
APPENDIX INDEX

Appendices Supporting the Petition for a Writ of Certiorari 
and Emergency Application for Stay

1. Appendix A: California Court of Appeal opinion, No. G066603, May 7, 

2026
2. Appendix B: San Diego County Superior Court trustee-removal order, 

August 13, 2024
3. Appendix C: Supreme Court of California order denying review, No. 

S296952, August 19, 2026
4. Appendix D: California Court of Appeal order denying rehearing, No. 

G066603, May 20, 2026
5. Appendix E: Pertinent portions of file-stamped opposition to ex parte 

application, March 19, 2024
6. Appendix F: Court-generated Department 502 hearing or routing material 

concerning April 26, 2024
7. Appendix G: Minute order in related Special Needs Trust proceeding, April 

26,2024
8. Appendix H: Pertinent excerpt of reporter’s transcript from removal 

hearing, August 13, 2024
9. Appendix I: Pertinent pages of the First Amendment to the Edmund and 

Helen Mansueto Joint Living Trust identifying the successor trustees and 

provisions concerning Joyce Mansueto’s care and residence

10. 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

14



11. Appendix K: San Diego County Superior Court Probate Examiner Notes 

generated September 2, 2026, concerning the Petition to Enforce Trust Directive 

(ROA No. 421), subsequently continued to May 26, 2027

12. Appendix L: Signed declaration of Robert F. Mansueto authenticating 

photographic exhibits documenting physical alteration of the Trust Residence in 

February 2026 and August 2026

15



Appendix to Petition for a Writ of Certiorari and Emergency Stay 

Application

Appendix Document

California Court of Appeal opinion, No. G066603, filed May 7, 
2026

5 San Diego County Superior Court co-trustee removal minute order,

No. 3 7-2008-00152252-PR-TR-CTL, August 13, 2024
■<1 '

California Court of Appeal order denying rehearing, No. G066603, 
filed May 20, 2026

Supreme Court of California order denying review, No. S296952, 
August 19, 2026

Pertinent portions of March 19, 2024 file-stamped co-trustee 

opposition in joint trust case No. 37-2008-00152252-PR-TR-CTL

Court-issued Notice of Hearing-“Petition for Removal (Trusts), 

No. 37-2024-00002995-PR-TR-CTL, (Hearing Date: April 26, 

2024, Dept. 502, before Judge John B. Scherling)

Court Minute Order (Dated: April 26, 2024) - Consolidating 

Special Needs Trust Case No. 37-2024-00002995-PR-TR-CTL 

with Lead Conservatorship Case No. 37-2008-00152628-PR-CP- 

CTL and Continuing All Pending Petitions Before Judge Olga 
Alvarez

Pertinent excerpt of the August 13, 2024, removal-hearing 
reporter’s transcript



Appendix Document

9. I Pertinent Trust pages of the First Amendment to the Edmund and 

Helen Mansueto Joint Living Trust -Pertinent Provisions 

Specifying Successor Trustees and Mandating Joyce Mansueto’s 

Care and Right to Residence

10. J Second Amendment to the Edmund and Helen Mansueto Joint 

Living Trust, May 11, 2008, including the provision granting life 

estates to Robert Mansueto and Susan Brown.

11.K San Diego County Superior Court Probate Examiner Notes, 

Generated September 2, 2026, for the Trust Enforcement Petition 

(ROA No. 421), Subsequently Continued to May 26, 2027

12. L Signed Personal Declaration of Robert F. Mansueto Authenticating 

Photographic Exhibits of Trust Residence Interior and Exterior 

Physical Destruction (Photos Taken February 2026 and August 

2026)



APPENDIX A

California Court of Appeal, Fourth Appellate District, 

Division Three, Opinion in No. G066603

(Filed May 7, 2026)



Coun ot Apflsa. r-ovith AwHjmeffifMst. dhswi rise® taMOBLIW^&r&SMCIlfaQnco 'BKSMMfy FftCft'« SPAIOS br-®ny@s!ia; Dawy Oak

NOT TO BETOBUSHEb IN TOE O1I ICIAL fM.I'OHTS
/&Wiwni»3fole$,'oi CMn^e^^lSfa^jprd^v^^rtsiBmiltoanlea frornbiifngjooeiying on Rolons not “ipWblfctrtidrt x>r,ofdere<i publishedfexcep! as s.pecih«libyrule Jhl118(bi.7TNs mHfiibb w hfti beebteiilftMloJ pubRartlon jctordCTediplrtrtMhbd wpw'posM ofru^BjBs^ \ .-iZ < i" ‘. ■ k-■': ■j~7 • • '., ■' ~J

IN THE COURT ^.APMS^ OF WEJSTA® OF CAMFQRNIA

FOURTH AFPELEATE DISTRICT ,

/ DnysioNTUREii: .

SUSAN J. BROWN, as Tmtfce,«».,

SesppAftent,

v.

ROBER.TF. MANSUETO,

Appellant,

G0GS603

(Super. Ct. No. 37-2008-00152252) : 

oftni/On

AppealfipwAii'ei^i^f^KSig^prCooTt.^aR'lMegoGoun^
Olga Alvarez. 3tiHge.AffiOTed. Motion for sanoHoiiSi Denied. Requests .for 
judicial notice. Denied.

.Robert F. Mansueto. iiipiaj, per., for Appellant.
Buchafer, RabertMi Dl^ppC^enbi?sgTraiij!igrLLPfind

Catherine SwaffdrdfpR Respondent,



Appella nt. Robert, F. Mansueto (Brother) appeals from an order 
granting the pe tition of respondent Susan J. Brown (Sister) and removing 
him as cotrustee of their parents’ trust. We conclude the trial court 
permissibly found Brother waived any objection to the petition by failing to 
file an objection and instead merely opposing an ex parte application. 
Accordingly, we affirm.

