar Association, including 

dates, jurisdictions, and the nature of such filings. 

ANSWERS: 

PLEASE ATTACH AS ALL EXHIBITS: 

INTERROGATORY No. 2 Please state all the dates and actions taken in relationship 

with the Plaintiff and on his behalf. 

ANSWERs: 

PLEASE ATTACH AN EXHIBIT: 

INTERROGATORY No. 3. Please provide dates and discriptions of any "progress 

reports" or correspondence with the Plaintiff. 

ANSWERS: 

PLEASE ATTACH ALL EXHISITS: 

VERIFICATION 

I, ~ichael Charles Kahrs, 27095, verify under oath, pen alty of perjury, 

and the i aws of Washington State, that the proceeding statements are true and 

correct. 

Dated ,2015 

MICHAEL CHARLES KAHRS 27085 
5215 Ballard Ave. N. w. 
Seattle, WA Q9107-4g3g 

PLAINTIFF'S FIRST REQUESTED INTERROGATORIES 1 of 2 



INTERROGATORY No. 4 Would your legal visit to MAX Segregation to counsel 

Blakely, who had been injured March 20,2009, by correctionaL OFFICERS! HAVE 

ASSISTED HIM in his Civil Rights Complaints of Medical Malpractice ? 

ANSWER: 

a) Why did you pay a nurse as a mddical consultant ? 

ANSWER: 

b) Why didn't you obtain an expert neurologist or neuropsycholog:lst to 

make the proper evaluation of Mr. Blakely's medical ailments ? 

A..'iSWER: 

c) Why was investigator Kindred Taylor hired to investigate Mr. Juarez, 

when Maro Torees was preferred as a Washington - lisensed investigator ? 

ANSWER: 

d) Did you have knowledge of the fact that Investigator Kindred Taylor 

was working for GRant County as a state agent ? 

ANSWER: 

e) Beings you paid an investigator to investigate Mr. Juares in reference 

to Mr• Blakely' s wrongful conviction; was this for the purpose of your 

preparing a Writ of Habeas Corpus or PRP ? 

ANSWER: 

PLAINTIFF'S INTERROGATORIES 

• 



INTERROGATORY No. 4 Would your legal visit to 7-tAX Segregation to counsel 

Blakely, who had been injured March 20,2009, by correctionaL OFFICERSY EAVR 

ASSISTED HIM in his Civil Ri~hts Complaints of ~fedical :<1alpractico ? 

ANSWER: 

a) Why did you pay a nurse as a mddica 1 consultant " 

ANSWER: 

b) Why didn't you obtain an exi>ert neurologist or ne.uropsychologist to 

make the proper evaluation of ~r. Blakely' s medical ailments ? 

ANSWER: 

c) Why was investigator Kindred Taylor hired to investigate Mr. Juarez. 

when M:Aro Torees was preferred as a Washi.ngton Licenced investigator ? 

ANSWER: 

d) Did you have knowledge of the fact that Investigator Kindred Taylor 

was working for GRant County as a state agent ? 

ANSWER: 

e) Beings you paid an investigator to investigate Mr. Juares in reference 

to Mr. Blakely's wrongful conviction; was this for the purpose of your 

preparing a Writ of Habeas Corpus or PRP ? 

ANSWER: 

PLAINTIFF'S INTERROGATORIES 
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Juige: Honorable Laura Inveen 
Room C-203 Dept 48 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
FOR THE COUNTY OF KING 

$RALPH HOWARD BLAT\ELY, 
Plaintiff, 

NO. 15-2-129g0-5 qEA 
NOTICE FOR HEARING 
SEATTLE COURTHOUSE ONLY 

et.al (Clerk's Action Required ) (NTHG) 
~~~TYiH~E~~~~mtiH~E~C~o~uFiiRiiT~a::;-:nd~to:--::a::ii11:-::o~th:;-;:e;;r~parties listed on Page 2: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that an issue of law in this case will be heard on the date below and the 
Clerk is directed to note this issue on the calendar checked below. 

Calendar Date: October 23,2015 - 9AH Day of Week:.-'-FR-'. c:=ic..::.day:=--_______ _ 

CASES ASSIGNED TO INDIVIDUAL JUDGES - Seattle 
If oral argument on the motion is allowed (LCR 7(b)(2)), contact staff of assigned judge to schedule date and time 
before filing this notice. Working Papers: The judge's name, date and time of hearing must be noted in the upper 
right corner of the Jud~e·s copy. Deliver Judge's copies to Judges' Mai/room at C203. 

[ ] Without oral argument (Mon - Fri) 'Pl With oral argument Hearing 
Date/Time: October 23, 2015 9 AM 
Jud e's Name: Trial Date: 9 5/2'3./2016 

CHIEF CRIMINAL DEPARTMENT - Seattle in E1201 
[ ] Bond Forfeiture 3:15 pm, 2nd Thur of each month 
[ ] Certificates of Rehabilitation- Weapon Possession (Convictions from Limited Jurisdiction Courts) 
3:30 First Tues of each month 

CHIEF CIVIL DEPARTMENT - Seattle -- (Please report to W864 for assignment} 
Deliver working copies to Judges' Mai/room, Room C203. In upper right corner of papers write "Chief Civil 
Department" or judge's name and date of hearing 
[ ]Extraordinary Writs (Show Cause Hearing) (LCR 98.40 1 :30 .m. Tues/Wed -re ort to Room W864 
[ ]Supplemental Proceedings Non-Assigned Cases: 

(1 :30 pm Tues/Wed)(LCR 69) [ ] Non-Dispositive Motions M-F (without oral argument). 
[ ]DOL Stays 1 :30 pm Tues/Wed [ ] Dispositive Motions and Revisions (1 :30 pm Tues/Wed) 
[ ]Motions to Consolidate with multiple judges assigned [ ] Certificates of Rehabilitation (Employment) 1 :30 pm 
(without oral argument) (LCR 40(b)(4)) Tues/Wed LR 40 b 2 B 
You may list an address that is not your residential address where you agree to accept legal documents. 

Sign: Print/Type Name: Ralph Howard Blalcely 
WSBA # 817Cf15 (if attorney) Attorney for:--------------
Address: SQCC H 1 B16 1m Constantine WAy City, State, Zip Aberdeen, WA 93520 
Telephone: 360 537 1800 ext. 1923 Date1:::.0/!....'.:2"""'3u..../-'-1.:....5 ____ _ 

DO NOT USE THIS FORM FOR FAMILY LAW OR EX PARTE MOTIONS. 

NOTICE FOR HEARING ·Seattle Courthouse Only 
ICSEA 
www.kingcounty.gov/courts/scforms 

Page 1 



DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY MAIL 

GR3.1 

I, Ralph Howard Blakely 
Honorable laura L'l.veen 

, declare and say: 

That on the 24 day of __ Sa_o_t_e_m_be_r _____ , 201 5, I deposited the 

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

Class Mail pre-paid postage, under cause No. 15-2-12080-5 SEA 

Not:i an for an Onl:er to Co~pel Discovery, proposed order , 

addressed to the following: 

fr~,J~ -&..ti-td~ 
At~~~y-iisan Mo Intosh 26138 

901 Fifth Ave. Suite 1400 
Seat.tla, WA 98164 

206 6s9·s500 

Honorable laura inveen 
mm COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT 
Room C ~Oj Dept 48 
516 Third Ave 
Ses.ttl9, WA 98104 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that 
the foregoing is true and con-ect. 

DATED THIS -~day of September , 201 5, in the City of 
Aberdeen, County of Grays Harbor, State of Washington. 

Print Name 

~~~F£~J~ c::;_~//rols1E3;frER 
191 CONSTANTINE \VAY 

ABERDEEN WA 98520 

SC 03.1 - DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY MAIL - l OF I 



I, certify that 1'I /4FI 5 of depositinq witn SCC"C U.S. rnaile this Mm:ion for 
extension of time to the following ~ 7 _ q' 

Judqe _Laura ~veen Deot 48 
Name Kmq councy '=>Uperior court 
Service Address: 516 Third Ave. RmC203 
City, State, Zip. ___ s_ea_t_t_l_e..:..... _W_'A_9_8_1-=-04-=--
WSBA# ___ Atty For:. ______ _ 

Telephone#: -----------

Name. _____________ _ 

Service Address:, ____ ~------
City, State, Zip __________ _ 
WSBA# Atty For:. ______ _ 

Telephone#: -----------

Name, _____________ _ 

Service Address: _________ _ 

City, State, Zip. __________ _ 
WSBA# Atty For: ______ _ 

Telephone#: -----------

Name Attorney Susan Mcintosh 

Service Address: 901 Fifth Av. e Suit 1400 
City, State, Zip Seattle, WA 981 64 
WSBA# Atty For:. ______ _ 

Telephone#: -----------

Name _____________ _ 

Service Address: _________ _ 
City, State, Zip, __________ _ 
WSBA# Atty For: ______ _ 

Telephone#: -----------

Name _____________ _ 

Service Address: _________ _ 
City, State, Zip. __________ _ 
WSBA# Atty For:, ______ _ 

Telephone#: -----------

IMPORTANT NOTICE REGARDING CASES 

Party requesting hearing must file motion & affidavits separately along with this notice. List the names, addresses and telephone 
numbers of all parties requiring notice (including GAL) on this page. Serve a copy of this notice, with motion documents, on all 
parties. 

The original must be filed at the Clerk's Office not less than six court days prior to requested hearing date, except for Summary 
Judgment Motions (to be filed with Clerk 28 days in advance). 

THIS IS ONLY A PARTIAL SUMMARY OF THE LOCAL RULES AND ALL PARTIES ARE ADVISED TO CONSULT WITH AN 
ATTORNEY. 

The SEATTLE COURTHOUSE is in Seattle, Washington at 516 Third Avenue. The Clerk's Office is on the sixth floor, room 
E609. The Judges' Mailroom is Room C203. 

NOTICE FOR HEARING· SEATILE COURTHOUSE ONLY Page2 
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING 

RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY, 

Plaintiff; 
vs. 

CASE NO. 15-2-12980-5 SEA 
NOTICE OF COURT DATE {Judges) 
(NOTICE FOR HEARING) 

MICHAEL CHARLES KAHRS, ET AL. 

SEATTLE COURTHOUSE ONLY 
(Clerk's Action Required) (NTHG) 

Defendants. 
TO: THE CLERK OF THE COURT and to all other parties per list on Page 2: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that an issue of law in this case will be heard on the date below and the Clerk is 
directed to note this issue on the calendar checked below. 

Calendar Date: November 20, 2015 Day of Week: FRIDAY 

Nature of Motion: Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment Hearing 

CASES ASSIGNED TO INDIVIDUAL JUDGES - SEATTLE 
If oral argument on the motion is allowed (LCR 7(b)(2)). contact staff of assigned judge to schedule date and time 
before filing this notice. Working Papers: The judge's name, date and time of hearing must be noted in the upper 
right corner of the Judge's copy. Deliver Judge's copies to Judges' Mailroom at C203 
[ ] Without oral argument (Mon - Fri) (X] With oral argument Hearing 

Datemme: Friday, November 20, 2015 at 9:00 a.m. 
Judge's Name: Judge Laura lnveen Trial Date: MAY 23, 2016 

CHIEF CRIMINAL DEPARTMENT-SEATTLE (E1201) 
[ ) Bond Forfeiture 3:15 pm, 2"d Thursday of each month 
[ ] Extraordinary Writs from criminal or infraction (Show Cause Hearing) LCR 98.40(d) 3:00 p.m. Mon-Thurs. 
[ ] Certificates of Rehabilitation- Weapon Possession (Convictions from Limited Jurisdiction Courts) 
3:30 First Tues of each month 

CHIEF CIVIL DEPARTMENT - SEATTLE (Please report to E863 for assignment) 
Deliver working copies to Judges' Mai/room, Room C203. In upper right comer of papers write "Chief Civil 
Deparlment" or judge's name and date of hearing 
[ ] Extraordinary Writs (Show Cause Hearing) (LCR 98.40) 1 :30 p.m. Thurs/Fri -report to Room E863 
[ ] Supplemental Proceedings/ Judicial Subpoenas (1 :30 pm Thurs/Fri)(LCR 69) 
[ ] Motions to Consolidate with multiple judges assigned (LCR 40(a)(4) (without oral argument) M-F 
[ ] Structured Settlements (1 :30 pm Thurs/Fri))(LCR 40(2)(S)) 

Non-Assigned Cases: 

[ ] Non-Dispositive Motions M-F (without oral argument). 
[ ] Dispositive Motions and Revisions (1 :30 pm Thurs/Fri). 
[ ] Certificates of Rehabilitation (Employment) 1 :30 pm Thurs/Fri (LR 40(a)(2)(B)) 

NOTICE OF COURT DATE-SEATTLE COURTHOUSE ONLY 
JUDGESSEA05/19/14 
www.kingcounty.gov/courts/scforms 
1449001/1221.0057 
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You may list an address that is not your residential address where you agree to accept legal documents. 

Sign: ~ r;;;/:t_.ff-'J.11/?'(f;! PrinVType Name: SUSANK. MCINTOSH 

WSBA attorney) Attorney for: Defendants 

Address: 901 Fifth Avenue, Suite 1400, Seattle, WA 98164 
Telephone: 206-689-8500 Email Address: smcintosh@forsberg-umlauf.com Date: September P, :;}-- , 2015 

DO NOT USE THIS FORM FOR FAMILY LAW OR EX PARTE MOTIONS. 

LIST NAMES AND SERVICE ADDRESSES FOR ALL NECESSARY PARTIES REQUIRING NOTICE 

Ralph Howard Blakely, #817995 
SCCC H4B36 
191 Constantine Way 
Aberdeen, WA 98520-9504 
(X) Via U.S. Legal Mail 

Name. ______________ _ 

Service Address: __________ _ 
City, State, Zip. ___________ _ 
WSBA# Atty. For:. ______ _ 

Telephone#: -----------­
Email Address:------------

Name. ______________ _ 

Service Address: __________ _ 
City, State, Zip __________ _ 
WSBA# Atty. For:. _______ _ 

Telephone#: -----------­
Email Address:------------

Name ______________ _ 

Service Address: __________ _ 
City, State, Zip ___________ _ 
WSBA# Atty. For: _______ _ 

Telephone#:-----------­
Email Address:------------

IMPORTANT NOTICE REGARDING CASES 

Party requesting hearing must file motion & affidavits separately along with this notice. List the names, addresses and telephone 
numbers of all parties requiring notice {including GAL) on lhis page. Serve a copy of this notice, with motion documents, on all 
parties. 

The original must be filed at the Clerk's Office not less than six court days prior to requested hearing date, except for Summary 
Judgment Motions {to be filed with Clerk 28 days in advance). 

THIS IS ONLY A PARTIAL SUMMARY OF THE LOCAL RULES AND ALL PARTIES ARE ADVISED TO CON SULT WITH AN 
ATTORNEY. 

The SEATTLE COURTHOUSE is in Seattle, Washington at 516 Third Avenue. The Clerk's Office is on the sixth floor, room 
E609. The Judges' Mailroom is Room C203. 

NOTICE OF COURT DATE - SEATTLE COURTHOUSE ONLY 
JUDGESSEA05/19/14 
www.kingcounty.gov/courts/scforms 
1449001I1221.0057 
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. . 

. RALPH HOWAtID·· Bf.AKEL;{ I 
Platritiff · .. ·. . . , 

vs. 

MICffAEt; CSAPJ:.ES YJ\H.RB; et.al., 
. . Defendant. 

i. iNl'RODOOI'IoN 

r, natl'.)h, H6wa.rd Blakely, Plaintiff, age· 791 a.$. an ~~1~ vul,neranle 

adult (ROW 74.34.110(1·91 suanit the fol1owin9 ~10randum of Law 1n· support of 
. . 

t«>tion to ectnpel Diacovety (Cl\ l7) and Non-eyasive· an$wers to V$'ffied eootplaint 

For .Le9al malpractice; Sreach of Fiduciary OUty •. 

. Ile I$StJES 

1J Whether or: not evasi~ and ~l ~s to the ve,r1e1ed ~11Ptl~t:. ~r 

J:e9al Mal~aoti.ee and. breach of Fid.Uotary Duty? 

Z> . Whe~. AttOJ:ney Kilht'.s ·breached the cxmt(a¢tw;'al ethical .. ~ties not to 

deceive, ®,f.t answez;:tng (lQrtplaint evasively ? 

3) ··~ Ottnissi.ons, evasive ansWet:s oontribUte to cxncealrilant, de::eit, .or 

misrepreSe1lt$.t1on that reflects on a Lawyers• self-in~t? 

4) was the J?lamt.iff misled by Lawyer Kahr's; .(consumer J?rQt;,.~iqi l.ot,.) a<lver .... 

ti~t in the preparatioo of Writs of Habeas corpus and Civil R:ights ~~int&; 

as a vul~le disabled adult? ROY 19.66 atrl RcW 39.60 and RCW 74.34el10(1 .... 91 
5) Has the Defendant misled the Court i$~h· M:'.}ti.on for .suntnary J1:d9ment~ and 

an affirmative defense of the Plaintiff's canplaint being barred by Statute of 

Limitations? 

ling of May 2, 2014 ? 
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1. Whether or not eva.$1ve and den.ial answers;'£() a v~if1ed ccmplaint 
for legal malp.t:aotioo ard bt'each. of f idueil#Y· dJ..\t:Y show ~~t? 

-. . ... ·.1;·., .. '. ··'·.·· ·. . . . ' . .·· -.. ,.,· 

A• ~· 4 1 2009; Lawyer MJ.cf'.lael c,. Kahrs received;a $3s,ooo.oo check from 
. . . 

the Plaintiff t. Ralph a. Blakely; ··as· advanced 1?3yment fe>.t' the Defendant to Pl="e~ 

:.:1:1::~1:;:~~1:::1 ::,~et~~!:t::= oorpm. 
•. - ·, 

1) the i:'la.intifi!' as: a vulnerable di.Sabled,. a~t. bU.hd ad.Ul.t a~ 191 ao<i. 

had sUbS~tial evi~ .. <rlotorlzed 3/ /2()09 r~tation ·affidavit ot 
Robbie Juarez-.Ttev~ PJ;i.or to 9/10/2009 seizu+e) that WO\.lld have proven 

~. P~U~tiff J.nnOoont and a ~ut ·oonvto€~~. · .. 
a( iJsttl'~ .. ·.or omt$si()n Qf ~~svers. is. f3YP.<>ttY:.~9$. ·~Jt\h ~l(#gllg~ne~ on. the 

part or tlCtions of the Defendant. Jones v. Strom Const Co,84 Wn2d 518,520 

(1974)n Snoh~mfsh Co •. Public Transp. B.A.Corp;. i.Vtrst Group Am •. Inc. 
271 P.3a 850.8685 173 Wn2<1 829(2012) fnt · >; 
b( ~f~tidant~J fee· bilUns after ~fter ftye'. .. y~ar~ of absolutley no bri-~f­
ing• ~o •dtcal ear.e; ttc>r t.etd.l rtsht'f:J (!Of!lplaints prepared or filed by 

the defendant, as sequested by cltent Blakely• (IM{)PA) McGarth.308 P,3d 615 

6190i'i '178. Wn2d 280,289(2013) 0ani:S$ion of ruat~ital f.nfbrmatton pr the fafl..-. . : . . . ·. . . . '::·· ·> ~=-·. ·:-. ... . . . . . . . 

. t1r~ tq dts9io~ amoitnts tQ cono(fal.ment of la~t:er~lieqt eont1:-a~t <>f obti.gated 
professional duty of. care to the. Plaintiff. Ytb1~tfng: RPC 3. 3($~2-..3)n . . 

. '·· ... · . . ·, .. . . .. . . . . . ·.·. ·' 

RPC 1.t5A(a)(Defend$nt held ess~nttat mdical te¢~rds from th~]"taintif'f 
during. Court hearings in TCSC February 2013) .R~C. 8.4(¢-d) West v. Thurston 

county No.41085•l-tt ... 4108S.-l•Il(2012) .n5$ m.1~tepresentE1)d .. tbe 9ontent <>f the 
, .. ! . . ·. . ·. . . . . . . - - -~ : . ·.' . - .. - . - . ·. .. - - ' ., : . : -

record$ '(Uld demonstrated manifest of bad faith a.nd eoncea1111ent of redords. 

c( "(IMDPA) Marshall, No.~200,302•8(20Q1 n50 Conc:ealme11t of t~e f~ ~J;~~.n­
geme•:rt A~A $t:c:Jndard s •. 1 gov(!tns an attotn~yl~ f:f.alure to ·a(atnta'lli perso11al 

int·egrity in a situation where the attorney e~~J<s: to deeei ve hts cltent. 
• 1• • • "'• • • • - • - •• • - - '~ ~·., ..... :.·.. • • • • : - -

AMA stagdards 5.1 governing "conduct involving dishonesty. fraud, decet,t, 

or mis~pre~ntation . that adversaly retlectr;; on the Oefendants"deiayed'' 
- -.· . - -

fee btU.ing five years after his contract t.o prepare three civil dahte 
--. : - . -

complaints and a Writ of Habeas Corpus9 ( That were never prepared by Lawyer 

Kahrs) 
d( NOW, the Defendant evadea answering the Plaintiff's Verified C.omplaint 

with clear, cogent answers, instead of inadve:rtent nondisclosut'e! .. Witeh 

has the same impact on the fairne$s of proceedings as deli berate "concealmwnt0 • 

Strickler v. Greene, 527 U.S.263,288(1999) false advertising prong of RCW 

9A.76.050 does not require a showing, 

MEMORANDUM OF LAW(Plaintt'ff) 2 ot 



II. Whether .Attorney Kahrs bI;eached the contractural ethical duties, not 
to deceive, anit answering the verified complaint openly without 
evasive answers. ? 

A. Defendant Lawyer Y..ahrs ( Ccinplaints Ans-Wer of 7/ 31 /15) admits ( 1 • 2) that 

the existence of an attorney client relationship, which give .rise to a DtJr¥ o:f 

care. on the part· of the attorney to the c).ien1::, Ml::• .S}.akely. Def~t a~ 
·. -.. · . '.-.- . ' 

admits r~iving advance payment of $3S,ooo.oo Decie1'ber 4;2009. -ex.;; 1 & 2 

1 ) Ttie P.la.intif :f wiil sh<:m ( an act. or anisston bY the attorney in] bl::eaoh 

of the 00'.CY of care in violatiQ\'l of (RPO 1.3) no dlligence and delay an.ti 

no action to prepn-e the. t~ "civil rights ~laints. of actual injury0 

(Exhibits •Nos. 4,5,6)(# 11) Hizey v. carpente:1 119 wn.2d 251,260·61, 

830 P;j2d 646( 1992) ')"~{,,~\ ~\J{'v\!crt> c:.r:-.ts'i~l.'';,J G tr({ ~~*-t~ · . 
a) The Plaintiff haS suffered 1 ~abl.~·irt~ut!'yNU~ injury caused by 

the ostoodant Kahrs denied action to prepare ttwae civil. righ~ oonplainbs 

of actual bX:Utal a$$aUlt injur-ie.s and the th~i;d ¢cniplaint for the recovery 

of Notorized .recantation Affidavit of J~'l'reV.im and the su~ing 
: .. ' . . ' - ' . . . . 

bl:'iet, 'that would have pp:wen Slakely ~ll.y innoCent of th~ Wl:ongful 

oonv1~1.qn of 3/9/05. (Eichibits No. 3-10 V• 11) (OOPA V~eenf NO,. 200,. 

S69-1'<ido9; (ll©PA) Mat:shal, No,.200,Jo2 ... sc20011.oSo Concea~t·of the :fee 
. - ' . ·-~ . . ' . 

a.rr~t ABA standard s.1 gqvetns an attot:1JeY's fial.~ to tn;iit'lt.ain 
· pep~l, integrity in a situat:i.on where the attorney seal<$ to DEt'EIVE ~ . 
. ~ <:>~ t;h.an the oow:t o:r: his C(;lENr.(:.tMDJ?Al Peterson No.1o:nau~~3> ethical 

. . . - . . 

obl19<:\tions to care of a vul.nerable disabled a,dult.,. RCW 74.,341t 110(1-.9 > 
RPO·'. 8.4Jc....d) 

b) 'I"qe.defenJ!ant's aniss.ton ot;_~teri.al infor.11a.tion; and £~lure to di.$¢1.ose 

his o.:nti::'t}fJC to rep.t'eSent til9 Plaintiff tn the three ncivil rights C<;Xnplants0 

and to prepa,re a Writ of .~ CorPUS are si.9f11f teant oor:ms of care. 
ru?C 1.,J; 0one. c::::anaot dishcarge a duty ignorance qf the affairs of a .business 

to which one owes a t>tn:'t of diligence, care and skill does not er.cuse a 

lawyer fron liability fqr his~ ... senn v. Northwest underWriters, 

Inc .. 74 Wn.App 408(1994); Sqhre1ne:oaaffl' me. "• A TCMer,- N:J,.30244-0-III 

(2013)n 12 RCW 64.40,.010(4); 4.16.00~040(1) The Statute of limitations on 

an act.ion "does not bagain to run until the~~ of actio."'1- accrues" 
Sabey v,. .Howard John$00 & Co.i 101 WN.A,pp 575,592-93(2000)1 Davis v.Davia 
Wright 'l.'remai.ne, 103 wn.App628,655(2000) 
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Il:I. OOE$ a.n:ss1005, ~~IVE A.~ ~ 'IP ~-mNrt ~; 
OR MXSREPRBSEBNI'A~ ·THAT.~ Os.~ A tAwYf:R'a "S&.F .. ~'? 
f cfv,.µ/j- vCa c,t:tQ,,.-'Vl J'if !qtr:J~\.1 °S ?"~ ~'!{'-{~(..'LO\~ "P.i'f-. . 

A. Defendant .La\'iyeJ: Ra.hrs. (AnsWar page 6 &-12113 ) dooait or rqiSrepresentatton 

·. arisas, ".Plaintiff's ecxnplaint nay be barred, in Whole or in part, by the a~li­

cable ~tat,ut~ :Of ltmieatwris.•• wilen (f!KtJJbit No, 12) after. ttve years a tac-. 

rtcat~ at~¥ tee billing .ot ~t at)i dune 2J,2tH4 '; 1 (:~•tb~ 11 

. 1 ~ Rill.es of. pt'Of$$st0nal ~t:., ~l, " a lawyer shall act with t'~i.e 
· dilligehoe &1d ~ in representing a 9f1~e.;n . 

(ru?C 1.s> 0 I.\ J.awya·0s&.itpo1to• ·~ .sui ag~t'. for, ~' or ¢C>l.lect 

an ~!;:S ~~~~:.Ui:t~;"tlle tlm 

limitat.iollS ini~ by~· olieoi or by the c.k-~;'' ••• 
:::•:•: ~ i:I:::::_ ~r~u.:~~:c: 
ag~,t ·am of the lawtfll:1$ billtng pradti~•';;!t·(f). shall. o:xTiplf with 

RUl~· 1 "1SAe(l) 11in the event of a dispUte t'e~t1.n.~· to' a t~ for n6. tesults? ? 

!=:"~=· w,201,c11~2<~0141 ~~1,l~> ~. N<>.201-
·,·_.:·: :·.;;;.: ... ·. 

···.a) ~~~t•sm1~ePt"~tat1:°of "any-:~·~ prqx~~~Y 
ec;tuSed ·by the Pl.a,intift · s own fa\.Jlt is o:)ll~~ of. ~ trua t11~, that 

=~~=z:~::12::::2~: 
DEX·ooverei~t cl.e;irly states in exhibit ~.11 and ·hts nqr~sclosed · 

. . . . . :· . . .·., . . . ·. . . . . \', : . . . . : 

cont;ra.Gt c>f «ntssie>nS• (lt-iOPAt S:>ble, 100 w.n ~ .. 88(1~83>' con.vei:'Ston <->f. funds 

:.';~!~;=:=:~7~3~~~!t~)=~ 
and concea~t rolling. ~ <U.sc;oveey rule to futehtiOPal torts. . . . . . . . . 

b) 1he oef~t•,s An$Wet'. m1$Cepresents the"h19tiiy disputed genuine 
material tact$i•to bs determineQ by the Court,.~ not just h1$ ~ of 

an ciff~tive defense. 
c) The Jfi,duotary DI.tty of the Defendant Kahrs to "r>ro~t a disabled 

vu~le al.m:>$t blind adult age 79"frQ1t 0 f inano1al exploitl:\tio."'1 and 

actual injury, along with obtaining adeqUate medical; a.rd to prepare a 

Writ Qf H.ab.~s o:irpus haS been rie;Jleoted with malice. Violating R.CW 74 .. 34. 

110-(1-91; ROW 1986 consu.'mr ~tection Act,. RC.1'1 39.60 Discrimination 

MB,,.~"ID(t-4 OF LAW(Plaintiff) 4 of8 
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IV• WAS THE. PLAINTIFF MISLED BY LAWYER KP.JW3' (OoµsJ.uner· Protea:i:,iQn .Ac't;) adver­
tisement IN THE PREPARATIO!f OF WRITS OF' HABEAS <c-oRPUS AND CIVIL RIGHTS 
COMPLAINTS,. (exhibit No .. 11 RCW 19.86.020 unfair. method.a or deceptive acts 
or practices in the conduct) Keithly v •. Intelius, Irie.w.D.Wn,2011 )764 F. 
Supp .. 2d 1257; Smith v. Stookd.ale, (2012)166Wn.A.pp 557,271 P.3d917. · 

A. To esfu.bll$h an unfair. or deceptive a.at for purpo~es or a private Consumer Pro-
. . . . . ~ . . 

tecti.on Act claim, tmme must be· show a real and aubsta."ltial potE)ntial of the 

deceptive aot, aa opposed to a hypothetical possibility of· an· isol.a.ted, iJJ;lfa.ir or 

deceptive act' a being repeated, in order to meat the requirement of impacting the 

public interest. ROW' 19.86.020; Benhnke v. Ahrens, 294P.3d 729,172 WN.App281 (2012) 

n32 at 294 P.3d 737 Attorney's nohdisolosure was likely repeated With other o1ients. 

1. Defendant Lawyer Ka.hrs on December 4,2009, colleated $35,000~00 to :prepare 

and. file a ~~ioal negligent ma.lpract!oe, and brutal aasa.ult Complaint o n injuries 

to Mr.. Blakely. These injuries of March 21 , 20()9, were caused. by misuse of 

force while Blakely suffered a neuroleptic-oo.taton1o seizure on the hospital 

floor not able to provoke broken ribs, ruptured. left kidney, ,boftken coll.a.r 
bone. .. .. . 

a) Plaintiff' had oop;ta.oted the Defendant p~ior .to 8/26J~ (;\boot mooiaal ail• 

manta tl:vit D09 e.r~ d.ellYin.g treatmeJ:li;. (E>:b.ibit. !fo, -1LB1akely a.eked the Deren-... 
.· ·: . . ' .. . . . : . . . ·. . .. '. ,·· . . . 

dant to timaly preps.re and t"Ue the above mentioned div~l .rights assault. 
aomplaint before the one Year sta~ute of lindtati.011s, btit ha· deliberately 

refused. Blakely then, prepared anti filed the eolll.Plain~ on or about April 
2010, and a~k~ tho Plaintiff to serve. it onP the iµdlviduli:ts, but that 

request was denied. (Exhibit No~. 4;5,6,7,) 
b) Again, Ootooor 5,6,2009, Blakely e~fered. a neurolep't;.i.o-oa.tatonia s~izure 

on the tufirma.ry flood 6r not able to move, nor speak, and (seed) med.iOt;U. 

misuse of exoaaa force broke Blakely's ribs, re..rupturing left kid.l'ley; 

''which 13t111 currently hemo~ing bloods" to. s/3@12015. 
Plaintiff again, requested the Def'aadant Pia.bra ·to prepare and file this 

Medical MaJ.pra.ctica and. assault Civil Rights Conip1aint bei'"ore the one-year 

statute of lim'itationa, but he ra:f'uSed. (&ch11>1ts No. 
o) Dafan.dant Kahre paid a medical aonsu.lta.n.t, who refuaed to give o.. declara­

tion. Kahrs procrastlnated in obtaining neurologist Raymond Sin.gar's report 

timely to support Blakely' s Thurston County Superior Court Complaints as 

the expert, therefore causing Blakely to lose his complaints. , 
Defendtmt Kalu. .. s refused to then pay timely the Court of Appeala I! filig 

fees and Arrangement fees. (lThdrl.bita No.4,5,6,7,) 
MEMJRANDUM. OF LAW( Plaintiff) 5 of 8 



v •' . HAS THE pEFE.tIDANT. MISLED THE. COURT WITH A .11JTIOll. FoR .. SUMMA.UY. JUOOMlliNT, 
· AUD AFFIRMl't.TIVE· DEFEMSr"5 OF •·T"rlE PLAINTIFF"s· COMPLAINT BJIDtG · BARJtED BY 
sTA'fCTTE.'oF. Ln.frTATIONS?. · 

A. The denial 0£ e. continuance of the Defendant ts Motion for Summary Ju1gment to 

obtain sub$tantie.l disOQVery ia reviewed for an abw!Je of dfso:retion• Stranbarg v. 
. : . '~ ,: . ' ' . . - , .. ' . . ' : - ... ' . . . . 

1asz(200.?) 115 Wn.Ap.~96,63. P•~ 809 Thie would be ~proper•(~~ tl;t~re are ~hl.y 
. . - . .. ~ . ' . . .. . . . . .· -.. · . - -

dis~A ge~uine m9.tarial issues of vulnerab:J.e, ~ul~ fitian.Ol# eXpi\jftation . and 

actual injury up<>n injury. oau~ed by' the, Defendant". Cotton v. t.rdrienl)arg(200Z} 111 
. .. . . ';, ... ·.. -:··,· . · .. ·- .. .• ·. . - . ·. ., .,·. -

Wn.Ap,258,44 Pe3d 87f3 ~A genuin~ material· fa9t. 1a ,.pne. \lp6n wh.i~ ~h~ -9tttoome of' the 

11t1gat~on de~n.da~:"C!MDPA) .t~n$s, ~ c2014)j3~· i>.3d .. §~', , 18zwt12d11.n1:s~i9RPo3.4(cd.) 
. ' . . .... 

-1. The Plaintiff ~s clearly shown genuine issue·.·· or materla.1 f'aets or :fidu­
Oiar1 duty of care; not to exploit· a· vrilnarable·· adult ·for no~ :Preparing .a 

· ·Writ or ·aaooaa Corpaa as .• he clearly adve1-tised and a.greed to, upon recei.pt or 

$)5;,000~0o E>thibit No.2 contract will be oP111J?elle4 up6~ 4t~Q.Q1m-.r• CR 37. 

(~PA) Marshill.~ 16o •Wn2d 317,;329(2007h (IMDPA) Pci9le',{?,~\~·196,209(2006) 

... :~d~:;·ri~~··!~:=~~:v::0d!Z'~T~~:~f~:~::::t:r 
~·.·vi .Snrl.th(2Qt5)342· P .:;d. .328• Hi5, wn.Ap.544,. Eviden()~ :SlJ.P.~ f~g 
~~oh c>t DU]!~ · ~lianoa elements·. Qf° .11ag+tgant misrevrB.~~f\~t~oii alaitn.; 

· ;·g~nh~'A~·).~aua· 6rmateriai raot ~stoo ~_-w'nethe~oPA•~ ~i~J~s~~~tii._Q?l · . 
: i>~Oi!~t~iy ®®~an ·inJ~Y• nZ;14;15145; T~i~ v.~ ~ll1Fio.•704t4~·4-I(:~14)R&R 

• . ·. ~ ... :<: . . . _·. . . .. . :. . ·: . : . . ;"· . . :·. .... '.:: . :,, =!p'. ,, :· .. •· .. ' .• • ·_ • :, ·.: . . •. '· ·. • · .. :. .: ~-•• :_. ' • 

. h) J?r~te oa~tion has. two eleillents: ·cause iP. fE!Qij_and: :tega.l. ~uaaiton.. 
~: ~res~~.~~~~li!3, LLP, 135 WNApp.859,8$4(;~} ,~~fuie 'in 'fact refers. 
t6 the' ribU.t ·ro;:." Conf3e1uenaes of an aot;, that ia, th~ i~11':ta conn~ction b 

···.batw~a{(:fili.' a<it. fuia'·:~ lnjtlry.· .•. <···· ~. ; .. /. 1 >·,. ' ... ·· ; .·. . ,,;,·'<'}';:>; . . , .. . ;: -. : · .. • 

<iJ 'lbe Pla.~t.ifr, as in the aase·of Behnke v. Ahren~,>;(~()12)294 P~Jd 729~ 
·, 1·72 Wn~App.281 . ·Clients brough claims e.gainab At~rn,ey, including vio­

lation 'or Oonaum~r Protection Act, breach of fiduo:ta~y ·duty, . and malpraa'biae 

the Pillntiff aha shown unfilr practice, and injury Upon i:hj W.:-1, and geil.trlne 
m¢:be~ial issues ·of faot and dispute to warrant a Motion to St--ty the Def'en,1aut ts 

Motion 'for Su~y J"uggment; When there has been no ~iaaovery, · no depositions, 
.. •·. ' . ,• . . . ... . . ' . 

nor admissions, Therefore the Court ·must consider the facts in the light most 

. favorable to t!}e Plaintiff, as l;>eing ·a vtllnera.ble handicapped adult. RC1-A 7 4.34 
11b(1Q9)" AND TO allow the Plaintiff to obtain competetit loyal counsel. 
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VI• DOES ·'.rF!BJ OtJ}fULATtvE EFJ[Ji'.CT QF. THE .FORID30.ING D~NSl'R.A'I'E. A J.1ANIFE$T OF 
J3AD FAlTI! ·~··. coN~ FOR LAW!ER KA.BR's SFJi.J.i'-~alrJ;EfiEST. +N HIS 
FABl'tIGATEp BILLINQ OF .June 23,2014 FOR'NONP~~Cp} qF 2()()9 LIDJAL 
LITIGATION ON CIVIL RIGHTS COMPLAINTS FOR THE PLAINTIFF ? ? 

A. "A Supreme commandment of attorney ethics is un<H.vided loyalty to a client 

and the s~ of ant tf3~l.f.-interest• that wouldic()pnict with the interests 

or the ·olieliti· In re Wixoni;(2014)182 Wn.App!t881 ,a84~iag5l (IMDPA) Erie~ 1 (20i0)236 
P.3d 873;876;169 wn2d. 340 ·. J\ldge.·we.s disciplinM tdrd.isaai!lfut,con(ie$ceriding 

demea.rilng manne~ ((whieh ~fertdantI(ahra set an eXartlPl~ mien llaertaed Detective 

Mario Torre~ ~ed f~s tO eJl:plain that he had vbJ~1ed a l~eCanta.tion fi1 om 
. . ' ; . 

Juarez-TreVitlo, but that Kahrs Wa.~·Very rud.~ .i.h cuttil:g him otf))exhibit No.8. 
. Kah,rs, 12/1/1..Q paj.d, ii<:> K:i . .ndred ta.ylor dJ;i/3 .. Acute Invest• "$ 1,100.00 

It .. J/1()/1J paj.ci ;t.o II II n tt If . . 1,00Q.()9 
11 12/29/11 }:>!tid. to " 11 " . ti " 183.40 
11 4/ 4/12 paid to " n IJ '' " 430.87 
·.·.·····.·. •.\···.·· .. ··. · ....•.....•. ·.· .. · .. t..'tl~ 

. The Def en.a.ant Kahrs ps.id. an unlicensed irivestigator to undue what Blakely 1 s 

licensed Detective had already- secured, but ref'ua,~ 't9 conununi®,te. or. to .pay 

Detective .Torres. 

',-· - ' ·. - . -: . ·: - '- '. ':_---_.· _. 

makes to obtain adequaTE madi.Ccil or to obtafu actdat .facts of inUocenoe and a 
wro~ful oonv;ction. Thia· Noted.zed. reoarita:t:i.6i Aff:i.&:tvit with 50 :page brief' was 

improperly seized by officers §epteJJ1ber 2Dgt,(e~l)it fit& presented) 

1. In June 2010, Tor.re~ W~:mgh ~wp11en Esp!Aq$a, Ign,ioio Col;:>os, were 

able to secure a reoa.rr~;t.:i.911 qecJ.aI>at:i.011 C>!l. t,q.e promise tha.t :it would n.ot 
be USed until Jaurez""'.Trevino wa,s rel~~ with .new id~r.tt~ty ill Texas or 

Mexico. (exhibit of Ellpµi9~ Af'fi®.~t, and decl.ara.tion ·~·· presented) 

a) The cwnuJ.a.tive effec:t qf th<;J siX issues of g~rp.µ.ne material facts and 

Memorandum · of law in s119IJ<.Jrt ~oor,po:r .. a:tlE) tqe ,,.QN3]3 . of Ang v. . l49.:rtin, 154 Wn. 
2d 477,482-83, 114 .1?~3d $37(2905) As .1:J:lis o~i94"~1y states and opens the 

door i;o allow Blakely to. a twenty minut.e explana.tion of eubsta,ntal genu.nine 

~rial exhibits of actual innooenoe. 

b) 11Plaint,j.ff in a. malpracti(Je action against criminal defense attorney are 

required to prove by a preponderance of the evidtieoe that they are actually 

innocent . of the criminal charges or wrongful conviction •11 Ang v. Martin 
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b) . "Plai.ntiff in a malpractice action a~ainst a criminal defense attorney 

is required to prove by a preponderance of the evidence that he :is actually 

· innoctmt of the criminal cn~r~es or wrongful c~)f1vj_ction." AilrJ v,,. Martin. 

154 Wn.2d. 482-83(2005) (Blµkely .Exhibit .. No.8 -"1ith.1.V.summariz~d exhibl.t of 

Genuine Material l!{ict.s of .Jn11oeenc~ consif3ttng of 1 ... 12 eibibits(not included) 

c) Plairttiff is abl~ to PROVE actual innoc~·n¢~ tn fact, . amt rtQt lll$~elr to 

pre$en~ e~idence of the State's inab1li.tY td_pl'ove stJilt• Ang v. ~rtiri · 
.. . . - . '•. ,. ' - ,_, . 

2. Lawyer Kanrs refusal to cotllliluni¢ate with licensed det~c.tive M~17.i.o A. Torres 
about his obtaining a notorized affidavit 0£ ~e{;~ntatj,on in Marih 2009; and 

' ' 

t!len Kabrs p~ying an unlic~nsed investigator to interview Juiu.•ez•Trevino 

twtce, when Juacez had received the promta~ ''t:1lat the reoauea:t!on affid$.vit 

would not be used until he was relocated in teM5 or . t'tt!xico. 0 This shows 

Ullllice breach of fiduciary DUTY of cai;e to a.~~lberabl(l inno~~t (ldult. 
- . - . ,. . 

In addition to the cu.muiati ve effect of laizk of due diligen(Ze. avari.cious 
self-interest, after five years a ff.1bricated fee billing cover,tng the 

$35,00o.oo advanced funds l)y Blakely for. the ~in purpa$e of him prepar~•lg 

a Writ qf Habeas Corpu$ and Qbtif.lning adequat~ Offl?nder Paid Health Gare• 
. ' -.- ' - ··. 

(Exhibtt No. 11 is ICahtE!' Cont7tuner Protection adv~rttseme.nt for Civil Ri.gh~) 

a) A MALICE question a.t',ifiles I "Why d.!4 Kahl's deliberately $Ubm1t to the Spo~fie . - . . 

County Superior Court a 1Motion to S~~l ~¢ R~¢{>rd i~ B!ak~lY' 0 ? 1: 

b) Why .has Defendant !<ahr$ delayed answerin$, ~~e ehree_ illterrogatoties of 

June 10,201s. and supplied n.evASIVE A.~SWE~S" t<:» .the Co!llplaant• 7/31/15 1 
c) Would the aforementioned be proximate cause of K:ahrsi breach of DUTY 

AND MALfCE injury upon tnJury to the Pl~iottft ?'l Hizey v. Catpenter, 119 Wth 

4d 25lf26<J-;.ol,830 P.,2d 646(1992) Kah.rs de1ay~d dtll:iseru:ze, ()MtSSIONS in t.he 

breach of duty of care has caut;led the Pla:t,ntiff great suffering, hardship, 

loss of prop'erty arid loss' of liberty. 

d) ~rs can not d:ischa;"ge •DOTY OJ? DILIGENCE: ~re an<t $kill does not 

excl1$¢, him fl'Qm liabilittY of concealment e>r ma].feasance .• 0 · Sen~ v. Northwest · 

Undef.'writer, Inc. 74 Wµ.App.408(1994) 
3. I, t.lle Plaintif t asks this Court for the PROPOSED Order to Co.'npel the 

defendant to fully answer the interrogatories 0£ 6/10/15 without evllst. ve 

answe~s and to $Upply the supporting dOO:Ullli!nts. 

a) IN AODI'l'.tON, the Plaintiff ask.s this COµrt for the (proposeci Order to 
"STAY DEFENDANT' s Mor!ON FOR SUfiMARY JUDGMENT a8 ~n ullf fltr tacti~ a.gatnst -- . -- - .. ' .. 

a vulneta,b;le unskilled adult as a victim of exploitation. 

I, H.alph A. Blakely .. 8179'95 respact;fully submit t.hi.B doctimE:ltnt on October s.2015 
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DECLARATio:~ sur1r·1ARY OF EXHIBITS rn SUPPORT OF M6TION' TO COdPEL DISCOVERY 

Exh.ibit ;~o.l June 8,2009, Lawyer Kahrs letter attempting to obtain funds to 

represent Blakely' s release from prison, to transport to pain r.-~lief expert 

for spinal decompression and needed medical treatment. April 15,2009, Kahrs 

letter: Representation and not able to communicate. April 20,2009, Kahrs letter 

for prison litigation of $200.00 per hour, and pddicies on private medical care 

which Blakely already had and prepared application to obtain outside paid care. 

Exhibit No.2 Copy of \fashington Trust Bank Check No.2245610 for $35,000 retai­

ner fee to pay for outside expert medical treatment, and for Writ of Habeas 

Corpus releas8 from a wrongful conviction. 

Exhibit No.3 August 2b,2U09, Kahrs letter, informing steps I am taking in your 

case of medical ailments that DOC is denying you medical treatment. 

September 30,2009. revision of the de~laration in obtaining funds 

Exhibit No.4 Lawyer Kahrs procrastinated for several years, after far too many 

requests for him to prepare verified Medical malpractice, assault, negligence 

Complaints, and the improper seizure of legal documents by DOC, that would have 

supported Blakely' s prison release. May 15, 2013, letter to Court sf Appeals II 

explaining 5/8/13 letter to Lawyer Kahrs requesting him to pay $750 Court fee. 

AFTER four years, Lawyer Kahrs files his first '."lotion of Limited Notice of 

Appearance on COA N"o.44754-1; 44584-1-II; 44544-1-II _because he refused to pay 

statement of arrangement fees after TWO AGO s served handicapped blakely with 

two MOtions For Summary Judgment during the month of January ,2012, but Lawyer 

Kahrs refused to assist physical and mental handicapped blakely in his Objections 

to the AGOs three Motions for Summary Judgment, which were improper. 

Exhibit No.5 Letter by Sergio Peralta to Lawyer Kahrs, October 15,2013, cover­

ing three Civil Rights Complaints of vicious assault and loss of Blakely property, 

and Lawyer Kahrs NOT doing his duty to client handicapped Blakely 

December 11,2013, letter by Chad Christensen,t1URGENT Mr.Blakely is ailing 

and in critical need of cyancobalamin (bl2) to prevent neuroleptic-cstatonic 

seizures; Blakely drastically needs help, are you going to help him in his ail­

ing st~tely age of 77, or are you going to letthe courts bury him?'' TO KAHRS 

January 15,2014, Letter by Chad Christensen to Lawyer Kahrs on the request 

for cyancobalamin medication to prevent Blakely' s neuroleptic-cata tonia seizures. 

January 19,2014, letter by Chad Christensen to Lawyer Kahrs drastically 

attempting to have Lawyer Kahrs take responsibilti! 11 DUTY 11 to help vulnerable Blakely. 

DECLARATION SUlvJivlA.R.Y OF EXHIBITS 
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DECLARATIOA SUi'11"IAP..f OF EXHIBITS DI SUPPORT OF 

Exhibit lfo.6. March 6,2014, Steven Horgan letter to Lawyer Kahrs; requesting 

Kahrs "Dl-JT.X:' assistance to obtain Blakely' s cyancobalamin medication to pre­

vent horrable injuries of officers when suffering a neuroleptic seizure. 

AGO Carr and Judge ' s bullied Blakely in January 2012 Motions For Summary 

Judgment without granting his extension of time. Lawyer Kahrs allowed the WAG 

to bully vulnerable handic~pped Blakely by misleading the Court.Lawyer Kahrs 

"breached his duty" according to lawyers legal ethics and rules of professional 

conduct. Lawyer Kahrs has absolutley done NOTHING to assist Mr .Blakely ! ! 

December 5,2013, Steven Morgan letter toKahrs Law Firm on Blakely critically 

needing cyancobalamin (bl2) preventing loss of balance and seizures. 

February 14,2012, Official Staff Misconduct Complaint to DOC Secreeary 

Bernard Warner about the brutal assault injuries caused by medical correcitonal 

officers to Blakely, while he was suffering paralysis-apraxia on the hospital 

floor unable to provoke such. As this supports Morgans letters of breach of duty 

by Lawyer Kahrs to assist Mr.Blakely in his legal complaints, as he was PAID TO ! 

Exhibit No.~. December 28,2013, Blakely letter prepared -by allen trevino to 

Kahrs Law Firm on ii breach of duty" to prepare Blakely' s legal documents, causinffg 

injury upon injury, painful tortu~e of painful suffering. 

ALSO, Lawyer kahrs refusing to pay Court of Appeals fees, AND BLAKELY'S C01~­

SENT TO TAKEOVER THE THREE ME;~TIONED CASES (that Kahrs was and had the "DUTY" 

to prepare and file originally, but refused to after he collected $35,000 retainer. 

March 22,2013, Kurt Angelone leLter to Attorney Michael C. Kahrs, on the 

opposed funds paid to Detective Kindred and NO SERVICE TO JUAREZ of Libel Suit, 

(informant by the Grant County prosecutor, with proven perjury) 

ALSO, Kahrs improperly paid medical consultant Marie Wendle, who refused 

to give Affidavit to her review and evaluation of Blakely' s medical records; 

who Blakely objected to funding. Blakely lost three very good civil rights law 

suits because Kahrs breached his duty to reopresent Blakely after his collected 

'.~35,000 retainer fee. *LETTERS by Imaran Valora ,& WDA Attorney Rachel Seevers* 

ALSO, Kahrs paid a Grant County Detective 11Kindred 11 to do ;~OTrHNG to assist 

Blakely' s investigation and obtaining exculpatory evidence of Blakely' s WRONGFUL 

CONVICTION, when Blakely demanded that he wanted Detective 1'1ario Torres. 

l'.:xh.ibit No.a.July 2, 2014, Casey Investigations by Mario A. Torees, on Blakely' s 

need for his legal assistance for the recovery of exculpatory evidence. 

This is Detective Torres favorable response and complaint that Kahrs arudely 

refused conlmunicat.ion"k~ But is supporeed by letters by Ignacio Cobos. 
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DECLARATION SUMMARY OF EXfilBl'l'S IN SUPPORT OF 

Ex. No 8. Ignacia Cobos and Stephen Espinosa had obtained a second Recantation 

Declaration from Robbie Juarez-Trevino about June , .201 0; which was promised 

not to be used until he was given new identity and relocated out 0£ Washington. 

(Er 6-1,62 as correlated with IV. Surrnnarized Er 60aab-c-d-e; 63,64,65 

Now the original notorized Robbie Juarez Affidavit, along with a SO page 

brief were shipped from (MCC) to Stafford Creek Correction Center, where cios 
seized 7 legal document boxes, ( UPS tagged 5 of 9 contained a 9 X12 fiie bag 

containing that 50 page brief and supporting documents proving actual innocence. 

(As shown in Exhibit # 12, search report, Declaration of Whaley holding May 2011) 

casey Investigations by Licensed detective Mario A. Torres attempeed to 

corrununicate with Lawyer Kahrs that Ignacio Cobos had scrutinized, taken notes 

of the Blakely March 2005 trial, and that he was instrumental with Cobos in 

obtaining the notarized Recantatation prior to Lawyer Kahrs • (Ex. Kahrs#38 

Er 67,6S,69,70,71,72,) 'I'hes exhibits, letter of Kahrs '7/5/12'to Cobos clearly 

show 11conflict by Kahrs not corrununicating with Detective Torees that Blakely 

insisted that Kahrs pay. 

'Conflict' June 29,2010, letter (not received by Blakely) 11Ignacio Cobos £or 

paymentlt'This, combined with the recent contact by the"investiqator" ('rorres) 

informs me that you are litigating thes matters totally without my assistance." 

i:I litigate their cases for them. 11 Cobos and Torres attempted to infonn Kahrs 

that before Kahrs contract with Blakely, that they had already thoroughly scru­

tinized Blakely' s transcript and obtained the notarized affidavit, but Kahrs 

refused by hiring unlicensed Detective, who worked for Grant County .Prosecutor. 

'l'his was done against Mr. Blakely' s strong objections. (Kahrs Ex# ·121 

'concealment 1 1 conflict• 4/20/2012, after summary judgment 0£ Blakely' s 

Civil rights medical negligence cas in attempt to obtain critically needed medi­

cation, and "expert neuropsychollst, neurotoxicologist Raymond Singer; when it 

is "'IOO LATE" the injury upon injury nas occurred because Lawyer Kahrs would 

not listen to Blakely, nor communicated with Cobos Hthree years later;'. (ER 78) 

(.Tlr 79,79a,b) 

A Declaration by Dennis R. Stewart, plus inmate placement record of Blakely 

showing that 'NO corru~unication of Solicitation could have occurred between Blakely 

and Juarez-Trevino in 8/5/02-e/13/03 at Airway Heights Correction Center. In ad­

dition, .Mr.Stewart certifies the FIRST of four extortion letters by Juarez-Trevino 

of August 28&31; which the f:J/28/0J letter was revocered after 3/9/0S •rrial. (ER 63 

Er 64,65} 
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DECLt\RA'fION SU1viJ'1AR:t OF EXHIBITS 11~ SUPPORI OF ·. ·, 

Exb,:l,bit No. 9. DECLARATluN of Mark Vanm:rnsdle, has assisted Blake:ty age 78, 

with some legal problems arising from medical negligence and injuries caused 

by Washington Correction officers, that he paid Lawyer Michael Kahrs to per­

for. In addit~on, Kahrs was to revise the (PRP) that I assisted in preparing 

back in 2010, but Kahrs deliberated breached his fiduciary duty and contra.ct o 

Mr .. Kahrs ~fter four or five years "pyramided false legal b:illing 11against 

the $35,000.0U retainer that was supposed to have been used to revise Mr. Blakely' s 

(PRP) Writ of Habeas Corpus, and to address official brutal assaults, 5/2.8/14 

May 28, 2014, Declaration of ~had Christensen, that he is fmailiar with 

Lawyer Michael Kahrs 1 unfair double fee filling, and not performing a legal 

service as a breach of the let?gl profession consisting of misconduct. Lawyer 

K:::ihrs has done "nothing for Mr. Blakely" 

May 31, 2014, Bryon L. Stetsoq has assisted Blakely age 78 ~ in medical 

negligence and injuries caused by Correction officers, Lawyer Kahrs procrastina­

ted for several years by not making any efforts of assist Mr. Blakely, but has 

11 ponzi-schemed false billings against the $lJ5,00U,.00 retainer but has never 

revised the (PRP) nor prepared any briefs. Mr. Kahrs breached his duty to provide 

the legal service that Mr. Blakely contracted for. 

May 21, 2014, Declaration of Imeran Vai.ora assisted Mr. Blakely in writing 

many letters to Lawyer Kahrs asking him to compel (SCCC) to provide critically 

needed medical treatment. Mr. Kahrs deliberately procrastinated for several 

years before mailing a pyramided false billing against Blakely 1 s $35,000.UOU 

retainer. But has never prepared an~ legal documents. Lawyer Kahrs Breached 

his duty as a alwyer. 

