
TO: The Supreme Court of South Carolina 
1231 Gervais Street 

MARCH 12, 2013 

Columbia, South Carolina 29201 
(803) 734~1499 
Fax (803) 734-1499 

From: Ms. Ruth Kennedy 
263 Blythe Creek Drive 
Blythewood, SC 29016 

From: Ms. Terra K. Freeman 
112 Vineyards Crossing Court 
Columbia, SC 29229 

REF: CORRECTION OF ERRORS - Certified Mailed Appellants said Erred Response copy on 3-11-2013 

Dear Clerk: 

Please find the attached CORRECTION COPY of the Certified mailed Erred Copy of Appellants' requested 

Response from this said Appeals Court Clerk, dated "February 27, 2013". 

Please also see attached a COpy of said Lower Trial Courts 8 pageTRANSCRIPT dated MARCH 30, 2012, 

although this said Appeals court wrote that the said loiNer trial court claimed there was NO! 

TRANSCRIPT HEARING alleged heard on the dated March 30, 2012. *See lower Court's apparent! 

sudden prepared lor made up a TRANSCRIPT ~f an alleged HEARING held on the alleged date 3-30-2012; 

and or shows that the said Lower Trial court and its said Court Reporter was INTENTIONAL UNTRUTHFUL 

with this said S.c. Supreme APPEALS Court and its Clerk. 

Please excuse the prior mailed errors. 

Thank you. 

cc: Jody A. Bendenbaugh, Esquire and any other Proper Associate(s) 
NELSON, MULLINS, RILEY & SCARBOROUGH, LLP 
1320 Main Street, 17th Floor 
Columbia, South Carolina 29201 
Attorney for Respondent Bank of America 

R.BCBIVBD 
MAR J2 26,3 

S.C. SUpreme Court 
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TO: The Supreme Court of South Carolina 
1231 Gervais Street 

* Corrections on pg 2 

Columbia, South Carolina 29201 
(803) 734-1499 
Fax (803) 734-1499 

From: Ms. Ruth Kennedy From: Ms. Terra K. Freeman RBCEIVlSD 
MARf22013 

Re: 

263 Blythe Creek Drive 
Blythewood, SC 29016 

Terra K. Freeman ... etc .. v. Bank of America cc: 

112 Vineyards Crossing Court 
Columbia, SC 29229 

Mr. Robin Reipold, Official Court Reporter , 
Appellate Case No. 2012-213516 S.C. Supreme Court 
Master In Equity, Richland County 
1701 Main Street -
Columbia, South Carolina 29201 

Dear Clerk: 

The said Appellants, are providing their research, so \0 be now, in compliance with our verbal communication with the said 
Clerk's Office on today's date March 11, 2013, as well, in complaince with this said Clerk's Office attached 2 page letter, dated 
"Febraury 27,2013", which requested for Appellant(s) to provide this said Supreme Court of Appeals with the following: 

1. • ... That you please advise this Court of the. DATE on which you RECEIVED the TRANSCRIPT of the 
NOVEMBER 1,2012; HEARING:"; - The said Court Reporter Ms. Robin K. Re[bold's.attach COPY from the saiq Lower Trial 
Courtroom of a! Richland County's MASTER OF EQUITY Court, Judge - Joseph M. Strickland, ONLY!! provided the 
TRANSCRIPT, that was NOT! a TRANSCRIPT of an alleged HEARING DATED NOVEMBER 1,2012, but, of Judge 
Strickland's alleged TRANSCRIPT of the alleged HEARING dated "MARCH 30, 2012" allegedly held at 11 :26 a.m. to 11:34 
a.m.; '(See the attached Copy of the said March 30, 2012 Transcript) which was received After the date Feb. 11, 2013. 

THIS APPEALS SUPREME COURT'S ADM ITT ANCEl in its FEBRUARY 27, 2013 AIT ACH LEITER 
and the LOWER TRIAL COURT'S OWN attached CASE HISTORY SHEETlor DOCKE SHEET 1 SHOWS and ADMITS!! to 

this said APPEALS COURT, that therewas NO! HEARING Scheduled!! to be HELD ON the DATE "MARCH 30, 2012"; and 
WELL as the attach said Lower Court's CASE HISTORY SHEET SHOWS there ALSO was NO! HEARING NEVER! 

