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Division Three, Opinion in No. G066603
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Appellant Robert F. Mansueto (Brother) appeals from an order
- granting the petition bf res;aondént Susan J. Brown (Sistér) and removing
him as cotrustee of their parents’ trust. We’vcondlude the trial court . |
, permaqsml}- found Brother wa:ved any objectlon to the pétition by faﬂmg to
file an objection and m«ead merolv opposing an ex parte a‘pplacamon
Accordingly, we affirm. |
' | FAC’]‘S _
The parties to ﬂns case are sﬂ)hngs whose parents. dxed in 2006
. and 2008 The pa;t:mes.;semed prg},npus litigati hpn over their _pare,n_ts trust by
agreeing to 1sémfe as co@jiiiétées _‘of-mhe mtstwéﬁd mermﬁ:ﬂhgﬁﬁther to live in
their pérems“ former -honm“ with -.'I’iﬁf: L‘f';amﬂy.vqo ]o‘ﬂg'aé he ‘comrilied aith the
- agreement. Brother further agreed to pay $400; 000 to Slf: ter by Jﬂnuaj‘y
2014, secured by tho parenm fm*mer home:'
Over t'he years, Broﬂxér made varmus payments but, as ‘the due
date approached, niore than hallf the- mmi semained,outstanding. ‘The paxties

agreed m.exfrgem‘ wﬁhe mm‘el‘ot-f@aymenm to.dJ an,uamv»zm& Bmﬁlxgr.mademore

! Brothef requ_esm wes take ;mdncla]‘ anotics of the 2010 settlement

f h%a mﬁg, an Apri 9 2024 mi iite order autlor ing § Smmr to-evict Brm,her
andigéllthe property, and the. order c’halle*ng@d bv thie.appesl That regquest

. is denied; as these documentsidre ither alreadya partof the record on.

- appeal.orare irrelévant:to the appeal. Brotheralso separately requests we
take ]uﬂl(‘lﬁ] otice of excerpts from.the undeﬂ;ﬁng trust and 2010 eett]ement
agreemen*t That request is also-denied for the same réagons we denied the
first request: Brother also requests-we take 3ud1c1a] notice of certain. otders
entered by the trial court afier the'order that is the subject of this: appea]
That requést iz aleo.denisd, a8 thos 'Oi‘ﬂéf have 06 relevance to the dispute
in this appeal. Shortly before oral afgument, Brother also filed a Notice of
Subsequent Developments iReTevan_ to Pe mg»Apf‘)eal This documem; does
not include & request for any sort of reliel’ we take no action m reeponse to it.
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pavmant& but did not pay the full amount by the due date, at which time
$66.778. 23 remained due, At that point, interest and late fees began acerning
accardmg to the terms of the qgree,mem By February 2024, Brother owed
Slst:ar $111,297.

. Sister ﬁled a.new pemmor\ seeking orders removing Brother as
cotrustee of the pmen‘ts {rust, aut;hmmzmg Sister to evict any oc;_c,upani-s of
their parents’ former homc and aw"?rdmg attorney fees.

stter f’ 19:’1 an ex parte application. seeka g suspaﬁsmn of
Bmther’e trustee powexs in. February 2624, though the apphcaiim itself is
qot in tle record Bre m,her o*masef] $he ex’ rsamp arguing hig parents did mot
want’ thie house to be. co‘lﬂ flvat he- ﬂeedéﬂ_ fo liveiin the home to'care for-the
pamee dxs&ﬂbled s;sfer {mof A paﬂvm ﬁm‘z case); *hham tha mﬁdeﬂymg
semvm@m @hrm‘m %e set as‘aﬂem hm‘;Smer mcﬁamﬂfl‘he grxfﬂnmewl agmém ent;

8/@1!2024 ﬁtm Go‘uﬂ‘ may :deem wc‘h ob)ev'i,wn or fespanse wmw,d “The
mm‘t continued the ,’hoarmg foy msaf‘iy three months.
AL me Afugusl 2024 beaimgz the trial c@urn roumi Brother :fmled

Brother aektaé for & cont mmme mphming he ”behaved he haﬂ Iﬁ]i?d

d.gister p?péently h.vee na
, G shcmld e moved to live
i me home Wﬂ h ’hxm :




olxjachnns in the I)odv ofa 5eparatve pefition he had previously fited ag‘nmt
stﬁm* deqcnhma‘ n‘ as.“excusable neglect” on hle part. He denied -
underqtandmg t:ha,n there was a deadline for the fi hnz of written. ob;ectmns
'I‘he trial court then placed Bmther under oath and asﬁked him why he did not
file tlmelv written objections. Brother responded that, he was overwhelmed by
his vanous responsibilities relaf:mg o the trast and the parties” disabled
‘ szsh‘r The tyial murt found fhene waq no. mlctake inadvertence, surprige, QT
excimable neg?et:iu and deemed the Qbyecﬁmm: wawwﬂ |

Accord:mg]y, the mal courr e anted SI%EQ‘*S pem tion, removed
Bm‘t»hezr: as co?rust@e of the trust, pnmm:ﬁed Sistet: to evmt any remamjng
: occ’unan 8. of the paranrq %‘mmpr»homeg and aw‘arded am@rﬁev I@P’s‘ m Sister in
an amouni to-be- det@rmméd .

- DISCUSSION

Ord@rs FEMOVINg 4 - tmnizpv are reviewed for abuse of discretion.

-(‘Ti‘@i'an v.. Trolan. (’2@ i’Qj 31 CaLAp‘p:Sth 939, 957.) Reg'irdiéss of" t,he staﬂdard

_ appéai js: maﬂeqmmie ta evahmte f‘hv merJ*is nf an jseue mmeﬁ "Lﬁf the

appeliant, “‘“thv appellam defaulbs and the decision of ﬁhe ‘h‘wi t;mm. sfhoum
" be afﬁm@ﬂ poe d. at p, 609.)

Objections to pemumn in pmbate court; are governed by. Pro"bat:e v
Goﬂe section 1043, Sifhdmsmn {b} of that section. aﬂﬁwe ohjeeimm to be
raised o‘fai]y at the inxﬁad},:heem ing; and: aﬂow& the tmal QQUﬂa to.granta

._cnmmuame for the ; purpse. of aufmnw dn. objmmm:i to be made in wmzfzmg “Tﬂ‘ ,
the court mmnmee a ma'tter o rﬂHQW a wwmen ahgcsct.mn or. fespame to he :
made, and the respandmg or wnb;;ectmg party fails to- semre and fle a timely

»




objection or response, the court may deem the objections or responses
_ wa:nved (Cal. Rules of Court, rule 7.801 ) That is-what happened here.

