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NOTICE OF UNRECORDABLE DOCUMENT
[Pursuant to Government Code 27203, 27204J

The document entitled: CORRECTION GRANT DEED

was presented by: Kareem Salessi

on: October 9,2009,2:03 p.m.

The Document is: Attached for information

The County Recorder's Department has deemed the document unrecordable for the following
reason(s):

o We are not aware of any legal provision for recording a Grant Deed for correction that
does not correct a specific error in the original recording. Presentor has not provided
sufficient citation of a legal reference which permits or provides for such a recording.

Presentor has a legal right to judicial review of the Recorder's refusal to record the document in
a State of California Court of competent jurisdiction.

NOTE: It is a public offense to further attempt to record this documcnt without a State of
California court order as provided by California Code 27204.

This Notice of Unrecordable Document was given to presentor on October 9, 2009.

Terri Nissen
Supervising Deputy Recorder
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RECORDING REQUESTED BY
AND WHEN RECORDED MAILTO:
Kareem Salessi
20262 Crown ValleY ParkwaY,
B-17 4; Lagu na N iguel, Ca- 92677

APN: 637-124'12

CORRECTION GRANT DEED

Kareem Salessi, named grantee in recorded document # 20020984379

attached, and incorporated herein as (Exhibit-A)' GRANTS to:

Kareem Salessi, alkla Karim Salessi, in FEE SIMPLE ABSOLUTE, the

following described real property located at:
2gg4l Aloma Ave., Laguna Niguel, California, with this le_gat de_s_c_ltption:

63 oF TnlGT 7340, tN THE ctTy oF I-AGUNA ttl6uet, couNTY oF ORANGE, CALIFORNIA AS PER MAP
RECORDED tN BOOK 280, PAGE (s) 1 to 4, INCLUSIVE OF MISCELLANEOUS MAPS lN THE OFFICE OF THE

couNTY RECORDER FOR THE SAID COUNTY;Assessor',s Parcel No.637'12$12

The (Exhibit-A) Grant Deed was a complete forgery, and a nullity, as

documented by the recorded document # 20080000383999 herein attached as

(Exhibit-B), and did not pass tiile to Kareem salessi who informed orange

bounty Recorder; Sheriff; and District Attorney, of this forgery in 2007' but

they aif refused to prosecute the forgeries, in violation of inter alia. Gov.

cohe 5g27203-27203.s, cc SS34t2: J29aet seq, thus liable for all damages.

The aellers-and the forgers who were defendants in OSC Case #

04CC110g0, and now in Federal Case # SACV 08-01274DOC (MLGx) have

refused to deliver a corrected grant deed to Kareem Salessi, therefore
pursuan t1o Civit Codes g€358/: 3050 GRANTOR/GRANTEE herein records

thiscorrectiongr-tdeed-tobecomeeffectiveretroactive|yasof11l5l2oo2.
This GRANT 6ggO nullifies any por--riarr' 'rr{rrorce after-acquired claims.

Dated: I 0/? ,'7- 
0 2

ANGIUCA JUTADO
Comml||lon , l ralotl

lfofory nrbilc. CCtlomb
orano. Courft

gbr' ctcamcnrta Connty d



CALIFORNIA ALL.PURPOSE ACKNOWLEDGMENT

State of California

County of

personally appeared

On

iffiffi
who prorcd to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to
be the person(y') whose namefi) is/af subscribed to the
within instrurhent and acknowledoed to me that
neistshe{executed the same jn histi/rlthVlr authorized
capdcity(iff), and that by his/tfrnrlir dignature(d on the
instrumerft the person(y), or lhe'entity upon behalf of
which the personfi) aCted, executed the instrumenl.

I certify under PENALry OF PERJURY under the laws
of the State of California that the foregoing paragraph is
true and correct.

WITNESS my hand a

Placr Nolary S.al Abo6
Signature

OPTIONAL
Though the inlomatlon below is not requirad by lag it may prow valuabla to persons relying on the drcument

and could prewnt lraudulent rcmoval and reaftachment of this torm to another document.