SCHEDULED to been HELD on the alleged DATE, NOVEMBER 1, 2012; 2 AS WELL AS THE SAID COURT REPORTER 
NEVER!! Could PRODUCE to Appellants NO! ALLEGED TRANSCRIPT - OF an ALLEGED HEARING THAT WAS NEVER! 
HELD ON THE date NOVEMBER 1, 2012; as to WHY neither! APPELLANTS NEVER APPEARED at any such Scheduled!! 
HEARINGS; and why this Appeals Case Law "Belue v. Belue" HAS NO.! MERIT! in this said CASE MA ITER ·(See Exhibits E) 

2. In this said Supreme Court CLERK's attach Letter dated "February 27, 2013', wrote in its First Paragraph 
that, it ' ... CONTAcTED the Court Reporter, Ms. Robin Reibold, about WHAT TRANSCRIPT are Available in this Matter. She 
ADVISES that TWO HEARINGS were CONVENED in this Matter, ONE on MARCH 30, 2012, and ONE on NOVEMBER 1, 2012. 
As to the HEARING Scheduled for MARCH 2012; the Court Reporter INDICATES that, While the RESPONDENT 
ApPEARED through Counsel, NEITHER of YOU APPEARED. As a RESULT! NOTHING!! was Apparently! PUT! 
ON! RECORD! for that! HEARING. THEREFORE, NOI TRANSCRIPT!! IS! AVAILABLE! for that! DATE."-

2a): By the attached COPY of the said Lower Trial Court's own! Case History Sheet/or DOCKET SHEET, and 
now! the suddent! PRODUCED COpy of an!! alleged! HEARING TRANSCRIPT - dated MARCH 30, 2012, and! this said own! 
Supreme Court's APPEALS LEDER dated 'February 27,2013" - which ADMITS on MARCH 30, 2012 • ... THEREFORE, NO! I 
TRANSCRIPT is AVAILABLE for that! DATE', makes its Obvious, that any! of the said Lower Trial Court presiding JUDGE 
STRICKLAND's provided UNSCHEDULED! sudden found INFORMATION are Untrustworthy, and/or is an intentional 

1 See attach Exhibits A,B,C.D. 
2 Which the attach lower trial court's own a,ttached COPY of its TRANSCRIPT dated MARCH 30, 2012, also! supports that the said Lower 
Trial Court and/or its said COURT REPORTER Ms. Robin Reibold was UNTRUTHFUL EVEN!! to this said Supreme Court of APPEALS, as to 
have made UNTRUTHFUL CLAIMS that 'There, NO! TRANSCRIPT! IS! AVAIlABLE for! that DATE:' - "MARCH 30, 2012". Therefore, 
shows the said CLAIMS by the said TRIAL COURT and its Staff - are Unreliable ... also! made to this said Appeals Court's CLERK, as of 
February 27, 2012. 
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UNTRUTHFUUor FRAUD Documents/or another! continued! Great! Erred! written Statements that were provided fraudulently 
r AFTER THE FACTS. 

3. This said Appeals Court on the Date "February 27,2013" also requested for these Appellants (Freeman and 
Kennedy) to • ... PLEASE ADVISE this Court of the DATE' which you RECEIVED the TRANSCRIPT of the NOVEMBER 1, 2012, 
HEARING ... "; Whereas of today's date March 11, 2013, NO! lower court's REPORTER, Never produced ANY TRANSCRIPT of 
any alleged HEARING allegedly HELD on the DATE "NOVEMBER 1, 2012*: In Facts, Appellants provided (AS THEIR 
ATTACHMENTS) in their earlier filed pleadings· to this said Appeals Court on the said Date "February 11, 2013" the EMAIL 
CommunicationsEMAILED, stating that THERE WAS NO! HEARING held on the DATE NOVEMBER 1, 2012, as to, again! 
WHY neither said Appellants could NEVER APPEAR for alleged HEARINGS that were never Scheduled ON the said LOWER 
TRIAL COURT RECORDS to ever! been heard on neither alleged date MARCH 30, 2012 nor on the alleged DATE 'NOVEMBER 
1, 2012". Whiich shows this said Appeals Court provided Code of Law Belue v. Belue has NO MERITS in this said case matter, 
involving these said Appellants, Freeman and Kennedy. 

Whereas, ihe said Lower Trial Court's ·Court Reporter, "Ms. Robin Reibold" appears to be attempting to either 
COVER UP for the State Court Judge Strickland, whom both Appellants ALWAYS made claims as to the said MASTER OF 
EQUITY JUDGE, Strickland, was always KNOWN and admitted as to his PERSONAL and Active INTEREST involving both said 
Appellants' said Cashier Checks - written named PAYEE/CCG - which Appellants' COMPLAINT of "INTENTIONAL THEFT" by 
the Respondent Bank of America - (who DURING the PROPER TIME PERIOD - NO LONGER/nor NEVER PRODUCED that 
Appellants' PAYEE/CCG EVER HAD ANY BANK ACCOUNT with Bank of America - during the Relevant Time period. As 
indeed, RECORDS produced always shows that the RESPONDANT Bank of American - always ADMITTED as to its personal 
participation as to RETURNING OTHER CCG Participants their said MONIES AND PROPERTIES due to the said CCG NEVER 
Received 'also the Other said CCG Constituents said Cashier Checks. 

