
STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
The players: 

Elder Abuser:   Michele Giacomazza 
Victims:  Harry Mansdorf, Mildred Mansdorf and Norman Mansdorf 
Victims Attorneys: Ari Lorin Markow, Robert Mullen, Paul Orloff, John C. Torjesen, Kevin 

MacNamara and Howard Bromberg 
Instigators:  Rufus Rhoades and Richard Percell 
Plaintiff:  Janice McClanahan 
Plaintiff’s counsels: Thomas Cacciatore, Timothy Sottile and David M. Marcus 
Judges: Irving S. Feffer, Richard P. Argento, John P. Shook, Abraham S. 

Khan, Matthew St. George and Carolyn B. Kuhl. 
 

False statements from outside sources, (Rufus Rhoades and Richard Percell) formed the 
basis for McClanahan’s complaint as follows:  

Rufus Rhoades told McClanahan he believed Lee put her name on some property. 
Rufus Rhoades then told Harry his brother Lee left McClanahan’s name on some 

property and Harry needed to have her transfer it back to pay Lee’s death taxes. 
Harry called McClanahan and did just that. 
McClanahan then signed a deed (whom Rufus is believed to have crafted), describing two 

parcels of property in La Tuna.  This is how the whole “deed from McClanahan” business got 
started. 

Now Rufus Rhoades engages Harry Mansdorf in an escrow sale for $600,000 plus a 
$500,000 promissory note, (which was never paid), involving the same property allegedly just 
transferred from Janice McClanahan to Harry Mansdorf, but Harry Mansdorf's family trust 
always owned the property, Janice McClanahan never owned it, and RUFUS RHOADES KNEW 
THIS.  Richard Percell obtained $146,000 from the 2003 escrow through his company titled, 
“IMAGE N’ THIS, INC.” a Nevada corporation, (now dissolved). 

 Worse, in 2004, Whitebird, Inc., (whom Rufus and Percell used to steal additional 
property from the Mansdorfs in La Tuna Canyon), recorded another grant deed from itself to 
Harry, involving three of the four parcels above - 040, 041 and 042.  

The records regarding these few parcels are a mess, to say the least. 
Richard Percell then told McClanahan Lee Mansdorf left her $500,000 and money for a 

car in his will, and that the property she transferred to Harry was not worthless, but in fact, Harry 
had sold it for $600,000. 

Thus, Janice McClanahan sued “Harold1” Mansdorf individually and as trustee, and his 
sister Mildred, and his brother Norman, with the claim that Harold tricked McClanahan into 
transferring property to him by telling her that his brother Lee left her name on the property, the 
property was worthless, and Harold Mansdorf needed it back to pay his brother Lee Mansdorf’s 
death taxes. 

However, the recorded itself deed is wholly fraudulent - McClanahan never owned the 
property described, such was actually owned by Harry Mansdorf at the time, and the recorded 
deed transfers non-existent interests of McClanahan to Harry Mansdorf as “trustee” of a non-
existent trust.  The entire allegations that Harold Mansdorf tricked McClanahan are false, as no 

                                                            
1 his name is “Harry” Mansdorf. 



rights, title or interest in any real property was ever even transferred from McClanahan to Harry 
Mansdorf. 

Worse, the “deed” submitted with the complaint was never recorded.  The APN is whited 
out, with two new APNs written in on the side.  Four parcels are described in the legal 
description rather than two, and it has no recording stamp on it because this document was never 
recorded.  It is a blatant forgery of the deed which was recorded, with the notary signature 
moved pages away to the end of the document all by itself. 

The fact the deed attached to the complaint is “unrecorded” is the proof McClanahan’s 
counsels, Cacciatore and Sottile, were “in the know.” It is unreasonable to believe that two 
separate attorneys filing a lawsuit based upon a grant deed of real property would accept an 
unrecorded document from their client to sue on without ever checking the county recorder’s 
office, seeing the actual recorded deed, and visually noticing the fabrication which occurred in 
the document submitted to court. 

At the time of McClanahan’s complaint, Michele Giacomazza was abusing Harry 
Mansdorf.  Giacomazza literally posed as “Harold” to accept service of the summons and 
complaint; thus ensuring “Harry” Mansdorf never saw the case. 

