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MARCUS, WATANABE & DAVE, LLP
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8 SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
9 FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, CENTRAL DISTRICT
10
11 || JANICE M. McCLANAHAN, an individual, ) CASE NO. BC 363659
12 Hearing Date:  May 22, 2012
Time: 8:30 a.m.
13 Plaintiff, Hearing Judge: Hon. Matthew St. George
14 [Action filed December 18, 2006]
15 v [Department 1A]
16
17 || HARRY MANSDOREF, individually, et al., SUPPLEMENTAL DOCUMENTS IN
SUPPORT OF ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
18 RE SALE OF DWELLING AND
REQUEST FOR JUDICIAL NOTICE
19 Defendants.
Trial Date:  None
20
21
22 In further support of Plaintiff and Judgment Creditor Janice M. McClanahan’s Application
23 }i to sell the dwelling, McClanahan offers the following documents:
24 The first is a copy of the First Amended Complaint for Damages for Attorney Malpractice,
25 || Breach of Fiduciary Duty, Declaratory Relief, and Accounting filed in Los Angeles Superior Court
26 || Case No. BC 316011 on October 18, 2004.
27 Attached to this First Amended Complaint as an Exhibit “B” is the Trust Agreement that was
;' ;128 the original trust among the four Mansdorf children and their mothero 0 106 3
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1 Exhibit “D” to the First Amended Complaint is a three-page document entitled “Fourth
2 {| Amendment to the Mansdorf Family Revocable Trust.”
3 These documents of which the Court is requested to take judicial notice establish the
4 | following:
5 1. That the Mansdorf Trust is a revocable trust;
6 2. 'i'hat Harold Mansdorf is a settlor; and
7 3. Since the remaining beneficiaries both in the original Trust Agreement and in the
8 || Fourth Amendment have died, that Harold Mansdorf is the only remaining beneficiary.
9 Also attached to this Application is another copy of the Fourth Amendment to the Mansdorf
10 || Family Revocable Trust, this one sent by fax on September 30, 2011, from Orloff & Associates, who
11 | were Harold Mansdorf’s attorneys in the action to recover the property, Los Angeles Superior Court
12 || Case No. BC 385946.
13 | DATED: May 18, 2012 MARCUS, WATANABE & DAVE, LLP
14
15
16 Attorneys fo laigtlijﬂ‘s and Judgment Creditor,
17 JANICE M. McCLANAHAN
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MARTIN J. KIRWAN, Bar No. 23386

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

Case No. BC 316011

L MANSDOREF, individually and as Trustee of
the Mandsdorf Family Revocable Trust also
known as the Mansdorf Trust also known as
the Mansdorf Family Trust, MILDRED
MANSDORF, NORMAN MANSDOREF and
DOES 1 to 10 inclusive

ACCOUNTING

Defendants

et e N N ot V\_/wavvwvvvvvvwv

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION

Attorney Malpractice

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT

1

LED

9020 Reseda Boulevard, Suite 201 LOS ANGELBS SUPBRIOR COURT
Northridge, CA 91324 : . :
(818) 349-4144 0CT 1 8 2004

Attorney for Plaintift : JOHN A. CLARKE, CLERK
MARYLIN MANSDORF | BY S aa%w

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

RYLIN MANS :
MARYL DORF ASSIGNED TO:
Plaintiff, JUDGE IRVING S.FERRER
Vs, Dept. 51
C ; F!
s ooy | I ABER T

MALPRACTICE, BREACH OF FIDUCIARY
DUTY, DECLARATORY RELIEF, AND
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(Against Defendants Rhoades and Does 1 through 3)

1. Plaintiff MARYLIN MANSDORF (hercinafter “Plaintiff”) is an individual
and is now a resident of Orange County, California. That ihe events sued un herein ocourred in
the County of Los Angeles, State of California.

2. Defendant, RUFUS V. RHOADES, (hereinafter "Rhoades”) is an individual
who is an attorney &t law and at all times hesein mentioned was a resident of Los Angeles
County, California, and was and is duly licensed to p;actioc in the courts of the State of
California. Rhoades had at all times herein mentioned represented Lee Mansdorf in connection
with his business and personal affairs.

3. Defendants, HAROLD MANSDORF (hereinafter "Harold"), MILDRED
MANSDORF (hereinafter "Mi.ldred"), and NORMAN MANSDORF are individuals who were,
prior to Lee Mansdorf*s death on June 27, 2003, and now are, residents of Los Angeles County.
Harold, Mildred and Norman Mansdorf are the siblings of Lee Mansdorf.

4, The true names end capacities, whetker individuals, corporate, associate, or
otherwise of Defendants, DOES 1 to 10, Inclusive, are unknown to Plaintiff at this time, Plaintiff

L sues those Defendants by such fictitious names pursuant to Califonia Civil Code §474 and will

amend this complaint to show theil: true names and capacities when tiwy have been ascertained.
Plaintiff is informed and believes, end based on that information and belief alleges, that each of
the Defendants designated as a Do is legally responsible for the events and happenings referred
to in this complaint, unlawfully caused the injuries and demages to the Plaintiff alleged in this
complaint, and/or claims an interest in the assets and/or property that are the subject of the

present complaint,

5. That Plaintiff was married to Lee Mansdorf on December 11, 1966. That due

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT
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to the abusive conduct of Lee Mansdorf's siblings and mother which affected his health he and
Plaintiff mutually agreed to divorce and an interlocutory decree of divorce was obtained on
August 18,1968 (although the final decree came lsier in 1971).

6. That following the divorce a close relationship of love and affection existed
between Lee Mansdorf and Plaintiff until his death on June 27, 2003, That during such period
Lee Mansdorf provided substantial sums of money to Plaintiff. That during such period, despite
the previous decree of divorce that was forced upon Lee Mansdorf and Plaintiff due to the
abusive conduct of Les Mansdorf™s siblings and mother, Lee Mansdorf and Plaintiff still
considered each other to be man and wife, as evidenced by, among other things, the pumerous
cards that they exchanged over the years after their “divorce”. Examples of these cards are
attached hereto as Exhibit “A".

