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THE COURT I M JUDGE BEN CULBERTSON IfM A

RESIDENT JUDGE OF THE FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT "THISE

vVCASE WAS SCHEDULED TO COMMENCE TODAY IN FRONT OF JUDGE
fSCOTTINGHAM HOWEVER SINCE JUDGE - COTTINGHAM IS ILL I
I_UNDERSTAND HE HAS BEEN GOING THROUGH SOME CHEMOTHERAPY '
I7TREATMENT OR SOMETHING OF. THAT NATURE 1 HAVE ASSUMED AS A"'
TRESIDENT JUDGE DESIGNATED THIS SPECIAL TERM OF GENERAL |
SESSIONS COURT TO DEAL WITH THESE INDICTMENTS IN JUDGE

; COTTINGHAM S STEAD I THINK I AM AUTHORIZED TO DO THAT AS |

A RESIDENT JUDGE OF THE 15TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

ALL RIGHT WHAT IS BEFORE THE COURT IS THE CASE

OF THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA V ROBERT STEVE JOLLY

DOCKET NUMBER 2009 GS- 26 1786 CHARGING MR JOLLY WITH THE

:UNAUTHORIZED PRACTICE OF LAW AUTHORIZED DOCKET NUMBERS
‘2009 GS-26- 2946 2947 2948, 2949 AND 2950 EACH OF
fCHARGING MR JOLLY WITH OBTAINING PROPERTY BY FALSE
PRETENSES THE-MATTER IS BEFORE THE COURT'TODAY FOR'TRIAL,;.
YPRESENT AT THE CALL OF THE CASE W ALLEN MYRICK FROM THE -
YSOUTH CAROLINA ATTORNEY GENERAL S OFFICE PROSECUTING ON J:;I

BEHALF OF THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA WESLEY LOCKLAIR LAW

FIRM OF LOCKLAIR AND LOCKLAIR AS ATTORNEY FOR THE

.DEFENDANT MR JOLLY IS ALSO PRESENT AND IN THE COURTROOM

YANYTHING PRELIMINARY BEFORE WE BRING THE JURY IN FOR JURY 5

SELECTIONS?

MR. LOCKLAIR: THE DEFENSE HAS SOME MOTIONS,
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.AGENT RALPH KEY OF THE UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE THEYI"

WILL NOT BE HERE UNTIL THEY TESTIFY. SO I DON T- THINK YOU

fNEED TO SEQUESTER SOMEONE ‘WHO’ S IN ANOTHER TOWN

MR. LOCKLAIR: T GUESS THAT RESOLVES THOSE TWO -

THEN, YOUR HONOR.

/ MR. MYRICK: fGREAT THAT'S' IT YOUR HONOR
“THE COURT: SO THERE s NOT AN’ ISSUE e

' MR”LOCKLAIR- , THERE WON" T BE. AN ISSUE NOW

lVTHERE 'WON' T BE AN ISSUE ON SEQUESTRATION I WITHDRAW THAT :

'MOTION

THE COURT: AL RIGHT. THE MOEioNfToféEQﬁééiéR”*i'
WITNESSES ‘IS WITHDRAWN. | | R ’

MR. LOCKLAIR | YOUR HONOR, OUR. NEXT MOTION. IS A |
MOTION FOR A SEVERANCE THERE ARE SEVERAL' DIFFERENT

VICTIMS IN THIS CASE AS YOUR HONOR KNOWS THAT FOR

’OFFENSES TO BE CONSIDERED THE SAME GENERAL NATURE BEING

ITRIED TOGETHER THEY NEED TO BE INTERCONNECTED BUT THESE

WHILE THE SAME NATURE DO NOT ARISE OUT OF A SINGLE CHAIN

YOF CIRCUMSTANCES AND THEY RE NOT PROVABLE BY THE SAME '

EVIDENCE 'EACH OF THE INDICTMENTS OTHER THAN THE

'UNAUTHORIZED PRACTICE OF LAW IS GOING TO HAVE TO BE PROVED
BY SEPARATE EVIDENCE, SEPARATE_PARTIESVAND.SEPARATE_EVENTS.

WHILE THE CRIMES, THE ALLEGED CRIMES, ARE THE SAME GENERAL- .

NATURE, ‘THE OFFENSES ARE NOT CONNECTED.. THEY DON’T. ARISE

_OUT OF EVEN THE SAME CIRCUMSTANCES, THEY’'RE NOT GOING TO BE
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PROVED BY THE SAME EVIDENCE AND WOULD PREJUDICE THE -
DEFENDANT TO HAVE. THEM ALL TRIED ‘ALL. AT ONCE BECAUSE THE
JURY WILL.BE HEARING MULTIPLE MULTIPLE COUNTS OF SOMETHING'
BEING ALLEGED AND NOT BEING ABLE TO CONSIDER EACH ONE ON
1T s OWN MERITS  THERE' s OBVIOUSLY SOME CASE LAW OUT
THERE, STATE v. RICE 368 S c. 610 WHICH SPECIFICALLY
SAYS '"OEFENSES THAT ARE THE SAME NATURE BUT WHICH Do NOT
ARISE OUT OF A SINGLE CHAIN OF CIRCUMSTANCES AND ARE NOT
PROVABLE BY THE SAME EVIDENCE MAY NOT PROPERLY BE. TRIED |
TOGETHER "” THAT" S A 2006 COURT OF APPEALS CASE AND THAT
CASE GOES oN TO GIVE OTHER THINGS WHICH I JUST TALKED |
ABOUT ABOUT IT BEING A SINGLE CHAIN OF CIRCUMSTANCES SAMEI:I

EVIDENCE AND NO REAL RIGHT OF THE DEFENDANT BEING

THE ONLY ONE THAT APPLIES HERE THE OTHER THREE ARISING
OUT OF A SINGLE CHAIN OF CIRCUMSTANCES DOES NOT APPLY
PROVED BY THE SAME EVIDENCE DOES NOT APPLY AND NO REAL
RIGHT OF THE DEFENDANT WILL BE JEOPARDIZED BY TRYING THEMV
TOGETHER DOES NOT APPLY BECAUSE HE WOULD BE PREJUDICED IN
OUR OPINIONu' WE’ D ASK THE COURT TO SEVER THESE COUNTS AND

HAVE THEM TRIED SEPARATELY

s~

'xTHEuCOURT, ALL RIGHT MR MYRICK'D
MR :MYRICK YOUR HONOR STATE V TUCKER SAID

324 SC 155, "WHERE CHARGES ARISE OUT OF A SINGLE CHAIN OF

JEOPARDIZED BY TRYING THEM TOGETHER WE FEEL THE SAME FOURf |

FACTORS STATE V. RICE PUTS OUT THE SAME GENERAL NATURE IS ff;f
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'.CIRCUMSTANCES _ARE PROVEN BY THE SAME EVIDENCE OR ARE OF _

'THE SAME GENERAL NATURE THEY RE PROPERLY TRIED TOGETHER "'

I’M GOING ‘TO TRY AND PUT A COUPLE OF THINGS ON THE RECORD f

WITHOUT AROUSING THE IRE OF "‘MR. LOCKLAIR THE JURY IS NOT ;

SPRESENT AND I DON'T THINK IT WOULD BE PREJUDICE TO THE

'7DEFENDANT

THE DEFENDANT SET UP A BUSINESS DOYLE AND

';ASSOCIATES : HIS BUSINESS WAS FILING DEEDS IN THE
iCOURTHOUSE AND TAKING PEOPLE S MONEY “THE UPL COUNT GOES
FROM NOVEMBER l 2007 THROUGH MARCH 11 2009 -DURING THIS”'*
:ATIME PERIOD EVERYONE OF THESE PEOPLE WENT IN AND SIGNED
'THEIR NAMES TO PROMISSORY NOTES SIGNED DEEDS AND PAID HIM
ETHEIR MONEY . WHEN WE CALL THIS UPL COUNT WHICH IS 1786

fEACH OF THESE FOLKS IS GOING TO TESTIFY WELL ONE OF THE

SPOUSES IS GOING TO TESTIFY DURING THE COURSE OF THEIR

TESTIMONY WHAT THEY LL SAY IS WHAT WE EXPECT THEY LL SAY f}fj;

:IS THAT "I GAVE HIM MY MONEY AND SIGNED OVER MY PROPERTY

BASED ON THE REPRESENTATIONS MADE BY THE DEFENDANT" THEREBY:E

TPROVING OBTAINING PROPERTY BY FALSE PRETENSES HE HAD ONE
YSCHEME AND ONE BUSINESS AND DURING THIS PERIOD THESE PEOPLE .
JALL SUFFERED THE CRIME OF OBTAINING BY FALSE PRETENSES .80

iWHEN WE CALL THIS COUNT YOU LL HAVE THE SAME TESTIMONY

EXACT SAME TESTIMONY ARISING OUT OF THE SAME CHAIN OF

CIRCUMSTANCES ’ BUT AGAIN YOUR HONOR IT g LIKE THE PERSON

WHO -ROBS THE MINI MART AND KIDNAPS AND MURDERS THE CLERK
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o ITY S ALL PART AND PARCEL OF THE SAME THING

THE COURT ALL RIGHT ANYTHING IN REPLY°
MR *LOCKLAIR ‘; YOUR HONOR ' I D JUST SAY THAT

FIRST OFF I D GO TO THE LAST PART OF HIS ARGUMENT LIKE THE

OMINI MART ROBBERY AND ALL THAT IT S NOT LIKE THAT
"ROBBING THE MINI MART IN MARCH OF 2007 ROBBING THE MINI

'MART OF MAY OF 2008 ROBBING THE MINI MARY IN JUNE OF 2009 .T

‘HROBBING THE MINI MART IN AUGUSTqOF 2010 TRYING ALL THOSE

ILCASES TOGETHER I HAD A COMMO, SCHEME OR PLAN YES TO ROB

A MINI MART BUT THEY WERE ON SPERATE OCCASIONS IF I WERE}'

TO SELL DRUGS ON SEPARATE OCCASIONS YES MY COMMON SCHEME

A*IS TO BE A’ DRUG DEALER AND SELL DRUGS BUT TO TRY ME FOR SIxy;f*

SUBSEQUENT COUNTS THAT OCCURRED OVER THE COURSE OF FOUR

OYEARS IS UNDULY PREJUDICIAL THE FACTORS HE WENT INTO IN

TSTATE V TUCKER THOSE ARE WHAT ARE OUTLINED IN RICE AND IT e

WAS NOT A SINGLE CHAIN OF CIRCUMSTANCES THE CHAIN WAS

BROKEN MAY TIMES THIS OCCURRED OVER YEARS THEY ARE 'NOT ff"
'TGOING TO BE PROVED BY THE SAME EVIDENCE THE UNAUTHORIZED‘HH"
]PRACTICE OF LAW CASE WILL HAVE TESTIMONY THAT WOULD APPLY
- TO THE OBTAINING GOODS BY FALSE PRETENSES CASE BUT EACH OF B
THE. INDICTMENTS FOR OBTAINING GOODS BY FALSE PRETENSES WILLiil

BE PROVED BY DISTINCT SEPARATE TESTIMONY FROM EACH OF THE SR B

ALLEGED VICTIMS THEY WILL HAVE NOTHING IN COMMON NO :

KNOWLEDGE ABOUT EACH OTHER S, CASES WHATSOEVER THAT WOULD BE;*'T”

" PERSONAL COMPETENT KNOWLEDGE THAT THEY COULD OFFER ON THE
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«WITNESS STAND AND NO REAL RIGHT OF THE DEFENDANT BEING

,PREJUDICED OR JEOPARDIZED BY TRYING THEM TOGETHER THAT S. -_vu

GOING TO:HURT BECAUSE THEfJURY IS-GOING'TO SEE.ALL THESE

:{DIEEERENT*INSTANGES ' THAT S WHY ' CASES ARE NOT SUPPOSED To
:iBE JOINED THE ONLY FACTOR THEY DO HAVE IS THAT THEY ARE
“oF ‘SAME GENERAL NATURE IT s LIKE I SAID ONCE AGAIN IT'S.A
fYSIMILAR 10 ROBBING THE MINI MART: ON FIVE occASIONS OVER

;~THREE YEARS - THOSE CcASES - WOULD NEVER BE TRIED TOGETHER |
fNO PROSECUTOR WOULD EVEN' ARGUE THE FACT THAT' THOSE SHOULD
 BE JOINED TOGETHER AND THIS IS THE EXACT - SAME THING (THIS,
iACCORDING TO THEM Is JUST. ROBBERY ON. PAPER So WE WOULD

1?ASK THE COURT TO SEVER THE COUNTS THANK YOU

f THE COURT ALL RIGHT I M GOING TO DENY YOUR

";MOTION SI'M GOING TO ALLOW THEM 0 PROCEED WITH ALL

-;LINDICTMENTS IN THIS TRIAL

MR LOCKLAIR - THANK YOU - YOUR HONOR ;-
:if THE cOURT  ALL. RIGHT -NEXT MOTION°5~

MR LOCKLAIR f THE NEXT MOTION IS A MOTION TO _2

UDISMISS FOR VIOLATION OF THE DOUBLE JEOPARDY CLAUSE OF THE
iUNITED STATES CONSTITUTION BACK ON MAY 4TH OF 2009 THE

,HONORABLE Jd. MICHAEL BAXLEY ‘ISSUED AN ORDER OF. CONTEMPT

WHICH FOUNDATHE DEFENDANT IN‘CONTEMPTAANDZHIS ORDER </;;;>ﬂ;/_

OUTLINED ESSENTIALLY THE FACTS THAT ARE GOING TO BE

-ALLEGED BY THE PROSECUTION IN THIS CASE TWO OF THE

ALLEGED WITNESSES VICTIMS HERE TESTIFIED AT HEARING WHERE_
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THE JUDGE OBTAINED HIS INFORMATION EVIDENCE "AND I

APOLOGIZE IF I PRONOUNCE THEIR NAMES WRONG IT S THE MAUCKS

'AND THE REINHARDTS ‘BUT BASICALLY WHEN THE JUDGE FOUND HIM
'_IN CRIMINAL CONTEMPT IN HIS ORDER THE COURT SPECIFICALLY
LfFOUND THAT HIS "DEFENDANT S ORCHESTRATION OF THE

s AFOREMENTIONED SCHEME HIS BARRAGE OF FRIVOLOUS FILINGS AND

FORECLOSURE ACTIONS AND HIS CONDUCT AT THE APRIL 16TH

IHEARING CONSTITUTES DIRECT CRIMINAL CONTEMPT IN THE COURT SIC
_PRESENCE> BY INCLUDING THE LANGUAGE :“THE ORCHESTRATION
.OF THE AFOREMENTIONED SCHEME" WAS PART OF THE CRIMINAL ITIYIA

'CONTEMPT AND IT WAS CRIMINAL CONTEMPT THE JUDGE AT THAT

POINT WAS PUNISHING HIM FOR THE ACTIONS FOR WHICH HE HAS

NOW BEEN INDICTED HE WAS HELD IN CRIMINAL CONTEMPT FOR H_

,THAT SCHEME WHICH THEY ARE NOW ALLEGING THEREFORE A }J""

COURT OF COMPETENT JURISDICTION HAS HEARD EVIDENCE ON THIS

CASE AND THE SCHEME THAT THEY ALLEGED WHICH YOUR HONOR HAS

"SAID SHOULD ALL BE TRIED TOGETHER IS ONE COMMON SCHEME

HE S BEEN CRIMINALLY PUNISHED FOR THAT THE DOUBLE

”JEOPARDY CLAUSE PREVENTS SOMEBODY FOR BEING TWICE PUNISHED

FOR THE SAME CRIME WHEN IT’ S THE SAME ELEMENTS INFORMATION7

'AND FACTS "WHICH HAVE TO BE PROVEN AND IN JUDGEiBAXLEY’S»

ORDER" HE FOUND THE FACTS THAT THEY ARE GOING TO ALLEGE IN
THIS TRIAL TO PUNISH HIM CRIMINALLY FOR THOSE FACTS AND FOR
HIS CONDUCT THAT' S ALLEGED IN THE INDICTMENTS AND

THEREFORE, THE'DOUBLE JEOPARDY,CLAUSE OF THE UNITED STATES
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CONSTITUTION BARS THIS CASE FROM GOING FORWARD AND WE D ASKUL
THE COURT TO DISMISS ALL COUNTS
THE COURT ALL RIGHT NOW HE SENTENCED HIM TO -:;

DEFINITE INCARCERATION OR DEFINITE TIME’ )

MR LOCKLAIR HE GAVE HIM SIX MONTHS FOR

TTCRIMINAL CONTEMPT OF COURT BEGINNING ON APRIL 16TH 2009

THE COURT OKAY AND THAT WAS FOR WHAT° .WHAT_;L

.SPECIFICALLY DID HE FIND HIM IN CONTEMPT FOR°

MR LOCKLAIR .ﬂ "DEFENDANT JOLLY S ORCHESTRATION
OF THE AFOREMENTIONED SCHEME WHICH " I CAN HAND THIS ORDER
UP TO YOUR HONOR '"BARRAGE OF FRIVOLOUS FILINGS AND
FORECLOSURE ACTIONS AND HIS CONDUCT AT THE APRIL 16TH
HEARING CONSTITUTED DIRECT CRIMINAL CONTEMPT IN THE COURT Sv:’
PRESENCE. . THERE WERE THREE SEPARATE THINGS HE FOUND HIM

FOR BUT BECAUSE HE USED "AND" THE LAW SAYS THAT THAT S

tSPECIFIC AND INCLUDES EACH OF. THEM IT CANNOT BE ONE OR

. THE OTHER ALL THREE OF THEM SO —-—'

' THE COURT | OKAY.V WHAT ACTUALLY GOT MR JOLLY

-INTO COURT IN FRONT OF JUDGE BAXLEY'>

MR. LOCKLAIR THEY WERE IN ON A SUMMONS AND

COMPLAINT A MOTION FOR TEMPORARY INJUNCTION FILED BY. THE

.ATTORNEY GENERAL INVOLVING FORECLOSURE ACTIONS HE MAY BE o

'ABLE TO EXPLAIN IT BETTER AS -To WHAT IT ACTUALLY WA_S. I E ;.

WASN'T PRIVY TO THAT. I WASN’T INVOLVED IN THOSE

- THE COURT: ALL RIGHT. MR. MYRICK LET ME HEAR
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' FROM YOU
MR MYRICK YOUR HONOR WHEN THIS FIRST CAME TO

‘LIGHT THE ATTORNEY GENERAL DURING THE PENDENCY OF THE .

CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION FILED A CIVIL ACTION : THE CIVIL

',ACTION BY THE ATTORNEY GENERAL WAs UNDER THE UNFAIR TRADE .
PRACTICES ACT ‘AND SOUGHT TO ENJOIN MR JOLLY FROM DOING ANY;f
{}MORE BUSINESS WHILE THE CRIMINAL PROCEEDING WHICH WAs ONLYa'
"IN THE INVESTIGATIVE PHASE PROCEED FIRST I WILL
*HREITERATE ONE, WE WERE IN CIVIL COURT BEFORE JUDGE BAXLEY
JCIVIL.COURT ; SECONDLY YOUR HONOR IN JUDGE BAXLEY s’
(ORDER, JUDGE BAXLEY SAID AND WHAT HE FOUND IN PARAGRAPH:;}
:Lgé, WAS THAT JOLLY WAs ENGAGED IN A FRAUD UPON THE COURT o
:AND IN PARAGRAPH 25 EVINCED AN INTENTION O OBSTRUCT THE

“ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE AND IN 26 TO INTERFERE WITH

JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS YOUR HONOR IT WAS INTENT IT WAS

LSFELLED OUT CLEARLY ~--”Yigffj:jL' Lo e
| THE COURT “WELL, I GUEss MY QUESTION IS Is HOWLL.-5
DID THOSE ISSUES COME UP IF ALL YOU RE DOING Is SEEKING AN_f:-
INJUNCTION AGAINST HIM FROM OPERATING HIS BUSINEssv3 HOWY,.”:
'DID ALL OF THIS OTHER COME UP° |

MR MYRICK ; MR JOLLY BROUGHT THIS UPON HIMSELF

BY VIRTUE OF HIS ACTIONS BEFORE JUDGE BAXLEY IN THE 5".H>

';COURTROOM THAT DAY. - HE ---Lﬁ~

THE COURT ALL RIGHT SO THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

BRINGS A CIVIL ACTION SEEKING AN INJUNCTION TO STOP ‘MR.
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JOLLY FROM OPERATING HIS BUSINESS

. MR. MYRICK. CORRECT

'THE COURT: - MR. -JOLLY COMEs TO COURT é--

| MR. MYRICK: CORRECT

‘.tiTHE COURT : AND DOES WHAT "FOR THE CONTEMPT°

CﬂfMR MYRICK THE ATTORNEY GENERAL BROUGHT IN '

AjCOPIEstE

:ARGUMENTS

THESES QUIT CLAIM DEEDS INTRODUCEDETHEM INTO';l

“:5:THE COURT OKA&;7' | | '

rfMR MYRICK MR JOLLY PROCEEDED TO “AND" I HAVEj'fEf
'THE ENTIRE TRANSCRIPT HERE HE PROCEEDED TO MAKE FRIVOLOUSf;_;;f_
TO THE COURT HE IN FACT SUED THE COURT THAT if"'

iDAY IN FEDERAL COURT AND SOUGHT TO REMAND THE ATTORNEY 'p'

GENERAL S ACTION TO. FEDERAL COURT

»BAXLEY”-”‘

THE COURT so WAIT A MINUTE WAIT A. MINUTE LIF |

CALL OF THAT HAPPENED AFTER COURT’

MR MYRICK AFTER THAT DAY

THE COURT L BUT IT WAS AFTER HE APPEARED BEFORELJ*

fJUDGE BAXLEY°

MR. MYRICK:*'EITSWASfbuRING'HIE_APREARANCEfEEEORE'

JUDGE BAXLEY

THE COURT 3 SO HOW DID HE FILE AN ACTION IN o

AFEDERAL COURT WHILE HE WAS APPEARING IN FRONT OF JUDGE

'MR. MYRICK: HE EILED IT AT 5 P.M. THE DAY
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'BEFORE SEEKING TO HAVE JUDGE BAXLEY RECUSED AND SUING HIM :

.:AND REMOVING THE STATE ACTION TO FEDERAL COURT

THE“COURT' SO THE ATTORNEY GENERAL FILED A

..CIVIL ACTION SEEKING AN INJUNCTION BEFORE YOU HAVE A
EHEARING WAS IT A TRIAL OR JUST A TEMPORARY HEARING OR

'WHAT'J .f'

MR MYRICK f A HEARING YOUR HONOR

THE COURT

IN FEDERAL COURT?--:’*L“

o MR MYRICK - THAT s‘CORRECT

o THE COURT ONAY;,TSO YOU APPEAR FOR, THE .

