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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF HAWAII

LEONARD G. HOROWITZ, an ) Bankruptcy Case No: 16-00239
individual; and SHERRI KANE, an ) Adversarial Proc. No: 16-90015
individual ) (Chapter 13)
Plaintiffs, )
VS. ) MEMORANDUM IN REPLY TO
) DEFENDANTS’ MOTION FOR
PAUL J. SULLA, JR. an individual; ) RELIEF FROM STAY [FRBP Rule
PAUL J. SULLA JR., ATTORNEY AT ) 362(d)(4)(A) and (g); FOURTEENETH
LAW A LAW CORPORATION, a ) AMENDMENT] and; AFFIDAVIT OF
corporation; THE ECLECTIC CENTER ) LEONARD G. HOROWITZ;
OF UNIVERSAL FLOWING LIGHT- ) APPENDIX I;
PAULO ROBERTOSILVA E SOUZA, a EXHIBITS “1” THRU “30.”
Hawaii corporation sole; JASON )
HESTER, an individual; THE OFFICE )
OF OVERSEER, A CORPORATE ; JUDGE:
SOLE AND ITS SUCCESSOR, OVER 3
AND FOR THE POPULAR ) HONORABLE ROBERT J. FARIS
ASSEMBLY OF REVITALIZE, A
GOSPEL OF BELIEVERS: STEPHEN BK TRUSTEE:
D. WHITTAKER, an individual; HONORABLE HOWARD M.S. HU
STEWART TITLE GUARANTY
COMPANY; and DOES 1 through 50,
Inclusive
Defendants

MEMORANDUM IN REPLY TO DEFENDANTS’ MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM STAY

NOW COMES Plaintiff Pro se “Debtor,” and Adversary Proceeding “Creditors” LEONARD

GEORGE HOROWITZ (“Horowitz”) and SHERRI KANE (“Kane”)(together “HK™), filing this

Opposition to Motion for Relief from Stay by Movants PAUL J. SULLA, JR. ( “Sulla™), JASON

HESTER (“Hester”), and STEPHEN D. WHITTAKER ( *“Whittaker) (collectively referred to as
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“Movants™). Movants’ seek relief from the stay pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 362 (d)(2)(A) and (B): “(A)
the erroneous claim that Debtor Horowitz does not have an equity in such property” held under the
stay: and “(B) such property is [allegedly] not necessary to an effective reorganization.” Debtor

Horowitz and Kane strongly disagree for the following reasons.

BACKGROUND: Underlying this bankruptcy proceeding are two cases that have generated
conflicting circuit court judgments: Civ. No. 05-1-0196 (hereafter “Civ. 0196”; Exhibit 1) and Civ.
No. 14-1-0304, (hereafter “Civ. 0304”; Exhibit 2).

Civ. 0196 is a judicial foreclosure case in which Horowitz prevailed and foreclosure was
denied. Civ. 0196, originally filed in 2005, now features six (6) “final judgments.” The Fifth Amended
Final Judgment was entered on March 4, 2016, as the result of the Fourth Amended Final J udgment,
not having been in compliance with Jenkins v. Cades Schutte F. leming & Wright, 76 Hawai'i 115, 118,
869 P.2d 1334, 1337 (1994). The case is now under appeal not with regard to the foreclosure in favor
of Horowitz, but with regard to a vacated jugzril:fies and costs , as .C.A .CAAP 16-0000162." In
Civ 196, in addition to prevailing on the issue of foreclosure, Defendant Horowitz also prevailed on
his counterclaim for misrepresentation and fraud and was awarded damages in the amount of
$200,000. Thereafter, Defendant paid the full remainder due on the mortgage less the credit for the
award of damages. However, in a post judgment motion filed months after Defendant paid the final
balloon payment, the Court vacated the award of damages. Vacation of the damages award was based
on a Motion for Judgment as Matter of Law asserting that Horowitz did not plead the fraud claim with
sufficient particularity — even though that Motion for Judgment as a Matter of Law did not comply
with the Hawaii Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 58 prerequisite of the motion having first been made
prior to the case being referred to the jury.

Civ. 0304 is a quiet title case filed in 2014 to enforce a non-judicial foreclosure ( “NJF”) dealing
with the same property and same mortgage, the same series of transactions, and the same parties or their

privies, despite the contrary lower court decision in Civ. 196 that is now under appeal. The Plaintiff in

'A copy of the Notice of Appeal in Civ. 0304 is attached as Exhibit 2 (excluding
Exhibits) and the related Statement of Points of Error is attached as Exhibit 3.



Civ. 0304, Jason Hester, is asserting claimed rights of the original mortgagee (now deceased), Cecil
Loran Lee, even though he represented his familial status as Lee’s nephew, which was later
determined to be false, and argued the legality of the transfer of Lee’s interest based on incorporation
documents later found to have been altered. Civ. 0304 is now also under appeal, .C.A. CAAP 16-
0000163. Therefore unless the Appellate Court determines that the non-judicial foreclosure/quiet title
action trumps the first filed judicial foreclosure, the subject property belongs to Horowitz. Hence
Defendants clearly have an equitable interest in the subject property, their current home.

In this Motion, Sulla recklessly omits any mention of the Court’s decision in 0196 and its
precedent status;” even though Sulla was the attorney of record in 0196! 3 [n addition, Mr. Sulla
conceals his real party in interest as Mr. Hester’s “Grantor” on a “loan” Sulla secured by the subject
Property (Exhibit 11). The Movants actually lack standing to gain relief of stay since neither Sulla or
Hester are holders on the Note. Moreover, the Movants® “Exhibit *A’,” addressed below, is void at

best, since it derives from a series of fraudulent transfers.

I. CONTRARY TO MOVANTS’ ASSERTIONS, HOROWITZ AND KANE DO HAVE
EQUITY IN THE SUBJECT PROPERTY (hereafter, the “Property.”)

Movants’ Position: That Horowitz has no equitable interest in the Property; Horowitz and his Royal
Bloodline of David Ministry (hereafter “RBOD”) lost whatever interest they may have had on April
20, 2010 during a non-judicial foreclosure.

Debtor’s Response: The Movants conceal the Final Judgment in 0196 filed just three weeks ago
ruling just the opposite—that Horowitz made all the necessary payments, established substantial
equity, Hester’s predecessor committed fraud. foreclosure is denied, Sulla violated HRS § 667-5 in

any case making the non-judicial foreclosure void.

? In the event of concurrent cases, based on applicable case law, it is the first filed case,
here Civ. 196, that controls Pacesetter Sys., Inc. v. Medtronic. Inc., 678 F.2d 93, 94-95 (9th
Cir.1982)

* Paul Sulla is however not the attorney of record in Civ. 304, having been disqualified
from doing so by Intermediate Court Judge Honorable Richard L. Puglisi on January 5, 2015, in
Hester v. Horowitz, Civ. No. 14-00413, in “Order Granting in Part and Denying in Part
Defendants Leonard G. Horowitz and Sherri Kane’s Motion to Disqualify Paul J. Sulla, Jr. and
Phillip Carey from Representing Sham Plaintiff Jason Hester.” Exhibit 15.



1. Exhibit 4 shows Horowitz’s Promissory Note containing Horowitz “Individual” signature
evidencing his personal equity interest in the Subject Property as a co-signer and guarantor, Exhibit 5 is
a copy of the Warranty Deed that was falsely warranted by the claim that the Property was sold without

any encumbrances or liens. It was absolutely encumbered.

2. Alternatively, to prove H/K have no equity interest in the Property, the Movants present Exhibit “A”
as evidence that Horowitz and RBOD lost their interest to Hester. Exhibit “A” however is one among
only nine (9) records the Honorable Court can assess to reco gnize the scheme of fraudulently
conveying Horowitz’s Mortgage and Note through a sham trust and Hester to conceal Sulla’s real party
in interest and steal the Property for Sulla. This chain of records include: (Exhibits 3-5) the original
Mortgage, Note, and Warranty Deed dated January 15, 2005; (Exhibits 6-7) the specious Assignments
of Mortgage and Note dated May 15, 2009; (Exhibit 8) an expert opinion on the sham and untimely
creation of the trust called “THE OFFICE OF OVERSEER, A CORPORATE SOLE AND ITS
SUCCESSOR, OVER AND FOR THE POPULAR ASSEMBLY OF REVITALIZE, A GOSPEL OF
BELIEVERS? (hereafter, “GOB™), containing altered and. forged Articles of Incorporation; (Exhibit 9)
a quitclaim deed transfer from GOB to GOB dated May 3, 2010, following the wrongful non-judicial

foreclosure (*NJF”) conducted in contempt of due process, res judicata, and denied foreclosure in 0196,

And Hester was not a bonafide purchaser for value:* (Exhibit 10)

3. In addition, “Exhibit ‘A’”—Sulla’s quitclaim deed issued to Hester and filed by Sulla on June 14,
2011, failed to include the complete filings including, Exhibit 11—SULLA’s securitization of his own
conflicting interest in the Property— synchronously Jiled with the specious quitclaim deed. Sulla’s

concealment is a mortgage “loan” to Hester secured by the Property.

4. By this conversion scheme, Horowitz’s Mortgage and Note, vested originally in the Seller and

lender, Cecil Loran Lee, was conveyed without Debtor’s knowledge or consent by Attorney Sulla’s

* HESTER was not a bona fide purchaser because he purchased the property at auction as the
only bidder: (1) for a false “credit bid” lacking real value, (2) in bad faith, and (3) without actual or
constructive notice of HOROWITZ's rights or compliance with HRS § 667-5 requirements. See
Oakdale Village Group v. Fong, 43 Cal.App.4th 539, 547, 50 Cal.Rptr.2d 810, 815 (Ct.App.1996)

-
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two (2) judgment-proof “clients”—*“substitute plaintiffs” GOB and Hester.

5. Hester and Sulla’s Motion portrays a false picture of Horowitz/Kane having no equitable interest in
the subject property.... as if Movants have a “final” final Judgment in Civ. 0304, and are on the verge
of executing that judgment in a writ of ejectment — when that is not the case. There is no finality in Civ.
0304, because it is now under appeal as [CA CAAP 16 — 0000163, and stands in direct conflict with the

prior filed Civ. 0196, which is also under appeal.

6. As mentioned, Horowitz’s equity interest in the Property is certified by Exhibit 1, filed by Judge

Ibarra in 0196 only a few weeks ago. Its footnote 2, states:

“Foreclosure was requested on the basis that [Horowitz et. al.] committed waste on the property,
failed to keep insurance on the property, conspiracy, trespass to chattels, and for
fraud/misrepresentation, not default on the promissory note and mortgage. The equities involved
with the timely payment, property improvements, balloon payment, and misleading
statements by plaintiff [Lee, Hester’s predecessor in interest], make foreclosure unjust.
Foreclosure having been denied the request for a joint and several deficiency judgment was
not necessary nor the appointment of a commissioner.” (Emphasis added.)

7. Accordingly, the Movants falsely alleged that: (1) Horowitz/RBOD defaulted on the Note, justifying
GOB’s NJF; and (2) Horowitz/RBOD lost all equity interest in the Property. In fact. Sulla falsely
Declared “under penalty of perjury” (on pg. 2 7 8 of Declaration) that “Debtor continually claims to
have an interest in the Property despite repeated Findings, Orders and Judgments in prior State
actions that he has none.” (Emphasis added.) Reconciling this obvious disparity between what the

Court ruled and what Sulla verifies is left to Section II1.

8. Compounding evidence of H/K’s equity interest in the Property is the Quitclaim Deed filed on J uly
11, 2012, with the State of Hawaii Bureau of Conveyances, Doc. No. A-4570676, transferring all of
RBOD’s rights and interest in the Property from RBOD to Horowitz and Kane as Individuals. This was
administered more than three months before Horowitz officially dissolved RBOD due to insolvency

caused most proximally by Sulla et. al.’s eight (8) years of vexatious litigations by 2012.

9. Defendants argue that Horowitz “has no actual legal, equitable or possessory interest” in the



Property “that could possibly be an asset of the bankruptcy estate.” (Page 5. 1 paragraph). To the
contrary, Horowitz prevailed in the only judicial foreclosure action wherefrom res judicata doctrine
issues (i.e., 0196). The trial jury and court awarded Horowitz $200,907.54 that he is still trying to
collect through Appeal No. ICA No. CAAP-16-0000162. Now he has more damages, and several

new claims in the Adversary Proceeding.

II. CONTRARY TO MOVANTS OPPOSITION, THE SUBJECT PROPERTY IS KEY
TO THE RE-ORGANIZATION

MOVANTS OPPOSITION: The Subject Property is not necessary to an effective re-organization.

HOROWITZ/KANE’S POSITION: The subject Property is the key to H’s re-organization, because
Horowitz purchased, and resides in, what was alle ged to be a commercial Property. Beyond paying
timely and completely on the Note, Horowitz personally invested approximately $600,000 in
improvements over a decade to secure prospective economic advantage that Horowitz depends on to
pay his creditors.

1. The purpose of a stay in this, as in other bankruptcy cases, is to allow the Debtor the opportunity to

reorganize so as to be able to be mitigate the outstanding debts. If this key asset is released from the

Stay, the Debtor’s ability to re-organize would be undone.

2. Lifting the stay will cause injustice, irreparable harm, and devastating financial losses given the fact
that the Property is not only Horowitz’s home, and ejectment would cost him tens of thousands of
dollars in losses in personal property and fixtures Horowitz would not have time to sell or remove,
including aqua-cultural and agricultural properties, plus more money to have to pay for alternative
housing; but also the Property is Horowitz’s way out of debt. Currently, the Property has the capacity
to generate approximately $70,000 per year in contributions from overnight guest and day spa users.
This projection is based on on a nearby Bed & Breakfast, Absolute Paradise B&B, that generates

approximately $70,000.00 per year, and does not have the health spa facilities featured on the

Property.

3. H/K have not widely advertised the Property’s commercial capability for three reasons: (1) lacking

money that has been tied up paying lawyers for more than ten years, and the stay and victory in the



Adversary Proceeding would enable Horowitz to launch a large advertising campaign as was initially
planned; (2) The Movants have caused the title to be slandered, thus jeopardizing ownership of the
Property, and free use and enjoyment of the Property. The stay, and victory in the Adversary
Proceeding would enable H/K to develop the Property and its commercial success with partners and
steady managers and caretakers. So far, under the strain of lawsuits, and fear of losing the Property,
steady development and staff have been impossible to maintain; and (3) as the Movants demonstrate
by their filing of their Exhibit “B”—old advertisements, some of which were published by Sulla’s
“client” Lee and pre-date Horowitz’s purchase of the Property—precluding any more advertisements

that may be used as evidence against H/K by the Movants.

4. The Property has been tied up in litigations since 2005. Initially Horowitz invested nearly $10,000
in Internet advertising to develop an extensive website that required blocking during litigation.
Currently, the only advertisement, as the Movants’ correctly report, for “vacation renters” that rarely
come, and have only contributed approximately $300 per month for the past several years. That money
goes very quickly to pay for maintenance fees (e.g., repairing or replacing farm equipment, or

gasoline.)

5. Given these matters of fact and contingencies, coupled with the Exhibits presented that evidence the
Movants “bad faith™ in false Declarations. as listed in Appendix I hereto attached, and “unclean hands”
demonstrated by Sulla’s complete omission of the 0196 Final Judgment, the best decision the
Honorable Court can make to help the Debtor succeed in his re-organization plan is to sua sponte
provide Declaratory relief by extending the stay, and better yet, clearing the title in favor of H/ K,

enabling them to get started immediately with commercializing the Property.

