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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA   ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
COUNTY OF RICHLAND    ) OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT  
      ) 
Dr. Aaron Bishop, Dr. Jennifer Bishop,  ) 
Greater Columbia Community Development ) CASE NO.: 2023-CP-40-06070 
Corporation, and Grace Christian Church  ) 
      ) 
 Plaintiffs,     ) ANSWER AND COUNTERCLAIM 
      ) 
Vs.       ) 
      ) 
Angela Bishop Hammonds, Robin McRae,  ) 
And Roderick Bishop.    ) 
      ) 
 Defendants.     ) 
____________________________________) 
 
Defendants Angela Bishop Hammonds, Robin McRae, and Roderick Bishop (“Defendants”) 
Answering the Summons and Complaint of Plaintiffs, responds as follows:  
 

1. Plaintiffs deny each and every allegation of Plaintiffs Complaint which is not hereinafter 

specifically admitted, qualified, or explained.  

2. The allegations contained in Paragraph one of the Complaint are legal conclusions and 

require no response.  

3. Plaintiffs deny the allegations in paragraph two of the Complaint in part and admit the 

allegations in apart. Defendants assert Grace Christian Ministries Incorporated’s name 

was changed to Greater Columba Community Development Corporation by way of 

amendment in May of 2010. Thus, Greater Columbia Community Development 

Corporation is NOT a dba of Grace Christian Ministries Inc. but IS Grace Christian 

Ministries Inc. Defendants admit that the Corporation is a nonprofit corporation 

organized and incorporated in the State of South Carolina.   

4. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph number three; Defendants are not 

aware of any business entity named Grace Christian Church. Defendants admit that 
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Greater Columbia Community Development Corporation is a religious place of worship 

located in Richland County, South Carolina. Defendants admit that the Board of Directors 

consisting of Defendants and Defendants only control the Greater Columbia Community 

Development Corporation. In so far as Plaintiffs refer to Grace Christian Church as “the 

Church” Defendants are not aware of any business entity bearing that name, therefore 

Defendants deny that “the Church” as defined by Plaintiffs is a religious place of worship 

located in Richland County, South Carolina. Defendants deny that the Corporation 

controls “the Church” as defined by Plaintiffs.  

5. Plaintiffs deny the allegations contained in paragraph three in so much as they are not 

familiar with any entity named “Grace Christian Church.” To the extent Plaintiff’s mean 

Grace Christian Church of South Carolina, and or Greater Columbia Community 

Development Corporation, Defendants admit the allegations in paragraph three.  

6. Defendants admit the allegations in paragraph four in part and deny in part. Defendants 

assert that they are members of Greater Columbia Community Development Corporation, 

and that they sit on the Board of Directors for the Greater Columbia Community 

Development Corporation. Defendants deny having knowledge of being members of “the 

Church” as defined by Plaintiffs.  

7. Defendants admit the allegations contained in paragraph five.  

8. Defendants admit the allegations contained paragraph six.  

9. Defendants admit the allegations contained in paragraph seven.  

10. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph eight in part and admit the 

allegations in part. Defendants assert that the attached exhibit does not reflect the Bylaws 

which govern the Greater Columbia Community Development Corporation. Defendants 
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will show unto this Honorable Court that Bylaws adopted in January of 2007 govern the 

Greater Columbia Community Development Corporation.  

11. Defendant denies the allegations contained in paragraph number nine and assert that Dr. 

Aaron Bishop was not appointed permanently by Corporation By laws. Defendants are 

without sufficient knowledge to admit or deny that Plaintiff Dr. Aaron Bishop is the 

Pastor of “the Church,” as defined by Plaintiff or who appointed him to said position of 

“the Church.”  

12. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph number ten in that Defendants 

once again assert, they are without knowledge as to any business entity named Grace 

Christian Church. Defendants assert that Plaintiff Dr. Aaron Bishop served as Pastor of 

Greater Columbia Community Development Corporation until he took a sabbatical in 

March of 2022.  

13. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph number eleven in part and admit 

the allegations in part. Once again, Plaintiffs are not aware of any business entity named 

Grace Christian Church. Defendants assert that Plaintiff Dr. Aaron Bishop serves as a 

non-voting board member of Greater Columbia Community Development Corporation. 

Defendants admit that Plaintiff is a member of Greater Columbia Community 

Development Corporation.  

14. Defendants admit the allegations contained in paragraph number twelve.  

15. Defendants admit the allegations contained in paragraph number thirteen.  

16. Defendants admit the allegations contained in paragraph number fourteen.  

17. Defendants admit the allegations contained in paragraph number fifteen.  

18. Defendants admit the allegations contained in paragraph number sixteen.  
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19. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations contained 

in paragraph number seventeen.  

20. Defendants admit the allegations contained in paragraph number eighteen in so much as a 

letter was sent to Plaintiff Dr. Aaron Bishop extending his sabbatical, however, 

Defendants deny that the letter was sent by “the Church’s” administrative team, as the 

Defendants have no knowledge of who “the Church” is as defined by Plaintiffs, 

Defendants assert that the letter extending the sabbatical was sent by the Board of 

Directors consisting the Defendants.  

21. Defendants admit the allegations contained in paragraph number nineteen.  

22. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph twenty insomuch as Defendants 

do not know who “The Church” is. Defendants admit that members of the church have 

the right to have notice of every meeting called within the Church pertaining to Church 

matters as it pertains to Greater Columbia Community Development Corporation.  

23. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph twenty as Defendants once again, 

have no knowledge of who “the Church” is as defined by Plaintiffs. In so much as 

Plaintiff Dr. Aaron Bishop is a member of Greater Columbia Community Development 

Corporation, and the Bylaws are silent as to if the members of the church are due notice 

of every meeting, Defendants assert the rules default to the South Carolina Non-Profit 

Corporation Act.  

24. Defendants deny the allegations in paragraph twenty- two and demand strict proof 

thereof.  

25. Defendants deny the allegations in paragraph twenty-three and demand strict proof 

thereof.  
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26. Defendants admit the allegations contained in paragraph number twenty-four and deny in 

part the allegations contained in paragraph number twenty-four. Defendants admit that 

they held a “Church Meeting.” Defendants deny that the meeting was held without prior 

notice being given to Plaintiffs Dr. Aaron Bishop and Dr. Jennifer Bishop. Defendants 

would show unto this Honorable Court that notice of this meeting was sent to the church 

congregation through a church management system for all church members including 

Plaintiff Dr. Aaron Bishop and Plaintiff Dr. Jennifer Bishop.  

27. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph number twenty-five and would 

show unto this Honorable Court that notice of said meeting was properly sent to 

Plaintiffs.  

28. Defendants admit the allegations contained in paragraph number twenty-six in so much 

as Sean Dreher resumed his position as interim pastor of the Greater Columbia 

Community Development Corporation as Plaintiff Dr. Aaron Bishop did not return from 

his Sabbatical as he indicated he would. 

29. Defendants admit in part the allegations contained in paragraph number twenty-seen and 

deny in part the allegations contained in paragraph number twenty-seven. Defendants 

admit that a letter was sent by Plaintiff Dr. Aaron Bishop to Interim Pastor Sean Dreher; 

Defendants deny that the letter is the letter attached in Plaintiff’s Complaint.  

30. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations contained 

in paragraph number twenty-eight. Defendants have no knowledge of Pastor Aaron 

Bishop appointing Dr. Jennifer Bishop as Co-Pastor of “the Church” insomuch as 

Defendants don’t know who “The Church” is and were not privy to any appointment of 

Dr. Jennifer Bishop to the Greater Columbia Community Development Corporation as 
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Co-Pastor or in any other capacity. Defendants deny that an appointment of Dr. Jennifer 

Bishop to Co-Pastor of Greater Columbia Community Development Corporation would 

not have required a Board vote.  