May 31, 2014, DECLARATION OF Peat Eriksen of Royal City, Washingtoil has 

visted Mr. Blakely too many times witnessing Black left shoulder,, broken collar 

bone after officer assault 3/20/2.009. He is also familiar with Lawyer Kahrs 

unfiar fee billing five years after he received $35,000.00 fee retainer as a 

breach ille legal profession and duty to provide legal service to a handicapped 

vulner adult Blakely. Lawyer Kahrs has done 11 Nothing11 for Mr. lHakely, 

Exhibit No.10. July 23,2013, letter by Sergio Peralta, to Michael Kahrs, Counsel 

about allmighty Attorney General a bamboozling the Judge , when Mr. Blakely being 

ADA handicapped, impaired hearing and eyesight, RCW 74.34.110(1-9) 

October 15,2015, Sergio Peralta letter to Kahrs, Peralta ass:isted Mr. Blakely 

with three Civil Rights Complaints of vicious assaults by C/O' s and loss of 

notorased recantation Affidavit:, PRP, of Recantation by Juarez-Trevino. 
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p-5 DECLARATION SUMlVIARY OF EXHIBITS SUPPLEMENTED FOR MEMORANDUM OF LAW 

Ex.No.10 Sergio Peralta letter to Kahrs on 7/23/13, submitting proposed 35 page 

brief for Mr. Blakely' s appeal of Thurston County Superior Court abuse of disc­

retion and Attorney General Judge "bambozling the Court. When the Court should 

have considered Mr. Blakely as being handicapped ADA and not skilled to argue 

the complicated issues. 

Second Peralta letter of 10/15/2013, of his assistance in Blakely's three 

Civil Rights Complaints of vicious assault by C/Os and loss of his property. 

Lawyer Kahrs has not returned 200 legal documents, nor provieed any legal assis­

tance to the w.s.s.c. Motion. 

Declaration of Peat Eriksen of May 31,2014, Blakely's past injuries by C/6s 

misuse of force; and Lawyer Kahrs "insignificant assistance" 

Declaration of Ralph Blakely of June 11,2015, being partially blind, paying 

·Kahrs $35,000.00; and Kahrs breaching his fiduciary "DUTY" of ethical legal care. 

Kahrs has concealed facts; self-interest; in the financial exploitation of a vul­

nerable adult causing injury upon injury of malice misconduct. 

Ex. No.11 Consumer Protection Advertisement, clearly showing that Lawyer Kahrs 

does "Civil Rights Complaints and Writs of Habeas Corpus"; but Kahrs has done 

"nothing" for Mr. Blakely. 

Attorney Spurgetis February 23,2012 Letter, "testimony for your excessive 

force matter, I would suggest -that you go through Mr. Kahrs,~. ~I know that Kahrs 

is working on your criminal conviction". 

Ex.No.12 Lawyer Kahrs (after five years) mailed to Blakely a fabricated billing 

on June 23,2014. 

Ex.No.13 Attorney Gemberling Letter of January 18,2010, showing that Kahrs neg­

lect or refusal to prepare the necessary beief for Blakely and that Ms.Gemberling 

is doing the opening brief on Blakely's wrongful conviction. 

BEING THAT I CAN NOT PERSONALLY APPEAR IN COURT, and swear on oath that the 

aforementioned summary of exhibits are true and correct in support of the Jl'!emora­

ndum of Law; I am asking this Court "Ex Parte" to review the exhibits and Order 

the Defendant to answer the "three interogatories and production of documents odf 

June 10,2015, without denial and evasive answers ! 

IN ADDITION, I ask this Court for the proposed Order to Stay Defendant's 

Hearing for Summary Judgment until after discovery is complete. 

I, Ralph H. Blakely, declare under the penalty of perjury of the State of 
lfashington that the foregibing is true and correct. Dated October 6,2015, 

R a!ph Jl /3/af,-+817995; sccc HI B36; 191 Constantine vlay:Aberdeen, \1A 98520 

DECLARATION SUMMARY OF EXHIBITS SUPPORT OF MEMORANDUM OF Law 5 of 5 



HO,ORA.BLE LAURA INVEEN 
Hearing: 10/23/ or 11/20/15 

DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY M~ff• C 9 :~\) am 

GR3.1 

I, Ralph H. Blakely _,declare and say: 

That on the 8th day of~Oc~· =t~ob~e=r~-------' 201__s_, I deposited the 

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

Class Mail pre-paid postage, under cause No. 15-2-12980-5 SEA 

8 page memorandum of iiw, supporting Declaration summary of exhibits 

addressed to the following: 

King County Superior Court 

Judge Laura Inveen, Dept 48 

516 Third Ave Room C-203 

Seattle. WA 98164 

Forsberg & limlauf 

Susan Mcintosh 

901 Fifth Ave. Suite 1400 

Seattle, WA 98164 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that 
the foregoing: is true and con-ect. 

DATED THIS~-- day of __ Oc_t_o_b_e_r __ . ____ , 20!)_, in the City of 
Aberdeen, County of Grays Harbor, State of Washington. 

Print Name 

DOC 8t] ?' fi &-- UNIT/-{/ /JJ£, 
STAFFORD CREK CORRECTIONS CENTER 

191 CONSTANTINE \VAY 

ABERDEEN WA 98520 

SC 03.1 - DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY rvlAlL - I OF l 
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Ju1ge:Honorable Iauraa.Inveen 
Department 48 
Hearing Set: 10/23/2015 
Time: 9a.m. 

suf)9rior court of washington for county of king 

RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY, , 
Plaintiff, 

vs. 

MICHAEL CHAHI..E.<3 KAHRS, 
Def enda...'1.t. 

NO. 15-2-12930-5 SEA 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO COMPEL 
DISCOVERY - CR 37 (a) 
(proposed ;roar) 

THIS MA'ITER having coma before this Court, and the Court having considered 

the Motion for a...'fl Order Granting Motion to Compel Discovery pursuant to Civil 

Court Rule Oil 37 (a). 

ACCORDINGLY, this CJurt grants the Plrlntiff's Order to Compe1 Defenrla.nt 

Michael c. Ka..11rs ·to answer the June 10, 2015, interrogatories and pruduce the 

req,ueated doownents without (Cr 37(a) (3) e·1a.sive or incomplete answers on or 

bef ora 2015. 

IN ADDITION, THE Plaintiff pursuant to CR 37(a)(4) be granted the sume of" 
,~··· 

as reasonable expanses il:1 obtrl..""ling this Order, on tht'l groun:i that, 

the Defendant ha.a had sufficient time to properly a...11swer without delay. 

DONE IN OPEN COURT, this day of October 2015 

ORDER GRANTiliG DISCOVERY A..rID SANCTIOU 



J111.g9: Tfonororabla Vr.L't'8. Inveen 
Room C-203 Dept 48 
Hearing Set: October 23, 2015 
Time: 9:ooa.m. 

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASY:INGTON FOR COUNTY OF KING 

RALPH HOWA..1ID BLAKELY, 
:?19.in tiff' 

vs. 

MICHAEL &HAJU..ES KA.liR.8, 
Defend'i.nt. 

no. 15-2-12980-5 SEA 
MOTION FOR AM ORDER COMPEllTifil 
DISCOVERY- - CR 37 (a) 

P'1-'iintiff moves tl:iia Court for a.11 Order pursuaat to Rule CR 37(a) of the 

Washington Superior Court Civil Rules Procedure compelling Defendant to answer 

fully without evasive a.11swars, that wer9 req_uestad Ju.ria 10,2015," and again on 

September 13, 2015. Aa of date, the Plaintiff has not received any response. 

Plaintiff submitted these interrogatories, pursunat to Rule CR 33-34 about 

four months ago, wi t.."1 a followiJ.p let tar of September 1.3, 2015. 

Plaintiff also moves for ai1 Order pursuant to CR 37(a) (4) requiring tha a 

aforesaid Def andant to ~ Phintif:flf the sum of $ as reasonable expenses 

in obtai..."ling this order, on the groun::l that the Defendants' refusal to answer 
··"' 

the interrogatories, or to produce the dooumenta, has 110 subtJtantial justification. 

Dated September 23,2015 

Phone ~ro. 36o 537 1800 Ext 1923 

R rJ.p} 'JJ. IY.tJe.J-tJ-
Ra.1p:tt Howard Blake~ 817995 
SCCC H 1 B36 
191 Constantine Way 
Aberdeen, WA 98520 

MYrION IDR ORD:IB TO lWPELL DISCOVERY 
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November 27, 201 5 

l"orsberg & umlaut 
Attorney Susan Mcintosh 
901 Fifth Ave, Suite 1400 
Seattle. WA 98'164 

RE: Ralph Blakely vs. Michael C. Kahrs 

j"udqe: Laura c. Inveen 
Hearinq: 1 /22/16 

No. i5-2-i2980-5 SEA 

Would you please resrond to tile Interroqatories anci request for oroduction 

of documents or October 25.2015. And specirically please orodu ce a copy of 

Lawyer i\anrs contract between Mr. Blakely of ai::out November 2009. 

Also would you pl<-use include a copy of tile Marorandum ot Law on Leqal 

Malpractice, as I believe that he mailed both copies to the Court, and does not 

have a copy. 

c 

Resp.s""'Ctfully reques~ed, 

JR a.Lp/1 )/, /3..ta£..~t/­
.Ralph H. Blakely 817995 
SCC..'C H i B36 
1 91 Constantl.Ile Way 
Aberdeen, WA 98520-9504 

i..etter -interrogatories 
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Judge: Honorable Laura Inveen 
Complaint filed: 5/31/2015 
Hearing: 10/23/15 & 11/20/15 
Room C 203 Dept 48 

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR COUNTY OF KING 

RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY, 
Plaintiff, 

vs 

MICHAEL CHARLES KAHRS, et.al, 
Defendant. 

No. 15-2-12980-5 SEA 
MOTION TO STAY DEFENDANT'S MOTION 
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT HEARING AS 
PREMATURE CR 62(b) CR 56(d) 
AND SUPPORTING DECLARATION 

Plaintiff Motions this Court for an ORDER TO STAY Defendant's Motion For 

Summary Judgment Hearing as bing premature, pursuant to CR 62 before discovery 

is properly finished. 

Plaintiff has Motioned this Court for an ORDER TO COMPEL DISCOVERY pursuant 

to Ci 37(a) June 10,2015. , 

ACCORDINGLY, the Plaintiff asks this Court for an ORDER TO STAY DEFENDANT"S 

Motion for Summary Judgment. 

DECLARATION OF PLAINTIFF IN SUPPORT 

I, Ralph Howard Blakely, as a partially blind vulnerable adult, age 79, declares: 

the following': 

1. the defendant has "evaded ansvering interrogatories and production of 

documents". Plaintiff has submitted to the Court a Motion to Compel discovery. 

2. The Defendant has breached his fiduciary contract duty and violated the 

rules of professional conduct, along with the financial exploitation of a vul= 

nerable adult causing injury. RCW 74.34.110(1-10); RPC 1.2; 1.3; 1.lSA: e.4 
3. The Plaintiff has presented to the Court on July 22,2015, a summary of 

genuine Material 1-10 exhibits showing a Breach of Fiduciary and Care DUTY to 

prepare and file three civil right complaints and to litigate a wrongful convi.ction 

of an innocent person. Also the exhibits clearly show financial exploitation of 

a vulnerable adult. 

I, Ralph Howard Blakely, declares udder the penalty of perjury that the 

foregoing is true ~nd correct. 

Dated September 27,2015 lfcJ.-p./, f./.~48"l?G) S 
SCCC H 1 B36 - 191 Constantine Wa1-Aberdeen, WA 98520 

MOTION TO STAY DEFENDANTS MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT HEARING 



Judge:Honorable Laura Inveen • f48 
Hearing: 10/23 & 11/20/2015 

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR COUNTY OF KING 
RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

MICHAEL CHARLES KAHRS, et.al., 
Dewendant. 

No. 15-2-12980-5 SEA 
PLAINTIFF'S ORDER TO STAY DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT HEARING 
PURSUANT TO Ci 62 Ci 56 

THIS MATI'ER haveing come before this Court, and the Court having considered 

the PlaINtiff's Motion to Stay Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment Hearing 

scheduled for October 23 and November 20, 2015, pursuant to court rule CR 62. 

IN ADDITION, the Court having reviewed the genuine material disputed issues 

of the May 31,2015, "Verified Legal Malpractice Complaint, and Breach of Fiduciary 

Duty" in comparison to Defendant's "evasive answers" showsthat the Defendant's 

Motion For summary judgment hearing is premature, and should be "STAYED" until 

discovery is made and the Defendant provides non-evasive answers. 

IT IS SO ORDERED, the Defendant"s Motion For Summary Judgment Hearing is 

STAYED. 

DONE IN OPEN COURT, this day of October,2015, 

Honorable Judge Laura Inveen 

(proposed) ORDER TO STAY DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT HEARING 
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FALPH HOWA~D BLAtF.LY, 
PI...aintiff, 

vs. 

MICH~EL CHAP.LES KAHRS, et.al. 
Defendant.'3. 

TO: ~ICHAEL C. Kahrs 

A. General Definition and Proc~ure 

Jur!ge: Laura F. Inveen 
Pm C-203-Dept 48 

~'earing: 11 /"J.O /15 
Ti ,me: Q:Ol) am 

~o. l5-12~R0-5 qE~ 

PLAINTIFF'S CSf:CO~D REOUFt;T F'OR 
IN1'P.RROGA1'0RIES CO\ffi!NFD WITH 
~EOTJFC)T FOR Pl-'ODUCTTO~ OF 
T'Y.)('HMF'.ffl Cl? 25, 33(a), CR 34 

You have been served with the Plaintiff's Second ?.~quest for Interrogatories 

combined with Request for Production of Documents. Please type your ilnswers 1 n 

the space provided or on a separate page.or pages as needed. In the event you 

choose to place your response on a separate page, you must clearly denote the 

number of the question to which the response relates, including any subpart 

thereof, if applicable, Peturn the verified original of t.he complete1 interroga­

tories to Ralph H. Blakely, SCCr.: t<H Constantine Way; Aberdeen, lJA. within ( 30 ) 

days of service or at such time antf place as is mutually agreed upon. 

B. SCOPR OF A~SWFR5 4~D RESPONSES 

That the answers are to inclurie all the information known to or reasonably 

ascertainable by you or other representative. 

c. OBJECTIONS 

If you object to answering any interrogatory in whole or in part, state 

your objection and the factual and legal rea$ons supporting the objections wt th 

particularity in lieu of your answer. 

D. VER!FICATIO~ BY ACF.NT 

Verification hy the flefendant or agent, a~ to composit knowledge of t!ie 

information and documents attached. 

PLAINTIFF'S SECO~D request for RF1 &RFP 1 of 4 



Ir.'TERROGATORY No. 1. Please explain, why the Plaintiff has been charged about 

$ 4,953.00 for unlicensed investigator Taylor Kindred to interview ?ohbie Juarez­

Trevino ? 

ANSWERS: 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION So. t Please produce any doc:ument that wou hi support 

the recovery of the \'otorized Affidavit or recantation by Robbie Juarez'Trevino 

or that investigator Kindn~d produced ''specific results that benefiterf the 

PI.aintiff. 
RESPONSE: 

a) Why did the Defendant Kahrs ruiieJy refuse to communicate with Hcensef'f 

Detective Mario Torres? K 38 

ANStvER: 

INTERROGATORY No. 2. Please explain, why f>efendant Kahrs refused to prepare and 

file "Chil Rights Complaint for the Plaintiff to recover makel y' s 50 page 

brief and Notorized Affidavit of recantation by Juarez-Trevino ? 

ANSWEt?s: 

A) Did the Defendant F.'.ahrs deliberately delay preparing anti filing a 

Recovery Complaint for the 'Recovery of Blakely'e legal documents 

by (SCCC) correction officers, when he paid the fees and filed 

ANS\t.\"f.'J?S: 

a Notice of Appearance in Thurston County Superior Court and/or 

the Court of Appeals l'ltvtsion TI? 

Rt.QUEST FOR PRODUCTION No. 2. Please produce letters., and complete criminal file 
that: was received from Blakely's prior att.orney in reference to "Kahrs 118" 
2/17/'1.0 letter. 

RESPONSE: 

a) Please, also a complete copy of the March 5,9,:lOOS. G.rc..nt County .:>upecior 
Court trial transcript( that has never been returned) 

R£5PON~E: 

PLAINTIFF'S SECOND Rt:QUl::S'f FOR RFI & RFP 2 of 4 



b) Inreference to Ex.H92,l/18/201U and Kahr.s 54; 3/15/2011, letter::; t>y 

Attorney Gei11berlin5 showing that Blakely was forced to tiave Gemberling 

do the briefing for 0 arrest of judgment0 after Blukely paid Kahrn to 

do that brief. "WriY did the Defendant Kahrs cefuse to do t:tu.s 1\.ir.rest. 

of Jttdgmeat bn.et 0 ? 

REQUEST FOR .Pi:lODUCTION OF co;·1PLET£ March 5-9,2llU5 Veruatim Reµort in reference 

to Ka.ors 05-12/23/09; k60-5/d/09;1/2o/10; K69-B/17/l0 review µleadings~ 

.K 71-10/31/W,review trial documents; K72-ll/17-29,review$2,120 and etc.K-80! 

Rl:!;SPONSE: 

c) In.reference to K 121 ,5/29/10, ( Plaintiff never received) and true, 

DOES this letter show neglict, self-interest, breach of fiduciary duty 

as the Defendant continued to investigate and review transcr1ptt when 

Ignacio Cobos and Detective Torres made many attempts to commtmicate 

with the Defendant do1ns what they had already done in 2U09 ? ? ? 

ANSWER: *YES* or No 

d) This letter that the Plaintiff never received shows that the Defendant's 

non-diligent efforts to prepare the requested writ of habeas corpus and 

the three civil rights complaints for the Plaintiff. 

SHOULD THE DEFENDANT have terminated his contract then and returned the 

Plaintiff's $ 35,oou.oo as a breach of "DUIY0 ? 1 1 

Af\~W£R: Yes or ~o 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCl'ION OF CONTRACT AND ALL DOCmmNTS RgCEIVED Fi:<OH l.awyt1r Robert 

Cossey 

RESPONSE: 
faTEfrnOGATORY No. :3. Inreference to I{ U&,1/20/10, "received the criminal file 0 ; 

"see letter from'Casey • Casey Investigations( Mario 1~orr.es1K O~ (K43-52 Cobos) 

SriOULiJ THE DEFENDANT HAVE C0,'1i.'1UNICAIIW ~ffl'H Casey Investigator Torres on the. fact 

that he and C'..obos had already obtained a Notorized recantation Affi.dav1t from 

Juarez-Trevino and that: Cobos had thoroughly scrutinized hhe Blakely Transcript 

and wanted to send Kahrs h.is notes ?? K43-52 Cobos) 

ANSWER; 

PLAINrIFF'S SECOND REQUEST for RFI & RFP 3 o~ 



3-a) In reference to K 124, 6/29/10 (never received by the Plaintiff) 

"highly .recommended in rnedicnl malpractice and 'I wunt t:o use her on 

ANSWER: 

your case'~ (Marie Wendel, Rn CI.NC ? "NOT a NEUROLOGIST EXPBRf !! 

WHY DID THIS Wendel NOT AND REFUSED TO GlVE AN APFIDAVIT TO 'fHE 

PLAINTIFF to support Blakely's brutal assault: and medtcal malpractice 

comp1oint after the Defendant paid her ? ? ? vs. Kl25,.127 ,128,129 

INJ£RROGATORY No.4. wHY wasn't "EXPERT0 Neurologist, neuropsychologist, neuro-

----- -- -~---·· -- ,toxicologist contacted before Blakely was forced to rneet 

the statute of 011e-year limications on filing assault. negligence. medical mal­

praccice Com.plaint as Kahrs 135-137 before 3/--/2010 ? ? ? 

ANSWER: 

VERlF'ICATION 

I, Michael Charles Kahrs, 27085, verify under oath, penalty of perjury and 

the i!ws of Washingt.on ~tate, that the proceeding statements are true and correct. 

Dated November,.2015 

MICHAEL CHARLES KAHRS, Defendant. 
5215 Ballard Ave. N.w. 
Seattle, WA 98107-4838 

PLAINTIFF'S SEOOND REQUET for RFI & RFP 4 of 4 prepared by stencson 
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14 

Honorable Laura Inveen 
Hearing Date: January 8, 2016 

Without Oral Argument 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY 

RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY, 

Plaintiff, 

VS. 

MICHAEL CHARLES KAHRS, et al., 

Defendants. 

No. 15-2-12980-5 SEA 

(PR:OPOSE~ ORDER DENYING 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
DISCOVERY 

15 This matter came on for consideration on Plaintiffs Motion for an Order Compelling 

16 Discovery. The Court, having reviewed the moving papers and defendants' opposition and 

17 being otherwise fully advised in the premises, hereby 

Judge Laura Inveen 
23 

c.c. -rr: 
A./<-

(~)ORDER DENYING PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 

DISCOVERY-PAGE 1 o~.\~-. IGI l~.· .... rl ~ ·ra 11~~~ 
1509655/1221.0057 

FORSBERG & UMLAUF, P.S. 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

901 FIFTH AVENUE• SUITE 1400 
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98164-1039 

(206) 689-8500 • (206) 689-8501 FAX 



1 Presented by: 

2 FORSBERG & UMLAUF, P.S. 

3 

4 .~~~-~a_~ 
Susan K. Mcintosh, WSBA #26138 

5 Attorneys for Defendants 

6 

7 

8 

9 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

(PROPOSED) ORDER DENYING PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
DISCOVERY -PAGE 2 

1509655 I 1221.0057 

FORSBERG & UMLAUF, P.S. 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

901 FIFTH AVENUE• SUITE 1400 
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98164-1039 

(206) 689-8500 • (206) 689-8501 FAX 

I '61 
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THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING 

RA1-PH- t-iow~Ro BLAICec 

PI tt ,-n+-,· ff, 
v. 

,,{..{ I C-H AIJ:Z- l!kA. IU...B:S IG4J.l R~/ 
<.f- Qf•) 

:P12..f-..nJl. "'"'+-:::. 

No. / s - .;J;. r ?-q ?;o -,":) 5e'A 

Order on: p I Ci in+i'ff 1:2 M(!)Jj on 

~.,.- AJ.,1,·+lona./ 17 me. +v Resroruf 
1-o ))e.~n&'.c. n-b. 1 Med-~ on -hir 
'6 V rn l'>1 a. r i Cf" IA&, 0, n-.. '€.. o-\--" 

::r-v o &M 67V7 M o T 1 of.J 1.s ~ N -n N u IS:{.) ·/l) CJ/.t I'/ u /t- R. t ,;i;;>., 

;J.ot~ 11,r l/:oo AtV\. · 

dl.oli.p • 

{!_,,om P 1-M AJ-,-~- 1 5 

17 g;"/--' I e-P 

yV I /l-f-D u<( 

APPROVED: 

Attorney for Plntf./ e Attorney for Plntf. I Deft. 

tv 6 8 4::>-:#:" ;;;.. & I 3<{, 

/-



THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING 

I 

RA L.PH- uo INA>'2o BLAicec 

PI tt in+-,· ff, 
v. 

.A.,t I C-H Ag:l_ C.HA l?.l...85 ~ R~1 
-e:..:-t- a / .) 

No. / S - ;2r f ?-0, 1:-0 -:S- St::A-

Order on: P I qi n +i' # :-1 M e7ti on 

-fu,.- M.ie 1'-h'ona. / 17 m e. +p Reseonef 
' 

t-o D ¢.. -f=c..n i:Q ec n+.s 1 Med·-\ on -h Y-

6 (./ rn 111 a. r i er IA.&. °' '"""' 'e- n-r---

.:Ju D G-IL<. (:{"'}V-r M 0 TI 0 µ Is C,.c; Al 77 N u ~ r7J :;)4 "'(.) A, R. y ,;JOJ.., 

~D/{e ~,....- //: 00 4N\ 

;l.ot~ · 

DATED: 

Attorney for Plntf./ e 

tv s 6 4::? --.f.t:" B--& I 3 <{, 

APPROVED: 

Attorney for Plntf. I Deft. 

<!.--om P1-/tJ IV...,- I 5 
17 if!---'' I e:-J) 

\'\/ I tJ.1-o u<-
P r<.£3.Jl/ Di u,- · 
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fXJnoraiJLe Lciura J.nveen 

.SU.PH·UOl< COUH'l' OF' T.Hl~ S'l'Nl't; UF' W.A!::l111NGJ.Ul\i 
IN AND FOH KING l~:OUN'J'Y 

RAf_,.flH HO\"IARD BLl~KELY , 
P.Lainti.ft, 

vs .. 

l"'ilCHf--iliL C1-lARLE.S Kanrs r E~t ~a.L F $ 

oefenciants. 

cause t\o. 1 j-.G-1 2~1:HJ-~; St<:A 
v:- f\. )t'l' n:~ M.\) ~ l ~.~ f1:Y 

Uf-!Of:~!-< :7\1~JJ';l"LJ;.UC'l' ~JUlXtl':tc;1~'l' 

l~f{ :)4 ; Cr:-.1:::i ; Ci{ 1 ? 
w .. :w 74 .~:;4. "j -i () ( 1-9) 

'l.'HIS MA'l'l'l..;H having cxnt{~ before thi.s Court, and tne Court navinq considerE.~J 

tne i'·lotion E'or JJetauJx Judgnl(mt Sl1'.J[::Orteci Dy Oeclaration of. thE' 1:-'lo:drn::n:t~ 

anu tne cou:cr: Record ot i•:iay <::~ f L.ti'l '·l ServicP upon 1.~he i)2tenoant,. l'Jicnael c. 

Kahrs. 

ACCORUlNGL:f, the Detendant, tV1i.cnael Charles K0hrs, tlas i:iet a1.ll:.iwen.rl tn•:. 
hu \/l/lij hk.d ~ti,..c _';0,rr«-:'_ l)-1 ~Jl_\_Q_ul ._;;\ 

w~rif ied ccxr:plaint ot Ler_,:~1 f''l<Jlpra~tice /UL a ti11~=>t ~l. ta"-'hion, nb.t Xlc~:.!:-x::in:ted 
l,..J l \ h Cc_r \ 1 t ,( r~_1 l_cv, o f c>(.N'! c.2. 'b_f l'·t\(.:u_Q 1 '·'\ Uu ... J..-ck J / 
--t:er--the requesn::o u1ce.uoqawnes~ / 

-~'nij 
I 
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Honorable Laura Inveen 

KING CDUNTY SUPIBIOI< CDlJR'l' FOR THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 

RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY, No. 15-2-12980-5 SEA 

Petitioner, 
V. 

.MICHAEL CHARLES KAHRS, et.al,, 

Respondent. 

ORDER GRANTING 
EXTENSION OF TIME 
to file Statement of Arbitration 

THIS MATTER having come before the Court on the Petitioner's Motion, after 

having considered the pleading and files in this matter: to file statement of Arbitration 
and pay the $220 fee 

It is hereby ORDERED: 

The Motion for an Extension of Time is hereby GRANTED. The deadline for 
r ~ ·-z 7 0' · h~ t> /" .1. u 7 r _ •· I G 'it' .~ (], 

filing the Petitioner's brief is extended to atteF-~6,201~heai::ing 

'J.J.1 N . DONE this _. __ 7 day of _____ L_ ___ ~-l~ "l'J y-u 

0commissio~er I Clerk 

Presented by: 

Ralph H. Blakely , Petitioner 
.~~~~~~~~~-

- ~,.,.., ~' 

DOC# 'J (r r11 \- Unit// J ;; ~!~ 
sccc 191 CONSTANTINE w A y 
ABERDEEN WA 98520 

.-\C 06 - !Vfotion to Extend Time Page 3 of 3 

'2015-.. 
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Honorable Laura Inveen 
Hearing Date: November 20, 2015 

Hearing Time: 9:00 a.m. 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY 

RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

MICHAEL CHARLES KAHRS, ET AL. 

Defendants. 

No. 15-2-12980-5 SEA 

DEFENDANTS' REPLY ON MOTION 
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
DISMISSAL AND OPPOSITION TO (1) 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO STAY 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT HEARING 
AS PREMATURE; AND, (2) PLAINTIFF'S 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME TO AMEND 
COMPLAINT 

16 Defendants Michael Kahrs and Kahrs Law Firm Trust Account ask the court to grant 

17 their summary judgment motion dismissing plaintiffs Complaint in its entirety. Plaintiff filed 

18 . no opposition to the motion and no genuine issues of material fact preclude dismissal. 

19 . Defendants do not object to plaintiffs appearing for the hearing by telephone. 

20 Defendants ask the court to deny plaintiffs untiled 1 motion to stay the hearing on their 

21 summary judgment motion because defendants have fully answered both plaintiffs Verified 

22 

23 
Plaintiff served his motion on counsel for defendants and on the Court, but has failed to file it with 
the,._Q~r~_Qf~J.Q,__~gJ_s. 

DEFENDANTS' REPLY ON MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
DISMISSAL AND OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S MOTION 
TO STAY DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT AS PREMATURE - PAGE 1 
1465137 / 1221.0055 

FORSBERG & UMLAUF, P.S. 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

901 FIFTH AVENUE• SUITE 1400 
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98164-1039 

(206) 689-8500 • (206) 689-8501 FAX 



I Complaint for Legal Malpractice and Breach of Fiduciary Duty and plaintiff's First Request for 

2 Interrogatories Combined with Request for Production of Documents. Defendants' motion asks 

3 the court to resolve a question of law, viz., whether Mr. Kahrs owed Mr. Blakely the duties 
-"----------- - - -----''" --· -- -------- ·-··--· ---· --

4 alleged in plaintiff's Complaint. Plaintiff's motion to stay the hearing on defendants' summary 

- 5 judgment motion should be denied as no f~-~~~~~!scovery is necess~rY to decide the motion, 

, 6 nor would ?-!!Y_l:"_~~:tilt in the discoveFyof facts sufficient to defeat summary judgment. 

7 Plaintiff also appears to have pending a Motion to Extend Time to Amend Complaint. 

(- 8 There is no record of the motion having been filed with the Clerk of the Court. Mr. Blakely 

9 served a declaration in support of that motion, although the copy served appears only in mirror 

· 10 image. The text of the declaration is attached hereto as an appendix. Mr. Blakely' s motion fails 

J 1 to comply with the Civil Rules for amending his complaint as no proposed amended complaint 

-

5 . 
~ 

12 

< 14 
I 

15 

x 19 

"'-.! 20 

< 21 

22 

23 

accompanies the motion. CR 15(a). Nor does the motion or supporting declaration show that 

justice requires allowing amendment. Amendment would be futile as all facts show that Mr. 

Kahrs fully accounted for the $35,000 in trust funds. He both received advance permission 

from the Trustee to disburse funds and returned all remaining funds upon termination of the 

attorney-client relationship with plaintiff. Mr. Blakely seeks only to delay the hearing on the 

defendants' summary judgment motion by requesting additional time to conduct discovery and 

amend his complaint. 

In short, Mr. Blakely can show no set of facts to defeat summary judgment because he 

cannot meet his burden of production on each essential element of his causes of action. Mr. 

Kahrs did not represen! Mr. Blakely on his civil matt~_r!4.he had no duty of cary to Mr. Blakely 

for those matters, and Mr. Blakely sustained no damage from any act or omission by Mr. 

DEFENDANTS' REPLY ON MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
DISMISSAL AND OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S MOTION 
TO STAY DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT AS PREMATURE - PAGE 2 
1465137I1221.0055 

FORSBERG & UMLAUF, P.S. 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

901 FIFTH AVENUE• SUITE 1400 
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98164-1039 

(206) 689-8500 • (206) 689-8501 FAX 
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20 

21 

22 

23 

Kahrs. Consequently, Mr. Kahrs is entitled to judgment as a matter of law and dismissal of this 

lawsuit with prejudice. 

DATED this 16th day of November, 2015. 

FORSBERG & UMLAUF, P.S. 

By: sl Susan Mcintosh 
Terrence J. Cullen, WSBA #12554 
Susan K. Mcintosh, WSBA #26138 
Attorneys for Defendants 

DEFENDANTS' REPLY ON MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
DISMISSAL AND OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S MOTION 

FORSBERG & UMLAUF, P .S. 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

901 FIFTH AVENUE• SUITE 1400 
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98164-1039 

(206) 689-8500 • (206) 689-8501 FAX 

TO STAY DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT AS PREMATURE - PAGE 3 
1465137 / 1221.0055 

(9~ 



1 APPENDIX 

2 Ralph H- Blakely, age 79, partially blind, as an inexperienced litigator am unable to 

3 compete with "THREE" highly skilled lawyers with resources. 

4 2. The genuine material issues of fact arises, when a lawyer breaches his Fiduciary 

5 Duty of Care and Loyalty to a handicapped client, after he received $35,000.00 for the benefit 

6 of the Plaintiff. Exhibit No. 2. 

7 3. The "discovery" of answers of the Defendant, as to why he waited (5) five years 

8 after the Receipt of the $35,000.00 to bill the client? 

9 4. The discovery will support the amended complaint with genuine material issues 

10 of fact if the Plaintiff is allowed sixty (60) days extension of time to prepare the amended 

... 11 complaint and to serve it. 

l2 I, Ralph H. Blakely, declares under the penalty of perjury of the laws of the State of 

13 Washington that the above mentioned is true and correct. 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 
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Honorable Laura Inveen 
Hearing Date: November 20, 2015 

Hearing Time: 9:00 a.n1. 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY 

RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

MICHAEL CHARLES KAHRS, ET AL. 

Defendants. 

Michael C. Kahrs declares as follows: 

No. 15-2-12980-5 SEA 

DECLARATION OF MICHAEL C. KAHRS 
IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT DISMISSAL 

1. I am of legal age, competent to be a witness, and make this declaration on 

17 personal knowledge of the matters contained herein. I am duly admitted to practice law in 

18 Washington since 1997. I am also admitted to practice law in the United States District Court 

.... 19 for the Eastern and Western Districts of Washington, the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals, and 

- 20 the United State Supreme Comi. My practice consists of criminal post-conviction relief in both 

21 state and federal courts, representing prisoners in matters with the Depa11ment of Con-ections 

22 and the Indeterminate Sentence Review Board, Public Records Act, and some general civil 

23 
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f 1 litigation. I am a member of the Criminal Justice Act panel for the Western District of 

I 2 Washington qualified to represent persons in federal habeas corpus actions. 

3 

4 

5 

6 

9 

10 

2. In 2009, plaintiff Ralph Blakely contacted me asking for assistance on various 

matters. Mr. Blakely was incarcerated following convictions in Spokane County and Grant ? 

County, Washington. Mr. Blakely wanted me to assist him in pursuing post-conviction relief 

related to his conviction in a solicitation of first degree murder case, State v. Blakely, Grant 

County Superior Court Cause No. 04-1-00369-8. Mr. Blakely also wanted assistance in 
l r 

v· - r · r 1-~ ':-' 
r) I 5b '- {ff\ ) C .·· , 

obtaining medical care for his many inedica1 conditions. Mr. Blakely is currently 79 years old. I 

agreed to help Mr. Blakely with these two matters. 

3. Mr. Blakely is the beneficiary of a special needs trust established in Spokane 

11 County Superior Court. With the assistance of the Trustee, I asked the court to disburse funds 

12 from Mr. Blakely's special needs trust to fund my assistance on these two matters. The court 

13 granted my motion, ~~!_:__~l~_~(:lS in need of th~.f~md§ to pursue post-conviction 

14 relief and obtain medical care. The court ordered that Thirty-Five Thousand Dollars be 
__ , ... --- --·- --------....__-~---.-.....~----· -~- .. ,._. _ __,,......_ 

15 earmarked for these purposes. The court ordered that (1) the funds be held in an individual trust 

16 account for Mr. Blakely's benefit; and, (2) requests for disbursement be presented to the 
-------~-·--· 

17 Trustee of Mr. Blakeley's trust before expenditure. A true and correct copy of the Spokane 

18 County Superior Court's Order Approving Disbursement of Funds from Special Needs Trust, 

19 entered on December 3, 2009, is attached as Exhibit 1. 

20 4. I established an individual trust account for Mr. Blakely's benefit at then Viking 

21 Bank, as directed by the court. The Trustee sent a check for $35,000 that I deposited into Mr. 

22 Blakely's specifically opened trust account. 

DECLARATION OF MICHAEL C. KARHS JN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT DISMISSAL - PAGE 2 

1467757I1221.0057 

FORSBERG & UMLAUF, P.S. 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

901 FIFTH AVENUE• SUITE 1400 
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98164-1039 

(206) 689-8500 • (206) 689-8501 FAX 

( 'i7 



1 

2 

3 

4 

i 5 

? 6 

7 

8 
;,~ £ATf.. 

I 9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

- 14 

~ 15 

16 
'~~ )11 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

5. Attorney James P. Spurgetis is the Trustee for the Ralph Blakeley Special Needs 

Trust. Before transferring money from the trust account for my services rendered, I submitted 

my billings for legal services on Mr. Blakely's behalf related to the post-conviction and 

medical matters to Mr. Spurgetis for approval.. I paid my invoices from the Viking Bank trust 

account only after receiving permission from Mr. Spurgetis to pay my billings. In the course of 

my work on Mr. Blakely's behalf, I asked Mr. Spurgetis to approve disbursements to pay for 

investigator Taylor Kindred, for expert review of Mr. Blakely's medical records by nurse-

consultant Marie Wendle, for a report by neuropsychologist and neurobehavioral toxicologist 

Raymond Singer, Ph.D., and for medical and court records related to the post-conviction and 

medical matters. I made those disbursements only after receiving Mr. Spurgetis' approval. A 

true and correct copy of my invoices for legal services for Mr. Blakely is attached as Exhibit 2. 

6. Mr. Blakely filed many lawsuits as a prose litigant. I advised him on procedure 

in soµie of those matters and, on occasion, assisted Mr. Blakely in service of documents or 

other procedural matters. I did not represent Mr. Blakely in any of those cases. Each time I 

provided assistance, I requested and received advance approval from Mr. Spurgetis to do so. 

Where appropriate, Mr. Spurgetis would approve my assisting Mr. Blakely with procedural 

matters for his civil litigation. For example, the Thurston County Superior Court dismissed 

three of Mr. Blakely's lawsuits on summary judgment in early 2QJJ. Mr. Spurgetis approved 
- , -- ··--,.·--"" --·-· .... ----- ___,.- -

my assisting Mr. Blakely in perfecting his appeals of those cases, authorizing me to pay 

appellate filing fees, for Clerk's Papers and for Verbatim Reports of Proceedings in each case. I 

made a limited appearance in each case, making it clear that my involvement for Mr. Blakely 

was to seek an extension of time for him to perfect the appeals. A true and correct copy of my 

Limited Notice of Appearance in each case is attached as Exhibit 3. A true and correct copy of 
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1 my January 15, 2014 letter to Mr. Blakely regarding my limited appearance to perfect his 

2 appeals is attached as Exhibit 4. A true and correct copy of Mr. Kahrs' December 23, 2013 

3 letter to Mr. Blakely containing Mr. Blakely's signature authorizing payment of the court costs 

4 in the appeals is attached as Exhibit 5. 

5 7. I communicated with Mr. Blakely by telephone, in person, and by written 

6 correspondence to keep him informed regarding the work I was doing on his behalf. Mr. 

7 Blakely also wrote to me, asking for assistance on many matters beyond the post-conviction 

8 and medical issues on which I represented him. I wrote to Mr. Blakely many times confirming 

--- 9 what I was able to do for him and what I was not authorized to do. I reminded Mr. Blakely that 

-...______ 10 I did not represent him on civil matters, including his civil rights and medical malpractice 

11 claims. 

12 

., 
13 \ 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

-19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

8. When writing to Mr. Blakely, I used prior correspondence as a template. Often, 

the date of the correspondence did not update automatically and was not manually changed. 

When the document was saved to my word processing system, the naming convention my 

office used included the date the letter was written. Where handwritten notation of dates are on 

the exhibits to this declaration, they are the dates contained in the name of the document as 

saved on my computer system, and thus are the actual dates of the letters. 

9. I wrote my first letter to Mr. Blakely reminding him of the scope of my work in 

late January 2010. In that letter, I told Mr. Blakely that I was "sorry but we had previously 

discussed that I would not provide assistance in your civil action and I cannot help you on your -- -~ ~ 

Ninth Circuit Case ... " A true and correct copy of my January 26, 2010 letter to Mr. Blakely ,_.,,,.---------.. ~.,..,.,_-

with corrected date notation is attached as Exhibit 6. 
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1 10. In May 2010, I wrote to Mr. Blakely reminding him of the limitations on n1y 

2 assistance imposed by the court's December 3, 2009 order. Mr. Blakely asked that I help him 

3 serve process in one of his civil cases. I told Mr. Blakely that I was not sure Mr. Spurgetis 

4 would approve that expenditure and asked what he wanted me to do. A true and correct copy of 

5 my May 19, 2010 letter to Mr. Blakely with corrected date notation is attached as Exhibit 7. 

6 11. I again wrote to Mr. Blakely regarding service of process in his civil case on 

7 May 30, 2010, explaining "I am limited by what I can do according to the Court and Mr. 

8 Spurgetis must approve payments .. .If you want, I can see if I can get approval to pay for 

9 service of process. [Mr. Spurgetis] might agree because it is based on your medical 

( 10 problems ... " A true and correct copy of my May 30, 2010 letter to Mr. Blakely with corrected 

11 date notation is attached as Exhibit 8. 

12 12. In February 2011, I again declined to take on Mr. Blakely's medical malpractice 

? 13 case. A true and correct copy of my February 28, 2011 letter to Mr. Blakely with corrected date 

14 notation is attached as Exhibit 9. 

( 15 13. From 2009 through May 2014, I worked on Mr. Blakely' s behalf to find support 

1 16 for his contention that a witness who testified at his solicitation of murder trial gave false 

17 testimony and would recant. In March 2011, the investigator I hired to interview witness 

18 Robbie Trevino Juarez wrote a report summarizing his investigation and interview with Mr. 

19 Juarez. Mr. Juarez declined to sign the proposed affidavit prepared by Mr. Blakely that would 

20 recant his trial testimony and told the investigator that his trial testimony was truthful. Mr. 

21 Juarez testified at Mr. Blakely's trial that Mr. Blakely offered to pay him $40,000 each to kill 

22 Mr. Blakely's wife and daughter. In March 2013, Mr. Blakely gave me information that Mr. 

23 Juarez was in Texas and would sign an affidavit recanting his trial testimony. However, Mr. 
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1 Blakely refused to authorize me to engage another investigator in Texas in an attempt to re-

2 interview Mr. Juarez. I was unable to obtain sufficient evidence to make a post-conviction 

challenge on Mr. Blakely's behalf; consequently, I filed no post-conviction motion or petition. 

4 14. From 2009 through May 2013, I also worked on Mr. Blakely's behalf to 

5 determine whether hewa~ receiving appropriate medical care for his many serious medical 
·~_._...._ .. ,_,,,.. -- _.,.-. ..,_--· --··~---.,-~_--.--.-.. -·- --~-----------...,·~-------

6 conditions while incarcerated. Mr. Blakely has serious physical and mental health ailments. I 

7 obtained his prison medical records and had Marie Wendie, an expert nurse-consultant, review 

8 them for appropriate care. Ms. Wendle gave the opinion that the care Mr. Blakely was 

9 receiving appeared to be timely and appropriate. A true and correct copy of my September 20, 

10 2010 letter to Mr. Blakely describing my conversation with Ms. Wendie is attached as 

11 Exhibit 10. 

12 15. Mr. Blakely believed he benefitted from taking vitamin B 12 supplements to 

13 counteract longstanding exposure to chemicals he had as a farmer. Until May 2014, I assisted 

14 Mr. Blakely in seeking to have the supplement provided to him in prison at his expense, as 

15 allowed by Department of Corrections policy. 

- 16 16. I obtained prior approval from the Trustee and retained Raymond Singer, Ph.D., 
oLiLA :,r; 
---T7 - a neuropsychologist and neurobehavorial toxicologist for Mr. Blakely to review Mr. Blakely's 

18 records and prepare a report on the effect of Mr. Blakely's chemical exposure on his mental 

19 status. Mr. Blakely hoped to use Dr. Singer's report to challenge his conviction, based on his 

20 mental status at his solicitation trial. Dr. Singer prepared a draft report that I sent to Mr. Blakely 

21 along with Dr. Singer's request for additional information. In May 2013, I wrote to Mr. Blakely 

22 regarding Dr. Singer's draft report and additional questions, asking for additional information. I 

23 offered to host a conference call with Dr. Singer and Mr. Blakely to facilitate the 
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1 communication between them. Mr. Blakely failed to respond to Dr. Singer's request. A true and 

2 correct copy of my letters to Mr. Blakely dated May 16, 2013 and May 17, 2013 are attached as 

3 Exhibits 11 and 12. Mr. Blakely never responded to my requests. 

4 17. In May 2014, Mr. Blakely asked for an accounting for the trust account funds. I 

5 provided the accounting by letter dated May 18, 2014, along with an explanation of the work I 

6 did on Mr. Blakely's behalf. In that letter, I reiterated that "I sought approval for everything I 

7 have done on your behalf from the court appointed guardian of your trust, including paying any 

8 invoices I submitted for services rendered." A true and correct copy of my May 18, 2014 letter 

9 with corrected date notation is attached as Exhibit 13. 

10 18. Mr. Blakely filed a grievance with the Washington State Bar Association, 

11 claiming I violated the Rules of Professional Conduct in connection with my work on his 

12 behalf. At that point, I declined to do additional work for Mr. Blakely. The Office of 

13 Disciplinary Counsel dismissed Mr. Blakely's grievance on November 19, 2014. 

14 19. When Mr. Blakely filed his grievance in late May 2014, funds remained in the 

15 individual trust account from the $35,000 disbursement from the special needs trust. I refunded 

16 the $8,560.59 balance to the Ralph Blakely Trust. I sent Mr. Blakely a copy of my letter to the 

17 Trustee. A true and correct copy of my June 2, 2014 letter to Mr. Spurgetis enclosing a check 

18 for $8,560.59 payable to the trust, is attached as Exhibit 14. 

19 20. I held another small sum in the trust account that Mr. Blakely had previously 

20 sent to me. I sent that sum to Peter Eriksen at Mr. Blakely's express request. A true and correct 

21 copy of my August 6, 2014 letter to Mr. Blakely regarding those funds is attached as 

22 Exhibit 15. 

23 
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21. After sending the check to Mr. Eriksen, the trust account balance was zero. I 

2 then closed the account. A true and correct copy of Mr. Blakely' s trust account ledger through 

3 June 23, 2014 is attached as Exhibit 16. 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

22. I sent Mr. Blakely all materials from my files that he requested. 

23. On May 28, 2015, Mr. Blakely filed his Verified Complaint for Legal 

Malpractice and Breach of Fiduciary Duty in King County Superior Court. A true and correct 

copy of plaintiff's Complaint is attached as Exhibit 17. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of W~ngton that the 
foregoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge. Dated this ll::_ day of October, 
2015, at Seattle, Washington. 
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Honorable Laura Inveen 
Hearing Date: January 22, 2016 

Hearing Time: 11 :00 a.m. 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY 

RALPH HOW ARD BLAKELY, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

MICHAEL CHARLES KAHRS, ET AL. 

Defendants. 

Susan K. Mcintosh declares as follows: 

No. 15-2-12980-5 SEA 

DECLARATION OF SUSAN K. 
MCINTOSH IN SUPPORT OF 
DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT DISMISSAL 

1. I am of legal age, competent to be a witness and make this declaration on 

17 personal knowledge of the matters contained herein. 

18 2. Attached as Exhibit A is a true and correct copy of Judge Tompkins Order 

19 Approving Reallocation of Funds for Medical and Post-Conviction Relief entered March 15, 

20 2013, in Spokane County Superior Court Cause No. 95-3-01916-0. 

21 

22 

23 

3. Attached as Exhibit B is a true and correct copy from Mr. Kahrs' files of 

Represei1tation Agreements signed by Ralph Blakely dated January 9, 2009 and May 1, 2009-. 
---~ -- > 

The scope of these agreements was superseded by Judge Tompkins' December 3, 2009 Order, 
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1 which is Exhibit 1 to the Declaration of Michael C. Kahrs in Support of Motion for Summary 

2 Judgment Dismissal. 

3 I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that the 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

foregoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge. 

Dated this 13th day of February, 2016, at Seattle, Washington. 

_&,vtA~J1~~ 
Susan K. Mcintosh, WSBA No. 26138 
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Honorable Laura Inveen 
Hearing Date: January 8, 2016 

Without Oral Argument 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF WASHING TON 
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY 

RALPH HOW ARD BLAKELY, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

MICHAEL CHARLES KAHRS, ET AL. 

Defendants. 

No. 15-2-12980-5 SEA 

DECLARATION OF MICHAEL C. 
KAHRS IN OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 

15 Michaei C. Kahrs declares as follows: 

16 1. I am of legal age, competent to be a witness, am one of the defendants in this 

17 action, and make this declaration on personal knowledge. 

18 2. To respond to plaintiff's request that I produce the case files related to plaintiff's 

19 criminal defense where Robert Cossey represented the plaintiff, I searched my archived files. I 

20 have no files responsive to plaintiff's request. 

21 3. In September and October 2014, I sent Mr. Blakely three boxes of documents 

22 containing files including those from his criminal defense case. Those boxes included the files 

23 
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Mr. Cossey had previously sent to me. I did not retain copies of the three boxes of documents 

sent to Mr. Blakely. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that the 
foregoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge. Dated this 4th day of January, 2016, 
at Seattle, Washington. 
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY 

RALPH Ii\J\:JARO BLAKELI', 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

MICHAEL CHARLES KAH~S, and 
KAHRS LAW FIRM TRUST ACCOUNT, 

Cause No . 15 - 2 - l 2 9 8 0- 5 SEA 

-r P f '{) ~, l'iOTION TO ENLARGE TIME 
~Jl.fiilN vJdICH IO OBJECT TO MOTIOU FOR SUMMAtlY JUiJGMElH 

AND 
MOTION FOR ORDER COMPELLING DEFENOANT(S) 

TO RESPOND TO JURISDICTIONAL QUSSTIONS PRESENTED 

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

I, Ralph Blakely hereby declare, being aware of penalties 

foi: perjurv, and tt1e laws of tn.: State of Washington, tnat I 

have placed in the SCCC Institutional Legal Mail SysLem, a 

copy of the above captioned legal pleading, wi tn postage 

thereon, thereby constituting a tiling with tr1e King County 

Superior Court Clerk at this time, pursuant c.o GH _::, .1 1 cf. , 

klouston v. Lack, 487 U.S. 266, 108 S.Ct. 2379, 101 L.Ed.2d 

245 (1988), addressed to the following: Susan K. Mcintosh 

and Terrence J. Cullen, Forsberg ~ Umlaug, P. S. 7 Attorneys 

at LaH, 901 Fifth Avenue, Suite 1400, Seattle 1 '•vashrngton 

98164-1039; Honorable Laura Inveen, King County Court House, 

51 G 3rd Avenue, Seattle, Washing ton 9810!'.~; and Clerk of 

King, County Supei:icr Court, King County Court House, 516 

3rd Avenue, Seattle, Washington 98104. 

uated this 15th day of ~ovember, 2015. 

i{•.::!.3pectfully submitted, 



DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT DISMISSAL 

Page 1: 
Mr. Kahr~ fulfilled his obligation~ to Mr. Blakely witniu 

th~ liuit2d scope of his re~resent&tion. 

Page 2: 
Mr. Blakely alleges that he hired Mc. Kahrs to represent 

him on all of these matters, that Mr. Kahrs did not. assist 
him as agz::~ed, and that M.:r. ~ahc_s ov1e~. him Twenty Thousand 
Dollars ( ~20 ,000) from tne tunos paid to mr. Kahr. Mr. 
Blakely alleges ne is innocent of the crirae for which ae is 
in..:arcerated. 

Page 3: 
Mr. Blakely is the benefici.ary of a speci.al needs trust 

e;:;tablished in Spo!<ane County Superio;e Court. ••• Th0 ~ourt 
granted M.c. t<ahcs! motion, finding that Mr. Blakely was in 
need of the funds to pursue postconvictio~ relief and ob~ain 
medic .. 11 care. 

Page 4: 
Attorney James P. Spurgetis is the Trustee for the Ralph 

Howard Blakely Special Needs Trust •••• Each time !'1.r. Kahrs 
provided ass is tan'.'.:e · to Mc. Blakely', he requested and 
received advance approval from Mc. Spurgetis to d1.; so. l·i.c. 
Spurgetis would approv2 Mr. 1<ahrs' ass is ting Mr. tHakt:ly 
with µrocedural matteL"s foe his civil litig;Btion. for 
ex~1aple, the Thur.;, ton County Superior Court dismissed tl1,ee 
of He. Blakely' s lawsuits on summary j udgraen t in ear iy 2013. 
M.r • .Spu.cg1.~tis approved Mr. iCJhr~' assisting Mr. Blakdy in 
perfecting his appeals of those cases, authorizing Mr. Kahrs 
to pay appellate filing fees, for Clerk's Papers and for 
Verbatim Reports of Proceedings in each case. Mr. Kahrs made 
a 1 imi ted appearan 11e in each case. • • • Mr. Blakely authorized 
Mr. l\anrs to pay all court costs foe his appeals, t<Jcitly 
admit ting the limited ass is tanlle of Mr. Kahrs was providing 
in those cases ••••. Mr. Blakely also wrote to Mr. Ka;·1rs, 
as king for ass is tan lie on many matters beyond the post­
conviction and medical issues on whicn Mr. Kahrs represented 
nira •••• In May 2010, Mr. ~(ahrs wrote to Mr. Jjlakely 
reminding him of the limitations on M:c. Kahrs' assistanct~ 
iraposed by t he court's Dece;Jber 3, 2009 order. Mr. Blai<ely 
asked that Mr. Kahr:s help him serve process in one ct his 
civil cases. Mr. i\ahl:s told Mr. Blakely that he was not 6Ute 
Mc. Spurgietis could approve that expenditure and asked whdt 
Mr. Blakely wanted him to do. 

Page 6: 
M.c. Kahcs again wrote to Mc. Blakely regarding service 0f 

process in his civil case on May 30, 2010, explaining "I am 
limited by what I can do a·~cor:ding to the Court and Mr. 
Sr1urgetis must approve payments •••• If you want, I can see 
if I can get approval to pay for service of process [tic. 

Page 1 
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Spurge tis] might agree because it is based oo your w.::dical 
problems. In February 2011, Mr. Kahrs again declined to take 
on Mr. Blakely's medic~l malpractice case. 

Page 7: 
At :1r. Blakely' s req'...iGS t, Mr. Kahrs obtdi ned prior 

approval frof:i the Trustee and retained Raymond ;:,rngec, 
Ph.D. , a neuropsychologis t and neurobehavoria 1 toxicologist 
to review Mr. i3lake.ly 's records and prepare a rt:>por t on the 
effect of Mr. iJlakely's chemical exposure on nis mental 
status. Mr. Blakely hoped to use D. Singer's report to 
challenge his 6onviction, based on his mental status at his 
.solicitation trial. Dr-. Singer prepared a dcaft ret..;;ort that 
Mr. Kahrs sent to Mr. Blakely along \vi th Dr. Singer's 
request for additional information. In May 2013, Mr. Kal1r s 
wrote to Mr. Blakely regarding Dr. Singer's draft re?ort and 
additional questions, asking for additional information. He 
offered to host a conferen:e call with DL·. Singer and Mc. 
Blakely to facilitate the communication between tlh?m. ~1r. 
Blakely failed to respond to Dr. singer's request and never 
responded to Hr. Hahrs' requests. 