Description of Attached Document

1-ire orrype or Documenr: COVftplloW (t*rtt 
btUl

Document Dale: Number of Pages:

Signe(s) Other Than Named Above:

Capacity(ies) Claimed by Signer(s)

Signer's Name:
C Individual
l*.l Corporate Otficer - Title(s):
I Partner - [] Limited I General
I Attorney in Fact
rl Trustee

Signer's Name:
I Individual
D Corporate Otficer - Title(s)
i ' ] Partner-! Limited D General
I Attorney in Fact
J Trustee

I Guardian or Conservator I Guardian or Conservator
I Other: I Other:

Signer ls Representing: Signer ls Bepresenting:

O2@TNalionalNotaryAssociali$.9350D6SoloAs..POBox24@.Chatsrcrlh.CA91313'2aO2.ffiNaliqlalt lotraryo,g ltm15907 Bsdsr:CallToN-Freel4OG87&6827
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I
RECORDII$RDQUESTED BY

. / l
AND WtrEN RECORDED MAIL TO:

Kareem Salsssi

;;s |l--'ht) Ywfr ft\E

Lh.apA t ') lo4 t '4*,

RE@RtrfNG REQUEI|rED Bt!
d)ilMOilWEALIH |JilD TITLE

This Document was electronically recorded by
Common Wealth

Recordrd In Ofllcld Recordr,County of Orangc
Darlenr Bloom, Cler|r Rocordrr

Itlllltlilll2'.oo
20020984i179 04:1 9pm 11 107 lO2

11E /3 G02 2
2/8.85 2'|il.65 0.00 20.00 2.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

i
z
)

I
\

Sprc Abovc Thir Unc for Rccordc/r Usc Only

A.P.N.: 637-12+012 Ordsr No.: 2201951-l Escrow No.: 454-1152

GRANT DEED

THE LNDER.S|GNED GRANTOR(r) DECI {RE(r) T}IAT DOCUMENTARY TRANSFER TAX lS: COTJNTY 348730 A CrfY S.0O

I/Q 
computcd m full veluc of prqc4y cmvqrcd, c t

t I conputcd on full vduc lcsr veluc of licru or cncurr&rrrccr rcrnining rt tirrc of selc,

I I unincorporetcd rrcg fCity 
of f-rnrnr Ninrel . rnd

FORA VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, Reccipt of which is hcrcby acknowlcdgcd,
PetrlckOrtlz rnd Debble Ortla hurbrnd rnd wlfc er jolnt tcnrntr

hereby GRANT(S) to Krreem Sdesd, r mrrrled mln lt hk solc rnd seprrtte proPcrty

thc following describcd propcrty in thc City of Lrgune Nlguel, County of Onngc Statc of Califomia;

Lot 63 of Trect 7340, ln thc Clty of Legune Nlgucl, County of Orrngc, Ceffornle rt per mrp rccorded In Book 280, Pege(r) I
to 4,Inclurlve of Mlrcellrneow Mrpr ln thc Olllcc of thc County Recorder of rdd County.

Docurnent.Datc: Novernher 06- 2OO?

STATE OF CAIIIQBNTA )SS
COI.JNTYOF

up t
pcrsonrlly appcercd
pcrsonally kno*l o rr (or provcd to rE on thc brsir of srtisfrcto'ry cvidcncs) to bc thc pcrson(r) whocc nem(r) is/erc subscriH to thc within instrunrnt and
acbrowlcdgcd to nr thrt thc senr in hir/hcr/thcir authorizcd ceprcity(ies) and thet by hiJhcr/thcir signrnrc(r) on thc insfurn nt thc pcnor(s) or

actcd, cxccutcd thc incmJrncnt.

n4'

Thir arer for officiel notarial scel.

of which

}-ffiF*'#il

the cntity

Mail Tax Statemcnb to: SAME AS ABOVE or Address Notcd Bclow



CALIFORNIA ALL.PURPOSE ACKNOWLEDGEITIENT

:nffit" i
On bcforc rc,

pctrordly known to nr (a provcd t;.j * 
_O

;iil#"fr::fr.:1il1"-*1rffi,f#.T.:l}t1ffiHfil ..p..;tv1i.'v "niir,., ui r,itirhcir risr*wc(rl - ,r,..i*n ,*"r rho penor(r)

pcrsmtlly appcrred

WITNESS I

+9tlA-

Numbcr of Pt3cr:

Signtture(s; orhcr than nerncd ebovc

trHr,[i

OPTIONAL
Though thc infonntior bcros ir nor reguircd by rrq it nry provc nr'ebrc o pcrrqrr rcrlngon thc docunrnt lnd could prcvcnt fnudulcnt rermvri rnd rcettrchrrrnr of rhir form 

