1 Eric Paul O'Neal (Estate)

Atty Cdiliister, Jared R. (for Erica Lynn Dorfmeier — Administrator — Petitioner)
Petition to Authorize and Instruct the Adminisirator to Purchase Residential

Property

Case No.09CEPR00692

DOD: 8-3-09

Aff.Sub.Wit.

v | Verified

Inventory

PTC

Not.Cred.

Notice of Hrg

v | Aff.Mail

Aff.Pub.

Sp.Nic.

Pers.Serv.

Conf. Screen

Letters

Dufies/Supp

Obijections

Video Receipt

Cl Report

9202

¥ | Order

Aff. Posting

Status Rpt

UCCJEA

Citation

FTB Notice

ERICA LYNN DORFMEIER, Daughter and Administrator with
Limited IAEA with bond of $1,746,300.00, is Petitioner.

Pefitioner states: This Petitioner makes the admittedly unique
request that she be authorized to purchase a small home in
order to enable one of the beneficiaries to have access to a
place to live. Due to unique circumstances, Petitioner believes
this action is beneficial to the estate and its beneficiaries, and
should be authorized.

The decedent and his spouse were involved in a murder-
suicide. At the time of their deaths, their oldest son David was 17
and attending a treatment center for teenagers in Utah. Upon
turing 18 and completing his stay there, David moved into one
of the residential properties owned by his parents’ estates. It was
originally David's desire that the home in which he resided
would eventually be distributed to him as part of his share of the
estate; however, due to gang activity in the area, he decided
to move out of the state and after the move, requested the
house be sold. The sale was confirmed by the Court on 1-8-13.

David eventually returned to the Fresno area; however, there
was no residence owned by the estates into which he could
move. He resorted to living with friends, at hotels, and
occasionally, his car. He has not been fully employed for some
time and does not have means or credit to acquire a residence
(buy or rent).

In order to provide a long-term housing solution, David has
requested the estate purchase a small residence into which he
can move. Itis anticipated that he will live there until final
distribution and closing of the estate, at which time it will be
distributed to David as part of his inheritance. This would also
benefit David in that he will no longer be forced to congregate
and associate with friends and acquaintances of his past that
contribute to a destructive lifestyle. The requested fransaction
will benefit the estate and its beneficiaries by providing along
term solution for David.

Petitioner, David, and minor beneficiary Jordan are the only
heirs. While Petitioner and the minor child beneficiary have
benefitted from living together in estate owned property, David
has not been able to do so since the sale of his prior residence.

NEEDS/PROBLEMS/
COMMENTS:

Reviewed by: skc

Reviewed on: 4-22-13

Updates:

Recommendation:

File 1-O'Neal

Dept. 303, 9:00 a.m. Monday, April 29, 2013




1 Eric Paul O'Neal (Estate) Case No.09CEPR00492

Petitioner states there are more than sufficient funds to purchase a residence as requested and the purchase will
not create a liquidity problem for the estate. Further, all creditors have been fully paid.

Petitioner requests authority to purchase with cash or cash equivalent a single family residence for a price not to
exceed $170,000.00 with commission not to exceed 6% subject to standard terms and conditions in residential recll
property purchase agreements.

Petitioner believes there is no other applicable Probate Code under which to request authorization to purchase
real property in this type of unique situation. Therefore, Petitioner seeks authorization and instruction from the Court
under Probate Code §9611.

Petitioner states a particular home has not yet been identified and this is a blanket authorization request. Petitioner
believes that seeking this authorization before searching or making an offer is the only practical way to enable the
estate to purchase a residence, because it is unlikely for a residential seller to be wiling to sale their home
contingent upon court approval.

Therefore, Petitioner requests authorization to purchase real property as described herein and for all other proper
orders.

Note: David O'Neal consents to the purchase of property as requested herein.

Dept. 303, 9:00 a.m. Monday, April 29, 2013



2 Helen De Ciero (Estate)

Atty Hazel, Donald H. (for James N. Gerst — Administrator — Petitioner)
(1) First and Final Account and Report of Administrator and Petition for Its
Settlement, (2) for Allowance of Compensation to Attorney for Ordinary Services

and (3) for Final Distribution

Case No.09CEPR00878

DOD: 8-10-09

Aff.Sub.Wit.

Verified

Inventory

PTC

Not.Cred.

Notice of Hrg

| <l €] <] €Jf €

Aff.Mail

Aff.Pub.

Sp.Nic.

Pers.Serv.

Conf. Screen

v | Lefters

Duties/Supp

Objections

Video Receipt

Cl Report

9202

Order

Aff. Posting

Status Rpt

UCCIJEA

Citation

¥ | FIB Nofice

JAMES N. GERST, Administrator with Full IAEA with
bond of $188,000.00, is Petitioner.

Account period: 8-10-09 through 12-31-12

Accounting: $180,266.41
Beginning POH:  $179,173.20
Ending POH: $141,696.74 (cash)

Administrator (Statutory): Waived

Aftorney (Statutory): $6,152.99

Closing: $3,000.00

Distribution pursuant to intestate succession is to:

James N. Gerst: $12,049.43 (1/11 inferest)
Nicolette Bruesch: $12,049.43 (1/11 interest)
Shemy De Ciero: $12,049.43 (1/11 interest)
Jeffery Gerst: $12,049.43 (1/11 inferest)
Marlene Mclintosh: $12,049.43 (1/11 interest)
Lary De Ciero: $12,049.43 (1/11 interest)
Robert Gerst: $12,049.43 (1/11 interest)
Debra Inferrera: $4,016.48 (1/3 of 1/11 interest)
Linda Callegari: $4,016.48 (1/3 of 1/11 interest)
Laurie Gerst: $4,016.48 (1/3 of 1/11 interest)
Jason Gerst: $6,024.72 (1/2 of 1/11 interest)
Shannon Mae (Gerst) Hall: $6,024.72

(1/2 of 1/11 interest)
Ronald Neeley: $12,049.43 (1/11 interest)
Roy James Schamanski: $12,049.43 (1/11 interest)

NEEDS/PROBLEMS/COMMENTS:

Reviewed by: skc

Reviewed on: 4-22-13

Updates:

Recommendation: SUBMITTED

File 2- Ciero

Dept. 303, 9:00 a.m. Monday, April 29, 2013




3 Paula Jane Speights (Estate) Case No. 11CEPR00082
Atty Hazel, Donald H. (for Virginia Schedler - Administrator - Petitioner)

(1) Report on Waiver of Account and Petition for Disfribution and (2) for Allowance

of Compensation to Attorney for Ordinary Services and (3) for Final Distribution

DOD: 7-16-10 VIRGINIA SCHEDLER, Administrator with Full NEEDS/PROBLEMS/COMMENTS:
IAEA without bond, is Petitioner.
Accounting is waived.
I&A: $155,462.51
Aff.Sub.Wit. POH: $126,810.74 ($99.,310.74 cash plus a %
v | Verified inferest in a manufactured home)
: Lrllr\gantory Administrator (Statutory): Waived
¥ | Not.Cred. Attomey (Statutory): $5,663.88
NA | Notice of
Hrg Closing: $2,500.00
Aff.Mail
Aff Pub. Pislribuiion pursuant to intestate succession
Sp.Nic. Isto:
Pers.Serv. Virginia Schedler: Entire estate, consisting of
Conf. $9,146.86 plus a % interest in a
Screen manufactured home
v | Letters
Duties/Supp
Objections
Video
Receipt
Cl Report
9202
Order
Aff. Posting Reviewed by: skc
Status Rpt Reviewed on: 4-22-13
UCCJEA Updates:
Citation Recommendation: SUBMITTED
v | FTB Notice File 3 -Speights

Dept. 303, 9:00 a.m. Monday, April 29, 2013




4 Pauline Genevieve Jessen (Estate)
Atty Herold, Kim M. (for Shirley Hacker - Executor)
(1) First and Final Report of Status of Administration and Account and Petition for
Settlement Thereof; (2) for Allowance of Statutory Attorneys' and Executor's

Compensation; (3) for Reimbursement of Costs Advanced; and (4) for Final
Distribution [Prob. C. 10800, 10810, 12201]

Case No. 11CEPR00218

DOD: 02/03/11

Cont. from

Aff.Sub.Wit.

