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I. ISSUES PRESENTED FOR REVIEW 

A. Should the Supreme Court of the State of Washington grant 
Petitioner's 11th Motion to Amend Petition for Review? 

B. Response to the Amended Petition and arguments contained in 
Petitioner's 11th Amended Petition for Review are reserved 
pending a decision by this Court. 
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I. STATEMENT OF ISSUES 

Petitioner Mary C. Ezenwa seeks leave to Amend her Petition for 

Review. To that end she filed, over time, eleven motions to amend 

along with amended petitions with each filing. This response is to 

the latest of said Motions to Amend. 

U. LAW AND ARGUMENT 

A. The Supreme Court of the State of Washington should deny 
Petitioner's Motion to Amend her Petition for Review. 

Ms. Ezenwa' s appeal was deemed frivolous. See Court of Appeals 

decision on file herein. Ms. Ezenwa continues to seek leave to 

relitigate this matter which should not be authorized by this court. 

Although granting a Motion to Amend is within the purview of this 

Court, allowing an amendment does not serve the interests of justice. 

Ms. Ezenwa has had the opportunity to present her briefing to this 

Court and a response has been filed. This Court should not permit 

her to amend. Any additional filings by Ms. Ezenwa should be 

rejected. The additional issues noted in her Motion to Amend are 

not applicable to whether leave should be granted, thus, responses 

to the argumentative statements therein are reserved pending review 

by this Court either granting or denying her Motion to Amend. 
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B. Responses to the remainder of the Amended Petition of Mary C. 
Ezenwa are reserved pending a decision by the Supreme Court 
to grant permission to file an amended petition for review. 

Response Reserved pending a decision by this Court. 
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III. CONCLUSION 

This court should deny Ms. Ezenwa's Motion for Leave to File an 

Amended Petition for Review. 

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this { 1-lt'lday of August 2021. 

DI S, WSBA #45702 
Attome or Respondent 
Law Office of Richard Perednia, Inc. 
28 W. Indiana Ave., Suite E 
Spokane, WA 99205 
(509) 624-1369 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, DIANNA J. EV ANS, hereby certify that I served Mary C. 

Ezenwa, appellant pro se, via USPS regular mail, . at the address indicated 

below, a true and correct copy of this Reply to Petitioner's 11 th Motion to 

Amend, on file herein: 

Mary C. Ezenwa 
711 Commerce Way #13 
Libby, MT 59923 

I certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the state of 

Washington that the foregoing is true and correct. 

DATED this I \thday of August 2021, at Spokane, Washington. 
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