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ANSWER TO PETITION FOR REVIEW
A.  Scott fails to identify the decision by Court of Appeals
conflicts with a decision of the Supreme Court or any
published decision by the Court of Appeals.

Scott provides no decision that exists which would
conflict with the Court of Appeals decision. He does not
dispute the Court of Appeals decision that applies fairness
test for a separation agreement as provided from both /n re
Marriage of Cohn, 18 Wash.App. 502, 506 (1977) and Inre
Marriage of Shaffer, 47 Wash.App. 189 (1987). Even when
Scott raises dispute regarding full disclosure was not
necessary, he argues full disclosure was provided by
reference to Scott's monthly income.

Making contrary statements with no reference to the
record does not make a petition ripe for review. To claim
the Court of Appeals findings and decision was sheer

speculation regarding the inability to the value of the

business does not make the petition ripe for review. Scott



argues the business itself is underwater in value yet
somehow can generate $112,000 a year of income to him.

But even if the business’s value is determined to be
underwater, Shaffer and Cohn do not indicate that full
disclosure only applies to positive values. The test is that
there is full disclosure of every asset and its value. The
Court of Appeals, in its efficiency of the decision because
of the lack of full disclosure, did not even have to address
the second prong of the test: independent advice and
knowledge of rights. It is undisputed that both parties were
unrepresented and did not have independent advice. The
separate property agreement would fail the second prong
of the test regardless of the failure for full disclosure.

CONCLUSION

Based on the lack of conflict existing from the Court

of Appeals, Genesis requests to deny the petition for

review.
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