6. Once the Debtor is able to advertise the Property, and open doors that have remained substantially
closed to prospective guests, contributions will exceed expenses by $2,000 to $3,000 per month,
according to the Chapter 13 plan. That would make it MUCH easier to pay our main creditors, attorney

Margaret Wille, and the CHASE credit card company.



ITIl. ATTORNEY SULLA HAS A HISTORY OF INVOLVEMENT IN SWINDLING PARTIES
OUT OF THEIR PROPERTY INCLUDING IN THIS CASE.

1. According to Exhibits 12 thru 15, Attorney SULLA has demonstrated a pattern of arguing
frivolously and recklessly to justify fraud and unfair and deceptive trade. Sulla was Publicly Censured
by the Supreme Court of Hawaii for such pleading to defraud the US Tax Court in Takaba;’ (Exhibit
12) was disqualified as a necessary witness for filing at least one fraudulent tax return with defendant
Travis®; (Exhibit 13); indicted for complicity in money laundering using another sham “religious” trust
scheme in United States vs. Arthur Lee Ong, Cr. No. 09-00398 DAE;’ (Exhibit 14) and disqualified
again as a necessary witness at trial in Hester v. Horowitz et. al., Civ. No. 14-00413 JMS-RLP, wherein
the disqualification of Sulla justified the trial, (Exhibit 15) but the remand resulted in no trial due to the

manners in which Sulla and Whittaker defrauded the Court in 0304 to gain their Writ of Ejectment.

2. In addition, Sulla similarly conceals his real party in interest in this case. as he did in both State
cases, in two ways: (1) as Hester’s financier (and mortgagee); and (2) as Horowitz’s commercial
competitor, having incorporated a competing health spa neighboring the Subject Property in 2008,

when Lee lost the Property to Horowitz.?

3. Exhibit 16 evidences Sulla’s Articles of Incorporation for Hawaiian Sanctuary, Inc., filed on
December 11, 2008 with DCCA for a non-profit religious commercial property descriptively identical

to Horowitz’s vision for the Subject Property published in 2004.

IV. THE MOVANTS CANNOT MEET THE BURDEN FOR RELIEF OF STAY BECAUSE
THEY CONCEAL SULLA AS THE REAL PARTY IN INTEREST AND LACK STANDING.

I. In bankruptey courts, “[tJwo . . . procedures stand in the way of granting the motion for relief from

> Takaba v. Comm'r, 119 T.C. 285, 295, 2002 WL 31818000.

8 United States vs. Bruce Robert Travis, U.S. Court of Appeals, Ninth Circuit. No. 10-15518.

7 United States vs. Arthur Lee Ong, Cr. No. 09-00398 DAE, in which SULLA was named
as a co-conspirator in the “Superseding Indictment” (issued July 28, 2010).

¥ SULLA neglects the Final Judgment in 0196 motivated by his desire for the Property—a one-
of-a-kind geothermal estate. SULLA operates a competing enterprise; competing unfairly and
deceptively to acquire the natural health and agri-rich real estate by hook-or-by-crook. Exhibit 16
records Mr. SULLA’s incorporation of one of his competing “non-denominational religious
organization[s]” featuring a “healing arts community” and health spa, operating less than 3 miles
from the subject Property that is part of SULLA’s extensive racketeering enterprise.



stay. ... The first procedural problem arises from the real party in interest rule.” Op. cit., Kang Jin
Hwang. Rule 17 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure provides: "An action must be prosecuted in
the name of the real party in interest." The purpose of this rule is to require that an action be brought
"in the name of the party who possesses the substantive right being asserted under the applicable
law...." 6A Wright, Miller & Kane, Federal Practice and Procedure: Civil 2d § 1541 (1990). But to
date, Sulla has concealed his real party in interest, and conflicting interest secured by his mortgage to
Hester (Exhibit 11). Sulla hoodwinked the State court(s) by concealing his fraudulent transfers of the
Mortgage and Notes to GOB, to railroad the Plaintiffs in contempt of the final judgment in 0196. This
is how the Movant obtained his Writ of Ejectment that Sulla is biting-at-the-bit to execute.” Sulla was

not joined as a real party in interest in the State cases; despite Plaintiffs’ joinder motion.

2. Accordingly, the Movants are precluded from bringing this Motion, for lack of standing, as
explained in Kang Jin Hwang, Id. "To qualify for standing, a claimant must present an injury that is
concrete, particularized, and actual or imminent: fairly traceable to the defendant's chal lenged
behavior; and likely to be redressed by a favorable ruling." Davis v. Fed. Election Comm'n, U.S., 128
S.Ct. 2759, 2768, 171 L.Ed.2d 737 (2008). But H/K have done nothing wrong or harmful to the
Movants. There is nothing “concrete” about the Movants claims against H/K or the estate. Their
entire case is based on hearsay, forged and altered documents, and falsehoods. The Movants cannot

prove either Hester’s standing nor H/K’s trespass.

3. Hester’s standing is precluded in the instant case—a defect that cannot be waived. '

? Quoting the Court in Kang Jin Hwang (Op. cit.) “The analysis making the real party in
interest rule applicable to relief from stay motions is complex. Rule 4001 provides: "A motion
for relief from an automatic stay ... shall be made in accordance with Rule 9014," which
provides procedural rules for contested matters. Rule 9014 provides, in turn, that many of the
rules for adversary proceedings apply . . . to contested matters. Among the adversary
proceedings rules incorporated by reference in Rule 9014 is Rule 701 7, which provides: "Rule
17 F.R.Civ.P. applies in adversary proceedings...." We thereby arrive at IndyMac's obligation to
comply with Rule 17 [real party in interest rule].” Thus, the Motion must be denied. since relief
from stay requires a significant procedural violation, concealing real party in interest SULLA.

' Standing is a "threshold question in every federal case, determining the power of the court to
entertain the suit." Warth v. Seldin, 422 U.S. 490, 95 S.Ct. 2197, 45 L.Ed.2d 343 (1975). Hence, "a
defect in standing cannot be waived; it must be raised, either by the parties or by the court. whenever
it becomes apparent." U.S. v. AVX Corp., 962 F.2d 108, 116 n. 7 (1st Cir.1992). The inquiry into

8



4. This case is similar to /n re Hayes, 393 B.R. 259 (Bankr.D.Mass.2008), “where the movant seeking
relief from stay failed to show that it ever had any interest in the note at issue. In Hayes, the court found
that the movant lacked standing altogether to bring the motion because it failed to show that the note
was ever transferred to it, and thus it had no rights of its own to assert.” Quoted in Kang Jin Hwang,
referencing id. at 266-68; accord, In re Maisel 378 B.R. 19, 20-22 (Bankr.D.Mass.2007). In this instant
case, the Mortgage should have been released following Horowitz’s balloon payment on February 27,
2009, but Lee and Sulla evaded notices and services to do so. Exhibit 25 Court Minutes recorded Sulla
telling the Probate Court that “LEE DOESN’T OWN ANYMORE? of the estate, and ‘LEE IS
CERTAINLY OUT OF IT” further evidencing Hester has no standing to claim anything.'" Nor is the
Mortgage and Note anything but void according to Exhibits 1 and 8. (See: paragraph below.) The Note
was transferred to GOB on May 15, 2009, without Horowitz’s consent, when GOB did not even legally
exist. If it wasn’t paid, or voided by fraud, the Note would be held in the probate estate of deceased
Seller Lee, and Horowitz would owe Lee’s sisters or son; but certainly not Hester, any deficiency.''
Thus, Hester has no legal standing, no legal possession of the Note, and no legal title or entitlement.
Hester cannot disprove that he is the “holder-in-due-course” of a void title derived from Sulla’s

fraudulent Assignments. That is why Sulla, for years, has evaded these proofs through the courts.

5. The aforementioned facts, verified by Affidavit and Exhibits attached, factually and legally void the
Movants’ standing to plead for relief of stay. Hester cannot “show that [he] is the holder of the Note and

the Mortgage at the time the complaint was filed.” In re Kang Jin Hwang, 396 BR 757 - Bankr. Court,

CD California 2008, In re Foreclosure Cases, 521 F.Supp.2d 650, 653 (S.D.Ohio 2007)

standing "involves both constitutional limitations on federal-court jurisdiction and prudential
limitations on its exercise." Warth v. Seldin, 422 U.S. 490, 498, 95 S.Ct. 2197, 45 L..Ed.2d 343
(1975). "In its constitutional dimension, standing imports justiciability: whether the plaintiff has made
out a "case or controversy' between himself and the defendant within the meanin g of Art. IIL," Id.

"' Mr. Sulla informed the Probate Court in 3LP 09-1-000166 on December 11, 2009, that
“Cecil Lee doesn’t own anymore [of the estate], due to foreclosure. No Jjudgment can be
enforced and Mr. Lee is certainly out of it.” Yet, Mr. Sulla continued to make claims on
Horowitz on behalf of Lee’s estate and the fraudulent GOB trust.



V. THE MOVANTS HAVE ALREADY VIOLATED THE STAY TWICE: SANCTIONS

1. 11 USC Chapter 13 Bankruptcy Code § 362 provides an “Automatic stay” of this action,
stating in relevant part as follows:

a petition filed under section 301, 302, or 303 of this title, or an application filed under
section 5(a)(3) of the Securities Investor Protection Act of 1970, operates as a stay,
applicable to all entities, of—

(3) any act to obtain possession of property of the estate or of property from the estate or
to exercise control over property of the estate; . . .

(6) any act to collect, assess, or recover a claim against the debtor that arose before the
commencement of the case under this title; . . .
2. The Debtor filed Chapter 13 bankruptcy on March 9, 2016. The next morning, on March 10, 2016,
the Clerk of the Court mailed Notice of Bankruptcy to the Defendants. Similarly, on the Morning of
Thursday, March 10, 2016, the Debtor filed his Notice Ex Officio in the State Circuit Court, and
immediately mailed his Notices of the Bankruptcy to Hester’s two attorneys and H/K s attorney
Margaret Wille, each addressed on the Big Island, one-day mail service from Honolulu. (Exhibit 28)

3. Within hours of receiving said Notice, and after SPM HST on Friday, March 11, 2016, attorney
Sulla violated § 362 (6) by filed a “Request for Fees and Costs™ to further indebt the Plaintiff in the
State’s Intermediate Court of Appeals in case No. CAAP-1 5-0000094; not only to collect a $7,894.60
Judgment in Civ. No. 14-1-0173, but to add nearly $10,000 more in fees and costs. (Exhibit 30)

4. More damaging, on Saturday night, March 12, 2016, Sulla served, or caused to be served, a Writ of
Ejectment upon the Plaintiff. (Exhibit 3) This Writ was taped to the front gate of the Plaintiff’s
Property around nightfall. This Writ was stamped by the lower court eleven (11) days earlier, on

March 1, 2016; but concealed from the Plaintiffs and their lawyer, Margaret Wille, in efforts to: (a)
delay the Plaintiffs filing of a timely Emergency Stay and appeal in Civ. No. 14-1-0304; (b) deprive
the Plaintiff of his due process rights to adjudicate on the merits and defend against wrongful
foreclosure bearing on fraudulent transfers of the fully-paid Mortgage and Note and related malicious
prosecution in 0196; (c) circumvent final judgment(s) denying foreclosure in that eleven-year (1 1) old
case, 0196, that is the primary cause of the Plaintiff’s bankruptcy owing to the costs of litigations

administered by Sulla; and (d) to steal the Plaintiff’s real and personal properties “under color of law.”

5. The Defendants’ actions necessitated Plaintiffs’ attorney Wille to file the attached Motion for
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Emergency Stay and Memorandum to protect H/K’s Property and mitigate further damage and severe
distress to the Plaintiffs, at the cost of $3,900 dollars more in attorneys fees. (Exhibits 29)

6. The Movants’ terrorization of H/K, and reckless disregard of laws, court rules, and malicious intent
to financially damage and purposely distress H/K, is clearly and convincing evidenced by the

aforementioned chain of records. (Exhibits 28 thru 30)

7.IN RE SOLLEY, Bankr. Court, ND California 2012, the matter of willful automatic stay violations
by creditors is addressed along with the court’s ruling to mitigate damages when appropriate. The
Movants, having twice violated § 362, in accordance with case law (Id), are liable for sanctions

pursuant to H/K’s financial damages and severe distress.

VI. THE MOVANTS’ ARE UNWORTHY OF RELIEF AS THEIR CLAIMED INTEREST IN
THE PROPERTY DERIVES FROM VIOLATIONS OF HRS §§ 667-5; 480-2; AND 480D,

1. How can anyone foreclose without knowing the amount of any default? Ask Sulla!

2. The six (6) final judgment(s) in 0196, plus the case going under appeal for the jury award and fees
and costs, make it perfectly clear that either: (a) the seller’s fraud voided the debt contract (i.e., the
Note); (b) the Note was paid in full anyway by the Debtor: (¢) any claimed deficiency could have and
should have been brought to the court, and not attempted to be collected non-judicially by NJF; and
(d) that any possible remaining debt would only be known following the appellate courts’

determinations.

3. Consequently, while Horowitz was repeatedly asking Sulla to provide a release of Mortgage, and
Sulla countered with claiming he was withholding the release due to default: and when Horowitz then
asked for the default amount, and Sulla replied he found the math “confusing,” Sulla’s adherence to
the strict requirements of HRS § 667-5 were violated. because that law requires debt collectors
foreclosing by power of sale to inform the debtor what the amount of their default 1s. Sulla could not

have known this amount on or before April 20, 2010, when Sulla foreclosed on the contract by NJF.

4. Accordingly, the “doctrine of impossibility” of performance applies to this contract case where

Horowitz rightfully excused his alleged nonperformance of payment on the contract (i.e., Note)
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because: (1) no actual default was known, nor could have been known, because there was no default--
all payments due were made time, as certified by the 0196 court in Exhibit 1, footnote 2; and (b) the
contract had already been either voided by fraud or by the Note’s payment in full. Mission Indians v.

American Management & Amusement, 840 F. 2d 1394 - Court of Appeals, 9th Circuit 1987 at 1402.

5. Moreover, it was unconscionable for Sulla to have demanded Horowitz pay some unknown
amount, and then, without any rhyme or legal reason, foreclose on the full amount of the original Note,
neglecting to credit Horowitz for any of his 60 payments made at $2,333.33 per month, and then
$154,204.13 more paid by the final balloon payments made in Feb., 2009. Peoplesoft USA, Inc. v.
Softeck, Inc., 227 F. Supp. 2d 1116 - Dist. Court, ND California 2002

6. Surely Sulla’s actions did not comport with HRS §§480-2, nor 480D.

7.IN RE KEKAUOHA-ALISA, Bankr. Court, D. Hawaii 2012, the Honorable Bankruptcy Judge Faris
ruled “that the defendants (‘Lenders’) failed to give a proper public announcement” in “a nonjudicial
mortgage foreclosure sale.” The Court “held that this violated the applicable foreclosure statute and
the contract between the mortgagee and the mortgagor, and that it constituted an unfair or deceptive
act or practice in violation of Haw. Rev. Stat. § 480-2.” (These same violations are claimed and
evidenced in this Adversary Proceeding.) The Honorable Judge “invalidated the foreclosure sale.
enjoined the Lenders to reconvey the property to the plaintiff mortgagor ("Debtor") subject to the
mortgage, and awarded the Debtor damages of $417.761.66 plus postjudgment rental value, attorneys'
fees, and costs. The damages basically consisted of the value of the Debtor's equity in the property, the
fair rental value of the property while the Debtor was wrongfully deprived of it, and the attorneys' fees
incurred by the Debtor in the Lender's ejectment proceeding, trebled in accordance with Haw. Rev.

