Whois providing thisnotice?

I

The Nort Amerlcan Title Group, Inc, Family of Compén!es (Identified below), such

What we do H i

How does NATG protect my
personal information?

To protect your personal Infarma

as home owners insurance and home mortgage companies.

1
: H

tion from unauthaorized ésxess and use, we use security
measures that comply with federal law, These measures include computer safeguards
and secured flles and buildings.

i i

How does NATG collect my
persanal information?

We collect your personal information, for example, when you

& apply for financing or provide employment Information

® provide account informatlon or show your government issued 1D
® glve us your contact information

We also collect your personal information from athers, such as credit bureaus, affiliates
or other companias,

Why can’t I limit all sharing?

Federal law gives you the right to limlt only

® sharing for affiiates’ everyday business purposes—information about your
crecliworthiness
*  affiliates from using your information to market to you

®  sharing for nonaffiliates to market to you

Definitions:
Affiliates

Companies related by cammon ownership or contral. méy can be financial and

! ;i-g'!if. i..l’:'i:.l & l l! Ei L]

| i

nonfinanclal companies.
®  Our afiliates Include the companies listed below,

Nonaffiliates

Companies not related by common ownership or control, They can be finandal and

nonfinancial companies.

® NonafTiiates we share with can include collection agencies, IT service pro viders,
companies that perform marketing services en our o their own behalf, consumer
reponing agencies, and others.

®  NATG doss not share with nonaffiliates 5o they can market to you.

Joint marketing

A farmal agreement between nanaffiliated financial companles that together market
financial products or services to you,
e NATG doesnt Jointly market,

Our Affiliates, The North American Title Group, Inc. Family of Companies is:

North American Title Company

North American Title Insurance Company

North American Title Alllance, LL.C

North Amerlcan Title Florida Alliance, LLC

North American Services, LLC
North American Title Agency

Rev, NAT 8/20/13

North American Abstract Agency

NASSA, LLC

North American Title, LLC

North American Advantage Insurance Services, LLC
North Amerlcan National Title Solutlons, LLC

North American Exchange Company
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ExnBIL A (06-03-11)

CLTA STANDARD COVERAGE POLICY » 1990
E4CLUBIONS FROM COVERAGE

The fotbrrlrg mistters are mupressly excluded from the coverage of this pollcy and the Company il et pay ks or dambge, 4, Atomeys' fosd o mxperses whish adse by
reason of
1 (a) Any Bw, ordinance or geverareatal regulstion (intluing bt not limited bn taiiding or zoning lavre, ordinances, or regulations) restricting,
requisting, prohibhing or reksting (1) the escupancy, usa, of anjaymvent of the land; (1) the eharecter, dirantions or leeation of any ifnpmivement naw gr herpafer
erected on the tand; Tll'l} @ separmition I ownership of @ change In the dimenslons ot raa of the land &r Any parcel of which the lndils or was a part; &r (Iv)
environmantzl protection, or tha effect af By vialatian of these laws, ordingnces or gavarnmamal regulations, except to the extant that a notice of the enforcement
thereaf ar & netice of a dalest, lin, or encumbranca rasulting from a violation or alieged vialetion aflecting the land has been recondied in the publlc records at Date of
Pollgy. ]
(B} Any governmental palics pawer net axcluded By (8) abkve, extipt ko the extent that a retia of the exercisa theveo! or notice of @ defect; fen o encumbrance
resuling frem 8 vislatien er alleged vislatin affesting the land has bewn recorded In tha pubiic records at Data of Palicy. !
2. Rights of amingms demaln unless notite of the exercise thereof has been recorded In the pUbile feentds Bt Data of Paliey, buk not excuding frm ¢overaga #ny tekdng which
hag oocured prior to Date af Policy which wauld be binding en the rghts of 8 purchaser for valug without knowizdga. i
3. Defects, llen, encumbrancas, scdversy dalms or cther matters: :
(8) whethr ar mot recprded In the public resords at Ozte of Policy, but created, suffered, asiumed & aqraed tn By tha Irdured clalmant;
(b} net knavm to the Company, not recarded In the public recards at Date ef Palley, But knéwn ta the nsured dalmant and net discdosed [n witng to the Company by tha
Inauped claimant prier bo the date tha inturid claimant beisame 20 Insured undar this policy; g
¢) resulting 14 na ks or damags to tha insured calmant;
d) atzching or created subsequent ta Date of Palicy; o ‘
(6] resuting in le2t or clamane which wold net hava besn sustalned If the insured claimant had paid vakue for tha Insured margags or {or the estate or Intarast Insured
this patley. :
4, Unergroeablw of tha llen of ta Infured merdghge betucs of the Inablifty or falkure of the insured at Data of Folicy, of the Inabllity or fallure of any subsequent ewner of
the indetdedness, to comply with tha applicatla doing busingss laws of the state In which te land ks gltuatad, !
5. Invalldity or unenforceatilty of the Hen of the Insured mortgage, or claim thereal, which Britas gut of the br t Ak 1 by the Ingured martgage and s based
Upon USLIRY OF any cansumer eradit proeection er tridh I Bndlng law. 5
6. Any clalm, which arles gut of the traneactign vesting In the Insured tha estate of Interest Insured by this polcy or I transaction creating the htenst of the Ingurd
lender, by reagon of the oparatian of federal bankiuptey, state Insalvency er Simiar eriditars! ghts laws.

EXCERTIONSG FROM COVERAGE » 5CHEDULE B, PART X

Trs patlcy Gees nat Insure agalnst kse oF damaga (and the Company will net pay eatts, ataméyy fens or expensss) which arlsa by reason ofi

1, Taxes of assessments which are rok ahavwn b3 exlgting llans by ths récdrcs of sny bing authorty that levies taes or assessments on real property of by the public
recards,
Proceadings by @ puble agensy whikh may ratult [n tixes or Bissssomnts, or ntkices of such procesdings, whether or not shewn by tha records of such agency of by the
pubiic recards, :

2. Any Fts, rights, Intarests, or cialms veich are nat shown by the public recards but which coukd e Bscartained by an Inepaction of tha ladd o which may be assarted by
parsans In pessession thereof, '

3, Easements, liens of encumbraneas, or daims thereaf, net shawn by the publis resords. :

4, Diserepandes, corflicts n boundary lines, shortage In area, encrmachments, oF any other facts which & carrest survey would diselozs, Bnd whigh Aré néd shown by the
pUbliC FeCORds.

5. (8) Unpatentsd minlrg elplms; (b} repEvitions or excaptions In patents o In Acts authorling the Issuance thetenly (&) water rights; dakms of Hile ta wabdr, whether o
et the matters excepted under (3), () or {c) are shown by the public recards,

6 Ay lien o night ta a llen for 2enviced, Bbar ar materlal ret shawm by the puble réctrds.

CLTA/ALTA HOMEDWNER'S POLICY OF TITLE INSURANER (02-02-10)
EXCLUSIONS

In addition o the Exceptions In Schedule B, You ara not insured against ksg, costs, attorneys’ faes, b expanset resviting from:
1, Govemmental police pawer, and the existence of violation of thooe padiong of any law & govemmant ragqulatian cancemling:
3, buiding;
b, 2enlng;
¢, land vse;
d,  imprtverents on the Land;
& land divsion; and
f.  envirenTmntal protecton,
This Exclusion coes net limit e eoveraps dessr|bed In Covered Rl 8., 14, 15, 16, 18, 18, 20, 23 or 27,
2. The fallure of Your extiting stryctures, or any part of them, to be comstructad In accardance with applicable bullding mdes,
This Exclusien does not |Imf the coverage described In Covered Rlok 14 er 15,
3, The right to ke the Land by condemning k. This Excludien daas fet limit tha covarage described In Covared Risk 17,
4.  Ridkd:
2, that are created, aliowed, or agrued to by You, wnether ar Aot they are récarded in the Publi Respeds;
b that Bré Krown ba You ¢ the Paliey Dats, but not t Us, unlesg they arg recerded In tha Fubilc Records at tha Policy Date;
o thatresutt In no loss te You; o “
d.  that st oocur amtar the Policy Dite - this does fiet limik the caverage deteribed in Covared Rlsk 7, 8.4, 28, 75, 27 or 26,
Falur to pay vehe for Your This.
Lack of » rght: t
3, o any nd outside e ares specifieally deseribed and rafierand b In paragraph 3 of Schedule A; and
b, In streets, BE&ys, or watérviyd that bk the Land,
This Exclutlen doms npk lmi the covgrsoe deseribed In Govared Risk 11 or 21,
7. Tha frenefer of the Titka to You 15 Invalld s a preferential transfer of as a fraudulent transfer or eorveyanea under federal bankruptey, state Irtabvengy, or simiir creditars'
rights laws,

mn

LIMITATIONS ON COVERED RIEKS

Your Insurance for e llowirg Covered Ritks 12 limited on the Owrer's Covarage Satement a5 follows!
| For Covered Rlgk 16, 18, 19, and 21 Your Deductible Amount and Our Maximum Doflar Limie of Uabllity shawn In Sehaduls A,
Tha deductible amounts and maximun daiine [l Atave on Stheduls A sm As Rllews:
Your Derlucthbla Amoymt

Quie Maxdmum Dellay
Covared Rigk 16: 1% of Paficy Arnyunt Shown in Schedula A or $2,500 $10,000
(whichever |5 |ess)
Covered Risk 18t 1% of Policy Amourt Shawn In Szheduls A o £5,000 $10,000
{whichever I5 lese)
Covered Rlisk 19 1% of Folicy Ampurt Shawn In Sehedule A & 55,000 §25,000
{whiehever 18 lesq
Covered Risk 21! 1% of Polley Amaunt Shewn In Schedule A o §2,500 $5,000
(whichever Is lass)
sﬂg;ﬁm".’“ AND DECLARATION
OF JUI?(;{ ' DISQUALIFICATION
EPRO TEM ST. GEORGE
Page 11
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ALTA RESIDENTTAL TITLE INSURANCE POLICY (61+87)
EXCLUSTONS

In agdition to the Exceptions In Schedule B, you are not Insured againg kess, ¢oits, attomays' fees, and expendes netulting from;
1i Govemrental palle power, and the exlstence ot violabian of any bw or govemment requistian, Thig ingludes burlulng and mnlng ardinances and
aka lsws and regulations canceming:
A fand use
= imprevements on the land
= land diision
2 envimamentzl protection
This exgusion does not apply to vieiatlans or the enforcement of thesa matters which appear [n the publie recards &t Palley Data. |
This exclusion dees ret limi the zonlng coverage desaribed In Tteme 12 and 17 of Covered THig Ritks,
4 The rght ta take tha land by condemning i, unless:
" anptce of exerclaing the right bppesrs in the pubiic recards
*  onthe Policy Date
2 e ':k!ng hzppened priof to the Palicy Date and Is binding on you If you beught the [and without knowing of the taking
i Tlg Rlsks:
*  thatare created, allowed, or agreed to by you
*  thatare known b0 you, but not to us, en the Palley Datg « uniess they appeared In the gybli records
*  thetresult In no lofs ba you
*  that Mirst aMect your tltig Mar the Policy Date » this doss ret limit the labor and material lien coverdge In Itgm & of Covared mue Rlske
4, Fallure to pay value for yaur thia,
5, Lackef a dght
v rg any land outside the Aras specifizally dessribed and refermad to ln Tbem 3 of Schadula A
R

