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1

MARY CUMMINS
Defendant Pro Se
645 W. 9th St. #110140 
Los Angeles, CA 90015 
Telephone: (310) 877-4770 
Email: mmmaryinla@aol.com , mmmarycummins@gmail.com

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

BAT WORLD SANCTUARY, 
AMANDA LOLLAR, KONSTANTIN 
KHIONIDI, JOHN DOES 1-100

Plaintiff

v.

MARY CUMMINS
Defendant

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Case No. BS140207

NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION 
TO VACATE OR MODIFY 
RENEWAL OF JUDGMENT; 
MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND 
AUTHORITIES; DECLARATION 
MARY CUMMINS; PROPOSED 
ORDER

Date: November 28, 2022
Time: 8:30 a.m.
Room: Dept 24 or 44
Judge: Hon. Kristin S. Escalante
Reservation ID: 425701048689
Fee Waiver: February 19, 2016

NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION TO VACATE OR MODIFY RENEWAL 
OF JUDGMENT; MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES; 

DECLARATION MARY CUMMINS; PROPOSED ORDER

TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD:

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE, that on  November 28, 2022, at 8:30 a.m. in Division 24 or 

44 if transferred of the above-entitled court located at 111 N Hill, Los Angeles, CA 

90012 Defendant Mary Cummins will hereby move to vacate or modify the renewal of 

the Sister State Judgment and original judgment.
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Pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure sections 683.170, 187 and 473 Defendant 

respectfully submits that by a preponderance of evidence the renewed judgment should 

be vacated, at a minimum, or at least modified, because (1) Plaintiff does not exist and 

therefore has no legal standing in this case, (2) the assignment and renewal of 

judgment were not filed legally, properly or timely and (3) the amount of principle, 

interest and costs is incorrect.

The Motion will be based upon this Notice of Motion and Motion, the Memorandum 

of Points and Authorities filed herewith, as well as the Declaration of Mary Cummins, 

all papers and records on file with the Court in this action, and upon such further oral 

and/or documentary evidence as may be presented at the hearing on this Motion.

Respectfully submitted,

____________________________
Mary Cummins, Defendant
Dated: October 21, 2022
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MARY CUMMINS                    
Defendant Pro Se
645 W. 9th St. #110140          
Los Angeles, CA 90015 
Telephone: (310) 877-4770            
Email: mmmaryinla@aol.com , mmmarycummins@gmail.com

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

BAT WORLD SANCTUARY, 
AMANDA LOLLAR, KONSTANTIN 
KHIONIDI, JOHN DOES 1-100

Plaintiff

v.

MARY CUMMINS
Defendant

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Case No. BS140207

MOTION TO VACATE, MODIFY 
JUDGMENT; MEMORANDUM OF 
POINTS AND AUTHORITIES; 
DECLARATION MARY CUMMINS; 
PROPOSED ORDER

Date:  November 28, 2022
Time: 8:30 a.m.
Room: Dept 24 or 44
Judge: Hon. Kristin S. Escalante
Reservation ID: 425701048689
Fee Waiver: February 19, 2016

MOTION TO VACATE, MODIFY JUDGMENT AND INCORPORATED
MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
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I. INTRODUCTION, SUMMARY OF FACTS

This Motion and Memorandum of Points and Authorities support Defendant’s 

request to Vacate or Modify the underlying judgment in this case. Based on 

Defendant’s sworn declaration and other supporting documents, enough evidence 

exists to vacate or at least modify the judgment because (1) Plaintiff does not exist and 

therefore has no legal standing in this case (2) the judgment, assignment of judgment, 

renewal of judgment were not filed legally, properly or timely and (3) the amount of 

the judgment, interest, and costs is incorrect. 

This judgment arises from a 2012 defamation case in Texas 352-248169-10. 

Defendant never defamed Plaintiff. Plaintiff never stated what they felt was 

defamatory before, during or after the trial. Plaintiff admitted under oath at the trial 

that Plaintiff had no evidence of damages or causation by Defendant. Plaintiff’s Texas 

attorney Randy Turner told Defendant in Court “I’ve known this Judge many years. 