We. disagre.e with Brother's clam‘x that he effectwelv ob]ecmd m
the petition bv opposing | the ex parte application. He cites no authority. for:
this proposition and we: fmd none. An opposition 0 anexpartea i)p‘lacat.mn in
probate court is fmt the same as an opposition: to, the underl\m ng. petition, in

 the:same Way that an. opposition:fo- a requect, for a iﬁmpamry rewrmnmg
“orderis niot a-substitute for an ﬁmwe’r 1a. ;lhe underimng ecmpl it

, oppoeman is ummh:ag’uousl\' <and. expfesslv ﬂireeted 10 Smfm‘*s ex. part‘:e

ap;ﬁmaimn,. 1ot £0’ the; petition. _
Mm‘eovei“ the »f;im'elmﬁ ﬂoec maﬁsupp@ft apgeﬂ]ant’s version; of

pe’h“iwn mi qu 21.
thie: coﬁse(mences of 4

m‘eapome waweﬂ H" :

1 AV Wq n'@ﬂ’i"i“ﬁicm objemom inmnﬂ
' " a separa‘te poﬁhcm he ﬁled




his digabled sigter.’ The trial noum;'ac;i:ed; well within:its mg:-‘thuri.t}? by
’*deem{iﬁg] the objections or responses waived." (Ca’l; Ru‘lés of Court, rule
7.801.) |
Briefly in the “Introduction” section of his épening brief, Brother
asserts 'ﬂie parties’ diéh’bﬁe‘d gister vﬁ‘]lz be adverselv-‘aﬁeched.bv“the trial
. court’s ruling, pnienuanv in nohtmn of one or more frust prmmsmne He
| reither vaised this below nox supports it \mth a mcamngﬁ:l lega] hagis and
' mlm.mns 1ot lhe record. (See Jameson, st pm 5 Cal.5that p. 609 )
The only remaining issue is Sister’s motion for sancfmns
Samc’rmns fora fﬂvolous appeal are appmpmte whetfe either “itis. prosecufed
for an improper: mofwe-a-m harass the reeponﬂent or: fielay fhe effect of an
| 'v‘:adverse Judgmem—of when:it mﬂlspumhlv Hag 1o, Mernt,-ﬁ-ﬁwhen any .
B rpasomhi@ atforney. wmud agreé ﬂmr fr’he appcnll i8. mmlly and. cémplciﬂy
= Wzlbhgmt merit” {In: re Marnagp of lodierty (1982} 31 Cal 3d. 63 650) 'I"bece |
- tawva: sﬁanclards b'uittress cachy ml:hef i;m* o'mmple, “ﬂne mm 1ack of mem of an
| appealﬁ am wc‘weﬂx as evmrience ﬂmf J thie} am)euammuct mve mmemded it, only
' ,’for r?élav (Iﬂ at p. 649)
%stel argues ﬂm anpeal meets wem{her Emﬂdarcl fora fmvolaus
: appea] S}ie poims out that Brm,her waS expres aly dzmcteﬂ 0 file'a pmper
opposihﬁn bya date certam, was wafneﬂ ﬂmt l’mlure to-do so- mighf lead to
: Lhe *trxal cmurt granimg her pehtmm and, yet now. ﬂppealc anyway glstef‘also: :

polm;s‘ gto Bmt-}w (S repeated pphmonn for: suﬁerqeﬂea& alt of which. were

8 T‘or same reasons; e disagree. with Brothet's icon*bem;ion
lated eithe: 'm«; due process sights ui rthe
T‘oﬁm‘beéﬂfh Am : netitationand:Article I, -
 gection 9:6f'theC ifofmaw Gongi.mumu, 0% Pt _m:e Coﬂe tecmoﬁs 15i‘42 and
17200. ‘




déméd as evidence df'azppeﬂaﬂ‘l;’s subjective intent to utilize the appellate
prm,e% for the ﬂlegxmnarc puxposc of delay.” ) )

' Thig i If~‘ a close call, but we declme to impose sanchons. We see a
genume effort by Brother to gverturn the trial court,s demcmn Lhat confuses
procedural devices but is nof, w]m]lv unroaqonabm Sxm;hﬂy. any ‘inferenoe of

’ ‘delﬂy from Brother's w’penw& mrpereradeae petitions is. rebutted by his maotion

for mlendar prefer ence—a request 1o gpeed, up this pmcocﬂmt: '

g msxzosmow '
The trial cbj.irts oxder.is affirmed.
Respondent ghaﬂ Terover ‘ber costs on appeal.

SCOTT, J..
WE CONCUR:

SANGHEZ, ACTING P. 4.

- GOODING, J.




APPENDIXB

| San Dlego Superlor Court |

Inre the Edmund and Helen Mansueto Joint szmg Trust
Case No 37-2008- 00152252-PR TR- CTL

Co- Trustee Removal Mlnute Order

August 13, 2024




SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA,
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
 CENTRAL

| |  MINUTE ORDER
- DATE: 08/13/2024 - " TIME: 9:00AM DEPT: 503
 JUDICIAL OFFICER: Olga Alvarez ‘ |
.. - CLERK: Bianca Leon-Alvarez
o ;.REPORTER/ERM Amanda Valenzuela

. 14196 - .
o BAILIFF/COURT ATTENDANT

CASE NO: 37-2008-001 52252-PR TR-CTL CASE INIT. DATE: 09/25/2008 - - '
CASE TITLE In-re the Edmund Mansueto and Helen Mansueto Joint Living Trust, dated August 31,
1999, as amended [IMAGED] -

' ,'CASE CATEGORY Probate o CASE TYPE Trust Proceedmgs

" HEARING TYPE: Miscellaneous. Hearmg
- MOVING PARTY Robert Frank Mansueto -

APPEARANCES

) Attorney Catherme Swafford appeanng in person on behalf of Objector Susan Brown present vra
video.” :
- Robert Mansueto self represented Petrttoner present in person

o _'Clerk's note The Court takes ROA#1 44 off calendar upon all partres agreerng to the request by
Mr. Masueto to take matter off calendar

'_'-ROA#144 Petltlon to Compel Co- Trustee to Transfer Property to Beneforarles in Order to Fmahze :
Payment Per Pnor Court Order, Distribute Sole Trust Asset to Remarnder Benefcranes ﬁled by Robert
s '_'Frank Masueto on 09/1 1/2023'is off calendar o : : :

LTS so ORDERED

Olga Alvarez

Ju‘dge Olga Alvarez

DATE 08/1372024 _ MINUTEORDER




ot

CASE TITLE: In re the Edmund Mansueto and Helen CASE NO: 37-2008-00152252-PR-TR-CTL
Mansueto Joint Living Trust, dated August 31, 1999, as : '
amended [IMAGED]

4. Robert Mansueto is removed as co-trustee of the Edmund Mansueto and Helen Ma‘.nsueto Joint Living
Trust, dated August 31, 1991, E ' '

5. Susan Brown, as trustee of the Edmund Mansueto and Helen Mansueto Joint Living Trust, dated
-August 31, 1991, 'may take all steps necessa.ry'to_.efféctuate an uniawful detainer or eviction of occupants
of the real property of the Trust, including specifically the real property located at 57 Tunapuna Lane,
Coronado, California 92118, as part of the Court's prior order that Susan Brown be permitted to sell the
real property; S

6. Susan Brown is awarded attorneys’ fees and costs against Robert Mansueto, individually, in an amount
to be determined by the Court | S

- 7. Alternatively, Susah Brown is awarded attorneys’ fees and costs ft_or_n the Edmund Mansueto and
" Helen Mansueto Joint Living Trust, dated August 31, 1991, in an amount to be determined by the Court.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Olga Alvarez
Judge Olga Alvarez

"DATE: 08/13/2024 _ - MINUTE ORDER




" APPENDIX C

California Court of Appeal

Fourth Appellate District, Division Three
Brown v. Mansueto, No. G066603

Order Denying Rehearing
Filed May 20, 2026




Brangen L. Henson. GlerkExecutive GHicer
Elecruncally FILED on SRV vy S Maning, Deputy Cledk

IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOURTH APPELLATE DISTRICT

DIVISION THREE

SUSAN J. BROWN, as Trustee, etc..

Respondent, G066603

v, (Super. Ct, No. 37-2008-00 152252)

ROBERT F. MANSUETO, ORDER DENYING PETITION
FOR REHEARING

Appellant.

The petition for rehearing is DENIED.

SCOTT. Jd.

WE CONCUR:
SANCHEZ, ACTINGP. J.

GOODING, d.




APPENDIX D

- Supreme Court of Californi'a order denying review, .

