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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 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) 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 ' 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 MAY NOT have
KNOWN THAT THE RICHLAND COUNTY COURT RECORDS DID NOT SUPPORTS-ANY SUCH
LEGAL SCHEDULED MEETINGS.

L0001 Lol [ U137 o] o [RR PR OURTURORPRO

! *(See attached Appellant Love’s lower court’s Motion Cov. Sheet; & Love Response/aka/Motion for Consideration/showing
LOVES also filed CounterClaim — Denied by State Court Judge James — showing Appellant Love written concerns showing
PRIOR WRITTEN PERMENENT/FINAL ORDERS/aka/ Res Judicata/and Coilateral 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 HAVE “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’ issued - FINAL ORDERED
JUDGMENT on Aug. 8, 2011 -INVOLVING THE EXACT SAME! MONEY ASSETS -BUT!
JUDGE 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 ' 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 88,2011 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
LITIGATED! AND RECEIVED 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(1)(a) - WHEN LOWER TRIAL STATE! COURT!
JUDGE G.C. JAMES do! not! Dispute (IN SECRET/ “Under Seal” TELEPHONE - Communication with
the said FEDERAL Court JUDGE SEYMORE/and Federal Receiver - Ashmore 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 THAT - “...THIS (State) COURT PREVIOUSLY Issued!
SEVERAL! ... INJUNCTIONS ORDERS... FREEZING!!! the ASSETS!!...ENJOINING!! DEFENDANTS!..FROM!
TAKING! ANY! ACTION! WITH RESPECT to the ASSETS!!” - REGARDING - “ORDER!! GRANTING!!
PLAINTIFE’S!! (SCAG’S) Motion for ... INJUNCTION {filed JUNF 25, 2007], Order Expanding the Temporary
~ Injunction & Appointment of a Receiver |Filed JULY 16,2007], and Order Granting a.... Injunction against
Daniel Development Group, LLC [Filed September 13, 2007]...”~ SUPPORTING JUDGE G.C. JAMES continued SHOWN
BIAS ADMITTED! FAILURE!! TO actually! MEET WITH SAID “DEFENDANTS” admitted in JUDGE JAMES FINAL
ORDER of August 8. 2001 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- 7 (*Attach Fed. case no. 3:06-0010-MBS-jrm; shows Conflict )

! *(See attached Appellant Love’s lower court’s Motion Cov. Sheet; & Love Response/aka/Motion for Consideration/showing
LOVES also filed CounterClaim — Denied by State Court Judge James — showing Appellant Love written concerns showing
PRIOR WRITTEN PERMENENT/FINAL 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
searc E SE 1 of4 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 ALL said Intervene Defendants/aka/ Appellant-
LOVE’s attachments are of merits, and has been recognized in fhe 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 /or 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 confirmed 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-

03116-) which shows on Octoeber 11, 2007 which wrote that-

“COCMCFALL RECORDED!....Confidential Information to be Submitted to the Court in
CONNECTION with MOTION!! To! SEAL! Filed by FIRST CITIZEN BANK & TRUST Company..."”

The attached motion to seal signed by FCB’s own! hired ATTORNEY Stanley H.
McGuffin, ADMITS/Only! State! Court! having Jurisdiction/not the Federal Court regarding
-
FCBasa...

... “DEFENDANT First Citizen Bank and Trust Company...is...EILING A MOTION for RELIEF from

The attached “ORDER Under Seal GRANTING MOTION for RELIEF from ORDER” is

signed by State! Judge G.C. James dated “NOV. 21, 2007!!” admits meeting!/under secrecy

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

“a..STATE! ... circuit court order ... a judgment involving a constitutional challenge to a
STATE STATUTE or local ordinance...” - Pursuant with SCACR 203(d)(1}(A)(ii)- and pursuant with the RULES of
CANON C(1)a)



APPELLANT-LOVE’
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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” ? is in RESPONSE! to the State! Court’s! DEFENDANT! First Citizen
Bank/aka/FCB’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 County Circuit Court of Common Plea had LEGAL JURISDICTION.

The attached document from the Federal Court Case no. “C/A No. 3:06-0010—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 participated
by Statel Court! Judge JAMES — shows Judge G.C. James said COURT STAMPED ORDER FOR RELIEF dated NOV. 21, 2007 — was NEVER!!
ENTERED! ON State! COURT! RECORDS!! (as required under STATE Statute COURT RULE 40fa][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 RELIEF FROM ORDER"” althought 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 25, 2007; nor! Did JUDGE JAMES EVER! GRANTED RELIEF of the STATE! 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) RELIES upon judge
James said “ORIGINAL” Order(s) DEC. 13, 2010. .., involving Federal Judge M.B. Seymour and the said Federal RECEIVER-BEATTIE B.
ASHMORE - since! ajso the 7 - WHO alsg has the PUBLIC JOB DUTY as being | on this! STATE! Of So. Carolina’s SUPREME
COURT's BOARD, where BETTIE B. ASHMORE - SCREEN and DISCIPLINE!! the STATE OF $SO. CAROLINA/and/or/ RICHLAND COUNTY CIRCUIT
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 INELIGIBLE RECEIVER since 2007 & now in 2011 for STATE! COURT! JUDGE JAME to
continuet! in Judge James FINAL ORDERS in 2011 ~ so to attempt! to continuet to release the STATE!L.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 ~Confirmed by Federal Judge M.B. Seymour’s
own! INITIALS (MBS} placed on attach document FEDERAL COURT STAMP dated JAN. 11, 2006 in case no. “C/A No. 3:06-0010-MBS-jrm” —

*Therefore this said honorable Supreme court must assure that Mr. BEATTIE B. ASHMORE has no! affiliation nor any
kind of participation with this said above case matter, or this said case may be considered to be transferred to be heard
before the UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT JUDGES in the State of Washington D.C.}*SCRPC Rule 5.1A
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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 I1] and Judge G.C. James indeed GRANTED ORDERS
DATED SEPT. 26, 2007 and NOVEMBER 26, 2007, (as well as the said
RESPONDENT/PLAINTIFF/SCAG’s OFFICIAL also SIGNED in AGREEMENT) in FAVOR of ALL
the said DEFENDANTS — which “RESOLVED” and GRANTED RELIEF of ALL the said
Respondent/PLAINTFF/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 ONLY 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
DOCTRIN 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 RESPONDENT/PLAINTIFF/SCAG
REGARDING this STATE! COURT CASE NO. 2007-CP-40-03116-

THAT’S BEEN RE JUDICATA and COLLATERAL ESTOPPELLED since the YEAR 2007
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The attached written signed Federal Court Case no. “C/A 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 ... a judgment involving a constitutional chalienge to a STATE
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 ... a judgment 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 “REVIEW”

