THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

In the Court of Appeals RECEEVED

APPEAL FROM AIKEN COUNTY DEC 17 2015
Court of Common Pleas

.S.C. SUPREME COURT
Doyet A. Early III, Circuit Court Judge

RECEIVET
Appeliate Case No. 2015-002417
DEC 22 2015
SC Court of Appeals
In Re: The Estate of James Brown a/k/a James Joseph Brown
Tommie Rae Brown,... reestemessesaesntnnerenaestesansasasasassntserissnssatonsansannranes Respondent, |

David C. Sojourner, Jr., in his capacity as Limited Special Administrator and Limited
Special Trustee, Deanna Brown-Thomas, Yamma Brown, Venisha Brown, Larry Brown,
Terry Brown and Daryl Brown,

Of whom David C. Sojourner, Jr., in his capacity as Limited Special Administrator and
Limited Special Trustee, Deanna Brown-Thomas, Yamma Brown, Venisha Brown, Terry
Brown, Michael Deon Brown and Daryl Brown, are the ..........cccoecveveeerereeneiee.. Appellants.

LSA’S REPLY TO RESPONDENT’S RETURN TO MOTION TO CERTIFY
TO THE SOUTH CAROLINA SUPREME COURT FOR REVIEW
PURSUANT TO RULE 204(b), S.C.A.C.R.

TO: THE HONORABLE CHIEF JU STICE AND THE ASSOCIATE JU STICES OF
THE SOUTH CAROLINA SUPREI\/[E COURT:

Appellant David C. Sojourner, Jr., Esqulre, (“LSA”) in his capacity as Limited
Special Administrator of the Estate of James Brown (“Estate™) and Limited Special
Trustee of the James Brown Irrevocable Trust, w/a/d August 1, 2000 (“Trust™), by and

through his undersigned éounsel, hereby replies to the Return of Respondent Tommie




Rae Brown (“Respondent”) to the LSA’s Motion to Certify, filed on or about December
14, 2015. For the following reasons, Respondent’s arguments are unconvincing and this

appeal should be certified as it involves both issues of significant public interest and legal

principles of major importance.

ARGUMENTS
L THE ORDERS ON APPEAL DID NOT GRANT OR DENY A RULE

12(B)(6)) SCRCP, MOTION AND DID NOT RELATE TO

RESPONDENT’S “STANDING” TO BRING THE SUBJECT
CLAIMS. '

Respondent would have this honorable Court believe the Orders on Appeal denied
some party’s Rule 12(b) “motion to dismiss for lack of standing.” See Return at § 1 (*an
order denying a challenge to a plaintiff’s standiﬂg is not immediately appealable™); id. § 3
(“The order ... merely determines that Respondent has standing to pursue her claims in
this action.”).! Respondent’s patently flawed statement of the procedural posfure of the
case undermines Respondent’s entire brief.

The Orders on Appeal pertain to extensively-briefed and argued cross-motions for
summary judgment brought by the LSA and Respondent, pursuant to Rule 56, SCRCP.
The Order on Appeal, filed January 1, 2015, gra.nted Respondent’s Motion for Summary
Judgment and denied the LSA’s Motion for Summary Judgment on the sole issue of
whether ReSpondent was Decedent’s “surviving spouse.” The lower court definitively
and finally ruled upon the primary statutory element of Respondent’s claims under S.C.

Code Ann. §§ 62-2-201 (elective share) and 62-2-301 (omitted spouse): whether

Respondent was Decedent’s “surviving spouse.”

! Respondent appears to be conflating an issue asserted by some of the parties pertaining to
Respondent’s standing to bring an undue influence case, if she is not the surviving spouse, in a
separate civil action, C/A No. 2008-CP-02-01647.
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“The purpose of summary judgment is to expedite the disposition of cases which

do not require the services of a fact finder.” Dawkins v. Fields, 354 S.C. 58, 69, 580
S.E.2d 433, 438 (2003) (quotation omitted); Celotex Corp. v. Catrett, 477 U.S. 317, 323,
106 S.Ct. 2548, 2553 (1986) (“One of the principal purposes of summary judgment is to
isolate and dispose of factually unsupported cl;cﬁms or defenses....”). Summary judgment
may be granfed in whole or in part. See S.C. R. Civ. P. 56(a). Where a party cannot
prove an essential element of their claim or defense, summary judgment is appropriate.
Celotex, 477 U.S. at 322, 106 S.Ct. at 2552 (“In our view, the plain languagé of Rule
56(c) mandates the entry of summary judgment, after adequate time for discovery and
upon motion, againsf a party who fails to make a showing sufficient to establish the
existence of an element essential to that party’s case, and on which that. party will bear
the burden of proof at trial.”).

Both Section 62-2-201 and 62-2-301 of the Probate Code require proof the
petitioner is the “surviving spouse” of decedent. See S.C. Code Ann. § 62-2-201(a)
(stating only a “surviving spouse has a right of election to take an elective share”)’; S.C.
Code Ann. § 62-2-301 (providing for a right to an intestate share of a probate estate to a
“surviving spouse who married the testator after the execution of the will”). “Surviving
spouse” is defined in Secﬁon 62-2-802.

Upon satisfactory prpof that a petitioner is a “surviving spouse” as a matter of
law, a petitioner may then pr:oceed with other elements of her claim and/or overcome any
remaining hurdles to recovery. For instance, to succeed in an elective share claim, after

establishing petitioner is decedent’s surviving spouse, the petitioner must show she did

2 Because the elective share statute is a “statute of creation, . . . strict compliance with its terms is

mandatory in order to exercise [such right].” Simpson v. Sanders,314 S.C. 415, 445 S.E.2d 93,
94 (1994).




not waive or release her elective share and/or that any such waiver was invalid. S.C.
Code Ann. § 62-2-204; see also 32 S.C. Jur. Wills § 211 (“The right of election of a
surviving spouse inay be waived, wholly or partially, before or after marriage, ‘by a
written contract, agreement, or waiver signed by the party waiving after fair disclosure.’;).
To succeed on an omitted spouse claim, the petitioner must show her omission from the

testator’s will was unintentional and that the testator did not provide for her outside of the

will. SeeS.C. Code Ann. § 62-2-301(a)(1)-(2).

Respondent acknowledged before the lower court that certain issues—such as the
enforceability of the parties’ prenuptial agreement, whether Decedent intentionally
omitted Respondent from his will, and whether Decedent provided for Petitioner outside
of the will with the intent that such transfer be in lieu of a testamentary gift—are
“obviously” not “even relevant unless [she] is first determined to be [Decedent’s]
surviving spouse.” See Respondent’s Memorandum of Law in Support of Motion for
Summary Judgment, filed September 12, 2014, at p. 12. I'; is implicit in Respondent’s
acknowledgement that, should she fail on the first element of her claims - that she is
Decedent’s “surviving spouse” - any evidence or arguments on the remaining elements
would become irrelevant because she would be barred from recovery.

Respondent explicitly contended before the lower court that the issue of whether
she was Decedent’s “surviving spouse,” was one “of law and not subject:to factual
dispute,” using a Rule 56, SCRCP, analysis. See Respondent’s Memorandum; of Law in
Support of Motion for Summary Judgment, filed September 12, 2014, at p. 43.: Based on
this standard, Respondent contended she was “entitled to summary judgment [finding]

she is the surviving spouse of [Decedent].” Id. at p. 43. It is disingenuous for




Respondent to assert on appeal these issues relate solely to her “standing” to file the
subject claims. She should be held to her arguments wherein she contended she was
entitled to partial summary judgment, conclusively establishing her as Decedent’s
“surviving spouse.”

Moreover, any argument that the Orders on Appeal related merely to
Respondent’s “standing” to bring her claims are substantively without merit and distort
fundamental legal tenets. Standing is a threshold determination to be made by a court as
a prerequisite to a party’s ability to bring a legal action. As this Court has reflected:

The lynchpin of [any standing] analysis is that the plaintiff must have a

personal stake in the litigation, meaning he is the real party in interest.

[Citing Sea Pines Ass’n for the Prot. Of Wildlife, Inc. v. S.C. Dep'’t of

Natural Res., 345 S.C. 594, 600, 550 S.E.2d 297, 291 (2001) (quoting

Lyjan v. Defenders of Wildlife, 504 U.S. 5585, 559-61, 112 S.Ct. 2130, 119

L.Ed.2d 351 (1992)). In other words, the party seeking relief must have a

real, material, or substantial interest in the litigation, not merely a nominal

or technical one. Id. “Moreover, the injury must be of a personal nature

to the party bringing the action, not merely of a general nature which is

common to all members of the public.”

Georgetown County League of Women Voters v. Smith Land Co., Inc., 393 S.C. 350, 358,
713 S.E.2d 297, 291-92 (2011).

Any effort by any party to assert Respondent “lacked standing” to bring her
omitted spouse and elective share claims would have been patently without merit. There
is no disputé that Respondent and Decedent participated in a ceremonial marriage on
December 14, 2001 in Aiken County and thilt, at least for some period of time, Decedent
believed himself to be married to Respom;ient.3 However, as the Joint Stipulation of
Facts reflects, what was unknown to Decedent at the time of the purported marriage

ceremony to Respondent was Respondent’s prior marriage to another man on February

3 See Joint Stipulation of Facts, filed on September 5, 2014, attached hereto as Exhibit A.
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12, 1997 Also unknown to Decedent at the time of his purported marriage to
Respondent was the fact that Respondent and Mr. Ahmed never obtained a divorce or
annulled their marriage.5 These facts render Decedenf’s “marriage” to Respondent in
2001 invalid as a matter of law. See Day v. Day, 216 S.C. 334, 58 S.E.2d 83 (1950) (“A
mere marriage ceremony between a man and a woman, where one of them has a living
wife or husband, is not a marriage at all. Such a marriage is absolutely void, and not
merely voidable™).

The LSA would have had no basis in law or féct to assert Respondent lacked
standing to bring an omitted spouse and/or elective share claim under the South Carolina
Probate Code. It would have been difficult, if not impbssible, for any party to assert
Respondent did not have a “personal stake” in the probate of Decedent’s Estate or
subsequent litigation based on the Joint Stipulation of Facts. It is clear that although she
may lose as a matter of law, as the LSA contends she should, Respondent undisputedly
held a “real, material, or substantial interest in the litigation,” which was “not merely a
nominal or technical one” and. was of a “personal nature” to Respondent. Id.

For these reasons, Respondent’s first and third arguments, which depend on the
flawed assumption that the Orders on Appeal are non-apbealable because they merely
relate to Respondent’s “standing” to bring the claims asserted in the underlying action,

are entirely misplaced and should be summarily rejected by the Court.5

4 See Joint Stipulation of Facts, Exhibit A.

SH.

§ Further, Respondent’s reliance on North Carolina law is not only not binding on this Court, but
it is also wholly inapplicable in this context.




. APPELLATE COURTS HAVE, WIDE DISCRETION TO

CONSIDER AN ORDER DENYING A MOTION FOR SUMMARY
JUDGMENT.

Respondent’s second argument, that an order “denying a summary judgment
motion is never reviewable on appeal” (see Return at § 2 (emphasis in original) is
contrary to existiﬁg precedent in this State. |

In general, the denial of a motion for summary judgment is not immediately
appealable, Osborne v. Allstate Ins. Co., 319 S.C. 479, 462 S.E.2d 291 (Ct. App. 1995),
because “it does not finally determine anything about the merits or strike a defense,”

Watson v. Underwood, 407 S.C. 443, 457, 756 S.E.2d 155, 162 (Ct. App. 2014). Rather,

. it “simply decides the case should proceed to trial. Ballenger v. Bowen, 313 S.C. 467,

443 S.E.2d 379 (1994). Because “it doeé not establish the law of the caée, and the issues
raised in the motion may be raised again later in the proceedings by a motion to
reconsider the summary judgment motion or by a motion for directed verdict,” it does not
have the effect of affecting the merits. Id.

However, despite the general rule, our appellate courts have considered such
orders Where they are integrally tied with orders relating to the same issue(s). For

example, in Watson, 407 S.C. 443, 756 S.E.2d 155, the Court of Appeals indicated “an

~order that is not directly appealable will nonetheless be considered if there is an

: appealable issue before the Court and a ruling on appeal will avoid unnecessary

litigation.” Id. at 459, 756 S.E.2d at 163 (citation omitted) (emphasis added). The Court

- of Appeals has further stated it will “review[] interlocutory orders when they contain

other appealable issues.” Id. (quoting Ferguson v. Charleston Lincoln Mercury, Inc., 349

S.C. 558, 565, 564 S.E.2d 94, 98 (2002)).




Moreover, appellate courts have significant discretion in considering interlocutory
orders on appeal. For example, in Widdicombe v. Tucker-Cales, 366 S.C. 75,620 S.E.2d
333 (Ct. App. 2007), the Court of Appeals held it would consider the merits of a mother’s
appeal from a family court order granting emergency temporary custody of the parties’
child to father. The Court held the family court’s order had a “practical effect” of a final
order affecting her substantial rights. Id. at 85, 620 S.E.2d at 338. The Court’s ruling
was based, in part, on its conclusion that “the issues raised by Mother on appeal have
been the subject of much contention in this case. They will inevitably be raised to the
family court again in the future and, because they have been fully briefed by the parties,
‘we find that it would be in the interest of judicial economy to decide the matters now.”
Id at 85, 620 S.E.2d at 339 (citing Soz.:thern Bell Tel. and Tel. Co. v. Hamm, 306 S.C. 70,
75, 409 S.E.2d 775, 778 (1991) (considering an issue on appeal in the intérests of judicial
economy)).

Here, it is undisputed the Orders on Appeal, in part, granted Respondent’s Motion
for Summary Judgment. The January 1, 2015 Order purports to determine Respondent is
Decedent’s “surviving spouse” as a matter of law. Although the lower court’s
determination did not provide complete relief to Respondent on her claims, the court’s
conclusion is a decision “affecting the merits” of Respondent’s case, chiefly because she
must prove she is a surviving spouse as the pﬁmary element of her omittedS spouse and
elective share claims. Because the Orders on Appeal “finally determined S substantial
matter forming a part of [Respondent’s case]” the Orders “involvefe] the meﬁts” and are

appealable pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. § 14-3-330; see Baldwin Constr. Co., Inc. v.




Graham, 357 S.C. 227, 593 S.E.2d 146 (2004).

This Court has affirmed “[a] summary judgment ruling, as well as a 12(b)(6)
dismissal, fits within” the “definition” of an order which “determines ‘some substantial
matter forming the whole or a part of some cause of action or defense.”” Link v. Sch.
Dist. of Pickens County, 302 S.C. 1, 6, 393 8.E.2d 176, 179 (1990) (quoting Jefferson by
Johnson v. Gene's Used Cars, Inc., 295 8.C. 317, 368 S.E.2d 456 (1988)). Accordingly,
the Orders on Appeal, including the portion which denies the LSA’s Motion for
Summary Judgment, are appealable, despite Respondent’s argﬁment to the contrary.

This Court can and should consider on appeal the lower court’s order denying the
LSA’s and others’ motions for summary judgment because such issues were inextricably
intertwined with Respondent’s motion for summary judgment, which was granted. The
sole issue before the lower court and now on appeal is whether Respondent is Decedent’s
“survivihg spouse.” As the record will reveal, there were more than 1,000 pages of legal
analysis provided to the lower court through extensively-briefed memoranda of law. It is
undispufed that legal issues contained in all parties’ cross motions will be raised again in
the future, and because they ﬁave all been briefed by the parties, it would be in the

interest of judicial economy for the appellate courts to decide the matters at this stage.

7 Case law from other jurisdictions affirms this conclusion. See Berryman v. Thorne, 700 A.2d
181 (D.C. Ct. App. 1997) (reviewing an appeal from the trial court’s order granting Thorne,
appelles, partial summary judgment and denying Berryman’s cross-motion for summary
judgment. The order established Thorne as the surviving spouse of Mary Patterson thereby
entitling him to collect his statutory share under D.C. law.).
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Il. THE ISSUES ON APPEAL INVOLVE SIGNIFICANT PUBLIC
. INTERESTS AND/OR LEGAL PRINCIPLES OF MAJOR
IMPORTANCE. '

At the risk of repetition, the LSA takes issue with Respondent’s characterization
of the issues on appeal as “whether Respondent has standing” as asserted in Respondent’s
Return at § IV.® As explained above, and will be fully corroborated by the record, the
Orders on Appeal pertain exclusively to the primary element of Respondeht’s claims,
whether she is Decedent’s “surviving spouse” as a matter of law. Because Respondent
has misstated the procedural posture of this case, her asse;rtions that the “issues” do not
implicate any “significant public interest” or “legal principle of major importance” are
unpersuasive.

Respondent’s success on her claims to be Decedent’s surviving spouse have a
direct impact on the Decedent’s Estate and the money that will pass to the Decedent’s
charitable trust under the pour-over clause in the will. The Decedent intended to devote
this money to the education of impoverished children in South Carolina and Georgia.
The public has a significant interest in ensuring estates are probated efficiently and
effectively. This is especially true where the public has a direct stake in the outcome of
litigation through the passing of probate assets to a charitable trust. See Wilson v. Dallas,
403 S.C. 411, 445, 743 S.E.2d 746, 765 (2013) (recognizing in this case, the “public[’s]
interest” in the “protect[ion] ... of a charitable trust.”).

This case also involves legal principles of major importance because the lower

court’s orders concerns the effect of family court annulment orders on a decedent’s

8 Respondent contends: “It is difficult to conceive of any scenario in which this Court would
allow the immediate appeal of interlocutory orders determining that a plaintiff has standing to
pursue his action, and therefore difficult to conceive of any scenario in which a subset of such
appeals would warrant Rule 204(b) certification.” Id.
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estate. Not only are these issues significant to family and probate courts, but in addition,
the public has a significant interest in understanding the interplay between decisions
rendered by different courts, including the family and probate courts.

Moreover, the lower court’s decision purports to define whether a family court
annulment order “relates back” so as to retroactively validate an otherwise bigamous
intervening marriage. In doing so, the lower court construed the .appellate courts’ rulings
in Lukich v. Lukich, 368 S.C. 47, 627 S.E.2d 754 (Ct. App. 2006), aff"d, 379 S.C. 589,
666 S.E.2d 906 (2008). The LSA contends the lower court’s interpretation of the Lukich
decisions distorts this Court’s intent and the lower court’s conclusion creates a ludicrous
result wherein one person can get married, never divorce or annul her first marriage,
marry a second man less than five years later, and, when second husband dies, claim a
significant financial stake in the second husband’s estate. This Court has a significant
interest in correcting errors of law where such errors result in manifest injustice.

Respondent’s argument that this Court should deny the LSA’s Motion to Certify
because it is “scheduled for trial™ is misguided and irrelevant. Whether the subject
orders are appealable is a completely separate legal analysis from whether the remaining

portions of the underlying action can proceed while the appeal is pending. See Rules 205

i and 241, SCACR.