Verified

Inventory

PTC

Not.Cred.

Notice of Hrg

NEERRR

Aff.Mail w/

Aff.Pub.

Sp.Nic.

Pers.Serv.

Conf. Screen

Letters | 04/28/11

SHIRLEY HACKER, Executor, is Petitioner.

Account period: 02/03/11-03/07/13

Accounting
Beginning POH
Ending POH
cash)

Executor
(statutory)

Attorney
(statutory)

Costs

- $3,609,544.64
- $3,213,064.32

- $2,764,602.47 (al

- $47,252.24

- $47,252.24

- $1,672.50 (for

fiing fees, publication, certified copies)

Distribution, pursuant to Decedent's Will, is to:

NEEDS/PROBLEMS/COMMENTS:

Duties/Supp
Obijections Marion Overgaard - $667,106.37
Video Janet Rutledge - $667,106.37
Receipt Fred Rutledge, Jr. - $121,292.07
Cl Report Joyce Wickware - $121,292.07
v | 9202 Mike Rutledge - $121,292.07
v | Order Steve Rutledge - $121,292.07
Aff. Posting Sharon Overgaard - $121,292.07 Reviewed by: JF
Status Rpt Glenn Overgaard - $121,292.07 Reviewed on: 04/23/13
UCCJEA Patricia Overgaard - $121,292.07 Upddtes:
Citation Scoft Overgaard - 9121,292.07 Recommendation: SUBMITTED
v | FIB Notice Kristi Overgaard - $121,292.07 File 4- Jessen
Nancy Jones - $121,292.07
Shirley Hacker - $121,292.07

Dept. 303, 9:00 a.m. Monday, April 29, 2013




5 Masako Yamaguchi (Estate) Case No. 12CEPR00419
Atty Rundle, Stephen M. (of Citrus Heights, for Yoshiko Umamizuka - Executor/Petitioner)

First Amended Report of Executor Waiver of Account Petition for Statutory Fees
and For Final Diskibution

DOD: 02/19/12 YOSHIKO UMAMIZUKA, Executor, is Petitioner. NEEDS/PROBLEMS/COMMENTS:

Accounting is waived. 1. It appears that the cash

remaining o be distributed to the

$197,027.00 beneficiary after the payment of

Cont. from

& A $197.027.00 ($37,027.00 the statutory attorney fee should

Aff.Sub.Wit. POH be $30,117.00 rather than

ey is cash) $30,017.00. Need clarification.

Inventory Executor - waived

PTC

Not.Cred. Atftorney $6,910.00 (statutory)

Notice of Hrg

NRNRNRRR

Aff.Mail w/ | Distribution, pursuant to Decedent’s Will, is to:

Aff.Pub.

Sp.Nic. Yoshiko Umamizuka - $30,017.00 cash, plus

Pers.Serv. real property valued at $160,000.00

Conf. Screen

Letters | 06/19/12

Duties/Supp

Objections

Video
Receipt

Cl Report

v | 9202

v | Order

Aff. Posting Reviewed by: JF

Status Rpt Reviewed on: 04/23/13

UCCJEA Updates:

Citation Recommendation:

v | FIB Notice File 5-Yamaguchi

Dept. 303, 9:00 a.m. Monday, April 29, 2013




é

Atty

Leroy Norman Lee (Estate)
Fishman, Robert G. (For Eric John Lee and Tamara Ann Cooper — Administrators)

(1) First and Final Account and Report of Adminisirators and Petition for lts
Settlement, (2) For Final Distribution, for (3) Allowance of Statutory Attorneys' Fees

and for (4) Reimbursement of Costs

Case No. 12CEPR00550

DOD: 03/02/2012

Cont. from

Aff.Sub.Wit.

Verified

Inventory

PTC

Not.Cred.

NN

Notice of
Hrg

\

Aff.Mail

w/

Aff.Pub.

Sp.Nitc.

Pers.Serv.

Conf.
Screen

Letters | 8/2/

12

Duties/Supp

Objections

Video
Receipt

Cl Report

9202

Order

Aff. Posting

Status Rpt

UCCJEA

Citation

FTB Notice

ERIC JOHN LEE and TAMARA ANN COORPER,
Co-Administrators, are petitioners.

Account Period: 08/02/2012-01/10/2013

Accounting - $224,000.00
Beginning POH - $224,000.00
POH - $224,000.00
Administrators - Waives

Aftorney - $7,480.00
(Statutory)

Closing - $1,418.00

Petitioner’'s request that the Court allow,
authorize, and direct them as Administrators
of the Estate to pay out of their own
personal funds $7,480.00, in request
statutory attorney compensation and the
$1,418.00 in costs reimbursements.

Petitioner prays for an Order:

1. Approving, allowing and setting the
first and final account.

2. Authorizing the administrator and
attomey fees and commissions.

NEEDS/PROBLEMS/COMMENTS:

1. Inventory and Appraisal does not
include the date of death of the
decedent.

Reviewed by: LV

Reviewed on: 04/24/2013

Updates:

Recommendation:

File 6 -Lee

Dept. 303, 9:00 a.m. Monday, April 29, 2013




7 John R. Panzak Living Trust 11-27-2000

Atty Shekoyan, James E. (for Sharon K. Panzak - Petitioner)
Petition for Appointment of Successor Trustee (Prob. C. 17200)

Case No. 13CEPR00196

John R. Panzak, Sr.
DOD: 03/12/10

John R. Panzak, Jr.
DOD: 02/15/13

Cont. from

Aff.Sub.Wit.

v | Verified

Inventory

PTC

Not.Cred.

v | Notice of Hrg

v | Aff.Mail

w/

Aff.Pub.

Sp.Nic.

Pers.Serv.

Conf. Screen

Letters

Duties/Supp

v | Objections

Video
Receipt

Cl Report

9202

Order

Aff. Posting

Status Rpt

UCCJEA

Citation

FTB Notice

SHARON PANZAK, spouse of John R. Panzak, Jr., is
Petitioner.

Petitioner alleges:

1. JohnR.Panzak, Jr. (*John") became the
successor trustee of the John R. Panzak [Sr.] Living
Trust upon the death of John R. Panzak, Sr.
(“Decedent”) on 03/12/10.

2. John died on 02/15/13.In the Decedent’s Trust,
Decedent named John as the first successor
tfrustee and Gordon Panzak (“*Gordon”) as the
alternate successor trustee if John ceased to act.

3. Afterthe Decedent’s death, assets of the
Decedent were discovered that were not titled
in the name of the Trust. Consequently, John
was appointed personal representative of
Decedent’s Will.

4. After John was appointed personal
representative of Decedent’s Will, Gordon, an
attomey representing himself, filed six creditor’s
claims against Decedent’s estate, each of which
was denied on 02/01/11.

5. Gordon thereafter filed a lawsuit against the
Decedent’s estate and a separate civil lawsuit
against John, both individually and as executor
of Decedent’s estate and trustee of the Trust.
Both lawsuits contain similar allegations and are
stil pending.

6. On 10/23/12, John's attorney took Gordon's
depoisition in the civil litigation matter, but he
failed to properly produce any documents in
support of his claims in response to a request to
produce that had previously been served on
him, claiming the documents had been either
list, stolen or shredded.

7. On 12/12/12 trial was to commence in the civil
litigation, but on 12/06/12, Gordon requested
that the Court dismiss the civil lawsuit without
prejudice. On 12/06/12 Gordon notified John's
attomeys of his request for the dismissall.
However, without any notice to John's attorneys,
on 12/07/12, Gordon filed a new lawsuit identical
to the just dismissed lawsuit.

Continued on Page 2

NEEDS/PROBLEMS/COMMENTS:
1. Need Order.

See Pages 17A, 17B, and 17C for
related matters.