*  In streets, aliays, OF yiaterways that touch your land
This exclusion does nat limit the 25cess coverags In ftem 5 of Covered Title Rlgks,

4006 ALTA LOAN POLICY (05-1.7+06)
EXCLUSIONE FROM COVERAGE

The fellowlng matters are expretly excluded fram the covernge of this paliey, Bnd the Commpany will not pay kst or damags, costs, a'ctoms‘ feed, or
expansas that arlsa by reassn ¢f:
. (a) Any lbw, ordinance, permk, ar gavernmental regulstion (Including those relating te bullding and zoning) restricdng,
regulating, prohiBking, or rélating to
() the accupancy, uss, o enjeyment of the Land;
(I the charactar, dimensions, of lezatian ef Aty Improvemant erected on the Land;
(lll) the subdivision gf land; ar
(iv) envirenmental pretzction;
or the efect of any violation of thase laws, ardinances, of governmental regulatiand. This Exglusion 1{a) does net madify or limit the coverage
provided under Covered Rik 5.
(&) Any govemmental pelies pewver, This Exclusion 1(b) does nat medity or lmht the coverage provided urrder Coveared Rlek 6,
2. Rights of eminent demaln, This Exclusion does net madify or limlk the coverage provided under Covérd Rlsk 7 or 8,
3, Defects, liens, encumbrances, ariverse cBiMS, &r othar mattars
(a) :rutad, suffered, assuiel, or agreed tn by the Insured Clalmart;
(b)  nok Kmenwn to the Cmpanv, not recorded in the Public Records at Date of Policy, but Knerdts & the Insured Calmant and net d.ﬁaui In writing
ba the Company by the Insured Clalman prior b tha data the Insured Clalmant bexcame: an Insured under this palicy;
(c) resuking In no lett or dsmage b the Insured Glalmant;
(d) mt;mlng ar craated subsaquent to Date of Palicy (however, ths does not madify er Imk the coverage provided under Cnur‘ed Rizk 11, 13, or
; er
(a) resuiting In s or dambam that would not have besn dustalned if (e Insured Calmant had pald value fir the Insured Hnrtgaqe
4,  Unenfareaabllity of tha llan of the Insured Mortgage Beeauss of th IngbtiRy or falure of an Intuntd to comply with apph@ble doingibusiness liws of
the state whers tha Land & situated.
5, Invakdity or unenforeasblity In whels or In part of the llen of the Insurtd Mortgage that anses out of the lranssctian evidenced by tha Insured
Mortgape and is based Upen USUrY OF any conaumer credik prékection or truth-in-ending law.
& Any clalm, by reasen Ofts the opesatian af federdl bankacy, state Insaivency, of amiler eratiRors’ rights laws, that the ranasctian éritting the llen of
te Insured Martaage
(a) & frautylert conveyance of fraudulent transfer, er
() & praferantial trangfer for ey rebsan ot stoted In Covared Risk 13(b) of this pahay.
7. Any Ten on the Tiie for réal estata taxes or assesements Impersad by governmantal authorfty and created er Bttaching between Date of Policy andme
t!m(e)of recerding of the Insured Mortgaga in the Publle Rectrds. THIS Exchision does not madify or limit Ut coverage rovided under Coversd RI
1(b
Thg abgva polkey form may be ksued to afford elther Standard Coverage or Extended Coverage, In addition to the abeve Exdluskns from Coverage, the
Excptians from Caverage In a Stondord Coverage pollcy will lsa Inchude the Fellowing Exceptions fram Caverage:

EXCEPTIONS FROM COVERAGE

Tl'lli paltey deest nek Insura agalnst loss or damaga (and tha Campany wil not pay costs, attomeys' 4es or axpenses) that arkse by reason af:
(2) Texes or assesuments that bre not shown as exting llens by the recards ef Ay tixig ywthorky that levies taxas or Msetsmen's on real property
or by the Publle Reesrds; (b) praceedings by a public Bgersy that may resdlt In tawes or asesments, ar noteess of puch proceedings, vhether or not
ahewn by tha rexords of such agancy er by the Publie Rucards,

2. Any facts, rights, Interests, er elaime tatb are not shown by the Public Recorda But thas éould tm ascartained by an inspection of the Land o that may
be asserted by perssns In patsession of the Land,

3. Eassments, llgns or encumbrances, or clalms Hhareal, fet ghewn by tha Public Recards,

4. Any mmhmnt, encumbrase, vislkHon, varfat!m, or adversa circums@mes affesting the Thia that woukd ba disclesad by an sorurate and complete
kand survey of the Land anet net; shewm by tha Pubiic Records,

5 (#) Unpitentezd mining dalms; (D) resarvationt or exeaptions |n patents or In Ads Butharlzing the ksuanca thereof; (c) water Hohts, calms or tls to
veater, whather or not the matbers excepbed under (3), (b), or () are shown by tha Public Regords,

. Any lign oF right ta 2 len for services, Labor or materlal not stown by the public records,

2005 ALTA DIWNER'S POLIEY (08-17-05)
EXCLUSIGNS FROM COVERAGE

Tra feliowing matters are expresdly eveluded fram the cewaraga of this poliy, and the Company wil not pay loss or damegs, cesss, stmmays' fees, or
sepamises that afse by rasson of;
1, (a) Any iuwtord:nan:s. permk, or governmental nsgulition (Inclding those relating ta bullding ked zoning) restricting, requlating, prohibiting, or
relstirig o
() the eccupsnty, use, or enfoyment of the Land:
(llf thet sharacter, dimenalons, or lecation af any improvement erected on the Land;
(il) tha subdwision of land; or
(i) envirenmmntal pretection;
ornme ceﬁeq r;f ;Jnr viciation of these lans, ordnances, o gavsmmental regulations. This Exclusion 1(a) doss not modify ar Imit the eaveraga provided
dnder Cave 5k 5.
(b) Any governmental police poveer. Thip Exclusion 1(D) dosd ret modily ar Imit the coverage provided undare Cavered Rigk 6.

OBJECTION
SUPPORTING
OF JUDGE pR
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2. Rights of eminent darmzin. This Exclusion does nat medify or limit the coverage provided undsr Govered Risk 7 or B
3, Defets, liens, apcumbrances, sdverse clalmg, or gther matiers
(a) created, suffered, sssumel, or agreed to by tha Insyred Claimant
(B) net Knowm to the Compatiy, rat retarded In the Pubiic Records at Date of Policy, but Known 1o the Intursd Qalmant and not dlsslassd in writing to
the Company by the Insurad Clalmant prior to the date the Insured Quimant became an Intured under this policy; !
{¢) rsulting In no loss or damage to the Insured Claimant; |
(d) #ttaching or created subsaquemt ta Date of Pollcy (however, this doss ngt modlly or It the coverage provided under Covered Ritk 9 and 10); or
() resuring In lgs¢ dr damage that would not have been suttained If the Insured Claimant had pald value for the Title, i
4, Anyclalm, by resgon of the opesation of federa] bankruptcy, state Insclvency, or similar crediors' tiahts |aws, thal the traneaction vesting tha Tite as
shown In Schedula A, fa ;
(a) afrudulent corveyance or fraudulent tansfer; er
(b) @ preferential brpnsler For any reasen et steted In Covered Risk 9 of thig palley. :
5. Any lien on the Titie for real estate tewest & #5sqssmants Imposed by govemmantal authority and created er Attaching between Date of Policy and the
dete of resording of the deed o sther Instrument of tranafer In the Publls Records that vestt Title a5 shewn In Schedula A, ;
Tha above pollcy Farm may be Isued to afford either Standard Coveraga o Extended Coveragé, In additon to the abeve Eadluslons frofn Coverage, the
Exceptiens from Cowaraga In 8 Rantard Cerveras palicy will also Inciude the fidlewing Exgeptions from Caversaoe:

EXCEPTIONS FROM COYERAGE

This prlley does not Insure agalnst kiss or demaga (and the Comparty will ngt pay costs, attorneys’ lees ar dvpgnpas) that ariza by reasan af:
1. {a) Taxes or assesamenty that ura not shown a3 existing llens By the records of any bedng Authority that levies Exes or BssAt<rmants an real property or
by the Publi Recerds; (b) procredings By & public agency that may result In taxss or assessments, OF netiees of such proceedings, whether or Aet

shown by the recorms af such Agenicy or by the PUbRC Records, |

& Ay facts, rights, interests, o clalms that are nat shawn in the Fublic Records but that evkd be ascertalned by an Inspecion of theland or that mey ke
assertad by persons In possession of tha Land, i

3. Eesemaents, llens or encurbrances, or daims thereal, net shewn by the Public Records, |

4, Any encreachment, encumbrante, viclation, variatien, or sdvarse clrcumetance affesting tha Tite that woukd ba disciessd by an accurate and complete
Iand survey of tha Land and that arm net shown by the Public Reserds., |

5. (2) Unpatented mining clalme; (b) reservationa er exceptions In patents or [n Acts altharlzng the ssuanca theresf] (¢) water rights; clalms o e to
water, whether pr ngt the matters excepted under (), (b), or (c) are shewn By the Fuble fecords, '

6. Anylmn or right ta a Uen for sarvices, labor or material nat shawn by the public recards,

ALTA EXPANDED COVERAGE RESIDENTIAL LOAN POLICY (07-26-10)
EXCLUSIONS FROM COVERAGE

Tha following matters are évpregsly iecluded from the eavarage of this pallcy and the Company will not pay kofs of damage, coity, shomeys' fees of

expenses which &riga by reason of!

1. (8) Ar;'g low, orainance, perit, or govemmental regulation (including thatz relating to buIKing and zeing) restricting, regulating, prahibting, er

ting ta .
() the coaupancy, use, o enjaymant of the Land;
(1) the cheracter, dimenglons, or location of any Imansvardrr enected on the Land;
(1) the subdivision of land; or
{iv) environmental protection; !
or tha effect of eny vislstion of thesa laws, ordinances, o gavemmanta| reguiations. This Exelutlon J(a) doas not modify & (it the coveraga
provided under Cowsred [Usk 8, 6, 13(c), 13(d), 14 er 16, i
(B Agv oovrmmental polkce pewer. THIE Exglugion 1(b) doas net meeify or limls the coverage provided under Covared RISk 5, 6,113(c), 13(d), 14 or
e §

2, Fighes ef emipant demain, This Exeludlen dees nat meddify or Mt the eoverage provided under Cavered Risk 7 ar B

1. Deficts, llams, encumbrances, advérse clalms, or pther matters
(a) created, sulfered, a4umed, or agreed to by the Insursd Clalmant; !