He’ll sign anything I put in front of him.” That is exactly what happened. The 

substitute Judge who was a personal friend of Plaintiff’s attorney Randy Turner ruled 

in favor of Plaintiff in the nonsensical amount of $6,000,000.

Defendant has been a well-respected real estate appraiser and expert witness in Los 

Angeles, California for almost 40 years (Ref: 

http://www.marycummins.com/marycumminscurriculumvitae.pdf ). Defendant is also 

an activist who speaks out against securities fraud and animal cruelty. Defendant has 

been sued for defamation in retaliation for factual fair and privileged reports to 

authorities. Defendant represented herself as a pro se and won all prior cases, Ashton 

Technology v Mary Cummins and Kathy Knight-McConnell v Mary Cummins. 

Defendant reported Plaintiff Amanda Lollar to authorities for violation for various 

animal related regulations in 2010 which Defendant recorded on video and in photos. 

In retaliation Plaintiff falsely sued Defendant for defamation. Defendant never 

http://www.marycummins.com/marycummin
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defamed Plaintiff ever. Plaintiff admitted at trial that Defendant’s reports to authorities 

were fair and privileged.

84 year old retired visiting Judge William Brigham temporarily sat the trial in June 

2012 in what is called “gaming the system.” Brigham never signed or filed an oath of 

office in the case which is mandatory for visiting judges. This makes the judgment 

void. Mandatory retirement age for Judges in Texas is 75 and Brigham was 84. He 

died after the trial. Brigham was appointed to the court room for only five days. He 

was not appointed to the case and the appointment was not extended. Brigham signed 

the court order August 27, 2012 when Brigham didn’t have jurisdiction over the case. 

Plaintiff admitted in Court they had no evidence of any damages. The Judge ruled 

for $6,000,000 in actual and exemplary damages. Los Angeles, California attorney 

David Casselman wrote and filed an amicus brief on behalf of Defendant arguing the 

damages didn’t relate to Defendant’s negative net worth and were not based on 

anything 

(http://www.animaladvocates.us/mary_cummins_v_bat_world_sanctuary_amicus_lette

r.pdf ). Paul Alan Levy wrote an amicus brief on behalf of Freedom of Speech 

organization Public Citizen stating Defendant did not defame Plaintiff 

(http://www.animaladvocates.us/cummins_amicus_brief.pdf ). 

Defendant appealed. Immediately after the Appeals Court released their Opinion 

April 2015 reversing most claims Plaintiff sued Defendant again for the same exact 

thing in a copy/paste lawsuit 2015-002259-3. Because the Defamation Mitigation Act 

and Citizen Participation Acts had passed since the first lawsuit Plaintiff had to show 

and prove defamation. Because Defendant never defamed Plaintiff, Plaintiff forged all 

of their exhibits, evidence and signed perjured affidavits stating their exhibits were true 

and correct copies of the originals. The originals which are still online today show that 

Plaintiff forged their exhibits. There are no comments made by Defendant in the online 

articles. Plaintiff defamed themselves in their exhibits and sued Defendant for 

http://www.animaladvocates
http://www.anima
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Plaintiff’s own defamation! For this reason this duplicate lawsuit was dismissed 

February 2020. 

Plaintiff’s attorney Amy Conlogue was found in contempt of court and sanctioned 

by Judge Robert Hess Dept 24. Conlogue was supposed to removed bank data for a 

public legal filing but didn’t. Plaintiff is still in contempt of that Court order. Plaintiff 

is also in contempt of a court order by Judge Edward B. Morton Dept 44. Plaintiff was 

not allowed to publicly share data from a debtor hearing. Plaintiff’s attorney included 

that home data in a public legal filing. Plaintiff has unclean hands.

Defendant has been working with the Texas government to get Plaintiff Lollar and 

others prosecuted for their forgery, fraud and perjury. Defendant was waiting to see if 

Plaintiff would renew the judgment. If they did not renew, Defendant would not sign 

and file the completed criminal complaint. That is the only reason it hasn’t already 

been filed with the Courts. If the judgment is renewed, Defendant will sign and allow 

the criminal complaint to be filed.