FACTS
The parties to this case are siblings whose parents died in 2006 

and 2008.' The parties settled preyipus li tigation oyer their .parents* trust by 
agreeing in serve, as cotiiustees of the; trust and permitting. Brother to live in 
their parents' former home Wi th his family so long as he complied with the 
agreement. Brother further agreed.to pay $400,000 to Sis ter by January 
2014; secured by the pareht# former home.1

Over the years/Brother made various payments but ns the due 
date approached, more than haWWt-:tbtabremained»outmnnding. The parties 
agreed to extend the timefor-payment toJanuary 2019. Brot her made more

1 Brother requests we takejudicial -notice of the 2010 settlement 
agreenmnt. the oFder granting cnt5y of-stipii1a ted judgmeiif. agai.nst; him and 
in SMterfe fa vor(1 Brother?® pppoSitipn to SistJeFsvex iiarto applications a --notice 
of heariiig, an April 9, 2024,mihute order authorising Sister to ertet Brother 
andWl the property, and the order challengedljy thisappeal. That request, 
is denied, as these documents are dither already -a part of the record on 
appeal or are irrelevant -to the appeal. Brother.fllso separately requests we 
take judicial notice of-excerpts from the underlying trust and 2010 settlement 
agreement. That request is also denied for the same reasons we denied the 
firM request Brother also: requests, we take, judicial notice of certain orders 
enteredIlly the trial court after the order tha t. fe the subject of this .appeal. 
Thatrtquert is also denied,, as tips^ordert have nd relevance to the dispute 
in this appeah Shortly before oral argument;, Brother also filed.a Notice of 
Subsequent Developments iReleyani to Pending. Appeal.: This document does 
not include a request for any sort-of relief; we take no action in response to it.



payments but did not pay the full amount by the due date, at which owe 
$66,778.23. remained due. At thatwinti interest and late fees began accruing 
according to the terms of the agwtoent. By February W, Brother owed 

Sister $111,297-M
Sister filed a new petition seeking orders removing Brother as 

coteustee of the parents’ .trust.' autborfetog Sister to evfct any occupants of 

their parents’ former home, and awarding attorney fees.
Sister fifed an ex parte application serfdhg suspension of 

Brother’s trustee-powers ^24t .though ifeelf is
not in tite reooM. Brother opposedtfe ^partes«gufeg his parents did not 
want the house to betifet WfiBeW* W®W fOr the
parties’ dfeabtedsfeter 'Ctipta-fiaW fe. this case) ,2 that the underlying- 
settlement phouMlfe set aside, thatrSister viaated tiw settfement ^ementi 

■ andtiWtee wns.no «mergehcy.Otifjrihg.nK;partereHefiThe4tial court 
graittedtimnpplication.and.suSpgnded7Jrol7mr’sndtrusteepowers..

' At a A4ay.2O24 initialfigarihgontiie petition, the 1^al©®u®t 
notodno wtitten biyectionstotiw adW been fifed and wasted - 
Brother that? “if he?;feflied|to«pryd-d»d^Se a timelyohJeC^Wm response by 
08/0f/2024/the<Court.may de&msuch objection, or response waived ”The 
eourt continued the jhearing^fot'-pearljttiiree- months.

At tite August202|:lfea»Mthe trial courtfound Brother failed 

a-written^ectipn. '
deadiiheforwrittenobjectionsandhad.notreceivedawritie'nbbjdction. 

Bjjotifer-a^d'fet acnntinMance^ explitipjng’ifebfelj®^®^^®'^®^'

2TherecdldshOWgtheparties’dfealfied.sister[rrerently fives ma 
managed cate Ucife H -riso-cpiitendB^m shmildte moved to hve
id lhe home.-With; him.. ' ■ ■ •
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objections in the body of a. separate petition he had previously filed a gainst 
Sister, describing it as'^xcusable neglec#’ on his part. He denied 
understanding that there was a tea (Hine for the filing of written, objec tions. 
The trial court then placed Brother Under oath and ashed hi® why he did not 
file timely written objections. Brother responded that he was overwhelmed by 
his various responsibilities relating to tha trust and the parties5 disabled 
sister, The trial court found there was .no-mistake, inadwtence, surprise. or 
excusable neglect, and teemed the objections waived.

■.' ' . Accordingly, the teial court granted Sister’s petition, removed 
Brother a$ cohriistee the trust, pjermirted Sister te.evfot.ahy remaining.

■ occupante-of fihh#ar®nt»s*'forfoe&hpmee<dhd>awahded.atihrwyfohs:to.SisteT,in' : 
nil amount tehhteterinihad. ■

BBCCSOB
GrderS'removing^a^uslhtinwireidewhdtfor ab-151®© fifdfecretfon, 

Wfeft a. 31 W4 Begardlwoftte.,  standard
of review, we/presum e the .trial,hohrts,terisfoh;fo correct it’is.the.appellanHs 
hurtento via an atettete tafioMftat the trialcourt erred.
Imeson ufiesta■' 

. 'apphhldsdnadegjiihtata.'6valfeate an issue.raised jby the
: appellant, a‘“t,hc. appellant definite and the dgcfefon. «fo ttfol court should" ■ 
be affirmed.’!- (M at p. 609.)

Objeerions^p.peMt-iQhsitt probate' court are gover.iied-by.-PrO'bate 
Code sectfon 10M Subdivisionsection a-llows objections to be 
raised. OTally at the. initial hoari,tig and allo\vs the- trial court to„giaftt-.a 
conrinram for lhe purpm of allowing an objection fo be mate M OW®. "If 
the dourt cottWu^ a matter a wrSbtop Objection ot response to he ■' 
made, and the responding or objecting parts* foils to serve and file a tofrely



objection or response, the court may deem the objection or responses 
waived.” (Cal. Bules of Court, rale 7,801.) That is what happened here.

We disagree with Btothe^^^
the petalion by opposing the ex parte application, He cites no authority for 
diis proposition and we find none. An opposition to an ex parte application in 
probate court is not the same as an opposition to the tnderW#®* in 
thesame way that an opposi lion tea reqpest for a temporary restraining 
order is not a substitute for an answer to.the underlying complaint. Brother’s 
opposition is unnmbWusly-aM expressly directed to. SistePs exparte 

application.' not. to thdpetitiite-'
WepWthiHMnOd :dpes:n0wftpdrt appellant's yprsionof 

evanto»otherfite^^
WtdaixoW '
petittoh on andso, warning him of
the conso.quences of faiiihg to hieet it: -Ihe.Cdurt niay'deemsuchdlijectionor 
teeon^wai^ adequately dbjoctedto
’ihe^iioft; he^dghas^saidw^g: shat<mer®ie .;cou^even«onfiinueddhe 

'hedrtngon-thepditibO^
still didhOhnlsertbfs'nppoSitiQn whSHpsbSficfcn1tdMertipnt. instead. ■ 
sutgesWig jthathis.bbjec^nrWS: 'conteinbd h<? fl!e(1
against Sister (a cqntehtion he has®ohphlsedbdbte.laMStteurt^hndr 
requesting a/.fiirthejaonlahuafijte te;fixdhis Mi?feqV whigbM argued was the 
®eiultro» heifi^oymmetae^hy respon$MiW®elathigte the trust and

s



his disabled sister.3 The trial court acted well within .its authority by 
*deein(ing] the objections or responses waived." (Cal. Rules of Court, rule 

7.801.)
Briefly in the “Introduction” section of his opening brief, Brother 

asserts the parties' d isabled sister will be adversely/affected by 'the toa 1 
court’s ruling, potentially in'violation of one or more trust provisions. He 
neither raised this below nor supports it. with a meaningful 'legal basis and 
citations to the record. (See Jameson,, suyfo,. 5 Cal.5fh at p. 609.)

