STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM AIKEN COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas &E@EWE

The Honorable Doyet A. Early, lll Circuit Courtpludge] 014

SC Court of Appeals

iYasa

Case No. 2013-CP-02-1647
Case No. 2013-CP-02-2849
Case No. 2013-CP-02-2850
Case No. 2013-CP-02-2851

MICHAEL DEON BROWN, JAMES CURTIS, AND JANE DOE and JOHN DOE
Numbers |, II, [l and 1V, by their proposed Guardian ad Litem, and Adele Pope,
as Creditor/Proponent of Will of James Brown dated June 15, 1999 and on
behalf of Others under S.C. Trust Code § 62-7-405 . . . ... ... ... .. Appellants,

V.

James B., Terry Brown, Tommie Rae Hynie and David Sojourner, Jr.,.................
............. '.............................'............Respondents.

IN RE:
THE ESTATE OF JAMES BROWN, A/K/A JAMES JOSEPH BROWN

RETURN AND MEMORANDUM OF APPELLANTS IN OPPOSITION TO
LETTER/MOTION OF DAVID B. BELL, ESQUIRE

Appellants respectfully submit that the letter/motion of David B. Bell,
Esquire, dated April 15, 2014 and directed to the Honorable Jenny Abbott
Kitchings, seeking to remove Michael Deon Brown, by his proposed guardian ad
litem (“Mibhael”), as a party to this appeal [Exhibit A] should be denied, stricken

or disregarded for each of the following reasons:
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1. The Letter/Motion fails to comply with Rule 240 SCACR.

2. Michael, a natural son of James Brown who has been incarcerated in
California since James Brown died, is required under Rule 17(c) SCRCP
to have a guardian ad litem (“GAL”) in the each of the four cases which

are the subject of this appeal; in Case 2008-CP-02-0872 (the “Levenson
Intestacy Suit'); in Aiken County Case 2007-CP-02-0122 (“Case 122"); in

The Levenson Intestacy Suit was commenced as two separate suits in the Aiken County
Probate Court on December 26, 2007 after the death of entertainer James Brown on Christmas
Day 2006. Mr. Bell represents Forlando and Terry Brown in those suits, which were removed to
circuit court and originally filed with Aiken County Case 2007-CP-02-0122 (“Case 122").

By Order dated March 8, 2008 the Honorable Doyet A. Early, il (“Judge Early”) provided
for publication and service with notice that the purpose of the Levenson Intestacy Suit was to
determine all heirs of James Brown under both State and and Federal Law. [See Order dtd.
3/8/08, Exhibit E to Return filed by Appellants on 4/17/13).

In May 2008 the Levenson Intestacy Suit was segregated from Case 122, and assigned
Case No. 2008-CP-02-0872 (“Case 872").

Following a May 28, 2009 Order of the Honorable Jasper Cureton in an appeal by Brown's
original trustees Albert Dallas and Al Bradley, Mr. Bell, for Terry and Forlando Brown, took the
position that Judge Cureton’s May 28 Order prevented any action related to the 2000 Trust. This
prevented progress in the Levenson Intestacy Suit until July 14, 2008.

On July 14, 2008 the S. C. Court of Appeals, on recommendation of both AG McMaster
and the Estate/2000 Trust, approved the Christie’s sale which was to take place on July 17, 2008
after Forlando Brown and other family members had worked with Dallas and Cannon to chill the
sale. The July 14 Order also clarified that Brown's PR/Trustees who succeeded Dallas and
Bradley had full authority to conduct the business of the 2000 Trust pending the Dallas/Bradley
appeal.

Less than a month later AG McMaster, Tommie Rae Hynie and Levenson announced the
McMaster Settlement which “stipulated “ that Hynie was Brown’s spouse and her son, not a
presumed child of Brown, would be exempted from the Estate’s official Peeples DNA Protocol and
treated as an heir. Hynie's son is the only claimed child born in the 22 years between Brown's
vasectomy and his death. He has refused the Peeples DNA Protocol for 7 years.

By stipulating that Brown’s non-wife was his wife and intentionally ignoring three DNA-
proven and acknowledged children of James Brown; his daughter Lisa from Brown’s first marriage
- and Michael and others awaiting DNA testing —before they were served in the Hynie Claim, the
James B. claim or the Levenson Intestacy Suit, the State/AG violated their Due Process, First
Amendment, Equal Protection and Probate Code rights both to be acknowledged in the Levenson
Intestacy Proceeding and to exercise their federal termination rights under the Federal Copyright
Act as those rights mature over the coming decades. The State/AG also deprived Brown's “| Feel
Good" Foundationof the right to contract with these five (or more) children who are the HALF
necessary to protect the “I| Feel Good” Trust's rights to more than 800 songs (the “Royaities”) for
decades..

On January 30, 2009 Terry Brown joined the McMaster Settiement in exchange for 4.79%
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James Brown Estate proceedings in Probate Court Case No. 2007-ES-
02-00056; and in all other cases affecting his property interests.

3. As a result of State action since August 10, 2008, and other improper
action, Michael has been deprived of his Due Process, Equal Protection
and First Amendment rights as an heir of James Brown:

a. To be made a party; served with the summons and petition; and
protected by a GAL in all James Brown estate and trust cases
where Tommie Rae Hynie or others may be found to be heirs.

b. To be represented in each case by a GAL who will protect his
interest, not that of Forlando Brown, Terry Brown, Hynie or others.

4. A GAL is necessary even if Mr. Bell's claim to be Michael’s lawyer is
correct, because he and Mr. Bodman have irreconcilable conflicts and
have worked against Michael for seven years.

5. Mr. Bell has a long and usavory history in the James Brown matters,
including his improper acts and misrepresentations, and those of clients.

6. Mr. Bell cannot represent Michael in the more-than- six cases in which
protection of Michael's rights as an heir are necessary.

7. Mr. Sojourner and Mr. Bell improperly persuaded the Honorable Doyet
A. Early, Il (*Judge Early”) to deny Michael a pro bono publico GAL or a
hearing on the petition for appointment, even though a GAL was required.

8. By refusing to hold a hearing on the appointment of a GAL for
Michael and other Appellants, Judge Early denied Michael and the five or

of the assets Brown gave to the “I Feel Good” Trust and a right of first refusal to buy Brown’s
music empire ( the “ROFR"). Mr. Bell joined AG McMaster, and later AG Wilson in their quest to
ignore and cut off the heirs rights of Michael and others.

From January 30, 2009 until May 8, 2013 Mr. Bell and his sponsor Mr. Bodman,
simultaneously represented Terry Brown as part of the McMaster Settlement and Forlando Brown
who claimed to oppose it in a January 2, 2008 federal lawsuit he brought to enjoin the 2000 Trust
and replace its trustees so that TJBL (of which he owned a secret 39%) could acquire the assets.

On May 19, 2010 Mr. Bell — along with Levenson, and counsel for Hynie ~secretly signed
a 40% contingency fee contract with the firm of Kenneth Wingate, Esquire (“Wingate”) to sue
Robert Buchanan, Jr. and Adele Pope to stop the appeal in Case 2008-CP-02-1647 (“Case 1647")
which resulted in the May 8, 2013 in Wilson v. Dallas 403 S.C. 411, 743 S.C.2d 743. The decision
restored Michael's rights AG McMaster had taken away.



more additional real heirs of James Brown who have not challenged his
noble estate plan as embodied in his 2000 estate plan and 1999 backup
Will their Due Process, Equal Protection, First Amendment and Probate
Code rights as Interested Persons and heirs to void the Hynie “diary” Gag
Orders; confirm that Hynie was not Brown’s spouse; confirm that Hynie's
son is not an heir; and seek dismissal of their petitions for failure to timely
file; filing in the wrong court; failure to name and serve known heirs and
claimed heirs; and other procedural and legal defects.

9. Mr. Bell is fighting against the HALF ( or half + 1) of James Brown'’s
real heirs who are not challenging the estate plan of James Brown; are
willing to take, or have taken and passed, the official Peeples DNA
Protocol; and are in a position to contract with the Estate/’| Feel Good” to
secure mutually beneficial agreements without Hynie or any other
settling party or client of Mr. Bell under which Michael and they should:

a. Be fairly paid by the Estate/’| Feel Good” Trust for their
cooperation with the Estate/’l Feel Good” Trust's termination
rights elections under the Federal Copyright Act;

b. Be appropriately acknowledged and respected as heirs under State
law and the Federal Copyright Act as directed by Judge Early in the March
8, 2008 Order in the Levenson Intestacy Suit.

c. Protect their own property rights and the property rights of their children
as heirs under the Federal Copyright Act against an improper State law
determination that Brown had a spouse when he did not.

d. Be free to ask the Court to void the 2008 so-cailed “Hynie ‘diary’ Gag
Orders” which, unless found void or expired, may prevent use of the
widely-disseminated contents Hynie’s handwritten notes to protect

both the “I Feel Good” Trust and the rights of Michael and the real heirs.