Ironically Plaintiff Amanda Lollar has been stalking, harassing, defaming and 

committing other criminal acts against Defendant since 2010. Plaintiff forged 

Defendant’s signature to get a copy of Defendant’s education records from USC which 

Plaintiff posted online. Plaintiff forged Defendant’s signature to get a copy of 

Defendant’s related DMV records from the DMV which were shared publicly. Plaintiff 

did a state information act request to get a copy of LAPD license plate scan images of 

a car driven by Defendant. The images included photos of Defendant, neighbors, home 

addresses which Plaintiff used to hunt and stalk Defendant. Plaintiff sent the images to 

Defendant. Plaintiff’s attorney Little stated Plaintiff paid for a man to constantly 

follow Defendant. Little lied and stated the images came from the man who did follow 

Defendant. Plaintiff has filed multiple false complaints to authorities about Defendant. 

Plaintiff caused Defendant to be personally visited by authorities who have cleared 

Defendant every single time. Plaintiff’s attorney Little forged POS to Defendant so 
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Defendant would not be notified of a hearing and lose by default. This forgery caused 

a bench warrant to be issued for Defendant’s arrest. Had Plaintiff not bragged to 

someone online about the fake service Defendant could have been arrested and thrown 

in LA County jail.

These acts are just 1% of the evil and illegal things Plaintiff has done to harm 

Defendant. Plaintiff falsely posted online that Defendant is a “convicted criminal, 

involved in child pornography, murdered people, committed animal cruelty…” 

Plaintiff even uses racial slurs against Defendant calling them a “dirty Mexican, nigger 

nose, butt fugly, warty piggy nosed, flat chested…” Plaintiff compiled cutout photos of 

Defendant’s breasts and made a collage of just the breasts falsely stating Plaintiff is 

“flat chested.” Plaintiff photoshopped Defendant’s head on the body of a morbidly 

obese naked woman stating it’s Plaintiff. 

This is clearly scorched earth litigation. It’s not about a judgment which can never 

and definitely will never be paid. Plaintiff knows Defendant is penniless and in 

bankruptcy court. Plaintiff is using the judgment in order to have debtor hearings 

where Plaintiff can sit in the same room near Defendant and ask disgusting personal 

questions and not questions about finances. Plaintiff even puts Plaintiff’s hands 

between Plaintiff’s tightly crossed legs and rocks back and forth in the hearings! 

Plaintiff Amanda Lollar is doing these things because she’s evil and mentally ill. 

Defendant is one of many of Plaintiff’s targets which include government agencies 

such as Fish & Wildlife, USDA and even talk show host Jimmy Kimmel. Kimmel 

support a nonprofit other than Plaintiff’s so Plaintiff rallied their “flying monkeys” to 

attack Kimmel and the nonprofit Kimmel supported. The judgment should not be 

renewed for these and many other reasons as follows.

TIMELINE OF EVENTS

 June 11, 2012 Oral Court Order is made after five day trial in Texas case #352-

248169-10
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 October 21, 2022 Defendant filed this Reply within the 30 day time limit.

II. ARGUMENT

The judgment should be vacated or at least modified because (1) Plaintiff does not 

exist and therefore has no legal standing in this case, assignment of judgment is void,

renewal of judgment is void, (2) the judgment, assignment of judgment, renewal of 

judgment were not filed legally, properly or timely and (3) the amount of the 

judgment, interest, and costs is incorrect.

1. PLAINTIFF KONSTANTIN KHIONIDI HAS NO LEGAL STANDING

CCP § 367 states “Every action must be prosecuted in the name of the real party in 

interest, except as otherwise provided by statute.” Konstantin Khionidi is not a real 

person, does not exist and therefore has no right to file a lawsuit, complaint or renewal 

of judgment. This furthers makes the assignment of judgment and trust agreement void

because there was only one party to the agreement. Any action not prosecuted in the 

name of a real party must be dismissed. No John Doe or nom de plum was requested or 

approved by the Court.

From Bankruptcy and Adversary Proceeding cases 2:17-bk-24993-RK and 2:18-ap-

01066-RK Motion to Dismiss. “Stillman stated in Court documents and in hearings 

that Konstantin Khionidi is a real person, the Plaintiff and no one else (hearing 

transcript May 29, 2019 1:30 p.m. Exhibit 1 pg 8 lines 7, 12) “Your Honor, I’m going 

to say one thing. That my client is Mr. Khionidi.” “That’s my client, he’s the plaintiff.”

