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Interested Party and Advocate Ernest L. Moore (“Interested Party”) files his
declaration seeking probate court reforms, probate judicial officer disciplinary actions, and

relief for PVP victims in the Staniey Mosk Courthouse Probate departments.
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l.
Introduction

Ernest L. Moore is an interested party in the Britney Jean Spears Conservatorship
and was victimized by a related Probate Volunteer Panelist (PVP) attorney & Guardian Ad
Litem Samuel D. Ingham Ill. PVP Ingham Ill was the 2nd court-appointed PVP attorney for
Myrtle L. Moore (BP097063). See Decl. of Ernest L. Moore 13.

Ernest L. Moore was victimized by a related judge in his probate case that presided
over the Britney Spears conservatorship Judge Aviv K. Bobb. Judge Aviva K. Bobb acted
in concert with the opposing attorney Daniel Herbert from the law firm (MANNING & KASS
ELLROD, RAMIREZ, TRESTER LLP) in his probate trust case and the conservatorship of his
mother, Myrtle Moore. Judge Aviva K. Bobb approved all of the fraudulent accountings of
the conservatorship and the trusts filed by the former co-conservators over written and
verbal objections of Interested Party and objections filed by several attorneys on his case.”
See Decl. of Ernest L. Moore 12

Judge Aviva K. Bobb's prejudiced rulings and criminal misconduct in Interested
Party's Probate cases allowed the waste of the conservatee’s estate, loss of his inheritance
and protected the former co-trustees from the penalties of their financial malfeasance and
embezzlements. See Decl. of Emest L. Moore 117

Ernest L. Moore will provide substantial evidence from his own experiences in the
Los Angeles Superior Court Probate Department 11 as presented in his declaration and
exhibits to prove the operation of judicial officer racketeering activity performed as part of an
ongoing criminal enterprise under the color of authority by probate judicial officers and Los
Angeles County Sheriffs deputies that protect their crimes. All Los Angeles County Superior
Court probate Judges have acted in concert with Sheriff Deputies and the Probate Attorneys
that review all court documents filed in the Probate court to cover up the Financial and

physical abuse of Elders and Dependent Adults. This professional misconduct is a violation
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of Welfare and Institutions Code section 15600 “Financial abuse” of an elder or dependent
adult & PENAL CODE § 368(c) (Abuse of Elders and Dependent Adults).

Superior court judges, the court probate attorneys, and PVP Panelist lawyers are
mandated reporters of suspected elder and dependent adult abuse, including financial

exploitation. WELFARE & INSTITUTIONS CODE § 15630 (Mandated Reporters of Abuse).

Statement of Facts

Interested Party, Ernest L. Moore, is a former Children's Social Worker 111 in the Los
Angles County Department of Children and Family Services who specialized in Family
Reunification Units. Ernest L. Moore is an unlicensed Marriage & Family Therapist. Mr.
Moore has extensive experience with mothers that experienced separation from their
children by DCFS interventions due to drug and alcohol abuse. Interested Party is a

licensed security professional with the State of California. See Decl. of Ernest L. Moore 128

Interested Party believes that a conservatorship of the Person and estate is
contraindicated at this time for Ms. Spears. Interested Party believes from his own
victimizations in the Los Angeles Superior court Probate Department that this level of
intervention cannot be in the conservatee's best interest due to the corruption that all
probate judges maintain, including PVP panelist attorneys, court Probate attorneys, and
court-appointed fiduciaries. Interested Party’s assessment of the Britney Spears
conservatorship is that it is merely a judicial approved “Gang Rape” of the estate of
Britney Spears and will ultimately destroy her family as his family was torn apart and his

mother's estate was looted under the jurisdiction of the Los Angeles Superior Court Probate
Department 11 since 2004.

. -3
DECLARATION OF ERNEST MOORE AS INTERESTED PARTY & ADVOCATE
SEEKING PROBATE COURT REFORMS




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

When PVP Samuel D. Ingham Ill was assigned to this Interested Party's mother, he
took no actions to protect the Person or the estate of the conservatee Myrtle I.. Moore. See
Decl. of Emnest L. Moore 4.

As the Guardian Ad Litem of Myrtle Moore, PVP Ingham Il never filed any
documentation that he interviewed Myrtle Moore in person or by telephone. See Decl. of
Ernest L. Moore 95

In his 6-16-2016 PETITION FOR TRANSFER OF CONSERVATORSHIP TO
ANOTHER STATE PVP, Samuel D. Ingham filed false and misleading information

pertaining to the case status of the conservatee to support the transfer of the
conservatorship of Myrtle Moore to the State of Georgia. See Decl. of Emest L. Moore 16 &
Exhibit A: 6/16/2016 Petition to Transfer Conservatorship to Another State.

In his petition, PVP Ingham failed to state that the Los Angeles Probate Court had
removed the former co-trustee and co-conservator Jean Robinson from the Myrtle Moore
Living Trust and the Moore Family Trusts due to her malfeasance and waste of the estate of
her conservatee. See Decl. of Emest L. Moore 17 & see Exhibit B: 711/26/2012 Order After
Hearing.

In his petition for transfer of the conservatorship, PVP Ingham intentionally did not
report that the former co-conservator failed to take any actions to protect the conservatee
from emotional abuse and medical neglect of the other co-trustee and co-conservator Dr.
David Moore. See Decl. of Ernest L. .Moore 118 & Exhibit C: 6/26/2009 Notice of Hearing and
Temporary Restraining Order (Elder or Dependent Adult Abuse Protection) against David
Moore.

PVP Ingham took no actions to stop the foreclosure sale and embezzlement of the
proceeds taken by the former co-conservators from an illegal reverse mortgage on the

conservatee's home in Los Angeles, California. See Decl. of Ernest L. Moore 119 & Exhibit D
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pages from July 21, 2015, Respondent Keith J. Moten's Notice of Demurrer; Demurrer To
Petition For Damages; Memorandum of Points And Authorities page 4 lines 14-23.

PVP Samuel D. Ingham Ill refused to take any actions against the first court-
appointed PVP panelist for Myrtle Moore, Andrea G. Van Leesten. PVP Leesten
intentionally neglected to protect the person or estate of Myrtle Moore. See Decl. of Ernest
L. Moore 910

PVP Andrea G. Van Leesten intentionally acted to cover up the humerous breaches
of trust and embezzlements of the co-conservators during the hearings pertaining fo the
accountings by false and misleading statements to the court. These false statements
included misleading facts about a commercial property in the State of Georgia that was
purchased with funds from the Myrtle Moore Living Trust. See Decl. of Ernest L. Moore 111

& Exhibit E: Pages from the 12/4/2008 Court Transcript P. 4, 25-28, P. 5, 24-28, P.17, 7-24
& DEED TO SECURE DEBT & SECURITY AGREEMENT.

Former PVP attorneys Samuel D. Ingham 11l nor Andrea Van Leesten took any
appropriate actions against the fraudulent accountings filed by the former co-conservators
or any measures to recover the lost assets from the conservatee's estate. See Decl. of
Ermest L. Moore {13.

There has been no full accounting of the Moore Family Trusts or the Myrtle Moore
Living Trust since the beginning of Los Angeles Probate jurisdiction in 2004. The current
trustee of the Myrtle Moore Living Trust, Jeffery Siegel, has continued this type of
professional malfeasance since he was appointed as temporary trustee in 2015. Jeffery
Siegel has numerous complaints from other victims assigned to him from the Los Angeles
Probate courts with the California Professional Fiduciaries Bureau. See Decl. of Ernest L,
Moore 14 & Exhibit F: Ernest Moore’s Objection to 3@ Account Current

Former Judges Aviva K. Bobb, Lesley C. Green, and Barbara R. Johnson, including
the current judge on Interested Party's probate case Ana Maria Luna have denied all court

actions filed by this Interested Party to recover the lost assets from the Moore Family Trusts

-5.
DECLARATION OF ERNEST MOORE AS INTERESTED PARTY & ADVOCATE
SEEKING PROBATE COURT REFORMS




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

|| compensation for Samuel D. Ingham |l from the estate of Britney Spears for

and the Myrtle Moore Living Trust (Obstruction of justice). See Decl. of Ernest L. Moore 15
& See Exhibit G: March 24, 2021, Court Trial Minute Order

Recently in July 2021, Judge Ana Maria Luna denied the ex-parte application to stay
the foreclosure on Ernest Moore’s property with an illegal mortgage attached to the title
secured by Jeffery Siegel. Her only false justification of her denial was that “Petitioner
does not have standing to pursue the requested relief.” See Decl. of Ermest L. Moore
16 & See Exhibit H: Court Order for Ex Parte & Public rating of Judge Ana Maria Luna on
The Robing Room.

Judge Aviva K. Bobb' , who presided over Interested Party’s initial probate case, took
no actions against the multiple perjuries by attorney Daniel Herbert (MANNING & KASS
ELLROD, RAMIREZ, TRESTER LLPY) in his court documents and oral testimony in court
hearings. See Decl. of Emest L. Moore 17

From information and belief, Plaintiff has information that Judge Brenda J. Penny
worked for judge Aviva K. Bobb in some capacity during the years that she presided over

his probate case. See Decl. of Erest L. Moore 18
The court has informed Interested Party that Judge Brenda J. Penny is the

supervising judge of the Probate Department in the Los Angeles Superior Courts. See Decl.
of Ernest L. Moore 119

Judge Brenda J. Penny has taken no actions against the excessive and inappropriate

$10,000.0/week. See DecI: of Ernest L. Moore 20 & See Exhibit I: January 5, 2009, Order
Appointing Probate Conservator of the Person of Britney Spears Page 3 #21.

! Judge Aviva K. Bobb presided over the McMartin preschool day care sexual abuse case in the 1980s, The case lasted
seven years and cost $135 million, the longest and most expensive criminal case in the history of the United States legal
system, and ultimately resulted in no convictions - https:/lenwikipedia.org/wiki/McMartin _preschool _trigl This was a

testament to her incompetence as a judicial officer and her corruption! They eventually dumped her off in the Los
Angeles Superior Court Probate Dept. 11.
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Radio star Casey Kasem’s wife Jean Kasem's lawsuit against PVP Samuel D.
Ingham Il was based on evidence that Mr. Ingham conspired with Kasem's adult kids “to
isolate and kill Casey Kasem for financial gain.” See Decl. of Ernest L. Moore {21

Interested Person has filed numerous complaints against the judges and lawyers in
his probate case to the previous supervising probate judge and the California BAR

Association. Plaintiff has only received continued retaliation from the judges and lawyers

reported in his complaints. See Decl. of Ernest L. Moore 122

Ernest Moore has filed numerous complaints to the Los Angeles County Board of
Supervisors and specifically to the former Supervisor Mark Ridley-Thomas in writing and

in oral presentations demanding criminal prosecutions and public agendas for probate court
reforms. See Decl. of Emnest L. Moore 23

The current Board of Supervisors nor the previous board did not take any actions to
reform or give exposure to the crimes in the Los Angeles Superior Court Probate
Department 11 that | have reported to them. See Decl. of Emest L. Moore 924

Interested Party’s complaints to the California BAR Association were responded to
with a recital of all of the criminal misconduct reported to them with a statement that they
were not going to do anything about it! See Decl. of Ernest L. Moore 725 & See Exhibit J:
July 13, 2021, Nathan Talsi closing letter from The State Bar of California.

Interested Party's former attorney Kwaku Duren was disbarred for arriving late to a
hearing. His so-called violations were nothing like those of Daniel Herbert and Nathan Talei.
Kwaku Duren was a former high-ranking Black Panther in the Los Angeles Chapter of the
1970s Black Panthers and one of the attorneys of record for Ernest L. Moore. See Decl. of

Ermest L. Moore §26

Judge Reva G. Goetz approved the initial excessive and inappropriate attorney
compensation for Samuel D. Ingham il of $10,000.00 per week! See Decl. of Ernest L.

Moore 1127 & See Exhibit I: January 5, 2009, Order Appointing Probate Conservator of the
Person of Britney Spears Page 3 #21
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Ernest Moore’'s mother, Myrtle Moore, was employed by Los Angeles County and
worked as an elementary schoaol teacher for the Los Angeles Unified School District. She
was active in the Alpha Kappa Alpha Sorority since her college days. See Decl. of Ernest
L. Moore 29

Dr. Charles H. Moore was the father of Ernest Moore. He was a prominent dentist in
Los Angeles. He graduated from the Howard University dental school before relocating to
Los Angeles, California, in the 1960s. He was an Air Force Veteran and a Tuskegee
Airmen. See Decl. of Ernest L. Moore {[30.

Ernest Moore attempted to make citizen’s arrests of Samuel ingham 1ll and Nathan
Talei in the courtroom and hallway on multiple occasions over the years. Sheriff's deputies
would not accept his arrests or take any type of police reports. See Decl. of Ernest L. Moore
131 & See Exhibit K: 8/25/2017 Letter from Regan Fitzgerald, Operations Sergeant Stanley
Mosk Courthouse, and Exhibit L:  July 10, 2019, Court Transcript. P. 3 lines 26-28, P. 4
lines 4-26, P. 8 lines 18-28 & F. 9 lines 1-11.

LEGAL ANALYSIS

Judicial Officer Misconduct
This professional misconduct and flagrant disregard for the laws and rules of
this court is further evidence that all jurisdiction and immunity has been lost by all |.os
Angeles County Judicial Officers currently presiding over probate cases. Judges and

prosecutors have absolute immunity unless they totally lack subject matter or personal

jurisdiction in the case.

‘A judge acting without subject-matter jurisdiction is acting without judicial authority.
Cohens v. Virginia, 18 U.S. (6 Wheat) 264, 404, 5 L.Ed 257 (1821) The U.S. Supreme
Court, in Scheuer v. Rhodes, 416 U.S. 232, 94 S.Ct. 1683, 1687 (1974) stated that "when a
state officer acts under a state law in a manner violative of the Federal Constitution”, he
"comes into conflict with the superior authority of that Constitution, and he is in that case
stripped of his official or representative character and is subjected in his Person to the
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consequences of his individual conduct. The State has no power to impart to him any
immunity from responsibility to the supreme authority of the United States.”

State officials may be sued as individuals in § 1983 actions. Brokaw v. Mercer County, 235
F.3d 1000 (7th Cir. 2000).

JUDICIAL CANON OF ETHICS:
l. CANON 2 A. Promoting Public Confidence, A judge shall respect and comply with the law
and shall act at all times in a manner that promotes public confidence in the integrity and

impartiality of the judiciary. Judge Ana Maria Luna has not followed any laws in her past

rulings and at the March 24, 2021 trial.

Il. Canon 3 B. A judge shall be faithful to the law* regardless of partisan inferests,

public clamor, or fear of criticism, and shall maintain professional competence in
the law

lll. C. Administrative Responsibilities section (1 ) (1) A judge shall diligently discharge the
judge’s administrative responsibilities impartially,* on the basis of merit, without bias or
prejudice, free of conflict of interest, and in a manner that promotes public confidence in the
integrity* of the judiciary. A judge shall not, in the performance of administrative duties,
engage in speech, gestures, or other conduct that would reasonably be perceived as (i) bias
or prejudics, including but not limited to bias or prejudice based tpon race, sex,

gender, religion, national origin, ethnicity, disability, age, sexual orientation, marital

status, or socioeconomic status, or political affiliation, or (i) sexual harassment.: The
crafters of this document including the phrase “including but not fimited to when describing

the types of discriminatory behavior Jjudges should avoid precisely because they wanted
them to avoid all types of discriminatory behavior.

IV. (2) A judge shall maintain professional competence in Jjudicial administration, and shall
cooperate with other judges and court officials in the administration of court business. -
Itis well stated in CCP 170.1 (a) (6) (C) a person aware of the facts might reasonably|
entertain a doubt that the judge would be able to be impartial. Bias or prejudice towards a
lawyer in the proceeding may be grounds for disqualification. The previous corresponding
statute--Sec. 170, subdivision (a)(5)--which was repealed in 1984, had been construed to
require bias in fact, with the enactment of Sec. 170.1, however, a party seeking to disqualify
a California judge for cause was no longer required to prove that the Jjudge was actually
biased. The test to be applied in evaluating recusal and disqualification of judges was
clearly stated many years ago in Berger v United States (1921) 255 U.S. 22: Does the
[Declaration] of Prejudice give fair support to the charge of a bent of mind that may prevent
or impede impartiality of judgment (225 U.S.} In the case United Farm Workers of America v
Superior Court (1985, 4th Dist} 170 Cal App 3d 97, 216 Cal Rptr 4. Code Civ. Proc., §
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170.1, subd. (a)(6)(C) (Judge disqualified if Person aware of facts might reasonably
entertain doubt that judge would be impartial) makes the disqualification standard
fundamentally an objective one. It represents a legislative Jjudgment that due fo the
sensitivity of the question and inherent difficulties of proof as well as the importance of
public confidence in the judicial system, the issue is not limited to the existence of an actual
bias. Rather, if a reasonable man or woman would entertain doubts concerning the judge's
impartiality, disqualification is mandated. To ensure that the proceedings appear to the
public to be impartial and worthy of their confidence, the situation must be viewed through
the eyes of the objective Person. The reason for the objective standard of proof is the
difficufty in showing that a judge is biased unless the judge so admits. In addition, public
perceptions of justice are not furthered when a judge who is reasonably thought to

be biased in a matter hears the case. (emphasis added)” Catchpole v Brannon (1995, 1st
Dist) 36 Cal App 4th 237, 42 Cal Rptr 2d 440.

Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act (RICO)

Passed in 1970, the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act (RICO) ié a
federal law designed to combat organized crime in the United States. If allows prosecution
and civil penalties for racketeering activity performed as part of an ongoing criminal
enterprise.

Section 1503 (relating to obstruction of justice), Judge Ana Maria Luna has denied all
of the court actions initiated by Interested Party to recover assets stolen from the Moore
Family Trusts and the Myrtle Moore Living trust since the time she has presided over his
probate case. Judges Leslie Green and Judge Barbara Johnson rendered highly prejudicial
decisions in most of the petitions and motions filed by Interested Party before Judge Ana
Maria Luna. Interested Party has attempted and demanded citizens’ arrests during multiple
court hearings and has been restricted by judges Leslie Green, Barbara R. Johnson, and
Ana Maria Luna. §7510 (relating to obstruction of criminal investigations), § 1511 (relating to
the obstruction of State or local law enforcement), section 1512 (relating to tampering with a
witness, victim, or an informant), All of the judicial officers presiding over Interested Party’s
probate case have demonstrated retaliation against him by rendering biased or prejudiced

decisions that do not follow the law in his case. §715713 (relating to retaliating against a

witness, victim, or an informant)
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PENAL CODE - PEN §368

(C)A person who knows or reasonably should know that a person is an elder or
dependent adult and who, under circumstances or conditions other than those likely to
produce great bodily harm or death, willfully causes or permits any elder or dependent adult
to suffer, or inflicts thereon unjustifiable physical pain or mental suffering, or having the care
or custody of any elder or dependent adult, willfully causes or permits the Person or health
of the elder or dependent adult to be injured or willfully causes or permits the elder or
dependent adult to be placed in a situation in which his or her Person or health may be
endangered, is guilty of a misdemeanor, A second or subsequent violation of this
subdivision is punishable by a fine not to exceed two thousand dollars ($2,000), or by
imprisonment in a county jail not to exceed one year, or by both that fine and imprisonment.

(d)A person who is not a caretaker who violates any provision of law proscribing theft,
embezzlement, forgery, or fraud, or who violates Section 530.5 proscribing identity theft,
with respect to the property or personal identifying information of an elder or a dependent
adult, and who knows or reasonably should know that the victim is an elder or a dependent
adult. Welfare and Institutions Code section 15600 “Financial abuse” of an elder or
dependent adult & PENAL CODE § 368(c) (Abuse of Elders and Dependent Adults).

Superior court judges as well as the court probate attorneys and PVP Panelist
lawers, are mandated reporters of suspected elder and dependant adult abuse that includes
financial exploitation, WELFARE & INSTITUTIONS CODE § 16630 (Mandated Reporters of
Abuse}. ARTICLE 3. Mandatory and Nonmandatory Reports of Abuse [15630 - 15632]

15630 (a)Any person who has assumed full or intermittent responsibility for the care
or custody of an elder or dependent aduit, whether or not they receive compensation,
including administrators, supervisors, and any licensed staff of a public or private facility that
provides care or services for elder or dependent adults, or any elder or dependent adult
care custodian, health practitioner, clergy member, or employee of a county adult protective

services agency, county in-home support services agency, county public authority, or a loca
law enforcement agency, is a mandated reporter.

(b) (1)Any mandated reporter who, in their professional capacity, or within the scope
of their employment, has observed or has knowledge of an incident that reasonably appears
to be physical abuse, as defined in Section 15610.63, abandonment, abduction, isolation,
financial abuse, or neglect, or is told by an elder or dependent adult that they have
experienced behavior, including an act or omission, constituting physical abuse, as defined
in Section 156610.63, abandonment, abduction, isolation, financial abuse, or neglect, or
reasonably suspects that abuse, shali report the known or suspected instance of abuse by
telephone or through a confidential internet reporting tool, as authorized by Section 15658,
immediately or as soon as practicably possible. If reported by telephone, a written report

shall be sent, or an internet report shall be made through the confidential intemet reporting
tool established in Section 15658, within two working days.
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CONCLUSION

Relief Requested
1.) Order former PVP Panelist Samuel D. Ingham Ill to refund all fees paid to him in
the Myrtle Moore Living Trust case.
2.} Order former PVP Panelist Samuel D. Ingham il o refund all fees paid to him in
all cases assigned to him in the Los Angeles Probate courts.
3.) Removal of judge Ana Maria Luna from the Myrtle Moore Living Trust case and
reverse all of her prejudiced orders.
5.) Order the shut down of the PVP Panelist program in the Stanly Mosk Courthouse
6.) Request a specialized pool of pro bono attorneys with citizen oversight from the
LA County Board of supervisors for the Probate Department.
7.) Refer the judges, PVP Panelists, Trustee Jeffery Siegel, his lawyers, Attorney
Daniel Herbert, and Kirsten Brown out for immediate criminal prosecutions to the Los
Angeles County District Attorney, FBI & state attorney general.
8.) Issue complaints to the Los Angeles County BAR Association against former
Guardian Ad Litem of Myrtle Moore Samuel D. Ingham 1l & against former Guardian
Ad Litem Andrea G. Van Leesten.
9.) Issue letters to the U.S. Vice President to notify her of the crimes against Myrtle
Moore and Charles H. Moore in the Los Angeles Probate court.
10.) Issue complaints to the Los Angeles County BAR Association against judges
Aviva K. Bobb, Lesley C. Green, Barbara R. Johnson & Ana Maria Luna.
11.) Issue complaints to the Los Angeles County BAR Association against Samuel D.