The only remaining issue is Sister’s motion for sanctions. 
Sanctions for a frivolous appeal are appropriate■ wheweititer: “it is prosecuted 
for an improper -motive—toharasstherespondent; or delay the effect of a n 
adverse judgment—or whenItindjlputdijly tms Mnwrit—-when any 
reasonable atibWM;®^ld9g^^lbiifrs^eWpehiiS>totedl’^aPdto0.mpfotely 
wjljhaut merit.’’ (7>i re Ramage qf-Flaliarly (1982) M Cal. 3d 637. 650These 
two. standards buttress. cacKbttteri.fer example, ’the total lack of m erit of an 
appeal fc vie^edSas evidence that jffiej have intended, it only

for "delay.” &■'> at p. G49»)
Sister ■ argu es this 'appeal ■'tneete.^^!^6t$.rid8Efit'-fO®;a'flsiyolo11®.. 

appeal.. She pointe out that Brother was expressly directed to file a proper 
opposition by a date certain, was warned that failure to do so -might lead to 
the trial court granting her petition, andyet now. appeals any way. Sister also 
pointe to Brother’s repeatedspeti tions for supersedeas, all of which were

® the same reaspnsp we dfeg^eertrith iBrtniTeris contentiQn
that '
IToiirteenfhAmBdmdht ,
section 7 bf the-GfiliiforniftiCbni^tutiOT, or Pfdbate Code seiitiMs 15642 and 
17200.- ' ' '
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denied, as evidence of appefladtfs subjective intent to utilize the appellate 
process for the illegitimate purpose of delay.

This is a .close call, but we decline to impose sanctions. We see a 
genuine effort by Brother to overtur n the trial courts decision that confuses 
procedural devices but is not wholly unreasonable. Similarly , any inference of 
delay from Brother's repeated supersedeas petitions is rebutted by his motion 
for calendar preference—a request to speed up. thia proceeding.

; disposition
The trial court’s ord er; is affirmed,
Respondent shall recover her costs on appeal.

SCOTT:, ,1.

WE CONCUR;

SANCHEZ, ACTING P- d

GOODING, J.
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San Diego Superior Court

In re the Edmund and Helen Mansueto Joint Living Trust

Case No. 37-2008-00152252-PR-TR-CTL

Go-Trustee Removal Minute Order

August 13, 2024



SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, 
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO 

CENTRAL

MINUTE ORDER

DATE: 08/13/2024 TIME: 9:00 AM DEPT: 503

JUDICIAL OFFICER: Olga Alvarez
CLERK: Bianca Leon-Alvarez
REPORTER/ERM: Amanda Valenzuela;
14196 ;
BAILIFF/COURT ATTENDANT:
CASE NO: 37-2008-00152252-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 CASE TYPE: Trust Proceedings

-HEARING TYPE: Miscellaneous. Hearing 
MOVING PARTY: Robert Frank Mansueto

appearances
Attorney Catherine Swafford appearing in person on behalf of Objector, Susan Brown, present via 

video..
Robert Mansueto, self represented Petitioner, present in person.  ■ _/

Clerk’S note: The Court takes ROA#144 off calendar upon all parties agreeing to the request by 

Mr. Masueto to take matter off calendar.
ROA#144 Petition to Compel Co-Trustee to Transfer Property to Beneficiaries in Order to Finalize 
Payment Per Prior Court Order, Distribute Sole Trust Asset to Remainder Beneficiaries filed by Robe 
Frank Masueto on 09/11/2023 is off calendar.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

OLqo-' ALvim'&z

Judge Olga Alvarez

DATE: 08/13/2024 MINUTE ORDER Page 1



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 Mansueto Joint Living 

Trust, dated August 31,1991.

5. Susan Brown, as trustee of the Edmund Mansueto and Helen Mansueto Joint Living Trust, dated 
August 31, 1991, may 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;
6. Susan Brown is awarded attorneys' fees and costs against Robert Mansueto, individually, in an amount 
to be determined by the Court

7. Alternatively, Susan Brown is awarded attorneys’ fees and costs from 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.

Judge Olga Alvarez

DATE: 08/13/2024 MINUTE ORDER Page 2
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California Court of Appeal

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

Order Denying Rehearing

Filed May 20, 2026



Srancon l. Henson. CterK'Execuiive Otfcer 
Elec&uncW F»t€D W MMWG t*y J MaQina, Deputy CteA

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. 37-2008-00152252)

ROBERT F. MANSUETO, ORDER DENYING PETITION 
FOR REHEARING

Appellant.

The petition for rehearing is DENIED.

WE CONCUR:

SANCHEZ, ACTING P. J.

SCOTT, J.

GOODING, J.



APPENDIX D

Supreme Court of California order denying review, 

No. S296952, August 19, 2026



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

S296952

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF CALIFORNIA

En Banc

------------------------------------------------------supreme court
SUSAN J. BROWN, as Trustee, etc., Respondent, FILED

v.

ROBERT F. MANSUETO, Appellant.

The petition for review is denied.

AUG 1 9 2026 
Jorge Navarrets Clerk

Deputy1

GUERRERO
ChiefJustice
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APPENDIX E

Pertinent Portions of Filed Stamped

March 19, 2024, Opposition to Trustee Removal



1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11 -
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21

)BERT F MANSUETO 
t6 NA I’ll NA LANE 
Ir'oNADO.CA 92118 
619)884-5352

•M 4(| • robcrt fma nsuct <»(«’gm ail A'om

Pro Per
By: A. Arellano-Bell

F 1 L E D1 Cliil «f IM.iupitlir C««rt.

MAR 19 2024

$U PERIORCDU»T FO R TH E STATE OF C ALFO RNI A.

COUNTY ORSAN DIEGO

O t i c M at ter of ;

-DMUND MANSUETO A ND H ELENl Case # 37-2008»t)01,S22S2?IUMJi-C 1.1
ilAN’SUETO JOINT LIVING THUS ASSIGNED FOR AL PURPOSES 

HON. OLGA ALVAREZ
i DEPT. 502

| CO- LRUS ri.EE ROBERT MANSUETO
: OPPOSII IN TO EX PARTE APPLICATION
; FOR REMOVAL AS CO TRUSTEE

Judge: Hun. Olga Alvarez
Dept: 503
Date: April 9. 2024

O

Time: 10:30 a.m.
1 
4
4

ALL.PARTIES AND THEIR RESPECTIVE ATTORNEYS OF RECORD:

Plft! ntifTROBERT A. M ANSUETO (“PlaintifT') submits this opposition to the Ex Parte 
ApplicationApplication'- or “Ap") <ijDelcnclahts Susan J Brown that was scheduled a lull 
rntdiih in advance, for a mere lew sveeks before a Case Management conference set by Judge 
Aivkrcz over two tnonths ago for May ’(». 2024.

