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‘contending that a11 serv1ces relating‘to the lease were performed
by Siva's attorney, Mr, Slmpson but did not object when the matter
f1rst came before the court, since he was seeklng termination-of
‘ hlS conservatorshlp and did not w1sh to ancagonlze his conservator.
This petitlon was flled desnlte the fact that under Callfornla law o
a creditor may notkapplyxfor the appointmedt ofna conservator.

| Priof to the hea:ing on the petition, fhe‘attofﬁeysiforov ,
- 8iva epparently determined*thet it would be in the interest,of '
their,client,to have the matter heard by a judge other than Broﬁn;-
They obtained a tfensfer of the matter to the RiVerside divisicﬁ of
-the cOurﬁ. ,Ihe petition was oenied with dispatch'opon the ground o
--that the petitioners were in fact creditors and no sufficient show-
ing had been made tokwarrant the‘imposition of a gua:dianship‘opoﬁ
Mr. Siva. Exhibit 39.

It is also worthenoting that the cost to Mr. Siva for defend;

ing this action is expected to approximate $5,000.

2.‘ Estate of Eugene Segundo

. kDuring’pendencyvofka divorce aCtioo»égainst his wife,
Geraldine, Eugene Segundo petitioned for the removelkof‘James
Hollowell as his conservator and substitutionrof'a oonservetor of
“His:own choice. It was alleged: that Hollowell failed to keep A
‘Segundo adﬁisedkoffthe state of his property and;affairs end had
ffurnished‘cerfain funds to Geraldine without Eugene's saﬁdtion.
;Gereldine, appareﬁfly motivated by the domestic situation, opposed

the petition and proposed a corporate guardian or conservator. What:
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