WHALEY’S REPLY TO BOA’S “RETURN” TO
WRIT OF CERTIORARI

PART 9
ATTACHMENTS-15

BOA'S PROVIDED RULES SCACR Rule 210(c) and SCRCP Rule 10(c)
BOA'S PRODUCED DOCUMENTS in LOWER TRIAL COURT on MAY 8, 2012
OPEN COURT HEARING

DUETOB St ,USINESS , ev -PQ AITED CCGC¢ stituent's MONIES

IN BANK OF AMERICA RESULTED in BOA tumed CCG Constituents! MONIES

(including WHALEY’S MONIES) over fo the DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE - BUT! NOT!
UNTIL in the YEAR! 2011
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The Plainif® HE ¢ David jathmiel F (herecster, the “PIEntifis). ‘ot oL
The Plzintiffs, Wendell Freaman and David Jaibniel Freeman (heresfier, the “Plainhifis’

—— = - - ——rn f'_z_.p;&.
zppear w0 allzge 2 denial of rights ang privilages sefured 1o persens claiming “ra ationality” in the 5_5;4,,7

ecticr 1503. Pursuant t¢ the provisions of 22 ?é,,sz

Diswict Court. P e
Since tke Plaiatifs are ;:mc se litigants, their plzedings are accorded liberzi constraction.

Euches v. Rows, 430 1.8, 5 {1988} {(p=r curiam); Egielle v, Gamble, 425 US.97 ('59;76}; Haines

v Remzr, 304 U.S. 319 ¢(1972); Loz v, Anmisizad. 533 7. 24 1288 (42 Cir. 1978); Gorégm v,

1978). Nevertheless, even undar this less siingen? standare, pro se

pleadings are sifl subject to summary dismissal if they fail tomeez e requirements &or

The Complzint in this action is virtually uminsiligible, consisting of five fypewritien
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It is recommended that this action be diomissed withous issuance ar service of process

pon the Defendants. The Plaintifis’ attention s directed to the notice on the next page. j ,y;f
Respectfully Submitted, a6/
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THEREFORE, by consent of the undersigned counsel fer the sbovs-named pariies, 5;4245 )
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“TRACY A. MEYERS

HENRY D, MCMASTER

JOHN MCENTOSH
Chied Depnly Attomey General

T. PARXKIN HUNTER

Dost Offce Box 11345
Columiia, South Carolina 29211-1549
Telenticae: {303) 734-3680
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AFFIDAVIT OF Thedford A. Rowser-Bey/aka/ Pagesiof3
LEGAL RESEARCHER/CONSULTANT

Personally appeared before me, Thedford A. Rowser/aka/Bey, who, being duly sworn,
states that:

i i am over the age of 18 and of sound mind. i have never been convicted of ANY felony or crime,
angd { am aiso FAMILIAR with the BUSIMESS RECORDS that DefendantS and PiaintifiS maintains and Understand
fow to Read and PRODUCED the DOCUMENTED EVIDENCE that supports ALL FACTS hérein confirms alf claims to
be true and coirect, 2nd shows that | am competent to give this Affidavit.

2. i am the owner/and founder of the Research LICENSED' business “4#001531”, titled as being the
“Qifice of lustice & Trust” “LICENSE FOR 541199 ALL other LEGAL Se” which doss Legal Research from the State of
Alabamz regarding Gl OBAL issues; 2 which is Recognized by the Mational Association of Professional Women/ska/NAPW —~
who's alse recognized by 5.5 CONGRESS, asi, Ms. Thedford A. Rowser-Hail-Bey has been efected 2s being the VIF WOMAN of
the YEAR 2012 to 2013, sponsored by Ms./Attomney Star Jones and {former wife of Mr. Donaid Trump) Ms. vanha Trump. 3

3. i, am pwnerfand founder of 2 Legal Research LICENSED business for over 10 years, that examine

Al BUSINESSES RECORDS, and Personal mailed RECORDs from individuals (2ll over the United Statesfand