At the same hearing Stillman said he would resolve the issue of the validity of the 

assignment by having Konstantin give the judgment back to Amanda Lollar. Stillman 

asked for another continuance in order for his client to be able to get the agreement 

notarized by a US notary. Stillman stated his client was busy traveling the world. 

Konstantin never signed a notarized agreement because Konstantin does not exist.

Plaintiff has never provided any evidence that Plaintiff Konstantin Khionidi exists. 

In discovery Defendant specifically requested evidence that Plaintiff existed in the 
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form of identification or other means. Plaintiff refused to produce any evidence to 

prove they exist to Defendant or the Court. 

Plaintiff has never signed and notarized any document in this case, the assignment 

of the judgment or case BS140207, not even the trust agreement which states it was 

notarized.

The Trust agreement (Exhibit 5) which Plaintiff was forced to give to the Court 

states “IN WITNESS WHEREOF, as of this the 20th day of March 2017, Trustor and 

Trustee have signed this instrument.” Konstantin is both the Trustor and the Trustee. 

There is no witness or notary on the agreement even though the agreement states it was 

witnessed.

Page 1, paragraph one states that Khionidi lives in the “Anapa, Krasnodarskii Krai, 

Russian Federation County, State of California.” There is no Anapa, Krasnodarskii 

Krai, Russian Federation County” in the state of California. There is no “California” in 

Russia. There is an “Anapa, Krasnodarskii Krai” in the Russian Federation in Russia. 

Defendant believes Plaintiff added “California” to make it appear that this court has 

jurisdiction. 

Page 1, paragraph 2, item 1 states the COBBS TRUST is created “in accordance 

with the California probate code.” There is no reason why a trust named after 

Defendant and created for the purpose of possessing a judgment would be based on 

California probate code. Page 1 at the top it states it’s a revocable living trust 

agreement. The purpose of a revocable living trust agreement is to avoid probate. This 

is a California probate form. Plaintiff is a Russian citizen living in Russia.

Page 15, item 42 states “The Trustor is not a citizen or tax resident of the United 

States. In the event that the Trust generates taxable income, it will be subject to 

withholding taxes under the applicable tax treaty…” Then why was a California, USA 

probate agreed used?!
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Page 1, paragraph 4 states that if the trustor dies, the beneficiary is Bat World 

Sanctuary in Texas one of the original parties in the underlying Texas lawsuit. All 

claims to Bat World were reversed on appeal. The address listed is a 217 N Oak, 

Mineral Wells, Texas which Plaintiff Lollar and Bat World have not owned or used in 

many years. This agreement is dated March 2017 long after Plaintiff Lollar and Bat 

World left that building. On top of this Plaintiff and their attorney Phillip Stillman 

swore that Plaintiff Lollar and Bat World had nothing to do with the current lawsuit or 

judgment. 

Page 1, item 3 states the “If the Trustor is unable to serve as Trustee for any reason, 

then the Trustor hereby appoints Amanda Lollar as Successor Trustee.” Again, 

Plaintiff swore Lollar was not involved in any way. More evidence of deceit.

Page 1 item 3 states “The principal place of administration of this trust if the 

Trustors place of residence.” That would be Russia. Then why use a California, USA 

probate form and legalese?

Page 1 item 3 states “All rights, title, and interest”….listed on the attached Exhibit 

“A”, is hereby assigned, conveyed and delivered to the Trustee for inclusion in this 

Trust.” The only items listed in Exhibit A is $100 and a bank account. The judgment is 

not listed as an asset of the trust March 20, 2017. As the judgment was allegedly 

assigned to Khionidi April 20, 2017, it should have been included. There is no 

evidence that the judgment is part of the trust. There is no evidence of such a bank 

account. There are no other agreements which include the judgment. 