 No.$296952, August 19,2026




Court of Appeal, Fourth Appellate District, Division Three - No. G066603

5296952

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF CALIFORNIA

En Banc

SUPREME COURT
SUSAN J. BROWN, as Trustee, etc., Respondent, FILED

v. AUG 19 2026
Jorge Navarrete Clerk

ROBERT F. MANSUETO, Appellant.

Deputy

The petition for review is denied.

GUERRERO
Chief Justice
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APPENDIX E

Pertinent Portions of Filed Stamped

March 19, 2024, Opposition to Trustee Removal




| ROBERT F MANSUETO
| 87 TUNAPUNA LANE ‘ ' 1L E
[ CORONADO, CA 92118 : | ek of o sptr ot

15 619) 883-5352 . e
| 'I'ﬁ-'n\'hinil:‘ rabertfmansucto@igmail.com MAR 19 2‘021’
B By: A. Arellano-Bell

1 tn "o Per

3

4

SUPERIOR. COURT .ge:g;?lz THE STATE OF CALFORNIA
COUNTY OFSAN DIEGO
{1 Ta the Matter of

FDONVIUND-MANSUETO AND- HEL ‘h\",
“ Akstmf) JOINT LIVING TRUST SIGNED E

HON. OLGA ALVAREZ
3 DEPT..502

| CO-TRUSTEER ROBERT MANSUE TO
OPPOSITIN TO EX PARTE APPLICATION
FOR REMOVAL AS €O TRUSTEE -

Judge: Hon Olga Alvarez
Dept: 503

Dates Aprit 9, 2024

Time: 10:30 s,

! v :
FCOIALL PARTIES AND THI‘ AR RES !’i‘w(’,"‘l‘l-\"iﬁ ATTORNEYS OF RECORD:

| Pradntitt ROBERT F. MANSUETO ("Plumnﬂ‘ ) submits this
s\pﬁlu‘nlmn (“Application™ or “Ap™) ol l)ctcndant\ Susan:Brown thm wis \t,hululul u {ull
| aohith in aidvance, for s mere few weeks before a Case Management conference set by Judpe

| Alvteez over two months ago for Mqi\,{ﬁ, 2024.
i

H Thére are wimy: riud Of iSSUCS Now hc‘lm‘-o two judges, with previously concealed evideace that
| vestirfaced-thiit mdmlv Alie fiFin dcsur‘w of Trustor Helen Mansucto stated in Amendiment

| dated:May (1. 2008 and sddoa-af sessionuwith her Attoracy Robeet Plumb of signing of said

1 Anlendment stating ber firsi wishes that her home:not be sofd nml that {t stay in the family,

1 thafwas concealed from this court hy § T)c‘fendnm. svhich

isatow before Judge Alvarez requesting Insteanctions on concenled Amendment by

Helen Mangoicto on May 11, 2008, (ENHIBIT 1) with video recording at divection.of

1
i
&
: _ I‘:\gc Vof9
SPi '_';-;_.@‘piio.s‘”i'mh\al’fnrtc‘ Ai)’u“(‘ﬂﬁﬁ’i’i}ﬂ?\;l i s




!
!
l
i
i
|

Altuh\(‘\ Robert Plunib (EXHIBIT 2) ;'\"Vuuchcd flash drive, with Helen Mansueto) is critical
evidence as-to the validity of previvust 40b’1:‘iiﬂﬂl setttement agreement obtained under false
im\iénw at w minimum, and possibly { rliudulent concenlment, depending on o ruling and

gmd incee requested in a Petition hefore ?Mmmmble dudye Alvarez currently (set for hearing on

- May|21,,2024). Transeription of Helen Mansucto's video is attached

(ENHIBET 3), The court can hear from LI‘I clen Mansueto herself. hee wishes and desires reviewed
| inadvance with Attorney Plunib and stated in Amendment dated May 11,2008, Also on same
flash drive is disabled sister Jovee M4 nsueto video testimony.

Attached recent video testimony by dii‘ﬂihl(‘tl sister Jovee Mansueto (also on EXHIBEY 2 flash
drive) and Teansceription of same (h?\llllill 4y states- in her own weords, how Detendant has
ignoted het disibled sister. and foreéd lcr to Sty in undesirable situntinns and also-states her
| desire (o move Back hiome, w hich way: iligv deshre-of (.i‘unmr\ Helen und Edninnd Mansueto, as
| woold any parent for their child. lhc m‘tmmnﬂ of a critically ilt paticnt 4 feet away from
disabied. sister om the other side of a curtain cad be heard through Jovee Mansacto’s video
rc.siimmw LAemonsteating how inappy ‘prmtc itis for Joyee Mansucto, o moderately mentally
dnulllvd person, to be forced to stay in l'hvsu types of facilities, when she belongs at the family
“homiewith i camu; z faniiily - membier, w h«) has looked-afier her since 1976,
| .
1 llmlwmnd critical issues before Judg ,gt‘h("i‘lmﬁ chat is inextricably linked m Our parents
Family Trost care the clear and firny dé\trc: of grantors to provide long term residence and
cmc*ﬂm disabled sister Joyee \lan\ucm»fdzm;,ht('r of Helen and Edmindg Mansucio, that is the
' (opi\lul' Spccml Needs Trust Petition: 'hf-lmc- Honorahle Judge John Scherling with a heaving
| whv&ulcd on 4/26/24 (EXHIBIT 3).

I

] Defendant further attenipted to extoet i"lﬂinliﬁ”\ o emnil on Christimas Eve morning
{EXHIBIT 6) with further action by (“nlllmnm Dental Banrd Personnel if he filed a

. §péc al Need Trust Petition when she l('érnc ( that a petition ways being prepared. Ilm
nfoeniaiion and éstortion attempl s nlsp bhefore Judge Scherling.

| Defendant eharacterizes the need to Py npm Iy ook after disabled sister as “Frivolous Filing™
avhen in fact it was prompted hy rcpt-:nwl cruclty-and indifference by Duluﬁdmlt, towards
Rl wli‘lvﬂ sister-in wlint appearsto be herl desire ti-controb finunces sllocnted to this Tiust.
Petition before Judge Seherting iequests immedinte ccinaval of Susan Broswn us sofe conservator
and imsmv, and FCQUESts a-Cour ¢ .’lppﬁl}il(‘ﬂ recciver wod infegsim conservator to assess assets. of
-Speckal Needs Tiusts, order an audit ﬁfnssmv income and expenses of Special Need Trust,
conedsled from any outside party to daté, and request to move disabled sister 1o family hame
which-is inher best ititerest as soon as:possible. versus her being forced by Defendant to he
warchoused in various Inappropriste fadilitics that bus been downright eeuel, when the family
1 hoine Is Wh(‘l ¢ her long térm wellbeing \éml[lf hest be seeved, with her brother (Plaintif) and o
curctiker assisting, which was her parents’ wishes stated ta him over the yvears. Online
Pdge 2 of 9
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reviews of Tast SKilled nursing facility disabled sister was forced to stay n by Defendant tor
mm{y months in Lemon Grove, has horrible reviews ontine (EXHIBET 7) that Plaintitt agrees
with, vet disabled sister was foreed to s;t_ay there far prolong time by Dofendant without any
umiicul necessity, with Defendant sm(iflg that Insurance pays for it" so “Don’t Calt me
anvinore™ 1'm blocking your calls... Il let vou know ir'l need vour help™.