GLOBALLY], { am familiar with the businesses and personal records which Pizintffs and the saic named Defendants
have attached regarding Plaintiffs signed Complaint and/or with the documents atiached with both Defendants
written “RAOTIONs TO DISMISS” {and the doouments attachad with Defendants AFFIDAVITS) ali FILED in this said above TViL
case number 2011-CP-21-03413. As{ base this Affidavit upon my REVIEW of those BUSINESSES and their RECORDS/or personal
filzg Recordsfand/or the attached RECGRDS, and upon my OWN PERSONAL KMOWILEDGE with said records.
DEFENDANT BOA ADMITSI TO REPRESENTING
PlaintiffS” PAYEE and PlaintiffS’ PAYEE's Customers since and before YEAR 2007

=T 4, i am knowledgeabie also by reviewing the said Federal Court’s TRANSCRIPT dated
November 18, 2008, regarding Defendant BOA’S {28} YEARS Employes, Mr. Dezarn, who ADMITS BOA
is the “REPRESENTATIVE” for Plaintii{S’ named PAYEE, and PlaintiffS’ named PAVYEE's CUSTOMERS,

who are the “RemitterS” named on PlaintiffS Cashier’s Checks -made out to their PAYEE -

“Capitat Consortivm Groug”™/"BRUNSON OUTREACH” {See Trans. pg 92}, Oefendant BOA Admits Representation with
PlaintifiS Payee and its-“LOCKBoX is a SERVICE...provided CUST! OMERS that provides Efficient and FAST PROCESSING of CHECKS
pavable! tol themi . and...3 LOCKROX work...{as)...a PO BOX SET! ¢m TOR! the CUSTORMER! where! THEIRY CUSTOMERSH
WOULD BAANL CHECKSI $ol that! PO BOX! a REPRESENTATIVEY FROM) the BANKI {of AMERICA) WOULD GO PiCKi
UP! thesell CHECKS! ANDY TAKE! THERN! BACK! and PROCESSH the ITEMSH {/aka/are the PlaintifiS! CHECKS} and
THEMI {BOA} CREDTY! ¢o the ACCOUNTH thot! the (BOA's) CUSTOMER! (Plaintiffs’ named PAYEE)} CHOOSES.™; Asthe
belpw RECORDS shows BOA ADMITS PlaintiffS named PAYEE CCG NEVER! Received PlaintiffS Cashier CheckS/monies.

ticense Business for aver 10 years . See sttached LICENSED BUSINESS document, expiration 12/31/2012.

As the Offica of justice and Trust LLC s also Incorporated with the State of Alabama, confirmed by the “Alabama BUSINESS PRIVILEGE Tax
fetim and ANNUAL REPORT” witich c2n ke pull by any website regarding public information.

* See attached Ackncwiedged Lotter from NAPW, shows Ms. Thedford A. Bowsar-HALL-Bey ~ VIP for YEAR 20122013, sponscred by
Attomey/akafids. Star jones, and Ms. ivanha Trump, as being a Recognized as 3 Reiiable Persen, and Business.

[



#3% g, | am ¥nowledgeable of the undisputed 2ttached documentation from the STATE and Federai
Court's {Partial} TRANSCRIPTS of the dates MAY 31, 2007, and NOVEMBER 10, 2005 filed by PlaintiffS in this seid
case matter, and the document of the U.5. FEDERAL District Court “Order” dated OCTCBER 10, 2608 filed by the
seid DEFENDANT BOA/with the Federal Court's TRAMNSCRIPT dated 11/i0/2009 shows! THAT IT REPRESENTIH
PizintiifS’ Cashier Checks’ named PAYEE/Customer/Capital Consortium Group, as well as REPRESENT Plaintifly
named PAYEE/Capital Consoriium Group’s CUSTOMERS ~ which are ALL the PLAINTIFES,