~ ° In addition to being wholly irrelevant, Respondent’s statement that this case “is scheduled for

trial in May 2016 is simply incorrect. As proof, Respondent attaches a scheduling order in a
completely unrelated case, Intrigue Music Management, Inc. v. Russell Bauknight as Personal
Representative for the Estate of James Brown and Trustee of the James Brown 2000 Irrevocable
Trust, C/A No. 2008-CP-02-1557. Neither Respondent nor the LSA, or any other party to this
appeal, are parties in the Jntrigue Music case. The fact is there has been no scheduling order
issued in in either of the underlying cases to this appeal, 2013-CP-02-02849 and -2850.
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CONCLUSION
Accordingly, the LSA respectfully requests that the Court certify this appeal

under Rule 204(b) of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules.

Respectfully submitted,

John F. Bedch (S.C. Bar No. 595)

Lyndey Ritz Zwingelberg (S.C. Bar No. 100804)
Adams and Reese LLP

1501 Main Street, Fifth Floor

Post Office Box 2285 (29202)

Columbia, South Carolina 29201

(803) 254-4190

Attorneys for Appellant David C. Sojourner, Jr.,

Esquire, in his capacity as Limited Special
Administrator and Limited Special Trustee

December 17, 2015.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

FOR THE SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

)
)
COUNTY OF AIKEN ) ‘
' ) C/A Nos. 2013-CP-02-02849, 2013-CP-02-02850
Tommie Rae Brown, ) '
)
Petitioner, )
)
V. ) JOINT STIPULATION OF FACTS
)
David C. Sojourner, Jr., in his capacity )
as Limited Special Administrator and )
Limited Special Trustee, Deanna Brown )
Thomas, Yamma Brown, Venisha )
Brown, Larry Brown, Terry Brown and ) c
Daryl Brown, ; o PFK.ED
Respondents, ) SEP 00
- ) Ak 05 2m / ANI_
= N COUNTY
) CLER
THE ESTATE QF JAMES BROWN ) K OF COURT
A/K/IA JAMES JOSEPH BROWN )
)

Petitioner Tommie Rae Brown (“Petitioner™), Respondent David C. Sojourner, Jr., in his
capacity as Limited Special Administrator and Limited Special Trustee (“LSA”), and
Respondents Dealma Brown Thomas, Yamma N. Brown, Venisha Brown, Larry Brovm, Terry
Brown, and Daryl Brown hereby jointly stipulate to the facts set forth herein.

The Parties entered into this Joint Stipulation while preserving their respective arguments
that any or all of the matters contained herein are inadmissible, irrelevant, and/or immaterial fo

" whether the Petitioner is Decedent’s surviving spouse and/or any other issue in this or related
litigation. | :

On November 27, 2001 Petitioner and James Joseph Brown (“Decedent”) purportedly

executed a purported Prenuptial Agreement. All Parties retain their right and ability to assert
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Petitioner, through the Prenuptial Agreement, waived her right to claim as Decedent’s surviving
spouse under S.C. Code Ann. §§62-2-301 (omitted spouse) and 62-2-201 (elective share) or

otherwise, and Peitioner retains her right to deny the enforcement, validity and authenticity of

the same.
The Parties therefore stipulate as follows:

1. On February 12, 1997, Petitioner and Javed Ahmed obtained a marriage license in
the State of Texas, a true copy of which is attached as Exhibit 1.

2. On February 17, 1997 Petitioner participated in a mmﬁage ceremony with Javed
Ahmed in Harris County Texas.

3. On June 11, 2001 Petitioner’s son, James Joseph Brown, II, was bom in Las
Vegas, Nevada, and a true copy of his birth certiﬁcate is attached as Exhibif 2. The LSA fileda
Motion to Acquire DNA Sarples from James Brown, II on March 10, 2014 in the pretermitied
child action, Case No. 2013-CP-02-02851. All parties agreed that the child should submit to a
DNA test to help determine if he is in fact the child of Decedent. All parties approved a consent
order to that effect, and said consent order was filed on May 14, 2014. On June 11, 2014, James
Joseph Brown, 11, in accordauce with this order, submitted to a DNA test at the LabCorp office
located at 7751 West Flamingo Road, Suite B 102, Las Vegas, Nevada 89147. The results of the
DNA test show that “the probability-of pafemity is 99.99%.” See LabCorp DNA Test Results,
aftached herein as Exhibit 3. The parties stipulate that Exhibit 3 is a true and authentic copy of
the test and is admitted into evidence without-objection. Respondents reserve the right to move

the court for another DNA test should additional evidence become available that challenges the

validity of the LabCorp DNA Test Results.
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4. On December 10, 2001, Petitioner and Decedent obtained a marriage license in
the State of South Carolina, a true copy of which is attached as Exhibit 4.

5. On December 14, 2001 Decedent and Petitioner participated in a marriage
ceremony in Beech Island, South Carolina.

6. From the February 17, 1997 ma,rriaée ceremony between Petitioner and Javed
Ahmed through the December 14, 2001 marriage ceremony between Petitioner and Decedent, no
order of any court or other occurrence of which Plamtnﬁ" is aware af this time -ended or caused to
end any marriage that certain parties asseft existed between Petitioner and Javed Ahmed.

7. On December 15, 2003, Petitioner filed a family couit action in Charleston
County South Carolina seeking an annulment of her marmiage to Javed Ahmed (Tommie Rae
Hynie, a/k/a Tommie Rae Brown v. Javed Ahmed, 2003-DR~10-4609) (the “Abmed Annulment
Action”, attached herein). The parties agree that the following documents were filed in that cése
and true and coirect copies of each are attached hereto as the following Exhibits:

Exhibit § - Tommie Rac Brown’s Summons & Complaint for Annulment, filed December 15,
2003;

Exhibit 6 - Ronald Pannel’s Affidavit of Attempted Service filed February 4, 2004;
Exhibit 7 - Affidavit of Tommie Rae Brown filed February 4, 2004;
Exhibit 8 - Order of Publication filed February 4, 2004;
Exhibit 9 - Affidavit of Marcia F. Jones filed April 15, 2004;
Exhibit 10 — Affidavit of Publication filed April 15, 2004;
Exhibit 11— Order of Continuance filed March 24, 2004;
Exhibit 12 — Final Order filed April 15, 2004.
8.  Atme copy of the transcript of a hearing held on April 15, 2004 in the Abmed

Annulment Action is attached as Exhibit 13 (“Ahmed Annulment Action Transcript™).
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0. Except as may be contained in the Ahmed Annulment Action Transcript and the

Family Court documents attached herein as Exhibits 5-13, Petitioner at this time can identify no
documents or other tangible evidgnce evidencing Javed Ahmed was married to another person -
when Petitioner and Javed Ahmed participated in the February 17, 1997 marriage ceremony,

10. - Except as may be contained in the Ahmed Annuiment Action Traoscript,
Petitioner at this time can identify no person (except Javed Ahmed and the wives to whom he
was allegedly married) who can testify that Javed Ahmed was married to another person when
Petitioner and Javed Ahmed participated in the February 17, 1997 marriage ceremony.

11.  On April 15, 2004 the Charleston County Family Court issued the Final Order in
the Ahmed Annul_ment Action, a true copy of which is aftached as Exhibit 12,

12.  Decedent was not a named party in the Ahmed Annulment Action.

13.  James Brown gave Tommie Rae Brown the fimds to pay the legal fees for the
Ahmed Annulment litigation. |

14.  James Brown was aware of the Ahmed Annulment litigation as his attorney
received a copy of the Summons and Complaint in February 2004 and the Final Order of
Annulment in April 2004, a true copy of both commmxicﬁﬁons attached as Exhibits 14.

15.  Decedent did not intervene as a party in the Ahmed Annulment .Action.

16.  Decedent was not Robert Rosen’s client in tl;e Ahmed Annulment Action.

17.  The Charleston County Family Court found thét Javed Ahmed was properly
served by publication énd no.tiﬁed of the hearing. Javed Ahmed failed to appear, answer the

complaint or otherwise plead within the time required, participate in or otherwise defend himself

- in the Ahmed Annulment Action.
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18. In the Ahmed Annulment Action, Petifioner’s testimony was the only evidence .
before the court that Javed Ahmed was married at the time Petitioner and Javed Ahmed
participated in the February 17, 1997 maﬁiage ceremony.

19,  On January 29, 2004, Decedent brought an annulment action against Petitioner in
Aiken County and Petitioner counterclaimed for a divorce. The following documents were filed
in that case with the Aiken Count Family Court and true and correct copies of each are attached

hereto as the following Exhibits:

e Decedent’s Summons and Complaint for Annulment filed January 29, 2004, Exhibit
15;

o Decedent’s Amended Complaint for Annulment filed May 6, 2004, Exhibit 16;

o Petitioner’s Answer and Counterclaim filed June 14, 2004, Exhibit 17,

o Decedent’s Reply to Counterclaim filed July 6, 2004, Exﬁibit 18; and

o Consent Order of Dismissal filed August 16, 2004, Exhibit 19.

20.  Decedent died on December 25, 2006.

21.  The parties could nof reach an agreement as to other facts but agree this Court can
take judicial notice, as it deems appropriate, of thé files, pleadings, transcripts of hearings, briefs
and oral arguments in this Court, the Court of Appeals and the Supreme Court along with the

Record on Appeal from the Court of Appeals and Supreme Court, in all cases concerning or

related to Petitioner’s elective share and omitted spouse claims.
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On behalf of our clients, we so stipulate.

ROSEN LAW FIRM, LL.C

hr—

Robert N. Rosen

18 Broad Street, Suite 201
Charleston, South Carolina 29401
Telephone: (843) 377-1700
Facsimile: (843)377-1709
mrosen@rosen-lawfirm.com

Attorneys for Petitioner Tormmie Rae Brown
|
|
|
|

|
‘ .
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ADAMS AND REESE LLP

M%Ma&

1501 Main Street, Fifth Floor
Columbia, South Carolina 29201

Telephone: (803) 343-1269
Facsimile: (803)799-8479
john.beach@arlaw.com

Attorneys for David C. Sojourner, Jr. as

Limited Special Administrator for the

Estate of James Brown and Limited Special Trustee

of the James Brovwn August 1, 2000 Irrevocable Trust Agreement
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LAW OFFICES OF DAVID B. BELL

David B. Bell

619 Greene Street

Augusta, GA 30903-1011
Telephone: (706) 724-1882
Facsimile; (706) 722-2507
davidbell@davidbelllawfirm.com

Attorneys for Respondent Daryl Brown
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W/st% e

Louis Le on /
125 Bro: eet, SWi
Aflanta, Georgla 30303
Telephone: (404) 659-5000
Facsimile: (404) 659-1355
louis@levensonlaw.com

Attorneys for Respondents Dearna Brown Thomas,
Yamma N. Brown, Venisha Brown, and Larry Brown
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DONSBACH & KING, LLC

i ;Jolm A. Donshach ‘

504 Blackburn Drive

Augusta, Georgia 30907
Telephone: (706) 650-8750
Facsimile: (706) 651-1399
Jdonsbach@donsbachking.com

Attorneys for Terry Brown

Augpst 11, 2014,
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To any person Mbylhkuzd‘baﬂdh q[MmMIbvmdmwm the Sate of Texas

Greeting:
'You are bereby authorized to conduct the Rites of Mairimony between
JAVED AHMED - and”

TOMALE RAE HYNIZ

and make dua return o be Cosirdy Clark of Harris County, Texas, within sbisty A of pevforming the savriage,
cerifying your action undar 1bis license.
Wuncs my official signature and seal of office fn Harris County, Taxas at

03:30 P.M. s on_ 1218 PERRUARY 1997 T,

Stip Exhibits 000001

Tbis certifies thal I brave untted in marriage tbe parties named abooe on this
1778 PEBRUARY 1997

dayef
' USTIGE. OF: THE PEACE lul

JAN 25 08

70
JOBEEEe u. cosczymsk HOUSTON, HARRIS, TE X A §

BEVERLY B. KAUFMAN, County Clerk
Harsls County, Texas e

A CERTIFIED COPY -

ATTEST:

Prineed or Typed Name = Clwand@unwluubk&murympnfmd

>




JAVED ARMED - 12 18 69 Sevemywo (73) howr evempfions:
. . . Dm . .
<« Female o Date of Birth
ot 02 12 57 : ‘  Dete of District Conws Orde

< Date of Bavonce -
& Naws of Prozy (if a9

|71

Y T 28734 .
= § 7 @A IO00N6TS T 4IL00
@2 7 n farrfage Licease
pand
ﬁ o,

5 -

'—; & MES. J.ARMED . —_l

Retars License To: 14403 ELLA BLVD. #1314
HOUSTON TEXAS 77014

WAMMWWW

mlu.mwwmmpmunmwuwuuw (V)] Mamm-ﬁmmmmm mmum«#-

Wﬂmnw“uhmummmdmmxuwﬂ of thes connt of crimimel mmua of appealy, jotecs of
he Eantar, county, and probate cows, Judges of the cousty couwrts st bxw, cedris of domesiic o4 Javeniia comty, sedcad,

wd Jedgts and waagleirms of the Akt coovie of this sests.

Saxten 134, r-\\umwn—mnmwnmudhwwmmumumkmuwummmummm-ﬁum
mmmumnmm Mﬁ laformtion fram te comnty clork’s endopsement on Uw oswes,

T8 [iocmee s wok valHd Ror sevestyea (77) hous trow dhe time of Evaco, . [
’ : Accomperiad by TOUI Materisl a8 vequined by Fection LO%(1) Panely Code ) .

and Jolacs cf mach cowrts, Justices of o peace, rdierd Susilces of G pisse, }

ACERTIFIED COPY

“Stip Exhibits 000002
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IV & MLIKL rax:gasrEny Feb 16 2007 02:00pw PODT/004

. 22
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2,8 50 T30

. EXHIBlTZC () P Y
' STATE OF NEVADA —~ OEPARTIENT OF HUMAN RESOURCES IR
f DIVISION OF HEALTH — SECTION OF V)TAL STATISTICS ,, PR e " J :'.', - s
2 o psmem 10210 CERHEICATE OF OF LIVE BIRTH s a: HoweER . SEP 05 20% ﬁ/
oy A I R T 3 DATE OF CREH (OB, o, Vosl
- P Jauas Jose “ . pgowN , ¥y " Jume 21, 2001 :
N | TR % O A R OB S e féi(ﬂiNgQUNw
il 09:08 aM ¥ale Lzs Vegas - g Clark C F COURT
ol 1. PLALE OF RATH ($eoly) T I, HASKE {1 ol “$00 404 wrcdel)
.!.:al N Lo i Sunnsa _80:1!:9.1 nnd. Hadiaal Cent:av _____
N WE  Gorald Cases
silFl W y.p.
A 3. X MEUIG 1Strexl & bl OF copd covle OUEIRG, CRp oF
fok, 8y S
PN IR rynet K. Funk | 2501 ., Greem Valloy Phwy.3130
teraistin] ™ Modical Record Clerk - Hendexscn, NV BR0L4 * -
':ﬁ""‘ Il TR (=T s RE . — T 16. GAE R0 B QECRTGR (Rob, Or, B
:;l‘:" tar Qs WO WA

T, SURIAE V. A%

» i
FATIHE (] Joseph 3 . Sty o lreiim courtly) |
. AC Teaniy TV T Beraanal wron ‘unuemumnmwn-undmm-un wd anst, 5
m Sigrture i parent o¢ ativer lnfsrnent > '!omuic R‘IQ § !0' . .
“CERTIFIED T0 BE A TRUE AND CORRECT GOPY OF THE DOCUMENT ON FELE WITH THE REGISTRAR OF

VITAL STATISTICS, STATE OF NEVADA.™ This copy was issued by the Claric County Heslth District from State |
certified documents as authorized by the State Board of Health pursuant to NRS 440.175.

NOT VALID WITHOUT THE

| DONALD 9. KWALICK, U, 1L PE-
RAISED SEAL OF THE'CLARK Registrax of Vital Statistics
COUNTY HEALTH DISTRICT o _ @
| Datc Jesued: )
‘JAN 1 ¢ 2807

CLARK COUNTY HEALTH DISTRICT
625 Shadow Lane P.O. Box 3902
Las Vegas, Nevada 80127
702-888-1228

Tax ID4# 88-01615673 EXHIBIT ° A »

Stip Exhibits 000003
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=  m e mnmmunnnumnmmm aut bt 1O O P Y
S === === Acsount Nuber: FILED
S =EEES_SEEEE= SC Privato Accout
> A" | .=—...: AcctRef1: FRIVATESEP 05 2084 ]
AcctRef2:
=" Laboratory Corporation of America ~ acakets  AIKEN COUNTY
P.0O. Box 2230 Burlington, NG 27216  Telephone; (336) §84-5174 Relationship Report Columbm, sC 29%
: LERK OF COURT
LabCorp Case#  C0S-073060
Relationship Party Race Date(s) Drawn
Child BROWN I, JAMES 46D-1082-0 - 06/112014
Alleged Father BROWN, JAMES J 732-5004-0 Black 12/25/2004
Conglusion:
Combined Patcmuy Index: 1 087 65210 1 Probability of Paternity: 99.99% (Prior Probability = 0.5)

The alleged father, JAMES J. BROWN, cannot be excluded as the biological father of the child, JAMES BROWN II, since they share 4

genetic markers, Using the above systems, the probability of paternity is 99.95%, as compared to en untested, unrelated man of the Black
population.

I, tht_e undersigned Dircctor, upon being duly sworn on oath, go depose and state that I read the foregoing report on the analysis of

specimens from the above named individuals, signed by myself, and under penalties for perjury it is my belief that the facts and wesults
therein are true end correct.

_ George C Maha, ID, Ph.D,, D{ABMOG), Director ”

State of North Carolina
County of Alamance
Oma Marquez Lopez

, certify that George C Mahs, JD, Ph.D., D(ABMG) personally came before me
thxs day and acknowledged that he (or she) is an employee of Labosatory Coxpomuon of America Holdings, a corporation, and that as an
employee being suthorized to do so, executed the foregging on behalf of the corporation.