Ingham Ill, Andrea G. Van Leesten, Daniel Herbert, Kirsten Brown, Nathan Talei,

and Sarah Talei.
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Dated: /! ?/Q 9/“/ c%/ Mﬂﬁ

Ernest L. Moore
Interested Party & Advocate
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DECLARATION OF ERNEST MOORE AS INTERESTED PARTY

& ADVOCATE SEEKING PROBATE COURT REFORMS

|, Erest L. Moore, declare as follows:

1. I'am an interested party in this action. | am over the age of 18 years. | have
personal knowledge of the facts contained in this declaration, and if called as a witness,
qould and would testify competently to the facté as stated herein,

2. | make this declaration seeking probate court reforms

3. Attorney Samuel D. Ingham [ll was the 2nd court-appointed Probate Volunteer
Panelist (PVP) & Guardian Ad Litem in the conservatorship of my mother Mytrtle L.. Moore

BP 097 063.

4, PVP Samuel D. Ingham Hi did nothing to protect my mother or her estate
before she passed away in July 2017.

5. PVP Samuel D. Ingham [Il did not communicate with my mother at any time

while he was her acting Guardian Ad Litem.

6. PVP Samuel D. Ingham il filed a PETITION FOR TRANSFER OF
CONSERVATORSHIP TO ANOTHER STATFE on 6-16-2016 that contained false,
misleading, and (lied) inadequate case status information about my mother to support the

transfer of her conservatorship to the Georgia Probate court. See Exhibit A: 6/16/2016

Petition For Transfer of Conservatorship To Another State

7. In the 6/16/2016 Petition for Transfer of Conservatorship, Samuel D. Ingham

I did not state that the court had removed Jean Robinson as co-trustee of the Myrtle Moore
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Living Trust for her malfeasance and waste of the estate and trusts of her conservatee
Myrtle L. Moore. See Exhibit B: 11/26/2012 Order After Hearing.

8. In his 6/16/2016 Petition for Transfer of Conservatorship, Samuel D. Ingham 1l
did not state that the former co-trustee & co-conservator Jean Robinson did nothing to
protect the conservatee Myrtle Moore from the emotional abuse and medical neglect of the
other former co-trustee & co-conservator Dr. David Moore. See Exhibit C: 6/26/2009 Notice
of Hearf’ng And Temporary Restraining Order (Elder or Dependent Adult Abuse Protection)
against David Moore. |

9. PVP Samuel D. Ingham Il did nothing to stop the foreclosure sale and
embezzlement of the proceeds taken by the former co-trustees by an illegal reverse
mortgage on my mother's home in California. See Exhibit D: pages from the July 21, 2015,
Respondent Keith J. Moten’s Notice of Demurrer: Demurrer To Peltition For Damages;
Memorandum of Points And Authorities page 4 lines 14-23.

10.  PVP Samuel D. Ingham Il refused to take any actions against the 15t court-
appointed PVP for my mother, Andrea G. Van Leesten, who did nothing to protect my
mother's Person or estate.

11.  PVP Andrea G. Van Leesten covered up evidence of the crimes of the former
co-conservators of my mother during the hearings on the accountings of her estate by false
and misleading statements to the court regarding a commercial property in the State of
Georgia that was purchased with funds from my mother’s trusts. See Exhibit E: Pages from
the 12/4/2008 court transcript & DEED TO SECURE DEBT & SECURITY AGREEMENT

12. The first judge on my probate cases was Judge Aviva K. Bobb, Judge Bobb

approved all of the fraudulent accountings of the conservatorship and the trusts filed by the
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former co-conservators over my written and verbal objections. Objections were filed by
several attorneys on this case as well. Judge Aviva K, Bobb acted in concert with the
opposing attorney Daniel Herbert from the law firm (MANNING & KASS ELLROD,
RAMIREZ, TRESTER LLP) in his probate trust case and the conservatorship of his mother,
Myrtle Moore.

13. PVPs Samuel D. Ingham lll nor Andrea Van Leesten did not take any actions
against the fraudulent accountings filed by the former co-conservators or 1o recover any of
the lost assets from my mother’s trusts.

14. There has been no proper accounting of the Moore Family Trusts or the Myrtle
Moore Living Trust since | filed this case in 2004. The current trustee of the Myrtle Moore
Living Trust, Jeffery Siegel, has continued this type of professional malfeasance since he
was appointed as temporary trustee in 2015. Jeffery Siegel has numerous complaints from
other victims assigned to him from the Los Angeles Probate courts with the California
Professional Fiduciaries Bureau. See Exhibit F: Ernest Moore’s Objection to 39 Account
Current

15. Former Judges Aviva K. Bobb, Lesley C. Green, and Barbara R. Johnson,
including the current judge on my probate case Ana Maria Luna has denied all actions that |
have filed to recover the lost assets from the Moore Family Trusts and the Myrtie Moore
Living Trust (Obstruction of justice). See Exhibit G: March 24, 2021, Court Trial Minute Order

16. Judge Ana Maria Luna denied my ex-parte application to stay the foreclosure on
my property with an illegal mortgage secured by Jeffery Siegel attached to the title. Her only

false justification of her denial was that | have no standing in my probate case. See
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Exhibit H: Court Order for Ex-Parte & Public rating of Judge Ana Maria Luna on The Robing
Room.

17. Judge Aviva K. Bobb, who presided over my initial probate case, took no
actions against the multiple perjuries by attorney Daniel Herbert (MANNING & KASS
ELLROD, RAMIREZ, TRESTER LLP) in his court documents and oral testimony in court
hearings. Judge Aviva K. Bobb's prejudiced rulings and criminal misconduct in my case
allowed the waste of my mother's estate, loss of my inheritance and protected the former
co-trustees from the penalties of their financial malfeasance and embezzlements.

18. 1 have been informed that Judge Brenda J. Penny worked for Aviva K. Bobb
for about ten years.

19. I have been informed by the court that Judge Brenda J. Penny is the
supervising judge of the Probate Department in the Los Angeles Superior Courts.

20.  Judge Benda J. Penny has taken no actions against the excessive and
inappropriate compensation for Samual D. Ingham 11| from the estate of Britney Spears. See
Exhibit I: January 5, 2009, Order Appointing Probate Conservator of the Person of Britney
Spears Page 3 #21. |

21.  Radio star Casey Kasem’s wife Jean Kasem accused PVP Samuel D. Ingham
Il of conspiring with Kasem’s adult kids “to isolate and kill Casey Kasem for financial gain.”
In her civil lawsuit. |

22. | have filed numerous complaints against the judges and lawyers in my

probate case to the former supervising probate judge and the California BAR Association. |

only received increased retaliation from the judges and lawyers that | reported,
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23.  I'have filed numerous complaints to the Los Angeles County Board of
Supervisors and specifically to the former Supervisor Mark Ridley-Thomas in writing and
oral complaint presentations demanding criminal prosecutions and public agendas for
probate court reforms.

24.  The current Board of Supervisors nor the previous board did not take any
action to reform or expose the crimes that | have reported to them concerning the corruption
in the Los Angeles Superior Courts Prbbate Dept. 11.

25. My complaints to the California BAR Association were responded to with a
recital of all of the criminal misconduct reported to them with a statement that they would nof
do anything about it! See Exhibit J: July 13, 2021, Nathan Talei closing letter from The
State Bar of California.

26.  One of my former attorneys Kwaku Duren, was disbarred for arriving late to a
hearing. His so-called violations were nothing like those of Daniel Herbert and Nathan Talei.
Kwaku Duren was a former high-ranking Black Panther in the Los Angeles Chapter of the
1970s Black Panthers and one of the attorneys of record in my probate cases.

| 27.  Judge Reva G. Goetz approved the initial excessive and inappropriate
attorney compensation for Samuel D. Ingham 11l of $10,000.00 per week! See Exhibit |:
January 5, 2009, Order Appointing Probate Conservator of the Person of Britney Spears
Page 3 #21

28.  lam an unlicensed Marriage & Family Therapist (M.F.T.) and former
Children’'s Social Worker lIl in the Los Angeles County Department of Children and Family
Services (DCFS). My specialty was working in Family Reunification Units. | had extensive

experience with mothers like Britney Spears that had their children removed by DCFS
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because of untreated drug abuse. | am a licensed security professional with the State of
California

29. My mother, Myrtle L. Moore, was employed by Los Angeles County and
worked as an elementary school teacher for the Los Angeles Unified School District. She
was active in the Alpha Kappa Alpha Sorority since her college days.

30. My father, Dr. Charles H. Moore, was a dentist in Los Angeles. He graduated
from dental school at Howard University. He was an Air Force Veteran and a Tuskegee
Airmen.,

31. I have attempted to make citizen arrests of Samuel Ingham Ill and Nathan Talei
in the courtroom and hallway on multiple occasions over the years. Sheriff's deputies would
not accept my arrests or take any type of police reports. See Exhibit K: 8/25/2017 Letter
from Regan Fitzgerald, Operations Sergeant Stanley Mosk Court, and Exhibit L: July 10,

2019, Court Transcript: P. 3 lines 26-28, P. 4 lines 4-26, P. 8 lines 18-28 & P. 9 lines 1-11.

| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America and the
State of California that the foregoing is true and correct and that this declaration was

executed on October 22, 2021, at Los Angeles, California.

Zwwad T Pt

ERNEST L. MOORE
Interested Party & Advocate
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GC-020

ATTORNEY QR PARTY WITHCOUT ATTORNEY (Nama, Sizle Bar number, and aforass):

FOR COURT LISE ONLY
Samuel D, Ingham III, Esdq. 66279
LAW QOFFICES OF SAMUEL D. INGHAM IIT
444 South Flower Street, Suite 4260
Los Angeles CA 90071-2966
TelerHoNENO: (310) H56-9751 FAXNG, (optonal: (310} 5B6~1311
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optonaly S1Ngham@inghamlaw. com
ATTORNEY £QR (Namay: MY RTLE MOORE (Guardian Ad Litem)
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
grreeTaporess: L11 North Hill Street
mauno aopress: 111 North Hill Street
crvanozecone: Los Angeles, California 90012
grancHamE: Central District
] cuaroiaNsHIP () cONSERVATORSHIP  oF THE {X] PERsON (X} ESTATE
OF (Mame)MYRTLE L., MOORE
[ minor (X)) prersBES) CONSERVATEE
CASE NUMBER:
NOTICGE OF HEARING - GUARDIANSHIP OR CONSERVATORSHIP RP 097 063

This notice is required by law.

This notice does not require you to appear in court, but you may attend the hearing if you wish.

1. NOTICE is given that {name) : SAMUEL D. INGHAM TI1X1

(representative capacity, ifany): Guardian Ad Litem for MYRTLE L. MOORE

has filed (specify)

PETITION FOR TRANSFER OF CONSERVATORSHIP TO ANCTHER 3TATE

2. You may refer to documents on file in this proceeding for more information. (Some documents fited with the court are confidential.
Undar some circumstances you or your alfomey may be able to see or receive copies of confidential documents if you file papers

in the proceeding or apply to the court.}

3. ] The petition includes an application for the independent exercise of powers by a guardian or conservator under

] Probate Code section 2108 [} Probate Code section 2590.
Powers requested are [_] specified below  [_] specified in Attachment 3.

4. A HEARING on the matter will be held as follows:

a. Date: June 16, 2016 Time: 8:30 a.m. XX Dept: 11

{Z) Room:

b. Address of court [ same as noted above [Y is (specify):

Assistiva listening systems, computer-assisted real-time captioning, or sign language interpreter services are
available upan request if at teast 5 days notice is provided, Contacl the clerk's office for Request for
Accommodations by Persons with Disabifities and Order {form MC-410). {Civil Code section 54.8.)

Page 1 of 2
Form Adopled for Mandatory Lise NOTICE OF HEARING-GUARDIANSH!IF OR CONSERVATORSHIP [robate Cody, 65 1264,
udicial Counc LAllomis : . N R
G0 [Rev, Juiy 1, 2008 [Ggp Mutinbans Probate-Guardianships and Conservatorships  Cotttio. a.
GC-020 [Ray. July | BS[HHM_ F{IHHS"‘ { ‘p ps) www.cotrinfo.ca.gav

Moore Trust



[ cuARDIANSHIP [X] CONSERVATORSHIP  OF THE [ X1 PERSON [X] ESTATE CASE NUMBER;
OF (Name), MYRTLE L. MOORE

. vinor B (8roBosED) CONSERVATEE

NOTE:*

A copy of this Notice of Hearing-Guardianship or Conservatorship{"Notice") must be "served” on-delivered to-each person who
has a right under the law to be notified of the date, time, place and purpose of a court hearlng in & guardianship or conservatorship,
Copies of this Notice may be served by mail in most situations. In a guardianship, however, copies of this Notice must sometimes be
personally served on ceriain pergons; and copies of this Notice may be personally served instead of served by mail in both
guardianships and conservatorships, The petitioner (the person who requested the court hearing) may not personally perform
either service by mail or personal service, but must show the court that copies of this Notice have been served in a way the law
allows. The petitioner does this by arranging for someone else to perform the service and complete and sign a proof of service,
which the petitioner then files with the originat Notice.

This page contains a proof of service that may be used only to show service by mail. To show personal service, each person who
performs the service must complete and sign a proof of personal service, and each signed copy of that proof of service must be
attached to this Notice whan It is filed with the court. You may use form GC-020(P) to show personal service of this Notice.

* (This Note replaces the cleri's cerlificate of posting on pricr versions of this form. If notfce by posting is desired, aftach a copy of
form GC-020(C), Clerk’'s Certificate of Posting Notice of Hearing-Guardianship or Conservatorship.(See Prob. Code, § 2543(c).)

PROQF OF SERVICE BY MAIL

I am over the age of 18 and not a party to this cause. | am a resident of or employed in the county where the mailing occurrad,
. My rasidance or business address is (specify) :
444 South Flower Streei, Sulte 4260, Los 2dngeles, California 90071

3. | served the foregeing Nofice of Hearing-Guardianship or Conservatorshipon each person named below by enclosing a copy in

an envelope addressed as shown below AND

a. X} depositing the sealed envelope with the United States Postal Service on the date and at the place shown in item 4
with the postage fully prepaid.

b. L] placing the envelope for collection and mailing on the date and at the place shown in item 4 following our ordinary
business practices. | am readily familiar with this business's practice for collecting and processing correspondence
for mailing. On the same day that correspondence is placed for collection and mailing, it is deposited in the
ordinary course of business with the United States Postal Service in a sealed envelope with postage fully prepaid,

My —

4. a. Date mailed: March / . 2016 b. Place malled (city, state): T.05 Angeles, CA
5. [X] | served with the Notice of Hearing-Guardianship or Conservatorship a copy of the patition or other document referred to in
the Notice,
| declare’ under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Califarnia that the foregoing is true and correct.
Date: March /, 2016 .
JESSTCA NGUYEN - } ,;&57(39// L1 Eoms
(TYFE QR PRINT NAME OF PERSON COMPLETING THIS FORM) g/ (StGNATURE} P?RS COMPLETING THIS FORM}

NAME AND ARDDRESS OF EAGH PERSON TO WHOM NOTICE WAS MAILED
Name of person served Address (number,_street. clty, stafe. and zip code)

1. | Please see attached
service list.

(XA Continued on an attachment. (You may use form DE-120(MA)/GC-020{MA} fo show additional persons served.)

6C-020 [Rev. July 5, 2005] NOTICE OF HEARING-GUARDIANSHIP OR CONSERVATORSHIP Page 2 0f 2
@ MurinDeas {Frobate-Guardianships and Conservatorships) i —
ESSENTIAL FoRus™ Moore Trust




CONSERVATORSHIP OF MYRTLE MOORE

SERVICE LIST

Conservatee

Myrtle Moore

5352 Deep Springs Drive
Stone Mountain, Georgia 30087

Conservator (CA)- Guardian (GA)
Jean Robinson (Daughter)

5352 Deep Springs Drive

Stone Mountain, Georgia 30087

Former Conservabtor

bDavid Moore, M.D. {(Son)
1822 Brandau Street
Knoxville, Tennesgee 37921

Son of Conservatee

Ernest Moorxre

5728 Corbett Street

Los Angeles, California 20016

Court Investlgator’s Office
111 North Hill Street

Room 208

Los Angeles, California 90012

Attorney For Conservates (Georgla)
Lindsey G. Cambardella, REsqg.
Bryson Law Firm

4045 Smithtown Road

Suite K

Suwanee, Georgia 30024

Georgia Court

Gwinnett County Probate Court
75 Langley Drive
lawrenceville, Georgia 30044
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CONFORMED CUwy
ORIGINAL RILED
SﬁgaﬁorﬁouﬂofCBMQrMa

ounty ot Los Ananlas

SAMUEL D. INGHAM TITI FEB 24 2016

State Baxr #66279

444 South Flower Street Sherri K. Carter, Executive Otficer/Clerk
Suite 4260 By. Efrain Alyarez, Deputy

Los Angeles, California 90071-2966

Telephone: (310) 556-9751

ol e aw o DATE OF HEARING:
“mall: 8 am aw. com Ai> // /Qé;
Guardian Ad Litem For MYRTLE L. MOORE TTE' . E)@Eﬁ ?p

"4

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNTIA

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOZ ANGELES

In the Matter of the Congerva- No. BP 097 063

torship of the Person and Eg-

tate of FETITION PFOR TRANSFER OF
CONSERVATORSHIP TO ANQOTHER
STATE

[Probate Code §2001]
MYRTLE L. MOORE,

Dﬁpﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂf; /1t

Congervates,

Petitioner, SAMUEL D. INGHAM ITI, alleges:

1. Petitioner Is Guardian Ad DLitem

By Order Appointing Counsel dated April 6, 2015 in
the proceeding for the MYRTLE MCORE LIVING TRUST under Declaration
Of Trust dated March 7, 2002), I was appointed as guardian ad litem
EFor the conservatee, MYRTLE L. MOORE. T have not been discharged

and continue to gerve in that capacity.

! LASC Case No. BP 141 987

1
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2, Appeintment of Temporary Conservators

At a hearing on March 7, 2006, DAVID MOORE and JEAN
ROBINSON were appointed temporary conservators of MYRTLE' s person
and estate. The “ORDER APPOINTING TEMPORARY CONSERVATORS” was filed
on March 24, 2006 but letters of temporary congervatorship were

apparently never issgued.

3. Appointment of Permanent Conservators

At a hearing on March 6, 2007, DAVID MOORE and JEAN
ROBINSON were appointed permanent conservators of MYRTLE'g person
and estate. The “ORDER APPOINTING PROBATE CONSERVATORSY wasg filed
on March 14, 2007 and letters of conservatorship were issued on

July 10, 2007,

4, Conservatorghip Of Estate Terminated

By “ORDFR SETTLING FIRST ACCOUNT AND REPORT OQF
CONSERVATOR AND PETITION FOR ATTORNEY FEES” dated January 30, 2009,

the conservatorship of the estate was terminated.

5. Resignation Of DAVID MOORE

By “RESIGNATION OF DAVID MOORE AS CO-CONSERVATOR”

dated December 12, 2012, DAVID MOORE resigned ag co-congervator,

6. Congervatorship Of Person Only
Based on the foregoing facts, it appears that JEAN

ROBINSON is presently the sole conservator of MYRTLE's person.

There is no conservatorship of her estate.

/17
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7. Transfer to State Of Georgia

Petitioner seeks to transfer this congervatorship to

the State of Georgia based on the following facts.

8. Addreses of Conservates

MYRTLE has resided for many years at: 5352 Deep
Springs Drive, Stone Mountailn, Georgia 30087. She is physically
present in Georgila and has moved there permanently. This Court made
an “ORDER AUTHORIZING AND FIXING CONSERVATEE'S RESIDENCE OUTSIDE
THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA" dated September 27, 2013. This order fixed

MYRTLE’s residence at the foregoing address in Gesorgia.

9. Addregs of Conservator

JEAN ROBINSON resideg at 5352 Deep Springs Drive,

Stone Mountain, Georgia 30087.

10. Plang For Care Reagonable and Sufficient

Petitioner ig informed and believes, and on that
bagig alleges that plans for care and services for MYRTLE in

Georgia are reagonable and sufficient.

11. Conservatorship Proceeding Commenced In Georgia

JEAN ROBINSON filed a "“PRTITION FOR RECEIPT AND
ACCEPTANCE OF FOREIGN GUARDIANSHIP AND/OR CONSERVATORSHIP* in the
Probate Court of Gwinnett County, Georgia on Qctober 5, 2012.% On

June 8, 2015, the Georgia court made a “SPECIAL ORDER” staying this

7 Case No. 12-C-000748
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petition. A copy of the order is attached as Exhibit *“A” and
incorporated by this reference. Petitioner has no further informa-

tion regarding the status of the Georgia proceeding.

12. Begt Interests of the Conservatee

Petitioner believes that the transfer of the
conservatorship to the State of Georgia is in the best interests of
the conservatee because:

a. MYRTLE has been living in Georgia for many years
and has not lived in Losg Angeles County since she moved. Neither
ghe nor her present conservator have any plans for her to return to
Los Angeles County; and

b. Keeping the congervatorship under the jurisdic-
tion of the Log Angeles County Superior Ceourt will serve no useful

purpose .

13. No Veteran’s Benefits

The conservatee does not receive money from or
chrough the Veterans Administration. The conservatee doeg not
receive revenue or profit from money cobtained from the Veterans Ad-
ministration or from property wholly or in part acquired with money
from the Veterans Administration. The conservatorship estate does
not include property acquired, wholly or in part, f£rom money from

the Veterans Adminilstration.

14. No Confinement In State Hospital

The conservatee has not been confined in a state

hospital in California during the pendency of these proceedings,

4
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15, No Request For Special Notice

There have been no requests for special notice.

WHEREFORE, Petitioner prays that this Court wmake an
order:

1. Provisionally granting thig petition for transfer the
congervatorship of the person to the State of Georgia;

2. Directing JEAN ROBINSON as. conservator of the person
to petition for the acceptance of the conservatorship in the State
of Gecorgia; and

3. Granting such further relief that the Court may deem

Dated: February f%€{2016

proper.

ABAMUREL D, LHGHAM 'II/
Guardian ad Litem T MYRTLE L. MOORE

5
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VERIFICATION

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES )

I have read the foregoing PETITION FOR TRANSFER OF
CONSERVATORSHIP PROCEEDING TO ANOTHER STATE and know its contents.
The matters stated in the foregeing document are true of my own
knowledge, except as to those matters which are stated on informa-
tion and belief, and as to those matters I believe them to be true.,

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the
State of California that the foregoing is true and correct and that
this declaration is executed this ézzzéay of February, 2016 at Los

Angeles, California.

&
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IN THE PROBATE COURT OF GWINNETY COUNTY

STATE OF GEORGIA

IN RE: ESTATE OF ESTATE NO. 12-C-000748 . ULEF:

)
MYRTLE MOORE, )
WARD ) PETITION FOR RECEIPT AND
) ACCEPTANCE OF FOREIGN
}  GUARDIANSHIP AND/OR
)  CONSERVATORSHIP
SPECIAL ORDER

Ou October 5, 2012, Jean Robinson filed a Petition for Receipt and Aceeptance of
Forelgn Guardianship and or Conservatorship. A hearing was set regarding the above-described
Petition for February 27, 2013, The Petitioner was ordered to supply a copy of the final order
frora the. California court regarding the transfer of the gnardianship. On January 7, 2013, this
Court received notice from the Los Angeles Superior Court that it was declining to transfer the
ward’s guardianship and conservatorship to Gwinnett County, and the California court requested
that Jean Robinson file a new request in Georgia. The California eourt provided that upon that
request being granted by this Court, the California court would terminate its conservatorship.