Plaintiff, a dental surgeon and reconstructive dentist of over 40 vears. Former Naval Officer
(l)u‘mis() . honorably discharged (ENXHIBEY 8) extremely flucat in pharmacology und medicing,
in practice with Medical doctors in 'I'ij@mnu. where he is a licensed dental surgeon for many
yeurs (EXHIBET 9) after a 30 year carecr in Californin including as o dentist in the LS, Nawvy,
yethe has been preciuded trom interacting with disabled sisters medical doctors who change
often, as “he is not her conservator

, o\l\ﬁ' uew medical provider cannot possibly ascertain S0 plus years of complex medical history,
p:ls’t drug toxicity issues and syndr‘mmfs._ in a short interview of a moderately schizophreniv
individual such as Joyce Mansucto, wlhio gets along with and cooperates well with her brother
(»l'l:l\intifﬂ. who both desire she move bjuck into the fumily home with him. And a varcetaker.
likdly thie same person, Patty Ramircziseen in video who looked after Helen and Edmund
Mansueta for many vears.) '

Defendant also obtained Trusteeship and conservatorship ina dubious munner (as Plaintift
\\‘uz\‘.prm‘»iously named as disabled S‘iSlé‘.rs trustee (ENHIBEE 10): Certifieation page of Speeial
Nebds ‘Frast and EIN # from the lRSfl, naming Plaintiff. Robert Mansueto, as Joyee
Munsueto’s Trustee months wao‘rc'l)_i'-:ﬁ'}ndnm somehow assumed this position without
Plaintift's knowledge or consent. Plai;mifl' had looked after his disabled sister since 1976, 2
hm:(‘:k away from her and his parents, pvhereas Defendant is S00 miles away, has no medical or
pharmacology background nor nb‘iljlgi to provide medical providers with the complex medieal
and preseription drug history, including toxicity and undesirable syndromes induced from
cm;'-luin medications, vetshe continues to direct the needs of disabled sister from S00-miiles
awly. without seeing nor being present. which has caused uanecessary cmotional and physicul
hairm 10 disabled sister, to remain injcontrol ot funds coming in Special Needs trust. our
Fathers UK, Retirement Survivur.Bm;\cﬁts and Social Security Disability income.

I’l‘:\inliﬂ‘. has tried to ameliorate terrible circumstances thrust upon his disabled sismr'h_\'
Defendant from 500 miles away. onlyjto have his efforts antd communications blocked by
Défendant who makes decisions not hia.s’e(l on what best serves disabled sisters needs and
wai‘urc. but rather to retain and cmhﬁ,llish Defendant's financial conteol of Trust assets, thal 1o
du;tc have been concealed. Defendant Susan Brown. is the same person that did not even attend
her own Fathers funeral nor visit lwr‘éown mother in her

lm%i few months of life. For any rutiq,nim person to believe that Detendunt who rarely visits her
disubled sister. someéhow cares ahuju(j her the best welture for her disabled sister or does what is
in|her best interest. is just not helievable.

Page 3 0l'Y
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Based on 'iiif(‘ii‘nmtimi and belief, Défmdam WOt l\cd with Dental Board Enforcement
Pergonnel in 2016, at a time when T'hmii!‘f\ wifc was in eriticad condition which she didt in faet
pass away frnm in August 2016 to. assiél in cansing Plumuﬁ {0 he arrested for driving patients
to-Mexico for dental-care, being: Lhﬂi‘"(‘d with.unfawful p; actice in Catitornia when dental care
was| provided in Mc\wn. whore I'lnmuilf has been legal sinee 20140,

pefendant had previously Giled mmplmm .l;,niml Plaintift (her brather) with California
denital Board (5 years after he left pragtice in California) without huving any. capacity as she
wnilw\m' a patient of his. Defendant w vorked in State Government in Sacramenta her entire
working carcer and contributed to charges being sought against her brother trom Dental
Bm{ld cnforcement personnel in Sacramento- to cncourage he be arrested and jailed tor
pl(l:\'ldill;., dental services in Mexico. h(‘utusc he dvave paticnts from Nan Picgo to Tijuana
and back. She was successfal with: lhl,\‘t‘ denvor.

The nifnli(‘o m(l (lcc('il of I)(\léndmu m%vmﬁ\ all other family maenihers, including her awa

Wer own parents, and disabled sister ure i (ruly deplorable.
le Al d ‘»:m Iacl shuu- hu amurﬂ“a z{tmn af, the hands of the Californin Dental Board with
: tInL court, for driving’ pnh(-nls o nnr_,f‘*nm Nle\wn, hut ireaded: lithl\ on Detendants
: in\]niwmom l)efcndums atrcmpt to, ml‘lwl any. possible barm. nppnrcmlv (o facilitate her long
standiiig desine to. sell-her parents” hod n(' by any meins, and gain unconsclonable undue
encichment. :

I
Plaintiff had justunexpectediy lost ms wife in 2016, 1 mere few years aftor the suicide of his
fir§t son Bobhv Je, and was psyechy cnllv compromised and heavily medicated at the time
whcn hewas talked into pleading4o s%mcthin;, hier was ot guilty of, in 2018 with o pmnnw
hy munwl of *notime would likely: hc ;_won * avhiich was patently false.
Thereds no Jcmcrgcne\* here in this !‘ot:lnoul. There is no declaration of good cause, and no
]jmen‘lml irreparable harm to: DNendzmt no immedinte danger, nar any statutory basis far
oy Jmimg CX P n ‘te rchel of the: mnmd{ni comgiex matlters presenteéd by I)Ncmlani now hiefore
iw judges in San Dicga Prohate ("imrl. New evidenee presented o the courtin Aprit 2024.
just prior to-this currém X pmu"uppllcntmn. should very likely invalidate the prior
.w}tlcmcnl agréementanade in 20104 || s entivdly und cause sl payments made by Plaintfl
‘(S.&M 222 paid 1iegood faith out'ol: wm 000 thought to he owed) to be returned nt o minimum,
asithey were obtained by .wu,lenwnl uhtnmul umh:r false pretenses aivd at o minimum.

The Qpecml M‘cds trust Petition: hclurc Honorable Judge Schcflm is inextricubly linked -
tottlie parent Trust proceeding a8 Grawtor's intended disabled sister to . always be

caved Tor by Special Needs Sub ‘!‘;|7||<(: aid by hw Dbrother, with the family home always ta be
theve for her as well to fivein. I)cfcnilmu does not want the truth exposed, so submifting a
280<{iwo hundred fifty) pages of mnsflv irvelevant material to the court 10 review for an.cy

parte heaving appears to be an .mﬁmpl to shors circuit and guickly end
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this dispute in favor of Defendant for her onwn financial gain. Granting such relief at an ey
purte hearing that would completely ignore and take away wishes of Trust Grantor Helen
Munsueto. while also taking away all beneticial interest of all other family members involved,
(including 8 74 yvear old modcerately disabled sister for which trust property was always
intended by Grantars to be a sufc haven for her Cas well as all other family members including
grandchildren, who lived with both their grandparents for a couple years and moved in as a
family with their grandmother for several years after theiv Grandtather passed away)
Disabled sister could not divectly named as beneficiary other than via Specinl Needs trust.

Further to above, if prior settbement agreement was valid, Defendants”™ non-cooperution with
court ordered bank finuncing from 2010 by simple sssumption of eredit tine in place of
residence was available from unisting Bunh of America Credic | ine in place

(EXHIBIT 11) but Detendant refused co-operation trom 2000 to present with any “signing ol
auy papers™ as ordered by this court to be used for S0¢6 of settlement in 20010, until =1 uin paid
in tull’. 1t now appears that nothing was rightfally owed her at all,

A more recent loan approval from a private finance compuny for up to SISO,000 was provided
to defendants counsel in December 2023, (EXHIBLELE 12) alung with verbal offer to settle. which
was ignored and not responded to by defendants connsel, An approvimate S67.000 was thoughi
to be owed. with STHO000 at maximum but tor Defendants long stending breach which
prompted initial petition. A full price . all cash offer was presented to Defendants Connsel in
letter dated 02/02/2024, in an effort to keep peace in the tamily, and not responded to
(ENHIBRIY 13)  All attempts to get co-operation on finuncing were hlocked by Defendant from
2010 to present. Multiple offers including multiple Tull price all cash offers were made and
cither refused or not responded ta by Defendant or her counsel, in a long standing pattern of
bad taith and malice.