Pag~ 8: 
Mr. Kahrs reitecated that 11 1 sought approv<°1l for 

everything I have done on you.c behalf f ror11 the court 
appointed guardian of your trust, in!lludlng paying any 
invoices 1 submitted for services rendered. 11 Mc. Blakely 
filed a grievanfle with the Washington State Bar Association, 
claiming Mr. i(ahrs violated the Rules of Pro fessiona 1 
Conduc!I:. in ilonnec!lior~ ;,;i th his his work on Mr. Blakely' s 
behalf. At that point, ·Mr. l<ahrs declined to do additior.a 1 
work for Mr. 3lakely. The Off ice cf Disciplinary Counsel 
dismissed Mr. Blakely's grievance on November 19, 2014. 

P·age 12: 
The gravamen of plaintiff's Complaint for legal 

malµractice is that Michael Kahcs breached his duty of care 
as Mr. Blakely's attorney by not representing Mr. Blakely in 
his various civil matters and by not achieving Mr. Blakely' s 
goals for post-convict ion i:elie f and medi.ca.1 treatment. The 
facts show that (1) Mr. Kahrs had no duty to represent Mc. 
Blakely in his various civil matters and Mr. Blakely lrnows 
that; (2) Mr. Kahrs' investigaticn on Mi:. Blakely 1 s behalf 
failed to yield sufficient evidenlle to pursue r:;ost­
convic ti on relief for him; and, ( 3) Mr. Kahrs 1 invest igatiu n 
in to the trea tmt.::n t Mr. Blakely was recei·..ring in pd son 
indicate~ it was timely and appropriate. 

Pag\2 14: 
Mr. Kahrs re pea tedl y reminded Mr. Blakely, both by 

telephone and in w-riting, that he was not authorized to dlid 

did not represent Mr. Blakely in civil litigation. Mr. Kahrs 
received permission from the Trustee to "rescue;; Mc. BlJkely 
when three court of appeals cases in his c.ivil mat.ters 1~8re 
about to be dismissed on procedural grounds. 
Page 2 
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i'iie ;:easoning <;1v1ng rise to ncf€ndant(s) Motion [or-

Judgment is fundamentally f la•\!t::d in nu1aerou s 

z:espect::.'>, inhecently creating 2,enuine matecial facts at 

issue, attempting t0 use a fraudulently creatf:d s:noke screen 

of Limited representation pursuant to an invalid court order 

tailorin~ the scope of his representation. 

The bizarre dict1otomy of Attorney Kahrs claiming an 

unlawful trust purportedly created because Plaintiff Blakely 

is ·~ons iderecl incapacitated wi tt1 cegard to con tro 11 ing his 

hara earned rnonetacy assets, as an excuse not to represent 

Mr. blakely in L1e three civil actions he was nired to 

represent Plaintiff Blakely theceia. 

In otner ""°refs, Defendant r(ahcs kne,.,. that Plaintiff 

Blakely had to be considered ein "incapacitated person" 

before a court could limit an attorney's representat.ion, as 

further by Defendant Kahr.s obtaining his 

re pees en tat ion marching orders f com so-cal led Tcus tee 

Spuq;etis as limited by the Court; wit.rt Defendant t\achs 

knowing tna t the limi t61 tions on his re 1).resen ta tion '"as 

irnposeci in :Hrect conflict ~~·itt1 l.\C\,J 4.08.060. Guardian dcl 

litein foe incapacitated µecson. 

\~i1en an incapacitated t;er son is a party to an dctio n 
in the superior courts, he or she shall appear by 
guardian, or if :1e nas nu guardian, or i u1e opinion of 
the court the guardian is an improj;ec µecson, the cour L 
shall appoint one to act as guardian ad li tem. Said 
guardian shall be appointec1 as follows: ( 1) \foen the 
incapacitated person is plain ti E f, upon the d pplication 
of c.i .relative or friend of the incapacitated pecson. 

of vJhict1 gave t>laintiff l3lab~ely <l State created, federallJ.' 

protected r igl1 t of re pre sen ta ti on by au attorney, inherent 1 y 
(4) 



dept~i vi ng tne <i ng County Superior Court of cornpeten t 

jurisdiction to proceed to a decision on Defendant(s) Motiun 

for Summat:'/ Judgment, absent .represent;::1tion by dD attorney 

regacGing incapacitated Person Plaintiff 0lakely; cu1i1pounded 

by Uie fhurs ton County Superior Court lacking competent 

ju!:."isdiction over the three subject mattet: legal actions 

giving rise to tt1e attorney .representation Defendant 1(ahcs 

is attempting to ignore in his fraudulent Motion for Summary 

Juogment, see page (12) of summaL"y judgment motion, stating: 

The facts show that (l) Mc. iZahrs had no cJutv to 
represent Nr. Blakely in nis various civil matters and 
Mc. Blakel; knows that; (2) Mc. Kahrs' investigation on 
Mr. Blakely's Liehalf failed to yield sufficient 
evidence to pursue postconviction relief for him; and, 
(3) Mr. t{ah.rs' investigation into tne treatment Mr. 
Blakely was receiving in prison indicated it was timely 
and appcopriate. 

pcovicl ing substantial evidence that Def end ant t(ahrs is 

claiming he represented Plaintiff l{anr.s witn µurpose ot 

fraudulently disclaiming any merit in Plaintiff dlakely's 

issues foe postconviction relief and medical care; however, 

Defendant •{ahcs contradicts his own position by pcoviuiug 

dubious 'ili;nit{:>d reoresentationtt of Plaintiff l3lakely•s 

appeals regarding t!1e same actions ne clained he was llut 

author:ized to represent at the trial court level, roe 

example see swnmary judgment 1wtion, page ( 14); 

~Jr. i(ahrs repedtedlv reminded Mr. iHakely, Liotn DY 
telephone and i1:1 wr-itiiig, that ne vJas not authorized to 
and diet not represent Mc. Blakely in civil litigation. 
Mc. t(ah.c s received per1niss ion from the Trustee to 
"rescue'' Mr. Blakely when three court of appea 1 s cases 
in nis civil r;1atter:s were about to ty;: dismissed on 
procedural grounds. 

creating tne material fact at issue as Lo whetner Det'<.::ndaut 
(5) 



Kahcs was participating in a larger c.onspirac.y to violate 

Plaintiff Blakely's legal. and constitutional rigi1ts l)y not 

simply asking I'rustee Supergetis and the Court for 

pecmission to represent Plaintiff Jlakeiy on the three 

Thurston County Superior Court actions, that give rise to 

this lawsuit; because that authorization, whether valid oi: 

necessary, would certainly have been given sucl1 as it was on 

the appeal of said three subject mattec legal actions. 

It is difficult for this writer to imagine that the 

attorney filing the underlying summary judgment motion was 

not aware of ti1e legal facts that the basis of Defendant 

Kahrs limited representation was premised on Plaintiff 

Blakely's court imposed fraudulent "iucapacitated persoii' 1 

legal µersonage, where said attorney stated in the summa:cy 

judgment motion, inter alia: 

(page 1) Mc. t<ahcs fulfilled t1is obligations to Mr. 
Blakely within the limited scope of his representation. 
(page 2) M:c. L$lakely alleges that t1e hired Mr. Kahrs to 
represent him on al. l of these matters, that M.c. Kahc s 
did not assist him as agreed. • • • (page 3) Mc. Blakely 
is the beneficia:cy of a special needs trust established 
in Spokane county Superior Court .••• The court granted 
Mr. Kahrs' motion, finding that Mr. Blakely was in need 
oi the funds to pursue postconviction relief and obtain 
medical care •••. (page 4) Attorney James P. Suprgetis 
is tile Trustee for the Ralpl1 Howard Blakely Sµecial 
Needs Trust •••• Each time Mc. Kahcs provided assistance 
to Mr. Blakely, ne requested and received advance 
apµroval from Mr. Sµurgetis to do so •••• For example, 
tt1e Tt1urs ton County Superior Court dismissed thcee of 
Mr. 8lakeiy's lawsuits on summary judgment: in early 
2013. Mc. Spurgetis approvecl Mr. t<ahrs' assisting Mr. 
Blakely in perfecting his appeals of those cases .•.. 

Defendant(s) cannot i1ave it botl1 ways, if Plaintiff 

Blakely was a legitimate "Special l~eeds Tcus t" legal 
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persona;_s.e, then Der end ant Kahrs co:nmi t ted malpractice and 

breach of f iaucia.ry duty by refusing to re present Plaintiff 

Blakely on tne tnree lawsuits filed in Thurston County 

Superior Court; and it Plaintiff nlakely was not a 

legitimate "Special Needs Trust" legal personage, then 

attorney-client agency relationship rnanda ted his 

represen t8tion and failure to comply breached Detendan t 

Kahrs• fiduciary duty to Plaintiff Blakely. 

The foregoing creates material fact:::; at issue that now 

require Defendant t<ahrs and his attorneys to provide this 

Superioc Court. docurnen ta ti on that i-JOuld es ta bl ish that 

Plaintiff Blakely is in fact and law a recipient of a 

ilSpecial Needs Trust' 1 that would prevent him from defining 

the scope of .repcesentation by an attorney ne obtained; and 

if not, then Defendant [(ahrs 1 attorney must be charg<!d with 

participating in an ongoing every expanding c.onspiracy to 

defraud Defendant Blakely out of his monetary assets. 

In addition, as Levealed in the excerpts of transcripts of 

the three subject matter lawsuits, it appears that Oefendan t 

Kahcs entered an unlawful agreement witi1 the attorneys from 

the Washington Attorney General's Of rice to prevent 

Plaintiff Blakely from prevailing in his thcee lawsuits, by 

covering up the violations of his clear 1 y established 

statutory and constitutional rights, which ielev·ates 

Defendant Kahrs to a person acting under the color of State 

Law within the purview of Title 42 U.S.C. § 1Y83 and§ 1985, 

rendering Defendant(s) summary judgment motion as a pleading 

invoking tne ' 1unclean hands 11 doctrine, see: 
(7) 

L( '4-



Hlai<elv v • .Porter, S11perior Court No. 10-2-01551-2; CourL of 
A;:_ipeals no. :t4754-1-II Judge Ch.ristine Po1aeroy) 

(l·1::u:-ch 13, 2011)(pa:?~e 7) t'HL JlJDGE: ••• To the contrary, ~le. 
lHakelv is a11 .::ible L1di..r1dual of 112 IQ >Jhu's C.:lDable ot 
functi~ning ~ capable of thinking t capable of going to the 
law lib cary, and ev~n as Irle nad seen up un ti 1 t nis v.1eek, 
c.aµabl~ or su~.:mitti.ng sulxnission-5 to tne court with respect 
to amendments of the co:nplaint •.•• (page 8) All or these 
,:::ircumstances thcit I've talked about do not present the 
extraordinary circumstances con temp lated under f 0deral law 
foe appointnent of counsel. Under state law, I don't see any 
legal basis, U1is not being the type of case 'v•here :lr. 
Blai-c.elv is entitle:cj tc an attorney nnd, as a result t1is 
i;wt ion" for appo intmcn t of counsel under boti1 cause numbt:r .s 
shoulci be de nL.:c!. (page 9) TH£ COURT; ••• I' rn go in fl, to say 
tna t '"hat I'm a bout to rule will be un botn c~ses, riot uuly 
Cause t·~o. 10-2-1551-'.Z but 10··2-00695-S as thcv are th~ sanie 
issue, and that is are you entitled by rign t 'to an attorney 
in this •2. iv i l case, and the Court has to answer no, not by 
rignt. /\nd plus, I do not feel that tt1ere is suffich.:nt 
basic to appoint an attorney. Number one, althoug11 you <u:e 
73 yeacs of cige, you have had a past of 1 i tigdLion 
;:;rcp<tcatio:i and kncwlecge of the workings of the court as 
seen. Second of ·all, you do have higner tnan <lv::ruge 
int•dligence and that intelligence in the past t oc L:g,a 1 
issues \vhich is your prerogative. In reviewi.ng the 
ciocuraentation of recently filed, it does look as if you do 
spend a ::;ig nificant amount of time, which your are entitl~d 
to do, in the lah' libr::icy. ,\nd in reviewing youc pleadings 
and your :Gotion in u1is, I think it's sufficient to say t:i1at 
there is no basis to appoint an attorney in this civil 
action. You have a eight to hire an <:Jttorney and you ilave d 

eight to proceed with the civil action, but thE\ appoint«1ent: 
of counsel ,..;ill be denied as there is nu basis foe an 
appointment of counsel. 

(2/17/12)(pag•2 7) M'.L JUDGE: ••. Tne <::urrent action under U1e 
1551 cause ·nurnbet· is against a number of individuJl 
defendants, none of whom are tne Department cf 
Coocrections. •. • (page 9) MEL jUDGE: ••• I have no 
co~Hmmicaticn or indication ft.'o:n Micnael Kahcs that he >iuuld 
pay fo:r any treatment by Dr. Gri:.2nly •••• frankly, I ju~t 
don't b0lieve U1at Mr. !Zanes iias said I'm going to ;x1y Li1e 
L)ill foe Mc. Blakely to go to Mr. Greenly's officE: 01: 

somewhere idse, and until I see tt1at I, frankly, don't 
beli~ve it. (page 13) Mi:<. BLAKELY; Mr.. Kahrs, Attorney :{ahi:s 
will absolutely t)OSitively pay tl1at doctor for th.,~t initial 
evaluation so that he ;::.an submit a viable decLiratio n 
su~;porting his proposed spinal decompress ion t cea tm•2nt, aud 
He. L<ahrs •v ill guarantee payment to that doc tor •••• And I 
hav;;; not oeel1 at_)le to get ahold of Mr-. Kanrs this •iieek <:ind 1 

( O'i) Page i 



will have him send cl letter to L1at effect .•.• TUE COURT: 
Mr. Blakely 1 I .:;rn going to do ai1 order- denying the default 
and I'm .;;oi.ug to say foe the _,,pecLfic nealth cace treatment 
to send you to this specific doctor. 

(March 29, 2013)(page 4) Mt{, JUDG!::: My name is Dan Judge and 
I repres.:=nt th8 uamed defendants in this matter-. I we.ck witt-1 
the Attorney Geni.;:ral 's Off ice ancJ normally dssigned to ::ases 
relating to the Department of Corrections, but the 
D<i?partment of Corrections is not a defendant in tnis case; 
however, the named individuals are. Your: rh;nor, we 
respectfully request that: this Court grant our mo ti on for 
summary judgment and dismiss Mr. Blakely 1 s claim in it. s 
entirety. Mr. dla~ely inclucied a component of a cross-cL:.dm 
for summary judgrnent which I'm taking as a cross-motion for 
summary j ucJgmen t. just ;;ervt!d on us last week ..-.. hie.it 1::>11' t 
timely an(i should be rjenied. (page 11) So Mr. r3lakely, in 
response , comes back ',vi th f ~~ irl y hyperbolic answer~:; or 
responses ci,:H~ard ing rupturing of in terna 1 or gei ns, the 
f cactur i ng of breaking of verte bca, the f rac turin:,; 0r 
breaking of ribs, and injurie::; that are not meted OU t really 
by any of the medical cecord8 beyond bruising • • • the use­
of-force procecture was carried out by the health cace ;;~aff, 
and Mr. !Hakely doesn't meet his bu eden in cesponse by 
.ceferr ing to conclusocy or hyperbolic answec::; ri;:gard1nY,, what 
had oc,:.uc .red. 

(pag,2 13) MH. JUDGE: 1hti1 .i..·espect to disability, he doesn't. 
meet the prima facie claim of a disabled condit1on, but 
bef(.1Ce you E:\Ten get to that, tne only claims are in tnis 
matte.r, again, ace just against individually <1011ied 

defendants, and consequently, ti1ere isn't a basis foe Mc. 
Blakely to proceed 0n an ADA claim foe that reason. 

(pagt~ Zif) THE COURT: I will find specifically t!1at tiiece 
vie1:.·e:: a_ nu111tiec of clai!ns oc grievances that were not proµerly 
exnaus t.ed or aggrieved and ::;hould not be touay cot1;:;;ideceu by 
thi.::> Couct. Case l<HJ is cleac thut a court is not to get 
involved unless that tnere nas been ~ oec1sion un gcievances 
that w-ei:.·e properly submitted there are. no 1iit~llical 
t~Xperts that ~:;i11e opinions that tllere was negligence ur 
u1alpracticc U1e Department of Correct.ions .~as a 
defenclan t earliei: i they are ind1v iuuals, they 1 r1;;: ot::ing 
represented ny tne .I\ t torney Genera 1 1 s Of Eice i 11 light of 
theic positions within tile Departrnent of Correction&. I Jo 
not fii:1d t:i1at tiler:e's i;een a ::'ufticient sho1--iing that U-ieJ::e's 
clearlv established law putting them on notice th<H tl1eir 
acts violated any of Mr. i31.akeiy's c.i.vil eights. (µage 23) 
Mr:. Blakely has ceques ted aLldi tional time to produci.! rneuica i 
testimony. He's had sufficient time. I'm not granting 1.1is 
;uotion fo.c additioilal tirae ••• I aw finding tnere ar~ no 
material issues of fact tnat • ..iould allow this -c.ase to ~o 
vorward •••. (p<;ige 24) THI:'.: COU,rl': ••• Oe.tend.:.mts 1 niotiuli foe 
su1amary judgment is £1e.reby g.canteci and µlainti.ff's claims 
d~aiust defendants ar"-' dismis,s<f!"'-i witi1 prejudice. 
P~6e 2 VJ; . 
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olar~eiy v. Daniel 
Su~Ji;.~Cic;i.· c::ou:rt ~~o. 

et al., Court of Appeals ;\o. 
l0-2-U0695-5 (Judge ChristiDe 

L;~~584-l-1I, 

?crueroy) 

(Ju<12 :~. 201l)(page 2) .LUE '._'OU?..T: You n:0ved tih.: court tu 
c.nang12 U1e Caption to tne cli..!tend<Jnt:.:; lll tn,::?i.C u:diviciLal 
capaz:.ir.y. T11e co,;iplaint aln~ady doe.s thdt. \'ou st~te that 
you are not experienced and ask the Court. to st:::it2 .:.uiy ctl1e.r 
co.r.r:'<2:::tiv'2 3:Esndu.ent:- tn:,.t should\;;_~ macie. I will. tell 'v'OU 

cigli t n.:.Y>J, ;le. ::\lak~~ly, l cannot ,;o tnn t . • • but i. c 's clear 
ttt.:<t. Uh: cepiy is not all :>..:e<l in this case .:incl I wi.11 .:itrike 
Lt. .•• (page 6) MR. 3LAtU~L{: r 1 m in tne pco;:ess of tryL<g to 
elL,;inate s;):•:e of thesl, r..'.rc~1le1n;; by ~~etting knc1v·L::.d2.eabi2 
c:.oun:>el to take over, so, that beings --I 1 m not C.Cti!j"Jetent LO 
~copecl)l t)Le~)are a.L1~j ti~r1ely S'2Cv~E~ tl1ese ~j_efen,jan:s ••.. ·'lTit: 
COUtrf: I Elill (lu\v' Genying the plaintiff's leave to ril~ ~.11 
ai·;;.e nrJ-:.=cl cc~rq:-' 1 a int :-;-ta in 1 / bec~=:u s e t t"1Cr" f:~ is r1 o &tf'.en c.: :2 ci 
complaint dttac.~·1ed to u1e motion, and furtl1er, 1 v;ill ;;,u:i:\:2 
you.:.: su 1,µorting atu1::::Irnent. (p~lg'2 7) i·.i~. hLA.<.ELY: The (inly 
U1ir1g is I'm doing my utoost to g2t a legal counsel and l 
had .:5ome of my docurnents 1 l2{~al ciocuments seized when I sent 
the;;1 vu t tc ;,iha t I t ~1ough t was legal counsel. 

(£<'2t)cu:::1.cy 1, 201.J)(page 4) M;L !3LA1{ELY: ••• And I <;ouLi lL:.8 
to nave dttocnt:/ '.lL.:.i1ael -... anc.3 .;.:.acry on ~vith this, b~;t I 
h,:;1r2 encountei:-e:~ sor:12 kinci cf [Jroblem even thoug;-1 h;: has 
b.:=en oaid to take it on and to ~et :::y neh' ..:x;Ject 
declar:1tiom; tu support my ;,1ental and pt1ysicul h<JndL;.,sp: ••• 
( 1) a;:. e f_:;. ') :: :~ • J U LiG E : • • • M r • B 1 a k e l y o n 1 y s u [)U i t t e d :.: v ;,:_ c v 
c~Jn~luso'cy 00.s-pat.2 motion couµlea witt1 an 0v<:::n :1.ore 
conclusoi:; one-page (H..:claration, indic.ate::; .refercnct~S Lo 
w;,;nting to lH1ve counsel appointed oespite motions having 
b~cn LH.·ough t on t»:u lJ.rior occasions; m.::i king cef •::re nee to '--lll 

attorney a ppeac ing in the ·::.~se w.hen I.' ve heard not 1-~ ing f com 
tiiat c.1ttorne'/ abcut appearing ir1 this :::.::ise h2 ;~as a 
decL:tCati01,, ne doe3 includ'2 a motion <;nd ,ae,no.candu:.1 anci 

. • t ' ~ Q t l? ' r- • t t ( ... .._ • . .,, : 1 ·_~:. I:: \ ·:"'< :.· ~ r,·-, OUJ,.::C l.Ol~ L r~/C;. C-r!~ "CO&:" .:iUiilffiar';/ JUZ-1..gait.::n • \}-il~"-~·,.'~- :·) l"1~ 

COURL .••• Ur:! has i:LSK.c2c1 foe ad,Hticnnl tLne st:Jtin~; th.1L drl 

attorney has ;.:;greecJ to co:ne on tJoacd. I'm :12ny1.ig a 
contlnuance Oil that oasis •... (puge lU) fti;:., COUH.l': ••. SU-t'l 

as tne cequest tlrnt there c1~ a dis111issal as to JeL.>ndcii1ts 
\vh0 ... ere. not. pecsona~ly served •••.. (pa52 11) EH'.: COUtU. Itiil 

u u t cons l de r 1 ng any r Lil: t t1 er :u1t'2ria1 s • 

(l~\~:LicUdL~/ ;_;) 20.lJ)(pi::Lc:;i:: .!+) >11:~.~ J!.1DGE': I re~).cesen:~ Lt1 .. 3 
def>..:!ndant~3 in this :.;atter dild \<it: r.H:e the mm11ng parties 0i! 
our rHJt·1on foe s1.L:HT1ary juclg'.nent d111-i di.sfnissat of t··lc. 
~\ la ~-: 12 1 y ' s c 1 a i w s 111 t 11 e i c en t i t e t y the o u 1 y u u es d1 o 
l1av2 waivf~ci rJecscnal ser"1i.c1~ ace Llefenc'ants :{epplec, r~acy 
:(e 1;pler-, L-lacold Arci.libald ;..rnd J.::.inet Miller. All of tne naiu0d 
c;2fendanL3 hav2 r;ot OE!("O personalty secv~:d. This o::ot..H"t ,:oes 
rwt hav2 jucisdL:tio:i o-.'c~r tnern and Lwse (page '.:;-) .:laL;;s 
should be :iismissed, ;::.nd ll1e.c2 11asn 1 t t 1eeci any othe c sec1ic.e 

(lo> 
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on any oti1er dGfendant <:rnd tn,f.::re :1asn' t oeen any service on 
th-: State of ~~ashington •••• r,frn.;;c: 10) M!L JUOG£: You don't. 
i1aVe D2rsonD.l ;:;ervice over tne c;fficers who ace involved in 
thL:;, · and uns Court does not have: jucisdictioit ovec 
t '·ii:;,·· r,·,aa•-> 1r,'> r .. '1"R ;:··r Ai.lE·rv. "f'ne ... ,,"'SO'l r·o,. d.:~l·v i·s t 1->e i .._ hl • • • • \ t"' -~ ~- ~- t. . e U .-.""\ i-... .t..1 L • 1 t. '-!OA. l "' ~ Cl. ;J ;. a. 

fact that Attoi:ney Michael ~ahrs was paid to secve all of 
nie defendants, and tne reason, other reason for delay in 
sut,witti.ng the objection to trle sumwary judgment and the 
21u1iiJit;:; a:ce oased truly upon tne fact that senior counsel, 
r"ir. Judge, and l'lttocney Mc. ~<ahrs conspired and sub:uitted 
ti.-rn ;notions for ::;u;nmary juJgm~nt i tne same 20-day period of 
Januat·y Li whici1 t di(j not have access tu thi:: law 
lioracy.... And tnere has Deen extceme ~ovet·up and 
i:d:.::.i:'t~:;resentation ov the defendants. I ask this couct to 
deny 't:1e dt:!fendants'' motion tor summary (µage 18) judgment 
G<(h.i a llo»J iile to amen•1 tl1~ complaint LJnu foe At toru~y ~Jii.:.ha;;; 1 
1(ahcs, '"l10 nas i)een paid to 1n*Operl f serve tnose missing 
.-i0f.endants, David '{oung. who broke my ribs front and back 
tff1d cuptuced (:le left kidney that is still hemo.cri1agi11g 
cc;.:.asionally. (pat;~ 2U) t-11L JUDc;.E: ••• Anj wit.h respect to 
Mc. Kahcs, I've not tiad any contact with Mr. Kahcs rega.rding 
this c.ase oc regarding a Raymond Singer. Ti1e next regarding 
bcoken cios and cuptured kidneys, again, <o1re ex<:i:!iplcs of 
self-.diagnosis tllat hdd appeared. He ha(i the injury iu the 
fall on the stai1.·s, \·ihicn ·,.vas •=xe:.w1ined and 1"as bi;:ing 
treated i but t11ere hasn't been any diagnosis of rc:putc.:d 
kidnev or ocoken ribs on the part of M.c. Blakely like a lot 
o[ things that are evidenced in th2 cecord. (page 22) THE 
C'.HJRT: It has been ""rgued and not cebuttecl tt1at derenddnts 
>·1ece not pecscna l ly served. Three defendants wa i ·ved th.at 
u1;;.csctt121l service. They ate the only tncee c:Je[eudai.'lb that 
ai:r.~ •>rooarlv Cefor:e the Court in this case .•• i.wn12 of the 
n<H<H':','1 def:.~ndants were a part ot tnat particular situation, 
anc1 so again there is not a pr ope c set of def en<lan ts 
before tl1is Court on the issue of use of force and the 
uftic.ec' . ..:; use: of restraint. (9a;;;.e 23) HIE COURT: ;· .. i.e. tHai<.ei.y 
nad indL:.ated b1at 11e \-Janted to being an attorney on uGard. 
tit:' irn.s in:.Ji..::at0<.i tni:lt hi.= has paid the atto:cnt!y to <J0 cectai.n 
things 7 but I ;1ave no <=:vidence in ti1at .cega:r:d i:.h:fore ,,,e 
otnec r.h30 his statel.ient. Tneri:~ is no agreement U1::i;. was 
.::.L,;ned, ti1ere nas l)~en no dttempt by hirn to subpoena u1is 
._;ttorn<:v to as:, hi;;, a.ny quest.ions. cll1d so those matters ace 
sinqly riot :rntficiently Dt"esented foe nje to autuori;,~2 a 
further '.jelay. (pa'i,t~ 25) nn: COURT: ••• Thec.:2 L: Jn 
alle~atio11 cit !.\01\ violations, that •vould hav·e to u.;;! 1,:itn d 
::,.:vern:<:enta.l budy or 1.-~n::ity other: tnan individual 
deft;;ndaut:::. l'he unly defendant~ trnre 1 as I 1 vr.:..~ d.ceac:iy 
pointf:d out, are i.ndivi.duals. Thece had been no ex.Jee t 
testunony pcesentec1 tJy tne def~.rndant as to <Jny all~g~d 
negligenc'-2 or mec.tical rnalpractice •••• (p<.ige 26) Tl:fo COURT: 
·\nd so l. a1H today granting tt1e defendant. 1 s ceques t tiiat tnis 
;ua t ter i.k~ re sol vt:d .it1 sumniaqr j t,dgmen L and that the c.auS•:! u t 
c.tc.tion bcought i11 tnis lawsuit be dismissed. 1 1 11 8i~,r1 ul..i 

orJec to th0t ~fiect. 
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;:; la "el y v . iJ (.::part u1t'!11t 

L;454.'.t-1-Il; Su;,ecioc 
2013. 

uf Cor.r~c.tiot;;.:>, Ccurt ui.: 
Couc t ifo. 11··2-COH34-!>; 

/\t.:;pi~als 

Jar.1tJar:/ 25 ' 

/ }··1 .. 1 a :::·) T·1-~.E CCJUt~·r: ~) 1~;: ~ice ner:(= un ,·-:t :rtoticJn tc1.c sut:,·n-·,ur"'~v' 
'·; (, '::-"-- - - '-" -

Jllcig1~1ent. (I!21p,c 1-r) :-L·\. C:,t\R1\; 'lC.iUr !ic:-~·-,.or, my ~-1d::>-~ 1.0 Uct.~gl;.1E; 
(.:2rt:". l 'ffi .3~·i /\2si.st;jnt .'\ttc .. rn~~-Y t;t:rn:~cal ~1r~d ~~2~,.t: .. es1.:.nt tt1e. 
(j c t en ·J J r1 t s i n t h i s :·;1 a t t e t'" I t h i n k r_; f r; :.l r· t i ~~ u la c 
L;portance is tl1e f:j::.t tnat trw lh.~partr.L:nt of ~_>:.;:crcctiuus is 
dOt d (Jefendant. iu ti-tis cas:2 D.11d neither- L~' t~12 Stc1tt.:: cf 
\-~:a~~bi.-\st(.ffi;· !'1C, ntai(f~iy· nas C!Dn12-:1 four' indi\tid;.Jals: Forrnec 
\page S) secretary cf the De·pat""t1;,c;nt c~f Co-rr:e<::.ti()rc::;, :~ldot1 
'I . .-1 i l ; i'_! S t .a E f o c d {2 r- c:~ r:! ~< ~~ c1 r rec t. i c' i-~ ~~ t: c~ 11 t e .c .i n \t ~:! s t i ·~: . . :1 tor # t·1 c • 
"ihaley; d.tiotnec ,SL,...fford Cr.eel;; .Cot"r-ec;-tiuns Center '~.nq..:lcit:~;s, 
:'> .. 'iull11an, ·vJno ,,orked 1·1 t'~2 '""nl ruo~n: .::!nd tnen ClL1t 
Hay , vl !1 c; \v cL:o a ca!) ta i n a t S t .u f ford C .c e ck u n d w a s i c -..· c; h· c d l n 
<.:c:<:: .1:2il-;.·eJ~~ct1cn issues •••• \]t·. ''.lakclv's r_,;o argu:;,,;nL, c•n 
t hi .::. cl a i m a c 2 U-1 a t , '.; e c. au s 2 trE: , a a i i v1 a s :... n s pre c t '-" :::,; L; n i s 
llv!d6 i_,r~.l.t ,~-,_i-;~:·1 sealf!Cl t)t:fore i.t c.:J:i_-~>;;~ to tt'lt:~ rnuil 1:"00~~1, t_~1at 

scndel1<.•.-1 or .:,qother insulat•.:d tlh: t.iaiL .ro; .. x1 ico;.·, looi:rn:::, at 
it ,.;cice 2.losel/. l'nar c;.Learly is n0t tlle ;:>1se.. ;k. 1s ,.,lso 
acguing thot this process took way too lcng, that sc11ehow oc 
cA~-:0tl1t?.L j t tOt)k i-;-·!onths ft;r i;irn to ;~et th.e (J_c1CUJ.Ut~~11ts ~~;a~1,. 

(pa·;e 6) r,hz. C.i\R:\: I thini·: he: tJ.Ccbably has 1)Cesent2oi et!OtL?,h 
2·vic~'"~nce i:<) ~:.urv·i_-ve su1inn0ry jdt.".lgrnent t~1at .3()::,-,,_-~ ._.:ii~ ilis 
~'COperty ;;:<1y I)<~ nssing. The i)r'oble1;1 n2 fuce.s in thi.3 c..:,.}32 

L:.> ;w _-,aa:1' t tied Lna '= to any of U1e dc:fc::ndant:.:;. L1e l...nly 
::12fend2lnt that (µaga 6) h.:Jd arwthin;-; to do v1itn hL" L.)CCf'ct'ty 
~;a ~· t [~it~ i n \l 2 s l i _,~; d t (.\ .c ~ fq r . ~·l ti a le y • • • • t~1 r ... i-.~ 1 a k e 1 )7 s a;~; 
1ne.c-: was thLs one ;nissins box, <rnd 'i:.hat i.iean;;:; ti.1er2 ..• u;:; t 
nav,, been Lv.:.:32 legal •na terials in there t:1at .. cul d :,ho1't' .1e 
L. innocent. ••. (pa:s<: S) Mc. dlakely ccntinues tr., raise 
ti12se clai,r,s tnat ,3o;;,d1ooy abused niu and negl!:·ctcd hLii at1d 
iH: \·;a::; td;ceu uvec to tht~ inficmacy, and he say·s they L>r·J~ze 
ill::; n .. us and CLUturecl his liv2i.- cir so;n(::U1ing lik.::: lrH.lL ••• 

h ;:; lw s u 1 t t i c d t h 2l t t o u u y o f t h •l d e t e n Ci an t s • ( pa :; l:: S i Vi r:. • 
;:I.,A<ELY; r;/ leg.:iJ. iJcx<::s contained ~citical l2:;al -:::;.-.:.u<<lnts 
ti1.Jt ,,~-oul, ha\re ;JCcven n1y ~ctu3l f.Jct s <Jf in;_1ocence Lt~; d dL1e 
i-l(QCeSS .:;dUSation of a1:tual Lnjucy, <.::nd tnis S•~izuc2 ci~ "iy 
l"-',_;dl uo·:.ur.ent:o. nas :::·een on~~oin~;, <:ond, theceiorc:, I ~;ould 
Li'.ze co ;;;:iv 0 t!1e \iro::::.eeciings stayed ::ntil atton·h~Y Zanes is 
d~)l"-~ tr.} ta'._,~e O\lE:C. (µage l(J) ["'1t~. ,JL..- 1J,_,t~Lr: i :i;Ot.ivd Li.1is 

Court to stay tne pcoceedings ,;ntil 1;:y cittor.ne·1, :;J.,::1 .. h~l 
,\,J;'u:,::,, ·;i1ill file a notice or appeaca.nce and i'·ic. ::a;1;:,, iws 
C.:ed )aid. (,;Jge 12) l'liE: 1::0UHT: /\S l und0rstacid L;1e 
c o, JL tj 1 a i n t , t f-1 e r ~~ a t ... e r o u c Dr i.. n-c i t ~ l e c. a u s e ::.:; u f :;: ,:;: t i 0 ii ; 

viulaciD:! ot dc.;e ,.>;."OCE'SS cignt::.> 1 Cet::lli.atio;i [0 tni:- t::oint ;_:,f 

i uq,.i i n g i n ;~ c) n c L; n :..; t i t u t i o n a l c i 2n L s , c cu e l d n < u nu 3 u a l 
'.J d n i s t1 <il ~ n t .: n d e i: t he E i g h t n 1\ ;w:' nci m e r:. t , 2 n d c n a t l s s p L i t 
~ntu d . .:.cuel and unusual :.ornr;laiut, us -..~1,:~11 ~is a 
(ii;:;crtrn.i.ii:ltiuil claLt1. (page 15) lHE couc<r: ::;>1,; \.Jl1<.;tl 1 Su.Y' 
t·ic •. ~11a::,;:ly, tnat you nav<...~ tne ;:·ignt to ;iave an "'tt.oruey 
rit."- 1 ~d1at I'm sayi.ni;. L_; you ha·,r.~ the .r.]. 1;nc wiU-nn tc,, ::c,.f;;,, 

Dut an :.:ittoi:nc=y has U1e _;::igi1L witi1in ,d day:'>. (;;a::b-~ 17) T,\£ 
(()!J){l; li11.: 0ctiun i'> di.:;1,1is::>·:: 1l wit:1 ;n»2jur11c.;,;. 
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In tt1is lawsuit, Defendant i{ahcs is being sued in part, 

for refusing to Cepresent Plaintiff Blakely in the tnree 

subj•.:ct matter lawsuits filed in Thurston County, tt1erefore 

::i material tact at issue cemai ns as tc the at torn ey-clien t 

fiduciary duty of Defendant Kahrs. 

Defendant Kahrs is atternpting to pecpetrate a fraucl on 

tt1is King County Suµerior Court by claiming that he was 

bound by the representation limitations ilnposed by the 

trustee ;:rnd Court of an incapacitated person, creating t:1e 

material fact at issue as to whether or not Defendant Kaiu:s, 

kne.-J or should nave known, that a court is not allowed to 

interfere with ari attorney client relationship except in the 

case of an in'lapacitated pe.rson with regard to this case and 

the three Thurston County Superior Court cases. 

Clearly Defendant Kahcs and i1is attorney that filed tnis 

summary judgment motion knew that tne Ihurston County 

Superior Court Judge implicitly concluded that J?laintif f 

Blakely was competent, without refuting the Assistcm t 

Attorney General Juage who stated: 

(March 18~ 2011)(Pa;se 7) MR. JUDGE: To the contrary, 
Mc. Blakely is an able individual ot 112 IQ ~vho' s 
capable ot functioning, capable of thinking, capable oi 
going to tne law library, and even as we had seen until 
this week, capable of submitting submissions to the 
court witn respect to amendments of the complaint. 

PlaJ.ntiff dlakely ha::; alleged tnat Uefendant ,(anrs was 

attemptiog to act in concert with lrustee Spurg~tis to 

cover-up the legal fact that the mandates of Chapter 11.88 

~CW w~re never complied witn, as Plaintiff Blakely was never 

given Notice of or allowed to attend any proceedings. 

(13) 



PROCEDUdAL DUE PROCESS - INCAPACITATED PERSON 

RCW 11.88.005. Legislative Intent. 

To protect the liberty and autonomy of al 1 people of 
ti1is state, and to enable them to exercise their rights 
undec the law to the maximum extent, consistent with 
the capacity of eact1 person. T!1e legislature recognizes 
that people with incapacities have unique abilities and 
needs, and that some people with incapacities cannot 
exercist~ their rights to provide for their basic needs 
without help of a guardian. However, their liberty and 
autonomy should be restricted through the guardianship 
process only to the minimum extent necessary to 
adequately provide for. their own heal th or safety, or 
to adequately manage their financial affairs. 

i{CW 11.88.010. Authority to Appoint Guardians- Definitions 
-Venue- Nomination by Principal. 

(1) The superior court of each county shall have power 
to appoint guardians for the person and/or estates of 
in ..:.:apacitated persons, and guardians for the estates of 
nonresidents of the state who have property in the 
county needing care and attention. 

(b) For pucposes of this chapter, a person rnay be 
deemed inllapacitated as to the person's estates 
when the superior couct determines the individua 1 
is a sigllificant risk of financi.al harra based upon 
a demonstrated inability to adequately manage 
property or finan;ilal affairs. 

(c) A determination of incapacity is a legal not a 
medical decision, based upon a demonstration of 
management insufficien'!..ies over time in the area 
of person or estate. Age, eccentricity, poverty, 
or medic.al di.ag'Aosis alone shall not tie sufficient 
to justify a finding of incapacity. 

(f) For purposes of the terms "incompetent," 
"disabled," oc not legally competent, .i as those 
terms ~re used in the RCW to apply to person 
incapacitated under this chapter, those terms 
shall be interpceted to mean "incapacitated• 
persons foe purposes of this chapter. 

(2) The ~uperior ,~ourt for eacn county shall have µower 
to appoint limited guardians for the persons and 
estates, or either thereof, of incapacitated persons, 
who by reason of the incapacity have need fo.c 
protection and assistance, out who are capable of 
managing some of theic personal <:rnd financial affairs. 
After considering all evidence µcesented as a result of 
Page 1 (14) 



sucn investigation, ti1e court strnll irnµose, by urdec, 
only such specific limitations and reHtrtction.s un an 
i ncapac i ta ted per.son to be placed undec a lirni ted 
guacdia nshi p as the court finds necessa cy for sue h 
person's t-iCOtection assist;:w:;e. f\ [>?rsou shall n0t be 
presumed to be incapacitated not· shall. a person lose 
any le,:~al eights oc suffec any legal disabilitiE~s as 
the cesu 1 t of being placed under a limited guardianship 
except as to those rights and disabilities specif icdlly 
set forth in the court order estai)lishing such li1nited 
g,ua:cdianship. In addition, tne court or.der sh<':lll state 
the period of time for which it shall be applicable. 

(3) Venue for petitions for guardianship of li:aited 
guardianship shall lie in the county wherein U1e 
a 1 lege<J i n!lapaci ta ted person is domiciled, or if such 
person cesides in a facility supported in whole or in 
part by local, state, or federal funding sources, in 
eithF;r the county where the facility is located, the 
,-:,oun ty of donicile prior to ces idence in tile s uppo:cted 
facility, or the county where a parent oc spouse oc 
domestic:. partner of the alleged iricapacitated µersou is 
doniciL:d. 

RCW 11.88.040. Noti·:.e and Hearing, \~hen Required- Service 
-Procedure. 

Before appointing a guardian er a li:Tiited guardian, 
r' o t i •:! e of ::: hear i n g , t o lJ e he 1 d no t le s s th a n ten day s 
after service thereof, shall r)e served personally upon 
the alleg<:'d incapacitated person) if ovec fourteen 
years of age, and served upon the guardian ad l i tern. 

Before appointing a guardian oc a limited guarcliun, 
notice of -:1 hearing, to be l1eld nc.it less than ten d.::;.ys 
after served thereof, shall be given by cegistered oc 
certified nail to the last known address cequestit1g a 
return receipt signed by the addressee or an ag-:n t 
appointed by the sddressee, or Dy 1;ec3onal :secvice in 
the manner p:covioe d for secvices of summons, tu Lhe 
following: 

(1) The alleged incapacit:::ted p(;cson~ cc ;1;ir.;.r, if 
under fourteen years cf age; 

The alleged incapacits~ted t;erson shall be Ljcesent .1S1 

court at the fi::-1al hearing on the petitio11; Pcovidt:<~;, 
tt1at this requirement may be c,;1aivec! at the discretion 
of th'2 court for. good cause othec than i11ece 
inconvc:::iie~1ce shown in the ceport to be pcovid~~:l Liy tne 
GAL pu.csuant to RC\J 11.88.090 as now oc hereJfter 
amendecl, Ci." if no guardian ad litern is required to be 
appointed pursuant to RCW 11.88.090. 

Page 2 (15) 
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In this case, Plaintiff Blakely was never given notice of 

any hearing, nor was he allowed to participate in any way, 

in the proceedings ttrn t .cesul ted in Attorney Spurge tis or 

th<:! Spokane Superior Court claiming any jurisoiction 

vJhatsoever over Plaintiff rllakeiy 1 s monetary or any other 

assets, thereby any control over Plaintiff Blakely' s money 

paid to Defendant ~anrs for cepresentation in U1e tnree 

Thurs ton Court ty cases is non-existent and void, cf • , t·iayec 

v. ~ice, 113 Wash. 144, 193 P.723 (19'.LO); S. i;:x i:·el Lo·wary, 

v. Superior- Couct, 41 ~Jash. 450, 83 P. 726 (1906); Ince 

Guacdiansi1ip of l3ouci1at, 11 wn.App. 369, 522 r'.2d 1168 

(1974); uecause it is not enough that a person charged with 

being an in!lompetent should be merely cited to appear in 

guacdianshi µ proceed in gs, but he must be actually µresent, 

in ucder to give tt1e court competent jurisdiction, In ce 

Wetrnoce, 6 Wash. 271, 33 P. 615 (1893). 

RELlC:F SOUGHT 

Plaintiff Blakely prays this Court will enlarge the time 

witt1in which Plaintiff can file an objection to Defendants 

Motion for Sumwacy Judgment, tor ninety days. 

Plaintiff Blakely turther prays this Court will issue an 

order cowpelling Defendant to Respond tu the jurisdictional 

questions encompassed above, including proor that the 

Spokane Superior Court has competent jurisdiction over 

~laintiffs money and/or property. 

This 15th day ot November, 201j. 

Kespectf ully submit.ted, 
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JUdge: Laura c. Inveen #48 
Hearing : 1 /8/16 no oral argument 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
FOR THE COUNTY OF KING 

RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY, I NO. 1%15-2-12980 ... 5 SE ... 
Plaintiff 1 . NOTICE FOR HEARING 

vs · SEATTLE COURTHOUSE ONLY 
MIQTAEI, Ct!WES KAHRS et.al. . (Clerk's Action Required ) {NTHG) 

TO: THE CLERK OF Tf'IE COURT and to all other parties listed oh Page 2: . '·:_--...._ 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that an issue of law in this ·case will be heard on the date below and the 
Clerk is directed to note this issue on the calendar checked below. 

Calendar Date: January 8,2016 Day of Week:.--=-Fr=ida=.oY'----------

Nature of Motion: Motion for order <Xlnpelling discovery (proposed o1Uer) Declaration. 
CASES ASSIGNED TO INDIVIDUAL JUDGES - Seattle 

If oral argument on the motion is allowed {LCR 7{b){2)), contact staff of assigned judge to schedule date and time 
before filing this notice. Working Papers: The fudge's name, date and time of hearing must be noted in the upper 
right corner of the Jud~e's copy. Deliver Judge's copies to Judges' Mallroom at C203. 

[ ] With oral argument Hearing 

Trial Date: 
CHIEF CRIMINAL DEPARTMENT- Seattle in E1201 

[ ] Bond Forfeiture 3:15 pm, 2"d Thur of each month , 
[ ] Certificates of Rehabilitation- Weapon Possession (Convictions from Limited Juris'diction Courts) 
3:30 First Tues of each month 

CHIEF CIVIL DEPARTMENT - Seattle -- (Please report to W864 for assignment) 
Deliver working copies to Judges' Mai/room, Room C203. In upper right corner of papers write "Chief Civil 
Department" or judge's name and date of hearing 
[ ]Extraordinary Writs {Show Cause Hearing) {LCR 98.40 1 :30 .m. Tues/Wed -re ort to Room W864 
[ ]Supplemental Proceedings Non-Assigned Cases: 

(1 :30 pm Tues/Wed)(LCR 69) [ ] Non-Dispositive Motions M-F (without oral argument). 
[ ]DOL Stays 1 :30 pm Tues/Wed [ ] Dispositive Motions and Revisions (1 :30 pm Tues/Wed) 
[ ]Motions to Consolidate with multiple judges assigned [ ] Certificates of Rehabilitation {Employment) 1 :30 pm 
{without oral argument) (LCR 40{b)(4)) Tues/Wed LR 40 b 2 B 
You ay list an a dre s that Is not your residential address where you agree to accept legal documents. 

Sign: Print/Type Name: ' 

.,w.s.s.A # {if orney) Attorney for:--------------

Telephone: Date:---------

DO NOT USE THIS FORM FOR FAMILY LAW OR EX PARTE MOTIONS. 

NOTICE FOR HEARING • Seattle Courthouse Only 
ICSEA 
www. ki ngcou nty .gov /courts/scform s 

se__ ()°1-, I~ 

Page 1 



LIST NAMES AND SERVICE ADDRESSES FOR ALL NECESSARY PARTIES REQUIRING NOTICE 

Name Judae i:.aura c. inveen #/48 
Service Address:516 Third Ave R!IC-203 
City, State, Zip Seattle WA 98104 
WSBA# AftYFor: __ ' _____ _ 

Telephone#: -----------
Forsterg Umlauf 

Name S\lsan Mcintosh 
Service ..inieW;fth Ave. M 1400 
City, State, Zip seattle, WA 98164 
WSBA# Atty For:. ______ _ 

Telephone#: -----------

Name King county Superior COurt Clerk 
Service Address516 Thim Ave. Rm E609 
City, State, Zip Seattle, tiF ... 98104 
WSBA# Atty For:, ______ _ 

Telephone#: -----------

Name _____________ _ 

Service Address:~. _________ _ 
City, State, Zip __________ _ 
WSBA# Atty For:. ______ _ 

Telephone#: -----------

Name.______________ Name _____________ _ 

Service Address:__________ Service Address: _________ _ 
City, State, Zip___________ City, State, Zip __________ _ 
WSBA# Atty For:._______ WSBA# Atty For: ______ _ 

Telephone#:---------=---- Telephone#:-----------

IMPff?RfA.~~1{fr!JfAf{~f~l'ff$ 
Party requesting hearing must file motion & affidavits separately along with this notice. List the names, addresses and telephone 
numbers of all parties requiring notice (including GAL) on this page. Serve a copy of this notice, with motion documents, on all 
parties. 

The original must be filed at the Clerk's Office not less than six court days prior to requested hearing date, except for Summary 
Judgment Motions (to be filed with Clerk 28 days in advance). 

THIS IS ONLY A PARTIAL SUMMARY OF THE LOCAL RULES AND ALL PARTIES ARE ADVISED TO CONSULT WITH AN 
ATTORNEY. 

The SEATTLE COURTHOUSE is in Seattle, Washington at 516 Third Avenue. The Clerk's Office is on the sixth floor, room 
E609. The Judges' Mailroom is Room C203. 

NOTICE FOR HEARING - SEA TILE COURTHOUSE ONLY Page2 



SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON 

Expedite: 
Judge: Laura Inveen,1148 

Roam C-203 
Hearing: 1/22/16 

Time: 11 : OOam 
FOR COmiTY,OF KING 

No. 15-2-12980-5 SEA RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY, 
Plaintiff, MOTION FOR AN ORDER COMPELLING 

D!C:COVERY - CR 16(i) CR 37(a) 
Y'S 

r1ICHAEL CHARLES KA:-IRS, et.al.• 
Defendants. 

Plaintiff moves thid Court for an Order pursuant to Discovery Court Rules 

CR 46(i); CR 37(a); CR ll(g) l'1audatory compelling the Defendant to answer fully 

without evasive answ.~rs, that were requested October 25, and also adrnit or 

deny respunse to the November 22, 2015 Discovery Request to the· Defendant. 

Plaintiff submitted these interrogatories and request for production of 

documents, and also submitted a second letter of of 10/23//15 and third letter 

of DecE:!mber IJ• 2015, but the Defendant has ·not properly responded. 

AT THIS TIME, Plaintiff motions this Court for the proposed ORDER pursuant 

to CR 37(a)(4); CR ll(g) requiring the aforesaid Defendant Kahrs t'o pay the 

Plaintiff the sum of $ as reasonable expenses in obtaining th:ts order, 

on the ground that the Defendant's refusal to answer 2nd request for interrogatories, 

and to produce all specific documents, and to admit or deny the request of 11/25/15, 

has no substantial justification. 

Dated December 20,2015, ~c4,J;. >/..~JR/>~ 
Ralph Howard Blakely 817995 
SCCC H 1 A 19 
191 Constantine Way 
Aberdeen, WA. 98520-9504 

Motion For Tel~phonic Hearing !/22/2016 at ll:oo 3.lll 

Phone No. 360 537 1800 Ext 1923 Counselor Lawence Mays 

MOTION FOR ORDER TO COt'iPELL DISCOVERY AfiO AFFIRMATIVE ANSWERS v.c. 



Expidite: 
Judge: Luara c. Inveeil #48 

~fig;alf~,16 

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR COUNTY OF KING 
RALPH tniARD ar.AI<ELY, No. 15-2-12980-5 SEA 

Plaintiff, Plaintiff's Declaration in 

vs. 

MICHAEL CHARLES IQWRS1 et.al. 
Defendants 

in support of Motioo To compel 
Discovery and Pooductia'l of 
Docul1Blts am affi.Inative 
Answers as requested 

I, Ralph H. Blakely, age 79, as an inexperienced litigator, am unable to 

oanpete for Due Process of equality in opposition to 19three" highly skilled 

lawyers with unlimited resources. 

2. That O::tober 25,2015, I requested a seconcl set of interrogatories; which 

were evasively answered, but the Defendant did not specifically return legal 

documents that were sent to him by Attorney Robert Cossey• (Ex K0118) 

3. The Defendant has not respcn:Jsi to .. Plaintiff• s "courtesy i:equest letter 

of 11/24/15, nor that of December 4,2015, requesting the return of legal documents 

received by both the Plaintiff and Attorney ;Robery Cossey according to the octol:er 

25, 2015 seco00 set of interrogatories and request for pxoduction of documents. 

4. on NoVember 22,2015, I mailed. to the Defendant, Court, Judge, three pages 

of request for Affimiative answers of Deny or Admit, .but have not .received a 

Response. ( attachErl was a propose:i order oanpelling defendant's response before 

December 8, 2015) 

5. This essential requested discovery is needed to suP!?ort the Plaintiff• s 

Declaration to support his t-btion in optx>Sitian to theDefendant's r~tioo for sum­
mary Judgment Dismissal. 

6. The P).aintiff, asks this COUrt to grant the "proposed order granting the 

Plaintiff's M)~ion oanpelling the Defendants to produce the specific legal documents, 

and to answer the Aff:fxmative deny or achit :r:equest before 1 /22/2016. 

I, ~lph H. Blakely, declare under penalty of perjury of the state of Wash­

ington that the aforementioned is true ard correct. 

0atea. oeoam:er 20,201s. R~ t/, r~ '1 
~caJttn~ Way 
Aberdeen, WA 98520 

'lrr>,1> w,rh ~o-GJ~~ 
PIAINTIFF' s DFX7ARAI'1XlN IN SUPIORT OF tmioo 10 <n1PEL 



Judge: Laura Inveen H 48 
Room C -203 

Hearing: 1/22/15 11 :OOam 
Telephonic Hearings: 360-537 1800 Ex 1923 

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTO~ FOR COUNTY OF KING 

RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY. 
Plaintiff, 

vs. 

MICHAEL CHARLES KAHRS, et.al., 
Defendants. 

No. 15-2-12980-5 SEA 

ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO 
COMPEL DEFENDANT TO ANSWER 
Affirmative Request and to 
PRODUCE THE REQUESTED SPECIFIC 
DOCUMENTS PER iiND ReQUEST 
CR 37 (a) (4) 

THIS MA'ITER having COille before this Court, and the Court having considered 

the Motion and supporting Declaration of the Plaintiff pursuant to Washington 

Civil Court Rules CR 26(i);37(a)(3) evasive, ommtssion, concealment or incomplt 

answers on or before _ 2015 

ACCORDINGLY, the Defendant has not responded to the 11/22/lS(proposed order) 

nor the courtesy request letter of 12/4/15 to produce the requested specific 

documents and affirmative answers within the designated ti'me. 

IN ADDITION, the Plaintiff pursuant to CR 37(a)(4) be granted the sum of 

$ as reasonable expenses in obtaining this Order, on the ground that 

the Defendants have had suff icie'nt time to properly answer and respond without 

delay. 

DONE IN OPEN' COURT, this day of 

Presented by: 
Ralph H. Blakely, a17g95 
SCCC H 1 A 18 
191 Constantine Way 
Aberdeen, WA 98520 

2015-2016. 

Honorable Judge Laura c. Invean 

(proposed) ORDER GRANTING DISCOVERY AND SANCTIONS 
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Judge: Laura. B • Inveen 
~m C-203-Dept 413 

Hes.ring: 11 /20/15 
Time: 9:00 am 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
FOR THE COUNTY OF KING 

RALPH HOWA.JID BLAKELY, 
Plaintiff, 

NO. 15-12980-5 SEA 
NOTICE FOR HEARING vs. 

MICF..AEL CHARLES Kahrs, et.a:! .• , SEATTLE COURTHOUSE ONLY 
(Clerk's Action Required ) (NTHG) 

TO: THE CLERK OF THE COURT and to all other parties listed on Page 2: 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that an issue of law in this case will be heard on the date below and the 
Clerk is directed to note this issue on the calendar checked below. 

Calendar Date: __ N~nv.....,A ..... m..,hA.......,r~2 .... 0'!,1-+12~.Q'"l15,,,..,........,~-- Day of Week:.__..Fr ......... i ... d,,.a!.1-y _______ _ 
JJIBGuVE..l{Y 

Nature of Motion: f" :.r A oointmen o:f Counsel. 
CASES ASSIGNED TO INDIVIDUAL JUDGES - Seattle 

If oral argument on the motion is allowed (LCR 7(b)(2)), contact staff of assigned judge to schedule date and time 
before filing this notice. Working Papers: The iudqe's name, date and time of hearing must be noted in the upper 
right corner of the Jud~e·s copy. Deliver Judge's copies to Judges' Mal/room at C203 • 

. a. key issue* . 
[ ] Wi~hout oral argument (Mon - Fri) ~ W1tff crral argument Hearing 
Datemme: Ng1,rember 20 2015 9.00 am . 
Jud e's Name: ~ Trial Date: _ n _ . 

