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ARGUMENTS 

1. BECAUSE THE LOWER TRIAL COURT PRIOR RECUSED JUDGES SIGNED ORDERS 
OF NOV. 26, 2007, NOV. 21, 2007 and SEPT. 26, 2007 ORDERED STATE! LAW STA 11JTES 

TO BE UPHELD WITHIN THE SAID STATE! COURT since the year 2007 regarding! the 
SAME! ISSUED MONEY ASSETS - GRANTED ORDERS! IN RELIEF FAVORS OF SAID 
DEFENDANTS -ISSUED BY PRIOR STATE! COURT! JUDGES!! (WHO ACTUALLY! 
VOLUNTEERED AND DISQUALIFIED THEMSEL YES -DUE TO FOUND PERSONAL 

INTEREST) MAY POSSIBLY QUESTION THE STATE COURT JURISDICTION INVOLVING 
CONSTITUTIONAL CHALLENGE TO A STATE STATUTE OR LOCALORDINANCE 

2. BECAUSE THE TRIAL COURT REPLACEMENT JUDGE GEORGE C. JAMES WAS FROM 

THE SUMTER!! COUNTY! JURISDICTION!, AND! JUDGE G.C. JAMES AGREES! In his 

Final ORDER(S) SHOWS THAT JUDGE JAMES NEVER!! HAD! NO! ACTUAL!! COURT 
HEARINGS!! OF ANYKIND! Involving ANY!! OF THE SAID DEFENDANTS/including 
Appellant LOVE, COULD POSSIBLY BE REASONS WHY JUDGE G.C. JAMES FAILED TO 
FIND THIS ACTION WAS BARRED BY RES JUDICATA I AND COLLATERAL 

ESTOPPEL SINCE! the year 2007. 

3. BECAUSE STATE COURT REPLACEMENT JUDGE GEORGE C. JAMES' IS FROM 
SUMTER COUNTY, and NOT FROM RICHLAND COUNTY CIRCUIT COURT JURISDICTION, 
AND JUDGE JAMES OWN! SIGNED ORDER{S) DATED NOV. 2 1,2007 {DOES SHOW AND 
ADMITS THAT JUDGE GEORGE C. JAMES DID MEET IN SECRECY/or "UNDER SEAL"WITHIN 
A TELEPHONE ''HEARING''/and BY OTHER MEANS OF "ELECTRONIC" COMMUNICATION 
WITH THE SAID FEDERAL COURT JUDGE MARGARET B. SEYMOUR and said FEDERAL 
RECEIVER-BEATTIE B. ASHMORE -SINCE! in the Year 2007, JUDGE JAMES MAY NOT have 
KNOWN THAT THE RICHLAND COUNTY COURT RECORDS DID NOT SUPPORTS-ANY SUCH 
LEGAL SCHEDULED MEETINGS. 

Conclusion ............................................................................................................................ . 

-
·(See attached Appellant Love's lower court's Motion Cov. Sheet; & Love ResponseiakaIMotion for Consideration/showing 

LOVES also filed CounterClaim - Denied by State Court Judge James - showing Appellant Love written concerns showing 
PRIOR WRITIEN PERMENENTlFfNAL ORDERS/aka! Res Judicata/and Collateral Estoppelled since! the year 2007-
regarding Judge James allege claims of~FORFEITURE" involving ALL said Defendants-which includes Appellant Love's 
personal monies and or properties)· 
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STATEMENT OF ISSUES ON APPEAL 

1. DID THE LOWER TRIAL COURT JUDGES' continued! TO INVOLVE A 
CONSTITUTIONAL CHALLENGE TO A STATE STATUTE OR LOCAL ORDINANCE 
- WHEN THE SAID LOWER TRIAL COURT PRIOR STATE!! COURT Jurisdictional JUDGES 
GRANTED! AND ISSUED STATE! ORDERED STATUTES GRANTING RELIEF, AND 
AGREED TO HA VE "RESOLVED" CLAIMS IN A "CONSENT ORDER TO CEASE AND 
DESIST' IN FAVOR OF SAID DEFENDANTS - DATED NOV. 26, 2007, NOV. 21, 2007 
and SEPT. 26, 2007 - ISSUED since the year 2007 - REGARDING/ the SAME! CLAIMS and 
PARTIES said STATE! Court Judge George C. James' is~ued - FINAL ORDERED 
mDGMENT on Aug. 8,2011 -INVOLVING THE EXACT SAME! MONEY ASSETS -BUT! 
mDGE JAMES' continue! ATTEMPT to JOIN those SAME STATE!! ORDERED Court STATUTES 
- ISSUED since the year 2007 - to be REVIEWED/Controlled or APPEALED to be HEARD ONLY 
within a FEDERAL COURT JURISDICTION WITH a FEDERAL COURT JUDGE - Margaret B. 
SEYMOUR - and -her- appointed alleged FEDERAL RECEIVER-Beattie B. ASHMORE - ? 

2. DID THE TRIAL COURT ERR WHEN IT FAILED TO FIND THIS ACTION WAS 

BARRED BY RES JUDICATA 1 AND COLLATERAL ESTOPPEL WHEN THE SAME! 
LOWER TRIAL COURT REPLACEMENT JUDGE! GEORGE C. JAMES! (HIMSELF) 
ACTUALLY ADMITS! THAT THE STATE! COURT! JUDGE JAMES ISSUED! ITS 

FINAL ORDER OF AUGUST 8, 2011 RELYING!! UPON JUDGE JAMES PRIOR!! 
ORDER OF DEC. 13,2010 -WHICH SHOWS HE RELIED UPON STATE! COURT! ORDERS 
SINCE in the YEAR!! 2007 - INVOLVING THE SAME! MONEY ASSETS ALREADY BEEN 
LITIGA TED! AND RECENED FINAL! ORDERS/OR JUDGMENTS FOR OVER 4 TO 5 YEARS -

involving THE SAME! said DEFENDANTS/which involves this SAME Appellant LOVE -? 

3. DID THE LOWER TRIAL COURT Sumter! COUNTY'S REPLACEMENT!! JUDGE GEORGE 
C. JAMES ERRED, WHEN JUDGE G.C. JAMES REFUSED TO HAVE DISQUALIFY HIMSELF (Just as ALL 
the PRIOR Volunteered! Richland County JUDGES-DISQUALIFIED THEMSELVES in 2007- when later found) 
AS HAVING PERSONAL INTEREST Pursuant under CANON 3.C(l )(a) - WHEN LOWER TRIAL STATE! COURT! 
JUDGE G.C. JAMES do! not! Dispute (IN SECRET/"Under Seal" TELEPHONE - Communication witb 
tbe said FEDERAL Court JUDGE SEYMORE/and Federal Receiver - Asbmore SINCE! OCT. 11, 2007, 
OCT. 12,2007; OCT. 16,2007;) ''regarding JUDGE JAMES FINAL ORDER relied upon -"ORIGINAL 
ORDER" Dec. 13.2010 - WRITTEN STATEMENT ADMITS TI-lAT -" ... THIS (State) COURT PREVIOUSLY Issued! 
SEVERAL! ... INJUNCTIONS ORDERS ... FREEZING!!! tbe ASSETS!! ... ENJOINING!! DEFENDANTS!!_.FROM' 
TAKING' ANY' ACTION! WITH RESPECT to tbe ASSETS!!" - REGARDING - "ORDER" GRANTING!' 
PLAINTIFF'S!! (SCAG'S) Motion for ... IN.nTNCTION !filed ,DINE 25. 20071, Order Expanding tbe Temporary 
Iniunction & Appointment of a Receiver [Filed ,JULY 16.20071, and Order Granting a 'M Iniunction against 
Daniel Development Group I.I,C (Filed September ]3.20071 ... "- SUPPORTING JUDGE G.C. JAMES continued SHOWN 
BIAS ADMITTED! FAlLURE!! TO actually! MEET WITH SAID "DEFEN[)ANTS" admitted in JUDGE JAMES FINAL 
ORDER of August 8. 200 1 THAT - "NO!! HEARING!! WAS HELD ••. FOR THE REASONS!! SET! FORTH IN THE 
ORIGINAL!! ORDER!!" Dated "OCT. 13.2010- WHICH SHOW WHY! STATE! COURT JUDGE G.C. JAMES 
CONTINUES! ATTEMPTING TO TURNED HIS SAID ERRED ORDERS TO BE HEARD/AND APPEALED 

ONLY! WITHIN A FEDERAL COURT JURISDICTION-? (*Attach Fed. case no. 3:06-00IO·MBS·jnn: shows Conflict) 

1 .(See attached Appellant Love's lower court's Motion Cov. Sheet; & Love Response/akalMotion for Consideration/showing 
LOVES also filed CounterClaim - Denied by State Court Judge James - showing Appellant Love written concerns showing 
PRIOR WRITTEN PERMENENTIFINAL ORDERS/aka! Res Judicata/and Collateral Estoppelled since! the year 2007-
regarding Judge James allege claims of "FORFEITURE" involving ALL said Defendants-which includes Appellant Love's 
personal monies and or properties; WHICH MR. LOVE IS RETIRED VET. WITH GOOD STANDING IN the communities)· 
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Lower Trial Court Case no: 2007-CP-40-03116 

. APPELLANT-LOVE'S 
Research STATEMENTS of CASE I of 4 pages 

Attached are the Lower trial Court's (handwritten) research/statements found written on 

most/if not all of the said Court filed documents, involving Facts on ALLsaid Intervene Defendants/aka! Appellant-

LOVE's attachments are of merits, and has been recognized in the said lower trial courts' prior written 

ORDERS/of State court Judge G.c. James who's signed FINAL ORDER(s) are dated AUG. 4, & 8,2011. 

Further attached research UNDISPUTED documents supports Replacement Judge George C. 

James is a SUMTER COUNTY Circuit Court Judge replaced (ALL) the JUDGES in the RICHLAND 

COUNTY Circuit COURT of Common Pleas - who Volunteered and DISQUALIFIED/or Recused 

themselves lor was Granted DISMISSAL (for personal Reasons of CONFLICT of INTEREST) 

involving ALL the PARTIES, involved in the Case no. 2007-CP-40-03116- (and is con finned on 

11/28/2007-Judge G.C. James! DISMISSED! -Judge M. Childs to not! continue as JUDGE -shown in 

the attached Richland County's Circuit Court's Case HISTORY Sheet in case no. 2007-CP-40-

0311~) which shows on October 11, 2007 which wrote that-

"COCMCFALL RECORDED!...Confidentiai Information to be Submitted to the Court in 
CONNECTION witl' MOTION!! To! SEAL! Filed bv FIRST CITIZEN BANK & TRUST Companv ... " 

The attached motion to seal signed by FCB's own! hired ATTORNEY Stanley H. 

McGuffm, ADMITS/Only! State! Court! having Jurisdiction/not the Federal Court regarding 
~ 

FCB as a ... 

... "DEFENDANT First Citizen Bank and Trust Company ... is ... mlNG A MOUONfor RELIEF fmm 
the INJUNCTION!! ORDER! and the RECEIVER!! ORDER! .... pursuant SCRCP Rule 41.1 .. ", 

The attached "ORDER Under Seal GRANTING MOTION for RELIEF from ORDER" is 

signed bv State! Judge G.C. James dated "NOV. 21, 2007!!" admits meeting/llUlder secrecy 

UNDER SEALED - participation with Federal Judge Margaret B. SEYMOUR- SHOWs that ... 