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

“...“The MATTER..BEEN DETERMINED b;' 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!! CANNOT!! BE!
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 L. Ed. 362, 44 S. Ct. 149 (1923) and D.C. Court of Appeals v. Feldman, 460 U.S.
462, 75 L. Ed. 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)(1)}A)ii) ; RULES of CANON C(1)(a).
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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 éourt order ...

a judgment involving a constitutional challenge to a STATE STATUTE or local ordinance...”,

Which is Pursuant with SCACR 203(d)(1)(A)(ii)- and pursuant with the RULES of CANON C(I)(a)... - *(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” attached signed document title “MOTION for Relief from ORDER”
dated “OCTOBER 9, 2007”-ALWAYS SHOWED
TO STATE! COURT JUDGE George C. JAMES - that the Richland County’s STATE! COURT!
ONLY! had LEGAL STATE! COURT JURISDICTION/and NOT the Federal Court; and was
ACKNOWLEDGED!!/or AGREED! Also by FEDERAL Court RECEIVER BEATTIE B. ASHMORE-
Since OCTOBER 9, 2007- WHEN FCB/and JUDGE JAMES Order 11/21/11 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 with 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 t‘he 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 t0’...$17 MILLION in

Various Accounts with FCB during the PENDENCY of this ACTION except by further

order of the Court...and...this (State) Court...further ORDERED that a (State!) RECEIVER
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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!) INJUNCTION!! ORDER! and (State)

said Pro Se Intervene Defendants/aka/Appellant-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 11/21/2011!
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/aka/Appellant-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 daied 11/21/2007 — located on page 3, ADMITS! that...
“The INJUNCTION and RECEIVERSHIP ORDER filed JULY 16,2007, SHALL!! 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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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 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) 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 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
MAY 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/aka/Motion for Consideration/showing
LOVES also filed CounterClaim — Denied by State Court Judge James — showing Appellant Love written concerns showing
PRIOR WRITTEN PERMENENT/FINAL ORDERS/aka/ Res Judicata/and Collateral Estoppelled since! the year 2007-
regarding Judge James allege claims of “FORFEITURE” involving ALL said Defendants-which includes Appeliant Love’s

personal monies and or properties)* /




CONCLUSION

The Research shows SUPREME COURT

Appellant Love Initial Brief is timely pursuant with TRANSCRIPT
SCACR 207(1)&(2) - Transcript of Proceeding®

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 ONLY! INDIVIDUAL is
TALKING is the said presiding JUDGE JAMES, who even SPEAKS for the said alleged
Respondent/PLAINTIFF/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 also! DID NOT ATTEND. 5

THEREFORE, for fhe 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 writing and shall comply with Rule 224, SCACR.

> Pplease 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 1 actually received it.

9



DECEMBER 22, 2011

RICHLAND COUNTY STATE CIRCUIT COURT CLERK

Presiding Judge — Replacement Judge G.C. James Jr.
1701 Main Street

Columbia, South Carolina 29201

(803) 576-1999

Bank of America/Legal 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

Respgctfully qumj, ed,

. Frank H. Love/non-attorney — Pro Se
1025 Mason Road

Columbia, SC 29203

Email — 9036love(@bellsouth.net

Henry D. McMaster/in care of/New Elected
SCAG-Alan Wilson

ATTORNEY for RESPONDENT(s)/Plaintiff
Rembert C. Dennis Bldg

1000 Assembly Street/Room 519

Columbia, S.C. 29201

(803) 734-3970

JUDGE GEORGE C. JAMES, Jr.
Third Judicial Circuit

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. President/Mr. Obama
Compliment Copy-Sent to U.S. Attorney General-Mr. Holder

Compliment Copy-Prior Attorney/Mr. Hemphili P. Pride 11
P.O. Box 4529

Columbia, S.C. 29240

NOTARY:

.t 222,

- My Commission_E_—xi;ixw
= June 11,2017
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SUPREME COURT-JUDGE GEORGE C. JAMES — APPEAL Research
Case no: 2007-CP-40-03116
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINAG A /47 L PR e SR e BN AS CC 7&%
) FOR THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT < =
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) ,(/,4ﬂzg[)
C.A. No. 07-CP-40-3116 As y
HENRY D. MCMASTER, 7 fi‘;(Z&/‘
in his official capacity as the - %ﬁ 6%%/ 4 W4
9. e '%Aiuat‘f?/am«,.

SECURITIES COMMISSIONER FOR
THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA,

Plaintiff,
-vs_

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 wk/a JOSEPH B.
BRUNSON; DANIEL DEVELOPMENT
GROUP, LLC; FIRST CITIZENS BANK
AND TRUST CO., INC;

Defendants.

g Rl S N N N N N N N N N N N W P N N
1

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
a/k/a Tony Bernard Pough; Tim McQueen a’/k/a Timothy McQueen; Joseph Brunson a/k/a 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 Plaintiff's 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



Book B J  =c: B

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
) S—— R —————

———— ——

as an admission of guilt ﬁr civil liability in this Or any other pe)ngding @

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 se’__ms (as defined in the South Carolina Securities Act) in or from the

7 7 A A
State of South Carolina which are not registered with the Securities Division of the Office of the

Attorney General pursuant to South Carolina law;

) I?_efe’ndants are p{o}ﬁbited from engaging, directly or indirectly, in the above-

proscribed acts individually and/or through any affiliates, subsidiaries or t}}}rd parties of any kind;
and

3) All Orders;issued in this case shall continue in full force and effect, mcludmg the

formal order@cnon gainst Daniel Development Group,_LLC to be entered pursuant
;)a i s ==l

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.

pae: __ b1 @w ?M

Jafnes R. Barber, III
Presiding Circuit Court Judge




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

7 #%A\ID\‘

Attorneys for Plaintiff

Post Office Box 11549

Columbia, South Carolina 29211-1549

Telephone: (803) 734-3680

I CONSENT:

soor R

JEMPHILI/B. PRIDE 11, ESQ.

I
fw

rACE bg

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/a Joseph B. Brunson; and Daniel

Development Group, LLC



%/

Zic d

s
7”/” District of South Carolina

%jng)f#ﬂ_jaa/mva' - Z" e /"""7':'lrvmu
?k ﬁgjny%wrt jéf/-rh @&/‘ (/Mf E ple iy 7%4
O = Daru D 07 T hpetlsceie ¢ M LD %«Zf %

M e’ MS)ak{/@ ot e T T

é s & %’; A > =S wzwézf ARAE]

A r/f/"“’ 7 United States District Court ¢ W"

Mﬂﬂ ’

Wendell Freeman and David Jathniel Freeman;

%

Report and Recommendation

;”Zf/
A

e/ ‘f"}ﬁm
_z/;ﬂmw/ by

The Plaintiffs, Wendell Freeman and David Jathniel Freeman (hereafter. the “Plaintiffs”), ;;M

1 of dawf

appear to allege a denial of rights and pnvxlege; secured to persons claiming “nationality™ in the

Plaintiffs:

VS,

Amy McCulloch. Probare Judgz, Richland County Probate
Court: Jacqueline D. Belton. Associate Probate Judge.
Richland County Court; State of South Carolina: and
Governor Mark Sanford, Columbia. South Carolina:

Defendants.