As, well as, Both said Appellants indeed TIMELY FILED (within the alleged 3 years period-in which the Respondent -
NOTIFIED the 'said CCG's Constituents, by RETURNING their said MONIES and PROPERTIES (through! the STATE! 
DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE) not! UNTIL in the YEAR 2011, in the MONTH of AUGUST, which all this 'information were 
always written in responsive pleadings filed within the said Lower Trial Court, but! were intentionally IGNORED by the said lower 
trial Court Judge Strickland- who ADMITS in the attached MARCH 30, 2012 TRANSCRIPT on page 5, as to Judge Joseph 
Strickland ALWAYS KNOWN personal alleged Unsupported Facts, regarding Appellants alleged said PAYEE/CCG, which 
indeed the said Appellants are the ONLY HOLDERS 'who can/and has made TIMELY CLAIMS to their said MONIES and or 
Property rights to claims, which Appellants always COMPLAINT wrote that - 'Conspiracy, Fraud, and INTENTIONAL THEFT! of 
MONEY FUNDS and said ACTS are AGAINST Uniform Commercial Code 3 & 4 & ... UCC 3 - § 3-1 04{g) & UCC 3 § 3-405". 

AS WELL AS on page 2, of the said MARCH 3D, 2012 TRANSCRIPT, located on the 5th Sentence, acknowledged that 
Judge Strickland always known of Appellants filed for his "DISQUALIFICATION", but, as you can see by the attached copy of the 
said alleged! TRANSCRIPT dated MARCH 3D, 2012 on page 2, and Appellants provided NOTICE OF APPEALS - attached 
Exhibits of the said lower trial court's 'ORDER DENYING PLAINTIFFS MOTION TO VACATE" dated November 2, 2012, and the 
said lower trial court's "ORDER DISMISSING CASE WITH PREJUDICE" stamp dated "APRIL 12, 2012" NEVER, addressed any 
RULINGS regarding the said lower trial court's FILED MOTION for Judge Strickland's DISQUALIFICATION. 

Pray that this above information is satisfactory so to assist this said Appeals Court Letter dated "February 27, 2013". 

March 11, 2013/Edited 3-12-2013 

cc: Jody A. Bendenbaugh, Esquire and any otherProper Associate(s) 
NELSON, MULLINS, RILEY & SCARBOROUGH, LLP 
1320 Main Street,17th Floor 
Columbia, South Carolina 29201 
Attorney for Respondent Bank of America 
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'{[be ~uprenle Q[ourt of ~outb Qtarohna 

DANIEL E. SHEAROUSE 
CLERK OF COURT 

BRENDA F. SHEALY 
CHIEF DE?UTY CLERK 

Ms. Ruth Kennedy 
263 Blythe Creek Dlive 
Bly1hewood SC 29016 

Ms. Terra K freeman 
112 Vineyards Crossing Court 
Columbia SC 29229 

Februarv 27. 2013 
..J .' 

Re: Terra K. Freeman v. Bank of America 
Appellate CaseNo. 2012-213516 

Dear Ms. Kennedy and Ms. Freeman: 

POST OFFICE BOX 11330 
COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 

29211 

1231'GERVAIS STREET 
COLUMBIA, SOUTH C.:"ROLINA 2920; 

TELEPHONE: (3G3) 73L·1GSO 

FAX.: (803i 734- 1499 
<: 

\\Iww.sccourts.org 

] n response to your letter dated February 11, 2013, I have contacted the court 
reporter: 1'v1s. Robin Reibold, about \\/hat transcripts are available in this matter. 
She advises that two hearings were convelied in this matter, one on March 30, 
2012, and one on November 1, 2012. 

As to the hearing scheduled for March 2012, the court reporter indicates that, while 
the respondent appeared through counsel, neither of you appeared. As a result, 
nothing \vas apparently put on the record for that hearing. Therefore, no transcript 
is available for that date. 

As to the No\;ember 2012, hearing, the COUlt repolter indicates that respondent 
appeared through counsel, but that neither of you appeared. The court reporter 
indicates that the transcript of this hearing has been mailed to you. 



I ask that you please advise this Court of the date on which you received the 
transcript of the November 1,2012, hearing. This date should be provided within 
ten (10) days of the date of this letter. 

Further, it appears that the only transcript that is available in this matter.is the 
hearing of November I, 2012, and that transcript has been mailed to you. 
Therefore, the initial brief and designation of matter by the appellants will need to 
be serv'edand filed within thirty days of the date of this letter or within thiny days 
of your receipt of the transcript of the November 1,2012, hearing, \vhichever is 
later. 