"a.~.STATE! ... drcuit court order ... a judgment involving a constitutional challenge to a 
STATE STATUTE or local ordinance ... " - Pursuant with SCACR 203(d)(I)(A)(ii)- and pursuant with the RULES of 
CANON C(1)(a) 
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APPELLANT-LOVE'S 
Research STATEMENTS of CASE 2 of 4 pgs 

The State! Court Replacement Judge George C. James's own! filed attached said 

UNDISPUTED document dated NOV. 21, 2007, titled "ORDER GRANTED the Motion for 

Relief from ORDER" 2 is in RESPONSE! to the Statei Court's! DEFENDANT! First Citizen 

Bank/akalFCB's hired Attorney Stanley H. McGUFFIN's the attached document titled 

"MOTION for RELIEF from Judgment" dated OCT. 9,2007, shows that the Federal Court 

Judge Margaret B. Seymour's appointed Federal Receiver Beattie B. Ashmore - was always 

made known by DEFENDANT-FIRST CITIZEN BANK's hired Attorney Stanley H. McGuffin 

that ONLY! the Richland County STATE! COURT! had ANY LEGAL JURISIDICTION 

involving ANY and ALL said Defendants said MONEY ASSETS that INJUNCTIONS ONLY 

from the Richland Gounty Circuit Court of Common Plea had LEGAL JURISDICTION. 

The attached document from the Federal Court Case no. "CIA No. 3:06-001O-MBS-jrm 

shows that the said FEDERAL COURT NEVER had JURISDICTION involving ANY of the 

2 . 
Research provided documents of the State! Court HISTORY SHEET. SHOWS! intentional FRAUD! And/or ALTERED DOCUMENTS partidpated 

by Statel Court! Judge JAMES - shows Judge G.c. James said COURT STAMPED ORDER FOR REUEF dated NOV. 21, 2007 - was NEVER!! 
ENTERED! ON State! COURT! RECORDS\! (as required under STATE StaMe COURT RULE 4O[a)[1] therefore JUDGE JAMES SIGNED alleged 
ORDER DATED NOV. 21, 2007 - has NEVER BEEN a VALID ORDER) regarding the attached court stamped said "ORDER Under Seal GRANTING 
MOTION FOR REUEF FROM ORDER" although! Judge James said ORDER NOV. 21, 2007 allegedly!! Has RICHLAND COUNTY CIRCUIT COURT'S 
STAMP!! Date NOV. 21, 2007 located on the said document (which shows and supports the intentional FRAUD and Altering of COURT 
RECORDS) -SHOW JUDGE JAMES also NEVER! GRANTED Relief from the State! Court's properly Stamped entered on Docket INJUNCTION 
dated JUNE 2S, 2007; nor! Did JUDGE JAMES EVER! GRANTED RELIEF ofthe STATE I INJUNCTION JULY 16, 2007- WHICH STATE! Court! 
Replacement JAMES Intentionally! never! acknowledges the said JULY 16, 2007 INJUNCTION In his "ORIGINAl" Order of Dismissal dated 
DEC. 13, 2010, which JUDGE JAMES FINAl ORDER dated AUGUST 8,2011 admits! that Judge JAMES' said FINAL ORDER!s) REUES upon Judge 
James said "ORIGINAL" Order(s) DEC. 13,2010. .. , InwMng Federal Judge M.B. Seymour and the said Federal RECEIVER-BEAmE B. 
ASHMORE - since! also the YEAR 2007 - WHO also has the PUBUC JOB DUTY as being located on this! STATE! Of So. Carolina's SUPREME 
COURTs BOARD, where BErnE B. ASHMORE - SCREEN and DISOPUNE!I the STATE OF SO. CAROUNA/and/or/ RICHlAND COUNTY ORCUIT 
COURT JUDGES! And LAWYERS, which shows BEATTIE B. ASHMORE always been a Ineligible!! PERSON to have EVER been PAID! as RECEIVER 
appointed by Federal Judge M.B. Seymour, and also! an INEUGIBLE RECEIVER since 2007 & now in 2011 for STATE! COURT! JUDGE JAME to 
continue!! in Judge James FINAL ORDERS in 2011- 50 to attempt! to continue I to release the STATE!! COURT! ADMITTED INJUNCTIONS! that 
"FROZEN- the MONEY FUNDS and PROPERTY RIGHTS of said PRO SE Intervened Defendants/or Appellant-LOVE-who can ONLY APPEAL this said 
matter within a HIGHER STATE COURT, and CAN NOT BE APPEALED within NO! FEDERAL COURT -<:onfirmed by Federal Judge M.B. Seymour's 
ownllNITIALS (MBS) placed on attach document FEDERAL COURT STAMP dated JAN. 11, 2006 in case no. ·C/A No. 3:06-0010-MBS-jrmn

-

*Tberefore tbis said honorable Supreme court must assure tbat Mr. BEA TIlE B. ASHMORE bas no! affiliation nor any 
kind of participation witb tbis said above case matter, or tbis said case may be considered to be transferred to be heard 
be/ore the UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT JUDGES in the State 0/ Washington D.C.)-SCRPC Rule S.lA 

3 



APPELLANT-LOVE'S 
Research STATEMENTS of CASE 3 of 4 pgs 

Appellant DEFENDANTS/aka/Appellant LOVE'S MATTERS placed by the said Respondent! 

PLAITIFF/SCAG since MAY 21, 2007, filed within the State Court before ANY KIND of 

LEGAL filed claims were filed within ANY FEDERAL COURT, which State Court Judge George C. 

James ADMITS in his written ORDERS, and or that the said FEDERAL CLAIMS ARE THE SAME 

which has been filed this said above STATE! COURT in case no. 2007-CP-40-03116 involving the 

SAME parties, whom State Court Judges Barber III and Judge G.C. James indeed GRANTED ORDERS 

DATED SEPT. 26, 2007 and NOVEMBER 26,2007, (as well as the said 

RESPONDENTIPLAINTIFF/SCAG's OFFICIAL also SIGNED in AGREEMENn in FAVOR of ALL 

the said DEFENDANTS - which "RESOL YED" and GRANTED RELIEF of ALL the said 

RespondentlPLAlNTFF/SCAG'S SAME! filed CIVIL and CRIMINAL Claims (as the said FEDERAL 

COURT) shows were FIRST! "Resolved" and Granted Relief regarding ALL OTHER CLAIMS stated in 

the CIVIL and CRIMINAL (combined) "RESOLVED" and Granted Relief FILED ONL Y within 

the said lower trial case no. 2007-CP-40-03116, AGREED/or signed since the dates Sept. 26, 2007, 

and November 26, 2007. Which made this said case matter Res Judicata and Collateral 

Estoppelled since Nov. 26, 2007. 

FEDERAL JUDGE SEYMOUR'S OWN COURT FILED ATTACHED DOCUMENT 
DATED JANUARY 11,2006- Federal CASE NO. "C/A 3:06-0010-MBS-jrm" ALWAYS SHOWED 

THAT THE STATE!! COURT! 
JUDGE G.C. JAMES - alleged "ORIGINAL ORDER" DATED DEC. 13,2010 - WAS MOOT/AND 

ILLEGAL!! AND " ... SIMPLY CANNOT BE GRANTED ... The .. SETTLED ROOKER-FELDMAN 
DOCTRlN PREVENTS THIS (Federal) COURT FROM! ASSUMING!! JURISDICTION!! OVER! 
ONGOING!!! STATE!! LITIGATION!! Or! REVIEWING!! ANY!! DECISION!!! MADE! Or! 

SOON! TO! BE MADE Therein ... "_ORDERED/and AGREED!! by THE FEDERAL COURT JUDGE 
MARGARET B. SEYMOUR - BEFORE! THIS .SAID CASE APPEALED CASE NUMBER was FIRST 

FILED BY THE SAID RESPONDENTIPLAINTIFF/SCAG 
REGARDING this STATE! COURT CASE NO. 2007-CP-40-03116-

THA T'S BEEN RE JUDICATA and COLLATERAL ESTOPPELLED since the YEAR 2007 

4 



APPELLANT-LOVE'S 
Research STATEMENTS of CASE 4 of 4 pgs 

The attached written signed Federal Court Case no. "CIA No. 3:06-0010-MBS-jrm shows the that this 

said State Court Judge G.c. James Order is a document which is Challenging a 
- - -~- - -~ --- - -~--- --- --- - - --- ---.- - --

" ... STATE! •.• circuit court order ... ajudgm_ent involving a constitutional challenge to a STAT~ 
STATUTE or local ordinance ... " 
- when the below QUOTE of the said Federal court supported by the actual written Federal COURT 

Ordered DECISION of JANUARY 11,2006, PROVIDED Federal STATUTES shows and supports that 

the said State Court Judge G.C. James ORDERED REQUEST in ALL his ORDERS filed since the 

YEAR 2007 up until and after the date DEC. 13, 2010 - ARE MOOT and an ILLEGAL REQUEST, and 

said ORDER must be remanded by this said Supreme Court due to the said State Court's decision is also 

Challenges a " ... STATE! ..• circuit court order ... ajudgment involving a constitutional challenge to a 

- _ .. ,- --- - - ~ 

STATE STATUTE or local ordinance ... ", and is also the below Federal STATUTE quoted in the Below 

quote of Federal Judge Margaret B. Seymour, who admits that ... a Federal Court can not even "REVlEW" 

nor "INTERVENE" in a "ONGOING" STATE COURT Case, which Federal Judge M.B. ADMITS that -

" ... "The MATTER .. BEEN DffiRMINED by the RICHLAND COUNTY (State) PROBATE COURT from which 
DECISION ... HAS A RIGHT TO APPEAL within the STATE!! COURT! of SOUTH CAROLINA. By ASKING!! THIS! 
COURT! to! INTERVENE!! In that PROCEEDING!! ... HAVE REQUESTED RELIEF which SIMPLY!! CANNOTtI BEl 
GRANTED!!. The Well-Settled Rooker-Feldman DOCTRINE!! PREVENTS!! THIS! (Federal) COURT from!! 
ASSUMING! JURISDICTION! over! ONGOING!! STATE!! LITIGATION! Or! REVIEWING! ANY!! DECISION!! 
Made or SOON! TO! BE! Made therein ... This doctrine DERIVES from two U.S. SUPREME COURT CASES, Rooker v. 
Fidelity Trust Co., 263 U.S. 413, 66 LEd. 362, 44 S. Ct. 149 (1923) and D.C. Court of Appeals v. Feldman, 460 U.S. 
462, 75 LEd. 2d 206. 103 S. Ct. 1303 (1983)." 

State Court G.C. James STATE ORDERED STATUTES dated since in the year 2007, on 

OCTOBER 11,2007, OCTOBER 12, OCTOBER 16,2007, NOV. 21, 2007, and continued on the dates 

DECEMBER 13,2010; MAY 23, 2011, JUNE 1,2011; and AUGUST 4, & 8, 2011, shows/and supports 

in those said dated documents, State Court Judge G.c. James always knew his said REQUESTED Federal 

Court Participation is/and would be a continued " .. .sTATE! .•. circuit court order ... ~ a judgment 

involving a constitutional challenge to a STATE STATUTE or local ordinance ... ". Pursuant 

with SCACR 203(d)(J)(A)(ii); RULES of CANON C(J)(a). 

5 



APPELLANT-LOVE'S 
Research FACTS Page I of 2 

Which the attached said research provided document shows the - continued! 

