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I. IDENTITY OF RESPONDING PARTY

Petitioner and Appellant, Keith Welch, pro se, seeks for the relief set
forth below.

II. REPLY

Respondent Walden’s Answer conditionally raises issues for review.
Petitioner Welch’s Reply was limited to addressing Walden’s Answer to
these conditional issues in accordance with RAP 13.4(d). Petitioner
Welch’s Reply is proper and should be considered.

Walden’s Answer first argues that review should be denied, but in
the alternative it argues that if review is granted, “‘conditional issues” should
be considered by this Court. Petitioner Welch’s Reply was limited to
addressing these conditional issues in accordance with RAP 13.4(d).

Additionally, Petitioner Welch’s Reply was solely intended to
oppose Walden’s conditional issues for review. Contrary to this Court, there
was no other purpose behind the Reply.

RAP 13.4(d) provides in relevant part that “[a] reply to an answer
should be limited to addressing only the new issues raised in the answer.”

Petitioner Welch’s Reply followed this rule and was for the most
part, limited to addressing the conditional issues raised by Walden.

Furthermore, Petitioner Welch was not rearguing the Court of
Appeals Opinion, but replying to Walden’s Response, to the Court of

Appeals Opinion.
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As this Court considered, in the case, Olver v. Fowler 168 P.3d 348
(2007), pursuant to RAP 13.4(d), that a party may file a reply to arguments
that the answering party raised in their answer.

In the case above, Petitioner Vu filed a petition for review in this
court. In his answer, Respondent Olver again, argued that the trial court
erred when it allowed Vu to intervene. The Court granted review of the
issues raised by both parties. See Olver v. Fowler, 158 Wn.2d 1006, 143
P.3d 829 (2006).

Petitioner Welch filed a Reply to Walden’s Response, pursuant to
RAP 13.4(d), which as in the Olver v. Fowler, 2007 case, this Court
considers arguments contained in a Response, therein, that respond to issues
raised in a Response answer.

III. CONCLUSION
For the reasons set forth above, Petitioner respectfully request that

the Clerk’s motion be denied.

DATED this 13th day of December, 2023.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED:

/s/ Keith Welch

Keith Welch, Plaintiff/Appellant
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IV. CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE
The undersigned certifies that this document, exclusive of words
contained in the appendices, the title sheet, the table of contents, the table of
authorities, the certificate of compliance, the certificate of service, signature

blocks, and pictorial images, if any, contains 338 words, in compliance with

RAP 18.17.

Respectfully submitted this 13th day of December, 2023.

/s/ Keith Welch
Keith Welch, Plaintiff/Appellant
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DECLARATION OF SERVICE

I, Keith Welch, certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of
the State of Washington, that on the day I signed this declaration of service,
I caused a copy of Appellant’s Response to Clerk’s Motion to Strike
Appellant’s Reply to Respondent’s Answer to Petition for Review, to be
serve electronically via the Appellate Courts Portal, to this Court, and
electronically mailed upon Counsel and Transcriptionist of record:

LAW OFFICE OF COLE & GILDAY, P.C.
10101 270th ST NW

Stanwood, WA 98292

Telephone: (360) 629-2900

Facsimile: (360) 629-0220

REED JACKSON WATKINS, LLC
800 Fifth Avenue, Suite 101-183
Seattle, WA 98104

Telephone: (206) 624-3005
info@rjwtranscripts.com

SKAGIT COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT REPORTER
205 W. Kincaid, Room 202

Mount Vernon, WA 98273

Telephone: (360) 416-1200

Attn: Eileen Sterns

Signed at Mount Vernon, Washington, this 13th day of December, 2023.

/s/ Keith Welch
Keith Welch, Plaintiff/Appellant
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