-o 
rnoth' docunFnL

DESCRIPTION OF ATTACHED DOCUMENT

Titlc or T19e of Docunrrrt:

Docu[Ent D.tc:

cApACrTy (rEs) CLAIMED By srcNER(S)

INDryIDUAL

coRPoRATE OFFICER(S)
TTTLE(S)

I  I  PARTNER(S) l  I  LTMITED
t I GENERAL

I J AT'roRNEy-tN-FAcr

I I rRUs'rEE(s)

I I CU^RDTANORCONSERVATOR

l I OrHER

INDIVIDUAL

I J coRPoturrE oFFTER(S)
flrLE(S)

(  I  PARTNER(S) t  I  L |MTTED
t 1 CENERAL

t I ATTORNEY.IN-FACT

I I TRUSTEE(S)

I l  GUARDTANORCONSERVATOR

of Signcr

Top ofThumb Hcrc
of Signcr

Top of Thumb Hac

SIGNER IS REPRESENTING:

OTI{ER
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RECORDING REQUESTED BY:
And when recorded return to:
Kareem Salessi
28841 Aloma Ave',
Laguna Niguel, Ca. 92677.
(94e) 218 7566

Rccordcd in Official Rccords, Orangc Countyr
Tom Daly, Clcrk-Recordcr

I illill lllll lllll llll llll lllil lffi l[[ lil |lll| ffi fill lllll lll lll m oo
2008000383999 02: 1 5Pm 08/1 2/08

230 2(Xl NOi] 9
0.oo 0.oo 0.00 0.oo 24.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Indexin g instructions:
This notice must be indexed
as follows: ,,
Grantor and grantee index' t ' 

, I
Each ctaimant'is a grantor. : '/ 

I
a<

I
NOTICE OF INTENT TO PRESERVE INTEREST II

I
This notice is intended to preserve an interest in real property ftoT- |
extinguishment pursuant io Title 5 (commencing with Sectlon 880.020) of 

I
Part 2 of Division 2 of the Clvil Code (Marketable Record Title) 

|

CLAIMANT: KAREEM SALESSI I

::l'"";il:X,'*,1;'!-Y7tr;, II
INTEREST: FEE StMpLE ABSOLUTE, FREE & CLEAR OF ALL CLAIMS. I

Per Documents#20020984379, f2007000735305' I
#2oog00 026707q # 2008000125844, in official records I
of county ol orange; o.c. sheritl crime Report# 0G05_8562; I
osc cases 04GC11080, 30-200&00107531; Appellate cases # |

-G038002, G040713; Grant deeds and loan documenls were I
S eE Exr{ tE rR:.e / lorgeO by First Team Real Estate & Coast Cities Escrow, in I
AtBgCt Ds1c, Lt'tov.2W2,& arevoid, Penal CodesSSll5'5;47Gtl80,et seq. I

PROPERTY: 28841 Aloma Ave. Laguna Nlguel, Ca. 926V; OH: I
LOT 63 OF TRACT 7340,IN THE CITY OF LAGUNA NIGUEL' I
COUNTY OF ORANGE, CALIFORNIA AS PER MAP
RECORDED lN BOOK 280, PAGE (s) 1 to 4, INCLUSIVE OF I
MISCELLANEOUS MAPS lN THE oFFICE OF THE CoUNW I
RECORDER FOR THE SAID COUNTY; I
Assessor's Parcel No.637-124'12 |

I
I
I
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s13.87 c E8 California Real Property Sales Transactions ' 1072

they look at the record or not, and has priority over any other transfer'

see cc $1214; Triple A Mgmt. co., Inc. v Frisone (1999) 69 CA4th

520, 81 bnZO OOe. ny contrast, if a buyer fails to record the deed,

subsequent bona fide purchasers ot encumbrancers who first record

will gain priority ouei the prior unrecorded deed' Wilson v Nichols

(1940) 39 c{zd 527, 103 P2d 1oo7'

\
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s13.87 C. Defects or Exceptlons to Constructlve
Notlce