(b) et Kegwn tg the Company, not recerdest In the Public Reconds at Date of Policy, but Known ta the Insured Qbirant and net qlmm In writing
to the Campany by the Indured Clalmank prier to the dabe the Insurad Clalmant became an Insured uader bhis pallcy;

(c) resutting In na ko%¢ or dsmage to tha Insured Galment; i

(¢) Btachiny or created subsequant tn Date of Pallsy (howavar, thiz doss ot meeify or ||mit the coverage pravided undsar Covered Risk 11, 16, 17,
18,19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 27 & 28); o

(=) meulting In loss or damaga thee would not have been sugtained if the Inswred Claimant had patd value far tha Insured M [

4. Unenforceablity of the llen of tha Insured Mortgage becBuse of the Inabiiity of fallure of an Intured to comply with appilabla mﬂ.uuum laws of
the state where the Land |5 stuated, :

5. Invalidity or ynenforceabiRty In wihele at Ia psrt of the llen of the Insured Martgags that arlses out of tha transsetien évidencad by the Insured
Mortgape and 1 based upon Usury, OF any ConSuMer eradit protection or truth-in-lending law. This Exclusion doeg not mealify ¢r llmit the coverage
previdad In Coversd Risk 28,

6. Any clalm of lnvalldity, unesfarceability or lack of priorky of the lizn of the Injured Mortgage as to Advaneas or med|fications made afer b Tnsured
has Knoviledge that the vestes shewn In Bchadule A 18 A knger tha gwner of the estate ar Inbérest covered by thia policy. This Exclusion doas not
modty of limit tw coveraga provided In Cavered Ritk 11,

70 Any llen an the TRie fof real estate toes or assEEmEnts Imposed by gevernmental autnonty and eraatsd er Aitaching subsequent ta Date of Palley.
This Exclusien dees nat medify or AmR the eoverags providad In Covered Risk 11(b) or 28.

8, Tre hailure gf the residential striscture, or Aty pertlon of I, to have besn ednstnucted bafare, on or alter Date of Paliey In accordance with applicable
bulidng codes. This Ex¢lusion coms not modiy or Iimik e etverage provided n Covered Rtk S or &

3. Any clim, by reasan of the oparation of federal banknuglsy, state insolvency, or simllar eréditors' rights laws, that the bransaction creating the lien of
the lndured Mortgaga, 15
(8) @ fraudulent cenveyries or fraudulent transfer, ar
(b) @ preferaial rangfer for any raasan mot stated In Covared Ak 27(b) of this pelley.

OBJECTIQ
SUPPORTING pyson CLARATION
DGE PRO 1Epy o r%i?“
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B AMER entral Avenu oor
‘rhl MERICAN o Em#éa?é Calfcynia 01203
lcg!ﬂlEF‘ANY Phone: (818)240-4912

Fax:(818)551-5361
Like Clockwork®

File No.: 91402-1314564-14
Statement of Information / Identity

This statement is to be signed personally by each party to the transaction before fitle Insurance can be issued.
When fllled in completely it will serve to establish identity, eliminate matters affecting persons of similar name,
and speed the completion of your title order. Further explanation of the need for this Information Is attached to
this form.,

lst Party:

FIRST NAME MIDDLE NAME (IF NONE, INDICATE)  MAIDEN NAME (IF NONE, INDICAYE) LAST NAME

Iam ] single 1 married [J registered domestic partner (DP)

Name of current spouse or registered domestic partner (If other than party 2):

Name of former spouse or registered damestic partner: (if none, write "none"):

Home phone Business phane
2nd Party: _i

FIRST NAME MIDDLE NAME (IF NONE, INDICATE)  MAIDEN NAME (IF NONE, INDICATE)  LAST NAME
Iam [J single [ marrled 7] registered domestic partner (DP)

Name of current spouse or registered domestic partner (if other than party 1):

Name of former spouse or reglstered domestic partner: (if none, write "none"):

Home phone Business phone
To be completed by To be completed by
1st party listed above 2nd party listed above

Soclal Security Number(s)

Driver's License Number

Date of Birth

Place of Birth

AND
SUPPOR D DECLAR AT,
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Residences - Past 10 Years |
(Include dates of occupancy) :
1)

2) ,;
3) J.
4)
5). |

Occupations - Past 10 Years

(Please note If self-employed)

(Include dates & clty of employer)
1)
2)
3)
4)
3)

Full Names and Blrth Dates of
All Children

1)
2)
3),

Date of Current Marriage/DP

Place of Cutrent Marriage/DP

Previous Marriage(s) to (Narme)

(If not previously married, write nane)

Date & Place of Pravious Spouse/DP Dissolutian
Date & Place of Previous Spouse/DP Death
Before that, Previously Married to (Name)

Date & Place of Previous Spouse/DP Dissolution
Date & Place of Previous Spouse/DP Death

I HAVE NEVER BEEN ADJUDGED BANKRUFT, NOR ARE THERE ANY UNSATISFIED JUDGEMENTS OR OTHER
MATTERS PENDING AGAINST ME WHICH MIGHT AFFECT MY TITLE TO THIS PROPERTY, EXCEFT AS FOLLOW:!

The undersigned declare(s), under penalty of perjury under the laws of the Unlted States and the state of my
residence, that the foregolng s true and correct,

i _ Date:
Signature S
OBJECTION AND DECI
. LARATION
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: ORMED COPY
Natan Avraham, In pro per |, ogﬁﬁagg%of%a%nomla
X oﬂ?‘n{y of Los Angeles
P.O. Box 35895 I
| SEP 15 2015
I

I:,os Angeles, CA 90035 t AL Cater, Excuie Offcer!

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORR- Willlams, B
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, WEST DISTRICT!|

) Case No.: SD 027 039
)
)
) RESPONDENT'S
MIRI AVRAHAM N ) l P = P
Petitioner, ) Supplemental of Turtner support for
s )reconsideration 9/3/2015 sale off
' ywooster property
NATAN RAHAMIM AVRAHAM ) ' )
)
; .
Respondent.
) - :
g 7 / S T &
) paTE: y1 I
e /30 pr
Pepr* =
>
Date: : Respectfully submitted, T
——F
Natan Avraham, In pro per
Respondent
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1. Iam the Respondent in this action and in this proceeding. I offer this lcclaration in

i

lieu of personal testimony pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure §§2009 and 22015.5; California

Rules of Court Rule 5.118; Reifler v. Superior Court, 39 Cal. App. 3d 479,4‘84-85 (1974); Inre

Marriage of Stevenot, 154 Cal. App. 3d 1051, 1059 n.3 (1984). I have persopal knowledge of the

facts stated in this declaration, and if sworn as a witness, I could and would competently testify
[

thereto. I submit this declaration to establish the perjury committed by Petitioner and her counsel

|
throughout these proceedings. l‘
|
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September 14, 2015

To Whom it May Concern,

1, Natan Avraham, have authorized this third party to file these documents on my behalf. This
party has no authority to speak on my behalf, but instead has simply been asked to deliver these
documents faithfully to the Court. I have requested this assistance after the Court has repeatedly
threatened my well-being and freedom as a result of these proceedings. I believe the enclosed
evidence speaks for itself, and am ready and willing to work with the Court and answer any

questions or concerns regarding this information.
Signed,

Natan Avraham
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September 14, 2015

To Whom it May Concern;

Natan Avraham has submitted the following documents to the Court in order to stop the
sale of the 1442 Wooster Property and have the Court Vacate or Amend the Orders
governing the sale of the property. The included evidence speaks for itself, and after
reviewing the facts Natan Avraham is confident that the Court will see it is necessary to
immediately halt this sale.

The recent actions of the Court have made Natan Avraham honestly concerned for his
well-being should he approach the Court in person, and Natan Avraham has little faith
that the Court will act to protect his rights and freedoms in this case. Natan Avraham has
taken on considerable expense to deliver these documents to the Court in order to avoid
the Court’s previous threats of personal detention.

Natan Avraham has delivered these documents to the Court in absence in observation of
the Jewish holiday of Rosh Hashanah, but will be present to protest the actions of the
Court should the Wooster Property be threatened by the actions of the Court.

The Court can clearly see that there are a multitude of reasons to stop the sale of the
Wooster Property, and can further see that the decisions and actions of the Court so far
have been based on misleading testimony and perjury.

Natan Avraham is confident that after reviewing these documents the Court will see that
the only appropriate course of action is to Vacate and Amend the current orders and start
again in a manner that protects the rights and property of the parties in this case.

Signed,
doy,
033
f[g"‘{ "’.)IJITV“"_EL o
Natan Avraham I Vv, '30310 5 W&Gﬂ rdo
Ny Oy,
ar.
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Natan Avraham
CASE #SD 027 039
September 2, 2015

Respondent requests that the Court Vacate and/or Amend the 3/11/2015
Court Order and 5/27/2015 and 9/3/2015 Court Order. These Orders have
the potential to cause distress and damage to Respondent and Petitioner, and
were made on the basis of incorrect, misleading, and detrimental information.
The Orders regarding the sale of the Wooster Property have the potential to
cause dﬁmage to Petitioner, Respondent, and the community assets and should
be vacated. and completely the removed from court record

also from courts economic point the court need to remove from courts record

all the court days in regard the sale wooster
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[TON ARATION
SUPPORTING DISQUALIFICATION
OF JUDGE PRO TEM ST. GEORGE



Ex Parte Motion

requesting

Halt Sale of Wooster Property
and

Vacate or Amend Court Order re: Sale of Wooster Property

Natan Avraham would like to stress that he is willing to wor:k with any and all
Court and legal officials who are willing to follow the law anlgd the Judgment
governing this case. Natan Avraham simply wishes to see justice done in this
case and the law appropriately observed, and has no motivation to pursue
legal action against any person except to protect himself and the community in

this case from abuse of the law, mishandling of the case, and misleading

testimony presented to the Court. Commissioner Matthew St. George must
either disqualify himself from this case or act immediately upon his immunity
to repair the damage done by these misleading statements a;nd inappropriate
Orders by immediately stopping the sale of the Wooster Prclperty. Natan

Avraham cannot accept any other result from these decisions.
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The law and Judgment governing this case require the immediate halting of the

sale of the Wooster Property and that the Court Vacate or Amend the Orders
regarding the Sale of the Wooster Property. These Orders for the sale of the
property were made on the basis of misleading and manipulative testimony on the
part of Real Estate Agent Alan Wachman, and the enforcement of these Orders will

cause massive, irreversible damage to the parties, the community, and the children

in this case. Natan Avraham requests that these Orders be blocked immediately
and completely, and that the Court vacate or amend these orders on the basis of the

misleading foundation upon which they were made.

|
Natan Avraham has a good faith belief that the testimony upon which the Court has
based the Orders governing the sale of the Wooster Property constitutes perjury

from Real Estate Agent Alan Wachman. The record clearly shows that many of

the statements that Alan Wachman has given to the Court as foundation for the sale
|

of the Wooster Property directly contradict or misrepresent both earlier statements

by Alan Wachman and facts on the record in this case, and it is up to the

L |
determination of the Court as to whether these Statements should be simply

considered misleading and inaccurate or whether they should be given the full
|
weight of perjury and the appropriate response. Under either circumstance, the
OBJECTION AND DECLARATION
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inaccuracy of the testimony given to the court by Alan Wachman|and the
tremendous influence this testimony had on the Court Orders should render these
Orders void and is reason for the Court to stop this sale and vacate or amend these

orders immediately.

