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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF

WASHINGTON

Lewis Rudolph; Morgan, [Petitioner and Appellant]

Adams et.al, Respondent,

(No Family and/or Representative’s/Estate)

C ommissioners WA Shie (Whsson)

A

PETITION FOR DESCRETIONARY REVIEW OF DECISION TERMINATING

HONORABLE JUDGE PRESIDING: NO DESIGNATION

REVIEW
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Pro se Litigant and Appellant/Aggrieved Party:

Lewis Rudoiph; Morgan
PO BOX 420444

Portland, OR. 97242 (change needed)

Morganwill31@gmail.com
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E: ARGUMENT WHY CASE SHOULD BE

ACCEPTED ... oo Pg. #Z*L)’and Appdx. Pg. #4-C oll *?P\‘z"

Montgomery produced fraudulent SURETY to conceal and holy substantiate the claim to
courts and county Tax Assessor’s in Ferry County Office with-out regarding lawful
conduct RPC’s and 61.31 et. seq. Knowing and Willing Creating Perjury and Contempt

of proceedings, by way of theft out-right.

F: CONCLUSION........o.veeeeeeeeeeeeesen. Pg. #/3]§ and Appdx. Pg. # A- € _allin Ren.
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WASHINGTON CASES Page

Court of Appeals Decision in Favor of petitioner Lewis Rudolph; Morgan

09/15/15....Pg # Jgpd ' C" |- 13 “STAY " ‘n. fawer o€ M.«c(ym .

Affirmed and mandated since: [Originally effective July 1,
1976; amended effective September 1, 2010; September 1,
2014.]

RULES SATUTUTES AND OTHER AUTHORITIES

“REAL ESTATE CONTRACT” BETWEEN Morgan “MAKER” and Adams

[D1=Y0) T ol o o YOO OO e sm e Page #_A:(e

CORBET CONTRACT and Standing to Sue Doctrine Miﬂ—ﬂ‘ﬁ%

61.31. et seqg. in favor of the “INSURED” Morgan....Pg. # A,l{
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RCW 62A.9A.318 (A), (B).veeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeereerennens. Pg. # Aopendix B
RAP 9.11 New EVIAeNnce. ....c.uneevneeeeeeeeeenaeeennnnn.. Pg. # w " Ad- Al
RAP 12.8 Effective Reversals of Intervening Rights.....Pg. # 4#"’(;“0,,; exhire, 1348

< H
RALJ 1.1 STAY of proceedings.........ccccevuvrenennenn. Pg. # A‘m{xf 'c_"},Umn Stay

CRLJ 13(d), et al, joinder of State depriving Plaintiff of Rights and Personal
Property by way of seizure by Ferry County
Sheriff... ..o Pg# fadie, 13 .“)é)

RAP 17.3 (b) (8) (3) Civil Enforcement Petition on June 3, 2015 ignored by
way of privileged communications and contempt of court by defendants and
Commissioner WasSON. ... .uveueneeeneeeeaeaeeaeeeeananannn Pg# Enhire 13. 4&—1@, @-7)

RAP 10 and 10.3 allows for complaints by way of Motion: “Trice Now”
Requested...........oooiiiiiiiiiiii e Pg.# B

Enclosed Amicus Curie By Lewis Rudolph; Morgan in form of Objections
to the ruling on June 12, 2015 by deceit and fraud further allowed by the
courts specifically Commissioner Wasson and all Commissioners who
delegate authority of finances in the state no matter the status

QUO M -ttt eeeeee et e e e e ee e aaeans Pg.# édoﬁ:d ?rwt;\?sc _)[_‘LL;\% @'7>

BONDS OF SURETY are described as the following:

INSURED by “The Company” or “Self Insured”

“With Your Own Money Not OTHERS LIKE Adams et, al.” Recently done

by logging, selling property, and defrauding Morgan “Again and )

AGAIN” oo Pg. #lmhee, KAV -L‘@\é /
Foprd . A

5{Pagel? Lewis Rudolph: Morgan
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136  “Just claiming with fraudulent papers is not sufficient” i.e. Adams et

137 L et Pg. # &ohre Fle-
138

139 As Listed in Order Below: BONDS with Sufficient Surety to fruitfully give
140 this AWARD Requested by the

141 Plaintiff.............co s Pg. #|2- 1 F

142 Appendix Pg. #'s Gudwe 13.4(Yd) ,&Pgu\,x Ad- Al

143
144 RCW 48.29.140

14s Premium rates — Required filings — Transition date set

13-17

us by rule........ (SCTC and BELL’s Title Company) &xtire [3:46@),

147

148 ALL COURT RULES

149 CR 56 Summary JUdEMENnt...............oeeeeeiueeeeeesiieeeeeeeee e eee e Page# | - | 3 amd (ST

150 CR 55 Default JUAGMENL. .........ooeeeeee oo Page# (2- /5"

151 CRBTA SANCHONS. ..o oeovoeoeoeeeee oo Page# 1 2- 1S aud JWWA:" A‘H’
152

153

154 A Identity of Petitioner

155 Lewis Rudolph; Moergan asks this court to accept review of the Court of Appeals

156  decision termination review designated in Part B of this petition as set out by RAP 13.4
157 (c) and (d).
158

159 B. Court of Appeals Decision

160 The petitioner is identifying the decision by the Court of Appeals Division III to
161  provide Administrative “Stay” and mandate this matter to Supreme Court of Washington

162  Trial De Novo and these parts of the decision of the Court of Appeals which the
163 petitioner the “MAKER” wants reviewed, the date filed was 08/31/15, and the date of the

164  order granting the petitioner’s motion for reconsideration CR 50 Trial De Novo.

6|Pagel? Lewis Rudolph: Morgan
EMAIL: movrganwill3l@gmail.com
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182
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A copy of the decision is in the Appendix at pages E—_(_
through _(_ﬁ A copy of the Clerks order Granting Petitioner’s
motion for reconsideration is in the Appendix at same pages
provided Petitioner responds by 10/14/15. Modify ruling of the
Commissioner’s filed on (July 2015 and prior to theft in
July 2013 by County?). The ruling (state substance of
ruling, for example: "denied the motion to be
Reversed and Modified by STAY and Bond performance meet by
Petitioner and NOW illegally granting Attorney’s Fees to
Respondent and counsel) this court should
(State relief requested, for example: “CR 56” Summary
Judgment and "Reverse all Judgments given by all courts
involved to this point"). RCW 62A.9A.318 (A), (B) as Relief

and Post Judgment Request in Appendix.