Not every document recorded provides constructive notice. Sur-

veys do noi impart constructive notice, because a record of survey

is not an instrument or a conveyance under cc $$1213, t2'15. stearns

v Title Ins. & Trust co. (1971) 18 CA3d 162, 95 CR 682. Nor

do recorded notices of default or notices of sale relating to nonjudicial

foreclosures provide constructive notice. CC E292ab(f); Glavinich

v Commonwialth Land Title Ins. Co. (L984) t63 CA3d 263, 209

cR 266.
Certain defects in a recorded document may result in that document

providing no constructive notice. For example, a deed that incorrectly

describes the land it is intended to convey does not give constructive

notice of the transfer of that land (Davis v ward (1895) 109 c 186'

4I P 10L0), nor would recording a forged instrument give construc-

tive notice of its existence (Hopkins v Fresno County Abstract Co'

(1918) 36 CA 699,l73 P 106). With respect to defects in the execu-

iion of an instrument, or in the certificate of acknowledgment or

lack of a certificate, CC $1207 provides generally that, if otherwise

properly recorded, such instruments give constructive notice one year

after recordation, despite the defect'

Not all defects ur. 
"uur.d 

by the parties. The county recorder

may improperly index an instrument with the result that the instru-

r.nt prouides no constructive notice. See Hochstein v Romero (1990)

2lg c{3d 447,268 CR 202. The recorder may be held liable fo

damages if the recorder acts willfully or negligently in recording

or inJexing a document- Govt C $$27203-27203'5'

D.

s13.88 1 .

Government

12t04

Procedures for Recording

Form of Instrument

Code 92736t.6 requires a special format for docu-



CALIFORNIA CODES GOVERNMENT CODE SECTIONS:

272Og. Any recorder to whom an instrument proved or acknowledged
accordingio law or any paper or notice which may by law be recorded
is delivereA tor record is liable to the party aggrieved for the
amount of the damages occasioned thereby, if he or she commits any of

the following acts:

(a) (1) Neglects or refuses to record the instrument, paper, or
noticl within a reasonable tirne after receiving it. This subdivision
shall not apply to an instrument, paper, or notice that the recorder
has determined to be an unrecordable document pursuant to this
chapter. Nothing in this subdivision shall preclude the application
of Section 27201.

(2) The recorder may provide, to any person presenting a document
the recorder determines to be an unrecordable document, a form
stating that the person has the right to judicia_l review in a court
of coripetent jurisdiction of the recorder's refusal to record the
document. The form shall include a section stating the recorder's
reason for refusing the document. The form shall provide notice that
it is a public offense to further attempt to record the document
without an order of the court as provided by Section 272O4. The
recorder shall keep a correct copy of the refused document. In the
event the document is determined by the court to be a recordable
document, the recorder shall pay the filing fees for the review, and
shall record the document within a reasonable time.

(b) Records any instrument, paper, or notice, willfully or
negiigently, untruly, or in any manner other than that prescribed by
this chapter.

(c) Neglects or refuses to keep in his office or to make the
proper entries in the indices required by this chapter'' 

(Ci Alters, changes, obliterates or inserts any new matter in any
records deposite- in his office. The recorder may make marginal
notations on the records in his office indicating the affixing of
internal revenue stamps to documents subsequent to recordation or the
affixing of such stamps to original deeds on file in the office of
the registrar of titles.

27209.5. lf the recorder willfully and maliciously commits any of
the acts described in Section 27209 or if he derives a personal
financial benefit from committing any of those acts, he is liable to
the party aggrieved for three times the amount of damages occasioned
thereby.



10-29-2009
Mr. Tom Daly,
Orange County Clerk-Recorder
12 Civic Cener Plaza, Room 1 01
Santa Ana, Ca.92701
(7 14) 834 2500 t834 267 5

Kareem Salessi
Bank Fraud & forgery victim
30262 Crnwn \ /a l la t r  D1, , . , . ,  E  ' r1A

RE: NorlcE oF UNRECORDABLE DocuMENT, dated 10/9/09

Dear Mr. Daly:

on 10/9/09 I presented for recording to your above address a
"CORRECTION GRANT DEED" to my house located at28841Aloma Ave.,
Laguna Niguel, Ca. 92677. For reference, I attached the first page of another
document I had recorded on 8/12lOB at your office. The 8/1 2lO8 document
provides proof of fact that the original purported grant deed to me of this property
had been a complete forgery. Your office rejected the corrective deed documents
and mailed me a NorlcE from you with the following bullet point:

"We are not aware of any legal provision for recording a Grant Deed for correction that
does not correct a specific error in the original recording.',