The facts and circumstances surrounding this dispute has ¢ not ver heen heard nor seen by
Judge Alvarez, and the entire landscape has now changed since the reappearance of conceled
Amendment by Helen Mansucto executed on May 11, 2008 that include video of this session
with her attorney Robert Plumb who is alvo willing to testifs betore the court, as to the validity
of Helen Mansueto’s wishes and her competent state of mind at the time,

Defendants ex parte Application must be also denied hecause it is procedurally

improper. The Califoraia Rules of Court. rule 3.1202 (¢) requires s ex parte applicant to file »
declaration showing good cause for ex parte veliel. and Defendant has failed to proside one.
1he declaeation of Susan Browan filed in support of theie Application is full

of minstatements and fails to acknowtedge thut Defendant hus been in constant breuch of
Settlement agreement that in and ol itself, was obtained under false pretenses and or
concealment (possibly fraudulent concealiment) that Plaintiff smade pay ments tolaling
approximately 90-"%% (ninety pereent) of settlement agreeenient now it doubt, without any
cooperation trom Defendant with any Bank financing and “signing of any needed
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APPENDIX F

Court-issued Notice of Hearing-“Petition for Removal (Trusts'),
Case No. 37-2024-00002995-PR-TR-CTL, ( Hearing Date:
April 26, 2024, Dept. 502, before Judge John B. Scherling)

[




SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
STREET ADDRESS: 1100 Union St.
- | MAILING ADDRESS: 1100 Union St.

CITY AND ZIP CODE:  san Diego, CA 92101

BRANCH NAME: Central

TELEPHONE NUMBER: (619) 844-2052
PLAINTIFF(S)/PE'FITIONER(S)/APPELLANT(S): Robert Frank Mansueto
DEFENDANT(S)/RESF’ONDE_NT(S):

In re the Trust of: In The Matter of The Joyce Mansueto Special Needs Living Trust [IMAGED]

' CASE NUMBER:
NOTICE OF HEARING 37-2024-00002995-PR-TR-CTL

Notice is given that the above-entitied case has been set for the reason listed below and at the location shown above. All
inquiries regarding this notice should be referred to the court listed above.

TYPE OF HEARING DATE TIME DEPT JUDGE _
Petition for Removal (Trusts) 04/26/2024 - 09:00 am 502 John B Scherling

Court appearances may be made either in person or virtually, unless otherwise ordered by the Court. Virtual
appearances must be made using the department’s Microsoft Teams ("MS Teams”) video link; or by calling the
department's MS Teams conference phone number and using the assigned conference ID number. The MS Teams
video conference links and phone numbers can be found at www.sdcourt.ca.gov/ProbateHearinas .

ROA#1-Petition for Removal of Trustee filed by Mansueto, Robert Frank on 01/24/2024

SUPCT CIV-700 (Rev. 8-06) NOH - NOTICE OF HEARING



http://www.sdcourt.ca.gov/ProbateHearings

APPENDIX G

Pertinent minute order of Judge John B. Scherling

In related proceeding,

Dated April 26, 2024




Preview Document

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA,
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
“ GENTRAL
| MINUTE ORDER
DATE: 0412612024 | TIME: :00 AM DEPT. 502

JUBICIAL OFFICER: Jahn 8. Scherfing
CLERK: Lorena Alvarez _
‘REPORTER/ERM: Not Reported
BAquF!COUR‘T ATTENDANT:

CASE NO: 37-2024—00002995-PR-TR-CTL CASE INIT.DATE: 014242024
' CASE TITLE: In The Matter of The Joyce Mansueto Special Needs Living Trust {IMAGED}

CASE CATEGORY: Probate CASE TYPE: Trust F’mceed ings

HE&R_ING TYPE: Pet?moﬁffar Removal
MOVING PARTY' Robert Frank Marisueio

APPEARANGES
Robert Frank Mansueto, self represenfed Petuz:mer presentin parson,

Auomey Cownney Bravo appeaﬂ‘ng in person ofy hnhaw of Ob]ecmr Susan Bmwn presem in person '

ROA#‘E PETET!ON FOR REM@VAL OF SUSAN BROWN AS TRUSTEE OF THE JOYCE MANSUE’TO

SPECIAL NEEDS TRUST, AN ACCOUNTING, AND APPOINTMENT OF RECEIVER OR TEMPORARY
 TRUSTEE Filed: 0142412024 is c@nimuedr pursma”m* to party‘s mation to ?ﬂOIZGQtﬁ at 09:00 AM befare

Judge Alvarez, Olga. .

The Court orders as foﬂows, )
1. The Court orders the following cases oonsohdated for att purpnsee.

- 37- 2008«00152628 PR-CP-CTL (Conservatorship of Joyce L. Mansueto) and 37- 2024«0@002995-@!2—1‘&%-
CTL (The Malter of The Joyce Mansuete Special Needs Living Trust), The Court designates 37-2008- -
00152628-PR-CP-CTL (Conservatorship of Joyse L. Mansueto) as ihe lead case and all further
documents must be fi led under the case number and caption of the !earj case.

IT IS SO ORDERED; -

et B, Sehtrling
Juﬂge Jbﬁn' B. Sﬁhgﬂiﬁg:

DATE: 0412612024 MINUTE ORDER

®© 2021 - San Diego Superior Caurt




APPENDIX H

Pertinent excerpt of the August 13, 2024, removal-hearing

Reporter’s Transcript
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ROBERT F. MANSUETOQ,

[T RPN et 13- o it
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|

DISTRICT COURT OF APPEALS OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FCURTH APPELLATE DISTRICT

DIVISION ONE

DEPARTMENT 503 - HON. OLGA ALVAREZ, JUDGE

SUSAN. J. BROWN, as Trustee, etc.,

; Respondent.

CASE No. 37-2008

v, - ' 00152252~-PR-TR-CTL

COA No. DO085004

Apbellant.

REPORTER'S APPEAL TRANSCRIPT
AUGUST 13, 2024
"VOLUME 1 of 1

-

PAGES 1 THROUGH 24 ~

80 that way Ms. Brown can hear vou.

Is' there anyone else on Microsoft Teams present

"for this matter, other than Ms. Brewn?

All right. So let's see where we are. "I have

‘a2 few notes to myself on this. So it looks like -~ I'm
| going to go through it a bit methodically because I've

| 90t three petitions before me.

I've got ROA 201; it looks iike there was an

objection deadline. T did not r‘érc':efi've that ,objecti,on‘;,ql

| deadline by you, Mr. Mansueto. &@gdqﬁ‘ #zve it. The
| court's inclination this morning on ROA 201 is to grant,

- |} Just given where that is.