Stat. § 480-13.” In this instant case, the Plaintiffs pray for the similar justice.

VII. CONTRARY TO MOVANTS’ POSITION, THE ROOKER FELDMAN (“REF”)
DOCTRINE DOES NOT APPLY IN THIS CASE.

1. The RF doctrine “precludes lower federal courts ‘from exercising appellate jurisdiction over final

state-court judgments” because such appellate jurisdiction rests solely with the United States
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Supreme Court.” Madera v. Ameriquest Mortgage Co. (In re Madera), 586 F.3d 228, 232 (3d Cir.
2009) (remarking that the doctrine applies “equally to federal bankruptcy courts™).

MOVANTS OPPOSITION: Neglect the 0304 appeal. The 0304 “final judgment” precludes HK s

interest in the Property, and the bankruptcy court cannot go against the final judgment in State.

DEBTOR’S POSITION: The 0304 “final judgment” is not “final” since it is under appeal for several
clearly erroneous decisions precluding H/K’s standing, due process, right to trial on the merits; for
being void, in gross conflict with the first filed case’s “final judgment,” and for violating State and

federal statutes. In addition, the following authorities provide cause to controvert RF in this case:

1. There is obviously something very “exceptional” ongoing in this case. Both State cases 0196 and
0304 are in appeal, after six (6) “final” judgments in 0196, and a grossly conflicting “final” judgment
issuing in the same Court in 0304, H/K have sought refuge in this federal bankruptcy court wherein,
now, the Movants have violated the automatic stay twice within the first week, and collaterally
attacked the necessity for an extended stay.

2. Besides a new TILA claim precluding Rooker-Feldman, ? the doctrine does not and cannot apply
since Plaintiffs: (1) now bring a RICO claim; (2) are State Court “winners™ not “losers™ in the “first-
filed” case 0196; (3) now collaterally attack the 0304 final state court judgment on grounds that it is
clearly void for violating the Fourteenth Amendment—the State court had no facts before it to decide

the matter since HESTER provided no affidavits, never testified, and magically precluded the

Plaintiffs’ standing and “day in court.”"?

'> (inre Wright, supra. At 708; In re Porter v. Mid-Penn Consumer Discount Co., 961
F,2d 1066, 1078 (3d. Cir. 1992); Smith v. Fidelity Consumer Discount Co., Supra. At 898

- Additionally, the defrauded court chose not to join a known indispensible party—SULLA,
thus proceeded without personal jurisdiction and subject matter jurisdiction. Margoles v. Johns,
660 F.2d 291, 295 (7th Cir. 1981). Despite several opportunities to reconsider, and grant a stay, the
0304 Court’s remained willfully blind to new evidence of forgery and bribery of WHITTAKER by
SULLA, the fraudulent Assignments of the Mortgage and Notes, and deprivation of rights to due
process. The new claims, causes of actions, and parties were never a part of the State actions,
including racketeering, malpractice, and 480-2, 480D and 485A violations by co-counsel SULLA
and/or WHITTAKER, with neither of these Defendants joined as parties in any State court action
to date. The Fifth, Sixth, Seventh, Ninth and Tenths Circuits have all held that the Rooker-Feldman
doctrine does not bar an original, separate independent action that could be brought as a remedy in
equity collaterally attacking a final state court judgment that is void. Op. cit., Brown v. Bowman.
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3. “[A] state court judgment triggers a fraud [and] deception exception . . . only where such conduct
“deceived the Court into a wrong decree.”” The “wrong decree” of 0304—the Writ of Ejectment—
obtained by extrinsic and intrinsic fraud upon the court, deprivation of Plaintiffs’ due process rights,
neglecting res judicata and foreclosure denied rulings in 0196 (the “first filed” and “last determined”

case) is obviously a “wrong decree.”'*

4. The Plaintiffs have claimed damages from the Movants’ complicity in organized crime (Civil
RICO) administered chiefly by Sulla who acted with Lee as Hester’s predecessor-in-interest, Lee.
(Exhibits 6 - 10) Lee defrauded Horowitz in the purchase and sale of the Property, and concealed
encumbrances in 2003, before State litigations began. Quoting Igbal v. Patel, 780 F. 3d 728 - Court of
Appeals, 7th Circuit 2015: “[T]he Plaintiff . . . contend[s] that he was injured, out of court, by being
‘set up’ by [Lee, aided and abetted by Sulla, Hester, and later Whittaker] . . . so that they could take
over his business and reap the profits [Horowitz] anticipated. Because [Plaintiffs] seeks damages for
activity that [the Debtor alleges] predates the state litigation and caused injury independently of it, the

Rooker-Feldman [“RF”] doctrine does not block this suit.” [Emphasis added.]

5. In Anderson v. Anderson, 2014 U.S. App. LEXIS 2777 (7th Cir. Feb. 14, 2014), a plaintiff sought
damages under § 1983 for defendants' fraud “the doctrine divests district courts of jurisdiction
only in cases where ‘the losing party in state court filed suit in federal court after the state
proceedings ended . . . .” Exxon Mobil Corp. v. Saudi Basic Industries Corp., 544 U.S. 280, 291
(2005) (emphasis added). In this instant case, the Plaintiffs prevailed in the “first-filed” case (0196)

and are highly likely to prevail in 0304 as well for points of error cited in Exhibit 19.

“ In re Sun Valley Foods Co., 801 F.2d at 189); Appellants’ Final Brief on Appeal at 26, Twin
city Fire Ins. Co. v. Adkins, 400 F.3d 293 (6th Cir. 2005) (No. 04-3204) (quoting Resolute Ins. Co. v.
North Carolina, 397 F.2d 586, 589 (4th Cir. 1960).
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6. The 7th Circuit 2002 wrote in Brokaw v. Weaver, 305 F. 3d 660 — Court of Appeals (at 668):
“While the Rooker-Feldman doctrine bars federal subject matter jurisdiction over issues raised in
state court, and those inextricably intertwined with such issues, ‘an issue cannot be inextricably
intertwined with a state court judgment if the plaintiff did not have a reasonable opportunity to raise
the issue in state court proceedings’.” (Id. at 558) Exhibits 18 thru 20 evidence the Plaintiffs were
precluded in 0304 from having due process and a trial on the merits, and precluded from bringing
their counterclaims. (Exhibits 19 and 20) Summary Judgment was committed in gross violation of
rules and statutes. This gross injustice generated The Movant’s Writ of Ejectment. The Seventh
Circuit found the Rooker-Feldman rule does not bar a federal suit that seeks damages for “the
unlawful conduct that misled the [state] court into issuing the judgment.” Brown v. Bowman, 668
F.3d 437, 442 (7th Cir. 2012). In other cases, Rooker-Feldman did not bar claims alleging the
defendants "'so far succeeded in corrupting the state Jjudicial process as to obtain a favorable

judgment.”’

We, the Plaintiffs, declare (or certify, verify, or state) under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is

true and correct to the best of our knowledge.

Respectfully submitted, DATED: March 28, 2016

L) PN l
/ = '~ !

LEONARD G. HOROWITZ, pro se SHERRI KANE, pro se

' Loubser v. Thacker, 440 F.3d 439, 441-42 (7th Cir. 2006) (citing Nesses v. Shepard, 68
F.3d 1003, 1005 (7th Cir. 1995)). [Emphasis added.]
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STATE OF HAWAII )
COUNTY OF HAWAII ) SS:
United States of America )

1. 1, LEONARD G. HOROWITZ, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says under pains and
penalties of perjury that the statements in this Affidavit as well as the Statements in the accompanying
MEMORANDUM IN REPLY TO DEFENDANTS’ MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM STAY, are true
and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief. I further attest that the Exhibits 1-24 attached hereto

are true and correct copies of the originals in my possession, to the best of my knowledge and belief,

2. Tam the affiant herein, and co-Plaintiff in the above referenced case. My domestic partner and

business partner is Sherri Kane (hereafter, “Sherri” or “Kane™).

3. Iam a citizen of the United States, and currently reside on the Subject Property, located at 13-3775
Pahoa-Kalapana Road in Pahoa Hawaii 96778; and have resided on the Subject Property for at least 270
days per year since 2011.

4. Between 2001 and 2012, I officiated the honorable ROYAL BLOODLINE OF DAVID ("RBOD”), a
Corporation Sole, as the “body corporate.” I incorporated RBOD in the State of Washington on October
31, 2001.

5. Ipurchased the Property on January 15, 2004, on behalf of my ministry, family, and community, as an
individual co-signer on the Note and personal investor. My vision and mission was humanitarian health

education in collaboration with the World Organization for Natural Medicine and other non-profits.

6. By October 1, 2012, I was forced by Mr. Sulla’s organized crimes, vexatious litigations, and mounting

legal fees to dissolve RBOD due to insolvency.

7. Sherri and I are equal successors in interest to RBOD'’s assets, including the Subject Property (TMK:
3/1-3-001-049/043) by the quitclaim deed conveyance dated J uly 11, 2012, recorded in the Bureau of
Conveyances as Doc. No. A-4570676 (attached hereto as Exhibit 22).

8. Over eleven (11) years I have spent more than $250,000 in legal fees in defense of the Property, after
personally investing approximately $600.000 to improve the Property. I also paid off the full amount of



the Note by a “balloon” payment of $154,204.13 on-or-about February 27, 2009. T also paid $487, 203.96
in down payment and monthly payments over 60 months, beginning February 15, 2004. Thus, my total
investments are $1,337,203.96. This does not include approximately $5,000 per month in management,
maintenance, and security fees that have not been offset by commercial operations since we have not been
able to effectively advertise the property since Mr. Lee began suing us in 2005. Thus, we have lost
prospective business advantage conservatively estimated at $2,500 per month over eleven (11) years of
$330,000.

9. My tax records show that Sherri and I have been the only people regularly paying taxes on the
Property. Between 2004 and 2010, when Mr. Sulla converted the title by fraudulent non-judicial
foreclosure, I paid my taxes in full every year. Now, since 2010, after Sulla removed my name from the
tax records, and the Tax Office stopped mailing me my notices, my tax debt rose to approximately
$20,000.00. This debt Mr. Sulla should be made to pay, since he caused the tax delinquency. I intended to
apply for a homestead exemption, but when I inquired at the Tax Office I was informed that I was no
longer on title and that I would not be able to obtain the exemption. Since Mr. Hester is not paying taxes, I
have an arrangement with the Tax Office to pay a monthly fee of at least $250 until my name gets restored

to the record, at which time I plan to pay more. This contract is seen in Exhibit 27 (hereto attached.)

10. As far as incoming revenue on the Property, there are occasional “vacation rental” guest that
contribute approximately $300 per month. That money goes very quickly to pay for maintenance fees (e.g.,

repairing or replacing farm equipment, or gasoline.)

11. Success in my reorganization plan depends on gaining an extended stay to begin to commercialize the
Property. Once I begin to advertise, and open the doors to tourist visitations and accommodations, I
estimate that donor contributions will exceed expenses by $2,000 to $3,000 per month. That would make
it MUCH easier to pay our main creditors, attorney Margaret Wille, and the CHASE credit card Co. I base
my projection on a nearby Bed & Breakfast, Absolute Paradise B&B, that generates approximately

$70,000.00 per year, and does not have the health spa facilities that we feature.

12. I will suffer severe irreparable harm unless the automatic stay continues and is extended, because for
the past eleven years I have put my heart and soul, and life savings, into creating one of the most
remarkable health retreats in the world. (I have traveled the world and T have yet to visit a finer place for
rejuvenation and healing.) It would be another thing if I failed to pay the money owed, but I paid every

cent, even though legally the fraud in the sale voided the Mortgage and Note. But I paid anyway. My and



my daughter’s hands worked for years on many of the wonderful water features and spa facilities. Our
artwork adorns all the walls. My office home furnishings would require substantial labor to move. And for
what cause? To facilitate criminal conversion—white collar theft under color of law, courtesy of Mr.
Sulla? The threatened injury to me, to Sherri who is already physically ill from the distress of being
terrorized by Mr. Sulla threatening us with ejectment, and having to consider the injustice of what is
actually happening to us as victims of Mr. Sulla’s forgeries and fraud is beyond outrageous. This is
unconscionable. Especially since “The Movant™ is not even the real party in interest. Not even a person
with any legal stake or interest in the Property. Hester, I swear, has no legal standing, and only a colored
title supplied by Sulla to make the false claim of ownership, and smear me as a trespasser. This entire

episode in my life is hideous. The evil is torturing.

13. In addition, I verify that Sherri has been made physically sick from the gross injustice that we have
been forced to endure by the criminal actions of Mr. Sulla, his sham Plaintiff Hester, and bribed co-
counsel Whittaker. The Defendants have regularly committed commercial crimes that I detailed in the

attached Reply Memorandum.

14. The stay, if it were extended, would be highly beneficial to the community and to public interest.
Dozens of people in our community, and hundreds more on the mainland, can’t believe what we have
been going through. They have been praying for us to emerge from this nightmare. We have a woman’s
group that comes once a month to pray for us. We have had more than a dozen people from all over the
world come to bless the sacred property to free it from the grip of criminality. My expertise, media
resources, and connections in the worlds of music and natural medicine could make the Property a mecca
for health education and rejuvenation. The stay extended would give us the opportunity that we paid to
have—a chance to not only contribute to the local community and Big Island tourism, but to people

worldwide who will rejoice knowing that justice in our case was well served.

15. T also verify that there widespread social interests in this cases in which we are opposing Mr. Sulla and
his racketeering enterprise. To my knowledge, at the present time, there is a grand jury investigation that

has been opened in which Mr. Sulla, Mr. Whittaker, and “Mr. Hester” have been named for alleged

crimes, along with several “State actors” for aiding-and-abetting.

16. I further verify that I have been in contact with several federal agents who I understand have been
investigating Mr. Sulla for criminal wronging, and I have served my public duty at great personal expense

to see that Mr. Sulla and his cohorts in crime receive the discipline they deserve.



17. There is a huge likelihood of success in our case against The Movant and Defendants in the Adversary
Proceeding—Mr. Sulla. Mr. Hester, and Mr. Whittaker. If success depends on adjudication on the merits,
then the Court will administer a huge blessing for a lot of people. Frankly, it is inconceivable to me to
think that the Honorable Court might rule otherwise in lieu of the material evidence of forgeries,
fraudulent transfers of securities, and clear-and-convincing fraudulent concealments, including Mr. Sulla
being the concealed real party in interest, and the Movant’s instant Motion concealing the entire case of
Civ. No. 05-1-0196. Is there any chance a wise and honorable federal justice would grant any relief to
agents of deception? I think we have a substantial likelihood of success on the merits. Moreover, in lieu of
the substantial damages caused by Mr. SULLA’s fraud and crimes there is a hi gh probability that

compensatory awards will be large, enabling me to pay off my creditors.

18. The Defendant Stewart Title Co. is similarly situated to be liable for paying my policy amount of
$550,000, and possibly much more given their bad faith and severely distressing neglect of the facts in my

case. Company officials recklessly blamed me for the Defendants having stolen title to my Property.

19. For all the above reasons, and more in the Memorandum pleading, Mr. HESTER’s Motion by
Attorney SULLA should be denied,and extended stay granted to the Plaintiffs.

20. My reorganization plan will work if the Honorable Court extends the stay to mitigate the irreparable
harm mounting to me and Sherri, Maintaining the status quo in favor of justice will mitigate mounting
harm with no harm at all coming to Hester who is not a real party in interest, and whose equity appears to

be (from his quitclaim deed) “$10 and other valuable consideration.”

