STATEMENT OF FACTS NO. 11

Marylin Mansdorf Case & Attempted Theft of Malibu by
Judage Feffer, Attorney Keep and Giacomazza

1. On May 24, 2004, Marylin Mansdorf filed suit against Mr. Mansdorf, RHOADES
and others, but there was no Quiet Title cause of action in this case, but at this same time, Mr.
Mansdorf was being abused by a man named Mike Gatto, a’k/a Michele Giacomazza,
(“GIACOMAZZA™).

2. The lower court case was filedagainst RHOADES and Mr. Mansdorf by LEE's
former wife, Marylin Mansdorf whom LEE divorced way back in 1968.

3. This was the case where RHOADES was deposed with questions crafted by
MORIARTY.

4. It was also the first civil case Mr. Mansdorf faced since his brother's demise.

5. The Case was assigned to Department 51, Judge Irving S. Feffer.

6. Ultimately, Judge Feffer rendered Judgment after trial by court on September 29,
2005 against Marilyn Mansdorf.

7. This Judgment contained 15 pages of legal descriptions, (the Malibu Property),
GIACOMAZZA was the party entitled to judgment, and it was clearly intended to be the
instrument by which to perfect the theft of the Malibu property:
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8. The judgment literally gave the Malibu Property to GIACOMAZZA, and that was
not even an issue in the case.

9. Mr. Mansdorf’s own attorney KEEP wrote the Judgment, and based upon this fact
it is clear KEEP was directly assisting GIACOMAZZA'’s attempt to steal the Malibu Property.

10.  Why Judge Feffer would sign a Judgment containing such an egregious error is
potentially explained below.

11. Marilyn appealed on October 12, 2005.

12.  On March 21, 2006 that Judgment was Amended/Corrected by request of the Mr.
Mansdorf at the direction of GONZALEZ, which removed all reference to GIACOMAZZA
owning or being granted the Malibu property:
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[ L sidehilal real property located at B11 Morth Alta Orive, Bever

ills, Ca¥ fornia, $0Z10, legally describad as follows:

] LotnZ of Tract We. 7954 in the City of Bewerly
Hillh as Per map recorded in Book 113, Page 70

4 and TINof Maps in the office of the Los Angelds
Records!
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1Z] pn Mazch 28, Z005,as
13| pndeveloped real propecty

14| Parcel Wumbers as follews:
15 T00-0-050-140, 70 0=385, 700-0-050-375
18 T00=0=070-425, 70-445, 700-0-050-245
7 T00-0-0T0-415,

18 T0-0-010=-055

TOO-0-010=-1 TOG-0-010-115

13 TO0-0-0L0A490, TOD=D=0L0-520, \J00=0=050-085

20 7 THE-0-0E0-085, TRG-0-0S0-120

21 700, T00=0=050=195, 700=be050-205

2z 0-0-050-215, 700-0-050-315, T00-0-0%)-325

23 !J! TO0=0-050-335, T00=0=505-34%, T00-0-050-35%

23] 1 T00-0-050~-365, T00-0-030-395

25 E: Said parcels of real property in Los Angeles and Vehfura
26|l founties are lagally described in said Notices as set forth in

IT "A" which i3 attached hereto and inesrporated hereis by

[Froposed] AMENOED JUDGMENT AFTER COURT TRIAL

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AMD DECREED that Defendants
HARCLD HRKSCORF, individually and as Trustee of the KENSDORE FRMILY
REVCCABLE TRUST also known as THE MANSDCRF TRUST 2lso known as THE
HANSDORE EAMILY TRUST, and MILDRED MANSDORF shall recover their costs
and disbursements incurred herein in the sun of §

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Defendants
MICHELE GIACCMALZA, JOINT VENTURE also known as JOINT VENTURE CORP
and as JOINT VENTURE, LLC., and MALIED KILLS RANCH also known ze
MALIEU HILLS RANCK CORP. shall recover their costs and disbursements
incurred herein in the sum of §

IT 13 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED END DECEEED that pursuant to
the Court's order granting the Motion of Defendants MBKSDORT that the
Judgment in this actien filed on Segtember 2%, 2005 be corrected, the
Court orders that this Anended Judgment which corrects said previous
Judguent be filed and entered nunc pro tunc as of Septerber 28, 2005,

the date of filing said previcus Judgment,

A 19541

TEVING 5. FEFZER
Judge of the Superior Court
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13.  The Amended Judgment left in effect the Bond and Preliminary Injunction

freezing the property during the appeal of the Judgment.

14. Marilyn lost the appeal, and Judgment was affirmed March 15, 2007.

15.  She petitioned the California Supreme Court for review on April 23, 2007 and

was denied on June 13, 2007.

16.  Chief Justice Ronald George was sitting on the bench at this time.

20/20 Hindsight would suggest that since the attempt to steal the Malibu property through the

Marilyn Mansdorf case was thwarted, a back-up plan was enacted; The MCCLANAHAN case