ZTEMPORARY HEARING IN FRONT OF JUDGE BAXLEYF “*‘"*“-**

t;;f MR MYRICK YES SIR

.ﬂf_”HEARING ON A TEMPORARY;VI

.INJUNCTION I M ASSUMING THE DAY BEFORE HE FILES AN ACTIONIYYI’"

THE COURT AND BECAUSE HE HAs FILED THE ACTION N

IN. FEDERAL COURT JUDGE BAXLEY HOLDS HIM IN CONTEMPT°
MR MYRICK NO SIR

THE COURT ,.fQKAyﬁF:~=E~

MR . JOLLY'S ACTIONS THAT DAY To JUDGE BAXLEY THE EVENTs A;fft'

CONTEMPT 'FOR THE PROCEEDINGS AND FOR® THE COURT 'YoUR'Z;I
HONOR, T HAVE MARKED TWO DOCUMENTS AND IF THE COURT

REPORTER DOES NOT OBJECT I WILL GO AHEAD AND MARK THEM ONE

' MR. LOCKLAIR: -NO OBJECTi0N~

MR MYRICK f:I WOULD SAY IT WAS THE ENTIRETY OF
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| THE, COURT - STATE’S EXHIBIT NUMBER 1'AND STATE’S

”’EXHIBIT 2 lf- E

MR. MYRICK: YES “SIR.

.THE COURT-MN‘——— THEY RE ENTERED WITHOUT '

.-OBJECTION JUST AS TO THIS HEARING THIS MOTION HEARING°

"-; MR LOCKLAIR QYES JUST FOR PURPOSES OF THIS

[HEARING ONLY YOUR HONOR

THE COURT ALL RIGHT SIR

(WHEREUPON STATE S EXHIBIT 1 AND 2 MARKED AND

-ENTERED INTO EVIDENCE )

MR MYRICK ,IF I COULD APPROACH YOUR HONOR

':”THE COURT fALL RIGHT IR::57

‘"THE COURT i'Go AHEAD

BAXLEY'S ORDER IT ‘s CLEAR THAT BASED ON- THE CIVIL ACTION-’
“HE WAS FOUND TO BE IN CONTEMPT “BASED ON HIS CONDUCT PRIORj_
TO THE HEARING AND HIS CONDUCT DURING THE - HEARING

;CONTEMPT YOUR 'HONOR, IS NOT A CRIMINAL STATUTE IN TITLE

16 CONTEMPT IS THE INHERENT AUTHORITY OF THE COURT TO

EXERCISE IT S POWERS AND PUNISH THOSE ABIDING BY THEM

.WHAT HE IS CHARGED WITH. TODAY IS YOUR HONOR IS PRACTICINGY:'

LAW WITHOUT A LICENSE AND OBTAINING GOODS BY FALSE

‘SOUTH CAROLINA ‘THERE~ ARE TWO DISTINCT STATUTORY PROVISIONS4_'

MR MYRICK IN SENTENCE 24 25 AND 26 OF JUDGE;{’S

MR. MYRICK o SO MY POINT IF. I COULD ‘CONTINUE? :: |

PRETENSES UNDER THE ELEMENTS “TEST;, WHICH IS THE LAW in Cs-*?f"«h
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"_REQUIRES PROOF OF ADDITIONAL FACTS THAT THE OTHER DOES ‘NOT

'CASE YOUR HONOR FROM THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT

jiDECIDED IN SOUTH CAROLINA IN STATE V PACE AND THE'Y

_:DIFFERENT FROM CONTEMPTif

.ig,L

P ‘

22

AND THE TEST IS TO DETERMINE WHETHER EACH PROVISION '“v:

AND THAT THE ELEMENTS ARE THE SAME THAT S THE BLOCKBURGERH

‘ELEMENTS FOR CONTEMPT ARE DISTINCTLY DIFFERENT FROM THE
_,ELEMENTS OF PRACTICING LAW WITHOUT A LICENSE THE ELEMENTsjV“-'"

,IOF OBTAINING GOODS UNDER FALSE PRETENSE ARE DISTINCTLY

;THERE 'S.NO. DOUBLE JEOPARDY
ARGUMENT YOUR HONOR | o

‘"J; THE COURT ' OKAY WHO I MEAN T SEE HERE IN

VTHIS NOTICE OF HEARING AND RULE To SHOW CAUSE 1;II1;[

'REFERENCES I"THE PURPOSE OF THIS HEARING IS TAKE TESTIMONY B e

ANYONE ACTING ON HIS BEHALF"7<;'"ANYONE ACTING ON BEHALF OFQ;_J'“'
_ROBERT JOLLY AND ASSOCIATES SHOULD BE DISMISSED FROM ALL.

VPRESENTLY PENDING CASES SO THERE WAS WHEN HE SAYS "ALL fj:'"“”

PRESENTLY PENDING CASES . WHAT IS HE TALKING ABQUTD-”’

‘_AS STATE S NUMBER 3 AND HAND IT UP IT IS AN ORDER FROM

-JUDGE BAXLEY INVOLVING THE CASES WHICH MR JOLLY WAS

INVOLVED IN

THE COURT SO THIS IS STATE S EXHIBIT NUMBER 39A

MR MYRICK YES SIR

MR LOCKLAIR i NO OBJECTION FOR THIS HEARING

MR MYRICK f YOUR HONOR I CAN MARK WHAT I HAVE.;;"

_AND HEAR ARGUMENTS ON WHETHER OR NOT ROBERT STEVE JOLLY ANfo}A,H;"
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(WHEREUPON STATE S EXHIBIT NUMBER 3 IS MARKED S

AND ENTERED INTO EVIDENCE )

| MR MYRICK YOUR HONOR THIS IS A SELF

‘;AUTHENTICATING PUBLIC DOCUMENT AND IT IS A FASHIONED GLOBAL'
'1ORDER FOR ALL FORECLOSURE CASES IN WHICH ROBERT STEVE JOLLY )

JgAs A PARTY -——-

THE COURT ALL RIGHT EXCUSE ME FOR i

i;INTERRUPTING SO MR JOLLY HAD BROUGHT A NUMBER OF

“:FORECLOSURE CASES'>

MR. MYRICK ;NC}téiR},HE[HAD,APPEAAED;IN‘C

iFORECLOSURE CASES

THE COURT HE HAD APPEARED IN FORECLOSURE WHO““

QWAS WHO . HAD BROUGHT THE FORECLOSURE CASES°

- MR MYRICK B IF I MAY YOUR HONOR o
' THE COURT i ALL RIGHT

MR MYRICK Af-AQVI BELIEVE I CAN CLEAR THIS UB"

.ﬁlN TWO MINUTES

THE COURT ALL RIGHT

“MR. MYRICK MR. LOCKLAIR MAY OBJECT MR.AJOLLY -

ESOUGHT TROUBLED HOMEOWNERS

. THE COURT OKAYL ' . _
MR MYRICK ‘ THERE THEY ARE HE APPROACHED THEM,,

AND SAID I CAN HELP YOU- WITH YOUR MORTGAGE COMPANY I WILL .

'BE YOUR BANK SIGN THIS DOCUMENT A QUIT CLAIM DEED “HE.

TOOK THOSE DEEDS DOWN TO THE REGISTER OF DEEDS OFFICE AND
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FILED THEM{ THEY BELIEVING HE IS THEIR NEW MORTGAGE o

HOLDER START WRITING HIM CHECKS : HE DOESN’T PAY OFF THE

_OLD BANK THE BANK WHICH LOANED THESE GooD PEOPLE THE
MONEY TO BUT THEIR HOUSES. DIDN T GET PAID THEY COMMENCEDi:ﬂ

VfFORECLOSURE ACTIONS

' THE COURT: THE BANK?

”MR'"MYRICK- 1THE$BANK“5 BECAUSE MR JOLLY HAD

'FILED QUIT CLAIM DEEDS IN HIS NAME THE BANK THEN PROCEEDS

__AGAINST HIM —-=-

“THE COURT: OKAY‘I:': SRR S

| MR. MYRICK: | MAKING HIM A PARTY IN 40- SOME— f?7

oDD FORECLOSURE HEARINGS. |
THE COURT: OKAYfE}I“ ] )

MR MYRICK-,'.IF T MIGHT APPROACH YOUR HONOR. .

STATE'S EXHIBIT 3 178 JUDGE BAXLEY s GLOBAL ORDER hﬁSO_'"’"

fTHAT IS HOW MR JOLLY CAME TO BE A PARTY IN THESE CIVIL

FORECLOSURE PROCEEDINGS BY VIRTUE OF A QUIT CLAIM DEED

:_THAT HE FRAUDENTLY OBTAINED

THE COURT: ALL RIGHT WHO APPROACHED JUDGE ,.ffu

BAXLEY TO GET THE RULE TO SHOW CAUSE°

'MR MYRICK' ’ YOUR HONOR CMY EYES ARE BOTHERING

ME THIS MORNING, ARE YOU HOLDING UP NUMBER 39

- THE COURT: NUMBER;l, NOTICE OF HEARING AND RULE.
TO SHOW CAUSE.

MR. MYRICK: THE STATE OF SOUTH  CAROLINA.
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THE COURT THIS IS JUDGE BAXLEY S RULE THAT

ISSUEDLTHIS, I MEAN WHO SOUGHT- THIS FROM JUDGE BAXLEY°

MR. MYRICK.- THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

THE COURT 'OKAYL_ AND YOU ARE ASKING THAT JUDGE~

:;HELD IN CONTEMPT BECAUSE OF ALLEGATIONS OF WHAT THE

';UNAUTHORIZED WELL IT SAYS "THE UNAUTHORIZED PRACTICE OF

ADMINISTRATION AND INTEREST OF JUSTICE |
MR MYRICK : MAY I SEE THAT YOUR HONOR°¥"°’

THE COURT B YEAH

MR MYRICK | MY EYES ARE BOTHERING MEA ‘”I : »
THE COURT : MINE ARE TOO I DON T KNOW IF IT S
POLLEN OR WHAT BUT I M UNDER THE SAME SITUATION L _ V
MADAM COURT REPORTER JUDGE IS NUMBER 3 IN°'“£

THE COURT YES NUMBER 3" IS IN WITHOUT

MR MYRICK THIS IS JUDGE BAXLEY S RULE TO SHOW

'CAUSE ' THE STATE SIMPLY FILED THE UNFAIR TRADE PRACTICES

'ACTION

:THE‘COURT-" S0 WHO APPROACHED JUDGE BAXLEY TO ]

‘GET A RULE TO SHOW CAUSE"‘

'MR. MYRICK: IF T MAY YOUR HONOR IJLL;HAND:

THIS.BACK‘UP. WHAT'HAPPENED, YOUR HONOR,JIS_THE_T

°ORDERS HIM IN TO SHOW WHY HE SHOULDN T BE IN CONTEMPT WHO:.

1,EAXLEY RULE IN MR. JOLLY TO . SHOW CAUSE ‘WHY HE SHOULD NOT BE{L“

\
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:'DEFENDANT S FRIVOLOUS PROCEEDINGS AND FILING IN THE MASTER |

IIN EQUITY S COURT HERE IN THIS COURTHOUSE RESULTED IN THIS

ENORMOUS BACKLOG OF CASES
THE COURT ‘;7OKAYIIT’

MR MYRICK THE MASTER AT THE TIME RALPH

YTSTROMAN WAS SUED BY THE DEFENDANT FOR SIMPLY DILATORY
jfTACTICS AND COURT ADMINISTRATION SENT JUDGE BAXLEY DOWN

’fHERE = AND IT S MY UNDERSTANDING IT WAS AT THE DIRECT

REQUEST OF THE CHIEF JUSTICE’FSENT JUDGE BAXLEY DOWN HERE

ASSIGNED HIM HERE TO FIX THE MASTER IN EQUITY S DOCKET

JUDGE BAXLEY COMES HERE FROM HARTSVILLE HE SEES THESE

*THIS PILE OF PILE OF CASES WHEN WE FIRST APPEARED AND I)f?

SPEAK OF THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA WHEN WE APPEARED

:.BEFORE JUDGE BAXLEY ON THIS ISSUE THE UNFAIR TRADE’”". .

,PRACTICE ISSUE JUDGE BAXLEY KNEW MORE ABOUT THE CIVIL

CASES AND MR JOLLY S SCHEME THAN ANYONE IN THE STATE OF

| SOUTH CAROLINA BECAUSE HE HAD THE DOCKET,;__gjg;=:

THE COURT . Your RE TALKING ABOUT -4f}?%h:*5'

MR MYRICK %I——- THE FILINGS

FORECLOSURE ACTIONS BROUGHT BY THE FIRST MORTGAGE HOLDERS?fnf'

- MR. MYRICK THAT S CORRECT

| THE COURT:w OKAY. ALL RIGHT

"TO HEAR\ CIN THE MEAN TIME JUDGE JOLLY [SIC]

THE COURT: _'—-- THESE CASES° so THESE AREfTHEALUIUF

' MR MYRICK ,' WE FILED THE ACTION SAID WE D LIKE[I;II
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' THE-COURT- YOU MEAN | JUDGE BAXLEY '

MR MYRICK | AH;-‘ISSUED THAT RULE TO SHOW CAUSE

. WITHOUT CONSULTING THE STATE HE SAID WE! RE - GOING TO HAVE '
1IA-GLOBAL HEARING AND THAT WENT OUT TO ALL THESE PEOPLE
1IT WENT OUT To ALL THE LAWYERS IN THE FORECLOSURE ACTIONS
JHAND IT WENT ‘TO THE ATTORNEY GENERAL S OFFICE WHAT JUDGE

A;BAXLEY WAS TRYING TO DO WAS ACCOMPLISH A LOT OF THINGS IN

HE HEARD AND MET WITH%f'

:ATHE CIVIL LAWYERS AND HE HEARD FROM THE CIVIL SECTION OF

’OUR OFFICE

THE COURT f SO WHEN YOU SAY THE CIVIL LAWYERS HE j*i“’

:HEARD FROM THE BANK S ATTORNEYS THAT WERE FORECLOSING THE

MORTGAGES°. ;"-_ .AI”TIJQS

MR MYRICK éYES,'SIR THAT S CORRECT SO YOU .

HONOR THAT IS BACKGROUND AGAIN THE BLOCKBURGER ELEMENTST"”

LTEST CLEARLY -—=

THE COURT WELL I VE GOT TO REVIEW THIS ORDERf.-

BECAUSE IT DOES SPEAK SPECIFICALLY "THE COURT«DECLINES TOfﬁ[i’

SUSPEND THE SCHEDULED PROCEEDINGS IN SO FAR AS DEFENDANT S.V;‘J.

”PURPORTED REMOVAL OF PLAINTIFF S ACTION IF VALID WHICH

DOES NOT DIVEST THE COURT OF JURISDICTION OVER THE VARIOUS”'

‘FORECLOSURE ACTIONS ACCORDING TO THE COURT "RECEIVED y

/—”/ -
TESTIMONY FROM TWO INDIVIDUALS WHO ARE AMONG THOSE AFFECTED'
BY THE PENDING FORECLOSURE ACTION " BEING ERNEST MAUCK AND o

‘ESTHER REINHARDTL "TESTIFIED WITH REGARD TO THEIR
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DEALINGS SO WHAT I VE GOT TO DO IS CHECK THIS ORDER TO i

. SEE IF THOSE ARE TWO OF THE VICTIMS IN THESE CASES IF‘HE1 ol

HELD HIM IN CONTEMPT AND SENTENCED TO PRISON FOR HIS

ACTIONS WITH REGARD TO ERNEST MAUCK AND ESTHER REINHARDT

ZQHOW IS THAT NOT DOUBLE JEOPARDY° :IF THEY RE GOING TO COME LVH'
“VIN AND TESTIFY TO THE SAME THING THEY TESTIFIED TO IN FRONTU’
\ﬁOF JUDGE. BAXLEY AND JUDGE BAXLEY SENT HIM TO JAIL FOR | “
_LTHEIR ACTIONS WITH REGARD TO HIS DEALINGS WITH MAUCK AND |

Q‘REINHARDT WHY ISN T THAT DOUBLE JEOPARDY°'TffIfm'

F,MADE FACTUAL FINDINGS WHICH YOU READ FROM AND FROM WHICH

‘MR. LOCKLAIR QUOTED FROM THE FACTUAL FINDINGS“ IN AND OF _f

THEMSELVES DO NOT CONSTITUTE THIS CRIME OR THAT CRIME

YOU'LL NOTICE THAT JUDGE BAXLEY DID NOT SAY 7"I FIND HIM

GUILTY OF OBTAINING GOODS UNDER FALSE PRETENSES
‘THE'COURT"' WELL LET S. SEE WHAT HE DID
MR MYRICK | YOU WON T FIND THAT ANYWHERE IN

THERE , BUT YOU’LL SEE IS BASED ON THE FACTUAL FINDINGS HEif‘

;FOUND THEM TO BE CONTEMPTUOUS NOTHING OTHER THAN THAT AND'A

I WOULD DIRECT THE COURT TO PARAGRAPHS 24 25~AND.26 WHICH.L‘ -

I CITED FROM EARLIER SO YES SIR HE DID MAKE THOSE

YFACTUAL FINDINGS BUT NOT WITH RESPECT TO OBTAINING

HROP' T~”B{ ALSE PRETENSES OR PRACTICING LAW WITHOUT A ?:v'T

'LICENSE. BUT FOR BEING CONTEMPTUOUS OF THE COURT

THE COURT YEAH BUT EVERY CONTEMPT IS FOR

MR MYRICK HERE S WHY YOUR HONOR BECAUSE HEY?f'H““
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_DOUBLE JEOPARDY ISSUE

MR MYRICK I SEE YOUR HONOR' S CONCERN BUT i po |

POINT OUT THIS IF THAT WERE THE CASE ’DEFENDANTS SUCH AS

jTHIS WOULD GO OUT OF THEIR WAY TO BE’ HELD IN CONTEMPT
’fBECAUSE THEY D MUCH RATHER SPEND A FEW MONTHS IN JAIL
TRATHER THAN THE 10 YEARs THAT OBTAINING GOODs BY FALSE
a‘PRETENSES CARRIES | -

i ' A" THE. COURT WELL. NO,"NO.. | I MEAN IF. MR JOLLY f}f;fﬁ;
,-CAME N FRONT OF JUDGE BAXLEY AND CREATED A DISTURBANCE AND???

nFLIPPED TABLES AND JUST HAD CAUSED A RUCKUS IN‘THE

3COURTROOM HE COULD BE HELD IN CONTEMPT AND HEACOULD Go. TOI:L'I
VIJAIL FOR THAT IF MR JOLLY APPEARED FOR SWINDLING WO,
.INDIVIDUALS AND JUDGE BAXLEY SENT HIM To JAIL FOR SWINDLING{?iL;;;
fTWO INDIVIDUALS THEN T DON T THAT HE CAN BE PROSECUTED;EORgifI::*
:SWINDLING THOSE SAME INDIVIDUALS IN A LATER PROSECUTIONLié!i}fRfIa
aIT 'S ALL BASED UPON THE SAME FACTS 80 HE COULD APPEARﬂINf b RS
FRONT OF THAT s WHAT I M TRYING TO FIND OUT Is WHY DIDé-irli:ﬂi%i

:JUDGE BAXLEY HOLD HIM IN CONTEMPT?‘ DID HE HOLD HIM IN 1LE';<-"»'

CONTEMPT BECAUSE AND THAT S WHY I VE ‘GoT TO READ THIS .j“-=

T‘ORDER BECAUSE IT LOOKS TO ME HE HELD HIM IN CONTEMPT

BECAUSE "MR MAUCK AND MS REINHARDT QUIT CLAIMED THEIR[:;:jf] .