C. Issues Presented for Review:

Defined issues are present which the Supreme Court is asked
to decide if review is granted. Set forth are the present issues
for review: Forfeiture Bonds Created in Fraud and Forgery by Mr.
Montgomery and Adams et.al (COLUMBIA TITLE, FERRY COUNTY

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES/Ferry County Title, OLD REPUBLIC TITLE, and

7|Pagel? Lewis Rudolph: Morgan
EMATL: movrganwill3t@email.com
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189

190

191

192

193

194

195

196

197

198

199

200

201

202

203

204

205

206

207

208

209

see Adams is Borrower from Private Lender Mr. Morgan and Now Mr.
Bell and STEVENS COUNTY TITLE is involved and claiming interest
which is not owed to cover up illegal wrongful acts. This is Mr.
Morgan’s Rebuttal too confiscations of property. In the original
motion may be incorporated by reference. THE RESPONDENTS HAVE NO
SURETY AND ARE A FRAUD SEE ATTACHED DOCUMENTS REBUTTING BOND BY
FORFEIT CREATED BY MONTGOMERY LAW FIRM, by and through OLD
REPUBLIC TITLE and Filed in fraud on 4-16-14 by way of “Counsel
Created the Paperwork”, FERRY COUNTY CLERKS EXACT WORDS, NOW SEE

ATTACHED DOCUMENTS ALLOWED BY ALL COURTS OF COMPETENCE.

D. Statement of the Case

Petitioner alleges :( Set forth in numbered, descriptively
titled paragraphs, as in a complaint in a civil action, a
short and plain statement of the claim showing that
petitioner is entitled to relief. Conclude with a demand

for judgment for the relief sought. See CR 10.) This is a Complaint by the Petitioner

and moving party as to the disregard for Amicus Curies and Complaints set out by CR 10

also LR 89 and LR 56 Due to Plaintiff and disregarded by the

Courts and their Counsel For et.al, illegally colluding and

-
-
[
i
¢

2 ] 7 Lewis Rudoiph; Morgan
i
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211

212

213

214

215

216

217

218

219

220

221

222

223

224

225

226

227

228

229

looting the REAL PROPERTY INVOLVED HERE, when
Buyers injunction was requested with “STAY” Granted
originally and now is allowed by the Courts to be demurred.
CR/LR 37A request with Sanctions RAP 18.1 requested trice
now and Criminal Complaints are being filed in rem
jurisdiction RAP 3.1 (1)(2)(3)(4)(5)(b) for Timely Appeal
needed resolved based on TIME IS OF THE ESSENCE.

(1) CR 50(b) (judgment as a matter of law), (2) CR 52(b)

(Amendment of findings), (3) CR 59 (reconsideration, new

trial, and amendment

of judgments), (4) CxR 7.4 (arrest of judgment), or (5) CxR

7.5 (new trial). ALSO:

RAP 22 Not Complied with by Respondents Counsel, also refuses to repay and return
finances loaned to Mr. Adams by Mr. Morgan The “Maker” and Insured in this
everlasting surviving “REC”. Accepted under 13.4 (b) 1, 2, 3, 4 specifically when
decision of Court of Appeals Conflicts with prior decisions in the Courts, and concerns in
this petition involve issues of substantial public interest and needs, not the personal needs

of the Respondents and they’re financiers (S.C.T.C./Bell’s/Montgomery Law Firm).

E. Argument Why Review Should Be Accepted

9|Pagel? Lewis Rudolph: Morgan
EMAIL: morganwill3l@agmail.com
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233

234

235

236

237

238

239

240

241

242

243

244

245

246

247

248

249

250

251

252

(Lewis Rudolph; Morgan is the party objecting), (appellant,
petitioner), Objects to the award of any costs to (Adams
et, al. and Counsel illegal UCC 1 also done consuming
Assets illegally and wrongfully) because: NO SURETY RAP 8.1
and 8.2 Awarded to Morgan based on Montgomery without RAP
8.1-8.4 (Here state reasons. See rule 14.2.)Must be a debt
to forfeit legally otherwise adverse possession is where it

has gone illegally by all.

Alternate Form *

(Lewis Rudolph; Morgan is the party objecting), also is
the (appellant, petitioner), Objects to the following
expenses listed on the Cost Bill of (Montgomery Law Firm
and Adams et.al):

(ALL items on the cost bill are objectionable, by
number of item on the cost bill with a description of the
item and the amount
Claimed Meaning: ALL Numbers beginning of the date of entry
back of 4-16-14 Original Forfeit by Montgomery Law Firm see
enclosed copies NO SURETY ON FILE with the

..................................................

State the objection after each item. For example:

10|Page ! 7 Lewis Rudolph: M
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254

255

256

257

258

259

260

261

262

263

264

266

267

268

269

270

271

272

273

274

275

276

. Report of Proceedings: Plaintiff objects to
defendants/respondents receiving cost bill of any kind and
administratively stayed by COA Division III honorably.
Objection: The amount claimed is unreasonable and
ILLEGAL. See RAP 14.3.
(a) . The report of proceedings should also entirely be
posted with sureties by the Respondent/Defendants and their
counsel as surety and post judgment relief requested
respectfully granted to Plaintiff since no debt was ever
owed by Lewis Rudolph; Morgan.
Is the Respondent even allowed at this.point to continue
with this deceit and shade of unfruitful gathering by way
of illegal consummation and trickery? Why is the Plaintiff
not allowed to act in preservation of property and assets
as well as recovery while granted an administrative stay
and a modification granted as well with Injunction for the

buyer Morgan immediately.

Bond of Forfeiture by respondents Plaintiff has Objection
to the charges by respondents and where for the premium on
a cost bond CLTA. A cost bond is not required under the new
rules. The charge was not reasonably nor necessary and a
waste of time for review as well as Wrongful Acts against

Plaintiff by State Officers and Employees as well as Mr.

11|{Pagei? Lewis Rudolph: Morgan
EMAIL: morganwill3l@agmati.com
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278

279

280

281

282

283

284

285

286

287

288

289

290

291

292

293

294

295

296

297

298

299

300

Montgomery and Stevens County Title continuing forward with
fraudulent paperwork in court proceedings with contempt

please See RAP 14.3(a).)

$88,000.00 originally owed to Plaintiff:

$88,000.00 x 2.0% owed to the MAKER and since Mr. Morgan
was never compensated for $38,984.09 as seen in the courts
documents enclosed by Division III, also added to this as
well CLTA litigation Fraud by Mr. Montgomery and friends
claiming Lewis Rudolph; Morgan owed several companies
$27,000.00 plus dollars not to mention pain and suffering
and economic and environmental devastation to the locals

and the properties owned by Mr. Morgan not Adams et al.