31. Defendants are without knowledge sufficient to admit or deny the allegations contained 

in paragraph twenty-nine as it pertains to the appointment of seven (7) new Board 

members. Defendants deny that appointments of new Board members may be done 

without the consent of the Board under the Bylaws of the Greater Columbia Community 

Development Corporation and Defendants deny the Bylaws of the Greater Columbia 

Community Development Corporation require the Board of Directors to consists of 

twelve (12) persons.  

32. Defendants admit the allegations contained in paragraph number thirty.  

33. Defendants admit the allegations contained in paragraph number thirty-one.  

34. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph number thirty-two insomuch as 

the meeting was called and held in accordance with the laws of the State of South 

Carolina and the Bylaws of Greater Columbia Community Development Corporation.  

35. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph number thirty-three as 

Defendants deny Plaintiff Dr. Aaron Bishop had the authority to appoint new Board 

members without a vote.   

36. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph number thirty-four.  

37. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph number thirty-five.  

38. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph number thirty-six.  

39. Defendants admit the allegations contained in paragraph number thirty -seven and deny 

the allegations contained in paragraph number thirty-seven in that Defendants admit they 
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sent Dr. Aaron Bishop a Letter of Termination and deny that they held an unduly and 

invalid meeting on November 1, 2023.  

40. Paragraph number thirty-eight do not require a response.  

41. Defendants admit the allegations contained in paragraph thirty-nine.  

42. Defendants admit the allegations contained in paragraph forty. 

43. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph forty-one in-so much as 

Defendants have no knowledge of who “the Church” is as defined by Plaintiffs. 

Defendants would assert that the notice required to be given to church members of 

Greater Columbia Community Development Corporation is defined by the 2007 Bylaws.  

44. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph forty-two as Defendants have no 

knowledge of “the Church” as defined by Plaintiffs. Defendants admit that members of a 

nonprofit corporation are due notice of certain hearings and or meetings in accordance 

with that corporations Bylaws. To the extent a corporation’s Bylaws do not address the 

manner in which members are to receive notice, the South Carolina Non-Profit 

Corporation rules and procedures apply.  

45. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph forty-three and demand strict 

proof thereof.  

46. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph forty-four and demand strict 

proof thereof. Defendants assert that the Bylaws by which they operate have been in 

effect since at least 2007.  

47. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph forty-five.  

48. Defendants vehemently deny the allegations contained in paragraph forty-six and demand 

strict proof thereof.  
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49. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph forty-seven.  

50. Paragraph number forty-eight is a conclusion of law and requires no admission or denial.  

51. Defendants admit the allegations in paragraph number forty-nine.  

52. Defendants admit the allegations in paragraph number fifty.  

53. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph number fifty-one.  

54. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph number fifty-two.  

55. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph number fifty-three.  

56. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph number fifty-four.  

57. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph number fifty-five.  

58. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph number fifty-six.  

59. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph number fifty-seven. 

60. Defendants admit the allegations contained in paragraph number fifty-eight.  

61. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph number fifty-nine.  

62. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph number sixty.  

63. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph number sixty-one.  

64. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph number sixty-two.  

65. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph number sixty-three through sixty-

six.  

66. The allegations in Paragraph number sixty-seven do not require a response.  

AND BY WAY OF COUNTERCLAIM  
PARTIES, JURISDICTION, VENUE, AND FACTS OF THE CASE 

 
1. Defendants Angela Bishop Hammonds, Robin McRae, and Roderick Bishop are the 

biological siblings of Plaintiff Dr. Aaron Bishop and the in laws of Plaintiff Dr. Jennifer 

Bishop.  
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2. Grace Christian Ministries Inc. (herein referred to as GCMI) was founded by the late 

Robert L. Bishop and his wife Dr. Azalee C. Bishop; parents of Plaintiff Dr. Aaron 

Bishop, and Defendants Robin McRaee, Roderick Bishop, and Angela Bishop 

Hammonds.  