Reviewed by: JF

Reviewed on: 04/23/13

Updates: 04/25/13

Recommendation:

File 7-Panzak

Dept. 303, 9:00 a.m. Monday, April 29, 2013
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John R. Panzak Living Trust 11-27-2000 Case No. 13CEPR00196

Page 2

8.

10.

1.

12.

13.
14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

On 02/13/13, Judge Donald S. Black issued a judgment against Gordon ordering him to pay John, the estate
and the tfrust costs of suit in the dismissed lawsuit in the amount of $1,223.00. The Notice of Entry of Judgment
was mailed to Gordon on 02/21/13 and filed on 02/22/13. Additionally, an online search of Fresno County
Government public records discloses that since Felbruary 2005, at least seven (7) judgments in Fresno County
have been entered against Gordon for non-payment of bills to various creditors, and at least four (4)
“Certificates of Sale” have been recorded by Consolidated Irigation District against Gordon for non-payment
of imgation taxes.

John R. Panzak, Sr. created THE JOHN R. PANZAK LIVING TRUST on 11/27/2000 (the “Trust”). The Trust was
amended on 05/02/03 and again on 03/13/07. The second amendment revoked the first amendment inits
entirety and revoked in its entirety Article 3 of the original Trust.

The new Article 3 of the Trust as set forth in the second amendment, provided that Gordon was to receive, free
of frust, the Decedent’s home at 405 E. Adams Avenue in Fowler, CA and the sum of $200,000.00, and that all
other assets of the trust estate were to be distributed to John free of trust.

Both John and Gordon survived the Decedent by more than 60 days and on 05/12/10, each of them became
entitled to his respective beneficiary interest in the Trust.

Gordon has received distribution of all assets to which he is entitled as beneficiary of the Trust.

Allremaining assets held in Trust were distributed to John as provided by the second amendment to the Trust.
As provided in Section 3.3 of the second amendment, the remaining trust estate (which includes all of the assets
to be received from the probate estate on the close of the probate proceeding) is to be distributed to John.
Since John was entitled to the distribution at his death, the distribution from the trust estate will be to John'’s
estate.

In 2012, John and his wife Sharon Panzak (Petitioner) established their own revocable trust. Among the assets
tfransferred to their revocable trust was John's vested right to distribution of the remaining trust estate of the Trust.
Since John's death, Sharon is now the sole trustee of their revocable trust, and as trustee, will be the recipient of
the distribution of the remaining trust estate of the Trust on the close of the pending probate proceeding.
Gordon has no entitlement to any further distribution of any assets from the Trust, including but not limited to all
of the assets that are the subject of the probate proceeding. He is only alitigant against the probate estate
and the Trust, and a number of his claims have already been denied by the Court sustaining without leave to
amend. [Emphasis in original].

The Court should also be aware that even after Gordon received the distributions from the Trust, when filing his
lawsuits, he petitioned the Court to waive his obligation to pay court filing fees, claiming he was financially
unable to pay the fees. In one instance, the Court waived his need pay court filing fees. It is believed that he
may have misrepresented to the Court that he was financially unable to pay the fees.

Petitioner believes that (1) since Gordon has no interest in the remainder assets of the Trust, (2) that all of
Decedent’s assets that are subject to the probate proceeding will be distributed to her husband John's estate
and to her as frustee of she and John's revocable trust, and (3) that since Gordon is suing the Decedent’s
estate and the Decedent’s Trust creating a conflict of interest, that he should not act as the successor trustee of
the Trust.

Petitioner therefore requests that she be appointed as the successor frustee of the Trust and to serve without the
requirement of a bond.

Continued on Page 3

Dept. 303, 9:00 a.m. Monday, April 29, 2013
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Page 3

John R. Panzak Living Trust 11-27-2000 Case No. 13CEPR00196

Gordon Panzak as 2" successor frustee of the John R. Panzak Trust of November 27, 2000 as amended March 13,
2007 Objections to and Opposition to Sharon Panzak’s Petition for Appointment of Successor Trustee filed March 11,
2013 and Request for Fees, Costs and Sanctions filed 04/24/13 states:

1.

During the 3 years that have John R. Panzak, Jr. (“John™) assumed the position as frustee, he failed to
account for the assets of the Trust, has fraudulently conveyed assets from the Trust in derogation of valid
Creditor's Claims and committed other breaches of fiduciary duties.

Despite the fact that he was terminally il and unable to function in his capacity as trustee, neither John R.
Panzak, Jr. or his attorney notified Gordon Panzak of his inability to camy out his duties, nor did Gordon
Panzak (“Gordon”) receive a noftice of death from Sharon Panzak (“Sharon”) or from the Trust attorneys.
On March 18, 2013, Gordon signed a Declaration of Trust to become successor trustee in compliance with
Probate Code § 16000. Gordon is the sole successor frustee of the John R. Panzak Trust.

The Petition of Sharon Panzak is fled pursuant to Probate Code § 17200 without designation of which
subsection. Sharon lacks standing under Probate Code § 17200 to file any petition, because she is neither a
seftlor, co-trustee, or beneficiary. For this reason, her petition should be summarily denied.

Attorneys Shekoyan and Paloutzian have failed to camry out their obligation to the Trust and the office of
tfrustee. Despite repeated verbal and written demands by Gordon's attorney Randy Risner, for Trust
documents, thereby impeding Gordon in the execution of the office of trustee. Despite a duty of loyalty an
attomey client privilege in the office of frustee and to the current frustee, the attorneys have breached their
duty by failing to inform Gordon of John's disability and death. They failed to provide the papers necessary
for a transition of trustees and further breached their duty by representing a stranger to the Trust in an action
directly attacking the office of frustee and violating the attorney client priviege by sharing confidential Trust
information with Sharon, a stranger to the Trust.

Further, the attorneys have breached their duty to uphold the integrity of the Trust by directly attacking the
Trust provisions that appoint Gordon as successor frustee, thereby exposing the Estate of John R. Panzak, Jr.
to disinheritance. A motion o recuse both lawyers will be filed shortly.

John R. Panzak, Sr. (“Settlor”) was well aware of Gordon's financial issues prior to 2005 and with full
knowledge of those facts, still named Gordon as 2@ successor frustee in the March 13, 2007 amendment to
the Trust, thereby waiving any objections or issues he had as to Gordon becoming a frustee.

The Trust, in paragraph 3.2 directs the trustee to pay the debts of John Panzak, Sr. from the Trust or Estate.
The claims and lawsuits by Gordon stem from an unjustified refusal of John Panzak, Jr. to pay said just debts.
The lawsuit filed by Gordon was necessitated by the malfeasance of John Panzak, Jr. and is not a conflict of
interest with the Trust in that the suit is consistent with the directions in the Trust to pay just debts. John Panzak,
Sr. was well aware of these debts and expressed his infention fo pay them upon his death.

Objector prays that the Court find:

1.

2.

3.
4.
5

That the position of Trustee vested in Gordon Panzak no later than March 18, 2013.

Strike the petition of Sharon Panzak in that there is no authority under Probate Code § 17200 for this action
and Sharon Panzak has no standing under Probate Code § 17200.

Strike the petition as the grounds stated are either insufficient or were waived by the Settlor John Panzak, Sr.
That the Court award costs, fees and attorney fees to the Trustee, Gordon Panzak.

That the Court sanction Sharon Panzak for filing a petition not authorized by law and upon which she has no
standing.