INTEREST IN RESPECTIVE RESIDENCES AND REAL PROPERTY TOMHIM“"

'fIN THE BELIEF THAT IN DOING S0 WOULD PREVENT THEIR HOMES

FROM BEING‘FORECLOSED,ON;'THAT'AFTERAGIVING THEAQUIT,CLAIM :_;,
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ADEEDS TO HIM THEY BEGAN MAKING PAYMENTS TO HIM IN THE

U‘BELIEF THAT HE WAS THE PERSON TO WHOM THE DEBT ASSOCIATED

WITH THEIR RESPECTIVE RESIDENCES WAS NOW OWED THAT HE

':PREPARED QUIT CLAIM DEEDS AND DOCUMENTS ASSOCIATED WITH
;”THEIR PURPORTED CONVEYANCES AND THAT THEY RELIED UPON THOSE_"
;:REPRESENTATIONS AND I M JUST READING FROM AN EXCERPT OF

f‘THE ORDER I VE GOT TO READ THE WHOLE ORDER -BUT IF THAT o

IS WHY HE HELD HIM IN CONTEMPT THEN I DON T KNOW THAT YOU

thfCAN PROSECUTE HIM UNDER THIS SAME SET OF FACTS AGAIN
.IIBECAUSE a PERSON CAN ONLY FACE PROSECUTION AND SUFFER
ICRIMINAL PENALTY ONE TIME FOR A CRIMINAL ACT ) IF HE GOES “L
HNfOUT AND DOES IT AGAIN NOW THAT s ANOTHER THING 18 HOW DOES
lieTHIS AFFECT THE OTHER CHARGES WITH THE OTHER VICTIMS WHEN
SFITHIS ONLY REFERENCES MAUCK AND REINHARDT°- AND IF HE'S HELDf.
| mv IN CONTEMPT _AND. MY QUICK READING IS FOR ONLY. MAUCK AND;I

LVREINHARDT AND DOESN T DEAL WITH THE OTHER ALLEGED VICTIM

“*: MR LOCKLAIR WELL ONCE YOUR HONOR READS THE

'»fWHOLE THING IT SAYS PARAGRAPH 5, "THE DEFENDANTS ENGAGED
INa SCHEME IN WHICH THEY SOUGHT OUT OR OTHERWISE SOLICITEDfp'
fFINANCIALLY DISTRESSED SOUTH CAROLINA HOMEOWNERS AND TITLE_'

iHOLDERS TO REAL PROPERTY AND OFFERED TO ASSIST THEM

DEFENDANT ENCOURAGED THESE HOMEOWNERS IN EXCHANGE FOR THE .

HOMEOWNER S DEED“ AND GOES INTO A GENERAL STARTING AT

'PARAGRAPH ONE ON PAGE FIVE BUT YOUR HONOR READS THE WHOLEi

THING HE OUTLINES THE SCHEME AS HE S GOING AFTER ALL SORTS
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. OF HOMEOWNERS IN SOUTH CAROLINA ALL OVER AND HE. DISCUSSES
.ALL OF THESE AND LATER ON HE EVEN TALKS ABOUT THE _
iFORECLOSURES THAT HE S INVOLVED IN, HE EVEN MENTIONS THAT D
: THERE ARE 45 CASES IN HORRY COUNTY THAT HAD TO BE RETURNED R
‘TTO CIRCUIT COURT HE MENTIONS THAT IN PARAGRAPH 22 -THENP
f-HE ULTIMATELY MAKES HIS. CONCLUSION IN PARAGRAPH 29 AND THIS:‘

'IS.ACTUALLY*WHERE THE CONTEMPTuPART IS, '"DEFENDANT JOLLY S

ORCHESTRATION OF THE SCHEME HIS BARRAGE OF FRIVOLOUS
FILINGS IN. THE FORECLOSURE ACTIONS AND HIS CONDUCT AT THE _ff

APRIL 16TH HEARING CONSTITUTES DIRECT CRIMINAL CONTEMPT IN :

THE COURT’ 's: PRESENCE AND THEN IT GOES ON '"IN LIGHT OF R
THIS, THE COURT -FINDS THAT SOUTH CAROLINA CITIZENS WILL f];v

nSUFFER IRREPARABLE HARM " THE INJUNCTION GOES BACK AND

FINDS IN THE ORDER ON CRIMINAL CONTEMPT AND GIVES HIM SIX

' MONTHS. HE OUTLINES IT AS A SCHEME TO DEFRAUD HOMEOWNERS

7ALL OVER SOUTH:CAROLINA HE SPECIFICALLY MENTIONS ALL 45

CASES PENDING IN SOUTH CAROLINA | WHILE HE DID HELD HIM IN R

CONTEMPT FOR THREE THINGS. ONE OF ‘THE SPECIFIC THINGS HE DID;\I

‘LHOLD'HIM IN CQNTEMPT FOR WASvFOR THE ORCHESTRATION OF THE-'T

AFOREMENTIONED SCHEME, WHICH JUDGE BAXLEY DID A  FINE JOB OF

OUTLTNING‘AND IN OUR OPINION' COVERS THE GAMBIT OF ALL OFr7'

ATHESE 'CASES  AND THEREFORE THEY SHOULD ‘ALL BE DISMISSED

MR MYRICK: IF I MAY BE HEARD BRIEFLY JUST ONE

'MORE TIME, YOUR HONOR?

THE COURT: ALL RIGHT, SIR.
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MR MYRICK: N CASE I SPOKE INARTFULLY, I'D

LIKE TO: AGAIN CITE STATE v, PACE ."THE QUESTION"-OR'FTHE

TEST TO DETERMINE WHETHER THERE ARE TWO' OFFENSES OR ‘ONE IS

WHETHER EACH PROVISION REQUIRES PROOF OF ADDITIONAL FACTS

V;THAT THE OTHER DOES NOT "IyTHAT:S“EXACTLY.THE.CASE»HERE,'

ffYOUR HONOR

' THE COURT ALL RIGHT SIR WHAT IS IT YOU ARE

;TSEEKING TO PROVE IN THIS CASE THAT JUDGE BAXLEY DID NOT

"ZCONSIDER IN THE CONTEMPT HEARING’J

MR MYRICK AL I CAN T TELL YOU EXACTLY WHAT HE

CONSIDERED HE BOILED IT DOWN INTO THAT ORDER ) I CAN T

SAY WHAT ALL HE CONSIDERED IN ADDITION TO WHAT WE PRESENTED;Y"”

_THAT DAY BUT FOR EXAMPLE WITH THE CASE INVOLVING THE ;f}

THE COURT WELL HE S ALREADY SAID HE LISTENED

| MR MYRICK I VE GOT THE TRANSCRIPT YOUR

:HONOR WE CAN TRACE THE DOLLAR AMOUNT

THE COURT » SO YOU'RE SAYING JUST BECAUSE THERE SH~”

IA DOLLAR AMOUNT THAT WAS NOT BROUGHT Up IN FRONT OF HIM

“THAT TAKES IT OUTSIDE OF CONTEMPT"

MR MYRICK IT S THE ONE ELEMENT THAT S

'DIFFERENT YOUR HONOR IT IS THE ONE ELEMENT THE SPECIFIC‘

ELEMENT THAT Is REQUIRED THE ELEMENT OF $4 000 THAT IS

ABSOLUTELY REQUIRED TO OBTAIN THE\CONVICTION_UNDER»V
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_ INDICTMENT 2947 ' ABSOLUTELY REQUIRED .IT .WASN’'T ON THE

'*RECORD THERE .

THE COURT: WELL IN OTHER WORDS .

MR. MYRICK'- --- IT WAS CONSIDERATION SIMILARLY'

'_WITH THE REINHARDTS

- THE COURT SO YOU’RE SAYING HAT BY OMITTING

~iTHE MONETARY AMOUNT N FRONT OF JUDGE BAXLEY THAT TAKES THE .
}DOUBLE JEOPARDY ISSUE OUT° o
? MR MYRICK THERE s ONE ELEMENT DIFFERENT ONE R

SINGLE'DIFFERENT FOR THE SAME REASON YOU CAN BE CONVICTEDT«ff

FOR DUI AND RECKLESS HOMICIDE OR INVOLUNTARY AND/OR

IRECKLESS THEY DON T PRECLUDE ONE ANOTHER THE DIFFERENCE

IS THE ONE SINGLE ELEMENT TEST WE SEE IT ALL THE TIME

;}YOUR HONOR WE SEE HIGH PROFILE CASES

THE COURT : WELL NO- I MEAN YOU CANNOT ”;{;Z

PROSECUTE SOMEONE FOR DUI GET A CONVICTION AND THEN TURN Jm::f
='CAROUND AND PROSECUTE THEM FOR FELONY DUI ARISING OUT OF THE

'fSAME FACTS SIMPLY BECAUSE FELONY DUT YOU HAVE TO SHOW THE

»ADDITIONAL ELEMENT OF -—-'_ . ‘ '?'f°:l'> .
MR MYRICK '* I M SORRY, YOUR HONOR I MISSPOKE e
LEELONY DUI AND FOR- EXAMPLE RECKLESS HOMICIDE DO NOT l////;;/
PRECLUDE ONE OTHER THAT S IN 55—<V ».:;_- ;)/)/f. R

—

THE COURT: -~ BUT i
 MR. MYRICK: I---4DESK BOOK

"THE COURT:. DUI AND FELONY DUI DO EXCLUDE ONE
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AI AGREE THERE ARE ADDITIONAL

TANOTHER EVEN . THOUGH FELONY DUI REQUIRES AN ADDITIONAL J

ELEMENT

MR'vMYRICK? I PROPOSE YOUR HONOR AND AGAIN ,3“

“MR LOCKLAIR SPRUNG THIS ON ME THIS MORNING IN CHAMBERS ,-IF”
__WAS INADEQUATELY PREPARED BUT WHAT I CAN TELL YOUR HONOR:;S
Is’ THERE WAS NO TESTIMONY FROM ANNIE BELL MARTIN ‘

IINDICTMENT 2946

THE COURT YEAH AND I_AGREE WITH YOU ON THAT

MR MYRICK AND THERE WAS NO TESTIMONY FROM

PAULETTE HOLMES

THE COURT | I AGREE.WITH YOU ON THAT I M GOING[gff-

ITO TELL YOU I M GOING TO DENY HIS MOTION AS TO ALL THEqv"
VICTIMS WITH REGARD BECAUSE IF Do THINK MY SOLE CONCERN
HIIS MAUCK AND REINHARDT DOES HIs BECAUSE THOSE ARE THE
TWO THAT JUDGE BAXLEY HEARD FROM THOSE ARE THE TWO THAT HE!_?}A
“-CONSIDERED WHEN HE ISSUED THIS SO MY SOLE CONSIDERATION IS _f:f
4DOES THIS CONTEMPT ACT As DOUBLE JEOPARDY TO. INDICTMENT o
2009 26 GS 2948 WHICH Is THE REINHARDT AND 2009 GS 26-,"-

72947 WHICH IS MAUCK

MR MYRICK AND YOUR HONOR IF AFTER YOU READ -
JUDGE BAXLEY S ORDER IF YOU FIND THAT CONTEMPT IS

SUBSTANTIALLY THE SAME ALTHOUGH THE STATE HAS ARGUED THAT

IS TOTALLY DIFFERENT SET OF ELEMENTS BETWEEN SHOWING

VDISRESPECT AND IMPEDING JUSTICE AND OBTAINING MONEY BY I
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FALSE PRETENSES ALTHOUGH THEY HAVE THE SAME UNDERLYING

fTHE‘CODRT?i UT ———

}ﬂ MR MYRICK gf——- BUT IF THE JUDGE FINDS THAT THE

SSTATE IS PREPARED UPON THE JUDGES ISSUANCE OF AN ORDER
‘LWE LL GO AHEAD AND APPEAL THAT WITH RESPECT TO THE A
;REINHARDTS AND THE MAUCKS AND WE LL PROCEED ON THE

‘IREMAINING ONES.

THE COURT 5fOKA WELL WHAT I ‘M GOING TO HAVE

'TO DO IS LET S TAKE A LITTLE BREAK BECAUSE I’VE GOT TO READ
iTHIS ORDER BECAUSE I DON T KNOW AND I VE JUST DONE A QUICK
'REVIEW AND I VE RELIED A LOT ON YA LL S ARGUMENTS AS TO

IWHAT IT SAYS AND I KNOW THAT EACH OF YOU ARE TAKING THE s

POSITION OF A DIFFERENT CLIENT IN THE INTEREST AND SO I VE

GOT TO READ IT INTOTAL MYSELF FOR | ME To DETERMINE WHY DIDQALQQ“?‘
ZYJUDGE BAXLEY HOLD “THE DEFENDANT IN, CONTEMPT AND WHETHER OR;;}f?;“&

CNOT HE’ S ALREADY SUFFERED A CRIMINAL PUNISHMENT FOR

SOMETHING YOU ARE NOW SEEKING TO PROSECUTE OKAYv{*’*"'

MR MYRICK AND WHAT WE WOULD LIKE TO DO YOURL2>_1

°THONOR REGARDLESS OF WHETHER WE CALL THE SPECIFIC COUNTs ﬂ“ﬁ!

INVOLVING MR MAUCK AND THE REINHARDTS IS WE STILL WOULD

iaLIKE TO INSURE THAT THEY ARE ABLE TO TESTIFY DURING THE

. UNAUTHORIZED PRACTICE OF LAW INDICTMENT

"1ff THE COURT I DON T KNOW WHY THEY WOULDN T

HAVEN T HEARD ‘ANY S
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MR LOCKLAIR ' WELL WE CERTAINLY WOULD HAVE A

*MOTION IN LIMINE TO LIMIT THEIR TESTIMONY TO THE APPLICABLE_.

.,EVIDENCE AS APPLIED IN THE UNAUTHORIZED PRACTICE OF LAW

THE COURT OKAY I LL JUST -DEAL WITH THAT

Q;BECAUSE I DON T KNOW THAT IT IS BARRED I DON T KNOW THAT-‘
;;THERE IS A DOUBLE JEOPARDY ‘ I JUST KNOW THAT I VE GOT TO
;:READ STATE S EXHIBIT TWO BEFORE I MAKE A DECISION ON THAT
v-;_OKAY'> ANYTHING ELSE OR DO WE WANT TO TAKE A BREAK NOW AND.

_LLET ME TAKE A LOOK AT THIS°

MR LOCKLAIR I HAVE ANOTHER MOTION _
THE COURT WHAT S YOUR OTHER MOTIONR{TL;i”'

MR LOCKLAIR 5 MY OTHER MOTION IS TO PROHIBIT

RREFERENCE TO THE ALLEGED VICTIMS IN THIS CASE AS VICTIMS

#THAT IS AN ULTIMATE ISSUE FOR THE JURY TO. DECIDE Crrrg NOT{Tf

BEEN PROVEN IF THERE WAS NO CRIME THE JURY S VERDICT h;-

pCOULD REFLECT THE PARTIES AS THE STATE CLAIMS WERE S
:;DEFRAUDED WERE NOT VICTIMS OF ANY CRIME OR THEY COULD FAIL

TO PROVE BEYOND A REASONABLE DOUBT THAT ANY CRIME WAS

COMMITTED AND THEREFORE THERE WOULD BE NO VICTIM AND WE D

"THE COURT :  ALL RIGHT, I’'LL HEAR FROM-YOU ON

THAT, MR. MYRICK

MR. MYRICK: ’>WE1RE.JUMPING.AROUND’SO-FAST ---
' THE COURT: HE JUST WANTS TO ---

MR.TMYRICK: ' THERE S A CASE, YOUR HONOR, THE
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JSTATE v

.:CASE SAYS THIS IF YOU REQUIRED A CONVICTION BEFORE SOMEONE'
'COULD BE CALLED A VICTIM ULTIMATELY THESE PEOPLE WOULD
.-EXCLUDED FROM ALL THE RIGHTS THEY ARE PROVIDED IN THE
E;CONSTITUTION BECAUSE THEY WOULDN T BE DECLARED VICTIMS

e;UNTIL THE TRIAL WAS OVER

THE COURT NO I THINK WHAT HE S TALKING HE

?IJUST DOESN T WANT THEM REFERRED TO A VICTIMS IN FRONT OF A 1_,'

f}JURY

MR LOCKLAIR THAT S CORRECT YOUR HONOR

iNAME RATHER THAN CALLING THEM A VICTIM

'HE MR MYRICK ' OUR POSITION IS THAT THEY ARE

lALREADY ARE. VICTIMS f I DON T INTEND. TO PURPOSELY ENFLAME ;
’;THE JURY BY USING THE WORD VICTIM OVER AND OVER AGAIN TEUT;;:i
IF SOMEONE IS KILLED AND THERE IS a MURDER TRIAL THERE 18 A
"DEAD PERSON AND HE/ s ON TRIAL THE STATE s. CONTENDS THAT

-fTHESE PEOPLE ARE VICTIMS

MR LOCKLAIR ‘; I ACTUALLY HAVE A CIRCUIT COURT

RULING FROM THIS JURISDICTION WHERE THAT S BEEN EXCLUDED

THE COURT | WELL ;--'I ,

. 'MR.: LOCKLAIR: ,j--- BY’ JUDGE THOMAS, JUST TO LET
THE ‘COURT RNOW IT HAS BEEN' DONE o v_ .
"f? THE COURT: - ST DON T KNOW THAT BUT HAS THERE

BEEN ANY APPELLATE DECISIONS -

Ii THE COURT HE JUST WANTS THEM REFERRED TO BY 'fV
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| : MR LOCKLAIR NO THERE'S. BEEN APPELLANT
'DECISIONS THAT I'VE BEEN ABLE TO 'FIND IN.-a-f

THE COURT: = --- ' THAT SAYS THEY. CAN T. REFER ‘TO
.THEM AS VICTIMS° | o |
MR. LOCKIAIR: ‘-f} IN OUR STATE OR “THE FOURTH
“;CIRCUIT OR THE U.S. SUPREME'COURT THAT DEAL WITH THIS
TSSUE. |
| MR;~MYRICK- I’ VE GOT- ONE YOUR HONOR THAT s
. DIRECTLY‘ M LOOKING FOR MY PAPER -
THE COURT E AND WHAT DOES THAT SAY°
MR. MYRICK" _IT SAYS TRYING TO MAKE SURE I VE

;GOT THE RIGHT CASE HERE YOUR HONOR ' "A PERSON S STATUS ASfE

A VICTIM FOR PURPOSES OF THE VICTIM S BILL OF RIGHT IS NOT'H‘

CONTINGENT ON A INDICTMENT OR’ A CONVICTION "? THAT IS

'LITTLEFIELD V. WILLIAMS 343 SC 212

MR, LOCKLAIR THAT WOULD ALSO BE A CIVIL ‘CASE’

jWHERE OBVIOUSLY THERE WOULD DIFFERENT RIGHTS IN A CIVILR_E

»_MR. MYRICK:  MAY i_APPROACH:;YOUR HONOR?T
:.:THE-COURTT YES. | | o

MR. MYRICK: IT SAID ESSENTIALLY THERE ARE TWO
DEFINITIONS OF VICTIMS AND THE ONE THAT APPLIES IN COURT -”II
PROCEEDINGS AND ONE THAT CAUSES THEIR RIGHT TO ATTACH
'MR. LOCKLAIR: I GUESS 1 CcAaN REWORD TT‘-—-;

-THE COURT: " AND I UNDERSTAND WHAT "YOU- RE SAYING
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: THE QUESTION IS CAN HE NOW REFER TO MR JOLLY AS A VICTIM

:'WHEN HE TESTIFIES°

MR. MYRICK: - SURE HE CAN.