21. Mr. Sulla certified the Motion in bad faith and unclean hands under penalty of perjury. He perjured
himself by verifying the statements that I know, and can prove, are false that I have listed on the attached
“Appendix L Perjury of Paul J. Sulla, Jr. in March 18, 2016, Filing of Motion for Relief From

Automatic Stay.”

Further affiant sayeth not. Dated: March 28, 2016




On this 28" day of March, 2016, before me, the undersigned notary public, personally
appeared LEONARD G. HOROWITZ, who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory
evidence of identification to be the person whose name is signed on the preceding or attached
document, who swore or affirmed to me that the contents of the document(s) is/are truthful

and accurate to the best of his knowledge and belief.

Subscribed and sworn to before me this

28™ day of March, 2016
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Appendix I: Perjury of Paul J. Sulla, Jr. in March 18, 2016,
Filing of “Declaration of Counsel in Support of Motion for Relief
From Automatic Stay, Exhibits ‘A’ — <C*”

As “True and Correct”

Page STATEMENT

1) 193. Movant’s “Interest held in real property”
2) 2 4 4 “Exhibit ‘A (“true and correct”)

3) 29 5 “Debtor not paid expenses on property
during the six (6) years . . .”

4) 296 Property is “subject to a tax lien and
sale . . . if not paid by June 30, 2016”

5)297 A team of 15 people had been scheduled
to execute Writ of Ejectment “prior to
debtor’s petition.”

6) 2 9 8 “Debtor continually claims to have an
interest in the Property despite repeated
findings, Orders and Judgments in prior
State actions that he has none.

during the six (6) years . . .”

7)299 “Debtor holds no record title interest . . .
pays no . .. tax to the County. . .”

8) 3910 “Debtor does not reside on the property.”

9) 3§12 “[P]ossessory interest . . . held was
extinguished by . . . foreclosure sale . . .”

10) 4 9 15 “Debtor never record title or equitable
or equitable interest in the property,

FACT

A) Movant’s Interest in property is nill

A) Known sham “Grantor” incorporated by
Sulla’s forgery and alterations;

B) Known false address of “Grantor”
811 Malama Street.

C) Known shill “Grantee” HESTER

D) Known concealed real party in interest.

E) Debtor paid all expenses, and
Movant paid no expenses whatsoever.

F) Misrepresentation. Property not subject to
tax lien or sale by reason of a contract
Debtor has with Tax Office since 4/18/13.

G) Plaintiffs spoke with Sheriff on 3/14/16
and he knew nothing about the Writ at
that time; nor was the scheduling of 15
third parties proper ejectment procedure.

H) Blatant lie. Final Judgment in CV 05-1-
0196 on March 4, 2016 says Debtor has
equity interest, and Movant none.

[) Debtor has paid monthly taxes to the
County since 4/18/13, and holds the
registered Warranty Deed.

J) Debtor has resided on property since
September, 2011.

K) Foreclosure sale was known by counsel
to be illegal and void.

L) Counsel knew Debtor held record title,
Doc. No. A-4570676, that is a Quitclaim
Deed transfer of equitable interests from
RBOD to H/K.
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JASON HESTER, OVERSEER THE
OFFICE OF OVERSEER, A CORPORATE
SOLE AND HIS SUCCESSORS,
OVER/FOR THE POPULAR ASSEMBLY
OF REVITALIZE, A GOSPEL OF
BELIEVERS,
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VS.
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AND THE ROYAL BLOODLINE OF DAVID,
JOHN DOES 1-10, JANE DOES 1-10, DOE
PARTNERSHIPS 1-10, DOE ENTITIES,
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Defendants,
and

PHILIP MAISE

Intervenor.

LEONARD GEORGE HOROWITZ,
JACQUELINE LINDENBACH HOROWITZ,
AND THE ROYAL BLOODLINE OF DAVID,

Counterclaimants,

VS.

JASON HESTER, OVERSEER THE
OFFICE OF OVERSEER, A CORPORATE
SOLE AND HIS SUCCESSORS,
OVER/FOR THE POPULAR ASSEMBLY
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OF REVITALIZE, A GOSPEL OF
BELIEVERS,

Counterclaim Defendant.

N N e

FIFTH AMENDED FINAL JUDGMENT

This matter comes before the above-referenced Court pursuant to the Order
Dismissing Appeal for Lack of Appellate Jurisdiction, E-filed into CAAP-15-0000658 on
January 20, 2016 by the Intermediate Court of Appeals (“ICA"). The ICA in its January
20, 2016 Order, decided the Fourth Amended Final Judgment does not satisfy the
requirements for an appealable judgment under HRS § 641-1(a), HRCP Rule 58, or the

holding in Jenkins v. Cades Schutte Fleming & Wright, Hawai'i 115, 119, 869 P.2d

1334, 1338 (1994).

On October 24. 2007, the Order Granting Intervenor's Motion To Strike and/or
Dismiss, With Prejudice Counterclaim/Cross Claim Against Intervenor Philip Maise Filed
July 25, 2007, Filed On August 24, 2007, was filed. On February 12, 2008 a jury trial in
this matter commenced, finishing February 21, 2008. Pursuant to the Order Awarding
Attorney’s Fees and Costs filed March 25, 2008; the Findings of Facts, Conclusions of
Law, and Order Denying Decree of Foreclosure against all Defendants, filed April 2,
2008: the Order Granting Plaintiff's Motion for Judgment as a Matter of Law or
Alternatively New Trial on the Issue of Defendant’s July 6, 2006 Counterclaim for Fraud
and Misrepresentation, filed October 15, 2008; The Second Amended Final Judgment
filed December 11, 2009; The Third Amended Final Judgment filed September 12, 2013

and The Fourth Amended Final Judgment Filed June 19, 2015;
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This Court Having fully reviewed the record and files herein, and for good cause
shown;
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED:
| That Final Judgment on the Complaint for foreclosure filed June 15, 2005
is hereby entered pursuant to HRCP Rule 58 as follows:

a. As to the waste claims for unlicensed business activities and
additions to the home or construction of buildings on the property, judgment is entered
in favor of Defendants Leonard George Horowitz, Jacqueline Lindenbach Horowitz and
The Royal Bloodline of David and against Plaintiff, Jason Hester, Overseer the Office of
Office of Overseer, A Corporate Sole and his Successors, Over/For the Popular
Assembly of Revitalize, A Gospel of Believers.

b. As to the claim for breach of contract/covenant for failure to keep property
insurance, judgment is entered in favor of the Plaintiff, Jason Hester, Overseer the
Office of Office of Overseer, A Corporate Sole and his Successors, Over/For the
Popular Assembly of Revitalize, A Gospel of Believers and against Defendants Leonard
George Horowitz, Jacqueline Lindenbach Horowitz and The Royal Bloodline of David;
Defendants Leonard George Horowitz, Jacqueline Lindenbach Horowitz and The Royal
Bloodline of David are required to obtain property insurance.

c. As to the claims for conspiracy by Defendant Horowitz, Defendant Royal
Bloodline of David and co-conspirator Intervenor Phillip Maise, to deprive Plaintiff of
receipt of mortgage payments and defrauding plaintiff, judgment is entered in favor of
the Defendants Leonard George Horowitz, Jacqueline Lindenbach Horowitz, Defendant

The Royal Bloodline of David, and Intervenor Phillip Maise and against Plaintiff, Jason
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Hester, Overseer the Office of Office of Overseer, A Corporate Sole and his
Successors, Over/For the Popular Assembly of Revitalize, A Gospel of Believers.

d. As to the claim for trespass to chattels based on destruction of
Plaintiff [Lee’s] trailer, judgment is entered in favor of Plaintiff, Jason Hester, Overseer
the Office of Office of Overseer, A Corporate Sole and his Successors, Over/For the
Popular Assembly of Revitalize, A Gospel of Believers and against Defendants Leonard
George Horowitz, Jacqueline Lindenbach Horowitz and The Royal Bloodline of David,
and Judgment for damages of $400.00 is entered in favor of Plaintiff, Jason Hester,
Overseer the Office of Office of Overseer, A Corporate Sole and his Successors,
Over/For the Popular Assembly of Revitalize, A Gospel of Believers and against
Defendant Leonard Horowitz and the Royal Bloodline of David.

e As to the claim for fraud and misrepresentation against Defendant
Leonard Horowitz and the Royal Bloodline of David for changing the DROA (deposit
receipt offer and acceptance), judgment is entered in favor of Plaintiff, Jason Hester,
Overseer the Office of Office of Overseer, A Corporate Sole and his Successors,
Over/For the Popular Assembly of Revitalize, A Gospel of Believers and against
Defendants, Leonard George Horowitz, Jacqueline Lindenbach Horowitz and The Royal
Bloodline of David.

f. As to the claim for foreclosure, judgment is entered in favor of
Defendants, Leonard George Horowitz, Jacqueline Lindenbach Horowitz and The Royal
Bloodline of David and against Plaintiff, Jason Hestor Overseer the Office of Office of

Overseer, A Corporate Sole and his Successors, Over/For the Popular Assembly of
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Revitalize, A Gospel of Believers, but equitable relief was granted requiring Defendants

to carry insurance. '

. IT IS FURTHERED ORDERED that Final Judgment on the Defendants’
Counterclaims filed July 6, 2006 is hereby entered pursuant to HRCP Rule 58 as
follows:

a. As to Defendants, Leonard George Horowitz, Jacqueline Lindenbach
Horowitz and The Royal Bloodline of David, Counterclaims filed July 6, 2006, Claim A,
for Misrepresentation and Fraud; Judgment is entered in favor of Plaintiff/Counterclaim
Defendant Jason Hester, Overseer the Office of Office of Overseer, A Corporate Sole
and his Successors, Over/For the Popular Assembly of Revitalize, A Gospel of
Believers and against Defendants/Counterclaimants Leonard George Horowitz,
Jacqueline Lindenbach Horowitz and The Royal Bloodline of David as
Defendants/Counterclaimants. The Jury’s award to the Defendants in the amount of
$200,000 is VACATED.?

b. As to the Defendants Counterclaim filed July 6, 2006, Claim B, for Abuse

| Foreclosure was requested on the basis that Defendants committed waste on the property, failed to keep insurance
on the property, conspiracy, trespass to chattels, and for fraud/misrepresentation, not because of default on the
promissory note and mortgage. The equities involved with the timely payment, property improvements, balloon
payment, and misleading statements by plaintiff, make foreclosure unjust. Foreclosure having been denied the
request for a joint and several deficiency judgment was not necessary nor the appointment of a commissioner.

2 pursuant to the Jury's verdict on February 21, 2008, the count for fraud and misrepresentation, judgment was
entered in favor of the Defendants and against Plaintiff, but this relief was vacated by the Order Granting Plaintiff's
Motion for Judgment as a Matter of Law or Alternatively New Trial on the issue of Defendants’ July 6, 2006
Counterclaim for fraud and Misrepresentation filed October 15, 2008, the Third Amended Final Judgment filed
September 12, 2013, and The Fourth Amended Final Judgment Filed June 19, 2015, as a result, the $200,000.00
award to Defendants, Leonard George Horowitz, Jacqueline Lindenbach Horowitz and The Royal Bloodline of David

was VACATED.
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of Process and Malicious Prosecution; Judgment is entered in favor of
Plaintiff/Counterclaim Defendant Jason Hester, Overseer the Office of Office of
Overseer, A Corporate Sole and his Successors, Over/For the Popular Assembly of
Revitalize, A Gospel of Believers and against Defendants/Counterclaimants Leonard

George Horowitz, Jacqueline Lindenbach Horowitz and The Royal Bloodline of David.

Il IT IS FURTHERED ORDERED that Final Judgment is hereby entered
pursuant to HRCP Rule 58 as follows:

a. Pursuant to the Order Awarding Attorney’s Fees and Costs, filed on March
25, 2008, judgment is entered in the sum of nine hundred and seven dollars
and ninety-eight cents ($907.98) for attorney fees and costs in favor of Defendants,
Leonard George Horowitz, Jacqueline Lindenbach Horowitz and The Royal Bloodline of
David and against Plaintiff, Jason Hester, Overseer the Office of Office of Overseer, A
Corporate Sole and his Successors, Over/For the Popular Assembly of Revitalize, A

Gospel of Believers.

IV. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: that Final Judgment is hereby entered pursuant to
HRCP Rule 58 as follows:

a. Pursuant to Order Granting Intervenor's Motion To Strike And/Or Dismiss,

With Prejudice Counterclaim/Cross Claim Against Intervenor Philip Maise Filed July 25,

2007, Filed On August 24, 2007 Filed October 24, 2007; The Counterclaim/Crossclaim

filed by Defendant Jason Hester, Overseer the Office of Office of Overseer, A Corporate
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Sole and his Successors, Over/For the Popular Assembly of Revitalize, A Gospel of

Believers Against Intervenor Philip Maise filed July 25, 2007 is DISMISSED.

V. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: that Final Judgment is hereby entered pursuant to
HRCP Rule 58 as follows:
a. Philip Maise’s Complaint In Intervention filed October 27, 2005 is

DISMISSED.?

VI. All other claims, counterclaims, and cross-claims are dismissed.

DATED: Kealakekua, Hawaii; ___"AR =3 2016

/s/ Ronald Ibarra (seal)
The Honorable Ronald Ibarra

3 Foreclosure having been denied, Intervenor Maise’s complaint in intervention, filed October 27, 2005 is moot.
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M. Wille, Esq. L. Horowitz
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE THIRD CIRCUIT

L. KITADKA. CLE
STATE OF HAWAII THIRD (AL Ic'éoﬁgr
STATE OF HAWAI]

JASON HESTER, ) Civil NO. 14-1-304
)
Plaintiff, ) FINAL JUDGMENT
)
Vs. ) Judge Ronald Ibarra, Division 4
)
LEONARD G. HOROWITZ, ET AL., )
)
Defendants. )
)
)
FINAL JUDGMENT

Pursuant to the (1) Entry of Default Against Defendants Medical Veritas International,
Inc. and the Royal Bloodline of David filed on September 17, 2014; (2) Order Granting
Plaintiff’s Motion to Dismiss Counterclaims, filed March 27, 2015, and (3) Order Granting in
Part and Denying in Part Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment, filed August 28, 2015, final
judgment pursuant to Rule 58, Hawai'i Rules of Civil Procedure is hereby entered as follows:
1) On Plaintiff Jason Hester's Complaint filed August 11, 2014
a. As to Count I, Quiet Title, judgment is entered in favor of Plaintiff Jason
Hester pursuant to H.R.S. Section 669-1, et seq. and against the
Defendants Medical Veritas International, Inc.; The Royal Bloodline of
David; Leonard G. Horowitz; and Sherri Kane;
b. As to Count II, Tenants at Sufferance, judgment is entered in favor of

Plaintiff Jason Hester and against Defendants Medical Veritas

I hereby certify that this Is a full
_ certify ! § a full, true and correct
EXhlb ” 2 copy of the origiy ile inthis office.
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International, Inc.; The Royal Bloodline of David; Leonard G. Horowitz;
and Sherri Kane;

As to Count III, Trespass, pursuant to Rule 41, Hawai'i Rules of Civil
Procedure and the Order Granting Plaintiff Jason Hester's Motion for
Voluntary Dismissal of Trespass Claim, filed August 28, 2015, this claim
is dismissed;

As to Plaintiff's request that Judgment for Possession be entered giving
Plaintiff exclusive possession of the Property, judgment is entered in favor
of Plaintiff Jason Hester and a Writ of Ejectment shall issue against
Defendants Medical Veritas International, Inc.; The Royal Bloodline of
David; Leonard G. Horowitz; and Sherri Kane pursuant to H.R.S. Section

667-33(b)(4);

2) On Defendants Leonard Horowitz and Sherri Kane's Counterclaim filed August 21,

2014 as to all claims including:

Count I, Slander of Title;

Count II, Quiet Title;

Count III, Unfair and Deceptive Acts and Practices;

Count IV, Malicious Prosecution in Criminal Contempt;

Count V, Abuse of Process Tort;

Count VI, Tort of Conversion/Theft in Conspiracy to Deprive Citizens' Rights and

Properties;

Count VII, Tortious Interference with Consortium;

Exhibits pg. 9



Count VIII, Tortious Interference with Prospective Business (Economic) Advantage;

Count IX, Breaches of Two Contracts;

Count X, Breach of Duty to Protect/Negligence/"Duty-Public Duty Doctrine" and/or
"Failure to Enforce" Laws Including HRS §480-2 HRS §480D-3(2)(3)(6)(8)(11) and HRS
§480D-4(a)(b);

Count XI, Breach of Standard of Care/Malpractice;

Count XII, Trespass to Chattels;

Count XIII, Defamation;

Count XTIV, Criminal Negligence;

Count XV, Gross Negligence;

Count XVI, Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress;

Count XVII, Negligent Infliction of Emotional Distress;

Count XVIII, Fraud and/or Misrepresentation;

Count XIX, Comparative Negligence, Secondary Liability and/or Vicarious Liability; and

Count XX, Civil RICO,
these claims are dismissed pursuant to the Order Granting Plaintiff's Motion to Dismiss
Counterclaims, filed on March 27, 2015.