1. That on several accasions, prior to his death and continuing up to the
time of his death, Lee Mansdorf advised Plaintiff that he had instructed his attomey, Rhoades, to
prepare papers which were to provide that Plaintiff would receive 2 house on his death which
house would be of a value equal to the one he and his family members occupied at 811 North
Alta Drive, Beverly Hills, California 90210-2640, Lee Mansdorf also informed plaintif that in
the papers his attomney had prepared, she would receive on his death additional assets, some in
trust and. some outright, and that the value of such assets would equal the value of what he was
giving his brother and sister, so each got half of what he was transferring on death. He stated to
Plainiff thet he wanted her to have a ifestyle equal to what he had enjoyed and what they would
have enjoyed if they had remained married. Lee Mansdorf stated to Plaintiff that upon his death

Plaintiff should contact Attorney Rhoades at a telephone number he famished e, (626)683-
4566.

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT
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8. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that in the 1970s, Lee
Maensdorf and others executed a trust agreement (the “trust agreement™) for the purpose of
holding and meanuging their property in a trust {"the propery managemeai wust"), which is also
knowm as the Mansdorf Trust, the Mansdorf Family Trust, and/or the Mansdorf Family
Revocable Trust. A true and correct copy of the trust agreement is attached hereto as Exhibit
“B", The majority of the property that was transferred into the property management trust came
from Lee Mansdorf, who was its trustee up to the time of his death. Section 5.02 of the trust
agreement specifically provided that Lee Mansdoxf had the right to freely transfer his interest in
the property management trust without restriction and could dispose of such interest by will or
otherwise. On numerous occasions prior 1o his death, Lee Mansdorf informed Plaintiff that he
had created the .propetty management trust for Plaintiff in order to continue to protect and
provide for her as he had for many decades. On numerous occasions prior to his death, Lee
Mansdorf also informed Plaintiff that he was giving half of his interest in the property
management trust to Plaintiff, that “it was all done”, and that Attorney Rhoades had prepared
documents confirming this. Lee advised Plaintiff that, after he was gone, Rhoades would
enforce the papers he had prepared as his attorney. He told her that although she wouldn't be
able to call him after he was g.one, she would be able to rely on Rhoades as her attomey. Lee
said that Rhoades would know what to do. Prior to his death, Lee Mansdorf had written a
number of checks to Plaintiff (which Plaintiff is informed and believes were from this propesty
management trust) which further evidence Lee Mansdorf’s intent to transfer such interest to
Phlnuﬁ‘ and his performance in transferring such interest to Plaintiff. Examples of these checks
are attached hereto as Exhibit “C". In reliance on the above-mentioned assurances and conduct

of Lee Mansdorf, PlaintifY did not seek other sources of income that Plaintiff would have been

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT
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able 1o otherwise obtain. Furthermore, Plaintiff stayed in her relationship with Lee Mansdorf,
providing him with aid and comfort in his times of need, up to and including the time of his
death (tc the extent allowable as a result of the threateniny behavior by his family members).

9. Upon being instructed by Lee Mansdorf to prepare the documents that would
transfer to PlaintifF the assets he told Plaintiff she was to receive at the time of his death, and
upon being instructed by Lee Mansdorf to prepare the documents that would confirm the transfer
to Plaintiff of the one-half interest in the property management trust, a fiduciary duty arose
wherein Defendant Rhoades owed a duty to Lee Mandsorf and Plaintiff, requiring the Defendant
Rhoades to camry out the instructions of Lee Mansdorf prior to his death and to protect the
Plaintiff so she would realize the benefits Lee Mansdorf stated she would receive.

10.  That following the death of Lec Mansdorf on June 27, 2003, Pleintiff
received a telephone call from Defendant Attorney Rhoades advising Plaintiff that Lee Mansdorf
;md tiied on June 27, 2603, That Plaintiff started to tell Rhoades that Lee Mansdorf had said to
ask about the papers, Rhoades interrupted Plaintiff and said, "Those papers -1 don’t knnow where
those papers are — you know Lee, he didn't sign any papers.” Plaintiff asked if she could obtain
copies of the papers Rhoades had prepared. Defendant Rhoades replied, "] do not know where
they are. Lee is dead. I now work for his brother. I'm taking care of the family. Don't call again.”

11.  Pleaintiff is informed and believes that Defendant Rhoades has breached his
duty to Lee Mansdorf and to Plaintiff in that he failed to comply with the instructions given to
him by Lee Mansdorf. Plaintiff is further informed and believes that Defendant Rhoades also
bmc.hed his duty to Lee Mansdorf and Plainti{f by discarding or otherwise making unavailable
documents that were prepared to comply with the instructions given to him by Lee Mansdorf,

12, That Plaintiff seeks damages in an amount to be proved at the time of trial

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT
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equal to the value of a house comparable to the ane described by Lee lv;ansdorfto Plaintiff and
for the sum equal to one-half of the remaining assets of the Estate of Les Mansdorf, plus pre-
judgment iiterest.

13.  Funthermore, in the event that it is determined that Lee Mansdorf's transfer of
his interest in the property management trust to Plaintiff is for any reason inva\id or
unenforceable, plaintiff also seeks damages in an amount to be proved at the time of trial in a
sum equal to one-half of Lee Mansdorf's interest in the property management trust, plus pre-
judgment interest.

ECOND CAUSE OF A N
Breach of Fiduciary Duty
(Against Defendants Rhoades, Harold, and Does 1 through 6)
14.  Plaintiff incorporates paragraphs 1 through 11 inclusive of its First Cause of
Action as though set forth in their entirety herein.

15. That the Defendant, Harold, when he learned about the marriage evidenced an
h attitude of hatred and animosity toward Plaintiff by both oral and physical acts prior to and
during the marriage of Plaintiff and Lee Mansdorf and thereafter up to the date of his death.
These acts included an attempt by Harold to physically assauit Plaintiff in the presence of his
brother Lee who forcibly restrained the Defendant, Harold, in ﬁrder 1o protect the safety of
Plaintiff. That during his lifetime, while occupying the bouse located at 811 North Alte Drive,
Beverly Hills, California, Lee Mansdorf had instelled end maintained a telephone that no one
élse was allowed to use so Plaintiff could call and not be abused. He communicated with
I:’laintiff via this telephone, number (310) 274-1577, on a regular basis from the time of the
divorce up unti the time of his death,

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT
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16.  That even though the Plaint;ff and Lee Mansdorf dissolved their marriage
there existed by and between them a long continuous relationship of love, affection and respect
for each other which began in !963‘ and continued uulil the deuth of i.ee Mansdoriva J une 27,
2003. ' ‘

17.  Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Defendants Harold,
MMs. and Does 1 through 6, inclusive, were aware of the plan of Lee-Mansdorf to transfer a
substantial portion of his considerable estate to Plaintiff upon his death, Plaintiff is also informed
and believes and thereon alleges that Defendants Harold, Rhoades, and Does 1 through 6,
inclusive, were aware that Lee Mansdorf had transferred to Plaintiff one-half of his interest in the|
property management trust. Plaintiff is also informed and believes and thereon alleges that
Defendants Hearold and Daes 1 through 6, inclusive, claim to be testators/beneficiaries of the
property menagement trust and/or beneficiaries of Lee Mansdorf’s estate. Plaintiff is also
informed and believes and thereon allepes that, upon Lee Mansdorf's death, Harold became the
trustee of the property management trust.