Page 17 Plaintiff Khionidi signed its name as the trustor and the trustee of the 

agreement. Above the signatures it states “IN WITNESS WHEREOF” yet there is no 

notary or witness statement or signature.  The agreement would have to be notarized in 

order to use in a lawsuit proceeding in California. There is no other way to know who 

signed the document. No signature of Khionidi has ever been notarized in this case. 
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Konstantin Khionidi has been represented by good counsel in this case. It’s 

incomprehensible that Khionidi a Russian who speaks Russian would download a free 

trust agreement in English from the Internet related to California probate laws and sign 

his name in English. It’s believable that Amanda Lollar forged this document as Lollar 

has forged many documents in the past. Lollar forged an agreement in a lawsuit with 

Talking Talons in New Mexico which Lollar lost. Lollar forged the agreement in the 

underlying Texas lawsuit regarding the judgment. That claim was reversed. Lollar 

forged exhibits in the copy/paste second defamation lawsuit in Texas which was 

dismissed last year. This appears to be just another forgery by Plaintiff Amanda Lollar.

July 3, 2017 the Cobbs Trust sent an email to Defendant (Exhibit 8). The email is 

childishly written with a fake Russian accent as if to prove the Plaintiff is really 

Russian. The email even mentions the Russian’s love of bats. The original Plaintiffs 

were Amanda Lollar and Bat World Sanctuary. The email is signed “Sasha.”

Randy Turner and Amanda Lollar have both publicly posted on the Internet that a 

Russian most likely Alya Michelson, Alevtina Michelson is helping Lollar. The help is 

most likely in the form of paying legal fees using money from Alya’s husband Dr Gary

Michelson. Defendant requested the identity of anyone else involved in this case in 

discovery and Plaintiff stated there is no one else which was false. Defendant needs the 

names in order to prove unclean hands. Alya Michelson has unclean hands in this case

as it relates to Defendant. Plaintiff is being deceitful and making a mockery of this 

court and the Judicial system by hiding behind a strawman. If everyone could use a 

fake name to sue people, criminals would use that loophole to hide assets and sue their 

enemies with no fear of being deposed or having to answer discovery. In this case the 

Plaintiff is allegedly a Russian in Russia which is over 100 miles away so they can’t be 

deposed.

Plaintiff’s attorney Philip Stillman stated to this Court that the Plaintiff would sign 

an agreement notarized by the US notary to transfer the judgment to Amanda Lollar. 
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After many, many months, multiple excuses and continuances Stillman never was able 

to obtain or file a notarized signature or document to the Court because Plaintiff does 

not exist. 

The original Plaintiff and original owner of the judgment Amanda Lollar stated in 

person to Defendant at the first debtor exam in October 2017 for this sister state 

judgment case BS140207 “Did you see the look on her face? She was so shocked to 

realize the Russian is just us.” Lollar admitted that Lollar is the Russian Plaintiff 

Konstantin Khionidi.

Amanda Lollar has flown from Texas and stayed over night to be present at every 

hearing and deposition here in Los Angeles, California since the Russian was involved. 

Lollar sat directly next to her now deceased original attorney James J. Little and 

directed his every question at the hearings and deposition. Little stated that Lollar and 

her friend Dottie Hyatt and husband Larry Crittenden who accompanied her were 

Little’s assistant and worked on behalf of the Plaintiff.

The original Plaintiff and original owner of the judgment Amanda Lollar has a long 

history of pretending to be other people, forging documents and committing perjury. 

Lollar’s previous attorney James J. Little forged proofs of service for hearings at least 

five times with the intent that Defendant would not show and lose by default. Another 

Proof of Service was forged so Plaintiff could get a bench warrant against Defendant 

to throw Defendant in Los Angeles County jail for not appearing for a hearing which 

Defendant knew nothing about.

If Plaintiff is allowed to continue falsely claiming they are a real person, then 

Defendant can legally give the debt instrument, assign it to “someone” who lives on 

the other side of the world in a hut on an inaccessible mountain top. They can never be 

deposed because they will be over 100 miles away. 

Based on all of this evidence it is clear that Plaintiff does not exist. It’s also clear 

that the “Plaintiff” is a fictitious straw person for Amanda Lollar. This makes the 
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assignment of the judgment, trust agreement and renewal of assigned judgment a 

nullity. The renewal should be dismissed because only a known party may file a legal 

document. Any case not filed by a real person must be dismissed.