CHIEF CRIMINAL DEPARTMENT-Seattle in E1201 
[ ] Bond Forfeiture 3:15 pm-, 2"d Thur of each month 
[ ] Certificates of Rehabilitation- Weapon Possession (Convictions from Limited Jurisdiction Courts) 
3:30 First Tues of each month 

CHIEF CIVIL DEPARTMENT - Seattle·· (Please report to W864 for assignment) 
Deliver working copies to Judges' Mal/room, Room C203. In upper right corner of papers write "Chief Civil 
Department" or judge's name and date of hearing 
[ ]Extraordinary Writs (Show Cause Hearing) (LCR 98.40 1 :30 .m. Tues/Wed -re art to Room W864 
[ ]Supplemental Proceedings Non-Assigned Cases: 

(1 :30 pm Tues/Wed)(LCR 69) [ ] Non-Dispositive Motions M-F (without oral argument). 
[ ]DOL Stays 1 :30 pm Tues/Wed [ ] Dispositive Motions and Revisions (1 :30 pm Tues/Wed) 
[ ]Motions to Consolidate with multiple judges assigned [ ] Certificates of Rehabilitation (Employment) 1 :30 pm 
(without oral argument) (LCR 40(b)(4)} Tues/Wed LR 40 b 2 B 
You may list an address that is not your residential address where you agree to accept legal documents. 

Sign: Print/Type Name: R:ilph Howard Bla.ka1.y 
WSBA # (if attorney) Attorney for:--------------
Address: __________________ City, State, Zip_· _____ _ 

Telephone: Jbo 537 1 P,QQ extensi nn 1923 Date:---------

00 NOT USE THIS FORM FOR FAMILY LAW OR EX PARTE MOTIONS. 

NOTICE FOR HEARING - Seattle Courthouse Only 
ICSEA 
www.kingcounty.gov/courts/scforms 

Page 1 



DECLARATION OF MAIL 

LIST NAMES AND SERVICE ADDRESSES FOR ALL NECESSARY PARTIES REQUIRING NOTICE 

Name Judge Laura C. Inveen 
Service Address~16 !hi.rd Ave. C :L03 
C·t St t z· Seattle, wA -Y81U4 1 y, a e, 1p. __________ _ 

WSBA# Atty For:. ______ _ 
Telephone#: ___________ _ 

N Forsberg Umlauf ame. _____________ _ 

Service Address: 901 Fifth Ave. 
City, State, Zip Seattle, WA 98164 
WSBA# Atty For:. ______ _ 
Telephone#: ___________ _ 

Name _____________ _ 

Service Address:. _________ _ 
City, State, Zip __________ _ 
WSBA# Atty For: ______ _ 

Telephone#:_· -----------

Name King County Suoer Clerk 
Service Address:516 Third Ave. E 609 
City, State, Zip SEattle, wA 98104 
WSBA# Atty For: ______ _ 
Telephone#:. __________ _ 

Name. _____________ _ 

Service Address: _________ _ 
City, State, Zip __________ _ 

WSBA# Atty For:. ______ _ 
Telephone#:. ___________ _ 

Name _____________ _ 

Service Address: _________ _ 
City, State, Zip. __________ _ 
WSBA# Atty For:. _______ _ 
Telephone#:. ___________ _ 

IMPORTANT NOTICE REGARDING FAMILY LAW CASES 
IF YOU ARE THE PERSON SCHEDULING THIS MOTION, you must confirm this hearing by 
calling the Family Law Motions Coordinators at 296-9340 between 2:30 p.m. and 4:15 p.m. (3) court 
days before the hearing and between 8:30 a.m. and 12:00 p.m. (noon) two (2) court days prior to the 
hearing. 

IF YOU OBJECT TO TIDS MOTION, under King County Superior Court Rule LFLR 5, your 
response and accompanying paperwork must be in writing and must be delivered, not later than by 12:00 
p.m. (noon) of four (4) weekdays (not including court holidays) prior to the hearing to: 

1) the Superior Court Clerk in Room E609 (the originals go to the Clerk); 
2) all parties' attorneys (or directly to any party who does not have an attorney); and, 
3) the Family Law Motions Coordinators in Room W291. 

Any statements of a party or witness must be signed, dated and sworn to under penalty of perjury, and 
must contain the state and city where signed. 

The moving party's reply is due by noon two court days prior to the hearing. Check-in time is 9:00 am 
for morning hearings and 1:15 p.m. for afternoon hearings. 

THIS IS ONLY A PARTIAL SUMMARY OF THE LOCAL RULES. ALL PARTIES ARE ADVISED 
TO CONSULT WITH AN ATTORNEY. 

The KING COUNTY COURTHOUSE is in Seattle, Washington at 516 Third Avenue. 

NOTE FOR MOTION DOCK.ET - SEATTLE COURTHOUSE ONLY Page 2 
Ntmtdksea030220 l 0 
'v1vw.kingcounty.gov/courts/scforms 



JuJ.;9: laura Inveen 

'1aU"ing 111/23/ or 11 /2'), ?011) 

Time: 9: 3.;n 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON 

RALPH HOWARD BLAirF':..LY, 
Appellant/Petitioner, 

v. 

"-UC!'!AEL CHA.RLES KM-FV~, 
Respondent. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

--------------~) 

Case No. 15-?-129R0-l) SE4. 

MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT 
OF COUNSEL 

(Clerk's Action Required) 

COMES NOW the Appellant/Petitioner, %1 ph 'R'oward Bl a k-qJ y 

moves this court for the Appointment of Counsel . 

,and 

The Appellant/Petitioner listed above lacks sufficient funds to pay for an atton1ey to properly 

prosecute this action, and therefore seeks the aid of counsel M Pli/J)i/:!¢¥Jff/11# his expense. 

1. The Appellant/Petitioner is untrained in the law with limited access to the prison law library; 

and does not possess the ability, or knowledge to prepare and present this action in the 

manner of a professionally trained attorney and fears wasting the time, energy, and 

resources of the Court. 

2. The issues involved in this case are complex and the aid of counsel would not only 

benefit the Movant in this matter, but will also provide proper fom1 and decorum during 

litigation before this, or any future Court. 

3. The Motion and Affidavit setting forth assets, expenses, and liabilities supports this 

request and is attached herein. The review of this trial court decision is taken in good 

faith. 

Dated this q , day of October ---

Ir cJf--A 11 l~t!J.c ~1i £ 17 9 ~?:$" 

SC 5.5 Motion for Appointment of Counsel - civil 
Page l of 4 

,20~. 



Judge: fa.urs. L11veen 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON 

FOR v T(' 

Rn:PH FOWARD RI.ATCEI.Y, 
Appellant/Petitioner, 

v. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

COUNTY 

Case N 0 . ~ '5-'.2-12q80-5 SEA~ 

ORDER GRANTING 
APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL 

This Court after being fully advised finds that the Appellant/Petitioner is fflWffi-1, 
therefore, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT: 

[ J The Appellant/Petitioner is pem1itted to file this action without payment of a 
filing fee. 

[ ] The County Sheriff is directed to serve the pleadings in this action without 
charge to the Appellant/Petitioner. 

[ J Payment of the filing fee may be reviewed at a subsequent hearing. 
[ J Forms shall be provided to the Appellant/Petitioner at no cost. 
[ ] The Clerks Office shall provide one complete set of copies of the pleadings to 

the Appellant/Petitioner without cost. 
[ ] The court shall appoint legal counsel to the Appellant/Petitioner without cost. 
[ ] The motion is denied. 

[xJ Other:Plaint.iff' jg aJmos+ bUnd, ADA hawii"'ap, unskil1o1 legally. 
compare1 to highly skilled top legal firm represent:i ng a highly 
skilled laW'Jer, who fi11,9_r1cially exploited a vulnerable adult. 
JUSTICE would be unfair wi tl-iout counsel. 

Dated this day of , 2015 . 
~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

SC 5.5 Motion for Appointment of Counsel- civil 
Page 4 of 4 

Judge/Court Commissioner 



Honorable Laura Inveen 
Roan C 203 DeQart 48 
Hearing 10/237 & 11 /20/2015 
canplaint filed 5/31 /15 

SUPERIOR OOURr OF WASHINGIOL\I FOR COUN'l.Y OF KING 

RALPH OOWARD BLSKELY, 
Plaintiff, 

No. 15.-2-12980-5 SEA 
IDJIIO.'l FOR TELEPill'T.[C HF.ARING 
D:&:!f.ARATION IN SUPPORT OF 

vs. CR ~ (b) (5) f-l,cqck;,.._(~ 

MICHAEL CHA.i:u.E.S KAHRS I I 

---- I, ··;..l~=· Blakeg;;laintiff, asks this court far a Telephonic Hearing 

o~ For M:>tion to Collpel Discovery (CR 37) and for Plaintiff Is Motion to srAY 

Defendant 1 s M::>tion For Sumnary Judgment Hearing. (CR 62) 

BASED UPON GENUINE MATERIAL factS of being illegally restrained ani finan­

cially exploited by a lawter of self-interest; who breached legal DtJI'Y OF CAP£. 

Se condly 1 I am age 79, left eye blind, and right e:je clol.dy 1 and am NOl' 

legally skilled like the defendant and his aunip::>t.erit lawyer. 
:.1 

DECLARATION OF PLAINTIFF IN SUPPORT OF TELEPH0.'4IC HEARING 

I, Ralph H. Blakely signed a contract with Lawyer Kahrs, and paid him $35,000.00 

in advance to peepare three civil rights c:n-nplaints of medical malpractice and 

for loss of valuable recantatioo aff !davits supporting actual innoeence. In addi­
tion 
tian to litigate the wrongful conviction. 

After five years of no prepared ca.11plaints, beiefs, and absolutely no results 

Mr. Kahrs sends a fabticated fee billing for absolutely no medical assittance, 

causing the Plaintiff great harm, injury am suffering. 

The iv.btion For Slllmary Judgment Hearing is premature violating Due Process 

of Discovery, ebhical legal 'fairness of the Judicial system. I ask this court 

to grant this prop::>sed Order for a Telephonic Hearing. 

I, Ralph H. Blakely declare under the penalty of perjury of ,the laws of the 
state of Wa.sh.ingtoh that the foregoing is true and Correct. 

Dated Septanber 27,2015 /",/. I~. / k1/ / 0 
\_µ..·-1_:.,, -' ;~-t.t fr,. a f 7 WS--

The pay phones disconnect upon "third party transfer calls" 
IDI'ION FOR TELEPfll'«C HFAruN; 
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY 

RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY, 

Plaintiff, 
Cause No. 15-2-12980-5 SEA 

vs. 

MICHAEL CHARLES KAHRS, and 
KAHRS LAW FIRM TRUST ACCOUNT, 

DEFENDANT(S). 

DECLARATION OF PLAINTIFF RALPH BLAKELY 
IDENTIFICATION OF GENUINE MATERIAL & LEGAL FACTS AT ISSUE 

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

I, Ralph Blakely hereby declare, being aware of penalties 

for perjury, and the laws of the State of Washing ton, that I 

have placed in the SCCC Institutional Legal Mai 1 System, a 

copy of the above captioned legal pleading, with postage 

thereon, thereby constituting a filing with the King County 

Superior Court Clerk at this time, pursuant to GR 3 .1, cf • , 

Houston v. Lack, 487 U.S. 266, 108 S.Ct. 2379, 101 L.Ed.2d 

245 ( 1988), addressed to the following: Attorney Michae 1 

Charles Kahrs, 901 Fifth Avenue, Suite 1400, Seattle, 

Washington 98164-1039; Honorable Laura Inveen, King County 

Court House, 516 3rd Avenue, Seattle, Washing ton 981041j and 

Clerk of King County Superior Court, King County Court 

House, 516 3rd Avenue, Seattle, Washington 98104. 

Dated this 4th day of January, 2016. 

Respectfully submitted, 

By: 

,. 
< : • ..-, 

-- • / ., ~ . • I .... ~ :.,...; 



IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY 

RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

MICHAEL CHARLES KAHRS, and 
KAHRS LAW FIRM TRUST ACCOUNT, 

DEFENDANT(S). 

Cause No. 15-2-12980-5 SEA 

DECLARATION OF PLAINTIFF RALPH BLAKELY 
IDENTIFICATION OF GENUINE MATERIAL & LEGAL FACTS AT ISSUE 

Comes Now, above named Plaintiff, Ralph H. Bia kely, with 

this "DECLARATION OF PLAINTIFF RALPH BLAKELY 11 to wit: 

"IDENTIFICATION OF GENUINE MATERIAL & LEGAL FACTS AT ISSUE, 11 

in conjunction with currently filed: ''PLAINTIFF'S OPPOSITION 

TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT DISMISSAL CF 
'i 

60(b); LCR 7(b)(4)," and "PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION IN SUPPORT 

OF OPPOSITION TO THE DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

DISMISSAL LCR 7." 

Defendant Michael Kahrs has refused to provide Plaintiff 

Ralph Blakely with a copy of the contract signed by 

Defendant Kahrs and Plaintiff Blakely in which Defendant 

Kahrs agreed to re present Ralph Blakely in the three subject 

matter lawsuits filed in Thurston County. 

Defendant Kahrs has filed fraudulent documents with this 

Court claiming that Spokane County Superior Court Judge 

Tompkin prohibited Attorney Kahrs from representing Ralph 

Blakely in said three subject matter lawsuits. 



In this lawsuit, Defendant Kahrs is being sued in part, 

for refusing to represent Plaintiff Blakely in the three 

subject matter lawsuits filed in Thurston County, therefore 

material facts at issue remain as to the attorney-client 

fiduciary duty to Plaintiff Blakely by Defendant Kahrs. 

Defendant Kahrs is attempting to perpetrate a fraud on 

this King County Superior Court by claiming that he was 

bound by the represen ta ti on limitations imposed by the 

Trustee and Court of an incapacitated person, creating the 

material fact at issue as to whether or not Defendant Kahrs, 

knew or should have known, that a court is not allowed to 

interfere with an attorney client relationship except in the 

case of an incapacitated person with regard to ·this case and 

the three Thurston County Superior Court cases. 

Clearly Defendant Kahrs and his attorney that filed this 

summary judgment motion knew that the Thurs ton County 

Superior· Court Judge overtly concluded that Plaintiff 

Blakely was competent, when said Judge did not refute 

Assistant Attorney General Judge, who stated: 

(March 18, 2011)(Page 7) Mr. Judge: To the contrary 
Mr. Blakely is an able individual of 112 IQ who is 
capable of functioning, capable of thinking, capable of 
going to the law library, and even as we had seen until 
this week, capable of submitting submissions to the 
court with respect to amendments of the complaint. 

Plaintiff Blakely nas alleged that Defendant Kahrs was 

attempting to act in concert with Tcustee Spurgetis to 

covec-up the legal fact that the mandates of Chapter 11. 88 

RCW were never complied with, as Plaintiff Blakely was never 

given Notice of oc allowed to attend any proceedings. 

(2) 

2JJ 



(March 18, 201l)(page 7) MR. JUDGE: Mr. Blakely is an 
. able individual of 112 IQ who's capable of functioning, 
capable of thinking, capable of going to the law 
1 ibrary, and even as we had seen up until this week, 
capable of submit ting submissions to the court with 
respect to amendments of the complaint. (February 1, 
2013)(page 4) MR. BLAKELY: And I would like to have 
attorney Michael Kahrs carry on with this, but I have 
encountered some kind of problem even though he has 
been paid to take it on and to get my new expert 
declarations to support my mental and physical 
handicap .. (January 25, 2013)(page 15) THE COURT: So 
when I say, Mr. Blakely, that you have the right to 
have an attorney file, what I'm saying is you have the 
cigh t within ten days, but an attorney has the right 
within 21 days. 

(8) Material facts at issue are created by Defendant 
Attorney Kahrs accepting $35,000.00 from a "Special Care 
Needs Trustii to represent an "incapacitated person'' in three 
Thurs ton County lawsuits; then refusing to represent said 
''in·::.apaci ta ted person° of the "Special Care Needs Trust"; 
further agreeing that said three Thurston County lawsuits 
nad merit by .ceceiving authorization from the "Special Care 
Needs Court" and "Trustee Attorney Spurgetis'' to represent 
Plaintiff Blakely on appeal f ram the dismissal of said th.cee 
Thurston County lawsuits; adding substantial evidence of 
theft by fraud by Trustee Attorney Spurgetis and the 
"Special Care Needs Court;; authorizing $ 8, 500. 00 of the 
$35,000.UO to Attorney Kato to provide the legal assistance 
to Plaintiff Blakely that Attorney Kah.cs retused to provide. 

( 9) The foregoing i nneren tl y raises three genuine ;nater i a 1 
jurisdictional facts at issue, to wit: 

(A) Did the so-called ''Special Care Needs Trust" Court 
ever lawfully obtain jurisdiction over Plaintiff 
Blakely' s assets as an "incapacitated person," when as 
here, the mandates of Chapter 11. 88 RCW were not 
complied with, and Plaintiff Blakely was not· given 
notice of, nor allowed to participate in, any of the 
proceedings depriving him of control of his assets. 

(B) Whether or_ not the Spokane Court had jurisdiction 
to create a "supplemental need trust n under provisions 
of 42 U.S.C. 1396p(d)(4)(A). 

(C) Were the Thurston County Superior Courts required 
to assure that Plaintiff Blakely was represented by 
counsel in the three Thurston County lawsuits after 
being made aware that Plaintiff Blakely was bel.ng 
deprived of his right to be representation by counse 1 
based on a 11 Special Care Needs Trust" Court restricting 
said represen ta ti on, depriving the three Thurston 
County Courts of competent j uri sdic ti on to proceed. 

Page 2 (4) 



(10) The genuine legal material facts at issue identified 
above are overwhelmingly supported by genuine material facts 
at issue. giving rise to said legal material facts at issue, 
for example, the 3/5/99 "ORDER RE: MOTION FOR ORDER 
APPOINTING LARRY WEISER AS GUARDIAN AD LITEM FOR RALPH H. 
BLAKELY JR.," under rubric of FINDINGS, which do not 
establish competent jurisdiction for the Superior Court over 
the finances or assets of Ralph Blakely in Cause Numbers 96-
2-04155-1 and 95-3-01916-0, see Appendix (A), based on the 
following material facts at issue: 

FINDINGS 2 .1: j
1The court finds that Dr. Went has reviewed 

medical and documents, interviewed Ralph H. Blakely, Jr. 
on November 17, 1998 and November 27, 1998, and recommend 
that a Guardian Ad Litem should be appointed for Ralph H. 
Balkely Jr."· 

When Dr. wert interviewed Ralph H. Blakely, Jr. on 
Novernbe c 17, 1998 and November 2 7, 1998, Ralph Blake 1 y 
had just been falsely accused of kidnapping his wife 
after years of marital disputes in which Mr. Blakely had 
been recently poisoned by his wife just prior to false 1 y 
accusing him of kidnapping her'i thereby said Doctor Wert 
interviews took place ducing a very trauma tic time for 
Mr. Blakely, when interviewed on November 17 and 2 7 , 
1998; however, Ralph Blakely Jr. 1 s competency on 3/5/99, 
the date of the Court 1 s findings, is well documented in 
the DSHS Eastern State Hospital report provided Honorable 
Evan E. Sperline, in a 4/30/99 report, see Appendix (B) , 
as to Ralph Blakely's competency, whereas said report 
states: 

Mr. Blakely' s general mental ability was measured 
with the GAMA - a nonverbal test that required Mr. 
Blakely to answer reasoning and problem-solving 
questions using abstract geometric designs - and he 
earned a GAMA IQ score of 113. This score falls in the 
High Average range of mental ability. His GAMA IQ 
score is canked at the 81s t percentile, which means 
that his performance was equal to or greater than that 
of 81% of individuals his age. 

Mr. Blakely' s pecformance on the WMT was within 
normal limits, which means that he exhibited no memory 
problems (recall or recognition) as measured by this 
assessment. 

On the Trails A portion, Mr. Blakely completed the 
task in 45 seconds with no errors. This score placed 
Mr. Blakely in the 50 7Sth percentile range for 
individuals of s irnilar age. On the Trai 1 s B portion , 
Mr. Blakely completed the task in 10& seconds with no 
errors. This score al~o placed him in the 50 - 75th 
percentile range for individuals of similar age. 

Page 3 (5) 



Ihe results from the above assessments suggest tnat 
Mr. Blakely is of normal intelligence with no 
significant memory problems or significant 
neuropsychologica 1 deficits. These results are 
consistent with earlier assessment results. 

It is a genuine material fact at issue as to whether or 
not Ralph Blakely Jr. was an "incapacitated person" as 
required by RCW 4. OB. 060 on 3/ 5/99 when the order 
appointing a Guardian Ad Litem was signed by Judge 
Tompkin; or on the other hand, whether or not the 
judicial participants referred to in said order, had 
f o cmed an unlawfu 1 agreement to defraud Mr. Blakely of 
his legal personage with purpose to commit theft by fraud 
of Ralph Blakely's financial and material assets. 

FINDINGS 2. 2: i'Baseel upon the inf orma ti on pcovided by Dr. 
Wert after new visits and observations with Ralph H. 
Blakely Jr., coupled with the statements of Eric Shumaker 
and Mat thew Dudley, the court is satisfied tna t a 
sufficient showing has been made to appoint a guardian ad 
litem for Ralph H. Blakely, Jr.;' 

A material fact at issues as to whether oc not Dr. Wert 
made any such "new visits and observations," because 
Ralph Blakely claims there was no contact with Dr. wer t 
after November, 27, 1998[; and the truthfulness of any so­
called "statements of Eric Shumaker and Matthew Dudley," 
who both knew that Ralph Blakely was at Eastern State 
Hospital for competency evaluation order by Grant County 
District Court Judge Sper 1 ine, for tria 1 on tne same 
kidnapping charges that Dr. Wert was involved in; 
evidencing a material fact at issue as to whether or not 
Ralph Blakely' s attorneys, Eric Shumakec and Matthew 
Dudley, were perpetrating a fraud on the Spokane County 
Superior Court with purpose to deprive Ralph Blakely of 
control over his monetary and material assets, see 
''ORDER: 3. 6. Larry Weiser, as Guardian ad Li tern for Ralph 
H. Blakely, Jr., hereby becomes the client of Matthew 
Dudley in the instant action and the dissolution of 
marriage action.'' 

FINDING 2 .3: ''In determining whether to appoint a 
guardian ad litem for Ralph H. Blakely Jr., the court is 
(relying on) the criteria set out in Vo v. Pham, 81 
Wn.Ap. 781, 916 P.2d 462 (1996) and the court is 
reasonably convinced that Ralph H. Blakely, Jr. is not 
competent at this time to comprehend with understanding 
and intelligence the significance of the entire legal 
proceedings and their ef feet on and relationship to his 
best interests." 

Judge Tompkin' s "Finding 2. 3 11 is subs tan ti ve ly contrary 
to the Judge Sperline ordered competency evaluation 
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performed by Eastern State Hospital at the exact same 
time, 3/5/99, whic.h is a combination of genuine legal and 
material facts at issue, for example see the criteria 
referred to in Vo v. Pham, 81 wn.App. 781, 916 P.2d 462 
( 1996), which is premised on RCW 4. 08. 060 that mandates a 
Chapter 11. 88 finding of "incapacitated person 11 

procedural due process prior to application of RCW 
4.08.060 11 Guardian ad litem for incapacitated person," 
which states: 

When an incapacitated person is a party to an action 
in the superior courts, he or she shall appear by 
guardian, or if he has no guardian, or in the opinion 
of the court the guardian is an improper person, the 
court shall appoint one to act as guardian ad litem. 
Said guardian shall be appointed as follows: (1) When 
the incapacitated person is plaintiff, upon the 
application of a relative or friend of the 
incapacitated person. 

In other words, an RCW 11.88.040 procedure and finding is 
an essential condition precedent to application of a RCW 
4.08.060 appointment of guardian ad litem, see: 

PROCEDURAL DUE PROCESS - INCAPACITATED PERSON 

RCW 11.88.005. Legislative Intent. 

To protect the liberty and autonomy of all people of 
this state, and to enable them to exercise their rights 
under the law to the maximum extent, consistent with 
the capacity of each person. The legislature recognizes 
that people with incapacities have unique abilities and 
needs, and that some people with incapacities cannot 
exercise their rights to provide for their basic needs 
without help of a guardian .. However, their 1 i berty and 
autonomy should be restricted through the guardianship 
process only to the minimum extent necessary to 
adequately provide for their own health or safety, or 
to adequately manage their financial affairs. 

RCW 11.88.010. Authority to Appoint Guardians- Definitions 
-Venue- Nomination by Principal. 

(1) The superior court of each county shall nave i)Ower 
to appoint guardians foe the person and/or estates of 
incapacitated persons, and guardians for the estates of 
nonresidents of the state who have property in the 
county needing care and attention. 

(b) For purposes of this chapter, a person may be 
deemed incapacitated as to the person 1 s estates 
when the superior court determines the individua 1 
is a significant cisk of financial harm based upon 
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a demonstrated inability to adequately manage 
property or financial affairs. 

(c) A determination of incapacity is a legal not a 
medical decision, based upon a demonstration of 
management insufficiencies over time in the area 
of person or estate. Age, eccentricity, paver ty, 
or medical diagnosis alone shall not be sufficient 
to justify a finding of incapacity. 

(f) For purposes of the terms ilincompetent,' 1 

"disabled, 11 or not legally competent," as those 
terms are used in the RCW to apply to person 
incapacitated under this chapter, those terms 
shall be interpreted to mean "incapacitated 1 

persons for purposes of this chapter. 

(2) The superior court for each county shall have power 
to appoint limited guardians for the persons and 
estates, or either thereof, of incapacitated persons, 
who by reason of the incapacity have need for 
protection and assistance, but who are ~apable of 
managing some of their personal and financial affairs. 
After considering all evidence presented as a result of 
such inves tiga ti on, the court shal 1 irnpo se, by order, 
only such specific limitations and restrictions on an 
incapacitated person to be placed under a limited 
guardianship as the court finds necessary for such 
person 1 s protection assistance. A person shall not be 
presumed to be incapacitated nor· shall a person lose 
any legal rights or suffer any legal disabilities as 
the result of being placed under a limited guardianship 
except as to those rights and disabilities specifically 
set forth in the court order establishing such limited 
guardianship. In addition, the court order shall state 
the period of time for which it shall be applicable. 

( 3) Venue for petitions for guardianship of limited 
guardianship shall 11e in the county wherein the 
alleged incapacitated person is domiciled, or if such 
person resides in a facility supported in whole or in 
part by local, state, or federal funding sources, in 
either the county where the f aci li ty is located, the 
county of domicile prior to residence in the supported 
facility, or the county where a parent or spouse or 
domestic partner of the alleged incapacitated person is 
domiciled. 

RCW 11. 88. 040. Notice and Hearing, When Required- Service 
-Procedure. 

Before appointing a guardian or a lirni ted guardian, 
notice of a hearing, to be held not less than ten days 
after service thereof, shall be served personally upon 
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the alleged incapacitated person, if over fourteen 
years of age, and served upon the guardian ad litem. 

Before appointing a guardian or a limited guardian, 
notice of a hearing, to be held not less than ten days 
after served thereof, shall be given by registered or 
certified mail to the last known address requesting a 
return receipt signed by the addressee or an agent 
appointed by the addressee, or by personal service in 
the manner provid.ed for services of summons, to the 
following: 

( 1) The alleged incapacitated person, or minor, if 
under fourteen years of age; 

The alleged incapacitated person shall be present in 
court at the final hearing on the petition: Provided~ 
that this requirement may be waived at the discretion 
of the court for good cause other tnan mere 
inc.onveniem:e shown in the :ceport to be provided by the 
GAL pursuant to RCW 11. 88. 090 as now o c hereafter 
amended, or if no guardian ad li tem is required to be 
appointed pursuant to acw 11.88.090. 

FINDINGS 2.4: ;IGood cause exists to appoint Larry W:::isec 
as Guardian ad Li tem foe Ralph H. Blakely, Jr.;; 

As clearly and conclusively evidenced by tne foregoing, 
several genuine material facts at issue exist regarding 
whether or not Defendant Kahr' s scope of representation 
of Ralph Blakely could be lawfully constcained by order 
of Judge Tompkin, who lacked competent jurisdiction over 
the control of Ralph Blakely's financial assets; 
notwithstanding the inherent viola ti on of Rules of 
Professional conduct by Defendant Kahrs. 

FINDINGS 2. 5: "The court finds the filing of the motion 
for appointment of a Guardian ad Litem as Ralph H. 
Blakely Jr. 1 s response to participate in this trial.;, 

It is difficult to imagine any of the involved 
attorneys or Judge Tompkin could believe their conduct 
was not illegal, where the motion was filed when everyone 
knew that Ralph Blakely was then currently under Grant 
County Judge Sperline Court Order at Eastern State 
Hospital for a competency evaluation, see Appendix ( B) , 
see BASIS: 11This matter came before the court upon the 
motion of counsel for Ralph H. Blakely, Jr. The motion 
sought the appointment of a guardian ad litem for Ralph 
H. Blakely, Jr. A hearing was held before the honorable 
Linda G. Tompkins on Friday, February 26, 19 9 9. ii 

FINDINGS 2.6: dThe court's findings and conclusions in 
this case shall have no precedential or preclusive effect 
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on any other civil or criminal proceeding involving Ralph 
H. Blakely Jr. and the matters at issue therein." 

This Finding evidences that Judge Tompkin kne~ Ralph 
Blakely was then currently at Eastern State Hospital for 
a competency evaluation ordered by Grant County Judge 
Sperline; and this finding, 2.6, as matter of law, 
precludes any restrictions on the scope of representation 
by Defendant Kahcs in the three subject matter lawsuits 
filed by Ralph Blakely in King County. 

ORDER 3. S: "Gary Gainer, counsel for Yolanda Blakely in 
the dissolution of marriage action, and Matthew Dudley, 
counsel for Ralph H. Blakely, Jr. in the dissolution of 
marriage action, hereby stipulate to Larry Weiser being 
appointed as Guardian ad Litem for Ralph H. Blakely, Jr. 
in the dissolution of marriage action as well." 

This "OR.DER RE: MOT ION FOR ORDER APPOINTING LARRY WISER 
AS GUARDIAN AD LITEM FOR RALPH H. BLAKELY JR." was 
conformed by Thomas R. Fallquis t Spokane County Clerk on 
March 5, 1999; however, it is not signed by Gay J. 
Gainer, Attorney for Yolanda Blakely, was not signed by 
Dennis Hession, Attorney for Yolanda Blakely, Becky 
Barker and Lorene Blakely, and was not signed by Larry 
Weiser, Guardian ad litem for Ralph H. Blakely, Jr., and 
was not signed by Judge Tompkin; therefore, said ORDER 
has no leg a 1 force 8.nd ef feet whatsoever, and could not 
be used to allow Defendant Kahrs to claim that tne scope 
of his representation of Ralph Blakely in the U1ree 
subject matter lawsuits underlying this lawsuit. 

(11) As clearly and conclusively evidenced by Appendix (C), 
ii ORDER RE: APPROVAL Of SETTLEMENT OF PARTIES RCw 11. 96 , " 
said Order is not confocmed as being filed and Judge Tompkin 
did not sign said Order, thereby said Order has no legal 
force and. effect whatsoever, and is void for lack of 
requisite procedura 1 due process 'I thereby de pc i vi ng Attorney 
tZahrs of any legitimate claim that Judge Tompkin's order 
restricted the scope of his representation. 

(12) As clearly and conclusively evidenced by Appendix (D), 
"STIPULATED AGREEMENT RE: SETTLEMENT Of TRUST CLAIMS OF 
BECKY BLAKELY, LORENE BLAKELY, RALPH H. BLAKEL'{ SR., RALPH 
H. BLAKELY I I I, PAUL f. BLAKELY AND S IAN LONG AS TRUSTEE OF 
BLAKELY FARMS TRUST," said Settlement is oot dated by 
Mattt1ew Dudley and there is no legitimate legal basis that 
would confer ';Trustee" status upon Stan Long; in part 
because Ralph Blakely was operating Blakely Farms Trust in 
his own legal personage in that name; thereby, a material 
fact at issue exists regarding whether or not Stan Long had 
lawful authority to dispose of any financial or material 
assets of Ralph Blakely; and said ' 1Stipulated Agreement" was 
filed in the Superior Court but not signed by any Judge. 
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(13) As clearly and conclusively evidenced by Appendix (E), 
DSHS Medical Lake Hospital again performed a competency 
evaluation upon Ralph Blakely and confirmed that Ralph 
Blakely was unquestionably competent during the entire 
period of Judge Tompkin and involved attorneys acted in 
concert to illegally purport to appoint a guardian ad lit em 
with purpose to unlawfully deprive Ralph Blakely of his 
lawful control over his J:t'inancial and material assets; with 
further purpose to unlawfully and unconstitutionally prevent 
Ralph Blakely fro;n adequately proving his innocence and 
challenging his con vie tions under-lying his incarceration. 

(14) By '1 DECREE OF DISSOLUTION'' dated 8/1/15, see Appendix 
(F), in case #95-3-01916-0 and #96-2-04155-1, Judge To;npkin 
f ina 1 i zed both said cases and discharged Larry Wei sec as 
guardian ad litem for both said cases; and awarded Ralph 
Blakel·y by vehicle of Exhibit (G): "All propecty acquired by 
the husband after- May 23, 1995, the date upon which the 
marriage becaine defunct and the parties commenced residing 
separate and apart. All property currently in the husband's 
possession, custody and control and not. provided for within 
the Decree of Dissolution,'' thereby leaving hundreds of 
thous ands of dollars of Ralph Blakely' s personal assets at 
peril for theft and/or misappropriation of which has not 
been accounted for to date. 

(15) As evidenced by Appendix (G), Defendant Attorney 
Michael Kahrs filed a 11 MOTION TO DISBURSE FUNDS FROM SPECIAL 
NEEDS TRUST, 11 in Case No. 95-3-010916-0 dated 11/06/09, 
claiming that 11 Mr. Blakely • • • has various medical problems 
that he believes are not being property taken care of .••• 
Mc. Blakely also claims he is innocent of the crime charged. 
He would like to prove his innocence and wishes to hire an 
attorney, Michael C. Kahrs, to investigate this. Mr. Kahrs 
is experienced in post-conviction litigation and 
investigating claims of actual innocence." 

( 16) As evidenced by Appendix ( H): "ORDER APPiWV I NG 
DISBURSEMENT OF FUNDS FROM SPECIAL NEEDS TRUST, 11 dated 
11/9/09 and signed by Superior Couct Judge Tomkin under Case 
No. 95-3-01916-0, stating in pertinent part: 

1. Ralph H. Blakely Jr. is in need of funds for the 
pucposes of pursuing pos t-convic ti on litigation in his 
criminal conviction and sentence in Grant County, State 
v. Blakely, No. 04-1-00369-8. 

2. Mc. Blakely has consented to the disbursement of 
these funds in the amount of Ten Thousand Dollacs and 
n/10 ($10,000.00). 

3. The court finds that the a!flount requested for 
investigation, $10,000.00, is reasonable. 
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4. Ralph H. Blakely Jr. is in need of funds for the 
purposes of obtaining medical care for a mu 1 titude of 
serious medical conditions. 

5. Mr. Blakely has consented to the disbursement of 
these funds in the amount of Twenty-Five Thousand 
Dollars and no/100 ($25,000.00). 

6. The Court finds that the amount requested to obtain 
medical care, $25,000.00, is reasonable. 

Said Order Approving Disbursement Of Funds does not in any 
way restrict the scope of Attorney Kahrs representation of 
Ralph Blakely; creating a genuine material fact at issue why 
Attorney Kahrs refused to represent Plaintiff Blakely in the 
three subject matter lawsuits filed in Thurston County 
Superior Court after agreeing by contract to do so, and 
being paid by Plaintiff Ralph Blakely to do so. 

( 17) On 3/15/13 Superior Court Judge Tompkins issued an 
''ORDER APPROVING REALLOCATION OF FUNDS FOR MEDICAL AND POST­
CONVICTION RELIEF, 11 in Case No. 95-3-01916-0, stating in 
pertinent part: 

My. Blakely has not pursued the medical care to the 
degree he previously desired, but continues to pursue 
the post-conviction relief matter. Therefore, the funds 
spent have been more than allocated from the post­
conviction relief category ($10,000) than from the 
medical category ($25,000) •••• ORDER: ••• The $35,000 
previ<?usly ordered released from the Trust to attorney 
Michael Kah.rs may be allocated either to the post­
conviction relief matter or the medical treatment 
matter. 

( 18) On 12/24/14 Judge Tompkins issued an 11 0RDER ON MOTION 
BY ATTORNEY KENNEITH H. KATO FOR PAYMENT OF ATTORNEY FEES 
rROM SPECIAL PERSON CARE TRUS f," in Case No. <::16-2-04155- _l, 

stating in pertinent part: 

THIS MOTION came on for hearing on Kenne tn H. t<ato 's 
Mo ti on for Payment of Attorney Fees from Special Pe.r son 
Care Trust supported by t1is declaration, asking the 
Court to authorize payment to him of $8, 500 under a 
flat fee agreement between Ralph H. Blakely, Jr. and 
Mr. Kato, who will file a personal restraint petition 
for Mr. Blakely to the Washington Court of Appeals, 
Division III, to secure his release from unlawful 
res train t.. . 1. The Court finds Mr. Ka to' s fee of 
$8,500 is .reasonable and, pursuant to the flat fee 
agreement between him and Mr. Blakely for the personal 
res train t petition, authorizes payment in that amount 
from the Ralph H. Blakely, Jr., Special Person Cace 
Trust. 
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There are no scope of representation restrictions on this 
Court Order and the attorney-client agreement with Attorney 
Kato is no different than that between Ralph Blakely and 
Attorney Kahrs evidencing invalidity of any Defense by 
Attorney Kahrs in his attempt to hide behind his 
interpretation of a court order; and raising material facts 
at issue as to why Ralph Blakely is forced to pay Attorney 
Kato to do what Attorney Kahrs was already paid to do. 

CONCLUSION 

As evidenced above, seve.ra 1 genuine legal and rnateria l 

facts at issue are present as to whether or not Ralph 

Blackely was ever lawfully determined to be an incapacitated 

person that would allow Defendant Kahrs to legitimately 

restrict his representation of Ralph Blakely premised on any 

purported court order; and whether or not there is now, or 

ever was, a legitimate "Specia 1 Person Care Trust" that was 

or is 11 authorized by 42 U.S.C. 1396p and 20 F. R. 

416 .1246 ( e), as claimed by Judge Tompkin and the other 

participants that have committed theft by fraud of Plaintiff 

Ralph Blakely's financial and material assets. 

Also, as evidenced above, material facts at issue are 

present as to whether or not Defendant's Attorneys nave a 

legal and ethical duty to report the illegal conduct 

described above, relevant and material to this lawsuit. 

As further evidenced above, several genuine legal and 

material facts at issue are present as to whether or not 

Judge Tompkin could have lawfully restricted the scope of 

representation by Attorney Kahrs; and material facts at 

issue are present as to whether or not Judge Tompkin did in 

fact or law, limit the cepresentation of Attorney Kahrs; or 

on the other hand, as Plaintiff Blakely claims, Attorney 

Kahrs is attempting to perpetrate a defensive fraud on this 

Couct, which are questions of fact that must be resolved by 

the jury at trial on the merits, as guaranteed by the 

Seventh Amendment of the United States Constitution. 

Dated this 4th day of January, 2016. 

t\.espectfully submitted, 

By: l?c..lp4JI, ~.el..ztl?Ms 
RALPH H BLA~ELY JR. 
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Expedite: 
Judge: Laura Inveen#4S 

Hearing: 1/22/16 
fime; 11. an 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
FOR THE COUNTY OF KING 

RALPH Howard BLAKELY, NO. 15-2-12980-5 SEA 
Plaintiff f NOTICE FOR HEARING 

vs. SEATTLE COURTHOUSE ONLY 
MICHAEL le Kanrs, (Clerk's Action Required ) (NTHG) 

TO: THE CLER RT and to all other parties listed on Page 2: 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that an issue of law in this case will be heard on the date below and the 
Clerk is directed to note this issue on the calendar checked below. 

Calendar Date: November 27• 2015 

Nature of Motion: l1 c l Adm1 'otion to omne ssion o nsW'trs i..- ., _. ~-r"" 

CASES ASSIGNED TO INDIVIDUAL JUDGES - Seattle 
If oral argument on the motion is allowed (LCR 7(b)(2)), contact staff of assigned judge to schedule date and time 
before filing this notice. Working Papers: The fudge's name, date and time of hearing must be noted in the upper 
right corner of the Jud~e·s copy. Deliver Judge's copies to Judges' Mai/room at C203. 

[ j Without oral argument (Mon - Fri) [ ] With oral argument Hearing 
Date/Time: 9 oo am 
Judqe's Name: r ~· -- r--···-- Trial Date: f'1av 2016 

CHIEF CRIMINAL DEPARTMENT- Seattle in E1201 
[ ] Bond Forfeiture 3:15 pm, 2nd Thur of each month 
[ ] Certificates of Rehabilitation- Weapon Possession (Convictions from Limited Jurisdiction Courts) 
3:30 First Tues of each month 

CHIEF CIVIL DEPARTMENT - Seattle -- (Please report to W864 for assignment) 
Deliver working copies to Judges' Mai/room, Room C203. In upper right corner of papers write "Chief Civil 
Department" or judge's name and date of hearing 
[ ]Extraordinary Writs (Show Cause Hearing) (LCR 98.40 1 :30 o.m. Tues/Wed -reoort to Room W864 
[ ]Supplemental Proceedings Non-Assigned Cases: 

(1 :30 pm Tues/Wed)(LCR 69) [ ) Non-Dispositive Motions M-F (without oral argument). 
[ ]DOL Stays 1 :30 pm Tues/Wed [ ] Dispositive Motions and Revisions (1 :30 pm Tues/Wed) 
[ )Motions to Consolidate with multiple judges assigned [ ) Certificates of Rehabilitation (Employment) 1 :30 pm 
(without oral argument) (LCR 40(b)(4)) Tues/Wed ILR 401bli2)(8)) 

Address: City, State, Zip ______ _ 

Telephone: 360 537 1800 ext 1923 Date: November 22,2015 
DO NOT USE THIS FORM FOR FAMILY LAW OR EX PARTE MOTIONS. 

NOTICE FOR HEARING - Seattle Courthouse Only 
ICSEA 
www.kingcounty.gov/courts/scforms 

Page 1 



LIST NAMES AND SERVICE ADDRESSES FOR ALL NECESSARY PARTIES REQUIRING NOTICE 

DECLARATION OF MAIL 
Name.Judge L.r:u1ra Inyeen # 48 

Service Addre~jt; l'bird Ave• Rm c-2cn 
City, State, Zip Seattle, IJA 98104 
WSBA# Atty For:. ______ _ 

Telephone#: -----------

Name Susana Mclatostl 
Service Address: 901 Fj fth Aye. Rm 1400 
City, State, Zip Seattle, WA 98164 
WSBA# Atty For:. ______ _ 

Telephone#: -----------

Name. _____________ _ 

Service Address:. _________ _ 
City, State, Zip. __________ _ 
WSBA# Atty For:. ______ _ 

Telephone#: -----------

Name King County Superior Court Clerk 
Service AddressSJ6 Third Aye. E609 
City, State, Zip Seattle,· w. 98104 
WSBA# Atty For:. ______ _ 

Telephone#:-----------

Name _____________ _ 

Service Address:. _________ _ 
City, State, Zip. __________ _ 
WSBA# Atty For:. ______ _ 

Telephone#: -----------

Name _____________ _ 

Service Address:. _________ _ 
City, State, Zip. __________ _ 
WSBA# Atty For:. ______ _ 

Telephone#: -----------

IMPORTANT NOTICE REGARDING CASES 

Party requesting hearing must file motion & affidavits separately along with this notice. List the names, addresses and telephone 
numbers of all parties requiring notice (including GAL) on this page. Serve a copy of this notice, with motion documents, on all 
parties. 

The original must be filed at the Clerk's Office not less than six court days prior to requested hearing date, except for Summary 
Judgment Motions (to be filed with Clerk 28 days in advance). 

THIS IS ONLY A PARTIAL SUMMARY OF THE LOCAL RULES AND ALL PARTIES ARE ADVISED TO CONSULT WITH AN 
ATTORNEY. 

The SEATTLE COURTHOUSE is in Seattle, Washington at 516 Third Avenue. The Clerk's Office is on the sixth floor, room 
E609. The Judges' Mailroom is Room C203. 

NOTICE FOR HEARING - SEA TILE COURTHOUSE ONLY Page 2 



£xped1teY 
JutlEse: Laura lnveen,Dept 48 

Heartn&Y 1/22/16 
Time: ll:am 

SUPERIOR COURT FOR KING COUNTY 

RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY, 
Plaintiff• 

vs. 

MICHAEL G1iARLES U.ttas. ~t.al •• 
Defendants. 

No. 15-2-12980-5 SEA 
PLAINl'IFF"S MOTION TO COMPEL 
ADH!SSION ANSWERS Ci 8 ; 33 • 37 

Pl.atntiff Motions this Court for an Order pursu.oat to Rule CR 8,37(a) of 

the Washtn~ton Superior Court Ctvtl Rules Procedure compelling Defendant to 

An:ii.,er without evasive answers, within 15 days of receipt of them, 11/24/15. 

flatntiff on November 20, 2015, presented these questions of genuine 

1ssue of material fac.t to support. his Motion for an Extension of t.ime to Amend 

his verf:ted Complaint, but would ask the Defendant to afftrm or deny theni• 

PWntiff Motions this. Court an order to Compel t.he Defendant to answer 

them w:ttht.ng 15 days of November 24,2015. without evasive answers. 

Dated Nobember 22,2015, 

Phone .360 5.37 1800 Ext 1923 

/~-- ,_, f/ .. J. )I. I j, 1<4.·· f~.1.l, • $ I " ,. _ 
SCCCH1836 f 11 '-IS 
191 Conscanttne Way 
Aberdeen, WA 98520 

i'YJT lON FOR ORDER l'O OO'fPELL Al»U:SSION ANSWERS TIMELY (AITACHED) 



Expedite; 
Judge: Laura Inveen, #48 

Hearing: 1/22/16 
Time: 11 am 

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY 

RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY, 
Plaintiff , 

vs. 

MICHAEL CHARLES KAHRS,ET.AL., 
Defendants. 

No. 15-2-12980-5 SEA 

PLAINTIFF'S ORDER TO 
COMPELL ADMISSION OF 
ANSWERS BY 111@/15 
CR 8; 33,37 

THIS NA'ITER having vcome before this Court, and the Court having 

considered the Motion For An Order granting Plaintiff's Order To Compel 

Defendant to Answer Admission of Attached (3 pages) of Answers. 

Accordingly, this Court grants the Plaintiff's Order to Compel the Defendant 

Michael Charles Kahrs to Affirm or Deny the November 22,2015 three pages of 

Answers to questions, before December 8, 2015. 

DONE IN OPEN COl'lT, THIS day of November,2015, 

Honorable Judge Laura Inveen 

(proposed) ORDER COMPELLING AFFIRMATIVE ANSWERS 



R4LPif f!OWARD 3LAKet.Y, 
Pl~inttff, 

~tCHAEL CHA?.Lr!S ~A~rns, 1tt ••. 11 .. 
. . ~(en~fa!'lt~. 

exp~dtt,'!: 

'fon1Jf':.1b le laur·a trn~e'l, tt~pt '• q 
H~ariuq : 1 /2?./1 f-i · 

t'i:net l t :on a~ 

No. t 5-2-1298fl-!> qgA 

Pt .. uvrr?F'3 re1•1est for AFFIW<tAT!VE 
ANWRR':; ro PLAintFF•s "1ATt::~r.u .. 
rsstms ;J.P FACT 

Pluinttff ts requttst:tru.; A.fftra'ltiYll or denial Answers to the Plalftttff1s 

:'11\TF.RIAL FACTS AT ISStm Wll'UI:'i the nett t t; r.f!iy~. 

AFFIRM OR O~ns No.1 DU Pl!tint.iff Blakeh a-;tshlish an Bttorne,...clf.eiit t.:igt!oey 
relationship when 11ec11rhg an agree~rtt fro!1l '!X!feni<.tnt [~ftr• to repres•rit bi11t? 

AffirEMti "" Answers 

AFFIRJt OR OENY1 l'fo.2 OU Oef•nd!lflt ta.hrs COOl~tt tegd ulprl\Cttce .\!Uld/or atto-rMr 
m1sco11duct wheA securin3 tnrouah ln•alid 't&r~ent wtth Attor~e1 Ja-me11 3puraot13 
to Uttlt the repres&l'Jtatton of Attorn•Y !'.ahrs, cr>rttrary to Plaintiff 81.tkeh' -a 
be11t 1tttere•t ? 

Afttraast1 ve Answer: 

4ff1ria or O.ay1 No. 3 'Jiltt f)etendaat Kahre aaree.wnt vtth .\ttorner Spurietts to 
not represeat Pl41nt1ff BUakely !ft tt'l!! T'iu·ee Thur•ton County quperior Court law­
suits 4t\ iUJpliclt a11d/or a:tpltcit a3rtJtH1ant to .J<>tn t'Ul on.soln; l;srger con•ptraey 
to preYiant Platntlff !Urikeb fr\lm obtatia~ lead a•HhMoc~ that w-ouH 11Uow 
Plaintiff' !Jleik&lJ to regain cont1:ol of hi-:1 f'tnanc•.•? 

AFFIR'1ATIVE AMSWfh 

AFFIRI.f OR l'mNY: ~o. 4 Did O!tfe11dant lahrs i.ntentf.onally eo::&'llit lg~al '1ld1mict.tce 
by i311orin11 the l'ft!Uldtttes of "RC'J 4.M.051'tt raqqtri,ng rf.lpt'e9ent•tlon by c-:>unsel in 
the three Thurston County lawwlts 1 

.\FFIR"l OR OE1ff: ~o. 5 D1d Defendant Attorney tntentif.)nally t;nore the legal f.aet 
th.at tha Court's order ttmttina hts repre,aenr..att~111 that he r~H•s on, neces.•artly 
req1Jtrt113 an tnt:apacltatttd persoo ftnd1113, th9rel.J11 raisin;; the jurtsdkttoMl 
f&ct at t&Hll ss to whether or not the dietat:{!!$ ('Jf Chaftter tt.R~ RCW had be.era 
Followd ? 

REQUEST FOR AFFIR~ATIVE A.NSWERS 
A.'fD MOTION TO CG~EL ANSWERS 

l of 3 
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AFF'IR'i OR ~gr~Y: ~fo.5 It is a :!kiteiri<tl fact at ts:"Jtte <39 to whath€!r or nt>t Dc;fl!ndant 
:.t~hrs t" ir•uduleath att.,mpting to decelve this ~uperior Court tnto br~liiwin~~ t 
that: iii court order 11,:dt:tng at.toroey repr~aentaiton ~nd req111riag authoriz:ltir">n 
of a court api)oioted truste~, tnh~rant!y creat~:'J an un•lt~!cd and uncoMtitin:toa::il 
"ce>nfltct of int2ra!Jt 11 , by vehtcltt of ~thlc.'!l lil11 fUuciary dut1 t(') ra-elke sr1r~ 
Plairtttff 'Bl~lcli!'lY wa.-i r~pm<:Jente1 hr C£>tmsal 'f11rtn~ tfM thn.ta 1'hur:Sto!l GnurH;y 
hw3u1ts ? 

A!'Y1rr OR DE~Y: No. 7 A,3 clearly and eollCltt'.:1tVtily evtde:oced hy the tra.'lscrtpt11 0cf 
tha 1'hiJrsto11 County laswults proceecf lng.\!i th,"1.t the tri.41 court fatarm.:tn.e'.1 thar.: 
?la!nttff Blakely wa,g competent 3rid that ?t~ ha1 a right tr) be repre!llanted ~Y c\·>1Jsal 
;jf.!&I (~farcnIS,2011) Pil'.49 7 i..tAG Senic>r Counsel Judgei "fr. i:lhkely i1i an c1ble 

indtvidu~l of 112 IQ, ~ho's capsble of funetto~tni, ••• 
(Febru:1ry t,2013) p;ige 4 ''1r.Bl01kely:" And I woul1 ltke to h~ve attorney 
'.'U.chael tahrs carry 011 with this, but I have encounter~<! ,soJte kind of pro­
blem e~n th<Jugh he !ui h>4en ~91rJ ti:> tak'! it on and t:o get my new oxput 
declarations to support my unt!il ani phystc~l h.Jlndtc~p." 
; •• (l/25/13) COURT: ••• 'you have thti right to h1wa an attorney fifo, 
within 10 days." 1 ? ? 

AlY1IT Ott m~Sf: No. •(ll.~~;BRIAL FACTS AT !3SlfE-~CREATED SY HEF'~NDANT ATI''.)'?:llP,Y 
KAHRS acc!!ptin~ $35,noo.oo from ,, "SJ,>echt Care t~eods Trus;tu to rej.lre:<Jent an 
"Incitpttcit3ted ~ersor:i" tn three Thurston County ,~wsuits: then refu:!stn~ to represent 
~aid "tncapac1tated person" of tha nspecttl care !<leed$ Trtat'' then agreeing th!!.\t 
said three Thurston County lawsuit:J. had merte bi rec.etving authorization fro:ll tha 
''Special C'lM Needtt Trust Court" and "Trustee 4ttorney Spurgetttt" to reptesl!nt 
~lrlntiff Blakttly on dppt!al From th"! dtsmb,gal of s11id thre(! Thur.ston Co1mty 1-aw~ 
suits; addill3 suh9tttnt1al ttV'tdem:e of e~ft !Jy f'r4ud by Tn13tee Attorney Spurgeti~ 
and the "Special car~ Netids Tru4.Jt Court" authortztng ~S, 50'1.0<1 flf' th9 $15/)01).D!) 
to Attorney Kato to provide the ll!!gal a:ubta!'lee to Plai!'lttff 1Uakely th.~t 
Attr.>r11ey 'lt!hrs ref'us!ld to prov1d~1 ? ? 

Afl'FU.\f OR l>~MY No. f.): Does the for11goin"& 1.nheu·endy rats!.! thrl'!!e :g~nutoe rnati!r i!:i 1 
Jurtsdtettonal facts Pit issua, to 1'1t: 

( .\) Did the .'lJO-Call$d "~ptlcial C'tN 'lef1rf3 Trust" Court ever htwfully obta 1n 
jurbdictton oYer Pla!rati.ff lH.akely':-t a'V~~u as !\n 'lfincttpacitated parson•'• 
when as hare, thit MAYOATE3 ()F chllpter t l .'n ~cr.t Wi:;tre not co,11pltia"d with, 
amt Plili11t1ff Sbkely 'll•ta not iht:l'l not.tee of, nor allowd to parttctp1t.a in 
any of the proc:eedin~.s <faprtvtng htm of control of hh asset"• 1 

-1 ·· .,,. • · ·r-
l-1 f ... ~--:" ·_c 7_ ..,, .. ).-·.:: ,-: :- -!'.:·~.'::~ ... /(-·\ : '-- .r:- ,1-~-

, ),,,.,......,, 
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AOMIT 0-R OR:fY Mo. 9 ('B) Whether or not the Spok;sne <:tup.erior Court had Jurbdictton 
to crttata a "supplement,-ll ~ffi Trust" under provtstons of 
42 u.s.c. 13~6 p (d) (-0 (A) arid to pay ieahr• $15,oon.oo ? 