Dept. 303, 9:00 a.m. Monday, April 29, 2013
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John Mares & Frances Mares Living Trust

Case No. 13CEPR00205

Atty Gorman, Pahiick J. (for Petitioner Estella Mathison)
Petition to Compel Trustee to Account
ESTELLA MATHISON is pefitioner. NEEDS/PROBLEMS/COMMENTS:
Petitioner states she is the daughter of John
N. Mares and Frances M. Mares, and is a
beneficiary of the John Mares and Frances
Cont. from Mares Living Trust dated May 30, 2000.
Aff.Sub.Wit.
v | Verified John Mares died on 10/23/2001. Frances
M. Mares died on 1/21/2004. Since January
Inventory 21,2004, Petitioner’s brother, STEVE M.
PTC MARES, became the successor Trustee of
Not.Cred. fhe Trust.
v | Notice of . s
Hrg Th"reh Trustee has r;gver gro;/gz/lggj/ ;g]’r;noner
- with an accounting. On ,
v | AfiMal W/'| petitioner demanded that the Trustee
Aff.Pub. provide Pefitioner with an account. To
sp.Nic. date, the Trustee has failed to prepare and
provide Pefitioner with an accounting.
Pers.Serv.
Conf. Petitioner prays for an Order that:
Screen
Letters 1. Trustee Steven M. Mares be instructed
Duties/Supp to prepare and file with this Court an
Objections account of the Trust; '
Video 2. Trus’regS’reve'n M. Mares be instructed
. o petition this Court for the setflement
Receipt . .
of the account and give notice of the
Cl Report hearing on the petition;
9202 3. The court order such attorey fees and
v | Order costs as may be allowable by law.
Aff. Posting Reviewed by: KT
Status Rpt Reviewed on: 4/23/13
UCCIJEA Updates:
Citation Recommendation:
FTB Notice File 8 - Mares

Dept. 303, 9:00 a.m. Monday, April 29, 2013




9 Martha Rodriguez (Estate)

Atty Freeman, Jordan M. (for Dianna Rodriguez-Mirzai - Pefitioner - Sister)
Pefition for Probate of Will and for Letters Testamentary

Case No. 13CEPR00220

DOD: 08/31/2012

Cont. from

Aff.Sub.Wit.

s/p

v | Verified

Inventory

PTC

Not.Cred.

v | Nofice of
Hrg

7 | AfMail

v | Aff.Pub.

Sp.Nic.

Pers.Serv.

Conf.
Screen

v | Lefters

v | Duties/Supp

Objections

Video
Receipt

Cl Report

9202

v | Order

Aff. Posting

Status Rpt

UCCJEA

Citation

FTB Noftice

DIANNA RODRIGUEZ-MIRZAI, sister/named
executor without bond, is petitioner.

FUll IAEA—ok.

Will Dated: 08/20/2012

Residence: Fresno
Publication: The Business Journal

Estimated value of the Estate:
Personal property - $9,738.00

Probate Referee: Steven Diebert

NEEDS/PROBLEMS/COMMENTS:

1. #50a(3) or #5a(4) of the Petition was
not answered regarding registered
domestic partner.

2. Need name and date of death of
decedent’s parents per Local Rule
7.1.1D.

3. Need Confidential Supplement to
Duties & Liabilities of Personal
Representative.

Note: If the petition is granted status
hearings will be set as follows:

* Friday, 10/04/2013 at 9:00a.m.
in Dept. 303 for the filing of the
inventory and appraisal and

* Friday, 06/27/2014 at 9:00a.m.
in Dept. 303 for the filing of the first
account and final distribution.

Pursuant to Local Rule 7.5 if the required
documents are filed 10 days prior to the
hearings on the matter the status
hearing will come off calendar and no
appearance wil be required.

Reviewed by: LV

Reviewed on: 04/23/2013

Updates:

Recommendation:

File 9 - Rodriguez

Dept. 303, 9:00 a.m. Monday, April 29, 2013
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Miranda Gonzales (GUARD/E)

Case No. 13CEPR00229

Atty O'Neill, Patricia B (for Frances Gonzales - Petitioner — Paternal Grandmother)
Petition for Appointiment of Guardian of the Estate (Prob. C. 1510)
| Age: 13 NO TEMPORARY REQUESTED NEEDS/PROBLEMS/COMMENTS:
FRANCES GONZALES, paternal 1. Petitioner’s signature on the petition
grandmother, is petitioner. does not appear to be an original.
Cont. from Estimated Value of the Estate: 2. Petitioner does not state in the
Aff.Sub.Wit. Real property - $9,333.33 petition that the funds would be
v | Verified placed in a blocked account
Father GREGORY GONZALES Consents however it is included on the order.
Inventory o . ’
and Waives Notice.
PTC
Not.Cred. Mother: APRIL GONZALES, Consents and . .
Nofice of n/a | Waives Notice. Note: A status hearing will be set as follows:
Hrg ¢ Friday, 05/31/2013 at 9:00am in
Aff.Mail n/a Pateral Grandfather: Max Gonzales, Dept. 303 for the fiing of the
Consents and Waives Notice. receipt of the deposit of funds to a
Aff.Pub.
blocked account.
Sp.Nic. Maternal Grandfather: Charles DelLuna,
Pers.Serv. N/a | Deceased e Friday, 08/30/2013 at 9:00a.m. in
v | Conf. Matemal Grandmother: Lucy Deluna, Dept. 303 for the fiing of the
Screen Deceased inventory and appraisal and
v | Lefters o Fri ) .
— Minor, Miranda Gonzales, and sibling, Friday, 06/27/ 20'1‘4 at 9‘°°°°'m° in
v uties/ upp Ashley Chavez-Veloz, Consent and Waive Dept. 303 for the fiing of the first
Objections Notice. account.
Video Pursuant fo Local Rule 7.5 if the required
Recelpi Petitioner states: the minor holds a 1/6t documents are filed 10 days prior to the
Cl Report inferest in real property located in Madera hgon‘ngs on the matter the status hearing
9202 County. The remaining owners wish to sell | Wil come off calendarand no
v | Order the property and have secured a buyer. A | GPPEAANCE wil be required.
Aff. Posting guardian of the estatfe is necessary in order [ peviewed by: LV
Status Rpt to sign the documents on Miranda’s behalf | reviewed on: 04/24/2013
UCCJEA and proceed with the sale. Updates:
Citation Recommendation:
FTB Notice File 10 - Gonzales

10

Dept. 303, 9:00 a.m. Monday, April 29, 2013




11
Atty

Suwan Chontong (Estate)
Jaech, Jeffrey A. (for Sumanus Anthony Chontong - Pefitioner — Son)
Petition for Letters of Adminisiration; Authorization to Administer Under IAEA (Prob.

C. 8002, 10450)

Case No. 13CEPR00232

DOD: 04/28/2012

Cont. from

Aff.Sub.Wit.

v

Verified

Inventory

PTC

Not.Cred.

Notice of
Hrg

Aff.Mail

w/o

Aff.Pub.

Sp.Nic.

Pers.Serv.

Conf.
Screen

Letters

Duties/Supp

Objections

Video
Receipt

Cl Report

9202

Order

Aff. Posting

Status Rpt

UCCJEA

Citation

FTB Notice

SUMANUS ANTHONY CHONTONG, son'is
petitioner and requests appointment as
Administrator without bond.

Petitioner is sole heir and waives bond.

FUll IAEA - ok.

Decedent died intestate.

Residence: Fresno

Publication: The Business Journal

Estimated value of the Estate:

Personal property - $46,293.00
Real property - $130,000.00
Total: - $176,293.00

Probate Referee: Steven Diebert

NEEDS/PROBLEMS/COMMENTS:

Note: If the petition is granted status
hearings will be set as follows:

* Friday, 10/04/2013 at 9:00a.m.
in Dept. 303 for the filing of the
inventory and appraisal and

* Friday, 06/27/2014 at 9:00a.m.
in Dept. 303 for the filing of the
first account and final distribution.

Pursuant to Local Rule 7.5 if the required
documents are filed 10 days prior to the
hearings on the matter the status
hearing will come off calendar and no
appearance wil be required.