10. Michael’s unsolicited call from prison to give Appellant his prison
number and thank her for what she was doing, with other facts, makes
clear that Michael needs to be protected by a GAL.

11. Mr. Bell recently represented to the federal court that

he is not being paid to represent Forlando Brown in his 6-year old suit
to enjoin the 2000 Trust.

While Michael and other heirs are being served in this appeal by a pro

bono publico proposed GAL, and do not seek to be punitive, they respectfully



ask that the Court consider sue sponte striking the letter/motion as violating both
the pro hac vice rules and Rule 11, and directing the payment of the

approximately $50 necessary for the copying, postage and/or mileage costs of

serving and filing this response.
Argument

The letter/motion of Mr. Bell and Mr. Bodman presents the following

questions:

1. Where Michael is an heir supported by decedent

James Brown under court orders during minority; sought pro se to
be tested under the Estate’s official Peeples DNA Protocol

within eight months of Brown's 2006 death; was not served

with a summons or petition in three or more cases filed in 2007

in which Hynie, her son and others sought to be determined heirs
of Brown; was intentionally excluded from the State/AG’s 2008
settlement, and may have an out-of-state lawyer who represents
clients with direct conflicts with Michael, may that lawyer prevent
the appointment of a proposed pro bono publico GAL for Michael?

2. Where a proposed GAL with substantial experience in the
relationship between Federal Copyright Act termination rights
and State Probate law has offered to serve pro bono publico
for Michael and other claimed heirs not challenging the

estate plan, did the circuit court deny Michael and others Due
Process, First Amendment, Equal Protection and S.C. Probate
Code rights by refusing to appoint the GAL or conduct a hearing
on the proposed appointment?

3. Where the HALF of Brown’s heirs who, with respect and fair

contracts with the Estate/2000 Trust, will allow the “I Feel Good”
Trust to protect its rights to the royalties to more than 800 songs
for decades under the Federal Copyright Act, should the circuit

court judge have excluded them from heirs proceedings without
without service, notice or hearing?

For each of the reasons set forth herein, the Court should find that Mr.

Bell's letter request should be stricken, disregarded, or denied.



In addition to failing to comply with the South Carolina Rules of
Appellate Procedure, the letter/motion provides no reasonable basis for the relief
requested by Mr. Bell.

Rule 17 (c) SCRCP provides in pertinent part, as follows:

A person imprisoned outside this State shall appear by guaridan
ad litem in an action by or against him;...

It is true that an inmate may waive the appointment of a guardian ad litem.
Green v. Boney, 233 S.C. 49, 103 S.E. 2d 732; Cobb v. Garlington, 100 S.C. 51,
84 S.E. 302; McCuen v. McCuen, S.C. Ct. Appeals No 3434 (2002). These
cases, however, make an exception to the requirement where the incarcerated
party was clearly not disadvantaged. For example, Green recites that “an array
of able counsel appeared for the defendant.” And in McCuen the party's
incarceration came during the proceeding after she had attended an earlier
hearing with counsel.

Michael's circumstances bear no relation to the cases which provide an
exception to Rule 17 (c). Mr. Bell, his sponsor Mr. Bodman, and their clients
Terry and Forlando Brown have a 7-year history of working against Michael and
the real heirs of James Brown who were not acknowledged in Brown's two estate
plans. Yet Michael and the other real heirs who have been proven under the
Peéples DNA Protocol, or are awaiting it, have the same rights under the Federal
Copyright act as the claimed settling children. Their rights are higher than those

of James B. and others. Among those is the right to demonstrate that the

State/AG violated their rights for five years by “stipulating” that a non-wife



would be considered a wife, then giving her nearly a quarter of the assets of
Brown’s “I Feel Good” Foundation.

The troubled history of Mr. Bell, Forlando and Terry Brown is set out in
part in the Return of Appellants to Motion to Dismiss of Mr. Sojourner filed with
this Court on April 17, 2014, which is incorporated by reference. It is also set out
in the Motion to Alter or Amend the Orders which are the subject of this appeal,
and a related memorandum. Those documents, in part, are attached as Exhibits
B and C to this Return.

The following chronology briefly outlines some of the facts which
demonstrate that Mr. Bell should not be able to prevent a GAL for Michael or
dismiss Michael, through his proposed GAL, aé a party to this appeal:

2007 Bell files six false-grievances against Levenson

in two states, including making false claim that

Forlando’s signature was forged on 30% fee contract.

2008 Bell attaches fabricated Post-death Schedule B to
copy of 2000 Trust filed with federal court.

Bell and Forlando make false claim to federal
Court that Forlando is not a party to State action to
remove trustees. He is a Plaintiff in Case 122.

2009 Bell threatens Robert Buchanan, Jr. with judicial
grievance if he does not resign as PR/Trustee.
and abandon defense of Brown’s estate plan.

2009 -2013 Bell represents parties opposing and promoting
McMaster Settlement at same time.

May 19, 2010- Bell secretly signs Wingate Litigation Retention

Today Agreement to sue Buchanan & Adele Pope for

protecting Brown’s estate plan by taking the Wilson v.
Dallas appeal (Terry). At same time claims for
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Jan.19, 2011

May 2011

2011

2011 -2013

2011 - 2014 (now)

April 2012

May 18, 2012

July 2012

Nov.- Dec. 2012

May 5, 2013

Forlando in federal suit that Buchanan/Pope will not
protect estate plan.

Bell, Bodman ,AG Jones oversee secret amendment
of McMaster Legacy Trust and transfer of right of first
refusal to buy Brown’s music empire (“ROFR”) from
Terry to Forlando.

Concealed from Courts and under FOIA.

Bodman, using Terry’s name, but with Forlando as
real party in interest, tells Supreme Court Brown’s
music empire worth $4.7 million at death. Forlando
asserts $4.7 million value “bogus.”

Forlando and Russell Bauknight conducting secret
due diligence for sale of music empire. based on false
claimed value.

Bodman/Bell for Terry claim Hynie is Brown’s
spouse. Forlando (correctly) asserts she is
not Brown'’s spouse and knew it.

Terry, acting for Forlando, secretly attempts to
intervene in three FOIA suits to stop release of
Wingate Contract and other public documents.

Forlando claims to have fired Bell. Tells federal
court he has nq&assets.

Russell Bauknight asks federal court to drop 2000
Trust’s claims against Forlando. Conceals collusion.

Bell, Levenson, Hynie's lawyers use $500,000 of
Estate funds to secure releases for Hynie, Hynie's
son and others in Wingate Suit from Buchanan's
Counterclaims.

Bell, Levenson, Hynie's lawyers conceal for almost a
year Bauknight's $563,000 to Wingate — in addition to
40% contingency.

While Supreme Court reconsideration pending
Bauknight makes false claim — repeated in
The State media that James Brown'’s Beech Island
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May 7, 2013

May 8, 2013

May 20, 2013

June 13, 2013

June 20, 2013

August 2013

home estate was “plundered” by the Christie’s sale
and “a few items remain.” Withdrawn by State after
explanation provided by Pope. [Exhibit E].

Forlando makes the following false statement
in affidavit filed in federal suit:

On February 27, 2013, the Supreme Court of
South Carolina decided that the Defendants
[Buchanan/Pope] should be removed astrustees..
due to various misappropriations of property and
money and acting without the best interests of the
Brown trust. [Emphasis supplied.] [Exhibit F]

Final Wilson v. Dallas decision.

Bell rejects request of Pope to proceed
with DNA testing of Michael [‘Deon”],
James B., Tonya and James Curtis.

Jg. Early issues June 13 Orders which cut off rights of
most supporters of Estate Plan and damage
Michael’s rights to proceed to be determined heir.

Bell does nothing to protect Michael.

Forlando claims in Doc. #262 in federal suit

that “Defendants [Buchanan & Pope] were

judicially removed by the Supreme Court of South
Carolina for their misconduct and defalcation of the
James Brown Estate - the same estate they claim
they want to save.” And refers to “the Supreme Court
finding, conclusively, the misconduct of Defendants
necessitated their removal as fiduciaries of the
Trust.” Attaches 13 Order of Judge Early which is
now on appeal.June

Bauknight asks federal court not to release Wingate
Litigation Agreement. Released by Federal Court in
October 2013. Shows Bell signed the Wingate
Agreement to sue Buchanan/Pope for protecting

‘I Feel Good” Trust and rights of Michael and others
to be determined heirs and have fair Termination
Rights Agreements with Estate/’l FeelGood” under
Federal Copyright Act.



September, 2013

October 10, 2013

October 2013

Fall 2013

2013 - 2014

Also shows Wingate had no legal authority to sue
Buchanan & Pope or settle with Buchanan in name
of State/AG. Also, Bauknight had no authority to
claim he speaks on behalf of State/AG.