Counsel for the Petitioner informed this Court that the California court had ordered a
forensic accounting before it would release the ward’s conservatorship,

By Order dated March 8, 2013, the Petition for Receipt and Acceptance was stayed until
this Court received notice from the Los Angeles Superior Court that it bad released the
guardianship and conservatorship and allowed the transfer to this Court.

On Ootober 30, 2ﬁ13= counsel for the Petitioner filed a Motion for Hearing with a copy of
an Order entered b}; the Los Ang?eles Superior Court granting a Petition for an Order Fixing
Conservatee’s address Quiside the State of California. The Order is not clearly releasing
jurtsdiction of the ward’s conservatorship to this Court and appears to be simply allowing the
conservator to move the ward out of California and to Georgia. Bﬁf Order dated November 6,
2013, the Court gave the Petitioner thirty (30) days to file 2 copy of the Petition for Order Fixing
Conservaiee’s Address Outside the State of California so that this Court could confirm what the
California court actuaily approved, To date, nothing has been filed,

On May 29, 2015, this Court received a copy of the Los Angeles Superior Court's

B ) A 1
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September 27, 2013 Order allowing the conservator to move the ward to Geﬁrgia and & copy of
the Los Angeles Superior Court’s January 30, 2009 Order, stating that the Estate portion of the
Conservatorship is terrainated; however, these documents are duplicative of documents
previously filed with the Court. Based on the foregoing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Petition for Receipt and Acceptance continues to be stayed
until this Court receives a copy of the Petition for Order Fixing Conservatee’s Address Outside
the State of Cafifornia and notice from the Los Angeles Superior Court that it has released the
guardianship and conservatorship and allowed the transfer to this Court.

CIT [S FURTHER ORDERED that a deputy clerk of this Court shall serve e copy of this

Order on Jean Robinson and. her counsel by first-class mail.

. )
SO ORDERED this 4 day oqune/ |

istopher4&. Baliar, Judge
Probate Court of Gwinmett County

(=]
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B, KWART DUREN & ASBOCIATES. PC
B, Kwaku Duren - SBN: 147789
4716 Crenshaw Boulevard

;
l.os Angelss. California 90043 %LO%%%E‘}R\??%&??PY
Tel: {3 ) 290- b1d6 ) guug‘(y 03"!:'1'? ﬂ.ﬂﬁwgl?la

Fax: ﬁB’?B) 290-1645
Email: bkwaku.duran ¢ bhdiawoffices.com
Attorney for Ernest Moore

WOV 28 2012

Jnnn A, Clatke, Exenuins UilcatCens
By: V. Dave, Deputy

SUPERIOR COURT FOR TIHE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF 1.08 ANGELES - UNLIMITED CIVIL

In Re: )) Case No. BP-084530
TITE MOORE TAMILY TRUSTS ;
! ORDER AFTER HEARING

DAVID MOORE and JEAN
ROBINEON, Successor
Trustees of the Moore

it a‘mw{y "Trusts, includmg
the Myrtle Moors lruat

Peli tmncrs,
Ve,
FRNEST MOORE,

Respondent,

This matter carne on regularly for hearing, on Qctober 25, 2012, at 8:30 a.m., after
Naotice duly given to all paries by the court. Ernest Moore, along with his atlorney of
record, BB, Kwaku Duren, appearcd; there was no appearances, or couri-calls, by the other

parties. 1.2, David Moore and Jean Robinson, Co-Trustees, in pro per.
{7
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THE COURT MAKES THE FOLLOWING FINDINGS AND ORDERS:

1)

6)

7

8)

Order of the Court

David Moore was not present for this hearing as ordered previously by the
conrt, nor did he participate in submitting 2 “Joint Trial Staternent™ by
October 19, 2012, as ordered by the court:

Therefore, the court set today's hearing Tor an OSC [Order to Show Cause]
regarding sanctions apainst David Moore, under C.CP §177.5; and -

The court will proceed with sanctioning David Moore $1.000.00 |One
Thousand Doliars] for falling to comply with the “joint tria) staterment”
requirements and for “feilure to appear™ in court today: the “sanctions™
pursuant to C.C.P §177.5 are to be paid no later than December 27, 2012.
The vourt heveby suspends David Moore and Jean Robingon as Trustees of
the Moore Family Trusts, and issues an Order that they have “no authority™
10 act on behalf of the trusts, pending further Court order,

The court will also deny without prejudice the “Petition for Accounting™ on
calendar today because neither David Moore nor Jean Robinson appeared o
prosecute the trial on the Acconnting: the Court finds that here is no
evidence before thie court that this “Accounting” is proper.

The court hereby orders that an OSC [Order to Show Cause| shall issue to
both David Moore and Jean Robinson [as co-Trustees], 10 be heard on
December 27, 2012, 11:00 4., in Department {1, Both David Moowe snd
Jean Robinson shait appear and show cause why they failed to appear for
he "Trial, and shall provide the court with a “further accounting.™

The hearing on the OSC regarding “surcharges,” raised by Hmest Moore in
his objections to the Accounting, against the David Moot and fean Robinson,
is confinued 1o Decerbor 27, 2012, at 11:00 a,m,

The Court also orders Ernest Moore, through his attormey of record, 1o re-

file his Petition to Appoint a Suceessor Trustee on or before Movernber 23,

Page 2of 3
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2012, and the hearing for fhat matier is also 1o be scherduled for Decembet
27.2012, at 11:00, in Depattmoent 11,

9y The sheril{ department shall personally serve David Moore and Joan
Robinson with this court’s order,

T IS 8O ORDERED,

‘ (v B 8 20N
Dated:

Ovder of the Court

MUCHABL ¢, ) & VAZan, Juags

TTonorabie Michaci 1. Tevanas

Page Jof 3




EXHIBIT C

6/26/2009 Notice of Hearing and Temporary Restraining Order (Elder or

Dependent Adult Abuse Protection) against David Moore.

DECLARATION OF ERNEST MOORE AS INTERESTED PARTY & ADVOCATE
SEEKING PROBATE COURT REFORMS
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m Notice of Hearing and Clerk stamps datFaI {snEﬁnE Fed, |
} Temporary Restraining Order 108 ANGELES SUPERIOR €O

@ Name of person asking for protection: JUN 2 ¢ 2009
Myrtle Moore by Paula Moore Guardian ad litem JOHN A CLARKE, CLERK
Address (skip this if vou have a lowyerp: (If you want your address %ﬂ%ﬂ'
to be private, give a mailing address instead): _ E W e L Y
-5786-Rodeo Road Suite #264 SRR RO A ARGS A0t AR RN IRTE N
City:Leg Angeles | ik 1 State: CA _Zip;--900-16
Your telephone number (optronal} t )

Fill in court name and sireet address.
Superior Court of Callfornla, Gounty of

Your lawyer (if vou have one): (Name, address, telephone number, and
State Boar number).

Log mr;eheb Suparior Court
Seuhwest Digtiet Inglewood
Cme Bagem Street
inglewood, CA 90301

(@ Name of person to be restrained:
Dr, David L. Moore

Court fills in case number when form Js fled

Case qutheﬂ O 1 2 Ll,? 6
Description of that person: ‘ — e
Sext @] M [J F Height: 5'7" CWeight: 280 Race: Black
Hair Color: Red Eye Color: Brown Age:.32_. Date of Birth;
Home Address (if known). 3500 Manchester Ave
City: Inglewood State: CA Zip: 20305
Work Address (if knownj: 32 17 Holmes Ave
City: Los Angeles State: CA Zip: 90058

To the person in (2
(ED Notice of Hearing
A court hearing is scheduled on the request for orders against you to stop abuse:

[

VRN L W
D3t ) Depts . ™ R o lof

.

, Name and address of court if different from above:
162008y

If you do not want the court to make orders against you, file Form ZA-110. Then go to the hearing and tell the
court why you disagree. You may bring witnesses and other evidence, 1 you do not go to this hearing, the conrt
may make restraining orders against you that could last up to 3 years,

@ Court Orders

The court (check a or bj -
a., [} Has scheduled the hearing stated in (8. No orders are issued against you at this time.

b, [‘gl Has scheduted the hearing stated in (3 and has issued the temporary orders against you specified on
‘ pages 2, 3, and 4. If you do not obey these orders, you can be arvested and charged with a crime. You
may have 1o go to jail, pay a fine of up to $1,000, or both.

This is a CourtOrder.

il Coures o Gafom, et cctaia.ca.gow Notice of Hearing and Temporary EA-120, Page 1 0f 5
aviged Jidy 1, 2008, detery Fom o y

Catte of Ok Prarti. § 8273 Restraining Order (CLETS-TEA or TEF) 3
ariro b inaiubons Cods, § 15657.03 {Elder or Dependent Adult Abuse Protection)

Approved by DOJ

Amancan LegaII:J‘eTF:_—
wwrw FormsiWorkiow com



EXHIBIT D

pages from July 21, 2015, Respondent Keith J. Moten’s Notice of Demurrer; Demurrer
To Petition For Damages; Memorandum of Points And Authorities page 4 lines 14-23

DECLARATION OF ERNEST MOORE AS INTERESTED PARTY & ADVOCATE
SEEKING PROBATE COURT REFORMS
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 Ceith ], Motan, Fisy, (4340381
TLAW OFFICES éﬁclﬁ?ﬁ‘l'l‘ﬁth MICYTRN;. APC : f
6601 Conter Drive Wesh, Suite 50¢ n
I Liog Angeles, Califoinla 'BU045
lTﬂm botie No,: ﬁﬂﬂ(}g 3488138 iy
Entid o Mo, 310 34&«3‘15@ "
| JUN M 26 |
Attoraey In Pro P Stor B, Oater Exbautlva Otfcar/lerk -
. : ‘ By; And rs\tfa 5, Depity
- |
SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALW%BR?&L&
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - CENTRAL DISTRICT
1 Re ) CABENO, BPOSS3 | ,
} RESPO RNT HE&TR & MK)TEN’Q
~ ,wrg OF O DEVIURAER; DEMIRRER
e s M% Pmrfmm mﬂ DAMAGES; T
MOORE FAMILY TRUKT, ) %%M oF tsmmfr ANDAr
| R T 2015
| .IJae&a: .
Tingt, Y Time 1 G400 0.8
- Dhegts 14 i
 Jul EYfsen Mo, meyﬁ, Chreen
'TO ALL PARTTES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD: |
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE. tat ow L 21 JG., at 100D ﬁmj Or 45 hookh

L hereatier as the muttey may be hund i Peparnent 11 of the o ve- m:it}‘t‘m;él" Comtt, located
At THLN BEIL Suest, Los Angeks, Cliforate, 90013, Delindant m:m T MOTEN, us

{“Resmondent”) will demur, gen ﬁzmlly el spoeifioglly te-the Petiton for Damages«

1) cmisﬁima s eause of actio, A thedefeoss to-the Petition appesr from: m‘;almra judicially
noticenble.

L

e, Nt Klalha oAy mEL

V
k

This Demurreris browgiton the grovid that the Petitlon fatls o stmaa Tty suffivient
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This Demutrer is based on the Notice of Dernurrer, Demurrer and Memorandum of
Points and authorities attached hereto, as well as the records, pleadings and papers on file

herein and upon such oral argurment and other documentary evidence as may be pfesented

at or before the hearing on this Demurrer.

Dated: June 17, 2015 LAW OFFICES OF KEITH J. MOTEN

W7 ;

;
KE‘IT]E;}! MOTEN, Attorney In Pro Per

e ot o AP Ry W AP T R MOUAUITUR TS TUEAR AT TVRVILTITN TH YT OART AT T L R b ST
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Respondent KEITH J. MOTEN, (“Respondent”) demurs to the Petition for Damages
as follows:

DEMURRER TO PETITION FOR DAMAGES

(MATTERS JUDICIALLY NOTICEABLE)

The Petition for Damages fails to state facts sufficiont to constitute a cause of action as
against Respondent. Furthermore, defects to the Petition appear from matters judicially

noticeable.

DEMURRER TO PETITION FOR DAMAGES
(RES JUDICATA)

The Petition for Damages fails to state facts sufficient to constitute a cavse of action as

against Respondent. Furthermore, said Petition is barred by the doctrine of res judicata

Dated: June 17, 2013 LAW OFFICES OF KEITH J. MOTEN

4 A Tk et e

x’% 7

RETPH leTEN, Atiomey Tn Pro Per

RESPONDENT KEITH L MOTEN’S DEMURRER TO PETTTTON FOR DAMAGES




K- VL S ]

oo~ ™

10
i
12
13
14
15
16
17
i8
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
L
STATEMENT OF FACTS

On May 2, 2013, Respondent was appointed as Temporary Trustee of the
MOORE FAMILY TRUST (“Trust”), Respondent took the appropriate measures to
marshal all Trust agsets, but was met with undue hostile resistance from Petitioner--who
was the prior Trustee of the Trust--as to the location and character of the assets of the
Trust. Petitioner’s interference with the administration of the Trust included, but was
not limited to a civil suit as against Respondent (LASC Case No, BC512031), which
was dismissed without leave to amend pursuant to a Demurrer by Respondent, and
multiple undue and baseless objections along the way.

Respondent ultirnately became aware of a sole remaining asset of the Trust, a real
property located at 3500 Manchester Blvd., Unit #313, Inglewood, CA, 90305
(“Property”). There were no remaining cagh assets in the Trust, as Respondent is
informed and believes that Petitioner, the Trustee of the MYRTLE MOORE TRUST, a
subftrust of thé Trust, absconded with the liquid assets of the Trust.

However, upon learning of'the Trust asset, Respondent simultaneously found out
that the Property was in foreclosure, with a scheduled imminent sale date. On
November 25, 2013, Respondent iromediately attempted to file a ex parte Petition for
Fees, and for Monies to Cure Default in order to cure the default and create liquidity io
the Trust. Petitioner objected to said Petition, and said Petition was continued, Due to
the time-gensitive nature of the foreclosure sale, the Property was sold in or abowt
January 2014 through no fault of Respondent.

On March 25, 20135, Petitioner and Respondent attended a Bench Trial for
Petitioner’s Request for Fees. Inher ruling at Trial, Hon. Lesley C. Green found that

¥... the foreclosure of the Manchester Property .., {was] not attributed to Mr. Moten’s

TR AR AR TR F R TI CESVIETR W R FARVTETRTELY WR TR A TR TR TR T OO WCRWAAUEOOT SO ARV T A R L ST O
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negligence” (Hxhibit “A”, pg 3, lines 18-21); that it “...was unlikely that he [Mr. Moten]
or any Trustee could have prevented that foreclosure on the reverse mortgage...”
(Exhibit “A”, pg. 3, lines 22-26); that Mr. Moten “...acted in good faith, and that the
success o failure of the Trust was not attributable to him, (Exhibit “A”, pg 4, lines 8-

107, See Exhibit “A”, See also Request for Judicial Notice of Case File, LASC
Case No. BP084530.

11,
LEGAL ARGUMENT

A,
PETITIONER’S PETTTION FOR DAMAGES FAILS TO STATE A CAUSE OF

PREJUDICE

Porsuant to Cal. C.C.P §1908(aj(1}, the effect of a judgment or firtal order in an
action before a court or judge of this state in respect to the administration of the estate of
2 decedent, or in respect fo the legal condition of a particular person, the judgment or
order is conclusive upon the administration, or the condition or relation of the person.
Additionally, in ofher cases, the judgment or order is, in respect to the mafter directly
adjudged, conclusive between the parties and their successors in intetest by title
subsequent to the commencement of the action, litigating for the same thing under the
same title and in the same capacity, provided they have notice, actual or constructive, of
the pendency of the action or proceeding. Cal, C.C.P §1908(a)(2).

Here, the competency, good faith and culpability of Respondent with regard to
the administration of the Trust was at issue at trial, and was actually adjudicated.
Petitioner had actual notice of the pendency of the action, and was actually present at

trial when the ruling finding good faith and no culpability on the Respondent’s part was
5

RESPONDENT KEITH J. MOTEN'S DEMURRER TO PETITION FOR DAMAGES
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made. See Exhibit “A”. Sce Also Request for Judicial Notice. As such, Petitioner’s
instant Petition is a subsequent attempt to relitigate a matter involving the same parties
and the same controversy which has already been finally determined. Accordingly,

Respondent’s Demurrer must be sustained without leave to amend, and Petitioner’s

Petition must be dismissed with prejudice. The doctrine of res judicata gives cettain
conclusive effect to a former judgment in subsequent litigation involving the same
controversy. Benasra v. Mitchell Silberberg & Knupp (2002) 116 Cal Rptr.2d 644, 96
Cal.dpp.4th 96, In applying doctrines of “res judicata”, “estoppel by judgment”, and
“merger of judgments”, it is immaterial what form the proceedings take so long as they
arise out of the same act or right. Slater v. Shell Oil Co. (App. 1 Dist. 1943) 58

Cal. App.2d 864, 137 P.24 713, Res judicata precludes parties or their privies from
relitigating a cause of action that has been finally determined by a court of competent
jurisdiction, Morris v. Blank (App. 2 Dist. 2001} 114 Cal. Rptr.2d 672, 94 Cal. App.4th
823, Acuna v. Regents of University of California (App. 2 Dist, 1997) 65 Cal Rpir.2d
388, 56 Cal App.4th 639, Under doctrine of “res judicata”, 2 matter of fact once
adjudicated by a court of competent jurisdiction, concurrent or exclusive, may be relied
upon as an “estoppel” in any subsequent collateral svit in the same or any othet court, at
law, in chancery, in probate, or it admiralty, where either party or the privies of either
party alleges anything inconsistent with such adjudicated fact regardless of whether
subsequent suit is upon the same or a different cause of action. Dewnio v. City of

Huntington Beach (1946) 168 P.2d 785, 74 Cal App.2d 424,
I/

i
i
I
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RESPONDENT KEITH J. MOTEN’S DEMURRER TO PETITION FOR DAMAGES
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ACTION AS AGAIN LSPO T BECAUSE DEFECTS TO THE
PETITION APPEAR FRO TTERS

CIALLY NOTICEAB
Pursuant to Cal. Evidence Code §452(d), the records of any court of this state

may be judicially noticed, Pursuant to said notice, Respondent has filed, along with this
Demurrer, 2 Request for Judicial Notice of the entire file of this case, LASC Case No.
BP 084530, as long as a Request for Judicial Notice of the partial transcript of the ruling
at Trial in this matter wherein it was adjudicated that “,.. the foreclosure of the
Manchester Property ... [was] not attributed to Mr, Moten’s negligence” (Exhibit “A”,
pg 3, lines 18-21); that it “...was unlikely that he [Mr. Moten] or any Trustee could have
prevented that foreclosure on the reverse mortgage...” (Exhibit “A”, pg. 3, lines 22-26);
that Mr, Moten “...acted in good faith, and that the success or failure of the Trust was
not attributable to him. (Exhibit “A”, pg 4, lines 8-10”, See Exhibit “A”. See also
Request for Judicial Notice of Case File, LASC Case No. BP084530. Assuch,
Petitioner’s Petition for Damages fails to state a cause of action as against Respondent
because the defects to the Petition-notably-its being barred by the doctrine of res
judicata-appear from matters judicially noticeable: the records of the instant case,
including the transeripts from the Trial Ruling. Petitioner’s Petition must be dismissed

without prejudice, and Respondent’s Demurrer must be sustained without leave to

amend.
1l
i
il
/!
i

RESPONDENT KEITH J. MOTEN’S DEMURRER TO PETITION FOR DAMAGES
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PRAYER FOR RELIEF
WHEREFORE, Respondent KBITH J. MOTEN prays for relief against Petitioner
DAVID MOORE, ag follows: |
WITH RESPECT to Petitioner’s Petition for Damages in its’ entirety,

Respondent prays for an order against Petitioner as follows:

L. For an order sustaining Respondent’s Demutret to Petitioner’s Petition for

Damages without leave to amend; and

2. Dismissing Petitioner DAVID MOORE’S Petition for Damages with
prejudice; and

3, For such further relief as the Court deems just and proper.

Dated: June 17, 2013 LAW OFFICES OF KEITH J. MOTEN

RESPONDENT KEITH J. MOTEN’S DEMURRER TO PETITION FOR DAMAGES




EXHIBIT E

Pages from the 12/4/2008 Court Transcript & & DEED TO SECURE DEBT &
SECURITY AGREEMENT

DECLARATION OF ERNEST MOORE AS INTERESTED PARTY & ADVOCATE
SEEKING PROBATE COURT REFORMS
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE QF CALIFORNIA

DEFARTMENT NO. 11

IN THE MATTER OF THE
CONSERVATORSHIP OF

MYRTLE MOORE,

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

NC. BP0OS7063
PB084530

APPEARANCES :
FOR OBJECTOR ERNEST LAW OFFICES OF M. ALAN BUNNAGE
MOORE : BY: M. ALAN BUNNAGE, ESQ.

P.V.P. COUNSEL:

REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS

DECEMBER 4, 2008

8383 WILSHIRE BLVD., SUITE 360
BEVERLY HILLS, CALIFORNIA 50211

323-655-3450

310-410-1717

ALSO PRESENT: DAVID MOORE

MYRTLE MOORE
ERNEST MOORE

coly
ORIGINAL

LAURIE MILLER, CSR #6457
QOFFICIAL REPORTER

HON. AVIVA K. BCBB, JUDGE

LAW OFFICE OF ANDREA G. VAN LEESTEN
BY: ANDREAR G. VAN LEESTEN, ESQ.
6101 W. CENTINELA AVENUE, SUITE 270
CULVER CITY, CALIFCRNIA 50230
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WANT? I DON'T THINK THERE'S ANY EMERGENCY.

M. VAN LEESTEN: I DON'T THINK THERE'S ANY
EMERGENCY. AND BEFORE WE GO, I'D JUST LIKE TO REALLY FRAME
THE 1SSUES. AND AS T WAS SPEAKING TO MR. BUNNAGE OUTSIDE,
THIS CONSERVATOR REALLY ONLY‘HAS THE MONEY THAT MRS. MOORE
RECEIVES, HER OWN CASH, HER OWN RETIREMENT, THAT'S ALL
THAT'S IN IT, BND WE ALLOWED HER TO HAVE THE DISCRETION TO
SPEND HER MONEY AS SHE CHOSE, AND NOW THERE ARE QUESTIONS,
AS THERE SHCOULD EE, BECAUSE THERE ARE NO EXPLANATIONS. WE
DIDN'T SAY WE HAD TO PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION. WE SAID THAT
SHE COULD HAVE HER MONEY AND SPEND IT TUE WAY SHE HAD BEFORE
SHE HAD A CONSERVATORSEIR, AND ONE OF THE THINGS THAT SHE
ALWAYS DOES I8 SHE SPENDS IT ON ERNEST MOORE'S CHILDREN WHEN
THEY COME, AND SHE DOES WHAT SHE WANTS TO DC. SHE TRAVELS,
SHE DOES -- I WAS AT HER HOUSE VISITING WITH HER YESTERDAY,

AND MR. MOQRE'ES WLFE --

THE COURT: THEN WHY DO WE NEED TO HAVE A
CONSERVATORSHIP OF THE ESTATE?