~n·I1'li OR DE~? AMSW&R: 

ArJ.UT OR D!YY lo. (9(C) Wll.fl"e tlli!! Thurston County SuJM-rtor Courts req•.itred to assure 
that Platnttff Blakel1 V.st-9 repre•nted by emmnt (wnen he :ndt1 th~ 'iottons for 
appolnt.:rnt of eounsel)tn the thrtte TburatM County l11~utt.s after btttng eBde awara 
that Platnttft' Blakttly w.u beln.g l.'.krp.rbed ot hts right to be repcre•rtt11tton by co 
cou.ttMl based. on • "Special Care Needs 1'r11~t" ?.C' 4.M.o~o Court rest:rictfng 1Mtd 
r.apresntatton. th&r&bJ deprt flag th.'! thrM Thurlltrm County c®rt of cMpotene 
Jurtsd1ctton to proend 1 

ADMIT OR DErff AN~ r 

) STATE OF WA<JHINCTON 
COUNTY OF rn!} } scrtbad ~n1 sworn by 

!lated 2015 

RE{lUF.ST FOR AtYiISSIOY A:VSWER~ 
ANO T·totton to coai~l r.tnswra l of' 
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Honorable Laura Inveen 
Hearing Date: 1/22/16 

Hearing Time: 11:00 a.m. 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY 

RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

MICHAEL CHARLES KAHRS, ET AL. 

Defendants. 

No. 15-2-12980-5 SEA 

OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S MOTION 
TO COMPEL ADMISSION ANSWERS 

Defendants Michael Charles Kahrs and Kahrs Law Firm, P.S., sent the attached 

Objections and Responses to Plaintiff's Request for Affirmative Answers to Plaintiffs Material 

Issues of Fact to plaintiff via U.S. Mail, first class postage prepaid on December 19, 2015. The 

responses were made within the time allowed by the Civil Rules. 

DATED this 21st day of December, 2015. 

FORSBERG & UMLAUF, P.S. 

By:~~\_~ 
T~rrence J. Cullen, WSBA #12554 
Susan K. Mcintosh, WSBA #26138 
Attorneys for Defendants 

OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL ADMISSION 
ANSWERS - PAGE I 

FORSBERG & UMLAUF, P.S. 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

901 FIFTH AVENUE• SUITE !400 
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98164-1039 

(206) 689-8500 • (206) 689-8501 FAX 
I 50527 I I I 221.0057 
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Honorable Laura Inveen 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY 

RALPH HOW ARD BLAKELY, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

MICHAEL CHARLES KAHRS, ET AL. 

Defendants. 

No. 15-2-12980-5 SEA 

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES 
TO PLAINTIFF'S REQUEST FOR 
AFFIRMATIVE ANSWERS TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MATERIAL ISSUES 
OF FACT 

Defendants Michael Charles Kahrs and Kahrs Law Firm, P.S. (hereinafter, collectively, 

16 "Defendants"), by and through their attorneys of record, Terrence J. Cullen, Susan K. 

17 Mcintosh and Forsberg & Umlauf, P.S., provide the following objections, answers and 

18 responses to Plaintiffs Request for Afirmative Answers to Plaintiff's Materials Issues of Fact 

19 propounded to them. 

20 GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

21 Defendants object to the discovery requests to the extent they seek information and 

22 responses that are beyond the scope of the defendants' obligations under the Civil Rules, are 

23 

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S REQUEST 
FOR AFFIRMATIVE ANSWERS TO PLAINTIFF'S MATERIAL 
ISSUES OF FACT- PAGE I 

1505268 I 1221.0057 

FORSBERG & UMLAUF, P.S. 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

901 FIFTH AVENUE• SUITE 1400 
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98164-1039 

(206) 689-8500 • (206) 689-8501 FAX 



I vague, ambiguous, confusing, or otherwise lack coherence. Defendants incorporate their 

2 objections in response to each interrogatory and request. 

3 No. 1. Did Plaintiff Blakely establish an attorney-client agency relationship when 

4 securing an agreement from Defendant Kahrs to represent him? 

5 RESPONSE: Objection. Defendants object to this request as vague, ambiguous, and 

6 confusing. Subject to and without waiving their objections, defendants admit only that an 

7 attorney-client relationship existed between defendants and the plaintiff for the limited scope of 

8 representation as permitted by the December 3, 2009 Order Approving Disbursement of Funds 

9 From Special Needs Trust. Deny all remaining or different statements. 

10 No. 2. Did Defendant Kahrs commit legal malpractice and/or attorney misconduct with 

11 securing through invalid agreement with Attorney James Spurgetis to limit the representation of 

12 Attorney Kahrs, contrary to Plaintiff Blakely's best interest? 

13 RESPONSE: Objection. Defendants object to this request as vague, ambiguous, and 

14 confusing. Also, improperly seeks an admission of matters central to the issues in the case, calls 

15 for speculation, calls for legal conclusions, legal opinions and expert opinions, including expert 

16 opinions on legal issues, and is otherwise an improper request under CR 36. See Brust v. 

17 Newton, 70 Wn. App. 286 (1993). Subject to and without waiving their objections, defendants 

18 respond as follows: Deny. 

19 No. 3. Was Defendant Kahrs' agreement with Attorney Spurgetis to not represent 

20 Plaintiff Blakely in the three Thurston County Superior Court lawsuits an implicit and/or 

21 explicit agreement to join an ongoing larger conspiracy to prevent Plaintiff Blakely from 

22 obtaining legal assistance that would allow Plaintiff Blakely to regain control of his finances? 

23 
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FOR AFFIRMATIVE ANSWERS TO PLAINTIFF'S MATERIAL 
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1 RESPONSE: Objection. Defendants object to this request as vague, ambiguous, and 

2 confusing. Also, may improperly seek an admission of matters central to the issues in the case, 

3 calls for speculation, calls for legal conclusions, legal opinions and expert opinions, including 

4 expert opinions on legal issues, is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of 

5 admissible evidence, and is otherwise an improper request under CR 36. See Brust v. Newton, 

6 70 Wn. App. 286 (1993). Subject to and without waiving their objections, defendants respond 

7 as follows: Deny. 

8 No. 4. Did Defendant Kahrs intentionally commit legal malpractice by ignoring the 

9 mandates of"RCW 4.08.060" requiring representation by counsel in the three Thurston County 

10 lawsuits? 

11 RESPONSE: Objection. Defendants object to this request as vague, ambiguous, and 

12 confusing. Also, may improperly seek an admission of matters central to the issues in the case, 

13 calls for speculation, calls for legal conclusions, legal opinions and expert opinions, including 

14 expert opinions on legal issues, is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of 

15 admissible evidence, and is otherwise an improper request under CR 36. See Brust v. Newton, 

16 70 Wn. App. 286 (1993). Subject to and without waiving their objections, defendants respond 

17 as follows: Deny. 

18 No. 5. Did Defendant Attorney intentionally ignore the legal fact that the Court's order 

19 limiting his representation that he relies on, necessarily requiring an incapacitated person 

20 finding, thereby raising the jurisdictional fact at issue as to whether or not the dictates of 

21 Chapter 11.88 RCW had been followed? 

22 RESPONSE: Objection. Defendants object to this request as vague, ambiguous, 

23 unintelligible, and confusing. Also, may improperly seek an admission of matters central to the 

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S REQUEST 
FOR AFFIRMATIVE ANSWERS TO PLAINTIFF'S MATERIAL 
ISSUES OF FACT - PAGE 3 
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issues in the case, calls for speculation, calls for legal conclusions, legal opinions and expert 

opinions, including expert opinions on legal issues, is not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence, and is otherwise an improper request under CR 36. See Brust 

v. Newton, 70 Wn. App. 286 (1993). Subject to and without waiving their objections, 

defendants respond as follows: Deny. 

No. 6. It is a material fact at issue as to whether or not Defendant Kahrs is 
't7 

[f]raudulently attempting to deceive this Superior Court into believing that a court order 

limiting attorney representation and requiring authorization of a court appointed trustee, 

inherently creates an unethical and unconstitutional "conflict of interest," by vehicle of ethical 

and fiduciary duty to make sure Plaintiff Blakely was represented by counsel during the three 

Thurston County lawsuits? 

RESPONSE: Objection. Defendants object to this request as vague, ambiguous, 

unintelligible and confusing. Also, may improperly seek an admission of matters central to the 

issues in the case, calls for speculation, calls for legal conclusions, legal opinions and expert 

opinions, including expert opinions on legal issues, is not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence, and is otherwise an improper request under CR 36. See Brust 

v. Newton, 70 Wn. App. 286 (1993). Subject to and without waiving their objections, 

defendants respond as follows: Deny. 

No. 7. As clearly and conclusively evidenced by the transcripts of the Thurston County 

lawsuits proceedings that the trial court determined that Plaintiff Blakely was competent and 

that he had a right to be represented by counsel see: (March 18, 2011) page 7 WAG Senior 

Counsel Judge: Mr. Blakely is an able individual of 112 IQ, who's (sic) capable of functioning, 

... (February 1, 2013) page 4 Mr. Blakely: "And I would like to have attorney Michael Kahrs 
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1 carry on with this, but I have encountered some kind of problem even though he has been paid 

2 to take it on and to get my new expert declarations to support my mental and physical 

3 handicap." ... (1/25/13) COURT: ... "you have the right to have an attorney file, within 10 

4 days."??? 

5 RESPONSE: Objection. Defendants object to this request as vague, ambiguous, 

6 unintelligible, and confusing. Also, may improperly seek an admission of matters central to the 

7 issues in the case, calls for speculation, calls for legal conclusions, legal opinions and expert 

8 opinions, including expert opinions on legal issues, is not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

9 discovery of admissible evidence, and is otherwise an improper request under CR 36. See Brust 

10 v. Newton, 70 Wn. App. 286 (1993). Subject to and without waiving their objections, 

11 defendants respond as follows: Deny. 

12 No. 8. MATERIAL FACTS AT ISSUE ARE CREATED BY DEFENDANT KAHRS 

13 accepting $35,000.00 from a "Special Care Needs Trust" to represent an "Incapacitated Person" 

14 in three Thurston County lawsuits; then refusing to represent said "incapacitated person" of the 

15 "Special Care Needs Trust" then agreeing that said three Thurston County lawsuits had merit 

16 by receiving authorization from the "Special Care Needs Trust Court" and "Trustee Attorney 

17 Spurgetis" to represent Plaintiff Blakely on appeal from the dismissal of said three Thurston 

18 County lawsuits; adding substantial evidence of theft by fraud by Trustee Attorney Spurgetis 

19 and the "Special Care Needs Trust Court" authorizing $8,500.00 of the $35,000.00 to Attorney 

20 Kato to provide the legal assistance to Plaintiff Blakely that Attorney Kahrs refused to provide? 

21 RESPONSE: Objection. Defendants object to this request as vague, ambiguous, 

22 unintelligible, and confusing. Also, improperly seeks an admission of matters central to the 

23 issues in the case, calls for speculation, calls for legal conclusions, legal opinions and expert 

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S REQUEST 
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1 opinions, including expert opinions on legal issues, is not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

2 discovery of admissible evidence, and is otherwise an improper request under CR 36. See Brust 

3 v. Newton, 70 Wn. App. 286 (1993). Subject to and without waiving their objections, 

4 defendants respond as follows: Deny. 

5 No.9A. Does the foregoing inherently raise three genuine materials jurisdictional 

6 facts at issue, to wit: (A) Did the so-called "Special Care Needs Trust" Court ever lawfully 

7 obtain jurisdiction of Plaintiff Blakely's assets as an "incapacitated person," when as here, the 

8 MANDATES OF chapter 11.88 RCW were not complied with, and Plaintiff Blakely was not 

9 given notice of, nor allowed to participate in any of the proceedings depriving him of control of 

10 his assets? 

11 RESPONSE: Objection. Defendants object to this request as vague, ambiguous, 

12 unintelligible, and confusing. Also, may improperly seek an admission of matters central to the 

13 issues in the case, calls for speculation, calls for legal conclusions, legal opinions and expert 

14 opinions, including expert opinions on legal issues, is not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

15 discovery of admissible evidence, and is otherwise an improper request under CR 3 6. See Brust 

16 v. Newton, 70 Wn. App. 286 (1993). Subject to and without waiving their objections, 

17 defendants respond as follows: Deny. 

18 No.9B. Does the foregoing inherently raise three genuine materials jurisdictional 

19 facts at issue, to wit: (B) Whether or not the Spokane Superior Court had jurisdiction to create a 

20 "supplemental Need Trust" under provisions of 42 U.S.C. 1396 p (d) (4) (A) and to pay Kahrs 

21 $35,000.00? 

22 RESPONSE: Objection. Defendants object to this request as vague, ambiguous, 

23 unintelligible, and confusing. Also, may improperly seek an admission of matters central to the 

OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S REQUEST 
FOR AFFIRMATIVE ANSWERS TO PLAINTIFF'S MATERIAL 
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1 issues in the case, calls for speculation, calls for legal conclusions, legal opinions and expert 

2 opinions, including expert opinions on legal issues, is not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

3 discovery of admissible evidence, and is otherwise an improper request under CR 36. See Brust 

4 v. Newton, 70 Wn. App. 286 (1993). Subject to and without waiving their objections, 

5 defendants respond as follows: Deny. 

6 No.9C. Does the foregoing inherently raise three genuine materials jurisdictional 

7 facts, to wit: (C) Were the Thurston County Superior Courts required to assure that Plaintiff 

8 Blakely was represented by counsel (when he made three Motions for appointment of counsel) 

9 in the three Thurston County lawsuits after being made aware that Plaintiff Blakely was being 

10 deprived of his right to be representation (sic) by co counsel based on a "Special Care Needs 

11 Trust" RCW 4.08.060 Court restricting said representation, thereby depriving the three 

12 Thurston County Court of competent jurisdiction to proceed? 

13 RESPONSE: Objection. Defendants object to this request as vague, ambiguous, 

14 unintelligible, and confusing. Also, may improperly seek an admission of matters central to the 

15 issues in the case, calls for speculation, calls for legal conclusions, legal opinions and expert 

16 opinions, including expert opinions on legal issues, is not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

17 discovery of admissible evidence, and is otherwise an improper request under CR 36. See Brust 

18 v. Newton, 70 Wn. App. 286 (1993). Subject to and without waiving their objections, 

19 defendants respond as follows: Deny. 

20 No.9D. (D) Does the Defendant's Reply on Motion for Sumary Judgment 

21 Dismissal page 2 Line 14-18 create "misrepresentation to the court" as being "contrary" to line 

22 21-23 (November 16, 2015) that Kahrs represented Mr. Blakely in the three Court of Appeals II 

23 appeals? ? ? 
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1 RESPONSE: Objection. Defendants object to this request as vague, ambiguous, 

2 unintelligible, and confusing. Also, may improperly seek an admission of matters central to the 

3 issues in the case, calls for speculation, calls for legal conclusions, legal opinions and expert 

4 opinions, including expert opinions on legal issues, is not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

5 discovery of admissible evidence, and is otherwise an improper request under CR 36. See Brust 

6 v. Newton, 70 Wn. App. 286 (1993) .. Subject to and without waiving their objections, 

7 defendants respond as follows: Deny. 

8 No.9E. (E) Has the Defendant Kahrs made this egregious statement ? "Mr. 

9 Kahrs did not represent Mr. Blakely on his civil matters: he had no duty of care to Mr. Blakely 

10 for those Matters, and Mr. Blakely sustained no damage from any act or omission by Mr. 

11 Kahrs"? IS A WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS CIVIL ? ? ? 

12 RESPONSE: Objection. Defendants object to this request as vague, ambiguous, 

13 unintelligible, and confusing. Also, may improperly seek an admission of matters central to the 

14 issues in the case, calls for speculation, calls for legal conclusions, legal opinions and expert 

15 opinions, including expert opinions on legal issues, is not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

16 discovery of admissible evidence, and is otherwise an improper request under CR 36. See Brust 

17 v. Newton, 70 Wn. App. 286 (1993). Subject to and without waiving their objections, 

18 defendants respond as follows: Admit the trust of the statement in quotation marks; Deny the 

19 statement is egregious; Deny all remaining or different statements. 

20 

21 

22 

23 
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RESPONSES DATED this 19th day of December, 2015. 

FORSBERG & UMLAUF, P.S. 

By: ~~~4Jdx~ 
Terrence J. Qillen, WSBA #12554 
Susan K. Iv.1~Intosh, WSBA #2613 8 
Attorneys for Defendants 
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COPY OF Notorized Affidavit of Ignacio Cohos 
2. That I am well acquainted with Mer. ,Bl Ralph Blakely Criminal case. 
3. That before M.r Michael Kahrs, Attorney at alw, accepted Mr. Blakely's cri 
criminal and civil actions, I, as a competent paralegal, went through Mr. 
Blakelys 's verbatim praport of proceedings of his jury trial. 
Page 1 of 4 
4 That I made notes on the verbatim report of proceeding:; of \farch5-92005, sh~ 
showing clear fabricated inconseistent testimony of Robbie Juare-Trevino. 
s. That those hand-written notes would be found in the verbatim report of 
proceedings for March 9, 2005, pages 609 through 705. 
5. That these pages of the verbatim rep:>rt of proceedings havg been filed with 

·with the King County Superior Court under case number l 5-?.-12Q80-5 SEA, 
7. That before the// ~r. Kahrs took Mr. Blakely's cas~, i was instrumental in 
obtaining a Notorized Affidavit from Mr. Jurez-Trevino, in which he, under pen 
penalty of perjury• recanted his fabricated testimony of '1uch 9. 2005 
8. That I further viewed a Search Report dated Septeinber Hl, 1009, from Staff 
Stafford Creak Correction Cent3r. where Correctional Osfficers had seized seven 
(7) of Mr. Blakely's legal document boxes. 
9. That Mr. Juarez-Trevino's Affi:favit wa among those seven & boxes. 
to. That Correcitonal Officers seized from my po.ssession" numerou9" legal docu 
documents with Mr. Blakely's name and a copy of the affidavit from !i!'r. 
Juarez-Trevino. 
11. That I, again, on June 2010, were instrumental in obtaining a second decla 
declaration from Mr. Juarez-Trevino, with the condition that said declaration 
Page 2 of 4 
would not be used until Mr. Juarez-Trevino hatf a new identity antf was relocated 
in Mexico. 
12. 
12. That when i found out that Mr. Kahrs had hired an unlicensed invewstigator 
Mr, lindred, the perform work on hehalf of Mr. Blakely, I believed that ~r. 
Kahrs was taking aadvantage of M.r Blakely by financially exploting him because 
Mr. Kindred was also working as an investigator for Grant County Prosecutor's 
Office, and Mr. Juarez Trevino's affidavit made it crystal clear that he was 
instructed on his fabricated testimony by the Grant County Prosecutor's office 
13. That Mario Torres, a license investigator had alre".ly performad an investig 
investigation on behalf of Mr. Blakely for which Mr. Kahrs collect ; 3~,oooo.oo 
and Mr. Kahrs refused to·communicate with Mr. Torres. 
14. That whan i attempted to communicate with mr. Kahrs and Mr. Spurgetis, the 
they were rude and cut the communication short, despi'te the fact that I had a 
written Re leas of Informaiton and Authorization from \fr. Blakely, which had pr 
previously been served to them by mail. 
15. That I anted to explain to Mr. Kahrs and Mr. C:::purgetis about the fact th.at 
I was instrumental in the investigation and the obtaining recantation of Mr. 
Jaurez-Trevino. 's Affidavit. 
page 4 of 4 
16. That "1r. Kahrs refused to use \fr. Juare-z Trevino's recantation on behalf 
of Mr. Blakely. 
17. That I prepared several legaL DOCUMENTS FOR Mr. Balkely that clearly 
demonstrated that Mr. Juarez-Trevino lied about being at a unit at Airway H 
HGeights Correciton genter when he was at a different unit. 
18 That is is muy belief that Mr. kahrs hired Mr. Kindred to interview \fr. 
Juarez-Trevino for "sole" purose to "coerce" Mr. Juarez-'l'revino to withdraw 
his delcaration on the recantation of his ba fabricated testimony. 
Notarized December ti, 2015 Ignacio Cobos. I have mailed a copy to Judge Laua 
Inveen with and attached to the Disclosure of lay, fact expert witnesses 12/16/15 
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RALPH liCYwARO BLAK'ELY, 
Plaintiff, 

MICHAEL CHARLES KAHf:S, ET.AL, 
L"~f endant.s. 

I. nmROOOCl'ION 

Juda,-e: Liiiiuta c. Inveeri 
H~~ring: l/22/16 

DUE: 1/3/16 

No. i s-2-12~:;no-s SEA 
PLAINTIFF'S OPPOOITIOJ'f TO 
DEFE~OAJIT•s MOTION FOR 
SlNMARY JUD~ENT OlSMISSAt, 
cP so (b) LCJn(E,J(q) 

Plaintiff, R4lph Hol41!'.ird Blllkdy, a3e 79 as iirt in~xperi€l'nc,ad pro $8 Uti~;&i4it, 

oyposed the D•feodau•s Motton Por Summ.try Judgment Dts~lssal. Plaintiff i?J 

askin/1$ thia Court to d1sm1&$ the Defendant's Motion for Summary and Judgtt:ent and 

deny thtt C~fti:tuiant' s vropoliOrl order bast1d on the f o.Uoving: 

cnat:t.ng;, nun;erous procedural, legal, juri!idietional and genuine a"l'b'.it~ri81 facts 

document.is to support tha proposed orders cotti~llinPi discovery. (9 ~1t.\ge !)(f(c1;.;,£~­

Ck 14 
non of Blakely ;;ind Exhibits)t~'l'J\Clil<..U l#P I'.lt'!<:l :.?f I:i;..'11 t<t.=t:; .~t: 1~~~iu".J 2.32;.c c;;<~Hnits 

"c-~_,, ... ~.:....1~ ... ,, .•..•• ,. ... ,_- ... ~.'"•·4.0r;;,;.,, .... ~.--;,~-·-a.t"1':"•c:.;1"~-;;1,,..,_,.,,,,.,..l .... ,.,-..:t,~:·.,,.~~·"'·" .......... - ...... ~ 

~f~nd.-nt K~thrs reque~te.d rsli.at (DHSJD pl ,:n misleads the Court according 

t.o Kahni client-attorney contract and exhibit No.l, !../30/09 ltett~r) which thti 

II. OPPOSITIONAL STATI~Mf~Mr OF FACTS 

0.0 After Uva (5) years of cH.ant-attornii!y conflict. too Defend.lint Kahrs• 

prepares and submitted to th~ Plaintiff en ittemtz~d ft!trt bill for $26.400.oo. but 

ha~ never provided i.ny complaints of injury• rusult$ of medical asststa.t1ce Ht 

PLAINTIFF'S OPPOSUION TO D~fend<itrtt.!i {:iS.JD) l uf 



obtaining the Plaintiff's crttically needed prescrtbftd cyancobalomin to prevent 

neuroleptto-caeaton.tc seizures, nor bas he assisted Blakely in bis W'rit of Rabe-as 

Corpus briefing. (Bl11tkely O.ClaraUon, Rx.If 2,klll,3, 12, 15,pagetl 1-9 

3.1 Plaintiff Blakelr did establish an attorney-client agency relatioosh.tp 

when they initiated an agrMment by llef&ndant Attomey Kahrs to represent Plaf,n­

tiff Blakely. (Exhibit Mo.I, receipt of $35,000.oo and j year late ·fee bUUngl12) 

3.2 Defendant Kahrs commits lesal malpractice and/or attorney raistMduct: 

whM .curing through an invalid agreement with Attorney James Spurgetis "a 11adt" 

to tho representation by Attorney iCahrs, "contrar1" to Plaintiff's be•t interest.. 

3.3 Defendant Kahrs agreement wtth Attorney Spurgetts, "not to represent 

Plaintiff Blaket1 in tha'threa Thuraton Count1 Superior Court lawsu1t:a was M 

agreement to join an ongoing larger coupiracr to preYent Plaintiff 8lakel1 from 

obt•intng legal r•preMntation that would allow Plalnt.1ff Blakely to rep.in cont• 

rol of ht• finanetal estate.(Rz.s er 78,790 I 2) 

3.4. Defendant labrs tatentioaallJ dee.el•• the Courts by tgnorioa the mndatea 

of .,RCW 4.os.060" requiring the Plaintiff t:o be repre•nted by 'loyal counsel" 

in the three Ttabuton Count1 SUpt.tdor Court Civil Riahts injury lawsuits. ( Pletta­

t1ff's Declaration 4 of 9 Ex.I 4,2,J2) 

3.5 Defendant tahrs intantiorudly deceive the ·Plaintiff and the Cont of the 

legal fact that the Court ts Ordiar nu.miting repf'fU!IE!ntation" that he reliea on. 

necessarily requires an "tncapacitatad person" "findt.01", tl"tereb1 raising the 

jurisdtcitonal fact et 'i&SU$ 1 as to whether or not th• di.ct.ates of Chapter ll .88 

RCW had been followed by Defenda.nt tahrs. (Plaintiff Declaration 2.J.,4,S,6, 7,,9._ 

and Exhibit No."J4") 

l.6 It ta a 8 Rl6terial fact at issue as to whether or not Defendant Kahrs is 

fraudulently attempting to deceive this ling C.ount:1 Superior Court into believing 

that be was unaware of the legal fact that a court order lf.m1t1rtg attorney 

representation a1~d requiring authorirtation of a court appoint.ed trustee, ( 

Pl.aintiff•a OPPOSITION to Defendant's (DMSJD) 2 of 



(f.:X.!il, 15) (Kah.rs' client-attorney o:.x1t.ca.ct) 1n.:....ar(.;!(1tly cr~taa ar1 unethical and. 

uriconstitutiCIOdl oonflict of 1nte.t"ab't1 by w:~hicle of *thical and fi<li..JCiary duty 

K 0137, 101*11*,1i,*14*, 15) 

3.·1 As Clearly an.i conclusivcl)' cNidenced t7t th~ transcripts of the 'l'hur-

~:>ton county superior Court Civel Rlghts lawsuits pr:<X..~i.r1g3 that too trial 

court ootermined thdt Gl~ly was cx.n1?'J,tent: and that ho had a rtght to oo repre­

Stmte.::i by ~l, SQtU(M •. u~ch 18,2011HparJe 7) t11:. o.J.J~'e: Mc. B~ly is .:w1 
able indi.v.i.dual ot 112 IQ wno•s capabla of functtonin91 ca~le of t.~1nk1n".J 
capable of going to the law library, and even as we twl seen up until this 
week, ca.pabla of subuitting ~J.saic.ns to tOO O.JUrt with res~ to M~ 
ments of the oanplaint. (February 11 2013) (~ 4) M.R.B~:"And I 
would like to have Attorney Michael ii.a.tit'$ caay on with this,. but I riav-a 
~terod sa'OO JUnd of prcbl.Eln ·even though he has OOel1 ~ to take i.t 
oo orld to ge't art new exirert declarationa to SUfi?Xt my ~nt:a.l an.i phys1ca.l 
handicap. (January 25, 2013)(page 15) TH.fl: a:AJRX: so ~'hell I say, Mr.i.d.~tely, 
that you have the right to nave CU1 attorney file, what I'iu ~Yin9 is you 
w'lva the riyht within teo days, but C:.Vl attorney has tha right within 21 <:Sx'S• 

3.B Material facts at iuue are crootOO by 1.~t, Attorney H.ahrs accer­

Aing $35,uoo.oo fran a 0 S?JC:J.al care Nee.ls '.t"rust11 to represent and .,lneapacitated 

dia.nissal o.f said throo 'fhurston eounty Superior CO' .. n:t Ci.val Rights lali$uita; 

$3S,ooo.oo to Attorney Kato to cproviae tt>.a legal assistimca to Plaintiff Bl.a.Ka)y 

ttt.ttt Attornay Kahrs refwmd to provioo.(i:;x.# 1,2,4fr,•u7K 

J.9 ·I'he fo.re:Pi09 inherently raise,s thr~ genuine roat@..r.li,;\l jurisdictional 

facts at iss-Je, to wit: 
(A) Did the so-called uS?Qeial PeI."5al Care N1 ... ~s 'l'Cust11 Court avtM: law­
fully Obta1.n jurisdiction <:Her Plaintiff Bl&Kely's estate .:.i11'l assets as a 
.. INO\PACI'l'ATID PERS:li0 , wdEN AS 1-iERE, too maiwtes of Chapter 11.88 RCW 
'A'-Gr.re not oo.119lied with, and Plaintiff Bla!<ely was not qi van notice of, 
nor allowed to ~C1pilte in, any of tOO p.r~ings depriving him of 

7..1 / 



him of o.:;introl of hi!:I asuats. 
(rl) woothar or not tt10 Spokana Court head. Jurisdict.ion to Cl:\;,>ate a " 
0aup9la~'ltal need. trust" under iJrovis.i\'JO.S of 42 u.s.c. 1396 p(dH4HA)? 

(C) Were the ltiw."'Sto'1 Cb!.t.nty superior court:; A:,\u1red to ~::3b-ure that 
1?la1nt1ff Blakely was rap,r0$EfitO'J b'f CC>Ur~l in tJ~ t.hree "t'hurston county 
SUperi.or Court Civil Rights la~it.1$ after oo.lng !tiade aware that :+.>l.ainttf :f 
l'.U.akely was being daprived of his right to be represented t,y ~l 
bt~ on a 41S~ial i?et'l301l Care i~ia ·rurst.•m~t restricting ~id 
representation., thereby ooprivitag tile thrt~ 'l:hurstan eounty Civil. IU.ghts 
COl.u:t of cou;:ietent jurisdici.ton to pro....~l. 

l?laintt:ff 's Ha.y 2a, 2015, V~ified Q:);ilyla.int for Legal Malpractice, eri»oh 

of Fiductaxy outy causm:.; the Plaintiff substantial perpctui::~l p.;l.L"lfull ~'tlftering 

~ -1 (; 
f,.; (' v ara is~ of merit us a causat.t..ort of L'1jury by Def~t l'<r3.hrS not. ni:l$istm,;i 

Ex I J' -, 
Blakely in his 2008 F~·.ll O:xupl.aint for di...'Privattan of cz:ttic.-'llly ~ cyan-

oobalmin to prevent neuml~ptic-cat:atooic seizures, f;',x.IJ 101 11, K117t &W,B10-1::: 

In rGferenc~, to Lief~.nt 1 ~ tt5 aec::Uon" or (£~1SJD) th:-<!re tu i.JGT a "loyal-

tor thTJil~ client. Bl.c1J~·~ly 1.Xiclari:1tion B10-19 
une1a-1a 

Paye 3 (OHSJB)0 ( 1) r:tabJli t~ funds tie held L'1 ctn individual trw:t account 
$!!,tl68.~~~'5d tAe.8 sfmt1Y~er 
trust account"._. 

t-"age 4 {C»"SJO) Line 1-4, 0 ••• Eeftlt'e t.can.sferring irQ'lef frat{ the txust. 
account for his services mndei:-001 l<".r .Kahrs :r:r..ll:tni­
t:.t~ his billi..n9» f.or legal se1vioos on Mr.Ela.key's 
oonaU ralata::l to the p:::ist....oonviction and med.Leal 
Ii4tte.t"$ to ~'>tis for app.r;cval. n 

l)e.cl,f\2-9 
E',L!\ll(l'.I~F·s ~l'I'ION 10 DE1-"I.il:6\N'i''S (Dr•lSJO) 4 of 



'1.1"'le oo:fa.~1t is &JeeiVirY:J too O::ti.Jrt, wheel the ootUa.l fact clearly srK.-ws 

hi& 011ly cillin'-3 of 5 y~;(j later of ~June . .t:J,2014. L'.;}d.tibit No.1~ loo r~fend&,t's 

the proc::sJdurrJ" t .. ~t 1.n hi.~:;; 2007 ?'cderal Civil JU•;1'hts 42 u.sc $1963 c:ourt c:ioo, as 
lfl810-19 

i:i dep.ict.;;~d r;y- thu D•2!'Clacntic~1~, letters of(f.)c.:hibit51 6 1 7,t~,.9,10,1'1 (i, t:teclet.ra.ti.C>nJ 

KiOd.t·o:J ~~2,713.27 to -;~t Ju:u:~i!-'ri::-ev.111<1 tv 0withJr~:..'tW 111~ :c.:..'<" .. antation° this 

c.L"OOt.00 legal ethic<d ••·i~luct "'oy r...~vif.c_I;(' l<Arihrs and hiu detense l~ f.>20-.2J 

contvrt.00 to ~9 oofeodant .r>:.ahr.s le:;al malpractice. fA.<:l11 1f1J,D2S,29 

.t?iJUN'I'1Ft<"1 $ c;oPO.StTION 10 iJtl'"'ElIDA;\il'"S (£X·j,,'iJ!)) 5 of 



atte;.t}pting to o~t ... 'lin daily cyai.rcobalamin (iH 2) to ;:.rO'l/i.-fnt r'.t.."Ut'Ol.eptic-catab"A"l.i.C 

6eizu.res; which c;~~J Blak.ely to f.:tll with h1;).~ stfd~..::~ J~ 200d,, t~1 ciU"Ch 

i? 1.d.1ntHr. 



' -,. - f , 

34 • 3~, 4C1-45, 33,·~~ 

211 10l2,352 P.3d 18"! (2015) n!:l 15, 20; fn 1-7,.1) 

160 t'ln 2d 317,330, 157 P.'.U a59(2007) Thi.r.refore, (D~'1SJD) must be denied l! 



t-"or S~y JU:Ji.J:uent Oi.li:li.rdss..11 of 11/16/15. ?a9e 2 line 14-16,'*He Wt.ti receiveo 
aavar~ pt;>i-&isiston f1U''il th%J 1.rU&tea to c.U.s.buroo ard ~eturn all r~Mi.oing 
futr.1.s upon t:e.n1.irut1on of the attoma:;-cUent .t"elat:iorulhip with 2la1nti.f f. 0 

This craabs a. highly 01.JISPVi~!:) .. uateriJ.ll issue in linas 19-24 of page 2. 
"ln short, Mr. al~ly a::u1 shclN ro set of facts to defeat Sl.fllM'l' jw~~t 
~ l~ canrvt •ooet his bUr'..ien of pro-Juction oo ald'l ~1.al ole~1t'. 
of his causes of action. msMr. .Kahra did not .re:;.r~t Nr. Blakely on hl:a 
ctv.U :natters" he haci oo duty of care to Mr. Ula.i.i;ely for~ matt.era, 
and , .. tr. a.\lkaly sustaJ.naJ no~ t.m11 any act or cmniaion b'f Mr.Kahrs'! 

Plaint.iff'i;i ~la.int~ 2 U 4.4 ·~ 4, 20091 as adv~ pa.ymoot to 
Kahrs to ~r~ and file t\l/O assault, '110di.oal nelpract.1c& injury O'l'fiPliU.nts. 
Ard al.so to pre~ and file a ~laint for ~'i of alakely's l~l 
~and lllallUSCJ:'ipt." 1{4.5 AU9USt 26,2009 ~!<a.TB went ~h 
too 1~1 do..~ts, to ~Lt> 14 t"lia(Jicii 41.ltoorltS, ••• refused to re~ 
alakely1 s Fedaral Right CO:njlla:&.nt use 42 § 1983 ;tl!l:.U.cal ~iial.practioo CQ19latnt." 
Exhiblts tiOS. 1,2,3,S,K11J,Kl8.,k117._, 11*1 111 13, 14*1 15 . 

Thu Defendant's cnutssioo and tailuN to ~uce a copy of client.....ettt:omey con­

tract, alCM."19 wit.h ~""'tiirwtsiva answers to J.J1ble~taries and the non-proJucticn 

of criminal CMa doc\.lxv.mts frau trial la~ ~t ~Y ilf1Cl 81.akely's pr~ 

an att:onv.;;r1•s ta11uro to maintain ~sonal int~ity in a sitw..tt.ion WOOrid the 

attoruey seeks to ndcaliw., ~other tha.n thil OJUJ.t or his client. Kah.r:~_,.• 

a.ttoGOay-c:lient too billt.nq of 5 years aftttt receipt oo June ,iJ,.2014 is sub­

.atant1al proffe~ GV1dence to sup;ort tho Plaintitf'Zf canpl.aint of legal mal­

p&4Ct:i.Ce, atd breach of fiduciary duty il.Od c.aru f01:· tna 0 o-a.:.m it of Ola.l.r.elyn 

t:Khibits t-b. 11 21 11, 14, 15. Al.exalldec v. &.\nf«d1 1t;1 Wll.AP? 1351 140,, 325 P.ld 
J41,J51 ni,58,69 (2014. ::-

In a &"\ltmari J~it Motion, the iJUtden iS on the trovir~~ party (l.):jf0t~t 

Kahrs) to dsnonstrate that ther& u no ~l'.li!ltl 1&.'100 as to a Hlitterial fact and 



IV. EVIDE~CE TN OPPOSITIOM TO DEFENDANT'S (~SJD) 

that were rer:'1 .. i vwd b(&fore th<J r'efi:mi.t~vitl·a.~ain5t th~ Phd.ntiff's per~!ltssion, and 

in c.:onfHct tv licen.sf.;jri netectt Vf.ll' 't.fl:rio ·rorre.:;• ::c att:empt9 to verify such recan-

pag~ bri~f supporte-d l:iiy tl">e "Jo.tort:r..e-d Affidavit of f!ohM.e .Juiffez.1.Tre-vtno•s 

..t..flJ!h,.......R'ecautetlon. (Plaintiff's lst E'.xhibit lfo.12 I~ I !nvesUwi,atnr ~,rhaley'~• fledarl'\­

? tton ~nd search r~port) 

Durin~ 2om, Plaintiff 1natled to Defendant l'ahrs '1!l pro!}Osf.d ',,,'rit of Tff."ihoas 

:'ind copy of naiirely•s 'J/~-9/05 Verhat'f.w !?eport and a req1.1est for h:ii.m ti'.I cormnmiic214~_ 

Pt...\JSTIF'F'S OPPOSll'IO~ 1'0 Df.FE.!'tDANT'S (!:NS.JD) q 
L'17 



('l't-:OR.'\) .i?CW 11 .9f:.IJ\il70; n'l.3/frt2; (Ir·IDPA) fillll, 180 icin.2d 201 1 :.l.'2 P.J..J 7:15(2014) 

/fnJ,n1 atS23,n:t,1.2,n1S,nH>; U:ND?A) Jdekst'"..n, 180 ~~.2d :J.01,322 P.3d 795 (2014) 

~UP?-'"itt.irr..J legal .:..'lillpL·acttce, b~ of fiduciAr}' Wf"! Of? CAPJ;) • 

Aa.J11~.ta:~, Def\U'ldant t'.aiu:'& ~a 12, lu~ 14-l 1 ( l) 0 ;.Jr .r-"'iuu-s i.nV.;;tSti.~t:1a'I 

(f:xhwi.ts t41 516, 7, 14, 15) ('J:oo £\-10 t:hro1.t':lh G-l!J ot Blakelt orxlarattoo is cQr.ro­

lated. with m':r>lt ing to ncf en:iant i<ahcfi Moti-\)0 t'or Slll:ritliirf Ju;i-~ner'Jt ( U'illu). 



... e"u~ u..u:miootioo of t:ht;} atto.i.:'.nay-client r-..i!lationshi? with .Plaintlff11 ... ~~1 

~!>l&;;_. 
r~iv.inc; &:tvancr~ ~wi.oo fr!Jlu th~:: 'l'l:U\Stee1 "for nl.w..;ely'fl> t~>1,1ef1ttt ? ? 

!)war v.Sm1th(2015)J42 ?.Jd 328, 185 ~,in.A?v•544 .f.v~~ $1.J;;p;Jrted fin.Un;) ~n 
~)cl~-~ 

of fiducl~:t wrt and c.;J;1tract a~ce..ooot of dutt of Ci.':1.r0( for ~fit of ;;.J.~ly 

of fact (Y.931 94 st~in~ ~lf-in~t) with Judge '~in13 notatioo fQt th0 
/J-#k 
~1t:. o:t slak.ely) Too mia.r:~sent.atioo is a cause 1n fact ana l~l oau1utti..al 

ot injury upon injurt to !)lakaly. n2, 14,151 45; 'feaylor v., t:~U; No., 70414·1-I(.2014) 

smith v. t>.r:Gat.on Gates ElU.s, LLP, 1J5 ~·J-a.Ayp.659,SFA(2006)eause in foct r&fmra 

to the ".but for" ~ of Y'4hrs deliberate proeraatination to cDitt"act 

the real ~pert or. O.U:lo Eellabarl:a, 8/26/09 aral/or or. Willi&~ t.at~u {t:x~fi 
~1.ogist Neurol.ogwt 

15,K117) ~....s in conflict with i.~»tpert nurse wenctle. (!MDPA) i'~snall. No. ~oo, 

.Page 1~ .... 13, in the 0 1.ntcre.et Of cltanttt ~.K9:3,94 ·.-;as Jr&f.ted in tho nS!:::i:..:i-' ... 
·j&I ~ 

lN'l'EP..t:Sr" i;md ooricnf-*nt of Attorney Mhrs and NOl' ·ro 'I'HB 0 flr'!lm:Fl·r Of' Bf ... \KEl::Jtn 

to ritfKXNer nu "rurantzw RfJ::ANl'Al'IO.'i .U'FIDAVI'l~ o:r r~obb.ie Juarel:-'.tn.11Vino and 

0. Bl.akely'.s 50 page uz:ief that would h~ve ~)ratoo BW.ely in 20~ of a wronr;J-
~ 

ful oanvicttoo. Attorn'~'/ Mhra h...qd ;..'l.°ld created a "OOTI..CW:t1"il'..../lt.TlURNl7.i,. cont:rct. 
(Exhibit No .. 1 ,2,K.93,94) ooc. C()l)Cuals too <.:x:lntr.1ct. 



::should oo Ji.a.•d~Q'.'i • Wti:::n the.re ,'.Jra ••iJrr/ di.spub.Xi iss~">$ th.a t:ieb;:r~'1t'ti (r.:.t•;....s.JD) 

.:rust oo di.s;rtissad. 5tdtQ v. A u Optto1i.cs Cot'.'i?1 1b:ttf~oJ,92C-25,328 P.:ki ::H:3(201 •i) 

~ Ad.hrs t?UrforrcaJ ,'\Ew!'f;R 'l'HB Cou1"t: of A.9p3ala sancticrw Bl~lt and dt.arJ.oc:A:J l 

Mtu:;s deoeiwd a vulnerable client Dt..~ 3 1 200'.1 OHDE.'R ~~pared by hlm in hi..s 

Llipaet on the tait."111eSS of the 9rocec.>i:.H.fi:is aadolfr...era.tt.l o::inoo~.~'l.t.,. Duties and. 

00U .. 9a.tions of an attox:ney tc..l 1nt¥1ty,, ~oo loyalty. (UWA) M .. :-irsheil, No.200,302-

Si;'.Jl'.lf .refelcts i:.x1 a lawyertJ 0 selt i.ntw:est0 and duc:ept.too to a clie..'lt. (!f"'.D.i.'A, 

i'et~soo No. 10J1J(1993) i;)t.h1cal obligatial:; to client.(!NDP.i\) Sek.~, ~\o l.131 c 

l.~o 



~. \ supra VZilal 3.2-J,5 and F.xhit1lt r-!Q. 14 
c;,-

"'·· ff',\_,.....,. Ii,, The S~1n~.J O:>Unty superiot• ·Court (nC'~4.08.060)4pprovaJ clis~"'nt of 

Blakely• e; t.ru:»t tu.rirJs to '~ttm'tK<J' H1chdel Yahrs without propar Noti.ce t.o Ralph 

Hadard Glw.ely. 'fh~ propoaed mischaractertz.ru "clw1oua0 couzt order W'd!J int;E;...>fl­
........_ ~f lo/ 

tionally D!.l.\P".t1'.:1J El\' t-~R."MilRSl K 931 S4 a$ Juc:l739 '!'aniJkin.-; d{kla to tttt!~Ut of! 

Hldkely ? 1 

1.(rx-BJ.O) f'.k1'JO 15, ttwith t.he •rrustee's apprc-val." ~ aga1n..rt Pl..aintiff •3 

oojection* UOa,~.111SU<ahrs hired M "un\1i~'WfJ irwesU~fator Kindred, who was 

~KI~ ru't ''I'ffe Gf<.4Nf eout«i PilOS'rXl!rt)ft(e&l EX.*8 lt!tte.rs a.'1d Affidavit of 

U~lS()d t)lteetiW Mario A. 'l'orru. f{ 3& ~.No.8 

a) tJnlioenr~ed inv0sti~tor inti&rviewd Mr. J&~z , J/11 in o&11 atwpt to 

have RObbte Ju~rez-Trsvino w.tthdr.fllw hb recantatloo. (:Sae Aff idaVi.t of o:tio&, 

E:S;.i.nosa, Hlak.cd.y cocralat.x! with 3/9/2005 Veti»t~11 ne;;x..rt RP 630-65:l l 1 l 

b) i\ahr3 ttrepeate-'Jly'' st.aterJ " his t.ridl t.0$tiJJ.-ony that Mr. Blar.ely offt;..~ 
£!! to ~ hkl\ $«>,00> -.TI to kill nr. Blakal.y's lilUe w -
dll.i}S wn t:NthfUl." 

$ 
N~:U '!}l:".'t~ aa:::atfuB to th<~ true ~~'\.shiJl.iiton Dcpart:nent of t'Orr(;...'Ct ion "mr.ate 

9lao...""Dent reoordi>" clearly fi:ho'Jint:J Blakely bet111-1 in a differ·2nt orUJcin at 

the specific tLii(!1 dabia of Jwu:ez-'.r·revtno•s ~wc1icatQJ offer ot solkitatioo 

with Mc. elake.ly **October ? to OE.':ICGllber 16,2002** (*P..i 629-6401645-6!-2.l. 

Exhibit rro. a 'I'he ·rrdnJ1K:.ci'1t u ver1 clear and cotrzxborated with "inmate 

pL.~,lJent re::orc.<s,. that .SL.t.fitely absolutely dJ.d nr.Jt OlT~iunica.te with I1revtno. 

ccoos and ea9i00$a had an a::~t with ·rrev.tno, nix to U$G the Recantation 

Aff1(1aV1t until '.r.t"GVino had new identity in ~.t.co. 

c) ~ 15, thu <.x.;intot"tud lil;es 19-lJ ts ino:ndstaa-it with ala'{aly 'a 

critical t'lE'.ed of a tVeu.ropsycholcqiat, Nm.u::ot.oxioolor-;Si$t: nr • .Raya.ionrl Stngar oef:ara 

MA't 2010 filing of the two officer assault ctvtl rights <n119la1nts. f:"..ahrs refused 

to hue or. carlo Eellaba.rta 8/26/09 dn.l procrastinated in hirin9 or.&~ only 

IOO uu;;:; attar ttte t'fO civil .rith&s c::ases were dl&U&sed causing injUQt u~ J.njucy. 



{ti''lSJ0) ?:lse 16 is C\.1titoi:te:d to t<.:s.ct that iJh,k~ly dtt.:.t:'!i!f,t£:.<l. t1:> cx.;iri:.vunk:ii;t~ •.•ith 
D.t'• Sir.t.;tvc .,md or no d'vai.l, l:A:.~-JUS~ the two ,:;iss.ault. civil rights o:.;:.;t.?lai.nt~ on 

th~ i.SSU<J load.in~ to r>i•:Ki.ical negli~,nce ha'J alr~.sady b:~cn .:.H.s..nissro due t,:: l.1ck 

o.t ex~rt neui:op.'Sycnoic~~i:.'it rf~;t;:irt, ,..~s a ;.~lH..'<:~rrZtt~ Jt.'i:L"iy bi attorni:..:y Karu~., at; 
a udit::;;u.tad i:~~ue" clefarly r;h;;,"'.>Vn tiy actu.~l de,t<Gs o.l:: Thi.trstc1.n County ("(,rurt ui.;;;nii.~szr.13. 

/(J /r1 S:tD) . . . . 
bl<ikely • ~ rt:~?ll'· to- µ.Jo,,}t :s is contrary art:::.~ inconsistant n\lliithin t~ c-0ntB;·~t0 

John ~1illor, or. D.3vid P.-,;,:rhnutti::~r on the aefici1::.n-::y 1:;,f co:;.)alas1in letic~ing to ttH:.: 

l~ {,if oDmce,. fac11;'Ud, net.lro-s:rnaf:.;ttc-1:1enJrttt~~011:-J1i(.\11n-shei.=tt.h sh;;.rt-c1rc:u1t 

a rnater1'3l issue of tact that KAHHS 2013 lett.Grs on th.;,~ critically ftrW(ial cyanoo-



IrlCQ,-i$isU::.r1ci;.;1e ~f Kt.1hr!i 4~.lfx;l.f;x. KHSI, 1/15/14; i'.156,5/11/1·i and r~1.:ti:B,:?/4!8/1 '1 

" l ':jet')lla.t'3llt do not ta.~~ ;;-~tc:ll cases ~.;:i.i:se th~y ure t'lXt.r(Xi.1el¥ WJ.ple;; <i;--:&n:J. 

c. (L\·UJD) ~;a 17 i.:>la.intiff has 1~hoit.m ~~av~ri:ll p.ri.cria faci•3 11i!J:GHi ... 't DlSPUt'.l~Du 
material i~sues of fd<.."'ts, legal malpr(.\i...."'tic-e, nfi~li~ei:oo, 
C:.\JnO~ltt11;1nt, l"JVi.Uti'lfe &l:S:Wt;,t}&f ual~ate L!ipro~ prt:?Ji.Cd­

ti.on of Spok.ano COW;t Order K 931 94 without Noitioe to 
Blak:.ely. HO.J4.0S.050 for tba Detruv.:Jdnt's "solf-.tnte:,e5t 
enr!ohnn"lt in the financial eix9loit-.ltion of an innocent 
adult. E.Xh.ib1t No.2 

a ~1ial of thd oot~t •s Mott.on for su:miary J~t l..)is:;1.Lssal (LYiS.Jt'.i) 

f?I .. !\IN'"l'IW's OP.P-JSIT.ION ID Dfi.7 £NOf,.,..".fl''S (tl,~UO) 15 



?> \.1 \, 
fie tortua of neurolei;tice-ciltatonic: $1.!'izure.~ .and hiii!art spa1jJr.~ ~tt~c:tu~. Hut this t"'<~"'~v· 

is not a m3teri1d is:!ifaa of f,Jct for medical care. 

l.S'f 



Defeod(1nt 's (D!'8JD) p~ge 18 antl \:ahra'Decl are llli~le.:l•iin~ the C',ourt, wh.itn 

Plaiotiff ~as pr!!~Dt~d prima faci.e genuine issue.- of material fact. conceallftt:int 

contract, evasive i:ms~r5, lack of production of docum6ntEJ by the Defendant. 

A. Standard of revtev by thQ Court focuses on th• Defendant showtn~ a prtrna fac.1tt 

of elements; which the Defendant has not accompli8"'le-1. Therefore the Court must 

viev all factB l!ltlti r"9onabl~ tnfeol"enceia to be con$idered in ligllt ~ost favorable 

to thl! NOR""r-:WY.tug p.~.rty (Plaintiff 81.akely) and all questions Of lew f.IN reviewel't 

de no\>o. Cr 56 'I'he Dafoodant •s Motton for (DMSJD} should be detd.ed. 3unrett v. 

Poag's Corp. Ioe. 117 VnApp.:'.lS, No.4Q65l-t-!(1.00'l); Issaquah Educ,. Assoc. '• Issa-

quah School Dtet. 104 iln ?d 44'3 b&Md on contract, duty th& (Di.if~JO) mu..flt hP deni~d. 

Br .. r •• Mt.Vent0a Sch,. Dist. 34 Yn. App,.192(1983) alleging hreach of cor!ltract, 

conflictin3 ~1arattona cro-at!ns e dbputmt material i•su of fact. 

t .Defendant lahrs evasl •e ansWfl"s to interrogatories, refusing to produce l~~al 

documents as he r•que!!lted in ·e:xM.bits r. 65-Ql bt.lUug review)tahrs has refusetd t.o 

mail the Plaintiff all "e-mail doc.uHnts to and from spurgettai, letter to Superi­

ntendent 'Jarner 2/15/14 J letter to t»r. Ua~nd, copy of NOA Moti.on, 1/14.14. 

(IMDPA) Mce'~rth, 118 'Jn,.:.?d 280;298,(2013) had the duty to disclose material facts 

at issue; omisedons, COflCEl'alment a.re material :l~~ue,s of fac.t prohibiting e 'Defend­

ants' notion for Suaary Judg!Mnt. J~t •• Borehalt., l!Jt.al. 174 Wn 2d 7'~0. 

279 P.3d 110(2012) nedtgent r1tbr!l!!pre.!tent;1iton and hreAch of cont:.raet. br(l<..aeh of 

c~n law fiduciary duties, ft'eudutent eonceatment, that remt\i:lls a genuine mate-

rial issue of f.1.tct of contract co."lC~alQnt. Bowen •.Corporate Prop. I0testors" .......... ....,.,..,_~-, -·---·•·-"-~;.-.. -- ~ -·· ___ ,_,,,,.. ... ,,,..,......_~ ... ___ ... -. 

Nt,"t. ::v,s~~2-7-1; 1'5 l.tn.A1'!:p.tn76(1Q<;i1) n IV (A) dbebtltties RCW 4. l6.190z RCW l l.~fl 

03) c.~~;~~:!!!!!!1t ("1f <':.~~.trei~ CR 1"5(c) lc~E.t'-' or should h~ve l<nown tr.'hite '•Jons v. 

Ma.tt~U.~ia,CIPp. 101 Wn2d 5~4.348; 6:)~ P.2d ~~7{1985);Ther& itJ 8. genuina M1U·rtal 
• _,.v~· ·•'' >,.• . ._.,.,,. ,,. .......... ,--~----

Issue of 'faterisl fact as to whit:Tther r~fe:ndant ~ahrs concealment. of contract 
..,,, ... , . .,,,,.._,._'1r;:. .., ... ,..~~ ... ~-~'~ ·"'"···i·•v··~~~- .... ~-~"·,.~ ......... ..-. ,_.......,......_........, -·-...,.-.. . ...,, •. ,,,_._,,,.., ""'·'~""""'"' ,...,,,,_. 



from other iomat!Hh 

f'lt\terf JanulirY 5,:lOM. ,A:1·,.,f ri(,f/t•-i,ftl)r{l lc'.,;._fr- <:"f /'· .--~ 
'-;CCC H l A M; 1Q1 Con<;tantine ~a~; A~erdeen, WA 9~15'.21'"!-0504 f '1 . 'I l '.~ 1 



EXHIBIT38 
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Judge: Laura c. Inveen #48 
Hearing: 1/22/16/11 :OOam 

Telephonic Heari~g; _ 10 
360 537 1800 ~ 1?' c 203 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 

RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY' FOR THE COUNTY OF KING ,.... 
Pl intiff NO. 15-2-12980-5 ~EA 

vs. a ' NOTICE FOR HEARING 
MICHAEL CHARLES Kahrs,et.al., SEATTLE COURTHOUSE ONLY 

Defendants (Clerk's Action Required ) (NTHG) 
TO: THE CLERK OF THE COURT and to all other parties listed on Page 2: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that an issue of law in this case will be heard on the date below and the 
Clerk is directed to note this issue on the calendar checked below. 

Calendar Date: 1.22.16 Day of Week:. __ F_r_id_a_y _______ _ 

Nature of Motion: Plaintiff's OPPOSITION TO Defendant's (DMSJD} 
CASES ASSIGNED TO INDIVIDUAL JUDGES - Seattle 

If oral argument on the motion is allowed (LCR 7(b)(2)), contact staff of assigned judge to schedule date and time 
before filing this notice. Working Papers: The judge's name, date and time of hearing must be noted in the upper 
right corner of the Jud~e's copy. Deliver Judge's copies to Judges' Mai/room at C203. 