Bauknight claims Forlando did nothing wrong in 4-
year attempt to enjoin. 2000 Trust.

Copyright attorney Marc Toberoff writes Warner
Chappell complaining that Hynie and son —-not heirs —
are working with-Bauknight to usurp Estate’s
termination rights elections. [But letter indicates
Terry/Bell doing same thing with Levenson clients.]
Bauknight and Sojourner ignore letter.

Sojourner secures ex parte appointment. Takes
immediate action to damage both “I Feel Good” Trust
and HALF of Brown’s real heirs, including Michael,
who have not challenged estate plans, and with
whom Federal Copyright Act termination rights
agreements should have already been made.

Bell takes not action to protect Michael.

Judge Early “double approves” all amounts paid to
Buchanan. No disgorgement. Leaves open voiding
of Wingate “settlement.” Wingate continues to try to
stall Wingate Suit hearings and FOIA compliance.

Motion to void Buchanan/Wingate settlement

gains strength as AG now claims AG McMaster never
authorized Wingate to sue for State/AG; Bauknight
had no authority to claim that he could sue/settle on
behalf of State/AG; and funds Brown gave to the I
Feel Good” Trust were used to bengfit Hynie,
Bauknight personally, and the Legacy Trust created
by AG McMaster.

Pope applies to be pro bono publico GAL for
Michael, James Curtis and DOE Defendants
after Bauknight and court fail to protect them.

Sojourner/ Bauknight either working with or

overlooking Bell/Levenson/Hynie attempt to
usurp termination rights. Working against
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‘| Feel Good” Trust by attempting to defeat

heir status of the following who deserve heir

status and a right to contract with the Estate/

2000 Trust: 1. Michael, 2. La Rhonda (daughters), 3.
Nicole 4. Jeanette 5. James Curtis (subject to
Peeples DNA Protocol)

There is simply no reason to believe that Michael does not need a GAL
who is willing to serve pro bono publico; understands the complex relationship
between State probate law and the rights of heirs under the Federal Copyright
Act; knows the facts and documents necessary to demonstrate that Brown died
without a spouse; and — if Mr. Bell is his lawyer — is not conflicted, as is Mr. Bell.

The lower court’s refusal to either appoint the proposed GAL or conduct
a hearing under the suspicious circumstance presented by the Toberoff letter
was a serious violation of Michael's rights.

The orders on appeal finally determine substantial rights of Michael. Mr.
Bell did not seek reconsideration of those orders. He did not appeal them. He
has never moved for Michael to intervene in the Hynie claim, which is critical to
the protection of Michael's rights under the Federal Copyright Act. Yet he has
moved for Terry Brown to intervene in that suit to protect Terry’s and his son
Forlando’s rights under the Copyright Act.

There is substantial evidence that Mr. Bell — now hovering near or over
the pro hac vice limit with his other clients -- cannot; will not; and has not
protected Michael. Mr. Bell is the person who signed the Wingate Suit contract

with counsel for Hynie and Levenson to stop the Wilson v. Dallas appeal which

restored both the “| Feel Good” Private Foundation and Michael’s rights.
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Conclusion

For the reasons stated herein, and in the Return to Motion to Dismiss of

Sojourner, the letter/motion of Mr. Bell be stricken, disregarded or denied. This

appeal should proceed. The Court should consider a small assessment of costs

to Mr. Bell to prevent further harassment.

Respectfully submitted,

Adele J. Pope
1228 Walnut Street

Newberry, South Carolina 29108
Telephone: 803-413-0753
Email: adele@popelawfirm.com
S.C. Bar No. 4501

Attorney for Appellants

April 20, 2014
Attachments
[Partial Documents with Emphasis Added]
Exhibit A:  Ltr. of Mr. Bell to Hon. Jenny Abbott Kitchings dtd. 4/15/14
Exhibit B: Memorandum Supporting Mot. to Alter, ...Vacate dtd. 3/7/14
Exhibit C:  Motion to Alter ... of Michael and Others dtd. 2/14/14.
Exhibit D:  Email of Sonny Jones [Sr. Assistant AG] to Matt Bodman,
others re: Assignment Terry to Forlando, 1/2011.
Exhibit E:  Ltr. of Pope to State re: claimed “plundering” of Beech Island
Exhibit F:  Affidavit of Forlando Brown dtd. May 7, 2013, federal suit
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LAW OFFICE OF
DAVID B. BELL, P.C.

619 GREENE STREET

. . ‘9 [} £
Post OFFICE Box 1011 g&%% bﬁ
AUGUSTA, GEORGIA 30903-1011 ¥ B

DAVID B. BELL ) JOHN C. BELL
April 15,2014 - (1916-1967)
SHARON BLAIR ENOCH _
AREA CODE 706

TELEPHONE 724-1882
706-722-0222°
FAX 706-722-2507
E-MAIL ADDRESS:
davidbell@davidbelllawﬁnn.com

The Hon. Jenny Abbott Kitchings
Clerk of Court

South Carolina Court of Appeals
P.O. Box 11629

Columbia, SC 29211 -

Re:  Michael Deon Brown, James Curtis, and Jane Doe and John Doe Numbers
L I, Il and IV, by their proposed guardian ad litem, and Adele Pope, as
Creditor/proponent of Will of James Brown dated June 15, 1999 and on
behalf of Others under S.C. Trust Code 62-7-405, Appellants v. James B. _
Terry Brown, Tommie Rae Hynie and David Sojourner, Jr., Respondents.

In Re: The Estate of James Brown a/k/a James Joseph Brown

Case No.: 2008-CP-02-1647
Case No.:  2013-CP-02-2849
Case No.:  2013-CP-02-2850
Case No.:  2013-CP-02-2851

" Dear Ms. Kitchings:

Along with Matthew Bodman of Columbia, South Carolina, I represent Michael Deon
Brown. '

In the captioned case, Adele Pope has filed an action in which she refers to herself as
““The proposed guardian ad litem for Michael Deon Brown.” It must be emphasized that no
court has appointed Adele Pope guardian ad litem for Michael Deon Brown.

Michael Deon Brown is presently, and has been, represented by Matthew Bodman of
Columbia, South Carolina and the undersigned.



The Hon. Jenny Abbott Kitchings
South Carolina Court of Appeals
April 14, 2014

Page 2

Orreason to believe that she wil] ever permitted to speak on behalf of Michael Deon Brown

I am,

David B. Bell

DBB:chm
Enclosure:  as stated

-cc: . Ms. Adele Pope

Mr. John Beach _
Mr. Matthew Bodman
Enclosures: ag stated



'LAW OFFICE OF
DAVID B. BEL I

619 GREENE STREET
Post OFFIcE Box 1011

AUGUSTA, GEORGIA 30903-1011

DAVID B. BELL
_
SHARON BLAIR ENOCH

November 21, 2013

The Hon. Doyet A. Early, II1
Chief Administrative Judge
P. 0. Box 90

Bamberg, SC 29003

Re:  James Brown Estate _

Dear Judge Early:

JOHN C. BELL
_ (1916-1967)

AREA CODE 706
TELEPHONE 724-1882
706-722.0222
FAX 706-722.2507
E-MAIL ADDRESS:
davidbcll@davidbelllawf"mn.com

Permit this Jetter to respond to the November 18, 2013 letter written to Your Honor
by Adele J. Pope. In her letter, Ms. Pope seeks to request Your Honor appoint her as the

guardian ad litem of Michae] Deon Brown.

When Ms. Pope filed the motion and wrote the letter, she must have been unaware ihat
Matt Bodman and I represent Michael Deon Brown, F urthermore, Ms. Pope must have been

For your benefit, you will find enclosed a copy of the response filed by Michael Deon

Brown opposing Ms. Pope’s motion. -

Iam,

DBB:chm
~cc: Ms. Adele J. Pope
All Counsel of Record
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) CASE NUMBER

COUNTY GF AIKENM
EX PARTE:

MICHAEL DEON BROWN, JAMES
CURTIS, AND JANE DOE.and JOHN DOE
Numbers |, Il, lli and IV; by their Proposed
Guardian ad Litem;and Adele Pope |, as
Creditor/Proponent of Will of James Brown
dated June 15, 2013 and on behalf of
Others under S.C. Trust Code §62-7-405,

Memorandum Supporting
Motion to Alter, Armend aind
Vacate Orders Dismissing -
Heirs of James Brown and Others
From Proceedings of Jarnes B.
and Tommie Rae riynie

JINRE:
THE ESTATE OF JAMES BROWN
A/K/A JAMES JOSEPH BROWN

 —r’ ' e’ e e’ e’ e’ e Nt N’ N e

Michael Deon Brown (“Michael”), by his proposed GAL and others, submit
-this Memorandum in response to the Form 4 drder of the Honorable Doyet A. Early, |l
- dated February 24, 2014, filed February 26, 2014 and received on March 4, 2014, but
which does not grant or deny the motion. .A copy of the Form 4 Order is attachied as
Exhibit A.