MS. VAN LEESTEN: WE HAVE A CONSERVATORSHIP BECAUSE
7 BECAME AN OFFENSIVE TOOL BECAUSE OF MX. MOORE AND THE
MOORES' INTRAFIGHTING. WE HAVE A TRUST, THE TRUST COULD
HAVE DEEN OPERATED WITH A SUCCESSOR TRUSTEE, BUT SHE HAD HER
OWN MONEY, SHE DIDN'T WANT IT TO BECOME A PART OF THE TRUST.
AND IT JUST BECAME A TOOL TO BE OFFENSIVELY FIGHTING OFF --

- THE COURT: IT DOES APFEAR TO ME THERE'S ALMOST NO

MONEY IN THE TRUST.

3% Mg. VAN LEESTEN: THERE 18 NO MONEY IN THE TRUST,

YOUR HONOR.




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

2E

27

28

EVERYBODY OR FOR NOBODY.

MS. VAN LEESTEN: I RECOMMEND YOU APPROVE IT FOR
EVERYBODY, YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: ‘THANK YOU.

MR. ERNEST MOORE: CAN SHE PAY MY STUDENT LOANS,
TOO? I HAVE A STUDENT LOAN.

. THE COURT: PROBABLY WOULD BE BENEFITED IF YOU'D GO

TO SOME PROFESSIONAL SCHOOL. WOULD PROBABLY BE A GOOD
THING.

TELL ME ABOUT THE BAYVIEW LOAN.

MR. DAVID MOORE: THE BAYVIEW LOAN IS A LOAN THAT
WE ENDED UP INHERITING.

THE CQURT: FROM?

MR. DAVID MOORE: BEFORE MY MOTHER'S HEAD INJURY,
THEY WERE NEGOTIATING A LOAN. NOW, IT MAY HAVE BEEN CLOSED
THE DAY SHE HAD HER HEAD INJURY OR WHATEVER, BUT IT'S FROM
WAY BACK IN 2004. MY MOTHER COSIGNED A LOAN FOR MY SISTER,
AND MY STSTER GENERALLY PAYS ON THE LOAN UNLESS IT GOES INTO
DEFAULT,

MR. ERNEST MOORE: THAT'S NOT TRUE. MY SISTER
PURCHASED THAT .PROPERTY WHEN MY MOTHER WAS IN A
SEMT-COMATOSE CONDITION IN THE HOSPITAL AFTER HER HEAD

INJURY .

>f“?% MS. VAN LEESTEN: IF I MAY, YOUR HONOR, THERE IS NO
PRCPERTY.

MR. ERNEST MOORE: AND MY SISTER'S NAME IS ON THE
DEED. MY SISTER AND HER HUSBAND AND MY MOTHER'S NAME IS ON

THE DEED. I'VE FAXED COPIES OF THIS TC THE P.V.P. SEVERAL
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1 | WEEKS AGO.

2 MR. DAVID MOORE: IT'S CLEAR HE AGREES THAT - -

3 Mg . VAN LEESTEN: IF I MAY.

4 MR. DAVID MOORE: -- THIS I8 PRIOR TO THE

5 CONSERVATORSHIP, PRIOR TO US, YOU KNOW, EVEN BECOMING

6 TRUSTEES, AND HE'S EVEN AGREEING TO IT.

7 N M MS. VAN LEESTEN: YOUR HONOR, IF I MAY, TO MY

8 UNDERSTANDING, AND WHAT I HAVE LEARNED FROM DAN HERBERT, THE
9 PREVIOUS ATTORNEY FOR THE CONSERVATOR, THIS WAS A LOAN THAT
10 MRE . MOORE COSTGNED ON WITH HER DAUGHTER WHO LIVES IN

11 ATLANTA TO START A DAYCARE. IT'S FOR A DAYCARE BUSINESS.

12 THERE IS NO REAL PROPERTY THAT BACKS UP THIS LOAN. IT IS AN
13 UNSECURED LOAN THAT A MOTHER MADE TO HER DAUGHTER TO START A
14 BUSINESS .

15 2%'1T 78 My UNDERSTANDING, AND I'VE LEARNED THAT THERE
16 16 A WRITTEN AGREEMENT THAT JEAN, DAVID AND CHARLES, WHO IS
17 NOW DECEASED, SIGNED THAT JEAN WOULD REPAY THIS LOAN BACK TO
18 THE TRUST AND BACK TO HER MOTHER PRIOR TO ANYONE'S PASSING,
19 AND TF SHE DID NOT PAY IT BACK BEFORE HER MOTHER PASSED, IT
20 WOULD BE AN OFFSET AGAINST HER SHARE.

2% MR. ERNEST MOORE: WHY IS MY MOTHER STILL DAYING ON
22 IT?

23 '%k*MR. BUNNAGE: WELL, YOUR HONOR, I'D LIKE TO HAVE

24 THAT WRITTEN DOCUMENT AVAILABLE SO THERE'S SOME PROTECTION.
25 THE COURT: ALL RIGHT.

B2
[0

MS. VAN LEESTEN: AND IT'S ON THE RECORD.

27 PHE COURT: OKAY. MS. VAN LEESTEN, ARE YOU WAIVING

28 THE MATTERS TO BE CLEARED ON BEHALF OF YOUR CLIENT?
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THIS DEED TO SECURE DERT AND SECURITY AGREEMENT {the "Securhy Insmumear) i ciude s of
May 14, 2004, by Mymle Mogrs, having on nddress st 3500 W. Monchester Blvd Unit 313, Ingtewaod, (;a, 803935,
At gragtor (*Borrower™, fo IntetBay Funding, LLE. a Dalaware Limited Liability Company, loving wn address
4808 Sheridun Steeer, Gth Floor, Hellywosd, Fladida 33021, sk granteg {"Londer*).

RECITALS:

Borrowsr by it prov.ssery mate of aven date harowlik given (0 Lender is indshied ta
ofThree Hundeed Thirty Thousand Dollars (3330,000.00) in Jawful monay of the United States uf Americy {the nowe
sogether with.all sxtcaviony, penewals, modificatinas, subsdrudons snd amerdrents tharsof ahall eollectively be
refarved to as the *Nale™), with imlcrest from che dan thereof nt the zaies szl forth in the Bate, pricipa) and Interest

to be payable in accordancs with the ierma and conditions provided in the Note. The Maturity Fate of (he Nola s
Hurin 1, 3019,

Lander w the pringipal sum

Barvower dusires w gueure the paymant of the Debt (hareinafier defided In Article 2 and the perfoemani e of ull ef
it abligaians under dse Note und the Ochar Obligations (defined ln Articla 2.

ARTICLE 1. - GRANT AND CONVEYANCE

Sectlon 1.1. Q » Borrower daes hereby irovonably, gram. hargain, 3:1] pledge,
sesign, warcant, Lrans?sr and coquey wo Lender, and pront w Secueicy interesi to Lendar in, the Pullowing prupessy,
rights. interesis and cstates now ownad, or hereafter ucqaired by Bacrowar {collensively, jte "Propany):

() Lanyl. The ool propaty deseribed in Exhibit A atached hecota and mwils 0 pRrL izseof (the
"Land"};

(0} Addinonyl Land. Al addisional tunds, estates and develppmens rights hereafler nog sired by Borower
for use in connsstion with e Land and the developsent of the Lard and o)l addidanal land; wad esipiny therein

which muy, feom (ime © time, py supplsitientnl maertyage or herwise be capressly made subjoct o the Jen of his
Secutity Instrumeny;

(=) Improveingniy. The buildings, sirugwres, finturey, wddifons, enlargements, exten iy, mo

lificutung,
tepurs, replacements and improvemnents now o hereafter erested or Jocated on the Lams {the

“linprovemcnis");

(d} Eazsmurts, All easemanis, rghts-u-way or use, tghts, steips uhd gores of tond, wieqs,
passages, sower righy, ditches and ditck dghis, wolls snd well righus, well peraitis.
reservairs wndl ressevolr ights appurtenant 1o or hinwrically used in conneetion
Barrower's rights and inferests under applicable staie or Federnl law to all waler,
water, sonigined in or availablz from gny pan of the waier benving' formaians
with 8l assoctated cosemsnts und nighis of way; any and al) tights 1o obiain waier, sewer poe olber tetviess from
servive distrials, waler, waler courses, water rights and powers, ir ditts and devalopment cighes, il orcpy, timber,
trees, shrubs, flowers and donds wping plants snd mater s now or heteifier togared on, watler or above th Premisey,
nd all estaes, Habis, tiles, interests, privileges, tibertres, servitules, lnzments, horediamonts and Bapurenanges of
any nuture whatsosver, In any way now or bereatier belonging, ' relating ar pernlning 4 ths Lard and the
Improvements and the reversion snd reversiiong, vamainder und remeinders, and o)} Jand tying In the sed of any
strect, raud or dvenur, opened ar preposed, in frent of or adjolning the Lond, 10 the oenter liee theroof and gl Ihe
estates, righty, tlides, inerests, dower and rights of dower, cauresy and riphts of counesy, poperny, aRession,
claim and demuend wisoavee, bom ot baw and in squily, of Barmowor of, in tnsd 10 the Land and the {mprovement
und every part and purcet thersof, with the appunenonees thersio;

wys, aileys,
springs oot spring fighte and
with the premises ond all of
g 10 15m 3 conden, o use all
nderlying the Pramises, together

(=) Fixwres N, Pecsenal Praperry. AlL machinety, syuipnwnt, Fxiurss
keating, air conditioning, plumbing, lighting, commupicalions and elavator
property of every kind ard nsturt whatspevar owned by Borrower,
imerest, Including without fimitanen, latier of ercdic rights,

Cinelvding, Bul not limited 10, ulf
Rxtures) eradn fixtures and uther
ar in which Bomower 1wy ar shad) have an
deposlt aceonnis, payment Intangibles, mvesiment

i . 2038524
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peedent and future fands, nceoents, instameniz, scooumts receivable, documents. causes of welion, ar claiing now or
harsufier held, eroated or otherwise capable of sradi ta the Dabor/B oTrower; and

(o) Dihet Rlghts, Any and al) ethes ttghts of Borrower in and ta the [emg s6t forth in Subsactions (1) through
(n) abova. . .

[ERETAL]

Seeiivn 1,2, ;WMM&EIQEMES_MM. Borrowet hercby abrolutely wnd uncordittonally

assigny 1o Lender Buirowar's right, tite and Intarest In and tw 2l currenr and foture Leacss ard Rentt] it heing
intended by Barrawer that thiy WSHzAMeNn constituics a present, abknlule agsignment and nor asxigament for
udditions! security ony. Noverrhelzss, dubject o the soms of this Secrion 1.2 snd Jeorion 3.8, Lender grans 1o
Bortower o covoeable Gvenae ta colisst ond recefve the Rants. Barrower shall hold a portion of tke Renta sufficiens
to diackiar gz all eurren: sums due on the Debl, for wen in the payment of sush sums,

Section 1.3, HRCURITY, AGRERMENT, This Secarlty Insmument is hoth o rend propetty Deed 9 Jerurity
Debt and & "savueiy ageeement” whilin the menning of e Uniform Commercial Cude, The Prginy ine udes buth
tzal und pecsanud property and all other rights and intaresty, whether tngible ar intangible in howe, of Brrrower in
the Praperty. By cxerutng and dailvering 1iis Securly Instrument, Burrawer hergby grants 1o Lender, 10 seeurity
for tha DbYgatians (dzfined n Seerlan 3.0, a secority Inteeest in (hd Personal Pruperry e the Bl erisn thut the
Personal Property may be subjerr 1o te Uniform Commermis) Code.

Soction 1,4, :’J.ED_QEJ)_E_MQMES_HELQ Bontower bereby pledges to Lender Ry ard all monles now
o nerasfier beld by lender, includiag, withow limitation, any aums deposhed in the Exerow Fund (lelined in
Section 3.3), Mot Proceds [defined In Sectlon 3.1) and condemnatloniawards ot payments desailbed in Seciion 3.6,
us additianal secueity far the Ohligations nnij) expended ne applied as provided in thiy Beourity Insirumeni,

Seesivn 1.5, 2ELURITY DEED, This $eeurity Tneerest it intended (© opecats and 15 16 be conyyued g5 o
dowd passing the titke 10 the propescy 40 Lender ond [y mude under thoge Pruvisions of the existing laws o the Stye
of Gaorgla relaling 10 deedy 1o seeurs debl, wnd not 8 8 morgnga. sad is given w secure e daby {havainafier

defincd) wnd Qcher Obligationa (horainaficr defined) and any wnd: sl renewals, modifisatisne, canslidations,
replacementy snd extensions thereat!

CONDITIONS TO GRANT

TO HAYE AND TO HOLD THE AROVE GRANTED ANEI DESCRIBED PROPERTY TO THE USE AND
BENEFIT OF LENDER, AND THE SUCCESSORS AND ASSIGNS OF LENDER, IN FEE SWMILE FOREVER;

PROVIDED, HOWEVER, THESE PRESENTS ARE UPON THE EXPRESS CONDITION TH AT, IF
BORROWER SHALL WELL AND TRULY PAY YO LENDER THE DEBT AT THE TIME AN N THE
MANNER PROVIDED IN THE NOTE AND THIS SECURITY INSTRUMENT, SHALL PERFORM THE
OTHER OBLIGATIONS A% SET FORTH IN THIS SECURITY INSTRUMENT AND SHALL #BIDE 1Y AND
COMPLY WITH EACH AND EVERY COVENANT AND CONDITION SET FORTH HEREIN AND IIf THE
NOTE, THESE PRESENTS AND THE ESTATE MEREBY CIRANTED SHALL CEASE
VOID AND BE CANCELED OF RECORD,

ARTICLE 2.~ DEBT AND OBLIGATIONS SECURED

Seetian 2.4, LERT. This Securdty lnstrumenr ang the prant, assigaments and stansfers made i Apticls |
e given for te purpose af securing the payment of tha following, In such oxder of privdly py Lender muy
dersrming in iig sole discrativn [the "Dehat*y.

{a) the indetizdness evidenced by the Mot in lewtul money of the United Siatey of Amuricy;
(b)Y iniermsr, defaul (nearese, jage charges and other sums, a1 provided in the Note, this Sueaney .nstrumont
3 038524
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(ap Bomrowss shall keop and malmuin a1 el times o the Propecty or the management agont's oflens, and
unon Lender's seques sholl make avoilable af o Propenty, complets and uzeneate books of 5¢0unt and records
(ineluding copies of supparung bills and invoices) adequata ta refleat correedy the operation of the Propsry, aad
topins of all written anwacts, Ledses, and other instriements which, affecl the Propemy. Fallowving a defrull by
Buarrower, the books, reeords, conracts. Leases and other Ttstrurnents Shal be subjest to examinocon snd Inspaciion
Whany ressonable thne by Lendar,

b} Following u default by Borrower, Borower shall furnish o Lendar ull of the following:

[ty within ten {18) days follawing Lendor's weinén request aad thersafier annvally within 120
days after thi #nd of each fiseol year of Beerawar, & statement of fncome and expenses for Bomower's opermtion of
the Propery for thal fiscal yeur, » siatemant of changes in finangiul povition of Botrower re) ming o the Poparty Fur
iy fisenl year and, when raquestsd by Lender, a balonce shest showing of) assets and labliltins of ormewer
Teinting 1o the Propaas ax of the end 4F that fiycal yeur,

{2} withiia ten {10} days fallowing Lendery writtn fequest and thareaftar annually “slihin 120
days after the end of nuch fiscol yeor of Borrower, and A any ather lime upsn Lenders reques, n ot Schedule fur
the: Feaperty thowing the naena of each wenens, ang Far sach ten wnl, the spaas sacupled, the leasy expleagion dats, the

enl payabls for the currenl manth. (ke da through which rent bing betn paid, nnd wny related inltrmatior requescad
by Lender;

within ten (10) days following Lenders writian tequest and thersafier annually rishin 140
days ufter the end uf coch fiseal ysar of Borvewes, and ot any other Gie upan Lender's raquest, ai nosowiting of gl
security dsposits el punsiant 1o ol Leases, Including the mame of tha insdtuticn G any) and the numes and
identifieativn numbery of the awgownts (iF any) in which such zeouriry deposits are held and the rame of fhe person

to coneaet st such Groncinl jnaritudion. ntgng with any authority’ or release Hedessary for Lender v aveess
infarmulon regarding sach acvounts; :
) within ten {10) days following Lendsr's wrlten requast and thersautior ar nually witbln 120

days after the =nd of sach fiscal year of Borower, and ni iny other dime upon Lender's request, o stzmenr that
idendfies all ownees of uny imsredt in Gortower and the intcrest held by eseh, if Bomower s o sorpation, alt

ofticers aad diresion of Bomower, and if Borowar it 0 limitcd Fobitity compony, ol MANLEErs wie dre nal
memberys;

0

(%3] within ten {10) dags following Lander's weitien rEquest 2ad cheraafier nionthly 4 property
mangament repert for the Progeny, showing ths number of Inguiries made and renral appilcidons reesved from
tenanss or praspective renants and deposin csecived from senants and wny othes informution requested by 1ander;

within tan {10) days following Lenders wnden teghen) nod thercalte manthly o bajancs
sheet, n stuement of income ang expentes for Borrowsr and p siatemen of changes jn vinuncla) pottion of
Borrawer for Bormower's moss tesent fiscal year: nnd

%) within o (i) duys {ollowing Landar's writen requast and thareafier monihiy u slgtemeny of
aeeme and expense Lar the Propertly fur the privs month o quariee.

()] Each of he sticmeny, sehedules und vepirts cequized Heceunder shall be eemifie 10 b complele and
acourdte by an indlvidual having authorly  hind Borower, and ) be in such form and contnin auh detgl o9
Londer may reasanabily require: pravided b Lender, in Lenders sole dlscretion, may requive it any Ratemends,

schedules or repores he duditad wt Borrawet's skpense by idependunt coriilied publie sccovnionis aeseptable 1o
Lander.

) If Burrawer faity 0 provide in a limely manner the saements, sehedules 1) rapur s requirad
hersunder, Lender yhul] huve the night 1o have Borrawer’s books odd recorts audited, ® Bovuwer's gepense, by
Independanc certifiod public weoyniumg setecied by Lender in order w nbtain such Sareme, sehauleg and
trporiy, am ul) relied vosty and atpenses af Lender shall berame immediulely dus and payable 31d shall bevoma an

9 2038324
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it pmensoent rssiteree, all se aet forh in Subsecrion 518 below, Borrawer shell immedintedy notfy Lender (s
weiting. Borrowar shadt exsouts and deliver guch ndditional finaneing stasemenss, sacyricy ajraements and orhar
instrume ity which miy be neceziary to effuctively evidence or perfect Lender's seuurity inierest in the Property us n
resul of suvk chunge of prineipal ploce af business or residence

ARTICLE 4, - SPECIAL COVENANTS

Inweniionally delecd

ARTICLE 5. - REPRESENTATIONS ANT) WARRANTIES

Batrawer reprasents and warranis o Lender that

Seulion 5.1, WARBANTY OF TITLE. Borrower hus 2oud and mueketabla til2 W the Prapesty uad has the

sight (o martguge, grant, bucgnin, 2l pledye, »sign, w
seized of un unencuinbered foe sirple Absolut esrore
Properiy free and clewr of all lions, encumirnnees snd ch
Ude Insurance pollcy insuring che llen of this Security

wrant, andfor und convey the sume and that Eorrower is
in the Landi and the Improverssnes wid thas b owns the
arges whalsdsver crcept for thoge excapions shown In the
Insteyment fibe "Permited Exceptiora®). Bomower shall

forever wamant, defend and presaeve the dile agd The validity and priority of the licn of thiy Security Tnsuumens and

shall forover waresnt and dafond the sems to Legder ugol

st the ¢laims of all persons whomsasver, asd ol maks

sueh further msurances to perfect feu simple. tile o the Property a5 Lendor muy eensonably require,

Secrion 5.2.
in good swanding under the lnws of lts state of argHuzalio
and 15 in gnod standing In the state where the Property la

. Barruwer (0) 15 duly organized. validly ¢ visting and
0 or incorporton; (b i duly qualifisn £ trangn 2t buginess
Inecaled; snd fc) has ul} Recedsucy apprivaale, gorrecnmentsl

and otherwise, pnd full powee andg autharity 10 own, ogerats and lease (he Prapetty, Borrowe: ‘and the uadersigned
repeasenrative af Borvower, i any) hat fulf pawer, authorty and legnl dght t cxeoute this Seaunty Instrament, and
19 mengegs, grant, bargaln, geli, pledge, 535gn, warvam, transfer and canvey the Proparty pursuant it the tamms
hereof wnd to keep und wanerve ull of the teems of this Seeuriry tnstramerd on Borrowar's pard 1o b perforned,

Sectign 5.1, YALIDITY OF DOCUMENTS.