The severe discrepancies in the process server’s description compared to the driver’s 
license of Harry Mansdorf supports this.  The fact Giacomazza was abusing, controlling and 
stealing from Harry Mansdorf at the time supports this.  The declaration by Harry Mansdorf 
himself that he was not the one served that complaint supports this.  A visual inspection of the 
“RETURN TO SENDER ADDRESSEE UNKNOWN” label on the request for default package 
matches Giacomazza’s handwriting on deeds of Mansdorf Family Trust property later 
determined fraudulent, further supporting this.  The facts are more than innocuous, and all appear 
in the record. 

The complaint did not demand any specific amount of money, just damages according to 
proof.  Then Cacciatore and/or Sottile drafted a “Statement of Damages” demanding $1 million 
in special, $1 million in general, and $10 million in punitive damages.  On its face, the $10 
million in punitive damages with $1 million in general exceeds the 9 times calculation method 
set by the U.S. Supreme Court. 

Then Cacciatore and Sottile sought to publish the statement of damages in an obscure 
paper via an ex parte application.  No emergency basis or irreparable harm was provided for the 
ex parte application, yet Judge Feffer granted the Order for Publication on an “ex parte” basis. 

  Included was a declaration from the process server claiming he attempted service of the 
statement of damages fifteen separate times and did not see anyone.  At this time, Harry 
Mansdorf was being severely abused by Giacomazza. 

Continuances of the default judgment hearing were entered, but Judge Feffer expressly 
waived giving Harry Mansdorf notice of each of them.  Three judges then worked the halfback 
option trick-play to get around local rules, get the case to the judge they wanted, and to reach 
judgment as follows: 

At default judgment time, Judge Feffer (the quarterback) was “absent from the bench”.  
Judge Argento (the running back), stepped in and immediately recused himself for being “best 
friends” with Sottile and Sottile’s Father, (LASC 30-year-sitting Judge, Bruce Sottile.)  AFTER 
Argento recused himself, by “agreement of the court,” (meaning agreement of the recused 
Argento and Judge Shook), the case was transferred to Judge Shook in Department 53 (the 
receiver).   



LASC Local Rule required Argento to refer the case to the Presiding Judge or the Default 
Department for reassignment, not pass the case to Judge Shook “by agreement of the court” after 
recusing himself for being best friends with counsel for the Plaintiff seeking default judgment of 
$12 million, with $10 million in punitive damages. 

Judge Shook then accepted the unrecorded, forged deed on its face, accepted the claims 
in the complaint, did not review any net worth information of Harry or Mildred, (because none 
was submitted), and entered judgment for the one million in special, one million in general and 
ten million in punitive – grossly exceeding the 9 times compensatory rate set by the U.S. 
Supreme Court.  The hearing transcript is literally two pages, with Shook TWICE asking Sottile 
if he wanted him to sign this judgment – Yes your honor was the reply each time. 

Judge Shook has since retired and now works with Sottile’s father, Bruce Sottile, as a 
consultant at Alternative Resolution Center, (“ARC”).   

In April of 2008, Sottile recorded an abstract of the judgment.  The county recorder sent a 
copy to Harry Mansdorf’s Beverly Hills home, and that was when he first learned of the 
McClanahan case. 

The first counsel hired, Ari Loren Markow, engaged in settlement rather than setting the 
default aside as he was hired to do.  He was fired and later sued by Orloff and Mullen, but the 
suit was untimely, allowing Markow to successfully demurrer on statute of limitations grounds.  
Markow came in, blew Harry’s timeframes, and he got away with it. 

The next three attorneys for Harry, (Paul Orloff, Robert Mullen and John C. Torjesen) 
heavily litigated against Giacomazza in that case to obtain one of the largest elder abuse verdicts 
(in favor of Harry and the Mansdorfs) in California history – yet they all failed/neglected/refused 
to set-aside/vacate the $12 million dollar default judgment from this McClanahan case. 

Finally, January 21, 2010, just two weeks after the January 6, 2010 judgment in the 
Giacomazza case, Bob Mullen filed a motion to vacate the default judgment for Harry Mansdorf.  
Judge Abrahan S. Khan denied the motion, claiming service was presumptively correct under 
Evidence Code section 647 (a code expressing an evidentiary presumption reserved only for 
registered process servers, something Mr. Garret was NOT), and claiming the motion was 
untimely. 