re are a myriad of issues now before two j udges, with previously concealed evidence that 
’  ... j of Trustor Helen Mansucto stated in Amendment

i?d:May IL 2W8 and Mdca-.uf seSSldmwii h her Attorney Robert (*lumh of signing of said 
ng her Oriii wifocs tiwt her home not be sold and Chat h slay in the tamily,

Tin
CCsurfaCetl that include the Hr in deStrt^ o
dot
.Anicndment stating
that was concealed from this court by Defendant, which
is now before Judge Alvarez reqiiesfing Instrnctions on concealed Amendment by 
Helen Mansueto mi Mav 1L 2008. (EXWlHIT I ) with video i ecoi ding at direction ol

I ■■ ■ I
page I 019 

nt^Gpi^lfon^icE^^tc^Pid^



1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
1'2
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
2.1

22

23
24
25
26
27
28

Spec 
inlor

rney Robert Plumb (EXHIBIT 2) attached flash drive, with Helen Mansiicto) is critical

nice requested in a Petition before honorable Judge Alvarez currently (set for hearing on 
21. 2024). Transcription of Helen illansucto’s video is attached

Page 2 of 9 
Respondents Opposition to Ex Parte Application

This second critical issues before Judg^Schcfling that is inextricably linked to our parents 
Famlh'1‘rust. a rc the clear and firm desires of grantors .tn provide long term residence and 
care |fhr disabled sister Joyce MansuvtiJ daughter of Helen and Edmund Mansueto, t hat is the 
lopiclof SpcciaTNecds-Trust Petition lidbre Honorable Judge John Schti ling with a hearing 
scheduled on 4/26/24 (EXHIBIT 5).

(EX 11 BIT 3). The court can hear’fioni [Helen Mansueto herself, her wishes and desires reviewed 
in at

Alto
evidence its to the validity of prevhHisiyjpbtained settlement agreement obtained under false 
pretense at a minimum, and possibly fruudiilent concealment, depending on a ruling and 
gold 
Mhv

......vancc with Attorney Plumb and stated in Amendment dated Mnv 11.2008. Also on same I v y ' 
flash drive is disabled sister Jovce Mansueto video (estimmiv.

Attached recent video testimony by disabled sister Joyce Mansueto (also on EXHIBIT 2 flash 
drive) and Transcription of same.(EXHIBIT 4) statesin her own words, how Defendant has 
ignored her disabled sittfen and forced her to stay in undesirable situations and also states her 
dcslipt to move baclchoiiie. which was tile desire of Grantors Helen and Edmund Mansueto, as 
would any parent for t heir child. The mbaning of a critically ill patient 4 feet a way from 
disabled sister on the other side of .a curtain can be heard through Joyce Mansucto's video 
testimony, demonstrating how inappropriate it is for Joyce Mansueto, a moderately mentally 
disabled -person* to be forced to stay in t|icse types of facilities, when she belongs at the family 
homi with a caring fitmlly member, whb has looked-after her since 1976.

Defendant characterizes the need tn properly look after disabled sister ns “Frivolous Piling” 
when in fact it was prompted by repeater! cruelty and indifference by Defendant. towards 
disabled sister In what appears to be herl desire to control flminces.allocated to this Trust. 
Petition before Judge Scherling request^ immediate reinoval of Susan Brown as sole ennservaior 
and Trustee, anfl requests a court :ipprn|ifcd receiver and interim conservator io assess assets of 
Special Needs Ti'itsls, order an audit of lissctsy income and expenses of Special Need Trust, 
emicettled from any Outside party to duty, and request to move disabled sister to family home 
which is hr her best interest: its soon ayjiOssiblc, versus her ,being forced by Defendant to be 
warehoused in various inappropriate labilities that has been downright cruel, when the family 
home is where her long term wellbeing 4mdd best be served, with her brother (Plaintiff) and a 
caretaker assisting. Which was her parents’ wishes stated to him over the years. Online

Defendaht further attempted to extort Plaintiff via email on Christmas Eve morning 
(EXHIBIT 6) with further action liv California Dental Board Personnel if he filed a 

■j *# '■1- - . ■

at Need Trust Petition when she fe4rned that a pet it inn was being p repared. This 
million and extortion attempt is also before .fudge Scherling.



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

witll vet disabled sister was 
i ■ 

met
anymore'’ I'm

revlk. or last Skilled .lirslni; facility disabled sister seas farced <» stay In by I a t n<l»UH 
matte mnnllt. In U-m»» Grove, has htnlrlMe reviews .ndlne (EXHIBIT 71 that l-lamtd. aau-es

................. , in, „-d to sjay there for . ........ a dme by Ifofendant sv.th..,.! any 
leal necessity, with Defendant stating that Insurance pays for it", so "OonT I all me 

blocking your calls.. I'll let you know if 1 need your help".

1*1 Jintiff, a dental surgeon and reconstructive dentist of over 4(1 years, Former Nasal Oificti 
(Dentist). honorably discharged (EX HI BIT 8) extremely llucnt in pharmacology and medicine, 
in practice with Medical doctors in Tijuana. where he is a licensed dental surgeon loi many 
vent s (EXHIBIT 9) after a 30 vear career in California including as a dentist in t e ... i asy, 
yet 'he has been precluded from interacting «ith disabled sisters medical doctors who change 
often, as "he is not her conservator

Atty new medie.il provider t-untmt pt^ibly ustt-rluin 50 plus years ..I romples mt-dirol hist..,y. 
past drug toxicity issues and syndroim’S, in a short interview of a moderately schizop iit nii 
individual such as Joyce Mansucto, who gets along with and cooperates well with het bioihu 
(Plaintiff), who both desire she move Itack into the family home with him. And a taieiakei. 
likJly the same person. Patty Rantirczisccn in video who looked after Helen and Edmund 
Mansucto for many years.)

13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
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Defendant also obtained Trusteeship imd conservatorship in a dubious manner (as Plainttll 
walpreviously named as disabled Sisters trustee (EXHIBIT HI): Certification page ul Special 
Nvl'ds Trust and EIN H from the IRsji namiiig Plaintin. Robert Mansucto, ns Joyce 
Mitiisuctos Trustee months before Defendant somehow assumed this position without 
Plaintiffs knowledge or consent. Plaintiff had looked after his disabled sister since 197ft, a 
block away from her and his parents.Whereas Defendant is 5011 miles away, has no medical or 
pharmacology background nor ability) to provide medical providers with the complex medical 
anti prescription drug history, includihg toxicity and undesirable syndromes induced Irom 
certain medications, yet she continue^-.to direct the needs of disabled sister Irom s(IO•miles 
away, without seeing nor being present, which has caused unnecessary emotional and physical 
ha m to disabled sister, to remain in|control of funds coming in Special Needs trust om 
Fathers U.S. Retirement Survivor Benefits and Social Security Disability income.