3 The exautian, delivery ond pecformmanga of the Nowe, this Secudiy Instrumeont ané the Othse Securty

Docaments wad ths Darowing evideneed by the Note (1)
been aythurized by W) requasite orgnnizationul wetion;

ace within the powsr and autherity of Bomawer; {ii) have
(i) have casived alf necessary approsaly anil consene,

worporaie, povernmentil or utherwiss; (ivy witl nof violate, contliat 'with, casull in o breach of or consituie {with
notice or [apse 4f fime, or both) u marerial defuult under woy provision of taw, any order or Judgment of aay courtor

Rovernmenal suthasity, the arteles of incarporation

o by-lows, ‘pormership o agrevimenl. nieles of

arganizakion, eperating Agresmant, or vihe poverning insirumant of Bomower, or Bny indsniuty, sgreermant or ather

or kny OF g aseots or the Propety s or muy be bound ar

affected: (v) will nat vesull in the ersation or imposition of oy lizo, charge or ereumbunce whatiosver ugon any of
b assem, exeep che lien and sacariy inverest cregied hereby: and (v will not wequire any stthorizatior or livenss
fram. or any filing wich, uny governinental or ather bady (eacep for the ropordation of thiv Sug arity [necument i

wppropriale ling recosds in the State where (he Praparty t

s ocaed and except for Uniform Commercial € de fikings

releting to the secuelty intecest ¢raused hareby), and (h) to the bast of Barrqwer's knowiedgs, the Nate, this Security
lnstrumens and the {ther Sovurity Decumants constitwie the Tegal, valld and binding obligmions of Bamowsr,

nfatcesble in docordanee with their jerms,

Section 5.4 LITIOATION. There is no aciion

. Uit or procsading, judleta, adminkey ptive o otherwise

(inciwding any undemndtion of simdlar groseeding), pending or, 0 the best nf Darrower's knuwlidge, theuiened or

comsmaluted wguinst Bowrower, 4 Guarantor, +f uny, an
has not been diselusel o Lender bry Burrower in wriling,

Seedion 5.5, STATUS QF FROPERTY,

rdemaitar, if 2wy, nr agginag or uffeciing the Py GaErly thi

I s

https:Hsearch.gsccca.orgfimagIng/HTMLSViewer,aspx?id
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Security Insrument hag been excouted by Borrower
the day end year first above wristen,

34
Signed, senled and delivered ¢n May 44, 2004 BORRUWER.
Myrile Mooes
Wi By:

J/ Al o HW

Worary PublL‘ ; ﬁ M/%{ A’ w .
My Cummisslon Bxpires _M_@Jﬂﬂf ol A \T‘V“)"]IF—f«—M?"WW

{Otficiad Norary Saul)

This Instrament Prepared by Antonio Chimienti, Esg,
i IntexBay Funding, LLC
& 5 THILA b, SAARA ¢ 4601 Sheridan Street,.6th Floor
Tt D ovomm. f 13 wmm i Hollywood, Florida 33021
Tos Angelet Pty Anention: Past Closing
? My Comm, Ellim Hoy. 10 % Dapartrnent
3] 2018524
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Exhibit “A"

Al that tract or parcel of land lying and being in Gwirnett County, Georgia, being more
particularly deseribed as follows;

Commenaing at & poipt on the Southerly Right-al-Way ol Killlan Hill
Raad (100" Right-of-Woey) «ith the Interseotion of the land lot llng
cammen to Land Lots 90 and 91, also being the Westerly land lot

line of Land Lot 20; thance Easterly alung sald Rlght-of-Way 312,00
feet to an iren pin Found; thence South QJ degrees §7°'00" East, a
distance of 10,12 Faet to a2 point, sald polnt belng the TRUE PhINT
OF BEGINNING of the tract of land hereln deseribed; thence
contlnulng along the curvature of sald RIght-of-Way an are distance
af 127.57 feet, ssld arc being sutrtended by a chord having a bearin
af South 88 degrees 47* J6* East and distance of 127.37 feet to an
Iren pin found; thence South 00 degrees 14' 57" West, 421.54 feet
to an dron pin found; thence North 73 degrees 25' 00" West, 102.50
feet to an lron pin found; thence North O3 degrees 57' Q0" Wasg,
I33.80 feet to a point on the Southerly Righi-of-Way of Killlan
HI1l Road, said puint being the TRUE POINT UF BEGINNING of the
tract of land describead and containing 1.0% acres,

v

LESS & BXCEPT property described in Right of Way Deed in favor of Gwinnett County, dated
February 1}, 1988, recorded in Deed Book 4851, page 285, Gwinnett County records.

SATrnzy Née\oars 40AAST 500100 uiigs
TTW Filg No-: £E575.84 .
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Ernest Moore’s Objection to 3™ Account Current

DECLARATION OF ERNEST MOORE AS INTERESTED PARTY & ADVOCATE
SEEKING PROBATE COURT REFORMS
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ERNEST L. MOORE
3651 8. La Brea Ave #3510
Los Angeles, CA 90016
Legaln2k(@gmail.com

In propia persona

In re Matter of the;

MYRTLE MOQRE LIVING TRUST, Under
Declaration of Trust dated March 7, 2002

PR RPN LU N RN L WA NP NP

ORIGINARL
Superior Gourt of California
sty of Lo Angeles

StP 08 el

CcON FOHMEE&QPV

Shert B. Carter, Exeoutive Officer/Clatk of Gourt

SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF L.OS ANGELES ~ CENTRAL DISTRICT

Case No.; BP141987

ERNEST L. MOORE’S OBJECTION TO
THIRD ACCOUNT CURRENT

Date: September 24, 2021
Time: 8:30 a.m.
Dept.: 11

Moore’s Objection to Thitd Account Current;
Case No. BP141987
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Objector, Brnest Moore (“Objector”), as a beneficiary of the Myrtle Moore Living Trust (the
“Trust”), submits the following objections to the Third Account Current of J effrey Seigel (“Trustec”), as

Temporary Successor Trustee of the Trust, set for heering on September 24, 2021,

1. The Third Account Current fails to account for all assets as identified in Schedule A of the

Trust. On August 4, 2015, this Court ordered the Trustee to investigate and report on all assets of the
Trust. A true end correct copy of the Order is attached as Exhibit A, Schedule A includes real property,
stocks, bonds, bank accounts, investment accounts, and personal property. A true and correct copy of
Schedule A is attached as Exhibit B. Upon information and belief, while the Trustee teported on the real
property and cash on hand in its Third Account Current, he failed to report on the stocks, bonds, hank
accounts, investment accounts, and value of the personal property.‘ Indeed, Trustee has failed to report
on the stocks, bonds, bank accounts, investment accounts, and value of the personal property in any of
his accounts, including the first and second account, Probate Code section 1061 requires all accounts to
contain a summary showing the property on hand at the beginning of the period covered by the account

and the property on hand at the end of the prior account. However, the Third Account Cutrent fails to
include all such property as identified in Schedule A,

a. The summary of accounts identifies only the following cash assets:
i. Cash assets in Preferred Bank, account number 004-127544
ii. Property management assets from Ingenious Asset Group, Ine, held in Preferred
Ban, Account numbers 004-127285, 004-127277, and 004-127203,
b. The summary of accounts identifies only the following non-cash assets:
i. Apariment building located at 5712-5722 Cotbett Street, Los Angeles, CA
it Apartment building located at 5724-5736 Corbett Street, Los Angeles, CA
itl. Commercial real property located at 5517 Holmes Avenue, Los Angeles, CA

iv. One-Halfinterest in commercial roal property located at 1024 W. Vernon Avenue,

Los Angeles, CA

¢. Schedule A identifies the following additional assets not reported in the Third Account
Current:

i, 178.728 shs. Amex Mutual Fund Class A Acet. No. 507-1880304
2

Moore's Objection to Thitd Account Current;
Case No, BP141987
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ii. 200 shs. Coca Cola Co,
ili. 450 shs, Home Depo
iv. 1,083,70 shs. Amex Cash Mgmt. Fund Class A Acct. No, 113-1880304-3-002
2,914.86 shs, Amex Cash Mgmt. Fund Class A Acct. No, 513-1880304-9-002

vi. Acct, No. 0693-308777, Wells Fargo Bank Business Checking {Corbett Apts.)

vil. 916,695 shs, Amex new Dimensions Fund Class A Acct. No. 506-1 880304-8-002

viii, 3,113.905 shs, Amex Utility Income Fund Class A Acc.t No. 123-1880304-1-002

ix. 2,462.530 shs, Amex Blue Chip Advantage Fund Class A Acct, No. 131-1880304-

1002

1,164,313 shs. Van Kampan Growth & Income Fund Acct. No. 5000058722
x1. 85 shs. Waterworks Bond
xii. Acect. No. 09406-06980, Bank of America Checking
il Acct. No. 09409-06344, Bank of America Savings
xiv, Charles H. Moore Dental Corp. |

xv, Jewelry, clothing, household furniture and furnishing, and other personal effects

Because the Trustes failed to include the stocks, bonds, bank accounts, investment accounts, and
value of the personal property in its Third Account Current, or aity account for that matter, Objector is
unable to make any satisfactory evaluation of the Trustee’s management of these trust assets.

2. Upon information and belief, the Third Account Current fails to report on the assets from
the Moore Family Trust dated May 28, 1993 (ths “Moore Family Trust”) that were transferred to the
Trust. As stated in Jean Robinson’s April 9, 2019 Objection to Fxnest Moore’s Petition for Appointment
of Successor Trustes, the majority of the assets of the Moore Family Trust were transferred to the Trust.
A true and correct copy of the Objection is attached as Exhibit C. Despite this transfer, the Trustee failed
to repart of any of these assets in his Third Account Current, or any account for that matter, Upon
information and belief, the Moore Family Trust has several assets, including an interest in Allied totaling
$709,102.00 and an intersst in Amalgamated Development Association and Amada Enterprises, Inc.
totaling $1,181,574.00. A true and cotrect copy evidencing these interests is attached as Exhibit D,

Upon information and belief, the Moore Family Trust includes other assets that were supposedly
3

Moore's Objection to Third Account Current;
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transferred to the Trust that have never been sccounted for, As & result, Objector is unable to make any

satisfactory evaluation of the Trustee’s management of these trust assets,

3. The total cash assets on hand in the Summary of Account by Category does not balance.

The total credits subtracted ffom the total charges added to the cash assets on hand &t the beginning of

the account period does not equal the cash assets on hand at the end of the account period. The summary
by eategory shows the following charges:

a. Cash assets on hand at the beginning of the account period: $135,008.51

b. Receipts from interest paid, rent paid, and other receipts: $452,901.48
¢. Gains on sale: $165,000.0

d. Other charges (transaction after transfer of properties to the beneficiaries): $22,096.98
e. Total: §775,006.97
The suminary by category shows the following credits:

a. Credits from attorney and trustee’s fees, disbursed through escrow, general administrative

expenses, property rental expenses, tax expenses, and miscellancous: $765,348.32

b, Other credits (assets transfer to the beneficiaries); $2,201,125.70

¢. Other credits (transaction after transfer of properties to the beneficiaries): $24,638.30

d. Total: $2,982,132.32

¢. Total (minus the assets transferred to the beneficiaries); $781,006.62

Per the Third Account Current, the total cash assets on hand at the end of the account period is
$493,874,65. However, subtracting the total credits fiom the total charges does not equal the

$493,874.65. Therefore, this accounting does not accurately compute the total cash assets on hand at the
end of the account period,

4, Schedule B shows a gross sale price of commercial real property located at 5517 Holmes

Avenue, Los Angeles, CA as $675,000.00 with a carry value of $510,000.00 and $165,000.00 gains on
sale. Exhibit 8 of the Third Account Current is the Seller’s final settlement statemeat that shows net
proceeds of $565,941.49, The Trustee failed to repott in the Third Account Current where the

$565,941.49 net proceeds went as such proceeds would have added to the cash assets on hand. As a

Moore’s Objection to Third Account Current;
Case No, BP141987
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result, Objector is unable to make any satisfactory evaluation of the Trustee’s management of these trust
assefs,

5. Upon information and belief, Schedule D of the Third Account Current fails to inctude all

disbursements during the period of account from June 1, 2018 through Pebruary 28, 2021, Specifically,
the last property rental expense reported for §712 Corbett Street, Los Angeles, CA is September 27, 2019,
As a rosult, Objector is unable to make any satisfactory eval

uation of the Trustee’s management of these
trust assets.

WHEREFORE, Objector requests:

1. That the Court disallow the account;

2. That the Objector be awarded attorney’s fees incurred in bringing these obj ections; and

3. Any other and further relief that the Court deems proper,

e L tary

BRNESTMOORE
In propria persona

DATELD: September 8, 2021

VERIFICATION

I am the abjector in this action. I have read the foregoing petition and it is true of my own

knowledge, except as to those matters stated on information or bellef, and as to those matters, I believe
it to be true.

I declare under penalty of petjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true and

correct, and that this verification was executed on September 8, 2021 at Los Angeles, California.

Mf%/m

ERNEZF MOORE

Moore’s Objection to Third Account Curtent;
Cage No. BP141987




EXHIBIT G

March 24, 2021 Court Trial Minute Order

DECLARATION OF ERNEST MOORE AS INTERESTED PARTY & ADVOCATE
SEEKING PROBATE COURT REFORMS



SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
Probate Division

Stanley Mosk Dept. - 11,
BP084530

In re: MOORE FAMILY TRUST

March 24, 2021

8:30 AM
Honorable Ana Maria Luna, Judge

Silvia Avetisian, Judicial Assistant

Czarina Scolari (#8996), Court Reporter
Innas Islam, Court Services Assistant

NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS: Court Trial Re: Petition - Trust/Pursuant Prob Code Sec 17200 (Subsequent)
fited on February 7, 2019 by Ernest Moore.

The following parties are present for the aforementioned proceeding:

Daniel Herbert, Attorney (appearing via LACourtConnect)

Ernest Moore, Petitioner (appearing via LACourtConnect)
Jeffrey Siegel, Trustee

Kirsten Brown, Attorney
Nathan Talei, Attorney

The cause is called Tor trial,

Petitioner's requests for a continuance and to withdraw the petition/motion are denied.

The Court finds that insufficient evidence has been provided to grant the matter on calendar this date based
upon the reading of the moving papers and consideration of all presented evidence.

The Court sustains the objections filed by Jean Robinson on 4/10/2019.

The Petition - Trust/Pursuant Prob Code Sec 17200 (Subsequent) filed on 2/7/2019 by Petitioner(s) Ernest
Moore is denied with prejudice.

The Court denies with prejudice the Petitioner's request for the following orders as set forth in his supplement
filed 5/20/2019:

1. To pass former co-trustees Jean Robinson, David Moore (now deceased) and beneficiary Charles Moore Jr,
(now deceased) as predeceased.

2. For sanctions against Daniel Herbert & Jean Robinson for perjury,
3. For sanctions against Daniel Herbert & Jean Robinson for contempt of court.

4. For Daniel Herbert to bear the costs of a forensic accounting of the Moore Family Trusts.
5. For damages and double damages according to proof.
6. For punitive damages for fraud.

7. For $455.00 in court filing costs for filing this petition.

Minute Order Page 1 of 2



SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

Probate Division

Stanley Mosk Dept. - 11,
BP084530

In re: MOORE FAMILY TRUST

March 24, 2021

8:30 AM

8. For attorney's fees and costs herein incurred by Petitioner in 2019 in researching, preparing and drafting this
petition.

Minute Order Page 2 of 2



EXHIBIT H

Court Order for Ex Parte & Public rating of Judge Ana Maria Luna on The Robing
Room

DECLARATION OF ERNEST MOORE AS INTERESTED PARTY & ADVOCATE
SEEKING PROBATE COURT REFORMS
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ED by Supertior Court of California, County of Los Angeles 07/06/21  Sherri R. Carter, Executive Officer/Clerk. By Islam, Innas

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

In the Matter of: Case No.; BP141987

ORDER ON EX PARTE APPLICATION FCR
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER ETC
Myrtle Moore Living Trust

DATE: JULY 6, 2021

TIME: 8:30 AM
DEPT: 11

The Honorable Ana Maria Luna

Ex Parte Application FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER etc
Filed by Ernest Moore

The Court finds: Petitioner does not have standing to pursue the requested relief.

The above Application/Petition was presented Ex Parte. The COURT ORDERS:

>The Application is: [] Granted in Part Denied Without Prejudice
D A Hearing Date is set for at in Department

[ Additional Orders:

Notice of this order shall be given by Petitioner

to all persons required to be given notice as set forth in the Probate Code.

2 62@1 MWL%}{H
Jl.ﬂy 6, 2021 mggma Lunz

Superior Court Judge
(A

Date:

1

ORDER ON EX PARTE APPLICATION/PETITION
LASC PRO 083 NEW 06/20

For Optional Use

Deputy Clark
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Home
FAQs Hon. Ana Maria Luna
Contact Judge
Superior Court
Privacy Noticg Los Angeles County

Attorney Average Rating: 1.9 - 13 rating(s}
. Non-Attorney Average Rating: 2.0 - 49 rating(s)

Add yonr own rating
E-Mail Addrass {(will not be displayed)

Confirm E-mail Address

Zip 20018
Qccupation Litigant

Non-attorney rating (if applicable}
How would you rate this judge's overall performance
Comments

Please type what you see below:

A e i

i XM P; Verify text here

Submit

‘Whst others have said ahout Hon, Ana Maria Luna

Comments

“ALitigant
Comment # CA34480

Rating.1.0 ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬂfﬁﬁ(ﬁ?ﬁﬁ

Comments:

"The Robing Room: CA State Judges

fegaln2k@gmail.com
legain2k@grmatl.com

where judges are judged

See Rating Delails

See Comments

Please send me alerts on this judge
E-mail Address;

legainZk@gmail.com

Register

. (1= worst,
No Opinion « 10wbest)

This is another very bad judge in the Los Angeles Superior Court
Probate Dept. 11. She sheuld be in jall for what she has done to me and
ry family, She is very prejudiced against me to protect a bunch of
criminal lawyersl! She either does not khow the law or daes not care
about any laws ingluding probate statutes whila sha is on the benghil

She has got to gall
View Detail Send e-mait to this poster 3/29/2021 1:64.38 AM

““Criminal Defense Lawyer

Comment # CA33993
Rating:Not Rated
Camments:

www.therobingroom.comicaliforniailudge.aspx?ID=2718

121



3129/2021

"The Robing Room: CA State Judges

This creature, who obviously can't manage her own life, was in charge of
making decisions in her courtroom for the rest of us. For children.

The damage she did to me is immesurable.

Her reckoning is going to have to happen on some ather level than on
this terrestrial plane,

Ana Maria, if you are reading this, know that your cruslty, greed, and ego
is going to catch up to you.

Your criminzlity is the worst, becauss the public might expect a fair and
honorable judge.

You are the antithesis of anything of the sart.

View Detal Send e-mail to this poster 3/3/2G21 7:38:35 PM
“:Other

Comment #: CA33092

Rating;Not Rated

Gomments:

I can't stand that my taxpayar monay is gaing to her big fat salary and
will be gaing to her big fat retiremeant package.

Sicksning
View Detall Send a-mall to this pester 3/3/2021 7:21:18 PM
" Criminal Defense Lawyer

Comment # CA33987

Rating:1.0 T 1% T4 VI 0 Y¥ T2 VT VY T3

Comments:

Unforiunately, cur judicial system continues to keep judges that are
completely incompetant and burned put, This weman -- suppesedily a
Judge Is NOW IN THE PROBATE DEPT. AT L.A. MOSK. She has been
transferred all over the place and for some unknown reasen was placed
in the Prohate Division, where it is obvious she does NOT understand
Prcbate, tha Probate laws or the process. She has made rulings that are
net in compliance with the Probate Statutes and allows disbarred
attorneys to be present in her couriroom. Not to mention she is prejudice
with those that are self-represented and does not allow paople to speak
ard completely cuts them off. SHE 1S A DISGRACE TO OUR JUDICIAL
SYSTEM AND MUST BE REMOVED IMMEDIATELY. | THINK ALL
THAT HAVE PRESENTED COMPLAINTS AGAINST HER SHOULD
FILE COMPLAINT WITH THE JUDICIAL COMMISSION. SHE MUST BE
REMOVED IMMEDIATELY. BY READING ALL OF THE COMPLAINTS,
SHE HAS GONE FROM COURT TO COURT —-FROM DIVISON TO
DIVISION AND STILL ENGAGES IN HER ABUSIVE BEHAVIOR AND
COMPLETE INCOMPETENCE. | am confident she has subjected a
majority of her cases io appeals.

View Datall Senti e«mall to this poster 3/3/2021 5:20145 PM

" Other

Comment # CA33916

Rating;Not Rated

Comments:

Almost anyane that has had to experience Judge Ana Maria Luna, in Los
Angeles County, which includes Hill Street and Long Beach; often winds
up alleging, that they have been SUBJECT,or has been a witness, to her

pattern of abusive conduct, and it is paramount that ihese people
SPEAK UPR.

View Delall Send e-mall to this poster 3/2/2021 3:18:21 PM

Othey

www.therobingroom.com/californialJudge.aspx?D=2718

21214
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"The Robing Room: CA State Judges

Comment #; CA33338

Rating:Not Rated

Comments:

What happaned to Judge Ana Maria Luna? She is ane of the worst, She
has been transferred all over the place, She never should have been
near any any family court, women, DV violence victiny, mem or her child.
Comment, asking "Where is WALDO?", Is & very good question,

V]gw Detajl Send e-mali to this poster 1/30/2021 1:38:44 PI

“Qther
Comment # CA32548
Rating:Not Rated
Comrments:
if you know anyene that has had Judge Ana Maria Luna, In Los Angeles
County, which includas Long Beach; sameons who alleges they have

been subject, or witness to her pattem of abuse, pleass have them
review the links bslow.

1.https://www.facebook. com/groupsfjudgeanamarialuna

2.https:/iwww. uglyjudge.comijudges-/earrupt-california-judgesfos-
angeles-2/judge-luna-ana-maria/?famp=1

View Delai Send e-mail to firis poster 11/27/2020 7:41:22 PM
~Other

Comment # CA31328

Rating:Not Rated

Commenis:

This judge sheuld not be anywhere near a family court. Biesed toward
fathers. tgnores facts and evidence, Disregards the law.

View Detai Bend e-mail to this poster 7/19/2020 12:11:13 AM
“Other

Comment # CA3126%

Rating:Not Rated

GComments:

Factual, negative comments on this judge have been ignored, while she
has alsoignored the best interest of the child, while acting anti-mom ,
anti-women. She alse ignores salid evidence, of DV, perpetrated ageinst
women and DV perpetrated against the protective mom.,

tew Detall Send e-maii te this poster 7/12/2020 7:35:34 PM
*'Other

Commaeant#: CA3{172

Rating:Not Rated

Comments:

Judge Luna rules in favor of dads and men; she is is an anti-mom, anti-
female, judge. lgnores strong evidence of DV and this is not in the best
interest of any child, or mom-female, victim. She is biased, uninformed,
rude and does not belong in family court,

View Detail Send e-mall to this poster 7/2/2020 4:24:31 PM

" Litigant
Comment #: CA31048

Rating:1.0 ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬂ?ﬁﬂ?ﬁﬁﬂ?

Comrents:

www.therobingroom.com/california/dudge.aspx?ID=2718
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"Tha Robing Room: CA State Judges

All the negative commeants about this judge are true. Ignored well-
evidenced DV with thorough testimony and withesses. Also did
something else completely out of line and against the best Interast of the
child(ren) to punish mather that | cannot speak about without it giving
away who | am,

| will just say that it wasn't anything related to allegations of abuse or
alignation, or anything else common that you would guess that pro-dad/
anti-mam judges would even use to justify an order.

Yiew Detall Send s-mailio this poster 6/24/2020 3:21:28 PM
" Other

Commant # CA30662

Rating:Not Rated

Comments:

This judge is motivated by power and poltics. She should e nowhere
near a courtroom, when they re-opan. If you are connacted, you wilt
have no problem,

View Detaj Send e-mall to this poster 6/2/2020 3:32:40 PM

"Qther
Comment # CA29466

Rating: 1.0 ﬁﬁfﬁ*ﬁﬁﬁﬂ?ﬁﬁ'

Comments:

Update to Comment #29179, apparently Luna is no longer in Mosk
Department 88. I'd heard in February that she was supposed to be
transferred agair. LA County court website shows that she i3 now in
Dept. 79, but upon contacting that courtreom it was canfirmed that she s
not presiding in that courtroom. s this & case of “Where is Waldo,” but
substituting Luna. There's a parent who has been calling around LA
County couris, the probate division {where she was alleged ta have been
transfarred), the State Bar and the CJP, but no sign of Luna. | sure do
haope that this is direct canfirmation that her career as a seriel abuser of
DV survivors, women and children has been derailed. Even if she rears
her incompetent, deficient head again the fact of the matter is that she's
taken & hit to her reputation despite Harrigt Buhai hosting her on a panel

in January (what a joke and & sure sigh of how they can't be trusted as
an organization.)