- MR.HLOCKLAIR' -~ IF IT PLEASE THE 'COURT, WE D SAY :

_‘IT’STA}403 ARGUMENT IT S MORE PREJUDICIAL THAN PROBATIVE

:TFOR THEM TO USE THE WORD VICTIM

THE COURT ALL RIGHT I M GOING TO DENY YOUR

_;MOTION -‘I DON T KNOW OF ANYTHING THAT SAYS THEY CAN T CALL;V;Y"l
iTHEM As VICTIMS I DON T KNOW THAT THERE s ANYTHING THAT
'HPROHIBITS YOU FROM CALLING MR JOLLY A VICTIM 0. I THINK o
" You CAN REFER TO HIM As A VICTIM WHEN HE TESTIFIES OR TAKEsf
-THE STAND OR WHEN YOU CAN MAKE REFERENCE TO HIM OR WHATEVER:if
fTHE CASE MAY ‘BE. HOWEVER YA LL WANT TO REFER T0 EVERYBODY o
;I DON T- KNOW THAT THERE s ANYTHING THAT PROHIBITS IT so I Mf{n

‘GOING TO DENY THAT MOTION

MR LOCKLAIR THANK YOU YOUR HONOR FINAL

YMOTION IS A MOTION TO DISMISS FOR LACK OF SUBJECT MATTER

AJURISDICTION IT S A BURDEN ON THE STATE TO PROVE THEY

SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION : IN A LOT OF. THESE CASES THERE

AWERE NOTES AND MORTGAGES WERE SIGNED FROM ONE‘BANK TO THE

OTHER IN CERTAIN CASES THEY HAD TO BE REFILED BECAUSE THE

BANK THAT HAD THE | NOTE FILED THE ASSIGNMENT AFTER THE

: NS AND COMPLAINT HAD ‘BEEN FILED BASICALLY WHEN THEY//_-
SUMMO + WHEN THEV|

V/
FILED THE. SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT PURSUANT TO FORECLOSURE

THEY,DIDN‘T HAVE A RIGHT T04DO IT-AT THE TIME IT HAD TO BE
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'ALLOWED TO FORECLOSE ON THOSE HOUSES WITH THE PROPER
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‘DISMISSED . AND WE FEEL THAT IN SOME OF THESE CASES THAT }'
'LTHE BANK DIDN T HAVE A RIGHT TO GO FORWARD AND THE TIME
I_THAT HE WAS- CHARGED THERE WAS NO SUBJECT MATTER .
'HJURISDICTION AND WE DON T FEEL THAT THE STATE CAN PRODUCE

aTHE NOTES TO PROVE THE BANKS SHOULD HAVE BEEN ABLE TO
:JFORECLOSE IF THE BANK DIDN T HAVE THE LEGAL RIGHT TO
7;FORECLOSE EVEN IF THE CIVIL COURT GOT TRICKED BY THE

'“BANKS AND LET THEM FORECLOSE BUT THEY DIDN T HAVE THE jﬁ»”

JUDGMENT THEY DIDN T HAVE[THE SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION g;f_if,i

JUST BECAUSE THEY HAVE A JUDGMENT IT DOESN’T CONFER SUBJECTfH s

_MATTER JURISDICTION ON THIS COURT - WITHOUT THE NOTE:TobBE R

V:ASSIGNMENTS THEN ALL THESE PEOPLE HAVE LEGAL REDRESS TO

:715ﬁ:BACK AND HAVE THOSE FORECLOSURES OVERTURNED IT s HAPPENEDLAI'I'

IN OTHER STATES IN THE COUNTRY WHERE BASICALLY COURTS HAVE

HAD SAID "TOO BAD SO SAD MR BANK _You DIDN’T DO THE a*;ff>f

PROCEDURE RIGHT THEY OWN THE HOUSE YOU DON T GET

_ANYTHIN :

THE COURT f BUT HOW DOES THAT PLAY INTO THE

ALLEGATIONS THAT YOUR CLIENT SWINDLED THEM OUT OF THE MONEYD"

.AND DIDN'T PAY THE MONEY WHERE IT WAS SUPPOSED TO GO°

MR LOCKLAIR | WELL IF THE BANKS DON T HAVE THE F
RIGHT TO OWN THE HOUSE AND THEY OWN THE HOUSE FREE AND

CLEAR HE SWINDLED THEM OUT OF NOTHING HE GAVE THEM AN




"ITﬁf THEY' WOULD CASH THE CHECK b

,ENORMOUS'GAIN- SOME OF THESE PEOPLE WOULD HAVE GAINED OVER:

}ISIOO OOO BASED ON THAT THEY WOULDN T HAVE LOST A PENNY

THE COURT e NOT IF HE KEPT THE MONEY AND' DIDN T

»HDO WHAT HE' WA SUPPOSED TO _
R MR LOCKLAIR NO HE SENT MONEY TO BANKS | ,FAT=-L:3;:
:f?HE DID AND- THEY LL HAVE TO PROVE THAT HE KEPT THE MONEY N
7 BUT ¥ WHAT HE' DID WAS DOING YOUR HONOR HE WAs GETTING MONEYf-f
-i:FROM “THEM AND SENDING MONEY IT TO BANKS THAT WAS BASICALLY ‘ffi"
A SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT SAYING LOOK WE RE TRYING TO PAY o
:ijTHIS ACCORD AND SATISFACTION UCC AND THINGS LIKE THAT

L'HERE S A PROPOSED SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT TAKE IT OR LEAVE

HE WOULD CLAIM AT THAT

;fPOINT IT WOULD HAVE TO GO TO CIVIL COURT AND BE LITIGATED
iIKNOWING THE FACT THAT THERE S BASICALLY WHAT HE CALLED A
“??PONZI SCHEME WITH THE BANKS YOU KNOW DUMPING THESE SOME
iiOF THESE PEOPLE DIDN T EVEN OWN THEIR HOUSE FOR SIX MONTHS
f BEFORE IT GOT FORECLOSED THEY RE TAKING THESE ARMS THESE
-'NO INTEREST LOANS AND THESE HOMEOWNERS AT THE BANKS ALL
I;OVER THE COUNTY FINANCED KNOWING THAT THEY WEREN T GOING TO

MAKE THEIR PAYMENTS BUNDLING THEM IN SECURITIES SELLING -

THEM ON THE STOCK MARKET RUINING OUR ECONOMY ; HE KIND OF

FSAW\ALL OF THIS COMING AND SO HE CAME UP WITH THIS PLAN TO

\

CIRCUMVENT THE BANKS INSTEAD LETTING THE BANKS GET ALL OVER
o

;ﬂTHE AMERICAN PEOPLE HE DECIDED TO GET . OV“R“ON’THE BANKS

‘AND - ACTUALLY FOUND WHERE OTHER STATES ARE NOW DOING YOU
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”;SWINDLE THEM OUT OF MONEY-?

]fCAN'T BE MET

',TO DENY YOUR MOTION

HTO DETERMINE THE ADMISSIBILITY OF THE DEFENDANT S PRIOR

42 |

‘KNOW SAYING WHAT HE SAID ‘ IF YOU DON T HAVE THE NOTE AND »
'fASSIGNMENT ON TIME GET OUT OF COURT f THEY OWN THE HOUSE
. YOU DON T GET ANY MONEY THAT s WHAT HE WAS TRYING TO DO

,HHE WAS TRYING TO GIVE THEM VALUE SAVE THEIR HOMES NOT

IF THE BANKS DON T OWN THE

' HOMES AND THEY OWN THE HOMES THE BANKS DON T HAVE THE

E,NOTES RIGHT THEN THEY HAVE LOST NOTHING AND THE STATUTE

THE COURT ALL RIGHT T UNDERSTAND 1 M GOING ;%;ya;,

'; I THINK IT MIGHT BE A DEFENSE BUT I

DON T KNOW THAT IT CREATES A LACK OF JURISDICTION

MR LOCKLA" ':YES SIR THANK YOU YOU HONOR

THE COURT ALL RIGHT

MR LOCKLAIR FINAL MOTION WOULD BE*A;HEARING

'*ACTS I M SUE HE S GOING 6" USE A 1998 COUNTERFEITING AND. _f3°“'

A WITNESS INTIMIDATION CHARGE BECAUSE HE SENT ME SOME STUFEIV"’:’”

IN DISCOVERY i I DON T KNOW WHAT OTHER BAD ACTS HE INTENDS

,TO USE BUT HE DOES HAVE SOME OTHER CONVICTIONS ON HIS

‘RECORD FELON IN POSSESSION OF A FIREARM IN 2003 Afffﬁ

SUPERVISED RELEASE REVOCATION A DRUG CHARGE FROM WHILE ;;‘
BACK WHICH IS NOTIRELEVANT A 1977 -44”*rhfii ‘Ff:

THE COURL WELL LET ME DO THIS MR MYRICK ‘DO |

peottl HAVE A "LIST. OF PRIOR BAD ACTS THAT You, THAT YOU INTEND*'”

TO USE IF HE - TAKES THE STAND OR THAT YOU ACKNOWLEDGE IS NOT
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HMR LOCKLAIR WOULD LIKE TO REVIEW THEM

43

GOING TO BE USED° o

MR MYRICK ;,'YES;fSIR]"THEREYS?AfCOUNTERFEITING';f
CONVICTION

. THE COURT FROM A COUNTERFEITING° *v'

MR MYRICK}?J UNDER A CORRECT READING OF THE

.HRULE IT COUNTS THE TEN YEARS BEGINS ELAPSING WHEN HE S

IR HE TAKES THE STAND WE PLAN ON USING IT IT S A CRIME OF{“

THE COURT i ALL RIGHT

MR MYRICK I VE GOT ALL THE CODE SECTIONS IF

THE COURT I AGREE WITH THE COUNTERFEITING

i__WHAT ELSE HAVE YOU GOT°

MR MYRICK SO WE VE GOT THE COUNTERFEITING

':ONE THAT IS IF HE IS GOING TO TESTIFY IF HE DOESN T

INTEND TO TESTIFY THE STATE DOESN T INTEND TO USE THAT

~»COUNTERFEITING CONVICTION AS LYLE EVIDENCE UNLESS WHAT WE
}HEAR DURING THE COURSE OF THE TRIAL ARE ARGUMENTS ABOUTV;,';]_f
IINTENT IF WE HEAR A DEFENSE BASED ON INTENT WE INTEND TO‘

USE IT FOR COMMON SCHEME OR PLAN UNDER LYLE AND WE’ D LIKE .

IF THE COURT_WOULD TO DEFER A RULING UNTIL THE TRIAL

.1DEVELOPS AND WHETHER THE COUNTERFEITING CONVICTION IS _;;_gf-

’;APPROPRIATE UNDER LYLE

THE COURT : OKAY IALL_DERERfA:RULINGfONATHAT,-5

;RELEASED FROM HIS CONFINEMENT SO IT S WITHIN THE TEN YEARS Z,f__*f
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"MY THE QUESTION IS WHAT ARE YOU GOING TO WHAT ELSE HE
fSAID DRUG CONVICTION ARE YOU GOING TO USE A DRUG

'fCONVICTION?

MR MYRICK ' NO SIR
THE COURT ALL RIGHT

MR MYRICK IEJI- MAY, YOUR HONOR HE 8 GOT A"

;’CRIMINAL HISTORY GOING ‘BACK' TO 1971 1971 EOSSESSION_OF :

fGHEROIN SALE OF HEROIN e

7.@;5THEuCOURTI YOU RE GOING TO USE POSSESSION OF

_HEROIN?'Y.,LY

MR MYRICK = SIR°1 E

"yfTHE COURT _YOU'RE GOING TO USE POSSESSION OF

‘_gMR MYRICK NO SIR

'ff”THE COURT-" ALL RIGHT LET 'S JUST GO DOWN AND

*ﬁGIVE ME. A LIST OF WHAT YOU THINK 18 & CRIME OF MORAL

HfTURPITUDE OR ADMISSIBLE ON CREDIBILITY ISSUES

*"EMR MYRICK f JUST THE oNE.

‘IfTHE CoURT JUST THE COUNTERFEITINGviI.'":»
fEI:MR MYRICK JUST THE ONE YES SIRIJ" o
| _"TTHE COURT ALL RIGHT | THAT' S THE ONLY. ONE. "LET'
'ME_HEAR_FROM YOU ON THE COUNTERFEITING o

' MR LOCKLAIR I CAN'T TELL FROM THE NCIC WHEN
HE coT RELEASED HE SAID IT WAS IN 2001 AND THE RELEASE

DATE OBVIOUSLY IS WHEN IT APPLIES 80 I DON‘T KNOW WHEN HE
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WAS RELEASED SO IF DATE Is IN THERE .THEN WITHIN THE TEN—

TEAR PERIOD BUT REGARDLESS IF IT'S WITHIN THE TEN YEAR

'PERIOD OR NOT, THE RULE DOES PROVIDE. THAT IF THE PROBATIVE
VALUE IS OUTWEIGHED BY THE PREJUDICE IT’ S.GOING To CAUSE‘TOTf'
-5THE DEFENDANT THEN 'IT SHOULD BE EXCLUDED WE WOULD JUST

':ARGUE FOR. “THE PROPOSES OF IF HE DOES TESTIFY AND FOR LYLE :

' THAT IT'S TOO PREJUDICIAL FOR HIS LYLE ARGUMENT THAT

COUNTERFEITING AND THIs SORT OF SCHEME ARE TOTALLY SEPARATEff’

ﬁ_AND DISTINCT TYPES OF ISSUES WHILE THEY BOTH MIGHT ’

INVOLVE ALLEGED CONDUCT ‘WHICH INVOLVES DISHONESTY WE DON T

THINK _THEY' D BE RELATED ENOUGH TO COME IN UNDER LYLE AND WE?-’

_CERTAINLY THINK THEY WOULD BE TOO PREJUDICIAL TO COME IN IFqu

HE WOULD CHOOSE TO TAKE THE STAND AND WE WOULD ASK THAT

:THEY BE EXCLUDED.

THE COURT:. - IN 2001 HE WAS' RELEASED ‘I NEED TO - ' .

KNOW HIS RELEASE DATE.

vMR..MYRICK WE CAN'RROVE IT, YOUR HONOR.
THE COURT: DO YOU HAVE IT NOW?.
MR. MYRICK: SURE DO:

THE COURT: ALL RIGHT WHEN WAS HE RELEASED FROM

JAIL?

MR. MYRICK: 2003.

| THE COURT: ‘THAT'S-IN-zoO3° ALL RIGHT IErHEfs*’-
SAYING 2003, MR. LOCKLAIR, THAT: WOULD- MAKE IT ADMISSIBLE

MR. LOCKLAIR: HE’S SAYING-CONVICTED FELON IN_
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- POSSESSION OF A ETREARM;.THAT WASeFEBRUARY’4 2603 HE GOT

27 MONTHS, THREE YEARS SUPERVISED RELEASE. SO I DON'T

UNLESS'HE GOT' IN‘THOSE'35’DAYS.IN 2003*’HE WOULD HAVE To”“

BE. RELEASED BECAUSE OBVIOUSLY HE WAS IN COURT ON FEBRUARY

: ATH OF 2003

MR MYRICK N IF HE WAS SET TO GET OUT IN 2001

'fHE DID A SUPERVISED RELEASE HE GOT CAUGHT As A FELON N
r:POSSESSION OF A WEAPON N 2001 THE SUPERVISED RELEASE WAsff?fif
_fREVOKED AND- HE WAs REINCARCERATED ON THE COUNTERFEITING ?**”"'
QCHARGE UNTIL 2003 WHEN HE WAs RELEASED ON BOTH OF THEM
. HAVE ALL OF. THE DOCUMENTS AND GIVEN MR JOLLY s LITTGIOUS;[Q

jNATURE I ALSO HAVE A FOURTH CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALs?'V*'

1OPINION AND THE ACCOMPANYING BRIEFS OF THE STATE AND PRE—*-
'SENTENCING REPORT ALL WHICH INDICATE HE WAS IN PRISON FOR

_THE COUNTERFEITING CHARGE LESS THAN TEN YEARS AGO

THE COURT . ALL RIGHT I LL GO AHEAD AND RULE

"THE COUNTERFEITING --_g{-f-»

MR MYRICK LI VE MARKED IT ALL.
THE COURT [HQKAY; YOU WANT TO PUT THOSE IN?-'

MR MYRICK . YES SIR THESE ARE ALL CERTIFIED

.PUBLIC SELF AUTHENTICATING PUBLIC DOCUMENTS UNDER 803(8)

'WHICH CAN BE INTRODUCED WITHOUT A WITNESS UNDER 902

.‘THE COURT:, ALL RIGHT THAT WOULD BE STATE’S?
: MR,IMYRTCK: ST BELIEVE WE RE. AT STATE s 4

THE COURT: MARK THEM COLLECTIVELY As 49 -
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iCRIMINAL DOCKET SHEET FROM PACER HE HAD HIS FINAL_

| MR. MYRICK:® WE "CAN, YOUR HONOR,’ IELYOUaLTKE{
- THE COURT:. " ANY OBJECTION°"

MR. LOCKLAIR _ NO OBJECTION YOUR HONOR BUT I

‘TMIGHT BE. MISREADING SOMETHING SOME OF THE STUFF M
-fLOOKING AT HERE HE GOT 27 MONTHS on’ “THE: COUNTERFEITING ‘
?iWTTNESS THING, APRIL 27TH 2001 HIS SUPERVISED RELEASE WAS;;:{7J
- REVOKED.. 3 THIS IS ACTUALLY A SEPARATE DOCKET SHEET FOR THE " -
*CFIREARM POSSESSION OF FIREARM AND COMMERCE AND PENDING

ICOUNTS THIS DOESN T SHOW ANY VIOLATIONS AS FAR As THIS

J;GOES ON. THTS CHARGE HE WAS INDICTED ON “THE, GUN CHARGE IN;;ff,’

:OCTOBER 2001 HAS ARRAIGNMENT AND GUILTY PLEA ON JANUARY

2002 WAS SENTENCED ON JULY 5 2002 ON THAT GUN CHARGE

ﬂAS FAR As THE COUNTERFEITING CHARGE ACCORDING TG. THE Aff}l'

SUPERVISED RELEASE REVOCATION HEARING ROBERT STEVE JOLLY _ff:" :

TBEFORE CHIEF JUDGE N C TILLEY JR ON APRIL 27 2001 IN

WHICH HE WAS COMMITTED TO THE BUREAU OF PRISONS FOR NINE

MONTHS TO BE FOLLOWED BY 27 MONTHS OF SUPERVISED RELEASE

AAT THAT POINT FROM NINE MONTHS FROM AUGUST 2001 OBVIOUSLY

'WOULDN T PUT" HIM INTO 2003 BUT WOULD PUT HIM IN 2001 SO

THAT' S L | L ,
| 'THE COURT: YEAH BUT I MEAN BUT THAT WAS APRIL

20- SOMETHING OF 2001 WAS WHEN HIS SUPERVISED RELEASE WAS

REVOKED 'FOR' THE COUNTERFEITING - ,f'uj

MR LOCKLAIR . IN ORDER TO MAKE THIS ARGUMENT 'If;‘
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SO HE WOULD HAVE SERVED UNTIL JANUARY OF 2002 ON THE

L{APPELLATE PURPOSES

48

'KNOW ON APPEAL THE APPELLATE COURT WILL TAKE INTO HOW FAR
I:NEAR THE TEN YEAR PERIOD IS AND OBVIOUSLY THE 2001 AND THE
ﬂ'2003 MADE A TWO YEAR DIFFERENCE WHERE HE S BARELY INSIDE

. THE WINDOW OR HE S WELL INSIDE THE WINDOW

THE COURT SOAYOU_SAY THAT ORDER OF APRIL 25

”J2001 HIS SUPERVISED RELEASE WAS REVOKED ON THE

J;COUNTERFEITING CHARGE°

MR LOCKLAIR CORRECT HE WAS GIVEN NINE

'JMONTHS LIKE I SAID MAYBE I M MISSING SOMETHING THAT S

| NOT ON THE DOCKET SHEET OR SOMETHING ELSE BUT I CAN T TELL@}<5 B

HOW FROM 2001 REVOCATION FOR NINE MONTHS HE GOT_OUT IN ff*}Vfﬂﬁ-”*

THE COURT THAT S RIGHT HE SERVEDH

iCOUNTERFEITING WHICH STILL PUTS HIM IN THE TEN YEARS

’ﬂ; MR LOCKLAIR RIGHT I JUST WANTED THAT FOR

a, THAT s MARKED COLLECTTVELyv.fzf

MR MYRICK YOUR HONOR WE VE TALKED AROUND

1YOU'D JUST BEAR WITH ME

THE COURT _ ALL RIGHT e
MR MYRICK I HAVE 22 FED APPX 244 WHICH IS
ROBERT JOLLY 'S, APPEAL TO THE FOURTH CIRCUIT AND IT SAYS

"ROBERT JOLLY APPEALS THE DISTRICT COURT S REVOCATION OF

THE COURT ) ALL RIGHT  STATE’S EXHIBIT NUMBER - [~ -
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tIT s 2001 T s FROM APRIL 27TH -—4’5”“

’YBECAUSE YOU DON T GET GOOD TIME WHEN YOU RE IN FEDERAL

;fTHAT S WHAT WE WANT FOR THE RECORD

'SUPERVISED RELEASE AND HOPES PURSUANT TO A CONVICTION FOR A V_:
'.CONSPIRACY TO POSSESS AND HOUSE COUNTS THAT OBLIGATION "'

-WHEN‘HEQFILED IT HE WAS IN JAIL AND IT WAS LATE 2001

-Q;THE:COURT OKAV:Vi

‘;MR}LMYRICKT “sor ALL THESE DOCUMENTS ARE EVIDENCE

“:Q;MR;fLOCKLAIR THIS

'_ﬁfMR;gMYRICK WELL THAT ONE DOESN T YOU HAVE el

:JTO FLIP TO THE PACER DOCKET WHICH DEMONSTRATES THAT HE WAS

»_.REMANDED AND WAS IN JAIL AND HE WAS RELEASED I HA ;-53r~5f

MR LOCKLAIR 2001 YEAH I AGREE WITH THAT

THE COURT A YEAH CIT SOUNDS LIKE -__iysx»:'-

MR LOCKLAIR Qf; IT s NINE MONTHS EXACTLYf55~'

-PRISON APRIL 27 2001 WOULD HAVE PUT HIM RIGHT INTO 2002

“THE - COURT : ALL RIGHT SOUNDS GOOD
MR MYRICK THANK YOU YOUR HONOR
» THE COURT STATE s EXHIBIT 4 IS MARKED f},,C '
COLLECTIVELY 'AND, ADMITTED _INTO EVIDENCE WITHOUT OBJECTION

(WHEREUPON STATE S EXHIBIT NUMBER 4 IS MARKED

RAND ADMITTED INTO EVIDENCE )

MR LOCKLAIR YOUR HONOR THEY RE ADMITTED INTO

EVIDENCE JUST FOR PURPOSES OF THIS HEARING AND NOT FOR “;;;'
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‘QZNOT CONCEDING THAT THEY RE SELF AUTHENTICATING FOR COMING

ﬂ_jigDoCUMENTS AT TRIAL
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- TRIAL?

fLAPPROPRIATE TIME TO ENTER THOSE INTO EVIDENCE ———RiI

LFTHAT WE RE NOT OBJECTING TO THEM NOW DOES NOT MEAN WE RE

"l?IN FOR TRIAL WE RE NOT OBJECTING ONLY FOR PURPOSES OF

:”ﬁTHIS HEARING AND RESERVING ALL OBJECTIONS AS TO. THOSE ,Jﬁ;5~

12

THE COURT: RIGHT
jMR.VMYRICKv:” THESE ARE SELF AUTHENTICATING —--
fTHE.COURTﬁ HOLD FOR A SECOND

"f{:MR MYRICK f WE RE GOING TO MOVE AT THEﬂj

THE COURT ' ALL RIGHT

MR MYRICK SHOULD HE TESTIFY OR SHOULD HE

MR LOCKLAIR JUST FOR THE RECORD THE FACT

3ﬁvlf;THE COURT I UNDERSTAND L

53*MR LOCKLAIR THANK YOU YOUR HONOR

I?ETHE COURT ALL RIGHT ANYTHING ELSE°

Y:H{MR LOCKLAIR f No SIR YOUR HONOR
o ‘fj;THE COURT s ALL RIGHT LET s TAKE ABOUT A TEN—f‘
MINUTE BREAK FOR ME TO READ JUDGE BAXLEY'S ORDER AND' T ‘nn

COME BACK ON THE MOTION TO DISMISS FOR DOUBLE JEOP%RE!/LL//fT:

—

——— ' /

GROUNDS ALL RIGHTv"
MR MYRICK - YES, SIR.