The next matter before the Court is ROA 144,




APPENDIX |

Excerpts of the First Amendment to the Edmund and Helen

Mansueto J oint Living Trust —

Provisions Sp‘ecifying Successor Trustees and Mandating Joyce

Mansueto’s Care and Right to Residence




~ AMENDMENT OF

The Edmund Mansueto and Helen Mansueto
Joint Living Trust Dated August 31,1999




RESTATEMENT AND AMENDMENT OF INTER VIVOS REVOCABLE TRUST 929

NAMES OF SETTLORS: EDMUND MANSUETO AND HELEN MANSUETO
DATE TRUST RESTATEMENT SIGNED: OCTOBER 30, 2003

NAME OF TRUST: EDMUND MANSUETO AND HELEN MANSUETO JOINT LIVING
TRUST, dated August 31, 1999 '

NAMES OF INITIAL TRUSTEES: EDMUND MANSUETO and HELEN MANSUETO

NAMES OF SUCCESSOR TRUSTEES: . SEE “ARTICLE SIXTH" '

PLEASE READ, IMPORTANT INFORMATION:

Itisimportantto remcmbér that assets: willnotbe distributed accordmgtofhxs
rrust unless the agsets wre transfers : teiist: Therefore, do ot forgettohave
thetitleto all of your assets in thename of fhe trist, Atdhie time’ you dequire anotier

sui tle it inthe name of the trust, The title of your assets transferred into
the: trust shouid hﬁvé the folimﬁﬁg name:

"EPMUND MANSUETO AI\D HELEN MANSTTET’O AS TFUSTEES_}QF

T

{MANSUETOJ OINTLAVING

TS Jdoes n_oj’ha\‘ie to f a Sépﬁrate incor ,ﬁ?ﬂ]ﬁt ﬂ\mng ﬂ\e hfeﬁﬁ’ie <0f' thé
Trustor. DO NOT WRITE ON OR ‘CHANGE THIS TRUST AGREEMENT
WITHOUT TB? HELP OF AN ATTORNEY.

Should you wign a docushient transferring the assets of the trust;, such as a

check, deed-or other docurment it must be: s{gﬁé&ag follows:
DMUND MANSUETO AND HELEN MANSUETO. AS TRUSTEES OF
DMUNID MANSUETG ANDT{LEEEW MANSUETO JOINT LIVING TRUST,
dated Ailgﬁsi 31, | 1999" '

THIS PAGE IS NOT A PART OF THE TRUST




appraise the settlors’ residence. The\parti€s may, if so
inclined, agree in writing upon the fair madket value to be used
for the house without an appraisal. Once faw market value is
determined, by appraisal or written agreement; ]

%L?¥1 have the @pportunlty toA_purchase the

PPo; ( . Such purehase by ROBERT
MANSU&TO may be through a sub—trust or another separate trust
specially created for this ‘parpose, w1th'thev : remaini
inside the. trust or subntrust S0 creat °
eyerc;se any ri esON, 3

‘income or discretionary amounts. of @fﬁﬁéipal

‘f[_ecome pzyable tﬁ a fiinor 6r to a person under

J or to a person who, by IE'*oﬁ4of lilhé‘“ ““{”
A\ disability, i the ¢ " £hé trt

, fo the
o Mindrs ﬁ\ct., d}

Eo : ve or ‘ f ‘or amournts
f rcperly advancéﬂ for ﬁhe benefit @f the béﬁéficiary,

E SECTION 2: The interests of benefiéiaries in prihcxpal or
= 3 to ‘Eih§ élﬁ‘iﬁs wof u'ﬁy‘ Efé‘é '“crz' any

tornay ;ﬁ fact or @thersﬁ
SECTION 3: iIncome received after the last income payment
~date and undistzibuted at the te don of any estate or
inte est shall— together wiﬁh ahy Crued income; be paid by the
trus : 50 entitled to the next successive
1 & y take that interest,
exCEﬁt that upaﬁ the aeath of the déceased settlor the

KESTRTEMENT- OF EDRUND MANSUETC AND HELEN MAUSUSTO JOINT LIVING TRUST, dated 08-31-9%




substantially impair accomplishment of the purposes of the trust,
The trustee shall terminate and forthwith distribute any trust
created hereby, or by exercise of a power of appointment
hereunder, and still held 21 years after the death of the last to
die of the settlors and the beneficiaries in being at the death
of the deceased settlor. Distribution under this section shall be
made to the persons then entitled to receive or have the benefit
of the income from the trust in the proportions in- which they are
entitled thereto, or if their iZnterests are indefinite, then in
equal shares.

SECTION 10: Any trustee may resign at any time by written
notice to the settlors during their joint lifétime and thereaftex
to each beneficiary then entitled to recelve or have the benefit
of the income from the trust.

In the event one settlor should begome unwilling or unable
to act as trustee, the remaining settlor may act as sole trustese,
without any further actien réguired on his ot her part, with all
the powers given the Griginaiﬂy named trustees.

In the eveﬁ» bouh settl@rs should‘become;unwilling or unable

trustees, 1n the order h@réin@ 1@w' as f@llcws-
First Successor Trustee: R@BERT,MENSUETD '
Second Successor Trustes: SUSAN BROWN

any su@ce§spr‘tfustée:af7

settldrs during their ¢

benefictary or a majorit: : f thi ,
entitled to receive or ﬁavé fh* béqeﬂ%t.of the ine

SO ' il have all the powets giwven an
orlqinally named trustee No successor trustee shall be
personally liable for any act or om“’h~“f
With the approval of uh'; '

1) efest of the
2 e u‘ re the benefit of the
from ﬁh@ tfﬁst, §ﬁC§§s§®f ﬁfusﬁée“‘ y accept thé account

renéered and the prépErty received as a full and complete

discharge to a predecessdr th‘tEé without incurring any
liability for so doing, except that a sSuccessor to a settlor as
trustee shall without approval %ccept the assets delivered to the
successor trustee as constituting all of the property to which

PESTATEMERT OF EDMUND MANSUETO ARD MELEN MARSTETO JorHT LIVIRG TRUST, dated 08-=31-98




respect to any part or all of his or her separate property.

) {c) The settlors, acting jointly, may amend this
agreement in whole or in part.

, A;ter the death of tha first to die of the settlors, this
agreement shall not be subject to amendment or revocation, exvept

- that the surviving settlor may amend or revoke the Survivor's
Trust in whole or in part during his or her lifézime.

Th;s aoreement may be. amended or revoked only by instrument
g i@ﬁhé:>gh L a W elivered t@»théfﬁfuétéea The

RESTATEHMENT OF EDMUND MANSURTO RND RELEN MANSUETO JOINT LIVING TRUST, daven 08=31=8%




The foregoing instrument, consisting of 26 pages {including this page,
the notary page, and the pages of the schedules), was signed; published ard
declared by the Settlors to bs their Restated Trust Agtreément in our presence
and in the presehce of each cther and we, at the Scttlors! request and in the
Settlors' presence and in the presencé of each other, have hereunto subséribed
our hands as witnesses on Ogtober 30, 2003, at San Diego, California.

s ;“.AL\;Lt/ e ' 5190 Governor Drive, Suite 208

Lo ouda  Sepfiorad , San Diego, Californis 92122
nted Name L it | |

[),.Y\ ) 5190 vae-r.nor.brive‘, Suite 208
o Sah Diego, California 92122

: /ﬁ'@ s . 5180 Governor Drive, Suite 208

/éiv(j'; UZ';' A - ‘ San Diego, Califofnia 92122
A ct v o . |

RTIFICATE OF ACKNOWLEDGHENY OF NOTARY PUBLIC

- s he same in
© Dy Thedf . “utes on the
xecuted the ihsttument. - L

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

RESTATEMENT OF EUMUND MANSUETO AND RELEN MENSUETO. JOIMT LIVING TRUST, dated 08~31-99




APPENDIX J

Second Amendment to the Edmund and Helen Mansueto Joint
Living Trust, Dated May 11, 2008, Including the provision

granting Life Estates to Robert Mansueto and Susan Brown
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AMENDMENT NO. 2
JOF THE RESTATED EDMUND MANSUETO AND HELEN
MANSUETO JOINT LIVING TRUST DATED AUGUST 31, 1999

T Y T T A T ey o P g i vl

Pursuam to the rights reserved by and to the Settlors under the terms of ARTICLE IX of the
EDMUND MANSUETO AND HELEN MANSUETO JOINT LIVING TRUST, dated August 31,
1999, surviving Settior HELEN MANSUETO amend the Trust, and First Amendment of the