Viaw Detail fSend e-mail to this poster 4/20/2020 4:54:07 AM

~Other
Comment #: CA28179

Rating:1.0 Tﬁ?ﬁ?ﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬁ

Commants:

This judge is not qualified to litigate a paper airplans. She's grossly
Incompetent, probably mentally and emotionally compromised herself
and many in tha DV community recognize this. She gets a collective
groan whenever her name is menfioned in DV circles. Instead of
complaining about this judge online, utilize the tools that are available by
writing & competent complaint to the Commission on Judicial
Performance. They have already transferred her to Mosk because of her
gross incomptence and | heard in February that she is supposed o be
transfarred again. She is bad and LA County does not know what to do
with her other than putting her in the last courtrocom in Central. Her staff
{baillff, clerk and court reporier) all abandoned her long before she was
removed fram Long Beach. Use the resource that is available to you as a
citizen and stopped wasting your time on this site. Make a competent
complaint to the CJP, get hetp putting it together from an attorney ai a
legal ald clinic or DV agency. Shais a public servant and should be
remeved from the bench for her abuses of authority and discretion, If
grousing on here makes yaou fesl better fine, but actually standing up to
this poor excuse of a judgeiwoman by filing a formal complaint s
ampowering.

Signed,
Somehady Who Knows
VYiew Detai Send e-nail to this poster 4/3/2020 13:17:18 AM

wwwi.therobingroom, com/califariaibudge.aspx?1D=2718
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- Other

Commeni# CA20133

Rating:Not Rated
Comments:

She was was ruda and made comments about my physical sppearance
while | was extremely ill. While i was on the stand she told my atiny i
looked ilke i had no thought process in my head.corract. next morning i
was hospitalized recieving 2 pints of blood. Yet moments afier her
cbservatlon she allowed me to go out into the hali and sign deeds over
to my ex. | understocd nothing of what i signed. Both atinys were aware
my own as well bafora he auit representing me and laughed, He
purposly left outmedical recards and lettars from drs. Forensic accts
made an absurd mistake causing a 2 yr delay while | was left sick and in
fear being stalked on the streets.nudge luna decided not to use thier
findings and decided an her own that i was abte fo find galnful
smployment after my exs atiny ssid look at her.. Nobody would hire her
now. She used {c be a pretty woman. He was awarded 100% of
community property.i never saw judgement ar signed it, Foensics report
showed $18.00C avail for spousal support. | asked for $6,000
expecting maybe $4,000,
| got $2.500 and have to pay my own haalth insurance. | am stifl unders
dr care and unable to work,
It is a divorce completely void.

Haw can these people hold thier jobhs?
if thers wers ever a judge that should. be a complete void it wid ba judge
luna for pergery as she took her vows under oath. 8he wasnt a famity
law judge yet back then Im sorry to all it sver happened.

View Detajl Send e-mail to this poster 3/26/2020 12:30:44 PM

*Criminal Defense Lawyer

Comrment #: CA29118

Rating:1.0 ﬂ?ﬁﬂ?ﬁﬁ ﬁ?ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ
Comments:

this Judge is the worst judge in the world Unfair to the mother Unfalr to
the grand parents she needs to he fired

View Detai Send a-mall to this poslar 3/23/2020 1:24:22 PM
"Other

Comment # CAZ9117

Rating:1.0 ﬁﬁﬁﬂ?ﬁﬁ{?ﬁ{?ﬁ

Comments:

this judge has taken away my grand daughter from my daughter for No
valid reasons. Judge Luna had it out for my daughter and should never
have been a judge in the Galifornla courts. The judge should be
ashamed in doing this to any parent. My daughter is & Nurse far Kaiser
and was the only parent this grand daughter sver had, the father is a
bum . My daughters lawyer was a hack and did nothing good. The judge
should be repremandad for her unfairness. | do believe that one of har
court reporters, the fathers mather got to the judge and made this
unjustlce happen. the judge needs to be removed. all of her othar

judgemants were against the mothers rights and she is a disgrace to the
court system

iew D Send e-rafl to this poster 3/23/2020 1:22:02 PM

.- Litigant
Comment # CAZ9018

Rating:1.0 T¥ LY TY LY LY (Y vy ¥r 1Y ¥

Comments:
Did they find her on Craigsliat? Truly horrible judge who has some sort of
bias against mothars wanting custody and support orders, Eavors fathers

and takes kids away from mothers without any criminal or civil records,
abuse issues of any kind,

View Deatail Send e-mailto this poster M 5/2020 7:15:44 PM

www.therobingroom.com/california/Judge.aspx?|D=2718
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- “QOther

Comment # CA28875

Rating:Not Rated

Comments:

Somebody please tell mea that her judgements can be averturned.
Undue process is a hobby to her and having pockets lined a regular
course of action. | want my case reheard and her judgement void.

View Detal Send e-mail to this poater 3/11/2020 2:41:20 PM

““Criminal Defense Lawyer

Comment # CA28013

Rating:Nat Rated

Comments:

I have always believed and trusted that the court system would always
do the right thing and be fair. That's not what | experienced in judge
luna's court roam. She is the perscnification of what Is wrong In the
family court system. Loving fathers being do not stand a chanca in front
of this power hungry monster. She does not respect the cath she took. |
wish she would just be remaved as a judge so nobody has to go through
what | went through while In her court reom. | weni thraugh a divorce
with a miner child involved. wa separated almoest two years before we
filed. My ex kept the apartment and | stayed at my parents place, | still
provided financial suppart (more than what | pay in support now) Well.
My Ex accused me of couch surfing, drunk driving with while our child
was with me, and she accused me of domastic violence. she accused
me of being and absent father. When she filed for the domestic viclence
order, | went to the court withaut an aftorney but was confident that with
me taking all my recards, criminal and dmv and photos that me and my
child have togethar would help me. | was wrong without any proof
supperting my ex case, Judge Luna grantad a DVO and kept me at 5%
visitation. | felt like the systam falled me, She didnt even iet me plead my
case, sha sided with my ex, Judge luna was rude and would not even et
me talk. She is very damsaning, | then retained an attorney and
appealed the DVO and sventually got it remaved. Judge luna said that
she had already made up har mind about the case and it wasnt in my
favor even though | never got the chance to truly present my case. |
literaly negotiated with my ex's attorney and it made me sick through my
stomach that my ex used glving more time with my daughter if | gave her
an axtra 100 bucks per month. Also she agreed to remave the DVO
willingly. Judge luna pretty much let her get away with murder. By the
way she was always late and left early and would say that we had to
hurry because she had other things that take priority over my ¢ase, so |
dant think she has the best infention for the child. she has the best
intention for herself,

View Detail Send e-mall (g this poster 2/2/2020 7:56:11 PM
- QOther

Gommant #: CA26581

Rating:1.0 WY W LT V¥ LT LI TR N 12T

Comments:

"judge Luna" is loved by many... with money and connactions... if you
have neither and the other parent has one or both prepare for the ride of
your life...She's not "father"s rights" she is just happy to be bought.

View Datall Send_e-mail to this pester 12/22/2019 10:54:25 PM

“Litigant
Comment # CAZ28448

Rating:10.0 T¥ -7 T LY 1T TY YT VY T 1Y

Comments:

She quickly reviewed our Grandparents Visitation case and made a
ruling for visitation Immediataly, Our Lawyer may have mumbled a
sentence but that was it. She is excelient as she does follow the law, and
has "Best interest for the child *, | imagine she sess and haars crap, lles
and bs every day. | appreclate her expertiss and thank her tremandously

821
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for our outcame on 12-11-19. We can raunite with our § year old
Granddaughter 2 weekends by Christmas and thereafter.

i ai Send e-mail to tis poster 12/18/2019 11:39:26 PM

“Other
Comment # CA28023

Rating:9.0 TP L e T Ty ey

Comments:

While in her family law courtroom 1 witnessed her incredible ahility ta
quickly see through any and all B.S. | understand how her manner can
saem somewhat cold but | experienced how it helps cut any wasted
court time...s0 your case can be heard in a timaly manner.

After listening to my reascn for a DVRO and looking at my ex's rap
sheet, she flatly said to him, "The criminal justice system has fzailed yvou.
You'll find that the family court system won't be able to help you either.
You must make significant changes to your e if you want to be, in any
way, a part of your son's life." | thought it was a little dramatic at the fme
but she called it correctly, After the DVRO was granted he got his 3rd
DUl that same week, was sentenced to 145 days in jail and served
exactly 1 night in jall....stamped Time Served.

The ball Is in his court, he can sober up and see his boy or stay drunk. |
will be forever graieful to Judge Luna, My baby is safe and thriving.

View Detai Send e-malt lo this poster 12/6/2019 5:32:08 PM

--Civil Litigation ~ Private
Comment #. CA24747

Rating:8.0 Y T4 LI LY 9 WY VY Lo ¥7 7%

Comments:

My experience appearing befors Judge Luna has imited to Family Law
matters. She is knowledgeable, and polite. She however does not suffer
faols. Given the congested calendars for those appearing before her she

expacis them to be prepared whether an attornay or one representing
himselffherself,

View Detali Send e-mail 1o this postar 101 7/2018 4:30:02 PM
SLitigant

Comment #. CA24089

Rating:.0 W4 T¥ 7Y ¥T 17 VX ¥ 0 04 97

Comments:
VICTORY!

Time for all of us who have gone before, and all those that will foliow in
the future ~ the exit of possibly the worst judge that any person

{particularly & woman) could aver be unlucky enough {o be assigned to -
to CELEBRATE.

{ have quite a blt of experlence in family court (years, and not entirely my
chaice) and nothing | experianced in all those times could compars to
the utter Insanity and jawlessness that | withessed in Luna's courtroom.

[ was insulted, | was humiliated, 1 was berated; and have the transcripis
to prove this. 8he deprived me of money, and quite a bit of it - In the form
of & threat.

Although | am concerned that she has merely been "transferred” and
fear other chaos she may create in another venue, society will be better
served without her malevolent hehavior in family law court.

This news about Luna is a representation of VICTORY over EVIL.

in my world, sha is the most evil and treacherous huiman being | have
aver personally encountered. | not alane fn my opinion.

May God bring healing fo all of those that have suffered from the tarrible
behavior and rulings fram this judge.

May her removal from this position create TRUE justice In this caunty,

www.therobingroom.cam/californiafdudge.aspxD=2718
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state, and nation; and greater harmony on this planst.
WE THE PEQPLE are responsible to held cur public servants

accountakls to uphold the rule of law, Do NOT fear standing up to
judicial tyranny,

\iew Delail Send e-mafl to this poster 8/19/2019 7:45:48 PM
"itigaut

Commaent # CAZ3967

Rating:Not Rated

Comments:

8ha is finally gone! Judge Luna has been transferred no loner at long

beach court. All your complaints helped clean up this court.

View Detai Send e-mail o this poster 84 4/2018 1:17:04 AM
~Other

Comment # CA22747
Rating:Not Rated
Commenis:

Ana Maria Luna was supposed tc be transferred over 8 months ago, but
they probably don't know where to put her. Bad judges are like bad
{@achers, hard to get rid of

View Detall Send e-mail jo this poster 8/5/2018 10:56:40 PM

“Litigant
Comment # CA22342
Rating:1.0 T Y Y vy T iy LR
Comments,

Sarah Huckabee with Marmmy Issues whe could care less what you think
and ielts you so in the court room.

View Betall Send e-mail to this poster 7/24f20180 2:45:22 PM

“Litigant
Comment #: CA21578

Rating:1.0 W T TP WY LY T TR T T3 70

Comments:
HEY LAWYERS!

Department 14 is the place to go with your diseriminating clients for
regressive, third world-style, exira-legal, patriarchal rulings.

As a bonus, Luna will insuit and denigrate your opponents, too,
Don't believe this? She is untouchable and can't be challenged. She
knows she can do and say anything she wants, and does it with
flamboyant eruelty and conternpt,

Trust me, Make a deal with her, and you can concoct any fiimsy or non-
existent story to win your case. ’

Why? She does not feel beholden to evidence or law. She is a law unto

herself,
View Detal Send e-mail to this pester 7/6/2019 2:24:22 PM
Other

Comment # CA20177

Rating:1.0 ﬁﬁ‘rﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁi}ﬁﬁ
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Comments:

Judge Lunal Is nothing but a LIAR! Mothers If you love your children! Do
net go before this Judge! My beattiful granddaughters life is forever
changed, removed from a loving caring home!! Removed from a Mother,
2 smali brothers that cry for thelr sister!| For no good reasenl! Living in a
home with a horrible absent father baing raised by his new wife!l Judgs
Luna stated if she did bad in school she would remove her and send her
back! Nope LIED LIED LIED HI PLEASE TELL ME HOW DOES ANY
MQOTHER GET THROUGH THISI You wake up every morning hoping it's
a dream!l REMOVE JUDGE LUNAIII REMQVE JUDGE LUNAI!

View Detal Send g-mait 1o thls poster 6/10/2018 1:21:13 AM

~-Criminal Defense Lawyer
Comment #: CA19204
Rating:Not Rated
Comments:

Finally...thankyou to those that are stronger than i was 12 yrs ago when i
had to be revictimized.

1t didnt just happen inside of the courthouse though.. they take it further.

View Detal Send e-mnall to this poster 4/26/2018 8:36:08 AM
“Litigant

Camment & CA18880

Rating:1.0 ﬁﬁ{?ﬁ’ﬁﬁ?{?ﬁﬁﬁ

Comments:
This woman is an ahomination to our justice system.

View Detalf Send e-mall to this poster 4/10/2019 9:21:68 PM

“Litigant
Comment # CA17052

Rating:1.0 W WS WY TT TP YT 17 ¥ 7 0%

Commenis:
Judge Anna Marla Luna has the best Sharia court in Los Angeles.

View Detall Send a-mall 1o his poster 1/31/2019 9:61:52 PM

. -Other
Comment # CA14851

Rating1.0 WY WY Y LY Yo ¥o T vy vy ¥Y

Comments:
To Commenter #CA 14848

My situation differs in Luna's court vastly from the Christine Blasey Ford
sltuation.

My case was hot based oh a 36-year-cld memory, it was based an
dacumentation that | carefully mairtained over a nurmber of years.

| am alsc a well-spoken, intalligent female whe was barely allowed to
speak in Luna's courtroom. The other litigant was not able to produce
any substantive decumentation to refute my claims, and that which was
produced was ridiculous,

It was clear that the "fix” was in before | walked in the door.

View Detali Send e-mail to this pester 9/27/2018 4.25:27 PM

" Criminal Defense Lawyer
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Comment # CA14474

Rating: 1.0 {?ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ?i\fﬁﬂ?

Comments:

Would not recommend her as a Judge in general because she is biased
and overly opinionated. She aliows her personal views to interfera with
professional judgment; cverall she cannot be chjective,

View Detal Send e-majl to this poster 8/30/2018 8:32:08 AM

Litigant
Comment#: CA14473

Rating:1.0 ﬁﬂ?ﬁﬂ?ﬁ* ﬂ?ﬁ*ﬁ

Comments:

Ana Maria Luna Is a true narcissist and dars | say sadistic, You will not
receive and impartial judgment from this wornan and really she should
neot be on any banch, She is way too sympathetic fo perpetrators and |
believe she may be racist. If you are assignad ta har immediately file a
peremptory challenge. Not only that she is such the Queen Bee that she
will continue your case two or three times because she cannot manage

her calendar timely, Do yourself a favor and get your casae heard before
another Judge.

View Detai Send e-mail to $his poster 83042018 8:28:51 AM
- Other

Comment # CA14462

Rating:10.0 T B9 T4 ¥4 V7 ¥4 07 LRI 0%

Commenis:

Honorary Ana Maria Luna, | was removed from the Jury Manday and just
wanted to say thank you for the professionalism. The way you treated
averyone with respect, patience, kindness and exaciing clarity in your
communication was incredibly beautiful to watch, Wanted to reach out

and just wish you well and give a warm thank you. Yol are a gift to our
saciety,

Vigw Detal Bend e-mail to this poster B/29/2018 12:23.08 PM
< Other

Comment # CA14308

Rating:Not Rated

Gomments:

1 think Judge Luna is falr and awesome judge. She can ses through all
these women who use there kids as a way to get back at the kids father.
It's about time someone stands up and tells the truth about what's going
on. Women stap using your kids as & taol to get back at the fathers. If
you are a woman that don't hurt your kids by keeping tha father away
then this message is not for you.

View Datail Sand e-nail 1o this poster 81742018 11:15:09 PM

" -Litigant
Comment # CA14248

Rating:1.0 {?*ﬁﬁ{?ﬂ?ﬁ ﬁﬁ{?

Comments:
What is frighianing about Ana Maria Luna is how brazen and shameless
she is. That indicates to me that she is confident there will be absclutely

no consequences for her disgraceful behaviar or totalitarian-style
declzions.

View Detad Send g-mall to this poster 8/12/2018 3:35:32 PM

Litigant

www.therobingroom.com/californiafJudge.aspx?D=2718
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Comment # CA14244

Rating:1.0 ﬁﬁ’ﬁ?ﬁﬂ'?ﬁ?ﬁﬁ?{?ﬁ

Comments:

This Judgs, In my opinicn, is fascinating. What was so shocking about
her was the glee she appeared to experience when shs did the horrible
thing that she did to me, which felt much like a "set-up.” | malntain all
documentation submitied by the petitioner, respondent and the transcript
of tha praceading,; which 1 believe clearly shows the utter violation of my
rights under the law, and what reflects the vicious, scornful way in which
| was treated, The transeript is a cornucopia of many interesting
utterances, but twe things stand out: (1) | was respectful toward her (2}
Whenever she asked me a question, she rarely allowad me to finish a
sehtence, | pray for all of those who have endured her in the past, and
those who will endure her in the future, The situation in our courts, feels

to me, tragic.
View Detal Send e-mail to this poster 8/12/2018 10:48;21 AM
Other

Comment # CA14236

Rafing:1.0 T4 V¥ 10 W TT T WYY Y 1Y

Comments:

Judge Luna is nothing but a bully and only listens to hearsaydoes not
listan she allows attorneys for childran to degrade and laugh at a parent!
she renioves children from a perfectly good and loving mother giving
them to a father that is nothing less than a horrible fathar the only thing
that 1 can see here is that there must be some illegal bribery and payoffs
bacause there is no possible way that this person should be allowed fo
practice law in this country she needs to be disbarred and removed from
her posltion she is not an edvacate for children in anyway shape or form

View Datai Send e-mail ta this poster 811/2018 12:22:53 AM
“Litigant

Comment # CA14026

Rating:1.0 ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’*ﬁﬁ*ﬂ?

Comments:

Was she hired through Craigstist?

8he made a ruling on my ex parte child visitation case without even
HEARING the case, on her break in chambers by nerself by signing her
assumption io the arder based on paperwark alone. Stupid woman.

View Detall Send e-mall o this pester 7/21/2018 2:06:30 AM
AL itigant

GComment # CA13438

Rating:1.0 ﬁﬂfﬁ?ﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ{?

Comments;

If you have been in front of another family court judge as | have, Judge
Luna will be a big shock to you.

She is rude, perma-annayed, irritable, disengaged, and truly couid not
care lass about the evidence in a casa. She acts like a person wha has a
reglly had hangover and can't think clearly.

8he has the Dr. Laura Schiessinger attitude that if 2 woman makes a
'had chalee" that she should be punished for it - law withstanding.

It ssems like she just wanis to get the whale thing over with, because
things are toc much trouble for her to deal with.

This is the wrong job for her., Avoid her courtroom at any cost.

View Detai Sand ecmall to thls poster 5/23/2018 7:15:20 PM
“Litigant
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Comment # CA13397

Rating:1.0 ffﬂ?{?ﬁﬁ?ﬂ?ﬁﬁﬁ'ﬁ

Comments:
This judge exemplifies the dark side of diversity hiring.

View Det Send &-mall 1o this poster 5192018 8:21:26 PM

“Litigant
Comment #: CA13265

Rating1.0 T T T 02 LY ¥ v iy Ve o

Comments:

My husband is diagnosed with borderiine parsonality disorder and plead
guiity to falony battary of a spouse and has repeatedly hidden money to
avoid paying support and viclated literally alf cther ATROS and she did
not care. { jost a child as the result of baing beaten and this arrogant
biased horrible excuse for a human being aided in his faver for jeini
custody, She re-viciimized me in court until | threw up. Request a hew
judge. This woman is & disgrace to women and {o the system.

lew Datail Send e-mail to this poster 5/7/2018 11:07:17 PM
“Litigant

Comment # CA13178

Rating:Not Rated

Comments:

Dor't even think of stepping into the courtroom of this judge If sha
doesn't have a deal with vour attorney.

View Detai Send_e-mall to this poster 4/28/2018 6:02:03 PM

Litigant
Comment # CA13075

Rating:1.0 ﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ

Comments:

My kid came homa burned, with black eyes, and told me that my ex tried
to drown her in the bathtub in later years.

YET...Luna ruled against my ex paying back $300+ per month child
support (that he did not pay) when he was making ebout $250% per year,
and 1 was making a fraction of that and also paylng fer child care.

She is a sick twist, Sick, slek, sick.

View Detal Bend e-mail 1o this poster 4/16/2018 10;39:33 PM

" Other

Comment # CA13068
Rating:Nat Rated
Comments:

Poor Ana Marlal

Her head has swollen so much that it is going to explede, and bury all of
Southarn Califarnia with the EGO PUDDING in her brain!

How long doas she think she would be able to go on with cutting
backdoor deals to ingratiate herseff with her scummy peers? How long
does she think she was going to get away with playing with people's
lives tc give herself a hit of power-rush?

She ought to start seeing herself as servant of the people, a servant of
the LAW, She behaves as though she thinks she is G-D. Not a wise thing
to do. :

View Detall Sand e-mail to this poster 4/15/2018 7:18:50 PM
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- Other
Comment # CA12690

Ratlng:1.0 ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁ?ﬂ?ﬁ

Comments;

The worst judge ever. If your a woman do not even show up to court
because you do not have a chance. You will lose and your kids will lose,

Do not bother getting an attorney and waisting money. You still will not
win,

iew Dataii Send e-mall 1p this poster 2/6/2018 9:42:368 PM

TOther
Comment # CA12680

Rating:1.0 Tﬁ?ﬁﬂ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁ?'{?ﬁ

Comments;
The worst judga ever, If your 2 woman do not even show up to court
bacause you do not have a chance. You will lose snd your kids will lose.

De not bother getting an attorney and waisting monsy, You stlll will not
win,

View Detail Send e-mail to {his poster 2/6/2018 9:40:01 PM
~Other

Comment #: CA12507

Rating:1.0 ﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬁ'{?ﬁ?ﬁ?ﬁ’ﬁ‘ﬁ?

Comments:
Oh Hear Lawyers!

Judge Luna is the Patron Saint of your liars, beaters, and child support
cheaters.

She's the go-te girl, She's the One,

few Detall Send e-mail to this poster 1/12/2018 9:14:59 PM

- Other
Comment # CA12499

Rating:1.0 ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁ?ﬁ’ﬁ

Comments:

My daughter is being heard by this judge as | write, Wa asked to change
judge, and continuance. She denied both and would only give
continuance if boys move back to California. The boys are 5j& 2. The
father has not bean active In their life for a year. He also wants full
custody and resides with a new woman with kidsl

View Detal Send e-mail to this poster 1/12/2018 1:16:42 PM

" Ciher
Comment #: CA12497 N
Rating:1.0 'ﬁ?ﬁ{?ﬂ?ﬁ ‘if:?'ﬁ? ﬁﬁ?w
Commaents:

She Is a disgrace to the court system and women everywhere, She will
not listen to women speak, anly men and their lawyers. Very unfair. Does

not review case, Rude, Save yourself from anger and heartache] Get a
different judget!