Finally, T ask that you confinn if the court reporter is conect that neither appellant 
appeared at either hearing. Funher, ifthis is indeed the case, then I ask that you 
please explain ,,,,hy you have any right to appeal the orders issued in this matter. 
Bellie v. Belue, 276 S.c. 120,276 S.E.2d 295 (1981). This additional infonnation 
and explanation should be provided \vithin ten (l0) days of the daie of this letter. 

Very truly yours, 

cc: Jody Alan Bedenbaugh, Esquire 
Erik Tison Norton, Esquire 
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Richland County Common Pleas 
CASE HISTORY FOR CASE 2011CP4008913 

FILED DATE: 12r.;Q12011 

Terra K Freeman, plaintiff, et ill vs Bank Of America, defendant, et al 

CASE IYPE: CP/Rs!ie~ 820 

JUDGE' 

CASE PARTIES: 

Plaintiff Freeman. Terra K 

Defendant Bank Of America 

Defendant Graham, Missy 

Defendant Bartell, Jane 

Plaintiff Kennedy. Ruth 

Defendant Attorney Bedenbaugh. Jody Alan 

PO Box 11070, Columbia. SC 29211 

Plaintiff Pro Se Freeman. TerraK 

i 12 Vineyards Crcssing Ct.. Co\"mbia. SC 29229 

Plaintiff Pro Se Kennedy, Ruth 

263 Blythe Creek Drive. Blythewood, SC 29016 

CASE HISTORY FOR CASE 2011CP4008913 

Freeman. Terra K 

COST 

Total: 

Print Dale: 01/0212013 
Prim Tune: l:OS:55PM 
Requested 8y: COCTRISBlE 

Age: Unknown 
DL#: 

ORIGINAL BALANCE .DUE 

CaseHistorppt VB. i 

STATUS: Appeal 

DOB: Unknown 
SSN: OOG-OO-DOOO 

DISBURSED PAY PRIORITY 

Page 1 oi 2 
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CASE HISTORY FOR CASE 2011CP4008913 

DATE 

12':::012011 

1!l0!2012 

2/6.'201:2 

:;':12J20l~ 

:'Vt2l}Oi2 

3/!2f2012 

TIME 

4:21 PM 

9:42 "'M 
3:53 PM 

12:36 PM 

2:57 PM 

12:00 A1\·1 

EVENT DESCRIPTION 

film,; rccC'rded: Summons & C(.mplainr 

Filing recorded: Yuificalinn!Verified 

Morioili!\"orion filing fee 

MotioniMorion Filing Fee 

Filing IT'Corded: Res"ponse to Bank of America"s ~A 's Mo!i..."h' To Dismiss or! In 
COCMORENO ",corded the lo'iowing CaS<' NOlc: R"spoflS<: to Ban.~ ofAme,icu's l'!A 's Motion To 
Dismiss or. 'rn The.f\1ore Deflr.i:e Statement: Cenificatl;!' of SeTvice 

3/15:1012 12:00 AM COCMORE!\O recorded the i"oiluwimz C2S<" Note: i"urice uf Hearin2 on March 30, 2012. Cenificalc of 
Sef\'i~~ - .-.--

~:·27.''2012 12:IOPM 

Y2S!2012 2:36 PM 

3·'28:2012 2:36-PM 

.j!!2!~012 4:16 P1\" 

.5!29.'2{)12 4:48 PM 

5:J9i2011 10:37 AM 

5:30/2012 12:00 AM 

l(i!2l20i2 12:161'",1 

IOG20i2 12:00 AM 
. 'lOilsmm IO::;(lAM 

1 0;24!20 12 3:04 PM 
10!31.'J012 10:!, AM 
1115/2012 9:21 AM 
! }!6l"201] 9:49 A\i 
12;5:'1012 9:51.'\.\i 

12:'26i201~ 9:32.-\1\'1 

Print Date: 0110212013 
Prinl Time: -1:09:5t;PM 

MOii{'n For Continuance 
Motiun'Motion Filing fee 

Mot:onlrY1otion Filing Fo: 

0..r~in" Case "'jlh Preiudiu!J~~~kland , 
Motion/Moliult.Filing"Fcc -

Minion to Vacate.:oT Alter andtnr Ar:n-!nd or Akenlat;\,c ivlorion 
COCMORENO recorded the io!lowin!! Case ?\OlC: Motion to Vacale!;:', Aller andior .~melld or 
"ltem~li\'e Motion For Re!id From O~d<r Judge Joseph M. Strickland', Order Oismi5sind Case with 
Prejudice-
Filin~ recorded: NOliee of Hear!n!! on Nowmb.er I, 1012 

COC~\'IORENO recorded t'~ng Ca.", ~OIC: Cct1if.cate or'Ser\,ice 
Summons and Orrkr of A ppoin'.lllenl'Judg.e Srri;:k!and 
Filing recorded: R~pon;c [O,H,'3ring Notice 

Filing.RCord~d: Res;xm;{: 10 None Proper Dehered Alleged Summons 

Dr<kr Oenyiung Phintiffs Me',;"n tC> VBc3tc.'Judge Slrickland 

Filing recorded: Verif,catioJ1'Vcrifi"d 
Filing record~d: ~oljc~ of Appeal 

Filing recorded: Ceniftcme Of SL'ni"",'Prc'of <1fService 

ReQuesteti By: COCTRIBBLE CaseHistory. cpt V6.1 

I 

Dage2of2 
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The Supreme Court of South Carolina 
Theodore Edith, Petitioner, 

v. 