18.  Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that, at all times
mentioned herein, each of said Defendants was the agent, servant and/or employee of the other
Defendants, and was acting within the scope of that agency, service and/or employment, and that
all acts or omissions alleged to have been done by said Defendants were done with the
knowledge, consent, and permission of the other Defendants. At all relevant times, said
Defendants were and are fiduciaries to Plaintiff, and in their capacities as fiduciaries, owed and
now owe to Plaintiff the highest degree of good faith, fair dealing, and & fiduciary duty to actin
the best interest of Plaintiff,

19.  That Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that, in breach of

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT
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their fiduciary duties to Plaintiff, Defendants Harold and Does 1 through 6, inclusive, did enter
into a scheme and plan with Defendant Rhoades to thwart the efforts of Lee Mansdorf to
transfer, upon his death; cerlain ussets he then pussessed to Plaintiff either by Will or -
Testamentary Trust, and to thwart Lee Mansdorf's previous transfer to Plaintiff of the one-half
interest in the property management trust. That Plaintiff is further informed and believes and
thereon elleges that, in furtherance of the plan and scheme, the Defendants and each of them
have denied and continue to deny the existence of any such documents or that such documents
had ever been executed and further deny that Lee Mansdorf ever intended to give or bequeath
any money or property of any amount or kind whatsoever to Plaintiff. That Plaintiff is forther
informed and believes and thereon alleges that, in furtherance of the-plan and scheme, the
Defendants and each of them, when Lee Mansdorf was under their and/ar others’ undue
influence and/or otherwise incapacitated, wrongfully caused Lee Mansdorf to execute a
ciocument entitled “Fourth Amendment to the Mansdorf Family Revocable Trust” (“the Fourth
Amendment”, a copy of which is atteched hereto as Exhibit “D”), so that said Defendants could
wrongfully claim that Lee Mansdorf was supposedly invalidating his previous transfer to
Plaintiff of the one-half interest in the property management trust (which Lee Mansdorf had no
intention of doing). Plaintiff is further informed end believes and theréon alleges that said
Defendants participated in the conspiracy so that the Defendants Harold, Does 1 through 6, and
others would wrongfully receive Plaintiff's share of decedent's estate and the property
management trust and that Defendant Rhoades would personally financially benefit, gain end
proﬁt from such conspiracy. That plaintiff is further informed and believes and thereon alleges
:ﬂmt Defendant Rhoades had a conflict of interest in representing Lee Mansdorf and also

;'epnsenting the other Defendants® interests in wmngfhlly attempting to thwart Lee Mansdorf’s

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT
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intentions as described above. Furthermore, as shown by the above-mentioned facts, Defendant
Rhoades breached an independent legal duty that he owed to both Lee Mansdorf and Plaintiff,
and cuuspired to viulate such duty for his own fiuancial guin.

20. Thatesa direct, proximate consequence of the acts of said Defendants it;
furtherance of the plan and conspirecy Plaintiff wes deprived of the monies and other benefits
which she would have otherwise received including, but not limited 10, a house and one-half of
the remaining assets of the Lee Mansdorf Estate.

21.  That Plaintiff seeks damages in an amownt to be proved at the time of trial
equal to the value of a house comparable to the one described by Lee Mansdorf to Plaintiff and
for the sum equal to one-half of the remaining assets of the Estate of Lee Mansdorf;, plus pre-
judgment interest.

22, Furthermore, in the event that it is determined that Lee Mansdorf’s transfer of
his interest in the property management trust to Plaintiff is for any reason invalid or
unenforceable, blaintiff also seeks damages in an amount to be proved at the time of trial in &
sum equal to one-half of Lee Mansdorf’s interest in the property management trust, plus pre-
judgement interest.

23.  Plaintiffis informed and believes and thereon alleges that said Defendants’
conduct was done knowingly, willfully, and with malicious intent, and Plaintiff is entitled to
punitive damages in an amount to be determined at trial.

'I.II

24.  Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that said Defendants’
‘wrongﬁxl conduct set forth above was and is a violation of trust owed to Plaintiff, and thus any

‘property wrongfully obtained by said Defendants is presently being held by said defendants in

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT
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constructive trust for Plaintiff, which property must be returned to Pwnﬁﬁ Plaintiff is further
informed and believes and thereon alleges that such conduct by said .Defendanrs will continve
unless and until enjoined and restrained by order of this Court, - - -
1 us! CTI
Declaratory Relief
(Against Defendants Rhoades, Harold, Mildred, Norman Mansdorf,, Harold as Trustee of
the Mansdorf Trust, also known as the Mansdorf Family Trust, also known as the
Mansdorf Family Revocable Trust, and Does 1 through 10)

25.  Plaintiff incorporates paragraphs 1 through 11 and 15 through 16 inclusive
above as though set forth in their entirety herein.

26.  Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Defendants Harold,
JRhoadeS, and Does 1 through 6, inclusive, were aware of the plan of Lee Mansdorf to transfera
substential portion of his considerable estate to Plaintiff upon his death. Plaintiff is also informedJ
and believes and thereon alleges that Defendants Harold, Rhoades, and Does 1 through 6,
inclusive, were aware that Lee Mansdorf had transferred to Plaintiff one-half of his interest in the
property management trust. Plaintiff is also informed and believes and thereon alleges that
Defendants Harold and Does | through 6, inclusive, claim to be testators/beneficiaries of the
property management trust and/or beneficiaries of Lee Mansdorf's estate. Plaintiff is also
informed and belicves and thereon alleges that, upon Lee Mansdorf’s death, Harold became the
trustee of the property management trust.

27.  Plaintffis informed and believes and thereon alleges that, at all times
mentioned herein, each of said Defendants was the agent, servant and/or employee of the other

Defendants, and was acting within the scope of that agency, service and/or employment, and that

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT
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all acts or amissions alleged to have been done by said Defendants were done with the
knowledge, consent, and permission of the other Defendants. At all relevant times, said
Defendants were and are fiduciaties w Plaintff, and in their capacitics es fiduciaries, owed and
now owe to Plaintif¥ the highest degree of good faith, fair dealing, and a fiduciary duty to act in
the best interest of Plaintiff.