2. RENEWAL OF JUDGMENT, PROOF OF SERVICE NOT FILED 
LEGALLY, PROPERLY OR TIMELY

The renewal of judgment, assignment of judgment and proof of service of renewal 

of judgment were not filed legally, properly or timely for the following reasons.

A. The Renewal was not filed Legally or Properly

1. Konstantin Khionidi is not a real person and therefore cannot file any renewal of 

judgment. See above argument.

2. Philip Stillman is not the attorney of record in case BS140207. Stillman never 

substituted in as attorney of record in this case. The current attorney of record is 

disbarred, convicted felon and personal friend of Stillman James J. Little who died

January 13, 2018 in Los Angeles, California. 

Stillman is not the attorney for Plaintiff Amanda Lollar who is the original owner of 

the judgment. Stillman can’t argue Plaintiff Lollar’s interests or any acts related to 

Lollar. Stillman also can’t be the attorney for someone who doesn’t exist.

3. The Renewal states the Judgment was recorded May 6, 2013. Defendant never 

received a copy of this recording whatever it was.

4. The Service and Proof of Service were, are not legal. Defendant claims Defective 

Service of Process. Defendant never received the second POS page in the envelope 

mailed to Defendant. The first POS page states case # 22SMCV01273

which is case BRIAN WHITAKER VS MACKAY REALTY COMPANY LTD., A 

CALIFORNIA CORPORATION, ET AL. but lists correct Plaintiff and Defendant. 

Stillman was the attorney in that case. Defendant had to go to lacourt.org and 

download the full filing. The correct POS had to be mailed to Defendant and it wasn’t.
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The Service was not legal because Philip Stillman an attorney who stated he was in 

Miami, Florida stated he “caused” the Renewal to be served in Los Angeles, 

California. Stillman did not serve the documents. His friend another convicted felon 

who was convicted of mail and wire fraud and is a disbarred California attorney Peter 

Miles Hoffman (https://apps.calbar.ca.gov/attorney/Licensee/Detail/66205 ) is the one 

who printed out the papers and mailed them from Hoffman’s home at residential 

address 115 N. Orange Dr, Los Angeles, CA 90036. Hoffman is a lawyer and knew 

this was not legal service. This is mail fraud on behalf of Peter Hoffman and Philip 

Stillman.

In Case 19-12337 Doc #303 Filed 09/02/2020 it was proved that Peter Hoffman is 

paid by Philip Stillman. Stillman owed money to Hoffman for his legal work as a 

disbarred attorney. Stillman failed to disclose Hoffman has an interest in that case and 

is not an independent process server. Stillman is also Hoffman’s attorney in cases 

including a bankruptcy fraud case.

Stillman stated the 115 N Orange Dr address is Stillman’s business address as 

Stillman does business in Los Angeles, California. The address is a duplex owned by 

another person. It’s zoned residential with residential use only. Business cannot be 

conducted at this address. Stillman does not have a Los Angeles City business permit 

at this address. Stillman’s business address is in Miami, Florida in CalBar 

(https://apps.calbar.ca.gov/attorney/Licensee/Detail/152861 ) Stillman’s statement on 

the POS is false. Stillman stated these things under oath under the laws of California 

even though he was in Miami Beach, Florida. Stillman signed the POS “I declare 

under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is 

true and correct. Executed on September 19, 2022 at Miami Beach, Florida.” 

Stillman was in Miami Beach, Florida and didn’t cause the service. Peter Hoffman 

actually printed out the documents and mailed them. Peter Hoffman should have 
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signed the POS but he didn’t. Service was not legal. You can see on the envelope that 

Hoffman started to add Hoffman’s name, crossed it out then added Stillman’s name.

5. A Texas judgment is valid for ten years from the date it is signed by the judge.

The judgment expired July 27, 2022. A judgment can be revived by a Writ of 

Execution signed by the Judge. March 5, 2021 Randy Turner the Texas attorney only 

for Plaintiff Amanda Lollar filed an Application for Writ of Execution on behalf of 

Amanda Lollar who no longer owned the Judgment and had no interest and Konstantin 

Khionidi. Turner does not represent Khionidi who doesn’t exist. 