Reviewed by: LV

Reviewed on: 04/23/2013

Updates:

Recommendation: Submitted

File 11 —Chontong

11
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12

Jessica Marie Deen (GUARD/P)

Case No.05CEPR00587

Atty Womack, Wanda Kathleen (Pro Per - Paternal Grandmother — Guardian)
Atty Womack, Jesse W. (Pro Per - Paternal Step-Grandfather - Petitioner)
Petition for Appointment of Guardian of the Person (Prob. C. 1510)
| Age: 12 WANDA KATHLEEN WOMACK, Paternal NEEDS/PROBLEMS/COMMENTS:
Grandmother, was appointed Guardian on
6-22-06.
JESSE W. WOMACK, Paternal Step-
Grandfather, is Pefitioner and requests
Aff.Sub.Wit. appointment as Co-Guardian with Wanda
v Verified Kathleen Womack.
Inventory Father: JEREMY DEEN
FTC - Consents and waives notice
Not.Cred. Mother: REBECCA WEGLEY
N/A | Notice of Hrg - Consents and waives nofice
N/A | Aff.Mail Paternal Grandfather: Deceased
Aff Pub. Maternal Grondfofher: Rok?err Wegley
Sp.Nic - Consents and waives notice o
— Maternal Grandmother: Vanessa McGinnis
N/A | PersServ. - Consents and waives notice
v Conf. Screen Siblings: Anthony Deen, Dallas Childers
Letters - Anthony consents and waives notice
v Duties/Supp . . i )
Obiect Pefitioner states Jessica has lived with her
jections " .
= grandmother and Petitioner since she was
Video five years old. Wanda Kathleen Womack,
Receipt Jessica's paternal grandmother, was
Cl Report appointed as Guardian alone in 2006.
Clearances Petitioner states that in the event something
Order happens to Mrs. Womack, Jessica wants fo
Aff. Posting continue to live with Petitioner as her Reviewed by: skc
status Rpt guord|oh. All re_Io’nves and the minor consent Reviewed on: 423-13
” UCCJEA and waive nofice. Updates:
Citation Court Investigator Jo Ann Monis filed a report Recommendation:
FTB Nofice on 4-12-13. File 12-Deen

12

Dept. 303, 9:00 a.m. Monday, April 29, 2013




13
Atty
Atty

Sergio Rocha & Estefanie Rocha Galvez (GUARD/P)

Campbell, Yadira Noemi (Pro Per - Pefitioner - Sister)

Case No. 12CEPR00652

Campbell, Lauren Leroy (Pro Per - Pefitioner — Brother in Law)
Petition for Appointment of Guardian of the Person (Prob. C. 1510)

Sergio Rocha

Age:

16

Estafanie Rocha Galvez

Age:

12

Cont. from 092712

Aff.Sub.Wit.

v

Verified

Inventory

PTC

Not.Cred.

Notice of Hrg

Aff.Mail

Aff.Pub.

Sp.Nitc.

Pers.Serv.

n/a

Conf. Screen

Lefters

Duties/Supp

Objections

Video
Receipt

Cl Report

9202

Order

Aff. Posting

Status Rpt

UCCIJEA

Citation

FTB Noftice

TEMPORARY EXPIRES 04/29/2013

YADIRA NOEMI CAMPBELL &
LAUREN LEROY CAMPBELL, sister
and brother in law, are petitioners.
Petitioners reside in Colorado
Springs, Co.

Father: RAMIRO ROCHA DURAN,
consents and waives notice

Mother: OFELIA GALVEZ, consents
and waives noftice

Paternal Grandfather: Everado
Rocha, consents and waives
noftice

Paternal Grandmother: Socorro
Duran Rocha, consents and
waives nofice

Maternal Grandparents: Nof Listed,

Declaration of Due Diligence filed
07/26/2012.

Pefitioner states: Father is terminally
il he cannot physically or morally
support the children’s needs.

Court Investigator Jennifer Young's
report filed 09/26/2012.

NEEDS/PROBLEMS/COMMENTS:

Minute Order of 09/27/2012: The Court on its
own motion grants a temporary guardianship in
favor of Yadira Campbell and Lauren
Campbell. The Court orders Yadira Campbell
to establish a guardianship in Colorado. If proof
of a guardianship is submitted to this court by
04/29/2013, no appearance will be necessary.

The following issues sfill remain:
1. Need Notice of Hearing

2. Need proof of service fifteen (15) days prior
to the hearing of the Notice of Hearing
along with a copy of the Petition for
Appointment of Guardian or consent and
waiver of notice or declaration of due
diligence for:

¢ Maternal Grandparents (Not Listed)
—Unless the Court dispenses with
notice.

Note: Declaration of Due Diligence states that

the maternal grandparents are believed to be

residing in Mexico. Attempts were made to call
the maternal grandparents however a busy
signal was received or the number was not in
service.

Reviewed by: LV

Reviewed on: 04/25/2013

Updates:

Recommendation:

File 13-Rocha & Galvez

13
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14
Atty

Melina Soyinthisane (GUARD/P)

Soyinthisane, Souksamone (pro per — paternal aunt/Petitioner)

Case No. 13CEPR0O0156

Petition for Appointiment of Guardian of the Person (Prob. C. 1510)

Age: 3 months

Cont. from

Aff.Sub.Wit.

v

Verified

Inventory

PTC

Not.Cred.

Notice of
Hrg

Aff.Mail

Aff.Pub.

Sp.Nic.

Pers.Serv.

n/a

Conf.
Screen

Letters

Duties/Supp

Objections

Video
Receipt

Cl Report

9202

Order

Aff. Posting

Status Rpt

UCCJEA

Citation

FTB Notice

NO TEMPORARY REQUESTED

SOUKSAMONE SOYINTHISANE, paternal
aunt, is Petitioner.

Father: SOMCHAY SOYINTHISANE —
Consent & Waiver of Nofice filed 04/15/13

Mother: LORIE APHAYVONG - Consent &
Waiver of Nofice filed 04/15/13

Paternal grandfather: SOMMAY
SOYINTHISANE

Paternal grandmother: THONGSY
SOYINTHISANE

Maternal grandfather: NOT LISTED
Maternal grandmother: NOT LISTED

Siblings: Sammy (4) and Serlong (1)

Pefitioner alleges that neither parent is able
to care for the child at this time. The baby
was removed from the mother’s care due
fo drug use.

Court Investigator Jennifer Young filed a
report on 04/22/13.

NEEDS/PROBLEMS/COMMENTS:

1.

Need Nofice of Hearing.

2. Need proof of service by mail at

least 15 days before the hearing of

Notice of Hearing with a copy of the

Petition for Appointment of Guardian

of the Person or Declaration of Due

Diigence or Consent & Waiver of

Notice for:

- Sommay Soyinthisane (paternal
grandfather)

- Thongsy Soyinthisane* (paternal
grandmother)

- Matemal grandfather

- Maternal grandmother*

*1tis noted that a Consent & Waiver

of Noftice was filed 04/15/13 in which

two people identified as “grandma”

signed. However, the examineris

unable to read the names of the

persons sighing the document,

therefore it is unclear whether these

are consents from both the paternal

and maternal grandmothers.

Reviewed by: JF

Reviewed on: 04/23/13

Updates:

Recommendation:

File 14 - Soyinthisane

14
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15 Rick Gerald Smith il (GUARD/P) Case No. 13CEPR00311
Atlty Smith, Marlene (pro per - paternal grandmother/Petitioner)
Atty Smith, Rick (pro per - paternal grandfather/Petitioner)
Petition for Appointment of Temporary Guardianship of the Person
Age: 10 GENERAL HEARING 06/17/13 NEEDS/PROBLEMS/COMMENTS:
RICK SMITH and MARLENE SMITH, paternal
grandparents, are Petitioners.

Cont. from Father: RICK G. SMITH, JR. - Consent &

AR SUb. Wit. Waiver of Notice filed 04/16/13
/ o,

Verified Mother: CLAUDIA E. RIVERA SMITH -

Inventory Consent & Waiver of Notice filed 04/25/13

PTC

Not.Cred. Maternal grandfather: UNKNOWN

Nofice of Hrg | x Maternal grandmother: CARMEN RIVERA -

Aff.Mail Consent & Waiver of Notice filed 04/16/13

Aff.Pub.