28.  That Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that, in breach of
their fiduciary duties to Plaintiff, Defendants Rhoades, Harold and Does 1 through 6, inclusive,
attempted to thwart the efforts of Lee Mansdorf to transfer, upon his death, certain assets he thea
possessed to PlaintifF either by Will or Testamentary Trust, and to attempt to thwart Lee
Mansdorf’s previous transfér to Plaintiff of the one-half interest in the property management
trust. That Plaintiff is further informed and believes and thereon alleges that, said Defendants
and each of them have denied and continue to wrongfully deny the existence of any such
documents or that such documents had ever been executed and further wrongfully deny that Lee
Mensdorf ever intended to give or bequeath any money or property of any amount or kind
whatsoever to Plaintiff, That Plaintiff is further informed and believes and thereon alleges that,
said Defe;xda:lts and each of them, when Lee Mansdorf was under their and/or others’ undue
influence and/or otherwise incapacitated, wrongfully caused Lee Mansdorf to execute a
document entitled “Fourth Amendment to the Mansdorf Family Revacable Trust” (“the Fourth
Amendment”, a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit “D"), so that said Defendants could
W-wmngﬁxlly claim that Lee Mansdorf was supposedly invalidating his previous transfer to
Plaintiff of the one-balf interest in the property management trust (which Lee Mansdorf had no
intention of doing). Plaintiff is further informed and believes and thereon alleges that said

Defendants have wrongfully done so in order for Defendants Harold, Does 1 through 6, and

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT
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others 1o wrongfully attempt to receive Plaintiff's share of decedent’s estate and the pmpeﬂy
management trust and in order for Defendant Rhoades to wrongfully attempt to personally
financially benefi:, gain-and profit from such wrongful conduct. Thas plaintiffis further
informed and believes and thereon alleges that Defendant Rhoades had a conflict of interest in
representing Lee Mansdorf and also representing the other Defendants’ interests in wrongfully
attempting to thwart Lee MansdorPs intentions as described above. Furthermore, as shown by
the above-mentioned facts, Defendant Rhoades breached an independent legal duty that he owed
1o both Lee Mansdorf and Plaintiff, and conspired to violate such duty for his own financial gain.
29,  Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon ailegw that said Defendants’
wrongful conduct set forth above was and is a violation of trust owed to Plaintiff, and thus any
property wrongfully obtained by said Defendants is presemly being held by said defendants in
constructive trust for Plaintiff, which property must be returned to Plaintiff. Plaintiffis further
informed and believes and thereon alleges that such conduct by said Defendants will continue
unless and unti! enjoined and restrained by order of this Court.

30.  An actual controversy has arisen and continues to exist between plaintiff, on
one hand, and Defendants Rhoades, Harold, Mildred, Norman Mansdorf,, Harold as Trustee of
the Mansdorf Trust, also known as the Mansdorf Family Trust, also known as the Mansdorf -
Family Revocable Trust, and Does 1 through 10. Plaintiff ailegcs and contends that Lee
Mansdorf validly transferred to Plaintiff one-half of his interest in the property management
.imst, that the above-mentioned Fourth Amendment and/or other purported amendmeuts to the
tmst agreement are not valid or enforceable against Plaintiff (based upon fraud, mistake, duress,
tundue influence, failure of execution, illegality, and/or otherwise), that such Fourth Amendment

and/or other purported amendments to the trust agreement cannot and do not legally negate

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT

12

001077/




10

1

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

Plaintiff’s right to and ownership of one-half of Lee Mansdorf’s interest in the property

management trust, and that Plaintiff presently has a right to and does in fact now own one-half of

thereon alleges that said Defendants contend that Lee Mansdorf did not validly transferred to
Plaintiff one-half of his interest in the property management trust, that the above-mentioned
Fourth Amendment to the trust agreement is valid and enforceable against Plaintiff, that such
Fourth Amendmert can and does legally negate any right or ownership that Plaintiff might have
had to part of Lee Mansdorf’s interest in the property management trust, and that Plaintiff does
not presently have a right to and does not now own any part of Lee Mansdorf’s interest in the
property management trust.

" 3], Plintiff respectfully requests a judicia! determination and/or judicial
declaration as to the respective rights, duties, and responsibilities of the parties vis-a-vis the
above-mentioned property managemeniwsl, and the other matters st forth herein. Sucha
determination and declaration are necessary and appropriate at this time in order that Plaintiff
and Defendants may ascertain their respective rights and duties. Plaintiff has no adequate
remedy at law with respect to the above, '

32,  Aspan of the present cause of action, a proper adjustment of the rights,
equities and interest of the parties to this litigation should be made by order of this Court.

! Furthermore, plaintift' is informed and believes and thereon alleges that one or more of the

Defendants presently wrongfully hold propesty of Plaintiff in violation of a trust owed to
Plaintiff, and thus all such property is presently being held by said defendants i constructive

trust for Plaintiff, which property must be retuned to Plaintiff. Plaintiff is further informed and

'FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT
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! || believes and thereon alleges that such conduct by said Defendants will continue unless and until
enjoined end restrained by order of this Coust.

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION s -

Accounting
° (Against Defendants Rhoades, Harold, Mildred, Norman Mansdorf, Harold as Trustee of
° the Mansdorf Trust, also knowa as the Mansdorf Family Trust, also known as the
: Mansdorf Family Revocable Tr@st, and Does 1 through 10)
. 33, Plaimtiff incorporates paragraphs 1 through 11, 15 through 16, and 26 through

10 ||32 inclusive above as though set forth in their entirety herein.

11 34,

The full amount of money and/or other things of value due from Defendants
12 A and/or Does I through 10, inclusive, is unknown o Plaintiff at this time and cannot be

13 |l ascertained without a full accounting of the assets, payments, fees, allowances, receipts, other

14 |l income and other things of value received and/or withheld by said Defendants.

1% WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays judgment as follows:

16 FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION

v For damages according to proof; including pre-judgment interest,

18 SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION

v For damages according to proof, including pre-judgment interest;

:: Pumitive damages according to proof;

a9 For a constructive trust on any property of plaintiff wrongfully held by
Defendants; -

23 THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION

24 herein A judicial declaration of the respective rights and duties of the parties

25 For appropriate injunctive relief;

iy
re
1d
v
L

For a proper adjustment of the rights, equities and interest of the
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT
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panties to this litigation, including the determination of the proper holder(s) of interests in the
property management trust, the proper percentage interests 50 held, and the proper distribution of
assets from the property menagement trust;

8. For a constructive trust on any property of plaintiff impropetly held by

Defendants;
FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION

9. For a full accounting by said Defendants;
10.  For payment of any amount(s) due from any of said Defendants as a

result of the accounting and prejudgment interest on that amount at the iegal rate;

W 1. Fora proper edjustment of the rights, equities and interest of the

B parties to this litigation, including the determination of the proper holder(s) of interests in the
. property management trust, the proper percentage interests 5o held, and the proper distribution of'
:j assets from the property management trust;.

15 12.  For a constructive trust on any property of pleintiff improperly held by
16 || Defendants;

17 || ALL CAUSES OF ACTION

18 13.  Costs of suit incurred herein; and

19 14.  Such other and further relief as the court deems just and proper.

20 g

2 Dated: October 18, 2004

z MARYLIN MANSDORF

23

24

25

:: FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT

H 15

v
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I means & lot to me to know
1 can depend on you--
Depend on your understanding,
The thoughtful things you do,
Depend on you to always be
Your own dear sclf each day
To kecp your scnsc of humor
And your sweetncss. come what may--

LIRS 5
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And | just want to lct you know
" Now that your birthdlay's here
How thankfut § am for your love--

How much ! love you, Dear.

'HAPDY BIRTHDAY
f"{"“ ?o-f—r :g’,wm.'-;.-

s

A

75







001085




001086




—
g gy T
T, ""-"’V*""-‘ﬂ"‘."-f‘x-i‘f

- . -. .... .

@wmazmw
Doy of iy 46
E%%%ywm%mdﬂ&@ﬁ%wmmﬂ
Tt mads you . -
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Gt want tosay
WWWWM MW
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HARET AL NS BAT

HONEY

@ncc in u lfetime, -
] you find someon pecial,

‘ﬁrmr fives intermingle
- and somchow you know
l his is the bcginning
of all you have longed for--
A lace you can build on...
a love that will grawv,

@ncc in o hfetime

to thuse whao are lu-ky.
A miracle happens--
and dreams all conw true,

| know it car happm--
it huppvned to me

F*lur I'\"e fuund
thot“once in a liretime"
. with vou.

A Bt
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e : RECITALS

this Trust Agreement is made between HAROLD MAWSDORF,

LEE MANSDORF, MILDRED MANSDORF, NORMAN MANSDORF and SADIE

MANSDORF, sometimes called “settlors® collectively and “settlor®

in@ividually, and LEE MANSDORE, called the "trustee™, and is’

made with reference to the followihg facts:

On August 31, 1967. the settlors and the trustee

entered 1nto a Trust-Agreement creatzng d rovocable trust for

. the purpose of moxe efficiently hqldzng and administerlng

'certain real and personal property held by settlors in ﬁnd1v1ded

interests. The set“lors then transferred their intexests in
such propcrtzes to the trustee, which the trustee has slnee
held -and admxnistered sub;ect to that Prust Agreement. -

The settlozxs and the trustee now desire tn restate

and amend the trust in several particulars, and they do hereby '
z
mutually agree fbat the aforesaid Trust Agreement 15 hexeby

emended in its entxrety, effectxve as of the date of erecutlon
hereof, as follows: . )
*ARTICLE I’

. . TRUST ESTATE

1.01 Trust Estate. _All property now or hereafter

snbjecL to this trust shall constitute, and shall be referred o
as, the “trust estate”. The trust cstate shall be held;
administered, and distrxbuted in accoxdance with this instru-
nent% The property, and interests thcreln, transferred to

thﬂ gxust by the settlors are set forth in schedules attacbed

hereéo.

RN TR . | £ B
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* . 1.02 Interests in Trust. iach settl8k b,ns,. an interest -
" in the‘ trust e.quivalent to the va}ﬁe of the property interests’ .
transfexrrxed to. t.h_ez tx.'us't. Tite interests of the,. s'ettlor_s in the

trust are as ﬁollows;

.

* HAROLD MANSDORF R Y[ 3

| LEE MANSSORF T A
MILDRED nm*suonp -~ . 3%..

NORIAN MANSDORF - . 27

= 'SADIE MANSDORE Se L e

1.03 "maii:io:ss taq "rri:'si:. The settlors may from tine’

.

to time transfer additi.Onal pxoi:erty-, rea]. ox eersonel . OF any

interest therein, to the trust, which shall thexeaftenr he su,b-: '
ject to the trust; provided, however, any such additions shall,
Dbe in the same ratio-on the _paxt of.' all setit:‘lt;‘r.'a ag thelv

rcspecttve interests .m the tx.ust:. o

. 1.04 mglngp_g "The sattloxs m:r at*. any i:tme agend
any of the terms of-this ‘l‘rust Agreemam: by an instxument in
writing signed by all of the settlom and consented to 1.n
.wnting by the trustee. °

' "ARTICLE IT
DISTRIBUTIONS PROM TRUST ESTATB

VTR .

2. 01 Allocation of Inco'ne and Loss EBach settlor

shall be cred:.ted a.nnually on a cc.lenda: year bagig with the
cxy:rént net mcome, other than capital gainsg, realized qagh

yéar by the trust :.n proportion to h:.s interest in the tm;st.
. f‘g"“?“ a net loss, other than a capital loss, be’ sustained by

"tae .trust during any calendar year, ‘each’ settlcx‘ shall e

- o o ———
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ror the purposes. of ”»'% Trust Rgre emcnt, the é?@inition of
incomo, guxns and losses shall be .he sare as for fudgral inconn
tax pu:poses.