On appeal, Justice Mosk asked if counsel for Harry Mansdorf was arguing the publication 
of the statement of damages was not in a paper most likely to provide notice, though that is what 
statute required.  Howard Bromberg (of the law firm Quinn Emmanuel Urquhart and Sullivan) 
replied, “no your honor, we are not arguing that today.”  Justice Mosk stood up out of his chair 
and asked again, visually concerned.  With the fix obviously in, Justice Mosk was confined to 
authoring a concurring opinion lamenting on this issue. 

Since counsel literally just “threw” the case, no appeal was taken to the Supreme Court. 
In an effort to explain the unexplainable facets of this case, Sottile and Cacciatore then 

told Harry Mansdorf’s next counsel, Kevin MacNamara, that McClanahan was used as a straw-
buyer for Lee. 

Around the same time, facts were discovered proving McClanahan never owned any 
property in either deed, meaning the recorded deed was also false.  Attorney MacNamara then 
moved to vacate the judgment via an ex parte 473(d) motion.  It was denied because proper 
notice was not given. 

MacNamara and Orloff then moved to void the judgment based on fraud.  Respondent’s 
answer: “Had Mansdorf actively litigated this case any instances of alleged fraud would have 

http://www.quinnemanuel.com/#4


been discovered”.   We stole it fair and square through the courts and you are out of time to 
argue – a miscarriage of justice and manifest injustice of the worst sort. 
 
First Unpublished appeal decision: 
http://www.leagle.com/decision/In%20CACO%2020111021021.xml 
 
Second Unpublished appeal decision: 
http://www.courts.ca.gov/opinions/nonpub/B243390.PDF 
 
Timeline: 
2003 – Fake Grant deed from McClanahan to Harry 
2004 – Abuse of Harry, Mildred and Norman begins by Giacomazza 
2004 – Giacomazza transfers title to Beverly Hills and Malibu 
2004 – Marylin Mansdorf sues, Judge Feffer presiding 
2006 – False statements from Rufus and Percell to incite McClanahan 
2006 – Civil complaint filed by Cacciatore and Sottile for McClanahan, no specific amount of 

money demanded, Judge Feffer presiding 
2006 – Complaint allegedly personally served upon Harry and sub-served on Mildred 
2007 – Publication of statement of damages 
2008 – Feffer, Argento and Shook half-back pass play - Default judgment of $12 million 
2008 – Harry learns of the judgement 
2008 – Markow hired to vacate judgment and instead tries to settle the case 
2009 – Markow fired 
2009 – Mullen and Orloff represent Harry against Giacomazza 
2010 – First motion to vacate the judgment 
2010 – Malpractice suit against Markow, past the 1 year, demurrer sustained without leave to 

amend – Markow gets away. 
2012 – Second motion to vacate the judgment 
2012 – Judgment used to force the sheriff’s sale of the Beverly Hills mansion 
2014 – Judgment attempted to be used to force the sale of Malibu (still pending) 
2015 – Complaint in equity to vacate the judgment (would like to file ASAP). 
 
 
Michele Giacomazza 

• Self-proclaimed mob affiliate sent in by Moriarty to murder Mildred and Norman, then 
steal the Mansdorf property from Harry.   

• Is believed to have murdered Norman Mansdorf and Mildred Mansdorf. 
• Is believed to have threatened to kill Judge Palmer, or at least have the threat transmitted 

to the courthouse.   
• Turned on Moriarty and transferred the Beverly Hills home and Malibu to himself and his 

daughter, his daughter then took out a $2.5M loan from Chevy Chase Bank against the 
house.   

• Abused Harry Mansdorf between 2004 and 2008, during the time Mr. Mansdorf was 
being sued by McClanahan.   

• Posed as Mr. Mansdorf, received the McClanahan summons and compliant and kept such 
from Mr. Mansdorf.   

http://www.leagle.com/decision/In%20CACO%2020111021021.xml
http://www.courts.ca.gov/opinions/nonpub/B243390.PDF


• He may have also kept other mail from Mr. Mansdorf regarding the suit, if in fact said 
mail was ever delivered by Attorney Sottile and Cacciatorie 

Harry Mansdorf   
• Next Brother, Settlor of the Trust, First Successor Trustee of the Trust.   
• Passed away August 27, 2012. 

Mildred Mansdorf   
• Oldest Sister, Settlor of the Trust 
• Believed to have been murdered by Michele Giacomazza in March 2007. 

Norman Mansdorf  
• Next Brother 
• Believed to have been murdered by Michele Giacomazza in February 2004. 