.Restated Edmund Mansueto and Helen Mansueto Joint Living Trust dated May 7, 2004, as follows:

FOURTH: SECTION 4: Shall be terminated and replaced by the following:

Y

L, Upon the death of the surviving settlor, Helen Mansucto, this Declaration shall be

S

' .irrevmble. and the Trust Estate shall be held, administered and distributed as follows:

A. Any property of the trust estate, except the real property commonly know as 57

. Tunapuna Lane, City of Coronado, County of San Dicgo, State of California and any

:_'@‘-"ﬁ;furnishing and furniture therein, shall be divided equally between my children, Robert
7. Mansucto and Susan Mansucto Brown, without any trust.

et T g o i e £41 P RA hr eaPN gry F m

: B. If the real property commonly known as $7 Tunapuna Lane, City of Coronado,
" <% County of San Diego, State of California, is part of the estate at the time of the Settlor’s death,
. aloag with any furnishing and furniture therein, is to be held in trust for the settlor's children,

" {Robert and Susan, and grandchildren under the following terms:

1) The Settlor’s children, ROBERT MANSUETO and SUSAN MANSUETO
BROWN, shall reccive a life cstate in the property.

A 2) Either Robert or Susan or both may reside in the property during their life.
"Who ever resides in the property, shall pay all costs of the property, which includes any
mortgage(s), property taxes, insurance or other cxpenses as the trustee(s) may require.

3) If neither of my children wish to or do not reside in the property, the
trustee(s) may rent the property or allow any of my grandchildren to reside in the property.
Any Rental income shall be used to cover all expenses, including taxes. Additionally, the
trustees shall establish a reserve fund for maintenance on the property. I, in the opinion of
trustee(s) there is sufficient reserve, any cxcess rental income shall be used to reimburse any

;h:.l: or grandchild that contributed (o the preservation of the real property as described
erein.

AMENDMENT NO. 2

OF THE RESTATED £DMUND MANSUETO AND
HELEN MANSUETO JOINT LIVING TRUST DATED AUGUST J1. 1979 - ,,.\?\
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4) Any payments hy either of my children or any grandchild, for costs of

_ maintenance, mortgage or other cxpenscs, when they are not residing in the property at any

time during that calcndar year, shall be refunded to them, if and when the property is sold or

- there is excess funds from rental income.

5) After the death of both Robert and Susan, my grandchildren that survive
them shall have the right to reside in the property, as agreed between gl lf the surviving
grandchildren under the same terms as Children in section B. 2) abov n the death of all
the grandchildren, the property shall be sold and the proceeds divid equally to the issue of
my grandchildren, by right of representation.

6) If after the Dcath of my children, Robert and Suss), no grandchildren wish
*t0.reside in the property, cither full time or part time, the trustees diay scll the property and

“'divide the proceeds as stated herein.

In all other aspects I reconfirm the EDMUND MANSUETO AND HELEN MANSUETO

* JOINT LIVING TRUST, dated August 31, 1999, and endments

T %IEOF CALIFORNIA )

Dated: May 11, 2008 \

HELEN MANSUETO, Tru\ge and Trustor of the
EDMUND MANSUETO HELEN MANSUETOJOINT
LIVING TRUST, dated st 31, 1999

) SS W.
* COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO ) Q

On May 11, 2008, before me Robert T. Plumb, [1, notary public, personally appeared HELEN
MANSUETO who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person whose name
is subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that she executed the same in her
authorized capacity, and that by her signature on the instrument the person, or the entity upon behalf
of which the person acted, executed the instrument.

Icertify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing

paragraph is true and correct.
ROSERT 1. MILA 0
l 1794873
me—n
; o

AMENDMENT NO. 2
OF THE RESTATED EDMUND MANSUETO AND
{IBLEN MANSUETO JOINT LIVING TRUST DATED AUGLST I, 1
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- APPENDIX K

San Diego Superior Court Probate Examiner Notes, Generated

Septembér 2, 2026, for the Trust Enforcement Petition (ROA No.

421), Subsequently Continued to May 26, 2027




SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA,
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
PROBATE NOTES

Hearing Date: 09/1_8/26 . Hearing Time: 8:45_AM . Dept: 503

Judicial Off cer ALVAREZ OLGA

Case Title: In re the Edmund Mansueto and Helen Mansueto Joint Living Trust, dated August 31,
- 1999, as amended [IMAGED]

I
Case No: 37-2008_—00152252-PR-TR-CTL Case Type: Trust Proceedings i
: |

Hearing Type: Miscellanieous Hearing

09/16/2026
RELATED CASE(S) 37-2008- 00152628 -PR-CP-CTL., Conservatorshlp of Joyce L. Mansueto

ROA #421 _ ' :
PETITION TO' ENFORCE TRUST DIRECTIVES CONCERNING CARE OF JOYCE L. MANSUETO 'FOR
ACCOUNTING AND INFORMATION CONCERNING TRUST ADMINISTRATION AND DISPOSITION OF
TRUST PROPERTY; FOR DETERMINATION OF RIGHTS AND INSTRUCTIONS; AND FOR RELATED
RELIEF

Filed: 04/10/2026
_ ‘Examiher' Melanie Gonzalez

FUTURE HEARINGS _ ' ' '
05/06/2027 8:45AM,. Dept 503, - Susan Brown's Not|ce of Motion and Motion for Sanct|ons (ROA #432)

PARTIES
- Petitioner: . ___ /RobertF Mansueto see defect #4
_ ATTORNEY JAMES L. ARRAMISTH & KENNETH M’BALE (substitution of attorney flled 01/27/2026)

bTrustee Susan Brown
ATTORNEY CATHERINE SWAFFORD

: Conservatee/Benefncnary Joyce Mansueto — see examiner comment #6
GUARDIAN AD LITEM: MARGARET HERRING

' 'DEFECTS _ '

1. NEED: Proof of 30 days marlmg of Notice of Hearmg (DE-120) to trustee. (Prob. Code 17203) Proof of of

- service filed 08/19/2026 (ROA #453) is insufficient as DE-120 is a mandatorv judicial councn form and must be
filed. (CRC, rules 1.31, 1.37 & 7.101 & SDLR 4.3.4) -

_ liCourt should rewew |tems 8 &9 of Sugplemental Reg@nse to Probate Notes fil ed 09/1 1/2026 (RO

#456[

2, NEED Proof of 30 days ma/I/ng of Notice of Hearing-(DE-120) to aII trust beneficiaries. (Prob Code 17203)
Proof of service filed 08/19/2026 (ROA. #453) is irsufficient asDE-120 is a mandatorv |UdlC|a| council form and
“must be filed. (CRC, rules 131, 1.37.& 7.101 & SDLR 4.3.4) '

/iCourt should rewew items 8 & 9 of Supmemental Response to Probate Notes fuled 09/1 1/2026 (ROA

#4561 ~

“Event ID: PROBATE NOTES Calendar No.:




3. NEED: Caption of petition to include all relief sought as set forth in prayer. (CRC, rule 7.102)
/I Supplemental Response to Probate Notes filed 09/11/2026 (ROA #456) does not clear defect. Does
not clearly and completely reflect all relief sought as set forth in amended prayer.

4. NEED: Clarification re Petitioner’s standing as beneficiary as alleged. (Prob. Code 17200(a)) Per order of
the 01/16/2026 hearing: the Court finds that Mr. Robert Mansueto is not authorized to act on behalf of the
Edmund and Helen Mansueto Joint Living Trust (“Trust”). The Court further finds that Mr. Robert Mansueto -
does not have an interest nor is a beneficiary of the said trust.

lICourt should review Section Il of Supplemental Response to Probate Notes filed 09/11/2026 (ROA

#456).