Sp.Nic. Petitioners allege that the minor’'s mother

Pers.Serv. n/a dropped him off with his father on 03/23/13
7 1o and has not returned. Her current

onf. Screen

Letters

Duties/Supp

Objections

Video
Receipt

Cl Report

9202

Order

Aff. Posting

Status Rpt

UCCJEA

Citation

FTB Nofice

whereabouts are unknown. It is believed

that she is in Los Angeles with her boyfriend,

but Petitioners have no way of contacting
her. Her cell phone has been shut off.
Petitioners state that the minor has lived
with them the majority of his life, but his
mother removed him from their home in
October 2012. Since then, his grades have
declined and the mother has not followed
through with medical freatment.

Reviewed by: JF

Reviewed on: 04/23/13

Updates: 04/25/13

Recommendation:

File 15-Smith

Dept. 303, 9:00 a.m. Monday, April 29, 2013

15




16 Renae Rico (GUARD/P) Case No. 13CEPR00319
Atty McGraw, Michael Anthony (pro per - cousin/Petitioner)
Petition for Appointiment of Temporary Guardian of the Person (Prob. C. 2250)
Age: 5 GENERAL HEARING 06/18/13 NEEDS/PROBLEMS/COMMENTS:
MICHAEL ANTHONY McGRAW, cousin, is 1. Need Nofice of Hearing.
Pefifioner. 2. Need proof of personal service at
least 5 court days before the hearin
Cont. from Father: ERNESTO RICO of Notice of Heg/ring with a copy of °
Aff.Sub.Wit. the Petition for Appointment of
7 | Verffied Mother: TERESA RICO Temporary Guardian of the Person or
Consent & Waiver of Notice or
Inventory Paternal grandfather: GUADALUPE RICO Declaration of Due Diigence for:
PTC Paternal grandmother: BEATRICE RICO - Emesto Rico (father)
Not.Cred. - Teresa Rico (mother)
Nofice of Hrg Petitioner alleges that the motheris , i _
Aff.Mail homeless, on drugs, and suffers from mental 3. Confidential Guardian Screening
Aff.Pub. health issues. The fatherisinjail. Pefitioner Fomisnot marked at #3re:|
have/Have not been charged with,
Sp.Nic. states that the mother has an open CPS amested for. or convicted of a crime
Pers.Serv. case and has 5 other children in foster care. deemed to be a felony or a
v | conf. Screen misdemeanor.
Y Leﬂ.ers 4, UCCIJEAisincomplete and only lists
v_| Duties/Supp the child’s residence for the past 7
Objections months. Need residence information
Video for the past 5 years.
Receipt
Cl Report
9202
v | Order
Aff. Posting Reviewed by: JF
Status Rpt Reviewed on: 04/23/13
v | UCCJEA Updates:
Citation Recommendation:
FTB Notice File 16 -Rico

16
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17A
Atty

Atty

John R. Panzak (Estate)

Shekoyan, James E., of Baker Manock & Jensen (for John R. Panzak, Jr., Deceased Executor;

and for Petitioner Sharon Panzak, spouse)
Risner, Randy J., sole practitioner (for Competing Petitioner Gordon Panzak, son)

Case No. T0CEPR00505

Probate Status Hearing Re: the Estate; and Failure to File a First Account or Petition for
Final Distribution [Prob. C. 12200, et seq.]

DOD: 3/12/2010

Cont. from 090712,

o1

13,041913

Aff.Sub.W

Verified

Inventory

PTC

Not.Cred.

Notice of
Hrg

Aff.Mail

Aff.Pub.

Sp.Nic.

Pers.Serv.

Conf.
Screen

Letters

Duties/S

Objection

Video
Receipt

Stat. Report

9202

Order

Aff. Post

Status Rpt

UCCIJEA

Citation

FTB Nofice

JOHN R. PANZAK, JR., son, was
appointed Executor of the estate and
Lettersissued on 8/11/2010.

John Panzak, Jr., served as Trustee of
the JOHN ROBERT PANZAK TRUST dated
2007 since Decedent’s death in March
2010; beneficiaries of the Will are John
R. Panzak, Jr., Gordon Panzak, and the
Trust; beneficiaries of the Trust are John
R. Panzak, Jr., and Gordon Panzak.

Petitions by Claimants GORDON
PANZAK, son, and CHARLES PANZAK,
son, were filed on 3/9/2011 seeking the
Court's determination of ownership of
specific items of property including a
pick-up fruck and real property
located in Santa Cruz. Following the
fiing of demurrers, amended petitions,
and amended demurrers, an Order on
Demurrer to Second Amended Petition
fo Determine Ownership of Real
Property signed on 1/31/2012 sustains
the general demurrer to the second
amended petition without leave to
amend.

~Please see additional page~

NEEDS/PROBLEMS/COMMENTS:

Page 17B is the Petition for Letters of Adminisfration
with Will Annexed for successor administration filed
by SHARON PANZAK.

Page 17C is the Petition for Letters of Adminisfration
with Will Annexed for successor administration filed
by GORDON PANZAK.

Continued from 4/19/2013. Minute Order states:
No appearances. Pursuant to Probate Code
10953(c), the Court orders that the personal
representative be responsible for an accounting.
Matter contfinued to 4/29/2013.

1. Pefition for Letters of Administration with Will
Annexed filed by SHARON PANZAK states the
Executor, JOHN R. PANZAK, JR., died on
2/15/2013. Probate Code § 10952 provides, in
pertinent part, that a personal representative
who resigns or is removed or whose authority is
otherwise terminated shall, unless the Court
extends the time, file an account not later
than 60 days after termination of authority.
Sixty days expired on 4/15/2013. Need First
Account for the period of 8/11/2010 to
2/15/2013, representing the administration of
the deceased personal representative, JOHN
R. PANZAK, JR., pursuant to Probate Code §
10953(c), which provides, in pertinent part, if a
personal representative dies and no legal
representative is appointed for the deceased
personal representative, the Court may
compel the aftorney of record in the estate
proceeding fo file an account of the
administration of the deceased persondal
representative.

Reviewed by: LEG

Reviewed on: 4/26/13

Updates:

Recommendation:

File 17AA -Panzak

Dept. 303, 9:00 a.m. Monday, April 29, 2013




First Additional Page 17A, John R. Panzak (Estate), Case No. 10CEPR00505

Notes for Background:

Status Report of Personal Representative filed 1/8/2013 by John R. Panzak, Jr., states:

O

O

The probate estate has a single asset which is a brokerage account with Merill Lynch; most of
Decedent’s assets were in his living trust which are not part of the probate estate;

Gordon Panzak filed two litigation matters between himself and Petitioner, as the Executor of the estate;
one of the litigation matters involves the probate estate; the second matter is a civil litigation action filed
by Mr. Panzak (Case #11CECG00789) regarding the Decedent’s trust and frust assets; the issues in the
civil litigation matter are entwined with the issues in the probate estate;

The Petitioner was prepared to commence trial in the civil litigation action, which was scheduled to
begin on 12/12/2012; on 12/6/2012, just six days prior to the scheduled civil litigation action trial date,
Gordon Panzak dismissed this case without prejudice, and on the same day [empharsis in original], he
fled a new civil litigation action (Case #12CECG03842) citing the same causes of action and the same
grievances as alleged in the action he just dismissed — the new complaint is basically a copy of the
complaint that was dismissed the same day (please refer to copy of new complaint filed 12/6/2012
affached as Exhibit A);

The issues in the civil litigation matter are entwined with the issues in the probate estate; as soon as the
civil litigation is resolved, Petitioner infends to close the probate estate.

The filing of demurrers to the pefition and to amended petitions resulted as follows: Court issued an Order on
Demurrer to First Amended Petifion fo Determine Ownership of Real Property on 11/1/2011, which sustained the
demurrer filed by John Panzak, Jr. to the first amended petition filed by Gordon Panzak. Second amended
petition to determine ownership was filed by Gordon Panzak on 11/21/2011, and demurrer was filed on
12/30/2011.

Notice of Status Hearing filed on 7/26 /2012 set a status hearing on 9/7/2012 for failure to file a first account or
petition for final distribution in the estate. Clerk’s Certificate of Mailing shows the notice of status hearing was
mailed to Attorney James Shekoyan and John R. Panzak, Jr. on 7/26/2012.