Michael and others respectfully submit that protection of The James Brown *I
Feel Good” Trust, Michael Deon Brown, the heirs of La Rhonda Waller, the DOE
Defendants in the Levenson Intestacy Suit and all creditors who support the two noble
estate plans of James Brown will be materially and adversely affected if this Court
declines to hear the pending motion for appointment of a GAL for Michael, James
Curtis and the DOE Defendants; appoint the requested GAL for the incarceratéd
Michael; vacate the Orders set out below; and find that the GAL, the DOE Defendants

and all other identified claimed heirs awaiting DNA testing under the Peeples DNA
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* “Protdcol are necessary parties to the proceediings of Tommie Rae Hynie and James B,
. and the Levenson Intestacy proceeding.
The Orders to be amended and/or vacated are:

1. ORDER DETERMINING PARTIES TO SEVERED. OMITTED
SPOUSE CLAIM, ELECTIVE SHARE CLAIM, AND
PRETERMITTED CHILD CLAIM dated February 7, 2014;

2. ORDER DISMISSING CROSS-CLAIMS OF CINNAMON NICOLE
PARRIS AND LARHONDA PETTIT dated January 8, 2014;

3. ORDER‘SEVERING OMITTED SPOUSE CLAIM, ELECTIVE
SHARE CLAIM, AND PRETERMITTED CHILD CLAIM; and

4. All Orders issued as part of, and from and after the injunction
imposed by Orders of the Honorable Doyet A. Early, Il and .
the Honorable Liz Godard dated June 13, 2013 (the “June 13
Orders”) which are the subject of an'appeal pending in the
South Carolina Court of Appeals.

This Memorandum rests upon,. and incorporates, each of the 52 matters whidh
the Court overlooked or misapprehended in its Orders, as stated in the Motion to Alter
or Amend served February 14, 2014. It also calls to the attention of the Court some of
the matters which the Court should consider in appointing. the requested GAL or
conducting a hearing on the app'ointment, before the Hynie, James B. or Intestacy
Matters proceed. They include:

1. Michael is entitled to a GAL under Rule 17 (c) SCRCP. The attempt of David

‘Bell, Esquire and the LSA to prevent his having a GAL when he i is lncarcerated

in California are improper and made in bad faith;

2. Under Rule 404 SCACR Beli may not represent the interest of Michael,

Lisa and others in the approximately seven STATE matters where their status

must be protected so that Forlando Brown, Hynie and Levenson will not siphon

off their Federal Copyright Act rights and their right to contract with the Estate/*|
Feel Good” Trust on termination issues.



3. Bell is actively working against Michael, the r=2} heirs of James Brown and
the “| Feel Good” Trust in seven or more pending actions.

4. Mu,hael, incarcerated in California since 2007 is an essential party to any
STATE case in which the heirs of James Brown are determined because an
improper STATE heirs determination will cause irreparable financial harm to The
James Brown | Feel Good” Trust; Michael; ali others who support the “I Feel
Good” Trust; all real heirs of James Brown: and ali creditors whose claims rest
on the proper defense of the two noble estate plans of James Brown.

5. Michael is an heir of James Brown; from his biogpost he now appears to have
confirmed his status again by.the Official Peeples DNA Protocol;' but the
protection of his property interest, requires that he be part of both the Hynie and
James B. proceedings and able to demonstrate to the STATE Court that neither
is an heir.

6. From August 10, 2008, as he awaited a GAL and the Peeples DNA Protocol,
Michael was shut out of the Levenson Intestacy Suit, Case No.2008-CP-02-0872
(“Case 872")%. and denied a GAL by improper State Action and a now-void
alliance of the State/AG with Hynie.and James B.

7. By the same imprdper State Action Nicole Parris; LaRhonda Waller; Jeanette
Mitchell and daughter Lisa were also shut out of the Intestacy Suit.

8. But for the improper State Act, and the improper alliance of Bell,

Levenson and counsel for Hynie with Russell Bauknight — which resuited in the
filing of Richland County Case 2010-CP-40-4900 — Michael would have been
DNA tested; by 2011 the Copyrights of the “I Feel Good” Trust would have been
secured for decades for less than $200,000 per year by giving Michael and the
half of Brown’s real heirs not contesting the Estate Plan the dignity they deserve
and a chance for their children to receive scholarshlps from the “I Feel Good” .
Foundation.

9. But for the improper action of Bauknight, Levenson, and Bell,

Dary! Brown — who has gone on national television and started a blog to save the
‘I Feel Good” Foundation — might now be receiving about $50,000 per year for
life for being the first family member to reject the 2008 Settlement and ask the
AG to enforce the “I Feel Good" Trust; his daughters would be enjoying

their $285,000 education funds; and his daughters would have Copyright Act

' See michaeldeonbrown.blogspot.com as of 3/14/2014.

? Case 872 was commenced in the Probate Court for Aiken County; removed to the Circuit Court
and filed in Case 2007-CP-02-0122; and assigned to be 872 in the spring of 2008.
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rights after nis death.

10. David Bell, Esquire, cannot; has not; and will not protect the interest of
Michael because he has repeatedly violated pro hac vice rules ard ﬂ!ed false
grievances to obtain a civil result; «

~11. The filings of Bell, Bauknight and the SLA appointed by recommendation of
Bauknight by an-ex parte Probate Court Order in State and Federal Court, on -
information and belief, demonstrate they are working to help siphon 'off the -
Termination Rights contracts the Estate/’| Feel Good” Trust should now have
‘with Michael! and the half of Brown's heirs not challenging the Estate Plan. -

- 12. Mr. Bell has worked directly against the interests of Michael; the real heirs
of James Brown and the “| Feel Good” Trust while pretending to support the
estate plan of James Brown, including:

a. By signing the 40% contingency fee contract on with Wingate to
sue Buchanan and Pope for conducting the Wilson v. Dallas appeal -
in Richland County Case 2010-CP-40-4900;

b. By appearlng at mediation in the Wingate Suit on behalf of Terry,
but conceallng that Terry’s interest was owned by Forlando;

c. By attaching a fabricated Schedule B to the James Brown 2000
Trust in the Forlando Federal Suit;

d. By authorizing Wingate to intervene in two FOIA Suits without the
knowledge or signature of the purported interveners;

e. By simultaneously representing Terry and Forlando/Terry before
two Courts and making material and opposite representations to the

two, namely:

To the Supreme Court- To the Federal Court

1. Hynie was Brown'’s wife 1. Hynie was not & knew it.

2. James B. is Brown's child 2. James B. is not & cannot be
3. The music empire is worth 3. $100 million is conservative
$4.7 million ,

4. There were no offers to buy 4. Buchanan/Pope should have
Brown’s music empire accepted the $90 - $100

Million offers

f. By filing six grievances against Levenson to achieve a result in the
James Brown cases;



g. By thfeatening Robert Buchanan with a judicial grievance;

h. By filing two false affidavits in.the Forlando Federal Suit which-
-prolonged Forlando’s baseless claims — dismissed in 2012 - for more
than three years. :

By other acts of deception which show Michael needs the p"otectlon of
a pro bono pub//co GAL.

Respectfully submitted,

(o> Bro
Adele J. Pope
228 Walnut Street
Newberry, South Carolina 29108
(803) 413-0753
S.C. Bar No. 4501

Attorney/Proposed GAL for
“Moving Parties

March 7, 2014



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
CASE NUMBER: 2008-CP-02-1647

Exhibit €

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF AIKEN
EX PARTE:

)
)
)
)
|
MICHAEL DEON BROWN, JAMES )
CURTIS, AND JANE DOE and JOHN DOE ) Motion to Alter, Amend and
" Numbers |, II, lll and 1V; by their Proposed ) Vacate Orders Dismissing
Guardian ad Litem;and Adele Pope , as ) Heirs of James Brown and Others
Creditor/Proponent of Will of James Brown ) From Proceedings of James B.
dated June 15, 2013 and on behalf of ) and Tommie Rae Hynie
Others under S.C. Trust Code §62-7-405, )
)
)
)

IN RE:
THE ESTATE OF JAMES BROWN
A/K/A JAMES JOSEPH BROWN .