Plaintiff, has tried to ameliorate terrible circumstances thrust upon his disabled sistet by 
Defendant from 500 miles away, onlyjto have his efforts and lumimtnications blocked by 
l)jfendant who makes decisions not bused on xvhat best serves disabled sisters needs and 
welfare, but rather to retain and embellish Defendant ’s financial control of Trust assets. Hun hi 
date have been concealed. Defendant fSusan Brown, is the same person Hint did not even attend 
her own Fathers funeral nor visit herimvn mother in her 
lali few months of life. For any ratiorial person to believe that Defendant who rarely visits her 
disabled sister, somehow cares about) her the best svelfare for her disabled sister or does what is 
in her best interest, is just not believable.

27

28
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i-i c for her as well to live-in. Defendant docs not want the truth exposed, so submitting a 
,,-v„ .......... .' inpslly irrelevant: material to the court to review lor an ex 
rte hearing appears to he an attempt to short circuit and quickly end
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Ov.
icutal Board (5 years after he left practice in

Based on i
’eri onnel in 2016. at a time when Plaintiffs wife was 
jus; away from in August 2010. to aSsi|t in ci 
o Mexico for dental care, I
vas

Information, and belief pefenManl worked with Pental Board Enforcement 
s in critical condition which she did m fact

■’ in causing Plaintiff Io he arrested for driving patients
‘ 3, being charged with uiiiawful practice in California when dental care

; provided in Mexico, where Plaintiff has been legal since 2010.

/endant had previously filed complaint against Plaintiff (her brother) with Cahlurmu
,, - . «..v.  r. -T--- in California) without having any capacity as she

never a patient of his. Defendant forked in State Government in Sacramento her entire 
walking career and contributed to changes being sought against her brother from I. co a 
Board enforcement personnel in Sacramento .to encourage he he arrested and lulled Im 
providing dental services in Mexico, because he drove patients from San Diego to I yuana

back. She was successful with thistcncleiivor.

•l-ftfe malice and deceit of Dcfcndam-iojvards all other family members, including her myn 
bre tiler. (plaintiff) her disrcgardfftr Iter own parents, and disabledsistci nt c It uh dip ora » u 
Plaintiff did in fact share his incattCfill ion at; the haudswf the Gallfhrnin Dchtal Board wit > 
tliil court, for driving patients to and fi om Mexico, hut treaded lightly on Defendants 
invoiventent. DeAndahts attempt to inflict any possible harm, apparently to facilitate her long 
standing desire to sell her parents* home by any means, and gain unconscionable undue 

enrichment. ■
r i

PlaintiPhad Just unexpcCiediy lost his «1fe in 2016. a mere few years after Ute suicide of his 
firit son Bobby Jrt and was psychplpgicallycnmpromiscd and heavily medicated at the time 
when he was talked into pleading to something her w as not guilty of, in 201 & with a pi oinisi 
hy[counscl ol “no time would likely be given” which was patently false.

Tliere is no emergency here in this Mition. There is no declaration of good cause, and no 
phlentittl irreparable harm to Defendant. no immediate danger, nor any statutory basisJar 
ni-lmfing ex parte relief of the myrjadi|of complex matters presented by Defendant now before 
iwt judges in San.Diogo Prohntc GOuJt. Mew evidence presented to the court in April 2024. 
|u|t prior trt this currint exparte applications should very likely invalidate the prim 
settlement agreement made in 2010 it| its entirely and cause nil paymchis made bv I laintifi 
($^33,222 paid In good faith out of $400 000 thought to he owed) to he returned nt a minimum, 
as they were obtained by settlement obtained under false pretenses and at a minimum.

The Special Needs trust Petition Jiefofe lionoi able Judge Scherling is inextricably linked 
to the pnrent Trust proceeding as Grantor's intended disabled sister to , always be 
cared for by Special Needs Sub Trnstpmd by her brother, wit h the famihjmme always to be 

tli
Zftl-flwo hundred fifty) pages of mostly
P' ....... . ,
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this dispute in favor of Defendant for her own financial gain. Granting such relief at an e\ 
parte hearing that would completely ignore and take away wishes of I rust Grantor Helen 
Munsueto. while also taking away all beneficial interest of all other family members involved, 
(including a 74 year old moderately disabled sister for which trust property was always 
intended by Grantors to he a safe haven for her ( as 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 their Grandfather passed away) 
Disabled sister could not directly named as beneficiary other than via Special Seeds trust.

Further to above, if prior settlement agreement was v alid. Defendants* non-ctioperatimi with 
court ordered hank financing from 20111 by simple assumption of credit line in place of 
residence was available from existing Bank of \meiica < redit I ine in place
(EXHIBI T 11) but Defendant refused co-operation tram 2111(1 to present with any •‘signing of 
any papers'* as ordered by this court t<» he used for 511% of settlement in 2(110. until "I am paid 
in full'. It now appears that nothing was rightfully owed her at all.

A more recent loan approval from a private finance company for up to Di 1504)00 was provided 
to defendants counsel in December 2023. (EXHIBI I 12) along with verbal offer to settle, which 
was ignored and not responded to by defendants counsel. An approximate S67.000 was thought 
to he owed, with $110.000 at maximum but lor Defendants long standing breach which 
prompted initial petition. A full price . all cash offer was presented to Defendants (Counsel in 
letter dated 02/02/2024, in an effort to keep peace in the family, and not responded hi 
(EXHIBI I 13) All attempts to gel co-operation on financing were blocked by Defendant from 
2010 to present. Multiple offers including multiple lull price all cash offers were made and 
cither refused or not responded to by Defendant or her counsel, in a long standing pattern of 
bad faith and malice.

The facts and circumstances surrounding this dispute have not yet hern heard nor seen liy 
Judge Alvarez, and the entire landscape has now changed since the reappearance of concealed 
Amendment by Helen Mansucto executed on May 11, 2008 that include video of this session 
with her attorney Robert Plumb who is also willing to testify before 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 he also denied because it is procedurally 
improper. The California Rules of Court, rule 3.1202 (cl requires an ex parte applicant to file a 
declaration showing good cause for ex parte relief, and Defendant has failed to provide one. 
lhe declaration of Susan Brown Hied in support of their Application is full 
of misstatements and fails to acknowledge that Defendant has been in constant breach of 
Settlement agreement that in and ol itself, was obtained under false pretenses and or 
concealment (possibly fraudulent concealment) that Plaintiff made payments totaling 
approximately 90-% (ninety percent) of settlement agreement now in doubt, without any 
cooperation from Defendant with any Bank financing and “signing of any needed

Page 5 of9
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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. UICW
MAILING ADDRESS: 1100 Union St.
CITY AND ZIP CODE: San Diego, CA 92101
BRANCH NAME: Central
TELEPHONE NUMBER: (619)844-2052

PLAINTIFF(S)/PET-ITIONER(S)/APPELLANT(S): Robert Frank Mansueto

DEFENDANT(S)/RESPONDENT(S)~ ' ------- -

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

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

Notice is given that the atove-enlitled 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
Petition for Removal (Trusts)

PAIE TIME DEPT JUDGE 
04/26/2024 09:00 am 502 John B Scherling

XXTeTmusS Th P6rSOn °rVirtUaHy’ UnleSSOtherwise ordered bythe Court. Virtual 

pnone numoers can be found at www.sdcourt.ca.gov/ProbateHearings.