Natan Avraham has a massive interest in the preservation of the yalue of the

Wooster Property and the appropriate sale of this property. Natan Avraham has

made it clear that he intends to use the proceeds of the sale of the Wooster property

to care for the children in this case, specifically that approximately $300,000.00

from Nathan Avraham’s portion of the proceeds is intended to p{lovide for the

student loans held by the children in this case. See the attached (!iocuments
|

outlining the outstanding student loans held by the children in this case for further
|

evidence of the necessity that these loans be provided for. i
|

The Real Estate Agent given control of the sale of the Wooster Property, Alan

Wachman, has repeatedly misled the Court and presented facts z!md testimony
meant to control the sale of the Wooster Property. Real Estate Agent Alan

Wachman opened the escrow on the Wooster Property inappropriately and without

the permission of both of the parties in this case, and has contimf,led to push for the

OBJ | AN
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sale of the property even when this pressure has caused great harm to the

community. Alan Wachman has further misrepresented the status and intentions of

the proposed Buyer for the Wooster Property. Respondent has a!lready filed

Objections and Complaints to these proceedings in Court on Sep‘Ltember 10, 2015,

Real Estate Agent Alan Wachman has further misled the commlinity and attempted

and has attached this document.

to control this case in order to isolate the parties involved in thisicase, and Natan
Avraham believes this has been done with the intention of maniffulating the parties
in this case more effectively. This sale as structured is not gooci for the
community or for either of the parties involved, and yet Real Est;ate Agent Alan
Wachman has pushed hard to have the deal signed by Miri Avra:!ham after the
Court decided to give Miri Avraham the power to approve the saitle with her
signature alone. Alan Wachman suggested that the Court award control of the sale
of the property to Miri Avraham alone, stating “the Avrahams are facing the
possibility that the sale of the Wooster Property could very well/fall through unless

Natan Avraham signs the purchase agreement or this Court grants Miri Avraham’s

request for orders.” (Alan Wachman Declaration January 14 2015-Page 5 Lines

S([)Jl;‘ll)ECTION AND DECL,
s JS{F)!TFNG DISQLALIFI(..'ATION
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25-28--Attached) Alan Wachman has continually exerted inappropriate pressure

on the parties in this case to complete the sale of the Wooster property.

Regarding the testimony the Court received from Real Estate Agent Alan

Wachman regarding the potential Buyer on the Wooster Property and upon which

these Orders were based, Natan Avraham has a good faith belief and evidence from
a conversation with Eric from the Wilshire Escrow Company that on or before
March 10, 2015 the prospective Buyer walked away from the purchase of this
property. Natan Avraham can testify to having personally receii/ed this
information, and this can be used to directly contradict the testimony by Alan
Wachman stressing the urgency of the sale of the Wooster Propé}:rty. Furthermore,
this is evidence that the Court was misled to believe that the purgchase of the
Wooster Property was ongoing when in fact the negotiations ha%i expired. The fact
that this Buyer resurfaced so easily after walking away from thej sale clearly
indicates that Real Estate Agent Alan Wachman is attempting t$ move the sale

forward by any means necessary, and in doing so is acting against the good of the

community and the parties in this case.

OBJECTION AND DECLARATION
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Furthermore, it must be noted that Real Estate Agent Alan Wachman has
repeatedly suggested the sale of the Wooster Property in a manner that does not
maximize the benefit to the community or the parties in this case; Alan Wachman
testified to the Court that the sale of the Wooster Property should: be completed at
the price offered by the current Buyer, a price lower than others already presented

for the property. On or before March 11, 2015, Alan Wachman presented the

Court and Miri Avraham with a proposal through the escrow company for the sale
of the property with a quotation of $76,000.00 in taxes for the sallle of the Wooster
Property. This tax has since risen to $276,000.00 in the closing cost statement,
more than three times the amount that Miri Avraham agreed to for the sale of the
Wooster Property. The current Court Order was structured with the $76,000.00
figure in mind, so this massive increase in the costs to the comn'ﬁunity certainly

requires that the Court Order be reconsidered. Not only will this Order cause

massive damage to the community, but Miri Avraham has only a!lgreed to the sale

with the $76,000.00 closing costs. No agreement was ever mad¢ with anything

resembling the $276,000.00 figure in mind. This was clearly a zlnisleading action

on the part of Alan Wachman, but it should be obvious to someone with Alan
!

Wachman’s extended experience in this field that the correct tax amount could not

be assessed without access to Natan Avraham’s personal information, which Alan

OBJECTION AND DECLARATION
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Wachman does not have. The Court can certainly not enforce the Court-ordered
sale of the property with such a massive swing in costs assessed to the sale.

J
The Court’s statements and decisions regarding the appropriate a‘mount for the
Wooster Property are incorrect--in March of 2015 Natan Avraham was informed
by Natan Avraham’s Counsel Mr. Green that the Court felt a salf;, at a price netting
less than a million dollars was “enough” for the sale of the Woostter Property. This
statement by the Court ignores many important factors in this case, including many
facts and amounts that do not appear on the statements of escrow and closing costs
for this sale. This amount does not reflect that $100,000.00 from the final amount

will be going to the children in this case, does not reflect that ap proximately

$47,000.00 in withholding will be retained for Capital Gains costs associated with
the sale, nor do these statements reflect that Natan Avraham inteinds to provide an
additional $200,000.00 to the children from his share of the purcé:hase proceeds.
The costs of Capital Gains will be even higher than the figures s!tated here, and
these amounts must be accounted for in this sale. Furthermore, it should be made
very clear that the ongoing hardship of fighting this extended legal battle has left

Natan Avraham with costs that can only be reclaimed through the proceeds of the

i
sale of the Wooster Property. Natan Avraham’s property and credit have been

OBJECTION AND DECLARATION
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trashed by these ongoing actions of the Court and the huge fees, interest, and
penalties associated with them, and Natan Avraham must receive] relief from the
maximization of the value of the Wooster Property. The statements of the Court

do not reflect the $40,000.00 Natan Avraham requires to replace his work vehicle

under the added strain of his decimated credit and financial standing, do not take
into account the variety of remaining debits owed to Natan Avra}!mm, and does not
account for the rotator cuff injury Natan Avraham sustained Whiie working on the
community property that threatens Natan Avraham’s livelihood every day. For the
entire lives of the children in this case Natan Avraham has prom%sed that they

would be free to pursue their education and that the costs of this work would be

provided for, and yet the actions of the Court currently threaten this promise. The

Court must stop the sale of this property under these conditions immediately if this
promise is to be fulfilled and the rights and property of Natan Ayraham, the

community, and the children in this case are to be protected.

No one should profit from perjury to the Court, and if the sale o:f the Wooster
Property goes through as planned the third-party Buyer for this property will
receive property inappropriately while Petitioner, Respondent, the children, and the

community in this case will all suffer massive losses. Itis clear that the
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relationship between Real Estate Agent Alan Wachman and the proposed Buyer in
this case has resulted in the pressure being placed upon the comrr|1unity to complete
the sale of this property, and the Court has issued these Orders W;Lth the potential to
cause irreversible harm to the community.

Natan Avraham has made his feelings very clear to the Court on multiple

occasions, both that he feels his Civil Rights have been violated and that he intends
to take any legal action to defend his family and his property. O{;q September 9,
2013, Natan Avraham stated “I don’t need help. Ineed the Courét to release my
life. I don’tneed help. Cannot be--the Court cannot destroy me. The
Commissioner Cowan cannot destroy me. And I do everything for him to be under

investigation. The government--he have to put him under investigation. I'm going

to do everything I say. Commissioner Cowan must be under inv:estigation. He
destroy my life and my kid suffering.” (September 9, 2013, Page 11, Lines
12-19-See Attached) Natan Avraham has never made any “threéts” to the
Commissioner or any representative of the Court, but instead ha;s simply made it

very clear that he intends to pursue justice for his violated rights.
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It is strange to note that the Court is far more driven to complete the sale of the
property at this point in time than at any before. In previous instances Natan
Avraham has worked to follow the Judgment in this case and has|even attempted to

comply with Court Order to purchase this property for the good of his children.

Natan Avraham has both secured funding and opened escrow for the property as
instructed by the Court, yet was blocked from purchasing the proiperty. This was in
February of 2015, and at that point in time the Court ignored that Natan Avraham
had complied with Court Order and instead refused the sale. This double standard

is yet more evidence of the fact that the Court’s actions have not been an accurate

representation of the reality of this case, and Natan Avraham continues to affirm

that the Court must block this sale and work to repair the damage done by these
|

Orders and misleading testimony.

Real Estate Agent Alan Wachman has deliberately misled the Court on multiple
occasions. Not only have Court Orders been based on this testin}ony, but even
after Natan Avraham has made it more than clear to the Court th!at these orders
have been based upon misleading statements the Court has contiznued to act to
enforce these Orders. The Court has repeatedly acted in a similar manner against

Natan Avraham and the community, and Natan Avraham feels the best avenue

FOW0AD 1S WAL 0dd 404nr 10
NOLLYOIATTYNOSIA ONILIOddNS
NOILVAVIDAd ANV NOLLDIr4O0



remaining to seek justice in this case is to make the facts of the m?'shandling of this
case known so as to seek the assistance of the District Attorney, tLe Court
supervision, and the government in seeking justice. The Court Orders in question
entirely lack legal basis--yet the Court continues to enforce these ;Orders to the

damage of Natan Avraham and the community.

Natan Avraham believes that the maximization of the value of this property will
help to resolve the remaining issues surrounding these divorce pr:ioceedings, putting
to bed all of the issues of this case and allowing Petitioner and Ngtan Avraham to
find resolution. Petitioner should not sign any agreement that dog_es not take this
maximization of value into account, and should not sign any salei agreement while
the effects of this misleading testimony and perjury are still incljded. Natan
Avraham wishes to see the value of this property maximized for :the good of
himself, the Petitioner, the children, and the community so that these issues can be
put to rest.
|

On September 10, 2015 Natan Avraham filed a renewed and upciated Motion for
Reconsideration regarding this case for the Court’s review. Natan Avraham is
seeking any legal routes to see this case put right, and this motioin includes a report
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of the mismanagement of the Court in this case. These facts only add to the

necessity for the Court to Amend or Vacate the Orders governing this sale.

Should this sale go through Natan Avraham will be forced to pursue legal action
against Real Estate Agent Alan Wachman and the Buyer in this c:ase, as the perjury
of Alan Wachman has led the Court to issue Orders that 1iquidatéi the Wooster
Property and tremendously harm the community. No continuation or prolonging of
this case is necessary, as the evidence very clearly shows that Agent Alan
Wachman and the current Buyer for the Wooster Property should no longer be
involved in the sale. Miri Avraham has no reason to fear a lawszlzit or anger from

the Buyer or Agent Alan Wachman in this case, as the sale of the Wooster Property

as currently organized is clearly based on misleading statements|and perjury
before the Court. Miri Avraham has every right to verify that thi:'s sale is being
conducted according to the law through a criminal or real estate attorney before
signing any escrow documents. Natan Avraham has clearly demlonstrated to the
Court that Alan Wachman has committed perjury to the harm of éthe community,
and refuses to provide commission for this sale or allow Alan W?dchman’s further
participation in the sale process. Should the sale go through as currently structured

Agent Alan Wachman and the current Buyer will profit by hamﬂlng the
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|
community, the parties, and the children in this case on the basis of lies told to the

Court. On this basis and with the evidence shown above, Natan Avraham requests
that the Court Amend or Vacate the current Orders and all further Orders regarding
the sale of the Wooster Property and immediately stop the sale of|the Wooster
Property in order to observe the Judgment governing this case an(:i to protect the

rights of the parties, the community, and the children. If all options within the

legal system are exhausted Natan Avraham will be required to seek help from the

public and the media, and the government and responsible superv!ision will clearly

not like the public reaction to Commissioner Matthew St. George!’s actions and

rulings based on the facts of this case. ’

Again, Natan Avraham would like to stress that he is willing to work with any
and all Court and legal officials who are willing to follow the law and the
Judgment governing this case. Natan Avraham simply wisheés to see justice

done in this case and the law appropriately observed, and has no motivation to

pursue legal action against any person except to protect himsielf and the
|
community in this case from abuse of the law, mishandling of the case, and

misleading testimony presented to the Court. Commissioner Matthew St.