[ ] Wi~hout oral JUQ1.+1J1el')t lM~ri-0fri) ] With oral argument Hearing 
Date/Time: 1/ LZ/ lb/ 11.u elm 
Jud e's Name: Laura C. Inveen Trial Date: 5/33/2016 

CHIEF CRIMINAL DEPARTMENT- Seattle in E1201 
[ ] Bond Forfeiture 3: 15 pm, 2"d Thur of each month 
[ ] Certificates of Rehabilitation- Weapon Possession (Convictions from Limited Jurisdiction Courts) 
3:30 First Tues of each month 

CHIEF CIVIL DEPARTMENT- Seattle -- (Please report to W864 for assignment) 
Deliver working copies to Judges' Mai/room, Room C203. In upper right corner of papers write "Chief Civil 
Department" or judge's name and date of hearing 
[ ]Extraordinary Writs (Show Cause Hearing) (LCR 98.40 1 :30 .m. Tues/Wed -re ort to Room W864 
[ ]Supplemental Proceedings Non-Assigned Cases: 

(1 :30 pm Tues/Wed)(LCR 69) [ ] Non-Dispositive Motions M-F (without oral argument). 
( ]DOL Stays 1 :30 pm Tues/Wed [ ] Dispositive Motions and Revisions (1 :30 pm Tues/Wed) 
[ ]Motions to Consolidate with multiple judges assigned [ ] Certificates of Rehabilitation (Employment) 1 :30 pm 
(without oral argument) (LCR 40(b)(4}) Tues/Wed LR 40 b 2 B 

You may list an address t at is not your residential address where you agree to accept legal documents. 
Sign: Print/Type Name: ____________ _ 
~# (if y) Attorneyfor: _____________ _ 

Address: · City, State, :Z:ip -~-----

Telephone: ?Lb - "11-- /f60-lf.( 11: Date: I j z il /G,. 
oo NOT usE THIS FoFfM FOR FAMILYL-AW OR EX PARTE.,MoTfoNs. 

NOTICE FOR HEARING • Seattle Courthouse Only 
ICSEA 
www.kingcounty.gov/courts/scforms 

SC 01- , I -:;-

Page 1 



DECLARATION OF MAILING 

LIST NAMES AND SERVICE ADDRESSES FOR ALL NECESSARY PARTIES REQUIRING NOTICE 

Name ;Fl King cbg'j:Jl SU~erior Court 
Service Address: 516 Third Ave E609 
City, State, Zip Seattle, WA 9810&. 

Laura CC Inveen #48 
Clerl<Jame KiRg County Syperiorourt Judge 

Service Address: 5 J 6 TM rd he. Rm C 203 
City, State, ZiP·--cS~eH:laHiit'l"t+.1~£>-r, -'i!"J.TA'I;-. ~~,;.;Q;;-}*"0b"""l-r __ 

WSBA# Atty For:. ______ _ WSBA# ___ Atty For:. _______ _ 

Telephone#: ----------- Telephone#: -----------

Name ~g~~Re~gM~rm:;v:Pit Name _____________ _ 

Service Address: 901 l<'iftb Ave. Suite 140oService Address:. _________ _ 
City, State, Zip Seattle, WA 98164-1039 City, State, Zip __________ _ 
WSBA# Atty For: WSBA# Atty For: ______ _ 

Telephone#: ----------- Telephone#: -----------

Name ___ -------~---
Name. _____________ _ 

Service Address: _________ _ Service Address:. _________ _ 

City, State, Zip. __________ _ City, State, Zip. __________ _ 

WSBA# Atty For:. ______ _ WSBA# Atty For:. ______ _ 

Telephone#: ----------- Telephone#: -----------

IMPORTANT NOTICE REGARDING CASES 

Party requesting hearing must file motion & affidavits separately along with this notice. List the names, addresses and telephone 
numbers of all parties requiring notice (including GAL) on this page. Serve a copy of this notice, with motion documents, on all 
parties. 

The original must be filed at the Clerk's Office not less than six court days prior to requested hearing date, except for Summary 
Judgment Motions (to be filed with Clerk 28 days in advance). 

THIS IS ONLY A PARTIAL SUMMARY OF THE LOCAL RULES AND ALL PARTIES ARE ADVISED TO CONSULT WITH AN 
ATTORNEY. 

The SEATTLE COURTHOUSE is in Seattle, Washington at 516 Third Avenue. The Clerk's Office is on the sixth floor, room 
E609. The Judges' Mailroom is Room C203. 

I certify Mailing of Plaintiff's 18 page Opposition to Defe11dant' s (DMSJD) 
supported by 9 page declaration of 15 exhibi~s ( 2/irf//-s 

NOTICE FOR HEARING - SEA TILE COURTHOUSE ONLY 

;<:~1 r.Ji /J. i5te.fi.dt gr17 C/95 
.5 cc c ).JI A 1'1'/ 

Page 2 



R"t.Pa ·rov"~;} Ht.AZ~LY. 
Platflttff, 

'.fIGHA€1 .. C1 !J\,~Lr.;·.:; i\AJRS, '~t:.a l., 
f\q f ·'"t'l'f '?tllt·1. 

Ju.h~-~= Li'.H"',1 foV":'!n 

!''.t~idit~·t 
i~i.Htri l~: l /'J'l/2'"fl ~1 
TeL~plvmk J~~rltlc$ 

~~. !~2~12~~~-5 ~~A 
?L\Pff!r.""t:"' ~ nr.:ct.AlUTIQV Pl 
~lJPP')~T ')F' ()Pi)J$T'f1'1'.)"f ·ro r:p:;: 
ll:r.';:-f.l'\i')t, '<JT' '-1 ·'fOT!tJ"~ F'f)~ 

'~U''.'l..\~Y "fr'}i'f'?\i'T rn:~;.,ft'-'.'~41, 

f..CR 7 

:.!., T"i~ ~·:!'nutn~ ml:\terf::l? t'.'Js1Jl! of fact ,uf~&~, ~hen .~ l:tlllY~r t'lk~a or t>.CC"~­

pts n1,rn1.·')1 fr\)~ thd client Ufldllr d!!dOU9 pret#!n~;, and the'1 ,'!ft~?' HY<l! 

:~:'>"''• "~·1lu:·~ av~·i~3 thn i.nt(!rr<>~11tor1 {)f "wfv:tt !mr1eftt r1r re"J1.1te'·iU '·!r,lt'l.k¥.d y 

r-~c::1tve fr<l:J? th•:.> L"JWf'll" fo<;) Mllil'ls <7f it; ?.'l,t~'11'),r)<1 t'lat mH been if".!ch1cte1 fr,;,n 

f \t.{-
th~f ) 15,·YVJ.1)'.) 1 r.• .. t 1v f. .. " "" 11 'ii i'.,.:1 tl •. ·10• L .. 

?,_Ji ~l't .. 1. f:1~ to:> 'll'tll)' lettfif.r,s 1ud '1echr-~tl':'>il3 of Tf.11<.r~·rv'~:J frf;:owf~'J cfo~r!y s~t}i-/ 
'~~r.r t:ut L..i· .. 1y;:r Kahrs Hd a•lt <t:;:'lt·it "fr• 01,1kRly irl 1)ht.,~i-1fo,~ %}Hc11l r.;.1re i.n prt~on 

f::1r ht!l Yilrious civil ,,,.,,-ucil mct!vr:1ctic~ a11·f '!'l>-~'.rnlt r,011rrJh.fot~. f:'.)!':iMt <lit) 5,~, ~9 
Bi:il:le'i !.li>l>O g~'.!llUin·lJ t<l~t~rhl f.:1ct>i• fh11t rnal<et 1 ha.<; itQt recei vetJ tl ·~1.f)"l 

y,;,arly aupply nf 51YJ '1c:~h (~-l "!) 1>•~cau.1a f.;Wfflr 11"."thr,:; hr~:'lch&d hL; "crn1tr1ct~ 

to ol.ltcJ ln :l per:'ite-ript ten front ''e:tl}i!rt ~~etlrt>p:':>JCh:>lo~ ht: ~(1·rr1t:m~! 'Hng""J?". ''WlFJ 

\\Iii~ htr..,11 hy l~hke ly, !mt f,,;'J~Y"'r Y.<i'lr':t procr11.'itin.atei in •w:. 1dtii~ .1 r.::•t.-:tinl'lr f~~,., 

to Dr. Ray;i1.J11 Hn!l:;.;r, 'i'Of'.Ht it ws too l.;at:e f•>r Dr.~1nger' "J rf!J>Ort to s11pport 

i1bl<~ly'.<J tl/o medical 'l"llpracti.c<t 1111-:t As'!i.;Jtilc V~rifted C:~l.li,bint.'i. l·!v1 ~'1fl '·fc~ 

(3-l"Z) wr.mli have pna:;?nteJ '1h\:elt':; flj3uroleptic-Oat.!tontc $!'j!ll'!tJr~-;. 1.i'l'l tiW.f lc~l 

I ,.. !..ii I i " n '"· ""·..I ~~.n 11 £7/ s officer d~~au t. ~xu.~.t ~a. • ~·~' .. 

\:-,· 4. L.i'ly,:.?r Zahrs (:re»1N1 ••c:1aflict" for Rl'llNly 'rif r1v1kfo.?1£ »'l ~pt:C'lll mlt~ t.•.• 
l)r. 'hn~or's a~rf.!#!11te11t, "th1t h\':+ wtll not. ~fo .1ny wortt h·1yord what "?~~ 'Hs :i r~t:.~l:lll·:r:r 

with~ut prior agraaMilt with '1iehaal fahr!B. 1' Thb st?r>ped 31,i~~ely fro11 0-,tdili!l'i 

! of 'l 



Thta :;topp~i nhk~tv fr<J;it 1')bt:1i.ning ·1 parseriptt?F1 for i:rv1 Vfc,,~ d~ily (a-t J 

th1'\t W{)Uld tnva positiv·~ly i>r'<lV>~nta·:f ~h!.tely'' lo'i~ of n~hnce, ~ye st.;;;ht ,111·:1 

"l. \fa:-. Bl.akel.r ~n·ep"lrei antl Hlad a 41 T::.iC ';e~c 1"1q1 Ct:>mpliliflt agairl~t r>r 

John D. Kenney to obtatn "r,..;.12" to &>rtn•ent c:ttiltonie seiiur" fn 2Yl7 • ,1!td at this 

ti~;, L!lwyer r!:lhr-:. i.11s Ct>1tact.ed to prep,ire rl brief• ~t.:S 1(1 t7 Aft~r the st.;ttute 

of ~"»tr! ye'J!*: liir.'\ t>i.Hon~, Layyi;u· l.!'ahr:<J st.tte'J " th11t th~ :i1T~'i n:-;.t ,·lfl civH litlat:!tiortJ 

which is contrary to nb adYC!Fti~e~nt. E~.f s 11 IS \S- I 
"Conr.e.dma11i:9 <:Oilfltct'' Apri1 ".O• ~.aft.1\U""~u~~r-1--4-w4f~n-t- of 'llakaly's 

t!IO CivH :ught" me1lic11. n<:?gh1t"lt\C"l case9 l.ftts oht:rd11~li by lla~!t1.H;st1>tl ~tt:onr£t1 

';:!!nerd ")~f!1.ffr C·»ms::t! 1');1nh l Jw.1~e. tavy~r ;(ahr" f.~t?'l ''Je>!'l1 "'91';mrt- Nauropsych.:)­

h>iii.:-1t, neur~'.>t,-,xtc;;iloght ~'1111'lt:>nil Singer's r~i»rt; \fhen it W·li " TOO LA~" the 

tllJ ury 11;;::>n foj ury f'uvl <.lccuua 1 becr-iusa Lawyer· :\ahroi <1i:l1.lld ri1:>t l i'.9tOl'l to "l'\lak..t 11' ~ 

r~,:tu~st:J, fl':)t" w'-i.>i.llri i'l'-:t co,n;nntc'lt•l r.tith ~1'l~1h 1 'lgt~>n ltcen'ted Detect 1 v~ "1!1lrto Tor re 'i 

arid !g!1iJ.Cti) Ctlbl).~i'? th3t t'1~y htJ•f ftlr~ady ohtatn(l'd th<~ l>/.1t1Jrfaad Rae!!.ntatkm A ff f '1ni.t 

(>f ~obbie J'.Hr1~.t Tr,!lvhof ~rd th<it Cob·lil '1a4 ti'\.,urdui'1J y scrutintz~1 Bh!t~ly' "i 

co~pl~te tr•1n~cript showing ll 1:1rt>!lK~Ul co1wi.ction of. ill<ik>.ily., Er.11~13• l1r tP.6r:t.6(} 

m_. 71, 72 iho<J,, c~dhihit:1, l~tter of r.ahr~ '7/5/12' t:> Cobi>l!l clearly '3h1>1t 

"co:tf lict" hr Y .. i.l'rlfat' g~\hr:-J aot co·tlllUil'lcat.ing with 0;1?t"letive "hUo Torr.~.s that 

etaltely 1W:ihte<i t.h!t 1l.::ll.hn \:H·Y• !~x'1ibit !fo.!l'i,•5flill,1f1b;~nc;\tO«# fr~; 'Sl,'12,6'!.6/"••• 

1\ 9 L.a· .. 1,11sr· ~ti~u·::t E~iU tt> T:ulor irin1r111 (u0Hcnn3,1·J ·fotecU.'fa wor!cing for 

:';r'2nt CoUfitf) ? ? '71:;.27 to iilflu~ru:e Ro!lbie Ju<:trez fl"rtvirn to (">.!Cant hh~ nee l~r.:ttion 

of ~ec.:1!ltdthii; which h inJury t1pora tnj11ry. Exhibit ?Jo.~ 
it! 

~')W AGC01'WI"lG -ro Idw;1er i{,1hr.'l fe(! !Ji Hing of 'W'lrA !)(' };;!g:; trt:-'Hl ··~ P!,r>fi'\/V) 

for post C•.litvictiilrt rehtf i.n ')t.rit~ v. '.H,lk~ly: thi".'1 hM1tR to 'icm'>1~ 1•!CiJpti;::>ri hy 

k'lvyar Kah.rs:. h'iHn tlecordtn;; to ~~~hrs <:\pak.1rm Cmnty "{1.1parfor l}111rt ·'lr-:k1r of 
. (.v-(1-IZ, 

.dltJ111td ~nly 'Sto,t)('X).ory for post convtcH~ln rt&Uaf. "' ·· 

AGA!N, In !mfendant !!\hrs, 'iotton for ~umi'!Hry fo•fg'.1lf'1t Un~' 1'4 " '"r.11'1.thr~ 

•nait11er a~re\! t'> r•~pre<;Jent '•h.". }}hk~ly in hi-; V!it"C':Ju::11 ctvU ::tattf:l'rB, aor Ji:i t:!v.\! 

Court appr<H'f? use of tha tru..;t: f mv!~ for that: purp·:>~'h '' ''',ir. ~a.hrs tlwed tto i.l\JTY 

TO '.'fr. !Ht.tK14lf for l1!$tl wor!.c t~r:.t vu1 01Jtstd~ tf.}rt. scope ·1f hi.'!i aut:horhei r~pre-

8-~ntation," .-hfenda.nt !ahrs has COM1tedm1srepresentation, decapttQn, fr.iu,1 and 

inJur1 t:o Bbk•lY hy r~"lt:e1"1ng ~15/YXl.OO \If p.:ud.tively 1H•kely'$ h1u·!f~rne·1 
money. •!)efen.fartt \~hr;t ?.F.Pf.Y.,_, pl\;J\1 '..! lfo,.,3 H-16 " ter'1'!1.:11itio11 of tha attor';".ley­

cltent rtlLu:fonship with P!.:d.ntHf, "!r'• nt~"kely." C'l\'1'1.\~Y iO li.n-3 '?J.Q .. 21 

"Mr. Xa!'tr.s did not repraoont '1r. Sfok~ly cm his civil 1Mttl!t9J h.;} hEtd no flJJrY' of 

C4t'9 to "fr. Blakely for tht>;'Jf.t matter9," tfdf:?S r~ cr...rnlifT.J~~f.ATICWSHIP !.0YAt.TY ???? 

D!~CLHA1'trx: OP' ;;L..'\l~T~LY I!!i n?P';)')f!tO:f TO '}u~~'.'lry Ju:I~t!'l(~!lt '? of , 



The C~m1in., flf-'\t•H·t11l i!J~ue fl1a h~M clearly he~n 1Jt•tod A.s •'.i htr,hlr DIS.?r.r!'ED 

"'c.Uent;:,relation9h.ip(il~fen1ant ''1 R{Jply p11;sfi ? , tine·~ 14-1'))''t~ridna:cton of th~ 

attontey cH~flt-ri!l~tt1>1'~Mp: r1ftcr nefon<hitll 1C'1hr"j :;.l:rd·~ t=it11i:fly tl f .,m bil tin.~ 

uft~r five yaar.!I of Jlt'\">Cra!!it.:fon;itfon. ~Nu 'f"ff:'l, f.''lhrn lett$r ;st:iit:lng tlnt"' he 

eou14 not matt to 31arc~ly tile btllncr& of iJ:t.'}..')!'). hasi&:i on f.ttCt thLlt the !Jopartment 

of Cctraetion.s would tak4 half of tt. €1htbtc ~fo. ru 1 l-1, H-.,jJ. .. 13 

7. Ol:1!f';1ndal"it r:<:iht"-'i ("{RJO) p,.15~ 2Hnefa z..,4 i:tJ very de:lr t~ u.1eceuUon ·'lrtd 

t-o 11i!Jtleadin>1 th:~ Coi.t'-"t by .st«iting" ( l) "fr. Kahrs hid no d!Jt'Y ti) rePl'flllttm.r. P.!.akely 

in ht3 ct.YU aeitons: '' (Btrr WHY nrn HP. obt:atn • 15,0n'1.11 fro,.9 Bl>ik«~h ,1nd had 

lUakvlJ stgn a ccntriiiict to pay lahr.a $2W.OO pttr ncur is an iss-ue ot ~teri~l tfc\t 
of ei~vute bt!fore this Col'rt. \ffll' 00~ the r>etendant "eonceai" t:hst: contrac~, ? ? 

Does this coutcact cceate a 001'1 oF CW.f.fif ... Rt::LA'UONSH!P OF Bl<:ikC ly payint& lahrs 

$ 200.01J par hour to repr~s~nt. ~lakely as a loyal cou."l~l of nu confltet ? ? J;_):- ( 

ts. 1.>etendant Llnrs {MilSJU) lineJ-4 tt Hr.Kahrs me~ tu.s fi(luc.i.ary oblig«tios 

to blakely, includin.g accountinl§ tt>r all funct:; eatrustea to ntm." fhb stat«~nt 

clearly cr~teti cl ctir~ct cuent-ru1fltion6h1fJ of Dtll'f A.."iD CAI{£ to '!ihi1:le by t!!>f; 

requ1lsta ~f Bltikoly /1 Hhim .d&or Uva yel.lrs che lJefondant i-naila a tee biHin1!4 1:.Q 

ulu~h Jun.a 23,J.014. t.;dtibit 1'4o. lnt,s f~e bl.lllns to Blakely CONFIRMS thtit cont.ract 
. . I 

t.hat Bl~~ly s.1.~Clt'ld lifith i>i1fendant (ahrs to represent Blakely.{..~( .. U- ij.(]., 

lheretoce Defer.uent t..iithrs has <Sehberately misled the Court. in (L'UrSJD) by 

not produc!nf!t :l copy of that cotltl'act wU1h Bl~kely and not with th~ Court. fhi.s 

Court should consider this genuine issue ot material tact and tli$t~iss the ve.fen­

d~nt' .s (MF5.JD) with pr~jud1c~ as a matter of law.(¥ llf-
ij• l..1ne 1,._15 pa~_, 2 {i'·~'!:>JD) .UleadiD~h when Kahrs t~ecntl.y mailed $6,bCJO. 

hack ot vhidl vu then paid to lawyer kbto t:o do post""Convic.t1oa reltet, thftt 

~c.s ref used to perform. olakely is now asking the Court tor c.orn:wmsatl)ry 

damages tor tbe prolonged encarcuact.ons of four JCM.ts at $Zo.ooo per year. 

ulakcly ttgrt."Us with (Ml''SJD) pag3 tbat blak$'ly is almost bl1nd, suffering pain­

limtt1ng his ab1lt~y t;CJ corre$poncl wi.tb Hr. Kahrs, buc 41Hsreu w.ltb. the ftr 

1iia.1m1er due to thu abovo mant.i.<;ned ht~hly dl.sputed lssua of foet before tht.1 Court. 

& 10. BASRD FACTS THA'f Defendant's (Mf:"SJU) is FUl"IOAM£:t!Af..L'i FLAWED creutl.nt. 

nu~rous prUOedural. legal, jurisdicc1onal and genuine maten.al facts at J.uue • 

.sU. of whtcn cannot b& i_dentiUed un~il &be discovery proce&& nas been comvl~t.cd. 

with tho vroduction of cU.Etnt:.-telat.100 ot>h.gat1on contract. (1. ltt 
o u. Deft!!ndam: A:a.hrs (:Oditllttted legal ~'ialpcact1ce idnd/or csttorney mucvnducc:. 

by sucur1n3 through invalld agreeu"lttnt with .. At.torHJ Spur3et1s to "LUlU'* tO. 



thl,le .repcest£nt.at:i..on of Attorney Ktt.hr~. CONTRARi' to Plaintiff Blak:t.\l,y '.s oost 

1nten.•st. := \:: f u 

fa lL. Dttfendant Kdtll's <ll!\Cttenent with Attorntiy Spurgetl..» root to .represi-:ne, 

f'li!:l-1ntiff hlcik~.ty in Lhe tnr~~ I'nurstvn Gutmty Snpe:nur Q;u.n.: CivJ_J. Hi&hr~s 

1.:.w suit.a an asree.~nt to Jvin an ongotng larger conspiracy to vreveint Blakely 

from obtaining legal aasistance th.fit would rune proven .M.m l.nr1•:>f.:.ent. au:! a 

wronsful conviction. £x J~~-
B 13. D.afen.(iant Kahn. intentionally cvr;mit.tad le;sdl malµrttctt.ce by .1gooclfig 

the m.>;ndcL~ of Rt."W 4.06.UW rt.tqtt1rlXi8 represent.at1on by c.oun&:.l in th~ thre£~ 

Hmrston County Su~i·i<;r Court law.auus; 1,hen he misled the ~pokane County 

::iuperiot Cotu-t t:v i;;Ltdirt '.~ 35,0Gv.w i.;.tf ulak~ly ':'; hard~a1·nt.'t1 tl!Vf•;}Y • [; ilf 
-{ r 

8 14. !)t;!fanctant Pi~~ni·s inr.entionall; c:trcumvemt~d. hit.; fo&'A-il dv~u:.nt·.nts to i:,•t.s-

l~ad thfJ S~1kant~ Cout't to an 0.rder 1L1litin1~ hl& rtrµru~ntt:Jttvtt tt,.£tt ha relies 

on as u dec.eptton t,o hil::' leg.al Dun amt Cl!.u·t:i ot a cbent-:ndt.at;1onah1p. In th1'3 

d~vious :fog<>~l !llc.lli}loula.ttrm of limiting his rep.re$$1!1tat1on viol~tir~g the Uft'rI~$ 

of t11.a wc.tttQn contrelc'C with Blakely to cha:r15e fttakeh $2VJ.OO per hour.&\-(<-{ 

B 15. It ts a tP.aterial faet at isoue as to whethe:r (,,r r'ot l~!end~lut &'a.hrw 

ts. f caudulentl.Y ettemptlllg to deceivtt thts .l\1.ng County Superior Ctxu·t i11to tl~­

bbVltl& that ha was unaware of the legal tact that a Court ''"'dl':cr 11.oiUng atto­

ruey repreHntat.1on and rt!quirin3 author~~1oo of a Court a.ppoint:.eed trustee. 
. . , .. 

~rently cent.es an unethical and uuconst1t.uttonal wuflict of .tnt.,nst, oy 
v~:ucJ.a of etM.cal and i1Jucidry duty t-0 make i>ure fifoUttitf blat<\tly WWii npr&­

sent.ed by coun.He1 th.trins tilt: tht\;;!t: Thurstou County ~;i.1pen.or G1;•urt lawmiin: .. 

U 16. AS clearly <ind C.\mclusit'f:dy ev1<loocf1d l;y tho;; t.r;u1i:c•cr1µc:.a ot thtt Ihur-

;;>ton County .Superior Court lawsuit proceedings thZit the tri~l C<.mrt d-.':ltert:'.lin~d 

c.hat .Pla1nu . .U 1.Uauly W'as cow~tent ruio that 11e had a risht to be t'>iipf'esented 

by counsel. E.xhtbi.t i'<h ''Mr. l$lakely: ' And. I iw'ilUld .hkc to have attouney 

NtcJ1ael KIL\brs C.lirr1· on i.;J.th this• but I hava t~ncotmtercrd £1-011M1 kind Qf problee1., 

~V'~i\ ttough h~ ftc!Jl1i been pat\! to take lt ()ne am.t to r~et my r:~~ i;.r:pcrt dfJ:clttruti.Ona 

tu support :r,y m~,nt,al anll ~nys1cal htltldicap. • March 11.3,2011 pi:4gti! I. [, S-'· 7.-·! ~ 
il 17. tmter1a1 facts J.it issue a.re created by D~fendant Kahrs having !Hakely 

.sian an Attorney-cli.ent-rehtionship contract to represent Blakely at ~ rate of 

~.200.00 f?'i)r noul"' / t.herctore maudatin~ o ftauctary duty tuid cani ot loyalty of 

profes:aoniJi.l cond.U(.;t to abl..de by the Client's requests. Att..o.rney A.ahrt> coohrr~d 

tht& contruc.:t hy accl:f.pting $ 35,000,.00 of lHak~dy'~ btird-earne.d morMoy 1r1 advam::e. 

['«-f-tl{ 

2.!p .. 



a. lo. Pase 4 (l>.11FSJO) Did lahra r&Dder secfices to t-1r. Slaiiely or to AttOIP!l&Y 

J~s P. Spurgec.u. before transfer.ring money from the trust account 1 tlid Kahrs 

v1ola~e the prQfeastonal rules ot"undivtdad loyalty,. i:o a client by "l.1111ted 

represwu:.ation" • but. ereiatud f abrtcatctd services? Defe:ud:i.,t (atu·s aut not set 

~rmission frO!?l ri•. Spuraett:s to ::iet-t't v1th ncliant11 l/l..Yj~ulu, ft.le $1\.k.t.OO; thenfbi 

another "aieetJ.ng wt ch cUant0 ttH $300 plus $200 plus ~;4U. plu.s 40 total tee 0>;< .' :z 
. b1llin;. .u.:n:.>..u9. In question "Talk. email v/uvesttg•tora.GAL.,. 1/12/2010,$60.oo. 

n. 19. GAL" ut the so-called "Specid iaeds l'rua~0 ; ~he Court never lawfull.J 

obtained. Jurisdiction <>t•~ t'leUttff 8~11'• UMts as u "1Acapae1tated peraontt 

wen ae here, thd •ttndate~ of Chapter 11.as Rew were not compl1ed ld.tb. and Pl.a1n­

t1ff Bla!c.ely was not given notiee of• lWl' allowed 'to participate in• an1 of &be 

proceed.11\&S 4eprJ.vina hi.11 of eontrol of his aasett.s. f'~ J :J .. 

Whdthttr Ut' not. the o)~k.anw CG'1.rc bad jurtadictton to create a "suppJ.emtltu;al 

need trust" uader provtaioos of 42 u.s.c.tl96p(4)(4)(A) ? Law1e.r Kabl'a upon aceepting 

$J),fJOO a4flUICfl f4tlit WM rctquired to eept'esemc Blakely :w the mree Tbtu·stoo County 

Superior Coat. lavauus, b'l!1ngs he vu well aware ot G.l\Ll*ttSpec.ul Penon ;~eed$ 

1·rust1' J.alii\)f~ the 00ndatca ot 11'.CW 4.uo.060 I I £.x fLf 

c.20 l"hiit rules of le,al prohts3ional representation is '!unrii viced loyalty" uf a 

c:lient-law)'er-rulat.10Mh1p, the la.vyu.t abidin$ by the r-eritooats of the client. 

Defend&tlt Kahrs 1s contarJ 01 statins"li.mited sctpo from r-epresent1ng Blake! y 

10 ·ciYJ.l ma-cters, ett the discretion of tile trwn:ee. fx-1, .. [ 'I 
Lthta u contrary to the 1-l!Bruiates of RCW 4,oa.uoo, clearly ahm.'ina !itwyor 

"S£Lf-It4m6Sl''' and aelU.sh enric.bmea~ :f.o a conapiracy to defraud blakely of his 

cOAstituttonal righta of life, liberty and property. 6r1_-l~ 

c. 21. UttfemJant ~ahrs is eure11.Wly .;ontrar1 wdanin t'age 4(1l~'SJu)nr1r. iUakely 
~~k'~7 

t'iled lff8ny lawuiba l.W a p1·0 89 llti~ant.ff Very true VMJ the 2007 u.~.f)btucc 0 .. Js-.,,,, 
Court 42 USC Sec19tll Qtl the criticii request fo.r (B-12) and Spinal decomprea.tU.on) ·' 

Ne. Bla.K.ely rJ&d no ass1stM.Ce from Kanrs. nor Spur&et.1s1 and the ma.tertal ia&ue 

of d1ap'1t<li i.:. th-.t il®r¥ waa putd in advance to prepare and f1le w.1.thJ.n tt•o year 
'. . 

3'tatute of U.tnitationa those three thurstoo C!otJDtJ SuiHH'tor Gr,)t.Jt'& J...aw:1uiMh ( {,, [ ;· - I< ( J 7 

Where thft medJ.cal malp.ract1ce, negligencet ~ssault injtu•y occured in !iarch. 

Qctober, 2009. and Blakely was forc.ed to p.repare them at the lase. day-1, serve 
and file tho wrrnwr l'ri!? ASSISTANCE OF Defendant Kahrs 1B May 2010 and 2011. 

Defendant Kahrs at>solUctely did NOT 111-ovide any ;,iiSSlstuace, nor advit-:a oa these 

three 'fhurston County lal.<suit~. as •ke» a dis>~Utt;d matarial fact t.hat they 

were di~'i8d. based on absolutelJ no aseist.ance by J..awyer Kahrs. And by the 

time a,ppellatefil1ns fees were vaid; the Court u;rminat~ review as a sanct~nn. 
k' c;_ C. ... t.~ I $ 

DECLARATION OF BLAtELY Itl OPPOSITION co Sue1Mry Jud~ment 5 of'l 



C U.. Defe;uda.nt Kaht·.ll, as snow by thf1 too tt~ny Court ot .i\pp<.t~J.,s. docur,,1 .. mt::;• 

uldkelJ 'W&!J sanctioned for ooc payirsg "ti.mely" thit court t:Oti;.t..s, vh.tcn Wii::t more 

or less than nt.ne mo1icti.s after bl.ak.ely had f ile<l hi.£~ ilJ>pel.i«Jtf.t h.rt{.;;f s on eacn 

ot the three C1.V.i.1 P.1ghts Cases fr\M!t thur.il\ton G<nt*tY ::>ui.ieuor Court •. ~t; t.be 't1-

that, tab.ts f.tnally paid the Court ~ts. The gppet~~t~ CiFJmi.$$iooors ·te.rm1ooted 

review and 1.S$Ued c 1•F1nal Mandate~ .~c.h ot tha three ~s as tnj ury upon 
,. .·· .-- .. '"" ,. ;<- "._.,.,_;;..:~f.f;._;;:~~ •·.. . 

1nj ury CaU6~d 01 Oef~ndant Kahrs deliberate delay to "t~h iXlY'' Court Cost.s .. 

!>w iixbl.biu No.B4,.S,o.7,8,9,10,11,12.ll Thia cl.a:arly snows c.onttZ!mpt on the ~>art. 
- . -·_... .- - ' t 

of r:Jefendant K41.hrs. µ.itse !> (DMFSJD) 

A& this t.t.nie .Defendant Kahrs did not communtc~ts with Blakely and the Couct 

tail(;+J to mail <1 c1:3p.J ot the i4otionili to urmuuu:e revi~w after Kuhre flled a 

:iocttcc of i~:v;t1tea Appti!ar11nc~, causins ulaic.ely Bevare tujur1 in losa of CourG 

Co~ts on topft.(Jf. NO KEVIL\.¥ bf the C'~urt of Api~l.s. exhibit$ No.1}4-13 

Hef~nduot .K.anrd 1dle~atior1s of iJitgt.t: ~(U.1\t'SJD) are; extrtl'lvtd.y devtou.::s. coritr:ary 

widun the context., t1nd vi<1lattt t.he rules of professtot~a.l con4uct. The iJetaru.l<:Snt t b 
I 

' 
:-iot.lOil For s~ 11i;;iCJ Jult~;r~nc. should be diwmis~ed With prejuil1~. 

~ahr.s J,~x.ll7,l/J6/l0• 111 cenuo1:; help you on your Ninth C1rdcu.1t c.tse. dowever. 
• < > ,. ' 

l u still pl.llnn:tn3 to vistt SCCC Friday/~ ~nrb does nflt get appl"oval. from Nr. 

Spurgeu.s for tht1 $:>00.00 transporblt.ion amt tee tor an unw.uranted v~ait of no 

results. x;o It iSJ.auly would have received chis letter of NO nSSl~IA~~f• blakuly 

!:lboulci hove asked Kahrs to return the $35,00Q. and rec.ind bis cltent.:;.ttonrey 

C-OJ.lttact. 

Deception and diapute <U'l~ fTom lilhrs t.x.17-119 lettar 5/19/2010 ctlnf1.rming 

t.he .fact ot iUakdt havin~ to prepare 4 Medical Malpractice Co-;t.l)lai..tat on tha MQ.rch 

.,..1i009 l l' dd .· 1 ,. l . - ' ""u 1.etUca neg igenctt a · 1;1.ssiju t .... ornp aJ.nt ns trus 01it:-1e.a.r stati.u;.e c..t Umitac..i.uns. 

It alao cor,tums thl;l! foct that Ka.ht& does not aa.~d~t ~~litk.Qly a.1111 hbt.i nE:iver ast.•i~ted 

i:ilakely. lh..ta letter is also coouary to otn:&tning pt:sn»l.ssi.r.m h'om ~-.r.jpur~c:t.:iSt 

'then he tailed to do,,, wnen he billed bl4kely $S60.for an uncalled tor vistt.EXIK& 

Pu~e o (DMf'SJ£J) A(.)A1tf., ~feoaaut f::ahr;i wrote to f>ltik.::ly re~urti1ni ~rvl.ce 

oi proc.e.s.<; .tn t1is c1v11 case on (•lay 3o,:mlo, e.xpl&io1nii. u1 • U.m.L~d by what I· 

CCil'I do accord.in~ to the Court and Mr. Spurgeu.s must approve par•nts. n ~t:X. ~«3 

AGAIN, IJ~ February 2011** Kahrs dt.~U.n~1cl to tcke an Blakely 1 f.t mea1c~l mal·· 

I>ract1ce case. U 9-12ti being ridie.ulous, c;ontrury and ku'Ut;;ING -ro RE.Pk.f..'iil<.:NI' 

1Hukt.lly • depicting 1ncompat;ent case authoru:y, when l a.<;ked hilf1 to hire Ur. J{b}ymond 

:linger 1 and or the namtt& of thru different .neurologist f romthta Uni versur of 

l<iash1ngton pr1or t.o May 2010 Caro v. Calderoe,luS 1"'.3d 122'..i(9thCi.cl'999) on the 

-. Expert 1~ ot neuroLevt.tc-apra&ia by Neuroscientist. Dr. wm. Landau. flls;­
r 

'! .. "1 
/ 



c. 23. Page 6, line &-9, "Mr.Kahrs was uo c.ootemptable as to "r&P8ftt.ed1J remind 

.Mr. 1U.akel.J of the llmtted scope of his enp~t, explaining wtiace he could 

ii.fld wiklt he could not do under the Court• a order." Jh.11i .stat~nt is extremely 

CLF.AR THAT lahr& •iolatoa his fiduciary dut.1 of professional conduct.• and breaches 

bu contract wl.t.h Biakel7, of undi¥'1ded •th.teal lo1alt.y. For the Spokane Court 

Records will show that he and he alone fon1ed the scope the the Court.' s Order. 

Exhibit No.f . . . - • ... ,,. ':''•"•''• :v~~-]~~~·O( . ; 2009. 
D. 24 MR. uiiif'irtYESTIGATiorfiN-PURSun:'or EVIDE.~E FOi POSl".:,CONVICrIOi~ it~:Llf.F 

WAS IN CONTf.MPTABLE CONFt..ICT Winl TUE FACT THAT Cobose had al.ready 

thorou&ftly acruttnized Blaekl1ta Verbatim Report; and Licensed Uetecttve 

Mario 1'orres along with Stephan Ea.pinosa had obtai.Aed a Not.orized 

Recantation Affidavit from Robbie Juuez-T.reY1no, that wu improperly 

seized September 10,2009 by (SCCC) correct1oa of fieers Gret:chel & Newbery. 

(Exhibit Mo.s•a• Summarized E&hibtt of genuine Material Facts of lanocence, 

~·,60a~;ii)~!~~Gi~p~fi~-1.t~~.~i,~it~~~~~i~i~;~.~-t~i~it'.Lt? 
o. 25. DEF&NDA!U KAHRS. •p.tnst. B1a~!!'.ii ..... ~~t. --l(!llt.!!J,·~~-·~r 

-~c~t·- 1••~ilai0r· 'ra11or .. t1nCtred. ci>a1tal·;tiira•.J2.11s.2n···1:~~ 

,,.;;Ja~t~T~:-~~':-~iit-.~~~·.~•···.o# ·"••'1'0• 
but,dicl not reaU.ae that! it vu Vlt~ead bJStepbel\ ~pino.sa and-~boe. 
Exhibit No.•8-8* •rm agreement. was that it not be uaed t.ill he relocated." 

o. 26. Line 18-20 (I»WSJD) 1• e1treflel1 COKTSHPfABLE of Defendanc (ahrs clearl1 

showing bta co-conspi.rac1 wtt.h Spwgetu to keep illakelJ encarcer•ted J 

when the geuUine material evJ.dlla:e of Bxhibtt Mo.•s-s• clearly shova 

that Blakely did NOT COllllUnicate Vi.th Juaru that menu.coed statement I I I 

fabi"a refuaed flO COllO.IUD:icate vlth licenae detective· Mario 1'orres, and 

Stephd £ap1GOaat and Cobos. Exhibit No.•B-84J l•38 

D,. 'J.7. Deienunt 1'ahrs 10/1.2/lS Declaration, paragraph 13 1s so RIDICULOUS AJ~O 

CotU&MPTABLf, that 1t shova Yindlcctve retaliation and conspiracy. 

•UY SHOOW BLAKELY AU'l'tiOiIZE Mr. labra to c.oen:e Juarez•Tntvtao iot.o 

recant1na hts recantation decluauoa. When .it ts corroborated and 

c.orcelated with h:UI fabricated March 9,2005• tutimony supported by 

priaon 1nma1:e plecement records clearl1 ahovtna October 2002 be and 

Blakely were 1n d1f fenat hlaoas end the COIDltUftiCCtion DID NOT OCCUR! I t 

n. 4'8. Defendant Kahrs deliberately procrastinated in retaining Ur. RtJllOtld 

Sin~er, neuropsychologiat as BJ.akely's expert neuroleptic:-epraxta seizure doctor 

for Bla.-1.t.J.y•s two Medical Malpractice and "-4ut Complain.ta, buc by May 2013• 

'Eburston County Court• a diatltas&l of the May 2010** Verified complaint• shows 

Kahre contems;t. Kahra Decll16,Ex11&12 and Paragraph line3-13(DMFSJD) :, t c; 
DECLARATION OF BLAXPJ.I 11' OPPOSI'fION Iv Stllllll&l'y Judgment 7 of9 



H. 29. Mr. Lahl's' investigation regard1nis medical services concluded in find.in!!& 

that Mr. Blakely WM rec:e1vtni uawly and appropr1ate can~.--~~- fS 
·rn.1e is tile IDOSt r1diculouae eontrury &tatment a loyal counsel could taake ~i.-o.8t 

a eliaat, who had advanced $35,000.00 to prepare three d.vil rights Complaint&.:._ :~ 

of Medlcal negligence ad asaault of broke nba. rupt.ured left kJ.4ney, cervi-c.al, 

auld lumbar spinal 1njUl'tU that lrl(tt'e show 1>7 Che MkI, l•ra1 of Valley General. 

Hospital and MCC medical records. The fact that Blak•lY requested that tahrs 

obta1n a "HEUROLOGISll DOC'fOR FROM l'iiE UntveraitJ of Washinaton. and Blakely 

supplied lahr'a with the naiaes of several ueuroscteattata •nd surgeons Like Dr. 

S..ford Wright- of Everret, Washington, lf _ _ _ _ 
rwa was tn conflict nth BlakelJ_'• C8111Uc11>1-::M1"4:jreuie• a nurse O!iI..Y 

>' :-' ~ - ::_~.,.._,-,.:~:~4:;.• .. ·,,~:.··:,·.I ·: .. :,_ ·.'c > ··:;, --~ •• ~J.-.'·· .. <'-~;":.·-- _-. .,_ . , .. _ •- •·_•, _ . _ ~ .. "'.•.::.,,;;.:?,;;..:;,,~.:_-:,;' ' '•' ., _ .~• 

who wa:ifaa1tlff'to"n•. Deolu•~-.... ,,~,:n1;000.oo ~-co m. -
'.-~~:~~~··-. . :.·, _ :,~L: ___ · ~~~~•,•••-qt'~~~:~- _.,.,&Vao .. ~:t 

":Ollall•-1.~~,_,. _ --.. creattaa balance, stutoa, strenght, prevents n«uto­
synaptic-myelin-ehMch ceUulu-abor-tcit'eu1ting •nd GNc.h more in adulte orer age 

!:; ~:~,-~~==:-:.-::1::-~ BlakalJ f~; 
Kahrs daltberataly procrastinated Li wricina a letter iB 2014.(fite years late) 

,~co-flrikal':j~SC.fttlt:i:i-OACt M•Dt' fOI" er.-h~Of ~Uon8• as.-,~~'"' ~: ... ?_: __ .,"; : ·-- ·.: _ ... ~~--· ~·-·'. ·_ . :·- ·· ... .-·· :.:>:.:~~··>:·~· .:: ... ":: ,_,_._ ... ,·-··· .. ·· .. :-.:~~-.,- ~. - -. _: -. -<---~~-".; .. ~- .. - ___ : t,:!~~~- ""'-' 

,.r cecl_Ut,..~]la•aacli~---toallw~lJ JVa.a. die c:~wo'*1Mta. ut -~· ,,_" -- ~,- - - - - ---;-:;.~.,,:__;____ - ------- ""-'-- -· .. ,._ ... _, _____ ----- -- - - ,._ 

· -~-·--recaiJ;~aliG ;Se\t let~· tiir.ufot <SC<X?> reactnded Bl.4Hl1'• •Pttlteatton. - --

**"~''W~---voUI• ~:._ ... ,--11at.11. lahra 0ec1 Pis 
.. 't . - . , .,-~ 

F. JO. 'frue Blakely loses faith tn Mr • .Kanre aft4k fire years of conflict aoo •ne 
fac-t that Wn.s.&r Aasoctation does not honor Grievance-a from .Prt&oners. 

CONCEAUiENI OCCURRES~ wen Junl 23,.2014• Kahrs sends a "fabricated" fee blll to 

Blakely for more or lea $ 10.000. for "POS·r-crntVICTION Cf~E" .t:thea. •C.teapta · -•'•fee "-QlielJ ato .......... for Ilia to go back w Che S~ Court for more 
~:-:-: -... . .· .. :..:;:·-~ ·:· ., :. . :':''·".'·ok,~·~·-· . ,-'./:·~'-•'. ' ·. 

tl41-1J· 11i1J.f.,;U~~~ f...,.! Cira &x.#16 teraes supra page S emphasis v.r.141 

May 11.2013, labra u.10 compared to supra page s RCW' 4.oa.ooo. 
Defendant Kahrs has contorted facts and a1aled the Ciar __ ~ociatton and the 