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 Page: 1

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 

CENTRAL '

MINUTE ORDER

DATE: 04/26/2024 TIME: 9:00 AM DEPT; 502

JUDICIAL OFFICER: John B. Scherfing
CLERK: Lorena Alvarez
REPORTER/ERM: Not Reported;
BAILIFF/COURT ATTENDANT:

CASE NO: 37-2024-00002995-PR-TR-CTL CASE INIT.DATE: 01/24/2024
CASE TITLE: In The Matter of The Joyce Mansueto Special Needs Living Trust (IMAGED] 
CASE CATEGORY: Probate CASE TYPE: Trust Proceedings

HEARING TYPE: Petition for Removal
MOVING PARTY: Robert Frank Mansueto

APPEARANCES ---------- ■ - - —- — —~ - - ™-
Robert Frank Mansueto. self represented Petitioner, present In person.
Attorney Courtney Bravo appearing In person on teftaff of Objector, Susan Brown, present In person,

ROA#1 - PETITION FOR REMOVAL OF SUSAN BROWN AS TRUSTEE OF THE JOYCE MANSUETO . 
SPECIAL NEEDS TRUST, AN ACCOUNTING, AND APPOINTM0W OF RECEIVER OR TEMPORARY ' 
TRUSTEE Filed: 01/24/2024 is continued! pursuant to party’s motion to 7/30/2024 at 09:00 AM before 
Judge Alvarez, Olga,.

The Court orders as follows:

1. The Court orders the following cases consolidated for all purposes:

■ 37-2008-00152628-PR-CP-CTL (Conservatorship of Joyce L, Mansueto) and 37-2024-Q0002995-PR-TR- 
CTL (The Matter ofThe Joyce Mansueto SpeciarNeeds Living Trust), The Court designates 37-2008” 
00152628-PR-CP’CTl (Conservatorship of Joyce L. Mansueto] as the lead case and all further 
documents must be filed under the case number ahd caption of the lead case.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

(3.
Judge John B. Scherting

DATE: 04/26/2024 MINUTEORDER Page t

<?> 2021 - San Diego Superior Court



APPENDIX H

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

Reporter’s Transcript
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DISTRICT COURT OF APPEALS OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOURTH APPELLATE DISTRICT

DIVISION ONE

DEPARTMENT 503 HON. OLGA ALVAREZ, JUDGE
SUSAN.J. BROWN, as
Respondent.
v.

ROBERT F. MANSUETO,
Appellant.

Trustee, etc., ) 
) 
)

) 
) 
)

CASE No. 37-2008 
00152252-PR-TR-CTL
COA No. D085004

REPORTER'S APPEAL TRANSCRIPT

AUGUST 13, 2024
VOLUME 1 of 1

PAGES 1 THROUGH 24 ’ .
so that way Ms. Brown. ca*: hear you.

Is there anyone else on Microsoft Teams present 
for this matter, other than Ms. Brown?

right. So let's see where we are. I have 
a few notes to myself on this. So it looks like — I’m 
going to go through it a bit methodically because I've 

got three petitions before me.

I ve got ROA 201; it looks like there was an 
objection deadline. I did not receive that objection 

deadnn-e by you, Mr. Mansueto. e — . 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 I

Excerpts of the First Amendment to the Edmund and Helen

Mansueto Joint Living Trust -
Provisions Specifying Successor Trustees and Mandating Joyce 

Mansueto’s Care and Right to Residence



OCTOBER 30,2003, .RESKHEMENT AND 
AMENDMENT OF

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



_ _ noq
RESTATEMENT AND AMENDMENT OF INTER VIVOS REVOCABLE TRUST

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:

Itis,importanttoreniemberthatassetswilln2tbedistributedaccordingt0'this 
trust unless the assets; are transferred into the trust Therefore, do Sot forget 10 have 
the'title to all -of your assets in theriamffef iheitrust Attfie tirnetypu ficqtrire anoter 
assetbe sure to lit le it in the name of the trust.Thctitle ofyour assets transferred into 
the trust should have the following name:

“EDMUND MANSUETO AND HELEN MANSUETO AS TRUSTEES OF 
edmundMansuetoanpheleNmansuetojointlivingtrust, 
dated A ugus 131,1999’’

During the life times of the Trustors (if the Trustor is also the Trustee) there 
isnorequirementforthe trust to obtain a special tax identification number. Also.the 
trust does not have to file a separate income tax return during the lifetime of the 
Trustor. DO NOT WRITE ON OR CHANGE THIS TRUST AGREEMENT 
WITHOUT THE HELP OF AN ATTORNEY.

Should you feign a dbeufncfrt tranfifemns the assets of the ttuxft such as a 
check, deed or other document it must be signed as follows:

“EDMUND MANSUETO AND HELEN MANSUETO AS TRUSTEES OF 
EDMUND MANSUETO AND HELEN MANSUETO JOINT LIVING TRUST, 
dated August 31, 1999”

This trust was prepared by:
SElCKEtRAE& ASSOCTATES

AfTORNEYKAflAW
5190GOVERNOR DRIVE, SUITE 208 

SaNSJEGO, CAMfSrNIA92!22*2»0
Telephone: (858)535-1879 

E-mail: ib.legalfftirsiaw.ore

THI S PAGE IS NOT A PART OF THE TRUST



appraise the settlors' residence. The^xparties may, if so 
inclined, agree in writing upon the fair market; value to be used 
for the house without an appraisal. Once for market value is 
determined, by appraisal or written agreement^. ROBERT MftNSUETO 
^hall have the opportunity .to ..pugchase . the jlnteTest^'in'1 the 
S^tplprs( residence whichwould.otherwise.be.distributed toSUSAN~ 

under teimg^oI^roSdilus L ,h-taklhg -into account, -IFw 
residence.' is. it he.' :piiiitlpa.i^ trust. •asset, ‘that, portion -which will 
be ’required to support ’JOYCE "MAftSUEjO.. Such purchase by ROBERT 
MAN'SUETO' may .be through a sub-trust or another separate trust 
specially created for this 'purpose, with./the. reSiden'cedremainihg 
inside the trust or sub-trust so createM. Should ROBERT' MANSOETO 
exercise any right—of..dis.c2_a:irher of interest in the trust or. .sub­
trust the inter e st so di^cl ajmed/Z^ hall be distributed tnfFp 
chi^ldre^n- ofROBERT~hAN E U ETOaccord i n’q.t o .the tetHnsGnfJJthjgL .trust -