" 2,02 ' Accounting and D;stribution.

ka) As soon as feasible after the close of each calendar

yéar, thq trustee shall render to each settlor ap_accoqpting of

: the'operatiohs and affairs.of the't;usé, of its.ésééts and

1ishilities, and of the income available for distribution. - The
account shall allocate the net ihcoms among the setklo:s. .
accoxdlna to tne uorcen;age 1ntcrests n Paragraph 1.02

{b) Pny capltal gaxns or losses realizea by the trust
shall be allocated to the corpna of the trust estate ang, accox-
dlngly, aﬁall neither increase nor reduce the respect;ve interests
of the seqtlors. -

2.03. Advances to Settlorsl"$ha trustee shcll, upon the

ééquest'of any settlor, -make advances of rioney to such settlor in
the amounts réquestbd suwbject -to the limitation of the lesser of

the following: -(a) the net income on a gupulative basis in such

settlor's account, ox (b) the Drooortlonate share of cash ar rash
equivalents (e.gi,'certificates of deposit) ‘allocable to such
settlor. Any amounts advanced shall be offset qgainat.the settlox's
shate of the trust income. ”ﬁe trurtee shall be required to recon-
c;le the income and advances allocable to a sehtlor only upon
the;revocat;cn by a settlo;.of ‘his interest in the trust or

.upo termination of the trust. .In making such reconciliation,
'thegtzueicp shzall only consider the income Snd advances~

all%cab]e to the settlors during thn year of revocation or
tgr?mnatxon (as th° case may b») and the three (3) calendar

yuht 'xedzately preceding such year.
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't.h!.s Trust Agrcenort’g et realizahle value" . L) mean the

.pmphﬁble and reasonable net amount which could™pg realized by

the trust if the trustee were to sell all of,the‘trugt prop-
erty for cash as of the valuation date. .
(c) On the dstermination of thé net real;zable value,

-the tru;tee shall pay the revok;ng settlor a percentage of the
trust equal to such settlor's percentage interest in the trust
(as provided in Paragraph 1. 02)'in three (3) cgual anuual cash
payments, without 1nterest The first such pnyment shall be
made as soon as practlcable after the deternination -of the net

ealxzable value, considering the nature of the assets thHen
compris;ng the trust estate and other relevant factors.- The
second and thlrd annunl payments shall hc made on the ann;ver:ay
- dates of the recelpt -of the notice of revocation. By written -
agreament among the frustee, the revoking sptt]or and the ‘remain-
ing settlors. the net realizable value of the revokzng 5ettlor s
interest may 1nstead be distributed in- k;:d, or partly in cash
.end partly in Llnd, with.valuataons of distributions in kind as
then determ;ned and agreed upon by the trustee and the settlosrs.

{(8) Pending. the completion oI the annual installment

payments, the revokxng'settlor shall be entitled to the agcounts,
distributions and allocations described in pa;agraph 2.02; pro- .
vide@, however, thqt the revoking settlox's iﬁterest in tte

trust shall.be xreduced by one-third (1}3) upon the pa&ment of

the first annuval installment, .and the interest then remaiting
hsba%l be reduced by one-half (1/2) upon the payment of the second
annﬁal 1nstallnent. .Upon payment of the thixd annual 1nsrallnent
alliof the revoklng settloxr's intelest in the trust and xights

).A‘
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- und2r this Trusthgr%‘?ﬁ}t shuzll terminate. @

L. «*

e -

L .

._3.02 Pevocation of the Trust.

-.‘ (a). '!?his trust may bhe rgvoked in its ent:j:rety by any _'
of the settlors wﬂq represent at least sixty-six and two-thirds
(66 2/33) percent of the total interesé.in the trust. Such
revocation shall be accomplished by_written'notice to that
effect from the xéﬁoking.seétlors'to the trustee and .the remain-
ing settlors. . ’ _

{b) The trustee shall distribute the trust es‘ate to
the séttlors w:thin 60 days follow;ng receipt of the notice of
revocation. The trusiee shall d;str ibute the propexty, or in-
tervests therein, comprising the trust es;ete in such manner,
and using such values, aé the trusiee in éhé trustee's discre--
tion may detexmine; proyided, Sowevér, that the value, as deter-
n{neé by the trustee, of the'prOPerty distribuﬁed to each

settleor shall corr;SPOnd to the value of euch settlor s xn*er—

est in the LrusL as provided in Paragraph '1.02. Upon d:srri-

bution of.the trust estate the trust shall terminatc.

3.03 Termination. This trust shall terminate on

the death of the last settlor to die, and shall thereupon be

. distributed to the persons holding beneficinl interests in

the trust in proportion to their respective interests.

ARTICLE 1V

THE TRUSTEE AND TRUSTEE'S POHENS

% 4.01 Designation of Successor Trustees. I1f LEE

th?ébk? shall for any rcason ccase to act as tiustee undexr this

vt hgrecment, then URROLD MANSGDORE shall act as trustce. 1f

3

) .- :
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California Probite Codé, as nresently constitutnd hnd bereafter T

amehded with respect to the trust estate and any part of it,

in addition to those powers now ox hereafter conferred by law. '

"The ennmeratxon of certain- pouers of the Lrustee shall not

Taimit h;s gencral povers, and the trustee, subject always to

the discharge of his £iduc1ary oblzga;ions, is vested with and .
shall have all the rights, powers and privileges which an ab- c
solute owner of the same propeity would have. o

" ARTICLE V

MISCELLAREOUS PROVISIONS

5.01 Determination of Income and Princiocal. "The

det»rmznatlon of all matters with respect to what is income and :
pllncipel -of the Lrust estate and the apportionment -and alloca-

tion of receipts and expenses shall be detexmlngd by the trustee

.4n the trustee's discretion;.provided;, however, that such deter-

mination and allocations shall be made in a manner consistent

with feﬂeral income tax laws as determined in the trxustee's

_ absolute discretion.

5 02 Al;enabxlity of Settlor's Interest. The interest

of a settlor in the txust shall be fully transferable without
rgstriction by this instrument, and a settlor, or his sudcessox-
in-interest, mey dispose of his or her interest in this trust,

b& will-or otherwise. Whenever the vord “sattlor“ is usad in

Jdnterests of the qettloxs executzﬂg this instxument, emcent in

{hxs Trust Agreement, it shall includc any successors to the
)
3
7
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} paragraphs 3.04 and 4.01 whore it, shall refer only to the

persons nnmed 1n paragLaph 1.02.

5.03 Notice to Trustec of Even s Affecting Iﬂterestsl

Unless the trvstee has “ece;ved actual wr;tten notlce of the
occurrence of an cvent~affcct1nq the benefzc;el xnterefts of
' any txust hexeuader,  the trustee shall not be lleble for dis- T '
tribution nade as tnough the event had not occurred . .

5.04 Payments to -Persons Under Disabiliéy. The- -

erustee in ‘the txustee‘s dxecretzon may make paymcnt to a set-
" tlor or other holoer of a beneficiel interest 1n the trust by.
making payments to the conservator or guaxdian of h;s person,

er the trustee’may apply'p?yhenés direcely for his Lenefit.