R i U

United States under Title 8 United States Code Section 1503. Pursuant to the provisions of 28 ?,&,45&
S 1

U.S.C. §636(b)(1)(B), and Local Civil Rule 73.02(B)(2)(e), D.S.C., the undersigned is ._ 4,/,—

authorized to review such petitions for relief and submit findings and recommendations to the T/ /t S

s

District Court.

Since the Plaintiffs are pro se litigants, their pleadings are accorded liberal coqstruction.
Hughes v. Rowe, 449 U.S. 5 (1980) (per curiam); Estelle v. Gamble, 429 U.S.97 (1976); Haines

v. Kerner, 404 U.S. 519 (1972); Loe v. Armistead, 582 F. 2d 1291 (4™ Cir. 1978); Gordon v.

Leeke, 574 F. 2d 1147 (4™ 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

<< [PECBBZPEE d3ISMOY Q¥0C4A3HL ZSEL 2L-60-110¢
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d, .
Education Expense Board, 327 LS. 666 (19991: Seminale Tribe of Fla. v. Florida. 517 U.S. 44 —g}%

(1996): Bluchford v. Nativz Village of Noatak, 301 US. 775 (1991 Wil v. Michigan C’W

" Depantment of State Police. 491 U.S. 38 (1989): Alabama v. Pugh. 438 U.S. 781 (1978): and %ﬁ/

5.7

ultimaiely. Hans v. Louisiana. 134 U.S. 1 (18901, Even without this immunity. the Complaint

suggests no factual predicate upon which to imagine that the Governor of South Carolina. cither ZAe
his official i d h keover” Plainti €c L
in his official capacity or as an individual. has sought 1o “subvert™ or “takeover” Plainiff
. ALY 7
Wendell Freeman’s parental rights or responsibilities. /

: _ ' ' !
;%' W Federal courts are _constrained to CXCrCIse‘ the éuthorirv conferred by Articl% %;j/z £

the C0nsututron nd ..fhrmauvelv granted b\ federal statute.” [n re Bul!dog Truckmg Inc., 147 Cﬂl f

l

F.3d 347, 352 (4" Cir, 1998) Wtat“ﬁém coul?ﬁasjunsdxct on ver 47?/
given mane?% nklev. Inc. v. City of Frederick. 191 F.3d 394, 399 (4m'5,7 1999 (c,,,,,g /Z¢/ F7
@ A p— . On e

Lehigh Mining & Mfg. Co. v. Kelly, 160 U.S. 337, 327 (1895)). Accordingly, a federa] cou

required, jw
o = Mo¥ g,
tion]jf h ground appears.”)Bulldog T kmg upra le 12 d .
action]if no suc u pp s’ ruc See ajsofRule 12(h}(3¥Federa ;&0 A

—"% A
Rulesfof Civil ProcedurefFed. R. Civ. P.) (“thnever it appears . . . that the court lacks

i s

jurisdiction of the subject matter, the court shall dismiss the action.”). Although the absence of
e T T

b

amws———

subject matter jurisdiction may be raisedﬁy tim%_ring the ca% determining jurisdiction at
. R TT—eT— - pRe—— ——— ——4

e e

&
the outset of the litigation is the mdst effic éﬁt procedure. Lovern v. Edwards, 190 F.3d 648, 654

_(4th Cir. 1999)

Wxted States m federal courts established by the United States Congress,

are limited¥n their jurisdictionjto “fcderal uestion” and “dwers:ty” cases pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

§ 1331 and § 1332. An action for violation of civil rights under 42 U.S.C. §1983, for example, is

———
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“tederal qu\.snon/ ase which means that Congress establishes by statute the basxs cornitours of

— — et

“Diversity” jurisdiction exists)when the pame< are ullzens ot j
————— e T

take. Th rpret and
different states and a minimum jurisdictional amounrw__ The courts must interp W.t/?
—'-—‘

= = _em rA T 7
FOVISION

litization 1o enforce ifs provisions.

applsy those statutory

57& ~.

The matiter of Wendell Freeman's parental rights has apparently ber.n determmcd by ./.
@I and County Probar.‘ Cour) from which decision hefhas a right to ..lppcdl within the state J
- A1 7
LOUITS of Somh Carolina. By askmg this Court to mtuvene in that proceeding. the Plamnffs
have 1equested relief whncl‘@mply cannot be granted,) The well-settled Rooker-Feldman
—
doctrine prevents this Court from assuming jurisdiction over ongoing state litigation or ' % /
—— L S !
reviewing any decision made or soon to be made therein.’ . 7
— e - — —— T ldf}
RECOMMENDATION T Grrtes

@'MZ@'&«

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

Jlrne
upon the Defendants. The Plaintiffs® attention is directed to the notice on the next page. / ,4,;/
Respectfully Submitted, W/,/
d/m.

s/Joseph R. McCrorey
United States Magistrate Judge

January 11, 2006
Columbia, South Carolina

‘- This docirine derives from two U.S. Supreme Court cases, Rooker v. Fidelity Trust Co, 263 U.S. 413,66 L. Ed.
362,44 S. Ct. 149 (1923) and D.C, Count of Appeals v. Feldman, 460 U.S. 462, 75 L. Ed. 2d 206. 103 S. Ct. 1303
(1983). See Alistate Insurance Company v. West Virpinia State Bar, 233 F. 3d 813 (4% Cir. 2000) for recent
applicetion of the doctrine in the Fourth Circuit.
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State of South Carolina
Third Judicial Circuit

GEeORGE C. JAMES, JR. 141 NORTH MAIN STREET, SWITE 303
Circurr COURT JUDGE PosT OFRCE Box 1716
SumMTER, SoUTH CAROUINA 29151-1716
TeLEPHONE: (B03) 436-2150
Fax: (803) 436-2403
E-MaiL: gjamesj@sceourts.org