Subscribed and swora to [or affirmed) before me this __ J_UN 2 3 20‘ 4

at Burlington, NC.
f i ;2’ jg! )
¥ ‘fg OMA MARQUEZ LOPEZ
NQTARY PUBLIC
ALAMANCE GOUNTY,NC !
iy cumm!ulun Expires Now. 21,0017 §

Laboratory Corporation of America is acsvedited by the AABB,
Pagelofl Stip Exhibits 000004




LICENSE AND CERTIFICATE FOR MARRIAGE |
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ' AIKEN COUNTY |
207020 . BIREN CLERK OF COURT, ﬁ

LICEN'SE NUMBER COUNTY
GRGCM-NAME iFIRST) O MTOE {LAST) B GIRTHDATE (MONTH, DAY, 1EAR) AGE
m JAMES HQOJN {23) MAY 3, 1933|m 63
FIRTHPLACE {S1aie ¢ feregn country] " [RAGE " RESICENGE [Stree) ang Numbe!) ’
@ SOUTH CAROLINA @ BLACK (D) 430 DOUGLAS DRIVE
CITY. TOWN OR LCGATION ) COUNTY STATE ’ . NO OF THIS MARRIAGE
B EECH ISLAND my ___AIKEN sq SOUTH CAROLINE |g ****
BAIDENAME (FIRST) " (MIDDLEY AST) ’ *1 BIRTHDATE {MONTH, DAY, YEAR) AGE
i TOMMIE RAR . “FYNIE {82} MAY 21, .1969 o 32
BIRTHPLACE (State or loreign courlry} RACE RESIDENCE (Susel and anbeﬂ
o NEVADA vy WHITE wal 430 DOUGLAS DRIVE
CITY, TOWN OR LOCATION - GOUNTY N N NO. OF THIS MARRIAGE
Q“D)VBEECH ISLM]D (“"9 - AIK‘EN“ - !‘_‘IQLSOUTH CAROLINA l (I}_) (IS!.?MLQIC.) l

" MAIDENNAME QF BRIDE (I Gilfarant From Rbove)

(13 _

DECE?‘IBER‘ 200 1 . These are,

Application for & license was filed with this court at 3:1 5‘p M., onthe 10 dhy of

therefare, to authorize any person qualified to perform marriage ceremonies to perform the marrlage ceremony for the

persons abave named and for the so doing this shall be sulfficiant warrant. Given under my hand and. seal

—dayof _Dacemhex.. . ,AD.2001.
JUDGE QF PROBATE

/ 4 (MONTH) (oY) (nggpm/

il Clcri. of Couﬂ‘ QlUTan Ei S f
ln:\ do hcn:\w certify
Scssiegffor Afken Coutty, %"'ﬁfﬁé correct “’?ﬁ;[ iR

. consitates #
g'r? t[i%'c?l‘r}v-m:b. which have buea ficd in my © this

MAR 1 6 2007

160681 (12/1998) éHOBATE JUDG.E

| D Mty
NP %G, 5., Afken (IURiY, &
FILED CCTREGS B
AIKEN COUNTY ek~
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
WAY 8 6 20 CCUMTY OF AIKEN
L ” ‘ f THI3 13 70 CEPVIFY THAT THE FOREGOING 15 A TRUE AND

_COC' COFY CF THE omeAL O FILE IN THIS COURT




LICENSENO. 207020

STATE OF SOUTH CAROUNA, | oo
AIKEN COUNTY '

To Whom It May Concern:

THIS ISTO CERTIFY, That onthe _ 240 gayof ~ DECEMBER 2001

BEECH ISLAND in Aiken County, State of South Carolina,

JAMES BROWN BEECH ISIAND, SG 68 and
MAN’S NAMRE ‘ ADDRESS

TOMMIE RAE HYNIE BEECE ISLAND, SC
WOMAN'S NAME , ADDRESS

were united in the Bonds of Matrimony by LARRY FRYER

MINISTER in accordance with the law of South Carolina,
OFFICIAL TITLE

in such cases made and provided, and as shown by the records of this Court that the information

given is that their race is _ BLACK/WRITE and their Natiopality is American.

Witness my Hand and Seal of said Conrt, this:

JANUARY 2003
PR 4

8th day of

the

ATRUBCOPY .

Stip Exhibits 000006




£ | & EXHIBIT 5

STATEOFSOUTHCAROLINA [~ 1]_{¥ [N THE FAMILY COURT
) ™" “FORTHE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON  agya iy ’)5 PH FA%ENO 03- DR—IO'L-EQCL&:
TOMMIE RAE HYNIE, a/k/a
; : : COPY
TOMMIE RAEBROWN, % i amsat. FILED
Plinff, Y. ) W
wee T % SUMMONS - sEPQS A
)
JAVED AHMED, ) - NKEN COUNTY
) CLERK OF COURT
Defendant. ))

YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED and required to answer the Complaint in this action, a
copy of which is herewith served upon you and to serve a copy of your Answer to said Complaint on the
subscribers at their offices, The Rosen Law Firm, 134 Meeting Street, Suite 202, Post Office Box 1510,
Charleston, Souch Carolina 20402, orto otherwise appearand defend, within thirty (30) days after the sexvice
hereof, exclugive of the day of such service, and il you fail to answer the Complaint, or otherwise to appear and
defend, within the time aforesaid, the Plaintiffin this action will obtain ajudgment by default against you for
the relief demanded in the Complaint.

THE ROSENLAW FIRM, LLC

ROBERT N, ROSEN

134 Mecting Street, Suite 200
Charleston, SC 29402

(843) 377-1700- Office

(843) 377-1707-Facsimile
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIEF

Charleston, South Carolina
December 15,2003

Stip Exhibits 000007
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA Fv )l i~ BQTHEFAMILY COURT
. ¢ 9= S poR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CJRCUIT
-COUNTY OF CHARLESTON ) CASE NO. 03-DR-10- L
JIDECHS PM L= 34
TOMMIE RAE HYNIE, a/k/a )
-TOMMIE RAEBROWN, Jh) S TRONG
(KR i):,.r' QU
Plaintiff, RY )
s =) ¢ ——=COMPLAINT
)
JAVED AHMED, )
: )
Defendant. )
)
TO: THE DEFENDANT NAMED ABOVE:

The Plaintiﬁ above named would respectfully show unto this Honorable Court, as follows:

L The Plaintiffis a citizen and resident of South Caralina, and has so resided in said stateforat
least one (1) year prior to the commencement of this action.

The Plaintiff is informed, and believes that the Defendant is a citizen and resident of Texas.
The Plaintiff isinformed and believes thatjurisdiction is properin the Family Court pursnant
to §20-7-420(6) and §20-1-530 of the South Carolina Code,

4, The Plaintiff alleges that in February 1997, the Defendant was an immigrant from Pakistan,
who unbeknownst to Plaintiff, wanted to marry Plaintiff so that he could become a United
States citizen.

5. On February 17,1997, the Plaintiff and Defendant married in Harris County, Texas.
Thereafter, the Defendant refused to live with the Plaintiff and Plaintiff returned to her
domicile. The Plaintiff alleges she never saw or heard from the Defendant again.

7. The Plaintiff alleges that the parties never lived together as hushand and wife and never
engaged in any sexual contact or activity whatsoever, therefore failing to consummate their
matrisge.

8. Plainglf is informed and believes that prior vo their marriage, the Defendant had three or
more wives to whom he was lawfully married under Pakistani law when the parties married
on February 17,1997,

9. Plaintiff alleges there has been no collusion between the parties.

10.  ThePlaintiffnow seeks to have thismarriage anmilled as the Defendant was already married
to another woman, the Defendant pexpetrated afraud on the Plaintiff, and the parties did not
consummate their purported marriage, nox did they live together as husband and wife, all of

which constitute grounds for annulment pursuant to S.C. Code Ann, Section 20-1-5330
(Lawyers Co-op 1976).

Stip Exhibits 000008
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WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays that this Honorable Court issue its Order as follows:

1. Granting the Plaintiff an annulment of the marriage between the parties; and
. 2. For any such other relief this Court deems just and proper.

THE ROSEN LAW FIRM, LLC

By: %—‘

ROBERT N. ROSEN

134 Meeting Street, Suite 200
Charleston, SC 29402

(843) 377-1700- Office

(843) 377-1707-Facsimile
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF

Charleston, South Carolina
December 15,2003

Stip Exhibits 000009
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SRIGIRAL FILED
BT s , |
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA - }' ** "IN THE FAMILY COURT 05 20t uﬂ/;
 EOR, THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT  gveN GOUNTY |
Sareh - PH ) ‘ | ]
~ COUNTY OF CHARLESEGNT " / .(‘,‘A.S No. 03-DR-10-4609 CLESK OF CORT |
TOMMIE RAE HYNIE, a[k/a ) : "»:';:- ;};'«f\u |
’ .!, . }:s’é--—u.-ﬁ I
-Vs- }
¢ }
JAVED AHMED }
AFFIDAVIT OF ATTEMPTED SER

“My name is Ronald Pannell, My business address is 5906 Dolores, Suite 150, Houston,
Texas, 77057, 1am over the age of eighteen years, competent to make this oath, have
personal knowledge of the facts contained herein, and have no interest in the outcome of
this suit, I am a Licensed Private Investigator, State License Number A-10656 and an
Authorized Civil Process Server per TRCP Rule 103.

- On 30 December 2003 1 attempted to locate the defendant, JAVED AHMED in
the above referenced cause. I conducted several searches in numerous national databases

and came up with the address 14403 Ella Blvd., #314., Houston, Texas, 77014, JAVED
AHMED no longer resides at this address.

JAVED AHMED - Texas Drivers License # 16564727

The address listed is 14365 Cornerstone Drive, #617, Houston, Texas, 77014
Issued out of Harris County, Texas

This license was last renewed on 11/01/99

JAVED AHMED no longer resides at this address.

A full skip trace report from a national database was conducted for Javed Ahmed, SSN#
630-46-2786, There are currently no Texas Motor Vehicles registered to JAVED
AHMED, The results were inconclusive. I am unable to confixm a good address for
Javed Ahmed at this time.

Stip Exhibits 000010
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e,

Affiant

SWORN TO AND SUBSCRIBED on this 12" __ day of _Jamuary _, 2003,

/%d&m ¢

Notary Public for the State of Texas

 flsane SHAWN ©, tTuic:
s .l Notary Publlo, Siewe ¢ vay
% My Cammission Expras 1
HAS Maroh 11, 2007

Stip Exhibits 000011
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:
' ' STATEOF SOUTH CAROLINA FiL %@[EFAMILY COURT
s | ) THE NINTH JUDJCIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON 2030P¢ 15 ?ﬁ 31‘1&03—m4
TOMMIE RAE HYNIE, o/k/a C
TOMMIERAEBROWN, Juk. 3 SHSTROKG

: CLEN. TECOURT
Plaintiff, BY _..)._ 49
| . ) TV TTTTTSUMMONS
)
JAVED AHMED, )
)
)
)

\ Defendant,

YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED and required to answer the Complaint in this action, 2
copy of which is herewith served upon you and to serve a copy of your Answer to said Complaint on the
| subscribers at their offices, The Rosen Law Fixm, 134 Meeting Street, Suite 202, Post Office Box 1510,
Charleston, South Carolina 29402, or to otherwise appear and defend, within thirty (30) days after the service
hereof, exclusive of the day of such service, and if you fail toanswer the Complaint, orotherwise tosppearand
defend, within the time aforesaid, the Plaintiffin this action will obtain a judgment by default against you for

the relief demanded in the Complaint.

THE ROSEN LAW FIRM, LLC

By: E
ROBERT N. ROSEN
134 Meeting Street, Suite 200
Charleston, SC 20402

2843) 377-1700- Office

843) 377-1707-Facsimile
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIEF

Charleston, South Carolina
December 15,2003

Stip Exhibits 000012
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA B 1L ivDeEramry courr
)" " "FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL GIRCUIT
TOMMIE RAE HYNIE, a/k/a ) .
TOMMIE RAE BROWN, o R
Plaintiff, BY o D e
e COMPLAINT
' )
JAVED AHMED, )
)
Defendant. )
)

TO: THE DEFENDANT NAMED ABOVE:

s

The Plaintiff above named would respectfully show unto this Honorable Cout, as follows: -

L

10.

The Plaintiff is a citizen and resident of South Carolina, and has so resided in said state forat
least one (1) year prior to the commencement of this action.

The Plaintiff is informed, and believes that the Defendant is a citizen and resident of Texas.
The Plaintiff is informed and believes that jurisdiction is properin the Family Court pursuant
to §20-7-420(6) and $20-1-530 of the South Carolina Code.

The Plaintiff alleges that in February 1997, the Defendant was an immigrant from Pakistan,
who unbeknownst to Plaintiff, wanted to marry Plaintiff so that he could become a United
States citizen,

On February 17,1997, the Plaintiff and Defendant marricd in Harzis County, Texas.
Thereafter, the Defendant refused to live with the Plaintiff and Plaintiff returned to her
domicile. The Plaintiff alleges she never saw or heard from the Defendant again.

The Plaintiff alleges that the parties never lived together as husband and wife and never
engaged in any sexual contact or activity whatsoever, therefore failing to consummate their
marriage.

Plaintiff is informed and believes that prior to their marriage, the Defendant had three or
more wives to whom he was lawfully married under Pakistani law when the parties married
on February 17, 1997,

Plaintiff alleges there has been no collusion between the parties.

The Plaintiff now seeks to have this marriage anmulled as the Defendant was already maxvied
to another woman, the Defendant perpetrated a fraud on the Plaintiff, and the parties did not
consummate their purported marriage, nordid they live rogether as husband and wife, all of
which constitute grounds for annulment pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. Section 20-1-530

~ (Lawyers Co-op 1976).

Stip Exhibits 000013
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WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays that this Honorable Court issue its Order as follows:

1. - Granting the Plaintiff an annulment of the martiage between the parties; and
2. For any such other relief this Court deems just and proper.

THE ROSEN LAW FIRM, LLC

B:%"—‘

¥
ROBERT N.ROSEN
134 Meeting Street, Suite 200
Charleston, SC 29402
(843) 377-1700- Office
(843) 377-1707-Facsimile
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFE

Charleston, South Carolina
December 153, 2003

Stip Exhibits 000014
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5906 Dolores
" Suite 150 ‘
Houston, TX 77057 Date Involce #
11132004 1404
SERVICE ON:
The Rosen Law Figm, - Javed Ahed
134 Moeeting St Suite 202
Charleston, South Carolina 29401
Cause No. Case Name Terms
03dr104609 Hynie vs Aluned
Quantity ttem Description Price Each Amount
1| *Citations Altempted Service o 7500 75.00
Thank you for your business.
Total $75.00
Phone # Fax#
713.9750554 713.977-3920

Stip Exhibits 000015
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A & EXHIBIT 7

i

"COPY
- STATEOF SOUTH CAROLINA 2 1), g« INTHE FAMILY COURT SR\ FlLED |
- o )J., ‘- FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT ,A
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON ) CASENO. 03-DR-10-4609 SEP 0 5 20t !ﬁU]‘/ |
L CWLEFD-l PH 22k |
. TOMMIE RAE HYNIE, a/k/a ) AIKEN COUNH:{T
TOMMIE RAE BROWN, i Ny CLERK OF CO
. A ) \
Plaintiff, )W AFFIDAVIT OF
- ) TOMMIE RAE HYNIE, a/k/a
JAVED AHMED, ) TOMMIE RAE BROWN
: Defendant. ) :
)

PERSONALLY appeared before me, Tommie Rae Hynie a/k/a Tommie Rae Brown, who
being-duly sworn, says as follows:

| am Tommie Rae Hynie a/k/a Tommie Rae Brown, the Plaintiff in the above case. |am
unsure of the current whereabouts of Javed Ahmed, the Defendant, as | have not seen or heard
from him in approximately seven years and believed our marriage had beén annulled in Harris
County, Texas. The last known address that | had for the Defendant was 14403 Ella Blvd., #1314,
Houston, Texas, but in an effort to locate the Defendant in order to personally serve him with the
Summons and Complaint in this action, 1 hired a licensed private investigator in the State of
Texas, Ronald Pannell, who located a subsequent address, also in Houston, Texas, where the
Defendant had apparently reslded since the time | knew of his whereabouts. A copy of Mr,
Pannell's Affidavit of Attempted Service is attached hereto and by this reference made a part
hereof. These are the last known addresses of the Defendant. Mr. Pannell conducted a full skip
trace report on the Defendant but was unable to locate him or confirm any further address for

him. lam informed and believe that | am therefore entitted to an Order of Publication, requiring

Publication of the Summons and Complaint herein in a newspaper of general circulation in
Houston, Texas. | am further informed and believe that | am entitled to an Order setting a time
and date for the final hearing in this matter so that notice of this hearing may simultaneously be
published in order to give the Defendant notice, as required by Rule 17{a), SCRFC. | am further
informed and believe that the Houston Chronicle, located at 801 Texas Avenug, Houston, Texas,
77002, is a newspaper of general circulation in Houston, Texas, and is the mgst likely ohe to give

SWORN to before me this
2™ day of February, 2

Z%m%@'

Notary Public for South Carolina _ .
My commission expires; 10/14/04 Stip Exhibits 000016




" to the satisfaction of this Court that the current address and whereabouts of the Defendant are unknown,

k]

- EXHBIR8 Q P Y

mm&a
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA { _:_ &1} INTHEFAMILY COURT SEP 0 5 201 la}z.
)  FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CRCUAITKE NCOUNTY
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON?MY FFR -4 )PH 2: CASE NO. 03-DR-10-4609
VFER =L Pl 2 CLERK OF COURT
TOMMIE RAEHYNE, a2« . - . )t ;;;y‘T"SG
TOMMIE RAE BROWN, T
BY.. . ... 52.__QRDER OF PUBLICATION
Plaintiff, )
)
JAVED AHMED, )
)
Defendant. )
)

Having reviewed the court file and the affidavit of the Plaintiff, Tommie Rae Brown, I find that the
summons and complaint were filed herein on December 1 5,2003, and that the Plaintiffhas made a diligent

effort to locate the Defendant, Javed Ahmed, or some current address for the Defendant, and it appears

although his last known address was in Houston, Texas.