View Detaj Bend e-mail to this poster 1/12/2018 2:11:41 Al

Litigant
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Comment # CA12178

Rating:4.0 ﬁ?ﬁ?ﬁﬁf{ﬂ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ

Comments:

Da yourself a faver, ignare the obvious posts betow from Luna
sycephants, and file a 170.6 Preemptory Chalisnge to move fo ancther
Judge or Commissioner who will be objective about your case. This
Judge should consider that If she didr't act out her bizarrs agends In a

court of law, she wouldn't have to be so busy manipulating this
discussion,

View Datai Send, g.maii to this posler 11/15/2017 10;37:58 PM

""Other
Comment & CA12171

Rating:10.0 ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ?{?i}(ﬁﬁﬁ

Commaents:

Judge Ana Maria Luna is a very passionate judge and takes time to
make right decision, She Is fair and luoks at every fact in order to make
right decision. 8he does not favor any party. She makes sure and looks

into safety of children and each indivicual, | got her after 3 years and and
| regily admire her work.

View Datsj Send e-mall to thls poster 11/44/2017 10:46:28 PM
- Other

Comment #: CA12143

Rating:1.0 ﬁ?ﬁﬁ?ﬁ{?ﬁﬂ?ﬁ?ﬁﬁ

Camments:

This bench officer is opanly hostile to women and does not hide her bias
in favor of the primary wage earner. If you are female and/ar are sesking
support, this bench officer should be avoided. Go to the clerks office and
file & 170,86 Preemptory Challenga to move to another Judge or
Commissioner who will be objective. If she is the duty officer when you
have an ex parte, withdraw your ex parte and refile It on another day
when she Is not the duty officer, She also apenly favors attorneys that
are frequent fiyers in her cocurtroom o female litigants reprasenting
themselves da not have a chance of getting an objective, unbiasad
review of your case.

View Deta] Send g-mail to this poster 11/10/2047 3:14:17 AM
- Litigant

Comment#: CA12125

Rating:1.0 ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ

Comments;

Abuse of authority

Denial of due process

Declsional delays

Did net lock at all my evidence

Gave the other parly more time to speak and viewed all of their evidence
Dishehorable judge sided with an abuser and endangered a females life
once again,

She should be removed fram the bench,

Viaw Delafl Send a-mail to this poster 14/6/20717 11:11:55 PM

“Civii Litigation - Private
Comment # CA12069

Rating:1.0 ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ

Gomments;

Disgraceful temperament, condescending charactsr, wrongful use of
power, ruled by emotions, shows litle concern for victim, sides with
abuser, unwllling to listen o both sides and abide to court stiquatte and
California law, no place In the court room nat in family law trials, A
disgrace to her profession and to Galifornia judicial system.

www therobingroom.comlcalifornia/Judge.aspx?tD=2718
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View Deatail Sond e-mall to this poster 10/27/2017 4:42:01 PM
~Court Staff

Comment #: CA12058

Rating:1.0 T}*ﬁﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁfﬁ’
Comments:

|.ATE TO COURT

UNRROFESSIONAL

BIASED

UNFAIR

LACKS EMPATHY

NEEDS TO BE VOTED QUT

View Datail Send e-mail to this poster 10/27/2017 5:55:27 AM

~<Civil Litigation - Govt,
Comment # CA12058 R
Rating:1.0 {?ﬁffffﬁﬁ’fﬁnf Tﬁ?'ﬁ?
GComments:
Get another judgel Do not expect a fair traill Unchecked power, rude and

uncaring demearior and sha is a disgraces to women and her profession.
Biased towards man. Get another judge!

V]ew Detait Send e-mafl fo this poster 10/27/2017 5:30:26 AM
* Court Staff

Comment & CA12055

Rating1,0 T 00 T Y Ve e 2y L ¥y

Comments:

| wish judges were easier to vote off the bench. She |s routinely late to
court and shows liftle interest in her job. Her couriroom is perfect for
Judge Judy and is a complete joke. She misuses her power, she doesn't
follow court etiquette, she often sides with man, she disregards other
branches of justice such as the police investigative report and district

attorneys office documents, she is drunk with power and has no place to
serve on the bench,

view Detail Send e-mail 1o this poster 10/27/2017 5:21:50 AM

“Court Staff
Comrment # CA12064

Rating:4.0 V3 ¥4 T¥ Y I¥ VI W VY ¥ 7

Commenis:

| have whitnessed Ana Maria Luna time and time agaln show up
extremely late to court, abuse her power, be condescending, not take all
evidencs inte account and she does not give a fair trial. She let's her

emotions and ago reign in the court room and 1acks fair judgement. This
wornan shoukd not be on the bench.

View Qofal Send g-mall io this poster 10/27/2017 6:11:48 AM

""Civil Litigation - Private
Comment # CA12053

Rating:1.0 ﬁﬁﬂ?‘iﬁ?ﬂ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ

Comments:

Biased and refused to look at all the evidence hut she took all evidence
from other party. This judge is burned out, had ne heart and should
retire. 8he lacks discernmant and judgment. She was blased towards the
abuser and a batterer, any judge should know abusers are great liars
and manipulative and nat to take their word as truth, This Judge Is an

15121
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idiot and a disgrace to women in need of protection and safety. | had na
maotive other than my safety of wanting a restraining order, no property,
nc marraoage, no children just concemed for my safety. | had photos of
security camera foctage and therapist documentation noting PTSD from
belng assaulied. She refused to follow court protocal and look at my
solid evidenca. Sie violated her descresion and did not hold the court
accountable to the law, This woman does not deserve to be on the
bench. Please get another judge if you want a fair trail. This woman is
nauseatingly unjust and lacks any discernment.

‘viaw Delail Send e-mail to this poster 10/27/2017 5:05.08 AM

Tther
Comment # CA12032

Rating:10.¢ 'ﬁ?ﬂ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ

Commarits:

Honaorable Judge Ana Marfla Luna follows the law and treats cases In a
falr manner taking the time to review proven evidences. Is extremely
professional and was very pleased on how she handied domestic
violence case. Thank you Honorable judge

View Detai Send e-mall 1o this posler 10/24/2017 11:02:44 PM
T A.itigant

Comment # CA12021

Rating:1.0 ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁﬂ?ﬁ{?ﬁ?ﬁﬁ

Cotriments:

Ana Maria Luna Is the living, breathing definition of judiciai misconduct.
As far as the commsnts below about her being biased in favor of men,
my experience was that she IN FACT devoted 90% of the proceedings to
catering to my ex-hushand and his attorney. It was almost as If | did not
exist. She alsc tock great joy in humillating me, sven though | presented
myself carafully and respectfully. Not only did she cause me great
financial harm, she threatened me with much greater financial harm
should I decide to challengs her decision. 1 will naver recover from being
figuratively raped and literally robbed by this woman.

View Defail Send e-ma 1o this noster 10/22/2017 5:32:01 PM

“*Criminal Defense Lawyer
Commeant # CA12002

Rating:1.0 W 1 WY TP 10 WY 19 19 Ty vy

Comments:

This judge has no place in the courtroom, she is burnad out, dislikes her
job and is late to court. Judge abused her discretion and did not order
court to follow law in a domestlc violence case with clear avidence of
video footage and medical notes of injuries. She is biased towards men

abd not fair in any regard. This judgs should be fired and held
accountable by California law,

View Detail Send e-mizil to this poster 10/21/2017 3:66:53 AM

" Civil Litigation - Privaie
Comment # CA*1890

Rating:1.0 ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁ

Comments:

This judge will side with abusers In simple protection orders. STAY
AWAY! She is a danger ta women.

View Detail Sand s-mail to this poster 1019/2017 11:34:50 AM
Litigant
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WARNING: THIS APPOINTMENT IS NOT EFFECTWE UNT!L LETTERS HAVE ISSUED

1. The pelibon for appointmentof 7] suscessor  ronservalor came an fc,r hearing as fdlm*

(check boxes ¢, d, 6, and far g to indicate oersenal prezance)

& JHudicial officer rams) Rava G, Goetz, Judge Fro Tam

b H“al’%nq date; Octoboer 28, 2008 Time: 8:30 aum, {1 Dapn @ 1 Aeom

e Petitionsr (nams) James P. Spears

d [}?ﬂ Attorney tor petaner {nems): James P. Spaars

e %] Amormeyfor []  pemoscited [4  the conservatee on petlen to appain successor conservalor.

fivame): Sarmuel O, fngham, 1 (Talsphone (310} 556.8751
(Address), 8440 Sama Monica Boulsveard, Suile 510
Reverdy Hills, CA 90210-4808

fooH Personetedwsw 1 presont [ unablecostiend. B able but unwiliing to attend, [ out of state.
g, 1 The conservates on pesiion to appoint suasessor conservatorwaes ] present nat presant.
THE GOURT FINDS

7. Al noticas requirod by law have been ghven.

© i

Granting the conservatarship is the least resttistive dlternatve needed for the grotection of the cunservates.

{Marme): Brilney Jean Spears

a B s unuble properly e provide for his or ner parsonal nseds for physical hesith, food, ciothing, or shelter,

b [ s substantially urabls to manage fiz of her fnancial -osources or to resist fraud or undus influsncy,

e. [J has voluntarily requaosted appoiniment of @ conservator and gand cause has been shown tor the appeintment.
& The conservaiee

=

a. 5 = anadul,
b L] will be an adult on the effective dats of this order,
c. [ is = maried minar,

d[2} s a miner whose ma-iage has boon disscived.
B, L1 Therais noform of maedical treatment for which the congervates has the cagasity to siva an infoanod sonsent,
3 The consarvales is un adherant of a rehglon defined in Frebate Code seelion 335300)

7. [0 Granting the U1 successor  consarvatar powers to be sxermised Mdependently unds: Probate Code saction 2890
15 {e the advartags and benefit and in the bestinlerest of the consarvatorsiip cstate,
8. [ Tha conservatee is not capable of completing a- alfidavt of voter registration,

Do NOT uee thiﬁ fomn for & temporary consarvatlotship,
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| CONSERVATORSHIR OF (Mame): CHEE HUEER
| BRITHNEY JEAN SPEARS, Conservates BP 103870 i

- CONSERVATEE i

g [1  The consenvatze has dementia as defined ur Probate Cods secuon 2836 §, ard the courl finds all other facts requinae 1o
make the orders spackisd in tam 27,

590 Attormey frace): Samueal D, Ingham, 1 has heen appointed by the court as
lopgal sounseito reprasentthe conservales In these grocseding:, The sos! for representation is: $

N The congemnvates has the abilily tepay B¢ all L] aone ©] & portien of this sum (speclfs) B
11, B Ihe conservates nesd not attend the nearing.

12, &4 The uppoicted coust investigatar is {name) Trank Cowen

{Addrars and talaphianc); 111 N HIl Steel, Los Angeles, CA 0012
{213) 893-0473

13. 11 (For fimitad conservatarship onty) The imked conservatas is developmentally disabled as defined
in Probeie Cads sacton 1420,

t4. [J) The [0 successor comservator is 2 professional hduniary as defirad by Susrross and Profossions Code
sacticn 85041,

15 01 The [ susvessor conservamr holds a vald, unexpited, unsuspended hcenss a5 s professiarst ficuciary issued by
the Professionat Flductarias Bureau of the Califorrln Department of Consamar Affairs wnder chapiar & (commencing with
sactien B500) of division 3 of the Busiiness and Professions Code,
Lizense ne. Issuanee ur last renewal date Explration date:

6. (Either &, &, or ¢ must e checked):

i, The D guncessor conservaton is nol the spouse of the conservates.

. L] The [ successorconservator is the spouss of the conservatee and is not 3 panty o an action of proceeding
against the conservatee for logal seperatlon, dissolution, zanulment, or adudicaton of rullty of their marriage.

a 1 The [7] sucoRSEnS conyervator Is the spouss oF the consaryaten Aandis & RANy [ a0 acken or Jrocssding
aguins the conservalee for legal separation, dissoulion, 2onuimend, or adjudication of nulty of the:s mamage
It 1g inthe bast Internst of the conservates to npo st the spouse 85 LJ'

SLCTRES DN consavator.
17, fEither a . b, or ¢ most bo checked):

= [";_f] The 7] sttoessor corsanmlon s nob the domesiic parleser o7 funner domsastic panner of the conservatee.

b ] The [ suvccossorcorservator is the domestic partnor of the consemtes und hus neither terminatad nor
mends o terminate thair domesiic pattrership,

. L1 The [1  successor corservaoris the domestic partner or farmer dorestic partner of the conservates and
mtends 1o tenminate ar has terminated thidr domestie parnership s in the bestinteinst of tha conservatee to
appolnt the domastic pather af farmer domestic partner as 1 successoreonservaior

THE COQURT ORDERS
18, 4. (Name) James P, Spears
fAddress). 801 S. Figusroa Street, Suite 3900
LLos Angeles, CA 90017
is appointed []  successor [ conservater  [T] limuled conseraton of the FERSDM of ame).
Brithey Jean Spears

b, {Name)
{Adidrass).

(Fafephono); (213) 892-4992

and Leftars of Conservalorship shall {gane ypon quahfication,

{Tetophane):

is appeinted 71 suecessor [ sensetvator [ himited cohserator of the ESTATE of frame).

and Leliors of Conservatorship shall issus upon qualification.
16. ) ihe conservaies need not attend the hearing.
2

(o]

Bond is not required.
Bond is fixad at: &
Brovidad by faw.

A,
b, tes b fumnishiad by an suthorized surety someany ar as oitheraisa

O o

el

Noposite of § are ordered to oo placod i @ blocked acoount 8! (speaiy instiution and
loeaifon).

and saceipts shall be fled. No withdiawals shall ke miado without a coyurt arder,
I3 Addtonal orcers in atachment 20c.
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CONSERVATORSHP OF (Wams): CASE SLAIBER
| BRITNEY JEAN SPEARS, Conseivalee

BF 108870

- LONSERVATEE

20, feont) & [ The [ successor comseryator is not suthorized to ake prssesgion of money or any olher proparty
without & specific court orgar,

21, {4 Forlegsl services rendered, [ ] conservates  [5)
{e {nara): Samuel D, ingham, {))

M forttnwith a3 vokiows fepecify leriss, Invluding any comoination of sayors):
The Order previously mace with regavd to Samuel D. Ingham, I1l, for his services as PVYP counsél for the

Conservatea, is to fenain in full foree and effect. (Prior Qrder: Samuel . Ingharn, |1 s to receive waekly
compensation for lagal services rendered on account of no more than $10,000 per weok }

conservates's estate shall pay tho sum of. 3

1 Conthued in atachment 21

The conserdatos is disgualified from veting,

The consorsatee iacks the capacity to give mformad consent for medical treatmen: and the [
cunserdator of the person is graried tae poweors gpociiies 'n Probale Coge secton 2555,

[J Thetreatment shall be serformed by an acerediied practiionar ¢f a raligion as defined ir Frobate Code
suetion 2335(5)

22.
23

ay

BUCLOGR0T

The ]  sucoessor conservator of the estate s grantad awthorization undar Prabate Cods sadtion 2590 o exervise
Independently the powers specifed in attachment 24 1] subjeet o the condtons provided,

Ordars ralating to the capacity of the conservalae under Probats Code sections 1873 or 19041 as specified in sltashingat 26

are granged,

Orders relating to the powers and dutiss ofthe [ succosser corsorvator ¢f the person under

Probate Cods sections 2351-2358 as specilied in attachrrent 26 are granted, (L6 not ncluds orders under Probate

Coda saction 2258,5 rofating to dementia )

Orders refating to Lhe conditions imposed undar Probste Code section 2402 onthe [

of the estals & specified in sttachment 27 zre granted.

a. [1  Tre | sdccessarconsarvatar of the person is granted aulhority to phace the conservater in 4 care of
Aursing facility descibed in Probate Cods zedlion 2355 bzl

b, T3 the 71 saccessur conservator of the persor v grantad wulhoerily W avthonzs the administration of

medicativns appropriate for the care and irealment of derendis descr bed in Probats Codo sacton 2588 5(o).
29. 1 Other orders as speatied in attachment 28 are granted.

30. The prozate referee appointod |2 (name and adurass)

O o
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SUCLess0r conservatos
28,
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{For iinmisd congervatorship onfy) O-ders relating to lbe powers and duties ofthe ] successor
Heited conservater of the person under Probate Code soction 2381.8 as speeitiad in atlachment 31 a1e granted,
{For fimited conservatorstip only) Crders relating to the powers and dules of the  [[]  succassor
himitedd Gorservator of the estale under Probate Dode seotion 1R300 as specilied in altschmsnt 32 are granted

{For limited consorvatorship onfy) Orders limting the ohvil and iegal vights of the lirwtad conservatce as spesifind o
attachment 33 are granted.

3z,

R R

This order ie effective onthe [} datasigned [T} date miner attains majority (speaify

35, Number of buxes checked in iterms 18-34
38, Number of pages attachad:

Cate:
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EXHIBIT J

July 13, 2021, Nathan Talei closing letter from The State Bar of California.

DECLARATION OF ERNEST MOORE AS INTERESTED PARTY & ADVOCATE
SEEKING PROBATE COURT REFORMS



The State Bar
of California

OFFICE OF CHIEF TRIAL COUNSEL

845 5. Flgueroa Street, Los Angeles, California 90017 {213) 765-1097

July 13, 2021

Ernest Liggett Moore
527 W, 7th Street Suite 922

Los Angeles, CA 90014
RE: Case Number: 21-0-07210
Respondent: Nathan M. Talei

Dear Mr. Moore:

The State Bar’s Office of Chief Trial Counsel has reviewed your complaint against Nathan M

Talei to determine whether there are sufficient grounds to prosecute a possible violation of the
State Bar Act and/or Rules of Professional Conduct.

You stated that Mr. Talei is the attorney for Jeffery Siegel, the court-appointed temporary
trustee of the Myrile Moore Living Trust. Per an August 4, 2015 court order appointing Mr.
Siegel, he was to investigate all assets of the trust or any associated sub-trusts. You alleged that
Mr. Talei advised Mr. Siegel not to conduct any investigations or produce any documentation of
investment accounts as part of a scheme to submit fraudulent accountings. Over your
objection, the court approved the accountings. You stated that in 2017 Mr. Talei used false and
misleading financial information to petition for authority to obtain a loan. The court similarly
approved the loan over your objection, You also objected to Mr. Talet's request for attorney's
fees of $80,757.50. Finally, you stated that Mr, Talei responded to your discovery requests with

only obhjections and thus violated the court's July 13, 2020 order to provide all loan records for
the trust’s property.

Based on our evaluation of the information provided, we are closing your complaint. Under the

laws of California, the facts as you have alleged them would not be grounds for disciplinary
action.

An attorney’s act of dishonesty may constitute professional misconduct. However, here, the
information presented does not support the charge that Mr. Talei conspired to submit
fraudulent accountings to the court or used misleading information to request the court’s
authorization for a loan. Even if there were a sufficient basis to investigate Mr. Talei, the

San Francisco Office
180 Howard Street
San Francisco, CA 94105 www.calbar,ca,gov

Los Angeles Office
B45 S, Flgueroa Street
Los Angeles, CA 90017



Case No.: 21-0-07210

Page 2 of 3

investigation would be limited by the confidential attorney-client relationship between Mr.

Talei and Mr. Siegel. in response to a disciplinary inquiry, Mr, Talei would be forced to assert
attorney-client confidentiality with respect to his representation of Mr. Siegel.

An attorney’s failure to obey a court order may also involve misconduct. However, the
information presented does not show that Mr. Talei violated a court order. As shown in the
emails attached to the pleadings you provided, Mr, Talei attempted to meet and confer with
you to understand the nature of the information you requested via discovery. Mr. Talel
asserted that he did not understand your responses, and thus was forced to respond to the

discovery requests with general objections. Therefore, the State Bar could not show that Mr.
Talei violated the court’s order to complete discovery.

For these reasons, the State Bar is closing this matter.

Please note that the State Bar does not have jurisdiction to investigate the conduct of sitting
judicial officers. The agency authorized to investigate and prosecute state judicial officers is the
Commission on Judicial Performance. If you decide to pursue a written complaint against the
judge presiding over the case, you may submit your complaint and accompanying documents to

the Commission on Judicial Performance at 455 Golden Gate Avenue, #14400, San Francisco, CA
94102.

If you have new facts and circumstances that you believe may change our determination to
close your complaint, you may submit a written statement with the new information to the
Intake Unit for review. If you have any questions about this process, you may call me at (213)
765-1097. If you leave a voice message, be sure to clearly identify the lawyer complained of,

the inquiry number assigned, and your telephone number including the area code. Your call
should be returned within two business days.

If you are not aware of new facts or circumstances but otherwise disagree with the decision to
close your complaint, you may submit a request for review by the State Bar’s Complaint Review
Unit, which will review your complaint and the Intake Unit’s decision to close the complaint.
The Complaint Review Unit may reopen your complaint if it determines that your complaint
was inappropriately closed or that you presented new, significant evidence to support your
complaint. To request review by the Complaint Review Unit, you must submit your request in

writing, together with any new evidence you wish to be considered, post-marked within 90
days of the date of this letter, to:



Case No.: 21-0-07210
Page 3 of 3

The State Bar of California
Complaint Review Unit

Office of General Counsel

180 Howard Street

San Francisco, CA 94105-1617

The State Bar cannot give you legal advice. If you wish to consult an attorney about any other
remedies available to you, a certified lawyer referral service can provide the names of attorneys
who may be abie to assist you. In order to find a certified lawyer referral service, you may cali
our automated Lawyer Referral Services Directory at 1-866-442-2529 (toli free in California) or

415-538-2250 (from outside California) or access the State Bar's website at www.calbar.ca.gov
and look for information on lawyer referral services.

We would appreciate if you would complete a short, anonymous survey about your experience
with filing your complaint. While your responses to the survey will not change the outcome of
the complaint you filed against the attorney, the State Bar will use your answers to help
improve the services we provide to the public. The survey can be found at
hitp://bit.ly/StateBarSurveyl.

Due to the COVID-19 pandemic, most State Bar staff are telecommuting. If possible, please
send your response to this letter, and any further communication directed to the State Bar,
using email in lieu of regular mail. My email address is david.aigboboh@calbar.ca.gov.

Thank you for bringing your concerns to the attention of the State Bar,
Sincerely,
David Aigboboh

Deputy Trial Counsel

DA



EXHIBIT K

8/25/2017 Letter from Regan Fitzgerald, Operations Sergeant Stanley Mosk

Courthouse

DECLARATION OF ERNEST MOORE AS INTERESTED PARTY & ADVOCATE
SEEKING PROBATE COURT REFORMS



™M Gmail I

(no subject)
3 messages

Fitzgerald, Regan P. <rpfitzge@lasd.org> Fri, Aug 25, 2017 at 12:21 PM
To I

Mr. Moore,

| am writing this email to follow up with our phone conversation earlier this morning and
reiterate why the bailiff (Deputy Gee) in Depart 11 of the Stanley Mosk Superior Court
did not take a criminal report based on your assertion that presiding Judge Green, as
well as the attorneys representing the other litigants, acted in an iliegal manner during
these proceedings. Court proceedings that you indicated have been ongoing since 2004.

| fully understand how being involved in a civil matter such as this could be very
frustrating, especially when you feel you've been treated unfairly knowing what you
know. What | mean to say is, only you and the other litigants are privileged to the details
of the case and truly know whether or not those details are true.