1S was 35 O y ' 'c&_

MM%&LMMMS tol
Bo‘ndS' requived By de ants/ yz,,spoy\'d.m’cs Post 'T._igmw.% relief TM

+o Plun 1‘,’22’ cgenl o g 319, 230, se¥. 7/, LBond's gum-{y,oosu.
Morgan the “MAKER” of “REC” 042501 is entitled to default

against Mr. Adams who never purchased/disbursed any payment
as seen agreed to by both parties, /“PP'\JK P‘a“‘s' Homd 5,
Whereas; Post Judgment Relief for Plaintiff Must Be Granted
Equal to and in the Amount of to the Plaintiff along with
Special Warranty Deed Approval/Recorded and affirmed by

this Court so the Special Lien Recorded and Legal

12|Pagel? Lewis Ruydoliph: Morgan
EMAIL: morganwili3l @wagmail.com
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304

305

306

307

308

310

311

312

316

317

318

319

320

321

322

323

entitlement with DEED’s to properties along with the treble
damages can be provided by IN REM JURISTION and this allows

AWARDS by BONDS OF SUPERSEADES.

The Counsel for Respondents have provided un- holy substantiation of claims by way of
fraud, deceit and breach of the “R.E.C.” between the “MAKER” Morgan and the
Respondent Adams, Whereas; this matter has come before the Court of Appeals Division
IIT and now in favor of the petitioner by way of stay issued.CR 5-7 requires Discovery to
be provided by Counsel for Respondents and CR 37 A allows sanctions provided to

appellant and aggrieved party Lewis Rudolph; Morgan.

F. Conclusion:

This matter comes before the COA Div. III and Now, Supreme Court
Washington State after issuance of “ADMINISTRATIVE STAY” in favor
of the plaintiff Lewis Rudolph; Morgan, (plaintiff), Now seeks
“NEW” RAP 9.11 New Evidence review by Trial De Novo in Supreme
Courts Discretionary Review of Decision Terminating Review and
provide RAP 12.5 Mandate of Court of Appeals “STAY ISSUANCE”, the
designated appellate court of the (Describe the decision or part

of decision which the party wants reviewed: for example, "CR 5-7

13|Pagel 7 Lewis Rudolph: Morgan
EMATL: morganwilti3i@gmail.com
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325

326

327

328

329

330

331

332

333

334

335

336

337

338

339

340

341
342
343
344
345
346
347
348
349
350
351
352
353

Required Discovery 20 days” Mr. Adams nor Counsel ever provided
complete discovery as to SURETY, The Courts Granted Judgment of a
Forfeitures by Adams et.al, by way of counsels CLTA Bonded
Practice to forfeit legally “REC” "RCW 61.30 et. seq.".) entered
on (6-20-14 un- lawfully). Mr. Morgan is the Aggrieved Party and
wants his REAL PROPERTY PAID IN FULL BACK. RCW 62A.9A.318

A copy of the decision is attached to this notice.

(6-20-14)

Modification and Decree of Resolution set out in motions attached along with
Petition for Civil Enforcement to be issued “Trice” Now requested and MANDATED
DECISION AND JUDGMENT/ORDER FINAL in favor of moving party with due
diligence praying for the Cost Bill to be Granted as well as the Final Orders Decreed of
Supreme Court’s Decision in favor of Lewis Rudolph; Morgan ONLY not Family and
Estate or OTHERWISE.

THE REVIEW

(a) Generally. The appellate court accepts discretionary
review of a trial court decision by granting this motion
and Petition for discretionary review due on 8-31-15
according to COA Div. III Clerk of the Court. Case #
326098-1I11I,

(b) Time To Make Motion. The party seeking
discretionary review must file in the appellate court a
motion for discretionary review within 15 days after filing
the notice for discretionary review, or, in cases where
The appellate court has appointed counsel for a party
entitled to seek discretionary review at public expense
pursuant to rule 15.2, within 15 days after appointment.

If a party files a notice of appeal from a decision

14[Page i 7 Lewis Rudolph: Mov
EMATL: morganwiil3
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355
356
357
358
359
360
361
362
363
364
365
366
367
368
369
370
371
372
373
374
375
376
377
378
379
380
381
382
383
384
385
386
387
388
389
390
391
392
393
394
395
396
397
398
399
400

Which may not be subject to review as a matter of right,
the clerk or a party may note for hearing the question
whether the decision is reviewable as a matter of right
and, if the decision is reviewable by discretion, the
question whether review should be accepted. This Matter
Comes before this court ultimately and finally with the
need for justice that has not been there, this court
refuses to prioritize the laws of constant foundation which
this original agreement was consummated with the Court of
Appeal Division III and Now said impaneled Supreme Court
Ruling allowing attorney’s fees for corruption deceit and
deceptive practice in law with collusion from Stevens
County Title a Party Never In Concern since Mr. Montgomery
CLTA is by and threw Columbia Title (NO LONGER IN BUSINESS)
also Ferry County Professional Services and Ferry County
Title Company Now, seems a letter was sent by 0ld Republic
Title the Company Insuring the CLTA by and threw Mr.
Montgomery and his Law Firm, Please See Attached RAP 22 in
concern to SURETY required to Forfeit Contract “REC” Once
Again shows Morgan as Maker and Insured NOT ADAMS et al.
CONFIRMED AND FOWARDED BY THE HONORABLE TOWNSLEY and her
Staff and forwarded to Supreme Court with Developing issues
presently needed to be expedited so graciously requested
also by Plaintiff.

(c) Regular Motion Procedure Governs. A motion for
discretionary review is governed by the motion procedure
established by Title 17. The motion and the response
should append those portions of the record below to which
the motion or response refer. The appendix should include
a table of contents and the pages should be consecutively
numbered. The Only laws that matter are the Company says
Morgan Insured and Adams as Borrower, Adams never paid
Morgan not vise- versa and Stevens County Title and Owner
Wayne Bell has purchased what is not legally sold by Adams
deceit and un-willingness to do right and provide for his
own, most certainly burden of proof is before the Courts
and being ignored, to allow further deceit and parallel
avenues attempting to be followed “i.e. Bells Trust
Purchased in Conflict of Account after account was PAID IN
FULL by Morgan to Adams also switching Morgan interest
making Adams look to be Maker”, Mr. Montgomery harassing
and encouraging the whole way, i.e. thinks it’s funny to
charge debt not owed and make all look good on paper by way
of forgery and unlawful forfeits. Courts have failed to
follow through and not conflict by providing privileged

15|Pagel 7 Lewis Rudoiph: Morgan
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402
403
404
405
406
407
408
409
410
411
412
413
414
415
416
417
418
419
420
421
422
423
424
425
426
427
428
429
430
431
432
433
434
435
436
437

438

439

440

441

442

communications to respondents. No Matter the Attempts this
Court has NO INTENTION OF RETURNING Morgan his “REAL
PROPERTY IN FREE HOLD”

(d) Notice of Decision on Motion. The clerk of the
appellate court will promptly give written notice to the
parties and the trial court of the appellate court's
decision on the motion for discretionary review.
Furthermore; and Finally Mr. Morgan has said Special
Warranty Deed on file and proven letter’s by the Company
showing true Ownership and may acquire at any-time his
rights back to said property by any means to protect
investment.