PROFESSIONAL MISCONDUCT of JUDGE G.C. JAMES since! in the YEAR 2007 - continued! 

now! in this YEAR 2011-yet! Attempting to INVOLVE a " ... STATE! ..• circuit court order .. , 

- - - -- --- _. -' 

~jlldgI!lelltj~y.<>J\f~g ~ c<?!!StitlltiQ~al_cll~Uel!g~ jQ_~_§IAIE, ~J~TlJ~_ or l~cal ordinance ... ", 

Which is Pursuant with SCACR 203(d)(I)(A)(ii)- and pursuant with the RULES of CANON C(I Xa) ... - -(See attached Judge 
James FINAL ORDER dated August 8,2011 confirms Judge James RELIED on his alleged "ORIGINAL" ORDER entered 12-13-2011) 

STATE! DEFENDANT FIRST CITIZEN BANK'S ATTORNEY 
"STANLEY H. McGUFFIN" attacbed signed document title "MOTION for Relief from ORDER" 

dated "OCTOBER 9, 2007"-ALWAYS SHOWED 
TO STATE! COURT JUDGE George C. JAMES - that the Ricbland County's STATE! COURT! 
ONLY! had LEGAL STATE! COURT JURISDICTIONland NOT the Federal Court; and was 

ACKNOWLEDGED! !lor AGREED! Also by FEDERAL Court RECENER BEA TIlE B. ASHMORE­
Since OCTOBER 9, 2007- WHEN FCB/and JUDGE JAMES Order 11121/11 show FCB's also had A 

BANKRUPTCY PETITION filed on FCB also on OCT. 9,2007 
THAT WAS FILED TO PROTECT also PRO SE Intervene Defendants/aka! Appellant-LOVES' MONEY 

and PERSONAL PROPERY INTEREST since the YEAR 2007/illegally removed assisted by STATE! 
JUDGE JAMES witb Federal Court Judge M.B. Seymour on OCT. 12,2007 

Research attached document further shows FCB's own! attached filed "MOTION for 

RELIEF from ORDER" dated October 9,2007, signed by FCB's hired attorney Stanley 

H. McGuffin admits that the STATE! COURT! Ordered State! Statutes that govern 

STATE! INJUNCTIONS dated "JUNE 25, 2007" and "JULY 16,2007" which 

" ... ENJOINED FIRST CITIZEN BANK and Trust Company ("FCB") from inter alia 

'withdrawing, liquidating, transferring or otherwise having access to' ... $17 MILLION in 

Various Accounts with FCB during tbe PENDENCY oftbis ACTION except by furtber 

order oftbe Court ... and ... this (State) Court ... further ORDERED that a (State!) RECENER 

6 



APPELLANT-LOVE'S 
Research FACTS Page 2 of 2 

should be appointed to take control of various ASSETS, including the FUNDS on account with 

FCB ... Mr. Ashmore!! has made DEMAND! Upon FCB that the FROZEN ACCOUNT 

be SURRENDERED! To his CUSTODY and CONTROL. FCB ... is SEEKING by! 

This! MOTION! an AMENDMENT to the (State!) IN.JUNCTION!! ORDER! and (State) 

RECEIVER Order which! AUTHORIZES!! FCB!!..." - involving State! Court James and 

said Pro Se Intervene DefendantsiakalAppellant-LOVE with STATE! Court Statutes that 

Frozen monies and personal properties attempted to be illegally controlled by Federal 

court Statute. 

STATE COURT JUDGE G.C. JAMES document titled 
"ORDER! UNDER! SEAL!! Granting!! Motion for Relief from ORDERs" filed by FCB 

ALTHOUGH this said signed! ''ORDER'' of STATE! COURT Judge JAMES-was NEVER!! ENTERED 
on ANY! STATE! COURT! required! RECORDS on 11/211201l! 

WHICH also! SHOWS THAT STATE! COURT! JAMES NEVER!! GRANTED RELIEF 
Of BOTH!! INJUNCTIONS JUNE 25, 2007 and JULY 16, 2007 - involving said PRO SE Intervened 

DEFEENDANTS/akalAppellant-Love's State! FROZEN MONIES and PROPERTIES 
Pursuant with State's STATUTE S.c. ANN §35-1-603-(b) 

Research shows State Court Judge George C. James's attached said above titled Order for 

the Relief dated 1112112007 -located on page 3, ADMITS! thaL,. 

"The INJUNCTION and RECEIVERSIDP ORDER filed .RJLY 16.2007. SHALU! Otherwise! 

REMAIN!! In EFFECT ... " - Whereas shows, State Court Judge James DENIED to released any 

full Jurisdiction to the said Federal Court Receiver Beattie B. Ashmore, and control only in State. 
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APPELLANT-LOVE'S 
Research ARGUMENTS Page 1 of 1 

1. BECAUSE THE LOWER TRIAL COURT PRIOR RECUSED JUDGES SIGNED 
ORDERS OF NOV. 26, 2007, NOV. 21, 2007 and SEPT. 26,2007 ORDERED STATE! 

LA W STATUTES TO BE UPHELD WITHIN THE SAID STATE! COURT since the 
year 2007 regarding! the SAME! ISSUED MONEY ASSETS - GRANTED ORDERS! 
IN RELIEF FAVORS OF SAID DEFENDANTS -ISSUED BY PRIOR STATE! 

COURT! JUDGES!! (WHO ACTUALLY! VOLUNTEERED AND DISQUALIFIED 
THEMSELVES -DUE TO FOUND PERSONAL INTEREST) MA Y POSSIBLY 
QUESTION THE STATE COURT JURISDICTION INVOLVING 
CONSTITUTIONAL CHALLENGE TO A STATE STATUTE OR 
LOCAL ORDINANCE 

2. BECAUSE THE TRIAL COURT REPLACEMENT JUDGE GEORGE C. JAMES WAS 
FROM THE SUMTER!! COUNTY! JURISDICTION!, AND! JUDGE G.C. JAMES 
AGREES! In his Final ORDER(S) SHOWS THAT JUDGE JAMES NEVER!! HAD! 
NO! ACTUAL!! COURT HEARINGS!! OF ANYKIND! Involving ANY!! OFTHE 
SAID DEFENDANTS/including Appellant LOVE, COULD POSSmL Y BE REASONS 
WHY JUDGE G.C. JAMES FAILED TO FIND THIS ACTION WAS BARRED BY 
RES JUDICATA 3 AND COLLATERAL ESTOPPEL SINCE! the year 2007. 

3. BECAUSE STATE COURT REPLACEMENT JUDGE GEORGE C. JAMES' IS FROM 
SUMTER COUNTY, and NOT FROM RICHLAND COUNTY CIRCUIT COURT 
JURISDICTION, AND JUDGE JAMES OWN! SIGNED ORDER(S) DATED NOV. 21, 
2007 (DOES SHOW AND ADMITS THAT JUDGE GEORGE C. JAMES DID MEET 
IN SECRECY/or "UNDER SEAL" WITHIN A TELEPHONE "HEARING"/and BY 
OTHER MEANS OF "ELECTRONIC" COMMUNICATION WITH THE SAID 
FEDERAL COURT JUDGE MARGARET B. SEYMOUR and said FEDERAL 
RECEIVER-BEATTIE B. ASHMORE -SINCE! in the Year 2007, JUDGE JAMES 
MA Y NOT have KNOWN THAT THE RICHLAND COUNTY COURT RECORDS 
DID NOT SUPPORTS-ANY SUCH LEGAL SCHEDULED MEETINGS. 

3 .(See attached Appellant Love's lower court's Motion Cov. Sheet; & Love Response/akalMotion for Consideration/showing 
LOVES also filed CounterClaim - Denied by State Court Judge James - showing Appellant Love written concerns showing 
PRIOR WRIlTEN PERMENENTIFINAL ORDERS/aka! Res Judicata/and Collateral Estoppelled since! the year 2007-
regarding Judge James allege claims of "FORFEITURE" involving ALL said Defendants-which includes Appellant Love's 
personal monies and or properties)· 
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CONCLUSION 

The Research shows SUPREME COURT 
Appellant Love Initial Brief is timely pursuant with TRANSCRIPT 

SCACR 207(1)&(2) - Transcript ofProceeding4 

Further research shows, according to the honorable, Supreme Court Judge, Jean H. Toal's 

"Order" he ordered that Appellant shall serve and file his initial brief and designation of matter within the 

time provided SCACR Rule which governs Transcript, as indeed the said Transcript CORRECT CASE 

NUMBER was of great importance to this said Appellant-Love's above case matter since this said 

Appellant has always brought to this said Supreme court's attention, that the said lower trial court said 

Judge George C. James has HISTORY of NOT! EVER! meeting with ANY of these said 

DEFENDANTS, SINCE the YEAR 2007, and even this alleged scheduled HEARING allegedly HELD 

with that said lower circuit court, NO! RICHLAND COUNTY Clerk, as well as this said Richland 

County Circuit CASE HISTORY SHEET in case no. 2007-CP-40-03116 - NEVER! SHOWS! SUCH a 

HEARING with that said JUDGE James ever took place on the alleged date MAY 12, 2011; and as you 

can see, on that said alleged WRONG NUMBER TRANSCRIPT, the ONL YI INDIVIDUAL is 

TALKING is the said presiding JUDGE JAMES, who even SPEAKS for the said alleged 

RespondentIPLAINTIFF/SCAG at that alleged HEARING allegedly held on the date MAY 12,2011, which indeed 

CONTRADICTS! With the PUBLIC written MESSAGE entered by the said NEW SCAG-Wilson, placed on his 

said WEBSITE-also! on the DATE! MAY 12,2011, which SCAG-Wilson alsol DID NOT AITEND. 5 

THEREFORE, for the reasons and attached documented EVIDENCE stated and provided, this 

said Supreme Court should REVERSE the JUDGMENT of the Circuit Court. 

4 (2) Delivery of Transcript. The administrative tribunal shall insure that the transcript is 
delivered to the appellant within (60) days after the date of the request. 
(3) Extension. If the administrative tribunal cannot deliver the transcript in the time 
specified, it shall promptly seek an extension from the appellate court. The request for an 
extension shall be in wriring and shall comply with Rule 224, SCACR. ' 
5 Please see attached DATE of Judge James FINAL ORDER Aug. 8, 2011- but did Judge James attached letter shows Judge 
James DID NOT MAIL his said FINAL ORDER until the DATE August 16, 2011 over 8 to 10 days later when I actually received it. 
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DECEMBER 22,2011 Res ctfully SU.hk 
. Frank . Love/non-attorney - Pro Se 

1025 Mason Road 
Colwnbia, SC 29203 
Email-9036Iove@bellsouth.net 

Henry D. McMaster/in care oflNew Elected 
SCAG-Alan Wilson 
A TIORNEY for RESPONDENT(s)/Plaintiff 
Rembert C. Dennis Bldg 
1000 Assembly StreetIRoom 519 
Columbia, s.C. 29201 
(803) 734-3970 

RICHLAND COUNTY STATE CIRCUIT COURT CLERK 
Presiding Judge - Replacement Judge G.C. James Jr. 

JUDGE GEORGE C. JAMES, Jr. 
Third Judicial Circuit 

1701 Main Street 
Columbia, South Carolina 29201 
(803) 576-1999 

Bank of AmericalLega/ Department 
Ref: Capital Consortium Group, LLC Account 
2805 North Main 
Columbia, S.C. 29201 

Attorney W. Micheal Duncan-(Fed ID#6173) 
AUSTIN & ROGERS, P.A. 
Jr. 
P.O. Office Box 11716 
Columbia, South Carolina 29201 
(803) 256-4000 

P.O. Box 1716 
Sumter, South Carolina 29151 

FIRST CITIZEN BANK 
Attorney-Stanley McGuffin, Esq. 
1230 Main Street 
Columbia, S.C. 29202 

Compliment copy -Sent to U.S. PresidentIMr. Obama 
Compliment Copy-Sent to U.S. Attorney General-Mr. Holder 

Compliment Copy-Prior Attorney/Mr. Hemphill P. Pride n 
P.O. Box 4529 
Columbia, S.C. 29240 

RECEIVED 
DEC 22 2011 . 