6. NEED: Petition to include names, addresses and relationships to Trustor of all persons entitled to notice,
including persons who have submitted Requests for Special Notice. Must also include identification of all
trustees and trust beneficiaries. (SDLR 4.5.1 & 4.20.3)

//Supplemental Response to Probate Notes filed 09/1 1/2026 (ROA #456) does not clear defect as no
addresses have been set forth.

9. NEED: Guardian-Ad-Litem report. (Prob. Code 1003 & SDLR 4.15.13)

10. NEED: Supplemental Response to Probate Notes filed 09/1 1/2026 (ROA #456) verified by Petitioner.
(CRC, rule 7.104)

11. NEED: Proof of 30 days mailing of notice of Supplemental Response to Probate Notes filed 09/11/2026
(ROA #456). (CRC, rule 7.53) Appears to be an amendment as relief sought has changed. Proof of
service attached to Supplemental Response to Probate Notes is insufficient as less than 30 days
notice provided. 7 days notice given. Additionally, unable to determinize sufficiency of notice until
defect #6 is addressed.

EXAMINER COMMENTS:

1. (ROA #179) Order Granting Ex Parte Application for Entry Of Stipulated Judgment; For Order Regarding
Sale Of Property; For Suspension Of Co-Trustee; For Removal Of Co-Trustee; and For Attorneys' Fees And
Costs, filed 12/08/2023. :

2. Per order of the 08/13/2024 hearing (ROA #252), Robert Mansueto was removed as co-trustee. Susan
Brown, as trustee, was authorized to take all steps necessary to effectuate an unlawful detainer or eviction of
occupants of the real property of the Trust, including specifically the real property located at 57 Tunapuna
Lane, Coronado, California 92118, as part of the Court’s prior order that Susan Brown be permitted to sell the
real property.

3. Notice of Related Case filed 03/26/2025 (ROA #295)

4. Pre-Filing Order- Vexatious Litigant filed 07/22/2025 (ROA #344). Substitution of Attorney filed 01/27/2026
(ROA #412)

5. Per order of the 01/16/2026 hearing (ROA #408):

6. The Court finds that Mr. Robert Mansueto is not authorized to act on behalf of the Edmund and Helen
Mansueto Joint Living Trust (“Trust”). The Court further finds that Mr. Robert Mansueto does not have an
interest nor is a beneficiary of the said trust.

6. (ROA #409) Order Granting Petition for Orders Confirming Lease is Null and Void; To Return Possession of
Residence and Quiet Title of Residence; and for a Constructive Trust, filed 01/16/2026. Item 9 of order states:
That Robert F. Mansueto, John F. Steel IV, and Joyce L. Mansueto have no beneficial interest, no ownership
interest, and no other interest of any kind whatsoever in the real property located at 57 Tunapuna Lane,
Coronado, California 92118, A.P.N. 615-180-02-25...

7. (ROA #425) Declaration of Robert F. Mansueto in Support of Petition and Exhibit List (ROA #426), filed
04/16/2026. — Court should review.

Event ID: PROBATE NOTES Calendar No.:




9 Declme at the present probate-notes hearing to adjudicate the validity of the January 11, 2010 Settlement
.. Agreement or April 20, 2010 order absent an appropriate pleading, notice to all mterested persons, and an
adequate record; ,

10 Preserve all rights of all parties concerning pending appellate proceedings and the effect, if any, of those
proceedings upon matters before this Court; and

11. Grant such other and further relief as the Court determines just and proper.

RELEVANT INFO:

Settlors:

Edmund Mansueto DOD: 4/10/2006
Helen Mansueto DOD: 5/27/2008

(ROA #387) Confidential Trust Coversheet, filed 11/06/2025:

Ex. 1: The Edmund Mansueto and Helen Mansueto Jomt Living Trust dated 8/31/1991, as restated on
10/30/2003. '

Ex. 2: Amendment of The Edmund Mansueto and Helen Mansueto Joint Living Trust dated 8/31/1991 as
restated on 10/30/2003, dated 5/7/2004.

(ROA #406) Confidential Trust Coversheet filed 01/14/2026:
Edmund Mansueto and Helen Mansueto Joint Living Truste Dated August 30 1999, as Restated and
Amended on October 30, 2003

GUARDIAN AD LITEM REPORT:
Filed:

Concerns:

Recommendations:

Fees: $<> - <>hrs @ $<>/hr

‘Costs: $

Total Fees & Costs: $

Paid by: Estate / County / Not addressed

Discharge: Requested / Not Requested

SUMMARY:

Petitioner alleges the acting Trustee, Susan J. Brown, has failed to administer the Trust in accordance with its
terms and in conformity with her fiduciary duties under California law.

Event ID: ' ~ PROBATE NOTES - Calendar No.:




: Appe‘ndix L
o 'Slgned Personal Declaratlon of Robert F. Mansueto |

Authentlcatlng Photographlc Exhlblts of Trust Res1dence |

- ,Interlor and Exterlor Physmal Destructlon (Photos Taken

: "Febr_u:ary 2026 andzAugust_2026)




DECLARATION OF ROBERT F. MANSUETO
REGARDING PHYSICAL ALTERATION OF TRUST RESIDENCE

I, Robert F. Mansueto, declare:
1. I am the Applicant in the accompanying Emergency Application for Stay. I
am expressly named First Successor Trustee under the May 7, 2004 First
Amendment to the Edmund and Helen Mansueto Joint Living Trust. I have
personal knowledge of the matters stated in this declaration.

2. Exhibit 1 fairly and accurately depicts the rear patio before demolition, at
approximately February 2026, including its landscaping, vegetation, raised
masonry retaining/planter walls, and patio improvements.

3. On August 15, 2026, I personally observed the same rear patio from an
area open to public access and took the photograph attached as Exhibit 2. By
then, the retaining/planter walls and landscaping shown in Exhibit 1 had
been removed. Exhibit 2 fairly and accurately depicts the altered condition I
observed.

4. Exhibits 3 and 5 fairly and accurately depict the completed kitchen and
bathroom before demolition. They show the cabinetry, granite counters, tile,
appliances, plumbing fixtures, glass shower enclosure, bathtub, and other
interior finishes that existed before the work shown in the later photographs.

5. On August 15, 2026, from the same publicly accessible area and through
open rear doors, I personally observed and photographed extensive
demolition inside the residence. Exhibits 4 and 6 fairly and accurately depict

the interior condition I observed that day.

6. The interior demolition included removal of kitchen cabinetry, counters,
fixtures, flooring, and finishes, and the opening or removal of portions of
walls and ceilings, exposing framing, wiring, plumbing, ductwork, and
insulation. The demolition also affected the bathroom areas. Before this
demolition, the kitchen and bathrooms had been remodeled relatively
recently.

7. I make this declaration to authenticate Exhibits 1 through 6 and document
the physical changes I personally observed. I do not state who performed or
authorized the work.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of
America ‘_chat the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on J‘EPf A , 2026, at fM D/Q:C/:ié?

/4
Robert FT Mansueto




EXHIBIT 1
Rear Patio Before Demolition
Approximately February 2026




EXHIBIT 2
Rear Patio After Removal of Retaining/Planter Walls and Landscaping
August 15, 2026
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EXHIBIT 3

Kitchen Before Demolition




EXHIBIT 4

Kitchen Area After Extensive Demolition
Photographed August 15, 2026
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Bathroom Before Demolition




EXHIBIT 6

Master Bathroom During Demolition - Vanity, Counter, and Fixtures
- Removed '
Photographed August 15, 2026
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