According to your above notice, you had no objections to the recording of a
correction but that I had not specified a specific error that I wanted to be
corrected. On the contrary, I had provided this specificity by attaching the Bll2lOB
document. However, I can understand that your staff obviously OiO not take it upon
herself to cross check what is to be corrected, although it had been explained with
legal citations on the face of the DEED However, I herewith try to fully document,
with legal points and authorit ies, what specific details were errors in the original
forqed qrant deed recorded on 11 17lO2, as it appeared in (Exhibit-A) of the
rejected DEED. Please see the forensic handwriting expert's certification of the
forgeries attached as exhibits, and incorporated heiein with this reference as if set
forth in full. The lorgeries, as quoted from my operative federal complaint # SACV
08-01274 Doc (MLGx) are described in pages 4g-50 as follows:

COUNT-6:

REPARA N&REC UMENTS

$.LE_ SSI v. Com,monwealth. Skinner. Coast Cities Escrow: Cameron
Meraqe: Golden West: World Savinqs: WaC



2135- The general allegations and the altegations contained in all the above
paragraphs, inclusive are incorporated in this cause of action.

136- on, or about, 11-7-2002 defendants, without Plaintiffs knowledge or consent,
fabricated and recorded at least two forged Grant Deeds, and at least two
Forged Deeds of Trust,. The said Deeds had been forged by defendants in
the following way:

137' All the signatures, and mandatory details, appearing on the Aloma property,s
GRANT-DEED are forgeries. These forgeries include, but are not l imited to,
the following material items each of which items, on its own, rendered the
GRANT-DEED null and void by the operation of law, as of the date of
recording by Commonwealth, on 1 1lTl2OO2:

a' the purported signatures of Patrick Ortiz (a fictit ious name);
b' The purporled name of seller Patrick Ortiz, who does not exist;
c' the purported signature of Debbie Ortiz (a fictit ious name);
d' the purported name of seller Debbie ortiz, who does not exist. The

true names of the purported grantors were Patrick F. ortiz and Debra
A. Ortiz;

e' notary acknowledgement of defendant Skinner who was in Florida on
the date of acknowledgement;

f '  notary stamps and signatures purportedly of Ann E. Skinner, Coast,s
manager, are all forgeries, evident even to untrained eyes, and in
comparison to her signatures on her notary oath, and bond.

g. The Assessor's parcel Number 637-124-012 isfalse;
h' The dates appearing as the date document created and the date

executed are in reverse order and render the deed void by itself.
138- As a result of the above detailed forgeries the forged Grant Deed did not

pass legal t it le to Plaintiff Salessi, and as such legal t i le sti l l  remains in the
names of defendant Ortizes, as in when they purchased the property in 1997



with the Grant-Deed. Defendants thus violated the California common laws
as set forth below:

139- The subject property forged Grant Deeds is void, in the Salessi
case: A forged deed is completely void and ineffective to transfer any
tit le to the granteel, here Salessi. A subsequent t i t le derived through a
forged instrument is completely unenforceable, even if recorded and
held by a bona f ide purchaser.2 Therefore, as a matter of law the Grant

Deed from the Ortizes purporting to grant t i t le to Salessi is completely void and
the Ortizes must be ordered to deliver to plainti f f  a legally acknowledged, and
notarized, Grant Deed, signed, notarized and acknowledged at plainti f f 's

presence. In the alternative, the courl should issue a judicial fee-simple t i i le in
plainti f f  Salessi.

140- By the mult iple known acts of forgery and recordation, defendants also

vio lated Ti t le 18 USC $1341 (mai l  f raud),  in addi t ion to Ti t le 18 USC S1343 (wire

fraud), in four counts. By these acts they established a pattern of such criminal
conduct ,  and thus sat is f ied the v io lat ion of  Rlco r i f le  1g USC $1961-196g, ,  wi th
mail and wire frauds as its predicate acts.

141- Against these defendants salessi is entif led to at least $40,000. of civi l

damages for four counts of felonious recordations, pursuant to PC S1 15. Further,

Salessi is probably entit led to four t imes $75,000. as criminal penalt ies for each

count of felonious recordation. The state has waived its rights by refusing to take
any action, and thus siding with the defendants here, therefore, Salessi believes

that this court can render such judgment for Salessi.