S.C. SUPREME COURT 
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ATTACHMENTS - 28 

SUPREME COURT-JUDGE GEORGE C. JAMES - APPEAL Research 
Case no: 2007-CP-40~03116 



,.*?~~Sj:':J;~~::j~g:~~~~1~~ 
?:'j; r.1 '.' i'5i-; ~-- '/1 L L·~1~7.P/;l ~~~t.--><l ._l~·r .,X/?t-7~7~ 
(/~rlF;~i.A)~ ?Uq,-a-~/f!d~J!:.r-s _w.~.et2-~--~~~B~l~~;, I1'!,JfflCr: b ~ 
/Jy / . /' Y'-:?~/z-L-C-/ ./ ~z< ~ 6 / ~'J- ~ c; 7-; ·1 f!1 :f;S!f:4<-eiJ.~(~~~. .. . 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ~d /~f'; R~ THE 'COURT OFCc5MM~JP~'~CC J&t?f 
) FOR THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT ~)/ ..i!Vu!" 

COUNTY OF RICHLAND) //1/-/126' () 
C.A. No. 07-CP-40-3116. ~ / 

HENRY D. MCMASTER,) tLf?'.;r.Af:::~ 
in his official capacity as the) j'~'f;t:-I-kZ . _~W4 
SECURITIES COMMISSIONER FOR ) . (!.,·5-fc,/)4].., 

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, ) / 

Plaintiff, 

-vs-

) -..... _--_. -----_ .. ----
) 
) 
) 
) 

CAPITAL CONSORTIUM GROUP, LLC; ) 
3 HEBREW BOYS, LLC; TONY POUGH ) 
a/k/a TO~ry BERNARD POUGH; TIM ) 
MCQUEEN a/k/a TIMOTHY MCQUEEN; ) 
JOSEPH BRUNSON aIkIa JOSEPH B. ) 
BRUNSON; DANIEL DEVELOPMENT ) 
GROUP, LLC; FIRST CITIZENS BANK ) 
AND TRUST CO., INC.; ) 

Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 

CONSENT ORDER TO CEASE AND DESIST 

.... -.. " 

:: .~ 

',_." . 

WHEREAS, counsel for Plaintiff Henry D. McMaster, in his official capacity as the 

Securities Commissioner for the State of South Carolina ("Plaintiff'), and Defendants Tony Pough 

alk/a Tony Bernard Pough; Tim McQueen aIkIa Timothy McQueen; Joseph Brunson aIkIa Joseph 

B. Brunson; Capital Consortium Group, LLC; 3 Hebrew Boys, LLC; and Daniel Development 

Group, LLC (collectively, "Defendants") appeared before the Richland County Court of Common 

Pleas on September 4,2007, pursuant to Plaintiffs Motion for Temporary Injunction and for Cease 

and Desist Order Pursuant to S.c. Code Ann. 35-1-603 ("Motion") tiled June 28,2007; and 



BOOr. R J :UE 58 

WHEREAS, Plaintiff and Defendants acknowledged before Judge James R. Barber that they 

agreed to resolve Plaintiff's Motion by entering into a Consent Order; and 

WHEREAS, Defendants' willingness to enter into such Consent Order shall not be construed 
. ----- :=-~ - ~=== 

as an admission of guilt or civil liability in this r any other pending action; 
::::=:=- --." - - -- -

THEREFORE, by consent of the undersigned counsel for the above-named parties, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT 

(1) Defendants shall not engage in any act, practice or course of business in connection 
~ -.: 

with the offer or sale of se9¢ties (as defined in the South Carolina Securities Act) in or from the 
-- =--~-~ l' , J' r 

State of South Carolina which are not registered with the Securities Division of the Office of the 

Attorney General-pursuant to South Carolina law; 

(2) Defe-ndants are prohibited_ from engaging, directly or indirectlY, in the above-
. ,_ _... z:: 

proscribed a9ts individu~ly and/or through anuffiliates, subsidiaries or third parties of any kind; 
- - Q~-)t /'" 

and 

(3) ~SSUed in this case shall continue in full force and effect, it;cluQing ~ 
formal qrder granting an injunction gainst Daniel Development Gr.o_up,L.LC to be entered pursuant ':.----:" -= . ~ -:-- --
to Judge Alison R. Lee's ruling on or about August 31,2007, as reflected on the correspondence 

attached hereto as Exhibit "A." 

AND IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Date: 

Presiding Circuit Court Judge 
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I SO MOVE: 

HENRY D. MCMASTER 
Attorney General 

JOHN MCINTOSH 
Chief Deputy Attorney General 

TRACY A. MEYERS 
Assistant Attorney General 

T. PARKIN HUNTER 
Assistant Attorney General 

WARREN V. GANJEHSANI 
Assistant Attorney General 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Post Office Box 11549 

-
Columbia, South Carolina 29211-1549 
Telephone: (803) 734-3680 

I CONSENT: 

Attorney for Defendants Capital Consortium 
Group, LLC; 3 Hebrew Boys, LLC; Tony 
Pough a/k/a Tony Bernard Pough; Tim 
McQueen a/k/a Timothy McQueen; Joseph 
Brunson a/k/aJoseph-B.-Biunson; and Daniel 
Development Group, LLC 
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Z/Z d 

Wendell Freeman and David Jathniel Freeman; 

PlainritTs; 

~ ~ 
Report and Re~ommend8tion ~ 

~ 
vs. 

.-\my McCulloch. Probare Judge, Richl:md (oum, Probate 
COLlrt; Jacqueline D. Belton .. -\SsoCi3te Pro batt! Jl·Jdge. 
Richland County COUrl; State of South Carolina: an-d 
Governor Mark Sanford, Columbia. South Carolina: 

) w%# 
~ tALJtfiz!: 

Defendants. ~ e tJltIIIf!';t j jM:J 

) ~d#~~c~ 
. . .. :?;;.lbt~~ 

Tht!.Plamttffs. Wendell Freeman and DavId lathnlel Freeman (hereafter, the "Plaintiffs"), 7;;~ 

appear to allege a deni~ rights and privileges secured to persons claiming "nationality" in the re~ 
~ 

United States under Title 8 United States Code Section 1503. Pursuant to the provisions of 28 

U.S.c. §636(b)(1)(B), and Local Civil Rule 73.02(B)(2)(e), D.S.C., [he undersigned is . 

authorized to review such petitions for relief and submit findings and recommendations to the 

District C.curt. 

Since the Plaintiffs are pro se litigants, their pleadings are accorded liberal construction. 

Hughes v. Rowe, 449 U.S. 5 (1980) (per curiam); Estelle v. Gambk, 429 U.S.97 (1976); Haines 

v. Kerrw, 404 U.S. 519 (J972); LQ.e v. Armistead, 582 F. 2d 1291 (4
th 

Cir. 1978); Yordon.Y:. . 
~ 574 F. 2d 1147 (41h 1978). Nevertheless, even under this Jess stringent standard. pro se 

pleadings are still subject to summary dismissal if they fail to meet the requirements for 

proceeding in this Court. Such is the case here. 

The Complaint in this action is virtually unintelligible, consisting of five typewritten 

?,h-u 
$./..6/ 

l1'hf~ 
TY~_J 
W,f,~ 

.#~ .. 

rtf 
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: I </;~;I'kn~~~/JI~/~~j~~J. ~ 
. ..I, . /) ~~~ 4~~~.s-~v'·s"·~/'v. 2./ 
"~:L/-!A~ ~ ~r:;/~r~~/~~~~Y~1'~~-:;~-P 
~ J/J~;/~ ~tt:>~. . ~ .5~/c.~~a-..t?rc 

c.: .. tJYt~IJ1;;'~1;2-';'6P_M;J~~Ji'" <lAL-.d'>-( ;ga"~b5A~;t:::;~ 
Education Expense Bu:lrd. 517 U.S. 666 (1999i: Seminole Tribe of Fla. v. Florida. 517 l!.S. 44 dt 1,~ ~ _ . .. . ~~,~ 
(19<16): BI~Hcl1fcrd v. 0iativ;! Villa!?e M~o~lI.]k: 501 U.S. 775 ( 1991): Will v. \lichigaJ1 ~ 
DepanmenI of State Police, 491 U.S. 58 f.l9891: Alabama v. PUgh .. 438 U .S.Jil (1978): and ~.) 
ultiJll<llel'r .. Hans v. Louisiana. I.H U.S. J (18901. E\ cn without t/lIS IInmunlly. the Complaint e..tl~ / 

. S~c..V 
suggests no t~"Ic(llal predic:He upon which to imagine (hat the GoYemor of South Carolina. either T "-e. 

ill his ofticial capacity or as an individual. has :>I1\1ght to "sllbn~rt" or ·;t3ke<.n-er'· Plnintilf l.j~tVv 
1~~7,J 

\Vendell Freeman's parental rights or responsibilities. / 

~. {~ Federal courts are "constrained to excrcis@the 'lIthority conferred by Article III f ~.e ~ >r"";X'" . <. z::c:= ;o?" > ' " ~ • ;71 "#1<4 i 
the Constitution nd aftlrmatively granted by federal statute." In re Bulldog Trucking. lnc., 147 r~cg; , 

.= ~.fl ;II , 
f.3d 347, 3.52 (4th Cir. 1998). here is no res~n thata' e era cou asJUrIS Ictf0(l ver iIL/ 

dY ~.1- - - '. c::- ~---~ I' ~J;.~/JpIJ7 
any Qiven matter. ~k1jY, Inc. v. City ofFr=~erick, 191 F.3~!94:.~ .. ~h Cir. 199?)(Citing I~ ~f;u 
t\ t4 1'1 j .--'.- - -'- - f; 

Leh i gh M in in g & Mf •. Co. v. Kellv, 160' U.S. 337.' 327 (;895)). AccoTdjngly~;;-;'ederal CO" is 'I!f,J. 'i9It? J 

required, ua sponte, to determin if a valid asis for its jurisdiction exists, " nd to dismls [he .5~' 
::::....--- fi = . - ,AI ~ ;;6/ 

action' f no such ground appears." BY~dOg Tr?rking, supra ;2.~ p 7. ~ .. 

Fed. R. Civ. P.},C'Whenever it appears ... th_atlhe court la~!ss 
- ..=-. - t£ 

jurisdiction of the subject matter, the coun shall dismiss the action. "). Although the absence of 
.::: ~ '"" = :;:::: -~..:::=. -:::===========---
.~ rna!,!;r jurisdictio~ay be raised t any time, (juring the cai9 d:.tenn~ng j~ion~ 

the outset of the litigation is the m~effic~r proc~re. Lovern y, Edwards. 190 F.3d 648, 6.54 

(4th Cir. 1999) . 
ji' ~ 

. ~ 
federal courts ,!stablished by the United States Congress, 

~~--===::-~==:::::::= 
are limited n their jurisdiction to "federal uestion" and "diversity" cases pursuant to 28 U.S.C . 

.:..:.:.....--..::.....~---"~=w=±=F-=-, --. )If ~ :> 

§ 133l and § l3~2. An action for ~~i.Q!Lof civil rights under 42 U.S.c. § 1983, for example, is f 1 .~ --- ':r./, 

5 
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The matter of Wendell Freeman· s parental rights has apparently been Jetermincd by the 
?' }f. 7' Jf '7' :-

~ 
Richland County Probate (our fr.)m \\ hich deci~k")n he€as a right to app!"i!lwithin the state 

/' )~ =-;W=-?f )J 
courts of South Carolina. By asking this Court to intervene in that pro~eeding. t:.:.h:e::::P=Ja=in=t~if:.:fs 
~~" jf" .. -= 

ZlZd 

have requested ~hict-@.mpIY cannot be grant0 The well-settled Rooker·Feldman -
reviewing any decision made or soon to be made therein.1 

.......... ._____-" ...c -~ --= =s :..-... _._.-

RECOMMENDATION 

It is recommended that this action be dismissed without issuance or service of process 

upon the Defendants. The Plaintiffs' ,lttention is directed to the notice on the next page. 

