
STATEMENT OF FACTS NO. 11 

Marylin Mansdorf Case & Attempted Theft of Malibu by 
Judge 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: 



  
 

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: 



  

 

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 