August 16, 2011

M. Frank Love

1025 Mason Road

Columbia, South Carolina 29203

RE: Henry 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,

GOjr:djf

Enclosures



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) 07-CP-40-3116
o
HENRY D. McMASTER, ) w},
In his official capacity as the ) om
SECURITIES COMMISSIONER ) o
FOR THE STATE OF SOUTH ) o
CAROLINA, ) o=
e
2O
Plaintiff, ) ¥ 2
) =)
vs ) ORDER '
)
CAPITAL CONSORTIUM )
GROUP, LLC; TONY POUGH a/k/a)
McQUEEN 2/k/a TIMOTHY )
McQUEEN; JOSEPH B. )
BRUNSON; DANIEL )
DEVELOPMENT GROUP, LLC; )
FIRST CITIZENS BANK AND )
TRUST CO., INC. )

Defendants, )
)

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@/ Gé . , Jr., Circuit Court Judge
August o1l '
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE 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, ) e o 2
= S
Plaintiff, Y . =
aintif ; _ e "‘"ﬁ&*v—% ’1%.“
vs ) ORDER =
) PE o T2
CAPITAL CONSORTIUM ) - *
GROUP, LLC; TONY POUGH a/k/a) wo, W7
McQUEEN a/k/a TIMOTHY ) = &
McQUEEN; JOSEPH B. ) E
BRUNSON; DANIEL )
DEVELOPMENT GROUP,LLC; )
FIRST CITIZENS BANK AND )
TRUST CO., INC. )

Defendants,

A

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

“loint! RESPONSE DEFENSES from CCG’s PRO SE DEFENDANTS and

-, | - e

against Henry McMaster-etc.al (ih t;is/()r their
individual Capacity) involving-NEW! SCAG-WILSON’s Continued CIVIL

LAWSUIT—Publicly!! FILED on -May 12, 201! Pursuant w/SCRCP Rule

12(a)&13(a,b,g,h) filed w/n 30 day from 5/12/11) and filing: Motion for Relief of Ovder
June 1, 2011 and filing also: i

. (As Joint PRO

SE’s are requesting court appointed Legal Counsel)’. The purported motions were

mailed to this court by Kemalar Charles, Kreska Smith Finney, Joseph Giles, Dorothy

-

ff//

| << LVEZéBZVEE AISMOY QA0403HL gyl ZL-6011l0¢
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thAd

Graham. Joseph Graham, Tensler Laster, Tyrone Laster, Irona Linder, Marisa Linder,

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

*

Tamiko Lowe-Mclntosh, Dorothy Roberts, Cynthia Smith, Tyrone Smith, Carey Stewart,
While Kreska Smith Finney, Tamiko Lowe-McIntosh, Mary Taylor
the Lasters, the Linders, and the Smiths have appeared in this

.tJoseph Giles,
-
T
least January 31,

. 2011,)the involvement of the Grahams is limited to each of them

—
moving for a(commuance of the May 12, 2011 hearmg}As such, thcy have no standmg in

e v————"

—

this action.

Kemelar Charles, Dorothy Roberts the Stewarts, and Mr. Thomas Johnson and
family have, to the best of this court’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 present motions are identical to one another, and also identical to
motions previously mailed to the chambers of the undersigned by Clifford Brown, Pearl

oy
Humphrey.and Roger Whaley. This court dismissed the motions made by

Brown, Humphrey, Love, and Whaley finding that the motion to disqualify and the

bring counterclaim was dismissed. The coun likewise dismisses the current movants’

counterclaims and denies their motion.

This matter is concluded and no further proceedings are warranted.

'AND IT IS SO ORDERED. > 7
Sumter, SC George- G’ ames, Jr., Circuit Court Judge
August 2 . 2011
/2.. 7
=
2 ‘ o * R4 h . .
<= /PETBBIYEE YISMOY QYO0403HL Lot ZL—ED‘HD;



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
: ) INTHE _ COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF RICHLAND )
) CASENO.
HENRY D. MCMASTER...Etc. Al ) &
] Plaintiff ; 2007 -_CP -_40 :>031&
o ‘.,_
v. ) MOTION AND ORDER INF‘ORMA
) FORM AND COVERSHEET <€ ™7,
CAPTIAL CONSORT GROUP, LLC ) fosg & Ll
Defendant. ) RESPONSE & countercla im oo
E Etc. al L[nrm ’T‘Ll (,-,4-" iD. : :;:;.;k
Plaintiff’s Attorney: Defen an gmey = L
Ha_nr_en._SL._G,ang'.ehsanm__NZA__ AW O
Address: P.O. 1716 Address /J% S A)AE0N Ko =3 »
Columbia, S.C. 29211-1549 Colimgh, 8¢ ;Wﬂs
phone: fax: phone: L
e-mail: her: e-mail: G434 LoVE Qﬁélé &P SUTH, /ﬂf‘f g
[ ] MOTION HEARING REQUESTED (attach written motion and complete SECTIONS [ and IIT)
[] FORM MOTION, NO HEARING REQUESTED (complete SECTIONS II and I1I)
[ 1 PROPOSED ORDER/CONSENT ORDER (complete SECTIONS II and III)
SECTION : Hearing Informationg Motjon for Disqualification
{ Nature of Motion: M "june 1 011 ORDER
Estimated Time Needed: Court Reporter Needed: [ ] YES / [ INO

SECTION H: Motion/Order Type
"] Written motion attached
] Form Motion/Order
[ hereby move for relief or

ion by the court as set forth in the attached proposed order.

06/00 /507 /
gnature-ef-Atterneyfor [ |Plaintiff / [X{Defendant / Date/ submitted

SECTION HI: Motion Fee
K] PAID - AMOUNT: _ $50.00
[J EXEMPT: [] Rule to Show Cause in Child or Spousal Support
(check reason)[_] Domestic Abuse or Abuse and Neglect
(] Indigent Status  [_] State Agency v. Indigent Party
O Sexually Violent Predator Act ] post-Conviction Relief
[[] Motion for Stay in Bankruptc
[C] Motion for Publication Motion for Execution (Rule 69, SCRCP)
(] Proposed order submitted at request of the court; or,
reduced to writing from motion made in open court per judge’s instructions
Name of Court Reporter:

[] Other:
JUDGE’S SECTION
[[] Motion Fee to be paid upon filing of the attached
order. JUDGE
[ other:
- CODE: Date:
CLERK’S VERIFICATION
Date Filed:
Collected by:

[CJ MOTION FEE COLLECTED:
[ ] CONTESTED - AMOUNT DUE:

SCCA/233 (11/03)



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF RICHLAND

) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) FOR THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
} Case No: 07-CP-40-3116  Pages 1 of 47 - Attachments -
) JURY DEMAND *(4) Pleadings filed
HENRY D. MCMASTER )
)
)

In his official capacity as the Joint! RESPONSE DEFENSES from CCG’S PRO SEQJefendants

SECURITIES COMMISSIONER FOR and x g

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) W agamstHepry McMasteretc.aI
Volunteered added Plaintiff/SCAG-Alan WILSON etc. al. ) (in his/or their individual Capacity) Involvmg—NEwsSCAG W@N' -

