










































Rhea Stathatos 
                                                     Underwriting Forensic Examiner 

125 Wolf Road 
Suite 220 

                                                              Albany, NY 12205 
Telephone: 917 686-8578 
Rhea@Yorkfunding.com 
 
 

 

December 13, 2023  
Dr. Michael C. Grayson 
117 South Main Street 
Bolivar, TN 38008  
 
 

Re: Dr. Michael C. Grayson Forensic Document Examination 
  
 
Dear Dr. Grayson:  
I have conducted an examination of the following questioned documents supplied by you in an 
effort to determine if the documents are consistent with your handwriting characteristics, 
determining the origin and history of said documents, and whether signatures are genuine or 
simulations. These disputed items will be listed below along with my findings which are 
troublesome to the parties involved when compared to the collected and requested known 
specimens used as a target sample standard.  

 

SUBJECT DOCUMENTS –  

Document 1 – this document appears to be an “Identify Theft Victim's Complaint and Affidavit”, 
which was purportedly prepared, filled out and mailed to Equifax by Michael C. Grayson, having 
an intake date of 1/10/2015, showing at the bottom of all pages.  When reviewing this document, 
I noted the following: Incorrect address on page 1/12 of the document when compared to the 
known specimen. The intake date is incorrect, according to requested known specimens, the intake 
date should have been on or about 3/29/2014 a year earlier.  Incorrect phone number on top of 
page 2/12.  Page 2/12 has a Delaware phone number which is wrong and has never belonged to 
the subject. My investigation shows that the cell phone number belongs to a “Michael Spranklin, 
3554 Walnut Shade Road , Camden , DE 19934-1938” who is unknown to Michael C. Grayson. 
In the middle of page 2/12 the Document lacks the perpetrators name in the “About the Fraud” 
section. On Page 7/12 the signature purported to be Michael  C. Grayson is in all probability forged, 
and not by his hand.  Also, on page 7/12  I have checked with the notary commission of South 
Carolina, and they have Alissa Hooks listed as a notary working for TD Bank as a customer 
representative for 13 years.  I have noticed that the signature for Michael C. Grayson does not 
match his Id and is printed and not in cursive, which I was told would have been flagged by the 
notary and not accepted.  The witness did not print her name and is unknown, which again I was 
told would have been flagged by the notary and not accepted.  I have questioned Dr Michael C 
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Grayson of  which he states that he was not in South Carolina or in North Carolina on any of those 
dates in question. The notary portion of this document is inconsistent with prior notary work done 
by this individual, in all probability this notary designation is fabricated. On Page 8/12 the police 
report shown is fabricated. Forging a police report is a crime.  After calling the Raleigh police 
department they have informed me that they do not have a police report # 201408054312.  
Findings: Report numbers for Raleigh Police Department start with 'P' followed by eight digits. 
The fabricated police report contains a number without letters and over 13 digits. The badge 
number exists for the Raleigh police department; however, Officer Cynthia Brown is not an officer 
of the Raleigh police department, and they have no record of her ever working in law enforcement.  
They do not have a report under the name or date of birth of Dr. Michael C. Grayson on file.  I 
have spoken to Anita Goel with the Raleigh police department with a phone number 919 996-
3855, who confirmed my findings.  The document is forged with many inconsistencies.  On Page 
11/12 the name and address were inconsistent with collected and requested known specimens. 
These individualizing characteristics that are consistently divergent between questioned and 
known items lead me to believe that this entire document was fabricated at the source.    

Document 2- This document was purportedly sent by Michael C. Grayson; the intake date is 
10/28/16 as shown at the bottom of all pages. When compared to collected and requested known 
specimens this document reveals several inconsistencies with prior documents of this type 
prepared by the subject. Most troubling was the fact that the postage says that the document was 
mailed Oct 24, 2018, however the bottom of page 5/6 of the document states that the document 
was received on 10/28/2016, 2 years before it was mailed. I noticed several irregularities with the 
envelope presented on page 5/6 so I questioned a long time postal worker as to the authenticity of 
the envelope in question and asked whether or not this envelope was actually mailed through the 
postal system.  I was told that it was inconclusive, however, it was a low probability that the 
envelope was actually mailed through the postal system.  These individualizing characteristics that 
are consistently divergent between questioned and known items lead me to believe that this entire 
document was fabricated at the source.    

