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In re the marriage of

Pet i t ioner: DIANNE YORK GOLDMAN

Respondent: MITCHEL PAUL GOLDMAN,

D e f e n d a n t .
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D E C L A R AT I O N O F G E O R G E L .
D A M O O S E

I, GEORGE L. DAMOOSE, of Procopio, Cory, Hargreaves and Savitch LLP, 530 B
Street, Suite 200, San Diego, CA 92101-4496, am an attorney at law duly licensed to practice in
the State of California. At the time the events transpired set forth infrâ  I represented Petitioner,
Dianne York Goldman.

The purpose of this declaration is to set forth the facts related to a Florida condominium

purchased by Respondent with community funds. I discovered this transaction while

representing Petitioner.

The transaction came to light when an independent bookkeeper retained by the parties,
Jeanne Wright, embarked on the task of attempting to reconcile the parties' accounting records.

During the course of the efforts to reconcile those accounting records, it was discovered
that Respondent had used community funds to purchase a Florida condominium in Miami-Dade
County, acquire title in his name as the Trustee of the Mitchel P. Goldman Revocable dated
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1 November 12,1996, and grant to his mother, Betty Goldman, a life estate in that condominium.

^ 2 At the time the facts related herein were discovered. Petitioner advised me that the activities of
3 Respondent described above were unknown to Petitioner and, hence, Petitioner had never
4 approved of the use of community funds by Respondent to enter into those transactions.
5 I have developed, during the course of my representation of Petitioner, an extensive file
6 relating to this issue and to other issues between the parties relating to their financial disputes. I
7 had urged Respondent to retain an attorney to represent him in these matters, but he had
8 responded that he wanted to handle these matters by himself, without legal representation. I
9 append hereto as Exhibit 1 the information relevant to the purchase of the Florida condominium

10 f rom tha t fi l e

^ ̂  Petitioner, Respondent, Lillian Wills and I participated in a meeting on July 27,2007 with
12 respect to various financial matters of the couple. (Lillian Wills is (or was at the time) the senior
13 financial employee of the business entities in which the parties have interests.) Ms. Wills had
14 been instructed to complete the work begun by Jeanne Wright (who had moved away) in

^ ̂  the bank accounts and accoimting records of the cotiple.16 At the meeting, Ms. Wills presented to the participants that the records showed that
17 Respondent had purchased the Florida condominium and created a life estate for the benefit of
18 his mother with community property fimds. Respondent acknowledged that he had done so. He
19 stated that he had intended to replace those community property fimds with fimds he expected to
20 receive fi-om his father as a loan or a gift. I do not know whether he has replaced the community
21 funds, as the reconciliation of the accounts of the couple was not at the time complete, but it was
22 my understanding at the time that Ms. Wills had not established that the funds were ever repaid to
23 the community account. Respondent acknowledged that he had entered into the described
24 transactions without informing Petitioner. Respondent agreed that the Florida condominium
25 should be held by the couple jointly (suggesting community property, but Florida is not a
26 community property state) and that he had engaged or would engage attomey Richard Kroop to
27 accomplish that. Respondent then proposed placing the condominium in trust for the benefit of
28 his mother during her lifetime and, on the death of his mother, it would pass under the terms of
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the trust entirely to Petitioner. He declined to attempt to recover the life estate in her favor from

his Mother, (..onsistent with his prior position with respect to these issues, Respondent was not
represented at that meeting. However, ultimately, Attorney Richard Kroop, a Miami, Florida
who had represented Respondent in connection with the acquisition of the condominium and the
concurrent creation of the life estate in favor of Respondent's Mother, prepared a deed, dated

September 12, 2007, by which Respondent, as Trustee of the Mitchel P. Goldman Revocable
Trust dated November 12, 1996, conveyed his entire interest to "Mitchel P. Goldman and Dianne
York Goldman, his wife, subject to a life estate in favor of Betty Goldman " That deed was
executed by the parties, and it was recorded in the records of the Miami-Dade County Recorder
on September 26,2007. A copy of that deed is attached hereto Exhibit 2. It is my understanding
that Respondent retained attorney Kroop to assist him in resolving this issue by creating the deed
referred to above, having it executed and recorded.

Over a period of several months, I represented Petitioner and was attempting to resolve
the parties' financial differences with Respondent. At some point. Attorney R. Reggie Borkum,
who had represented the business entities in which Petitioner and Respondent had interests, spoke
with me regarding those companies' interest in having Petitioner sign personal guarantees for the
benefit of one or more of the companies. He subsequently resigned that representation.
Respondent retained attorney Milan C. Dimich to represent him with respect to the resolution of
the parties' financial disagreements.

The foregoing is the correct recitation of the facts.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the state of California that the

f o r e g o i n g i s t r u e a n d c o r r e c t . / ^

. - - . r , .D a t e d : C . ■ , ■ ■ - y ' - J . ' ' •
GEORGE L. DAMOOSE
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