Attorney Ari Lorin Markow, Esq., SBN: 186342 
• Hired specifically to set McClanahan’s $12 million dollar default judgment aside.   
• Mr. Mansdorf was in court dealing with another matter at the time, (the Giacomazza 

case) and Markow proceeded to talk settlement for months, resulting in the expiration of 
Mr. Mansdorf’s six-month time to set the default aside.   

• Markow was fired, and then Attorney Paul Orloff and Bromberg focused on the 
Giacomazza case for Mr. Mansdorf until the time to go after Markow had expired.   

• Once the time was up, they sued Markow and Markow defeated the malpractice lawsuit 
on statute of limitations grounds.  That’s how Markow got away. 

Attorney John Robert Mullen, Esq., SBN: 137271 
• Attorney on the 473(b) motion to vacate McClanahan Judgment.   
• Failed to argue extrinsic fraud, equity, a void judgment and jurisdictional issues. 

Attorney Paul Orloff, Esq., 
• Been on and off in the case for 5 years now.   
• Represented Harry Mansdorf on the §473(d) motion and representing Mrs. Mansdorf and 

Mr. Gonzalez, co-executors of Harry Mansdorf’s estate, on the appeal of the same still 
pending.   

• Represented/Representing Mr. Gonzalez on the Unlawful Detainer Case, (Alta v. 
Gonzalez and Mansdorf); the Defamation of Title case, (Gonzalez v. Alta); the Torjesen 
case, (Torjesen v. Harry Mansdorf, et al); the Quiet Title case now pending in Ventura 
County, (County Line v. Gonzalez); on the 473(d) appeal of the McClanahan Default 
Judgment and filed a Declaration requesting the criminal prosecution of Howard 
Weinberg;  

• Is willing to file another declaration against Janice McClanahan and others.   
• Attorney Orloff holds intimate knowledge of the intricacies of this case.   
• Attorney Orloff failed to appeal the ruling on the third party claim, failed to move to set 

either of the Sheriff’s Sales aside, and has missed two key appeal deadlines.   
• He has left the country four separate times while serious proceedings were taking place, 

and during each of those instances, issues arose in the active cases pending. 
Attorney John C. Torjesen, Esq., SBN141664 

• Attorney for Harry Mansdorf individually and as Trustee on the Quiet Title/Fraud case 
against Michele Giacomazza.   



• Later got the $2M bonus, then used that to get a $2M arbitration award, confirmed in 
Superior Court during his lawsuit against Harry, Jaime, Paul Orloff and Bromberg.  
Torjesen’s judgment was “conditional”.   

• He could only collect when development began and a loan was taken against the 
property, the property was sold, or the Trust’s interests in the property was transferred.   

• Torjesen then claimed the Joint Ventura Agreement and Joint Tenancy Grant Deed2 was 
a transfer of the property to Mr. Gonzalez, thus he began enforcement of his judgment.   

• However, when Mr. Gonzalez, (through Attorney Etingoff) filed the third party claim, 
Torjesen moved to and successfully defeated the claim.   

• Necessarily this defeated Torjesen’s claim a condition of his conditional judgment had 
been satisfied – the property never transferred to Mr. Gonzalez as claimed in Torjesen’s 
notice to begin enforcement.   

• Torjesen failed to record an abstract in Ventura County, yet still obtained the issuance of 
a Writ of Execution from Los Angeles County Superior Court to the Ventura County 
Sheriff in September – a month after Harry Mansdorf died.   

• Then the Sheriff recorded that writ in an effort to evidence a “levy” of the Malibu 
property.  Obviously such claimed levy is “void”.  Worse, the writ only named 34 parcels 
of property, without providing a single legal description of any property.   

• The notice of sale was the same, as was the issued Sheriff’s Deed.  In response to the 
§850 petition and Probate Code §859 claims of double damages, Torjesen filed a 
demurrer rather than admit he unlawfully proceeded under the Enforcement of Judgments 
Law rather than submitting to the Probate Code and Trust Administration.   

• More telling, Torjesen is literally waiving the $1.5M left on his judgment after receiving 
only $500K – where is Mr. Torjesen getting paid from then?  The Malibu property, if 
they manage to complete their theft of it, perhaps? 