5.05 Severability c1ause If any provxsion of this"’

Prust Agreement is unenforceable, the remalning provision

shall. neveltheluss be carr;cd into cffect. ) -

T ' 5.06 Gender and Nuuber, As used in this instrument,
the mascnl:ne, ‘feminine, or neuter gender, and Lhe Pingular er
" plural numbex, shall each bc.deemed to includc the otliers vhen-
cver ehe context so indicates. .

5.07 Headings Not Part of Trust Agrocment. Jieadings

and subheadings in this 1nstrument are inscrted for convenience
fof reference only. They constxtute no part of the Trust Ayrce-

ment.

5.08 Noeice. Any notice, renucsL, or: dellvety to be

.
«qvua
e

.given uwﬁer this ;nstrument by the Lruqtee the settlors, ox any

001095
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other person interested h»re;n ‘to anothar shall be in w::.ting
and szgned and :.ml]. be effec..ed hy personnl feiivery or by
registered or c~rt1f1ed mail; pobtaoe prepaid, return receipt
requested, and shall be doemed co*\mum.cm.c:‘ ag of the pzragnal
delivery, or as of the- malhng, as t":e cast may be. Mailed
notices shall ‘be auarnased to the trustee and the settlors

as set forth on the flr.»t page of this insuu‘e_nt, and to any
other person at the lae-t .addrass Lnown for such person. "The
trustee, “the setLlo‘s, and aﬁy other :nte:.w,t:od per SOn may

eifect a chiénge of address by vritten notice in ac;.crrc‘.-.:néa with

:this paragraoh. . . ' )
Executed at the location and on ‘the date first above

written

. P . :
QETTLORS : : J?éa/) 7“7, ,f.?«r'o,ﬁ 4 _?{_‘

FAR !:IJORF

MILDRED MANSDCRF

%”/7(/' M1 & 7‘0&67

RORAAR M}\NSDORF

- r——— S —— S—

. smn"?" .rs‘»oar

TRUSTEE: - zc",e/é %
: LEE BANSUORF ~ S
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other.person interested herein to another shail be in writing
and signed and shall be effected by personal delivery ox by

registered ox certified mail, postage prepaid, retutn receipt

requested, and shall be deemed comunicated as of the personal

. delivexy, or as of the mailing, as thé case may be., DNMNailed

notices shall be addressed to the trustee and the settlors

- as set fozth ch the first Rrege of this- in°ttument, and to any

otber.person at- the last address known for-such parson. The

'Eruétee, the settlors, and any other interested person may

‘ef£fect a change of addres's‘ by written notice in accordance with

thzs paragraph.
Executed at the location anﬂ on_ the ‘date flrst above

written.
SETTLORS : Ly
ce e ““‘Wow MENSDORE

-
.o
.. L]

LEE MANSDORF

‘ - NORFTR TR DORE

/gopd{'u\ff qu\\/&’ d/ \%

- : . SADIE FARSDORF

':_musrss:' . : . ' . .
. TEE NARSDORF

»

e,
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"HANWA BANK CALIFORNIA
BEVERLY HILLS, CA 90210 WOODLAND HILLS, CA 91854
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FOURTH AMENDMENT
TO THE
MANSDORF FAMILY REVOCABLE TRUST

This Fourth Amendment (herein “Fourth Amendment”) to the Mansdorf Family Trust is
made and entered into on thel3th day of July, 2001, by and between Lee Mensdorf (*Trustee”)
and the following persons.(herein, collectively, "Beneficiaries™ or “Settlors®; individually,
“Beneficiary” or "Settlor”): Harry Mansdorf, Lee Mansdotf, Mildred Mansdorf and Norman
Mansdorf,

RECITALS

A The Trustee and Beneficiaries entered into & trust ("the Trust”) relationship on or
about August 16, 1976 by executing the original agreement (herein “the Trust Agreement”), a
copy of which is attached hereto.

B.  The parties have executed three amendments to the Trust Agreement since that
date, the first two of which were revoked by the Third Amendment, which-itself is being revoked
berey .

C.  The parties herelo wish (o revise the Trust Agreement in the manner set forth
herein,

NOW THEREFORE, the Trust Agreement and its amendments are hereby amended as

"foltows.

1. Amendments Revoked The three amendments (which are the qnly

amendments) to the Trust Agreement are hereby revoked and canceled in their entirety.

v
£~ D
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entirety and replaced with the following:

o
¢

2, Tnterests in Trust Section 1.02 of the Trust Agreement is hereby revoked in its

*Each Settlor has en interest in the trust estate equivalent to the value of the
property interests transferred to the Trust. They are as follows:

Harold Mansdorf
Lee Mansdorf
Mildred Mansdorf
Norman Mansdorf

25 percent
25. "
25 °

" 25 petcent”

3 Transfer of Interest Upon Death  Article 1 of the Trust Agréement is amended

by adding therelo section 1.05 to sead as follows (section 1.05 as set forth in the Second

Amendment to the Trust Agreement having been revoked hereby).

the following is substituted therefor.

L

L Y R )

*1,05 Termination of Interest The interest of each beneficiary of the Trust shall
terminate upon the death of such beneficiary (Whether or not such beneficiary has
alienated or purported-to alienate his or her interest) and the intefest of the survivoss as set
forth in section 1.02 hereof (as modified by section 2 of this Fourth Amendment) shell be
increased proportionately. Such deceased beneficiary shall cease to be a beneficiary for

- purposes of this Trust Agresment as of his or her death.”

4. Transfer of Beneficiary’s Interest Section 5.02 of the Trust Agreement is deleted and

°5.02 Aliennbility of Interest by a Beneficiary A Beneficiary my not alienate or.
otherwise transfer his or her interest in the Trust or the trust estate unless he or she first
revokes his or her interest in the Trust as provided in section 3.01(a) hereof. Such
revocation will not be effective unless at least 30 days prior to such purported revocation

the revoking Beneficiary gave written notice of intention to revoke to the other.
Beneficiaries. Any attempt to revoke an interest in the Trust which is given prior to the

P

2
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expiration of the 30 day period will be void and of no effect.”
5. All other terms of the Trust Agreement are hereby ratified and confirmed. This Third

- Amendment is to be effective on the date first kbove written.