142'Salessi fufther seeks RICO damages against these defendants for their

criminally-patterned acts in this regard, pursuant to 78 USC 1962

' Wutzke v. Bill Reid Paintinq Service, Inc. (1984) 151 Cal.App.3d 36, 43 l!98 Cal,Rptr. 4181; Forte v. Notfi
(J972) 25 Cal.App.3d 656, 674 t102 Cal.Rptr. 4551 (note and deed of trust); West's Xey tlumber Olgest, DeeUs
e56(5), 70, 196(2),211(3) [Mil ler & Starr: g 8:53, Forgery].
2 AS ABOVE

I



143- These defendants have jointly, and severally, been the actual and
proximate cause of Salessi's damages in the past g+ years, therefore, Salessi is
entitled to relief against thern. IEND OF QUOTE]

In August 2008, my recorded document of 8112108, appearing in (Exhibit-
B) of my rejected DEED, had also been served to counsel for defendants of First
Team Real Estate, and World Savings, in Appellate Case # GO38OO2. The
document was uncontested and one year has already passed, which by the
operation of law makes it a proof of fact, since defamation by publication has a
one year statute of limitation. Therefore pursuant to both federal and state codes
of evidence, including Evidence Code S 602, the 8/1 2108 document established an
undeniable proof of fact, is self-authenticating, and inexpugnable even by court
order. Also, having proved the voidness original grant deed pursuant to Evidence
Code S 606, I have established that the recorder must do all i t takes to expunge it
from the record, pursuant to CC S 3h4, and take the initiative to correct it.

3 4r2
Since at all t imes the fraudulent sellers of the house, namely the Ortizes,

had refused to prepare and deliver to me a true grant deed, I never acquired legal
title and have been irreparably harmed pursuantto California Civil Code S 3387
which provides

"lt is to be presumed that the breach of an agreement to transfer real
property cannot be adequately relieved by pecuniary compensation . ln the
case of a single family dwelling which the party seeking performance
intends to occupy, this presumption is conclusive.ln all other cases, this
presumption is a presumption affecting the burden of proof."(Emphasis
added) [see also fl139 above]

Therefore, it is clear that with my "CORRECTION GRANT DEED", notarized
on 10/9/09, lwas attempting to exercise my legal rights to replace the original void
grant deed with the corrected one, pursuant to, inter alia, California Civil Code S
3050 (Purchaser's l ien) which provides:

"One who pays to the owner any part of the price of real property,
under an agreement for the sa/e thereof, has a special lien upon the
properly, independent of possession, for such part of the amount paid
as he may be entitled to recover back, in case of a failure of
consideration." See also these applicable citations:

- This statute, giving a l ien for the purchase money paid for land where there is a
failure of consideration, was not intended to be exclusive, and to abrogate
previously established rules of equity on the subject, and does not prevent a l ien
for the purchase money paid after the purchaser rescinds for the vendor's fraud. 

,



-{lFl|tlt|rwrT

5
. Vendor AndPurchaser 337

- A purchaser of realty who rescinds a contract for the vendor's fraud is entifled toa lien on the property for the portion of the purchase price prio o"rore therescissior 
. VendorAnd Purchaser 337

Other supporting information :

On, or about, 216108, the county recorder's staff notified me that thesignatures of the purported Notary Public, namely Ann E. Skinner, of First TeamReal Estate, and coast cities Escrow, were forged on alt the four documentsrecorded on 1117102' This includ.ed the forgeo o-riginal grant oeeo. I requested thatthe county staff certify that the signatures io not match. They refused. Thereafter Itold them, in public forum, that the documents were all recorded in violation ofnumerous penal codes including of which theywere unaware, and had to look it up in Westliw booksj the" told them that theorange County Recorder was the hub and center of the real estate organizedcrime I fraud to- which they did not express any defenses. I stated that it wasworse than a Mafia, to which they did not contest.. Here is a great proof of myuncontested accusations against your crime/fraud hub:

Pursuantto, throughoutCa| i fornia,on|yorange
andSanBernardinoCount ies@ount ies)permit t i t lecompaniesto
record, by email (or fax), any documents, without proolof authenticity. Three ti leinsurers even have their own web-links on your website's homepage! which itselfimplies that they own you as I have pleaded in my lawsuit. The said ti le insurershave recorded hundreds of thousands of forged property instruments in the past10 years, some of which forgeries your officJ has known about. However, insteadof initiating criminal proceedings against forgers, which are the tile companiesacting as facilitators of other ciiminats, yorrtounty Recorder office aids and abetsthese criminals by every possible t""nr, including by preventing corrections oftheir forgeries, as in here. Therefore you'become Liable for full damages ofcrime/fraud victims, fike me, as provided by

Further, the serious patterns of RlCo activity establishes colossal violationsof rit le 18 USC $fi lQ.61-1969, implicating yourself and your entire operational staffof criminal racketeering act'v'ties in the r-vit"ri" theft of real estate across orangeCounty' Your office is also criminally l iabL, including for its violations of a host ofother state and federal laws, including but not limited to some listed in theattached FBI page tifled:



..MORTGAGE FRAUD IS INVESTIGATED BY THE FBI".