5. i am knowledgaable that sccording to the attached Federal and STATE! Court TRANSCRIPTS with
the dates MAY 31, 2007 and NOVERMBER 108, 2009, shows that Defendant BOA CLOSED!! all of PlaintiffS named
PAYEE/Capital Consortium Group/BRUMNSON CUTREACH s ACCGUNT{s), since MARCH 2007, slthough the
attached documents dated November 25, 20608 *{See attachments PART 6 of 7}, titied as an “Order” shows that
Defandant BOA continued “.. o have FUNDS CONVERTED from TXPIRED UNNEGCOTIATED Bank of America

CASHIER'S CHECKS purchasad bv and issuéd by Companies and INDIVIDUALS...” whom the U.S. District Federal
Court JUDGE MARGARET 8. SEYMOUR, and the said RECEIVER —BEATTIE B. ASHMORE, AGREED 1o continue! doing

BUSIMESS with Defendant BOA involving PlaintiffS Paye=s/Capital Consoriium Group’s CLOSED ACCOUNT(s), “..to
have Bank of America RETURN FUNDS USED by 3HB (3 HEBREW BOVS)...cnd...to have the RECEIVER's COUNSEL

H/RITE CERTIFIED LETTERS to the PAYTES ADVISING as to VOID, UAIMEGOTIABIE ...CHECKS in QUESTICN...”,

INVOLVING Defendant BOA who PARTICIPATED “UNDER SEAL” fin SECRECY! with Federal Officials ludge Marzaret
8. Seymour and Federal Receiver-Beattie 8. Ashmore, in the Scuth Carclina's US. Faderai Court GVIL Case no.

“3:07-MC-00135-MBS” COMBINED with the Fedaral Court’s CRIMINAL CASE NO. “CR. No. 3:08-615-MBS" *#{See

2ttached Attachments 6 of 7} — with 8OTH {the said CRIMINAL and CiVIL] coses koord in the said Federal Court up
uniif the date DECERIBER 10, 2030, heard ONLY by Federal ludge Margaret 8. Seymour presiding as JUDGE. in
reference the DEFENDANT BOA4’s Motion to Dismiss attached FXHIBIT A, of the federal "ORDER” dated OLTOBER
16, 2008 — which is in reference to the APPOINTMENT of the RECEIVER ~BEATTIE 8. ASHMORE regarding the DATE

“SEPTEMBER 5, 2007°...placed “UNDER SEAL"/in SECRECY regarding the Receiver’s Order, guoted to get -

“ . PERBAISSION...” from Defendant EOA in the year 2008 “...TO HAVE FUNDS CONVERTED IREDY,
UNNEGOTIATED! Bank of America CASHIER'S CHECKS PURCHASED by and ISSUED to COMPANIES and!
INDVIDUALSL.. BACK into...their raspective accountS!.. which the Receiver has CONTROL.. Authority is set forth
in this COURT'S Superseding ORDER of QCTOBER 10. 2608...and I CONSIDERATION OF BANK of ARERICA
TURNING the FUNDS OVER! TO! the RECTIVER...COURT Will PROVIDE...PROTECTION..f CLAIMS TO THE
CHECKS ARE MADE by ANY LEGITIMATE HOIDER..”.

Defendarnt BOA’s AFFIDAVIT Feb. 9, 2012 - SHOWS THE ACTS OF CONSPIRED FRAUD by FIRST CITIZENS BARK
7. i am knowdedgeabie by the attached Copied Cashier CheckS, that Plaintiff Roselia McClary PURCHASED on
MARCH 39. 2007 from! DEFENDANTI First Citizen Bank certzin TWO/(2) Cashier’s CheckS {numberS 4073387 and!

4879356} in the amount...PAYABLE to CAPITAL CONSCRTIUM GROUP.

8 { am knowiedgeable by examining Defendant FIRST CITIZENS BANK and TRUST Inc.'s “Senior FRAUD



.