Document 3 –Looking at Document 3 with an intake date of 8/25/17 shown at the bottom of all 
documents, this document was purportedly mailed by the subject. When compared to collected and 
requested known specimens this document reveals several inconsistencies with prior documents of this 
type prepared by the subject. Most troubling was the fact that the envelope on page 13/14 was clearly the 
product of cut and paste.  It is my experience that the shadows seen around each item purportedly attached 
to the envelope appear only when a copy is made of a document having items attached to that document 
but not securely affixed to the document, thereby leaving a space between the document and the inserted 
item.  This causes a clearly visible shadow around each item which represents the distance between the 
item and the document being copied.  Since this item is purportedly an enveloped that was mailed through 
the postal system, this separation would make it impossible for this document to survive the rigorous 
mailing process. I confirmed this finding with a long-term postal worker.  These individualizing 
characteristics that are consistently divergent between questioned and known items lead me to believe that 
this entire document was fabricated at the source.    
 
Document 4 – this document appears to be an “Identify Theft Victim's Complaint and Affidavit” 
package, which was purportedly prepared, filled out and mailed to Equifax by Michael C. 
Grayson, having an intake date of 2/14/2015, showing at the bottom of all pages.  When reviewing 
this document, I noted the following: Incorrect address on page 1/20 of the document when 



compared to the known specimen. Incorrect address on page 2/20 of the document when 
compared to the known specimen. Incorrect phone number on top of page 3/20.  Page 3/20 has a 
Delaware phone number which is wrong and has never belonged to the subject. My investigation 
shows that the cell phone number belongs to a “Michael Spranklin, 3554 Walnut Shade Road , 
Camden , DE 19934-1938” who is unknown to Michael C. Grayson. In the middle of page 3/20 
the Document lacks the perpetrators name in the “About the Fraud” section. On page 5/20 item 
#15 has the wrong information when compared to the known specimen.  On Page 12/20 the 
signature purported to be Michael  C. Grayson is in all probability forged, and not by his hand.  
Also, on page 12/20  I have checked with the notary commission of South Carolina, and they 
have Alissa Hooks listed as a notary working for TD Bank as a customer representative for 13 
years.  I have noticed that the signature for Michael C. Grayson does not match his Id and is 
printed and not in cursive, which I was told would have been flagged by the notary and not 
accepted.  The witness did not print her name and is unknown, which again I was told would have 
been flagged by the notary and not accepted.  I have questioned Dr Michael C Grayson of  which 
he states that he was not in South Carolina or in North Carolina on any of those dates in question. 
The notary portion of this document is inconsistent with prior notary work done by this individual, 
in all probability this notary designation is fabricated. On Page 14/20 the police report shown is 
fabricated. Forging a police report is a crime.  After calling the Raleigh police department they 
have informed me that they do not have a police report # 201408054312.  Findings: Report 
numbers for Raleigh Police Department start with 'P' followed by eight digits. The fabricated 
police report contains a number without letters and over 13 digits. The badge number exists for 
the Raleigh police department; however, Officer Cynthia Brown is not an officer of the Raleigh 
police department, and they have no record of her ever working in law enforcement.  They do not 
have a report under the name or date of birth of Dr. Michael C. Grayson on file.  I have spoken 
to Anita Goel with the Raleigh police department with a phone number 919 996-3855, who 
confirmed my findings.  The document is forged with many inconsistencies.  On Page 11/12 the 
name and address were inconsistent with collected and requested known specimens. These 
individualizing characteristics that are consistently divergent between questioned and known 
items lead me to believe that this entire document was fabricated at the source.    
 