George must either disqualify himself from this case or act i@mediately upon
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his immunity to repair the damage done by these misleading statements and
inappropriate Orders by immediately stopping the sale of the Wooster
Property. Natan Avraham cannot accept any other result from these

decisions.

Signed,

Natan Avraham
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"'y, the Court’s ordefs regarding the Response to Respondent’s Request to Vacate or

Amend and Respondent’s Perjury Complaints are confusing and contradictory in light of the

the Response to

Court’s further orders regarding the sale of the Wooster Property. RegardiTg

Respondent’s Request to Vacate or Amend and Respondent’s Perjury Complaints, the Court

Amend and

state in the Minute Order “Response to Respondent’s Request to Vacate or

tober 21, 2015.”

Respondent’s Perjury Complaints ghall be filed and served no later than Og

sociated Responses

(September 3, 2015 Minute Order) This Request and Complaint and the as

ctly above this

deal directly with the sale of the Wooster Property, and yet in the item dire

statement in the Minute Order the Court orders that “the sale of the 1442 Sbuth Wooster Street,

Los Angeles, California 90035, for $1,575,000.00. Escrow should close n¢

15,2015, All liens and commissions, as set forth in the estimated closing &

later than September

4

tatement, are to be

paid, subject to reallocation at a future hearing. Wilshire Escrow Company is ordered to hold the

net proceeds from the sale in escrow until an evidentiary hearing on Noven‘}ber 4,2015.”

(September 3, 2015 Minute Order) These Orders make no sense when taken together, as the

Court has ordered the final sale of the Wooster Property _t_:efore the relevant Requests and

Complaints have been responded to or heard, There would be no point in having these matters
addressed after the property has been sold, as the sale will have already been made legally
binding and the argument will mean nothing.

Natan Avraham intends to act upon his Civil Rights to prevent the inappropriate sale of

this property as the Order and rulings governing the sale of this property are based upon

misleading and incorrect testimony on the part of .
i Perjury in testimony

Real Estate Agent in charge of this case, Alan Wachman, cominittes

OBJECTION AND DECLARATION
SUPPORTING DISQUALIFICATION
OF JUDGE PRO TEM ST. GEORGE

&




S5 KAISER PERMANENTE,

Re: ; -
Rahamim N Avraham

4125 1/4 8 Doheny Dr
- Los Angeles (JA 90035-1368

5/16/2013
000009313301

i

To whom it may concern: : ;'

Mr. Avraham has a rotator cuff syndrome of the shoulder, wofse x 7 moinths but dating
back to 20056, | He is presently in physical therapy. ‘

|
L |
|
|
|

Sincerely, _/

Gene L. Oppgnhelm MD _
Department of Family Medicine

Kaiser Permapente, West L.os Angeles
Culver Marina Medical Office Building

FTE 3561 BKLT FILLABLE C2 [REV 12-20058) PAGE &

OBJECTION AND DECLARA
TION
SUPPORTING DISQUALIFICATION
OF JUDGE PRO TEM ST. GEORGE



10

12

13

14

15

16

17

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

I declare under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California

, that the foregoing

s Angeles,

is true and correct. Executed this{% day of \? 2015 atLo
California. '
s N
NATAN AVRAHAM
Respondent
)
OBJECTION 4
N AND DECL 4
% l;PfI?RT}hG DISQUALIFJE?ION
_ DGE PRO TEM 57 GEORgg




19

20

21

22

23

24

25

I declare under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Californ T that the foregoing
is true and correct, Executed this ___ day of 2015 at Lgs A_ngeles,
California. '
el
= i / =
NATAN AVRAHAM
Respondent




Additional Information
re:
Sale of Wooster Property
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Wilshire Escrow Compatly
4270 Wilshire Boulevard
Los Angeles, CA 90010

ro: Sale of 1442 Wooster Property

Natan Avraham
1778 S. Shenandoah Street i
Los Angeles, CA 90035

To Whom it May Concerng

[ am writing this letter in regard o the proposed sale of the Wooster Propert
and Miri (Avraham). 1have recently been informed that the buyer propose

stepped away from the purchase, and I want t0 clarify this matter.
Tdea for New Evidence for Reconciliation: the cutrent Buyer has walked avd'.e
flhe there is no evidence that the 375,

Because this origina

as the Sellers and as a result the employment of this Broker has ended. Ihaye

Broker and believe he has clear motivation to push this deal forward both fot

and to see the deal closed (as can be seexn in his declaration), and that there 15

interest that

Judgment governing this case clearly outlines that the Partics in this case have,

employ a Broker, and that only if the P

=5

Ly

000.00 deposit ties this Buyer to the Prbpe

prevents Alan Wachman from acting as an appropriate Broker fo1

| Page 1

orﬁmed by myself

ot|the propetty has

from the sale, and
|

tty in any way.

 deal is now essentially dead, there is no duty on the paiﬂ 0|f the Buyer to us

ﬁo trust for this
personal interest
oibvious conflict of
:this case, The

the right to

arties failed to do so would 2 Brokeribc:' appointed for

them. (Judgment Page 7 mesﬁ 10) T was not given the right to present anlal[tematwc Broket, a8

is my right. The Parties

i this case selected the cutrent Broker within these tTrmS and after this

result have released him from service. Even before the January 14,2015 he’_ar;ing the Broker was
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officially released from the Parties’ service. Not only has this offer marked the
Broker’s employment by the perties in this case, but the term of his original

expired as well, 1am of the opinion that this is a violation of my Civil Rights.

Page 2

end of this

g9} J&cLyment has

Furthermore, according to the February 10,2015 Order the hearing was conﬁinue:cl for the sole

purpose of allowing me to obtain financing to purchase Miri’s share of the ooster property. I
|

secured this financing even at the huge expense (hat the damage Miri has doje to/my credit score

|
has caused, and yet Commigsioner St, George once again went against his ot

ignored this fact during the Match hearing,

Order and

Additionally, 1 take issue with the March 11,2015 Order asserting that I aml|not allowed to be

involved with the sale of the propetty. There is currently an outstanding lienito the State of

California on the Property, and I am cutrently liable for this amount. To ex¢lu

5t

o

from the sale would not allow my input on a matter that could potentially cc1

{¢ me entirely

ne hundreds of

thousands of dollars. I believe my rights have been violated not only because fﬂese decisions

may affect me tremendously without my input, but because the Court has cééemiiany allowed

k|
Miti to control the case without my approval, I have never been shown the 'do

fhe escrow on the Wooster Property, and 1 have not been given further infonm:

extremely important transaction.

|
climents relating to

tion about this

On the morning of March 10th, 2015, T contacted Bric Shewfelt at the Wilshdir[eiEscfow Company

to remind him to fax me preliminary records on the Wooster Property. 'Durihé ithat conversation

Bric informed me that the Buyer had walked away. Having not been allowed t(!) review the

specific Agreement in this case, I have faith that the Buyer was within their Yights to walk away

from the Agreement legally. If this is the case and the Buyer has indeed stepp
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i
this renders the current negotiations regarding the property inapplicable in terns of any parties

involved in this proposed sale up until this point.

1 am especially concerned with the Court being informed that the Buyer is sti

agreement that the Buyer entered into {0 buy the property would no longer bé
the Buyer returned with an interest to purchase the property, any Agreement

newly formed in order to be binding. This clarification is meant to make surg

with this Broker is clear in terms of my relationship with the Broker. This is

—_

Broker's company that any damage resulting from further action on the partq

not approved by me and would be the liability of the compary as the origina

It is important to note that T have already released this Broker from my empld

that the original term of this Broker ended in January of 2015, both meanin

| present, as any

binding. Bven if

zould have to be

that my interaction

to inform the

f his company is
Agreement is null.

,yment as well as

that to the best of

u

my information as of March 11, 2015 this Broker is no longer engaged with‘th 8 sale, also

‘ . , i |
because natan never sing Under these circumstances the Buyer stepping av{(ay matks the end of

any standing Agreements.

1f the proposed Buyer of the property has walked away from the purchase th’,exl'e-is no longer any

binding Bscrow Agreement, Even if this sale was allowed to continue 1 WOuliPike to state

clearly and concisely that T am against the sale of this property in this manngs ét this price and

would be officially against the sale of the property by this Broker and the dispersal of

commission for this sale. The Court has already placed Miri (Avraham) as sole controller of this

sale, and thus even though it is not my intention to be directly involved in this

sale of the

property 1 must stress that the deal as it currently stands is dead as a result of|the Buyer walking
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away and the transaction and agreements must be started brand new by M

propkrty is to be sold to this or another Buyer presented.

s

I havie presented the Court with a proposal to purchase the property, and ab

claind that the Buyer proposed earlier is still interested and the completion|o
with this Buyer, I am the only reasonable offer that has been presented to
purchase of the property especially considering that there is an outstanding
$4001000,00 on the property. This Broker’s testimony to the Court to the
is still invested in the purchase both delays my ability to purchase the prop,

the a¢tual value of the property to the Court.

f

He C

Court for the

1t)

€]

lien

ff

This {s not the first case in which. this Broker has acted in a misleading ma:

Court. In the declaration given by Alan Wachman he states that the rent o &

]
4

was rjof raised to market as a result of Los Angeles Rent Control on the prdpe;
(Avrdham) states that the rent was not raised because there are elderly peran.

propejty. The contradiction of testimony represents a misleading of the Colirt

surroynding the sale of this property before this matter,

nf

a

1€

th
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vraham) if the

of this Broker's

new Agreement
of approximately

ct that this Buyer

and misrepresents

1 in front of the

le Wooster Property

v, whereas Miri

] }iving on the

z:md the facts

I have informed my attorney, Mr, Green, that I was told by the Wilshire Esdro.[x% Company that

the Buyer has stepped away from the sale and of my feelings on the further hagndling of the

purchase of this property. I assert that the proposed Agreement for the sale pf
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~ ||

Sincerely,

Natan (Rami) Avraham

pprove.
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Escrow Confirmation
for Natan Avraham

Purchasing Wooster Property
(Denied by Court)
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Order Numﬁer:

o Page Number:
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CLTA Preliminaty Report Form
(Rev. 11/06)

L% .F»-H-m’r;_% .
s ies | Firet American Title
¥
“irst American Title Company
323 Court Street
San Bernardino, CA 92401
Betsy Tauler