Any remaining claims or counterclaims not specifically addressed herein are dismissed
with prejudice. This Final Judgment resolves all claims as to all parties ip this action.

DATED: Kealakekua, Hawaii, DEC 2 9 2015

RONALD IBARRA (SEAL)

JUDGE OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT
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cc: S. Whittaker, Esq. S. Kane
M. Wille, Esq. L. Horowitz

WISOEC 30 PM L: 27
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE THIRD CIRCUIT
STATE OF HAWAIIL il TADKA, CLERK
JASON HESTER, Civil NO. 14-1-304
Plaintiff, NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT
Vs. Judge Ronald Ibarra, Division 4
LEONARD G. HOROWITZ, ET AL.,

Defendants.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

In accordance with the Hawai'i Rules of Civil Procedure, Rule 77(d), please note that the

FINAL JUDGMENT has been entered in this case.

DATED: Kealakekua, Hawaii, DEC 3 0 2018

FRANCINE VICTOR (SEAL)

CLERK OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT
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MORTGAGE

WORDS USED OFTEN IN THIS DOCUMENT AND PARTIES AND THEIR ADDRESSEE”FF 0
<.

(A) "Mortgage." This document, which is dated_)ﬁUUﬁ‘lU-/ [ 5" 200${w111 be bh—”
called the "Mortgage."

(B) "Borrower," THE ROYAL BLOODLINE OF DAVID, a Washington nonprofit
corporation, whose mailing address is P. O. Box 1739, Newport, Washington 99156, will
sometimes be called "Borrower" and sometimes simply “I" or "me." :

(©) “Lender." LORAN LEE, also known as C. Loran Lee, single, whose mailing
address is 13-3775 Kalapana Highway, Pahoa, Hawaii 96778, will sometimes be called “Lender”
or sometimes simply "you" or "your."

(D) "Note." TheP Note, signed by Borrower and datedml‘g_’% n

! S( {4 .'200?@?1/?&‘%1& the "Note." Under the Note, Lender agrees to lo P
Borrower the principal sum of THREE HUNDRED FIFTY THOUSAND AND NO/100
DOLLARS ($350,000.00).

(E)  "Property." The property that is described below in the section titled "Description
of the Property," will be called the "Property."

. I mortgage, grant a security interest in and convey the Property to you subject to the terms
of this Mortgage. This means that, by signing this Mortgage, I am giving you those rights that are
stated in this Mortgage and also those rights that the law gives to lenders who hold mortgages on real

- property and security interests in personal property. I am giving you these nghts to protect you from
possible losses that might result if I fail to:

(A)  Pay all the amounts that [ owe you as stated in the Note;

(B)  Pay, with interest, any amounts that you spend under this Mortgage, to protect the
value of the Property and your rights in the Property;

(C)  Keep all of my other promises and agreements under the Note or this Mortgage.
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DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPERTY
I give Lender rights in the Property described in (A) through (J) below:
(A) The property is described in Exhibit A which is attached at the end of this Mortgage;

(B)  All buildings and other improvements that are located on the property described in
Paragraph (A) of this section;

(C) Al rights in other property that [ have as- owner of the property described in
Paragraph (A) of this section, These rights are known as "easements, rights and appurtenances
attached to the property;"

(D)  All rents or royalties from the property described in Paragraph (A) of this section;

(E)  All mineral, oil and gas rights and profits, water, water rights and water stock that
are part of the property described in Paragraph (A) of this section; '

(F)  Allrights that I have in the land which lies in the streets or roads in front of, or next
to, the property described in Paragraph (A) of this section;

(G)  All fixtures that are now or in the future will be on the property descnbed in
Paragraphs (A) and (B) of this section, and all replacements of and additions to those fixtures.
Usually, fixtures are items that are physically attached to buildings, such as hot water heaters;

(H) All of the rights and property described in Paragraphs (B) through (F) of this section
that I acquire in the future;

)] All replacements of or additions to the property described in Paragraphs (B) through
(F) and Paragraph (H) of this section;

(I  Any voting rights I have as owner of the Property.

BORROWER'S RIGHT TO MORTGAGE THE PROPERTY AND BORROWER'S
END F THE PROPERTY

I promise that; (A)Ilawfully own the Property; (B) I have the right to mortgage, grant and
convey the Property to Lender; (C) there are no outstanding claims or charges against the Property
except for the claims and charges against the Property listed in Exhibit A attached to the end of this
Mortgage; and (D) any lease included in the Property is in good standing.

I give a general warranty of title to Lender. This means that I will be fully responsible for
any losses which you suffer because someone other than myself has some of the rights in the
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Property which I promise that I have. I promise that I will defend my ownership of the Property
against any claims of those rights.

PROMISES

I promise and I agree with you as follows:

1.  BORROWER'S _ PROMISE __TO __ PAY _ PRINCIPAL  AND

RE , o) 1 R ENT.OBLI S. Twill

promptly pay you or anyone you name, principal, interest and any late charges as stated in the Note.

2, BORROWER'S OBLIGATION  TO __ PAY _ CHARGES AND
ASSESSMENTS AND TO SATISEY CLAIMS AGAINST THE PROPERTY. I will pay when they
are due all taxes, assessments, and any other charges and fines that may be imposed on the Property.
I'will also make payments due under my lease if I am a tenant on the Property and I will pay lease
rents (if any) due on the Property. I will do this by making the payments directly to the persons
entitled to them. (In this Mortgage, the word "person" means any person, organization,
governmental authority, or other party.) If I make direct payments and the Lender requests, then
promptly after making any of those payments I will give Lender a receipt which shows that I have
done so.

Any claim, demand or charge that is made against property because an obligation has not
been fulfilled is known as a "lien." I will promptly pay or satisfy all liens against the Property.

Condominium and PUD Assessments. If the Property includes an apartment unit in a

Condominium Project or in a PUD, I will promptly pay, when they are due, all assessments imposed
by the owners' association or other organization that governs the Condominium Project or PUD.
That association or organization will be called the "Owners' Association."

3. BO BLIGATIO T T P

INSURANCE Olj THE PBOPE_R[ Y.

(A)  Generally, I will obtain insurance to cover all buildings and other improvements
that now are or in the future will be located on the Property as follows:

= Fire and extended peril coverage (with inflation guard) in an amount at least

- equal to the full replacement costs of the insurable 1mprovements on the
Property;

® Comprehensive public liability insurance as customarily provided for

similar property in Hawaii for homeowner's insurance;
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B Hurricane Property Insurance Policy;

o Flood insurance, if the Property is within the Flood zone eligible for
federally subsidized flood insurance;

and other hazards for which Lender requires coverage, except as may be otherwise expressly
provided in the lease if the property is a leasehold.

Tunderstand that Lender may not make the granting of the Note contlngent onmy obtaining
any insurance required under the terms of this Mortgage from an insurance company de51gnated by
Lender. However, to the extent permitted by law, Lender reserves the right to refuse an insurer
which I choose for cause or reasonable excuse. All of the insurance policies and renewals of those
policies must include what is known as a “standard mortgagee clause” to protect Lender. The form
of all policies and the form of all renewals must be acceptable to Lender. Lender will have the right
to hold the p011c1es and renewals.

I will pay the premiums on the insurance policies by paying the insurance company directly
when the premlum payments are due. If Lender requu'es, I will promptly give Lender all receipts of
paid premiums and all renewal notices that I receive.

If there is a loss or damage to the Property, I will promptly notify the insurance company
and Lender. If I do not promptly prove to the insurance company that the loss or damage occurred,
then Lender may do so.

The amount paid by the insurance company is called "proceeds.” If the Property is used as
a "residence" (for example, it is my home), then I have the right to decide whether the proceeds will
be used to repair, restore or rebuild a residence on the Property or whether the proceeds will be used
to reduce the amount that I owe you under the Note. In all other cases, Lender will have the right
to determine whether the proceeds are to be used to repair, restore or rebuild the Property or to
reduce the amount I owe under the Note.

If any of the proceeds remain after the amount that I owe to Lender has been paid in full,
the remaining proceeds will be paxd to me.

If I abandon the Property, or if I do not answer, within 30 days, a notice from Lender stating
that the insurance company has offered to settle a claim for insurance benefits, then Lender has the
authority to collect the proceeds. Lender may then use the proceeds to repair or restore the Property
or to reduce the amount that I owe to Lender under the Note and under this Mortgage. The 30-day
period will begin on the date the notice is mailed or, if it is not mailed, on the date the notice is

delivered.

If any proceeds are used to reduce the amount which I owe to Lender under the Note, that
use will not delay the due date or change the amount of any of my monthly payments under the Note
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or this Mortgage.

If Lender acquires the Property pursuant to this Mortgage, all of my rights in the insurance
policies will belong to Lender. Also, all of my rights in any proceeds which are paid because of
damage that occurred before the Property is acquired by Lender or sold will belong to Lender.
However, Lender's rights in those proceeds will not be greater than the amount that I owe to Lender
- under the Note and under this Mortgage immediately before the Property is acquired by Lender or
sold. :

(B) eements th 1 ini uD!

(i) If the Property includes an apartment unit in a Condominium Project, the
- Owners' Association may maintain a hazard insurance policy which covers the entire Condominium
Project. That policy will be called the "master policy." If the master policy insures my apartment
unit as well as the common elements of the Condominium Project, so long as the master policy
remains in effect and meets the requirements stated in this Paragraph: (a) my obligation to obtain
and to keep hazard insurance on the Property is satisfied; (b) I will not be required to include an
amount for hazard insurance premiums in my monthly payment of Funds to Lender; and (c) if there
is a conflict, concerning the use of proceeds, between (1) the terms of this Paragraph, and (2) the law
or the terms of the declaration, bylaws, regulations or other documents creating or governing the
Condominium Project, then that law or the terms of those documents will govern the use of
proceeds.. I will promptly give Lender notice if the master policy is interrupted or terminated.
During any time that the master policy is not in effect the terms of (a), (b) and (c) of this
subparagraph (B)(i) will not apply.

(i)  If the Property includes a unit in a Condominium Project, it is possible that
proceeds will be paid to me instead of being used to repair or to restore the Property. I give Lender
my rights to those proceeds. If the Property includes a unit in a PUD, it is possible that proceeds will
be paid to me instead of being used to repair or to restore the common areas or facilities of the PUD.
I give Lender my rights to those proceeds. All of the proceeds described in this subparagraph (B)(ii)
will be paid to Lender and will be used to reduce the amount that I owe to Lender under the Note and
under this Mortgage. Ifany of those proceeds remain after the amount that I owe to Lender has been
paid in full, the remaining proceeds will be paid to me.

4. BORROWER'S OBLIGATION TO MAINTAIN THE
PROPERTY AND TO FULFILL OBLIGATIONS IN [LEASES AND MORT-
Al E BO SE MIN S, -

(A)  Agreements about Maintaining the Property. Twill keep the Property in good repair.

I'will not destroy, damage or change the Property, and [ will not allow the Property to deteriorate.
I will not make additions or major improvements to the Property without Lender's written consent.
Lender also will have the right to inspect plans and specifications and may condition Lender's
consent on my obtaining required building permit, consents of Condominium Owner's Association,
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lenders, or lessors, if any, plus evidence of my adequate financing and/or bonding to pay for the
unprovements

(B)  Agreements About Keeping Promises in Leases and Mortgages. T will fulfill my
obhgatlons under any lease which is part of the Property. I will not change or agree to any change
in any Lease which is a part of the Property. I will fulfill my obligations in any Mortgage on the
,Property listed on Exhibit A at the end of this Mortgage. 1 will not change or agree to any change
in any such Mortgage. _

(Cy Agreements that Apply to Leases and
Preventing Rejection or Termination of Leases in Bankruptcy Cases If (i) the Property includes, or
is under, covered, or affected by any leases (the "Property Leases™), (ii) I, or anyone else with rights
to and/or obligations under any Property Leases, including, but not limited to, lessors, lessees,
sublessors, and sublessees, become a debtor in a voluntary or involuntary bankruptcy case, and
(iii) an order for relief is issued pursuant to the bankruptcy laws, then I will take the actions
necessary to prevent the Property Leases (a) from being rejected by me, any bankruptcy trustee or
any other person pursuant to the bankruptcy laws, or (b) from being terminated in any manner. T will
take such actions within five (5) days from the date of filing of the order for relief. The bankruptcy
laws include, but are not limited to, Section 365 of Title 11 of the provisions of the United States
Code, which is often referred to as Bankruptcy Code Section 365, as it may be amended from time
to time.

I now appoint you as my attomey-in-fact to do whatever you, as Lender, believe is .
necessary to protect your interests in the Property and to prevent the rejection or termination of the
Property Leases under the bankruptcy laws. This means that I now give you the right, in my place
and name, or in your own name, to do whatever you believe is necessary to protect your interests in
the Property. You have no obligation or responsibility to look out for or take care of my interests.

- You may, but you do not have to, take any actions to prevent the Property Leases from being rejected
or terminated pursuant to the bankruptcy laws. Those actions include, but are not limited to, the
following:

) The filing of any instruments, documents and pleadings with the court to assume
and/or assign the Property Leases; and

(i)  The filing of a notice of election to remain in possession of leased real property if
my lessor becomes a debtor in a bankruptcy case and rejects my lease.

Your having the right to take such actions will not prevent me, on my own, from taking any
actions to protect my interests and the Property Leases.