This Court Now Must Provide Disclosure to Mr. Montgomery
and firms CLTA Surety of BOND OF SUPERSEADES OR RETURN BY
JUDGMENT TO Mr. Morgan Lawfully and Honorably by the order
of the KING. I.E. “FREE HOLD” SPECIAL WARRANTY DEED.

Judgment and Order provided by the Courts on 7-17-15 “A
JOKE” W/O SURETY.

WHY IS THIS ALLOWED Morgan was not allowed with-out some
SURETY??27??2?2?? But Fraud is GOOD IN WASHINGTON STATE
N.O.V.A.’s illegal Gifting Mr. Morgan’s Land, Commissioners

[Originally effective July 1, 1976; amended effective
September 1, 2010; September 1, 2014.]

References

Form 3, Motion for Discretionary Review; Rule 2.3,
Decisions of the Trial Court Which May Be Reviewed by
Discretionary Review; Rule 17.3, Content of Motion, (b)
Motion for discretionary review; Rule 17.6, Motion Decided

09/20/15
R tfully submitted, )
€spec Yy suobmitte y / P é”“")
Bosris K Wogee 7 . g
o sy Mg 17 €
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443 ONLY:  Lewis Rudolph; Morgan and Paternal Son’s (only 2) not
444  ESTATE. PLEASE CHANGE HEADING to Match the Petitioner/Appellants request.

445 HEADING: Lewis Rudolph; Morgan Pro se (Appellant/ Litigant)

446 NOTE ADDRESS CORRECTION: CHANGE USPS MAIL ADDRESS:

447 PO BOX 42044 Portland, OR. 97242
448 EMAIL: morganwill31@gmail.com.
449

450

451

452 Service Performed Upon the Following:

453

44 Certificate of Service
455
ss6 I swear all to be true and complete as served upon the following

57 parties by USPS on This Z 2 day 2015,

458
459
460
461  Montgomery Law Firm Court of Appeals Div. 111
462 344 E. Birch St. P.O. Box 269 500 N. Cedar St.

17|{Pagel 7 Lewis Rudolph: Morgan
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463

464

465

466

467

468

469

470

471

Colville, Washington.

CC:

Steven P. Adams et, al.

Montgomery Law Firm

Court Clerk:

Supreme Court Washington State

PO BOX 40929

Olympia, WA. 98504-0929
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sacament 20 feet wide extending from the Noxth line of the SE 1/4 SW 1/4 of Secrion 8, dated Aungusi
19, 1963, recorded November 19, 1971, recarding No. 159875,

SUBIECT TG SaSCIENE, incinding the eroms and condidons REre0T, grantor Arxden Tree Fanms, Inc.,
a Washingion corporation, granree Swephen H. Oswin and Teresa 1. Oswin, Imsband and wife, purpose:
2 perpamal and gon-exglucive eagement for ingress and geress across the £ 1/2 SW 174 Section B, dated
May 14, 1980, recorded May 19, 1980, recording No. 185545.

s

SUB.I ECT TC casemert, zzc.mudmt the terms and conditions thereof, grantor Tulins C. Carson and Inger

¥ Curson, mshand and wife, grantes Stephen H. Oswin and Teresa L. Oswin, hushand and wite,
pumpose: & perpewal and non-exclusive easement for ingress and egress over the W 12 8 1/2 § U2 SE
_;,: NW i/4 Sectica 8, dated May 15, 1980, recorded May 12, 1880, recording Mo. 185348,

TOGETHRR WITH 2l easement and propersy rights ADpUiienant o the property Tansterred nsrzn.

Thiz Deed s -:;w—x o falfilment of that cemin Real Esiste Contraci between the parties hereto, dajed APgi
/6. /995 and conditiened for the conveyance of the shove deseribed propeny, and the covenaws beran

. contzined shall 1ot apply fo any title, inmrest or encumbrance anising by, trongh or wnder the purchaser i suid

% . conizaet, and shall not apply o any (ES, 3SSESSMEIS 01 oiliex charges levied, assessed or becoming due subsequen:

o e dae of said contmacs.  Cenvaser Kerogyng £ 25 ‘7553 RecosmeD ong 815 92 71?:_,
%pst Esate Bxcise Tax was Daid on t}zzs sale on sRecelptNo. - 4
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TERESA L. OSWH\!

STATE OF WASHINGTON ;
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comwry o5 OO 3 1. 4
H’l Yia f Gq
This is to ceriity that on this l day of JRLPPMA- 18 [ D, beforeme s
Mpinemr Peblic in nnd for <he Sovs of Fasoangion dad¥ cémm.ismonza anc S’W{)m; “mﬂﬂaly came
STEPHEN H. OSWIN 2nd TERESA L. OSWIN, t0.me Known to b the indivi 1l(s) deserived L{l
who oA e wilkin mstrument, and acmowlaﬂgﬁﬂ 0 me thar he/sheffhey kiened the eame a

bialher/ ne“ fFee and vnlm:ary aet ano. deed Tor 1 he uses and purposes th:fmn mennnﬂm
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"TOGETHER WITH ali easement and property oghis appurisgant 1o Te property iransfarred hesein

This Deed is g@hﬁmmmofmmwm Confzact Betwesn the pariies hereo, dawed SPRfL
/6. [9495 and condifioned for fie conveyance of the above described woperiy, and (i Covananis hercin
coaizined shall Hiot apply 0 any Gile, fvferest or encnmbrance atising by, tmongh or wnder the purchaser in s2ig
comeract, and shall not apply to 207 tases, assassmmsmmcharvaslamimedmhmmmem
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Thig is o ceriily that on s {
Notary Public in and for the Sme of Washingion dnly

the within insiroment, mdacknowledgmtomﬁmarhsf

who ex
Hig/her/their free and volnmiary act and deed for the uses and parposes therein memicned
S my hand and official seal the day and year in this csmncate mst above wriiten.
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Ashiley Callahae

Claims Counsg!

Stewari Tle Swaraniy Company
1420 385 Ave

Suite 24¢

Seattle. WA 981 (J i

(206) 776-8835

206) 802-9166 Fax
ashiev.calizhan@stewnri.com

Tog r

Ianuary 23,2015

&4r, Tewis Rndolah;Margaﬂ
2. O. Box 42044
Poriland, OR 2 /242

Xz STGC File No. S023-0249804.15 . : Moroga ™
nsured: Rudolph;Morgan, Lewis A - -- Lewis -PNAO‘?M 05

Policy No. 0-9993-1519312

Borrower: Steven P. Adams

Property Address: 4572 Bellsiar Road
Clayton, WA 99110

Dezr Mr. Redolph;viorgan:

Thaok you Tor your notice received January 19, 2015, inguiring aboui coverage under & Stewar
Tiile wuaranry Company (“Stewarf™) Title Insurance Palicy. This letier will serve as ap
ackmowledgement of our receipt of your inquiry.