March 17, 2021 Sharon Wilson a Clerk signed the Writ of Execution for the 

original Judgment. Defendant filed an Objection stating these things with the Texas 

Court March 18, 2021. The Writ is void because it was not signed by the Judge and 

included all the claims and judgment for BWS which were reversed by the Appeals 

Court. The Application was filed by Turner who does not represent the then owner of 

the judgment. Lollar no longer owned by judgment.

B. The Renewal was not filed Timely

CCP §683.020 states “upon the expiration of 10 years after the date of entry 

of a money judgment or a judgment for possession or sale of property: (a) The 

judgment may not be enforced. (b) All enforcement procedures pursuant to the 

judgment or to a writ or order issued pursuant to the judgment shall cease.” 

Plaintiff did not timely file the renewal. The original judgment expired ten years 

after June 11, 2012 or June 11, 2022. The Sister State judgment was filed 

November 6, 2012. There is no time to legally, properly refile the renewal with 

the minimum 30 days’ notice to Defendant.

3. AMOUNT OF JUDGMENT PRINCIPLE, INTEREST INCORRECT

CCP § 1710.40 governs motions to vacate judgments entered in California on 

other state's judgments. Per CCP § 1710.40 (a) A judgment entered pursuant to this 

chapter may be vacated on any ground which would be a defense to an action in this 



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

MOTION TO VACATE, MODIFY JUDGMENT
19

state on the sister state judgment, including the ground that the amount of interest 

accrued on the sister state judgment and included in the judgment entered pursuant to 

this chapter is incorrect, (b) Not later than 30 days after service of notice of entry of 

judgment pursuant to Section 1710.30, proof of which has been made in the manner 

provided by Article 5 the judgment debtor, on written notice to the judgment creditor, 

may make a motion to vacate the judgment under this section, (c) Upon the hearing of 

the motion to vacate the judgment under this section, the judgment may be vacated 

upon any ground provided in subdivision (a).” For these reasons the judgment should 

be vacated.

The original judgment was $3,000,000 actual damages, $3,000,000 exemplary 

damages for Amanda Lollar, $176,700 attorney fees and $10,000 liquidated damages

for BWS for a total of $6,177,700. Interest “5% per year” from the date of judgment.

Texas judgments compound annually only. It further states “All other relief not 

expressly granted in this judgment is denied.”

The Appeals Court reversed all claims to BWS leaving only $6,000,000 to Amanda 

Lollar. 

The renewal (Exhibit *) demands a total of $12,120,868 as follows; $6,121,039 

total judgment, $4,846 costs after judgment, credit $4,391, interest $5,999,328 and $45 

filing fee. 

The actual judgment is $6,000,000. Interest is 5% annual. Annual compound 

interest formula A = P(1 + r/n)nt. There is a credit for $4,391 which was two months 

rent payments paid to landlord which was taken from Defendant’s account because 

landlord was out of the country and hadn’t cashed the checks. Time is 07/27/2012 to

09/19/2022 or 3706 days or 10 years, 1 month, 23 days or 10.15 years. The true 

judgment plus interest is therefore $9,845,156.77 minus $4,391 credit. Defendant 

never saw any costs after judgment of $4,846 so Defendant disputes this amount. Was 

this incurred for party BWS or Amanda Lollar or both? Was this an actual cost which 
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was paid or a forged and fabricated bill? The true total is approximately $9,840,765

which is grossly less than the $12,120,868 demanded. 

Plaintiffs have known since 2015 that this amount is false yet have never corrected 

it. Defendant has stated the true amount in this Court many times and to Plaintiff’s 

lawyers. This is intentional fraud upon the court and more evidence of unclean hands.

4. CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, Defendant requests that this judgment be vacated or in 

the alternative at least modified.

Respectfully submitted,

____________________________
Mary Cummins, Defendant
Dated: October 21, 2022
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DECLARATION OF MARY CUMMINS

I, MARY CUMMINS, declare as follows:

1. Every exhibit attached is a true and correct copy of the original.

2. Every Internet exhibit attached was downloaded by me and is a true and correct 

copy of the original.

3. Every statement attributed to Defendant was made by me, Defendant, and is the 

truth to the best of my knowledge.

4. Plaintiff Amanda Lollar told me in person at the Debtor Hearing that she is the 

fake Russian.