Status Report of Personal Representative filed by John R. Panzak, Jr. on 8/23/2012 states:

The probate estate has a single asset which is a brokerage account with Mernill Lynch; most of
Decedent’s assets were in his living trust which are not part of the probate estate;

There are currently two pending litigation matters between Petitioner and his brother, Gordon Panzak;
one of the litigation matters involves the probate estate, and the second matter involves a civil litigation
action filed by Gordon Panzak in Case #11CECG00789 regarding Decedent’s Trust and Trust assets; the
issues in the civil litigation matter are entwined in the probate estate matter, therefore as soon as the civil
litigation is resolved, Petitioner intends to close the probate estate; a Mandatory Settlement Conference
in the civil litigation has been scheduled for 11/13/2012, and a frial date is set of 12/12/2012;

Several creditor’s claims were filed with the Court or presented against the estate and have been
rejected by Petitioner, in sum as follows: Gordon Panzak filed on 12/8/2010 several claims including 2
interest in Santa Cruz property, rent waste and damage, pick-up truck and furniture, for a claimed value
totaling in excess of $1 million; all rejected on 2/1/2011;

An Inventory and Appraisal was filed on 4/25/2011 showing an estate value of $520,693.06 (please refer
fo Schedule A attached for summary of the estate inventory);

The devisee of the estate pursuant to Decedent’s Will admitted to probate on 8/22/2010is John R.
Panzak, Jr., Trustee of the John R. Panzak Living Trust.

Dept. 303, 9:00 a.m. Monday, April 29, 2013



17B
Atty

Atty

John R. Panzak (Estate)

Shekoyan, James E., of Baker Manock & Jensen (for John R. Panzak, Jr., Deceased Executor;

and for Petitioner Sharon Panzak, spouse)

Case No. T0CEPR00505

Risner, Randy J., sole practitioner (for Competing Pefitioner Gordon Panzak, son)

Petition for Probate of Will and for Letters of Adminisiration with Will Annexed [filed by Sharon
Panzak], Authorization to Administer Under the Independent Administration of Estates Act

DOD: 3/12/2010

Cont. from 041913

Aff.Sub.Wit

v

Verified

Inventory

PTC

Not.Cred.

Nofice of
Hrg

Aff.Mail

Aff.Pub.

>~ zl~s

Sp.Nic.

Pers.Serv.

Conf.
Screen

Letters

Duties/S

Objection

Video
Receipt

Cl Report

9202

Order

Aff. Post

Status Rpt

UCCIJEA

Citation

FTB Notc

SHARON PANZAK, spouse of deceased
personal representative JOHN R.
PANZAK, JR., is Petitioner and requests
appointment as Administrator with Will
Annexed without bond.

FUll lAEA - OK

Wil Dated: 3/13/2007; Decedent’s Will
was admitted to Probate by Minute
Order dated 8/11/2010.

Fowler
Filed 7/30/2010

Residence:
Publication:

Estimated value of the Estate:

Personal property - $521,000.00
Annualincome/PP - $21,000.00
Total - $542,000.00
Petitioner states:

e JOHN R. PANZAK, JR., was appointed
personal representative of the
Decedent’s estate on 8/11/2010;
John Jr.recently died on 2/15/2013;

e Decedent’s Will pour over named
John Jr. as the personal
representative, and GORDON G.
PANZAK, as the altemate personal
representative if John Jr. ceased to
act;

e After John Jr. was appointed
personal representative, Gordon, an
attorney representing himself, fled 6
creditor’s claims against the
Decedent’s estate, each of which
was denied on 2/1/2011;

~Please see additional page~

NEEDS/PROBLEMS/COMMENTS:

Note: Petition states at Item 3(f) (1) (d) that other
named executors will not act because of the
reasons stated in Attachment 3(f)(1)(d) (noted at
center.) Probate Code § 8440 requires a waiver
of the right to appoinfment as Executor from
GORDON G. PANZAK, named alternate Executor
in Decedent’s WIll, prior to the appointment of
Petitioner, absent the Court making a finding in its
discretion pursuant to Probate Code § 8441(b) or
under some other provision that appointment of
Petitioner appears more appropriate under the
circumstances.

Note: Pefitioner requests bond not be required,
and Attachment 3(d) to the Petition states the
beneficiary of Decedent’s Will is the Petitioner’s
spouse, JOHN R. PANZAK, JR., who recently died,
and he and Petitioner created their own
revocable frust, of which Petitioner is the sole
Trustee, and as Trustee of their Trust, Petitioner
waives the requirement of bond. Waiver of bond
in writing by the estate beneficiaries is permitted
pursuant to Probate Code § 8481(a)(2).
Decedent’s pour over Will distributes the estate
personal property to John Panzak, Jr. and
Gordon Panzak in equal shares, and the entire
residue of the estate to the Trustee of the JOHN R.
PANZAK [SR.] LIVING TRUST, which in Article 4.1
names GORDON G. PANZAK as second
Successor Trustee after John Panzak Jr. Therefore,
absent waiver of bond from Gordon Panzak,
Court may require Petitioner to post bond of
$542,000.00 pursuant to Probate Code §§ 8480
and 8482(a)(3).

Reviewed by: LEG

Reviewed on: 4/26/13

Updates:

Recommendation:

File 17B - Panzak

Dept. 303, 9:00 a.m. Monday, April 29, 2013




First Additional Page 17B, John R. Panzak (Estate) Case No. 10CEPR00505

Petitioner states, continued:

e Gordon filed a lawsuit against the Decedent’s estate in this proceeding, and a separate civil lawsuit
(11CECG00789) against John Jr., both individually and as Executor of the estate and Trustee of the JOHN R.
PANZAK [SR.] LIVING TRUST, the Trust being the beneficiary of the Decedent’s estate, alleging similar claims as in
the probate lawsuit, both of which lawsuits are still pending;

e 0On10/23/2012, John Jr.’s attoreys took the deposition of Gordon in the civil litigation, but he failed to produce
any documents in support of his claims in response to a request to produce that had been previously served on
him, claiming the documents had been either lost, stolen or shredded;

e  On12/12/2012, trial was to commence in the civil litigation, but on 12/6/2012, Gordon requested the Court
dismiss the civil lawsuit, without prejudice, and on 12/7/2012, the Court dismissed the lawsuit without prejudice;

e However, without any nofice to John Jr.'s attorneys, also on 12/7/2012, Gordon filed a new lawsuit identical to
the just dismissed lawsuit (12CECG03842);

e On2/8/2013, Judge Donald S. Black issued a judgment against Gordon ordering him to pay John Jr., the estate,
and the Trust $1,223.00 for costs of suit in the dismissed lawsuit; Notice of Entry of Judgment was mailed to
Gordon on 2/21/2013, and filed with the Court on 2/22/2013;

e Additionally, online search of Fresno County Government public records discloses that since February 2005, at
least 7 judgments in Fresno County have been entered against Gordon for non-payment of bills to various
creditors, and at least another 4 “Certificates of Sale” have been recorded by Consolidated Irigation District
against Gordon for non-payment of irigation taxes;

o Decedent created the JOHN PANZAK [SR.] LIVING TRUST on 11/27/2000, and amended the Trust by a First
Amendment on 5/2/2003, and a Second Amendment on 3/13/2007, which revoked the First Amendment in its
entirety and revoked Article 3 of the Trust inits enfirety (copies of the Trust and Second Amendment attached
as Exhibit A);