N

TO: JAMES B., TERRY BROWN (“TERRY”) TOMMIE RAE HYNIE (“TOMMIE RAE")
AND DAVID SOJOURNER, JR., AND THEIR COUNSEL
AYOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT ten days after service hereof, or as
~soon thereafter as they may be heard, Michael Deon Brown (“Michael”), James Curtis
(“Curtis”) and JANE DOE and JOHN DOE Numbers |, i, lll, and IV (the “DOE Heirs”),
by theirs proposed guardian ad Litem (“"GAL"); Adele Pope as Creditor/Proponent of
backup Will of James Brown dated June 15, 2013 (“Creditor”) , and on behalf of Others
under S.C. Trust Code § 62-7-405 (Special Status Party) will move before the
Honorable Doyet A. Early for an Order Altering, Amending and V_acatihg the following
Orders:
| 1. ORDER DETERMINING PARTIES TO SEVERED OMITTED _
SPOUSE CLAIM, ELECTIVE SHARE CLAIM, AND PRETERMITTED
CHILD CLAIM dated February 7, 2014 (Exhibit A),
2. ORDER DISMISSING CROSS-CLAIMS OF CINNAMON NICOLE

PARRIS AND LARHONDA PETTIT dated January 8, 2014
(Exhibit B)



LaRhonda, Nicole and Jeanette.

16. The Court overlooked or misapprehended that after the DNA proof and
official acknowledgment of their their status, LaRhonda, Nicole and Jeanette, with Lisa,
Brown's daughter acknowledged in his first divorce Order, were official heirs of James
Brown.and their heir status could not be taken from them by improper acts of thé
State/AG, Bauknight, or Bauknight's Appointee.

17. The Court overlooked or misapprehended that, but for the Court’s refusal to
appoint a GAL for him in 2008 and since, the heirs status of Michael, incarcerated in
California since the death of James Brown, would be the same as La Rhonda, Nicole,
Jeanette and Lisa — confirmed.

18. The Court overlooked or misapprehended that Michael, who was supported
by Brown under Court orders during minority, is Brown’s son; is a necessary party to
any claim in which James B. or Tommie Rae claims to be an heir; and has béen
entitled to a GAL under Rule 17 ( c) SCRCP which provides in relevant bart:'

(c) Minor or Incompetent Persons. ... A person
imprisoned outside this State shall appear by guardian ad litem in
an action by or against him; ...

19. The Court overlooked that in 2007 Michaelﬁrst contacted Lewis and
Babcock, the Estate’s counsel, who did not conduct Michael's DNA test because of
other turmoil within the Estate/2000 Trust and their termination; that Michael continued
to contact both Judge Early and.the Probate Court seeking to be.a part of the James
Brown proceeding; but that Judge Early has declined to appoint a GAL for him and

Bauknight's appointee has fought the appointmént of his pro bono publico GAL.



benefit of Tommie Rae ahd James B.

34. The Court overlooked or misapprehended that Wingatev and Bauknight both
claimed to be wielding the mighty power of the State to protect Tommie Rae and James
B. in the Wingate Suit, even though their claim was improper.

35. 'The Court overlooked or misapprehended that althbugh the current Attorney
Geheral now asserts the State never sued Buchanaﬁ and Pope, a Sr. Assistant to two
AGS regularly attended heérings; allowed himself to be introduced as a Wingate élient;
and bolstered the Wingafe/Bauknight actions taken under color of state law to make
Tommie Rae and James B. heirs when they were not.

36. The Court overlooked that Bauknight paid Wingate $563,000 in late 2012,
in addition to a 40% contingency fee — from the Estate — to continue the ﬁgh.t in the
name of the State/AG to prove that Tommie Rae was Brown’s spouse and James B.
Brown'’s son. |

37. The Court overlooked that for nearly a full year since the first Wilson v.
Dallas decision Bauknighi has continued to wield the powér of tﬁe State in the Wingate
Suit while continuing to be the agent for Tommie Rae and .'James. B. |

38. The Court overlooked or misapprehended that by 2011 'the Estate/2000
Trust had adequate funds after the payoff 6f the TIAA Debt; the time was right; and
the Estate/’| Feel Good” was in a position for less than $100,000 per year to enter into
fair, arm’s length termination rights cooperation agreements with any 5 or so of:
Michael, Lisa, LaRhonda, Nicole; Jeanette, Curtis and others which gave them:

A. The Respect and Dignity they — but for the State takeover —
were being given by the Estate;

B. Approxirhafely $10,000 per year for life, beginning in 2011;

11



Rae and James B. to properly name and serve the necessary parties — not that of the
Court — and that parties cannot be determined/excluded where they have not been
named or served.

52. The Court overlooked that the Orders which have been issued since May 8,
2013 violate the SCRCP and fundamental fairness by terminating rights of heirs,
creditors and others without even naming them in the caption; noticing them; or serving
them.

Respectfully submitted,

o
Adele J. Pope N
1228 Walnut Street
Newberry, South Carolina 29108
(803) 413-0753
S.C. Bar No. 4501

Attorney/ Proposed GAL for
Moving Parties

February 14, 2014

AFFIRMATION OF COUNSEL

| certify pursuant to Rule 11', SCRCP, that consultation with opposing counsel is
not required for a Motion to Alter or Amend and/or. Reconsider or would serve'no

useful purpose as to the Motion herein. j 2 @

Adele J. Pope

D:\Data\docs\BROWN ADMINISTRATION\MOTION. ALTER. AMEND DETERMINING.PARTIES. WPD

15
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Sonnx Jones A .

From: ' Sonny Jones

sent: : Wednesday, January 19, 2011 9:50 AM

To: Matt Bodman; louis@levensonlaw.com

Cc:’ - Fngsmore@nexsenpruetcom amedlin@sc.rr.com

Subject: Brown: Cox- Forlando Meeting-Wed January 19, 2011 @ Nexsen Pruet

Attachments: Terry Brown Assignment.PDF; Ppt0000002.ppt

Attached please find the assignment from Terry Brown to Forlando and a power point presentation sent late yesterday
from Terry Cox. ‘

The meeting, per the power point, w/ Russell is scheduled today(Wed) @ 2 PM. Please advise if you would like to be
included per conference call or in person.

Thanks.
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Jan 18 11 uU3IdIP

Jiim placrwell D /BO%®DYLL / ) P.c

Georgla, Stephens County

To the extent that any third party may deem this transfer inefiective for any reason, | hereby designate
.and appoint, my son Wiliiam Forlando James Brown, as my true and lawifu) attorney in fact hersby
granting unto him a power, coupled with an interest, to execute any document in my name and steadas -
and to the same extent that { may execute and convey my intarest in the matter of James Brown. This
transfer shall be deemed irrevocable and coupled with an interest, | hereby acknowledge that | have

' made this transfer with due consideration, thought and design, and that | do so veluntarily and of my own

&ccord.

Witness my hand and seal this date January 3, 2011 o _

COMMISION
' M’YEXPIRES ON-:
JUNE 7.2011



The ROFR Amendment and the Due
Diligence Approach |

lJanuary 19, 2011

Agenda
The ROFR
Our Assumptions
Our Approach to Due Diligence
Due Diligence Steps
Due Diligence Structure

This document is solely for the use of client personnel. No part of it may be ciréulated. qdoted, or reproduced for distribution
outside the client organization without prior written approval from Dr. Terry. Bradford Cox. This material was used during an oral
presentation; it is not a complete record of the discussion

Confidential



The ROFR

Clarifying and Operationalizing

TLB has the ROFR for “substantially
all"..."65% of estimated value” in the sale of
one or a series of transactions ...but that

right "does not apply to any other transfers’

12 month exclusive due diligence that can
begin immediately ...trustee can solicit and
accept offers during this time

..beneficiaries or others can generate
offers ... TLB’s designee has exclusive
rights to any work product

- TLB's six month “right to solicit” is not

contemporaneous with due diligence period
..along with a period to settle existing

business

All parties provide TLB'’s representatives
full access to all “documents” ...subject to
safeguarding such ...and aiso make
“documents” available to third parties who
have entered into confidentiality
agreements

~fdin elud! butnothm:téug%uademamand yrihﬁil te
E acgps MW 5 artwork, writin

Confirmation and Amendment

Certain parties emered Irﬂo an Addendum to Privahe Agreement of August 10, 2008
Settoment Agreement i Tery Srown Restated and Am g e
gm;'? ;egfﬂ%e aeg emerga i el ga&?f et = ended Private resment {the greemem’) that
reement, ;Q%d tems efine: ] meani as dosariied agtee
ﬁnase ereby confirm and apmend certaln provislons ofher:gm as foll ngs setfonh in the ment

Under the agreement. Terry Brown ("Terty”) has a Right of First Refuw D(;R()FR') Thls al W confirms that

Tény s ROFR In all under the agreement applies only to

Brown Assa Jamas Brown Assets s the “James
E i e et e
’ n a A nsactions, or sale of
ofmeJamesBmwnAssetsasofwdlﬂmelnoneo(rbaseﬁesol Wmhm theemirety