Therefore, having found to the satisfaction of this Court that adequate lawful service maybe had
on the Defendant by publication, it is hereby

ORDERED pursuant to S.C, Code Ann. §§ 15-9-710and 15-9-740 that the summons shall be
published once a week for a total of three weeks in the Houston Chronicle, 2 newspaper of general
circulation in the area of Houston, Texas, which the Court findsto bethe newspapermostlikely to give
notice to the Defendant of this action; and that an affidavit of apérson employed by the said newspaper

that publication has been so completed shall be filed with this Court and shall actasproof of service in this

matter. 1t is further

\, >~
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ORDERED that tho final hearing on this matter s hereby scheduled for N fy 2(.s ,2004, t
Q:3po’clock AAm. inthe Charleston County Family Court and that notice of this final hearing maylikewise
be published in the same manner as the summons in the Houston Chronicle which, upon completion, shall

constitute satisfaction of the notice requirements of Rule 17(a), SCREC,

AND IT IS SO ORDERED!
%&iding !udge o
Chatleston County Family Court
Ninth Judicial Circuit
¥ b he <ok b AN\CJ{VB) clerk
February 3, 2004 3
. Y
Charleston, South Carolina ATTEST" A g‘-?ge‘\%)‘(:sﬁp'\-)
| oL J F o ey OOURT
G:\6120.001'0Order.Publication.wpd LS : aa®
By ERPUTFOLER
G:\6120.001DrderPubl{cation.wpd

2<L'L

Stip Exhibits 000018




| e EXHIBIT 9
" STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHEFAMILY COURT PF\I,LED
i ., RORTHE NINTH JUDICIAL ClRisppew=
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON : "%l‘ R RTe) % NO. 03-DR-10-4609 90
> ) - SEP 05 20 /e
$8§/41MIEI;R‘£EEH;{NIE, a/k/a NEPRIS B %15  AKEN COUNTY
MIERABBROWN, - e C.-?: Y, cLigoe CLERK OF COURT
vs- v "Y' "Jl7/AFFIDAVIT OF MARCIA F, JONES
0 }., "_'I. [ —
JAVED AHMED, iy

Defendant. | ;)

PERSONALLY appeared before me, Marcia F. Jones, who being duly sworn, deposes and
says as follows:

1. She is a paralegal with the Rosen Law Firm, LLC:.

2. She sent a letter and a certified copy of the court order, a copy of which is attached
hereto as Exhibit A, to Defendant Javed Ahmed by regular and certified mail to his
last known address. The [ast known address the Plaintiff, Tommie Rae Brown, had
for the Defendant is 14403 Ella Boulevard, #314, Houston, Texas, 77014,

3. The Plaintiff retained the services of a licensed private investigator, Ronald Tannell.
Mr. Tannell found the Defendant’s address as 14403 Ella Boulevard, #314, Houston,
Texas, 77014. He also found that his Texas driver’s license listed his address as
14365 Cornerstorne Drive, #617, Houston, Texas, 77014, Therefore, Deponent sent
Defendant notice of the date of the final hearing in this matter to this address as well,
as can be seen a copy of her leiter dated March 31, 2004 attached hereto as Exhibit B,

4, On or about April 5, 2004, the Unifed States Postal Service attempted to deliver the
letter addressed to Javed Ahmed at 14403 Ella Blvd,, #314, Houston, TX 77014, The-
envelope was returned with a notation, “Retumn to Sender — No forward order on file,
unable to forward - return to sender.” See Exhibit C attached hereto.

5. Defendant has had notice of the hearing scheduled for April 15, 2004 at 9:30 a.m.
This notice was mailed to him at his last kmown addresses by regular mail and by
certified mail, return receipt requested.

FURTHER DEPONENT SAY NOT. 72; ; E Q

MARCIA F, JONES

"Swom to and subscribed before me
This & day of April, 2004

57 Publicf6r the Statant South Carolina
My Commission Expires: 3 =37~ 2-p[ 3
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ROSEN LAW FIRM, LLC
ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW SHEERS M9 gs
174 MGETING STREBT, SUITE 202
P.O. BoX 1510 - -
CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA 29401 e
PHONE (343) 377-1300
FAX (843) 377-1709
WWWROSEN-LAWFMRICOM
March 31, 2004
Via Regular Mail &
Certified/Return Receipt Requested
Javed Ahmed
14403 Ella Blvd,, #314
Houston, TX 77014
Via Regular Mail &
Certified/Return Receipt Requested
Javed Ahmed

14365 Cornerstone Drive #617
Houston, TX 77014

RE: Hyniev. Brown
Dear Mr. Ahmed:

Enclosed you will find a copy of an Order of Continuance which continues the final
hearing in the above matter from March 26, 2004 at 9:30 a.m., to April 15, 2004 at 9:00 a.m.

The final hearing will take place at the Charleston County Family Court tocated at 100
Broad Street in Charleston, South Carolina,

U.S. Postal Service

CERTIFIED MAIL RECEIPT

(Domuestic Mafl Onfy; Mo Insurance Coverage Provided)

a
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE FAMILY COURT OF THE

I NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON ¢ CASE # 03-DR-10-4609
BHRER 2L {7 % 26
Tommie Rae Hynie ) s
PLAINTIFF U _ ,-'xi?:‘ﬁ"b
) ‘ LAY Y ‘
1Y) 60\/}0RDER OF CONTINUANCE
Javed Ahmed )
DEFENDANT )
)

The above matter was set for a final hearing on March 26, 2004. This matter is being
continued in that:

() Plaintiff/Defendant did not appear.
O Plaintiff/Defendant was not served.

()  Plaintiff/Defendant was not served with Notice
of Hearing,

()  Attorney for Plaintiff/Defendant scheduled to be in another Court.
()  Guardian ad Litem scheduled in another Couxt,

()  PlaintiffDefendant/Attorney was sick.

@) Request of attorneys, consent order is circulating for signatures.

(x)  Other: The Judge is not available.

ITIST ERED that the aboye case be and the same is hereby
continued untll the y of at ?'00 A

AND, ITISSO ORDBRED.

Charleston, SC
March 4, 2004

EST: A TRUE COPY
JUSE& ARMSTRONG (SEAL) 4

CLERK , FAMILY COURT

B, UTY GLERK
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ROSEN LAW FIRM, LLC °
ATTORNEYS AND COLNSELORS ATLAFL AR |5 fff Q: 5
! 134 MBETING STREET, SUITE 202 .
P.0. BOX 1510 bt :‘ﬁll}l\?(%'NG
CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA 29401 '
PHONE (843) 577-1700 RY. ..
FAX (845) 5771709 —
WWWROCHN-LAWITRN 00
March 31, 2004
Via Regular Mail &
Certified/Return Receipt Requested
Javed Ahmed
14403 Ella Blvd., #314
Houston, TX 77014
Via Regular Mail &
Certified/Return Receipt Requested
Javed Ahmed

14365 Cornerstone Drive #617
Houston, TX 77014

RE: Hynie v. Brown
Dear Mr. Ahmed:

Enclosed you will find a copy of an Order of Continuance which continues the final
hearing in the above matter from March 26, 2004 at 9:30 a.m., to April 15, 2004 at 9:00 a.m.

The final hearing will take place at the Charleston County Family Court located at 100
Broad Street in Charleston, South Carolina. .

U.S. Postal Service..

8 CERTIFIED MAIL.. REC Sincerely
) « RE \ ]
rr{"l {Domeastic M;i! Only; No insurance CCmEfeImPgIPmL./.fded) ;
0 2 : Marcia F) Jones
- 0 FEICEA Paralegal to Robert N. Rosen
N Fosge |8 [ /""’ S
E:J Cottited Foo M A & t\é;‘\x
i TR Y ISy |
. : 4
R AN N A
; Total Pastago & Foes [ $ 7. ‘rz US?%@
SO 15

wromea 43bS(hmoeton D361 ]

b
N3 Faim 3600, June 2002

Sve Hevesse for isucetions




. continued until the __ A5 Bay of Ll

STATEOF SOUTHCAROLINA = ® /" ¥ THE FAMILY COURT OF THE
4 4 NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON CASE # 03-DR-10-4609
IS MAR 24 AIE 9: 26
Tommie Rae Hynie ) e
PLAINTIFF I e ‘_.l..’i;,lli‘Ohb
l.) T gwi‘:-r
ay)... . ” ORDER OF CONTINUANCE
Javed Ahmed )
DEFENDANT )
} ~

. The above matter was set for a final hearing on March 26, 2004. This matter is being
continued in that:

()  PlaintiffDefendant did not appesr,
() PlaintiffDefendant was not served,

()  Plaintiff/Defendant was not served with Notice
of Hearing.

O Attorney for Plaintiff/Defendant scheduled to be in another Court,

()  Guardian ad Litem scheduled in another Court.

()  PlaintiffDefendant/Attorney was sick.

()  Request of attorneys, consent order is circulating for signatures.

()  Other: The Judge is not available.

ITIS FORE QRDERED, that the aboye case be and the same is hereby

at_7:00 AM.

AND, IT IS SO ORDERED.

XA
=g A

Charleston, SC
March LA, 2004

<\ PRESIDING JSDGE,
_Am DICIAL CIRCUIT

ATTEST: A TRUE COPY
JULIE J. ARMSTRONG (SEAL)
CLERK, FAMILY.COURT : .

Blis ¥ CLERK
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lism‘S'm; ROBERT ROSEN Feb 19 20" Paee |
[+ . ad A ",
e AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION s i

STATE OF TERAS: ] 1\{§

COUNTY OF HARRIS: . AIKEN CO! ;NUR}

CLERK OF QOUR|

Before me, the undersigned aunthority, a Notary Public in and for the State ]

i

s
s

of Texas, on the day personally appeared: GAIL FEAGINS, who after being duly
sworn, says that she is the SUPERVISOR-ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE at the HOUSTON
CHROI)IICLE, a daily newspaper published in Harris County, Texas, and that the

publication, of which the annexed herein, or attached to, is a true and correct
copy, was published to-wit:

ROBERT ROSEN 18075161 45692021
RAN A LEGAL NOTICE
SIZE BEING: 1 X 51 L

product date class

page

tw Feb 19 2004 1245.0 P_wzl0_018

tw Feb 26 2004 1245.0 P_wz1l0_016

tw Mar 4 2004 1245.0 P_wz1l0_020
T -
b Lo
R T
: i T Thamy

o BTN
‘ d—*‘-b g‘ . :“ R LA b
GAIIL, FEAGINS ' ‘
SUPERVISOR - ACCOUN’I‘S RECEIVABLE

Sworn and subscribed to before me, this the 9th Day of March A.D. 2004

" PENNY STOW
NOTARY PUBLIC
STATE OF TEXAS

: .__--.L-‘_
Noi:—év?‘ﬂubllc ij and for the State of Texas

P ———
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: ik A5 EXHIBIT 11
| B ) cOP

STATEOFSOUTHCAROLINA & * Uiy THEFAMILY COURTOFTHE GEP 0 5 20 1% |

% 4 NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

COUNTY OF CHARLESTON CASE # 03-DR-10-4609 AIKEN COUNTY

(004 HAR 24 I 9: 26 CLERK OF
Tommie Rae Hynie y
“PLAINTIFF ~ JUR ..~ G TRONG

Javed Ahmed )
DEFENDANT )

The above matter was set for a final hearing on March 26, 2004. This matter is being
continued in that: _

O Plaintiff/Defendant did not appear.
()  Plaintiff/Defondant was not served.

Q) Plaintiff/Defendant was not served with Notice
of Hearing.

()  Attorney for Plaintiff/Defendant scheduled to be in another Court.
O Guardian ad Litem scheduled in another Court.

O Plaifntiﬁ'/Defendant/Attomey was sick.

() . Request of aftorneys, consent order is circylating for signatures.

() Other: The Judge is not available.

_ . ITIST ORE QRDERED, that the aboye case be and the same is hereby
continued until the e

%y of ARl st 7:00 4.

AND, IT IS SO ORDERED.

SSIDING 5

Charleston, SC

March 2, 2004 N _NINTH JUDICIAE CIRCUTT

TTEST: A TRUE COPY
Juﬁe J. ARMSTRONG (SEAL)
CLERK, EARMLY COURT

<\ PRESTDING
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Lo g EXHIBIT 12 By
L e . m F!LED
Lol ‘E%
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA  * **" =*™)  IN THE FAMILY COURT SEP 0 5 20 } A
PR S} FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON' - APE 34 CASE NO. 03-DR-10-4609 AIKEN COUNTY.
. TROHG CLERK OF COURT
TOMMIE RAE HYNIE, a/k/a i}
TOMMIE RAE BROWN, } ‘
(R g . s)——-—
Plaintiff, )
Vs~ ) FINAL ORDER
)
JAVED AHMED, )
' )
Defendant. )
)
HEARING DATE: Aprit 15, 2004
JUDGE: Honorable F. P. Segars-Andrews
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF: Robert N. Rosen, Esquire

Donald B. Clark, Esquire
ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT: N/A
COURT REPORTER:

This matter comes before the Courtt for a final hearing on April 15, 2004.

Present before the Court were the Plaintiff, Tommie Rae Brown, and her counse! Robert N,
Rosen, Esquire, of the Rosen Law Firm, and Donald B. Clark, Esquire, of the Donald B. Clark Law
Firm.

This matter was commenced by the filing of a Summons and Complaint by the Plaintiff to
annul her marriage to the Defendant, Javed Ahmed.

The Plaintiff is a citizen and resident of the State of South Carolina and has resided in
South Carotina for more than one year prior to the commencement of this action.

The Defendant, at the time of the marriage of the parties, was a resident of the State of
Texas, and his last known address was in Houston, Texas. After the filing of the Summons and
Complaint, the Defendant could not be located. The Plaintiff retained the services of a private
investigator who attempted to locate the Defendant at his last known address. The Plaintiff
testified that the last known address she had for the Defendant was 14403 Ella Boulevard, #314 in
Houston, Texas. The private investigator found that the 6efendant's Texas driver's license {isted
his address as 14365 Cornerstone Drive, #617, Houston, Texas.

vas Court issued an Order of Publication on February 3, 2004, This Court found that the
Plaintiff made a diligent effort to locate the Defendant, and it appeared to the satisfaction of the

%A Stip Exhibits 000029
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Court that the current address or whereabouts of the Defendant were unknown although his last
known address was in Houston, Texas. The Court therefore ordered service could be had by
publication pursuant to §15-9-710 and §15-9-740, SC Cade Ann., and that the Summons would be
published once a week for a total of three weeks in the Houston Chronicle, a newspaper of
general circutation in the area of Houston, Texas.,

An Affidavit of Publication signed by the Supervisor/Accounts Receivable of the Houston
Chronicle was filed with this Court. The Court finds that the Defendant has been properly served
by publication pursuant to South Carolina law. '
| This matter was originally set to be heard on March 26, 2004, but the case was continued
by Order of the Court, The Defendant was given written notice of the hearing by regular mail and
by certified mail, return receipt requested as appears from the affidavit of Marcia F. Jones. The
Defendant was therefore properly notified of the final hearing pursuant to Rute 17 of the South
Carolina Rules of Family Court.

FINDINGS OF FACT

The Court finds as follows:

1. Plaintiff is a citizen and resident of the State of South Caralina and has resided in
the State of South Carolina for a period in excess of one year prior to the commencement of this
action.

2. Plaintiff married Defendant, Javed Ahmed, on February 17, 1997 in Harris County,
Texas. Thereafter Defendant refused to live with Plaintiff. Plaintiff never saw nor heard from
Defendant again. Plaintiff never lived with the Defendant. The parties never lived together as
husband and wife. The parties never engaged in sexual intercourse, sexual conduct or sexual
activity of any kind and, therefore, failed to consummate their marriage.

3 No children were born of this marriage between the parties.

4, Plaintiff testified that she tater learned that Defendant, a Pakistani immigrant,
wanted to marry Plaintiff so that he could become a United States citizen. Plaintiff also later
. learned that Defendant had three or more wives to whom he was married under Pakistani law
when the parties married on February 17, 1997.

5. The Coutt finds there has been no contact between the parties since shortly after
February 17, 1997, and therefore there is no collusion between these parties,

2

sk
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6. The marriage between the Plaintiff and the Defendant was contracted by Plaintiff
in good faith and without any knowledge of the Defendant’s previous marriages or fraudulent
intentions. _

7. The Court finds that the Plaintiff is entitled to an annulment for the following
reasons: (1) Defendant was already married to another woman or other women and therefore did
not have the capacity to matry the Plaintiff; (2) Defendant perpetrated a fraud upon the Plaintiff
in that she intended in good faith to marry Defendant byt Defendant had no intention of marrying
her and consummating a marriage; and (3) the parties did not consummate their marriage nor did

. they live together as husband and wife,

8. This Court finds that the Plaintiff is therefore entitled to an annutment of her
marriage to Defendant, Javed Ahmed.
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
1. This Court has jurisdiction to hear and determine actions to determine the validity
of marriages and to hear and determine actions for the annulment of marriage. §20-7-420(5) and
(6), SC Code Ann,

2. This Court has jurisdiction to grant an annulment ta the Plainbiff as she is domiciled
in this state. Foster v. Nordman, 137 S.E.2d 600 (1964).
3. The Court concludes that the uncontradicted testimony shows that Plaintiff never

cohabitated with the Defendant and never engaged in sexuat intercourse with him and therefore,
the marriage can be annulled as it was never consummated.

4, The Court concludes that Defendant was married at the time he entered into his
marriage with Plaintiff and therefore he lacked the capacity to marry Plaintiff.

5. The Court concludes that Defendant represented to Plaintiff that he wished to
marry her, but in fact he married her for a fraudulent purpose in an effort to obtain United States
citizenship. A marriage which is procured by fraudulent means may be annulled in this state.
Jaker v. Jaker, 102 S.E. 337 (1919).

6. The Court concludes that;it has jurisdiction of the subject matter and of the
parties. ,

7. The Court concludes that it has jurisdiction of the Defendant for the purposes of
this proceeding and that the Defendant had been properly served and notified of this hearing. It
is therefore,

%A/ Stip Exhibits 000031
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ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Plaintiff is entitled to an order and

judgment annulling the marriage between the Plaintiff and the Defendant solemnized on February
17, 1997. 1t is further :

ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the marriage be’_cween Tommy Rae Hynie a/k/a
Tommie Rae Brown and Javed Ahmed is annulled. it is further,

ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the marriage between Plaintiff and Defendant
be, and is hereby, declared to be wholly null and void ab initig, and the parties are, and each of
them is, freed from the obligations of such marriage.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED! _

Qo - Arcluys
. P. SEGARSANDREWS

JUDGE OF THE FAMILY COURT
NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

Charlestorl,}outh Carolina '
April _AS__, 2004

ATTEST: A TRUE COPY
JULIE J, ARMSTRONG (SEAL)
OLERK. FAMILY COURT
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF CHARLESTON

TOMMIE RAE HYNIE A/K/A BROWN
PLAINTIFF
vsS.

JAVED AHMED
DEFENDANT

BEFORE:

THE HONORABLE F.P.

APPEARANCE S:

ROBERT N. ROSEN, ESQ.
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIF¥

EXHIBIT 16 OPY

eR#AL FILED

SEP 55 200 /L

) AIKEN COUNTY

|
i
z
?

£
H
3

) TN THE FAMILY COYRERK OF COURT

) 03-DR-10-4609

ORIGINAL

" TRANSCRIPT CF RECORD

APRIL 15, 2004
CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA

SEGARS~ANDREWS

SHARON D. JONES,
FAMILY COURT REPORTER
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TOMMIE RAE BROWN
By Mr. Rosen .

INDEZX
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TOMHIE RAE HYNIE A/K/A BRONN V., AHMED

* % % APRIL 15, 2004 * * *

THE CoﬁRr: You may proceed.

MR. ROSEN: This is the matter of Tommie Rae Hynie
A/K/A Brown, Plaintiff vs. Javed Ahmed. Case number
03-DR-10-4609. I represent the Plaintiff.

The Defendant has been served by publication.

And I have an ofder -- we have an Order of Publication.
And we have an affidavit, which I believe my paralegal has
taken to be filed. But in any event, when she returns, we
will get the affidavit straight.

The court previously issued an Order of
Publication, which is in the file, because the Defendant
could not be located. And that Order was signed by Judge
Cate on February-B, 2004, ordering that the Defendant be
given notice of this proceeding by publishing the Summons
once a week for three weeks in the Houston Chronicle
because he last lived -- the last known address was in
Houston.