¢ The new Article 3 of the Trust, as set forth in the Second Amendment, provided that Gordon was to receive, free
of trust, the Decedent’s home in Fowler, and the sum of $200,000.00, and that all other assets of the Trust estate,
including any remainder assets, were to be distributed to John Jr., free of trust;

e Both Gordon and John Jr. survived the Decedent by more than 60 days, and on 5/12/2010, each of them
became entitled to his respective beneficiary interest in the Trust;

o Gordon has received distribution of all of the assets fo which he is entitled as beneficiary of the Trust, as follows:

o On9/1/2010, John, as Trustee of the Trust, executed a grant deed to fransfer the Decedent’s home to
Gordon; after multiple requests to Gordon by John's attorney to sign documents needed to
accompany the recording of the grant deed, on 11/17/2010, the grant deed was recorded in the
Fresno County Recorder’s office, and the original recorded grant deed was subsequently sent to
Gordon;

o On11/4/2010, Gordon came to the offices of Baker Manock & Jensen and met with James E.
Shekoyan, one of John Jr.'s attorneys; Mr. Shekoyan gave Gordon a check, made payable to him from
the Trust, in the amount of $200,000.00; Gordon signed a written receipt for the check in which he
acknowledged that the distribution was pursuant to Section 3.1 of the Second Amendment to the Trust;

~Please see additional page~
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Petitioner states, continued:

e Allremaining assets held in the Trust estate in 2010 were distributed to John Jr. as provided by Sections 3.1 and
3.3 of the Second Amendment to the Trust; per Section 3.3, the remaining Trust estate, which includes all of the
assets to be received from the probate estate on the close of the probate proceeding, are to be distributed to
John Jr;

¢ Since John Jr. was entitled to the distribution at his death, the distribution from the estate will be to John Jr.’s
estate;

e In 2012, John Jr. and his wife Sharon Panzak (Petitioner) established their own revocable trust, and among the
assets transferred to their revocable trust was John Jr.’s vested right to distribution of the remaining trust estate of
the Trust;

e Asaconsequence of John's death, Petitioner is now the sole Trustee of their revocable trust, and as such
Trustee, will be the recipient of the distribution of the remaining trust estate of the Trust on the close of the
pending probate proceeding;

e Gordon has no entittement to any further distribution of any assets from the Trust, including but [not] limited to all
of the assets that are the subject of the probate proceeding; he is only a litigant against the probate estate and
the Trust, and a number of his claims have dlready been denied by the Court sustaining demurrers without
leave to amend [emphasis in originall;

e The Court should also be aware that even after Gordon received the distributions listed above, when filing his
lawsuits, he petitioned the Court to waive his obligation to pay court filing fees, claiming he was financially
unable to pay the fees; in at least one instance, the Court waived his need to pay court filing fees; it is believed
that he may have misrepresented to the Court that he was financially unable to pay the fees;

e Based on the foregoing, Petitioner believes

(a) that since Gordon has no interest in the assets that are the subject of this probate proceeding or the
remainder assets of the Trust estate,

(b) that all of the assets that are the subject of this probate proceeding will be distributed to Petitioner's
husband John Jr.’s estate and to her as Trustee of her and John Jr.'s revocable frust, and

(c) thatsince Gordonis suing the Decedent’s estate and the Decedent’s Trust and has a conflict of
interest, he should not act as the personal representative of the Decedent’s estate.

e Petitioner, as John Jr.’s wife, requests that she be appointed as the Administrator with Will Annexed of the
Decedent’s estate.

Note re Successor Trustee: Petitioner states John Jr. acted as Trustee of the JOHN PANZAK [SR.] LIVING
TRUST until his death on 2/15/2013; although Gordon is named as the successor trustee of the Trust,
Petitioner is filing concurrently with this Petition a Petition for Appointment of Successor Trustee requesting
that Petitioner, and not Gordon, be appointed as the successor trustee of the Trust based upon the
same reasons stated above [please refer to Page 7 of this 4/29/2013 calendar.]

~Please see additional page~
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Respondent GORDON PANZAK’S Objection to and Opposition to the Petition of SHARON PANZAK for Letters of
Administration, etc., filed 4/24/2013 states:

Decedent’s Will executed on 3/13/2007 names JOHN PANZAK, JR., as Executor and GORDON PANZAK as
Successor Executor;

On 3/12/2010, JOHN PANZAK, SR. died; on 2/15/2013, JOHN PANZAK, JR. died;

On 3/18/2013, GORDON PANZAK filed a petition to become Executor; on 3/11/2013, SHARON PANZAK filed the
instant petition;

Obijection 1: GORDON PANZAK is a named Executorin the Wil; the named Executor has a right to be
appointed Executor by the terms of Probate Code § 8420 [emphasis in original]; the death of John Jr. was
concedled by Sharon Panzak and attomeys Shekoyan and Paloutzian from Gordon; Gordon's Petition was
nevertheless timely filed; Sharon has no standing to file a petition for administration, when there is a named
Executor wiling to act (Probate Code § 8440); Sharon'’s petition should be summarily denied.

Obijection 2: The grounds stated [in Sharon'’s petition] are insufficient to constitute grounds for appointment of a
stranger to the estate as administrator; the petition claims that the named Executor “will not act;” this is untrue;
the death of John Jr. was concealed by Sharon and her attorneys from Gordon and his counsel; upon
discovery of the death of John Jr., a petition was timely filed by Gordon and is pending before the Court
[please refer to Page 17C of 4/29/2013 calendar];

Demands on the Estate attomeys, Shekoyan and Paloutzian, were made both verbally and in writing for the
documents of the estate and all records; to date nothing has been received; in abdication of their responsibility
to the Estate and the office of Executor, attorneys Shekoyan and Paloutzian have violated their duty to the the
Estate and the office of Executor by attempting to place a stranger to the Estate in the office of Executor; this
representation is directly repugnant to the duty as attorneys to the Estate and the office of Executor;

Sharon’s petition is a direct attack on the Will of the Decedent and is contrary to law in that Probate Code §
8420 provides that a named Executor is to be appointed as a matter of right [emphasis in original]; the
administration of the Estate is far is riddled with fraud, embezzement and deceit, all done with the apparent
connivance of the two attorneys; a motion to recuse the attorneys will be filed shortly;

Fraud upon the Estate: A simple case in point of the fraud and deceit being perpetrated upon the Estate and
the Court is that in Afftachment 3(d) of Sharon’s petition, she states under penalty of perjury “The beneficiary of
the decedent’s Will is Pefitioner’s spouse...” In the Inventory and Appraisal filed in November 2012, John Jr.
attested under penalty of perjury that the sole beneficiary of the decedent’s Estate was the John Panzak Trust;
Neither statement is correct! [emphasis in original].

o The Wil provides for a division of the personal property of John Panzak Sr. to go 2 to John Jr. and 'z to
Gordon;

o Decedent had a motor vehicle, which John Jr. sold for $16,000.00; Decedent had furniture, firearms and
other personal property of $40,000.00 or more and Decedent had jewelry and valuables of over
$40,000.00, the existence of which was admitted by John Jr.;

o None of these items are in the inventory and appraisal filed in November 2012 and are presumed
embezzled;

o Under the terms of the Will, Gordon is obviously a beneficiary of the Estate; additionally, the *grounds”
stated in Attachment 3(d) of Sharon’s petition do not address the issue asserted in Sharon'’s petition that
the named Executor “will not act;”

~Please see additional page~
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Respondent GORDON PANZAK'S Objection filed 4/24/2013, continued:

e Respondent asserts that the issues pertaining to the Trust asserted by Sharon are not relevant to the issues of who
is to become the Executor and whether Gordon “will not act;”

e Any pertinentissues addressed in Attachment 3(f) (1) (d) were known to the Decedent when he re-executed
the Will and modified the Trust in 2007 and were waived by him; Decedent re-named Gordon as Executor and
Successor Trustee with full knowledge of those facts;

e The Creditor's Claims are not a conflict of interest in that the Trust directs the Trustee to pay the debts of the
Decedent from the Trust or Estate, and the suit now pending is directed at paying just debts of the Decedent
and are consistent with the Trust direction to pay debf.

Respondent prays that:
1. The Petition of Gordon Panzak filed 3/18/2013 be granted;
2. The Petition of Sharon Panzak be stricken as not being allowed by law and not having sufficient grounds in
law;
3. The Respondent be awarded fees, costs and attorney fees;
4. Sanctions be assessed against Sharon Panzak for filing a frivolous and unlawful petition.
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