(D) Agreements that Apply to Condominiums and PUD's. If the Property is a unit in

a Condominium Project or ina PUD, I will fulfill all of my obligations under the declaration, bylaws,
regulations and other documents that creaté or govern the Condominium Project or PUD. Also, [
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will not divide the Property into smaller parts that may be owned separately (known as "partition or
subdivision”). I will not consent to certain actions unless I have first given Lender notice and
obtained Lender's consent in writing. Those actions are:

()  The abandonment or termination of the Condominium Project or PUD, unless in
the case of a condominium, the abandonment or termination is required by law;

(2)  Any change to the declaration, bylaws or regulations of the Owners' Association,
trust agreement, articles of incorporation, or other documents that create or govern the Condominium
Project or PUD, including, for example, a change in the percentage of ownership ri ights, held by unit
owners, in the Condominium Project or in the common areas or facilities of the PUD;

| (3)  Adecision by the Owners' Association to terminate professional management and
to begin self-management of the Condominium Project or PUD; and

| {(4)  The transfer, release, creation of liens, partition or subdivision of all or part of the
common areas and facilities of the PUD. (However, this provision does not apply to the transfer by
the Owners' Association of rights to use those common areas and facilities for utilities and other

similar or related purposes.)

3. LENDER'S RIGHT TO TAKE ACTION TO PROTECT THE PROPERTY. If:

(2) I do not keep my promises and agreements made in this Mortgage, or (b) someone, including me,

begins a legal proceeding that may affect Lender's rights in the Property (such as, for example, a
legal proceeding in bankruptcy, in probate, for condemnation, or to enforce laws or regulations), then
Lender may do and pay for whatever Lender believes is necessary to protect the value of the Property
and Lender's rights in the Property. Lender's actions under this Paragraph may include, for example,
appearing in court, paying reasonable attorneys' fees, and entering on the Property to make repairs.

Lender need not give me notice before taking any of these actions.

I will pay to Lender any amounts which Lender spends under this Paragraph. This
Mortgage will protect Lender in case I do not keep this promise to pay those amounts with interest.

I'will pay those amounts to Lender when Lender sends me a notice requesting that I do so.
I will also pay interest on those amounts at the same rate stated in the Note. However, if payment
of interest at that rate would violate the law, I will pay interest on the amounts spent by Lender under
this Paragraph at the highest rate that the law allows. Interest on each amount will begin on the date
‘that the amount is spent by Lender. However, Lender and I may agree in writing to terms of payment
that are different from those in this paragraph.

Although Lender may take action under this Paragraph, Lender does not have tg do so.

6. LENDER'S RIGHT TO INSPECT THE PROPERTY. Lender, and others

 authorized by Lender, may enter on and inspect the Property. They must do so in a reasonable
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manner and at reasonable times.

7. AGREEMENTS ABOUT CONDEMNATION OF THE PROPERTY. A taking of
property by any governmental authority by eminent domain is known as "condemnation.” I give to
Lender my right: (a) to proceeds of all awards or claims for damages resulting from condemnation
or other governmental taking of the Property; and (b) to proceeds from a sale of the Property that is
made to avoid condemnation. All of those proceeds will be paid to Lender and will be used to
reduce the amount that 1 owe to Lender under the Note and under this Mortgage. If any of the
proceeds remain after the amount that I owe to Lender has been paid in full, the remaining proceeds

will be paid to me.

If I abandon the Property, or if I do not answer, within 3¢ days, a notice from Lender stating
that a governmental authority has offered to make a payment or to seitle a ¢laim for damages, then
Lender has the authority to collect the proceeds. Lender may then use the proceeds to repair or
restore the Property or to reduce the amount that I owe to Lender under the Note and under this
Mortgage. The 30-day period will begin on the date the notice is mailed or, if it is not mailed, on
the date the notice is delivered.

If aﬁy proceeds are used to reduce the amount of principal which I owe to Lender under the
Note, that use will not delay the due date or change the amount of any of my monthly payments
under the Note and this Mortgage. However, Lender and I may agree in writing to those delays or
changes. : '

Condemnation of Common Areas of PUD. If the Property includes a unit in a PUD, the

promises and agreements in this Paragraph will apply to a condemnation, or sale to avoid
condenmation, of the PUD's common areas and facilities as well as of the Property.

8. QQMMLEN_DERS_BIQHIE Even if Lender does not exercise or

enforce any right of Lender under this Mortgage or under the law, Lender will still have all of those
rights and may exercise and enforce them in the fature,

9. LENDER'S ABINITY TO ENFORCE MORE THAN ONE OF
LENDER'S RIGHTS. Each of Lender's rights under this Mortgage is separate. Lender may exercise
and enforce one or more of those rights, as well as any of Lender's other rights under the law, one
at a time or all at once.

10. BLIG, S WER. If more than one person signs (his Mortgage

as Borrower, each of us is fully obligated to keep all of Borrower's promises and -obligations
contained in this Mortgage. Lender may enforce Lender's rights under this Mortgage against each
of us individually or against all of us together. This means that any one of us may be required to pay
all of the amounts owed under the Note and under this Mortgage. However, if one of us does not
sign the Note, then: (a) that person is signing this Mortgage only to give that person's rights in the
Property to Lender under the terms of this Mortgage; and (b) that person is not personally obligated

9
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. to make payments or to act under the Note,

1. CAPTIONS. The captions and titles of this Mortgage are for convenience only.
They may not be used to interpret or to define the terms of this Mortgage.

12, AGREEMENTS = ABOUT GIVING NOTICES REQUIRED
UNDER THIS MORTGAGE. Unless the law requires otherwise, any notice that must be given to
me under this Mortgage will be given by delivering it or by mailing it addressed to me at the address
stated in Paragraph (B) of the section above titled "Words Used Often In This Document and Parties
and their Addresses." A notice will be delivered or mailed to me at a different address if [ give
Lender a notice of my different address. Any notice that must be given to Lender under this
Mortgage will be given by mailing it to Lender's address stated in Paragraph (C) of the section above
titled "Words Used Often In This Document and Parties and Their Addresses." A notice will be
mailed to Lender at a different address if Lender gives me a notice of the different address. A notice
required by this Mortgage is given when it is mailed or when it is delivered according to the
requirements of this Paragraph.

13, LAWTHAT GOVERNS THIS MORTGAGE. The law of the State of Hawaii will

govern this Mortgage. If any term of this Mortgage or of the Note conflicts with that law, all other-
terms of this Mortgage and of the Note will still remain in effect if they can be given effect without
the conflicting term. This means that any terms of this Mortgage and of the Note which conflict with
the law can be separated from the remaining terms, and the remaining terms will still be enforced.

14, CONVEYANCE OR ASSIGNMENT. I will not convey, assign or transfer (whether

by way of Deed, Mortgage, Assignment of Lease, Agreement of Sale or other conveyance) any of
my interest in the Property. Any attempt to do so will not be effective unless I first obtain the written
consent of Lender. If all or any part of the Property or an interest therein is sold or transferred by -
Borrower without Lender's prior written consent including without limitation by way of a
conveyance, mortgage, agreement of sale, or otherwise, Lender may, at Lender's option, require
immediate payment in full of all sums secured by this Mortgage. Lender shall not exercise such
option if Lender is prohibited by federal law from doing so. If Lender exercises this option to
accelerate, Lender shall give Borrower notice of acceleration. ‘The notice shall provide a period of
not less than 30 days from the date the notice is mailed within which Borrower must pay all sums
secured by this Mortgage. If Borrower fails to pay these sums prior to the expiration of this period,
Lender may invoke any remedies permitted by this Mortgage without further notice or demand on
Borrower.

15, DEFAULT. I will be in default under this Mortgage if:

(1) I'fail to make any monthly payment due under the Note or am otherwise in default
under the Note. ‘ ,

(2)  Ifailto keep any promise or agreement made in this Mortgage and do not correct

10
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the failure within thirty (30) days after Lender gives me notice reqﬁesting correction.

(3)  Iconvey, assign or transfer any of my interest in the Property without first obtaining
Lender's written consent.

16. ' IF B IS AULT.

(A)  !Imymediate Paymentin Full", Ifthere is a default under this.Mdrtgage, then without
prior notice to me you can demand that I pay immediately the entire amount then remaining unpaid

under the Note and under this Mortgage. You may do this without making any further demand for
payment. This demand will be called "Immediate Payment in Full", ‘

(B) Foreclosure an "d Sale". If I default under this Mortgage, you can also start a
"Foreclosure and Sale” of the Property, without giving me prior notice.

A "Foreclosure and Sale" of the Property will take away, forever, all of my rights in the
Property. You can do this without having to give 2 bond to a coust. The Property can be sold in
"whole" (as one property) or in "part” (as several picces of property) at a private sale or public
auction. The buyer, who may be you or another person, will acquire the Property free and clear of
any of my claims to the Property. The buyer would then own the Property. If1 have not moved out
before then, the buyer can remove me (and other persons, including my family, allowed by me to be
on the Property) from the Property. This is known as "Foreclosure and Sale".

If the Property is a leasehold, the buyer will then own the leasehold interest for the rest of
the lease term, plus any extensions and renewals of the lease term.

For your benefit in case I default under this Mortgage, I now “irrevocably" (permanently
until you release this Mortgage or otherwise release me in writing) appoint you as my "attorney-in-
fact” (authorized representative) to do all that is necessary to transfer my rights in the Property by
a Foreclosure and Sale. This includes your being able to transfer the Property to a buyer at the sale,
and, without giving notice to me, your being able to make any arrangements that you desire
concerning this Mortgage and that buyer to protect your rights in this Mortgage and the Property.

A law of the State of Hawaii, now known as "Section 667-5 of the Hawaii Revised
Statutes," provides for a Foreclosure and Sale of propeity under a "Power of Sale". This "Power of
Sale" will let you foreclose the Mortgage and sell the Property without having to start a lawsuit, if
I should default under the Mortgage. I give you that "Power of Sale" under Section 667-5 and under
any successor statute, as such law may be amended.

If you exercise your right to get a Foreclosure and Sale of the Property, you will follow the
procedures that are required of you by the laws of the State of Hawaii,

The proceeds from the sale of the Property by Foreclosure and Sale will be appliéd to pay

11
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for any liens on the Property which are superior to this Mortgage, all amounts I owe you under the
Note and this Mortgage including "Future Advances" as well as all of your costs and expenses
including "Commissioner’s” (auctioneer's) fees and attorneys' fees, in bringing a Foreclosure and
Sale, plus interest, as allowed by this Mortgage and law. If the proceeds are not sufficient to pay all
of the amounts that I owe you, then you will have the right to get a "personal judgment" (a court .
order) against me for the difference, or you can get any other remedy available to you under the law
and this Mortgage. If there are any "surplus” (remaining) proceeds after you pay for all of the above,
then those surplus proceeds will belong to me. _ ‘

In any lawsuit for foreclosure and sale, Lender will have the right to collect all costs
allowed by law, including reasonable attorneys' fees. '

Lender shall also have an immediate right to a receivership without any requirement for
prior notice to me or a hearing. The receiver shall serve without a bond.

In addition to having a foreclosure and sale, Lender may take any other actions allowed by
law. This includes, for example, setting off (deducting) amounts that I owe Lender from any funds
that Lender may owe to me. For example, if I have money on deposit in an account with Lender,
Lender may take the money in that account to pay what [ owe under the Note and this Mortgage.

17. LENDER'SS = RIGHTS  TO RENTAL PAYMENTS FROM

(0] L SIQ PE . As additional protection

for Lender, I give to Lender all of my rights t6 any rental payments from the Property. However,

until I am in default, I have the right to collect and keep those rental payments as they become due.

I'have not given any of my rights to rental payments from the Property to anyone else, and I will not
do so without Lender's consent in writing.

IfIam in default, then Lender, persons authorized by Lender, or a receiver appointed by
a court at Lender's request may: (A) collect the rental payments, including overdue rental payments,
directly from the tenants; (B) enter on and take possession of the Property; (C) manage the Property;
and (D) sign, cancel and change leases. I agree that if Lender notifies the tenants that Lender has the
right to collect rental payments directly from them under this Paragraph, the tenants may make those
rental payments to Lender without having to ask whether I have failed to keep my promises and
agreements under this Mortgage,

If there is a judgment for Lender in a lawsuit for foreclosure and sale, I will pay to Lender
reasonable rent from the date the judgment is entered for as long as I occupy the Property. However,
this does not give me the right to occupy the Property. :

All réntal payments collected by Lender or by a receiver, other than the rent paid by me
under this Paragraph, will be used first to pay the costs of collecting rental payments and managing

the Property. If any part of the rental payments remains after those costs have been paid in full, the
remaining part will be used to reduce the amount that I owe to Lender under the Note and under this

12
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Mortgage. The costs of managing the Property may include the receiver's fees and reasonable
attorneys' fees. Lender and the receiver will be obligated to account only for those rental payments
that they actually receive.

18. LENDER'S OBLIGATION TO DISCHARGE THIS MORT-
: [GA ~ When Borrower has
paid all amounts due under the Note and this Mortgage Lender will dlscharge this Mortgage by
delivering a certificate stating that this Mortgage has been satisfied. I will pay all costs of recording
the discharge in the proper official records.

19.  CHANGING THIS MORTGAGE. Thls Mortgage can be changed only if Lender

and I sign a writing agreeing to the change,

20. RR ' M E NY. 1

understand that I can get any insurance required by this Mortgage from any insurance company

- licensed to sell that insurance in Hawaii, subject to Lender's right to refuse an insurer for cause or
reasonable excuse.

21.  FINANCING STATEMENT. This Mortgage also serves as a financing statement
to perfect the Lender's security interest in the Property.

By signing this Mortgage I agree to all of the above,

THE ROYAL BLOODLINE OF DAVID,
a Washmgton nonprofit corporation

Its Overseer

APPROVED AS TO FORM
PETER K. KUBOTA
ATTORNEY AT LAW

BY

11-7-03
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STATE OF WASHINGFOR- NV

)
county oF Bt § .
On this \ta __‘\~  dayof \_\W 04’

3, before me personally appeared
LEONARD GEORGE HOROWITZ Indmdually and the Overseer of THE ROYAL

BLOODLINE OF DAVID, a Washmgton nonprofit corporation, to me known (or proved to me

on the basis of satisfactory evidence) to bé the person described in and who executed the foregoing
instrument, and acknowledged to me that he executed the same as his free act and deed

SNoh G fo,;”fr,,
R é,"sa";""-"?“ % ame: g;;md[ajdolb&ﬂb
saf QO T otary Public, State of Washingterr Hawmu
£ 1 e iyl '
Z % oy F ., .
’, 0) .hUBL\ ' $§§ My commission expires: H\\’L\UL\’
?%ql;:naé..;\?‘\o&\\‘:‘ )
’”Hm T

3
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EXHIBIT A

ITEM I

.LOT 15-D
A Portion of Lot 15
Grant 5005 to J. E. Elderts
Kamaili Homesteads, Puna, Island and County of Hawaii, State of Hawaii ‘

. BEGINNING et a pipe et the West comer of this parcel of land at the North boundary of
Lot 2, Grant 4330 to C. L. Wight and on the Bast side of Pahoz - Kalapaia Road (Emergency
Relief Project No, ER 4(1)), the coordinates of said point of beginning referred to Government
Survey Triangulation Station "HEIHRIAKULU" being 6,281.64 feet North and 16,203.34 feet
East and running by azimuths measured clockwise from True South: . :

1. 197° 55 15" 95802 fect along Pahos-Kalapana Road (Emergency Relief
Project No, ER 4(1)) to a pipe;

2. 239° 28 30"  326.15 feet along Lot 19, Grant 5651 to Chas. Blderts to a pipe;

3. 304° 03' 30"  337.89 feet along Lot 19, Grant 5651 to Chas, Elderts, and
Grant 5151 to J. B. Elderts to a pipe;

Thence along a 1016.74 feet radius curve to the right the
direct chord azimuth and distance being: IR

4. 14° 14" 56" 915,04 feet along West side of the old Pahoa-Kalspana Road:
5. 40° 59 30"  275.69 feet along sarhe to a pipe;
6. 114° 43' 30"  494.98 feet along Lot 2, Grant 4330 to C. L, Wight to the point

of beginning and containing an area of 16.55 acres,
tmore or less. -

Being the land conveyed to The Royal Bloodline of David, a Washington nonprofit corporation,
. by Warranty Deed dated . { o Fecorded in the Bureau of Conveyances, State of
_ Hawaii, as Document No. __2 L4 /Ol‘f%

ITEM IT:

That certain parcel of land (being portion of the land(s) described in and covered by Land
- Patent Grant Number 5005 to J, B, Elderts) situate, lying and being at Puna, Island and County of
Hawaii, State of Hawaii, being LOT 15-A, portion of Lot 15, of the Kamaili Homesteads, being
more particularly described as follows:
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9«*.,"

Beginning af the nortl comer of this parcel of land at fhe northwest corner of Lot 15-B -

| and on the easterly side of old (abandoned) Pahoa-Kalapana Roed the coordinates of said point
.of beginning referred to Government Survey Triangulation Station "HRIHEIAHULU" being

6,270.75 feet north and 16,889.17 feet east and running by azimuths measured clockwise from
true South: :

1. 307 30 212,10 feet along Lot 15-B;
2. 37 30 23590 °  feet along same;
3. 114° 43 30" 23514 feet along Grant 4330 to C. L. Wright;
4, 220° 59 30 261.10 feet along easterly side of old (abandoned)
| Pahoa-Kelapana Road: | '
'I"h_ence along a 1066.74 feet radius curve to the left, the chord azimuth and distance
_ being: -
5. 2200 15* 30" 27.31 feet along same to the point of beginning and

containing an area of 1.32 acres, more or less,

Being the land conveyed to The Royal Bloodline of David, a Washington nonprofit corporation,
by Warranty Deed dated : » recor'ded in the Bureau of Conveyances, State of

Hawaii, as Document No.