Attorney Daniel Howard Bromberg, Esq., SBN: 242659 
• Attorney on the appeal of the 473(b) motion to vacate McClanahan Judgment.   
• Waived a crucial issue at oral argument regarding the publication’s requirement of being 

most likely to give actual notice to the party being served” to ensure Mr. Mansdorf lost 
the case.  

• The Appellate Court Judge Mosk felt compelled to write a separate opinion expressing 
that he believed Harry Mansdorf’s constitutional rights had been violated. 

Attorney Kevin MacNamara, Esq., SBN: 279691 
• Lawyer for Harry Mansdorf’s RICO case and on the 473(d) motion to vacate 

McClanahan Judgment.   
• He filed the ex parte §473(d) which was summarily denied for failure to provide notice 

per statute.   
• Provided a sworn declaration regarding the criminal activity of Attorney Sottile, 

Cacciatorie and Marcus, and the potentially criminal activity of Attorney Rhoades and 
Mr. Richard Percell.   

                                                            
2 With Harry Mansdorf as Trustee on one side, and Harry Mansdorf individually and Mr. 
Gonzalez individually on the other side. 



• He has expressed an interest in filing an Amicus Curae brief in the Appellate Court, but 
he also misread the application of an intervening holiday as not being counted in the time 
to file a reconsideration, and blew the deadline to file such on the Defamation of title case 
against Alta. 

Attorney Rufus Von Thulen Rhoades, SBN 32998 
• Prominent tax attorney 
• Passed the bar number in 1962 
• Mansdorf Family Trust attorney between 1980 and 2003.   
• He knew Moriarty was Brukman, utilized his legal ability to maintain the Del Rio 

Development, Inc., fraud in several different courts for over a decade.   
• The entire time, he was plotting and working to steal Trust money and assets.   
• Main culprit behind the 1996 theft of $850k and the entire La Tuna Canyon property.   
• Main culprit behind the complete theft of Pacific Coast Lessor, Inc., and all its assets. 

Richard Percell 
• Long-time associate of Lee Mansdorf who was supposed to be securing the entitlements 

in La Tuna for Lee Mansdorf.   
• Instead, he acted as Agent for Whitebird, (together with Attorney Rhoades), and assisted 

in the theft of the La Tuna Property by Whitebird, and thereafter entitled the property for 
Whitebird. 

• He is still the principle of Whitebird and the moving force behind the 650 acre 
transfer/218 home development agreement in La Tuna Canyon. 

Janice McClanahan 
• Alleged 20 year girlfriend of Lee Mansdorf; Grantee on the Keith Card 1988 Grant Deed; 

Grantor on the first Duke Development Agreement. 
• Grantor on the 2003 Grant Deed to Harry Mansdorf, Trustee of the Lee Mansdorf Family 

Revocable Trust, dated July 2001.   
• Plaintiff on the $12M default judgment against Harry.   
• Judgment Creditor who forced the sale of the Beverly Hills mansion.   
• Judgment Creditor attempting to force the sale of all of Malibu even after Attorney 

Torjesen purportedly already sold it to County Line Holdings, LLC, (Howard Weinberg).  
Subject of the current affidavits and search for title expert.   

• Affidavits requesting her criminal prosecution are drafted. 
Thomas Cacciatore, Esq. 

• Attorney for Janice McClanahan during her 12M default judgment lawsuit, committed 
fraud upon the Court in pressing the obviously fraudulent deed and publishing in a 
minimally circulated paper to ensure Mr. Mansdorf never learned of the suit.   

• Potentially was working with Michele Giacomazza at the time, as Giacomazza acted as 
Harry Mansdorf, received McClanahan’s summons and complaint, and kept it from Mr. 
Mansdorf.   

• Attorney Cacciatorie is listed on the first abstract of judgment recorded in Los Angeles.   
• He fought the 473(b) motion to set aside the default judgment and fought the 473(d) 

motion to vacate a void judgment, wherein it was stated that if Mr. Mansdorf had actively 
litigated, any instances of alleged fraud, “would have been discovered.”   



• Attorney Cacciatorie is still attempting to steal the property in Malibu using the 
fraudulent judgment, and still fighting on the appeal of the 473(d) appeal. 

Timothy B. Sottile, Esq. 
• Attorney for Janice McClanahan during her 12M default judgment lawsuit with Attorney 

Cacciatorie.   
• He signed the original McClanahan complaint, requested the $12M Default, requested the 

Order for Publication of the Statement of Damages, and submitted multiple declarations 
from himself.   