State of South Carolina, Respondent. 

ORDER 

By order dated October 31, 2005, the circuit court issued a conditional order of dismissal in this post-conviction relief 
(PCR) case. This brdergave petitioner twenty days to show cause why the conditional order should not become final. 
Petitioner did not file a reply to the conditional order of dismissal, and the circuit court issued a final order of dismissal 
on March 6, 2006. Petitioner has now served and filed a notice of appeal from this last order. 

S.C. Code Ann. § 17-27-70 (b) (2003) provides for conditional orders of dismissal in PCR actions. It states: 

When a court is satisfied, on the basis of the application, the answeror motion, and the record, that the applicant is 
not entitled to post conviction relief and no purpose woulej be served by any further proceedings, it may indicate to 
the parties its intention to dismiss the application and its reasons forso doing. The applicant shall be given an 
opportunity to reply to the proposed dismissal. In light of the reply, or on default thereof, the court may order the 
application dismissed or grant leave to file an amended application or direct that the proceedings otherwisecoritinue. 
Disposition on the pleadings and record is not proper if there exists a material issue of fact. 

This Court has pri;viQuslY' held tnafiile isSuanee·ofa<fefaultltidgmentba5e([or1:ttie:f~lliure'dfa-paiWt~fiI~~ 
~esPOnse'Qjg~ili9orjo appearis 'rtot~iu)pealabIECCr BelUe;,,; Belue:';276st'Y;120;'276 S£2d 295 (1981)( default 
judgment based on failure to appear);Duncan v'. Duncan, 93 S.C. 487,76 S.E. 1099 (1913)(defaultjudgment based 
on failure to file response pleading); Gadsdenv. Home Fertilizer & Chemical Co., 89 S.C. 483, 72 SE. 15 
(1911)(same); Gillian v. Gillian, 65 S.C. 129,43 S.E. 386 (1903)(same); Washington v. Hesse, 56 S.C. 28, 33 S.E. 
787 (1899)(same); Odom v. Burch, 52 S.C. 305, 29 S.E. 726 (1898)(same). We see no reason why this same rule 
should not be equally applicable to a PCR applicant who fails to avail himself of the opportunity to reply to a 
conditional order of dismissal and, as a result of this default, a final order of dismissal is issued. 

Accordingly, the. notice of appeal in this matter is dismissed. The remittitur will be sent as provided by Rule 221, 
SCACR. 

Columbia, South Carolina 
May 24,2006 

sf Jean H. Toal 

stjames E. Moore 

stjohn H. Waller, Jr. 

stE. C. Burnett, III 

s/Costa M. Pleicones 

C.J. 

J. 

J. 

J. 

J. 
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\ STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE CO\JRT OF COtJIMON PLEAS 

!COUNTY OF RICHL~~~ CP.SE #: 2011-CP-40-8913 

ITerra Freeman and Ruth Kennedy,) 
} Iv. Plaintiffs, ) 

iBank of ~§.erica, c/o Missy I Graham, Office Asst. Manager, 
and Jane Barfell, Personal 

I 
I 
i 

Banker, 

Defendants. 

HEARING 
******** 

i Friday, March 3D, 20.12 I 11:26 a.m. to 11:34 a.m. 

i The hearing before the Honorable Joseph M. 

!Strickland, Mas::er in Equity for Richland County, was 

I taken in Courtroom 2D cf the Richland County Judicial 

I Center, 1701 Main Street, Columbia, South Carolina, on the 

130th day of March, 2012, before Robin K. Reibold, Court 

I 
Reporter and Notary Public in and for the State of South 

Carolina. 