A-List Escrow, Inc
5500 East 2nd Street, Suite 6

Long Beach, CA 90803
Phone! (562)987-2547
Faxi
e et sOUSOMENREFEIENCE s ecmEVERNAI e
Order Number: 0623-4848908 (CCMS)
Title Officer: Tammy Kerr/ Cheryl Campbell
Phone: (809)380-8726
Fax No.: (866)223-1017
E-Mail: SBTitle@firstam.com
Borrower: Avraham
Property: 1442 South Wooster Street
- : - Los Angeles, CA 90035
PRELIMINARY REPORT

1n response to the above referenced appl
cause to be lssued, as of the date hereof, & Pol
herelnafter set forth, Insuring aguinst loss which may be sustalned
an Exception below or not excluded from coverage pursuant

icy or Policles of Title Insurance describing the land and the estate

|
The printed Exceptions and Excluslons fro i
attached. The policy to be ssued may conta

srbitration clause, il arblrable matters shall be srbitrated at the aption o
parties, Limltations on Covered Risks applicable to the CLTA and ALTA Homeowners Policies of Title Insurance wh

Amount and & Maximum Dollar Limit of Liablllty for certa
read, They are avallable from the oftice which tssued this report.

in an arbliration clause. When the Amount of Insurance ks lass than

Please read the exceptions shown of referred to below and the exceptlons and excluslons set forth In
report carefully. The exceptions and exclusions are meant to pravide you writh notice of matters whic

under the terms of the titls Insurance policy and should be carefully consldered,

1t Is Impartant to note that this preliminary report ks nota written representatlon as to the condition
list all liens, defects, and encumbrances affecting title to the land. E

OBJECTION AND

623-4848908

A}

r Interest therein

ication for 2 pollcy of ttle Insurance, this company hereby reports that [t t prepared to Issue, or

by reason of any defext, llen or encumbrance not shown or referred to as
to the printed Schedules, Conditions and Stipulatlons of sald Polley forms.

m the coverage and Limiztlons on Covered Risks of sald pollcy or pollcijﬁ are set forth In Exhlblt A
ok

t sel forth in the

£ elther the Company or the Insured 8s e exclusive remedy of the

ch establish & Deductlble

In coverages are ako set forth In Exhiblt A. Coples of the policy forms should be

Exhlblt A of this
h are nok covered

of title and may not
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OF JUDGE PRO T

PUALIFICATION

First American Title EM ST. GEORGE

page 1 of 15




Order Number: 0623-4848808
Page Number: 2

This report (and any supplements or amendments hereto) Is Issued solely for the purpose of facilitating the lssuance of a policy-of title .
Insuran%e agﬁ no ll;bilrty s assumed hereby, If It Is desired that llabllity be assumed prlor to the Issuance of a pojlcy of title Insurance, a

Binder or Commitment should b requested,

P B B S b AT AT ¥ e e T VR e s e e R
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Order Number: 0623-4848908

Page Number: 3

Dated as of February 23, 2015 at 7:30 AM,

The form of Policy of title Insurance contemplated by this report ls:

To Be Determined

A speclfic request should be made If another form or addltlonal coverage Is Teslred.

Title to said estate or Interest at the date hereof Is vested In:

NATAN R. AVRAHAM also known as NATHAN AVRAHAM, who acquired title §s NATAN R, AVRAHM

and MIRIAM AVRAHAM also known as MIRT AVRAHAM

The estate or Interest I the land hereinafter describad or referred to covered by thisJ Report is:

Fee

(See attached Legal Description)

At the dlate hereof exceptions to coverage In addition to the printed Exceptions and Exclusions In sald

policy form would be as follows:

k)
payable,
2 General and special taxes and assessments for the fiscal year 2014-2015,
First Installment: $3,777.51, PAID
Penalty: $0.00
Second Installment: $3,777.49, OPEN
Penalty: $0.00
Tax Rate Area: 44-00067
A. P. No.: 4303-010-011
b The lien of supplemental taxes, if any, assessed pursuant to Chapter 3.5 commencing with

Saction 75 of the California Revenue and Taxation Code,

First Ammerican Title
Page 3 of 15
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ON AND p
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General and special taxes and assessments for the fiscal year 2015-2016, a Iiien not yet due or
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Order Nunwer: 0623-4848908
Page Numbey: 4

Covenants, conditions, restrictions and easements In the documertt recorded -as Book 4499, Page -
25 of Officlal Records, which provide that a violation thereof shall not defeat or render Invalid ‘
the llen of any first mortgage or deed of trust made in good falth and for value, but deleting any
covenant, contlition, or restriction Indicating a preference, limitation or disdrimination based on
race, color, religlon, sex, sexual orientatlon, familial status, disablllty, handicap, national origin,
genetle-information, gender, gender Identity, gender exprasslon, source of Iricome (as defined In
Callfornia Government Code § 12955(p)) or ancestry, to the extent such coyenants, condltions or
restrictions violatlon 42 U.S.C. § 3604(c) or Californla Government Code § 12955, Lawful
restrictions uncler state and federal law on the age of occupants in senlor hpusing or housing for
older persons phall not be construed as restrictions based on famllial status|

An easement a1z contained In the above document.
For:  public utliities and Incldental purposes,

A deed of trust: to secure an original Indebtedness of $100,000.00 recorded Dctober 01,
2010 as Instrument No. 10-1399161 of Officlal Records. :

Dated: - . September 29, 2010 :
Trustor: NATAN R. AVARHAM AND MIRIAN AVRAHANM, AS HUSBAND AND
WIFE
o TEUSEERS: oo oo ioinsmmnoni - PROPERTY-GUARANTEE:COMPANY: :N@ig:-@mﬁcaamm- R
' 'CORPORATION
Beneficiary: BRYAN J. SEATON AND XIAO QIU ZHENG, HUSBAND AND WIFE
- AS JOINT TENANTS

Notes:

a. If this deed of trust Is to be ellminated In the policy or policles contemplated by this
report/commitment, we will require all of the following prior to the recordation of any documents
or the issuance of any policy of title insurance:

I. Original note and deed of trust.

il. Payoff demand statement signed by all present beneficiaries.

Iil. Request for reconveyance signed by all present beneficiaries.
b. If the payoff demand statement or the request for reconveyance s to be signed by a servicer,

we will also require a full copy of the loan servicing agresment executed by all|present

beneficiarias, )
c. If any of the beneficlal Interest is presently held by trustees under a trust agreement, we will

require a certlficatlon pursuant to Section 18100.5 of the Callfornia Probate Cotle in a form
satisfactory to the Company

A federal tax lien In favor of the United States of America, recorded August 26,2011 as
Instrument No. 2011-1155845 of Official Records.
Serial No.: - 809184211

Debtor; . Rahamim Avrahm |
Amaunt; $117;080:55, and any other amounts due therelunder'.

A federal tax lien in favor of the United States of America, recorded August 31, 2011 a8
Instrument No, 2011-1177455 of Officlal Records,

Serial No.: 809364511
Debtor: Rahamim Avrahm
Amount; | $-50,‘l-80.91‘; and.any other amounts due thereunder.

OBJECTION AND DECL4 RATION
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Order Number: 0623-48 48808
page Number! 5

f California, evidenéed by a certlficate |ssued by the [Franchise Tax

B. Allen In favor of the State.o _
2011 a8 Instrument NO. 2011-1320043 of Dfﬁclém

Board, recorded September 29,

Debtori Rahamim Avrahm
Certlficate NO.; 11257609578
Amount:

_ $145,247.04, and any other amounts due thereunder.
i‘

9, A lien In favor of the gtate of California, evidenced by @ certificate lssued by the|Franchise Tax
Bo@rd, recorded August 22, 2013 as Instrument No. 2013-1237064 of Officlal Records.
Rahamim Avrahm AKA Natan R Avrahm

"Tebtor:

Certlficate No.i 13197336865

Amount: 1$76,140.51, and any other amounts due thereunder,
'_'_—"_'__...-q

10, Afederal tax lien in favor of the United States of America, recorded:January 15) 2015 as
Instrument No. 201.5-0050994 of Officlal Records.

Serial No.: 137578715
Debtor: Rahamim Avrahm
Amount \43,605.49; and-any other amounts due thersu der, <
B = [ o
Aot-shownrhy-the-public-recorfis, « e . - -

11, e, claiis or title torwater - Whether.or -

12, Rights of partles In possesslon.
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Declaration of
Alan Wachman
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Brett A. Berman, Esq. [SBN 231490]

LAW OFFICE OF BRETT A. BERMAN, APC
9585 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 800

Beverly Hills, CA 80212

Telephone: 310-788-3837

Email: bberman@lobablaw.com

| Attorney for Petitioner,

MIRI AVRAHAM
SUPERIOR CQURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA l
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - WEST DISTRICT I
In re Marriage of ) Case No.: SD 027 039
) ?
MIRI AVRAHAM, ) [Assigned to Hon. Matthew St. d:?eorge]
) |
Petition
e < ) DECLARATION OF ALAN WACHMAN IN
: ) SUPPORT OF PETITIONER'S EX
NATAN RAHAMIM AVRAHAM. | PARTE REQUEST FOR ORDER
) Date: January 14, 2015 |
Respondent. ) Time:  8:30 a.m, I
) Dept: F "-
)
)

l, ALAN WACHMAN, declare and state as follows:

1. ['am over the age of 18 and not a party to the within action. | have ;inersonal

knowledge as to the facts set forth in this Declaration and, if called upon to teé}tify

thereto, | could and would do so competently as to all the facts contained herein from

my own personal knowledge.

. | submit this Declaration in lieu of oral testimony pursuant to Calzforma Code
of Civil Procedure Sections 2009 and 2015.5, Reifler v. Superior Court (1974) 39
Cal.Ap.3d 479, 114 Cal.Rptr. 356, and In re Marriage of Stevenot (1984) 154

Declaration of ALAN WACHMAN in Suppart of Pelitioner's Request for Qrder
B

TION
OBJECTION AND DECLARAT
SUPPORTING DISQUALIFICATION
OF JUDGE PRO TEM ST. (.E(]RGE




Cal.App.3d 1051, 202 Cal.Rptr. 116,

3. lam a Senior Investment Specialist and licensed California Real Estate Agent
with Miller & Desatnik Realty Corp. and the realtor for the parties herein, MIRI
AVRAHAM and NATAN AVRAHAM (hereinafter collectively referred to as “the
AVRAHAMS"), with regard to the marketing and sale of their commercial propérty
lacated at 1442 So. Wooster Street, Los Angeles, California, 99035 (hereinafter “the
Wooster Property”).

4. lrepresented the AVRAHAMS and their partners 19 years ago in their
purchase of the Wooster Property.

5. In either June or July, 2014, NATAN AVRAHAM called me and told me that
the AVRAHAMS had to sell the Wooster Property per their divorce agreementland he
asked me to contact MIR|I AVRAHAM about the possibility of giving the exclusive sales
listing to me. :

6. Ck]Sepnaﬂber18‘22.aﬂd28.2014Ehadﬂwee(S)sepamneIneeﬁngsxmﬁh
MIRI AVRAHAM to discuss marketing the Wooster Property, a 5-unit apartmert building
she currently owns with her ex-husband, NATAN AVRAHAM. These meetings all took
place at the office of Miller & Desatnik Realty Corp. located at 3627 Motor Ave:hue, Los
Angeles, California. |

7. MIRI AVRAHAM advised me that she managed the Wooster Property and she
provided me with income and expenses, and asked me to determine an Opinion of
Value for the Wooster Property so that the property could be listed for sale.