IBVESTIGATOR and Interim LOSS Prevention/FRAUD INVESTIGATIONS Manager..” Stephen Heame's Affidavit
ADMITS on the date February 24, 2612, that ON APRIL 25, 2007, the CHECK {rumber 4079367) was DEPOSITED to

{ACCOUNT NG.: J0C0GKXESH1) the account with FIRST CITIZENS, which iS AN ACCGUAIT in the MAME of
“DANIEL DEVEIGPMENT., ULC  CCG ACCOUNT ‘CCG Account.
3. i am knowledgeabie that Defendant BOA's Affidavit of Stephen Hearne, ADMITTED that “Plaintiff Rosells

sicClary...” provided . CASHIER CHECK NO.: 4079367..15 A TRUE and ACCURATE COPY of the CHECK that is!
attachedl to Plaintiis’ COMPLAINT as an EXHIBR is incorporated herein by raference with Plaintiffs’ filed
COMPLAINT, 2nd Defendant First Citizens Bank's provided ANSWER on “lanuary 17, 20127,

=== 10, 1 am knowledgeabie that Defendant FCB's Affidavit of STEPHEN HEARNE’s approved as @
Accurate Copy of Plaintiff McGary's COMPLAINT having the 3ttached copy of FCB's Cashier’s Check number
4079367 provided by Defendant FC8 —who says FCB'S ACCOUNT NUMBER 00000850 1is Plaintiffs’

PAYEE/CLG s Account - NAME of Daniel Development, 1€, with First Citizens Bank in which Plaintiffs’ said Cashier

Checks/or monies were DEPOSITED. *{See Attachments PART 2 of 7 — FCB's Account Profile & Signature Card FORMY}

*EFE i0ak: {am knowledzeable that after reviewing the BACK of Plaintiff McClary’s Cashier Check no.

4079367, it DOES NGT SHOW FCB's Accountt no. xocooxB501, nor the NAME of Daniel Development,

LECs/CCG Account, afthough at the BOTTOM of Defendant BOA's copied Cashier Check no. 4079367 provided to

Piaintiff McClary DOES SHOW Defendant FC8’s Bank “ACCOUNT NUMBER 98013849807 , which shows
that Plaintiff MeClary's Cashier Check/or monies WERE NEVER DEPQOSITED in Defendant BOA’s accounts
of NONE the PlaintiffS named PAYEE CCG/Brunson OUTREACH.

i &9 i am knowledgeable by the attached copy of Plaintff McClary’s COPY of FCB’s SOLD Cashler
Check no. 4079357 having the “POSTING date” APRIL 25, 2007, iocated at the BOTTOM of Plaintiif McCGary’s
COPIED Cashier Checks nio. 4079367, but! with 3 DIFFEERENT! “ACCOUNT NMURIBER 9801994830”, but
with SAME FCB’s Lashier’s Checking “Serial Nummber 40793677, “Sequence Number C03030060414846", “TYPE
Debit”, “Status Posted”... in which SHOWS Plaintiff Mcliary’s said MONEY WAS NEVERI DEPGSITED, in the FIRST
CITIZENS BANK ACCOUNT number omoo830 1 /of Plaintifs McCiary's Only named PAYEE Account with FCB; °

Further Affiant Sayeth Not 7 %/ 7 E ;.
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The Defendant B04"s 35cve admitied reference to Plaintiffs Cempizint “§ 6 n2”, shows Defendant BOA has ALREADY! ADMITIED that AlL
of the “REMITTERS” who sent thejr Seshisr Cihiadks into the s2ig PAYEE/"Capital Consortium Group”funder "BRUNSON GUTREACH”

31 REPRESENIED! 5y the Defendant RANK OF AMERILA, since, before, and after the year 2807; and Defendant BOA admits that
#REUED UPOM: the LHIFRES COMGIERICAL UODE OF LAWS, as well as ralied upen Defendant BOA'S own signed “DEPOSIT AGREEMENT and
DHSCLOSURES? zages b & 32 under “TRANSTERRING GWHNERSHIP® and “FREEZING’ YOUR ACCOUNT™; which the Uniform Commerciai Code of
tews shows must be upheld with & Lustamars/and of non-Custemers zccerding o Defendant SOA’s ATTACHED document dated 11725720087,