January 11, 2.006 
Colurnbiu, South Carolina 

Respectfully Submitted, 

s/Joseph R. McCrorey 
United States Magistrate Judge 

, . This doclrinc derives from two U.S. Supreme Court cases, RooKer v. Fidelity Trust Co, 263 U.S. 413.66 L. Ed. 
362.44 S. Ct. l.t9 (-1923) and D.C. Court of Appeals v. feldman, 460 U.S. 462. 7S L. Ed. 2d 206. 103 S. Ct. 1303 
(1983). See AI/Stale I nSur!l!!ce Company v. West Virginia State Bar, 233 F. 3d 8 J 3 (41/1 Cir. 2000) for recent 
application of the doctrine in the Fourth Circuit 
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GEORGE c. JAMES, JR. 
CmcuIT COuRT JuDGE 

Mr. Frank Love 
1025 Mason Road 

~tate of ~outb ([aroHna 
'atbirb 3/ubicial (!Circuit 

August 16, 2011 

141 NoRTH MAIN STREET, SUITE 303 
POST 0FAcE Box 1716 

SUMTER, SOuntCARoLINA 29151-1716 
TElEPHONE: (603) 436-2150 

FAX: (603) 436·2403 
E-MAIl: gjamesj@sccourts.org 

Columbia, South Carolina 29203 

RE: ~enry McMaster v Capital Consortium Group, LLC, et al. (07-CP-40-3116) 

Dear Mr. Love: 

Enclosed is a clocked copy of an order denying your motion for reconsideration. 

Yours very sincerely, 

GCJjr:djf 

Enclosures 



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) 07-CP-40-3116 

HENRY D. McMASTER, ) 
In his official capacity as the ) 
SECURITIES COMMISSIONER ) 
FOR THE STATE OF SOUTH ) 
CAROLINA, ) 

Plaintiff, ) 
) 

vs ) 
) 

CAPITAL CONSORTIUM ) 
GROUP, LLC; TONY POUGH aIkIa) 
McQUEEN aIkIa TIMOTHY ) 
McQUEEN; JOSEPH B. ) 
BRUNSON; DANIEL ) 
DEVELOPMENT GROUP, LLC; ) 
FIRST CITizENS BANK AND ) 
TRUST CO., INC. ) 

Defendants, ) 

------------------------) 

ORDER 

L--
0' 
p --... ~l·· 

ori 
. ~ 
n~ 
·-O~\ 

(X,-G 
JO :--

~ -

This matter is presently before the court pursuant to Frank. Love's motion for 

reconsideration of this court's order dated June 15, 2011. No hearing was held on the 

instant motion. For the reasons set forth in the original order, this motion is denied. 

This matter is concluded and no further proceedings are warranted. ' 

AND IT IS SO ORDERED. 

sumter,sc~ 
August 011 

, Jr., Circuit Court Judge 

::::. 
.' 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) 07-CP-40-3116 

HENRY D. McMASTER, ) 
In his official capacity as the ) 
SECURITIES COMMISSIONER ) 
FOR THE STATE OF SOUTH ) 
CAROUNA. ) 

Plaintiff. ) 
) 

vs ) 
) 

CAPITAL CONSORTIUM ) 
GROUP, LLC~ TONY POUGH aIkIa) 
McQUEEN aIkIa TIMOTHY ) 
McQUEEN; JOSEPH B. ) 
BRUNSON; DANIEL ) 
DEVELOPMENT GROUP, LtC; ) 
FIRST CITIZENS BANK AND ) 
TRUST CO .• INC. ) 

Defendants, ) 

----------------------------------------) 

ORDER 

This matter is presently before the court pursuant to a purported motion, styled as 

"Jeipt! RESPON,SE DEFENSES from ceG's PRO SE DEFENDANTS and 

-COMfl/LSQRy CQUNTERCLAIM against Henry McMaSler-elc.aJ (in his/or their 

individual Capacity) involving-NEW! SCAG-WILSON's Continued CIVIL 

LAWSUIT-Publicly!! FILED on -May 12, 2011 Pursuant w/SCRCP Rule 

12(a)& l3(a,b,g,h) HIed win 30 day from 5/12111) and filing: Mote (or Relief of Order 

Juge I. 20U and filing also:Motioo to Disqyalify Judge Gte. Jlms;s (As Joint PRO 

SE's are requesting court appointed Legal CounseJ)tt. The purported motions were 

mailed to this coun by Kemalar Charles, Kreska Smith Finney, Joseph Giles, ~rothy 

(~1;':;/J 
. ..c---- ..... 
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Graham. Joseph Graham, Tensler Laster, Tyrone Laster. lrona Linder. Marisa Linder, 

Tamiko Lowe-Mcintosh, Dorothy Roberts, Cynthia Smith. Tyrone Smith, Carey Stewart, 

Dorothy Stewart. Mary Taylor. and Mr. Thomas Johnson and family. 

While Kreska Smith Finney, Tamiko Lowe-Mcintosh. Mary Ta~lor . 
. --.-~~-.--

the Lasters, the Linders, and the Smiths have appeared in this auer dating bade 0 at 

* ~t Ja:-ar-Y-3-}-. -2""'0"'"" ........ 1, the involvement of the Grahams is limited to each of them 

moving for a continuance of the May 12, 20 II hearin~)As such, they have no standing in -- "'.' -- ... - .... -'.-

this action. 

Kemelar Charles, Dorothy Roberts the Stewarts, and Mr. Thomas Johnson and 

family have, to the best of this coun's knowledge, never appeared in this matter. As such. 

they have no standing in this matter, but even if they did, their motions are without merit 

and are denied_ 

All of the presenr motions are identical to one another, and also identical to 

motions previously mailed to the chambers of the undersigned by Clifford Brown. Pearl 

Hump~. ~ Loynd Roger Whaley. This court dismissed the motions made by 

Brown. Humphrey, Love, and Wbaley finding that the motion to disqualify and the 

motion for relief were both wholly without merit and summarily deni~~~~e ~t~J~.t. to. _ . __ _ 

bring counterclaim was dismissed. The court likewise dismisses the current movants' 

counterclaims and denies their motion. 

This matter is concluded and no further proceedings are warranled. 

AND IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Sumter. SC 
August -;1.201 J 

GeorF:·C?"i(~es. Jr .• Circuit Court Judge 

2 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
COUNTY OF RICHLAND 

HENRY D. MCMASTER ••• Etc. Al 
Ii] Plaintiff 

v. 

-=CrA.:..P ..... T-"'"I=A=L'---""C=O=N-=S'""'O""'R....,.T ...... I'-'=UM:.>..O-~G'-"'R...,.O..."U"-"'P~, LLC ) 
IX] Defendant. it Etc. a 1 ) 

Plaintiff's Attorney: 
Warren V Ganjehsan~ N/A 
Address: p.O. 1 7 1 6 
Co 1 ]] rob j a, S . c • 2921 1 1 549 
phone: fax: _____ _ 

CASE NO. 

iY; 
2007 CP - 40 -~031¥ 

. C) ~ .:::: 

MOTION AND ORDER IN~RMA~ 
FORM AND COVER:StffiET :;e 

k<> ~~.' ::::-
~ --

RESPONSE & countert:J~m ~ 
:-...... '-~. .' 

i "' ~. . 
":I.'-'~ .: •• : 

SECTION I: Hearing Information& Motion for Disquali 
NruureofMotion: __ ~M~O~T~I~Q~N~F~OuR~R~E~LW4I~EAF-AF~RuOaML-~"j~u~n~e~lu,~2~0~l~l~O~R~D~E~R~.-__ __ 

ication 

. Estimated Time Needed: Court Re orter Needed: YES I 0 NO 
SECTION 0: Motion/Order Type o Written motion attached 

o Form Motion/Order 
I hereby move for re ief or e court as set forth in the attached proposed order. 

lDati submitted 

tJ6/1(J/MI I 
DPlaintiff I Defendant 

SECTION III: Motion Fee 
I[] PAID - AMOUNT: ----%$.=5.=0 ........ =0=0 ________ _ 
o EXEMPT: 0 Rule to Show Cause in Child or Spousal Support 

(check reason) D Domestic Abuse or Abuse and Neglect 
o Indigent Status 0 State Agency v. Indigent party o Sexually Violent Predator Act 0 Post-Conviction Relief o Motion for Stay in Bankrup,!9' o Motion for Publication U Motion for Execution (Rule 69, SCRCP) 
o Proposed order submitted at request of the court; or, 

reduced to writing from motion made in open court per judge's instructions 
NruneofCourtReporter: ___________________________________ __ 

o Other: 
JUDGE'S SECTION o Motion Fee to be paid upon filing of the attached 

order. 
o Other: 

JUDGE 

CUDE: Date: 
CLERK'S VERIFICATION 

Date Filed: _________ _ 

CoIlected by: 

o MOTION FEE COLLECTED: _____ _ 
o CONTESTED - AMOUNT DUE: 

SCCN233 (11/03) 



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

COUNTY OF RICHLAND 

HENRY D. MCMASTER 

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 

FOR THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

Case No: 07-CP-40-3116 Pages 10f 47 - Attachments-

JURY DEMAND ·(4) Pleadings filed 

In his official capacity as the ) Joint! RESPONSE DEFENSES from CCG'S PRO SECDejendants r" SECURITIES COMMISSIONER FOR ) and' ):;... :;;:: 

TH E STATE OF SOUTH CAROl1 NA ) COMPULSORY COUNTERCLAIM 1 against Hf!(fP/ MiM~al "rl', 
Volunteered added Plaintiff!SCAG-Alan WILSON etc. al. ) (in his/or their individual capacity) Involving-N~sq.G-W~N's .~ 
S.C.-Bank of America-lntend to add as PIt-& Counter-Defendant) Continued CIVIL LAWSU/T- Publicly!! FILED on.~ 12, 2~ ,.F'; 

)Pursuant w/SCRCP Rule 12(a)&13(a,b,g,h) filed w/rflS ~y from.jf42/11); , -.:' ',,:' 

) and filing: Motion for Relief from of O"'riUN~ 201i. i '!, .::~, Ptaintiff(s)/&added Counter-Defendants, 

vs. ) and filing also: Motion to PISQUAUFY ~ G.c.:::3Jame~ ~ .. / :~! 
CAPITAL CONSORTIUM GROUP, llC; )·[As Joint! PRO SE's are requesting court appoi~ Leg~unsetr·~- ::;~ 

,.:: . 
3 HEBREW BOYS, lLC; TONY POUGH) 2 ~ 
a/k/a TONY BERNARD POUGH; TIM ) ·Attachments shows neither pleadings arelfiJed FriVolously -< 
MCQUEEN a/k/a TIMOTHY MCQUEEN; ) "(STATE! Court Judge Barber Ill's Consent Order 9/26/07; 

JOSEPH BRUNSON a/kla JOSEPH B. )5TATE Court James! Orders Nov. 21. 07& June 1, l1&PIt Mt 1-23-08 

BRUNSON; DANIEL DEVElOPMENT ) feB'S Motion for Relief/1Q-9-07' Fed. Judge Seymour's Order 11-15-07 

GROUP, LLC; *S.C RRST CmZEN BANK ) Receiver Ashmore's LfTTfRSept. 27, 2007; SCAG-Wilson's notice 5-12-11 

AND TRUST CO .. INC'/added-Counter-De/endant; ) Confirms! State & Federal O/ficials-CONSPIRED illegal as to 
__ =Dc.::e":.:fe:.:,n.:.,:d::..:a:.:..n:.,:ts"'/..::G:::;o.:u""'n.:,:te:.:,r....:-P....:'.:.a.:..:.in!.:t!J,,iffs=-:.• ______ ..1) REMOVAl! of the PRO SE'S Monies and Properties since 2007)* 

RESEARCH attached Documents shows the Capital Consortium Group, LLC (aka-CCG's) Pro Se Defendant(s), 

are shown and known! to be (aka), third (non-named) (and some named) but all are interested party(s) in this said 

lawsuit acknowledged also by the Plaintiff Henry D. McMaster (represented by the South Carolina Attorney General [SCAG'S] 

Office! Attorney[s]) who filed a "Summons and Complaint" AND "Motion for Temporary Restraining Order" in this above said 

case number, on the date MAY 21,2007, and later, court filed INJUNCTIONS on the dates JUNE 25, 2007 and JULY 16, 2007, 

that's Admitted and or confirmed! in SCAG-Wilson's copied WEBSITE's Publicly! admitted! to the continued!! 2007 claims. yet! 

being "Current!y" Pending! Matters on MAY U. 2011, yet! filed in the STATE I COURT Case no: "07-CP-40-3116n
• which 

CONTRADIcr5!/and shows REPLACEMENT JUDGE George C. JAMES - DISMISSAl CLAIMS to be Intentional! FRAUPULENT 

Claims filed in the STATE COURT's recent! "JUNE 1ST. 2011" "ORPER"; which the same Conspired FRAUD is supported also by 

SCAG'S Office Ex-parte! LETTER dated DEC. 7, 2010, signed with the name of Assistant SCAG-Warren V. Ganjehsani - DUE to 

added Counter-Defendant-Rrsf Citizen Batik's requested "Order Granting Motion to Seal"-11/2U2007-relating to the former! 

presiding Judge, the Honorable "James R Barber Ill's" signed "CONSENT ORDER to CEASE and PESIST"- dated 9/26107. 