That being sad, you must understand the sole purpose of a court bailiff while assigned to
a courtroom is to ensure the personal safety of everyone within. This includes the
litigants, attorneys, civilian staff, the Judge and of course you. In addition, it is of the
utmost importance for the bailiff to remain completely neutral when dealing with the
various litigants and their attorneys and never show favoritism or bias to either side. So it
would be completely out of line and out of the bailiff's jurisdiction to insert himself in the

ongoing court proceedings by taking a criminal report based on assertions that you
made regarding these same court proceedings.

Regarding the duties of the judge, it is up to the judge to interpret the law, assess the
evidence presented, and control how hearings and trials unfold in their courtrooms. The
judge is the one who decides whether the evidence is credible and which witnesses are
telling the truth. The judge then applies the law to these facts to determine whether a
civil claim has been established and whether there is proof beyond a reasonable doubt.



As | mentioned to you over the phone, on your behalf | contacted Mr. Chris Herrara of
the Court Advocacy unit at the Stanley Mosk court and advised him of your concerns.
Mr. Herrara is located on the first floor of the courthouse and located in room 109. Mr,

Herrara indicated he would be happy walk you through the process should you decide to

make your concerns known to the Commission of Judicial Performance, or the Bar
Association.

| wish you well and hope things work out for you.

Sincerely,

Regan Fitzgerald,
Operations Sefgeant
Stanley Mosk Court
(213) 972-3807

Ernest Moore
To: "Fitzgerald, Regan P." <rpfitzge@lasd.org>

Deputy Regan Fitzgeraid,

Fri, Aug 25, 2017 at 3:03 PM

I have received your response.
I will follow up on your recommendations,

Thanks,

Ernest L. Moore

s Virus-free, www avast.com




[Qusted text iddent

Ernest Moore w T I Fri, Aug 25, 2017 at 3:33 PM
To: Cheryl Gaines <CNewmanG@da.lacounty.gov>
Hello Cheryl Gaines,

This is a letter from Deputy Regan Fitzgerald. He
contacted me about a complaint that I made against the
Bailiff in my probate case Deputy Gee, who refused to
take a police report or accept my citizens arrest several

times over the years that he has been stationed at
Department 11.

I submitted this complaint about a month ago on the LA
County Sheriff's Website.

He basically stated that your case is civil not criminal and
we have no jurisdiction over the court room, we can not

investigate any criminal complaints or take your report
and investigate!

I did record this investigative conversation.

I did inform him that my probate case is "civil" but what
has been going on for over 12 years is criminal!

Ernest L. Moore

[Guioted text hidden}



EXHIBIT L

July 10, 2019, Court Transcript.

DECLARATION OF ERNEST MOORE AS INTERESTED PARTY & ADVOCATE
SEEKING PROBATE COURT REFORMS
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SUPERTICR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT 11 HON. BARBARA R. JOHNSON, JUDGE

IN THE MATTER OF MYRTLE
MCORE LIVING TRUST.

CASE NO. BP141987

e e oo e

REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS
MONDAY, JUNE 10TH, 2019

APPEARANCES :
KIRSTEN BROWN
ATTORNEY AT LAW
NATHAN TALEI
ATTORNEY AT LAW
ALSQO PRESENT: ERNEST L. MOORE

LISA C. RIDLEY
OFFICIAL REPORTER

111 N. HILL STREET
DEPT 11

LO3 ANGELES, CA 90012
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CASE NUMBER: BP141987

CASE NAME:

IN RE: MOORE

LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA  MONDAY, JUNE 10TH, 2019

DEPARTMENT 11

REPORTER:
TIME:

3G01.

BARBARA R. JOHNSON, JUDGE
LISA C. RIDLEY, CSR #5886
10:24 A .M,

-- 000 —-

(THE PARTIES AND COUNSEL HAVING
BEEN PREVIOUSLY DULY SWORN IN
OPEN COURT, THE FOLLOWING

PROCEEDINGS WERE HELD IN OPEN
CCOURT':)

THE COURT: GOOD MORNING, MYRTLE MOORE TRUST,

VOICE FROM THE AUDIENCE: HE IS RIGHT HERE.

THE COURT: ALL RIGHT. THIS IS THE MYRTLE

MOORE LIVING TRUST, NUMBER 3001.

ROBINSON.

SIEGEL.

PARTIES, YOUR APPEARANCES, PLEASE.
MS. BROWN: KIRSTEN BROWN ON BEHALF OF JEAN

MR. TALEI: NATHAN TALEI ON BEHALF CF JEFEREY

ERNEST MOORE: ERNEST MOORE,

THE COURT: ALL RIGHT. THIS IS A MOTION FOR

RECONSIDERATION OF ORDER GRANTING JEAN ROBINSCN'S
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PETITION FOR PRELIMINARY DISTRIBUTION, IN PART.

THE TENTATIVE IS TO DENY.

THE COURT FINDS THAT THE MOVANT FALLED
TO ACT WITH DILIGENCE IN RAISING, ASSERTING NEW OR
DIFFERENT FACTS, LAW AND CIRCUMSTANCES.

ADDITIONALLY, THE MOVANT FAILS TO
DEMONSTRATE ANY OF THE IDENTIFIED NEW OR DIFFERENT ITEMS
THAT WOULD WARRANT RECONSIDERATION.

THE QPPONENT INDICATES THAT THERE MAY
HAVE BEEN SOME DEFECT IN THE NOTICE. HOWEVER, THAT
DEFECT WAS NONPREJUDICIAL BECAUSE EVEN ASSUMING THAT
THERE WAS SOME DISCREPANCY IN THE DATES, MISS ROBINSON
PLAINLY SUFFERED NO PREJUDICE BY IT BECAUSE HER
OPPCSITION EXPRESSLY LISTS THE HEARING DATE AS BEING
JUNE 10TH.

THE MOTION IS UNTIMELY AND ALTHOUGH MISS
ROBINSON, THE MOTION MISS ROBINSON CLAIMS IS UNTIMELY,
IT IS TIMELY.

ALTHOUGH MISS ROBINSON CLAIMS THAT WE
SHOULD START FRCM NOVEMBER 16TH, 2018 AS THE STARTING
DATE, THE ORDER WAS APRIL 26TH, 2019. AND THEREFORE,

THE 2018 ORDER CONTEMPLATED A MORE FCRMAL ORDER. SO IT
IS TIMELY.

AS TO THE REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION,
MR. MOORE, ERNEST MOORE IDENTIFIES A NUMBER OF NEW OR
DIFFERENT FACTS; HOWEVER, HE LISTS THEM. IT DOESN'T
PROVIDE ANY CLEAR EVIDENTIARY SUPPORT OR DETAILED
EXPLANATION FOR THE ACCUSATIONS.
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HE PROVIDES A DECLARATION IN SUPPORT OF
THE MOTION AND ATTACHED SOME DOCUMENTS, BUT THE
DOCUMENTS WELL PREDATE THE ENTRY OF THE ORDER AND HE
DOESN'T PROVIDE ANY SUBSTANTIVE DISCUSSICNS AS TO WHY
ANY IDENTIFIED NEW OR REASONABLE CR DIFFERENT FACTS OR
CIRCUMSTANCES CANNOT HAVE BEEN BROUGHT EARLIER AS TO
DEMONSTRATE A REASCNABLE DILIGENCE.

AS TO MR. MOCRE'S CCNTENTION THAT EE WAS
NOT GIVEN OR COMPLAINING THAT HE WASN'T GIVEN AN
EVIDENTIARY HEARING, THE ISSUE IS ACTUALLY DISCUSSED AT
PRIOR HEARINGS AND THIS WOULDN'T BE A NEW FACT OR ISSUE
TO DISCUSS AND SHCULD EAVE BEEN BROUGHT EARRLIER.

A5 TO SANCTIONS, THE COURT IS NQT
INCLINED TO GIVE SANCTIONS AGAINST MR. MOCRE, BECAUSE
MISS ROBINSON HAS FAILED TO FOLLOW THE 21-DAY SAFE
HARBOR PROVISIONS OF SECTION 128.7.

ANYONE LIKE TO HAVE ANY ARGUMENT?

I WILL PUT ALL THIS IN WRITING FOR THE
BENEFIT OF MR. MOORE.

ERNEST MOCRE: I DO.

THE COURT: GO AHEAD,

ERNEST MCORE: BASICALLY WHAT YOU ARE SAYING
IS MISLEADING.

THE COURT: WHAT I AM SAYING IS MISLEADING?

ERNEST MCOCRE: YES.

FIRST CF ALL, I WASN'T ALLOWED TO

PRLSENT ANY EVIDENCE AT THE PRELIMINARY HEARING. SO THE
ONLY THING I BRING UP IS NEW EVIDENCE.
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THE COURT: YOU MEAN AT THE HEARING FOR
PRELIMINARY DISTRIBUTION?

ERNEST MOORK: YEBRH,
THE COURT: OKAY,

ERNEST MOORE: I THINK THERE WERE SEVERAL
THINGS GOING ON THAT DAY.

AND YOU JUST DISTRIBUTED MY SISTER'S
PROPERTY.

YOU DIDN'T TAKE TIME TC TAKE A TOOK AT
ANY EVIDENCE,
THE COURT: OKAY.
AS T RECALL, MR. --

ERNEST MCORE: SO ANYTHING I PRESENTED IN MY
MOTION IS NEW EVIDENCE.

THE CCURT: COKAY.

ERNEST MOCRE: AND IT IS VERY SUBSTANTTIAL.
AGAIN, BECAUSE I AM ALLEGING FELONY
CRIMES.
CKAY, 80 SINCE YOU RELEASING MY

SISTER'S PROPERTY TO MY SISTER, THEN I WANT MY BUILDING
RELEASED TO ME TODAY.

AND THERE IS ENOUGH MONEY FROM THE LOANS
THAT WERE TAKEN OUT ILLEGALLY ON MY PROPERTY TO PAY OFF
THE MORTGAGE THAT'S REMAINING ON MY BUILDING THAT COULD
BE CLEARED TO RELEASE IT TO ME FREE AND CLEAR TQDAY.
THE COURT: I THOUGHT YOUR PROPERTY HAD

ALREADY BEEN RELEASED TO YOU, MR. MOORE, A LONG TIME
AGO.
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ERNEST MOORE: NO. I HAVEN'T GOTTEN NOTHING.
I HAVEN'T GOTTEN ONE DIME.

THE COURT: HE DIDN'T GET HIS PROPERTY?

MS. BROWN: RIGHT. AT THE HEARING ON THE
DISTRIBUTION, IT WAS OFFERED TC MR. MOORE TO ALSO
RECEIVE HIS DISTRIBUTICN, ALSO. HE REFUSED TO TAKE
OWNERSHIP BECAUSE THERE ARE MORTGAGES ON THE PROPERTY,
SO HE DID NOT WANT TO RECEIVE HIS DISTRIBUTION UNLESS IT
HAD, UNLESS IT WAS FREE AND CLEAR, BUT THE PROPERTY IS
NOT FREE AND CLEAR.

JEAN TOOK HER PORTION SUBJECT TO THE
CURRENT MORTGAGES THAT ARE ON IT.

THE COURT: SO NOW YQU ARE SAYING THAT YQOU DO
WANT YOUR PRCPERTY?

ERNEST MOORE: YES.

THE CQURT: CAN THAT BE ARRANGED?
MR, TALEL: I DON'T KNOW.

THE COURT: 1I'M SCRRY.

MR. TALEI: I DON'T KNOW. WE WOULD HAVE TO
LOOK INTO IT. IT IS NOT BEFORE THE COURT TODAY.

MS. BROWN: JEAN DOES NOT HAVE AN ISSUE WITH
IT.

THE COURT: I THOUGHT THERE WAS A DISTRIBUTION
ALREADY.

MR. TALEI: NO. THE ONLY DISTRIBUTION THAT

WAS ORDERED WAS MISS ROBINSON'S PROPERTY. WE ARE

WAITING FOR ONE LAST PIECE OF PROPERTY TO SELL., WE ARE
CLEARING UP THE TITLE ISSUE.
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AND WE SHOULD BE BACK TO SELL THAT PIECE
OF PROPERTY IN JULY AND ONCE THAT IS DONE, WE SHOQULD BE
ABLE TO DISTRIBUTE,

THE COURT: BUT WHAT DCES THAT HAVE TO DO WITH
MR. MCCRE'S PROPERTY?

MR. TALEI: I DON'T KNOW IF WE CAN DISTRIBUTE
IT NOW. I KNOW EARLIER HE WAS ABLE TO TAKE OVER HIS
PORTION OF TEE LOAN.

THE COURT: MR. SIEGEL INDICATED THAT HE HAD
NO OBJECTION TO DISTRIBUTING MR. MOORE'S PROPERTY AT
THAT TIME.

50 I AM SAYING WHAT HAS CHANGED?

MR. TALET: NOTHING. I AM DON'T KNOW AT THIS

POINT.

ERNEST MOORE: I AM SAYING THAT THERE IS =—-
THERE I5 ENQUGH MONEY NOW TO CLEAR THE LOAN, THE
MORTGAGE THAT WAS TAKEN OUT CN MY BUILDING ILLEGALLY.

IN FACT, T INCLUDED THAT IN MY FIRST
SUPPLEMENTAL —-

THE COURT: WELL, MR. TALEI HAS --

ERNEST MCORE: THAT SHOULD HAVE BEEN HEARD AT

THE LAST HEARING, THAT YOU DIDN'T, YOU DIDN'T DISCUSS
THAT AT ALL.

THE COURT: OKAY,

THAT'S BECAUSE THEY WERE GOING TO GIVE
YOU YOUR PROPERTY.

THERE IS NOTHING TO DISCUSS. MR. TALET
DOES HAVE A POINT THAT IT IS NOT BEFORE ME AT THIS
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HEARING.

ERNEST MOORE: YEAH. WELL I HAD, MY
SUPPLEMENTAL WAS TO COMPEL THE TRUSTEE TQO DISTRIBUTE MY
PROPERTY TC CLEAR THE LOAN.

THE COURT: THAT'S NOT IN THIS CASE.

THAT'S -- YOUR MOTION WAS TC RECONSIDER.

ERNEST MOORE: WELL, YOU COULD ORDER HIM --

THE COURT: RECONSIDER THE ORDER GRANTING --

ERNEST MOCRE: ~-- TO CLEAR THE LOAN ON MY
PROPERTY AND DISTRIBUTE IT TO ME.

THE COURT: WELL, YOU ARE ASKING TWO THINGS;
TO CLEAR THE TLOAN ON YOUR PROPERTY AND DISTRIBUTE IT TO
YOU.

THE ORDER GRANTING MISS ROBINSON'S
PETITION FOR PRELIMINARY DISTRIBUTION WAS TO HER AND TO
YOU.

THAT HASN'T CHANGED.

A5 TO CLEARING THE MORTGAGE IS SEPARATE.

MR. TALEL: T KNOW THAT THIS ISN'T THE ISSUE
BEFORE THE COURT BUT I DON'T THINK THEE TRUST WOULD COVER
TEE LOAN AND THEN DISTRIBUTE THE PROPERTY. I THINK IT
WOULD JUST DISTRIBUTE THE PROPERTY SUBJECT TO THE LOAN.

BUT THAT'S NOT THE ISSUE TODAY.

THE COURT: OKAY.

ERNEST MOORE: WELL THEN YQU GET --

THE COURT: THE ORIGINAL ORDER --

ERNEST MOORE: -- GET JEFFREY SIEGEL TQO PAY IT
OUT OF HIS OWN POCKET.
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THE COURT: THIS IS FOR RECONSIDERATION. I AM
NOT RECONSIDERING. THE ORIGINAL ORDER FOR DISTRIBUTION
STANDS.

MR, TALEI: I UNDERSTAND. I WAS JUST
CLARTFYING THAT IF THE PROPERTY OR WHENEVER THE PROPERTY
IS DISTRIBUTED, I AM FAIRLY CERTAIN IT IS DISTRIRUTED
SUBJECT TO ENCUMBRANCES.

THE COURT: AND HE JUST SAID HE IS GOING TO
TAKE IT SUBJECT TO THOSE ENCUMBRANCES,

MR. TALEI: I THOUGHT HE WANTED US -- I
THOUGHT HE WANTED THE TRUST TO COVER THE LOAN.

THE COURT: HE DID SAY THAT AT FIRST BUT THEN
I TOLD HIM HE CAN'T DC THAT AND MR. ROBINSON --

ERNEST MOORE: WHY NOT? WHEN I HAVE EVIDENCE
TC SHOW THAT THERE IS ENOUGH MONEY IN THE TRUST TO CLEAR
THE LOANS ON MY BUILDING.

THE COURT: WELL, SIR, AGAIN --

ERNEST MOORE: AND HE IS LYING. THE REASONS
TO SELL THAT PROPERTY IS A BUNCH OF LIES.

THE COURT: AGAIN --

ERNEST MOCRE: I WANT TO DO A CITIZEN'S ARREST
RIGHT NCW.

THE COURT: SIR.

MR. TALEI: DO NOT TCUCH ME.

THE COURT: YOU CAN'T TOUCH HIM, SIR.

THE BAILIFEF: SIT DCWN.

ERNEST MOORE: I WANT TO DO A CITIZEN'S
ARREST. I AM TIRED OF THIS SHIT.
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THE BAILIFF: WE HAVE GONE THROUGH THIS
BEFORE, NO ONE IS GETTING ARRESTED.

THE COURT: UNLESS YOU TOUCH HIM, THEN YOU CAN
GET ARRESTED.

ERNEST MOORE: OH, TAKE ME TO JAIL AND LET THE
CRIMINALS GO FREE.

THE COURT: I AM JUST SAYING, DON'T TOUCH
ANYBODY .

ERNEST MOORE: I AM AN AMERICAN CITIZEN, I CAN
MAKE A CITIZEN'S ARREST.
THE COURT: NO, NOT IN THIS CCURT.
ERNEST MOORE: ESPECIALLY FOR AN ILILEGAL
CRIMINAL ALIEN.
THE COURT: OKAY, SIR, YOUR MOTICN IS DENIED.
SANCTIONS ARE DENIED. THE NEXT HEARING IS WHENEVER IT
IS.
AND IF THE CRIGINAL ORDER, I AM
THINKING, WAS FOR, FOR DISTRIBUTION, THAT REMAINS.
THANK YQU.
MS. BROWN: THANK YOU, YOUR HONOR.
MR. TALEI: THANK YOQU,

(THE PROCEEDINGS IN THE AROVE-
ENTITLED MATTER WERE CONCLUDED.)
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

DEPARTMENT 11 HON. BARBARA R. JOHNSON, JUDGE

IN THE MATTER OF MYRTLE
MOORE LIVING TRUST.

CASE NO. BP141987

et et oo e S

REPCRTER'S CERTIFICATE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )

) S8
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES)

I, LISA C. RIDLEY, OFFICIAL REPORTER QF TEE
SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, FOR THE
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, DO HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE
FOREGOING PAGES, 1 THRCUGH 9, COMPRISE A TRUE AND
COMPLETE TRANSCRIPT OF THE PROCEEDINGS HELD IN
DEPARTMENT 11 ON MONDAY, JUNE 10TH, 2019.

DATED THIS 23RD DAY OF JULY, 20109.

LISA C. RIDLEY, OFFICIAL REPORTER.
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PROOF OF SERVICE

I am over the age of 18 and not a party to this action.

Tam a resident of or employed in the county where the mailing occurred: my
business/residence address is: “B /& g0 Zﬂ/ ,@Z A W%jé/:jr ez Frv/)p.
- s 2

On_/ 17’ // zZ b/ L/ I served the foregoing document(s) described as:

DECLARATION OF ERNEST MOORE AS INTERESTED PARTY & ADVOCATE
SEEKING PROBATE COURT REFORMS

to the following parties:

Samuel D. Ingham, IIT, Fsq. Lynne Spears
444 South Flower St. c/o Yasha Bronshteya
Suite 4260 Ginzburg & Bronshteyn, APC
Los Angeles, CA 90071-2966 11111 Santa Monica Blvd
Email: singham@inghamlaw,com #1840

Los Angeles, CA 90025
Attorney for Lynne Spears Attorney for James P. Spears,
Gladstone N. Jones, IiI " Co-Conservator of Estate
Lynn E. Swanson Vivian L. Thoreen, Esq.
Jones Swanson Huddell & Daschbach, L.I.C. | Jonathan H. Park, Vivian M. Rivera,
601 Poydras Street Jennifer Vane
Suite 2655 HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
New Orleans, LA 70130 400 South Hope Street, 8th Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90071

Email: vivian.thorceanthlaw.com
jonathan.park@hklaw.com
roger.coven@hklaw.com

Attorney for James P. Spears, David C. Nelson

Co-Conservator of Estate Ronald Pearson

Geraldine A. Wyle, Esq. Loeb & Loeb L.L.P.

Freeman, Freeman & Smiley 10100 Santa Monica Blvd.

1888 Century Park East, Suite 1500 Suite 2200

Los Angeles, CA 90067 Los Angeles, CA 90067
- 20 -

DECLARATION OF ERNEST MOORE AS INTERESTED PARTY & ADVOCATE
SEEKING PROBATE COURT REFORMS
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Conservatee

Britney J. Spears

¢/o Matthew S. Rosengart
Greenberg Traurig, L.L.P.
1840 Century Park East
Suite 1900

Los Angeles, CA 90067

Temporary Conservator of the Person
Jodi Montgomery

¢/o Lauriann C. Wright

Marie Mondia

Wright Kim Douglas ALC

Glendale, CA 91205

Litigation Counsel for Conservatee

David Nelson, Esq.

Ronald Pearson, Esq.

Loeb & Loeb

10100 Santa Monica Blvd., Ste. 2200

Los Angeles, CA 90067

Email: dnelson@loeb.com; rpearson@loeb.com

Jamie Lynn Spears

c/o George Short

Brownstein Hyatt Faber Schreck
1021 Anacapa Street

2™ Floor

Santa Barbara, CA 93101-2711

Request For Special Notice
Amanda Goad

ACLU of Southern California
1313 West 8™ Street

Los Angeles, CA 900174

Attorney for Jodi Montgomery
Lauriann C. Wright, Esq.
Wright Kim Douglas, ALC

130 S. Jackson Street

Glendale, CA 91205

Email: Lavriann@wkdlegal.com

Request For Special Notice
Kevin Cauley

624 S. Grand Avenue

Los Angeles, CA 90017

Regquest For Special Notice

Zoe Brennan-Krohm
DRBA

39 Drumm Street

San Francisco, CA 94111

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing

is true and correct.

DATED: /’i// 3/2‘/
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SEEKING PROBATE COURT REFORMS
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