SUBJECT, HOWEVER, TO: E
1. Tide to all minerals and metallic mines reserved to the Stato of Hawaii,

2. ASTOITEME-

As to the road remnant within the land hérein described:

M

a. Reservation in favor of the State of Hawaii of all minerals and metallic mines of every
‘'description, including all geothermal rights,

b. Reservation of the rights of native tenants,

¢. The State of Hawaii's and the public's right of access through government roads,
namely the "Pahoa-Kalapana Road", a government road under the jurisdiction of -
the County of Hawaii, shall be protected and not restricted.

d. Reservation in favor of the State of Hawaii of al] right, title, interest or claim to water
having its source upon or flowing over or under the subject property.

- €. Reservation in favor of the State of Hawaii of all easements or rights in the nature of

casements for the free flowage of surface water through and across any stream and/or
established water course upon the subject property.

- 3. ASTOITEM I:-
The property does not appcar to have aocess of record to any public street, road or highway.,
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PROMISSORY NOTE
$350,000.00 ? /.’f) , 200;“/@ /

FOR VALUE RECEIVED, the undersigned ero_xr}’ljsf_-_s, to pay to LORA;‘{ LEE, also kn ?Q}( C’I

- W ARy By A2 !
as C. Loran Lee, single, whose mailing address is '1'3:%37.’7:5-:1{2-&;::&“:1— Highsway, Pahoa, Hawaii

96778, or order, the sum of THREE HUNDRED FIFTY THOUSAND AND NO/100 DO%%S
- o T AN
($350,000.00), with interest thereon from the A Qéﬁ day of TAr M r?/ﬁﬁf : 2005"_')",2unﬁljfully

paid at eight percent (8%) per annum, principal and interest payable in lawful money of the United

States as follows: 17:@75’;(’_’,@/;47& |
Interest only shall be payable monthly, commencing on the /97A_ day of “Fpsesflf 77)

and on the ,{: é(’ﬁ day of each month thereafter, which amount on the original balance shall be
TWO THOUSAND THREE HUNDRED THIRTY-THREE AND 33/100 D(_'}wg{s
- off

($2,333.33), said payments to continue until the _/ 2( 2 day of :};I/L’Tf’ri”/fy ; ?.O(ﬁ at which

date there shall be due a final payment to include all principal and interest then owing.

R\

There shall be no premium charged to the Maker hereof for prepayment at any time of up to
ONE HUNDRED THOUSAND AND NO/100 DOLLARS ($100,000.00) of the original balance
of this Promissory Note. However, if any further prepayment is made, there shall be a premium of
FORTY-FIVE THOUSAND AND NO/100 DOLLARS ($45,000.00) charged to the Maker hereof.

If any installment be not paid when the same becomes due, then, or at any time during such
default, the entire principal and interest owing hereon shall become due and payable at the election
of the holder hereof, and notice of such election is hereby waived.

The undersigned shall pay to the Note holder a late charge of five percent (5%) of any
monthly installment not received by the Note holder within fourteen (14) days after the installment

e

If this Note is placed in the hands of an attorney for collection, or if suit is brought hereon,

is due.

the undersigned promises to pay the costs of collection, including reasonable attorneys' fees.
The makers, endorsers and guarantors hereof, each jointly and severally, waive diligence,

presentment, demand of payment, notice of non-payment, protest and notice of protest.
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This Promissory Note is secured by a Mortgage of even date herewith.

THE ROYAL BLOODLINE OF DAVID,
a Washington nonprofit corporatmn

AL ' >*Z(fz” £,
ONARD GEORGE HOROWIﬁ

Individually and as its Overseer
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TITLE OF DOCUMENT: ' : :

WARRANTY DEED
PARTIES TO DOCUMENT:

GRANTOR: LORAN LEE, also known as C. Loran Lee, single, whose mailing address
is 13-3775 Kalapana Highway, Pahoa, Hawaii 96778

GRANTEE: THE ROYAL BLOODLINE OF DAVID, a Washington nonprofit
corporation, whose mailing address is P. O, Box 1739, Newport,

Washington 99156

TAX MAP KEY (3) 1-3-001:049 and :043 PKEK/ITC2003.DED/11-6-03
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WARRANTY DEED

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS:

T_hat LORAN LEE, also known as C. Loran Lee, single, whose mailing address is 13-
3775 Kalapana Highway, Pahoa, Hawaii 96778, .hereinaﬂer called the "Grantor", for and in
consideration of the sum of TEN AND NO/100 DOLLARS ($10.00) and other good and valuable
consideration to the Grantor paid bjr THE ROYAL BLOODLINE OF DAVID, a Washington
nonprofit corporation, whose mailing address is P, O. Box 1739, Newport, Washington 99156,
hereinafter called the "Grantee”, the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, does hereby grant,
bargain, sell and convey unto the Grantee all of that certain real property designated on the tax maps

of the Third Taxation Division, State of Hawaii, as Tax Map Key 1-3-001:049 and :043, more

particularly described inl Exhibit A attached hereto and made a part hereof, subject to the
encumbrances noted therein.

TOGETHER WITH ALL and singular the buildings, improvements, rights, tenements,
hereditaments, easements, privileges and aj)punenances thereunto belonging or appertaining or held
and enjoyed in connection therewith.

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the same unto the Grantee, and the Grantee’s successors and
assigns, in fee simple forever.

AND THE SAID GRANTOR does hereby covenant with the Grantée that the Grantor is

* lawfully seised in fee simple.of said granted premises and that the said premises are free and clear

of all encumbrances except as.aforesaid, and except for assessments for real property taxes not yet
due. And the said Grantor further covenants and agrees that the Grantor has good right to sell and
convey the said premises in the manner aforesaid; that the Grantor will WARRANT AND DEFEND
the same unto the Grantee against‘the lawful claims and demands of all persons, except as aforesaid.

- AND in consideration of the premises, the Grantee hereby acknowledges that the Grantee
is aware, understands and agrees that all of the premises herein conveyed, including, but not limited
to, all i unprovements located thereon, are being conveyed by the Grantor to the Grantee "AS IS"
without warranty or representation, express or implied, as to condition or fitness for any purpose
whatsoever, the Grantee hereby agreeing, acknowledging and affirming to the Grantor that the
Grantee has had full opportunity to inspect the premises and accept the same "AS IS", as provided

2
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for in the sales contract and any and all addenda thereto. The terms of said "AS IS" provisions are
incorporated herein by reference and shall survive closing.

IT IS MUTUALLY AGREED that the terms “Grantor" and "Grantee", as and when used
hereinabove or hereinbelow shall mean and include the masculine or feminine, the singular or plural
number, individua]s, associations, trustees, corporations or partnerships, and their and each of their
- respective successors in interest, heirs, executors, personal representatives, administrators and
permitted assigns, according to the context thercof, and that if these presents shall be signed by two °
or more grantors, or by two or more grantees, all covenants of such parties shall be and for all
purposes deemed to be their joint and several covenants. '

The parties agree that this instrument may be executed in countelpaﬂs, each of which shall
be deemed an original, and the counterparts shall together constitute one and the same instrument,
binding all parties notwithstanding that all of the parties are not signatory to the same comtczpa&s.
For all purposes, including, without limitation, recordation, filing and delivery of this instrument,
duplicate unexecuted and unacknowledged pages of the counterparts may be discarded and the
remaining pages assembled as one document. '

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this instrument has been E}}/(_tguted by the undersigned on this

L5l °fﬁmﬂ70// 200§/ AN zE w0

~.

LORAN LEE Y.A C, LORAN CEE

THE ROYAL BLOODLINE OF DAVID,
a Washington nonprofit corporation

APPROVED AS TQ FORM
PETER K. KUBOTA
ATTORNEY ATLAW

Its Overseer
BY

11-7-03
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ITEMTI:

A

EXHIBIT A

LOT 15-D
Portion of Lot 15

Grant 5005 to J. E. Elderts
Kamaili Homesteads, Puna, Island and County of Hawaii, State of Hawaii

BEGINNING at a pipe at the West corer of this parcel of land at the North boundary of

Lot 2, Grant 4330 to 'C. L. Wight and on the East side of Pahoa - Kalapana Road (Emergency

Relief Project No. BR 4(1)), the coordinates of said point of beginning referred to Government
Survey Triangulation Station "HEISRIAIULU" being 6,281.64 feet North and 16,203.34 feet
East and running by azimuths measured clockwise from Tyue South: .

1.

ITEM 11

Hawaii, State of Hawaii, being LOT 15

197

239°

304"

14°

40°

114°

55

28

03f

14'

59

43'

15" 958.02 feet along Pahoa-Kalapana Road (Emergency Rslief
- ‘Project No, ER 4(1)) to a pipe; '

30

30"

5 6"
30"

3 0"!

326.15 feot along Lot 19, Grant 5651 to Chas. Elderts to pipe;

337.89 feet along Lot 19, Grant 5651 to Chas. Elderts, and
Grant 5151 to 1. E. Elderts to a pipe;

Thenco along a 1016.74 feet radius curve to the right the
direct chord azimuth and distance being:

915.04 feet along West side of the old Pahoa-Kal apana Road;

- 275,69 feet along same to a pipe;

494.98 feet along Lot 2, Grant 4330 to C. L. Wight to the point
of beginning and containing an area of 16,55 acres,
more or less.

Being the land conveyed to Loran Lee, singlé, by Deed dated Noverber 3, 2000,

That certain parce! of land (bein
Patent Grant Number 5005 to F. E. Elde

more particularly described as follows:

 recorded in the Burean of Conveyances, State of Hawaii, as Document No. 2001189329,

g portion of the land(s) described in and covered by Land

1ts) situate, lying and being at Puna, Island and County of

-A, portion of Lot 15, of the Kamaili Homesteads, being
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Beginning at the north'comer of'this pémel of land af the northwest cormer of Lot 15-B
and on the easterly side of old (sbandoned) Pahoa-Kalapana Road the coordinates of said point

.of beginning referred to Government Survey Triangulation Station "HEIHEIAHULU" being

6,270.75 feet north and 16,889.17 feet east end running by azimuths measured clockwise from
true South;

1. 307 30 212.10 feet along Lot 15-B;

2. 377 30 23590 - feet along same;

3. 114° 43' 30" 23514 feet along Grant 4330 to C. L. Wright;

4, 220> 59 30 26110 feet along easterly side of old (abandoned)

S Pahoa-Kalapana Road; | '
Thence a.ldng 2 1066.74 feet radius curve to the left, the chord azimuth and distance

being: ‘

5. 220 15 30" 2731 feet along same to the point of beginning and

containing an area of 1,32 acres, more. or less.

Being the land conveyed to Loran Lee, by Deed dated November 23, 1999, recorded in
the Bureau of Conveyances, State of Hawaii, ss Document No. 2000-030528.

SUBJECT, HOWEVER, TO: . .
1. Title to all minerals and metallic mines reserved to the State of Hawaii,

2.  ASTOITEMI-
As to the rond remnant within the land herein described:

2 Reservation in favor of the State of Hawaii of all minerals aﬁd,metallic mines of every
description, including all geothermal rights,

b. Reservation of the rights of native tenants.

¢. The State of Hawaii's and the public's right of access through government roads,
namely the "Pahoa-Kalapana Road", a government road under the jurisdiction of
the County of Hawaii, shall be protected and not restricted.

d. Reservation in favor of the State of Hawaii of all right, title, interest or claim to water
having its source upon or flowing over or under the subject property.

e. Reservation in favor of the State of Hawaii of all easements or rights in the nature of
casements for the free flowage of surface water through and across any stream and/or
established water course upon the subject property.

3. ASTOITEMII-

The property does not appear to have access of record to any public street, road or highway,
| END' OF EXHIBIT TR
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THE ORIGINAL OF THE DOCUNENT
RECORDED AS FOLLOWS
STATE OF HAWAJI
BURBAU OF CONVEYAr. <
B TIME
Doc 2008-136885 L
SEP 08, 2009 08:02 AM

After Recordation, Return by Mail (X) Pickup ( ) To:

Paul: J. Sulla; Jr.
P.0. Box 5258
Hilo, HI 96720

TMK Nos. (3) 1-3-001:049 and 043
ASSIGNMENT OF MORTGAGE

THIS ASSIGNMENT OF MORTGAGE (herein referenced to as
the “Assignment”) is made as of this gﬁ?? day of May, 2009
by LORAN LEE, a/k/a C. LORAN LEE, an unmarried individual,
whose address is 13-811 Malama Street, Pahoa, HI 96778,
(hereinafter referred to as the “Assignor”) for the ben=fit
of CECIL LORAN LEE, OVERSEER of THE OFFICE OF OVERSEER, A
CORPORATE SOLE AND HIS SUCCESSOR OVER/FOR TdE POPULAR
ASSEMBLY OF REVITALIZE, A GOSPEL OF BELIEVERS, whose
address is 13-811 Malama Street, Pahoa, HI 56778,
(hereafter referred to as the “"Assignee”).

WITNESSETH i

WHEREAS, Assignor is the holder of that cerrtain Mortgage
together with the debt and Note secured hereby, in the
original principal sum of Three Hundred Fifty Thousand
Dollars ($350,000.00) given by THE ROYAL BLOODLINE OF
DAVID, a Hawaiian non-profit corporation whose address is
P.0. Box 1739, Newport, WA 99156, (hereinafter referred to

as “"Mortgagor”,
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WHEREAS, the said Mortgage is dated January 15, 2004 and
recorded in the Bureau of Conveyances of the State of
Hawaii, Document No. 2004-014441, and it encumbers and is a
lien upon that certain real property consisting of 17.87
acres more or less located in Kalapana, in the County and
State of Hawaii, described ir Exhibit "R”, attached hereto
and by this reference made a part hereof (hereinafter
referred to as the “Premises”); and,

WHEREAS, Assignor is desirous of assigning said Mortgage,
together with the Note and debt therein described to

Assignee; and

af receivirng and holding s=zid

WHERZAS, Assignee is desirous
ote and the debt therein

Mortgage, together with the X
described, from Assignor.