I 
! 
I 
I 
iAPPEARANCES: 

I
'JOdY A. Bedenbaugh, Esquire 

I Ne:son, .Mullins, R~ley ~ Scarborough, 
,13LO Maln Screet, ~7th Floor 
iColu~bia, South Carolina 29201 

LL.P 

iAttorney for the Defendant Sank of America, NA 
1 

I 

Official Court Rep011er 
ldasler ill Equi/y, Richland County 

1701 A1ain Street - POSl Office Box 192 (29202) 
Columbia, South Carolina 2920] 

I 



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN, THE COURT OF COMMON PLEJ>.S 

COuNTY OF RICIiLANP CASE #: 2011-CP-40-8913 

Terra Freem9-n and Ruth Kermedy, ) 
) 
) Plaintiffs, 

V. 
Bank of: America, c/o Missy 
Graham.,bffic::::e, Asst. Manager" 
and . Ja,ne . 1;3ar:fell, Personal 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) Banker, 

Defendants. 
) 
) 

HEA~l;NG, 

'* * ** *,* 1i:.*' 

Friday, Matc.h. 30:;~2Q1:2 
11: .2 6 a .m.to 11':,3'4 a·. ni.. 

--e- The . hearing before 

'~o·"py '....,p .' ,.C.C.. .' 

M. 

Str.ickland"Master in Equi:ty fqr Richl,arid Cbunty ( was I 

taken in Courtroom 2D of the Richlarid County Judicial 

Center" 1701 Main Street, Cqlurnbicj:, ~o:uth Carolina" orithe 

30th day of March, 2012, befo:r;'e Robin K.Reibold, Court 

Rceporter and Notary PlJblic iri arid "for the State of South 

Ca.ro~ina. 

i ,APPEARANCES: 
, .. 

JodyA-.Bedenbaugh, Esquire 
N~lson, M~ll{nSjR;i.ley& Scarborgllgh, LLP .. 
fi:zo'MaiwStreet,17th Floor ' .. 
Coluwbia, s.outh Carolina 29201 
AttorI'l,ey for the Deferidant Bank of Amer:i,c Cl , NA 

°fficiarl;ourtR~pl!c!'..ter:. 
Master-lft Equitj;>RlchlandCounty: 

1701 Main SO-eet -Po-StprftceBox,l92 (29202) 
Co/ymQia, South Carolina 2.9201 



I~ 

-~ .' ' 

2 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18. 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Terra K Freeman, et al. v. Bank of AnletiCQ,et al. 

'1 THE COURT: ,All right. This is Civil Action Number 2011-'-

CP-40-B9123, Terra Freeman and othe;s v~rsu~ Bank of 

America and others. Mr. B~denbaugh, the matter 

before· the Court isa ITlotionhea:ring from your 

client, moving to dismiS~ th~s tas~., Th~· plaintiffs 

also filed a Motion for a Change of V~nue . They' ve 

asked for me to be disqualified from the case, and 

they: also ,.,rant a continuance. of course 
. "-, .' YOU know 

ine as the Master inEquity for Ri.cliland.County. 

Today I'm sitting as Spe-ciai Circuit Court Judge 

pursuant. to a standingor,derof Chief Just.ice T6al. 

Mr. Bedenbaugh, you may j:>ro·ce.ed. It's ·your-'mot·ion) 

-and we' ve ·waited 30 minutes for s<;llT\~body frorTi the 

plaintiffs' side to show' up, ahd rio' one has shown 

up. And we're going to hear from you, and I'll mak~ 

a decision about a ru;iD9 ~oday or ~esth~duling 

this. 

MIS. BEDENBAUGH: I'll start out. briefly with~th~background 

of the ... I don't know if Your Honor had, a chance 

to look at the Complain,t, but it is .almost 

incomprehensible, with random references to 

nonsensical statutes, e,tcete,ra. It appears to 

relt3.te to the Three Hebrew .Boys' Ponz-i scheme. that 

was' in the news a few years agc). 

thi!?~type of' complaint is a. trehd. 

O/fici(l1 CQli:rtRepqrter 
Master in EquiiY,l?icMq.ndCourity 

''''--. 

1701 Main Street~Post Ofjice13o.x192 (29202) 
'Co!umbia;South Carolina 29201 

Unfortun'ately, 
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Terra K. Freeman, ei al. v, Bank of Alrlerica,et al. 

ca'ses for Bank of ,America '.'lith the same 

allegations. I know of two others against the bank 

in South Carolina. And my understan~ing is they've 

been sued like this in other states as well. The 

gist of the Complaint appears to be that:. cashier's 

checks were made out to. c::apitalConsortium, Group; 

which was an entity used by Threel:lEip,rew Boys . And 

Bank of America in thi·s case allowed that to be I 
deposited into the Capital Consortiu:n GroLipaccount, 

~i th the endorsem.ent of Capita:lCons.ortium Group. 

We moved to dismiss 6fiessentially' four g:ro].mds: 

one, . it doesn"t"meet' the:minimLimr;neaaihg,;~·ta'-ndchds/ 

even giving them all benefi·t in the world as pro sei 

two, cashier's checks, under, the ·qCC.,;thE?> bank that 

they're dra,wn on, and in' these ca.sesit' s vJachovia;. 

dra\.J ... Wachovia is 'the drawer .andth~ dr:awee 6f a: 

cashier's check, and the payee is Capi·t'<31 Consortium 

c;roup; Those are the. only people who have rt9bts to 

tha·t check . The remitt~r, which would 'be the 

plaintiffs; .don't have· any standing to sue for a 

fraudulent endorsementqy imp'roper signat.ure .on the 

cbeck. 

payee. 