8. Based upon the ex%ﬁnginconﬁa[ocaﬂon,unanﬂx.squarefocﬁage,¢urb
appeahandfnyvsualobsavaﬁon{ﬁtheemeMnIreconwnendedthatﬂnaVVo@ﬁer
Property be listed for sale at a price of between $1,575,000 and $1,590,000.

9. A sales price of $1,590,000 was determined and | estimated that the
AVRAHAMS could expect a final sale price of between $1 475,000 and $1,550,000

maximum.
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opinion of value and recommendation that the Wooster Property be listed for i_

10. On September 27, 2014 | telephoned NATAN AVRAHAM to tell hifn my

$1,680,000. NATAN AVRAHAM advised me that he refused to sign a Eis”tiﬂgzi
agreement at that price and told me he thought the property should be listed ézt
$1,725,000. He also told me in our conversation he would not consider sel[injg the
Wooster Property for less than $1,700,000 based in part on how his ex-wife, MIRI
AVRAHAM; had “damaged the community property”. ,_

11. 1tried to communicate to NATAN AVRAHAM and remind him thatj;t-he
Wooster Property is subject to Los Angeles Rent Control, and landlords cann%)t raise the
rents to market on a whim. | also told him that it would be very detrimental to%the sales
process {o severely over-price a building, and that 95% of successfully seltingf a building
is to price it correctly at the very beginning and not be so aggressive with the !}3rice.

12. | then advised MIRI AVRAHAM of NATAN AVRAHAM'S i-nconwpre‘iﬁer1sibie
and irrational response to my recommended listing and sales price. Despite t}ﬂs fact,
MIRT AVRAHAM agreed to list the Wooster Property at $1,725,000 on Septe-nleer 28,
2014, NATAN AVRAHAM co-signed the Exclusive Listing Agreement on September
29, 2014 with the listing commencing October 1, 2014. |

13. The listing of the Wooster Property officially hit the market on Oc:tcéber 7,
2014, | also direct mailed 700 postcards with the listing to other apartment bdiiding
owners in the 80035 zip code area. From the day the Wooster Property first Hit_ the
market, | received a very robust amount of telephone activity from the brokerage
community. However, both the brokerage community and the principals who feceived
the postcards all advised me that they felt the property was overpriced, :

14. From October 7, 2014 to November 3, 2014, we received 4 offers from
qualified buyers ranging in price from $1,400,000 to $1,600,000. All of the potential
buyers and their agents were provided with a due diligence package and the \.li”\fooster
Property was opened to all potential purchasers for a formal physical inspection on

November 11, 2014. The potential buyers and their agents were also advisedi that they

Declaration of ALAN WACHMAN in suppurt of Petitioner's Request for Ul i&iﬁ
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would have until November 17, 2014 to provide the AVRAHAMS with a signed “Best
and Final Offer” |

15. A "Summary of Offers” prepared by me is attached to this Declaration. This

Summary reflects the fact that five (8) offers were ultimately received. As of November
17, 2014, there was one potential buyer who had originally offered $‘f.600,00tbut
returned his "Best & Final” at $1,518,000 with all contingencies removed and 60-day
close of escrow,
16. 1 called NATAN AVRAHAM to discuss the results of the 3 “Best & Final®
offers. [tald him that MIRI AVRAHAM was inclined to sign and accept the $1,518,000
offer and he responded that, “If Miri wanted to accept this offer, for her to signlit and

send it to him, and he would think about it." NATAN AVRAHAM also advised me in our

conversation that he "would not counter or sign off on anything until he reached an
agreement with Miri's attorney to established the amount of the monies he fe-!ﬁl was
owed to him." His incomprehensible rambling continued for another minute or| s0 about
unrealistic conditions he wanted met for the disbursement of the sales proceeds.

17. | spoke with MIRI AVRAHAM and advised her of NATAN AVRAHAM'S

|response. | also recommended that she sign the $1,518,000 offer because we did not

want to lose the momentum of the strongest buyer,
18. On November 18, 2014 we received another offer from Benjamin Kermani in
the amount of $1,600,000. On November 24, 2014, | contacted Mr, Kermani t@rou_gh
his agent and advised them that we needed & signed "Best & Final” purchase
agreement, contingency free, on or before December 5, 2014,
19. | also provided them with a full due diligence package on November 25, 201

and we opened the building for their physical inspection on November 25, 2014,

20. On December 4, 2014, a “Best & Final Offer” was received from Benjamin
Kermani in the amount of $1,600,000, contingency free and ready to open escrow. |
called NATAN AVRAHAM and left him a voice mail message about this offer, 'l also
advised MIRI AVRAHAM about the Kermani offer and arranged to meet with hpr at

OBJEC'hMp'
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]

5:30 p.m. to have her sign the acceptance,

21. Tthen spoke with NATAN AVRAHAM at approximately 6:30 p.m. on
December 4, 2014 and advised him that MIRI AVRAHAM had signed the _Kerlnani offer
and | asked him to do the same. Again, NATAN AVRAHAM told me he would not sign

the acceptance of the $1,800,000 offer “until his conditions were agreed to" a%d he

would "see us in court to deal with it." |

22. On December 5, 2014 | contacted Eric Shewfelt at Wilshire Escroxlw to open
an escrow and | sent him copies of the Purchase Agreement, Preliminary Titlc% Report
and | asked him to send the buyer writing instructions for the buyer's good fai‘%h deposit.

23. On the afternoon of December 5, 2014, Benjamin Kermani, througgh his
agent, contacted me to revise their "Best & Final” offer from $1,600,000 to $1 %575,000
based upon their findings at their physical inspection of the Wooster P-roperty‘f

24. On December 8, 2014, | met with MIRI AVRAHAM for her to sign cbff on
Buyer's Counter-Offer No. 1 at the revised sales price of $1,575,000. She ac::t:epted the
Kermani counter-offer. However, to date, NATAN AVRAHAM has failed and }l'efused to
sign the counter-offer or accept the sales price of $1,575,000 for the Woos‘ueriPropeﬂy.

25. Since MIRI AVRAHAM accepted the price of $1 ,575,000, Be.njam'sfl Kermani
has paid his earnest money deposit and has been aggressively moving forwalrd with the:
purchase of the Wooster Property. He is well into the loan process and has s!ecured a
loan with East West Bank and all of the required documentation has been pro:vid'ed to
the Bank, including 3 years' of operating history for the property, rental agreerlnents, efc,
The Wooster Property was appraised on January 9, 2015 by the buyer's lender.

20. As time is of the essence with regard to the sale of the Wooster Property,
NATAN AVRAHAM has still failed and refused to sign the purchase agre-emer%t. A fully
executed purchase agreement is required in order for escrow to close. The
AVRAHAMS are facing the possibility that the sale of the Wooster Property cquld very
well fall through unless NATAN AVRAHAM signs the purchase agreement, or'this Court
grants MIRI AVRAHAM'S request for orders. |

Declaration of ALAN WACHMAN in Support of Petitioner’s Request for Orders
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19

20

22

23

24

25

26

27

Angeles, California,

1

I declare under penally of perjury under the laws of the Stata of Callfo:mia that
|| the foregeing is true and correct. Executed this _Efz’__day of danuary, 2015 ?t Los

|

Do it |

ALAN WACHMAN, Declaran

Declaration of ALAN WACHMAN in Support of Pelitioner's Request for Orders
o
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U.S. Department of Education
Loan Documentation

OBJECTION AND DECLARATION
SUPPORTING DISQUALIFICATION
OF JUDGE PRO TEM ST. GEORGE



Forms (Xeducate/formjs.html) [ (NTTPS://COMMUNITY.MVEI €dUdKes, Ul g)

! I
Terms of Use (https: /home.mygreatlakes.org/web/about/gl/TermsOfUse) | Pn\Jar_y Policy
(https://home. mygreatlakes org/web/about/gl/PrivacyPolicy) | Data Secunty
(https://home. mygreatlakes org/web/about/gl/DataSecurity) | Accessibility
(https://home. mygreatlakes org/web/about/gl/Accessibility) -| Browser Support

(https://home.mygreatlakes.org/web/about/gl/BrowserSupport)
Tell us what you think of this site! (/feducate/knowledge-center/welcome-to-mygreatlakes. html#feedback]

Great Lakes Higher Education Corporation & Affiliatesi

2401 International Lane Madison, Wl 5370 i %‘;,Cgff.Eﬂl‘f_"éﬁ}
(800) 236-4300 RN

Click for Review

(https://www.bbb.org/wisconsin/busines
reviews/consumer-finance-
and-loan-companies/great-

lakes-higher-education-
corporation-in-madison-wi-
12000219/#bbbonlineclick)

Sducation

s B
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SUPPORT
OF Jung
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vy Profile » Manage Profile {feducaiter';groﬁ!e!homg,mml} » Contact Information

THINGS TO DO NOW

Message Center »

/educate/message-center.html)

JONATHAN Y. AVRAHAM

Contact Information

1778 SHENANDOAH STREET
LOS ANGELES, CA 90035

JONATHANAVRAHAM@GMAIL.COM

primary phone: (310) 613-6764

alternate phone: (310) 559-6415

tpdate contact information (Veducate/profile/demograpnics.html)

Not what you're looking for? You can also update your Login Information
(onlineAccess.html) or update your email & text (preferences.html) alert preferences.

T

(https://wiktt fsdétveitte caorimyggratd tedeks)

My Accounts My Repayment Plan
Account Summary (/educate/accounts/overview,html) Repayment Options

1098-E Statements (/educateiterosntipBreItaraTION (/educate/repayment/options.html)

statement.html) SUPPORTING DISQUALIFICATION |ncome-Driven & Standard Repayment Plans
OF JUDGE PRO TEM ST. GEORGE )
Payment Schedules (feducate/repayment/options.html)



Account Summairy WELCOME JONATHAN

You're in school at PEPPERDINE UNIVERSITY until 05/08/2016, and you have loans in deferment.

|
Know that you can make payments (/educate/payments/selection.html) l

during school.

Sign up for Auto Pay (/educate/payments/autopay.html).

View interest paid last year for your 2014 taxes ; & __M/-r;"m\*,;l
(/feducate/statem ent/intejest—statem ent.html). ' &\

You currently do not have a p%ayment due for these accounts, however, you rﬁay still make a payment

if you wish.