S.C.-Bank of America-intend to add as Pit-& Counter-Defendant) Continued CIVIL LAWSUIT— Publicly!! FILED onw 12, 2& £

)Pursuant w/SCRCP Rule 12(a)&13(a b,g,h) filed w/nﬁe day from.ifll/ll) ST
Plaintiff{s)/&added Counter-Defendants, } and filing: Matio f fro

vs. ) andfiling also: i ,

CAPITAL CONSORTIUM GROUP, LLC; Y*{As Joint! PRO SE’s are requesting court appomted Legaf&unse?}-

3 HEBREW BOYS, LLC; TONY POUGH )

a/k/a TONY BERNARD POUGH; TIM ) *Attachments shows neither pleadings arﬂed Fr%olousu ”\

MCQUEEN a/k/a TIMOTHY MCQUEEN; } **(STATE! Court Judge Barber lil’s Consent Order 9/26/07,

JOSEPH BRUNSON a/k/a JOSEPH B. )STATE Court James! Orders Nov, 21, 07& June 1, 11&PIlt Mt 1-23-08

BRUNSON; DANIEL DEVELOPMENT ) FCB'S Motion for Relief/10-9-07; Fed. Judge Seymour’s Order 11-15-07

GROUP, LLC; *S.C. FIRST CITIZEN BANK ) Receiver Ashmore’s LETTER Sept. 27, 2007; SCAG-Wilson’s notice 5-12-11

AND TRUST CO., INC./added-Counter-Defendant; ) Confirms! State & Federal Officials-CONSPIRED illegal as to

Defendants/Counter-Plaintiffs. } REMOVAL! of the PRQ 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 Genera! [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 INNJUNCTIONS 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!

[_tg “Currently” Pending! Matters on MAY 12, 2011, yet! filed in the STATE! COURT Case no: “07-CP-40-3116”, which
CONTRADICTS!/and shows R

Claims filed in the STATE COURT’s recent! “JUNE 1™, 2011” “ORDER"; 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-First Citizen Bank’s requested “Order Granting Motion to Seal”-11/21/2007-relating to the former!

presiding Judge, le “Ja HI's” si “CONSE| RDER to CEASE and DESIST”- dated 9/26,

As the following Research is reported as following:

! 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 Wﬁgamn
Plaintiff-McMaster - written in new! Civil no. 09-CP-40-44 ga issed by Pit McMaster’s own! [Under Cover]

hired Attorney John Mobley/pretending to be CCG’s hlred At_t! ﬂog am Q an allggg volun;eered DISMISSAL on 4-15-2010)* Asthe

former SCAG’s CRIMINAL Plaintiff-McMaster/who was also! the Security Commissioner/Civil Plaintiff - Henry D. McMaster who filed daims in
Both Case numbers 2007-GS-47-4 and 2007-CP-40-03116 — which!! those said CLAIMS were actually SETTLED! Since! SEPT. 26, 2007 & Ful
Relief since NOV. 26, 2007 — SIGNED!! with the names -then! JUDGE, James R. BARBER [{IH SCAG’S Asst. Attomey T. PARKIN HUNTER and CCG’s
Attorney HEMPHILL P. PRIDE II, Esq. —w 3 A A A R g ]
since 2007-involving ALL of CCG's Partnc:pants‘ - but! Records shows since! JAN 23, 9§ UP untif! in thls' YEAR 2011, §CAG—Asst. SCAG Am
“WARREN V. GANJEHSANI” - illegally/or otherwise - continued!! the said ALREADY!! SETTLED!/Full/*RESOLVED” CLAIMS! — given FULL RELIEF
by Replacement JUDGE G.C. JAMES on 11/26/2007- WHICH now! those SAME! Claims!! are RECENTLY! Been (illegally) CONTINUED/by the NEW
SCAG-Alan Wilson-also! alleging CCG’s SAME!N Civil and Criminal LAIMS! on 5/ 12/11, as! yet!! being “Currently!t” Pending in this matter.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS o4 Ay 7
At o 170

FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT : d”f{za
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) 07-CP-40-3116 Ly taens o 2
IS
HENRY D. McMASTER, ) Cpze?. -
In his official capacity as the ) 7/%2/”“”“
SECURITIES COMMISSIONER ) [ Sheie
FOR THE STATE OF SOUTH ) feng vy =
. fatin 9P TEEE LS
Plaintiff, ) f‘_}; - it
) z = ,«-?7 7%
vs ) ORDER oS F 2z
) T e 5
CAPITAL CONSORTIUM ) wE 5 02
GROUP, LLC; TONY POUGH afk/a) oz o, EH 7T
McQUEEN a/k/a TIMOTHY ) P 5 ~ %
McQUEEN; JOSEPH B. ) 2 F %
BRUNSON; DANIEL ) ‘MJZ{;‘
DEVELOPMENT GROUP, LLC; ) <7
FIRST CITIZENS BANK AND ) Py,
TRUST CO., INC. A s
) //Zi/wﬁ-rgj]z(/ 4
Defendants, g W
pes rmad
This matter was before the court on May 12, 2011 for hearing of certain motions. 2 ’”L"’b‘:‘
For the reasons set forth herein, all of the motions are denied. The Erimary mLio_Q to be 65;;,0
heard was a motion styled “Motion for Relief from Orders of Judge James Dated January C/M"‘/ “‘j

31, 2011 and December 13, 2010”.

R e

This motion was presented by forty individuals, all
—————T - -

e

e ==

of whom were given ample notice of the May 12 hearing date and time. This notice was
—_——

given by the court via United States mail deposited April 14, 2011 to the addresses

provided by the current movants. Unfortunately, however, only five of the forty
—_—T1 A = .

24 '
movants appeared for the hearing. Thosézmovams appea%ng were Shirley Byrd, Ineka
‘/’—-——-—\-——' - - - ———y

Dixon, Virginia Kirby, Inez Redfern, and Barbara Little. The instant ion was the very

e
LU s a e ettt

/
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y the January 13, 2011 order;)the current forty movants presemed‘their motiop. (Prior to
et

,__:____—\’.—wa'—%-

/ s
Esquxre and hxs predecessor counsel, Glenn Walters,

/

7 4/4%@, &M /,Z//LWZ£17~7 7’%— i_(;j vj:/’?: g@ 1'_’9,
e e e
N /

/.774/,5 T &
M 2 Pt /5’
Gpgig e Eﬁ’\-ﬁ e

Const. ok V.,
st appearance in this_case Appearmg for the plaintiff_was )

Warren V. Ganjehsam, Esquire, of the South Carolina Attorney

: Geneygal’s Office. Neo 7'/'16'71./3\.

felizy;
A history of the latest procedural events in this case is as follows: ' ~
; ———

"

This forfeiture action was dismis by order of the undersigned filed December , /45’1/
TN L & Y/
13, 2010. Subsequently, forty.-ﬂvegﬂ;;i_\x_zd/swho claimed to be constituents of the J& /%},(".
—— mam——— Lo
defendant Capital Consortium Group (CCG) presented motions styled as OBJECTION!, Vet
VAL-ENd ’
which the undersigned denied bv order dated and@ed January 31, 2011) [Of these fortv Ao

five mdxvxdualD nme had appeared through their(former counsela)John T. Mobley //‘-/

motion to intervene.