, Teny’s ROFR does not !y
an oﬁleruansrerofanyofﬂmemsamwnAssetsoranlnmestmemm Fofmng noiwithstanding v
to the contraxymnlg&tgg’ agreemrtw duraﬁo?{ lgegl;e' foregolng. F%:ﬂ ROFRr does gfn! apply to the granting of oneor
the use
Assets including but not limited to such | pu;&os mentaries, vld:gygamor aéi;.ﬁwmmer;’lerdals or other
advertisements, product brands, books or erpubﬂwﬁons. or theatrical productions

2 Under the agteemem. Teny has the exclusive right to conduct a due diigence review ("due
of the James Brown Assets. ded in Paraglaph 6 of the agreement. 3v1 tgttlhe gtl:ueg g‘?u?;nnggf)"gg{aﬂ
the agreement is hi amen to the extent and onlymmeenentasfomws:(a mycomnencemedue
diligence teview knmed upon the execution of this confirmation
rorBisan SLNet o Satiemant Ently. endict ““'}lmém““’"“m a'gm

niity, and/or Russe! as or any torconwltmtemp!oyed
ar on behalf of the Estate or Settiement Entity, soliciti enterta

r Wit espoct 10 the salo, h‘ansferwﬂcense.tyor u% mwumgm&u i o
- L

Asséf gluding ar gan{oﬁergenemted benefi ﬂngsfala E' otheratﬁgts tepreaenfanvesasme

ﬂghts clarified in para,
K product or oiher mateﬂa in
ganee right

months (right . With mspect to the the agreement is hereby

ol the e 25 fllows: e b peod of the Haht b OLci GHRICh Was Fartly colamporassous waih
the Exclusivity Peﬂod of the due dmgenca shall commence three months aﬂer notice from Teny (at any time

after the later of the expiration of the due di ce review period of the funding of the Settiement Thaﬂuee-

monﬂgg,r‘isod Is t&gnow the EsfahelSetﬂement Enw a reasonable tima m wfn down or complete any olng

's anjoyment of the dght 0 solicll: pmv!ded hcwever. mat Teny's r!ght o w&wﬂl oh lsneﬂherm:, defeat

ued grantlng of music clearances nor the continued performance of licenses and ciearances permitied by

patasmp
t‘ae oth ement shall ree d
e’r'x{ m ﬂght o W?%B ag lhat. uﬂns the &edods In wh!eh T% exercising the

3. Under parag;aphs 7 and 8 of the agreemet;& Terry has the exclusive nght to soﬂdt offers fora paiud of six
and
fol

under pamgra
f,{g“““" T°"y i e e | access 19 9 mﬁdmm%ﬂ m. aCents s s horesbnes ithin
dowmenﬁ and lhhgs perta foor reﬂewng James Brown's mgwrm“a Qeunii' g but not limited to contracts,
tapes, govemment

ngs,
press clippings, promotional “Confidential | ® for
of the coliectively, the “Documents*), subject tn an obligation to safeguard such flems.
(B n
therig;%lqmake Documents or (nfomuaﬁo;)ﬁlem!naval!able ga:ﬁesesmreasémbiyd;gnys
In connection with the mciseofﬂmduediﬂgencaﬂ tosollclt.provwedmmm
ﬁﬁesﬂrsten&erlnmmnﬁdenﬁamy mtslnfavorofﬁe&!aﬁe Settlamant Entily, as applicable,
t are at least as protective of Such ﬂweptwlsﬁonsofparagrauhaofmeag!wneﬁt

gif e%cept as confirmed and amended‘by this confirmation and amendment, the agregment temains in full force and

Confidential 2



Our Assumptions

These are some assumptions that provide the

foundation for our decisions

“Structure

Wl

Terry L
optimizing the value of the assets in their entirety

N

o

The value of intellectual property is determine by
both the asset quality and the capability to transfer
and monetize

St Ty &ﬁa& DRk
The Settlement Entity /Trust has limited resources
to maximize the value of the intellectual property

o

v s

The entertainment industry is full of costs that
can be captured by the Settlement Entity and
designee

Confidential



Newco |
Building an organization that maximize the financial value of intellectual
property by integrating emerging technologies with proprietary capabilities -

uUs Online Video Viewers, 2006-2012 (mililons) Specifically, the media content of
2006 - L RN s selected intellectual property will be
L transformed into derivative products
(online video). These products will be
created by our capabilities of adding
digitization and metadata to media
content; and utilizing cloud computing
technologies, that will make our -
products easily accessible to the video

2012 - nlt 1 R
Note: orine video viewer dsfingd &5 on individual who dpwnicads of

Streamms vidag (CoMant or acvertising) at 1665t 0605 & month demand of the internet market place .
i aratd wwear eMarkater.com )
Presented by:
Terry Bradford Cox, PH.D.
James Blackwell

August, 2010

This report is solely for the use of client personnel. No part of it may be circulated, quoted, or reproduced for distribution outside the
client organization without prior written approval from Dr. Terry Bradford Cox. This material was used during an oral presentation; it is

not a complete record of the discussion

Confidential : 7



Adele J. Pope

1228 Walnut Street
Newberry, South Carolina 29108 oa © »
' (803) 413-0753 MG%é %
May 5, 2013
Editor
The State

1401 Shop Road
Columbia, South Carolina 29201

o Re: Commentary, Photos of James Brown Mansion May 5, 2013
Dear Editor:

| write to ask you to correct a misstatement repeated 29 times in your May 5,
2013 online slide show of James Brown's mansion in Beech Island, South Carolina.

: The mansion has been owned for almost 13 years by Mr. Brown's irrevocabie
trust established August 1, 2000. At Brown's death, his Will and the 2000 Trust
provide that Brown's worldwide music empire goes into The James Brown “l Feel
Good” Trust — Brown’s private foundation dedicated solely to providing scholarships for
‘needy students studying in South Carolina and Georgia.

Your caption to each of the 29 photos erroneously states: “The house was
plundered for a Christie’s auction, but several items remain..." [Emphasis supplied]

The house was not plundered, and thousands of items from the mansion remain.
Many are preserved in museums. A correct statement is:

In 2008 about 330 items from James Brown’s mansion were auctioned by
Christie’s under orders of Jg. Doyet A. Early, lll. Jg. Early also allowed items
from the mansion to be placed in museums for safekeeping pending the
outcome of Will contests brought in late 2007 by Brown’s companion and others.

Brown’s property was displayed in acclaimed exhibits at the |. P. Stanback
Museum (S.C. State University) and the Augusta Museum of History.

Other items were placed at the S.C. State Museum and and the Lucy Craft
Laney Museum (Augusta). These institutions helped preserve thousands of
items which -- along with hundreds of items stored in a sound storage facility --
are still owned by Brown's Estate/2000 Trust.

Keeping up with the more than 50 orders issued in the Aiken James Brown
cases alone is challenging. | am taking the liberty of enclosing a brief chronology of
the Christie’s sale issue, along with two 2008 orders related to the Christies sale.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Adele J. Pope?q.o

Enclosures



Chronology - James Brown’s Personal and Housshold Effects (“PHE")
including Christia’s Sale of July 17, 2008 (5/5/13)

Aug.1,2000 James Brown signs Will and 2000 Trust. Deeds mansion at Be’ech Isfand tfo 200Q Trust.
19992008  Brown Trustee David Cannon secretly plunders $12+ million of Brown's aééets.
Dec. 25, 2006 James Brown dies.

!
Nov. 15, 2007 Original PR/Trustees value Brown’s value music empire & PHE at $100 Million, less $1 5
_ Million debt to NY Teachers (“TIAA debt”)

By va. 20, 2007 All Original PR/Trustees rasign, leavmg $100 Million Estate with liquidity crisis.

Dec. 19-28, ‘07 Brown’s companion & others contest Brown's Will/2000 Trust, worsening liquidity crisis.
Jan.2,2008  Grandson Forlando sues in Fed. Ct. to reinstate Cannon Group, worsening liquidity crisis.
Feb. 52008 Brown Estatélzooo Trust sue Cannon, others to recover $12+ million taken since 1999,
Feb. 2008 45 boxes of Masters and music memorabilia shipped to sound storage facility.

Feb. 19, 2008 Jg. Early orders Estate Tax Valuation of PHE; Christie’s sale; and other relief to provide
: Estate/2000 Trust with funds to defend Will contests and protect assets.

March 2008 " Son Terry Brown offers to buy PHE for $2 Million.
Apr.1,2008  Jg. Early issues 2d Christie's sale Order; directs signing of Christie’s contract. [Ex.1)

By Apr, 2008 Thousand of items from mansion- placed at Augusta Museum of History; |. P. Stanback
Museum (S.C. State University), Lucy Craft Laney Museum & S.C. State Museum.

May 2008 James Brown Exhibit apens, Augusta Museum of History.
July 1-9, 2008 Original Trustee Dallas, gfandson Forlando, try to stop Christie’s sale.
July 9, 2008 Dalias files Motion in S.C. Court of Appeals to stop Christie’s sale, set for July 17.