Spokaoe Court and thia Court. Tberef ore this Court must ~ii~ D.faidaA{ '4i.br•l:. 
~-~·--~.>~· ... -.·.;'. ... /-.···:·.·. . . --·£'-.,:· :~·,.··,1l<· 

~~~~(,~S;;~!f{!!~,, Jud--• wsth_.,,.Jud~and gr.ant Plaintiff Blak.ely's 

requested reltef. 
G. 31 Plaintiff Blakely •iNeS that Defendant lahrs ( after f tve years of con­

ceal.men~ of 1tnr1ched self-interut) bas submitted June 23,2014 • ,t"11l-;~- --
r''4Glfll~t.a:~{ ~--::'i~"lJ~Ooa'~~ntrtwted to bite to cause Blakely '~;olonged -- ,, -

painful' .suffering of torture in prtson, when Blakel1 ·f# i.ct_UallJ ~t and 

ia ablo to po8U:.1Yely prove that fact With genuine ntaterial uv1dnece in 20 minutes. 

DECLAiATlOH OF SLAal.f IM OPPOSITION To Suairmery Juds-nt 8 of q 



, ... 
'l.;I• 32. Page 9 Ul.4FSJO) .Kah.rs iA.."llCl, p22" I se..""lt f>lr. Blal.tely all materials fran 

rwt files that he requested ... 

However 1 Kahrs has not sent all the specific ntate.dal docwrents that we.re ~-ing 
mailed t:o 1'ahrS bi Robert Cossey such as, (Declarations, evidence reports suptxJt­

ing the cha.rgi.09 information, pro~ jury instrU<..ttons, original Verbatim report, 

etc. fran the i-sarch 2-912005 Jury trial. 

The Plaintiff has never rooeived a copy of client-Attorney contra..."'t of 2009 

(that was not changed). In 2008 and 2009, Blakely mailed to Kahrs his oow of the 

42. use sec 1983 car.plaint a;;iai.Mt the ~t of eor.r:ecttons and or. John D. 

Kenney for Meclioal Negligence, In addition, the Plaintiff Mailed a proposed Fei­

eral writ of Habeas axpus, but the oefemant did nothing to assist Plaintiff, an.:! 

those documents were never returned. EK.•S-15(12/1/2010 letter) "51 pa;e medical 

diary" left eye i.ntQCted caused by indifference of .both Kahrs and rxx:: trWica.l; 

which is rv:N blind. (see O@hthalm:Jgist aaiical reports)(&12/1/2010 letter) 

G. 33. Essential diso:>Very has not be canpletei wlder CR 26(1),331 34137, Nor 

AFFIR¥ATIVE ANSWERS recpested with a second courtesy letter ard *hereafter with 

a tt:>tion for an order to O;npel the Defermnt t.o canply (12/20/15) 

34. sxtd.bit #9 K137 / Defendant made a restrictive notation, wt aft.Gr: Kahrs 
was tm:minated, ~l.ogist Si.nger (Exhibit #1 S highly prescribes Blakely' s 

critically needa1 daily SOO Meg C'/ancxlbalam1n (B-12) ooly too late after ten 

new:oleptic eetzures paralyzing left arm and leg.(!'.:Xhibit No. 15. &4/8/2010 requ­

est for Neurologist to the Defendant) 

JS. Defendant .Kahrs has cle&rly .shcMn that the holding of Blakely medical 

records, criminal defense documents, and the improper service of three civil ri9nts 

oanplaintsJ haS ca.used the Plaintiff Blakely prolonged illegal restrdint, neuro­

l.eptic setzure torture, loss of left eye, ai.m, leg, am suffering. 

1, Ralph aoward Blakely, declare UiU:?.r penalty of perjw:y UB.ier the laws of 

the State of $-laShington that the foregoin:J is true an:.t correct to the best 0£ my 

.Knowledge alXi ability. 

Dated~ 24,2015 at (SCCC) ~i;t'ft:id/J~cfy~gs 
sea:; H 1 A 19 
191 Constnatine Way 
Abe!:deen, WA 98520-9504 

1A1 
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Judge: Laura c. I.nveen #48 
Hearing: I!'ebruary 1.S,2016 

SlJi?ERIOR COUR'I· OF WASHINC.;'".i:ON FOR KING COUNI'Y 

RALPH H.{)WARD BL..r,KE';'LY I 
Plaintiff, 

vs. 

il".ICHAEL QiARLES KAHRS,et.al., 
Defendants. 

No.15-2-12980-5 S-.tA 

PIAINTIFF' S M1l'ION FOR 
Ra'.X>NSIOJ:....~ON OF DEFENDANT'S 
ORDER OF SUMMARY .JUOO'iENT 
Dismissal. CR59 (a)( 1 )( 2 )( g) 
CR 60(a)(b)(4) 

Plaintiff 1 Ralph Howard Bla..'lt.ely, age 79, ADA harrlicapped, and without ski­

lled legal representation, ask this Court to Reconsider the January 26,2016, 

Defendant's Order of Sumnary ~rudgment Dismissal based upon the follo;,ving: 

II. DISPUTED ISSUES OF ~ATERIAL FACT 

! • Whether it is abuse of discretion ey not considering genuine issues of 

material facts before granting sunlnary judgment. 

2. Whether Defen:lant .Kahrs o:kunits l~l malpract;.ice or misconduct by ag:rt!e­

ing with Attorney Spurgetis to limit his representation for Blakely's interest. 

3. SCOes Kahrs proposed 12/4/2009 Court Order (EX.K93,94) deceive the Coort 

into making a special ootatioo "solely for the .benefit of Mr. Bla.~ly" create 

a disputed issue of material·fact. 

4. Whether sunmary judgment can be granta:l when there is a disputed issue of 

material fact that Blakely received absolutely no benefit from $35,000.00 

Kahrs retainer. 

s. Whether Defendant Kahrs devious 5 ye.ax later fee billing of about $17,000. 

for post-conviction relief for Blakely was Kahrs' "srn·-ni'r.l:'~-I' ENRICHMENT*' 

6. Whether Plaintiff's Exhibit No.8 SUPp:>rts a disputOO issue of ma~...ria.l. 

fact that there was serious extreme conflict with Kahrs hiring --unlicensed in-H - · -- ·· -­

vestigator Taylor Kindred to have Robbie Juarez-Trevino to withdraw his 

Recantation Declaration that was witnessed by Ignacio CObos, seephan Espinosa. 

7. Whether Kahrs exhibit K 381 (Dee:ective tr.iario 'I'orres letter) supports extreme 

miscorduct by Defendaht Kahrs not paying licensed detective Mario 'I'orres for 

his 2009 affirmation of the notarized recantation Affidavit. 
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a. Whether o:>urt abuse of discretion occures by not considering Blakely 

Exhibit No. 14 ( 13) page Declaration of Plaintiff's identification of Genuine 

JYaterial & Legal Facts at issue. 

9. Would A DISPUTED material fact at issue arise fran .Kahrs 1 ( 5 l'eat' later) 

fee billing for review (triple) of legal docl.ll1'el1ts that he never had and 

could not produce un:1er callpeled discovery. 

1 O. Whet.l-ier the COUrt failed. to oonsilder the appropriate factors before gran­

ting sumary judgment according to Burnett v. Spokane Ambulande,et,al, 131 

~ln 2d 484, (1997); Keck v. Collins, 181 wn.App.67(2014) 

III. LEXiAL SUPPORTING AUTHORITY 

1 • Whether It Is Abuse of Discretion by Not COnsidering Genuine Issures of Mate-
rial facts before grant:irig suumary judgn:ent. · 

rial 
Defendant Kahrs five year late fee billing exhibit #K66, 65 shows that he 

had knowledge of S~ial Person care Trust needing a guardian at Litan and trustee 

legal representation as should have been considered in"Plaintiff's exhibit No.14~ 

Keck v. collins, 181 wn.App.67(2014); Burnett, 131 wn.2d484(1997) 

sundquist Hanes, Inc. v. Snoho.llish County PUD Utility No. 140 Wn2d 403(2000) 

n3 asserting a8 Blakely a Disputed issue of Material fact that sumnary judgment 

is .inappropriate. Blakely has shown the Court f~tal genuine material issues 

of fact constituting fraoo, attomley-client conflict and attorney misoooduct. 

2. Whether Deferrlmt Kahrs Ccm.1dts Legal Malpractice or Misconduct by agreeing 
with Spurgetis to limit h.is representation for Blakely's interest. 

a)Defendant's January 4, 2016, Dtaclaration Exhibit No. 1 K93,94 Order prepa­
red by Kahrs to "MISLEAD" the Spokane Court, "but for" Judge Ta.npkins 
special notation "solely for the benefit of Mr. Blakely" 

b)Kahrs at the last, produces a January 2009 copy of Attorney-client contract 
JY.larch 201 2009, Blakely suffered a neuroleptic-ca:tatonic seizure an:t was la­
ter .battered by offioors, breaking ribs, rupturing kidney, blackening left 
shoulder and hip, but Kahrs refused to visit Blakely then to witness the 
black shoulder and hip. 

c)"But for Kahrs not obtaining permission fran the Sp::lkane Court(.Ex.Nos.65,66) 
charges Blakely 1/29/10 $560.00 to visit him, but visited Allan .i?armeled 
instead. 

d) Kahrs pays unlicensed investigator Kindred $2, 713.00 an:i hinJSelf another 
$2 1 200 to review and have I<indred coerce Jurez-Trevino to withdraw his 
recantation; when he refused to <Xlrmunicate with licensed Detective Mario 
'Xorres who had already perfonood and was able to affirm. 

PLaintiff' s J.Vfi'N for Reconsideration 2 of 4 
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Defondant Keihrs (proposed ord:~r K n3_q1~) eith~r e;q>r;;;sae1 or i•npU2d 
1aisrei:irase11tadon, as c.onfoct cre:iting a fl<!sse pretens:?. G·JCkett, 
H~shim:>to Csse l;'.l.13-01~18(2tH5) 

tatiou c1aa justify nondisc.narg.2 under section (S2J(a)(2): Sae also Capital 

Corporation v., Weinstein, 31 B.R.804,809(Bankr.E.D.N.Y.lCJ83)("It isw?ll recog-

nized that :siltnc:;, or the coucealmcmt. of a m1t;;;rial fact, caa be cbe l.JaSiis of 

a false: imp.t\~asi.oa which cr~a.tes a mfsr,3presantaitoa ~ctionabl,~ untler Sec 523)a) 

(2)(A).' A debtor• s misfogding conduct intended to conv~y an :in3ccurate1 imnra,s-

(Bankr D.Ore.2006)( 11False pcetenses' or false representation' both involve 

inti=ntional conduct intended to cne.<Jte and fost~r a. ·false :fmpres3:V:n. ") A .sta.~-e-

( l) Misrepr.ssr:mt'Jtica, fraudulent o:.:iission or dE:ceptive 'tf the lawyer 

( 3) Lewy~rs i.ntent t-J deceive 

( 4) Justifiable reli.o:ic:mca bY client on the lriwyers' s statejnent or conduct 

(B) Dt::fortdaJ1t Kahrs 6/23/14 fee billing exhibit nos.K66,57 ,68 clearly 

show knowledge of the mSlndatory n~~d for Coun'3~1 unriar RCV ~.:)~.060 Guardian "d 

L,1.t::Mi f.::,r iriac"'µacitat~d p5rson11 ~haa he specifically notes "GALtr fee charges 

Invoices, when he subm.itted propos-ed Spokane Superior Court Order. 

I. Defendant Kahrs created a fals,2 i.mpr~ssion to the Spokane Suj>:=rfor Court 
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e} Defendant I<ahrs' 10/22/2015, Dt-~laration is ridiculous on page 4; after 
he collected $35,000. and January 2009 Attorney-client contract of no 
limitations; he states " I WROTE 'l'O MR. BLAKELY MAI-IY TIMF.S CONFIRMING 
••• WdAT I WAS N:Jl' AVllDRIZED 'lU oo... "I reminded Mr. Blakely that I did 
not represent him on vivil .matters~ ... paragaph 9 "I CA.I.~ f-!Ei:..P YOO" ••• 
1m 1 o cxmtrary to contract and fread 
Yi 13 E>ctreme Conflict with gel'luilte material issues of fact Ex.K 381 

Exhibit No.8 recantation of Juarez-Trevino, corroborated by Stephan 
notorized Affidavit, notorized affidavit of Ignico CObOs, and in11ate 
placement records showing october. 2002 B~ly was in a different prison. 
so that no conwuni.cation could have occurred •. MAKING Kahrs 10/22,2015 
Declaration ERRONEOUS f · 

f )Kahrs was instructed to obtain an expert Neurologist prior to 
8iakely 1 S 3/30,2019 neuroleptic seizure; but Waites till after 
swmary judgmant was ente.r.ed on the two medical negligence and malpractice 
Thurston County lawsuits creates a disputed naterial issue. 

Under washington Court rule CR 59(a) ~tion for reconsideratic::in may be 

granted when such issues ax:e clearly and fai.t:ly separable and distinct. 

(g) ••• the court may open the judgment, take additional testinony, amned find.­

of fact and conclusions of law.(Blakely 10/8/15 ~wrandum of Law in support of 

M::>tion to ca.11pel Discovery arxi Non-evasive answers to Verified canplaint) 

The Plaintiff Ralph Howard Blaltely asks this Court for fair jUbtia; to 

grant his 6)t'Oposed order to dismiss the lJefaa3ant' s Motion for Summary Ju:lgment 

Oeder, based en true facts of misrepresentation, ooncealaent of legal documents, 

fee billing / and lawyers self-interest enrichment" 

I, Ralph H. Blakely / declare under the penalty of perjury that Ctiethe State 

of Wahsington that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Respectfully requeste::l February 21 2016 
Rc.tl11/.Jlll/JliL 

RalP!l H. Bl.akelj 817995 
OC'CC H 1 A19 
191 Constantine way 
Aberdeen, WA 98520 
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DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY MAIL 

GR3.1 

r, _Ra_l_~_· _How_ard __ B_lake __ ly ______ , declare and say: 

That on the _2n~-- day of FebD1ary , 201 ~' I deposited the 

follo\ving documents in the Stafford Creek CoITection Center Legal Mail system, by First 

Class Mail pre-paid postage, under cause No. 15-2-12980-5 SEA 

NOtioe for Hearing, t-Dtion for Reoonsideraiton, ( prop:ise order 

addressed to the following: 

King County Superior Q:1urt 
Judge Law:& Inveen 'Ii 4~ Reem C203 
516 Third Ave. 

Seattle, WA 98104 

Forsberg & Umlauf 
susan MeINtosh 
901 Fifth Ave. Suite 1400 
seattle, WA 98164 

King Cbunty superior Court Clerk 

526 Tb.izd Ave. Rm E 609 

seattle, WA 98104 

I declare under penalty of pe1j ury under the laws of the State of Washington that 
the foregoing is true and c01Tect. 

DA TED THIS ~1d day of _F_t::bruary---'-· ---'-....__ _____ , 201 s__, in the City of 
Aberdeen, County of Grays Harbor, State of Washington. 

Print Name 

DOC UNIT H 1 A 19 
------

STAFFORD CREEK CORRECTIONS CENTER 

191 CONSTANTINE WAY 

ABERDEEN WA 98520 

SC 03.1 - DECLARAT!O~ OF SERVICE BY MAIL - l OF l 



Judge: Laura c •. Inveen #48 
P.iearing: February 5-12,2016 
Roan:C 203 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE ST ATE OF WASHINGTON 
FOR THE COUNTY OF KING 

RAI..J?H HOWARP Blaker~, 1 vs. Plainl:I 1 

MICHAEL cav~! et al 

NO. 15-2-12980-5 SEA 
NOTICE FOR HEARING 
SEATTLE COURTHOUSE ONLY 
(Clerk's Action Required ) {NTHG) 

TO: THE CLERK OF THE COURT and to all other parties listed on Page 2: 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that an issue of law in this case will be heard on the date below and the 
Clerk is directed to note this issue on the calendar checked below. 

Calendar Date: February 5, 12, 2016 Day of Week:.---=Fr=i=da=y,.__ ______ _ 

Nature of Motion· !"Ol'IOO FOR RED:>NSIDERM'IOO (protosed order) 
CASES ASSIGNED TO INDIVIDUAL JUDGES - Seattle 

If oral argument on the motion is allowed (LCR 7(b)(2)), contact staff of assigned judge to schedule date and time 
before filing this notice. Working Papers: The judge's name, date and time of hearing must be noted in the upper 
(ight corner of the Jud~e's copy. Deliver Judge's copies to Judges' Mai/room at C203. 

llWithout 021)9r~~-;:~on - Fri) [ ] With oral argument Hearing 

ate/Time: ' Pay 23,2010 Judqe's Name: Ia:ura c. JlWeen Trial Date: 

CHIEF CRIMINAL DEPARTMENT- Seattle in E1201 
[ ] Bond Forfeiture 3:15 pm, 2"d Thur of each month 
[ ] Certificates of Rehabilitation- Weapon Possession (Convictions from Limited Jurisdiction Courts) 
3:30 First Tues of each month 

CHIEF CIVIL DEPARTMENT - Seattle -- (Please report to W864 for assignment) 
Deliver working copies to Judges' Mai/room, Room C203. In upper right comer of papers write "Chief Civil 
Department" or judge's name and date of hearing 
[ ]Extraordinary Writs (Show Cause Hearing) (LCR 98.40 
[ ]Supplemental Proceedings 

(1 :30 pm Tues/Wed)(LCR 69) 
[ ]DOL Stays 1 :30 pm Tues/Wed 
[ ]Motions to Consolidate with multiple judges assigned 
(without oral argument) (LCR 40(b)(4)) 

NOTICE FOR HEARING - Seattle Courthouse Only 
ICSEA 
www. ki ngcou nty. gov /cou rts/scform s 

SL Q-:t-, ,-;-

1 :30 o.m. Tues/Wed -reoort to Room W864 
Non-Assigned Cases: 

[ ] Non-Dispositive Motions M-F (without oral argument). 
[ ] Dispositive Motions and Revisions (1 :30 pm Tues/Wed) 
[ ] Certificates of Rehabilitation (Employment) 1 :30 pm 
Tues/Wed ILR 40lb)(2)18ll 
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.RALPH IDiARD BI.AKELY, 
Plaintiff, 

vs. 

MICBAEL OIARLES KAHRS, et.,al., 
Defendants. 

JUdge : Laura c. J:nveen #48 
Hearing : February s, 12,2016 

No. 15-2-12980-5 SEA 

PLAINTIFF'S ORDER ~ 
MJJ:IOO RR REXX>NSIDJmTIOO 
AND ORDER DISMISSING Defendant Is 
ORDER OF SUMMARY JUin1ENT 
~ 59 

THIS MATl'ER having o:ma before this Court, am the Cburt having considered 

the Plaintiff• s rootion for Reconsideration supported by the Plaintiff 1 s exhibits 

Nos. 1 through 15 of Declaratioos and Affidavits, and the misrepresentations of 

the Defendant's Declarations. 

Also considering the DISPUTID MATERIAL ISSUES OF FACl', WHICH A~ SU?ported 

by the Defendant•! 5 year late billing of absolutely no beneficial assistance 

for the Plaintiff on his post-conviction relief, nor medical negligence 1 

injury canplaints. 

ACXDRDINGLY 1 this Court grants the Plaintiff's order of recxxlSideration 

and ol.'der the dismissal Of the Defendant IS OJ:der Of S\Jnmarf Judgnent • 

O::X\JE IN OPEN OOURT I this day of February 2016. 

Honorable Judge Laura c. l:nveen 



H6NORABtE LAURA c. INVEEN 
Hearin~: 1 /22/16/11: OOam 

. SUPERIOR CDURT OF ~ASHINGTOS FO~ COUNTY OF KING 

RU .. PH HOWARD BLAKELY• 
Plaintiff, 

vs. 

!"IICHAEL CHARLES KAHRS, etJal, 
Defendants. 

---------~------·~------../ 

ORDER DF:NYUtG DF.FENDAMT"S 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
DISMI'iSAL 

This matter came before the Court on January 22, 2016, as the Plaintiff's 

OPPOSI'rION to the Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment Dismissal (DMSJD). 

The Ho1torable Laura c. Jnveen having heard oral argument from the Plaintiff by 

way of tele:piior.ia, and having reviewed the Plaintiff 'a 18 pages supported by 

Plaintiff's 9 page declaration and exhibits 

IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGFD AND DECREED that the Defendant.a* "!otion for 

Susmr~ry Judgment Piamissal is Denied. 

····~--·~ -· ..... ,.......... ............. -.-.# ........... -~-·-- ' .... ____ •. ···~.--. ,,,, ... '•·-·-'· ..... -·-· - • 

Dated Honorable Laura c. Inveen 

Presenter.I by:Ral}il Howard Blekely, Fl17f.195 
SCCC H 1 A19 
191 Constantine Way 
Aberdeen, YA 98520 

(proposed) PLAINTIFF'S ORDER DE'.NYING D~SJD 



EXHIBIT 41 

Ex4-/ - - ,,-n ...... ,,. - r\.. 



I~ fHE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE SfAfE Of WASHl~GTON 
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY 

RALPil HOWARD i.)LAl<ELY, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

MICHAEL CHARLES KAHt{S, and 
i\AHRS LAi·J fIRM TRUST ACCOUNT, 

Dt:fENDANT( S). 

Cause tio. 15-2-12·::;80-s SEA 

MOTION TU VACATE JUDGMENT BASED ON DENIAL OF 
JURY TRIAL AND JURISDICTIONAL/STRUCTURAL DEFECTS 

UNOEK PROVISIONS OF CIVIL RULE 59 

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

I, Ralph Blakely hereby declare, being aware of penalties 

for perjury, and the laws of the State of Washing ton, ti1a t 1 

have µla..:.ed in the SCCC Institutional Legal Mail System, a 

coµy of the above captioned legal pleading, with postage 

thereon, thereby constituting a filing with the King County 

Su;;erior Court Clerk at th.is time, pursuant to GR 3 .1, cf. , 

Hou~ton v. Lack, 487 U.S. 266, 108 S.Ct. 2379, 101 L.l~d.2a 

245 (1988), addressed to the following; AttoFney Michael 

Cf1acles t<ahr::;, 901 Fifth Avenue, Suite 1400, Seattl~, 

~Jash ington 98164-1039; Honorable Laura Inveen, King County 

Court House, 516 .3rd Avenue, Seattle, Washington 9 810!~; and 

Clei:·:-. of i(ing County Superior Court, King County Couc t 

House, 516 3cd Avenue, Seattle, \.Jttshington 98104. 

Dat~d this 3rd day of Februacy, 2016. 

t<es pee t fully submit tea t 

dy: 
t{ALPH g LAKEL'f 



IN 'fHE SUPERIOR COURT fOR THE SfAfE O~ WASHINGTON 
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY 

RALPH HOWARD GLAKELY, 

Plaintiff, 
Cause No. 15-2-12980-5 SEA 

vs. 

MICHAEL CHARLES :zAHKS, and 
KAHRS LA'i-11 FIRM TRUST ACCOUNT, 

DEfENDANT(S). 

MOTION TO VACATE JUDGMENT BASED ON DENIAL OF 
JURY TRIAL AND JURISDICTIONAL/STRUCTURAL DEFECTS 

UNDER PROVISIONS OF CIVIL RULE 59 

Comes Now, Plaintiff Kalpl1 Heward Blakely, with this 

MOTION TO \lACATE JUDGMENT. BASED ON DENIAL Of JURY TRIAL A;~D 

JURISDICTIONAL/STRUCTURAL DEFECTS UNOEt\ PROVISIOt~S Or CIVIL 

RULE 59, cnallenging judgment cendered by Honorable Laura 

Inveen dated 1/25/16, tu wit~ OKDEa GRANT ING DE.F'ENDANTS 1 

MOTIOl~ ~"'Ot{ SUMMARY JUDGMENT DIISMISSAL, which was rendered 

by Judge Inveen without competent jurisdiction. 

Plaintiff bla~ely hereby adopts by reference, Plaintiff's 

uDECLARATIO!'i OF PLAINTIFF RALPH BLAKELY IDENTIE'ICATIGi~ vi"' 

GENUINE MATERIAL & LEGAL FACTS AT ISSUE, 11 thirteen pages, 

along witl1 att.:ich~<J thereto Appendi~ (A) througn (H), set: Ci{ 

Rule lO(g): 

(g) Adoption by t<ef erence; Exhioi ts. Statements in a 
pleading may be adopted by reference in a d if feren t 
~art of tne sam~ pleading or in another pleading or in 
any motion. A copy of any ~·iri t ten instrument whicn is 
an ex hi bit to a pleading is cl part thereof fer al 1 
µucposes. 

(1) 



/ - 2:·-_ . 

nASIS 

Plaintiff 3lakely heceby file-;; Ulis Motiun to VJcate 

Judgment pcemised pcimarily on tnis Court 1 s ruling to strike 

the ma teria 1 an(J j uri sdic tiona l legal f uc t.:; at issue 

encompassed in said "D2CLARAT10t~ UF' r)laintiff RALPH t3L/\{£LY 

IDENTIFICATIO:~ OF GENUINE MATE:KIAL ·~ LEGAL f'.<\CTS AT ISSUE 1 " 

tl1ereby unlawfully unconstitutionally depdving 

Plaintift 1.Hakely cf a jury trial in violation of the State 

of \~ashington and tne United States Constitutions, cf., 

Davis v. Cox, 183 Wo.2d 269, 351 P.3d 862 (2015). 

This Court's Oeder Granting Summary Judgment states in the 

nandwcitten portion8 thereto, as follows: 

HANDWRITTEN G~ANT OF SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

In so ordering, the court finds the legal position of 
defendant's motion to strike as well taken, und has not 
considered materials submitted in violation of CR 
56 ( e) . 

As substantial portion of the materials submitted by 
Plaintif t were not m~de lln personal knowledge, did not 
set forth facts that would be admissible in evidence, 
and/o.r did not affirraatively show the affiant was 
competent to testify to the matters stated there in. 
fhe Court fucthec notes that lay testimony is not 
competent to opine on the leg a 1 standard of care. 

Further, there is n0 legal authority foe thi::; couc t 
to ceview dnuther superior court's order whether it be 
proceetiings i:elatccl to plaintiff's dissolution, i1is 
competency or the special needs trust. 

Footnote l: In the future such positiun should taken in 
tne form of an ot}Jection .ca thee tnan separate i=>leaciiug, 
LCR 56(e). 

n1is court's conclusion that "tt1ere is no legal authority 

for this court to review u.nolher superioc court's orciec,'' 

(2) 



credit clause, of binding ti1is Court witn tt-ie tact tr1at 

Plaintiff Bla~~ely is an incapacitated person as mattec of 

law, rendering said Order Granting Summary Judgment null 2nd 

void b•~cause this court cannot lawfullv proceed against an 

:i.ncapaci ta ted person who has a guardian ad litem appointed 

and a trustee. 

In addition, Def end ant has no;,.: p:rovidecJ U1is Court d ..:opy 

o[ the "RE2RESENTATIUN f\GREEMENf' 1 betvveen o~fendant Attorney 

Kah.:s and Plaintiff i{alph Blakely which unquestionably 

er-eat es ._,n 
c.1. Li attorney-client relationship between 1\tt0cne:y 

i:\.ahcs and t{alµh Blakely, nullifying Deft:::ndant Kahrs "tne 

court made me do it by limiting my .Lt~pcesentation" defense, 

which states ia p~rtinent part: 

REPRESENTATION AGREEMENT 

1. In consideration of i{ahrs Law Fi.cm, P.S. 
C'A t tocney ''), agreeing to represent Ralph iHakel y 
(''Client'') in the mat tee of genera 1 lega 1 
cepresentation, Client agrees to the following 
conditions regarding Attorney's r~presentaticn. 

4. A retainer of $5,000 must be paid by Client to 
Attornt!y prior to the time any 1-;ock (other than the 
initial interview) will be done or as arranged uetween 
Client and Attorney. Costs incurred by Attorney will oe 
deduced frorn the ret<:.:iiner at the time :•1onthly bills are 
pcepar8d. Invoices will be sent out tor ~wck done on 
tt1e account and fees will subsequently be deduced from 
the retainer. \·Jhen the cetainer is completely expendeu, 
the Client \•·ill be asked toe subsequent cetaiuer based 
on the amount and tyµe of worK anticipated. 

7. fnis Agreement shall be deemed executed in the State 
of Washington and shall be interpreted and construed in 
ac.cord.ance witi1 the laws of tile State vf Washington 
celating to contracts rnae.le and µerforff1ed therein. venue 
shall be proper only in t11e County of :<ing, State of 
Washington. 

By: Ralph Blakely )/1/09 

(3) 



l'here are no restriction of representation Gncompassed in 

the above "Repcesen t.'.l t icn Agr:eemen t '' because it is f o .c 

"general legal repcesen ta ti on," noc -:ould their be , creating 

the followin~ material fdcts at issue. 

MATERIAL FACTS A~ ISSUE 

(1) Did Plaintiff Blakely establish an 
agency relation ship v.:hen securing <Hl 

Defendarit Attorney Kahrs to represent him. 

attorney-client 
agreemt!nt fro1n 

(2) Did Defendant Kahc::> commit legal rnalpcactice ;rnd/or 
attorney rHisconduct when securing tl1rougn invalid~1 f.!greeiuen t 
\Jitn Attorney Spugetis to limit the cepcesent(ation of 
At torn e y Ka t1 rs , con t 1: a c y to P 1 a in t i f f B 1 a k e 1 y ' s be s t 
interest. 

(3) Was Defendant K.ancs agreement v-1ith Attocney Spurgdis to 
not represent Plaintiff Blakely in the ti1ree Thurston County 
lawsuits an implic1 t and/ or explicit a.greernen t to join 21 n 
ongoing larger conspiracy to prevent Plaintif E Blakely from 
obtaioing legal assistance that \..:ould allow Plaintiff 
Blakely to cegain control of his finances. 

(4) Did Defendant Kahrs intentionallv 
malpractice by ignoring the mancia tes of 
requiring representation by counsel in the 
County lawsuits. 

commit legal 
RC~i 4.08.060 

three Thurs ton 

( 5) Did Def end ant At tocney intentionally ignore trie leg a 1 
fact that the Court's order limiting his representation that 
ne relies on, necessarily requires an incapaci ta t€d 1K:rson 
fincJing, thereby raising the jurisdicticnai fact at issue as 
to whether o.r not tt1e dictates of Chapter 11.88 cl.CW had b-een 
followed. 

(C)) It is a material fac.t at issue as to .,;hether or not 
Defendant tZailrs is fraudulently attempting to deceive this 
Superior Court into believing that l1e was unaware of the 
li:'.gal fact thdt a court or-dee limiting attocney 
cepresenta tion and cequiring authorization of a couc t 
appointed trustee, inherent 1 y ere ates an unethical and 
unconstitutional conflict of interest, by vehicle c,f etilical 
and fiduciary duty to rnake sure Plaintiff Blakely was 
repcesented by counsel during the three fhucs ton County 
lawsuits. 

(7) As clearly and conclusively evi.clenced by tne transcript..s 
oi the Thur~ton County lawsuit proceed.ings tl1a t the trial 
couct Jetermined tnat Plaintiff Blakely was cornl)etent and 
that he had a rigllt to be r2prese;nted by counsel, see: 

/' I \. 

\4) 
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(1) Did Plaintiff Blakely establish an 
agency relation ship when securing an 
Defendant Attorney Kahrs to represent him. 

attorney-client 
agreement f rem 

'he, 
( 2) Did Def end ant Kahrs comrni t legal malprac t i;ce and/or r-. 

attorney misconduct when s-e-e-~ng tilrough -i-H-ll.al-:i-d i-agree~~ Ji 
with Attorney Spugetis to limit the representation t of 
Attorney Kahrs, contrary to Plaintiff Blakely's best 
interest. 

(3) Was Defendant Kahrs agreement with Attorney Spurgetis to 
not represent Plaintiff Blakely in the three Thurston County 
lawsuits an implicit and/or explicit agreement to join an 
ongoing larger conspiracy to prevent Plaintiff Blakely from 
obtaining legal assistance that would allow Plaintiff 
Blakely to regain control of his finances. 

(4) Did Defendant Kahrs intentionally 
malpractice by ignoring the mandates of 
requiring representation by counsel in the 
County lawsuits. 

commit leg a 1 
RCW 4.08.060 

three Thurston 

(5) Did Defendant Attorney intentionally ignore the legal 
fact that the Court's order 1 imi ting his represen ta ti on that 
he relies on, necessarily requires an incapacitated person 
finding, thereby raising the j uri sd ic t iona 1 fact at issue as 
to whether or not the dictates of Chapter 11. 88 RCW nad been 
followed. 

(6) It is a material fact at issue as to whether or not 
Def end ant Kahrs is fraudulent 1 y at tempting to deceive this 
Superior Court into believing that he was unaware of the 
legal fact that a court order limiting attorney 
representation and requiring authorization of a court 
appointed tr us tee, inherently creates an unethical and 
unconstitutional conf lie t of interest, by vehicle of ethic a 1 
and fiduciary duty to make sure Plaintiff Blakely was 
represented by counsel during the three Thurs ton County 
lawsuits. 

( 7) As cleai.-ly and conclusively evidenced by the transcripts 
of the Thurs ton County lawsuit proceedings that the tria 1 
court determined that Plaintiff Blakely was competent and 
that he had a right to be re presented by counse 1, see: 

Page.1 (3) 
If' 
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L·i l'riE SUPERIOa COUH.T fOR THE ;) I"Ai"E Of "vJASHL~G"TON 
IN AND FOR KING COUNTi 

KALPU HOWARO BLAKELY, 

?laintiff, 
Cause No. 15-2-12'080-5 SEA 

vs. 

MICHAEL CHARLES i{AHt{S, and 
i<AHRS LA\1J f IRM TRUST ACCOUNT, 

OEi?ENDANT ( S). 

MOTION TU VACATE JUDGMENT BASED ON DENIAL 02 
JURY TRIAL AND JURISDICTIONAL/STRUCTURAL DEFECTS 

UNDEa PROVISIONS OF CIVIL RULE 59 

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

I, Ralpn Blakely hereby declare, oeing aware of penalties 

for perjury, and the laws of the State of Washing ton, ti1at .I 

have µla..:.:.ed in the SCCC Institutional Legal Mail System, ci. 

coµy of the above captioned legal pleading, with postag,e 

thereon, tnereby constituting a filing vJith the Kii;g County 

Su;;erior Court Clerk at th.is time, pursuant to GR 3.1, cf., 

Houston \/. Lack, 487 U.S. 266, 108 S.Ct. 2379, 101 L.Ed.:la 

245 (1988), addressed to the following: Attopney Michael 

Charles Kahrs, 901 Fifth Avenue, Suite 1400, Seattle, 

'1Jashi.ngtun 98164-1039; f·lonorabl~ Laura Inveen, King County 

Court House, 515 3rd Avenue, Seattle, Washington 9810t~; and 

Clet·k of [{1ng County Superior Couct, King County Couc t 

House, 516 :'.ird Avenue, Seattle, \.Jc.tst1ington 98104. 

Dated this 3rJ day of Februacy, 2016. 

t~es pee t f ul 1 y s utmiit ted , 

i.:Sy : 
RAL.t'H i"J LAKELY 



IN THE SUPERIOR COURT t•'OR THE SfAfE UF i.JASHit~GTON 
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY 

RALPH HOWARD BLAKELY, 

Plaintiff, 
Cause t~o. 15-2·~12~80-5 SEA 

vs. 

MICHAEL CHARLES ~AH~S, and 
KAH~S LAW FIRM TRUST ACCOUNT, 

DEFENDANT( S). 

MOTION TO VACATE JUDGMENT BASED ON DENIAL OF 
JURY TRIAL AND JURISDICTIONAL/STRUCTURAL DEFECTS 

UNDER PROVISIONS OF CIVIL RULE 59 . 

Comes Now, Plaintiff Kalpn Howard Blakely, with this 

MOTIO:~ TO VACATE JUDGMENT. BASED ON DE.NIAL OF JURY TRIAL A8D 

JURISDICTIONAL/STRUCTURAL DEFECTS UNOER PROVISIOr~s OF Cl VIL 

RULE 59, cnallenging judgment cend~red by Honorable Laura 

Inveeu dated 1/25/16 I to wit! oaoEa GRANTING DE.f',ENDANTS t 

MOfIOt~ fOK SUMMARY JUDGMENT 0IISMISSAL, \vhicl1 was rendered 

by Judge Inveen without competent jurisdiction. 

elaintitf blakely hereby adopt::> uy ceference, Plaintiff's 

"DECLARATION OF PLAINTIFF' RALPH E.Li\KELY IOENTIFICi-\TlUl~ uF' 

GENUiim i"iATERIAL 81: LEl;AL - FACTS AT ISSUE,'; U1irteen pa5~s, 

alorn; witn att.:ichc:u thereto Appendix (A) thcougt1 (H) t set: CK. 

Rule lO(g): 

(g) Adoption by t<eference; Exhibits. Statements in a 
pleading may be adopted by reference in a d if teren t 
part of tne sam~ pleading or in another pleading er i.n 
any motion. A copy of dny ,.;ritten instrument whicn is 
an exi1ibit to a pleading is d part thereof for all 
µucposes. 

(1) 



dASIS 

Plaintiff Blakely hereby files this Motil.en to V;H;ate 

Judgment premised primarily on tnis Court is to strike 

the material and jurisdictional leg.al fuct.s at issue 

0ncornpas sed in i~aid ''DECLARAfIO.'~ OF e lain tiff RALPH :3LAt(£LY 

IUENTIFICATIO:~ OF GENUINE MATERIAL ·~~ LEGAL f'ACTS AT ISSUE," 

tnereby unlawfully arid unconstitutionally depriving 

Plaintiff Blakely of a jury trial in violation of the State 

or ;~ashington and Lt1e United States Constitutions, cf., 

Davis v • Cox , 18 3 ~~ u • 2 d 2 6 9 , 3 51 P • J d 8 6 2 ( 2015 ) • 

This Court's Occier Granting Summary Judgment states in tile 

handwcitten portions thereto, as follows: 

HANDWRITTEN G~ANT OF SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

In so ordering, the court finds the legal positiun o.t 
defendant's motion to strike <js viell taken, und has not 
considered materials submitted in violation of CR 
56(e). 

As substantial portion of t!1e materials submitted by 
Plaint if t •.Jere not madt' lH1 personal knowledge, did not 
set fortn facts that would be admissible in evidence, 
and/o.r diJ not af firraativeiy show the affiant was 
competent to testify to the matters stated tnere io. 
The Court further notes that lay testimony is not 
competent to opine on tt1e legal standard of care. 

Fur thee, there is no legal authority f o c t hi:-:; couc t 
to cevie\.; dlH.;tnec .superior court's order whetaer it be 
pcoceed ing ::> ceLi tt:.d to plaintiff 1 s dissolution, ni s 
competency or the special needs trust. 

footnote 1: In the futuce such positic;n should ta1;en in 
tne f ocm of an ot,jection .rathec tnan separate p.leadiug, 
LCR S·S(E:). 

rnis court's conclusion that ·•u1ere is no legal autnodty 

tor this cour: t to revit::w 0n0Lher SiJpecior cou:c t 1 s orciet, ·' 

ilas tne le:;;al force atid effect, under- tne full faitn dnd 

( 2) 



credit clause, of binding t11is Couct witn tne ract tnat 

Plaintiff !Hal:~ely is an incapacitdted person as rnattec of 

law l rendering :-:,aid O.rder Granting Summary Jt.1dgment null 2nd 

void because this court cannot lawfully proceed agai:1st an 

i ucapaci ta ted person who has a guardian ad ii tem appointed 

and a t.custee. 

In addition, Def end ant has rw 1 • .1 ;;covi<Je;:_J tnis Couct a ;:opy 

o E the 'RE?RESENTATiuN AGREEMEN C 1 be tween Q2rendan t At torn;;: y 

l<ahi:s and Plaintiff t'.alph Blakely which unquestionably 

creates an attorney-client relationshir:i bet1.;1,een i\ttocnc:y 

{allcs and r{alph Slakely, nullifying Def~ndant i\.ahrs 'tt1e 

court made me do it by limiting my rep.cesentation" defense t 

which states in pertinent part: 

REPRESENTATION AGREEMENT 

1. I·n consideration of Kat1rs Lavi' F"icrn, 2 .S. 
("Attorney"), agreeing to represent Ralph Blakely 
("Client·') in tht: matter of general legal 
cepcesentation, Client c.igrees to the following 
conditions regarding Attorney's r~preseatdticn. 

4. /l.. cetainer of $5,000 must be pa1u by Client to 
Attornt:y prior to the time any \40ck (other than the 
initial intervieo,,;) 1dll be oone or as arranged bet\~;.;en 
Client and Attorney. Costs incucrc:d by Attorney will oe 
deduced from tt1e retainer at tne time 1;1onthly bills d.Ce 

pre paced. Invoices will be sent out tor \WCk done on 
the account and fees will subsequently be deduced trom 
the retainer. vJhen Lhi:.:! cetainec is comµletely expended, 
the Client \>ill be asked for suLsequent cetaiuer based 
on the amount and type ot worK anticipated. 

7. rnis Agreement shall be deemed t::xecuted in the State 
of ~Jash1ngton and shall tH: interpretecJ and construed in 
ac:cordance witn the laws of tne State 0f vJashiugton 
celat1ng to contracts made and performed thereiu. venue 
shall be proper only in ti1e County of ,Zing, Stale ot 
\·Jash ing tou. 

By: Ralph Blakely 
( ,,, \ 
\ ...; I 

)/1/09 



fhere are no restriction of re[Jresentation L"'ncor:1passed in 

th12 above "Represen t0 t icri Agret::tnen t" because it is for 

''general legal representation," nor ..:ould their be, creating 

the followin~ material fdcts at issue. 

MATERIAL FACTS AT ISSUE 

(1) Did Plaintiff l.Hakelv establisr1 an attorney-client 
agt~ncy relation ship \,,;hen securing an agreement f roHi 
Defendar1t Attorney Kanrs to r0present him. 

(2) Did Defendant Kah.cs commit legal :11alpractice .::itid/o:c 
attorney mi::.conduct \vhen securing tnrougn lnvalid~,~greewent 
1~itn Attorney Spugetis to lhiit u1e repcesent(ation of 
Attorney rCat1rs, contracy to Plaintiff Blakely's best 
interest. 

(3) Was Defendant t\.anrs agreement wiU1 Attorney Spurgdis to 
not represent Plaintiff Blakely in the tt1ree Thur.stun County 
lawsuits an implic1 t and/ oc explicit agreement t.o join 21 u 
ongoing larger conspiracy tu pcevent Plaintiff Blakely f .corn 
obtaining legal assis t.:ance tl1a t ~vuuld allow Plaintiff 
Blakely ta regain control of his finances. 

(4) Did Defendant Kahrs intentionally 
rna lprac t ice by ignoring the mancia tes of 
requiring r.-epcesentation by counsel in tl.1e 
County lawsuits. 

commit leg.al 
RC \·.i 4. 08 • 0 6 0 

tl1ree l'hucs ton 

(5) Did Def12ndant Attocney intentionally ignore tlle legal 
fact that the Court'~ order limiting his representation that 
ne relies on, necessari 1 y requires an incapac.i ta ted [JL:C .son 
fincJ.i..ng, thereby raising the jurisdictionai fact at issue a:::. 
to .vhether oc not the dictates of Chapter 11.88 ttCW had been 
follo>>'eJ. 

(()) It is a material fa;:.t ut issue as to ,.,;heti'ler uc .iot 
Def end ant Kai1r s is fraudulently at tern pt ing to deceive this 
Superior Court into believing that l1e ~-Jas unaware of. the 
lt::ga l fact thc:it a court ordec limiting at tocne y 
cepresenta tion and .cequiring ciUthoriza tion of a court 
appointecJ trustee, inherently creates an unethical <.ind 
unconstitutional conflict of interest, by vehicle of eti1ical 
.:.ind fiduciary duty to make sure Pla.iotifr Blakely was 
repcesented by counsel during the tiwee Thu cs ton County 
lawsuits. 

(7) As clearly and conclusively evi.denced by tne transcripts 
of the Thurs ton County lawsuit proceedings that. the tc ia l 
court uetermined that Plaintiff Blakely was COilit->etent and 
that he had a right to be rapresented by counsel, see: 

,-r I \. 

\4) 
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(1) Did Plaintiff Blakely establish an 
agency relation ship when securing an 
Defendant Attorney Kahrs to represent him. 

at to c ney-clien t 
agreement from 

\..-e, 
(2) Did Defendant Kahrs .commit legal malpractice and/or ~ 
attorney misconduct when s-eel:H''. .. :ing r-hrough inv.al.i.d-i-agree~~J 
with Attorney Spugetis to limit the representationi of 
Attorney Kahrs, contrary to Plaintiff Blakely's best 
interest. 

(3) Was Defendant Kahrs agreement with Attorney Spurgetis to 
not represent Plaintiff Blakely in the three Thurston County 
lawsuits an implicit and/or explicit agreement to join an 
ongoing larger conspiracy to prevent Plaintiff Blakely from 
obtaining legal assistance that would allow Plaintiff 
Blakely to regain control of his finances. 

(4) Did Defendant Kahrs intentionally 
malpractice by ignoring the mandates of 
requiring representation by counsel in the 
County lawsuits. 

commit leg a 1 
RCW 4.08.060 

three Thurston 

(5) Did Defendant Attorney intentionally ignore the legal 
fact that the Gour t' s order 1 imi ting his represen ta ti on that 
he relies on, necessarily requires an incapacitated person 
finding, thereby raising the j uri sd ic t iona l fact at issue as 
to whether or not the dictates of Chapter 11.88 RCW had been 
followed. 

(6) It is a material fact at issue as to whether or not 
Defendant Kahrs is f ra udulen t ly at tempting to deceive this 
Superior Court into believing that he was unaware of the 
legal fact that a court order limiting attorney 
representation and requiring authorization of a couct 
appointed trustee, inherently creates an unethical and 
unconstitutional conflict of interest, by vehicle of ethical 
and fiduciary duty to make sure Plaintiff Blakely was 
represented by counsel during the three Thu cs ton County 
lawsuits. 

( 7) As clearly and conclusively evidenced by the transcripts 
of the Thurs ton County lawsuit proceedings that the tri a 1 
court determined that Plaintiff Blakely was competent and 
that he had a :right to be re presented by counse 1, see: 

Page.1 (3) 
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7. ·rt1is agreement shall be deemE::d. executed in the Si::at~ of Washington and 
shd.11 be interpreted and const.n.16d i.n E:.ccordance with the laws uf the 
state of Washington n~lating .to co11tracts made ana performed therein. 
\Tenue shaJ.l be proper only in the CollClty of Klng, State of Washington. 

By: Rdlph Blakely 'ii± /09 second Sil /09 

'l'here are NG RES'l"'.RICI'ION OF REPRESThYP.'l'lON enconipassed in the aoove :'He[JL'E:Seri-

t.ation Agreement" because it is for •;general legal representation, n nor couid 

there be, creating the following rnateriai facts at issue: 



(Marci1 18, 2011)(page 7) MtL JUDGE; Mr. Blakely is an 
able individual of 112 IQ who's capable of functioning, 
capable of thinking, capable of going to tne law 
li bracy, and eveu as we had seen up until thi::s ,,;eek, 
ca.pable or submitting submissions to tne court witn 
respect to amendments of the comp la int. ( f e bruary 1 , 
2013)(page 4) MR. BLAKELY: And I would like to nave 
attorney Michael Kahrs carry on with this, but I have 
encountered some kind of problem even thougt1 he nas 
been paid to take it on and to get my new expert 
declarations to support my mental arid physical 
handicap. (January 25, 2013)(page 15) nrn COURT: So 
when I say, Mc. Blakely, that you have the cigh t to 
have an attorney file, what I'm saying is you have the 
right ;,~i thin ten days; but an attorney has the rigl1 t 
within 21 days. 

(8) Material facts at issue dre created by Deft::n<lant 
Attorney l(at1cs accepting $35,000.00 from a '1Special Care 
Needs Trustn to repcesent an ilincdpacitated person" in b1.cee 
Thur st.on County lawsuits; then refusing to represent said 
' 1 iucapacitated person 11 of the "Special Care Needs Trust''; 
further agreeing that said three Thurston County lawsuits 
nad <nerit by ceceiving authorization from the "Special Care 
Needs Court" and \iTrustee Attorney Spurge tis .. to represent 
Plaintiff Blakely on appeal from the dismissal of said three 
Thurston County lawsuits; adding substantial evidenc-2. of 
trieft by rraud by Trustee Attorney Spurgetis and the 
"Special Care Needs Court'' authorizing $8,500.00 of the 
~;.35,000.00 to Attorney Kato to provide the legal assistance 
to Plaintiff Blakely that Attorney Kal1.rs refused to µrovide. 

(9) The fui:egoing inherently raises three genuine material 
jurisdictional facts at issue, to wit: 

(A) Did tne so-called '1 Special Care Needs TL· us t" Gour t 
ever lawfully obtain jurisd1ction over- Plaintiff 
Blakely' s assets as an ' 1 incapacitated person~" when as 
here, the anmdutes of Chapter 11.88 RC\,J wert:: 1.ot 
couiplied \.Ji th, and Plaintiff Blakely was not 51 ven 
notice of, no.c allowl'!d to participat2 in, <::1ny of the 
pcoceeding3 depciving him of control of his assets. 

( JJ) \~he ther or not the S pot<ane Court had j uris<lic ti on 
to create a ''supplemental need trust" under provisi0ns 
of 42 U.S.C. l396p(d)(4)(A). 

(C) Were the Thurston County Superior Courts cequired 
to assure that t>laintiff Blakely was represented by 
counsel i11 the thcee Thurston County lawsuits after 
being made aware that Plaintiff C.lakely wa:::o ue in g 
deµ.ci ved of his right to b~ representation by coun~e 1 
based on a "Special Care Needs I'rus t'' Court restrict i.n g 
said cepcesentation, depci11ing tt1e th.cee Thurs ton 
County Courts of competent jurisdicti0n to proceed. 
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(10) fhe genuine legal material tacts at 1ssue identifieu 
auove act: cve.cwhelningly suppoct..:::u by genuint> material facts 
at issue g.iving rise to said legal material facts at issue, 
foe example, the 3/ 5/99 "ORDER KE: MOTIUi~ FOR ORDE H. 
/\PPOillTii,lG LARRY IJEISER AS GUARDIAN AD LITEM FOR ;{AL?H H. 
dLAl<ELY Ji{., 11 undec cu bric of f lNDINGS, which do not 
establish corrwetent iurisdiction tor tne Superior Court over 
the finances ~1r assets of Ralph Blakely in Cause Numoer.s 96-
L.-04155-1 <lnd 95-.3-01916-0, see App~ndix (A), base;:;:J on tne 
following material facts ut issue: 

.t"INDINGS 2.1: "The court finds that De. 1~ent 11as cev1ewea 
lii'2Gica1 arid documents, rntecvie»veo Ralpi1 H. Blakely, Jc. 
on l\Jo vember 1-;, 1998 and November L 7 1 l 998, and ceco,1m1~nd 
r..ha t a Guardian Ad Li tem should be appointeci foe Ralph H. 
Balkely Jr.' 1 

~;/nen De. Wert inter"vie\ved Halph H. tHakely, Jr. on 
<fovenwec 17, 1998 dOd lfovembec 2/, 199d, t{alpn iHakely 
nad just been fa ls el y accused of kidnappi og his vii re 
aftec years of rtiaci.ta1 oi.sputes in whicn Mr. l3L.-ikely had 
Deen cecen tl y poisoned by t-iis wife just. prior to falsely 
accusing him of kidnapping her; therH>y said Ooctor \,;er t. 
interviews took place during d very traumatic tiuiE: fur 
;·.1r. l3la ke ly, when in ter·1iewed on November 1 7 dnd 2 7 , 
1'998; nowever, Ralph J3lakely Jc. 's competency on j/5/99, 
thE dat'2 of the Court's finciings, is ·.;ell documented in 
t11e DSHS Eastern State Hospital re poet provided Bonorable 
Evan E. Specline, in a 4/30/99 report, see Appendix (H) , 
as to ::\alpl1 Blakely's competencyt ;,,;lleceas said ceport 
states: 

Mc. Blakely' s general mental ;:,bility was r•:t~asured 
wic.f1 the G.AHA - a nomrerbal test that requi.rtd t·Jr. 
!3 la kel y to answec ceason i ng c.tnd pro blern-sol ving 
yuestions using abstract geometric designs - <.rnd he 
earned a GAHA IQ score ct 113. Tt1is score falls rn tne 
High Average cange of mental aoili[y. His GAL'lt\ IQ 
score is canked at tne 81.st percentile, wnicn means 
that his performance was equal to or greatec that1 lha t. 
ut bl% of individuals his age. 

Mc. Blakely' s pecf ocmance or1 the WMT was 1~i Un n 
nonial limits, \vhict-1 H1eans tl1at he extd.uited no me1aoi:y 
problems (recall oc recognition) as iaeasured b; tlli s 
assess1n2n t. 

On u1e Tcails A portion, Mc. tHakely comµleteu lt1e 
task in 45 seconds with no errors. This scoce placeci 
M.r. Blakely in tr1e 50 7Stn percentile cang~~ for 
indivir-1uals ot similar age, On Ut~ Trails B portion, 
Mc. Clakely completed the task in 106 second$ \vitil no 
ecrors. This scoce also place:d him in th<.! 50 - 75t h 
percentile cange for inciividuals of similar age. 
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ll1e results from the above assessments suggest tt1a t 
l"1C. Blakely is oE normal intelligence witt1 no 
s ignif icunt memory problems or: :;) igmfican t 
neuropsychological deficits. These results are 
consistent with earlier 3ssessment cesults. 

l t is a genuine mate.ciai fact at issue as to whether o c 
not Ralph Blakely Jr. was an "incapacitated pec0on" as 
cequ ired by RC!,~ 4. 08. 060 on ~;/S/99 when the order 
appointing a Guardian Ad Litem \:las signed by Judge 
Tompkin; cc on the othe.i: hand, whethec o.c not the 
jud.icial participants referred to i11 said ord~r, had 
focmed c.in unlawful ngre:.arnent to defraud Mr. Blakely of 
rns legal personage with purpose to commit tl1ef t by fraud 
of Raiph 51.akely's financial and material assets. 

FINDINGS 2. 2: ''Based upon the information pc?v ided uy Dr. 
Wert attec new visits anci observations witn i{alpi1 H. 
:3lakicly Jr., couplt:<l 1...rith the statements of EL·ic Si11.fa1aker 
and Matthe.,..J Dudley, the court is satisfied ti1aL a 
sufficient showing has been made to appoint a guardian ad 
litem for Ralph H. Blakely, Jr. 11 

A material fact at issue;:; as to whethec or not De. i~ert 
1nad..: any suc.t1 i!new visits and observations, 11 because 
Ralph Blakely claims there was no contact witi.1 Dr. Wert 
after l~ovembe.c, '27, 1998; and the truthfulness of any so­
called "statements of Eric Shumaker and Matthew Dudl.;y, •1 

who both knew that Ralph Blakely was at Eastern Stet te 
Hospital for CC1mµetency evaluation order by Geant County 
District Court Judge Sperline, for trial o;.1 the same 
kidnapping charges that De. wert was involved in; 
evidenc i.ng a material f &ct c: t issue as to •v>he thee or not 
i\alph Blakely' s attorneys, Eric Shumake c and Matthew 
Dudley, 1.11ere perpetrating a fraud on the Spokane Goun ty 
Superior Court \.Jith purpose tc d~µcive Ralpi1 Blakely of 
.:.en t rol ovcc i1is moa~e tary and r.1a terial as sets, :see 
"OilDEt{: J. 6. Lacry Weiser 1 as Guardian ad Li tem for ~\alp h 
H. Blakely, Ji:., 11e:ceby oecomes the client of :1attne1.4 
Dudley in the instant action and the dissolution of 
marriage actiOLl. '1 

FINDING 2.3: "In determining \-;hether to appoint a 
&uard~an ad li tem foe. Ralph H. J.Ha kel~ Jr. , the cour L is 
(relying on) tt1e criteria ;<>et out in Vo v. .?nam, 61 
~Jn.Ap. 761, 916 P.2d 462 (1996) and the court is 
ceasonably convinced that Ralph H. Blakely, J t:. is not 
competent at this time to comprehend with under6tanding 
and intelligence the significance of the entire lega1 
proce<..~dings and theic effect on and relationship to his 
best iuterests." 

Judge: Tornpkin's "Finding 2.3 11 is substantively contrary 
to the Judge Sperline ordered competency evaluation 
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µecfocmec~ oy Eastern St21te Hospital dt U1e exact salne 
time, 3/5/99, which is a combination of genuine legal and 
1na terial facts at issue, for example see tt1e criteria 
ceferr~d to in Vo v. Pham, 31 \~n.App. 781, 916 P.2d 462 
(1996), whici1 is preiaised ou t{CH tL03.U60 that mandates a 
Chap tee 11.88 finding vf !fincapacitated r1erson" 
pi:ocedural due process prior to applied t ion of i{C\·J 
l;. 08. 060 "Guar~iia•1 ad li tem tor incapaci ta t.:;::d person, " 
whict1 :::; ta tes: 

When an incapacitated person is a party to an action 
in tht~ superior courts, he or she sha 11 appear by 
guardian, or if he has nu guardian, or in tne opiuion 
of the court the guardian is .sn impropec persuu, t.he 
couc t shall appoint one to act aS guardian au li tem. 
Sa id guardian shall be appo in teci as follows : ( 1) 1.~he n 
the incapacitated pe:rson is plaintiff, upon the 
application of a relati\re or fciend ot the 
inc~pa~itated per~on. 

In other words, &a RCW 11.88.v40 pcoced~re and 
an es sent ia l condition precedent to applic.a t.ion 
4.08.U60 appointm2nt cf guardian ad litem, see: 

finding is 
of a RC~~ 

PROCEDURAL DUE PlOCESS - INCAPACITAfED PERSO~ 

KCW 11.88.005. Legislative Intent. 

·ro protect the liberty and autoucmy cf all peoµlc: of 
this ::; ta te, and to enable them to exercise tt1eir rights 
unde.c the law to thf:: rnaximuw extent, consiBt<:nt with 
ti1e capacity of each person. The legislature cecognizes 
chat people with incapacities have unique a bl lit ies and 
needs, and that some pecµle v~ith incapacities cannot 
..:xeccise theic rights to provide for theic basic needs 
without help of a guardian. However, their liberty and 
autonomy should ba restricted through the guardianship 
Di:-ocess only to tt-1e mini.i11um extent necessary to 
l -

adequately 9rovide for t.heic o·,;n health oc safety, o.c 
to adequately ;;ianage their f inanciai affairs. 

f.{CW 11.88.010. Authority to Appoint Guardians- Definitions 
-Venue- Nomination by Pcincipal. 

(1) The :sut)crior court r)f L!ach county shall nave µower 
tu appoint guardians for the pecson and/oc estates of 
incapacitated persons, and guardians for the estates of 
nonresidents of the state who have pro~)erty in the 
county needing care and attention. 

( b) For purposes of thi~ chcq:.ter, a pee son 1riay oe 
aee::1..:::d incapacitated as to tt1e persor1' s est.:ites 
when th.:~ superior court deter;nines the indvidua l 
.is a sisnificdnt risk of financial har1L1 based ui,:>on 
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a de~nonstrated inability to adequately manage 
property oc financial affairs. 

( c) A determination of i ~1capac.i ty is a legal not a 
;ae...:lical decision, basad upun a d~;;!onstration of 
management inciu ff ic.ienc ies over time in tile area 
of f.it~J.·$on or estate. Age, eccents.:·icity, poverty, 
oc medical diagnosis alone shall not b~ :::.ufficient 
to justify b finding of incaµacity. 

(f) fot· purposes of tt1e terms "incompetent," 
"disabled," or not. legally competent," a.s those 
ter111s are used in tt1e RC\<J to apply to vee:>on 
incapacitated undec this chapter t those teems 
shall bi:: interpreted to iaean .iinc.apacitated' 
perso~s for purposes of this chapter. 

( 2) Ti.le superior court for eaGh county shal 1 ila ve ;JO We r 
to appo1n t i tmi ted guardL:n1s foe the persons and 
;;:states, or eitr1er thereof, of incapacitated per:;ous, 
who by reason (if th;:: incapacity hc.·v'~ rn2ed for 
protection and assistance, but \1ho are capable of 
t11anaging SGme of their: personal c.tnd financial affai.cs. 
Af. ter considering all evidence presented as a result of 
sucn investigaticn, th.: c.ourt shall impose, by orde.c, 
only such .spec.if ic 1 imitations and ces tric t ions on an 
incapaciu .. ted person to bl'~ placed undec a limited 
guardian3i1ip as the c.ourt f ir;ds necessary for such 
;::.e .cao11' 8 pro tee t ion assistance. A person sha 11 ;1ot be 
preswned to be incapacitated nor shall a ;Jel:'::JOil. lose 
any legal rights or: suffer any legal disabiliti'~s as· 
the cesult of being placetl under a limited guardianship 
except a~ to thos~ rights snd disabilities specifically 
set fortn in the ·.:.curt order ~stablishing such limited 
guardianship. tr; addition, the court ordeL~ sh3li ;.;ti..lte 

the ~~ciod of time for which Lt shall be bp~licable. 

(.5) Venue for peti ti0ns foe guardianship .uf ~imited 
guurdiansi.1ip .;;:hall lie 1~ t:.t1e ;.;.ounty \vi.1ereL1 tne 
a lle.>;ed incapacitated person is atitDicileG, or if sue n 
p e r s o r1 c e s id 12 s i. u a fa c. i l i t y s u µpo c t e rJ i. n who l e c c i n 
part uy local, stat.::, or fedecal funding sources, in 
either ti"1e county whet:'e the facility is loc.dted, Lne 
county of do1nicile prior to residence in the supported 
facility, {.:r the county where a parent or spouse uc 
do111estic partnec of the alleged incapaci.tatcu pecscu is 
domi...:.i led. 

RC\J 11.38.0,~0. Notice dfid Hearing, When Required- Service 
-i:'rocedur·~ • 

.3efoce appointing a guardian or a limite~J .;:,uardian, 
notici;; cf .:..1 heuring, tl• be held not less tha~l ten ,jays 
afte.i: seL'vi.;E: the1:eof, .:;hall be scrv.:::d pccsor:;:;;lly uµou 
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the alleged i ncapac i ta ted p·2t" son) if ovec 
yeacs of age, and served upon the guardian a~ 

f curteen 
11 tem. 

c"•'-'f:•-<'.> "'-·"'Ol. ri-1· ····'.'.>· .• ·'"'''"•~d.; "" ,.,,... '" 1 irn·i t">ti .".-.. !• .. ariiia·t-.. • -.,J-.--J...t.;.'. Ui:-"t" i.ta... ''6 t,.• ,':,)J~'- kUt' ~~--.. ---. ... .;._ i_._.. .,,,- \..!- ' 

not ice er a heD.cin~:. to be nelc1 ;·;o t 1Gss tn.Jn ten days 
after served tt1ereot', snall be given by .cegis tered oc 
certified rncil to the last known c:Jddress cequesting a 
ce turn receipt s ignEd by the addressee o: drt Eli;l~n t 
<..ippoiuted by tt1e ~;ddcesst:e:, oc oy µcrscr;al sc:cv1ce in 
the m<inner provided for services of summons, to the 
tollowing: 

(1) Ti1e <:.1lleged L1capa.:.:itatec.i pcrsoti, or min1.or, ii 
under fourteen years ot aga; 

T11.s c>lle.gecl incJpa~itated person sh3ll ty:: ;:n:·eseot in 
court at th0 final heacLng on th2 petiticn: t>coviJ"'d, 
tnat 1.:nis cequii:e><lf:nt ra<.ly ~=":: waive;J <Jt tt1e ;liscretion 
()f ttlJ~ cc-ut .. t roii.,... goo.,::1 caus~ ottli!r tt-1d1.t inere 
incoav8nience sho~n in the ceport to be pcovid2d by the 
Gt'\ L rl u rs u a ~1 t t G R (~ ~.J 11 . 8 g . 0 9 l: as no tJ or here aft e r 
aiaenald, cc ic no guardian ad 1iter;i is cequired to be 
u. pp o l n t e ~1 p u c s, u ,;; n t t G R .~ ~ J 11 • 8 8 . 0 9 U • 

L•'H~DlL~GS 1.:'L: 'Gc-o< Ciiuse c'.XisU; to .:::;.,:point L3rry 1idser 
as Guarcna n dd Li tern f.oc t?.a 1-ph H. Bla ke"iy, Jr." -

/:..s :.L~acl/ and conclusively evid(.:!nced by the foreg0ing, 
several genuinec r:ldtecial fz;.cts at issue: exist ::egm:Jing 
... hether oc uut Dcf·m1di::rnt Kahr-' s scope of representation 
uf l{alpt1 blakely coul,j t)e lawfully constraint-d by order 
of Judge To1npki n, who lack.~d competent j urisd ic t ior1 ever 
t · · c ( · l1 .. ·o l c c ·1 a 1 ') ;., .. , 1 -, 1• e 1 '' ' · · f t' ··· ., 1·· ... i· ·C> 1 ?. "-· - • .. n c ; t. L _ j l t\ · J_ t l , ~_, c. .... 6 .. _ ..j,. > ~ . . l ' ,... , -- .. --=l u ..... .:s t: L. c ; 

nc•t1.<11thstanding the inherent violation of Rules of 
Pcofes::Jicnal conduct by Defendm1t ;{atu:3. 

2'1'.:Dlt'~GS 2.5: "the c.ou:r:t finds the fili1,s of t'-u2 :Hiticn 
for appointment <)t a \;uacdLin ac Lite:1; as '.\alp~-i H. 
:)lakely Jr. 1 s cesponsa to pacticipate i:1 ti1is r..cial>' 

It is difficult tu i..magin2 anv of th"' involvL:d 
at. tocneys or Judge Tompkin could believe t.neir c.oucluc t 
1Jas uot ill0gal, where l:hE a:ction was filed when ::::vecy·cne 
knev; that Ralph 3lakely \¥'as then currently und..;:;r Gr<:;nt 
County Jud5e Sperltne Court Ordec at Eastern Stat<:: 
ilospi tal fot.· a comp2te;.1cy (!Valuation, see Appendix \5), 
::iee i3ASIS: "Tt1is matter came before the c.ouct upon Llle 

111otion of counsel foe Ralpt1 U. Blakely, Ji::. The motion 
sought the ctppoL1tm2nt of a .guardian :.'ll1 litem fur Kalph 
tl. Dlakely, Jr. /'\ hearing was held befo:c'2 the honoi:aiJle 
Linda. G. Tc,n;,.;ldns on f'.cid:;;y, 2'ebcuary 2G, 1S99." 

F'IiWL·~GS 2.6: 'fhe coul.·t's fllldings and Gon~::lu.sio;:s iu 
this case shall have no p:recedential or preclusive effect 
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on any oti1er civil or criminal proceeding involving l{alph 
H. Blakely Jr. and r.he rnattecs at issue tnerein. ' 

This finding evidences tha l Judge Tompkin knei.v ;{alpn 
FHakely was then cun·ently at t:astern State Hospital foe 
.a comp~tency evaluation ordered by Geant County Judg•? 
Sperlin<q anCJ this finding 1 2.6, as mattec of law, 
precludes any restrictions on the ::;cope of repi:-esentation 
by Defendant Kahrs in the three subject rnatt.ec lawsuits 
filect by Ralph Blakely in 1\ing Cvunty. 

ORDE:K 3. 5: "Garv Gainer, counsel for Yoland<:i r) lakelv in 
the dissolution· of marriage action~ and Hatr.ni..--:\ii Dulley, 
counsel for Ralph H. Biakely, Jc. in the dissolution of 
marriage action, hereby stipuL1te to Larry Weisec being 
ctppointed as Guardian ad L1tem for Ralph H. Blak1.:dy, Jc. 
in the dissolution of marriage action as well." 

Tt1 is "O~DE.R HE: HOT IOi~ f1)1.~ u~Oi~K. APPOL~TL~G LAiUO'. 
1n~IS i:!:tl AS GUARDIAH AD LIT EM FO[{ RALPH H. BLA:\.EL.'i JrL" via s 
conf o.cmed by Thoa1as i{. Fallquis t Spokane County Clerk on 
March 5, 1991_7; however, it is not signed Dy Gciy J; 
Gainer, Attorney toe Yolanda Blak.ely, wa8 not ~ignec:t by 
Dennis Hession, t:\ttorm~y for: Yolanda Blakely, :Secky 
!:)arKe.C and Lorene Blakely, and was not signeu by Larey 
.~eisec, Guardian ad liteiil tor i:\alpa H. i:Hakely, Jr. 1 and 
.~as not signed oy JucJge Tompkin; tneref ore, said ORDER 
has no legal force and t=f feet wha tsoevec, an'-1 coulu not. 
be used to allow Defendant Kahcs to claim that· the ;;,cope 
of t1is r..::presentation of Ralpr1 Blakei.y in tl.1e tnree 
subject matter lawsuits underlying tnis lawsuit. 

(11) As clearly and conclusively evidenced by Appendix (C), 
''OtlDER !{E: f\PPi.WVAL Of SETTLEMENT uF .t>ARfIES t(C\~ 11. 96," 
said Order is not conformed as being filed Hnd Judge Tomµ~in 
did not :s ie,n said Oeder, tnere Dy said Oeder i"ias 110 legal 
force o::rncl effect wha tsoevec, and is voiCi for: lack of 
cequisi t: e procedural ciue process; thereby deµri vi ng Ac Lucne y 
r(ai1r:;; of any legitimate claim thdt Judge Tompkin'~ ocder 
cestrictea tne scope of his repcesent~tion. 

(Ln As clearly and ccnclus1vely evidenced by Apr-en(~ix (D), 
"Sl'lPULAI'ED AGREEMENT P.E: SETTLE:Mt.:NT o~· 1RUSI CLAL·lS vt" 
dt:CKY BLAKELY, LORENE BLAiZELY, RALPH H. BLAKELY SR. , RALf> H 
d. BLAKELY III, PAUL i!. BLAi<EL't AND STAL'-1 L.ONG i\S fRUSTEE OiT' 
c'iLAiZELY r..,ARMS IR.UST," said Settlement is not dat:.::d by 
Matthew Dudley and there is no legitimate legal uasis tnat. 
1~ould confer '"i'rustee.i status upon Stau Long; i11 part 
because ilalµh 3lakely was operating Blakely facms f.cust in 
his own legal personage in that name; thereby, a. m<.:iteria l 
L:ict at lSSue exists regarding whetner or uot Stan Lot.g had 
lawful authority to dispose ot any financial oc rnat1;;cia 1 
assets of Halph i3iak~ly; and said "Stipulated Ag1:eell1ent'' .,;1as 
r U.eci i.u che Superior Court out not signed Ly any J udgt:. 

(11) 



(13) As clearly and conclushrely evidenced by Appendix (E), 
DSHS M':dical Lake., Hosp~_ta~ again perfor'.l'ed _a competency 
~valuation upon t\alph ola Kel y and conf irrnea t i1a t t{alph 
Blakely was unquestionably competent during, the entire 
period of juUge Tompidn and involved <:'lttorneys acted in 
concert to illegally purport to appoint a guardian ad litcm 
1.~ith purpose to unlawfully deprive t<alph Blakely of his 
lawful control over nis E'inancial and material assets; with 
turtner purpose to unlawfully and uncor!sti tutior:al ly µrev€!n t 
H.alpn Blakely from adequately proving his innocence and 
challenging i1is convictions underlying his incdrceration. 

(14) E~y 11 UECt<.E£ Of DISSOLUTION'' dated 8/1/15, see Appendix 
U"), in case 1lb95-3-01916-0 and #96-2-04155-1, Judge Tompkin 
iinalized both said cases and discharged Lacey weiser as 
guardian ad .litem for both said cases; and awarded Ralph 
E\lakely by vehicle of Exnibit (G): "All property acquired by 
ttie nusba11d after May 23, 1Y95, the date upon which the 
r11arciage be.c.a!ae defunct and the pat:ties commenced residing 
l:;ei-'arate and apart. All property curr-ently in the husband• s 
possess ion t custody and cont.co 1 an<J not provided f.or within 
tt1e Decree of Dissolution,'' ctlereby leaving hundred~ of 
tl1ousancJ;:; of dollars of Ralpn rHakely's pecsonal asset.:. at 
peril for che(t and/oc misappropriation of which has not 
been accountect for to date. 

( 16) /\"::J. evidenced by Appendix (G), Defendant Attorney 
i.'1ichael Katirs filed a "NOTION TO DISBURSi. FUNDS FROM SPECIAL. 
NEEDS TiWST, ' 1 in Case tfo. 95-3-010916-0 date ~i - 11/06/09 , 
cla lii:ing that "Mr. i:Ha ke ly • • . has various medical problems 
U1at he believes are not being property taken C.dre of •••• 
Mr. Blakely also claims he is innocent of the crime charged. 
He ~ll'uuld lii(G to prov.:: i1is innocence and 1.-1ishes to hire an 
attorney, Michael C. t<ancst to investigate this. Mc. l<anrs 
is -2Ap,~r.it!nccu in post-conviction litigation and 
inve::;tigdting claims of ac.tu<..11 innocence." 

( 15) A~; evidenced by :\ppend ix ( H): "ORDER /,pp,WVING 
OlSi3Uf~SEt"'lENT t)F FUiWS FROM SPECIAL NE!~DS TRU~~T, ., dated 
11/'::i/09 and signt::d uy S1.1µecior Court judge Tomkin under Case 
~u. 95-3-01916-0, stating in pertiaent part: 

1. l:lalph H. d1akely Jr. is in need of iund3 for the 
purposes of 1;ursuing post-conviction lit iga ti on Li his 
criminal conviction Bnd ~Hmt€nce in Grant County, State 
v. Hlakely, No. 04-1-00~6Y-8. 

2. i"ir. Blakely has consented to the disbu.i:~ernent of 
U-1ese funds in the amount of Ten Thousand Dollars and 
n/10 ($10,000.00). 

3. rn.e court 
iu·.res t i.gation, 

finds tliat tne amount ::E.?questt:?d 
$10,000.00, is reasonable. 

(12) 
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4. Ralph H. Blakely Jr. is in need of funds for U1e 
pu.cposes ut obtaining medical care toe a 1,1ul titudt;! of 
serious m~dical conditions. 

5. ~Ir. d1aKely i'las consented t.o tiv~ c.isi:n1rsei;1cnt c.•f 
the;:;.~ i:1.itid::- 1n cnt: .:ucunt uf T1,1enty-c'ive n1ousand 
Ool lars and nc/100 ($~'.5,000.00). 

6. Tne Coucr. find::< that tht: amount requt::::st~d tv obtain 
medical care, ~25,000.UO, is r~a5onable. 

Said Ur dee Apt)ro·.1i ng Dis bursemen \:.. Of Fund.:i does not in any 
way restrict tne ~<;.ope cf Attocney Kahrs L"t;p.resentc.ttion of 
f{aipn Blakely; cr.ea::ing a '~enu1.ne material tact at issue why 
Attorney Kane~ refused to reµcesent Plaintiff Blak~ly in the 
three subj.act muitte:r lawsuit;:; filed in fhtu:.stou County 
Superior Court af tee agceeiug by contract to co so, and 
being paid by Plaintiff Ralph dlakely to Jo so. 

( 17) Un :·Jl5/ 13 ;~upe;:oior Court Judge Tomp~ins i ssueci an 
"ORDEr\ APt>i:~Uv'L~{; ·<EALLOCAi.'IuN Or fUi.~DS fOrl. MECHCAi~ AN0 POST­
co:~vrcTIOr~ i~ELIEf,·' in Case No. 95-3-0l':il6-0, ::>tatiug in 
pertinenc. pact: 

My. Blakely has not pursued the medical c.r;;ace co the 
degcee he pceviou:sly desi.ced, but continue~; to uursue 
tne post-conviction L"eliet matter. fi1erefore, ti1e'funds 
sc,ent have bee1i i1iOC.:: tha:n allocat~d f.t'Olil the post­
conviction t"elief category ($10,000) than fcom the 
;a'.;"i;.;;al categocy (:j;25,000) •••• ORDEd: ••• i.i&~ -$35,000 
pcevious l y t.)rde:ced released i ro:n the Trust to <t t torne y 
;·1L:.:.hael ;zat1t~s tilay De allo~~ted ei thee to the fiOS t -
convjction celief matter Qr" the medical treatment 
mattei:. 

(18) Un 12/:1.4/14 Jud6e .l.'v•nt:-c,ir.s Lssue<l an "Oi~Di'~r\ •J:l t'l•JTION 
n'l 1\'fl'ORNiY. l<.ENNt:ITH d.. K.ATG fOrl. PAYMElf.f CF 1 ... f IOt\.lfr~'i'. fEES 
F'KOM SPECIAL Pi:J~SON CAi.:U:: n.wsr,:; 1!1 Cas~ i~o. ':16-2-04155-1, 
stating in µectinent part: 

TdIS MvTlON cam~ on roe nearing ou Kenneth H. C:.ato 1 s 
Motion roe Payment of ,\ttorney fees trom Special Facson 
Care Trust supported by n1s cieclaratiou, asi:u.ng tne 
Ccnn:·t tc aut11orit.·~ payment to l1L.:i uf $8, 500 ~ind.::c a 
flat fe12 agreernent be1:..ween K.alph H. Blakely~ Jr. and 
i·Lc. Kato, who will i."ile d personal cestraint ;,dition 
foe Mr. Slake ly to the Washing ton Court of Appeals , 
Division HI, to secure t1is release f com unlawful 
restraint ••• 1. The Couct finds Mr. i<atu's fe::: of 
.)8,500 is C<:!asonable and, pursuaut to tn.:=: flat fee 
agreewent between ttLn and Hr. Blakeiy fo.c tht": pecsvna1. 
cestraint petition, c:JUthorizcs µarment 1u lnat amount 
froui the Ralp11 H. Blakely, Ji:-., Special ?ecs0?1 Care 
Tcus. t. 

(13) 



Tt"lere are no scope of i:e[Ji:esentation cestrictions on the 

Court Order and tile attorney-client agreement with Attorney 

Attorney tZah.cs evidencing invalidity or any De tens.:: by 

Attccney K.at1 rs in his atte:npt ~ " ... v niue b~tlind his 

i.nteqycetation of a court ordec; and raising r:iateriai facts 

a;: tssue as to •1hy Ralph 131.aKely is forced to pay Attorney 

.Zatu tu uo what Attorney t(ahr:-s was already paiu tt.1 (;o. 

iacL~ .::. t issue are pl"esent as to whetner oc not 1{alph 

jJ€C50ll u121t y;ioulu allow uefenddnt Kahrs to l~gitl111ately 

r~st;:ict his 1:t:p.ct!sentation of Rai~n Blak.i'!ly .;>t·e,;1ise,:1 0n any 

purpoct1,C!d cout"t order; and whether or not U'1et~~ iti now, or 

t!V>::r ,..;as, a legitimate ;I Special ?'2rsor:: Cctce fcus L ' that: was 

oc is "authorized by 42 u.s.c. 1396u and 20 F.K.. 

416.1246(1;;!), as c.laimt!d b}' .Judge Tc-mptd.n J.11d tne oti1er 

particiµ<.Jnt.s that have comud.tted theft by fraud of Plaintif t 

Ral;m Gla:.:.:~lv's tin.:rncial a1Ki material asset:.s. 

Also, as ~videncE:d aoove, r;1Jtecial faC(.;S at. i.ssu-;; are 

µresent as to v>hether. or not Defendant's Attorneys i1av~ d 

legal and ethical c:uty to l:t:!port the illt7ga 1 <::undue t 

dt:se;.riue;i abuve, relev.:.rnt 21nd iliatei:ial tu this L<.i,,,1suit. 

;..~ ructher evidenced above, St2veral genuine l~gaL and 

ma tt:!cial facts at issue are pcesen t as LO -...-he thee vr: ilV t 

j a·g· · ··1·-·1·1,.,:..-1· 11 ~oulu·· t·1 ·v,- la·-,·r"··uil.t' )' ·_i~.., .. .._.,..,.l.· ct.~._-·{1' 1·.b·"' U ~ '-''r'·' '- --'--•;; •- "'~..... ,,. ..... SCO[J\:'. () f 

repr·esent~.,~ion by Attorney 1ZahL·t;; and wciLerial .::.:ict~ ciC 
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issue a re present as to whethec or ;rn t Judgt: Tompkin did in 

fact oL· law, limit the representation cf Attorney Kanrs; or 

on tt1e nth2:c nand, as Plaintiff Lsl.akf~ly ,:_laLns, Attorney 

Court, 11.ihic/1 a:ce questions tif fact that must b0 cesolv0u by 

tl1e ju1·y at trial on the merits, as guaranteed tw the 

Seventh .\i:wndment o.: rhe Un:i te<:t States Coui;titutioL. 

DISPUTED GENUlNE MAtERIAL FACTS AT ISSUE - ... ---··----
( 1) ~-ia tt~ria l fact.:> at issue e;ds ted a"' to why Defend:;;n t 
Kahi: s .,.as ce fusing to pcov-ide a co;: y of the <it torney-clien t 
ccnt.ract that ha~; now b12en ~;rovided; furthec credting 
material tacts .H l ssue as to whet her or not said attorney:. 
clh;nt a.greent'!nt. cce.:;tes ;_m at.torney-clL:nt ceL~tionship; of 
·.vhid1 is bot.h celevant and niate:cial to tne mateL·ial fact at. 
issu~ as to whethec Defendant Kai1rs .1efensc= of ·1 ti10 com: t 
mad~; me de it by li:aiti;;g ,ny cep.::esent:1tion 11 is ~n uvalid 
d<? f ense dnd/ oc a f caud u~H)n tht~ court. 

(2) t-iaterial fac.ts <.it issue exist cis to wheth(~:C or not 
D0c~t'endant Ka11cs kne,.; his detense of '1 the court madt:! n:~ do 
it,'' actually exlst~~d under the law~ \'\/hen he bitl•~d, i:1ter 
alia> :j,5GO to visit ~la.tph Blakely ln prison witnc.ut iicst 
obtaining permission f.com the court. 

(3) Mat.adal fc.1cU; .st issu.:: exist Ci.~DC•'::n1.u;g i.h::·[<:r1dant 
At tocney i<.ahcs consumer advertisement c:.nd his let tee wl1icti. 
states il,_.1ractic:i.ng in feder-al courts, l1abeas co.i'."pus) 'Hnth 
Circuit Court ct eppeals, ::ivil .dgnt 1i.tigc-tion," (t:x;duit 
~~. ll) 'Jiolate,:; the ~J<::shi n~t.on Consumer Protection r\ct uncJe ~ 
tne facts and circuillstaaces present in this case. 

(4) Mate.rial ta(~t..s. at i::;su~ exist. as to wheti1er. De:'.endan t 
{ahc.s intende·j t:o fraudttl•:::ntly :i:anipulate Ul.e S;iokaL•e 
Su;i-:!rior Couct by claiming said Superior Court Or<:~cc lii;11tr.::;d 
t1is ce:H"eseut<:ition, t.::.ontrarv tc the c .. lear terms ct ::;aid 
Court Jcoer, stating that tne $35,00U retainei: fe..:: •va.:. tu be 
used "solelv for ti1e u,:-nefLi. of :·fr. i3lakely.' 1 

(5) M.:-ite.dal f<tct.::> at issue exist concerning D.::fd .. ,d;;;.n t 
Attorney :<.ahcs 1 multiple hilling for tt1e ~ame dlle;~ci 
services; anG m~terial facts .:.H issue exist as to whetii~i: o c 
not l)et0ndant Kahcs commi ttect ttief t by traud of. ,::1 portion 0 t 
the inoney charged t{alph i~lakely, int.et: alia, as allt:gtd iu 

tt1e State !3ac l~ssociation Complaint f ileu by ;:{.uliJil dlakely 
a;..;ainst Defendant. Attorney Kahc:;, whicn pi:."ompt<:;C: D'21.'2nc!CH1t 
r-':ahi:s to .d tndraw from tne case. 

(15) 



(6) Nurnerous material facts at issue exist L"egarcnng whetnf.H'" 
oc 110 t Def endc.an t Kahrs in tentiG(oally accepted ~.;35 , 00. 00 of 
calr.Jh Slakely's money to protect and adv<lnce his 
~.-... ~ ..... ;tut~c·"a· 1 --i<>f,,._, •:i ~..,·~ll""n"'1·r,<> 1talri11 :)JJ .. '"'.·'r'.e.t'y's·· ~vt~v, .. .1.. ..i.- ,, A. t... .._6•~ , • .;;) .L.~. -tsc..; -· '=' ·~ ....... t"~ - ~~ 

::cnviction .me: to p.rctect Ral?n BLH:ely's mt~ .. :icdl care 
r l.gilt::; Ufh..1e r vJash ington Law' tne rederdl Ci.:-m~ ti tut icrn' and 
the i\idt!.t"ici:in Disabilities Act; ·""hereas Dro:Eendai;t Kahc1:> 
chac6sd Ralpn Bla~el.y ove.r $25,000.00 etnd did uot µcotc1.~t or 
aJva.r;ce r•if~d i.cc..11 care ar,d did uu t pee pare and/ vc f i 1 ~. for any 
post conviction relief. challenging Ralph Blakely' s 
unde.clyiug unlawful conviction; -...-hen as l1ere 1 f;ttcn:ney i<ato 
was pairl ovei.~ eight thousand dollacs to file foe post­
conviction celiet t-hat D1;;fondacit K1.irn:s i•aa paid tc• Ge, 0ut 
.cefused to de, in violation 0f the attorney-client contCciCt, 
attccney £~tnl.~<-d .:equirement.s, attvrney fldu1.;.ia.ry duty to 
client ,1l1d in viol.:ttion of Ralph r3ln'•eiy'~; 12gaL 1;nd 
constit.utio1:dl rights, <1f .• hic'.1 inr~erentl; conBtitutes, 
inter alid, attorney 1i1alpra.ctice. 

(7) Sevt::!cal ;n<ltecial facts ac issue oe:xist as to •• hy 
Dtfenc~or1t r\t:tc.rn~.y ~~a:1r.~; ap£nt s~d;3t1.1r~tisl fL1rzc~!5 attei:lpting 
to ut)tai.n .:. Decl:::iratiori from trial ;,.;itness ',~obbie Jua:cez-

·.._1' .. .-, .. v· .,_ ,·~P ,. l1d. t · 'OU!' d ,.;:-, ~ ~ n •· • h ,,. .~ , .. l.' z. ,. i .-'1· Q "'"C· 1-l··, to l~' e•"' l ,,,r• 't 1.' "n - • ;- C... t\' .... .r...-·-C..A..lf.. :...:...t.·- ~•it.. ._:.._ . ._._Q o.J\.-., ... ~ ~ J ,,,,... U Ci - ...._.,.. 

of c{o0bie Juarez-frev ino, offering sworn tc test iwony that 
he had ralsely faLr:i.::at.:,d hi:j tri:Jl te;!;t:lmony .::i:~ain~.:.t Ralptl 
:3lal~el y at trial at behest <.• f f <:1vor. h:om pcosecution, 
offered Dy the )rosecutor to Robbie Juarez-rr~vino. 

(G) NL'.i1}t·'1·ous .le,J,r-±1 arii 1.1.3teri::.1l f,.:iets :Jt issue .,;:xi.st <·JS to 
whet;i.ar oc tiot rlalpt1 Blakely lt>, and/or eve1.~ ha3 L:eeu, 
( r.::lbran t to t i1ese t-'coceed ir.gs) an •! inc~ip1".h: i ta tee\ per~on, •• 
a::; n1attec u-E fact and/or. law; .an;1 wheti1e1: oc net f\tto.cney 
· t · · ' '· ' ·1~ • ' · .; ,., c~ t · t · u· r· ' · ;:,purge is, ,:;r;(, ~'u~;ge .. 1..niµK1ri, .... , ~on .;:r ~.-1 .:1 €~ >:c<..:<:.:nt: 

,:i_ttocnt:y :\.ai1cs, Gel1oerately <.::xercise::. ccntrcl of Halph 
1U.a~~ely.'s financial assets ·v,iitl1 iJUrpose to manipL:late t.he 
scope c:1wJ iH:'€H·idL.n c .. f c·=~,i:est:intatioi1 r{alpi1 Bl.if.ze.Ly 11ould 
receive fr:o;~: D;:f-2L1dant. Attcrney iZal1r.::; C!."t~'.:lti··.s " plt:thcca 
e;f i•;tecce.L.lteo, intet.:'d\':pe.nd1::nt 1,1<iteri.al tact.sat .issue, a 
s1g~;jfi:.;...::.nt µorticn cf w~1i::h ;::.a.1mct t·,i::: pro,~ecly f.'c;:.;.;:2'; un1..il 
tne -iis.:.:.o..ro::cy process is coinpleted, suct1. as Jalph Blakely 
cecently being provid..:u a copy <:t the. Attocney-Clien t. 
Contract dated 5/1/09 conclusively sho·,,·ing no res triction.s 
c,11 i:ct.Jr.;:s~nt.:1ti.0t'. tc, t":: pccvidt.:.:. 0y Att0.crw11 l\.o.h:rs; creating 
;aJrii2i"OU.3 rna:.:.ei:ial fact3 at issue tnat ;:1Ust '.)e pcesenteci Lo 
tn,, jucy at. tcial c.n t.he ;;1ecirs 7 [oc G:-;1.dir:r:l0: 

(!>.) '1·Jas D2fendarit Kahrs awa.C8 t!1at i1''Jlph 3lakely \vdS 
' t . 1 t l tt A JI > iJ. neve•: oe et·;n1ne\ o )~ an incap<JcJ.tdte!l persun 

pursuant ~·0 t,1..:! 1;::Jndates 1.:-f (';1.:ipt:er 4.38 ~~c~-i and :: .. e 
Coubtitutiu~ ot thG Unitad States. 

fi1ece c.;~;;:i be 
'' :1 e t. he r i) l:! f e n (~ .::> n t 
ha.cl ;:ev .. ~c t.iee n 

n;.; le;;i tima te quest ion as to 
~<·~~!1L :; .~1<.n.__~ 'J t }16& t ~{ . .J t pi~ Hls.ke. l. )l 

L.nd:'.ull/ determi<!ec! to be an 

(16) 



i;1capt:1c.i tatecl per:::;on becGiu::H~ t1e would hav'2 i1ad to 
know that the Gr:rnt County Superior court jucy 
trial a.nd Eastern State Hospital t-iad culeJ tna t 
~{dlt-.>i1 L-~lak.etv \~as ;·1ot '1n ir1~ar>aci tc.1t,·::c1 r)ersor1, 
..,:1 . ..::11 ,·.:0.v:i!2.-,L1g t_;-1;: cciu,i:'12l :·.=.coed. 

,#~ ... )- ~ :,..i··~ :J,-~ ... ·· 1 ·_,.-i .. , .. ,. !i '··to··""'··· ~-""~:·1Y"' ...... ,)',. ..... · i.-f1 • ~ ... · ..... u \i:.1 ... ~.;~;::, ~ \.:.:..L~oi.d•"•d~ L·~ .. L.. ·!.1.F-::=)' -'-•=.l ""~ a\·ya.L.;= i.L ::.:!L t)l.:.t. __ ..:::, ;Sl~, as 
mattot· of law, that Chaptei'.' 4.88 l~CW m-'1ndates dte an 
e.ss2ntial conditio::i pcec~deHt to lne appvintwcnt ot a 
gu& t:rJidrt 3d li te111 as apµlied to this :.as<=; and that 
tr;E-cefvce, t-.o legitLlic:.te guardian a0 litei!1 ~ia<l been 
appoint~cd, the.re Dy, rendt'!ring Attorney S;..i\.H."gt:tis' 
[Hl.C:}~J..·ted nppo.L1tm-::~nt as trustee tnvctLL:; c.tid 

in .. ~t t:;ctual. 

In ot:1ec words~ as conclusively evidence<J i)f tt1e 
.::xistin,:; recocd, Defendant. :~ahcs kne~v that r\olpt1 
f:La~cely had :1~ve!' lawfully been d;.::ter•rd.neu an 
irH.:~p:;:;cit . .ii:;;;c1 pt:.cscn, tber.:ti:i1 cend..:::rin.~; .:.,ny 
;.),Jrpoi::teo ;;trustee" st£<tus by Judi-1'-" 'i~cr::pi:<:L; .::t.-.d 

·.-\tt;..•:n.::y St->L:l'~~etis c.1i2acly inv'.ol.L_;, t.1ihL:;·1 \.;ould 
'.ta11::- b~~en kn(HrJi1 :)y :-iny corL1~>et1~nt d ttorne;;y; 
notwith;;,:~:<11K'tng that tlh: tci&l judge in th~ ti1ree 
:.>Ui:J}2Ct ;;;:,.ttec L3'.v'SUltS Had cule<] i<.alpn biar._t:::ly 
d•1que.::::tio1·1aL1 lf compett.:rnt.; requiring Defen,_l~1nt 
i<at1r3 to l:tform this ~ourt ·why he di:i not requice 
LbL; court; 1rnti U1t; courts in U1e th.cee Slibject 
matteL· lawsuit to appoint ar1 attoi.:'ney as r.eq-..ii.r.?d 
t>v' t\C~~ -~ .. US.OC.O; whccea:s c)r1 Ui~! othec hand, if 
Ll<:!f2nddrit L\ar1::s knew that Ralt>h lHakely · .• ·as net ,:;;.:·i 

i ncaoaci ta t'o.".d ;)'2 cson with i ;1 the me~rn ing, ;.; t Ct1a;.ite i: 
4.88 RC\4 and Cnaoter 4.U8 1.1cw. then <.rnv c:.0.1.,;t::tent 

J.. .1 J ..._ 

.,ttc,;.·ru:.:"if ,.;ouL.i half<~ k,:•)wll that m.: rr::::::.t:cictious 
could Le lc.1wf1.;lly :aade on Defendant Attorn.ey .<ah.::·s 
&: t; fJ .r c~ .-; c n 'ta. t i or i • 

f CO<L ex0.cc.ising Jurisdiction, j S t ;~ e. l ~;c . v • ----
Citiz~11ti Cur A Bettec En·.li.coriment, 523 U.S. 83, .11.3 0.Ct. 

1003, 14G L,, I~:d • 2d 210 (1998); Davis v. 

223, gy 5.Ct. 2264 1 60 L.Ed.2d 846 (1979): 

flic 
acti0n' 

~ueslio~ 0hether 
is ~nalytically 

~ litigzr:t has 
c!istlnct and prioc tu 
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('. 'l"'"" '1·· 1· OP i .... .._.. ... ~ -". -· 
~ ' 1. -Gt wnat Ce lf±t; J.t d ;,y ~ a 

entitled to receive. 

J.L-~ cue (cd1.~cal sy.:-:>Ler;: or ~.;nvernr:i2rjt, ~t,_-~Le ::::.::) ·vv1::ll c:;.S 
Lc:c_H?<-al c.oucc;:, hav,:;· jueisdiction (;\/E:r SL\i ts orougnt 
_,.·_;_--ssJiillt tt1 t-i2 U.S4C .. § tS18l~, ti-H2 StdtLlte tJ-"jZt .. _ ~re.at8S 
,:, ceu.edy for vioL.itivus uf f,::Jeral rights ccmmittr.:d by 
00r~ons acting under color of state law. 

~·,, .. hen jdcisCicti(!U is. t;\1 tile ~.~c1t1~citutl.»-r1 uf t'i1is 
~;-tatc:~ or by :;.,t.atutJ?:-: c.cnf,.,_::1:.red C)U Lt C-'JU:rt c.1.L JUdi·2-.J.t1l 
,,fri...:er ..'."Ill Lhe ;:;ean0:~ re car:r:y it 1ntc, efto_;ct. are also 
(~.i\l:.-:n: .Jnci in tt1e ~::xz-~~~cise \.Jf t~1e ju1:is~i.L~:ti_o!-i .. if t11e 
~cu:se cf ~1roce2Gin•~ is dOt S;:'.::cifi.:::.all)' point."'-:d out by 
stur.ute; cHty suitdble pro,:~E::::>s ur 'uo..:le cf proc.ee.JL1g "''°~Y 
~-_.~e ddD;;t~;-~·j \'~'hi.cl;. r:·1ay ~~f1f1E~at" '!VJSt CC:nfOrF1Bt-,l•· t;·-i ~~i-ic 
3pirit of tne laws . 

r ~1 "2 ~) u ~) r:t.~ ;:1t~ Cc u ct 
ot Cc:ngress r1ay . . . 
DptJCt)~)Clt:it~ \.l-) :11.rJ 

anc: :::g,res.a.)lc t(} thteo 

. and all .;.oucts .estsblishe.~! Ly 1~.:.t 
1.SSU'2 all ... r1ts necesBary (;..t" 

\.:r th<:~l.t" (2Sp~:cti~e jLCLSCJ],.tioi\S 
u s :1 s e s .:'l n d p c inc. i r' l e ~ c- f 1 a ,_,; . 

Courts "·Jictuallv 

th2 full _-:xtent _1urL3dL.:tio;1, 

) () 
2 .. · -· I 

~-men couct ne.s jucisdi.ction ot :.aus2, i ~- c.ar~no t 

Cv u rt s b.a '·lt:! -~: C· ~T!O .rt~ r .i ?.::ti·1 t. to :_; e.c l i. n J:· ·'.:~-- )·~ . .:?cc is e o f 
jur.iscllcticn 1.;i1i::t1 is gi1en; tn.an i:o usuc;) that v;:1i,_~1-! 
is c.o t :::; i_ v e;, . 

(lb) 



Czerkies v. D!:!pa_·rtment of. Labor-. 
~;;..;;..~.;;;;,..;;....;..----....... ---------' -----· 73 143S (/tn Cir~ 

1996); La ncLna:: k Ce:rnmun L:a tions Inc. v. Virginia, ____________ _,_,,, ____ --~-----------~.11111-·-·---

suspicio:l. 1 and ,_:ontecipt much ;-.iore than lt would ... ~ng,mdec 

f" f \ •' I ( .·'• :;u:; u.::i • t:) tJ. ~ 11 1 ,:, • C t • .t. 0 '2. C~ " l l 7 L . t:ci • L ~J i 0 :::1 \ :1 ~) ;_~-j «~ ) ( · i ~-J ne r e 

. .- ,,_·11,, · .••.. -~! ~-} H" ,l • '" ,_ u :1 g . -~ .. -

i'laintiti :5l..ab:2lv pi:-ays tnis Supecioc --.ourt ,.,ill J,:~0te 

i5lakely 111s r1g:H to JUr·1 tciaJ. on all ;uaterial !dc.t:::. <:it 

. . ) 'l ' . ' ' ... x 1 ·'..> ':l l J l" ' ·1 issue, i,.av t. -~-·-~i .c.; ,~ 1. ,_u (>!015). 

D a t c ;:. t n i s 3 rd ·:i a ., ( ) f F' e r' r u a r. y , 2 CJ l 6 • 

The court Erred. Defendant's lJresented no t::;vlderice to disµui.:8 

Uas mater 1.d l fact. Thus, the Cou:ct la.eked subj e..::t t\iattei· 

Ju:L .i.sdicLion to decide tt1e disputed. "coacr0versy" in favor 

oi the Deienclarits. 

l <:/ 
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DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY MAIL· 

GR3.1 

I, __ 1~_0._. l_;:;1_·1_H_u_/,_a_r_c._: _I::._l_'-_<_·::.._e_l-=-y _____ , declare and say: 

That on the __ J._2_ day of March , 201 6 , I deposited the 

follo\ving documents in the Stafford Creek Conection Center Legal Mail system, by First 

Class Mail pre-paid postage, under cause No. COA 7 4 7 65-7-1 

[~alcn Howanl Jlakel 11 Ao;:;ellant v. Kahrs No A,c;_·:;-1 ·:;;c;;..'.u·-s· <:cieA 
~ ..z .. .. "... ..... • -- w £..>- """. ui.:.'.ri.""l-

Court Ord1..::rs 3/3/16 O.rJ..;.;r denyin·;. L·1otion to vacc~te JUd~;ont 
Uro""r l'c£.2'irY; Y.t0ticn for !~ceonsiU:eratior: 
i-25-2016 Or6er r.tGP-wJ.tin~ Defern.l::mt • s £01otion for .Su;rwary Judg ,.nentl . 

r ju.::.-t rece.i.ved 3/15/15 <DA I docmnents of aan;"illd 3/21/16/11 :M4 ArY.1 OJmmelor' 
Mays refused to m3ke 009ies of 5 pages of King Co Sup Court GIDERS and . 
Designation of Court Papers and statement of Arrangements Pr..J?.ASE SFHD ME 
J.W:K ~~6Wo~1if~n~t court orders Attorney supurgetis wil1 be &aYin9 
the filing fee and staterent of a.rra.ngeaents, court rep;:>rts, clerk pafe[S 

Court of A;:ipeals Divbion I 
:Jne union .sc;uare 
600 Uniw.,rsitt St::eet 
Seattle, \ivA :18101-4170 

, Susan ?Fv~Intosh 
901 Fifth Av~. ;;uite 1400 
Se,::,tt-1 ""' r f,/?I 9~1 !)a 20·r' 

I declare under penalty of peij ury under the laws of the State of Washington that 
the foregoing is true and conect. 

DATED THIS 22 day of _-=':..:::·,,Ja:=r=-::c:_:_h=--. _______ , 2016___, in the City of 

Aberdeen, County of Grays Harbor, State of Washington. 

/1~/ JJit l l -A '· .. ·· .. -L.J-rf.,_,,,,""'f{.~~=·~=· f--:;,.·;~,'----
Signature { 

Print Na111c 

DOC - s I ?'1q~ UNITJ.// AIG 
STAFFORD CREEK CORRECTIONS CENTER 

191 CONSTANTINE WAY 

ABERDEEN WA 98520 
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DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY MAIL· 

GR3.1 

_, declare and say: 

That on the 23 day of February> , 201 _!_, I deposited the 

follo\ving documents in the Stafford Creek Correction Center Legal Mail system, by First 

Class Mail pre-paid postage, under cause No. 15-2-12980-5 SEA 

iYlotion to vacate Judgment Based on Deni.al of Jury Trial and Jurisdictional/ 
structural Defects unaer Provisions ot CR 59 . ' 
oesignat~on of Clerk Papers and all Exhibits 
::_.=~;;<=.=-=.-=----::-:-::------==-=--=-==~-==-=-~~--=~~~=-=-===---==-=-===--=-==-==-=-=:::----,~-' THE MAILROOM HAS BID·J RE.."'IURl.'\JING 5a'iE OF HY OOTGOL~ Ll::..--cAL ¥AIL AND I have 
had ~..-ii..:: cliff icaulty havin9 CO§lit:!S m~de, ,and obtaj nj ng envp lopes. 

Also Hhave had some of my legal exhibits i.m:;iroperly seized. 

addressed to the following: 

King County Superior Court Clerk 

5 f6 'I'hird Ave. Rocrn z 6u:;t 
s~attle, WA 98104 

.Attorney Susan mc.rr:1tosh 

901 tiftir Ave. 3uite HOC 
Seattle, ~\!A 98164-1039 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that 
the foregoing is true and conect. 

DATED THIS 23 urlay of Fill.m.ary 6 __________ , 201 _, in the City of 
Aberdeen, County of Grays Harbor, State of Washington. 

Signature 

ly/~lt~lt /flc./t_(Ly g / 7 ('j> 
Print Name 

DOC UNIT -----· -----
STAFFORD CREEK CORRECTIONS CENTER 

191 CONSTANTINE \VAY 

ABERDEEN WA 98520 

I 
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DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY MAIL 

GR3.1 

, declare and say: 

That on the -+-L~·. __ day of _ __.:t~:-~r----il~------' 20\-~ _, I deposited the 

following documents in the Stafford Creek Con-ection Center Legal Mail system, by First 

Class Mail pre-paid posfiigeFundefl·eafi.sti"No!o~ ? .. .; 7~~-7-r. 
1~~~-~~~-41~4~~~J~v----'-~-~~-,;-:.1~»---~ 

;-~~~~ .. ~t~1£f: .. :·!:'" ... ~ ~Jt2~.::. 1: c::.:.:.;.~r::"<;ti;;:: l~\ .. "J.~t:.::~ .--~-.-.ii.lro,;~:-~ ~-~~L~ ;-~-~~. J-!.l~~~.\~~~ .. ~:i ·L ... -:.~:~,L 
,, .... ni to tA.~ ~0:.tnt ,y,,t t•J u.:,.L.7:iu' ..:in;:.i FOl'.'$::.:.t·.?..L':j ;\ttorn.~:y :.iut>.Stil ;·:.clnt·;:.>.;);·, 

addressed to the following: 

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

DATED THIS ; .. day of _________ , 20)_, in the City of 
Aberdeen, County of Gfays Harbor, State ofWa'slilhgton. •· 

Print Name 

DOC r. i , 1 . , . _. UNIT , .. · ... 
STAFFORD, CREEK coRRE6TfoNs CENTER 

191 CONSTANTINE WAY 

ABERDEEN WA 98520 
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DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY MAIL 

GR3.1 

_, declare and say: 

That on the _~7~'•-- day of Anrn , 201:._, I deposited the 

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

Class Mail pre-paid postage, under causeW~47:15-7-T I-< es~ No:f 5-2.-f2-9g6~fA 

tl-i'.l ffiri,; Cr1<:m~y ::u:K;;rior f'.1'l1Ji"t rH'l 'l':Jt. n~<{tr)'1'k•1 vrirh C"'i"'t i,.ilJ f·-ir 1',h>?< ; 

tr'cia ;crtµtt~n ;>f Lnrtih~.j. :L)r ~:Ht .;,f ·~L::·~·,. .ur:.•~n 

addressed to the following: 

Court of Appeals Div Jn! 
Ga~ Union 3quare 
600 UCJiv~rO'ljty <:;tr·~""~t __ 
Seattle, WA n~I01-4t7n 

F-orcsb2r5 & Urt!lauf 
001 Fifth Ave. ~uite 1~1~ 
Q'::'.ciU .. h·, le[,\ C)(jl,..11-

~}n·r~-~ 
; . , 

"(i'ls County Sup~rior Court 
"i1 "°; ThtrddAve. ~:n E ")f)''.) 

).}attJ" '.!ft. ()'.'.>.J ')!i. 

I declare under penalty ofpe1jury under the laws of the State of Washington that 
the foregoing: is true and coITect. 

DATED THIS '2'1 day of A;n·il , 201"' , in the City of 
Aberdeen, County of Grays Harbor, State of Washington. 

l <' , I )/ ,;;/ I /. ?( 
J:((,/{ i'J' , 1 ,1:_): £c,1•X 1' T91S 

,~ ,. 
Signature 

Print Name 
,, 

DOC UNIT l! (fl ly 
STAFFORD CREEK CORRECTIONS CENTER 

191 CONSTANTINE \VAY 

ABERDEEN WA 98520 
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DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY MAIL· 

GR3.1 

I, Haloh rioward ElaKelv _,declare and say: 

That on the ~2~·~·k __ day of e.vr1 l , 20l_ci_, I deposited the 

follo\ving documents in the Stafford Creek Conection Center Legal Mail system, by First 

Class Mail pre-paid postage, unde1: cause No. 74765-7-I. f<C. ~ t No /:'5-..1. ... IZ.?~o S£f\ 
cooy of tne cit.a.if ord (.c·~ OJ.erection. center leaal rrail lac; of 2~0ril 24 ,;2016 
sha...1ing ;nail service of ~'~otion For Extension of ·I'irne 1:::!-if? 13.i:'.~ to the 
f.;.lL:.;~n..... ~?.l::~:C:ll'x I ?\;•.=il,31 :~01 € loctt¥ 

i<mveiopes £.:taur~~s~ to F'or~~~urg & Umlau~,9u1 Fi.tth Ave: _suite .1twv; t.e.:.,_t:tle 
Counsi;;lor ~Yiavs retuses to xia.;«;. L::cial coo1es,nor t:o ;1rov1c:e 2l.'3Sl.Stuno.:~ in. 
outgoing l8gell Tv.'iil. 

addressed to the following: 

:.:~tL.rt vi t\p~l.:i Di\i 1Ji18 

~e Lt'lioa Squu:; 
600 university Street 

EuresberSJ &. !l.ilau.t. 
~:::;1 .;,?iZt~~. ~D/v"C. c·:..:.t!.~ 1 '!JZ, 
Seattle, ~JA 3dh)4 

. ~ - .,. r - l ·rJS>.:.,-~. -· ... .(."1 ' • la.ti c;;;;,ri:i:use; to u ih- l na. t"'3 oi· ->P.!"l .t.V b !~fJC1Fll ·"'OL 11 1 <:r; i. n:-~q-1 >f"~.t ot 
extt::i.1sion of t:.i.riie. ein:.; cr;A-I le;;tt£;r fat(.'(.) Aµril 21, ~\hid:.. I r~-c;;i11E(1 

At-lo~1.l :;~ 1 i0 ~J ~ at 1 U :2~ 1u 

I i;·~lii;;ve that h.:;;:Lil 10, iua.ilru to you was a i:\.oticB vf fi?~~a.l ;..Jit..i:i; l'ri·d 
0R1Gli~~ .. CD:JRl' 02 .. i.JE:RS: V\~iICit i hav~.~ a.si<.a\ to he.Vo r<::tc.J::Tl.ctc; CC•f)i(;:;;; 

I declare under penalty of pe1j ury under the laws of the State of Washington that 
the foregoing is true and conect. 

ikcaust:: ..:ounselc..r Ylay.s rcfus;:;C:. to 11icike: 1'2.;a.l co;;ies for :1,..:.:, ::.02in~;;:; I acr; 
aLnc.!>t ;.,llu....;, l ti.:lve v.l.i.ticulty rea.Jin-.,:i. 

DATED THIS :?ti day of ;...pril , 201_6__, in the City of 
Aberdeen, County of Grays Harbor, State of Washington. 

--1.J:1,t~ .. .'( N. /:.,fr; l-1J,1 _~!111i-5 
Signature 

Print Name 

DOC UNIT I ft t~ J •:1 

STAFFORD CREEK CORRECTIONS CENTER 

19 l CONSTANTINE V"' A Y 
t 

ABERDEEN WA 98520 
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DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY MAIL· 

GR 3.1 Ju:.:l;e: Laura 

I, _1_<a_· _l_9i_1_i_i°"1_'_1ar_···_a __ .2-_ldl'\.t;;_-·.:_>·_"l_y_· _______ , declare and say: 

That on the 11th day of Februa.t:J:' , 201 ~' I deposited the 

following documents in the Stafford Creek C01Tection Center Legal Mail system, by First 

Class Mail pre-paid postage, under cause No. 15-2-12980-5-S.EA 

Notice of Apf)eal (Rlhl? 5.3) Statement of Arrangeysnts (RAP 9.2(a) 

outgoing l'i'-"gal mail has been returned. as of February 2,3,2016 
.L nave 0;.10 full t:::1welor;;es ad.dressed to Umlauf & Forsberg, Attorney &usan 

J>lfcif.g}a~1to the following: 

Y..ing County Superior Cburt Judge 
516 '1hiru Ave. Rm c 203 
Seattl~ WA 98104 

Forsber9 & Umlaut 
Susan. Mcintosh 
901 i?if th Ave Ste 1400 
Seattle, WA 9&164 1039 

King County Surerior ··Court rlerk 
516 'I'hird Ave. H.m E 609 · 
E'.eattle, ;·JA 981 C 4 

I declare under penalty of pe1jury under the laws of the State of Washington that 
the foregoing is true and coJTect. 

DATED THIS 11 day of~F_,,,·e.o=i·.ruar=-~Y-------' 201-6-, in the City of 
Aberdeen, County of Grays Harbor, State of Washington. 

~,F-$../Ju.J.-11 'if1zcif'i 
Signature 

Print Name 

DOC UNIT f/ 1 II /9 
STAFFORD CREEK CORRECTIONS CENTER 

191 CONSTANTINE \VAY 

ABERDEEN WA 98520 
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v. 

COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 

DIVISION -=-&fB="'--

No. 74755-7-1 

Petitioner, 

MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME 
·nciIAEL CHARLEi KA:l'R'~, etlal.,, 

RAP 18.8 
Respondent. 

COMES NOW Petitioner prose J:!l;ip'i 'fr.>w3.rrJ 31ak~ly , and moves 

this Court for an Order extending the time for filing his Brlef -----------

, pursuant to RAP 18.8. 

This Motion is based upon the records and files herein and the attached Declaration. 

Done this _1-+_'· __ day of April '201_:2_. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Signature: /{~1J..-B4J.•"! S-l7fj5 

Printed Name: 

AC I)() - Motion to Extend Time Page I of 3 

DOC # Unit If__/ ~ f 'j_ 
sccc 191 CONSTANTINE WAY 0 

ABERDEEN WA 98520 



DECLARATION 

I, _R_::i_1._;:i_h_h_u_·w_a_r_·_J_:_':i _lE_1k_-1_l_v _______ , declare and say: 

1. I am the Petitioner, defendant, and/or appellant in this matter. I am over the age of 18. 
I am a citizen or permanent resident of the United States. I am competent to testify. I 
assert the following facts from my personal knowledge and observations. 

2. I am incarcerated at the Stafford Creek Co1Tection Center (SCCC) in Aberdeen, 
Washington after conviction in a Washington State court. 

3. I have a deadline of '-'. , to file the next document required in this 
case (as noted in the Motion, attached), and I do not believe in good faith that I will be 
able to complete my legal pleadings before the date set by the Rules of Appellate 
Procedure. 

4. I am proceeding pro se and without the assistance of a person schooled in law, and it 
takes me a lot of preparation time to research and draft legal pleadings. Because of 
the way SCCC has its law library access structured, it takes up to 14 days to get on the 
access list to get into the law library at SCCC with priority access. The daily access 
list (call out) is a mandatory list, i.e. people are turned away if they are not on the list. 
People without priority access are routinely excluded from law library access because 
all of the available spaces are taken by people with priority access. 

5. I received this Court's notice that I would need to file the motion or response I am 

working on now on this date: '{~rc'.1 11 ?ri16 . Now, o_r_) __ days 

. later, I have been allowed into the SCCC law library on only __ occasions. 

6. I move this court to grant me a cm___ day extension of time from my current deadline 

(created by RAP rules) of ____________ to Tiuw I", '20 t .t:, 

7. The ~::ing Comrey 7'·1p;-=ci :Jr Court ha~ .ir1t ::;\Ip pl td l"llt.~ wt th .'l co.SB bi l1 of 

thi! -q,rtleC1Wurid8f pefiiiR)1ro"'f'Pel'.ttirY:>-t{nC1e·Fnle'faWs 'Of'tn@<State of Washington that 
all of the foregoing is true and con-ect. 

Done this _2_t~ ___ day of \pri.l '201'.i_ 

Signature: 

Printed Name: 

AC (}6 - \fotion to Extend Time Page 2 of_\ 

DOC# Unit /If f/jq_ 
SCCC 191 CONSTANTINE WAY 
ABERDEEN WA 98520 



COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 

DIVISION ?'1'~ T 

I 

Petitioner, 
v. 

ORDER GRANTING 
EXTENSION OF TIME 

Respondent. 

THIS MATTER having come before the Comi on the Petitioner's Motion, after 

having considered the pleading and files in this matter: 

It is hereby ORDERED: 

The Motion for an Extension of Time is hereby GRANTED. The deadline for 

filing the Petitioner's brief is extended to _J_•1_?1•_3_1_"S_,_?_'1_l_S. _________ _ 

DONE this __ day of , 20l__i. 

Presented by: 

_i?:t...-tul jlLLbL-:..1'tu():!1'1i•~ffL:.!--I _ri~l~i~k·~··.1_ ~· ___ ,Petitioner 

DOC# :·n7•v1; Unit :;1 ., 10 

SCCC 191 CONSTANTINE WAY 
ABERDEEN WA 98520 

.~C 06-1\'lotion tu Extend Time Page J ot'J 

Commissioner I Clerk 



v. 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KU-l1 

Plaintiff, 

Defendant. 

I Ra.loh Howard . .2lakt:.:ly ' . 

---------

) No :l 5-2-12980-5 52!3,. 

) CDk /tfi1f:.~-l-/ 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 
(RAP 5.3) 

, appearing pro se, seek review by the 

designated appellate comi of the: Kinq County Superior Court G:t.."C.ier Granting 

Def encant' s 1•.iotion for .:::::un-.;;ary Jud.::sn<ent Disnissal 

entered on the ~day of _J_··an_·· _u_ar_·· ~Y ______ , 201 _§____. 

A copy of the decision is attached to this notice. 

DATED THIS 11th day of _F_P_'-·niar_···._-~Y _____ , 201 G , in the City of 
Aberdeen, Grays Harbor County, State of Washington. 

";. t :.2.!ld tu~ ;_: 
Ralph d. Blakt-ily 

DOC# <l179::i5 , Unit d 1 A. 19 
191 Constantine Way 
Aberdeen, WA 98520 

I ,,f· I 
Jl? 