Esquire, as moving par ies in a C/Z;
this forfeiture & ,,,

M e
action has been rendered{redundantfand unnecessaryjin light of a federal forfeiturefaction %
R — % X Z

A S
The fumis //(’J’ Aerv
H g //

A Tud 2

Wh'lCh are the subject .f this actE).n/ af—ffirl_g held by a receiver ap_pointed by United /7%,_/

\’/ - /

States District Judge, the Honorable Margaret B. Seymour. After the undersigned issued C/C C///b(
 ompm—— _—

CLﬁ/—/ILC(

— {
the court received sixteen motions to disqualify fhe undersigned

from presidipg in this @and elght motions for continuances of the May 12 hearing.
A m————————————" ____________/

As noted in thls cpurt S

———
——ee

ecember 13, 201QYorder,

77
which is aimed at obtaining @re the same reliefSought in this state action.>

the May 12 hearing,

"t h (.(

(, ) «%( cq
( After the hear:xg\ but)before the issuance of this instant order ‘the court received several ;/gé(/, T ‘/Qf

more motions to disqualifyjfand motions to continue.) None of the five mdnvnduals@ 2 k((!f/"'
Y TP
@moved to dxsquahfy or to contjnue. ' AL e
AR F PP A

whether they

At the hearing, the courl mgmred @ 0(,‘—/»/._/) |
-/ o A / . ;

anted to presenfjany argument

forth in their motionS™» They all confirmed they did not.

7 /s
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s, &

V ' %/’mo -///{ﬁ/f/fj"/ df%

. ot
(ﬂ é/’/ czf//y\o &M [’47%2/; Z /ot FeloZigst

S TN /4/4/”/?
z l/ W’c’ Y Lt zepznA
. - S0 bACL,
the motions to disqualifyfand to continue. There is absolute]y N0 /i) poyng

//ﬁ(/a/
reason to gram either motion, and the court notes that the @15 are largely ?

ammatically, syntactically, and logically incomprehensible. At best, the motions are Co 77)/%"4""
Z > 2 iy, and logically g__ﬂ___,. 24
simply without merit, and at worst, the motions are gibberish and gobbledygook. The ’77&- rns

e ———

: ummarlly deny

is said for the Motion for R%lief, which was the primary reason for the scheduling /'4/ /lﬁaj/f

of the May 12 hearing. If the court were to use its imagination to attempt to conjure a

ground upon which the Motion for Relief was based, it could not do so. The five 4},,4,4_//2

Ve
movants who were present offered no argument, and the remaining thirty-five movants == 7

did not bother to appear for the hearing. /l/j’ sy

As all three motions are manifestly and absolutely without merit, they are A

7 od
DENIED.' L/“a

? /u,éA'
AND IT IS SO ORDERED. o

Vi %
/ 7#/(.!/ ,
i Jeagt
George C. Jamés, Jr. Cdido
Circuit Cou}Zidge 7,
Sumter, South Carolina

M
May 2?2011 CCG’

JN LAt Va4
7
' { 1 to the South Carolina Court of b/&/uk’:"/
Of course, the court makes no finding as to the timeliness of any appeal to the Sout Py
Appeals or the Supreme Court of South Carolina; however. the court is aware of case law addressing br‘?
successive motions for reconsideration insofar as timely appeals are concerned.



ATTACHMENTS — 28
2" half

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



! /,
i(‘(/mf ”4 %/Z'M %i’ﬂi,ff

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ™

S ot e e

S THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS g;‘;:j%; J

Lo/

: ; COUNTY OF RICHLAND Case 0. 20 7 GP 40-31 16
Henry D. McMaster lthS ofﬁmal capac1ty //Q;.{z,z_ L (- cff?i /f—én g / )
as Securities Commissioner for the State of )ff &-f 2 L5 5/M 744(/ 71 ;7;1,3 /
Plaintiff, I, 7 // A7 7'%22, ) Covn i’ &
VS {/‘?—fﬂ//fz/ / SR /ez’éﬂ"ﬂ/f'
. b 25 e, A/MIQWLQ(« ot %
Capital Consortium Group, Inc.; 3 Hebrew | 477 ' A & j 4
Boys, LLC; Tony Pough; Tim McQueen; ' j 0
Joseph Brunson; and First Citizens Bank [ 01% %/
and Trust Company, Inc., jW § %M 41 L/ Z -, /55/)7 e ; /(5(
Defendants. | @ Lo }Lﬁm W
et L 587
DMWWO Shoew:

MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM ORDER . FRAD -

G g gt L f'Le_ 4
This Court’s “Orggr Grantmg Plaintiff’s Motlon for Temgorary Injunction” was filed on A/ @2 ¢

June 25, 2007 (“Injunction Order”) thch enjomed 1rst CltlZCIlS Bank and Trust Company 7LZ€.

AL
(¢ FCB”).mter alia(“withdrawing, hqmdatmg,@or therwise hatho 5/ &

Cocert
@mmately $17 on 1n vanous accounts dunng the pendency of this action a"t; /’,L /L
. ‘ 064?16' |

except by funher order of the Court By the related “Injunction and RCCCIVCI'Shlp Order” ﬁled

= = = = — = = R/ls50!
July 16, 2007 (“Receiver Order”), tl_ns Court further ordered that a receiver should be appointed ~

to take control of various assets, including the funds on account with FCB. However, this Court

‘ (¢ recoive) 2007
designated or empo__,vgg_e_d a receiver F%B hereby m;}/es pursuant to Rule 60(b), )/
S.C.R.CP. for relief from the Injunction Order and Receiver Order e release of the /? / f/
[C =R a i 27

funds fon account/to the confrol of Beattie B. Ashmore, Esquire as a court appointed federal gL
r pore. s 1.5 ot oo

receiver for “WS” (as defined in Exhibit 1).

- a—




N A Shgreso STAVE Cotcnd Compptrs bt Sept
4 V4 A sH e /
s { /ziff %7{’5&/;455/;%274@%@9 Mﬂm

Attached as Exhibit 1 is the order from federal dis rict court for the District of South
AAA A A a

Carolina appointing Mr. Ashmore as the federal receiver for the Three Hebrew Boys i
P , Dapssin,.