Secondly, these. checks reached the intel1ded 

They were made payab~e to Capital Consortium 

Gro.up and 1:;heywere deposited into an ~ccount of. 

capit~l Consortium. Group . Under that. scerf:d,io . there 

'. Officla['Coltrt~ReP()rt.er 
Master in Equiiy,'Rjch!ti!idCounty .. 

170 1 MainSti;ee(~ POStOj[zce Box. 19 2 (2.?202) 
. Columbia, South Cafolini1'29201 
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is no liabil.i ty for a wron'gful endorsement. Even if 

it is wrong, it .got to where it was made payable, 

The other a rgurnen ti s the statut'e 

limitations. The checks attached to the cOInplaint 

were dated March 2007 and February 2008. The action 

was bro~ght at the end of 2Dll, outrside the three-

year statute of limit~tioDS ... So ·those, are the 

substanti~e grounds. It appears., in reading through 

the materials, they a:r;-e s<2_ekingw:congs. seeking' 

relief for wrol}gs by Capital Consbttiuni, GrOup, but. 

ar-e not alleging anything that Capi'tal 

Consortium Group did wrong:; they"resliingfifiancia'l 

institutions have accounts for' 

Capital Consortium Gr()l!p. As YoiJr HOhO!;' may know, 

Mr., Beattie Ashmore was appointed re8ei ver for. a'11 

Three Hebrew Boys. entities. It's.oyr bel~ef th~t if 

they have a claiin: aaainst 
~,. ." 

the' Three . Hebrew Boy 

enti.ties, then it .··.shOl-lld be through that 

recei vership penciing in district court. so, in a 

nutshell, that's it. We do suspeqt that there 'is a 

n6n~lawyer who i~ behind all of these. She has not, 

that, particular person has not signed anything in 

the action before this Court' today, s.o that issue' s 

not before the Court. E}ut I just wanted. to raise 

that. 

-'-?"'.- "' . -,;': ...... 

. Official Ciii!rt}.l:ePo.rter . 
Mastiit in,Equity,RichJdnd County·. 

170! lI1alnStreet~PQsKOffice..'lJox192f29202) 
. Co[umbia,$QuthCcir()lina 29201-: 
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THE COURT: \-vpat's 'the name of the person? 

2 MR. BEDENBAUGH: It's Rowser Thed{orci 'Bey Csic.). 

3THECOORT: B-E""Y? 

4 MR .. BEDENBAUGH: B-E-Y, tha·t' ~ correct. 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 . 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

24 

25 

THE COURT: The reason I .ask, there was the Three 

Hebrew Boys did have a lawyer named Sh,akimaBey, who 

actually was pros.ecuted fdrimauthorizedpractice oJ 

la.l:'I, and was actually incarcer~a.ted i,f I r~call the 

facts . And there are all kinds of stories. 

. Appa;r~nt,ly he had gone so far as to optaih 

meinbership in the America'n Bar A'ssoi:::iation, and tha.t 

convinced some people that he was a lE~gt fimate 

at'torney. I don't think he i~ or was. 'But, yeah, 

that's speculation at, this point, we don' tkno.w. I 

was hoping we could, you knovI, somebody \-;Quld show 

upf~om the plaiht1ffs" ~~de. They want. a change or 

venJle to Cb,arleston County, which is, .. odd. because 

t·hey could havesu~d yolirclienctin Charleston 

County to start with. Do youiknow anything about 

that, or? 

MR. 'BEDENBAUGH: Judge, both the plainti:ffs, and I have to 

assume that they kneW t,he'y're part' cif this lawsuit, 

have Columhia' addresses on the complaint; '50, I 

mean,. you know, not 'only do they not show 'that· it 

wd~l,d' ·be more convenient to be in Charleston, I'm 

Offidat CourtReporli!T . 
MastefinEqiiiry, cRichlai£dCo1j.niy ' 

170IMalfz,Streef.-Ros( Offici BoxI92{29202j 
Colw:nbza,"$ouihCarolinci29201 .' .. 
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not sure that Charleston is 'a proper venuE: in the 

first instance given thCit Bank o'f JI.rnerica did- its 

business h~re ih Richland County and theyi re both 

Richland County. 

THE CO~T: NOv.i, qne of the things your client, asked for 

is dismissal with PFej'~dice", Can you explain that 

to me? 