SIXTH: The following. provisions shall apply to the trust 
estate and to each trust under this agreement:
1 SECTION 1* if income Or dispreciphary ^mounts, of principal 
become payable to a minor Or to- &, .person Under legal, .disability 
or to a person, who, ■ by reason of illness or mental or physical 
disability, is in the opinion Of the trustee unable properly to 
manage his or her affairs^ then that income or principal‘shall be 
paid or expended only in such of the following ways as the 
trustee deems best: (-a) directly to the beneficiary or his or het 
attorney' in fact? (b) to the legally appoinheti guardian or 
conservator of the beneficiary; ©} to a custodian for the 
fafftrefididry' under a Uniform Transfers or Gifts to Minors Act? (d) 
•by the trustee directly for the benefit: of the beneficiary^ (e) 
to an adult relative or fr.lehd In reimbursement for amounts 
'roperly advanced for the- benefit of the beneficiary.

SECTION The. interests of beneficiaries in principal. or j.nCome shall ftO-t be subf.epjt tbe .el&luns o£ .any e^e<difceo?.f any 
spouse for alimony or .support, or othersj or■■ to legal process., 
and may not. be voluntarily or xnvofuntdtily alienated or 
encupibgred. This provision shall not limit' the exercise of any 
power of appointment 1 .

The rights of beneficiaries to withdraw trust property are 
personal and may not be exercised by a guardian, cpfisetyatpr, 
^Bttorh’ey in 'fact, or others,. ’ ' .......

section 3: Income received after the last income payment 
date- -and undistributed at the termination of .any estate 6x 
interest’shall., together with .any accrued income, be paid by the 
trustee as income to the persons entitled to the next successive 
interest in the proportions .in which they take that interest, 
except that upon the death of the deceased settlor the.

KE5TS.TEJSNT' OF EOHJJW MASSUETO AWB KEtElt HAHSTTETO jOTHT LtVIKS: TRVST, f 9
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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 Interests are indefinite,, then in equal shares.

section 10 : Any trustee may resign at any time by written 
notice to the settlors during their joint lifetime and. thereafter 
to each beneffeisty then entitled to receive or have the benefit 
of the income, from the trust.

In the event one settlor should become unwilling or unable 
to act as trustee, the remaining settlor may act as sole trustee, 
without any further action required on his or her part, with all 
the powers given the originally named trustees.

In the event both settlors should become unwilling or unable 
f to act as 'trustees^, the following named individuals' shall become 

trustees-, with all the powers given the originally named 
trustees, in the order hereinbelow,! as fallows: i -AA0 '1 fi jFirst Successor Trustee: ROBERT. MANSUETO\

Second Successor Trustee: SUSAN BROW / U

In case of the resignation-,, refusal or inability to act. of 
any successor trustee acting or appointed to act hereunder, the 
settlors during their joint lifetime and. thereafter -the 
beneficiary or a majority in- interest of the befiefl’Claries 'then 
entitled to receive dr have the benefit of the income from the trust sfoaXX appoint as .suqoes’spr trustee a bank or trust -Company 
qualified to accept trust®...

Every successor trustee' snail have all the powers given an 
originally named^trustee. No successor trustee shall foe 
personally liable for any act or omission of any predecessor. 
With the approval of the settlors during their joint lifetime, and 
thereafter of the beneficiary' or a 'majority in interest of the 
beneficiaries then entitled to receive, or -have' the benefit of the 
income from the trust., a successor trustee rriay accept the account 
rendered and the property received as a full and complete 
discharge to a. predecessor trustee without incurring any 
liability for.so doing, except that a Successor to a settlor as 
trustee shall, without approval accept the assets delivered to the 
successor trustee as constituting ail of the property to which

P.ESTATEMENT OF EDMUND MANSVETO AHO HELEN MANSCETO JOINT LIVING TROST. dated 06-31-99 16
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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.
■. After the death of the first to die of the settlors, this 

agreement shall not be subject to amendment or revocation, except 
■ that the. surviving-settlor may amend or revoke the Survivor's“ ' Trust in whole or in part during his or her lifetime.

This agreement may be amended or revoked only by instrument 
in-.writing, (other than a will! delivered .tdn We:'trusteev the" 
trust property to which..any .Jpevocatidh- relates shall be conveyed to the settlors and. each of 1®. accordance with their

• ■ ownership thereof. The W amend; 'dr .OVdica- is .pefSOhM: to a
settlor and may not be exercised by his or her ccnseryat©8;, 
-attorney ih fact dr others. ' ‘

ft

IN WITNESS 5^tfi.hEOT J. MANSOETO and ffifigH <MANSVW^
hWband and ifidiVidfialiy- as settlors, WdibMbfffi- J-. ■' 
MANSOET® ahd 'HELEN HANSUETO, as trustees Of the EDMUNDMA'NSOETO 
AND HELEN MANSUETO JOINT LIVING TROST, dated August 31, 19'99, 
have signed- thfe- rests terne nt of the trust hgosment on October 
30., 2003. ' ' ' ' ~

EDMUND J. MANSUETO, as Trustee of 
the EDMUNDWiANSUETb AND HELEN MANSUETO JOINT JLXVIW TRUST

HELEN: MANSUETO, ihdividas ShttldE

' . .. . . . : ___
HELEN' MANS UET0# Trustee of ' '
We EEMmib 'MANRQETO AND HELEN;'-MANWT® JOINT; -LIVING TRUST

RESTAftHSW' OF EbWND MAUSOETO AUD RELtSi «WS.OET0 jo'rwr .TRUST,- dated 08-31-J9 Si
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The foregoing instrument, consisting of 26 pages {including this page, 
the notary page, and the pages of the schedules), was signed, published and declared by the Settlors to be their Restated Trust Agreement in our'presence 
and in the presence of each ether -and we, at the Settlors' request and in the Settlors' presence and in the presence ofc each other, have hereunto subscribed 
out hands as witnesses on Qptober 3Q, 2003, at San. Diego, California.