Total Great Lakes Balance $2£?:?,513.51

miake a payiment

{7 educae/payments/seieclion html;

Not Currently Due

i

Ggaduate PLUS Loans - In an In-School Deferment until 05/08/2016
U.'S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION (798581) '

Bafiance $164,916.16

I _
Account and loan details

L (Coducale/accounts/datail /servicec /2 40038444000001)

§
‘ . . A - QBJECTION Aﬁ?&fﬁﬁ?ﬁ?ﬂ?ﬁm e
SUPPORTING DI 2 o GEORGE

Stafford Loans - In school untili05/08/2016 OF JUDGE PRO



Proof of Mailing
of Motion for Reconsideration
September 11, 2015
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Attornev or Party without Attorney: For Court Use Only
NATAN AVRAHAM
P.O. BOX 35895
LOS ANGELES, CA 90035
Telephone No: 310-277-9115

Ref. No. or File No.:

Attorney for: Plaintiff
Insert name of Court, and Judicial District and Branch Court:

LOS ANGELES SUPERIOR COURT WEST DISTRICT - SANTA MONICA

Plaintiff: MIRI AVRAHAM
Defendant: NATAN RAHAMIM AVRAHAM
PROOF OF MAILING Hearing Date: Time: \Dept/Div: Case Number:
DECLARATION SD027039

1. At the time of service I was at least 18 years of age and not a party to this action.
2. Iserved copies of the DECLARATION OF NATAN AVRAHAM RE MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION
3. a. Party served: BRETT A. BERMAN ESQ.

4. Address where the party was served: LAW OFFICE OF BRETT A. BERMAN, APC
9595 WILSHIRE BLVD. #9500
BEVERLY HILLS, CA 90212
5. Iserved the party:
d. by other means On: Fri,, Sep. 11, 2015 at: 10:00AM by mailing the copies to the person served, addressed as shown in item 2c,
by First Class Mail, postage prepaid, from: LOS ANGELES, CA

7. Person Who Served Papers: Recoverable Cost Per CCP 1033.5(a)(4)(B)
a. MADLEN ARAKELYAN d. The Fee for Service was:  $67.80

www.kernlegal.com e. lam: (3) registered California process server

» I’SE;‘E&:EIS- / () Employee
(i) Registration No.: 7096
1614 W. Temple Street, Los Angeles CA 90026 ]
(213) 4834900 + Fax: (213) 483-7777 (iii) County: LOS ANGELES
Professional Legal Services and Photocopying at an affordable price! ( fv) E xpiration Date: Fri, Oct. 09 i 2015
Registration # 7096

8. Ideclare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true and correct.

i

ici i 1 I
Rule 2.ISJOt.‘d;)cg{lb(]I:?{g\lfjlaﬁi;Ty 1, 200BJECTION AND DECL;&S’E{&;A%H%HVG (AT 9334.183224

SUPPORTING DISQUALIFICATION
OF JUDGE PRO TEM ST. GEORGE
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Natan Avraham, In pro per
P.0O. Box 35895
Los Angeles, CA 90035

MIRI AVRAHAM
Petitioner,

VS,

' |
SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA A- Willlams, Depy
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, WEST DISTRICT,

)
NATAN RAHAMIM AVRAHAM ) )
)
)
Respondent. % 9 /S. Jr
)
; DATE // -~/
%’”’ € Vit Yl
Lept F
Date: Respectfully submitted,
Natan Avraham, In pro ;érl
Respondent
OBJECTION AND D
s EC :
Soljvpfl? LG nlsoL..uaIf?;iT.;."’”
EPRO TE s7. (.ot TION

\ k ) i.'., ) | et F XY

\ N\ | I
! OR J

gFﬁGINAL FILED #
Superior Court of Califomni

Sounty of Los Angeles

SEP 15 2019
Sherri R. Carter, Executive Oﬁuj!(}lerk

|
i

) Case No.: SD 027039

) i
)
1’_ |

respondent cémplaint “chilling effect”
and request the court stop
immediately on sale of wooster property

- GEORGE
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1. Iam the Respondent in this action and in this proceeding. I offer this declaration in

I

lieu of personal testimony pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure §§2009 and i2015.5; California

Rules of Court Rule 5.118; Reifler v. Superior Court, 39 Cal. App. 3d 479,4t4-85 (1974); In re

Marriage of Stevenot, 154 Cal. App. 3d 1051, 1059 n.3 (1984). I have perso

facts stated in this declaration, and if sworn as a witness, I could and would

al knowledge of the

competently testify

thereto. I submit this declaration to establish the perjury committed by Petitioner and her counsel

throughout these proceedings.

OBJgc
|
R
FJUDGE I IFIC. _fON
T crop N
“ORGE
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Natan “Rami” Avraham

P.0. Box 35895 |

cASE %% gD .
Los Angeles, CA L2 99
90035 7 0";&?

To Whom it May Coneern;

It has recently come to issue in this case that Mr. Natan Avraham has commissioned and

displayed a sign regarding the ongoing proceedings of his divorce from fhis wife, Miri

Avraham, The sign reads, “If Commissioner Matthew St. George will rLci)t follow the law
and disqualify himself, I'll do my best to enforce the law on him.” Mt xlgwraham has
filed numerous requests for disqualification and complaints to the Court iregarding the

actions of Commissioner St, George, and this sign communicates these statements in the

simplest manner possible. This statement and this sentiment is nothing new to the Court,

and for years now Natan Avraham has been attempting to seek justice hvxth the Court

through peaceful, lawful, and patient means--which he will continue tal #10 from this point
o

forward if necessary. This is a statement of opinion on the part of Mr.[Natan Avraham,

and is clearly protected under the First Amendment.

The sign in question has been brought to the Court before, namely on May 27,2015, At

this time the Court official and the Commissioner had ample opporturiit;y to observe this
N -

sign and voiced no objection at that time. Mr. Avraham displayed the sign in the same

OBJECTIO |
N AN .
SUPPORTING D DECLARATION .

DISQUALIFic:
OF JUDGE pRro Tgk ALIFICATION

1ST. GEORGE
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Sp

ot and in the same manner as on the day in question, and yet the Comi

1issioner had 2

tremendous reaction on this day.

Mz, Natan Avraham has decided to come forward with the information

as a result of the long history of misleading testimony and actions by B¢

Mr. Berman. Mr, Berman has repeatedly lied to the Court, and these dc

extended the damage done to

been to actin a

Avraham’s decision to engage in peaceful protest has brought attention
Mr. Berman has used his position of legal authority in an abusive manrf
case and the well-being of Mr. Avraham. For yeats the Court has in'ap'

allowed Mr, Berman to testify and to control the proceedings in this ca

falsehoods and manipulation, and Mr. Avraham felt he had no further

justice.

Me. Avraham, Mr, Berman’s intention ug

ny manner he chose regardless of Court rules or the law

garding his case
-1:i?:tioner’s Counsel
ti;L)ns have further
3.120 this point has
ﬂ:iut Mz,

to the fact that

er to damage this

ropriately
|

e: through

lternatives to seek

Natan Avraham has made his feelings very clear to the Court on multi]

hle occasions, both

that he feels his Civil Rights have been violated and that he intends to %take any legal

action to defend his family and his property. On September 9, 2013, I{Iétan Avraham

stated I don’t need help. Ineed the Court to release my life. 1don’t %ﬁed help, Cannot

be--the Court cannot destroy me. The Commissioner Cowan cannot dlestroy me. AndI

OBJECTION AND DECLARATIO

TON. ¢ "LARATION
SUPPORTING DISQUALIFICATION
OF JUDGE PRO TEM ST. GEORGE
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i
E
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i |
.ll

do everything for him to be under investigation. The government--he h {/;e to put him

under investigation.

under investigation, Ee destroy my life and my kid suffering.” (Septen

Page 11, Lines 12-19-3ee Attached) Natan Avraham has never made a#\

Comtmissioner or any representative of the Court,

clear that he intends to pursue justice for his violated rights.

Natan Avraham choge to create and display this sign simply to make th
better known to the public after the continued abuse of his case. The si

any explicit or implicit “hreat” of any kind, but instead states that Mr.

I'm going to do everything I say. Commissioner C

but instead has simipls

cslvan must be

ﬂi:er 9,2013,

y “threats” to the

/ Tnade it very

L]

issues of his case

)

31'1 does not make

vraham intends

to pursue and protect his rights according to the law. T he sign displayééthe domain name
i

of a relevant website, www.iusticeforavraham, weebly.com, where Mz,

the facts of his case. It is completely clear that Mr. Avraham'’s goal is
himself and the community in this case. Mr., Avraham has no interest
actions taken by or against any of the actors in this case, Mr. Avraham

have justice served and his rights protected in this case.

Mr. Natan Avraham is of the opinion that the reaction of Commissions

Avraham presents

o seek justice for

i the resulting

‘siimply wishes to

.+ St. George is in

response to the publicity generated by this sign and the potential damaiF:e that the truth of

this case may do to Commissioner St.

SUPPORTING Bisgr A ATION
: LALIFICAT |
OF JUDGE PRO TEM ST. GEORI((])I?l

George's professional reputatio# The intention of
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this sign is in no way to create this effect, but instead simply to draw:pup

the cold, hard facts of this case and in doing so to seek justice for Mr. N

lic attention to

tan Avraham,

which Commissioner St. George has refused for years, The Court has Vi

1

|

Avraham’s Civil Rights for years before this date, and Mr, Avraham i

the reaction of Commissioner St. Georgeis a result of his realization: ths

case require Commissioner St. George’s disqualification,

M. Avraham believes that the overreaction of Commissioner St. Gelozg

directly affect the prospects of Mr. Natan Avraham in pursuing justice
|

:

reaction of Commissioner St. George was sufficient to be perceived as

Avraham’s Counsel Mr. Green, and Mr. Green has since requested to .fb%

t

~Y

lc:ilated Mr. Natan

f the opinion that

the facts of this

'was meant to

this case, The
threat by Mr.

‘temoved from

the case immediately . This has left Mr. Avraham without representatiB:L, and has made

the job of seeking justice even more difficult. Commissioner St. Geotg
3

Mr. Avraham’s Counsel Mr. Green, informing his to “talk to his client,

Hlustrates direct prejudice on the part of the Court, and is even further

e directly spoke to

| This action

eason that Mr.

Avraham demands disqualification, Mr. Avraham understands from a

&

legal professional

that these actions on behalf of the Court were meant as a “chilling effect

completely stop the actions of Natan Avraham in seeking justice.

S?}l;.:)ECT]‘ON AND DECLARATION
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L & ‘
To be clear, on the day in question, Natan Avraham had already remov of the sign in
. cdL )
question from display. At the noontime break Natan Avraham remoVédl‘fm vehicle from

the Court premises and removed the sign in question from display. Bve Ethough the

mounting bracket for the sign was firmly affixed to Mr, Avraham’s vehi re Natan
Avraham concealed the sign in order to conceal all legible portions. ‘Th ¢ sign was no
longer displayed to passerby, and as a result was no longer a part of any R!Jeaceful protest,

Natan Avraham did this because he had begun to hope that there wonld be a successful,

just outcome to his ¢ase when the Court returned from recess. Within 4 Lalf mile of

travel from the Court Natan Avraham had completely concealed this siﬁm, and not only

has continued to do so to this day but never returned to the Court that F.y This means

i
that, when the Court demanded to Natan Avraham’s Counsel Mr. Green that the sign be

|

removed, the sign in question was no longer even displayed! The Cout

clearly was

acting only on superficial authority when demanding that the sign be removed, as no

other Court officials were involved in the request to conceal the alrea y| concealed sign.

Bven though Natan Avraham insists that this sign is clearly allowed by his Constitutional

Rights to Freedom of Speech and even though the sign clearly constittes only a peaceful

protest, Natan Avraham simply concealed this sign based on the hopejthat it was no
|

longer needed and that the Court would see justice served in his case. |




