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Our ownership complaint and accounting request
Complete ten-page supplied complaint dated December 26, 2025, with a two-page reader cover. The docket lists
a ten-page complaint filed December 29 in case 25-2-14126-3. This supplied version has a blank case-number
field and was not independently byte-matched to a certified filed copy.

What this document establishes
Romeo, Annie and ABC asked the court to resolve claimed ownership and investment rights. The pleading asserts
nine causes of action and requests title-related relief, damages and accounting. These are the plaintiffs'
allegations and arguments, pleaded in the alternative, not judicially established facts or awarded remedies.

Read the accounting request in its actual scope
Original page 9, paragraphs 5.27-5.28, requests an order compelling a full accounting of partnership business
income and profits, including the plaintiffs' respective shares. Prayer f requests a full accounting of the accounts,
assets and funds described in the complaint. This is broader than a rent-ledger request. It does not prove that an
accounting was ordered, that no ledger existed, or that a rent demand was fabricated.

Why the surrounding record remains essential
The historical pleading is preserved, including its contested allegations and apparent errors. The next page
identifies material differences from the current publication. Do not use the complaint alone to prove financing
readiness, exclusive responsibility for delays, every renovation dollar spent, or the absence of Capinpin
contributions.

Pair this complaint with OR02 (dismissal docket listings), OR03 (recorded release), the approved settlement
operative provisions and the completed July 2026 deed. The docket records a February 3 dismissal without trial; it
does not show these pleaded remedies being awarded.

Privacy treatment and source
All ten original pages are retained in order. Nonpermitted counsel names, law-office contact details, bar identifiers and signature
material are masked. Body allegations and requested relief are not rewritten. Source: supplied 2025 12 26 - Complaint (FINAL).pdf,
original pp.1-10. Redactions are rendered into new image-only pages; originals remain unchanged.
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OR01 | HISTORICAL PLEADING QUALIFICATIONS

The pleading must travel with its qualifications
Location Qualification for the current account

p.3, paragraph 4.2 The complaint prints short-plat number 9505150360. The supplied 2026 PSA and release
print 9705150360. Preserve the source typo; do not silently correct the pleading.

p.3, paragraph 4.4 The English four-person quotation is a pleading translation. The approved January
exchange includes preceding context and translation limits; this quotation is not a newly
certified translation.

p.3, paragraph 4.5 The asserted February 2021 purchaser/refusal sequence is not independently established
by the later March lender letters. Conditional prequalification is not final funding.

p.4, paragraphs 4.7-4.9 Timing, the conditional-payment characterization, backdating and the extent of later
contributions are party allegations. Preserve the signed lease and amendment, Annie’s
backdating proposal, early shared payments and Aileen’s repair cooperation.

p.4, paragraph 4.10 The assertion of over $100,000 in improvements is an allegation, not a completed
invoice-to-payment audit. Approved R02 invoices are billed amounts; overlap, insurance
and actual payment remain unresolved.

p.5, paragraph 4.13 Financing ready and Jun causing failure are pleaded allegations. Approved PT05 preserves
Romeo’s October 31 pause and November resumption; PT06 preserves preapproval and
ongoing mortgage concerns. No guaranteed funding is established.

p.5, paragraph 4.14 The source says unlawful detainer was filed in November 2024; the opposing
complaint/docket identify November 2025. It also describes about $27,000 and fees. The
October 20 selected demand is $22,605.28; the November 24 complaint alleges
$23,406.60. These are different descriptions, not interchangeable verified totals.

pp.6-9, legal claims The legal theories are arguments from the historical pleading. No new independent legal
opinion, surviving-claim conclusion or finding of wrongdoing is supplied by this review.

The signed January 29 settlement provides broad mutual releases, dismissal with prejudice and release of the lis pendens; section 8
expressly states no admission of liability. Publication of a historical claim does not establish its survival or adjudication. Specific
release-scope questions require counsel’s judgment.
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