The undersigned. as the Claims Counsel for Stewart will be processing your _inquiry. Al
corrospoudence or discussion resarding your inquiry should be conducted direcily with me. In order io

expedite our handling of your inquiry. please reference il correspondence with Stewart’s File Number
8073-8749804 35,

Should vou have any questions regarding this maiter, please Go not hesifate 1o conct me at the
contact information set out above.

Very truly yours,

C‘Lﬁ}’w:\__ C‘;,'VJ' "“/U"*’V«’
Ashiey Cal?ahan AL
h3]

eer Kelly Rickenbach Esq. (w/enclosures)



T — L1, FASLIAGISE HBiza: Z4-Un g gl r WS
fg:ig Sm@;a'wr_;_ _ CUSTOMER SERVICE
s STATEMENT . 1-g8R-800-873¢

%3y 3¢, Zrgsn
g A
Fexr Mo.: 308-G8E-3659
Lozn Xo.:
Lozn Type: Conventionsl

Properly Address:’
4725 MATTISON CREEZE R
EGYDS WA

oilowing amcunis are reguired to peov
This ipan is dug for ihe Juna. 15, 2000 payment . .. . .
The currant fotal cnpaid Prineipal Balancs is: 3&,.882.4a¢
Inftersst at 07.50000 % Total Interest Due:s R7. 62
R PECORD/TITLE ] ig. oo
: +7x£3 €TOTAL AMOUNT TC PAY LGANW IH FULEnExazerdnzs 32,884 08
Funds received on/after May 26. 2000 will reguire an additional
3 7 ?_ izterest per day. If this is an Adjustable Rate Loan, this
Tign is subj=act to change. If yonr loan h== a negetive =zmortization
; The prisncipal balancs is subiect to zn incresss. . :

Thess figures are subject to final werificetion by the Hoieholder.
Figures ey be adjusted if any Ffunds previounsly raceived are rajsecied
by the instivetion upon which it wes drawa.
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BALE OF BUYER'S PROPERTY CONTINGENCY

Purchase and Sale Agreement NO. ESCU425G1
Addendum No. 18

THIS SALE OF BUYER'S PROPERTY CONTINGENCY ADDENDUM (“Sale Addendu

RN YR VRIS

- \ % m"} is entered into
this_25th_day of April , 2000 between STEVEN P ADAMS ("Buyer";
and Lewis Rudolph; Morgan {"Seller’) and madiiies and suppiemenis inal
Purchase and Sale Agreement dated April 25, 2000 {*Agreement").

1. CONTINGENCY. This Agreement is conlingent upon and subject to the Buysr entering inlo an agreemasrni to
Buyers F:'rogeny located af 1313 TOWNSEWD AVE , City of ORTENT . State of
: W& ("Buyer's Property"), on or before June 02 ..__2000 __The Seller may

eiect o terminate this Agreement and retum the Buyer's eamest money deposit if the Buyer fails 1o provide
written notice that this contingency has besn satisfied or waived by this date. The Buyers wriiten noiice of
sDat:sfag:tron must inciude a complete copy of the Purchase and Sale Agreement for the sale of the Buyers
Property.

!\.)

'
[ A N NI I VRS TN DO OF I O SUTLUY PR NS JR O 1)

HLISTING OF BUYER'S PROPERTY. If the Buyer does not cufrently have the Buyers Properiy listed, Buyer
agrees to list Buyer's Properly with a real estate broker within five (5) days of mutual acceptance of fhis
Agreement. The Buyer agrees o keep the Buyer's Property listed during the term of this Agreemsnt The
Suver shall provide a copy of the listing to the Seller.

pis ety )

(78

FAILURE TO CLOSE - BUYER'S PROPERTY. This Agreemeni shall erminate and the Buver shall be entitied

%7 the retun of iis earnest money deposit if the sale of the Buyer's Propernty 1ails o close ihrough no faulf of
uyer.

NIRRT
L ada e B0 00

J

EFFECT OF BUYER'S WAIVER. Notwithstanding any other closing daie sst jorth in the Agreement, ii the
Suyer waives this coniingency without accepting an offer on the Buyers Property, this Agreement shall cioss
within ___30 days {30 days If nof filled In) of the Buyer's wiitlen notice of waiver. if the Buyer fails 1o close this
Agreefient with the said period for any réason, including faiiure to satisfy any remaining contingencies of
Agresman, {he Buyer shall be considerad in default.

v
el b g

EYME]

[2]]

SELLER'S CONSENT REQUIRED ON SALE OF BUYER'S PROPERTY. The Buyer musi obtain ihe Sallers
orior written caonsent to accepi any offer to buy Buyer's Property:

bever g o

- (g} thatcontains a contingancy for ihe sale of the offeror’s property; andior

TR

{b) that includes = closing date later than the closing date for livis Agreement.

NOTICE: If the Buver gocenis an offer_ in violation of the terms of ihis paraaraph without Sellers prior wirilien
cansent. the Buyer shall be considered in default and Seller may slect o terminats this Agreement.

h
‘

BUMP CLAUSE - SELLER’S CONTINUED MARKETING. The Buyer acknowiedges that the Sz_all_er will
santinue to actively market the Seller's property until the Buyer notifies the Seller that the Buyer has salisified or
waived this contingency. If the Seller receives a backup offer pior io the Buyer's nolice of satisfaction or
wziver, the Seller shall give the Buyer __3__ days (3 days if not filled in} written notice of Seller’s intent {0
zccept the new offer.
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it the Buyer is able to salisfy or waive this contingency within the bump period by giving the Seller wnlten nolice,
e Buyer may proceed 10 close tis wansaction. The Buyers wiillel notict Of salisfaction must include a
- scmplete copy of the Purchase and Sale Agreement for the sale of the Buyer’s Property. If no notice is recaived
y Fom the Buver, this Agreement shall terminate and the eamsast monsy shall be retumned fo the Buyer.
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Ferry County, WA  DiannaGalvan,

Pga=2 ’ Aumditos 6282533
’ LEWIS RUDDLPH MoRGaR 110812013 02:30 Px
Aﬁer RECOIdiﬂg Bﬁ“i“gﬁﬂﬁmﬁﬂﬂﬂm Bl a5 u! BMgiraan «
Reto o s Rl Morgan IR T S
P.0O. Rox 1698 2013(12828930029

La Pine. OR. 97739

Notice ®

]

Pey ey

ol Amended True Bill
Diue and payable on receipt

Be it known 1o aii by this present and given notice.