Trustee:
Lee Mansdorf

Beneficiaries:

Mildred Mansdorf
Ly ™ 2

Nurfnan Mari?forf

)

1 ;

'4

)

3

0 3
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PROOF OF SERVICE
13A( P
STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
) ss.
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES )

I, Martin J. Kirwan, am employed in the County of Loas
Angeles, State of California. I am over the age of 18 and not a
party to the within action; my business address is 5020 Reseda
Boulevard, Suite 201, Northridge, CA 91324,

On October 18, 2004, I served the foregoing document
described as "FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT” on the interested parties
in this action, by placing a true copy thereof enclosed in a
sealed envelope addressed as follows:

Stephen R. Rykoff, Esq.
1990 8. Bundy Drive, Suite 540
Los Angeles, CA 90025

Marvin G. Burns, Esq.
9107 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 800

Beverly Hills, CA 90210-5533

1 caused such envelope with postage thereon fully
prepaid to be placed in the United States mail at Northridge,
California..

Executed on October 18, 2004 at Northridge, California.

I declare under penalty of perjury undexr the laws of the
State of California that the above is true and correct.

rtin J rwan
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‘FOURTH AMENDMENT
TOTHE -
'MANSDORF FAMILY REVOCABLE TRUST

' 'ms Fourth Amendment (herein *Fourth Amcndmmt") tothe Mansdoﬂ‘Famﬂy Trustis '
made and entered into on th=l3th day of July, 2001, by and betwezn Lee Mansdmf ("Trustes®)
and u\efollowins persons (hereln, collectively, Bmeﬂdaﬂes‘ or "Sattlors individually, )

-"Beneficiary” or "Settlor"): Hnrry Mansdorf, Lee Mansdort; Mildted Mmmlorf a.nd Norman

Mansdorf,
, - RBCITALS
A The Trustes and Beneficiaries entered into a trust ("the Trust”)relationship oh'dr.

about August 16, 1976 by exscuting the original agreement (herein “the Trust Agreement”), &

N
i

'}
4

eopy of which is atmched hereto.

B. Tlm gartm have executed three amwdxueuts to the Trust Agrwnent since that
date, the ﬁrst two of which were revoked by the Third Amendment, whlel} itself is being revoked
hereby. . . ) : .

C. 'Theparﬁwhuetowishtowﬁsethcwwinthemermfbrﬂ\
NOWTHERBFOR.E,thefl‘r}mww its amendments are hereby amended a5 -
follows. : . . |

1. AmendmentsRevoked mthreeamondmuus (which are the only
amendments) to the Trust Agreement are hereby revoked and canceled in their entirety.

1
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2. Interests in Toust Section 1.02 of the Trust Agreement is hereby revoked in its

entirety md rcplaeed whh the following:

"Bach Settior has eninterest in the trust asme oqu!valent to the va.lue ofthe -
propony Interests tranaferred to the Trust, They are as follows: -

Hwo!dedorf . ) 25 peroent
Leo Mansdorf . .o
Mildred Mangdorf ‘ 25 *

Norinan Mansdorf . 25 percent® °

. 3 mmmnmmm . AnicleX of the Trust Agresment is amended
by adding thereto section 105 to read s fbllows (ssction 1.05 as set forth in the Second '

Amendment to the Trust Agreament having been revoked hmby)

_"1.05 mgmﬂnm'l‘hc interest ot‘each beneﬁqiaw ofthe 'rmst shall
teminate upon the death of such beneficlary (whether or not such benefiéiary has
- afienated or purported to allanate his or her iutemt) and the interest of the survivors as set
forth in section 1,02 heredf'(as modified by section 2 of this Fourth Amendmem) shall be .
increased proportionately. Such docessed beneficiary s}mll cease to be a beneficiary for
purposes of this.Trust Agreement as of his or her death.” .

oragt Section 5.02 of the Trust Agroement s deletod and

4.
the following Is substituted therefor.
“s.02 Alisnsbility of Interest by » Beneficlary A Beneficiary my not alienate'or

Jotherwise transfor his or ker interest in the Trust or the trust estate unless he or shs first
revokes his or her interest in the Trust s provided in section 3.01(a) hereof. Such
revocation will not be effective unless at least 30 days prior to such purported revocauon
the revoking Beneficiary gave written notice of intention to revoke to the other -
" Beneficiaries. Any attempt to revoke an interest in the Trust which is given prior to the

2

- - e .
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expiration of the 30 day period will bs void and of no effect.”
5. All other terms of the Trust Agreemeat aro hereby, ratified and confirmed, This Third

Amendment I3 to be effective on the date first above writtan.

Trustee: - . y : ,
- . o Lee Mansdorf

Beneficiaries: .
f orf T
Mildred Mansdorf -,
At af
NorfmnMana orf
3
1

| 001107
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MARCUS, WATANABE
& DAVE, LLP

PROOF OF SERVICE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

1 am employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of California, I am over the age of 18 and

not a party to the within action; my business address is 1901 Avenue of the Stars, Suite 300, Los
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H DOCUMENTS IN SUPPORT OF ORDERTO
interested parties in this action as follows:

Angeles, California 90067.

I d the foregoing document(s) described as: SUPPLEMENTAL
TENTSIN SUBYORT OF 70 SHOW CAU.(SI)ERESALE OF DWELLING on the

SEE ATTACHED SERVICE LIST
(PERSONAL SERVICE) Such envelope was hand delivered to the addressee(s).

(BY FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION) I personally facsimiled such document to the above
facsimile number which [ have been informed and believe to be true and correct, as listed on the
attached Service List, and confirmed that said facsimile transmission was received.

(VIA OVERNITE EXPRESS/FEDERAL EXPRESS) 1 caused to be delivered toan authorized
overnight delivery service driver to receive documents, in an envelope or package designated
by said overnight delivery service with delivery fees paid or provided for, addressed to the

erson on whom it is to be served, at the address as last given by that person on any document
%led in the case and served on the party making service.

(BY MAIL) I am familiar with the ordinary business practices of the law firm of Marcus,
Watanabe & Dave, LLP for collection and pracessing of correspondence for mailing with the
United States Postal Service at the aforementioned place of business and that the above-entitled
document was placed in a sealed envelope, with postage fully prepaid thereon, and deposited for
collection and mailing on the date stated above, following such ordinary practices, and in such
manner as to cause it to be deposited with the United States Postal Service that same day in the
ordinary course of business, addressed as indicated above.

(STATE) I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the
above is true and correct.

Executed on May 18, 2012, at Los Angeles, Califorpi
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SUPPLEMENTAL DOCUMENTS IN SUPPORT OF ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE RE SALE OF DWELLING

AND REQUEST FOR JUDICIAL NOTICE