~~~_Al.f:..i --~.Y D t:L,\i~~:J~f', 
Pl .r;! i ;1tJ ~-:ft rs~,T FOP 

CLERKS PAff RS AND ML EXHIBITS 
~"." ¥ ;_;:-. 

>1ICif.AF:l~L (:HAf~Li,S .:\At!HS•E~t .ai •, 
De,'. ft~ n da:1 t ~!. 

DES IG:~ .\TIO\' 

Plaintiff. Ralph ~owar~ ~IYkBly requests the Desi~nation of Cl2rk Pipers 

7 

11 

12 

15 

16 

1.'.J_· 
. ' 

~ock+t dat~ 1ock~t coda 

5-29-f:)l 5 

6-3-2U15 

7-2'3-2015 

1-2:?-:::cn s 
7-2.~-2015 

l-31-2Ul5 

''.-l 2-'.?0l 5 

~-31-201~) 

t;-17-2015 

l U-22-W15 

10-27-'.'.0JS 

Afffd~vlt Service 

Cbjtictlon/ opposition 

Affidavit in Support 

& AFFIP~ATIVE DF 

Crd~r 1.:1'":',ny ing ,'\ot:ion/ Petition 

L&tcer f ron Ralph Eldkdly 

~1 ' o t ice of HeE!.r i ng/ Surr!IT;:U" y Juil>iJ"'' at 

~otion ror ~um~ary Jud~ment 

5-2J-2()}6 

11.-20-2013 



:.a me 

;;Ul!k 

. ., . 

..:i 

23 

26 

27 

28 

'.29 

30 

** 

29-'.H 

:~2 

33 
.,<>): 

31+ 

.::*-·?4 

35 

36 

37 

32-'.};t 

"Q .) . 

~* 

'•0 
q 

/, r;: 
"·T"rt.., 

!+3 

ld1 

l l-1 r-~-2n1 s 

11-'.:'0-201~ 

12-1-2015 

12-14-2015 

12-21-2015 

12-21-2015 

12-JI-2015 

10-8-2015 

l-S-2016 

1-5-2(116 

1-5-20h'.i 

liJ-3-2015 

1-8-201() 

l-S~)2Jl6 

1-11-2016 

l-l l-2Ci1 .s 
1/13/21)16 

l-l '3-201(~ 

1-1 ;.-2010 

12-21-20(-S 

l-l3-::n1c 

1-1 '3-2'.!L'; 

l-?:)-201 (t 

1-25-2016 

2-5-2016 

f~ply I Pefendants 

'.fotice of HH:.:trbg/enl::trgf' Tim·~ 

'fritfon I Pet 

IJrfor '£xtent1i.ng of Time 

11-20-1 '5 

'••'F'-Wr~r!fl'U'·~ OF LA:W in Supr.ort of '-'otfon ti> Comp~l 
Discovery and Non-Evasive Answers to Verifi~d Com~laint 
3upported with Plaintiff's fxhitits ~o. 1-11 to 
Judg;? Lmr:::i c. Tnv~~n con.r.;;f.stirig of ~ page rtimr,oramlum 
and 90 pages of supporting exM b1 ts. 

?11(>tice of Hearing/ Cowpel Answers 11-27-1.5 

Correspondenca From l'?~l ph Blakely 

L.ettf.'l' -and Requ~st 

Objection/ Opposition/ Defendant fahr.s 

Notice of Hearing/ Disclose ~Jitn1tss 12-21-15 

DECLARATION OF Sti"'1'.'1ARIZED EX!H8IT.3 supporting 
Vat.ion to Compel DiscM·ery cf Exhihlt."5 ~-t:1:::1.1-11 ;"."' pr<:t<:~."'· 

Obj t:Xt.ion/ vppos:i tiot1/ 

?laintiff's Fxhibit::> t;'o$.1 thrn·.J~:-/c 15 lf·D ;l<.ig~:ii 

~ot:i.t::<:. of He«::.rl.ng/'Jppo.';;it io<t 

Objectio~/ Oppasitian/ Plninrtff 

i~\~ply/ Defa 

';or.ion t:n ~t..rik1.:/ d<?fa 

Plaintiff'::. \'fot.ioi.1 t·) St.rik;;; witn:asse.s 

Ordi.:r Denyin~, ,j..:d:h;r, to Co~q>d 

\ati.ce of H<tr1ring'lOf1i1ot.;,f ti.on 

'·'ct• .. •1 "j ·· -r l " / ' ,; ' · L .... .. 1.~".J,.. :1;.;..-i ;a~ . .Jui:~&\:'- !....:·.iU..Cd lHV·-~e~J, 

,;t_'DIO L()G Dr. ~.r 0 (i4 
0[.;DfR G!l.MTING SunN;.ary JuJgme·ot 

Notic.e:/Uecl "'~.iil I ~1tn Reconsi.J~rat.io>?h.nve>~nt;4~ 

2 of 3 



Er 1-1 r,r; 

l';.,4 

l .. ii!cl:lt ·i. f Jc.JtlUH 

r.~1st 7 F i. ~}it P ! t+ 

Declaration of 't:til 

·~7 :.::-;,:G-iG .. ~;ti0n tv \iaG:.'1.ts Jud::p~nt on D2nii;1l ot ,]t.u:y tria.l 
a.n.j Jtt.t:L~ictic.:.r\f!li Structucal Dof(:.r1ct~·.3 v.r~J~0r t?rt)Visi.;)rts. 
Ci:~ :)9 co.nsi;:;tin~ oi 19 C>aQ,;;5 

Amended Designation of Clerk Pa!?ers aha· Exhibits 

45 2-10-16 
46 2-23-16 
47 3/1/16 
48 3/1/16 >Ji 

"-'! 

49 3/3/16 

50 3/3/16 

51 3/8/2016 

Declaration of Mailing 
Notiice of appeal to Court of Appeals 
Af f iaavit/ Declaration Cert of Cervice 
MOTION BY PLAINTIFF TO VACATE JUDGMENT 
order Denying Motion/ Petiiton 
Order Denying Motion to Vactte Jud~ment 
ORDEH ON r10TION FOR RECONBIDER.ATION 

LEI"I'E.R 

l:ll~as:.:: ;;;,:J.il ci co~y oi: all the to.n:yoin~; ,:~ntiorit.:;u 1">-.:;a.l do,.:::u·,•i.int.6 ti.) 

Coi.;..z.·t of .z~.~~d.l;;; I di!G a. c..-x--;;;;.,y to tl1t::: tollOi'•in'::i i:"ld.intitr ~~kin;; ,,vith d ')ill 
co;,ts. 

<l l ./ (~ .. / i 

:i~.JJ.; ~i 1 ·i~ 1 g 

)'; .. ' 

1 '.>1 (.'oni;taJltin~ '"'if 
:."-Lb:.:rwi:::t211, -~·,1?\ :~~J<-:j5"u-s~s04 

l~E~~\.£:~Si.:' FOi·( O.J.:5~f:,j.:; 1~APE~R..5 A>LJ 0'~·!It3~lI~t; 

L.'<:J;;Sic:;rution or Clerk .F\ipers 
J ot 3 