Tizis True Bl ic o copsepsual commerciar e against the real property déscribes
Berein and ebior nemed hereiz.

i Lewis Rudolph; Morgan lmown as the buyer/purchaser of the Real Property and holder
of the unperfected Interest RCW 62A.9A.318(a)(b) described herein and hereafter ay;

Land Sale Confract, Dated May 23, 2000; Contract Record No: 246989

Recorded by; FERRY COUNTY TITLE on May 25. 2000 @ 4:01 P.M.

Land being the Real Property, described as, Lots 13, 14, 15, 16 and 17, Blotk 13 and
“SUBJECT TO: any Information contzined in the Dedication of Orient Townsite™.

Whereas, this notice and True Bill is brought forward in Just Compensaiion for: the
Willing, Knowing and consensually agreed Breach of the Contract and for; the
Willing and Knowing extortion of property under color of Contractual Right.

The debtors are as follows:
Steven P. Adams a man, known as the seller
Brwin J. Bell 2 man
ERWIN J. BELL CEQ STEVENS COUNTY TITLE
STEVENS COUNTY TITLR a contract service company
ERWIN J. BELL. TRUSTEE for THE KATHRYN E. BELL Q-TIP TRUST
THE KATHRYN E. BELL Q-TIP TRUST
MONTGOMERY LAW FIRM; held in reserve pending further action.
CHRIS A. MONTGOMERY ATTORNEY AT LAW; held in reserve pending further
action.

Chris A Montgomery a Man, held in reserve pending further aciior

As per Letter dated October 3, 2013 and by the coniract page 3, under Seller’s payment
right; this True Bill is amended and giving notice, the one time, 10 day offer has expired.

Page 1 of 2 Notice and True Bill



Cure/ Remedy

Original Investment § §0,800.00 par day. times 13 years, times 12 percent

317120 o PNy R $ 318,864,000.00
Plus $ 265 per month, times 12 month, times 12 percent interest, times 13 year.........
......................................................................................... $46,300.80
Plus 845 per year service foe_ +mec 13 years, imes 12 percent . eeeeenead §35.20
oY OSSOSO $ 318,910,956.00
Plus TRIPLE INDEMNITY . iimiiiaemaens Total weeneneoo.... $ 936,732.868.00

Plus clear unencumbered Title and bill of sale. properly recorded

I L.ewis Rudolph; Morgan herein the buyer/purchaser, affinm and say, 1o the best of my
first hand knowledge of fact the fore going True Bill is true, correct and not misleading
and 1s DUE AND PAYABLE ON RECEIPT and CONSENSUL COMMERICATL LIEN
AGAINST THE REAL PROPERTY, DEBTORS AND THEIR ASSETS.

Subscribed and attested to this &7 *~_day of _. }/ C9i i e 2013 and

seaied by buvers left thumb.
Seal ;:-/ | 3
- I
,/)'j/_;— st T 7»"/,« ﬁ;:,“ ”V //»«’7\‘ T —

A L éwis Rudblplh; Morbar™
P.C. Box 1698
12 Pine OR. 97739

Page 2 of 2 Notice and True Bill
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THE SUPREME COURT

RONALD R. CARPENTER STATE OF WASHINGTON
SUPREME COURT CLERK TEMP&.()E' B?)f 455398 TICE

OLYMPIA, WA 98504-0929

SUSAN L. CARLSON

360) 357-2077
GEPUTY CLERK / CHIEF STAFF ATTORNEY e

e-mail: supreme@courts.wa.gov
www.courts.wa.gov

September 15, 2015

LETTER SENT BY E-MAIL ONLY

Lewis Rudolph Hon. Renee Townsley, Clerk
P.O. Box 42044 Court of Appeals, Division III
Vancouver, WA 97242 500 North Cedar Street
Spokane, WA 99201

Chris Alan Montgomery
Montgomery Law Firm
344 East Birch Avenue
PO Box 269
Colville, WA 99114-0269

Paternal Son's
Re:  Supreme Court No. 92223-3 - Lewis Rudolph; Morgan,Famiyend-msiate-v. Steven P.

Adams, et al
Court of Appeals No. 32609-8-II1

Clerk, Counse! and Mr. Rudolph:

The Court of Appeals has forwarded to this Court the Petitioner’s untitled pleading, which
appears to be an attempt to file as a petition for review, and related Court of Appeals file in the
referenced cause number. The matter has been assigned the Supreme Court cause number
indicated above. A copy of the untitled pleading is enclosed for the Respondent.

A review of the pleading reveals that it fails to meet the requirements for a petition for
review as set forth in RAP 13.4(c). Accordingly, the petition has been rejected for filing. Because
the pleading was timely filed in the Court of Appeals, the Petitioner is granted permission to
serve and file with this Court a proper petition for review, provided it is served and filed by not
later than October 14, 2015. The content and style of the petition should conform with the
requirements of RAP 13.4(c), (¢) and (f). I have enclosed for the Petitioner a copy of Forms 9, 5,
6, and part F. of Form 3 from the appendix to the rules, as well as a copy of RAP 13.4.

In addition, the $200 filing fee did not accompany the petition. The Petitioner should pay
the filing fee to this Court by not later than October 14, 2015.

Failure to serve and file a proper petition for review and to pay the $200 filing fee by
October 14, 2015, will most likely result in the dismissal of this matter.

\A)ky Com't Hiie covet Moo f-waam o~
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Page 2
No. 92223-3
September 15, 2015

Counsel for Respondent is advised that upon receipt of the proper petition for review and
the $200 filing fee a due date will be established for the filing of any answer to petition for review.

The parties are referred to the provisions of General Rule 31(e) in regards to the
requirement to omit certain personal identifiers from all documents filed in this court. This rule
provides that parties “shall not include, and if present shall redact™ social security numbers,
financial account numbers and driver’s license numbers. As indicated in the rule, the responsibility
for redacting the personal identifiers rests solely with counsel and the parties. The Clerk’s Office
does not review documents for compliance with the rule. Because briefs and other documents in
cases that are not sealed may be made available to the public on the court’s intemet website, or
viewed in our office, it is imperative that such personal identifiers not be included in filed
documents.

It is noted that for attorneys, this office uses the e-mail address that appears on the
Washington State Bar Association lawyer directory. Counsel are responsible for
maintaining a current business-related e-mail address in that directory.