THE COURT: THANK YOU.
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(WHEREUPON A RECESS WAS TAKEN AT THIS TIME AND
‘THE FOLLOWING TAKES PLACE ON’ THE RECORD AFTER THE RECESS
THE COURT C I HAVE READ JUDGE BAXLEY E2 ORDER FOR

f{TEMPORARY INJUNCTION 'AND' CRIMINAL CONTEMPT DATED MAY 4,
fizoo9 AND HE 'SPEAKS" IN GENERAL TERMS AS FAR AS THE SCHEME
V';}WHAT “WAS- DONE AND THINGS OF THAT NATURE SO 1T/ S HARD TO |
5IDENTIFY WHO THE VICTIMS OF THIS ALLEGED WRONGDOING WAS BUT
“fiTHERE s NO DOUBT PRIMARILY SINCE ERNEST MAUCK AND ESTHER B
.Z:C?REINHARDT TESTIFIED THAT HE WAS DEFINITELY CONSIDERING “
:»THOSE TWO SO I M GOING TO RULE THAT INDICTMENTS 2009 GS-C
7:’?25 2948 AND 2009 GS 26 2947 THAT DEAL WITH THE REINHARDTS
itﬁ;?:AND ‘ERNEST AND PATRICIA MAUCK AND ESTHER AND LARRY
-t;iREINHARDT THOSE ARE BARRED BY DOUBLE JEOPARDY BECAUSE I
VIA}}?THINK IT S PRETTY CLEAR THAT JUDGE BAXLEY SENTENCED MR.
;;JOLLY TO SIx MONTHS IN PRISON FOR CRIMINAL CONTEMPT FOR
ILSEVERAL ACTIONS PART OF THE ACTIONS BEING THE EXACT
‘;EINFORMATION THAT s CONTAINED IN. THESE INDICTMENTS WITH
'igtREGARD TO THE MAUCKS AND THE REINHARDTS THAT HE OBTAINED
V?x'i?SIGNATURES ON QUIT CLAIM DEEDS FILED QUIT CLAIM DEEDS
.'.5MADE PROMISES TO THEM THAT. HE WAS GOING TO PAY OFF '

' MORTGAGES‘AND»THINGS OF THAT'NATURE SO'SINCE HE S ALREADY

—

GOING TO RULE THAT THOSE TWO INDICTMENTS ARE BARRED

:PROSECUTION OF. THOSE TWO INDICTMENTS ARE BARRED BY DOUBLE

JEOPARDY. _ALL RIGHT?
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'MR. LOCKLAIR: THANK YOU, YOUR HONOR

| THE COURT:  ALL RIGHT. | L

" MR. MYRIck:Yf YOUR HONOR,'MAR'I:BE,HEARD‘DRIERLY?
THE COURT: - YES. R

MR. MYRICK: THE STATE- WOULD REQUEST YOU

'RECONSIDERCYOUR RULING. I HAVE THE TRANSCRIPT FROM THE
'APRIL 16 HEARING. IF I MAY I'D LIKE TO READ THE COURT
JUDGE BAXLEY SAys " wRoR DIRECT CRIMINAL CONTEMPT THE STATE
WILL CONSIDER BEHAVIOR THAT OBSTRUCTS DEGRADES OR 3
fUNDERMINEs THE ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE AND THE COURT HAS fnftu
'AUTHORITY TO' SENTENCE YoU TO SIX. MONTHS IN PRISON L AND |
._THAT'S'ON PAGE 146. AND ON PAGE 148 THE COURT SAYS,*“YOU

HAVE ABUSED THE LEGAL PROCESS TO OBSTRUCT THE

HADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE TO DEGRADE THE SYSTEM OF

JUSTICE“ AND- THAT'S WHY HE HELD HIM IN CONTEMPT. IF I MAY

- CAN I HAND 'THIS UP, _YOUR HONOR?

THE COURT" WELL NO, THAT’S FINE BECAUSE HIS
ORDER, I'M GOING SPECIFICALLY THE FACTS OF HIS SIGNED ORDERV

WHERE "DEFENDANT JOLLY’S ORCHESTRATION OF THE

VYAFOREMENTIONED SCHEME HIS BARRAGE OF FRIVOLOUS FILINGS IN =
THE FORECLOSURE ACTIONS AND HIS: CONDUCT AT THE APRIL 16TH |

'HEARING CONSTITUTE DIRECT CRIMINAL CONTEMPT-IN-THE COURT{S

RESENCE. * R3D WHEN HE REFERENCED THE AFOREMENTIONED
SCHEME IT APPEARS THAT HE IS TALKING ABOUT THE DEFENDANTS

WHERE THE WITNESSES MAUCK AND REINHARDT BOTH TESTIFIED THAT
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25

45

53
"THEY QUIT CLAIMED THEIR INTEREST IN THEIR RESPECTIVE

RESIDENCES "AND REAL PROPERTY TO THE DEFENDANT JOLLY IN THE

BELIEF THAT DOING SO WOULD- PREVENT THEIR HOMES FROM BEING
,:FORECLOSEDTUPON. AFTER GIVING QUIT CLAIM DEEDS TO
ADEFENDANT JOLLY THEY BEGAN MAKING PAYMENTS TO'DEFENDANT; o
:!JOLLY IN THE BELIEF HE WAS THE PERSON TO WHOM THE DEBT
-.ASSOCIATED WITH RESPECTIVE RESIDENCES WERE NOW OWNED ,'THEYC
-DEFENDANTS PREPARED THE QUIT CLAIM DEEDS AND DOCUMENTS E

- ASSOCIATED WITH THESE PURPORTED CONVEYANCES TO DEFENDANT

JOLLY AND THEY RELIED UPON THE REPRESENTATIONS OF

DEFENDANTS IN CONNECTION WITH AGREEING TO THESE PAYMENTS

'AND PURPORTED CONVEYANCES TO DEFENDANT JOLLY " SO THAT WAS;&»'

_THE SCHEME THAT HE WAS REFERENCING IN HIS ORDER .'IT DEALS

WITH MAUCK, IT DEALS WITH. REINHARDT IT DEALS WITH OTHERS ‘

BECAUSE IT TALKS ABOUT FORECLOSE ACTIONS BUT HE DOESN T
',TALK ABOUT WHICH OTHER .ONES HE WAS- TALKING ABOUT :fso__fﬂn"
-THAT S THE REASON I AM GRANTING "YOUR MOTION To DISMISS
1INDICTMENTS 2009- GS 26- 2947 THAT DEALS WITH THE ALLEGED
jOBTAINING PROPERTY BY FALSE PRETENSE FROM' ERNEST AND

-PATRICIA MAUCK AS WELL AS INDICTMENT 2009 GS 26 2948

OBTAINING -PROPERTY. BY FALSE PRETENSE FROM ESTHER AND LARRY‘A’

:REINHARDT BECAUSE I THINK JUDGE BAXLEY HAS ALREADY DEALT o

MR. MYRICK: YOUR HONOR, ARE YOU GOING'TofIssUE' :

A WRITTEN ORDER? -
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*THAT IT DID INVOLVE THE MAUCKS AND THE REINHARDTSI

:,ITHEICOURT;'; IF YOU. WANT ME TO I WILL: |
;I;MR;HMYRICK: IF YOU WILL
.;THE COURT: ALL RIGHT

'ﬂ MR MYRICK ~.IT .S FOR APPELLANT LAWYERS ”1AND{.

’ YOUR HONOR WE INTEND TO CALL THE REINHARDTS AND THE MAUCKS

- as WITNESSES 1IN THE UNAUTHORIZED PRACTICE OF LAW *Tv

THE COURT -ALL RIGHT IF T COULD GO AHEAD _IE_Q"'

,YOU WOULD PREPARE THAT ORDER FOR ME MR LOCKLAIR°;f"

-AfMR LOCKLAIR ; YES SIR YOUR HONOR

‘;ITHE COURT f BASICALLY JUST WHAT I SAID

fREFERENCE JUDGE BAXLEY s ORDER WHERE HE Is HOLDING HIM IN N
'CRIMINAL CONTEMPT SENTENCING HIM TO SIX MONTHs IN PRISON f““
7ﬂFOR VARIOUS ACTs OF DIRECT CONTEMPT ONE OF THOSE BEING

:THIs PRIOR SCHEME IN WHICH ALL THE COURT CAN DETERMINE Is.}~*+5?

IiﬁE'

*COURT CANNOT DETERMINE WHAT OTHER ALLEGED VICTIMs MAY HAVEﬂij}If
'iBEEN INVOLVED AND THAT s WHY I M WHY I M DENYING YOUR

IEMOTION TO DISMISS AS TO THESE OTHER INDICTMENTS BUT I AM

GOING TO. GRANT IT AS TO THOSE TWO ALL RIGHT ANYTHING
ELSE° o | |

MR 'LOCKLAIR:  NOTHING FROM'THE DEFENSE AT THIS

TIME, YOUR HONOR

THE;COURT;="ALL‘RIGHTII"ANYTHING FROM THE STATE?

_MR. MYRICK: NO, SIR.
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TR ' T U NOTICE OF HEARING. ,x\D
ROBEKT st\EJ()LL\ E r AL  RULE To. sHow CaLSEs

S Du;ndml o W o

. Tu Luunsel .md un p.lrllcs in .m\ mscs pmdmg beloru thls (_uurt in W hach Robert Stcw o
Julh h.n Jppedred 4y a part) o IR ST : : : :

‘1 ou are hcruby nonncd that lhl:, ( oun w |ll s.undm.t .1 m.u\dalory Mn)utt.uwoua m..mng in Jll_.

L.ma in whu.h Rubcn Stuc Juil) hus Jppudl’\.d u: 4 pum un; I‘hursddy Apnl lo ’009 b‘.gmmn& J[_‘:: _~: o

lU U() a n. m urcuuwunrooml \ un :hg Jurd ﬂuur ul :m Hun\ (oum» L o 1huuw lh;. purpmcf R T

§ :ut thx> hwnn;, is to mkc ualuuony .md hc..:r .ugumcma on whuhd Rubm btuw Jolly md .m)onei" ‘ oo

\mu\b un be.h.:lf ot Robv..rt Joll) .md A»o\.uua >hould b\. u.suum:d lrom ull prm.miy ptndlns w.m.s SRR
» hl.fork thxa (,uun .15 a rt.sult ot Jll‘.bauum ot thc. unumhon/«.d pm;tm. or Lm .mci or t!u. mkm; .):“'-'5"_"!_ .
o _1.._‘-;_ujguun_:_th‘m;undcvmw_m'cs, the gdmgpgs;ram_);n und__mtv.;rcsts _or ;Vu‘;ucc, L

B 151.-'()0.: |{obcn Steve Jolly, Ru:zwldvdll Siin, and ,Li_llidj;‘x}i’;'xi'n.' fdiid q:‘ny"'gjci;suli'.ﬁgill‘r"lsfu’t_;.fi-l_,in_ji\h;»f w.x\ R

; ;.w R()b'c.ﬂ"hnlly und ,-\.s'a'()\:iuﬂ:s;aré 'hi:rcb'\ ad i]iacd w rc'l'uu'i, c(),un'sic!,und ‘brihi{s’uuh _é'o'unsd \_»'ilh"\"-'()lr S

e lu th hwrmb .uld wmmund..d to hu prucm .md ahuu Cause \\h\ dmun \huuld not b ka b !hl\

(uun lkd!n\l sou v.hn.h s m\.l.ldL mncimn dmnmnl wmm'pt \u nlhu’ ulnun.um. rdh.,l/

L "_'nrdwcd-_ugmnst .‘"?U- :

SO Cenaay, South Ciroling
 Mareh 1102009

e Lm_} ¢ Rcinhurdl;\"'iﬁ;.lhcr Remnhards
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. SI‘M‘FOI-bOLrllC\ROll\\(\NI ' S
T Huln D \IL\I.MU —\norne\ Ganr.Il

Pl.umlff
:.{:'A.'_-‘;VS- -
:Jou.v & Assocm es LLC .md S nzvs

L JOLLY A KA ROBERT STEVE Jou_y
L mdmdually -

Dcfc nd..mts T

-y _dnbfﬁ‘mﬁ TEMPORARY i’m UNCTIONAND é‘km‘llmt;.rcc)rit\}fisii?r .

Thn mam,r carne bcfom the Court on a 8ummons ( Summons"). complamt "

:-:»-_:‘;:,f("Co‘mplamt") and Monon for T«.mporary Injuncuon ("Mouon") ﬁled on- Aprll 3 "009
\ A -_ by the Slate of South Carolma ex rel chry D McMaster Attornc General ("Plamtnff")' ;“
;:iszhrs malter ‘was aho bc.forc thc Court pureuant to lhe undcmgncds commumg S
e j.url.idlcll()ﬂ in numuouc torcdosure dctwns( Forec!osurc Actlons") currcmly p;ndmg in
Horry County m Wthh Dt.fendam Stcu. Jolly a,ka Robert Ste\c Jollv ("Jolly") is 4 party‘ L
or is othuwnsc m\olved ! Nouo. ha\mg bu:n prov&ded o .zH u)nc:.rm.d d hwrmg onvn |
f_'.,'_:;::-'_(h.uc muum \ww hcld ‘un Apn! 16 7()()*) at N) dm“m the Horr} Count) Court of o
| '>"C0rnmon Ph..m | . | N | | .‘ |
.‘!umrm' w;ls_}l’;.‘.pn:..‘ién[.tj‘.d uv! l'hé hc lrln_», hy .z\\\l\ld.n[ Altnrncy\ (JLnerl ,\Ilu.n W o

Myriek and W;:»ric'nv V. G';iquclmsa_ilyl Dq.hnd.ml Joliy nppwn.d pm v l' hg:‘.-to!lo_\_\_mg

(urmdmm thit lhcrc ire )‘f\.'\cn!?\ dur\.n\ o -.mh hrulmun. \Lll”ﬂ\ puuluu_ rn\ Court wilh
oot uml-.rx the tohemtily el one in lhr\ Ornder. S
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L _,,}munxd tm \anous pl unmh m lh:: pgmlmn qu.lmun Aumns m.rg pr;scm Rol‘n,rl P

\.\und E\q (Rngus Tm\ nund & Thom‘.a PC) ba.m Al OCummr F%q (F:nkLl Linw
- _"an LLC) H. Gmmn \Iurrdl Exq (Kurn L.m Flrm P. A): Pguru w Flumng Exq."‘ .
-(Fh.mmg& \\hm PA) .md LcRo» F. L.mu Esq (Rlle\ Popu L\z Laney LLC) |
. Allhounh Deundanl Joll) purporud to appcar 0n hchdlf ot Dcr‘undanl Jull) &:“_'-

i \«ocmeq LLC ("J&A) Dufcndam J&A r.uled lo make a whd xppuran(e in th:q o

: .'_A:}.;lmduu uther by thg an appropmlu p!wdmg or by u(hcmlsc h‘mng Loumd .1ppedr

'_i-:‘_;_hcforc (he Court on J&As behalf ' "_"amance :

-LL_ 334 SC 6-19 515 S EZd ’57 (l999) (holdmg lhal corpomle l-:nhllt'i cannot be;",.‘ E

i reprmcnled by a non Idwycr in thc cxrcunt or dpp;ll.lte coum of lhlS Statc)

| On Apnl 6, ”009 the Summons. _Complamr Mouon .md noucc of hednng.‘thcr;-on- |
._:'__';‘_‘;wcrc pcrsonally ecrvcd on (1) Dcfendant Jolly mdmdudlly, and (2) Dcfendant J&A by- . S
: _1%<;crvnce upon Dcfendam Jolly who |s Defendant J&A s regmu.ud agem Thc C0url alsof :

g surved noucc on Defendants by mall adwsmg them that a hcanng was bemg held Apnl »_ '-

:‘41'6,_-009 at’ l() a m. concernmg the Foreclosure ALnom Do.fendant Jolly madc no"- .

j_“_obJLcnon to’ the nmmg, qemcc Or adcquaCy of the notices rcgardmg the heanngf L
- i-."’Furter noncc of lhlS hunng was scrved on: all partu,s and counsel who had pcndmg .

i A"'i_i'fouclosure Lusu; m wmch \lr JoII) hdd appearcd or .mcmpud to Jppmr as a purty .

g _‘ AL 'l'hcf outset- or-me April 16 ’hcmi'ng Dcfénd-inr ’JOIly ihuiezined that .ir'i'A'prir»l 5.
1()()9 hL lud umuw.d Pl.unuu s :umn 10 lhe Lmtcd States Dhln(.l Cuurl for.the Dmmt . /
- of Snurh (umlma ( Dmrlu Court") ,\Ilhoubh Ddundum Jul!y produud @ ruupt '

-_Hmdnutmb p.l)mt.m nt i hhng fee 10 thé Dlsmu Court he wuld ot pmduu any -

e
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-docu_mcn»l '\'.\‘ith th-. bis!i_‘id C(iun's filing st’;unb“ur ulh;r indiciy of dnckcling. ,Pluimit’t"s
_‘mun».q.l. urgued |lm llu. Anorney General's olnu: h.ld nm hu.n SErV ;d W uh any purpurlud.-'
.rcmo.\ al doQumnu and lh.ll tlu. Dmmt Court's onllm P \CER dml\c( dld hot nﬂcu any.
"SUCh l‘i»linrg. by ‘D'c,fcn'dz,lhls zl‘s'ofalpprq.\;imulcl‘y 10 ;1.m. on April _.I6.‘.
- The Court declined to sus;-pc'nd..!hc s&hcduiéd pfc)cécdinés' insbfur' 'as'Dcfch‘d;mts'-'. .
: purpor(cd umm.tl of Phllnlltf"i action. lf \.1l|d “hu.h dom not ducsl thc Cuurt uf: L

- Jumdu.uon over thc ».mouq “Foreclosure Aumm Accordmgly, th Court ru..cwcd ‘

P, 19/4@

tcsumony from two mdmdudls who were among those dffectcd by the pendmO’ R

FOrecloSure ACUORS These mdmduah Emcst Mauck ("Mauck") .md Esther Remhard!
J.("Runhardt") tnuﬂcd regardmg thelr do.almgs wnh Defcndanls,_ muludmg
, urcum:tunceq curroundmg the prcpdrauon .md LXCCUNOH of u.rtam documcms dnd:l'i?v‘_‘

' ar.socmtcd repruentauons madc by Dcfendants Wnncsscs Mauck dnd Remh.xrdl both-ﬁf C

' tg.sufxcd that (l) thcy qu:tc!almt.d thc:r mlcrcst m thctr n.spectwe resxdences dnd real' T

= ._: pmperly to Dcfcndant Joliy in the behcf lhat dOmg so would prevcnl thclr homcs from RO

bemg forecloscd upon (2) after ngmg quuclanm dccds (o Dbfcnddnl Jolly. thy began R

makmg paymcnt: 1o Dt.fendant Jolly m the bchcf thal he was- thc pcrson to whom lhc. )

dc.bl Msocmled wuh their rCﬂpCCllVL resxdcncus was now owed (3) Dcfendams prcparcd o o

the qunclanm du:ds and docmncms aqsocmud mth thuc purpom.d «.omu.mm to

_ o The Courl tikes judicial notice ol the District Court’s online PA( FR dugkgl Aot rcnuum. catey ol
Defeadamy’ Notice of Removal untif 1:01 p-m. on April 1o, 2009, althaugh - the Tiling - daw umllunu!
theecon is INLU as \pnl 15, 2009. ' = A P

ThL residenee uu.upud by F raest Mawek is e xulnul ul lh\. fnrulu\un ;\q.uun hn..urmg, ( \ 'Vu
NCP-26-7547 ~ : :

! llu residence nuupud by Esther Runh.lrdl i th ~uh|u.l ul the luru.imun. \allnn ln. .rm;, v
“No, |L\(P’h 4504, v _
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DLlLl]d.lﬂ( Jo(l) and (4) lhu\ rglud upon lhu ('Lpn.\cm mnn\n! Ddcnd.ml\ n u\nnulmn _

- .'\\ilh :'l_urccing to these pay ments and purpoited com eyanees (o Dcfcnd;mt Jolty. -

In the course of cross-examining witnesses-Mauck and Reinhardt. Defendunt Jolly

frequenily deviated from. usking questions und mude gratuitous statements to the Court

" while he was under vath. Consequently. Plainitt’s counsel advised Defendunt Jolly carly -

‘o that such stitements could be used against him in un ongoingf crir‘ninul im-cstio‘min'n' _

L "r‘clut'in-g to thé Unuufhoriicd"b'ructi’cc of |u'w.' Addmonall), (he Court wcnt to grut

' procccdmgs.

CCounty,

lcngths to .xdnqe Dc_fendant Jolly of his right to c0unsc| ‘and lhc pcnls of Pfocetdmg profl Ny

5¢. ;Dcspltc lhc'sc _adr_no_m;_lons.' Dcfc_ndant 'Jol;ly. per‘sl_stcd:1n',mu§;1ng,s_latcments (o‘th_c'

.;\Court _while‘ cxamining wimés.@esMauck -Rcinhardt. and his own rcbutlal witrniesses, Lisa -

M. Brewer( Brewer") and .luhe Yura ("Yurd")

The Court alqo hcard tcsnmony from H. Guyton Murrcll E:q (Murrcll")-_',’"

. rcgardmg De.fendant Jollys mxolwement m the Forcclosure Acuons for whlch Mr'

: Murrell was mvolvcd and malters relanng to lhe qunclaim decds assocmted wath those_ o

' gmnmgs OF F,;cr AND co:_\icujs:gxs b’F'LA'yy'

Thc Court has undutakcn a thorough rulcw of the Foreclosure Acttom and.