We filed an affidavit showing his last known

address. And then the court -- this matter actually was

" supposed to come béefore the court on March 26th, but for

some reason the court continued it on its own motion. I
don't know, maybe & judge wasn't available. So, it was

continued until April 15th, which is today. And this
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TOMMIE RAE HYNIE A/K/A BROWN V, AHMED

notice was sent to the Defendant by certified mail, return
receipt requested. And that will appear by affidavit when
Ms. Jones -- it might be that she is in the clerk's office
filing that. But I will present that to the court before
this proceeding is over.

We're here today. The Defendant has not
appeared. The Defendant, I guess, arguably, is in default
but we're'not moving to put him in default. He has notice
of this -~ he has been served by publication as will
appear by affidavit. He was given notice of this hearing
personal to Rule 17, proper notice, as will appear by
affidavit. So, we're here to proceed. Since he's not
here, I am ready to proceed. I have one witness.

THE COURT: Okay. Call your witness.

MR. ROSEN: And I will call her right now. I call
Tommie Rae Brown to the stand.

TOMMIE RAE BROWN, having been

first duly sworn, testified as follows:

THE COURT: Be seated.

DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. ROSEN:

Q Would you state your name, please?
Tommie Rae Brown.
Brown. Now, Ms. Brown, how old are you?

I am 33 years old.

o ¥ Qo ¥

And where do you reside?

Stip Exhibits 000036
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TOMMIE RAE HYNIE A/K/A BROWN V., AHMED

I reside in Augusta, Georgia, Beach Island;

South Carolina.

Q

A

Q
a
Q
Carolina?
A
Q
county is
A
Q
how many

A

Q

You are a South Carolina resident?

Yes, I am,

And where in South Carolina do you reside?
In Beach Island.

All right. 1Is that in the State of South

Yes, it is.

Okay. And you have resided in that -- in what
that?

Beach Island is in Aiken County.

aiken County. And you have resided there for

years?

‘Actually about seven -- about six years.

Six years. &and you pay South Carolina -- you

file a South Carolina tax return?

A
Q
a
Q
Carolina?
A

Q

Yes, sir, I do.
You have a South Carolina driver's license?
Yes, I do.

You are a resident and citizen of South

Yes, I am.

And you have been for more than one year prior

to your bringing this action in this court?
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Yes, I am.

Now, are you married to Mr. James Brown?
Yes, I am.

And do y'all have a child?

Yes, we do.

What is his name?

James Joseph Brown, 1II.

0O ¥ O ¥ O ¥ O P

Okay. And how long have you been married to
him?

A For three years, coming on December, it will be
three years.

Q All right. WNow, at some point in the last few
years, Mr, Brown or one of his friends or associates told
you that they thought you were married to somebody else,
is that right?

A Right.

Q And it turned out that you were previously
married to a Mr. Javed Ahmed, J-a-v-e-d A-h-m-e-d,
correct?

A Correct,

Q And would you tell the court when you met Mr.
Ahmed?

A I met him about seven or eight vears ago, maybe,
in Texas «- Houston, Texas at a coffee shop that I worked

at called --
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7
COURT REPORTER: Called what?

A Coffee Shop --

COURT REPORTER: WNo, what's the name.

A Dietrichs -- D-i-e-t-r-i-c~h-s, Dietrichs Coffee

House. And I used to sing and serve coffee there and
that's where I met Mr. Ahmed.

Q Okay. And he was an immigrant from Pakistan, is
that correct?

A Yes.

Q ©Now, he asked you to marry him and you agreed to
marry him, is that correct?

A. Yes, I did.

Q And that was on February 17, 199772

A Yes.

Q Y'all were married in BRarris County, Texas,
which is the county that Houston is in?

A Right,

Q Okay. Now, when you married him, did you know
anything much about him?

A I knew that he was very religious. I knew that
he didn't want to have sex before marriage and I thought
that was very nice. I knew that he liked my music. And
he -- he seemed to like me.

Q So, you entered into the marriage in good faith?

A Yes, I did.
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Q Believing that you were going to be married and
live with him, 1s that correct?

A Uh-huh.

Q All right. You went to a -- you got a marriage

license?
A Yes.
Q And you were married to him, is that correct?
A Yes, I was.
Q And then what happened next?

A Then I went to go get my things. I lived in the
Westmoreland district at the time, so I had to drive and
go get my things. He dropped me off at my house. And so
I told him I was going to get my things together., I
packed them. At that time -- the guitar player I was
playing with at the time, helped me drive my things. I
had no car. I had to move. Helped me drive my things to
his house. I showed up at his house with my things in the
back of the truck and he told me I could not come in his
house. That he had already wives in Pakistan and that he
just peeded‘to stay in the country.

Ati that point I was very upset. And I went
directly to -- after three days, I went to the.same person
that we went to in the first place, this -- I guess he was
an immigration lawyer., I didn't know what kind of lawyer

he was when I met him. I just knew he was a lawyer that
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Mr. Ahmed had gotten for me. I told him I was very upset.
I told him I was going to sue him and I was going to raise
all kind of cain if you don't get this -- I could go to
jail. This guy just wanted to get in the country. And
you have to do something about this. So, he made me give
him $350 and he made me sign this piece of paper. And he
said, you'ie fine. You don't have to worry about it and
you can just go now. Okay. Great. And I moved. I went
straight back to Las Vegas from there. And we stopped at
my mother's on the way home.

Q@ And this ié your mother in the courtroom with
you today?

A Yes.

Q Now, let's go back over this. You got a
marriage license in Houston?

A Uh-huh,

Q And you were married'by -- by somebody?

A Just -- there was just a guy standing there.

Q Okay.

A And then he had a -- that was it.

Q@ All right. But when you went to move in with
Mr. Ahmed, he refused to live with you?

A Oh, he wouldn't even let me in his house.

Q Okay.

A He said I wasn't Muslin, no, no. You don't
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understaﬁd, no. He wouldn't even let me in his house.

Q So, you never spent one night with him?
Not one night. I never stepped foot on his --
You never had sexual relations with him --
Never did.
You never had sexual intercourse?

Never did.

o » O P 0O ™

You never had sexual activity or relationships
with him of any kind?

A BAbsolutely not.

Q0 And he told you that he already had, what, two
or three or four wives?

A He said he had three wives in Pakistan. I could
not come in his house because I was not a Muslim. And he
just wanted to get in the country.

‘Q All right. So, after you married him, you
learned that he wanted to marry you, essentially, so0 he
could become a U.S. citizen?

A Yeah, yeah. And then I found out that -- my
friend said that was illegal. I can go to jail for this.
i Q Right. So, you went to see the -- his
immigration lawyer?

A Whoever. I didn't know --

Q Or soﬁ; lawyer?

A He was the only guy I knew to go to.
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Q@ And you demanded that this be undone?

A Yes. Yes.

Q 2and this lawyer assured you that the marriage
would be annulled or voided in some way?

A Yes, sir.

Q@ And did you believe that that had happened?

A Yes, I did. Nobody told me I had to go to court
to get a divorce that's for sure. I didn't even think it
was a real marriage, 50 I just thought =-- that's what I
paid $350 for.

Q All right. And this lawyer has since
disappeared?

A Yes.

Q We tried to locate him and we could not locate
him?

A Find him anywhere, yes.

Q So, essentially, this lawyer and/or Mr. Ahmed
perpetrated a fraud on you by entering into what appeared
to be a marriage in order for him to become a United
States citizen?

A Apparently. |

Q That's what you believe happened?

A I think so.

Q All right. But you did not participate in

that -- you entered into this in good faith?

Stip Exhibits 000043




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
13
20
21
22
23
24

25

TOMMIE RAE HYNIE A/K/A BROWN V. AHMED
12

A No. I entered in it in good faith. And I'm

really --
Q Okay.'
A I'm embarrassed about it.
Q@ Aall right. And you never lived with this man,

you never cohabitated?

A WNo.

Q And you never consummated the marriage?

A No, sir.

Q And have you seen him since?

A ©No, not since the very day i left his door step

with my stuff in the back of the truck.

Q So, the last time you saw Mr. Ahmed would have
been the day of the wedding or the day after?

A Three days after —-

Q Three days after --

A No. No. It was the day of the wedding was the
last time I saw him when he dropped me off at the house.
And then I dropped off my stuff, Three days after, I went
to the -- to the lawyer -- to the lawyer guy. And that
was it.

Q Okay. So, you have not seen Mr. Ahmed since
February 17 --

A Yeah. Since I packed my stuff after we'got

married. That was it.
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Q You have not seen him since February 17th of
199772

A That's right.

Q And you're not involved in some type of
conspiracy or collusion with Mr. Ahmed to tell this court
something that is not true?

A No, absolutely not.

Q You haven't spoken to him since then?

A No.

Q Now, with reqard to Mr. Brown, when you married
Mr, Brown you believed yourself to be unmarried?

a Yes; I did,

Q Is that correct?

A Absolutely.

Q BAnd with regard to this proceeding, Mr. Brown is
aware of this proceeding?

A Absolutely. He paid for this proceeding.

- |@ He paid the retainer that you brought to me, is
that right?

A Yes, he did.

Q And I have sent a copy of these pleadings to his
attorney in Aiken, South Carolina?

A Absolutely.

Q So, you're not bringing this proceeding to

defraud him or to do anything to him?

Stip Exhibits 000045




TOMMIE RAE HYNIE A/K/A BROWN V. AHMED

14
N 1 A No.
2 Q0 You simply want to get your life straight?
3 A Yes, very much.
4 Q Right. You would like to have this sham
5 marriage declared to be void?
6 . A Yes.
| 7 Q With Mr. Ahmed, is that right?
8 A Yes.
9 Q And then you would like to see where you are
10 going to go with Mr. Brown. Hopefully you will remain
11 married and you have a child together and you will be able
12 to work things out?
N
13 A I hope so.
14 Q That's your intent today anyway?
15 A Yes, it is,
16 Q@ So, you're asking the court to annul this
| 17 marriage to the Defendant, is that right?
3 18 A Please.
19 Q Because he was married to another woman or
20 women, corre;t?
21 A Correct. i
22 Q That's what he said?
23 A Yeah.
24 Q That he perpetrated a fraud on you?
o~
. 25 A Uh-huh.
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~ 1 ' Q@ That you never éonsummated your marriage, never
2 consummated your marriage --
3 A Never,
4 Q You never cohabitated?
5 A Never.
6 @ You never had sexual relations?
7 A No.
8 MR. ROSEN: Your Honor, bear with me one second.
9 BY MR. ROSEN:
io Q Just one last question. Mr. Ahmed's last known
! 11 address to your recollection was?
12 A Ella Boulevard.
| N 13 Q 14403 Ella E~1-l-a Boulevard, Apartment Number
} 14 314, Houston, Texas, 77014; is that correct?
15 A Yes. That's the place I wasn't allowed in.
16 Q Okay. But that's the last place you knew that
17 he lived?
18 A  That's the only place I knew he lived. %
19 Q Okay. And then you hired an investigator for ‘
20 this case, and he found another address on Cornerstone
21 Driv?, which is where his Texas driver's 1icenée had him
22 listed, correct?
123 A 1I really don't know anything about that.
24 Q But you hired the investigator?
m
. 25 A Yes.
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MR. ROSEN: Okay. Your Honor, I don't have any
further questions of this witness.

THE COURT: You may step down. BAnything furthex?

MR. ROSEN: Your Honor, at this time, I want to
hand up to the court the Affidavit of Publication -- was
the original in the Clerks's office? I'm sorry. The
original is right here. This is the original Affidavit of
Publication showing that the properly served person to

the order -- published person to the Order of Publication.

This is the Affidavit of Marcia Jones, showing that Mr.

Ahmed, that we wrote to him in accordance with Rule 17,
certified notice of this hearing. April 15th at 9:00,
certified mail, return receipt requested.

And, Your Honor, that's all we have. I have
prepared a proposed final order for Your Honor's review.
And that is all we have.

THE COURT: Okay. The court finds that this
marriage is void ab initio. Good luck to you, ma'am.
MR. ROSEN: Your Honor, thank you very much.

(Whereupon, the hearing adjourned.)
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CERTIFICATE OF REPCRTER

I, SHARON D, JONES, OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER FOR THE
9TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, DO
HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE FOREGOING IS A TRUE, ACCURATE AND
COMPLETE TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD-OF THE PROCEEDINGS HAD AND
EVIDENCE INTRODUCED IN THE TRIAL OF THE CAPTIONED CASE,
RELATIVE TO APPEAL, IN THE FAMILY COURT FOR CHARLESTON
COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA, ON THE 15TH DAY OF APRIL, 2004,

I DO FURTHER CERTIFY THAT I AM NEITHER OF KIN, COUNSEL

NOR INTEREST TO ANY PARTY HERETO.

: ORIGINAL

JANUARY 22, 2008

/'”Y\ ’
LY DR

} ] ?
SHARON D. JONES, v

FAMiLY COURT REPORTER

COMMISSION EXPIRES: 3/20/12
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ROSEN LAW FIRM, LLC

ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW

134 MEETING STREET, SUITE 202
P.0. BOX 1510
CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA 2g401
PHONE (843) 577-6726
FAX (843) 724-8036

WWWROSEN-LAWFIRM.COM

February 5, 2004

Via Facsimile 803-442-4422
James B. Huff, Esquire

P. O. Box 6488

N. Augusta, SC 29841

RE: Brownv. Ahmed
03-DR-10-4609

Dear Mr. Huff:

EXHIBIT 14

Wc 2 P, FYlLED
]DO
GEP 05 20M [

KEN COUNTY
CQ!ERK OF COURT

Enclosed you will find a copy of the Summons and Complaiht with regard to the

above-referenced matter,

Marcia F. Jones
Paralegal to Robert N. Rosen

:mfj
Xc: Tommie Brown
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STATE OF SQUTH CAROLINA =R @THE FAMILY COURT
¥ = FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
UNTY OF CHARLESTON CASE NO. 03-DR-0- (_.L_(gg_g:l
COUNTY mapecs pHSh
TOMMIE RAE HYNIE, /k/a " S TRONG
Ui, aitol it
TOMMIE RAEBROWN, i % o LY
Plaintiff, ny ) '’
Vs ) y o SUMMONS
)
JAVED AHMED, )
' )
Defendant. )
)

YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED and required to answer the Complaint in this action, a
copy of which is herewith served upon you and to serve a copy of your Answer to said Complaint on the
subscribets at their offices, The Rosen Law Firm, 134 Meeting Street, Suite 202, Post Office Box 1510,
Charleston, South Carolina 29402, or to otherwise appear and defend, within thirty (30) days after the service

 hereof, exclusive of the day of such service, and if you fail to answer the Complaint, orotherwise to appear and

defend, within the time aforesaid, the Plaintiff in this action will obtain a judgment by default against you for

the relief demanded in the Complaint.

Charleston, South Carolina
December 15,2003

THE ROSEN LAW FIRM, LLC

By: n'\'ﬁ-——_‘
ROBERT N.ROSEN

134 Meeting Street, Suite 200
Charleston, SC 29402

(843) 377-1700- Office

(843) 377-1707-Facsimile
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA i~ pi_ [ INTHEFAMILY COURT
U AR THE NINTH IC&J.C CUIT
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON SENO. 03-DR-10-_t} Q§
amoechs PN -
TOMMIE RAE HYNIE, a/k/a ) i TRONG
S
TOMMIE RAEBROWN, Juéll—m%_\ o e
Phindf, g )
s~ . """fj—- COMPLAINT
)
JAVED AHMED, ;
Defendant. )
)

TO: THE DEFENDANT NAMED ABOVE:

The Plaintiff above named would respectfully show unto this Honorable Court, as follows:

L

10

The Plaintiff is a citizen and resident of South Carolina, and has so resided in said state forat
least one (1) year prior to the commencement of this action.

The Plaintiff is informed, and believes that the Defendant is a citizen and resident of Texas.
The Plaintiff is informed and believes that jurisdiction is proper in the Family Court pursuant
t0 $20-7-420(6) and 520-1-530 of the South Carolina Cade.

The Plaintiff alleges that in February 1997, the Defendant was an immigrant from Pakistan,
who unbeknownst to Plaintiff, wanted to marry Plaintiff so that he could become a United
States citizen.

On February 17, 1997, the Plaintiff and Defendant married in Harris County, Texas.
Thereafter, the Defendant refused to live with the Plaintiff and Plaintiff returned to her
domicile, The Plaintiff alleges she never saw orheard from the Defendant again.

The Plaintiff alleges that the parties never lived together as hnsband and wife and never
engaged in any sexual contact or activity whatsoever, therefore failing to consummate their
marriage. '

Plaintiff is informed and believes that prior to their marriage, the Defendant had three or

more wives to whoin he was lawfully married under Pakistani law when the parties married
on February 17, 1997.

Plaintiff alleges there has been no collusion between the parties.

The Plaintiff now seeks to have this marriage annulled as the Defendant was already marvied
to another woman, the Defendant perpetrated a fraud on the Plaintiff,and the parties did not
consummate their purported marriage, nor did they live together as husband and wife, all of

which constitute grounds for annulment pursuant to S.C. Code Abn. Section 20-1-530
(Lawyers Co-0p 1976).
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WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays that this Honorable Court issue its Order as follows:

1. Granting the Plaintiff an annulment of the marriage between the parties; and
2. Forany such other relief this Court deems just and proper.

THE ROSEN LAW FIRM, LLC

Vs P

By. i

ROBERT N.ROSEN

134 Meeting Street, Suite 200
Chaxleston, SC 29402

(843) 377-1700- Office .

(843) 377-1707-Facsimile
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF

Charleston, South Carolina
December 15,2003 -
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ROSEN LAW FIRM, LLC

ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW

134 MEETING STREGT, SWTES0L
P.0. BoX 10
CHARLESTON, SOUTH CARGLINA 29401
PHONE (845) 5776726
FAX (843) 729-8036
WWWROSER-LAWFIRMOOM

February 5, 2004

Via Facsimile 803-442-4422
James B. Huff, Esquire

P. 0. Box 6488

N. Augusta, SC 29841

Brown v. Ahmed
03-DR-10-4609

Dear Mr. Huff:

Enclosed you will find a copy of the Summons and Complaint with regard to the

above-referenced matter.

xc: Tommie Brown

Sincerely,

- Marcia F. Jones

Paralegal to Robert N. Rosen
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ROSEN LAW FIRM, L1LC

ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW

134 illmrmu STREET, BUITE 202
PO, BOX 1510 (29402)
CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA 2g401
PHONE (845) 5771700
FAX (8453) 577-1709

WWW.ROSEN-LAWFIAM.COX

Aprit 16, 2004

Via Regular Mail & Facsimile 803-442-4422
James B. Huff, Esquire

P. 0. Box 6488

N. Augusta, S€ 29841

RE: Brownv. Ahmed
' Case No.: 03-DR-10-4609

Dear Jim:

I now énclose a certified copy of the Final Order in the above-captioned case. Asyoucan
see, the Family Court has granted the annulment, which ought to come as good news to Mr.
Brown.