MR.I3E:DENBNJC;Hl Judge, essentially disrrU$sa1 wa's' appr,op'tiate 

with prej ud.tce when an am~ndment \.;ou1d be futile,. 

, AriOiYOU kho,w, aside from the c,raziness of the 

language used, the subst:anc~oftheal+~9.ations are 

futil.ebecause not "onlj"are",·thechecks old, . but, the 

remitters i-JOuld not have a'ny st,anding to sue,. And 

ev:en, if they did, according to the - I 

ch~cks, "that were a.t:tached to the, Complaint" they 
. .-. - '~" 

wer:e '';hdorsed anddep.osi t~d 1ntothe acc;:ount' where 

the)iwere "made payablE:'" So j (g3t . ,syb$ta"ntively, I 

think it W01Jlp be futi'le, even ;if we let them ,amend, 

it. Based on my experien:ces in the other cases, I 

don't think if given the oppOrtunity to amend we're 

goih'g to see anything different because ' it's 

been a delusionofthesenoh~ensical pleadings. 

justl 

I 

THE COURT: All right.Mr .'BedenbCiugh, your' motion-' s 

granted.' If you'il submit an order. 

25MB.. BEDENBAUGH: Your Honor f I have a Form 4ario prO,posed 

Official Couril{eJ]O,ttet 
~iiaSt~~ 'inEquity,:Ri9hlgndtoi{niy 

170 iMdifz'Sifeet;'~Pos(QfjicelJox-J 9}: (2920.2) 
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Terra K Freeman, et af. v. Banko! America, el af. 

order that have the same a,~guments th3.t I. just 

2 summarized. 

3 THE CQURT: Okay. 

4 IMR. BEDElirBAUGH: If I may pass it up? 

5 THE COURT: Yes. I'm going to have, to read it, but I'm 

6 not going to sign it today. Yoti might h~ar from me 

7 in a week or so. 

8 MR. BEDENBAUGH : There's the. o'riginal and a copy. 

9 THE COuRT: Okay, thank you; 

lOM.R\;BEDE~qGH.:Thank you, Your Ho l1or, 

i 1 (There . be:ing , no t:liiI?:g furth,er, tlle hearing .. was ,con¢ludeda 1:. " 

12 111:34 a.m.), 

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

O/ficiq} C()4r(llepotter 
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CERTIFICATE 

I cer:ti'fy that the foregoi-ng transcript, consisting 

. of 7 pages, is a true, accura,te and complete transcript of 

the hearing taken before met Robin K. F<.eibolcL t,he,' 

undersigned C'ourt Reporter'. Tl1ishearirig was held without 

a jury before The Honorable Joseph M. StriGklan.~t Master 

in Equity for Richl9nd County ; on March 30, 2012, ',in the 

withih~tiptioned case. 

Said> hearing Y/as reported using . the. ,method of 
.... 

-"0-." 

Stenomas·k ~lithbackup and \oJastra:fl'~,c:ril?e,d ,py tne:;~ 

, Offii:ia;lCqurt:R.epl!r~er' 
Mdster~'£h.'Equ{iy;Ri(;hza~2dCd~nty . 

170IMaih8treet:c..post:'Ojfite BO;c'f9L(29202J 
.'. 'Coiultz.bia; $QU~Iz'CqrQlina:2.9 20J ; 
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====================================== 
SANDHILLS STATION 
1805 CLEMSON BLVD 

COLUMBIA, SC 29229-9998 

03/11/2013 06:48:55 PM 
====================================== 

Sales Receipt 
Product Sale Unit 
Description Qty Price 

Fi nal 
Price 

COLUMBIA, SC 29201 
Zone-O First-Class Mail® 
Large Envelope 
o lb. 2.20 oz . 

$1.32 

• Expected delivery Wednesday, March 
13. 
Certifi ed Mail'" 
Return Receipt (U.S. Mail) 

$3.10 
$2.55 

%% Label #: See Attached Form 

Issue Postage: 

Total: 

Paid by: 
DebitCard 

Account #: 
Approval #: 
Transaction #: 
23-901980037-99 
Receipt #: 

APC Transaction #: 
USPS® # 

======== 
$6.97 

========== 
$6.97 

$6.97 
XXXXXXXXXXXX3015 
520566 
079 

091228 

106 
451812-9550 

%% To check on the delivery status of 
this article, visit our Track & 
Confirm website at USPS. com, use this 
Automated Postal Center'" (or any 
Automated Postal Center'" at other 
Postal locations) or' call 
1-800-222-1811. 

Please retain all receipts from 
affixed forms. For inquiries, both the 
sales receipt and the customer copy 
from the affixed form shall be 
required. 

Thanks. 
It's a pleasure to serve you. 

ALL SALES FINAL ON STAMPS AND POSTAGE. 
REFUNDS FOR GUARANTEED SERVICES ONLY. 