As the following Research is reported as following: 

1 See SCRCP Rules 13.(a)&14.(a,b,c) shows third party interest "In civil procedure, a party's claim is a counterclaim if the defending party has 
previously (as to Judge James' 1/31/11 Order-admitted to PRO SE/or Atty's filed Motion to Intervene-Entered on Court Records May 11, 2009) 

, made a claim against the claiming party ... " - -(Confirmed also in PRO SE's/or others! hired Any Walter's Declaratory Judgment daims -against 
Plaintiff-McMaster - written in new! Civi! no. 09-CP=40-4461-that was lIIepllv Volunteered Pismissed by Pit McMaster's own! [Under Cover! 
hired Attorney John Mobley/pretending to be CCG's hired Any who! agreed to an alleged volunteered DISMISSAL on 4-15-2010)* ~ 
fonner SCAG's CRIMINAL Plaintiff-MCMaster/who was also! the Security Commissioner/Civil Plaintiff - Henry D. McMaster who filed daims in 
Both case numbers 2007-65-47-4 and 2OO7-CP-40-03116 - which!! those said CLAIMS were actually SEITLED! Since! SEPT. 26, 2007 & Full 
Relief since NOV. 26, 2007 - SIGNED!! with the names -thenl JUDGE, James R. BARBER III; SCAG'S Asst. Attorney T. PARKIN HUNTER; and CCG's 
Attorney HEMPHIU P. PRIDE II, Esq. - wbo actuallv SEDUD ALLI of SCAG'S land ALLI FEDERAL U.s District COURTs iIIepl pENDING) OAIMS 
since 2oo7-involvirig AU of CCG's Partidpants!; - butl Records shows since! JAN. 23. 08 UP until! in this! YEAR ZOU. SCAG-Asst. SCAG Atty 
"WARREN V. GANJEHSANI" - illegally/or otherwise - continued!! the said ALREADY!! SElTLED!/FulirRESOLVED" CLAIMS! - given FUU REUEF 
by Replacement JUDGE G.C. JAMES on 11/26/2007- WHICH now! those SAME! Claims!! are RECENTLY! Been (illegally) CONTINUED/by the NEW 
SCAG-A1an Wilson-also! alleging CCG's SAME'! CivJ1 and Criminal OAIMS! on 5/ utu, as! yet!! being ·Currently!!" Pending in this matter. 
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· I 

In his official capacity as the 
SECURITIES COMMISSIONER 
FOR THE STATE OF SOUTH 
CAROLINA, 

Plaintiff, 

vs 

) 
) 
) 
) 

CAPITAL CONSORTIUM ) 
GROUP, LLC; TONY POUGH a/kia) 
McQUEEN a!kJa TIMOTHY ) 
McQUEEN; JOSEPH B. ) 
BRUNSON; DANIEL ) 
DEVELOPMENT GROUP, LLC; ) 
FIRST CITIZENS BANK AND ) 

ORDER 

/J.~j" 
TRUST CO., INC. ) 

Defendants, ) 
) 

;ekW;1f!"lL 

This matt~was before the court on May 12,2011 for hearing of certain mo~s . 
......-;::.. -,. " 

For the reasons set forth herein, all of the motions are denied. The £rimary m2.!iQ.n to be 
'::: "~--

heard was a motion styled "Motion for Relief from Orders of Judge James Dated January 

31,2011 and December 13,2010". This moti.9n was presented by forty individuals, all 
~ 'r...---- .. ~ ~ -_ .~ 

of whom were given ampl~~ of the ~ay 12 hearing ~ate and tillJ..e. This notice was 

given by the court via United S~ates mail deposited April 14, 2011 to the addresses 

provided by [he current movants. Unfortunately, however, onlv five of the forty 
;?' t.? -:::.;? .. ~ ~ - , 

movants appeared for the hearin,$' Those movants appearing were Shirley Byrd, Ineka - ~-. ,. - ..-
<- -

~, ~irginia Ki~y, Inez Redfern, and~Barbara Little. T~stan~ ::a~ the very. 

~ --1t? 
fbJ5 ~p--( 
:Zd~Yd 



f' 

, ____ - t1?k/t/~Lc./~,~ -r/}~ uC1'" f ..... lf.~ /.I-~t-l~ 
"-.' \}u ~jL~ thr-h . _A~C.;,.-zL~ a~~7~'~~_ t2r/Jfe-~~.~, 
4 •.• · , /' g~/;e.A~(')-r:- ~/~".- Oc/ .-¥~( /£L/r;;;.e:J~ -?1~4 

It!'!j;f~h~, V,?//J1/)1 ,/J1~'(7-/~,; Y-14-TC57/c.. 7'-/JJ~d-e7C) 4~.( 
aI/~{P{//>; A 1,#/)1 C £--c-~~, ,,- ./ / cR/e...C-'Gl-' '.,5' 

tft- .h::un:t-I u ;.L-;J, ~ . ~ #" d?- t/ e~51,:f~ 
~st appearance ~n this case y these five movants. ~ppearing for the plaintiff.~ f' ~ ./ .:s 
~arren V. Ganjehsani, Esquire, of the South Carolina Att~rney Ge1¥J~ffice. /JIl b i't"?t.A 

::::::::= - ?I :At ~ l} ~. I~~/ r A history of the ;st:Proc~ural~s in this C:se is as fO.!!~~ /' _ . /J . 
;::::::= - - /J/lIJ.!-T/;1-

This forfeiture action was dismissesLby order of the undersigned filed December ~ 

13, 2010. S:bSequentIY, fort;;:V~ individuals'/~hO c\ai~d ~o be con~~ts of the ~1-':o/~; 
- . . ~ --' - ~ ;==- J,/ C/, ff '- ~<.!. rfe. 
defendant Capital Consortium Group (CCG) presented motions styled as OBJECTION!, ~ v~: 
--. /'f t:SLL ( J 

~hich the und~signed denied ~¥,or:er dated and6iled January 31, 20!Y Of these,forty - ;!(~ !' 
:7 ~ P ~: ',. --;:z '-# 

five individuals. nine had appeared through their former counsel John T. Mobley, ~ tJbILcf1..-~ 
~'-.,....J ~ = 7'c') 

e.c.y.5-
i4&Ytf-~~--? 

d' /-~h. /h £C,' 

~~ 

~h!'ls been r~d redundant;and unnecessary in light of a federal forfeitur ' / 

--- - -~~-~~~~===:::::::::=:;~=::=;-::-=;=;~~~ct=::~ 11/ 
h· h' ,t/.d b" h \' f h' h' ''T'h fu ,1r ,.L' t,k! lu..-/v w lC IS alme at 0 tammg are t e same re Ie oug t m t IS state actIOn. ,J e·.JlI..U):.c~ j 

___ ---t'~_~;tJ ~ '7 ttH ;;L. 
,,--.====:::..-.=~==::::;kf:::th:;;;;i;;;;;s;;;;;;a;;c;;ti~on are being held by a receiver a~pointed by Unit~d ?~...:;..-' 

States District Jud~ th~ Honorable Margaret B, Seymour. After the undersigned issued c..t>t.c:vJ!;;-. 
!;" . '. . . /&.at:¥ILcf 

~ 
the January 13, 2011 order, the current forty movants P!eSenled theIr motIOn, @Oor to ifJr-' , . a 

,.\!vr:JV. f; ~ --=- .!~j i::'Yl~' 
I/V- . the May 12 hearing, the court received sixteen motions to disqualify he undersigned ~ . /" 

-~ - ~/}1.{~./ 
from presid!9g in this acti~; and ~ght motions ,f~r continuance~?,.f ~ May 12 hearing, (/!f) *~.c* 
After the heari~g bu t before the issuance of this instant order,,;! h!,. court rece ived sever~l ~ 't4 J~ 
more motions to disqualify and motions to continue, None of the five individuals ~ ;~~ 

~'. d d' I-f - ,Ai ~ 1';rJ /Ilf; . 
appeare move to Isqua 1 y or to c0"!inue," 'If-"- t.1,.). ~ .. 

14 !1 -jI ~ l' fl ~ /t£LJ' ::. 
At the hearing, the court inquired of the five movants iWho were present as to .' (,..Lt.../....-o , 
':5 ~ ~/~'. 

whether they anted to presen any argument' 0 the court other tha ~what has be;~~t ~ 14.v v( 

They all confirmed they did not. 

71% 
2 

(;/7 I ri--, t'~! . 

T ~5df~ 
t# ~.-f; ~"" 

't" c:J I 
~ /I-'l&-t, 

Wl..~l /~t 
P' :I ~c i2Y!.. )' It. ~ -1"'''''' 

-:) ~rl-j?.-(J:~ -
\ ' 



ground upon which the Motion for Relief was based. it could not do so. The five 

movants who were present offered no argument, and the remaining thirty-five movants 

did not bother to appear for the hearing. 