Now that this issue is resolved, | am hopeful this cobp.le can reconcile their differences. If
not, | would suggest mediation with Mark Andrews in Mr. Pteasant, South Carolina. | am sure that
if you investigate Mr. Andrews, you will find that he is the leading domestic mediator in South
Carolina.

Please advise if this suits your client.

Sincerely,

/

Robert N. Rosen

:mfj
Xe: Mrs. James Brown
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FILED
STATE OF SQUTH CAROLINA =) {N THE FAMILY COURT

FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF CHARLESTGILV AR 15 AK 9: 3”» CASE NO. 03-DR-10-4609

TOMMIE RAE HYNIE, a/ KV, £557/8% tolr F
\ )

TOMMIE RAE BROWN,
A SNSRI ,__‘_)__
Plaintiff, )
-V§- ) FINAL ORDER
)
JAVED AHMED, )
)
Defendant. )
)
HEARING DATE: April 15, 2004
JUDGE: Honorable F, P. Segars-Andrews
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF; Robert N. Rosen, Esquire

Donald B. Clark, Esquire
ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT: N/A .

COURT REPORTER:

This matter comes befare the Court for a final hearing on April 15, 2004.

Present before the Court were the Plaintiff, Tommie Rae Brown, and her counsel Robert N.
Rosen, Esquire, of the Rosen Law Firm, and Donald B. Clark, Esquire, of the Donald B. Clark Law
Firm. .

This matter was commenced by the filing of a Summons and Complaint by the Plaintiff to
annul her marriage to the Defendant, Javed Ahmed.

The Plaintiff is a citizen ar_l_d resident of the State of South Carolina and has resided in
South Carolina for more than one year prior to the commencement of this action.

The Defendant, at the time of the marriage of the parties, was a resident of the State of
Texas, and his last known address was in Houston, Texas. After the filing of the Summons and
Comptaint, the Defendant could not be located. The Plaintiff retained the servites of a private
investigator who attempted to locate the Defendant at his tast known address. The Plaintiff
testified that the last known address she had for the Defendant was 14403 Ella Boulevard, #314 in
Houston, Texas. The private investigator found that the Defendant’s Texas driver's license listed
his address as 14365 Cornerstone Drive, #617', Houston, Texas.

This Court issued an Order of Publication on February 3, 2004. This Court found that the
Plaintiff made a diligent effort to locate the Defendant, and it appeared to the satisfaction of the

%’j‘ m]‘J(
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Court .that the current address or whereabouts of the Defendant were unknown atthough his last
known address was in Houston, Texas. The Court therefore ordered service could be had by
publication pursuant to §15-9-710 and §15-9-740, SC Code Ann., and that the Summons would be
pubtished once a week for a total of three weeks in the Houston Chronicle, a newspaper of
general circulation in the area of Houston, Texas.

An Affidavit of Publication signed by the Supervisor/Accounts Receivabte of the Houston
‘Chronicle was filed with this Court. The Court finds that the Defendant has been properly served
by publication pursuant to South Carolina law.

This matter was originally set to be heard on March 26, 2004, but the case was coniinued
by Order of the Court. The Defendant was given written notice of the hearing by regutar mail and
by certified mail, return receipt requested as appears from the affidavit of Marcia F. Jones. The
Defendant was therefore properly notified of the final hearing pursuant to Rule 17 of the South
Carolina Rules of Family Court.

‘ FINDINGS OF FACT

The Court finds as follows: ‘

1. Plaintiff is a citizen and resident of the State of éouth Carolina and has resided in
the State of South Carolina for a period in excess of one year prior to the commencement of this
action. _

2. Plaintiff married Defendant, Javed Ahmed, on February 17, 1997 in Harris County,
Texas. Thereafter Defendant refused to live with Plaintiff. Plaintiff never saw nor heard from
Defendant again. Plaintiff never lived with the Defendant. The partie§ never lived together as
husband and wife. The parties never engaged in sexual intercourse, sexual conduct or sexual
activity of any kind and, therefore, failed to consummate their marriage.

3. No children were born of this marriage between the parties.

4. Plaintiff testified that she later learned that Defendant, a Pakistani immigrant,
wanted to marry Plaintiff so that he could become a United States citizen. Plaintiff atso later
learned that Defendant had three or maore wives to whom he was married under Pakistani law
when the parties married on February 17, 1997. :

5. The Court finds there has been no contact between the parties since shortly after
February 17, 1997, and therefore there is no collusion between these parties,

2
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6. The marriage between the Plaintiff and the Defendant was contracted by Plaintiff
in good faith and without any knowledge of the Defendant's previous marriages or fraudulent
intentlons. '

7. The Court finds that the Plaintiff is entitled to'an annulment for the following
reasons: (1) Defendant was already married to another woman or other women and therefore did
not have the capacity to marry the Plaintiff; (2) Defendant perpetrated a fraud upon the Plaintiff
in that she intended in good faith to marry Defendant but Defendant had no intention of mamrying
her and consummating a marriage; and (3} the parties did not consummate their marriage nor did
. they live together as husband and wife.

8, This Caurt finds that the Plaintiff is therefore entitled to an annulment of her
marriage to Defendant, Javed Ahmed.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1. This Court has jurisdiction to hear and determine actions to determine the validity
of marriages and to hear and determine actions for the annulment of marriage. 520-7-420(5) and
(6), SC Code Ann.

2, This Court has jurisdiction to grant an annulment to the Plaintiff as she is domiciled
in this state, Foster v. Nordman, 137 S.E.2d 600 {1964).

- 3. The Court concludes that the uncontradicted testimony shows that Plaintiff never
cohabitated with the Defendant and never engaged in sexual intercourse with him and therefore,
the marriage can be annuiled as ii was never consummated.

4. The Court concludes that Defendant was married at the time he entered into his
marriage with Plaintiff and therefore he lacked the capacity to marry Plaintiff.

5. The Court concludes that Defendant represented to Plaintiff that he wished to

marty her, but in fact he married her for a fraudulent purpose in an effort to obtain United States
citizenship. A marriage which is procured by fraudulent means may be annulled in this state.
Jaker v, Jaker, 102 S.E. 337 (1919).

6. The Court concludes that it has jurisdiction of the subject matter and of the
parties.

7. The Court concludes that it has jurisdiction of the Defendant for the purposes of

this proceeding and that the Defendant had been properly served and notified of this hearing. it
is therefore,

3
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RESULTY 1] 4
ROSEN LAW FIRM, LLC

ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW

134 MEBTING STREET, SUITE 203

P.0, BoX i5io (29402)
CHARLESTON, SQUTH CAROLINA 29401

PHONE (843) 1331700
FAX (843) 5771709

AW ROGEN-LAWFTRM COM

April 16, 2004

Yia Regular Mall & Facsimile 803-442-4422
James B. Huff, Esquire

P. 0. Box 6488

N. Augusta, SC 29841

RE: Brown v. Ahmed
Case No.: 03-DR-10-4609

Dear Jim:

I now enclose a certified copy of the Final Order in the above-captioned case. As you can
see, the Family Court has granted the annulment, which ought to come a5 good news to Mr.
Brown.

Now that this issue 15 resolved, 1 am hopefut this couple can reconcile their differéncas. If
not, | would suggest mediatfon with Mark Andrews ih Mr, Pleasant, South Caralina. | am sure that

if you investigate Mr. Andrews, you will find that he is the leading domestic mediator in South
Carolina.

Please advise if this suits your ¢ifent.

Sincerely,
m——-’_\
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ROSEN LAW FIRM, LLC

ATTORNEYS AND COWNSELORS AT LAW

134 MEETTNG STRERT, SUITE 202

P.0. BOX 1510 {29402)
" CHARLBSTON, SOUTH CAROLINA 29401

PHONE (845) 3731700
FAX (843) s77-1709

WWW.ROFEN-LAWFIRM.COM

Arvil 14, 2004

Via Regular Mail & Facsimile 803-442-4422
James B. Huff, Esquire

P. O. Box 6488

N. Augusta, S€ 29841

RE: Brownv. Ahmed
Case No.: 03-DR-10-4609

Dear Jim:

| now enclose a certified copy of the Final Order in the above-captioned case. Asyoucan
see, the Family Court has granted the annutment, which ought to come as good news te Mr.
Brown.

Now that this issue is resolved, | am hopeful this couple can reconcile their differences. 1f
not, | would suggest mediation with Mark Andrews in Mr. Pleasant, South Carolina. |am sure that
if you investigate Mr. Andrews, you will find that he is the leading domestic mediator in South
Carolina.

Please advise if this suits your client.

Sincerely,

Robert N. Rosen

:mfj
xc: Mrs. James Brown
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROHNAF § For b g ) AN THE FA.AikY COURT
FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

COUNTY OF CHARLESTOR APR 15 AH & g’h CASE NO. 03-DR-10-4609

TOMMIE RAE HYNIE, a/k7q,Lc, , 7 *-'ff 'U’JEDT“F

TOMMIE RAE BROWN,
Pt awaa O _,____;)___
Plaintiff, )
-vs- ) FINAL ORDER
)
JAVED AHMED, : )
)
Defendant. )
}
HEARING DATE: April 15, 2004
JUDGE: ' Honorable F.. P. Segars-Andrews
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF: Robert N. Rosen, Esquire
: Donald B. Clark, Esquire
ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT: N/A
COURT REPORTER:

This matter comes before the Court for a final hearing on April 15, 2004.

Present before the Court were the Plaintiff, Tommie Rae Brown, and her counset Robert N.
Rosen, Esquire, of the Rosen Law Firm, and Donald B. Clark, Esquire, of the Donald B. Clark Law
Firm. '

This matter was commenced by the filing of a Summons and Complaint by the Plaintiff to
annul her marriage to the Defendant, javed Ahmed.

The Plaintiff is a citizen and resident of the State of South Carolina and has fesidéd in
South Carolina for more than one year prior to the commencement of this action,

The Defendant, at the time of the marriage of the parties, was a resident of the State of
Te>)cas, and his tast known address was in Houston, Texas. After the filing of the Summons and
Complaint, the Defendant could not be located. The Plaintiff retained the services of a private -
investigator who attempted to locate the Defendant at his last known address. The Plaintiff
testified that the lasi known address she had for the Defendant was 14403 Ella Boutevard, #141n
Houston, Texas. The private investigator found that the Defendant’s Texas driver’s license listed
his address as 14365 Cornerstone Drive, #617, Houston, Texas.

This Court issuied an Order of Publication on February 3, 2004. This Court found that the
Plaintiff made a diligent effort to locate the Defendant, and it appeared to the satisfaction of the

Q{’s’j‘ (G]Jf
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Court that the current add ress or whereabouts of the Defendant were unknown although his last
known address was In Houston, Texas. The Court therefore ordered service could be had by
pubtication pursuant to §15-9-710 and §15-9-740, SC Code Ann., and that the Summons would be
published once a week for a total of three weeks in the Houston Chronicle, a newspaper of
general circulation in the area of Houston, Texas.
An Affidavit of Publication signed by the Supervisor/Accounts Receivable of the Houston
" Chronicle was filed with this Court. The Court finds that the Defendant has been properly served
by publication pursuant to South Carolina law.

This matter was originally set to be heard on March 26, 2004, but the case was con-tinued
by Order of the Court.' The Defendant was given written notice of the heating by regular mail and
by certified mail, return receipt requested as appears from the affidavit of Marcia F, Jones. The
Defendant was therefore properly notified of the final hearing pursuant to Rule 17 of the South
Carolina Rules of Family Court.

FINDINGS OF FACT

The Court finds as fottows:

i. Plaintiff is a citizen and resident of the State of South Carolina and has resided in
the State of South Carolina for a period in excess of one year prior to the commencement of this
action. | , |

2. Plaintiff married Defendant, Javed Ahmed, on February 17, 1997 in Harris County,
Texas, Thereafter Defendant refused to tive with Plaintiff. Plaintiff never saw nor heard from

Defendant again. Plaintiff never lived with the Defendant. The paétie; never tived together as
" husband and wife. The parties never engaged in sexual intercourse, sexual conduct or sexual
activity of any kind and, therefore, failed to consummate their marriage.

3. No children were born of this marriage between the parties.

4. Plaintiff testified that she later learned that Defendant, a Pakistani immigrant,
wanted to marry Plaintiff so that he could become a United States citizen. Plaintiff also later
learned that Defendant had three or mere wives to whom he was married under Paki;stani law
when the parties married on Februaty 17, 1997.

5. The Court finds there has been no contact between the parties since sho:rtly after
February 17, 1997, and therefore there is no collusion between these parties.

2
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6. The marriage between the Plaintiff and the Defendant was contracted by Plaintiff
in good faith and without any knowledge of the Defendant’s previous marriages or fraudulent
intentions. V

7. The Court finds that the Plaintiff is entitled to’an annutment for the fotlowing
reasons: (1)Defendant was élready married to another woman or other women and therefore did
not have the capacity to marry the Plaintiff; (2) Defendant perpetrated a fraud upon the Plaintiff
in that she intended in good faith to marry Defendant but Defendant had no intention of marrying
her and consummating a marriage; and {3) the parties did not consummate their marriage nor did
. they live together as husband and wife.

8. This Court finds that the Plaintiff is therefore entitled to an annulment of her
marriage to Defendant, Javed Ahmed. ‘ '

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1. This Court has jurisdiction to hear and determine actions to determine the validity
of marriages and to hear and determine actions for the annulment of marriage. §20-7-420(5) and
(6), SC Code Ann. ‘

| 2. This Court has jurisdiction to grant an annulment to the Ptaintiff as she is domiciled
in this state, Foster v. Nordman, 137 5.E.2d 600 (1964).

3. The Court conctudes that the uncontradicted testimony shows that Plaintiff never
cohabitated with the Defendant and never engaged in sexual intercourse with him and therefore,
the marriage can be annulled as it was never consummated.

4. The Court concludes that Defendant was married at the time he entered into his
marriage with Plaintiff and therefore he lacked the capacity to marry Plaintiff.

5. The Court concludes that Defendant represented to Plaintiff that he wished to
marry her, but in fact he married her for a fraudutent purpose in an effort to obtain United States
citizenship. A marriage which is procured by fraudulent méans may be annulled in this state, -
Jaker v. Jaker, iOZ S.E. 337 (1919).

6. The Court concludes that it has jurisdiction of the subject matter and of the
parties. |

7. fhe Court. concludes that it has jurisdiction of the Defendant for the purposes of
this proceeding and that the Defendant had been properly served and notified of this heariné. It
is therefore,

3
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ROSEN LAW FIRM, LLC
ATTORNEYS AND COITNSELORS AT LAW
134 MEBBTING STREET, SUITE 202
P.0. Box i510 (29403)
CHARLESTON, SOUTH CABOLINA 20401
PHONE (845) 577-1j00
FAX (843) 577-1709
AW IWROEENLAWFIRMCOM
April 16, 2004

Yia Regular Mail & Facsimile 803-442-4422
James B, Huff, Esquire

P. O. Box 6488

N. Augusta, SC 29841

RE: Brownv. Ahmed
Case No.: 03-DR-10-4609

Dear Jim:

I now enclose a certified copy of the Final Order in the above-éaptloned case. ASyoucan
see, the Family Court has granted the annulment, which ought to come as good news to Mr.
Brown. ’

-Now that this issue {s resolved, 1 am hopeful this couple can reconcile their differences. If
not, | would suggest medlation with Mark Andrews i Mr, Pleasant, Sotith Carolina. | am sure that
if you investigate Mr, Andrews, you will find that he is the leading domestic mediator in South
Carolina,

Please advise if this suits your client.

Sincerely,

-/
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EXHIBIT 125‘ Al FILED

'~ STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )  INTHEFAMLLY COURT SEP 0 5 20 lay
. COUNTYOFATEN .~ - SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT _ AIKEN GOUNTY
’ o ) . CLERK OF COURT
JAMES JOE BROWN JR., ) ' CASENUMBER: 04-DR-02- /1H
Plamttﬂ' ) .
vs, )  SUMMONS
)
. TOMMIE RAE H¥NE AHMEDBROWN, ) -
Defendant )

TO: THE DEFFNDANT NAMED HEREINABOVE:

' YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED and required to answer the Complamt i this action,
_a Gopy of which is herethh served upon you, and to serve a copy of your Aniswer to said
Complamt on the subscnber at 1417 Georgla Avenue, North Augusta, South: Carolina w1tb1n

©. thirty (30) days frofn the se_mce hereof, exclusive of the date of such service; and if you fail to

SC Bar #2769

ALBERT H. DALLAS
Attorney for Plaintiff
P. Q. Box 1150
Thompson, GA 30824
(706) 722-2331

GA Bar # zomgf SOL m c_mom \

. 1573 Godard, Clelk of Cowst of Common Pleas and Geaerat

North AuB“Sta, Swth Ca[()lma %mnns for Alken Conaty, Soutts Carolina do hevelry certify
January 29 2004 oot that the foregoing constitules 2 true and. carrect oo of the
s original doctments which by been fled in my office this

JAN? 8 2004
%gwﬂmi .
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" . 'STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHEFAMILY COURT
. i .. T ) .
COUNTY OF AIKEN )  SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
) L
JAMES JOE BROWN, K., ) © CASENUMBER: 04-DR-02-/77
) Plalut.\ﬁ' Lt ) .
v, » . ) COMPLAINT FOR ANNULMENT
. ) .
. TOMMIE RAE HYNEAHVED  BROWN, )
Defendant )
)
Pleuntﬁf alleges that

1. Plaintiff and Defendant are both cmzens and residents of the State of South Caxolma,

"+ County-of Ai_L;cn and h_avg 50 bgex}_ for more than thrée (3) months next preceding the

commencement of this action.: .

2. The I;artie_s e;i'teréd' into a marit.al contract on December 14,2001, in Aiken County,

* South Caroiina. :

3. The Plaintiff i i-nfo:'med_ and believes that he'is entitled to"an anmulment of the marjtal

K 'c;ontract in'that the Defendant -»'va,.v. never legally divorced from her previous husband prior to

" entering itito~the marital i:'ontraét with the Plaintiff. As such, this marriage is void ab iifio. .

‘4, That the parues separated on or about Jaguary 28, 2004 The Plamnﬂ‘ is informed and

» beheves that the Defendant shquld be required to permanenﬂy vacate the mantal re51dence which

was owned by the Plamtiﬁ‘ puor to the paxnes mavital contract,

5. Tha.t prior to entenng into the marital sontract the parties entered into'a pre nuptial

T agreement dated Nmmmber 19 2001 wherem all matters of equitable division, attorney fees and

abmony were resolved.
6. Plaintiff is informed-and believes that both parties should be entitled to discovery in,

-
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.. deem just and proper.

' this miatter in order to:limjt thé issues to be litigated before the Court.