I also have first hand knowledge that your office has been recordingthousands of fraudulent deeds of reIonv"y"n." by email/fax in the name offictit ious, or f ictional, names and addresses, in vioiation of inter alia, 7g USC51342 The said fraudulent deeds have been recorded under pretexts of non-judicial foreclosures, without actual foreclosures, but only with the ongoing andfully engineered schemes to fabricate pretexts of forecloiures solely to record apiece of fraudufent paper recorded by your public office, thus leading to whatSomecongreSSmenca| |eda@.AsyoucanSeeinLfewpageS
ofmyorigina|?90! ' |awsui t (h@instthisorganizedcr ime
industry, in 2002, I had discovered this hometand terrorist cJup d,6tat plan withcounty recorders' offices as the central hubs of their organrzed crime networks.

To mitigate my damages I am hereby demanding that you immediatelylaunch a criminal investigation and pros"rlt ion of the 6ngoing forgeries regardingmy case, starting with your demanding the sellers (the oiiz"i l to give me a truegrant deed' Further, I demand that you take any iniervening actioni necessary toprotect my legal, and equitable, t it le against any fraudulentlntervening claimants,tncluding one with a fictional name under: "WAiHovlA MoRTGAGE, FSB FKA woRLDSAVINGS BANK, FSB, A FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK", a fictional non-entity pursuant totheir fraud in violation of fictitious business name statutes, including .. California
, and the case ot

, *hEh 
"ltor"tes 

on similarfictional name violations. n rtzuourenGrcrr oeed was recorded in your office in theabove name dated 7118108, and you have a public office ouiv io u"prnge it.
The violations of the above criminal syndicate is compounded by theviolation of (no l icense shallbe issued to collection agency or repossession agency with fictit ious name similarto any governmental function or agency or to any existing l icensee, or with

l?||jgTill"td 
to describe function not performed by ticensee or that rx?!, '

:ll?y,:??: 9*"$ir19 or misleading), see nnnotated, Incorporation of;iffi
A  I  D  2 . J  l , l A o  / , r t \ a ^ \A.L R 3d 1168 (1976)

In fact deception and misleading has been the prime purpose of the former,and bankrupted, Wachovia Corporation managers in its use of this unregisteredartifice' "" ' one lacks standing to sue when it his neither suffered, nor is about tosuffer, injury and thus has no right to relief in court.,, ( pillsbury v. Karmq22 Cal'Apo'4th 7!t3' 7-57-758, iJ cal Rotr.2d 4g-1: stocks v. Citv of truine (1981\
he above artif ice can not claim an



injury as it was never a beneficiary, nor an assignee, to have a right to a claim of
tit le to anything, particularly to realty by committing criminal acts in recording
fraudulent documents as deeds to itself, a self which never existed.

Thousands of fraudu+ent such fraudulent deeds have been recorded in the
Orange County Hall of Records in violation of inter alia: section 12g18 of the
Business and Professions code (B & p) which states in rnost part:

"S 17918. Actions barred unti l statement fited

No person transacting business under a fictit ious business name contrary to
the provisions of this chapter, or his assignee, may maintain any action upon
or on account of any contract made, or transaction had, in the fictit ious
business name in any court of this state unti l the fictit ious business name
statement has been executed, f i led, and published as required by this
chapter. For the purposes of this section, the failure to comply with
subdivision (b) of Section 17917 does not constitute transacting business
contrary to the provisions of this chapter."