• His actions mirror Attorney Cacciatorie above, but Attorney Sottile is on the second 
Abstract of judgment which added in “The Mansdorf Family Revocable Trust” as an 
entity who received service of the Abstract.   

• This was an attempt to steal more trust property in Malibu.  His father and judge Shook 
currently work together as mediators with ARC. 

David M. Marcus, Esq. 
• Attorney hired by Sottile and Cacciatorie to enforce the 12M default judgment of Janice 

McClanahan, was doing so, but at the time Attorney Kevin MacNamara spoke with him, 
Attorney Marcus had still never spoken to McClanahan.   

• Attorney Marcus is married to Judge Mary H. Strobel, and further filed the Declaration in 
support of Motion for Order to Sell the Beverly Hills Home.   

• Later, Strobel ruled the defamation of title case against the Sheriff’s Sale purchaser by 
Mr. Gonzalez and the Unlawful Detainer case by the Sheriff’s Sale purchaser against Mr. 
Gonzalez were NOT related.   

• Mr. Gonzalez then learned she was married to Attorney Marcus, moved for her to recuse 
herself, and Judge Strobel then recused herself.  But her ruling stood, and the Sheriff’s 
Sale Attorney Marcus orchestrated, (which both he and Judge Strobel profited from) was 
upheld.  Marcus has since removed himself from the case. 

Judge Irving S. Feffer 
• Presided over the following cases involving Mansdorf: 

a. LASC Case No. BC316011, Marylin Mansdorf v. Rufus Rhoades, et al. 
b. LASC Case No. BC363659, McClanahan v. Harold Mansdorf, et al. 

• At least 5/1/2007 to 12/10/2007.   
• Granted Order to Publish Statement of Damages 7/24/2007 – while he was still presiding 

in the Marylin Mansdorf case and viewed Harry Mansdorf, represented by counsel, 
repeatedly daily.   

• Ordered no notice be sent to Harry Mansdorf regarding the two continuances of the 
default hearing. 

Judge Phillip J. Argento 
• Second judge on McClanahan.   
• Stepped in due to Feffer being unavailable for unknown reasons.  Recused himself 

because him and Sottile’s dad are “best friends,” then passed the case to Judge Shook “by 
agreement of the court,” when Court Rules in Los Angeles required a transfer to the 
Presiding Judge or the Default Department.   

• After recusing himself, he was no longer able to make any judicial “agreements”. 
(Retired) Judge John P. Shook 



• Third Judge on McClanahan who wrongfully agreed with Judge Argento that he should 
get the case.   

• Judge Shook actually entered the 12M Default Judgment, with $10M in punitive 
damages, with the fake deed presented as the evidentiary basis.   

• The transcript reveals no questioning regarding the factual or evidentiary support for the 
damage award.   

• Shook retired in 2011 and now works as a mediator at ARC alongside Timothy B. 
Sottile’s father, Bruce J. Sottile. 

Judge Abraham Kahn 
• Fourth Judge on McClanahan 
• Denied the 473(b) motion 3/15/2010.   
• In part, his ruling wrongfully relied upon Evidence Code § 647 to say the process server’s 

claims of personal service of the summons and complaint were presumptively correct. 
• Wrongfully because the process server was not registered and therefore not covered 

under § 647.   
• Wrongfully because this led to Judge Kahn assuming jurisdiction rather than deciding 

jurisdiction as he was required to do.   
• Judge Kahn denied the ex parte 473(d) motion 5/9/2012.   
• Upon the motion of McClanahan’s next attorney, David M. Marcus, Judge Kahn Granted 

McClanahan’s “Order to Sell” the Beverly Hills home.   
• Finally, Judge Kahn denied the ex parte application to stop the sale.   

Judge Matthew St. George 
• Fifth Judge on McClanahan 
• Denied the ex parte application to vacate the 12M default judgment on 5/9/2012. 

Judge Carolyn B. Kuhl 
• Sixth Judge on McClanahan – denied motion to set aside all void orders under 473(d) on 

6/21/2012.   
• Claimed all the fraud was “intrinsic” and therefore it should have been litigated before.  

Ignored the arguments the Shook was judicially disqualified.   
• Claimed no due process violations occurred and the court was not required to prove it had 

decided jurisdiction.  
• Reassigned the case 7/9/2012. 
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