DENIED.l 

AND IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Sumter, South Carolina 

~ay .;:....~_~_, 2011 

George C. la 5, Jr. 
Circuit Cou Judge 

J Of course, the court makes no finding as to the timeliness of any appeal to the South Carolina Court of 
Appeals or the Supreme Coun of South Carolina; however. the \:Ourt is aware of case law addressing 
successive motions for reconsideration insofar as timely appeals are concerned. 
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I '.', )j1;;{. "/I;f6y~Y;N-:#U~ Mv<!'~ 17 
;f, .J01Jt: -/~j1!f!i/WhP!;':: %4~_T~tJ~d4- bJ~ 
r·C;Vfl'tl0!:.:, ~ qv ~r~/ ~~ .£~ 

AA# (/ . STATE OF OUTH CAROLINA'- IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 0jJ.L / 
:J{j/Y'ft.r ~ '. ,./{ /'f"r.e., ~ 
I fy{;jt/) COUNTY; OF RICHLAND Ii ~ . Case No. 2097-9P-40-311~ {!~ 0! . IJ', - iJf/Lbv~ .. ~7t~ ~..J,-~~~~ Li!ALY~ UI A-5 . 
''(fi'' . ~? .~UU~1f?/~'~~ <-/0 ~.~L~>'i2~7 )(-!~ 

Henry D: ~cMaster? ~ his officml capacIty !I~f4:/t . . brz. J. /i- {)7t. ; ?~4'. 'l . b· ~ /J 
as SecuntIes COIIlIl11SSlOner for the State of 514--Ie".7 5 5../-~ . v:f'?L~ . 71. ~-4'. 
SC, ' J. 5d7J~ I 77~~ r£ 6-zt 

~£V~[@#:;5t7;;k:. . (l U J!ij-e. 1 
Plaintiff, CO:U-/Z-.sr'~~? '/.' a:~-/v ~I ' 

vs. 
5#,.,;p-- /ci ~(, /)./;J / . ;eL-~d5'. 
( :£ 11fl-C:/'( h' / Q---o I- ' 

.VO .1.£&' "Pjt:.-tv') fl4te~L~7~ ~, 
Capital Consortium Group, Inc.; 3 Hebrew SJrlA\~lk/j~?r40~L)t ' .. 1-1 .., _ A?;. : 
Boys, LLC; Tony Pough; Tim McQueen; V I· 1,.. /~ ~~ 

.AL •. 1 /" . L ¥ :-r(..J Joseph Brunson; and First Citizens Bank.. 'I ~ ~ -r ru . /1. ~ 
d T C In )f ~/~(. I ~ (7-M4-j;/p_ 