Looking at Document 5 – this document appears to be an “Identify Theft Victim's Complaint and 
Affidavit” package, which was purportedly prepared, filled out and mailed to Equifax by Michael C. 
Grayson, having an intake date of 2/7/15, showing at the bottom of all pages.  When reviewing this 
document, I noted the following: Incorrect address on page 1/16 of the document when compared to the 
known specimen. Incorrect address on page 2/16 of the document when compared to the known 
specimen. Incorrect phone number on top of page 4/16.  Page 4/16 has a Delaware phone number which 
is wrong and has never belonged to the subject. My investigation shows that the cell phone number 
belongs to a “Michael Spranklin, 3554 Walnut Shade Road , Camden , DE 19934-1938” who is unknown 
to Michael C. Grayson. In the middle of page 4/16 the Document lacks the perpetrators name in the 
“About the Fraud” section. On page 6/16 item #15 has the wrong information when compared to the 
known specimen.  On Page 10/16 the signature purported to be Michael  C. Grayson is in all probability 
forged, and not by his hand.  Also, on page 12/20  I have checked with the notary commission of South 
Carolina, and they have Alissa Hooks listed as a notary working for TD Bank as a customer 
representative for 13 years.  I have noticed that the signature for Michael C. Grayson does not match his 
Id and is printed and not in cursive, which I was told would have been flagged by the notary and not 
accepted.  The witness did not print her name and is unknown, which again I was told would have been 
flagged by the notary and not accepted.  I have questioned Dr Michael C Grayson of  which he states that 
he was not in South Carolina or in North Carolina on any of those dates in question. The notary portion of 



this document is inconsistent with prior notary work done by this individual, in all probability this notary 
designation is fabricated. On Page 12/16 the police report shown is fabricated. Forging a police report is a 
crime.  After calling the Raleigh police department they have informed me that they do not have a police 
report # 201408054312.  Findings: Report numbers for Raleigh Police Department start with 'P' followed 
by eight digits. The fabricated police report contains a number without letters and over 13 digits. The 
badge number exists for the Raleigh police department; however, Officer Cynthia Brown is not an officer 
of the Raleigh police department, and they have no record of her ever working in law enforcement.  They 
do not have a report under the name or date of birth of Dr. Michael C. Grayson on file.  I have spoken to 
Anita Goel with the Raleigh police department with a phone number 919 996-3855, who confirmed my 
findings.  The document is forged with many inconsistencies.  On Page 15/16 the name and address were 
inconsistent with collected and requested known specimens. These individualizing characteristics that are 
consistently divergent between questioned and known items lead me to believe that this entire document 
was fabricated at the source.    

 

IN CONCLUSION 

In spite of any limitations that might be by photocopies, my opinion is that every document 
examined was fabricated at the source, with inconsistent forged signatures, fake forms, forged 
police reports, cut and paste envelopes, inconsistent post marks.  This can be stated with a 
reasonable degree of professional certainty. However, if any original documents or postmaster 
reports should become available, the undersigned reserves the right to revisit this matter. 

 
Professional Resume: 
 
Rhea Stathatos oversees the implementation and management of turnaround strategies at York 
Funding, which she founded in 2010. Such methods include rehabilitation and development, 
stabilizing and repositioning, financial  restructurings, acquisitions and dispositions, leasing, 
operations management, and servicing. Since 2009, Rhea Stathatos has owned and managed more 
than a hundred properties. Helmsley Spear Inc. has the largest New York-based real estate portfolio 
including the Empire State Building, the Helmsley Palace. Originating and managing commercial 
properties and mortgage loans. From 1994 to 2004, Carnegie Capital closed over $3 billion in 
mortgage loans and over 6 thousand loans.  In this capacity I have been charged with reviewing 
and authenticating over 100,000 documents. 
 

 