) WI-IEREFORE, jPlaintiﬁ'-p{ays that this Court issue its Judgment graating to Plaintiﬁ: the -

relief requested in the Gomplaint and granting such other and frther relief as to the Court

[/

il

S B. HUFF
. Attorney for Plaintiff
P. (. Box 6488

1417 Georgia Avem

orth Augusta, SC/2984
(803) 278-2889
SC Bar # 2769

ALBERT H. DALLAS
Attorpey for Plaintiff
P. 0. Box 1150
Thompson, GA 30824
(706) 722-2331

GA Bar # 203500

" ; North Augnsta, South Caxlealin.z_t ‘
. Janugry 29, 2004 . e

2-
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. VS,

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
)

COUNTY OF AIKEN )
)

JAMES JOE BROWN, JR., )
Plaintiff )

)

TOMMIE RAE HYNE- AHMED BROWN, )
Defendant. )

)

SEP ) § m“h()f_,XHIBIT 16

N COUNTY
ctlé!%K OF COURT

8 ‘63
IN THE FAMILY COURT 358

Lt

SECOND JUDICIAL cmcrggxg %
al.e i

CASE NUMBER: oa-mé\a@égsﬁqj
aRE

AMENDED summo»é w§“§

which

A ﬁkﬁfﬁ-ﬁzﬂw

LU
Fig?
A

e! l(-l’fll.

aaing

iy
re

STATE OTE
COUNRY
I, LigLictadn
Scuaibge, 2
that the'&

TO: THE DEFENDANT NAMED HEREINABOVE:

YOU ARE HERERY SUMMONED ang required to answer the Complaint in this action,

a copy of which i3 ltetewith served upon you, and to serve a copy of your Answer to said

Complaint on the subscriber at 1417 Georgia Avenus, North Augusts, South Carolina within

thirty (30) days from the-service hereof, exclusive of the date of such service; and if you fail to

answer the Complaint within the time aforesaid, judgmagt_ by default will be rendered against

you for the relief demanded in the Complaint,

North Augusta, South Carofina
May 5 2004

2887

(§03) 278-2889 (Oﬁice
(803) 442-4422 (Fax)
SC Bar # 2769

FILED
AIKEN CQUNTY

MAY - §
1 fﬁ
CLERK QF QURT
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IN THE FAMILY COURT &% E

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) o
COUNTY OF AIKEN ) SECONDJUDICIAL CIRCH
’ ) %"
JAMES JOE BROWN, IR., ) CASENUMBER; 04-DREI2S3
Plaintlff ) S
vs. : )  AMENDED COMPL
)  ANNULMENT
. ) :
TOMMIE RAE HYNE AHMED BROWN, } A
Dofendaut, ) A e T R
) =T MAED 5204
- | 4:5%
aintiff alleges (hat:

CLERK OF COURT
1. Plaintiff and Defendant are both citizens and residents of the State of South Carolina,

County of Aiken and have so been for more than three (3) months next preceding the
commencement of this action,

2. The parties o\;tnined a marriage Heense in Aiken County on December 10, 2001, In
obtaining this license the Defendant informed the Probate Court and the Plaintiff that this was
her first marriage.( A copy of this maminge license is atiached hereto and incorporated by
reference thereto),

3. Prior to obtaining this marriage license the Defendant did not inform the Plaintiff that
she had been married before or that she wes still married to Mr. Javed Ahmed,

4, The parties conducted a marmiage ceremony on December 14, 5001, in Aiken County,
South Carolina, ‘

5. At the time of the marriage ceremony on December 14, 2001 in Aiken County, South
Carolina, Defendant was still legally maried to Mr. Javed Ahmed and by way of such legal
impediment was legally barred from entering into a mamiage to the Plaintiff pursuant to §20-1- '

80, South Carolina.Code of Laws, as amended.

I-
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6. Subsequent to their marviage ceremony, Plaintiff leamed that Defendant had been
matrled and was sull martied to M. Javed Ahmed,
7.0n December 15, "2.003 the Defendant filed an annulmcqt action against Mr, Ahmed in
Charleston County, South barolina in case number 03-DR-10-4609.(A_cdpy of which is anac'hed
hereto an& lnpomorated by reference). | o
8. The Charleston County Family Coust made Findings of Fects and Conclusions of
Law that the Defendant was in fact married to Mr. Abmed on February 17,1997. .
9, The Charleston Family Court granted the Defendant an annulment on April 15,
2004(A oopy of this Order s attachod hereto and incorporated by refcrence),
10. Defendant, in that action, has not filed any appeal from the Family Court Order and a3 .
such, the Findings of Pacts of the Charleston Family Courts are bigrding on this Court,
11. Pursuant to the Order from the Charleston Family Court, Defendant is collaterally and
judicially estopped from denying the allegations in this action.
12. Plaintiff is entitled to an anmulment from the Defendant.
13. Plaintiffis informed and believes the Defendant should be responsible for any _
reasonable and necessary attomeys fees and costs in the bringing of this action. However, should
Defendant not contest Plaintiff’s request for an annnlment, Plaintiff would withdraw his request

for attorney fees and costs.

2-
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WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays that this Court issue its Judgment granting to Plaintiff the
relief requested in the Complaint and granting such other and further relief as to the Court'may

deem just and proper.

orth Augusta, SC 29841-6488
(803) 278-2889
SC Bar # 2769

North Augusta, South Carolina
May 5 , 2004

2890

Stip Exhibits 000071



o o kAo £ ST 18 MG A O 8 T 8 e

L

¥

w FlLED
SEP 05 204 [

KEN COUNTY
CtlERK OF COURT

EXHIBIT 17

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) COURT OF COMMON PLEAS g
COUNTY OF AIKEN : ) CASE NO,: 04-DR-02-1573
JAMES JOE BROWN, JR.,

3des of €
:..%’an&m

'L,

GAROLINA
'%’
b

SO

Plaintiff,

35
e

V5. ANSWER AND COUNTER!
TOMMIE RAY HYNE AHMED BROWN,

Defandant.

At ! St Tt Nt Sl Nt St W

CLERK OF CO

Defendant Tommie Rae Hynie Brown, incomectly identified in the caption herein as
Tommie Ray Hyne Ahmed 8rown, answering the Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint For
Annulment, alleges and states as follows:

1. Defendant denies each and every allegation of the Amended Complaint not specifically
admitted, modified or explained hérein and demands strict proof thereof.

2. Defendant admits the allegations of paragraphs 1 and 2.

3. Def_endant admits the allegations of paragraph 3 to the extent that she did nc;t inform
the Plaintiff that she had previously been married, but states affirmatively that she‘believed
her previous martiage to Javed Ahimed had been annulted.

4, Defendant admits the allegations of paragraph 4.

5. Defendant denies the allegations of paragraph 5 and states affirmatively that the
marriage to Javed Ahmea has been judiclally declared to be void ab initio and consequently
never existed and that such determination is res judicata and cannot be challenged by the
Plaintiff in the present proceeding.

6.  Defendant admits that the Plaintiff may have cancluded that Defendant was and is
married_to ;Javed Ahmed but the Plaintiff’s legal conciﬁsions are in error and are denied.

7. Defendant admits the alltegations of paragraph 7,

2893 Stip Exhibits 000072
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8 Defendant denles the allegations of paragraph 8 and states affirmatively that the
Family Court Order referenced in fact declared that the aforesaid marriage to Javed Ahmed
was void ab inftia and consequenily never existed in the eyes of the taw. '

9 Defendant admits the allegations of paragraphs 9 and 10.

10;  Defendant denies the allegations of paragraphs 11, 12, and 13.

FURTHER ANSWERING AND BY WAY OF COUNTERCLAIM
END LEGES:

11,  The parties are citizens and residents of Aiken County, South Carolina, and have been
sa for & period in excess of ane (1) year pror to the commencement of this action.

12, The parties are husband and wife, having been married on December 14, 2001 in
Aiken, County, .South Carolina. One child has been born of this marn‘ige, to wit: James
Joseph Browa, 1}, born on June 11, 2601, '

13.  Although prior to Defendant's marsiage to the Plaintiff she had previowsly gone
through a marrHage ceremony with one Javed Ahmed, that marriage was procured by a fraud
‘upon Defendant by said Javed Ahmed, the mariage was never consummated, and the
marriage was subsequently annulled and declared to be wholly null and void ab initio by this
Court on April 15, 2004, '

14, The parties hereto separated on or about Janvary 28, 2004, due to the Plaintiff’s
assault on and physical abuse of Defendant. On that date, the Plaintiff physically assaulted
Defendant during an attercation in which he picked up‘a chair and siammed it on Defendant's
head, causing her to crash to the floor. Defendant wés frightened of the Plaintiff and dialed
911, Law enforcement came to the scene to ensure the safety of Defehdant and the
parties’ minor child. As a result of this incident, the Plaintiff was immediatety arrested for
Criminal Domestic Violence. While incarcerated, the Plaintiff had certain personal items

2894 Stip Exhibits 000073




belanging to Defendant removed from the marital residence and requested that Defendant
and the minor chitd leave the marital residence.

15.  Defendant alleges that-the Plaintiff has a violent temper and has assaulted her on
numerous occasions in which he has broken and distocated bones in her body, has cavsed
severe bruising and scrapes, and has caused damage to their'maritnl home and Defendant's
personal belongings.

16.  The Plaintiff has been both emotionally and verbally abusive to Defendant, Defendant
alleges .th_at the Plaintiff has committed. acts of violence upean Defendant and alse yells,
threaténs, demeans, and disparages Defendant and catls Defendapt and Defendant’s tother
vulgar names In the presence of thelr minor chilid and the Plaintiff's-employees, Defendant
alleges that the Plaintiff also engages in acts of Violence and verbal abisse by yelling shd
demeaning the parties’ minor child. - '

17. Defendont alleges that the Plaintiff has created an environment which hus made it
extremely difficult for Defendant to continue to live with the Plaintiff and that he has caused
her great émpti onal upset. _ |

18.  Despite the oppressive. and abusive .at;mﬁphe_'re created by the Plai.ntifl‘, -Defendant has
successfully raised the parties’ child and ‘has.been the pﬂmar‘); 'parent ta thelr minor son.
Defendant states she has taken excellent care of the minor child. Defendant atfeges thu she

is entitled to an order granting her sole custody.of the minor -child, pendq{i:n fite and.

permzanently, with r.easonab!e and/or supewlséd day time vls}ta'tlon to tha Plainkiff,

19, The parties are both entertainers and at times travel extensively for business, During

the times tine parties are working and traveling, the minor ‘child's waternal grandmother,

- Cleo Dougles, is the nanny and the caretaker of the minor child. Defendant alleges that the
Plaintiff Has consistently paid Ms. Douglas $1000 per week Vor the. caretaking of the minor

3
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child and an additionat $400 per month for clothing and personal needs of the minor child,
Defendant alleges that the Plaintiff has not been consistent with these payments since

'Januw/ 2004, Defendant further allegu that the financlal needs of the minor chitd aré not

helng met ona munthly basus.
20,  Defendant atleges that until the Spring 2004 tour, she was employed by James Brown
Entertainment as the Plaintiff’s back up singer, Defendant atleges that during the Spring 2004

tour, the Plalntiff continued to humlllane, harass and verbally abuse Defendant whﬂe she was

working. Defendant further alieges that the Plaintiff worked himself into a fit of rage,
threatened Defendant, and fired her as his .back up singer. The Plaintiff abandoned
Defendant i LéS Vegas without adéquate arrangements to return to South Carolia.

- Defendant's income has drasticatly heen.affected by the Plaintiff’s volatile and unwarranted

behavior.

21. Since the s'epnraﬁon of the parties, Defendant and the minor child have residsd in
Defendant’s separate dwelling at 218 Crytal Springs Road, Graniteville, South Carolina.
Defendant "atleges that she is entitled to an Order allowing her the sole use, possesston and
-cont'rol.of her non-marital residence and contents therein, pendente lite and permanently,
and that she be granted the right to change the locks and/or fnstall & security system,

22. . Defendant is informed and belleves that she is entitled to an Order requiring the
Plaintiff to-be solely responsible for all costs associated with her -;ﬁldence ingluding the
note, mortgage, reasonable and nécessafy maintenance, telephone, cable, gas, electric,
sé'curity service, Internet servicé. water, pool and vard Imaint'e'nance, insurances and taxes,

retroactively and in the future, pendente lite and pennnnentiy.

2896 o
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23. Defendant is informed and believes that she is entitled ta an award of atimony and/or
spousal support, including retroactive .alimony and rei{abi;itattve _allmanylsupbbrt from
Defendant pendente lite and permanently. o

24,  Defendant 5 informed and believes that she is entitled to an Order awarding her the
sole, exclusive possession, and control of the personal property in her possesston, pen'dente
lite and permanently, o

5. Defendant alleges that the Plantiff has several items of valuable non-marital items of
personal property which are situated at the marital restdence. Defendant Is informed and
bélieves that she 15 entitled to an Order requiring the Plaintiff to immadi'ately dellvér these
and any other ftems betonging to Defendant and thelr minor child.

+ 26, Defendant Is informed and believes that she Is entitled to an Order awarding her the
exclusive use and possession of her non-martiat Lincoln Mark Vill, which was purchased prior
to the parties’ marriage, and the 2004 Lincoln Navigator, 2003 BMW 24, 98 Jaguér -and
Mer;e’des SL Convartible, which are four of approximately twelve of the automabiles which
were purchased by the parties during their marriage. Defendarit alleges she is entitled to an
Order requiting the-Plaintiff to be sotely responsii:le for the loan payments, notes, insurances,
taxes, maintenance, and any other expenses assocated with these automobiles, pendente
{ite and permanently.

27.  Defendant alleges she is entitled to an Order requiring the Plaintiff to maintain all life .

{nsurance poticy(ies). on his Uife for the benefit of the Defendant and the parties’ minor child
which were in force prior to the parties' separation, and requiring Ptaintiff to timely pay all
premjums and name Defendant as the beneficlary of sald poticy(les) in the amount he was |

.insured prior to the separation; or, in 'the atternative, to provide $2,000,000 in life insurance
on Nis life far the benefit of the Defendant and the minor child,

2897 Stip Exhibits 000076



28.  Defendant alleges that over the caurse of the parties’ marriage, in a fit of rage, the

Plaintiff has canceled the health insurance coverage of Defendant and the parties" minor
child. Defendant is informed and belleves that she is entitied to an Order requiring the
Plalh;iff to maintain health, medical, and dental insurance on her and the minor child; to
tlme(y make all payments and to be solely responsible for any reasonable and necessary
medical, heil@h, dental and counseling costs and any cther expenses of the parties and/or the
mlnbr child which are not coverad by insurance. In the event the Plaintiff has canceled any. of -
the policies, the Plaintiff should be required to obtain insurance coverage equivalent to or
better tﬁan that which existed prior to the parties' separation, and sh;wuld be responsible for
any bills incurred as a result of the Plaintiff's unwarranted cancellation of sald polictes.

29. Defendant is informed and believes that the Plaintiff has committed act:s of adultery
with ane or more individuals,

30. Defendant {s informed and belleves tﬁt she entitled to a divorce, a vinculo
matrimonli, on the grounds of physical cruelty and adultery.

31,  Defendantis 1;1formed and believes that she is entitled to an equitable apportionment
of marital profrerty pursuant to the statutory factors set forth in the'.l-:qm table Apportionment
Act, (retroactively and progressively), pendente lite and permanently, -

32. . Defendant alleges that the Plaintiff's income is over the standard gutdelines for child
support and therefore, is inforﬁwd and believes that she is entitled to an award of substantial
child support to be paid by the Plaintiff pursuant to the needs of the minor child, including
retrnactI:Ve-chlld §upport, pendente lite and permanently.

13, In addltloﬁ to child support, Defendant alleges that she is entitled to an Order
requiring the Plaintiff to be solely respansible for any and all costs and expenses assoclated
with the minor child including, but not limite& to, nanny fees and costs, school tuition, fees,

2898

Stip Exhibits 000077




costs, books, supplles, clothes, school expenses, éxtra-curdcular expenses, allowances,
camps and the {ike, pendente {ite and permanently. - ' '

34, Defendant alleges that the Plaintiff owns several businesses and entities such as James
Brown.Entertainment and Seventh Decade Entenainmeqt. Defendant alleges that sha assisted
i the continued success of her husband's businesses and that she contributed to the increase
in value of his non-marital assets, In addition, Defendant alleges she was the Plaintiff’s
makeup artist and hairdresser 'and acted as his carétaker whenever he became fll. Defendant
jointly pledged their personal assets to assist in certain purchases and in the contin@d
success of the Plaintiff’s businesses, with the understanding that they would also share: in the
profitabiiity of the businesses. While Defendant believes the Plaintiff is extremely wealthy,

Defendant beljeves that the Plaintiff may hide or fafl to disclose his true income, profits of

the Plaintiff and the Plaintiff's businesses and entities, as well as their contractual rights and
advantages arising from thes businesses and ventures. In particular, Defendant Is informed
aM believes that the Plaintlﬁ will conspire to exclude her from certain profits, inctuding but
not limited to such marital property as inanaugment fee ;:ontracts and other contractual

and/or equitablg rights arising oqt of his many businesses and entities.

35. Defendant alleges that on numerous occasions, the Plaintiff has threatened to sell, °

tramfer,' deplete or secret the businesses and entitles and their assets.., Defendant believes
that the Plaintiff may deplete, transfer or otherwise dispose of the businesses and eniities
and/or the parties interest in the business. | ,

36. befendant is informed and helieves_ that the P!alntiff may be invotved in a-numbet of

contracts involving and relating to marital property and/or assets, and. that there are.

signfficant issues invalving the apportionment, control and contractual rigits concemldg the
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marital assets md the construction and enforcement of these éontrac;s which relate to and
involve marital pmper.ty and/or assets. . . _ '

37.  Defendant is informed and believes that she is entitled to an Order restraining and
enjolning the Plalntiff from encumbering, disposing, conveying, damaging, transferring,
moving, altering, s_a;reting, selling, disposing of, exerd.slng contractual options, liguldating,

- depleting or otherwise reducing the value of the parties’ marital assets, or I any way causing

the value of James Brown Entertalnment, Seventh Decade Entertainment, or his other
businesses or' any entities, and any assets of the purties to decrease, except for in the nor;nal
course of businéss.

38.  Defendant is informed and believes that she is entitled to an Order restraining and
enjoining the Plaintiff from exercising any contractual options or enforcing any contractual
agreements involving James Brown Entertahiﬁent, Seventh Deca;ie Entertainment,. or his
other businesses or other entites, and any assets of the parties.

39. - Defendant is informed and belteires that she is entitled to an Order restraining the

. Plaintiff from interrupting or interfering with Defepdamt’s custodial perieds for any reason

whatsoever, pendente lite and permanently.