. Dc.fcnd.mt Jolly S |molvcmcnt therein. After cmmdcmuon of rhc undcnce. thv. luumon) ;

of the witnesses, Dc!cndunr Jollys conduct hcforu thc .Coun u"_,nd' his _c_onduct in thcﬂ'

Forcelosure Actions, the Court finds und concludes as foltows:

.\l(hnu&,h Defendunt Jolly md not '.nkc the witness st nd 1o Lestify on hl\ own th ¥ alier hunb» '

“apprised ol his right agninat scli-incrimination. he made numeraus statements under oith that nnn..lhs.lu\ '
~Llln\|l!lllkd uxnmum even afler he was mude aware of his right o relrnn from tlnmg U '

A.\lurrc_ll'x lw finn represents plainnfis in some of che Foreeharg .\clinn_\'-pcmﬁl'lg n-torey
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- L. Détcndame Joll\. and J&A were tuml\ .and prc\rvcrlx ur\cd \\uh rhe;':_ -
m._niclcs‘ of h_c;mng and were vu_\mr;_-.-_‘r_lw hearing wQuId uddrcss Ihc Forc‘glurmre ;-\cruv)rrs._;}n‘dv' ‘
: De 'fc'n'd_;rms'. cu'nﬂuét in 1 Hngc m";;tiu s
. ”2. ' Dctcndum Jolly prm.ued«.d to- repruenr himself | m d pm e up.um m rhc,
-he.lrmg d;‘wpru bcmu n.pc.m.dly L.!UllUﬂL’d h) lhc Cnurt of the: pul]‘i ot domg \0 |
3. Dcfcndam Joll) m.uk a knowmg and volumury dccmon 10° wilive: hlq ”thv,
.-‘.-lo rzoumul at rhc hc.ar:ng B | | .

| -l Defc.ndant J&A furled to Jppedr 4( the hc.mng

: S Defendanls cngaged in:i a schcmc ( Scheme") in whrch they sought out or :_-3- "

"orher\wse sohcrted trnancrally dwlreceed South Carolma hom«.owners und mleholders !o_ " S
| "-.';re.il property (col!ecmcly. »"HOmmwnerc")_ .md ofﬁ.rcd to. uwst quc,h rndmdudls m'_'f:_g

i avmdmg fcmclosurc

L6 Dcfendams cncouragcd these Homeowners to lransfcr lhur mtcrest inthe S

Y lnSlrumml No COﬂSldedllOl’l was pmd for (ht, qurtdalm dcod

' ’7-. Dc.fcnddms rc.prcqcntcd that m uchangc for Homeown;rs dc.edmg thurf SR

'g:.propcrty to Defendants lhey wcmld mtnfy thr. debt owed to thc Homcowners t.xrstmg:f .

] . rnorlgdgte of rccord ( \/l/ rtgagu. ) or holder of lhe pronmqory note (“Notcholder )
”"eccurcd h) the Homcanérc mortgage prowdcd !hdl lhe Homww‘m.r-; uerc;d tu r)dy L
Dc_lcn_d;t_nts d g‘c._rt:irn sur‘npfm(:)rrgy?on a rggulur b‘q.srs_-..‘.y R |

the Mortgagee urNurchn!dcr.. the Homco’wncr:,:’:(‘ir_)"’ would ‘no Tonger fecd (o m;rk__c

The Court notes tha D\ lgml.m! Jolly 'S awireacss in lhl\ e L.ml i~ nppm.m lrnm lh-. tu.t tha, h\ o
Mg W ieases on standby 1o tesiify - at his huhut mmnu;h .I\ I!ruur md Yuri’ \\.,rg prnun in the
onrtreom whenhe called them or ¢ Iu NE md S o

RV

Home0wners mortgaged property to Dt.fendants by way of a qultclalm deed or srmrlar_.-‘ W
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ipnmenm m lhe orwm.rl \lorrg.n,m. or \Jotaholder (h) mm L»\{;a the debr on !hu"':-
. Hmnuo_w_ncr‘s properl.\' to, Dctl‘ndiuils. ;md (c) h‘-.“,‘,“’ mu_kc p‘n_\ menis s'.'o'lcl v, to,D'c t‘cnrlunls
"t'or't:hepurpo_.\;e'of-p:rf_:i‘n’g do\'\'-n'x‘nch debt. - | o
9. .- Defendums rcorcsenl};.d'lnn.t on'cc_lhc' [;ﬂ);]n‘l'(}' ‘\_vnS-‘dcedeo lorh..m m lne
.:.rbow m.mmr Jnd lhc.y p.ud off the Hommwmm cxmmg morrgm'e dcbt Defendrmm:_
bcume the ncw luwful o\»ner .md llrleholder or Lqurmble ml)nbdglc of Hocho“ n‘erﬂ : .

:':pr0pert\' ln lhls (.dpJthV DctendanH represcnted that rhey (u) would mmf_y nmi -

"-_mortgage(s) of record On lhe Homcowner% property and (b) were rn a posmon to '

:'f.uﬁpcnd conclude or. prcvent forcclosure or. related lcoal proceedmgs t'rom bcmg-'.-;,,}_-_..;."--‘"

. mm.:led 0r marntarned ug.nnst the Homeow nérs;
T 'IO.'-' ' Defendants have mduced numerous Homwwners in Horr) Coum) to_;;f_- -

:' "-;'Mortgagee(s) Or Noteholdcr(s) - moncy lhdl Homeowners belu.»cd would be applredfy;”..'__"‘.

lowards the debl owcd on thc Homeowners propcny

"ll Defendams Iac.kcd the authorlty to h,gally :a!rsfy the Homcowncmifi:J'f”'. ]

- ‘morrgage(t) of rt,cord dnd madc no ngl!lmdlL LffOl’l to do -ao

Dcfendants lacked thc authonty to suspcnd con‘"c'lude,,v‘or-::o’rej\‘f'én't.f"'-"A

forcelo'qure-vprmeedrngs from bung rmtmted or mamtaln«.d .1gumst Homco»\ncr\ by?’_i
""\!nnrg,dgcd 4nd madc o’ Iegmmnte efforl 0 do S0, e

3 Dt.rcnd.mts putalnc:mu.rcxl ln rromeou-tncr% prnpcrllﬂuderr\.ed lrom,-_-__'

qul(L]dlm deed‘. lhdl Iueked Jdc.qurtlc .r.o.nsrdr.r.-mon \\"crc 'fr,l_clrber;ncly. nolur_rzu.cr__

im’pmpcrly_. or w_crc t;)lh,\.‘r.\\'[ﬁc_I}t:gully‘ ln.sjul,ncrc,nl.‘-v, A hgm,_'h-\yu'rr;rrr!"wusvi‘ssu'cd tfor one

nu dl\;\usmuu of these quml.um Jeeds sy they rglm o e lorulnsuru \uu‘m \hrll lu
u’\lru.s\\l hy “p.rrrle order ot thy Court, - :

6

.';'-qmlddlm property to Defendants and pay Defendants = rather lhdn the Homeowncm~ o -
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- Llnda S.nn W ho t.nh.d lo rupond w0 lhc nonu. nt Iu..lrmu tor d"t.&,L‘d % ml.mmh m nut.m.

'.puhlu .qumrumnlﬁ \md mpnmlhllm;% Furih;rmou \ULh dwd\ \urx. prcparul \uthnul:._
the ussisl_;sn_cc or .supcr,vis.ion of ur'n_:m'drm.-{.. } . o : |
l-’» | Dctcndanrs ur‘uza’g‘cd in. umduu lhdl Q\ ‘}mhdmmuu .nppcm lo Lonﬂv‘tnllu‘ref;‘"" o
the umuthonzcd pmuue ur hw .nnd 10 v ml‘m |hq. South CJI’U'I"J Unhnr dec Pmum\ _'
- \cl( SCUTPA") 2 S C CODE A\‘V § 10 J I() ct wq Thx. Cuurl tmds lhax Plamtlffmll‘;_

- ﬁ-'f hkgly ﬁUCLCt.d on :he mcmq of dn) mnon(*) mamt.nmd a;,umst Dctcndantﬁ for such’--};-‘

.,"c_onducl; |

s Horry Countv Homeowmrs hav; fallcn i lulm to_;Dw.fcndants Schcmc and’f: .

huve hdd Forcclosure Acuons mztluto.d ag.nmt ihe'rn or'had-sm.h Acnons alre.ldy pcndmg

agdmst thcm conllnue unabatcd and the‘;c Foreclosure Actxom may culmlnatc m*--_«‘?'i '

»Homeowners proput:es bemg sold at _]l.ldlCld salcef

N [6_.   Forcclosure Acuons haw. also bcen mumtcd dgamst Dofcndant Jolly“ba: ed

S upon hns bemg the last putauve ntlcholder of rccord on thc rcs:dcnces ‘_'of. ~'c'e am{

Homeowncrq aq a ruull of the qunclalm convc)anCc(s)' dssocmted wnh thc smme

".j‘:'ConsequenNy, pldmtnffq ‘in” pcndmg Foreclosure Acuons hdvc not nam d certami

-'{‘Homcowm:rs as’ dcfcndants m those proceedmgs as i rcsult of the Homcowncrs-v'?‘

:‘res:dcnc'cs;' g

b"-"_:pt.rccwed Status us mere ncmpamq of the qubje_“: 'Al(hough such”f. o

_;-.Hommw ners are not nucssunl) parnm l0 lh«. Forulo-;un. Aumm lhuc ALtlum m.n);j"' o

S st un; |u1hnrm.d Pr.u.lm ul I.nv isa Lfll“ln.ll ullu.nun. in ‘mulh L.xmlm.u lm. ( mm A llndmp i ST
- this respeet are limited 19 the - purpmu \H Ilsd huun md o nul purpnrl ) umhlhh a Imdmg_ ol -'u:h
< hiyond a res Nm.lhh. dnuhl . : . :

‘(ul)l S

Duupu\'c awls. or pr.u.lun in lhs umduu of any u.nd; ‘or wmeru ‘m. unl.mlul
i'\"

ANNC§ 3Y-52000), A claim or rupruun.mnn Im\uw il L.:p.ml\ of cllvet or luuknn ‘
— Tdeemed dguplw; undu SCLUTP. \ regiindloss ol whether: (!u intent b du.uu uush St ey u-!.. \lxl md
S v CNdCoepe g, 280 8.0 S, 323, ‘H ‘\l‘ W “4 H‘H(I \pp l‘i\-l) rer s IJ 'rln.r '"‘L_L‘ 14(»
S.CLAT IS E SN (CL App. 2001y, - . o _ . - .
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,._‘culmm.nc in Judm.nl \dlu or lhe <uhjcu pmpcrtIC\..lnd The Homcm\ ncm \L:h\gqucm"

“-‘cvwnnn I‘m_rn the p‘rc_miscs. =

17, - Defendunts’ conduct had - the capacity. efféet or tendency o deceive

’Hbme_ow‘ncrs,imo miSupprchcnding_thc' risks usso'ci';ucd with' fuiling’ to ‘mike timely
: '::,pdy man o Homem\ ners! \lorlL.lbu.{s) .md Votcholder(q)

: ,'-,"1_8._? Defcnd,um LOI‘IdUL[ hdd th Ldpduly. clfcu or u.nqu 1o deu.ne >

Homcou ncr< mto bche\mg that forc;losurg would hc .wcrt:.d by dudmg property lo"—"'
':_;.'-'_;‘Defendams and makmg pa)mems to Dcrendams r.nher zhan lhc Mortgdgt.e(ﬂ) or
o :«_.uNoteholdcr(s) | NSRRI
l Dcfgnddnls LORdUCl had thc capacituy,»: cffect Aor lundunc.y tvoA dccenc :
Homeéwncrs into bcllevmg thal thu Hommwnus mongagc(s) would bc Sansfncd of-
| -;‘_.-rec0rd or oth-.rwxse cttmgunshcd and no longcr Lnforanble b) thc Mortgdgec(ﬁ)

20 Defcndants condutt has contnbutcd to Homcowners in Horry Coﬁ;lty
. h;vmg l;‘or‘ecloeure Acuon§ curren!ly pcndlng dnd contlnumg agamst thc |
sy Df.fcndant Jolly hds rcpc.m.dly ﬁlcd fmolous .mw.crs and othui
'5,doc-um§nts mamfcstly dcvond of mcrlt in the Fonclosure Acuons in an LffOﬂ to lmpcde?_‘-—-.““"‘

s “}_v 'flhe ordcrl ) progn.ss and dxsposmon of those cises."

2” DLfL‘nddnl Jolly< conduct nuusu.m.d thc mlhdmw.sl of urdus of

rd‘m.ncc lo lhc \d.mu m Equnty and zhe. n.turn of Forccloeurc Aumns m the Cmun" '

i Cuurt in mu fort) tm. (45) Cases.
"_'23;-_ ded.ml Jollys cnnduu s mlurtm.d mth lhc urdul\ .|djud|muon of

dozens of Forchlo.s"ur_c )_\ctiun‘s pending in Hur_ry _Co_u'm y.

b The (nurl nn(u .hu anorney” \lurrgll tstiticd lh 0l [)Lluml.m[ Jull\ < cunduct in (hg Fereclosure
ACTions. L\hlh”td all the hullm ks of dilatory tictios” desigred W impair the rights of his dumx n Illn\L '
T proceedings, : o

i 2 e e
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LS Dcﬁ.ml.uu Jmm ;ll\ omhwm lnlIhL ;ifcp.ur.nrnawn :\uutmn .md nnpropc
.|_ml'.|‘ri'zu_li0n of lhc_ufovn‘.‘m’enlinngd quiu._'!uim l!CL’(‘lS é_onsl;imtcs !.hg” pc‘rp‘ctr:nipn_ of o fraud
upon 't,th.o.un..“: | R
| 25 3 Dc_.t'éndun.l,'fjolly's'"dvcc'isinﬁ o cull“Brc‘\‘ver and .’tfufu ,Lns'x&iihcss‘cs:;md the
ru'murkuhlc’ lack of candor cv-idcnf in tﬁé tcs"timony, hc huud from thcm w.n an .ufrom
w iht- mlugrlly of lhc jUdlCldl prm.css dnd u.mwd .m lmcnnon to obsllruct dcgmdc. .md '5;_ o

‘ undcrmmc !hc .ndmlmstmnon uf]usmc

o'

in lhc Forcclosurc Acuons .md h:s conduct before the C0urt at thc Apnl l6th hurmg haq B -
B lnlerfered wnth judlClaI procecdmgs cxhxbued dmrcspcu for the Court .md humpcred !hef R

‘ pdrtluz dnd thnc«cq

- m thc Forcclosure Acnons and hn's conduct befow thc Court at thc Apnl l61h hcarmg S

" were calculatcd to obstmct degradc and undermme the admmmranon of Justxce

26, Defendam Jolly s orchestrunon of the aforementloncd Scheme, h:s conduct S

o 27 DefcndamJollysorchcstrauon of thc aforcmcnuoned SLhemc hns conducti_&_ S }

28. lt is within the Cour(s dlscrulon to pumsh by ﬁnc or 'mP”"‘Oﬂmcn: .1!| ST

: conumpt uf .iulhonty bc.fon thc, Coun S.C. CODE ANN 5 I—l 5 3"0 Dmct conu.mpt_
~ that oceurs in thc Courts pru;encc may. bo nmmednat;ly ddjudng and «ancnoncd
| summaniy Br.mdt v, G(mdmg. 368 S.C. 018. 6’8 (530 S.E.2d _.)9 64 (’()()6) |
- notices of hg.mng <cm.d upon Dcftnd.mt Jolly ful]y demd hum |h.1t the Court hurmg -
would involve contempt procccdm‘g_s‘ qgaunst him, I L |
29, B Dcfcnd;ml Jnll}'; ()rchcstrz|ti;)n of th ;libtt‘ég_‘lﬁiblic_d 'Schc'ﬁ\c.'hi.é‘hei‘rf;igé.‘ o

ot frivolous filings in the Fnrcclos’urc Actions, and his’-conducl at the April Loth hearing -

constituted direci criminal wnlcmp( m th Cnurl s prucnu. Brzmdl‘. _363 S5.Cal 625,030

Y
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! _S.Elld iil-:.'3-(\4':V(Obﬁt-.‘ll‘-\'ill"k"lhﬂt B uurls ha\; th mh«.rull pmur: to. pum\h [Lnnduu|
.' hl‘(.llldl(.’d 10 obstruct. dwr 1dc und undum:m lhc .ulmnmtr.umn nt |ll\llLL )R_I__g___
-..S( e, 372 9 C. l()l) th o4 S E.2d 35,37 ((t L\pp "(l(l/) (rgun.munn :lmt pruuuu._'v:"
.'nt th court’ rcqumd tor tmdmg ot criminal u)mcmpt ;nmmp.xss[u] nll clements ot lhc

— jIJdILIJI \}stem. not juar lhn. mere ph\ sual presence of the Judg,g or wurtmorn“)

9.86’40 ‘

JRCIURS ln hghl of the egregiousness of. Dc!cnd‘mlq mnduu lh: Courl fmds that = |

‘Sourh C.m)lm.l L1t|2cm will <urfcr cmparublc harm :f R} (meumr) mjum.non s nol

AIISQULd to. prcvcm Dcfcndants from further. cngagmg in 1he .Jfowmcnnoned Schcmc or."’

" on the merits can  be hcld

’_dxsposmg of funds wrongfully acquu-cd in conncmon thcn.mth unnl a ﬁnal adjudlcauon'._ -

: 31.‘ Accordmul;, the Coun ﬁnds lhat rcmedu.s at law 2 are- madequuze to prott.cl_: R

. -:appwpnate and’ |mmed|ate equntab]e rcluf

IT IS THEREF ORE ORDERED

'(1) Dsz.ndam Jolly ls in Crlmlndl Contcmpl of court and is hcreby wntcncz.d-'";-:-

* the. public ffom the h‘"m PO"‘fd by Defenddms conduct and it is . nmcqqarv to ordu R

‘10 confinement in the south Carolina Department of Corrcunons for a pc.nod of B

L osix (6)m0nthsb£gmnmgon April lﬁ. 209, . - T R ;

("’) DCand&nlS shaﬂ squcnd the gcneral and ordmdry busmess of Defend.mt"

.. "J&A and otherwise céase cngaging in the 1cts and prdC(lCLS dcecnbcd herun s

o unnl further order of this Court

~(3) Dqund.mts are cnjmncd from mthdnmmg hqutdallnb duspowmz h:dung'-"

transterring or otherwise having iccess to any funds collected irém.or otherwise

obtained in conncction with the acts and. practices sct forlh hcrcm unlcss L

mhuwm ordered by (hn Cnurt

.(‘-1)'-. ' Any ﬁn:mciul‘ inSlilUliOn served with a copy. 'o.f'l_his »Ordqr._\'h';ill bc__'

prohibited from allowing anyone. including bat ‘ot fimited- 10 Defendants, 1o

aecess funds held in any account(s) - miint: ained by or i the mune of any -

Dc.luld |nl(~) durm" the leldcm.\ of this case, unnl further nnlu u( lhls( nun

tr
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| .gazolseesl -

(3 Thl: u.mporary nnjunumn is hmdmg_ upon the Dulcml.mls ahur Olflu.ri _
l},ull'i senvuants. employees. artorney s, and upon mmm else (1) in active concert
or participation with Defendam(s) or {i1) wcting on beh: alf or for the bencfit-of any -

Detendant(s). who Teceives m.(u.:l nmn.c‘ol his Ordur by p;r\mml surwu. urv

‘ ,.uthcmm.

6) Thls u.mpor.m mjunumn Shall remiiin in Lﬂur until sugh llmc d'ﬁ (erc
o _h.n heen a finul .ldjudnc.umn on the merits of (hts case: .md ' o

(7) Thtﬂ Mu.mu. of thc lcmpnr.m mjunulon sh.lll nm n.qum the p0at|ng ot’ a' |

- bond or other ﬁuunt\- h) rhc \uornw Gmcral pursuam w Rute bﬁ(a) SCRCP

o 18 so ORDERED

1
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INRE:

 GLOBAL ORDER FORALL "

" FORECLOSURE.CASESIN
*- 'WHICH ROBERT STEVE

R "_A.,;'JOLLYISAPARTY ;

| The term “(CLOSED)"

| - means final judgment has .

;| beenissued, or the.matter - .

i was settled between the s
.- parties, and thc case.
'dlsmlssed o
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|- 08cP-26-7288 - .

08-CP-26.7849.

To 734 4113

!;FD 59

f. N Cﬁum‘y

rN THE COURT OF _COMMON PLEAS -

2033 JUN IS PH lZ' Olo
MEL AT ,:L.acm

CNIL ACTION NOEL[_"“ oF COUR L

07-CP-26—8233 S
08-CP-26-0262 (CLOSED)‘
08-CP-26-081% ..

- 08-CP- 26—0879(BKSTAY)“

08-CP-26-1209 -

| -08-CP-26-1210 (CLOSED) .-

.~ 08-CP-26-1223 (CLOSED)
08-CP:26-2326 (CLOSED). -
A 77| 08-€P-26-9205 (CLOSED)
08-CP-26-2672.(CLOSED) -
|, 08-CP-26-3356(DS w/o PRY)
| - 08-CP-26-4042 (cmseo)

08-CP-26-2352:

08-CP-26-4514- -

"08-CP-26-4544 (CLOSED)
.7 ].08-CP-26-4553 (CLOSED) '
" |.08-CP-26-4813 .
|- 08-CP-26-5107 :

: -_-708-CP-26 5163
| [ 08-CP-26-5276 -
e ‘08-CP-26-S479(CLOSED)

" 08.CP-26-6387 .- -

08-CP-26-7278.