%/
Ronald R. Carpent:
Supreme Court Clerk

RRC;d
Separate enclosures as stated
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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS STATE OF WASHING'{9§ D[YiSlON H F! § EEB

REP 6.2 P © AHG 29205
DISCRETIONARY REVIEW : -

{a) Generally. The appellate court aCLcﬂib jlsnrQCLOﬂd‘

trial court decision by granling this morion and

review of a
petition for discretionary review due on 8-31-15 according te
IT

I Clerk of the Court. Case # 32609§-I11,

ib) Time To Make Motion. The party seeking discresiion

review must file in the appellate court a motion for
discretionary review within 15 days after riling the notice for
discretionary review, or, in cases where
The appellate court has appointed counsel for a parfty entitled
tg sesk discretionary review at public expense pursuant t

15.2, within 15 days after appointment. TIf a party fil
notize of appeal from a decision
¥hich may not be subiject To review as a matter of right, the
clerk or a party may note for hearing the question whether the
decision is reviewable as a matter of right and, if the decision
is reviewable by discretion, the question whether review should
be acoepted. This Matter Comes before this court ultimately and
finally with the need for justice that has not been there, this
court refuses to prioritize the laws of constant foundation
which this original agreement was consummated with the Court of
Appeal Division III and Now said impaneled Supreme Co n
allowing attorney’s fees for corruption deceit and d
practice in law with collusion from Stevens County Tit
Never In Concern since Mr. Montgomery CLTA is by and
Cclumpia Title (NC LONGER IN BUSINESS) also Ferry County
rofessional Services and Ferry County Title Company Now, saems
cetter was sent by 0id Republic Title the Company Insuring the
A by and threw Mr. Montgomery and his Law Firm, Please See
ttachaed RAP 22 in concern to SURETY required to Forfeit
Contract “REC” Once Again shows Morgan as Maker and Insured NOT
ADAMS et al.

5]
ry

{c} Regular Motion Procedure Governs. A motion for
discretionary review is governed by the motion procedurs
established by Title 17. The motion and the response should
append those portions of the record below to which the motion or
response refer. The appendix should include a table of contents
and the pages should be consecutively numbered. The Only laws
that matter are the Company says Morgan Insured and Adams as
Borrower, Adams never paid Morgan not vise- versa and Stevens
County Title and Owner Wayne Bell has purchased what 1s not
legally sold by Adams deceit and un~willingness to do right andg

117 zee 1 oA I
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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS STATE OF WASHINGTON DIVISION il

provide for his own, most certainly burden of proof is before
the Courts and being igncred, to allow further deceit and
paralisl avenues attempting to be followed “i.e. Bells Trust
Purchased in Conflict of Account after account was PAID IN FULL
by Morgan to Adams also switching Morgan interest making Adams
look tc be Maker”, Mr. Montgomery harassing and encouraging t
whole way, i.e. thinks it’s funny to charge debt not owed anc
make all look good on paper by way of forgery and unlawful

forfeits. Courts have failed to follow through and not conflil
by providing privileged communications to respondents. No Matie

e
ne

“REAT. PROPERTY IN FREE HOLD”

{-}y DNotice of Decision on Mction. The clerk of the
appeilata court will promptly give written notice to the parties
and the trial court of the appellate court's declision on the
motion for discretionary review. Furthermore; and Finally Mr.
Morgan has said Special Warranty Deed on file and proven
letter’s by the Company showing true Ownership and may acguire
at anv~-time his rights back to sald property by any means to
protect investment.

This Court Now Must Provide Disclosure to Mr. Montgomery and

irms CLT&A Sursety of BOND OF SUPERSEADES OR RETURN BY JUDGMENT
TO Mr. Morgan Lawfully and Honorakly by the order of the KING.
.E. “FREE HOLD” SPECIAL WARRANTY DEED.

£

Judgment and Order provided by the Courts on 7-17-15 “A JOKE”
W/0 SURETY.

WHY IS THIS ALLOWED Morgan was nol ailowed with-out some
SURETY?2?222272 But Fraud is GOOD IN WASHINGTON STATE NM.O.V.A.’
1ilegal Gifting Mr. Morgan’s Land, Commissioners directly

[#7]

y effective July 1, 1876; amended effective September
eptember 1, 2014.1

Form 3, Motion for Discretionary Review; Rule 2.3, Decisiocns
he Trial Court Which May Be Reviewed by Discretionsary

izw: Rule 17.3, Content of Motion, {(b) Motion for

retionary review; Rule 17.&, Motion Decided

By Rul:ing or Order.
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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS STATE OF WASHINGTON DIVISION 11l

FILED

p 2018

alig 2

FORM 5. Title Page for all Briefs and Petition for Review
{Rule 10.3 (briefs):; Rule 13.4(d} {(petitlion for review})
No. {(326098-1I11)

SUPREME COURT, DIVISION III OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTOUW

{Title of trial court proceeding with parties designated as in
rule 3.4,
for example:
Lewis Rudolph; Morgan, Appellant and Petitioner,
Vs.
Steven P. Adams, et.al, Defend
respondents .}

nts and

o]

w

PETITION FOR REVIEW, BRIEF OF PETITICNER, REPLY BRIEF OF
APPELIANT Petition for Review

1y

Name Of Petitioner: IL.ewis Rudolph; Morgan
Ag Identity of Appellant as well.

Lewis Rudolph; Morgan
P.0. Rox 42044
Portland, OR. 8724%Z

3{F &

pres}
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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS STATE OF WASHINGTON DIVISION (i

FORM Z. Notice for Discretionary Review
{Rule 5.3(k))
SUPERIOR CCOURT OF WASHINGTON
FOR FERRY COUNTY
{Lewixs Rudolph; Morgan, } MO, {14-2-0032-8)
Plaintiff, J
v. H NOTICE OF
DISCRETIONARY
{Steven P. Adams et.al},) REVIEW TC
) CQURT OF APPEALS # 326098
Defendant’s. ) RAP 9.11 Additional FEvidence

This matter ccomes before the COA Div. III the plaintiff
Lewis Rudolph; Morgan, (plaintiff}, seeks NEW review by Trial De
Novo, the designated appellate court «f the {(Describe the
decision or part of decision which the party wants reviewed: for
example, "CR 5-7 Required Discovery 20 days"™ Mr. Adams nor
Counsel ever provided complete discovery as to SURETY, The
Courts Granted Judgment of a Forfeitures by Adams et.al, by way
of counsels CLTA Bonded Practice to forfeit legally “REC” "RCH
61.306 et. seqg.".) entered on (6-20-14 un- lawfully). Mr. Morgan
is the Aggrieved Party and wants his REAL PROPERTY PAID IN FULL
BACK., RCW 62A.9%A.318

& copy of the decision 1s attached to this notice.

{6-20-14)

Signature Plaintiff
Clu%nzn&mng'Seﬂ*”4

ewis PFRudolph; Morgan

.0. Box 42044 Portland, OR.
7242,

oo

ZC: Rdams et, al.
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IN THE C wRT OF APPEALS STATE OF WASHINGTON DIVISION il

SORM 11. Objections to Cost Bill

Lewls Rudoclph; Morgan,
Blaintiff,

Steven P. Adams,

‘Hule 14.5)
No. (326088}

COURT of Appeals DIVISION TII
OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

O

Defandant,

(Lewis Rudolph; Morgan is the party obijecting),

petitioner;),
objects to the award of any costs to (Adams et, al.

illegal UCC 1 also done consuming Assets illiegally and

wrongfully) because: NO SURETY RAP 8.1 and 8.2 Awarded

pased on Montgomery without RAP 8.1-
{Here state reasons. See rule 14.2.)Must be a debt

or
o1

e
Forfelt legally otherwise adverse possession is where it ha
gone illegally by all.