5. Plaintiff Amanda Lollar sat directly next to Plaintiff’s attorney at every hearing. 

Lollar gave every instruction to Lollar’s attorney Little in every hearing. Lollar 

is the real Plaintiff.

I, declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the 

foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on October 21, 2022 at Los Angeles, California.

By: ____________________________

MARY CUMMINS
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MARY CUMMINS
Defendant
645 W. 9th St. #110-140 
Los Angeles, CA 90015 
In Pro Per 
Telephone: (310) 877-4770 
Email: mmmaryinla@aol.com

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

BAT WORLD SANCTUARY, 
AMANDA LOLLAR, KONSTANTIN 
KHIONIDI, JOHN DOES 1-100

Plaintiffs

v.

MARY CUMMINS
Defendant

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Case No. BS140207

[PROPOSED] ORDER

Date: November 28, 2022
Time: 8:30 a.m.
Dept.: 24 or 44
Judge: Hon. 

GOOD CAUSE HAVING BEEN SHOWN, IT IS ORDERED THAT: The 

judgement be vacated or the judgment be modified as follows:

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated: _________________

________________________________ 

Judge 
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CERTIFICATE OF CONFERENCE, MEET AND CONFER

Per Los Angeles Superior Court local rule 5.6 Defendant has met and conferred with 
Plaintiff about filing this motion via email September 2022. Plaintiff replied and stated 
they do not agree to vacate the judgment. 

_____________________
Mary Cummins, Defendant
October 21, 2022
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PROOF OF SERVICE
(FRCivP 5 (b)) or

(CCP 1013a, 2015.5) or
(FRAP 25 (d))

I am Plaintiff in pro per whose address is 645 W. 9th St. #110-140, Los Angeles, 
California 90015-1640. I am over the age of eighteen years.

I further declare that on the date hereof I served a copy of:

MOTION TO VACATE, MODIFY JUDGMENT

on the following interested parties by emailing, mailing, electronic service this 
document to the following:

Philip H. Stillman, Esq. SBN# 152861
STILLMAN & ASSOCIATES
115 N Orange Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90048
Tel. and Fax: (888) 235-4279
pstillman@stillmanassociates.com

I declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the State of California, that the 
foregoing is true and correct.

Executed this day, October 21, 2022, at Los Angeles, California.

Respectfully submitted,

_____________________
Mary Cummins, Defendant
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COURT OF APPEALS
SECOND DISTRICT OF TEXAS

FORT WORTH

MANDATE

THE STATE OF TEXAS

To the 352nd District Court of Tarrant County, Greetings:

On April 9, 2015, the Court of Appeals for the Second District of Texas 
affirmed in part and reversed in part your judgment in the following case:

Mary Cummins v. Bat World Sanctuary and Amanda Lollar, No. 02-12-
00285-CV (352-248169-10).

The Court of Appeals entered the following judgment or order:

This court has considered the record on appeal in this case 
and holds that there was error in part of the trial court’s judgment.  It 
is ordered that the judgment of the trial court is affirmed in part and 
reversed in part.  We affirm that portion of the trial court’s judgment 
awarding actual and exemplary damages to Appellee Amanda 
Lollar.  We also affirm that portion of the trial court’s judgment 
ordering Appellant Mary Cummins to remove from the Internet the 
web pages and defamatory statements specified in the judgment.  
We reverse that part of the trial court’s judgment permanently 
enjoining Appellant Mary Cummins from making similar statements 
in the future.  We also reverse that portion of the trial court’s 
judgment awarding damages to Appellee Bat World Sanctuary for 
breach of contract and attorney’s fees and render judgment that 
Appellee Bat World Sanctuary take nothing on its claims for breach 
of contract and for attorney’s fees.

It is further ordered that Appellant Mary Cummins shall bear 
her own costs of this appeal and the costs of Appellee Amanda 
Lollar, and that Appellee Bat World Sanctuary shall bear its own 
costs of this appeal, for which let execution issue.

Accordingly, we command you to observe the order of the Court of 
Appeals.

BY ORDER OF THE COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE SECOND 
DISTRICT OF TEXAS, with the seal thereof annexed, at the City of Fort Worth, 
on October 19, 2015. EXHIBIT 3.
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