40. Defendanf is informed and belieyes that she 1s entitled to an Order rastraining the
Plalntiff .from denigrating her; embroiling the minor child in the parties’ differences; from
discussing this !ltigatlén with the minor child, or in the g&nhot of the minor child; from
communicating to Defendant through thé minor child; from alienating the ‘minor qhild;é
affections from his mother; from disparaging or criticlzing Defendant to the minor child, in
the presence of the minor child, or within an earshot of the minar child; fiom disparaging,
c;ﬁticlzlng, denigrating, yelling or saying anything derogatory to the minor child, and from
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allowing other persons from. doing any of these acts in the presen.ce of or withiq éarshoi .of
the minor child pendente (ite and permanently. '

41.  Defendant {s Informed and believes that she is entitied to an Order restraining the
Plaintiff from harassing, abusing, threatening, molesting or interfering with Defendant, her
family, friends or witnesses in any way, and from disrupting, entering or atternptiné to enter
her resl;ience, property or place n_f busingss pendente lite and Wntly. _ ‘
42.' -Defendant is without any funds io pay her attornays, accountants, expert witnesses,

~ and costs of this Ytigation, Defendant is informed and believes that the Court should order

the Plaintiff tb pay Defendant a significant amount of attornay's fees, costs, expert's fées,
investigator’s fees and costs of this litigation, pendente (ite and permanently.

43. Defendant is informed and believes that she is entitled to discovery under the South

Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure.
WHEREFORE, Defendant respectfully prays that this Court to dismiss the Complaint
herel'and to enter an Order granting the following retief:

1. Granting the Defendant a divorce a vinculo matrimonii, on the grounts of phyﬁcal
. cruelty and adultesy. )

2, Granting the befendant a decree of separate maintenance and support,

3. Granting the Defendant sole custody of the mindr child, with visitation granted to the
Plaintiff, pendente lite and permanently. .

4, Granting the Defendant the sole (se, possession and control of her home, pendente
lite and permanantly, and that she be grantéd the right to change the tacks and/or
install a security system. : . .

5; Requiring Plaintiff to be solely responsible for all costs associated with her residence
including the note, mortgage, reasonable and necessary maintenance, telephone,
cable, gas, electric, security service, intemet; service, water, pool and yard
maintenance, insurances and taxes, retroactively and in the future, pendente lite and
permanently, ,
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6. Requiring Plaintiff to pay to Defendant an award of alimany and/or spousal support,.
fncluding retroactive, permanent, periodic, lmp sum reimbursement and
rehabititative alimony and support from Plaintiff pendente lite and permanently.

7. Awarding the Defendant the sole, exclusive possession, and control of the personal
proparty in her-possession; pendente Ute and permanently, -

8.  Reguiring the Plaintiff to {mmediately retum any and all items belonging to the
Defendant and minor child which are in his possession.

" 9. Awarding Defendant the exclusive use and possession of the Awarding Defendant the
exclusive use and possession of the Mark Vill automebile which she obtained prior to
the marriage as well as the Lincoln Navigator, 2003 BAW Z4, 98 Jaguar. and Mercedes
SL.-Convertible; and for the Plaintiff to be solely responsible for any and all loans,
reasonable and necessary maintenance, taxes, and insurance on these automobiles,
pendente lite and permanently.

10. Requiring the Plaintiff to maintain all life fnsurance policy(ies) on his life for the
benefit of the Defendant and the parties’ minor child which were in farce prior to the
parties’ separation, and requiring Plaintiff to timely pay all premiums and name
Defendant as the beneficiary of said poltcy(ies) in the amount he was insured prior to
the separation; or, in the alternative, to provide $2,000,000 in life Insurance on his
life for the benefit of the Defendant and the minor child, pendente lite and
permanently. .

1.  Requiring Plaintiff to maintain health, medical, and dental insurance on the parties

: and minor child; to timely make all payments and to be solely responsible for any
reasonable and necessary medical, health, dental and counseling Costs and/or
expenses of the parties and/or the minor child which are not cavered by insurance,
pendente lite and permanently.

12.  In"the event Plaintiff cancelted sald coverage, for an Order Requiring Plaintiff to
obtain insurance coverage shall be the same, or better, than it was prior to the
separation.

13, - Awarding the Defendant child support to be paid by the Plainti{f pursuant to the child
‘ support  guldelines, . including retroactive chitd support, pendente lite and
permanently. '

14.  Requiring the Plaintiff to be solely responsible for any and all costs and experses
assoclated with the minor child including, but not Umited to, school tuition, fees,
costs, books, supplies, clothes, school expenses, extra-curricular expenses,
allowances, camps and the like, pendente lite and permanently.

15.  Restraining and enjeining the Plaintiff from encumbering, disposing, conveying,

damaging, transferring, moving, altering, secreting, selling, disposing of, exercising
contractual options, liguidating, depteting or othmiwise reducing the value of the
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16.

17l

18.

19.

20 .

i1,

June ____,

partles’ marital assets, or fn any way causing the value of James Brown
Entertainment, Seventh Decade Entertainment, or his other businesses or any entities,
and any assets of the parties to decrease, except for in the narmal course of business,
pendente lite and permanently. _

Restraining and enjoining Plaintiff from exercising any contractual options or enforcing
any contractual agreements involving James Brown Entertainment, Seveath Decade
Entertainment, or his other businesses or dny entitfes, and any assets of the parties,
pendente {ite and permanently,

Restraining and enjoining Plaintiff from interrupting or interfednu with the
Defendant’s custodial’ peﬂods for any reason whatsoever. pendente lite and
pennanenuy.

Restraining and enjoining Plaintiff from denfgrating Plaintiff; embroiling the minor
child and the child’s friends in the parties’ differences; from discussing this Gitigation
with the child, or in the earshot of the child; froni communicating to the Defendant
through the chlld, from alienating the ehild’s affections from his mother; fram
disparaging ar criticizing the Defendant to the child, in the presence of the child, or
within earshot of the child; and from allowing other persons from doing any, of these
acts in the presence of or within earshot of the child pendente lite and permanently,

Restraining and enjoining the Plaintiff from harassing, abusing, threatening, molesting
or Interfering with the Defendant, her family, friends or witnesses in any way, and
fram disrupting, entering, or attemptlng to enter her residence, property ar place of
business, pendente lite and permanently.

- Awarding Defendant attorney‘s faes, costs, expert’s fees, investigator's fees and costs

from Plaintiff in the amount of $100,000
For an Order of discovery pursuant ta the South Carofina Rules of Civil Procedure,

DONAIA'JB CLARK, LLC g W %

Donald B. Clark ]

4% Immigration Street, Suite 204
Charleston, 5C 29403
843-720-8866

ROSEN LAW FIRM , LLC
Robert N, Rosen

134 Meeting Street, Suite 202
Charleston, SC 29401
843-377-1700

2004

Charleston, South Carolina
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STAT[:: OF SOUTH CAROL'INA

COUNTY OF AIKEN

JAMES JOE BROWN, JR.,

, Plaintiff

TOMMIE RAE HYNE AHMED BROWN,
Defendant,

»
b o N N N ot Rt N N St P

The Plaintiff, in replying to the Couugerclaim of the Defendant, would show as fvllows:

18 PlaintifF denies each and every allegation as set forth in Defendant;s Counterclaimy
\mless; hereinaﬁe; specifically ndpnitted’or explained and realleges the allegations of
|ﬁe Coruplaint as set out herein verbatim. u .

2. Plair;tiﬁ‘ admits paragraph 11 and 21 of the Counterclain. o

*

* Plaintiff denies parsgraph 12 of the Counterclaim and  re-alleges paragraphs 2

W
x

through 6 of Plaintiffs Amended Complaint as if set forth herein, Plaintiff is
. fnfurméd and beﬁeves that due the fact that Defendant was still marsied to another
person at the: time the parties obtained a mimiﬁge license that the ‘court should
determive the parties parontage by providing that the parties conduct geretic testin‘gg )
iu this matter. ‘
4. Plaintiff has msufficient informetion to admit alt of paragraph 13 of Defendant’s
counterclaim but admits so much as states the Defendant was marred to Javed
Ahmed prior to the wartiage ceremony to leuhﬁ‘ Also, that Defendant remained
legally married to this man at the time she entered into a mawisge ceremony with

* Plaintiff. Further, that after Plaintiff coremenced his presed&hipitient action frorn
AlKEN COUNTY

cu—: ﬁ Cothr
Stip Exhibits 000083
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from the Charleston County Fam{ly Coutt,

5.  Plaintiff adnuts so much ofparagmph 14 ofthe Counterclaim that states Defendsnt
dialed 911" on January 28, 2004‘3nd that Plaintiff wes arrested on that day. Plaintiff
denies the remainder of the paragraph. '

6.  Plaintiff denics parsgraphs 15,06,17,18.20,22 through 40 and 42 of the
Couaterclaim, ‘ '

71 Plaintiff admits so much of paragraph 19 of the Consiterclaim that states Pleintiffhas
paid monies to Gleo Dougtes in the past.

8.  Plaintiffadmitsso muchof paragraph41 ofthe Counterclaim that siates aréstraining
order should be jssucd but alleges that ifissued fhat the couirt shiould pm‘.lide thatit
be mutually binding on both parties, | v

9.  Pleintiff a;l:nits'so much of pmgmph 43 of the Counterclaim that'tbe.panies wonld
be a}!o‘wed discovery which the court would deera approptiate and wa-abusive.

WHEREFORE, after fully setting forthhis Reply, tiae Pleintiffrequests that the Defendznt's

Counterclaim be dismissed with costs and fecs awarded to the Plaintitf,

Respectfully Submitted,

SC Bar # 2769
North Augusta, Scuth Carolina
July 3 2004
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FlLﬁg
' STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE FAMILY COURT
. STATE OF SOUTH GAROLIN . ; o seposam lon
COUNTY OF AIKBN _ - ; - SECOND mo;cm_cmcgw AIKEN QQUcN){JYF;T
JAMESIOEBROWN.JX, . )  CASENUMBER: 04DR-02-157 CLERK OF G
~ ©© Plaintiff ) .
yg, T T e e 'y CONSENT ORDER OF DISMISSAL™
TOMMIE RAE HYNE'AHMED BROWN, )
Defendant. ; '. F\LED
R ’ MKEN COUNTY
HRARING DATE: Tuly 22, 2004
PRESIDING JUDGE: Peter R, Nuessle - AJG 15 13 e
ATTORNEY ROR PLAINTIFF: . James B, Huff . CLERK OF COURT
ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT: RobertN, Ragen .
CQURT REPORTER. Lisa Hicklin

This matter was scheduled to come befofe’tha Court for a Temporarﬁ Hearlng onthe above'

listed date. Prior to the hearing the parties informed the Court thet they had reached an Agreement

in this matter. The Agreement is a3 follows:
1. The pacties hereby dismiss their respective pleadiags without prejudice to either party.

2. Plaintiffwill pay the sum of $12,000,00 to.Dafendant for her attorney fees and costs in this

matter. This will be paid wiihin 10 days of the filing o,ffthis'order. .

3, Defendant agrees to and does hersby forever waive any claim of a common lew marxiage

to the Plaintiff, both now and in the future,
4, The parties agree to seal the courts file v this matter,
Besed ppoh the review of the court's file I make the following Findings of Fact:

1. The Agreement is fair and reasonable to both parties and should be approved by the Court.
STAIROF SOL HGAROLINA - - .

2, The Court has congidered ¥R M nciated in; Adadnll find that sealing the
o e

s . \
.Courts file in this mateer is proper. Bo&!‘ms‘:mm‘a eﬁuﬁm : @?ﬁ ¥ Kdve mutually consented
to having the ;&e dismissed without beirig liﬁgateﬁ%é‘pgraﬂgh@ resolved their differences and

v/,
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are currently residing together, As such, the b:{rt'\es are entitled to retain their privacy as to the
documents that have been fléd with the Court. The parties mutuat request and consent to soal the

Couts file is in the hest Interest of both parties, will avoid disclosure of the parties priw.té Tinanciel

st ' 'matt‘ers;"a.\iui_d"huni'w"any migor child"invol'\‘lb_d' with-this caserand ‘canses po _p't‘ejudtt':‘e to either

]
* n
. .

perty or to any public interedt with this case,

Based \iﬁbﬁ these Fiqdings of Pact, | make the followibg Conclusions of Law:
- ' . ‘ . . . 9 ae
1. Thatthe parties’and subject metter dre properly before and subject to the jurisdiction of

this Court, )

~

 Based upon the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, it is hereby ORDERED:
Y That the agreement of the parties ls approved by this Court,
"b. The Courts' file shall be sealed and not opened to anyons without further court

order of this court allowing such disclosure, «

AND IT IS SO ORDERED; a . s

Honorable P¢ fer R Nuessle
“Family Court Judge.
Second Judicial G:rcmt

»

A.:ken South Carolmn

This /% day oﬁ& 2004

_ 180 CONSENT:

Robert N. Rosen, Esq,
Attorney»for Defendant
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM AIKEN COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas RECEI VE:@

Doyet A. Early ITI, Circuit Court Judge DEC 22 2515 |

Civil Action Nos. 2013-CP-02-02849, 2013-CP-02-0285§C Court of Appeals

Appellate Case No. 2015-002417

Tommie Rae BIOWI,....c.ccceecreninieccsesssssnsecsassnsisesisassssasssssscssssssssassasssssasssssssasssans Respondent,

David C. Sojourner, Jr., in his capacity as Limited Special Administrator and Limited
Special Trustee, Deanna Brown-Thomas, Yamma Brown, Venisha Brown, Larry Brown,
Terry Brown and Daryl Brown,

Of whom David C. Sojourner, Jr., in his capacity as Limited Special Administrator and
Limited Special Trustee, Deanna Brown-Thomas, Yamma Brown, Venisha Brown, Terry
Brown, Michael Deon Brown and Daryl Brown, are the ........coecevenenensnesennnns Appellants.

PROOF OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby certifies that she has served the foregoing LSA’s Reply
to Respondent’s Return to Motion to Certify to the South Carolina Supreme Court for
Review Pursuant to Rule 204(b), S.C.A.C.R. by depositing a copy of same in the United

States Mail, postage prepaid on December i 7 , 2015 and addressed as follows:




Robert N. Rosen, Esq.

Corey T. L. Smith, Esq.

Rosen Law Firm, LLC

18 Broad Street, Suite 201
Charleston SC 29401

Attorneys for Tommie Rae Brown

Louis Levenson, Esq.

Levenson & Associates

125 Broad Street, SW

Atlanta GA 30303

Attorney for Deanna Brown Thomas,
Yamma Brown, Venisha Brown and Larry
Brown

Matthew Day Bodman, Esq.
Matt Bodman, PA

1500 Calhoun Street
Columbia SC 29201
Attorney for Daryl Brown

William Joseph Barr, Esq.

Barr Law LLC

108 N. Academy Street

Kingstree SC 29556-3422

Attorney for Tonya Brown a/l/a Sarah
LaTonya Brown-Fegan, Jeanette Mitchell
and Ciara Petitt and Cherquarius Williams
for LaRhonda Petitt

A. Peter Shahid, Jr., Esquire
Shahid Law Office :

89 Broad Street

Charleston, SC 29401

Attorney for Guardian ad Litem, Stephen
M. Slotchiver

S. Alan Medlin, Esq.

USC School of Law

1713 Phelps Street

Columbia SC 29205

Attorney for Tommie Rae Brown

David B. Bell, Esq.

David Bell Law Firm

619 Greene Street

Augusta GA 30903

Attorney for Daryl Brown, Michael Deon
Brown and Lisa Sims

John A. Donsbach, Esq.

Donsbach & King, LL.C

504 Blackburn Drive

Augusta GA 30907

Attorney for Terry Brown and Forlando
Brown

Scott Keniley, Esq.

Keniley Kumar LLC

Two Ravinia Drive, Suite 500

Atlanta GA 30346

Attorney for Terry Brown and Forlando
Brown

Itriss Jenkins, Esquire

Itriss J. Jenkins, LLC

215 E. Bay Street, Suite 203

Charleston, SC 49401

Attorney for Tonya Brown a/k/a Sarah
LaTonya Brown-Fegan, Jeanette Mitchell
and Ciara Petitt and Cherquarius Williams
for LaRhonda Petitt




Vera Gilford, Esquire

Post Office Box 12553

Miami, Florida 33101

Attorney for Tonya Brown a/k/a Sarah

LaTonya Brown-Fegan, Jeanette Mitchell

_ and Ciara Petitt and Cherquarius Williams
for LaRhonda Petitt

ﬂ 2015

December s

Robert C. Byrd, Esquire

Parker Poe Adams & Bernstein LLP
200 Meeting Street, Suite 301
Charleston, SC 29401

Amber B. Carter, Esquire

Parker Poe Adams & Bernstein LLP

1201 Main Street, Suite 1450

Columbia, SC 29201

Attorneys for Appellants, Deanna Brown-
Thomas, Dr. Yamma Brown and Venisha
Brown

oD Bt

{.inda B. Brewer _
Paralegal for Adams and Reese LLP

1501 Main Street, Fifth Floor

Post Office Box 2285 (29202)

Columbia, South Carolina 29201

(803) 254-4190

Attorneys for Appellant David C. Sojourner,
Jr., in his capacity as Limited Special
Administrator and Limited Special Trustee
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. Florida
/ﬂm\ ' S . Lovisiana

Mississippi
South Carolina

December 17, 2015 ;Zggsme

Washington, DC

Lyndey R. Zwing
Direct 803.212.4958

. . : E-Fax: 803.343.1245
Via Hand Deln(eg( yndey.zwing@araw.com

The Honorable Daniel E. Shearhouse
Supreme Court of South Carolina

1231 Gervais Street
Columbia, SC 29201 RECEIVED
InRe: The Estate of James Brown a/k/a James Joseph Brown DEC 22 20 15_

Tommie Rae Brown vs. David C. Sojourner, Jr., et al.
Appelate Case No. 2015002417 SC Court of Appeals
A&R File No. 022853-000001 ‘

Dear Mr. Shearhouse:

Enclosed for filing in the above-referenced matter are the original and seven (7) copies of LSA's
Reply to Respondent'’s Return to Motion fo Certify to the South Carolina Supreme Court for Review
Pursuant fo Rule 204(b), S.C.A.CR. Please file the original and six (6) copies pursuant to Rule 240,
SCACR, and return the extra copy to me via courier.

By copy of this letter, | am serving all counsel of record and the Clerk of Court for the South
Carolina Court of Appeals with the motion as set forth in the enclosed Proof of Service.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. Please contact me with any questions or concems.

Sipserely,

’ Lyndey Ritz Zwing
LRZfIbb
Enclosures
cc: David C. Sojourner, Jr., Esquire

The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings, Clerk of South Carolina Court of Appeals
All Parties of Record

1501 Main Street, Sth Floor| Columbia, South Carolina 29201 | 803.254.4190 | Fax 803.779.4749
www.adamsandreese.com
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The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings
Clerk of Court

South Carclina Court of Appeals

Post Office Box 11629

Columbia, SC 29211