NOW THEREFORE, for and in corsideration of the sum of Ten
Dollars ($10.00) paid by Assignee, and other goods ard l
valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of
which is hereby acknowledged by Assignor, Assignor does
hereby make the following assignment: ‘

15 Assignment. Assigror has granted, bargained,
sold, assigned, conveyed and transferred, and by these
presents does grant, bargain, sell, assign, convey and
transfer unto Assignee, its heirs, successors and assigns, I
forever all of its right, title and interest in, to and
under said Mortgage describec above, together with the debt
and Note secured thereby; together with any and all rights,
interests and appurtenances thereto belonging; subject only
to any right and equity of redemption of said Mortgage, its
SucCcessors or assigns in the same.

2. Warranties =nd Representations. Assignor hereby
warrants and represents that it is the present holder of
the above described Mortgage and that there are no other
holders of said Mortgage or any interest therein nor has
the Assignor declared that that is any default by Mortgagor
therein or in the Note and debt secured thereby.

3 Governing Law. This Assignment shall be
governed, construed and interpreted by, through and under
cthe laws of the State of Hawaii.

4. Headings. Paragraph headings contained herein
are for the convenience of reference only and are not to be
used in the construction or interpretation hereof.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Assignor has executed and
delivered this Assignment to Assignee on the date hereof.

LORAN };/EE a/k/a C. LORAN LEE
—

Assignor
STATE OF HAWAII )
Ss.
COUNTY OF HAWAIT )

On this _ /¥  day of May, 2009, before me personally
appeared LORAN LEE a/k/a C. LORAN LEE ané-ﬂﬂﬂiﬁ-ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ;%%g
to me known (or who has proven to me on the basis of
satisfactory evidence) to be the persons described in and
who executed the foregoing ASSIGNMENT OF MORTGAGE, dated

May, 15 » 2009 and consisting of 3 pages
total, who, being duly sworn, acknowledged that he executed
said instrument as his free act and deed.

In witness whereof, I have
hereuntoset my hand and
affixed my official seal
on the day and year last
above written.

T
(Notary signature)

Q/;’:‘h.s (oh‘,‘
(Print notary name)
Notary Public
Third Judicial Circuit
fSstamp or Seal] State of Hawai'i

/(’ My commission expires: 02-20-20/0
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Assignment of Promissory Note

THIS ASSIGNMENT dated May 15, 2009

BETWEEN:
LORAN LEE a/k/a C. LORAN LEE

(the "Assignor")

-and-

THE OFFICE OF OVERSEER, A
CORPORATE SOLE AND HIS SUCCESSORS,
OVER/FOR THE POPULAR ASSEMBLY OF
REVITALIZE A GOSPEL OF BELIEVERS

(the "Assignee”)

WHEREAS:

(A) THEROYAL BLOODLINE OF DAVID, a Washington nonprofit corporation (the
“Debtor") is indebted to the Assignor in the sum of Three Hundred Fifty Thousand

Dollars ($350,000.00) (the "Debt"), see copies attached as Exhibit “A":

(B)  The Debt is secured by a Mortgage recorded with the Bureau of Conveyances for the
State of Hawaii. Document No. 2004-014441 (“Mortgage™), conceming certain premises
consisting of 17.87 acres more or less located at TMK (3) 1-3-001:049 and 043,

Kalapana, County and State of Hawaii; and

(C)  The Assignor wishes to assign to the Assignee, and the Assi gnee wishes to receive an
assignment of the Debt;

NOW THEREFORE in consideration of the recitals, the mutual covenants hereinafier set forth.
and for other good and valuablc consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which is hereby
acknowledged, the parties hereto hereby agree as follows:

I. The Assignor hereby assigns, transfers and sets over unto the Assignee the Debt together
with the Mortgage and all advantage and benefit to be derived therefrom.

2. As consideration for the assignment, the Assignee agrees to pay to the Assignor.
concurrently with the execution of this Agreement, the sum of $10.00 and other valuable
consideration.

3: The Assignor hereby acknowledges, covenants and agrees that the Debt is justly and truly

owing by the Debtor to the Assignor.

EXHIBIT 7
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4. The Assignor covenants and agrees with the Assignee that the Assignor shall assign to
the Assignee all its or his right, title and interest in the Mortgage security in respect of the
Debt assigned by this Assignment, and the same shall be deemed security granted by the

Assignor to the Assignee.

5. The Assignor acknowledges and agrees that all his rights in respect of the Debt have been
assigned to the Assignee but that the acceptance by the Assignee of this Assigmnent shall
impose upon the Assignee the obligation to take any steps to effect the collection of same
or to ensure that the Debt does not become statute barred by the operation of any law
relating to limitation of actions, or otherwise.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the parties hereto have executed this Agreement as of the date first
above written.

&

LORAN LEE A/K/A/ C. LORAN LEE

CECIL LORAN LEE, OVERSEER

THE OFFICE OF OVERSEER, A
CORPORATE SOLE AND HIS
SUCCESSORS OVER/FOR THE
POPULAR ASSEMBLY OF
REVITALIZE A GOSPEL OF
BELIEVERS

I
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EXHIBIT A L, & g . |
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i |
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Beth Chrisman

Forensic Document Examiner
13437 Ventura Blvd, Suite 213
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
Phone: 310-957-2521 Fax: 310-861-1614
E-mail: beth@handwritingexpertcalifornia.com
www.HandwritingExpertCalifornia.com

LEVELS OF OPINION-BASED ON ASTM GUIDELINES FOR EXPRESSING CONCLUSIONS

Since the observations made by the examiner relate to the product of the human behavior there are a
large number of variables that could contribute to limiting the examiner’s ability to express an opinion
confidently. These factors include the amount, degree of variability, complexity and contemporaneity of
the questioned and/or specimen writings. To allow for these limitations a scale is used which has four
levels on either side of an inconclusive result. These levels are:

¢ I|dentification / Elimination

May be expressed as ‘The writer of the known documents wrote / did not write the questioned writing.’
This opinion is used when the examiner denotes no doubt in their opinion; this is the highest degree of
confidence expressed by a document examiner.

e Strong Probability

May be expressed as ‘There is a strong probability the writer of the known documents wrote / did not
write the questioned writing.” This opinion is used when the evidence is very persuasive, yet some critical
feature or quality is missing; however, the examiner is virtually certain in their opinion.

e Probable

May be expressed as ‘It is probable the writer of the known documents wrote / did not write the
questioned writing." This opinion is used when the evidence points strongly foward / against the known
writer; however, the evidence falls short of the virtually certain degree of confidence.

e Evidence to Suggest

May be expressed as ‘there is evidence to suggest the writer of the known documents wrote / did not
write the questioned writing.” This opinion is used when there is an identifiable limitation on the
comparison process. The evidence may have few features which are of significance for handwriting
comparisons purposes, but those features are in agreement with another body of writing.

¢ Inconclusive
May be expressed as ‘no conclusion could be reached as to whether the writer of the known documents
wrote / did not write the questioned writing.” This is the zero point of the confidence scale. It is used

when there are significantly limiting factors, such as disguise in the questioned and/or known writing or a
lack of comparable writing and the examiner does not have even a leaning one way or another.
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DECLARATION OF BETH CHRISMAN

I, BETH CHRISMAN, hereby declare as follows:
1. I am an Expert Document Examiner and court qualified expert witness in the field of
questioned documents in the State of California. | am over the age of eighteen years, am of sound
mind, having never been convicted of a felony or crime of moral turpitude; I am competent in all
respects to make this Declaration. I have personal knowledge of the matters declared herein, and if
called to testify, I could and would competently testify thereto.
2. I have studied, was trained and hold a certification in the examination, comparison, analysis
and identification of handwriting, discrimination and identification of writing, altered numbers and
altered documents, handwriting analysis, trait analysis, including the discipline of examining
signatures. I have served as an expert within pending litigation matters and I have lectured and
taught handwriting related classes. A true and correct copy of my current Curriculum Vitae
(“C.V.”) is attached as “Exhibit A”.
3. Request: I was asked to analyze a certified copy of the ARTICLES OF
INCORPORATION, CORPORATION SOLE FOR ECCLESIASTICAL PURPOSES for the
Corporation Sole of THE OFFICE OF THE OVERSEER, A CORPORATION SOLE AND HIS
SUCCESSORS, OVER/FOR THE POPULAR ASSSEMBLY OF REVITALIZE, A GOSPEL OF
BELIEVERS filed with the State of Hawaii Department of Commerce and Consumer Affairs. |
have attached this document as EXHIBIT B, Pages 1 through 8.
4, Basis of Opinion: The basis for handwriting identification is that writing habits are not
instinctive or hereditary but are complex processes that are developed gradually through habit and
that handwriting is unique to each individual. Further, the basic axiom is that no one person writes
exactly the same way twice and no two people write exactly the same. Thus writing habits or

individual characteristics distinguish one person’s handwriting from another.
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Transferred or transposed signatures will lack any evidence of pressure of a writing
instrument. Additionally, due to modern technology in the form of copiers, scanners, and computer
software that can capture documents as well as edit documents and photos it has become quite easy
to transfer a signature from one document to another. However, there will always be a source
document and in many cases the signature will remain unchanged. The fact that there is more than
one signature that is exactly the same is in direct opposition to one of the basic principles in
handwriting identification.

A process of analysis, comparison and evaluation is conducted between the document(s).
Based on the conclusions of the expert, an opinion will be expressed. The opinions are derived
from the ASTM Standard Terminology for Expressing Conclusions for Forensic Document
Examiners.

3. Observations and Opinions:

PAGE NUMBERING:

a. This is an 8 page document with the first six pages having a fax footer dated May 26, 2009
and the last 2 pages having a fax footer of May 28, 2009.

b. Further, the first four pages are numbered as such, the fifth page has no original number
designation, the sixth page has the numeral 2, and the last two pages are labeled 1 and 2.

c. There is not one consistent page numbering system or text identification within the
document pages that indicates all pages are part of one document.

DOCUMENT PAGES:

d. Page 6 and Page 8 are both General Certification pages and contain the same text, exact
same signature and exact same handwritten '8' for the day. Since no one person signs their name

exactly the same way twice, one of these documents does not contain an authentic signature.
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Additionally, no one person writes exactly the same way twice thus the numeral '8' is also not
authentic on one of the documents.

€. It is inconclusive if one of the documents is the source or if neither is the source document.
f. There is no way to know if the signature of Cecil Loran I.ee was an original prior to faxing
or if it was a copy of a copy or the generation of the copy if a copy was used to fax the form.
PAGES 5 AND 6

g. Page 6 is a General Certification appearing to be attached to the previous page, however,
Page 5 of this set of documents references a Gwen Hillman and Gwen Hillman clearly is not the
signature on the Certification. Additionally, there is no Page number on the Certificate of Evidence
of Appointment that actually links it to the next page, the General Certification of a Cecil Loran
Lee.

h. Further, the fax footer shows that Page 5 is Page 13 of the fax, where page 4 is Faxed page
5 and page 6 is fax page 7; so there is inconsistency in the overall document regarding the first six
pages.

1. There is no way to know based on the fax copy and limited handwriting if the same person
wrote the '8' on pages 5 and 6. There's no real evidence these pages go together outside the order
they were stapled together in the Certified Copy.

PAGE 8.

j Page 8 does have an additional numeral '2' added to the original numeral 8 to make *28.’

a. The Please see EXHIBIT 3 for levels of expressing opinions.
6. Opinion: EXHIBIT B, The ARTICLES OF INCORPORATION, CORPORATION SOLE
FOR ECCLESIASTICAL PURPOSES for the Corporation Sole of THE OFFICE OF THE
OVERSEER, A CORPORATION SOLE AND HIS SUCCESSORS, OVER/FOR THE POPULAR

ASSSEMBLY OF REVITALIZE, A GOSPEL OF BELIEVERS filed with the State of Hawaii
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Department of Commerce and Consumer Affairs contains page(s) that are not authentic in nature

but have been duplicated, transferred and altered. Further, the lack of proper page numbering and

consistency within the page number makes the document suspicious.
7. Declaration:

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the

foregoing is true and correct and that this declaration was executed on the 12th day of June, 2015,

in Sherman QOaks, California.

H CHRISMAN

Page 4 of 4
DECLARATION OF BETH CHRISMAN

State of California that the
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FILED_05/28/2009 05:41 PM
Business Registration Division
DEPT. OF COMMERCE AN
CONSUMER AFFAIRS
State of Hawaii

STATE OF HAWAII

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND CONSUMER AFFATIRS

Business Registration Division
1010 Richard Street
PO Box 40, Honolulu, HI 96810

ARTICLES OF INCORPORATYON
CORPORATION SOLE FOR ECCLESIASTICAL PURPOSES
(Section 419, Wawaii Revised Statutes)

PLEASE TIPE OR PRINT LEGIBLY IN BLACK INK

The undersigned desires to form a Corporation Sole for

Ecclesiastical purposes under the laws of the State of Hawaii and does
certify as follows:

Article I
The name of the Corporation Sole is:

THE OFFICE OF THE OVERSEER, A CORPORATION SOLE AND HIS
SUCCESSORS, OVER/FOR THE POPULAR ASSEMBLY OF
KRKVITALYZE, A GOSPEL OF BELIEVERS

Article II

Cecil Loran Lee of 13-811 Malama Street, Pahoa, HI 96778,

duly authorized by the rules and regulations of the church
REVITALIZE, A GOSPEL OF BELIEVERS, a Hawaiian non-profit
corporation in the nature of Ecclesia, hereby forms THE OFFICE
OF THE OVERSEER, A CORPORATION SOLE AND RIS SUCCESSORS, OVER/FOR
THE POPULAR ASSEMBLY OF REVITALIZE, A GOSPEL OF BELIEVERS and is
the initial holder the office of Overseer hereunder.

Article IIX

The principal office of THE OFFICE OF THE OVERSEER, A
CORPORATION SOLE AND HIS SUCCESSORS, OVER/FOR THE POPULAR
ASSEMBLY OF REVITLIZE, A GOSPEL OF BELIEVERS is 13-811 Malama
Street Pahoa, HI 96778. The Island of Hawaii is the boundary of

the district subject to the ecclesiastical jurisdiction of the
Overseer.

Article IV

The period of duration of the corporate sole is perpetual.

RECEIVED  MAY-26-2008 11:27 FROM- TO-DCCA BREG PAGE 002
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Article v

The maunuer in which any vacancy OCCurring in the incumbency of
THE OFFICE OF THE OVERSEER, A CORPORATION SOLE AND HIS
SUCCESSORS, OVER/FOR TRE POPULAR ASSEMBLY OF REVITALIEE, A
GOSPEL OF BELIEVERS, is required by the discipline of THE OFFICE
OF THE OVERSEER, A CORPORATION SOLE AND HTS SUCCESSORS, OVER/FOR
THE POPULAR ASSEMBLY OF REVITALIZE, A GOSPEL OF BELIEVERS, to be
filled, through an appointment of Jasen Hester of Pahoa, Hawaii
as designated successor, and if said designated successor is
unable or unwilling to serve, then through an appointment by the
sSupporl «ud blessings by a formal “rYopular Assembly” of clerical
staff and the general membership of REVITALIZE, A GOSPEL OF
RELTEVERS, as to the named descignated successor. The corporale
sole 