Printed Name

5190 Governor Drive, Suite 208
San Diego, California 92122

5190 Governor Drive, Suite 208
Sah Diego, California 92122

Ftinted .Name

5190 Governor Drive,, Suite 208
San Diego> California 92122

® ■ CERTIFICATE OF ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF NOTARY FCBEZC

STATE CF_GAfe®CRNTA ■ 
COUNTS OF -SAN ■plEGO

a ̂October 30me,-
,, , a Notary Public-, personallyJeaxea edmund j. mansueto and heden mansueto, personally known 

te me (or proved tome on the basis Of satisfactory evidence? to 
be the persons whose names ’are subscribed--to the within 
instrument and actoOwiedged to mes-i'hat they executed the same in 

■ thMi authorized capacities,, and that by their M^naWes on the 
ifigteriimeti't. the pe.ESbh.s,.. or the entity upon febhaif? of 'Whi-Gh.'.'tehe

® persons acted, executed the ihMiwne-fit./
WITNESS my hand and official seal.. ■  ■

r\ ■ ' ff pi Wi£ST J
Notary Public h-

RESTATEiffiNT OF EpMWD MM1SVETO AND HEXeEN RKtrsVEfO. aOIMT GIVING -TROST, dated Oe^Sl-SS 22 e



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



AMENDMENT NO. 2
? OF THE RESTATED EDMUND MANSUETO AND HELEN

MANSUETO JOINT LIVING TRUST DATED AUGUST 31,1999

Pursuant 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, 
J.999, surviving Settlor 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:

: < Upon the death of the surviving settlor, Helen Mansueto, this Declaration shall be 
irrevocable, 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 Diego, State of California and any 

furnishing and furniture therein, shall be divided equally between my children, Robert 
^ Mansueto and Susan Mansueto Brown, without any trust.

yf? B. If the real property commonly known as 57 Tunapuna Lane, City of Coronado,
vMSounty of San Diego, State of California, is part of the estate at the time of the Settlor’s death, 

along 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 receive a life estate in the property.

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 
mortgages), property taxes, insurance or other expenses 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. If, in the opinion of

lhere is sufficient reserve, any excess rental Income shall be used to reimburse any 
child or grandchild that contributed to the preservation of the real property as described

AMENDMENT NO. 1
OF Tilt RESTATED EDMt’ND MANSVETO AND
HELEN MANSUETO JOINT LIVING TRI SI DATED AIGUST JI. ISM
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4) Any payments by either of my children or any grandchild, for costs of 
maintenance, mortgage or other expenses, when they arc not residing in the property at any 
time during that calendar 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

Dated: May 11,2008

, no grandchildren wish 
ay sell the property and

HELEN MANSUETO, Tru 
EDMUND MANSUETO 
LIVING TRUST, dated

and Trustor of the 
HELEN MANSUETO JOINT 

st 31, 1999

D HELEN MANSUETO 
crcto.

6) If after the Death of my children, Robert and Sus 
4oreside in the property, either full time or part time, the trustees 
divide the proceeds as stated herein.

them shall have the right to reside in the property, as agreed betwee 
grandchildren under the same terms as Children in section B. 2) abov 
the grandchildren, the property shall be sold and the proceeds di vid 
my grandchildren, by right of representation.

) SS 
COUNTS’ OF SAN DIEGO )

■

t^TEOF CALIFORNIA )

? In all other aspects I reconfirm the EDMUND MANSUETO A 
’ JOINT LIVING 1 RUST, dated August 31. 1999, and endments

ill of the surviving 
the death of all 

equally to the issue of

On May 11. 2008, before me Robert T. Plumb, II, 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.

1 certify’ under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing 
paragraph is true and correct.

AMFADMEX1XO2
OF THERESTATED EDMUND MANSUETO AND 
itflUENMANSUE10 JOIXI LIVING 1BI ST DATED Al GIST JI,
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APPENDIX K

San Diego Superior Court Probate Examiner Notes, Generated

September 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: 09/18/26 Hearing Time: 8:45AM Dept: 503

Judicial Officer: ALVAREZ, OLGA

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

Case No: 37-2008-00152252-PR-TR-CTL Case Type: Trust Proceedings

Hearing Type: Miscellaneous Hearing

09/16/2026

RELATED CASE(S): 37-2008-00152628-PR-CP-CTL., Conservatorship of Joyce L. Mansueto

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
Examiner: Melanie Gonzalez

FUTURE HEARINGS:
05/06/2027, 8:45AM, Dept. 503, - Susan Brown’s Notice of Motion and Motion for Sanctions (ROA #432)

PARTIES:
Petitioner: ■ , ■ / Robert F. Mansueto - see defect #4
ATTORNEY: JAMES L. ARRAMlSTH & KENNETH M’BALE (substitution of attorney filed 01/27/2026)

Trustee: Susan Brown
ATTORNEY: CATHERINE SWAFFORD

Conservatee/Beneficiary: Joyce Mansueto - See examiner comment #6
GUARDIAN AD LITEM: MARGARET HERRING

DEFECTS:
1. NEED: Proof of 30 days’ mailing of Notice of Hearing (DE-120) to trustee. (Prob. Code 17203) Proof .of
service filed 08/19/2026 (ROA #453) is insufficient as DE-120 is a mandatory judicial council form and must be 
filed. (CRC, rules 1.31, 1.37 & 7,101 & SDLR 4.3.4) 
//Court should review items 8 & 9 of Supplemental Response to Probate Notes filed 09/11/2026 (ROA 
#456)

2. NEED: Proof of 30 days’ mailing of Notice of Hearing (DE-120) to all trust beneficiaries. (Prob. Code 17203) 
Proof of service filed 08/19/2026 (ROA #453) is insufficient asDE-120 is a mandatory judicial council form and 
must be filed. (CRC, rules 1.31, 1.37 & 7,101 & SDLR 4.3.4)
//Court should review items 8 & 9 of Supplemental Response to Probate Notes filed 09/11/2026 (ROA 
#456)

Event ID: 7 PROBATE NOTES Calendar No.:



3. NEED: Caption of petition to include all relief sought as set forth in prayer. (CRC, rule 7.102) 
fl 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.
//Court should review Section III 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 09/11/2026 (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 09/11/2026 (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: n
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. Decline 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 interested 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 Joint 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.:



Appendix L

Signed Personal Declaration of Robert F. Mansueto 

Authenticating Photographic Exhibits of Trust Residence

Interior and Exterior Physical Destruction (Photos Taken 

February 2026 and August 2026)



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

I, Robert F. Mansueto, declare:
1.1 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.

, 2026, at Executed on 
California.

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

Robert F. Mansueto



EXHIBIT 1 
Rear Patio Before Demolition 
Approximately February 2026
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EXHIBIT 2 
Rear Patio After Removal of Retaining/Planter Walls and Landscaping 

August 15, 2026
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EXHIBIT 3

Kitchen Before Demolition
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i EXHIBIT 4

Kitchen Area After Extensive Demolition 
Photographed August 15, 2026
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1 EXHIBIT 5

Bathroom Before Demolition
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EXHIBIT 6

Master Bathroom During Demolition - Vanity, Counter, and Fixtures 
Removed 

Photographed August 15, 2026
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