08-CP-26-7531" - -
08-CP-26-7547-. . -

1.08-CP-26-9762

7o) oocPa6iess
7 | ogcpa62ies T
. | 09-CP-26-2933
-| 09-CP-26-3323 .o
09-CP-264352 -
| oocp2gas9s” < <
09-CP-26-4598 - 7. |

1 09:CP- 25495&

R1 Bankruptcy stay is to

: _Guernsey only

08-CP 26-7946 (CLOSED)
08-CP-26-7950

08.CP-26-8068 -
08-CP-26-8517

08-CP:26-8806
08-CP-26-9043-

|-08-cP-a69104 "

08-CP-26-9123 -

08-CP-26-9522.
08-CP-26-9560.. .

08-CP-26- 10336 ke
| 09-CP-26-0444
09-CP-26-0785

09-CP:26-2946 (DSQv/oPRJ)

09-CP-26-4332

09.CP-26-4853 -,

,..rﬂ »} ‘
"7'-;"

co-defendant Robért J

" ORDER DISMISSING ROBERT STEVE JOLLY AS A PARTY, DENYING ANY AND -

LL CL
“INITIO

S ASSERTED BY ROBERT STEVE JOLLY, DECLA
NY DEEDS OR OTHER

RUMENTS OF T

GVOIDAB .

ET UGH ICH

T ROBERT STEVE JOLLY CLAIMS AN INTEREST IN THE PROPERTY THAT IS THE,

UBJECT OF THE PAR!!CULAR FORECLOSURE ACTI_Q ,AND REMANDIVGA———/‘_’—

29/42 . _'
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‘ ‘n\ts matter came before the Court on the Court’s Nohce of Hearmg and Rule to Show
- -‘ .'Cause to take testtmony and heet arguments 0n whether Robert Steve Jolly and anyone actmg on
: " ?:'behalf of Robert Jolly & Auocrates should be dtsmtssed from all presently pcndmg foreclosure
__eases (mcludmg those currently dlsmlssed w;thout pl'CJUdlCe) before the Court as a result of
; "'___”.:allegattons of unauthortzed pmctrcc of law and/or taktng ol‘ acts that undermtne the ‘:_'_; o
5 adm:mstratton and tnterests of Justtce Roben Steve Jolly, Randall Sam, Lmda Saln and any ':' - :

B ; person connected m any way to Roben Jolly & Assoctates were commanded to be present at a

hearmg at 10 00 a.m. on Apnl 16 2009 and showfcause why action _should'not be taken by thm

, 4_:-::5‘_Court'agamst them meludmg sanctmn dtsrmssal comemp:‘ OF other aﬁ' rmatrve rehef ordered =

o agamst them

iy ._:f;jotherwrse mvolved Notrce havmg been pnov;ded to::all concemed mcludmg eounsel _| " 1

v :.:__‘;',foreclosure actrons, a heanng on these matters was held as scheduled at the Horry County;_,

E Counhouse =

The followmg counsel for va.nous platnttﬂ's tn the pendmg F0reclosure Actrons were B

(Ftnkel Law an LLC) l-l Guyton Murrell Esq (Kom Law Ftrm PA) Pearce W Flemmg, e

| -,_-,of the South Carohna Attomey General was represented at the hearmg by Asststant Attomeys" ]
General Allen W, Myrlck and Warren V Ganjchsam Jdlly appeared pro .re | |

Although Jolly purponed to appeas on behalf of Jolly & ASSOClateS, LLC ("J&A") J&A )

leld sk s valid appearance in thxs matter etthcr by fi lmg an appropnate p]cadmg 0r by__ B

. ___.Aenons") currently pendmg in. Horry County ln whxch Robert Steve Jolly ("Jolly") ts a party?o s A

i ,Present Robert P. Wood Esq (Rogers Townsend & Thomas, PC) Sean A O'Connor. Esq ’*.{_:_';'f. :

- Esq (Flemmg& Whm P A) nnd LeRoy F Laney' Esq (Rlley Pope & Laney, LLC) The ofﬁcc”f-v D §
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- A"i-otherwtse havmg counsel appear bcfore the Court on J&A s behalf B&..M__m_m_sﬂ..__

v Summit Teesenvees, nc, 334 SC. 649,’515 SE24 257 (1999) (holding that comome‘:__,;j_”i‘

o ':-}ent:ttes cannot be represented by a.non- lawyer in the ctrcutt or appcllate courts of thts State)

: FACTL zg Aun Pgocznumg gAcnggt_m S

The thl case that commenced thesc proceedmgs was a IaWsutt ﬁled agamst Jolly by the.‘_:' _—

"':..'?“_i-Attomey General (C|th Actton No. 2009-CP 2(»3379) askmg thts Court to grant an rnjunctton'."f; :"':,_: -t

flawsunt to the Umted States Dtstnct Court for the sttnct o"'South Carolma ("Dlstrtct Court"). f{

:‘he had amended hts answer to the Attomey General’s lawsutt to assert a thtrd party clatmf_‘?‘-'.':i.‘fi ».'

'»:_'"1‘: : :dtroctly agamst thts Court, thus requtnrtg the recusal ot’ the Court

1 _"_j’semce of process or ofthe putanve clatm agamst ll the Court ﬁmher declmed to recuse

. were among those aﬁ'ected by tl'te pendmg Foneclosure Acttons T'hese mdmduals, Ernest Mauck'i»i;:!'- -

"' TheFederal Courts ultlmately did not accept removal w-th the removal pemton belng drsmts:ed and rhe ./\
- case n'.manded back to.the state circuit court by Order of the Honorable Thomas E. Rogers lll on: May 19; 2009

B Sue C/A 4:09:CV-1001-TLW-TER). ~ . -
S The home oceupted by Ernest Mauck is the sub;ccr o! thc Foreclosure Actlon No 08 CP 26-7547

{v The home occUpted by Esther Rcmhardt is the sub;ect ot‘the Foreclosure Actton No 08 CP 26-4514 » L |

e agatnst Joll y. requtnng htm to cease and destst frorn the alleged unauthonzed practtce of law At: "' S

- the outse of the April 16 hetmng. Jolty indicated: um on April'15, 2009, he had removed mat;f_ I I

L ;'-‘dtVestutg thrs Court of Junsdtetton He dtd not present any Vahd evrdence that he had removed N -j

o _'the Foreclosure Actrons or the Rule to Show Cause to federa] court Funher Jolly mdtcated that“' - e R

T‘he Court declmed to suspend the scbeduled proceedmgs holdmg that tbe purpomed:';.,: A' R
_Csnremoval of Attomey General s actron. even tf asaumed to be vahd dld not dtvest thts Court of.‘.': R

s Ju!"lSdlctlon over the Foreclosure Acttons or tts Rule to Show Cause Bemg unaware of any -

The Court proceeded wrth the hearmg and recetved testtmony from two tndmduals who R

("Mauck") and Esther Remhardt ("Remhardt") testtﬁed regardmg thelr dealmgs wrth Jolly and : AT
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"_J&A meludtng the CIrcumStances surroundmg the preparauon and executton of certmn ? .
" ,_docnments end representattons mede to: them by Jolly and other persons connected to hnm
_ Mauek and Remhardt gave sum]ar testtmony that (l) they quttclalmed thetr mterest m thetr . 1

: :respectwe resxdences and real propeny to Jolly in the bellef and the assurance by Joll y that domg S

: :»so would prevent thexr homes from belng foreclosed upon. (2) that no conslderatton w&g patd for;j,-..‘f'

the qu‘tclﬂlm conveyance (3) that l'lO nom-y was preant at the C[OSlng aﬂd they hﬂd never met T

s _'ﬁ'v,;the person who slgned as the notary thereon. _(4) aﬁer executmg qwtclalm deeds 16 Jolly, they'}'.:d R |

e w“h thw respecuve w"d"“ces was fiow: owed (5) JO"Y and/or PersOns connected to. hnm; o

-' prepared the qmtclalm deeds andq:,documents assocnated wtth thetr purported conveyances to."',v“__""

| ‘Jolly. and dtrected them as to ho to execute the deeds and (6) the)' ,_m!t‘ed T

,-epmsentanons made by Jolly and persons connected to hun m eonnectlon wrth agreemg m these:"'f""'_—' .

- payments and purported conveyances to Jolly . | ,

At he hearmg, Jolly eleeted to proceed pro .re a.nd wns put under oath ln th: coume,_ f A
cross-cxammmg Mauck and Remhardt, Jolly ﬂequently devtated from askmg questrons and 7
: made gratultous statements to the Court whrle he wes under oath Consequently. counsel for the:,_;v - :

S Attomey General and the Court advtsed Jolly early on that such statements could be used agannst'_.‘-._?i_

R |
... against self-incrimination, he made nurriérous statements under oath that nonctheless constnuted testlmony e\ren C '
; aﬂer he was made aware of his right. to refrain. from dorng 0. o S e . R

began makmg payments to Jolly m thc beltef thnt he was the person to whom the debt essoelated._:‘. . o i

o htm in any ongomg enmmal mvesngauon relatmg to the unauthonzed practu:e ot‘ law
B ‘_"‘_Addmonally. the Court went to great lengths to. advrse Jolly of hls nght to connsel and the penls', : e

v _of proceedmg pro 5. Desprte these edmomuons Jolly persxsted in makmg statements to. me'_* S

_ Although Jolly . dld not take the wnness stand to testtfy on lus own' bchalf aﬂcr bemg oppnsed ol‘ hts nghl : B
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A_Com-t whale exarrﬁnmg Mauck Remhardt. ;ﬁd his own rébutml thnesses Lxsa M. Brewer'
.“_.‘-v("Brewer“) and Julie Yum("Yura") | N | | o | |
| The Court also heard: tesumony from H. Guyxon Munell Esq ("Mumll"). regardmg-'
3 vJAollys mvolv«:ment in the Foreclosure Acnons and maners relatmg to ‘the’ qmtclaxm deeds‘
o f__'.assoclated wnh Ihosc proceedmgs Attomey Murrell tesuﬁed as to legal pleadmgs ﬁlcd and |

served by Mr Jolly as well as. Mr Jolly s, appearance and presentanon of legal argumems at'i_ S

R mr A co CL s1 SOF L, w

The Coun has undenaken a thomugh revnew of the Foreclosure Achons md Jollyg'_

mv°lvement thcrem Aﬁer careful consxderatxon of the ewdence. the testunony of the w:masses '

"—'_-_.il'Jollys eonduct before the Court and tus conduc! in the Foreclosure Actlons the Court ﬁnds and'.__."’

".concludes as follows .;} o

Jolly and J&A were txmely and properly served w:th the nouca of heanng and .' o

"rv.-r-ﬁe hawa;e the hearmg would address the Fomclosuxv. Actlons and theu conduct Jin those .
- 2 ‘_ A Jolly chose to represent hunself in.a pro se capac:ty in the heanng in spnte of the ©.
't-v_"_lfact that he was repeatedly caunoned by the Court and munsel for the Attomey Gencral of the 3 |
B ;-.Qpcrlls ofdomg so | o e =

Jolly madc a knowmg and volumary decxslon lo wawe hlS nght lo counsel at lhe e

e $ o Mumll s law firm. rtpresents plamum in some of the Foreclosurc Acnons pendmg in Hon'y County

L e e T’o the extent the facts recrted bcfore this secnon are ﬁndmgs of factor conclusrons of law, they are”

o _mcorporded {hto this section of the Order. . .
T The Court notes that ‘Solly's awarcness in this regard is apparent from rhe fact that he had w:messes on :
- ',standby to leaufy at- hls behe:t, masmuch as Brewer and Yura were prescm in'thé coumoom when he called themto

S - the stand.
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4, _7 The corporate defendant J&A t‘arled o appear at the hearmg through counsel the- '
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| only method by whtch a corporate party may appear in court

5. ' Jolly, J&A and persons connected to them engaged in a: scheme ("Scheme") in -

wlnch they SOUght out or othcrwrse sohcrted ﬁnancrally dtstressed Horry County homeowners S

‘and trtleholders to real property (collecttvely. ' "Homeowners") and offered to ass;gt rhoge‘_;'

B mdwrduals ll'l avordmg and defendmg foreclosure

6 B Jolly; J&A and persons connected to them encouraged ond persuaded these' D

: Homeowners to transfer thetr mterest m the Homeowners mortgaged property to Jolly or: J&A SR

'by way of a qurtcla:m deed or SImﬂar mstrument prepared by Jolly and persons connected to.. : L

.him.*

._7,_. Jolly end persons connected to htm represemed to the Homeowncrs that m

.,excmmge for Homeowners deedmg therr property to Jolly or J&A the debt owed t0: the SR

e Homeowners extstmg mortgagee of record ("Mortgagee ) or holder of the prormssory note-__:t" SR

. g -_"("Noteholder") secured by the Homeowner's mortgage would be pard oﬁ‘ and sattsﬁed provtded}-‘.;-'-71".-"""__- - o

- ..', S that the Homeowners agreed to pay Jolly or J&A a certam sum of money on a rcgular basrs

8 Jolly and- J&A represented that asa result of the debt owed to the Mortgagee or ..

Noteholder betng satisfi ed the Homeowner (l) would no longer need to make payments to the',_ e

o oanal Mortgagee or Noteholder (2) now owed a debt on the Homeowner’s property to Jolly or.'-' -
" J&A, and (3) had to make payments solely and drrectly to Jolly o; J& A for th o purpose of paytng. -
* down such debt ' v _

9. Jolly j&A, and persons connected to them represented to thc Homeowners that.'b'

- once the property was deeded to Jo[ly or hls company in the above manner and they patd otf the' - - o

! Randalf Sain purported to eonvey his property to Jolly via a qurtelatm deed stmllar to those gmmed by
other Homeovmers. but because: Sem was complicit in Jolly's contemptuoua actlivities, he will not be allowed to
benefit from this order. :
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T : they (l) would obtam 8 satrsfactton of any mortgage of record on the Homeowners property and
o proceedrng from bemg rmtrated or mmntatned agatnst the Homeowners
Horry County to qurtclatm property 0 Jolly or J&A and pay Jolly or J&A = rather than the

i '. Homeowners Mongagees or Noteholders money that Homeowners beheved would be apli’hed

2 mwards the debt owed on rhe Homeowners PI‘OP""Y

i , qurteleum deeds that lacked adequate consrderatron

s "prepared the deeds, oversaw the srgntng ot‘ the deeds and other documents of a legal nature and
i .:reeorded the deeds Tl"he deeds were deltberatel) notanzed in” vrolatton of South Carolma;.r,
N 'ﬁattestanon laws or were otherwrse legally tnsuﬂ' crent Furthermore such deeds were prepared

S B w1 thout the assrstanee or supervrsron of an attomey hcensed to practrce law m South Caroltna

o | aforementroned qurtclatm deeds constrtutes the perpetratton of a fraud upon rhe Homeowners

o and upon the Court

4‘ 'equttable mortgagee of Homeowners property In thrs capacrty Jolly and J&A represented that

(@) were in a posrtron to suspend eonclude prevent or defend a foreclosure or related legal

'1.5’"1 Jolly a.nd J&A lacked the aumonty and resources “to ‘98"“5' “"’fy ““*‘

Homeowners mortgages of record

fOrecIosure proceedmgs from bemg mmated or mamtmned agamst Homeowners by Mortgagees

X 13 The putanve mterest of Jolly and J&A rn Homeowners propemes denved from

‘ 84'3‘3_'156’08"'1.’;'_.”'_'- S Tk 734 4113 '
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Horneowners exrsttng mortgage debt, Jolly or J&A beeame the new lawful owner, trtleholder or

B j'-lo.; Jolly, J&A and persons connected to them mduced numerous Homeowners in

Jolly and J&A laeked the authorrty and resources to suspend conclude or pre € m

- 14 Jolly and persons connected to hrm. usmg forms he draﬂcd or ot.herwrse obtamed

1 5 Jollys lnvolvement in the prepa.ratron executron and rmpmper notanzatron ot the_
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S |6 Once Jolly appeared on the pubhc record as lhe mle owner of the Homeowners

L homes, lhe Mortgagees nmned Jolly as the Defendam when they ﬁled thetr foreclosure_‘; :

/T '

e If.i'complamts, or amended the already ﬁled eomplamfs to mc!ude Jolly as a party defcndant Jolly’t‘_ E

o V'f:_‘fand persons connected to hlm then pnepared pleadmgs (both for hxmself and when the"

’ "::*":*_Homeowner was named as 4’ defendant for the Homeowner) Jolly also ﬂled these coun"'{..'f‘ S

..i.adyxee; S

B 17 In the process Jolly took money fmm the"Homeowne” - wh

'paymg their lumted resourees to the Mortgagees',_' |

qutclmm deed was ﬁled many Homeowners drd not lmow and were not told by Jolly thet theu

resxdence was actun!ly m foreclosure

1t "}'__'»‘"‘zJolly and J&A engaged m eonduet that; on _ tules the unauthonzed ‘praeuce of

f- law and wolates the South Carolma Unfasr Trade Prachces Act ("SCUTPA"), '.‘_’_ '

&8 8 39—5 10 er seq But for nmmedxate mtervennon, thxs conduct would have contmued expanded k

G and further negauvely 1mpacted the pubhc mtht

‘Acnons wcre mmated agamst them or thexr property or. the foreclosures were a!lowed to N

e

’ reasonab!e doubl

o o Decepuve acts or pmet:ces in the eonduet of nny rrnde or commerce are un!awf‘ul S. C CDDE ANN § 39.5- . .
oo 20(a) A claim or representation having "the capacity or effect.or tendency to deceuve is deemed ‘deceptive under - . . -
- 'SCUTPA regardiess of whether the intent to.deccive exists. State ex rel, Mcleod v. C&l Comp, Ing.. 2808.C Sl9 e

522,313 SE24 334, 338((3! App 1984).re _m_gm;_gg_gu, 65.C 37,550 SE 2 589(Ct App. zoon

hcensed attomeys to defendh.: he:

ERE ":-'_ddocuments for them. made promrses of a legal nature to t.he Homeowners. and gave them legal.:f‘,.':'}f.f'-‘ s

) :Homeowners The evxdence estabhshed that ,he aetaons_undertaken by Jolly resulted m great-.‘ A
f'prejudree and demment to tbe mterests of the affectcd homeowxxers Jolly m fact took acnon-_:-' "_"l‘-}'-f;

. g ainst. Homeowners msteed of fgr them Becau :e“legal process wes dxrected to Jolly once the R

19 Horry County Homeowners fell vu:nm to. Joll)'s Scheme. end Foreclt)sure;?f-'f,"..-f.,:"

* As the unduthorized praetice of law is 8 cnmmal offense in South Camhna the Courts ﬂndmgs in. thls o
respect are limited to the purposes statcd herem and do no( purpnrt to. cstebhsh L ﬁndmg of gum beyond g
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B i'.'contmuc unabated due to the actlons of Jouy and J&A All of thc Foreclosure Acuons put the

‘T;',,Homcowners at nsk of havrng thelr homes lost at )lelClBl sales

720, Foreclosurc Actxons were also mmated agamst solely Jolly based upon h|s bemg .

i the last putatwe utleholder of record on lhe resrdences of certam Homeowners as a result of the A

v 'qmtclalm conveyances assocratcd wnh the Scheme ConsetJuently. plamuff mortgagees m someff%

b of the pendmg Foreclosure Actrons drd nnt name ccrtam Homeowners as defendams m those':._'f:’_ o
i ?-.“:»;_,_:\proceedmgs (unless a deﬁcxency Judgment was sought agamst the Homeowner a.s the obhgor onv;‘{:{- |

S the note) Although such Homeowners techmcally are not necessary parues to these Foreclosureﬁ_f_i .