July 14, 2008 On request of 2d PR/Trustees, AG McMaster and Christie’'s Judge Jasper Cureton
issues Order directing Christie’s auction to take place as scheduled. '

July 17, 2008 . Christie's sale takes place. Grosses approximately‘$8'50.000.

Aug. 10, 2008 AG Henry McMaster reaches settiement with some Will contestants (“McMaster
Settlement”) )

Sept. 25, 2008 PR/Trustees value PHE (Including Christie's ifems) $2 Million on Estate Tex Return.

Feb. 20,2009 “James Brown: Preserving the Legacy,” with assets from the mansibn. opens at|.P.
-Stanback Museum Daughter Deanna takes media on tour of exhibit

May 26, 2009 Jg: Early approves McMaster Settlement. Appoints Bauknight 3d PRITrustee 2d
PRITrustees appeal.

February 2010 Cannon indicted for taking $12+ million and forgery.

Dec. 2010 3d Trustee values PHE (including Christie’s ltems) at $500,000+/- and music empire at
under $4.7 Million in IRS filings.

June 2011 K% ] Truétee tells Supreme Court value of PHE {including Christie’s items) about $500,000.
Oct. 2011 Cannon enters Alford plea to some of $12+ Million he plundered.

Feb. 27 2013 S. C. Supreme Court voids McMaster settiement. Directs removal of 3d PR/Trustee.
Estate/2000 Trust owns most of PHE. .
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA - ' ) INTHE PROBATE COURT
) PROBATE COURT #2007-ES02-0056~

‘COUNTY OF AIKEN \ ag
AP 0D

Robert L. Buchanan, Jr. and Adele J. Pope :

as Trustees of the James Brown 2000 Irrevocable

Trust and as Personal Representatives of the

Estate of James Brown, deceased

‘ Plaintiffs, ORDER APPROVING SALE OF
TANGIBLE PERSONAL PROPERTY
V. AND REAL ESTATE AND

GRANTING RELATED RELIEF
Deanna J. Brown Thomas, Yamma N. Brown Lumar : '
Venisha Brown, Daryl J. Brown, Larry Brown, and
Terry Brown, each individually and as parent and
natural guardian of his and her minor and unborn
issue; Romunzo Brown, Forlando Brown, Tonya
Brown, Sydney Lumar, Carrington Lumar, Jason
Brown-Lewis, Lindsey Delores Brown and Janise
Vanisha Brown; Henry Dargan McMaster, in his
capacity as Attorney General for the State of South
Carolina; Tommie Raye Hynie Brown; and James
Brown II, a minor, by Stephen Slotchiver, his
guardian ad litem,

Defendants.

This matter was commenced with the filing on November 27,‘ 2007 and service of a
Summons and Complaint by Plaintiffs as Personal Representatives of the Estate of James Brown;
~ and Trustees of the James Brown 2000 Irrevocable Trust (the “PR/Trustees”). It was duly
removed to the Circuit Court on motion of the Honorable Sue Roe, ProBate Judge.
All named defendants have answered or appeared herein. Defendants Terry Brown,
Romunzo Brown and Forlando Brown, through their counsel have demanded a jury-trial as to all

STA} mlmmll@md on a showing of urgent need by the PR/Trustees the Court scheduled the

UNTY OF AIKEN
?olzGodard.ClcrkofComd Pleas and General

mﬁmm %Mv_%mlef requested in the Complamt

original documents which bave beev fled in my rj
Premaz@ezbmnng held February 7, 2008 were: counsel for all devisees under ﬂ;u& :

TR N A/’) //, o
e

CCCP. &G A, Aken Cunty, SC. ' : - T

Deputy Clerk




August 1, 2000 Will (The “Will") pf James Brown, which has been informally admitted to

probate and the James Brown 2000 Irrevocable Trust (the “2000 Trusf")'; the Attorney General of

South Carolina; cotm ges; counsel for Cinnamon Paris and LaRhonda

Petitt; and counsel for the Guardian ad Litem of James Brown II. Also attending were counse!
for the forrne; PR/Trustees. With the consent of all counsel the hearing was closed because of
the discussion of sensitive financial matters.
Based on the testimony and physical evidence before me, the Court makes the findings
and rulings set out herein. This and other Orders will result from the February 7, 2008 hearing.
PROCEDURAL HISTORY
All assets which are the subject of this action are owned by either the Estate of James
Brown or the 2000 Trust, including James Brown Enter;;)rises, Inc.(*JBE, Inc.”) |
The current PR/Trustees were appointed on November 20, 2007 by Order of thig Court
and appointment by Sue H. Roe, Probate Judge..A
Because' it affects the ability of the PR/Trustees to act, and the need for Court guidance, a
recitation of the positions of the various Interested Persons is significant. As of the February 7,
&éj 2008 hean'ng_waé the position of thé various parties, as contained in pleadings and motions on
/ : :

% file, was:

1. Plaintiff PR/Trustees assert that the Will and 2000 Trust constitute Mr. Brown's valid
Estate Plan. ' :

2. The Attorney General of South Carolina (“AG") supports the validity of the Will and
2000 Trust, but has challenged the appointment of the PR/Trustees. ‘

3. Former PR/Trustees Albert Dallas and Alfred A. Bradley assert that they are still

! Both the Will and the 2000 Trust are being challenged in pending proceedings




Trustees, and seek to terminate the appointment of Plaintiffs as PR/Trustees.

4. Defendants Terry Brown (child/devisee), Forlando Brown (grandchild), Romunzo
Brown (grandchild), support the Estate Plan of Mr. Brown, but seek to remove
PR/Trustees.

5. All other children/devisees and grandchildren/devisees have challenged both the Will
and 2000 Trust, and seek a declaration of Intestacy.

6. Defendants Paris and Petitt, seek to set aside the Will and Trust and be declared
children of James Brown. '

7. Defendant Tommie Rae Hynié Brown and her son, James Brown, II seek to be
declared the surviving spouse and child, respectively, of James Brown. The former
has also challenged the Will and 2000 Trust.

CONDITION OF THE ESTATE/TRUST ON FEBRUARY 7, 2008

Based on the undisputed testimony presented at the hearing, this Court makes the
following findings as to the condition of the Estate/Trust as of the date of the hearing:

1-. The condition of the Estate/Trust as of November 20, 2007, when the current
PR/fmstees were appointed, was deplorable. Basic security for Mr. Brown's home Estate was in
arrears; valuable and deteriorating Masters had been left in his home for almost a year; income
taxes were unpaid for a number of years; and the former PR/Trustees had not prepared or filed an
Inventory for the Estate or the 2000 Trust.

2. No Estate Taxes for Mr. Brown's Estate were paid when due on September 25, 2007
and no date-of-death appraisal had been conducted or ordered. Estate taxes estimated at a
minimum of $400,000 were overdue.

3. The request for IRS Charitable Recognition of the James Brown "I Feel Good” Trust




6. Purchasers to pay all costs of closing:

7. Ifthe) oseph Brown home interest is not purchased by a family member within sixty
(60) days of this Order, the PR/Trustees may dispose of the said propeny in any
manner they deem appropriate.

This Court has not outlined in detail the financial circumstances which make the above-
approved sales critical to-this Estate and Trust. All parties have received full information and do '
not dispute the Estate/Trust’s financial circumstaﬁces. To the extent this Court determines that
any party has unreésonably interfered with, or delayed the sales approval herein, such party may

be charged with the reasonable cost of such action.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED. WW |

Doyet A. Early, I ¢
Resident Judge, Second Judicial Circuit

. February 20, 2008
Aiken, South Carolina



- COUNTY OF AIKEN

-as Trustees of the James Brown 2000

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE PROBATE COURT
PROBATE COURT

#2007-ES-02-0056

Robert L..Buchanan, Jr. and Adele J. Pope
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Sydney Lumar, Carrington Lumar, Jason
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Janise Vanisha Brown; Henry Dargan
McMaster, in his capacity as Attorney General
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COUNTY OF AIKEN

I, liz Godard, Clerk of Court of Commuy PI

i 5 vas and Gene
Sessions for Ai_kcn County, Svuth Carvling do herey :l;urfdy]
thgt. the foregoing cons'r.ilulcs 8 tuc and comeet oopy of the
original documents which have begn filed in my office this

APR U Z Zoog

CCCP.&GS, A:;n ,S.C

)

Deputy Cleck

T et N N N e N e e e e e’ e e

This matter came before me on March 31, 2008 Upon request of Robert L.
Buchanan, Jr. and Adele J. Pope, Personal Representatives of the Estate of
James Brown and Trustees of the James Brown 2000 Irrevocable Trust (the
"PR/Trustees") that the Court issue a supplemental order directing them -to
execute the contract with Christie’s and proceed with the sale as contemblated in
this Court's final Order Approving Sale of Tangible Pérsonal Property (TPP)
dated February 20, 2008.