Alzerrnate Form

2Ll

{.ewis Rudolph; Morgan is the party objectingil,

FILED
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OBJECTIONS TO COST B
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For Respondents Couns

13

b 208%

LL
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ant,

and Counsel

als

o 1s

the

tappe’l lant, petitioner),objects to the following expenses listed
the Cost Bill of ( Montgomery Law Firm and Adams et.al}:

(92 ¢]

(ELI. items on the cost bill are objectionable,

by
X

numbe

r ¢or

item on the cost bill with a description of the item and ths
&mount

med Meaning: ALL Numbers beginning of the date of entry back

~16~14 Original Forfeit by Montgomery Law Firm see enclossd

as NO SURFTY ON FILE with the
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{N THE COURT OF APPEALS STATE OF WASHINGTON DIVISION i1} ?! E,.J E D

FORM lo. Petition Against State Qfficer

{Rule 16.2(b)} ?“J.u

No. (326098}
SUPREME COQURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

‘Lewis Rudolph; Morgan},
Petitioner,

St art an®

AN

STATE OFFICER
Chris A Montgomery, j
Montqgomery Law Firm, ;
Adams, et.al, j
Stevens County Title LLC. 3
STATE OF WASHINGTON COMMISSIONERS AND i
COURT OF APPEALS Div. III/SUPREME COURT )

Respondent’s, 3

PETITION AGAINST

Fetiticoner alleges:

{8et forth in numbered, descriptively titled paragraphns, as
in a complaint in a civil action, a short and plain statement
of the claim showing that petitioner is entitled to relief.
Conclude with a demand for judgment for the relief sought. See CR 10.) Thisis a
Complaint by the Petitioner and moving party as to the disregard for Amicus Curies and
Complaints set out by CR 10 also LR 59 and LR 56 Due to Plaintiff and
disregarded by the Courts and their Counsel For et.al, illegally
colluding and looting the REAL PROPERTY INVOLVED HERE,
when Buyers injunction was requested with"STAY” Granted
originally and now is allowed by the Courts to be demurred.
CR/LR 37A request with Sanctions RAP 18.1 requested trice
now and Criminal Complaints are being filed in rem jurisdiction
RAP 3.1 (1)(2)3)(4)(5)(b) for Timely Appeal needed resolved

based on TIME IS OF THE ESSENCE.

{1) CR 50(b) (judgment as a matter of law), {2) CR 52(b)
{Amendment of findings), (3) CR 59 (reconsideration, new trial,
and amendment

of judgments), (4) CrR 7.4 (arrest of judgment), ox (5) CrR 7.5
{new trial).




IN TPE!E COURT OF APPEALS STATE OF WASHINGTON DIVISION il

Judge a fair presentation of
the

Matters mJterial to settlement of the case.

Contempt df Court Otherwise, ALL IN
CONTEMPT OF PROCEEDINGS

(5=12-15:

Iy ond oty F-r2-/s"

3ignafure Petitiocher: Lewis Rudolph; Morgan
P.Q. Box 42044 Portland,OR.97242

534:&#;w:€a£%?’ Jrf;“*“/ ~




IN THE COURT OF APPEALS STATE OF WASHINGTON DIVISION 1l

FILED
i. FORM 20. Motion To Modify Ruling - B AARARS

{(Rule 17.7;

No. {326098)

{SUPREME COURT DIVISION IIT1)
OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

Lewls Rudolph; Morqgan )

Appeliant, } MOTION TOC MODIFY
RULING

s )

Adams, et.al, )

1. IDENTITY OF MOVING PARTY

{Lewls Rudolph; Morgan), (designation of moving party is
‘tioner Appellant) asks for the reiief designated in Part 2.

g
M
rt
; ]

Z. STATEMENT OF RELIEF SOUGHT

Modify ruling of the Commissioner’s filed on ( ). The
ruliny ({state substance of ruling, for example: "denied the
motion Lo be
Reverzed and Modified by STAY and Bond performance meet Dy
petitioner and NCW illegally granting Attorney’s Fees 1c
Respondent and counsel ) This court should

{State relief requested, for example: "Reverse all Judgments
given by all courts involved to this point™.}.
3 FACTS RELEVANT TO MOTION

{Hiere state facts relevant to original motion, with
refereuce Lo or
copies of parts of the record relevant to that motion. The facts
set forth
Ir

-

ihe original motion may be incorporated by referesnce. THE
RESPONDENTS HAVE NO SURETY AND ARE A FRAUD SEE ATTACHED
DOCUMENTS REBUTTING BOND BY FORFEIT CREATED BY MONTGOMERY LAW
M, by and through OLD REPUBLIC TITLE and Filed in fraud on 4-
-14 by way of “Counsel Created the Paperwork”, FERRY CQUNTY
CLERKS EXACT WORDS, NOW SEE ATTACHED DOCUMENTS ALLOWED BY ALL
CCURTS OF COMPETENCE.

Ko

GROUNDS FOR RELIEF AND ARGUMENT

Montgomery 1s holy unsubstantial bond of fraud should be

cyersed as post judgment relief for Mr. Morgan, Morgan can

prove through SURETY and moving party designation he is rightfui

o r and possessor of REAL PROPERTY PAID IN FULL weather courts
rd or not}. Survival will be everlasting. Signed by Adams as
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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS STATE OF WASHINGTON DIVISION i1

consummated loan from Morgan to Adams private financing was net
STEVENS COUNTY TITLE they are liable now for collusion to steal
2iso known as Racketeering and Corruption RICC.

(8-12-15)

Respectfully
submitted,

Lewis Rudolph; Morgan P.O. Box 42044
Portland, OR. 97242

A stay is a suspension of the case or some designated proceedings with
in a case. It is a kind of injunction with which a court freezes its
proceedings at a particular point i. e. order of abandonment by ferry
county courts has been stayed.....

GRANTED THIS DAY 2014
by

SUBMITTTED BY MOVING PARTY

Mo aund I §-Iz-/s—
Glectronic S:}Wa‘ .
Lewis Rudolph; Morgan and family estate Pro se.

ATT: COA Div. llt and SUPREME COURT WASHINGTON STATE

RENEE TOWNSLEY.
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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS STATE OF WASHINGTON DIVISION {1

CC: ADAMS by and threw MONTGOMERY defendants counsel.

41 Memorandum is the “REC” between Morgan “Maker”/ “Insured” and Adams the
42 Borrower.

.SEE THE TRUTH
. FOR ONCE,

. OTHERS ARE
. FOR CERTAIN.
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