._AcUons, these Actxons wrll lrke!y culrnmate m ;udxcral-sales: of the sub)ect propemes and the,:i_;._, A :}7_

o 'Homcowners subscquent evxcnon from the prenuses

Zl The conduct of Jolly, J&A, and those ectmg m concert wuh them had the__rj;lj.‘-‘:"'-'-:’

. ;’:'—cnpacrty, effect and tendeney to decewe Homeowners mto rmsapprehendmg the nsks assocratedf;"-,f s

wrth fmlmg to make umely payments to Homeowners Mortgagees and Noteholders
R 2 The conduct of Jolly, I&A, and :hoee actmg m concert wnh them had lhe
_‘;"‘capecrty. ‘eﬁ‘ect or tendency to decexve Homeowners mto behevxng that foreclosure would be j' :
f .overted by deedmg property to Jolly and J&A and makmg paymems to Jolly nnd J&A mhef ‘hﬂﬂ o
T the Mongaeee(s) or Noteholdeff’) : i '. R B
3 The conduct of Jolly and J&A had the capacny, effect or tcndency to deeerve.';
:-'_ ::tHomeownere :mo bchevmg that the Homeowners mongages would bc srmsﬁed of record or '

o othenwse extmgurshed and no longer enforceable by the Mortgagees

24 Jolly has repeatedly ﬁled fnvolous answers. end olher documents mamfestly" .

-_f-devord of mem in-the. Foreclosure Acnons in an effon to |mpedc lhe orderly progress and"d-'-'-v;'j-'_r'f _— _-.‘;f_

:_~r'_7, .
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Judxclal proc:edmgs. cxhnbttcd dlarcspect for thc Court and hnmpcred the pamcs and w:tnesses

o T R Ay e = SR R To 734 4113
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dnsposntton ol' those caseq He has ﬁled fnvolous clalms dtrectly agamst the Masters ln Fqu:ty

. :" tor Horry and Georgetown Counttes. as well as rhts Coun

o 25 { Jollys conduct ncceasttated the wuhdmwal and vacatmg of orders of‘ ret‘ercnce to
-_the Master-m-Equny a.nd the return ot F oreclosure Actwns to the Cu-cult COurt

26 - Jolly mterfcred wnh the orderly adjudlcatlon ot‘ dozens of Foreclosure Actlons,l'r? -

- pcndmg in Horry County

e 27.': __ Jollys dccmon to call Brchr as a wftness a.nd thc rem:ukable lack ‘of candor"'v".l_ S

B ewdent m her testtmo::y was an af&ont lo the mtegnty‘of the Jud!mal prooess and‘evmoed nn'

,mt.ennon to obstruct degrade. end undermme the udmmxstration of )ustu:e

28 Jolly's orchestratton of the‘ aforement:onod Sc.hcmc, , hls conduct m the”."-

L Foreclosure Actxons. and h:s conduct before:thls Court at the Apnl 16 heanng mterfercd w:th‘f'. L :

2 Jollys orchestratno" ' oned Schemet"';’__’ hxs c.onduct

- Foreclosure Acttons and hxs conduct beforo thc Court-at the Apnl 16 hearmg were calculntod to"

obstmct degrade, and undermtne the admumstmuon "of Just;ce

4 A 3 ‘ Thls Court has prewously found that Jollys orchestratlon of thc aforememtoned

- *Soheme hls harragc of fnvolous ﬁlmgs in the Foroclo;uro Actlons, and hls conduct at the Apﬂl :

o 16 hearmg constttuted dnmct cnmmal:contempt of Court At the hearmg on Apnl l6. tl'us Courtb_ :

found os a mat'tcr of fact that Jolly wax m dtrect cnmlnal contempt ”of thls Court for

. AL The Count notes thot nttomey Murrcll tcsuf'cd thnt Jolly 8 conduct in thc Poreclosurc Acuons exhnbnted all -
" the hallmarks af dilatory tactics” dosigned to impair the rights of Murrell's clicnts In those proceedings, o
LB Ina intor hearing, Brewer was found to be in‘criminal contemps. of court (ar purjury during the April; l6
o ‘hearing for failing to bie lruthml nboul the extcnt or her lnvolvmnent in the Schemo. nnd ‘wasg scntcnced to ﬂve
morllho incarceration: " L
L : Jolly was. sentenced to six momh: mcarccrnnon Othcrs mcarvemtcd for dnrect cr:mmal contcmpt lor lhclf R
: pammpauon in thc Scheme nr actions armng h-om tho Schemo are. Joscph Gumney. Rnndall 'imn ond Lmdn Snln ’

" " .. Becaiise of the comphctl‘y ot‘ Randall E und Lmdu W, Sam in lhc S\.hemc. dccds from Runduil or 1 mda S
Sa:n to lolly are not to be v:catcd R . . o . ‘ oL
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L '”'.:i,‘ _-'?a')~ : obs.tructlng. deé;dthg, and unden-rtththg.thr: admlmstmtton and mterests of
= Justtce by'msertmg htmsclf mto foreclosurc acttons and takmg money ﬁ‘Dm b°"°W¢fS that CO“M
N be used by the borrowers to pay thetr Ienders or to retam counsel o
. by d;sregardmg the system of Justtce | s - e
B c) abusmg the legal processes of South Carolma to obstruct the admmtstratton ot' R

B Justtce

. d) degradmg the system of jUStlce by takmg advantage of people who could least

i mthstand n and who may not actual!y understand tt and

| ) - tﬂkmg a s:tuanon that 1s unfortunate and makmg it. unconsctonable by reweavmg

s funds and takmg momes and gwmg legal adee when hc had no tratmng or authortty to do so

‘ and domg it agamst the best tnteneats of unsuspectmg mdtvzduals who tumed to htm for help

E l_;_ﬂ 3 1 m hght of these ﬁndmgs thls Court has detemuned that Jony and J&A should not

- bencﬁt from thetr contemptuous conduct and that the borrowers and lenders they Vlcumtzed
" -should not be prejudtccd by that unlawful conduct |
' mnm:mm:, n‘ lS HEREBY ommmm

a) R.obcrt Steve Jolly and Jony & Asaoctates LLC are hereby dtsmtsscd as pames ln a]l

L pendmg cases ltsted in- thc caphon.

b) The deeds hsted on Exhtbtt A“ attached hereto at‘e hereby dcclared vond ab mmo and

L -f-vthe chtster of Deeds’ off ce lS ordered to vacate those deeds and to stnke them from the record

kS Jolly and Assocxates LLC and each appropnate mongagor or homeowner, e

\_ o Because of the comphcuy of R-\ndall E :md Ltnda W Sam in tht: Sch:me deeds ﬁ-om Randnll or Lmda
Ll Sam to .Iolly are not to be vacated. - R , . ST

n
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_ _ .-'_ - c) In lhut the deeds hstcd on FxhxbnAa.rcvo:d ab mmo anyjudgments hem or Other R

- v -'dehxs of Roben Stcve Jolly Bt the ume ot’ :he ongmal qunclmm transfcr arc hcrcby dcolaxcd to bc

' "_ .oulslde lhe chain of tnle ‘of the pmpemes thm are the sub_;ect ol‘ thxs acuon. and are not an

. cnuumbmm..c lhcrt.orl. '

d) Becnuse of the perVasxve nature of lhe Schemc and the mulmude of mdxvzduals thal

_'are known to be Vu.nms. the Court i3 aware that lhere are potennall y: othcr vu:txms who are not o

i yet lmnwn as of‘ the xssuance of Lhis Order and in thc evem there arc. such persons, they may

':petmon thxs Com undcr cnse McMaatcr v. Jolly (Crvll Actlon No 2009-CP 26 33 79) for relxef S

. that is smular to that accorded to the pames herem

c) [n each case captloned herem, the plamtiﬂ's lns pendens shall remam in t‘ull force and

_.cl’fecl as ofthe date of ns ﬁlmg,

: f) The plamtaﬂ's in these cnses are hercby granted leaVe to amend and/or supplcment thelr
L plem:lmgs to denote the Homeowners as the mle owners of the sub;ect property or otherwnse to S

o protcct their mterests once thc Jolly decds have bcen vncaled of record

8) The plamhf’fs m cases where they have n'.'ason to'bchcvc that Jolly or persons m:lmg in :

g concen wnh him were surrepuuously mvolved in the-defensc of the case nre ordered to umend

e andlor supplcmcnt t.hexr pleadlngs aa they see ﬁt and to erve thclr amended and/or supplemenml

summonses and wmplamts on thc Homeowners so as to ensure that thc Homeowners have an

: -'oppomrmty to dcfend thc ease wlthout the mvolvement ofJoIly, Lmda Snm R.nndall Sam, Liaa . - "

i v'-".f.'Bn:wer. Juhe Yura (except m her ovm caaes) or any othcr person connected m any way to JolIy .
"":'orJ&A ; g o : 2 . o

: h) Tbc plainnffs in: cases wherve .lolly gng thc Homeownem were named as detendant-z and

; _-.that both Jolly gng thc Homcowner s:gned a JOlnt nnsw::r shall rc-serve thelr ple.admgs (or thexr

B \.-u» n ..;.r}.;‘ua;.ve _;;auge o T
: ',F;’_ﬁe{:ylmdicm Circuit ..

2'009.

13
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i-nmended and/or supplemental pleadmgs) on the. Homeowners 50 as to ensure that the
Homeowners have an opponumty to defend their case wnthout the mVolvement of Jolly or thosc
_- actmg in concen w:th hnm. o | . | |
'- 1) Because of the potenual shock of dxscovery by the re-sefved Homeowners that thetr
' -’, homes are m forectosure and that they havc been wctnms of a Scheme thal may have deplcted
.- '-lhexr resources and :mpalred thcxr opportumty to afford counsel to now defend the forec!osure
o \clalm. tho Coun hereby dxrects that thc Defendnnts in these cases sball have a penod of suxty
: ' (60) days to retam counsel appear or otherw:se defend the re-served complamt. and Plamuffs
B Aare requued to attach a notnce to the summons explammg the curcumstances that brought about
RN the re-semoe of process nnd the fact that the Court has extended the tlme to answer to suxty (60)
| J) Upon the msuance of thls Order the Clerk of Com sball automtmcally refer and/or
‘ : _:fetum each of the above cases to the Master-m Equlty, and the plamtnt’f shall not be rcqmred to
o ) 'pay an addmonal rcferral fee unless Lhe case has not been referted before, and |
k) Th:s order shall not affect any case where Jolly was named asd defendant m a
- | foreclosure case and & Mastcr 3 Deed has bcen cxecuted and dehvered to the successful
. ,fpumhaser at aJudxcnal sale. | | N o
| l) T‘ms order shall notbaffect any case where Randall E. Sam or Lmda W Sam conveycd
real prOperty to Joliy .
| AND IT lS SO ORDERED

'Conway. S yuth Carolma ,
; 2009.

R
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o 'Difect’.'Pfésémmeht:

“ ﬂForepeté hof Grand Jury SRR
date:. . MAY 28 2009

— VERDICT

'.:Foreperson of Pem Jury |
3 Date .

"'The State of South Carollna s e e '
' County of Horry e After bemg fully adwsed as to my legal
R ‘. “rights, lhereby wawe presemment lo tre :
;-,_"Grand Jury : e

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

Torm - B_éfendam S

.7 herebyappearinmyownproperperson
» _THE‘:SVTAfE.: S and plead gunlly to the WIthm mdtctmem R
N ‘--.orto Vet _ o o

Robert Steve Jolly
DEFENDANT

o & Deféndam‘.- B

lnd-ctmem for

'»:':UNAUTHORIZED PRACTICE or= LAw AR

_‘SCCode§405-310 '
o CDR Cade 2566 E
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" 'S‘I’ATE OF soum CAROLINA ).
o .counw or HORRY :

- molcmenr -

B f:.-lj.Ata CourtofGeneraI Seselons, convened on_ . :the'GrandJurore ofHorry |
| -,County present upon thenr oath . -

UNAUTHORIZED PRACTICE OF LAW

That. on or about the penod between November 1, 2007 and March 11 2009 Rebert:,f:f-_-.,-'f L

B “andlor did draft documents purportmg to'be “qurt claim” ‘deeds; and/or dud fi Ie-;' -

A _'/VM7 /
~ HENRY MCWIASTER (WAM) ©
' SOUTH CAROLINA ATTORNEY GENERAL

 Steve' Jolly did, in Horry County, wllfully and unlawfully practice orsolicitthe cause o o
©. . ofanother person in'alegal action without belng admitted and sworn as an vattomey,
" . towit: Robert Steve - Jolly d:d give legal advice to. persons regardmg foreclosures,:'_o.-_: -

o ._documents entitled “qult clalm" deeds wlth the Horry County Clerk of Court ;_ o
e j-'-ﬁftﬁis f!niviéwﬁéh.9,fﬁ'~f§"4°-'5"-'f310 off’méis-c-:‘codeiof Law memua S

Agalnst the peace and dlgnlty of the State, and contrary to the statute in such»f{i"f
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| Ferepersonf JUL 30 2008
, m
= ~VERDICT |

| Forepersonof Peht Jury C@;Aé@*’ __ sc Code: §15‘13'_24?_.1; __ _

= 'mmﬁssss” = 4 ‘-3{fl%';uockex_Numbor2009-65-2

The State of South Carolma L

o Inv l.an'y Huﬂstetler B
County of Horry

oefendam

S .}nereby appear in my own proper person
oo and plead guxny to 1he wnthm mdu:tment -
. i."orto s RS :

ARRESTW&RRANT NUMBER :_. : : e COURTDF GENERAL SESSIGNS

Dmect Presentmant

Roberl S‘bave Jolly Defendant B
DEFENDANT R T :

o lndlctmem for S CCC Pis. And GS B
B Ptetenses ' {“ :

el

. =

i B } Date: ‘*i )

ORIGINAL

5&/ 3; & vf_.;_:_:Aﬂer bemg !ully adwsed asto my Iegal L

' :"_.nghts 1k hereby waive presentmem to the SR
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o . STATE OF soum CAROLINA )

Ll -::coururv OF HORRY g )_;_* .

INDICTMENT

| '.-’At a Court of Genoral Sessrons convened on"“ L

| ""_:fCounty present upon therr oath _-_.} S TG ot

ey R . e

QIAIN]NG PRQPERTY BY FALSE PR,E_TEuSE

; 1_7";:_;::’through Apnl 1, 2009 commit the crime of obtalmng property by false pretenses To wrt,:"-:'- ..’_:f;f{ SR

SRR the Defendant dud ohtaln an amount ot monev greatnr than $5 000 from Annle B ell Martln;;;‘i,-i'l'i‘ B

ECode of Laws of South Camlma (1976), as amended

Ag arnst the peace and drgmty of the State and contrary to the statute m such case

. : _".made and provlded

deMASTER(WAM T
-~SOUTH CAROLINA: ATTORNEY GENERAL

_i'l'hat Robert Steve JoIIy dld rn Horry County on or about the penod from July 2, 2008 T e

: 7-..:-__wrth the mtent to cheat and defraud her of that property rn vtolatlon of §16 13-240 of the':»;;: :




——W— : _'_’ Docket Number 2009- GS 264&%/ 7 ;

o (o . Inv.Larry Huffstetler = ':. The State of South Carollna '
[\ Vo e County ofHorry )

“ARREST WARRANT NUMB—ER R ’_;.n'._;rcouﬁrfo:p GENERAL 'S:'ES_VSIO'N.S_:; o

Dlrect Presentment IR Term: e

THE STATE

| Robert Steve Jolly
DEFENDANT

o Fore erson of Grand Jur | .- '-"-l_ s — :

VERDICT

Indlctment for A

Pretenses

RS sc Code § 161 3~24o
L Agc;;(e;pers‘,oo of Petlt Jury CDR Code

- -_* After betng ful!y advused as to my legal
nghts | hereby watve presentment to thev )
.Grand Jury )

-"""Defehdant,‘ T

. hereby appear in my own proper person
L ;“_'and plead guultv - within indictment

Obtalnlng Property by False N T ETE




”*__‘sTATE 0|= soum CAROLINA ) o
. .,counw 0|= HORRY )y

INDICTMENT

‘.,At a Court of Generat Sessrons convened on. _4 X the Grand;_._;l.ui’@fs.bf Horry

-"1CQ?‘“W'P’_?S?Qt‘upon-.thg.;path; LT

L osmnmc PRO RTY BY FALSE PRETENSE

. Patncva Mauck wrth the |ntent to cheat and defraud them of that property in wolat:on of o

§16 13-240 of the Code of Laws of South Carollna (1976), as amended

~--"Aga|nst the peace and dlgnlty of the State and contrary to the statute ln such case .

made and provuded

A'H RY MéMASTER (WAM) |
'SOUTH CAROLINA ATTORNEY GENERAL

;That Robelt Steve Jolly d|d in Horry County, on or about the penod from July 2 2008.’_3% | :
through March 9 2009 commltthe crlme of obtalnmg property by false pretenses T o wnt, EERUIE

':-:;;the Defendant dld obtam an amount of money greater than $4 000 from Ernest and-»-"'," _



L

~_

'08~07-2009

- 02:00:31p.m.

- HORRY COUNTY SOLICTOROFFICE

Date

o313 0800

J N

WQTNESSES

Dmacl Presantment

lnv Lan‘y Huﬂ‘steﬂer

ARREST WARRANT NUHBER

oraperson of Grand Jury

VERDICT

YL 3 8 2008

Foraperson of Petit Jury :

County ofﬂony

_'_-..I.“,.HI . ‘

o Tem:. o and plesd guiny 10 the within indictmert

o xorto |

. THESTATE

Robort Stwo Jo"y
DEFENDANT '

lndlctmom for

S Obtalnlng Propmy by Faise

" 8C Code: § 16-13-240
-~ CDRCode:

CCC Pl AndGS.

- After being fully advised as to-my legal |
‘ D PR 7 rights, IhembywalvepmueanenncmP' g
Co ,“',Grand Jury - o
Thosuhof&:umc:rollna o

. _.shomby appoar In my own pmpef person

Defandant -

o | Witnessf




B HORRY COUNTY SOLICITOR QFFICE - *- ’120045pm - o807 2009

st orsoumicamoun )

INDICTMENT

: 'At a Court of Gonoral Snslons, convoned on . '(thif.Grapd.Jui’o:n of Horry o

Ao :County pmsent upon thelr oath

T That) Robon Stove Jolly did In Hon'y County. on or about the porlod from Aprll 1, 2oosi R

"5’?51 6-1 3-240 of tho Codo of Laws of Swtb Carollna (1 978) al amonded

:,?'ﬁ'_"-"‘Agalnst tho peaco and dlgnlty of tho Stato and contrary to tho statuu ln such caso ' S

"'j;'-‘mado and provldod

HEﬂRY MCMASTER (WAM) e
soum CAROLINA ATTORNEY GENERAL

AR

mrough mrch 1, 2ooo commlt tho crlmo ofobtalnlng property byfalu pntonm To wi&_.—'f,_- SR
tho Dofendant dld obtaln an amount of momy gnatnr than 85 ooo from Esthar and Larry__: _-:_ :

e Rolnhardt wlth tho Intent to choat and dofraud thom of um property ln violatlon of TR



P.6/4D .

Te:734 4113 -

gasotssest

Fom! HORRY CLERK COURT

'AUG-85-2011 10:50 F

= ARREST WARRANT NUMBER - couRTOFGENERALSESSIONs Fa - R SO |
SR SRR I U TR e e -;-hereby appear in my own proper person

mcme csat

r.j‘:.";-.Foreperson of Grand Jury

WITNESSES ""'-'"v‘f.?':}After bemg fully adv:sed as to my Iegal

- s -‘Grand Jury

: Inv Larry Huﬁsteﬂer PR R ‘ N
N : Countyofﬂorry R ,i R

L [::,,»'_D_efendénti: —

L rights, Ihereby walve presentment to lhe )

Dlreci Presentment C Temm: . . and plead gumytnthe within Indiciment.

j-'_'_orto

: Defendam T 5

N DEFENDANT

- f_Witlf":eséf "_ -

o |ndlctment for: 0 tCCPsAmMGS

Obtalnlng Proporty by False |

N ’Dfﬂc/ed Vevmd'm’m»ﬁ«t/ bw . Pretenses

ijanirer H. QLI.ID:V-{SQA

~» ..Forepemnﬁpeht% S " _sgcgg‘Rs“ﬁ'“'z‘q L
'Q._'Da1e Apnl 19 2ot B R S .  Code: —




omasgtsemi, U TeitM 43 piTap o

7 '.f_:'STATEOFSOUTHCAROLINA S S HTIETEE ‘
,;'couu'rY of HORRY ) R,

- et R - S : . . B B I8
N R S S .

INDICTMENT

| 4»:'?'5:‘»:_At a Court ot Genetal Sesswns. convoned on s theG"a“"J“m’s °f-Horf¥, |
_g-County prosont upon thenr oath . B . ' N
OBTAIN RTY BY»I;'A‘L'S‘E PRETENSES R
: *"-‘fThat Robert Steve Jollv did in Horfy County. onor about the penod from July 14 2ooa-_ ﬁ_ Sl

fithrough Octobeﬂ 2008 commlt the cﬂme of obtalnmg property by false pnotenses To "

":?,"wat the Dafendant dld obtaln an amount of oney groatar an 85 000 from Darrlnif,_'i

e Stlmatze wlth the mtont to cheat and dofraud hlm of that : roperty in vnolatlon of §16-1 3-;_; S

':240 °f thﬂ COde of Laws of South Camlma (1976), as nmended .' | o -

Agamst the peaoe and dlgmty ot the State and contrary to the statute m such case e

made and prowded S

NRY McMASTER (WAM) SR
T SOUTH canou.mA ATTORNEY GENERAL T




f‘To‘:?34 4113 o

~

. AUG-5-2@11 18352 From:HORRY CLERK COURT -~

w ' Inv Larry Huffstetfer

WITNESSES

" Ths State of South Carolma
__Coumy of Horry

~ARREST WARRANT NUNBER couaroFGENERALsess:ons L

Dlrecl Presentment

obert Steve Jolly
‘DEFENDANT

|ﬂdlctlnent fOr" S

Pratanses

V o '.',Docket Numbar ZOUS-GS.”} : g, 74 =

sc Cade: § 15-13 240
CDR Codo =

After benng fully adwsed as to my Iegal
:'.'-‘Grand Jury

.‘ Deferidant" SRR

i _: hereby appear in. myown proper person
... and p!ead gumy to the within lndactment

. or to

g Wllness

' R CCCPls AdGS
‘_'Obtammg Property by False S
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
)
COUNTY OF HORRY )

INDICTMENT

At a Court of General Sessions, convened on July 30575 the Grand Jurors of Horry

County present upon their oath:

OBTAINING PROPERTY BY FALSE PRETENSES

That Robert Steve Jolly did, in Horry County, an or about the period from April 23, 2008,

through March 11, 2009, commit the crime of obtaining property by false pretenses. To
wit, the Defendant did abtain an amount of money greater than $5,000 from Paulette ~
Holmes with the intent to cheat and defraud her of that property in violation of §16-13-240

of the Code of Laws of Sauth Carolina (1876), as amended.

Against the peace and dignity of the State, and contrary to the statute in such case

made and provided.

NRY MGMASTER (WAM)
SOUTH CAROLINA ATTORNEY GENERAL




CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL

Counsel for Appellant certifies that this Record on Appeal contains all material
proposed to be included by any of the parties and not any other material and that this
Record on Appeals complies to the best of my ability with the August 13, 2007, order
from the South Carolina Supreme Court entitled “Interim Guidance Regarding Personal
Data Identifiers and Other Sensitive Information in Appellate Court Filings.”

ALAN WILSON
Attorney General

JOHN W. McINTOSH
Chief Deputy Attorney General

SALLEY W. ELLIOTT
Senior Assistant Deputy Attorney General

MARK R. FARTHING
Assistant Attorney General

BY: W
/~ MarkR. Fartlp
Office of the Afforney General
Post Office Box 11549

Columbia, SC 29211
(803) 734-3727
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