The February 20" Order, which was not appealed, provided in part:



1. Within 10 days after distribution by the PR/Trustees of the Estate
Tax Valuation of TPP being performed by Christie’s and of
Christie's plan for sale of items, with identification of items, any
party desiring to withhold items shall notify the PR/Trustees of
items they desire to withhold in order of importance.

2. Within a reasonable time, the PR/Trustees shall, in their sole
discretion, designate items to be sold and not sold.

3. Within 10 days after distribution of the final proposal, the Court
shall conduct a hearing if, and only if, there are valid specific
objections. Any party found to be delaying the sale may be
charged with the costs of delay. ‘

4. If possible, the sale or sales by Christie’s or any other
agent/auctioneer will be conducted on or before August 1, 2008.

5. The PR/Trustees shall have sole discretion as to the terms of the
contract, but will consuit with interested counsel.

6. The PR/Trustees are authorized to put such pieces as they select
- on loan to one or more museums, for a period not to exceed 3
years, so that such items may be preserved for future distribution to
beneficiaries, as appropriate, with assurances for proper insurance
and security for all items put “on loan”.

7. Pieces not sold by Christie's or other agent/auctioneer may be sold
by the PR/Trustees in their sole discretion at one or more, or a
series of, separate auctions/private sales, if additional funds are
necessary, provided notice is given to potential heirs and devisees.

8. ‘Any of above pieces, in the sole discretion of the PR/Trustees, may
be retained and added to House Museum purchase as described
below. '

9. The PR/Trustees are authorized to prepare and disseminate
images of the home and assets as necessary to carry out the
above proposal, including all public advertising they deem’
appropriate. -

/{% The February 20th Order also directed that anyone intentionally

interfering with the Order and the Christie’s 'sale would be charged with all costs

and losses resulting therefrom.

9



This Court finds that the March 28, 2008 motions, to date, have caused no
damages or Adelay. | |

This Court finds that the PR/T rustees havé fully comblied with the
provisions of this court's Order of February 20, 2008 and that this Court should
.diréct the execution of the contract and the sale. |

The Court further finds that any party who delays the implementation of
the February 20, 2008 order or the implementation of this order should be
charged with alf costs and damages as set out in “a” thrbugh ‘d" above and such
costs and such other damages as shall be determined pursuant to “e” above.

Based on this Court's Order of February 20, 2008 and fhe entire record in
this matter, it is ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED:

1. The PR/Trustees are directed to execute the Consignment Agreement

with Christie’s upon terms set out in the proposed Consignment

Agreement, with such revisions as they deem appropriate.

2. The sale of the Items contained in the Selection for Sale shall proceed
as ordered on February 20, 2008..

3. Any party who delays the implementation of the February 20, 2008
order or the implementation of this order shall be charged with all costs
and damages as set out in “a” through “d” above and such costs and

wan

damages as shall be determined pursuant to “e” above.

4. This Colurt shall retain jurisdiction ternforce the implementation of this
Order and the sale and any other enforcement issues or interference with
this Court’s February 20, 2008 Order.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

Honorable DoyeyR . "Early, 1l
Resident Judge '
April 1, 2008
Aiken, South Carolina
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AFFIDAVIT OF WILLIAM.FORLANDO JAMES BROWN

OF GEORGIA
“OF FULTON

- Personally-appearing before me, the undersigned officer-duly authonzedto idrt

] amJames Brown, who, after being duly ,éwOfn;—.-.depé:s’_es:and says:
1,'

~ -My-name is William James Brown. T-am over: eighteen xe"afs:df . agéandsuff e,

sabilifies: The facts contained in thissaffidavit dte- based upon miy: pérsonal &

facts:to w}ii,é-hvl would testifyif I Wérscf:‘c-; led-ds-a:witness in ‘Court:..

are true and correct.

intiff in the case styled Brown;:v. Pope that is-pendiiig before: thie:

District of South Carolina,” Coluriibia- Division, Civil Actiof File No.

aimééﬁc.tﬁl"iCens.ecf f@':pfécti.ce=l;aw in any state’and 1 Have had no-formalie sal tra
: _ M

- -_ I filed this 1'ayv_suit segk@ng to obfain benefits bequeathed to ‘me;‘und'éf;_riimy

S:%Brown’§-esthte. ‘

5,

. Ofi Aiigust 8, 2008, Adele Pope and Robert Buchanan filed their first: cou

ist me.
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., 3UB-CV-UUUL4-WUB-JGW Date Filed 05/08/13 Entry Number 248-2 Page 4 of 5

A;__jcﬂé'éntatizves and trustees of the James Brown triist.
16.

The timeto file answers to these amended counterclaims’had not run when the casé was

March 13, 2013, after nearly d'ye wand after: the Southr Caro

to: féiﬁo’Vé= Defendants, the stay‘in:this casewashﬂed
1.
Jpon information and belief, Defendant. Pope. has-‘_vﬁle_d a motion for reconsi
COurt Decision. .
20.
Smcethe t]me the stay was lifted, I have been-activély séeking new. counse]to €
is matter.

21

: After ‘the year-long stay of the proceedings of this case, the South-Carglinis
ruling and Defendant Pope’s motion for recensideration in that case, and:be
iow-how the stay operated on timing, no answer was filed: in. response to ,

coufniterclaims ﬂjle'd--before the stay.

486.DOCX}
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Further affiant sayeth not.

to-or:affirmed and




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM AIKEN COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

T . ircui
he Honorable Doyet A. Early, lll Circuit Court R%CEWED

APR 21 2014
Case No. 2013-CP-02-1647
Case No. 2013-CP-02-2849 SC Court of Appeals
Case No. 2013-CP-02-2850
Case No. 2013-CP-02-2851

MICHAEL DEON BROWN, JAMES CURTIS, AND JANE DOE and JOHN DOE
Numbers I, II, It and IV, by their proposed Guardian ad Litem, and Adele Pope,
as Creditor/Proponent of Will of James Brown dated June 15, 1999 and on
behalf of Others under S.C. Trust Code § 62-7-405. ... ......... Appellants,

V.

James B., Terry Brown, Tommie Rae Hynie and David Sojourner, Jr.,.................
...................................................... Respondents.

IN RE:
THE ESTATE OF JAMES BROWN, A/K/A JAMES JOSEPH BROWN

PROOF OF SERVICE

| certify that on the 20th day of April, 2014, | have served the RETURN AND
OPPOSITION OF APPELLANTS TO'LETTER/MOTION OF DAVID B. BELL on
Respondents as shown below by depositing a copy of same in the United States
Mail, postage prepaid, addressed to them or their attorneys of record as follows:

David B. Bell, Esquire
Matthew D. Bodman, Esquire
619 Greene Street

Post Office Box 1011
Augusta, Georgia 30903-1101



Robert N. Rosen, Esquire
18 Broad Street, Suite 201
Charleston, SC 29401

Peter Shahid, Jr., Esquire
89 Broad Street
Charleston, South Carolina 29401

David C. Sojourner, Jr., Esquire
c/o John F. Beach, Esquire
Adams and Reese, LLP

1501 Main Street, 5" Floor
Columbia, South Carolina 29201

April 20, 2014

(oo o

Adele J. Pope™

1228 Walnut Street

Newberry, South Carolina 29108
Telephone: 803-413-0753
Email: adele@popelawfirm.com
S.C. Bar No. 4501

Attorney for Appellants




Adele J. Pope
1228 Walnut Street
Newberry, South Carolina 29108

April 20, 2014

The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings
Clerk of Court

South Carolina Court of Appeals

1015 Sumter Street

Post Office Box 11629

Columbia, South Carolina 29211

Re: Michael Brown and Others v. James B.
Circuit Court Case Numbers 2008-CP-02-1647;
2013-CP-02-2849;2013-CP-02-2850;2013-CP-02-2851

Dear Ms. Kitchings:

In connection with the above-referenced action which has not yet been assigned an
appellate case number, enclosed please find an original and seven copies of the RETURN
AND OPPOSITION OF APPELLANTS TO LETTER/MOTION OF DAVID B. BELL,
ESQUIRE, and an original and one copy of the Proof of Service.

| would appreciate your filing the original and appropriate number of copies and
returning a file-stamped copy with the courier who delivers this package.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely, ' R}ECEWED
MP@“— APR 21 2014

Adele J. Pope
Attorney for Appel@BCourt of App%ls
Enclosures
Robert N. Rosen, Esquire
A. Peter Shahid, Esquire
David Bell, Esquire
Matthew D. Bodman, Esquire
John F. Beach, Esquire

D:\Data\docs\BROWN ADMINISTRATIONVAPPEAL. BAUKNIGHT.ST. APPTALTR FILING.RETURN.LETTER MOTION.BELL.MICHAEL. wpd