(“Appointment Order”). Exhibit 2 is a supplemental order from the District Court authofizing gf;; o,
e ’

RIS

~

it
[N
~.

bnd control..' FCB desires to comply with his request{putfiskecking) /¢/z,
A el s =l on

A = rFéc
by thls motion an amendment to the Inj;‘nctlon Order and Receiver Order FCB ¢4 wg,q:,b
to comply with the turnover rggest. % # ?‘z - .2 ﬂffj

7;) ‘ 4 ' “g. sy,

A proposed order is included herewith. o4 ) -

. ' Aaa o
//0 / HAYNSWORTH SINKLER BOYD, P.A. / 7"‘011/_737,

-~ 5¢ee 7] 08¢; . e

%f' F&ﬁ 5 W wa By: SM% /7 El/
W M STREE i/ / Stanley H.(McGuffin &af/ .
T pmss - _ WA S A, 1201 Main Street, 22nd Floor (26261 - 545
l o SIRLE W Post Office Box 11889 (29211-1889) Ldjusy a
[ AT / 5. w /, 21/, Columbia, South Carolina Ro ,544
/Lw“ / 97 (803) 7793080 M fom p,

14 %
//M_ﬂ /,(/1/ 4/  Attorneys for First Citizens Bank and Trust /gzgﬁz
. Company 7

2/

October 9, 2007 Aou)

7 /" ; l%
/ Fodey
This e O 40 Len E&WK Mo frm aﬁ:/v;
k7 foy ;Zjﬁ plebLh 4, 2:;7#/% Mo 8- Smous
| Ao /45 e

5 - ;‘Aﬂf the W” Dtet

547/%5‘; y DL HM ﬂMﬂ// J A[/ﬁ,ﬁé,,,;/// ) 4/0i7
! Hsd ! G /””7 5-20074 9 /é’fz"” $h o5 Gmcd
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/ﬂ/z,%—( ﬂj %0 Z , /’;200 7 JI/‘/V
H &M Gz e s 2 (;Q;,La—é’z/f@ Zl&ﬂ &, e
C(mj’bl/i STATE OF SOUTH C/Z{OfLHgA $ g\l THE COURT CF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF RICHLAND Case No. 2007- cmc@/ e sosc
K j/ﬂ//a Cﬂém/ijWz/cwn ¢ 7 néwf ' W

Henry D. McMaster, in his official capacity | (¢ o] /A,/‘
as Securities Commissioner for the State of

SC, ez o Lu
| Cﬂw'/dé)a
Plaintiff, £ 7/6( Aé (/?/
Derganedoris e
Capital Copsortium Group, Inc.; /j [47',56 —

Boys, LLC;)Tony Pough; Tim McQueen;
Joseph Brunson; and First Citizens Bank W / /%
e vi4 5/..:
and Trust Company, Inc., .

, gl ‘

Injunction”, said order being filed June 25, 2007 (“Injuncnon Order”). The Injunction Order C/llf)"’t

— L
mter alia, First Citizens Bank and Trust Company (“FCB”)(from)allowing @}K ‘Dﬂ ‘}‘
)/ : A [' 7 Z RACTI/E

access|to or releasing approx1mate1y $17 million dollars{that was originally)in varlous(account/ \L

raaine GEF it
@ Capital Consortium Group, Inc. and 3w or(its s

maintained
principals.) The\Injunction Order S mves%nent cntena&or the funds that were to be ?M ¢d

AP !

followed by FCB pending furt.her order of this Court. %In]unct ion and ReceivershipYOrder ) /—Cb
g) v . .
@ uly 16, 2007/ (“Receiver Order”) that i C

)OI'

i He ﬁ
state court) recexve vappointedfto takc control of these funds but to is Court has not amed );(7 a“
FCB now seeks amendments @ B‘ 7},
/2(‘%/ [lyw

I D)
%ﬁp [/W/ [t Tpudae D 74%&4 o giﬁf’ /7
st Whiets [ glec o0 11/24/200 7-J1edlge Jornts - 210 75 e
Q [4—/71// A(%ZL/(;/L{,@4/Z&, W %LM #/ , (e 7{
M (y%muﬁ/ COC = ~

p ,,ZL—VLA/M P~y
%E%szf?:w/dwﬁmdd@@ 10-4-J]
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S A T iy 7 spe S
SR 7’/;4//, LK. ,/ so
| 2 ooy e ~ECT T %W ey %72?4‘1

Z f &, .
V&}th certamthe United States District Court for the District of Sou &L:/Z’é
Carolina {hich relat to control(©f the mone bgr_lg maintained by I:‘g]i , ( Dﬁi‘i‘%"jcﬂ.
Based upon docents presented in SUPEE of the m/otgn it appears that by Order un‘cﬁr EZ’QJ
% _Sf'fl fﬁi September 5 2007; the United St States District Court for the Drstnct of South Carolina ;;f{:i

&« oM oty
as a federal recerver to take possess1oncontrol of e Ry

( Subsequent)to the filing of the Motion, Caprtal Consortium Group a/k/a Three Hebrew

i

Boys a bankruptcy petition)in_the\United States Bankrup tcy Court)for the

74
District of South Carolina. On October 11, 2007, this ducted a telephonic hearing @ /

. i & £ ¥
%// telephonic hear , the Unrted States Drstrrct Court by Order of the Honorabl argaret
QZ ﬁ % (
Seymour/dated(October 12, 2007 wrthdrew the reference of the bankruptc case from the United =

S'ka?/ a/ States Bankruptcy Court for the.District of South Carolinafpursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 157(d).\
___—________——_’———h

“"‘" © £
\ & 4’ Court concluded -bnd mform‘eﬁ the parties by electronic transmissionfon October 16, 2007) tha at it

,4" SR L
l ]’ W/‘) was authorrzrng tbe immediate transfer fof the funds eld by FCB pursuant to the prior orders@

—

A 3\'\‘}& 1. The Order Granting Plaintiff’s Motion for Temporary Iniunctionfﬁled June 25, )
w/%’ { I\; Q A - — .
0