an rust ompany, c., jvr" 1t~ (!"L 1-/ l~ ..8'~ k~ ;'~ 

~~~~+ Defendants. 

. [)~~S~I' 
MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM ORDER u, ·1£Jt-U- D - (P.~~ . 

" 50</-' ~~JJPlt$, f~ . 
This Court's "Order Granting Plaintiffs Motion for TemE9rary Injunction" was filed on tV ~ 

)'? - - ---- '. r 
~?\32?7 ("Injunction Order") ECh enjo~ens Bank)and Trust Company f.1te, 

("Fc~,;ginter :lia "withdrawing, liquidating,~r6e ha~~O" 5:t::;:..-f 
approximately $17 miy. in various accounts ~ during the pendency of this action ~ I.I-Z 

U~)~ I' J" ~!<O~ j\ ')- r'~ 
except by further order of the Court. By the related "Injuncti! and Receivership Order" filed IJc.£t-e. ~ -=- -=- -=- ~ -= -=- ""'- ~ .;::=- Itl!; () ( 
~ly 16, 2007 C'R!7eiver Order"), tp~urt further o~d that a.]"eceiver should be appointed '7. • 
-li ,.}J ~. 11 jl =jt1r fI -,r ;If ,II /J I r. . 
to take control pf various assets, including the funds on ~ount with FCB. However, this Court 1/2.1 ! 
;::x: - 11 ft l' f) O()7 
~~d~signated or ~G:: receiVV F>J3 hereby m,es pursuant to Rule 60(b), . . ~l/ 

S.C.R.c.P. for reli f from the Injunction Order and Receiver orderE: a~~€rele~of the IIlf~~1j 
--. l' f' 1 1I?f t1 ;. ji4 7'~t 

funds on account to the conjrol of Beattie B. Ashmore, Esquire as a court appointed federal 5/1<-?l 
l' 71 Jf /t ,?I - -~ A . ~1:/9/11/ 

receiver for "Three Hebre~s" (as defined in Exhibit 1). 7-~.il t?/. 
~ ~ JM~ {),4Y~ 
/ . '0 AtJ.i:v IL ,,/} - .J. . n 12e. CR.t tv-,..). ..) -~-h~ :.f.t ~. tl1S2 If /r~- _ I 

11/'[ /uuuy-rv~-rA.atA~ .. 11 J-. I ~/.~c-f2-'?-Yv' '" ~u.!..'"L/ .' 

. 1M:' {H(tVI-t!P~ ttJt;/?;tI.- /;7~ J!tiAt/;;:L 
~ ~~~ &:~o ;,ic-~;t:;! ~~f~f!Jij;pt/4t, 7£7;/}#"I!C( 

~0' ~L.~') t/~ --~::; J,-oc)7-J;/}U .. ;:7f-;':5>uif ~0b~ Up ~-fJ-I-4 
/ ' V.c-- .J- h!l ti ),~.VI1.., V L.~,7 Ol/,"L ( , 



October 9,2007 

1'~ 



ORDER UNDER SEAL GRANTING MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM ORDERS 



I 

ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that, 

I Columbia: 957831 y.6 2 



I "'. 

'. 

~~Eov~e 
~ 

2. The Injunction and Receivership Order ftled July 16, 2007, shall otherwise 
- "11 -~-

remain in effect; and -; . --- = J 
~. ;/ i 

Pursu~t to the terms of the Appointment Order, the Clerk of Court is directed 3. 
~ --- - ~ ~ ~:::::===-=-

t~ maintain ~s Or~r€.S part of ili~ seal~n the Motion. 

AND IT IS SO ORDERED 

-+&-+-~ __ 'S.C. 

__ -,-,,+-i ~_o ___ , 2007 
{ 

I Colurnbia: 957831 .... 6 3 



5T ATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

COUNTY OF RICHLA.1"1D 

) 
) 
) 

Henry D. McMaster, 10 his official capacity) 
as the Secmities Commissioner for the State) 
of South Carolina, ) 

Plaintiff, 

-vs-

) 
) 
) 
) 

) 
Capital Consortium Group, LLC; 3 Hebrew ) 
Boys, LLC; Tony Pough a/kJa Tony Bernard) 
Pough; Tim McQueen aik/a Timothy ) 
McQueen; Joseph BrU.tlSOn afkJa Joseph B. ) 
Brunson; Daniel Deveiopment Group, LLC; ) 
and First Citizens Bank and Trust Co., inc., ) 

Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 

ORDER OF DISMISSAL 

WHEREAS, Plaintiff has alleged in this case ("State Action") t t Defendants Tony Pough 
-- Jl r . 

a/kJa Tony Bernard Pough ("Pough"); Tim McQueen aIkIa Timothy McQueen ("McQueen"); Joseph 

Brunson aikla Joseph B. Brunson ("Brunsonn)~ ~ital Consortium ~ 3 Hebrew Boys, 

LLC; and Daniel Development Gro!l,P, LLC operated an unlawful investment scheme ("Scheme") 

-~ - .= ~ =----- -- ~ . /' 

from which they accumulated several million dollars' worth of cash and other assets (collectivelv. 
==== ~ -~ . ----:=--? fi f1 - --
"Assets"); and , , 

WHEREAS, this Court previousl. issued~veral tempornry injunction orders I ("Orders") 
~ I'~ /t /,1 -- /f 
~f Afi ~~gaPPOintlnp1~~ jtverand ~g ~=ndanlS Pflgh, M~ueen, 

and Brufl~n (collectively, "Defendants") from taking any action with re:,-pect to the Assets; and ? -~ -~ 

e! 
. Order Grauting PlainlijJ's MOlion /0, Temporary injllHCtwll (ffied June 25, 2007), Order Erpmrding Iile 

11 /' I / JI J1. J!? -

tJ;"'~ 
/(tJ .. 

q~J~t-
OOJ()~.jluf.s ... 

. J£M. 
-~ 

M~-I5 
hAtJ 
~kvv-r 

L--IJ--ut-s 
) /L1. (Y/;~-/ 

, L. ~ 

to 
/-L~ 

-rAe- . 
511-~! 
t.J!c~ 
~UJla...j1 

bt'~~cJJ 
lAJ,fJ;,~ 

+ ~ 1.141 elf 
~r,; 



~ 
WHEREAS, the Court has taken judicial notid of a fedeml criminal case' ("Federai 

.=====- =-::::::=========-
~ction") against Defendants Brunson, Pough. and McQueen for numerous violations of the law 

stemming from their aforementioned activities, including "execut[ing] a scheme and artifice to 

defraud, and to obtain 'money and property by means of false . and fraudulent pretenses, 

representations. and pmmisesR'4; and 

. WHEREAS. a court-appointed receiver ("Receiver") in the Federal Action h~cqired lhe 

J 7/ ;t ~ .. 
ASS:<>ts, ir!cIudiog all inies and prop~ reviously seized y the C~urt 

------ =-
WHEREAS, Defendants Brunson, Pough, and McQueen were found guilty on all fifty-eight 

(58) counts in the Federal Action on November 20, 2009,5 and they are currently scheduled to be 

sentenced on December 14, 20iO; and 

WHEREAS, the jury in the Federal Action returned a Specilll Verdict for FO!ieiture of 

Propert/' totaling eighty-two million doUars ($82,000,000) against Defendants on November 20, 
~ --- := 
·2009, and the United States District Court for the District of South Carolina ("District Court") 

~ 
entered ajudgment against Defendants in this amount 0 February 23, 20107

• and 

United States v. Brunson. et aI., Case No. 3:08-cr-6 i 5 (U.S. IY.!Strict Court, District of SDutll Carolina). 

Supersedi/1g indictment at 1>. i. ~ I (Count I), attached as Exhibit "!V 

Verdict folm attaclred as Exhibit "B.~ 

2 



WHEREAS, the District Court has directed the Receiver to hassume all duties nocessary to 

sctze, manage and liquidate the Defendants' [A]ssets"i!; ami 

WHEREAS, the dispogition of the Federal Action renden; maintaining the State Action 

District Court's supervision irrespective of th~ State Action's disposition; and 

WHEREAS, Plaintiff acknowledges that the primary objectives of its State Action have been 

met by the Federal Action's disposition and has consequently informed the Court that it no longer 

intends to pursue this case further under the aforemeotioned circumstances; 

TH EREfORE, it is ORDERED that this action is dismissed. 

AND IT IS SO ORDERED. 

George C. James, Jr. 
judge, Third Judicial Circuit 

.2010 

Exh. D 31 pA. ~ 2. 

3 



FILEO DATE: 5121/2007 

Richland County Common Pleas ~f ..Y.il ~'i9t:S· · ~ l 
CASE HISTORY FOR CASE 2007CP4003116 ,5 !ltl-W1h Sfltf6t '~ 

~-LP. ~nj5~~ 
Henry [) McMnter • plaintiff, at al YS Capital Consortium Group Inc I def . nt, et II (14 J d..~ ~ 4 

c.e~.y. ---If~ /t:tt...;.z 
CASE TYPE: CP/Permanent Injuct 830 / stAIUS: CI$mIMed . 

JUDGE: James, George C Jr .. 

-~- .. __ ._-" 
Defendant Brunson, Joseph 



CAse H!STORY FOR CASE 2007CP4003118 . . . , 

07::5/20~7 ...... 1 ;.1.5 pm ........ ~!~~.on.~~}~~!!ef~r01!:1: .. ~~~ ~.e.~~ .. ~~. !:l~~$9, .. _."" .... ". '.' Jif:;f-: ... _ .. _ .... "' ........... . 
07;26/20?' .2g3J~tn ._F~lin~.t:C.~~d.~d: ~~~l~eou~ obje~~~.!~ .. Ap'~,?~en~.qf.~~~.~ ............ J:: ;N. ... _q ....... . 

0712612OQ7 . 2.:~4. pm .... F.i.~~~ re~o.~ded.:. C~rt.i~~~e C?f S.~~~~ 
07/27/2007 

08/0112007 

08/021'2007 11:47 am 

08/02!2OU7 11 :48 am Filing recorded: MiscellaneouslLetter 
: " .. - • --.....•..• .., • ", .- .. _ .... _- _.' .~ ..... - ......... - .• __ ". _. __ ......... ' ............ ', ..... ", ••• - .... - ~~_.,_._ ..... _-.--r • ............ _ ...• _" .• _____ -_ .... ____ .~ ...••. ,,-.• _ • ..., __ . __ .- ........ ~." ....... -
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Filing recorded: Certificate OfSenice 
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Motiol"JDismi$$ J S Min 
. -' , ............. -.......... .-. '.' .. ~ .. --.. . -" . "'. ...... ..... .. . ..... , -. _ •... , ..... '" .• ~"""".'- ." -'-' ....... -... -_ .. ' ._ ...... ~. --.'.--'y,'.-. ............. "-.-' - -,---"--' 

081171'2007 12;00 am COCGUNTER recorded the foUo\1i1ng Case Note: Motion to cease and &!sist 09/0412007 @ 10:30 am 
~,_ ...... ' ..... _ ..... , ....... ~ .. ·r ... · •.. ___ .. , . ....".,.-."-__ .. _---- .-.u·,·' ._ .......... ~-_ .. ~.~ "''''' . __ ......... ,,-.,. .• __ . __ ._ ..• _ •...... _ . __ ._,,-........ __ ··_·· __ ·--.·· ... _ .. ·.w 
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............. _... .._ •••• __ •• _..... • ........ _ ....... "'... ._,''''., ._ •• _ •• ,. __ .................... _ ... '~ __ ••• , ....... _<l.# ... _ .... ~.:;:-: ..... "' •• ~~,,_ ...... ______ ...... __ ." ••• _ ... H 

3 :54 Plll.OrdertoVaeate'Notice of Removal Fi1ed~OSI23/07fi/tte::.;,· 
•• ~ "-.:... •. • •••• '~~~':'-!;,.""_ .. ~ •• -. •••• _ ....... ·T ........ - •• _ .. ,_ .......... -_ •• ~.-•••••••••• ' ........... ~, •• " ";':'!: ... -~~ ... ..:. ..... .:...: ................ _ •• _.'-" ..... - .... ...... • ___ .-. . ... .,... .•• _.-._ ••• ,., . 

09lO4/2007 10:30 am Coun even!: Motion to Ceaae and Desist 
'" -... , ... _.... .. ...... -....... ". ''' ... , ....... ~ . ....--._ ......... -.. - ..... -.. ' ..... ,_ .... - .......... ,. - .. .- ........ -.. '~'."""-'''''''''''' .-, ..... -' '.'-.'.- .................... ,--.-~ .... .,... ............ -.. ' .. ~ ..... ~" 

09/0412007 12:07 pm Fllln& recorded: Certificate Of Service 
•• ' •• _ •• """' ............ _ ....... ·_· .. ·h· ... ,,_ ... ••• .. , .. __ •.• -..... ,_ .... _ .... .-.._ .. ,,~ .... ~, ......... _ .• ___ ,...~. _ ._ .. __ .__.r--.. : .• .. _ ........ -.... - .......... __ .............. _._ •.•... _ .••.•.. _ ............... """.:. ~ .. ".-
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CASE HISTORY FOR CAse 2OO70P4OO3116 

~--' -'~.'-----------------------------------------------------------------------09i2611oo7 

10iO 112007 l~_:~_~,"~~ __ -~~~~~:~~d~~~-liift~~$~,~W:- ~ul!!~~.~~~.~~.~!tlJ~I'~~.9f.M_~g~ ~~r _ ,,_. 

IO!.Oll2~.07 ..... ~:4!_~ ... "' . .F~~_.9!~ 1~,!$.~_9!il.~_-~ll:~~_~~~e~(~--~ ~~_~ __ :-:::_:1...4:. 'l~ .. J:;j;l <Ji3~~ 
1~/02l2007 12.:~.O ~ "'---~~l re~:~5~!:1Q~f~~D~~;~~-9.!!!~~ .. ~~-~~~ .. ?~!!.~.~ ~ .. -,,-
lOi02.i200?:. ___ ~.~:~? __ ~. ___ . ~~_~~~~._M~~i~P.i~i!s ~.~ ... 
10/02/2007 

10/04/2007 

10/10/2007 10:16 am Motiou'lMotionToSeal 30 Min 

10/10/2007 10:17 am .. _ .. Fi!~.~~~~~~Mt~~~S~~~t!aJ h,l!'~~C:!!l~~~_~~~bn~i~~.To ~~ __ .. _" ... _ .. _ .. ____ ... __ >, __ •• _._, _ •• 

10il1/2007 12:00 am COCMCFALL reeorded the following Case Note: Miscallaneous Confidential Information To Be 
-... --.-- ... -'s'UbilllfreCffo'COuifIii 'connedon'Wldi'McitiOii"To 'sear'Fnea'By' FiisfciilWUi-aanki: -fiiiifcompany"'-'" 

30 Min 

1 \)!L Ii2007 _ .)1 :_?? ~~ .. _fl~.~~'?!~~:_~~c.~11aI!~~~Y~!1.~~~Y~:~~~~:i.!.Q[~~_.-_ .. ~ _____ ,,,_,_,~,,~,,, ___ , ___ ~ __ .. __________ ''' __ .-.----. 

l0/1l/200i 11:56 am Filing recorded: ConitlcateOfService .' . ,'._, .... ',---.-. -. ___ ._ ... _..-- __ .• ~ ..•... '_ ........ ,_ ....... _ •... ·_.,,-_, ...... ·_···...,,c· _ .. ~ .. _ .......... _ ... _.,_ .. _ .. _ ..... -. -... ~---...... · ... --l·~·.·- .. · .... ··: •. -~.~,-·.---.· J",,. .......................... • , ... _ ... _._~ ...• __ ._ .... __ .....• , ••. -

l{)1121200"i 9:35 am filinil recorded: Certificate Of Service . 
- - .,.... . ....... ".- .. ,.. ... .,~, _,r" ~- .•. -- ..... " .- .. - ...... - -'--' -- - - -- .. --.-.--- , ........ ---.-------.- .. - -' .. ;=u:~7&-t:zZ;;;/;3-:-:e;.L~ 

1110 112007 ,1..I. ;~~ _(l!fl._ ."F~I~~.r~~o.~~~: .~~~~.9fn:~ ~~!l<l.~1e...!.~!~~!1~ .t?.g~. ~_~~~ . .. v.:..Lf/:_j-'d.5?,.<J ~ 
11/0112007 11 :34 B1l1 Piling recorded: Certificate Of Service 

..... ----.~- '-- .. ---' .... -.................... -- ...... _- .-....... -·-··- ... -·~-r.· . ~ ····_-... -... .....".'··-_.r. __ ··_,_· -.-.,-~_ ••.. -.-.-- ~ ........ ,-- .... - ... -.. --.-.-~ ...... ---.. -.--.... --~ •.. -.- •. ~.,. ........ -.--•.... _ .•.. 

11102/2007 12:00 am COCMCF ALL recorded the following Ca~ Note: Memorandum Of The Honorable J Michelle Childs In 
-., -' .. - ..... -.... --" -..... Support'df'Amcnded'Mon01l"To JjiSinlSS-ptose-pjeidmgs-··-~tfi2J'~[Q;;:Y:;t5--~ 

11J()~~O~ . __ 1.Og4. ~ .... __ ~~_r~.~(f!<i~: ¥~~c~~l,~~~ __ p.S1~i~!l.Ii~~ __ ... ___ ._ .... _.-- .. "","_. .... __ .... ~ ___ , ______ .. _ ...... 
-----" 
~o.5l2?~!) l_.~.:~.~ . __ .. ~?!l()E1q~h.~~~ _~M.~~.t?.~~s_!~_~_a.~FS~.r.~ "._",_._ ±_ ._ ........ _._._. __ ._ .. _ ... _ ... ___ . __ ." . 
------~ 
! 1/06!2~O.?) _ ~.2.:0~.~ P'_ ... c={)<::q~~~~th_!.!~E.~"~$_ ~-N.7~%r'!~3~ti-~M2!?~'!~~-~~~ .. ~ ... ~ .. -.. , ... ., ____ .. , 
--------~-- - l' 7' r-:' 

lll~!~.~.7._. -.~~.:~'!!1~. __ . _:F.:il~-,,~~~'"-~:. .. Cp No~~.~.~ail~ .. _._ .. __ .... _. roO' _ _ .. __ • ,,_._ "" _____ ... _ •• ,~,,~, __ • ______ ••••• ___ ._ •• __ ... _ ...... _ ••• _ .. _._ .... __ 

~~?_':; l~:Q~ .. ~ _ .-~3~~~'!a'~~un~tn~_:-~~~~~~1~~~-~Mo.t.i~_~r.?!'.!P.!S.~-~~! ...... -if-

1/07/'2~?_ .. J ~.:.~?.~_ ....... !~i!!&~~~~.:.~~~.Qt:~~t~C?~_!!~ .. _ ._. __ -._.,,_ .. __ ._,.~_ ___ ___.~._ .... --.. ______ .... __ ._ .<-,._ •... ' ..... . 

112112007 
........... -........... : ... ~ ... -- .. - .. __ ..... ,._. __ '-0"_' ,'.-.. _,." ,_ ...... '-_ ............. -._- ...... o<;;n __ •• __ ........... ~.,. ••• _ 
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.' • I , 

E!£d 

~ ,5 )1 {}-!AJ 5 5--/1#[ c...m.t/\:/ ~ 
(j -1 It \.L ! (" t!.Q /'.~ ... '" ~. ( fur_. 
f-,IZ ~&-1.-~) (! ~i1 II )J . ~ 
4~ tAi> !3~litL~1·?-l~'~r 

)-;11 Iu s flJ.ff- ~7 
w/U. c.~ /~ I /l s -!, / S 7/41 It ~ 

... /1 /·f·"M-IE-L~~ . 
.bt1o /~:J If _. _ 
L' //i/;t ~ -r j L.t.-I-L~ 2 DC) / 

7 ..J ~·fJ f"~(;.~ " 
The Hon. George . lames, . J .' J I ' A () LJ " -# 
Judge, Third Iudicial Circuit LA; tu-e. ..... 4..--J .c...tJrt. a..1:" ~ 
P.O. Box 1716 I;' L / C'\ /J /J f L) 

Sumter, South Carolina 29151 v ~ ~.,...-lJ\A..1' .viol v--e eX I 

R.c: McMaster 1'. Capilol Consortium Group, UC; et DL r 7 ~ /;;J~j; ;U2 L/~ I 

C.A.:. No. 07-CP-40.-J1:!f -; I~ ~U tL J 2.' , . 
Dear Judge James: L. ,r /, • JAl/.--P d P VP- .. iU j; /tw. 

This Iclter is to apprise the coun of the status of the abovNeferenced matter and d., rf I f- I.e 9 111ft 
manner inwbich the SQuth Carolina Anomey General's OffICe inteods lo proc:ecd from Ibis (~J. , 
point forward. We are dinx:ting this ~ndence to you based upon the Ricbland Coumy I. . ' 
Clerk of Court'a rerords reflecting you as the judge assigned to this ca5e. ~ f'U.-<-",,-J 

to A--e-v. 
As you may Imow. the individual defendants in this action - Tony Pough. Timothy / • 7J 

~-nd~ ~C~~ Mc~~ .. a ............. Bronson - are awaiting sentencing in a federal criminal case in which 
lhey have been COWId guiJty on numerous rountB.. Our Office has been monitoring me fedc:nd "la" k d y..t 
,;asc for some time, and we have dcsIamined tIuIt !be primary objectives of our &Ute action (."I' . f 

have been met by the federal case's ~tion. Wo 8R therefore infunniog the court that 1-L~1 j1/t ~ 5 
Plaintiff 00 longer intends 10 pursue die state civil action uodeI' lhesc~. Our e-~,-., 
Office's decision in !his JeRard effectively moots a pending motion to intervene by !he group III .. ! ~~ j" 
of investors n~:pu~smred by John T. Mobley, Esq. JI~ 

Accon:IingIy. enclosed is a proposal dismissal onIc:r thBt we have piepatcd for your 
review. If acceptable, please execute the dismissal and rerum it to us ill the envdope 
provided. 

By ccgey or Jhis letter to ~ ~l of ~ JS pro ,~ defendants. we are scrviDs 
the T7oni&iiiMwe1f " ff 

WVG/gm 

Ene!. 

u,..J.-t..c.h...,'v 
r<. o-~/kl. -
;'l:.;~-1p-t /n..4,.."~ 

D~{;/~':)-LP 
?~.'-fi (/' 