In the above code maintain means: "to commence, institute, begin, or
br ing." ifors'Adiust nv v.  Rossi  (1915) 26 Cal .App. 725.  727
[construing Civ.Code. $ 2468, from which gus. a prof.CoOe, $ tZgiS is der ivedl. ;
Alternatively, maintain means to continue the action, rather than to commence it.
(See American Alternative Energv partners ll v.windridqe, lnc.(1gg6\ 42
Cal .App.4th 551.  562. \  In e i ther case,  a l l  the reconveyance deeds under the
above named artif ice in the this county, or anywhere else, are fraudulent and void.

ln my federal case # SACV 08-01 274 DOC (MLGx), and other pending
actions I have brought this colossal crime-fraud to the fore but law enforcement
has acted with utmost cowardice in taking any action against the criminals behind
the above named artif ice, probably because many government insiders are
involved. The criminals, I believe, include some nationwide county recorder staffs
who know that the above name is a bogus artif ice and do nothing to stop the
crime, possibly in return for bribes. Needless to repeat, all these violations directly
i mpl icate cou nty recorders.

Thank you.

, . / / / \

.-,r,c,rr uatessi, V I o/L ?/L // 2
Crime/Fraud & forgery victim 

t '/



O 10.13-07 FORGERY CERTIFICATION

EXPERT OPINION OF QUESTIONABLE DOCUMENTS
EXAMINATION BY MICHAEL MATOFF, PER CALIFORNIA

EVIDENCE CODE SEC. 1 418:

CLIENT'S NAME: KAREEM SALESSI
CASE # 04CC1 1080; Orange County Central Court;
CASE # G038OO2;4'n Appellate District, Division Three;
SUBJECT: Examination of Signatures & Handwrit ings on
questionable documents of record in the above civi l  cases
pertaining to a residential property located at:

28841 Aloma Ave., Laguna Niguel, Ca. 92677:

Conclusive Opinions:

1- Sellers' signatures on recorded GRANT-DEED are forgeries;
2- Signature of Ladan Fonooni, cl ient's wife, on "PRELIMINARY

CHANGE OF OWNERSHIP REPORT" is forged;
3- Glient's handwrit ings, and markings, on a document dated

"October 1 8,2OO2" faxed from 949-349 061 2 are forgeries.
4- Client's two undated signatures on the above faxed form may

be photocopies of his actual signatures on other documents.
(Client states he had declined to sign this document.)

l, Michael Matoff, declare under penalty of perjury of the laws of
California, that the above conclusions are my true expert
opinions and will testify to that in any court of law. The
documents examined for coming to these conclusions are l isted
on the next page.

Dated: October 27,2007
Santa Monica, C?.

#ffi lD-?-7"v?
Michael Matoff

O 1 0.1 3-07 FORGERY CERTIFICATION



MORTGAGE FRAUD IS
TNVESTIGATED BY TI{E FBI

Mortgage Fraud is investigated ty the Federal Bureau of rnvestigation and ispunishabre bv up to 30 yeais i' r.iu.ut p;ir;;r $1,000,000 fine, or both. It is;T"f,llf L""ffi :lilffi11,ifl "'ffi*i::::::.{iidi"gincome,assets,debt,Ioan and credit application for
action of a financiallnstitrr.".

or matters of identification,

ffli':,Tl^:::11' l-": n' 11' o ; ;;il;;;the purpose of innu.n"i;; ;;:;ffiy;
ina
the

Some of the applicable Federal criminal statutes whichMortgage praii include: 
-. ""'n,t statutes which may be charged in connection with

i3,Y.i F I l:?,i 
_,rjasrn.* or enrries generaly

i3U3 3 $ i|II- fl3f,l:#iffffiTJ-rstration rransactions13 U 3 3 3 lSjl _ *: t,:r:;i;;;;ffi*,'"tTffii;I i .U, ! i $ i f i - l*i.*;:$*i:i{llil:1 flTil:lll" *,,n iden,i nca,i on documen,sll ;,:: I ll1.l _Isl, -a,*"ir.,;; n :l
li y: : ! 1:1? _ rior,io* i#ffii.::
l l  yl 9 $ 1343 - Fraud bywire
l9_q ! c $ 1344 - eankriaua
42 U.S.C. g aOg(a) - False Sociat Securiry Number

I"17ttn1r,.*arse of rhe FBI seal, name, ond initials is'\rares codc' Thb advisement,rnoy oo, tr'"iongri';;"uirtuoi"n 
to prosecution under-se*ions 70!, 709, ond 7r2 of Title lE of the IJnitedts not an endorsement tf any producr or s"-i"i-- 

-' -"27ed without thc specific written 
"onr"nt u1ihr" i"lr'io, irr""" of Inve.stigation, and