! , © £ ¥ _
is vacated finsofar as it{enjoins FCB\from allowing access to{or releasing
A =_— == = P
€ S @ by the orde\\ Further @15 specrﬁcally authonzed‘\to

compi); with the(Appointment Ord‘taand surrender control and possession of

rF T




the frozen funds(to Mr. Ashmorelfas of October 16, 2007, IrCR .plowde

2. The Injunctlon and Receivership Order ﬁled July 16, 2007,(shall otherwise
and T

3. Pursuant to the terms of the Appomtment Order, the Clerk of Court is directed
— —_ = = - = —
to maintain this Order(as part of the sealed(record on the Motion.
g5 - A S ———
AND IT IS SO ORDERED |
A\
% ] 1@4{3 C. James
,S.C.
o4
ll/ &° , 2007

| Cohumbia-057834v-6 3
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )} IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS ?é/’/*’f / £ / (7' ¢z‘ga(
) . FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT S FALECCpole
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) C.A. No. 07-CP-40-3116 ) " dira Stre ot
7
Henry D. McMaster, in his official capacity ) aele Ly 547 L—‘é’
as the Securities Commissioner for the State ) A2 0 7 - ‘l//’«(/(/z/
of Scuth Carolia, 1 c(;, i 074/{? A
Plaintiff, ) ﬂ/M&JJW
) kf/
-vs- 3
) 57,/?2% ,L/
Capital Consortimn Group, LLC; 3 Hebrew )} ,,/
Boys, LLC; Tony Pough a/k/a Tony Bernard )
Pough; Tim McQueen a/k/a Timothy )
McQueen; Joseph Brunsen a/k/a Joseph B. )} 54‘ %ﬂ ’Zp:(
Brunson; Daniel Development Group, LLG; ) é/ %l( 74 f'&
and First Citizens Bank and Trust Co., inc., )
: ) § ”/[ﬁtﬁv
Defendants. ) /4 7f 4;5//':( ¥
) 1,
D) 4//47/ A
_ T he Ypbr
ORDER OF DISMISSAL .
700
- _ s
WHEREAS, iilaintit‘f has alleged in this case (“Sta'te Action™ that Defendanis Tony Pough 7 5/;
a/l/a Tony Bernard Pouagh ("Pough™); Tim McQueen a/k/a Trmothy McQueen ("McQueen™); Joseph / 22/
" 3.
Brunson a‘k/a Joseph B. Brunson ("Brunson®); Cﬂlt&l Consortium Group, LLC; 3 Hebrew Boys, J0 / p-i1LH 7
LLC; and Dame] Development Group, LLC operated an uniawful invesiment scheme (“Sc}}eme“) L
‘rom which they accumulated several million dollars’ worth of cash and other asscts (coliectively, R je "Z//;
AN | A7 Fedeu il
Assets™); and : -+ %‘
> > ’ (‘/f-tm; .
/"\ WHEREAS \this Court previousiy|issued; vﬁ tempO’ary m,unctmn orders ("O/Eders } b ﬂ/&/—— s
£eZin ncA ding a tment of a receiver and nomnchndam P M
{ fcangfe s pending sppoinmes o rcsver snd efiing Dedans Pough MoQueen, Uiy,
and Brun_son \co!iectwc.y, "Defendants”) from taking any action with respect to the Assets; and & 7 2
e D it e

Order Granting Plamzﬂ’v Motion jor Temporary Infunction (filed hunc 15, 2007), Order Expanding the 5 %x /71.4’/ -

A ST A T Uae

ﬁ,ée/ -~ R/ s
0 5&{35772&%@

A PO(O -
V—Lf// /z/k,//«&hg/ d



WHEREAS, the Court has taken judicial notice’ of a federal criminal case’ ("Federai
—_— e
Action") against Defendants Brunson, Pough, and McQueen for numerous violations of the law
stemming from their aforementioned activities, inclﬁding *execut{ing] a scheme and artifice to

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

representations, and promises™; and

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

{58) counts in the Federal Action on November 20, 2009, and they are currenily scheduled to be
sentenced on December 14, 2010; and

WHEREAS, the jury in the Federal Action returned a Special Verdict for Forfeiture of

Property® totaling eighty-two million dollars ($82,000,000) against Défendants on November 20,
/ S T

—
-2009, and the United States District Court for the District of South Carolina ("District Court™

entered a judgment against Defendants in this amount on{ February 23, 20107;

A

I

e Sk s/, Lyl L Lo edrﬁz'
Temporary Injunciion & Appoinument of a Receiver {filed July 16, 2607), and flr(dez_ Granting a Temporary Infunctio o s pon e 14 uy/)
against Daniel De;-egtmrnenl Giroup, 22(; (filed September 13, 2007). o . / 4 &9, P /
ﬁ L ;,77, 22 CRSE Lo LT desn 90 56.4/1,41//— b lici et 1L F: Ca.
: Sec Matler of Clarkson, 271 S.C. 5,244 S E2d 5 ;g"g197§> (acknowledging judicial notice taken of federal court — =
indictments and contempt citation}. A M 4 ot Mo
s . . ce vy . - . R é (Z/lA ”j" .
United States v. Brunson, ¢t al., Case No. 3:08-cr-615 (U.S. District Court, District of Sosth Carolina). *
AL eActes
: Suparseding Indictiment et p.1, § 1 {Count 1}, attached as Exhibit "A® y /%é/dy_fé
j o Al AT
s Verdict forn attached as Exhibit "B." Qlaer ’f;
) L‘,.,,‘/-’ﬁgM
& Atached as Exhibit "C.* : /2 ae f % 1{/ "z .
. o . Tle et !r/
: Judgment and Preliminary Order of Forfeiture as to Defendants Brunson, McQueen ard Pough astached as / e
Exhibit "D.” A ,(-———'/“—'—’"
% T4 ///&l sz _
Cuse-..

fat EA5
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e pem———

WHEREAS, the District Court has directed the Receiver to "assuane all duties necessary to

seize, manage and liguidatc the Defondants' [A]ssets™; and

WHEREAS, the disposition of the Federal Action renders maintaining the State Action

5 /“}/m ;/
Y/ A

largely redundant, i sofi;/ as (1) Defendants face a tengthy period of incarceration amK_are no longer \; 5 M Ly /7,

operating thei;dSChex!;e; (2) the enormity of the $82,000,000 judgment against Def

2

T ———

e

endants makes it —f/Z@ 571 Wf

Cocrnd Serie

W egpedt by

unlikely that it will ever be satisfied and casts considerable doubt on whether Plaintiff wouid be gole W 24 240
/} 2 trr. A oo 35 5 e ; S /

to collect on any additional judgment(s) or penalties obtained against Defendants in the State
e _—

o/ .
and (3) the Receiver will retain possession of the Assets and ultimately liquidate them under the 5 7L % - &‘M

District Court's supervision irrespective of the 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 aforementioned circumstances;
THEREFORE, it is ORDERED that this action is dismissed.

AND T IS SO ORDERED.

T gt
ABes b 1L

Sas SEe~ G
S Ae F-85/ccn’ s
/j%f ZMM&, A ero
Mo, Z:j’:;m

At 57 20 2007

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

x . 2010
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