3. Grace Christian Ministries Inc was Incorporated with the South Carolina Secretary of 

State’s office on October 23rd, 1985. (Please See Exhibit A).   

4. In June of 2006 Bishop Robert L. Bishop passed away. In 2007 the Board of Trustees, 

appointed Plaintiff Dr. Aaron Bishop to serve as Pastor of Grace Christian Ministries Inc.  

5. In January of 2007 Plaintiff Dr. Aaron Bishop along with the Board of Trustees updated 

the Grace Christian Ministries Inc.’s Membership Handbook, By-Laws, and Constitution 

(See Exhibit B) 

6. On May 12, 2010, Plaintiff Jennifer Bishop presented to the South Carolina Secretary of 

State’s office and changed the name of Grace Christian Ministries Inc. to Greater 

Columbia Community Development Corporation (herein referred to as “the Corporation”. 

(SEE EXHIBIT C).  

7. At the same time Plaintiff Jennifer Bishop changed the name of Grace Christian 

Ministries Inc., she also filed Articles of Amendment updating the Board members to 

include Angela Bishop Hammond, Robin McRae, Roderick Bishop, Aaron Bishop, and 

Jennifer Bishop. (See Exhibit D).  

8. Greater Columbia Community Development Corporation’s Board of Directors exists to 

oversee the day-to-day operations of the church and to serve as a system of checks and 

balance of power on the Pastor and different departments within the church.  
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9. On or about August 19th, 2014, Plaintiff Jennifer Bishop Incorporated with the South 

Carolina Secretary of State’s Office “Grace Christian Church of South Carolina.” Listed 

on the Articles of Incorporation was that the corporation was nonprofit in nature and was 

a religious corporation that was to have members. Filed with the Articles of Incorporation 

were Bylaws (Please See Exhibit E).  

10. In March in 2021, Dr. Azalee C. Bishop passed away in her sleep unexpectedly.   

11. On or about March 25, 2022, Plaintiff Dr.  Aaron Bishop sent the Board of Directors 

(then consisting of the Defendants in this case) a letter stating that he was taking a six-

month sabbatical (herein referred to as “the Sabbatical letter.”) and requested 

compensation for said sabbatical. This letter indicated the sabbatical would begin on 

Sunday March 27, 2022, and conclude on Saturday October 1, 2022. (Please See Exhibit 

F).  

12. On March 26th, 2022, a Board meeting was held via Zoom. In attendance was Plaintiff 

Pastor Dr. Aaron Bishop, Defendants Angela Bishop Hammonds, Robin McRae, 

Roderick Bishop, and a non-voting guest Reverend Dr. James Gibbs. (Please See Exhibit 

G- meeting minutes from the Board Meeting). At this meeting the acceptance of Plaintiff 

Dr. Aaron Bishop’s request for paid sabbatical was discussed and Reverend Dr. James 

Gibbs was appointed Interim Pastor for Grace Christian Church for the next six (6) 

months.  

13. On October 20, 2022, The Board of Directors sent Plaintiff Aaron Bishop a letter 

indicating that due to Plaintiff Dr. Aaron Bishop not returning to his position as pastor by 

the date indicated in his Sabbatical Letter to them, they were extending his sabbatical 

until January 1, 2024, without pay. (Please See Exhibit H) This letter also outlined that 
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Plaintiff Dr. Aaron Bishop was to “refrain from conducting any spiritual, financial, 

business, or legal matters for the church which included “conducting bible study, prayer 

meetings, business meetings, or any ordinances connected to Greater Columbia 

Community Development Corporation.”  

14. On October 1, 2023, a meeting was held between the Board of Directors, Church 

Members, and the Church Congregation at large. All members of Greater Columbia 

Community Development Corporation members were sent notice of the meeting in 

accordance with the Corporation’s Bylaws and through the Corporation’s internal 

messaging system. Plaintiffs were also included on this notice (See Exhibit I) The 

overwhelming consensus of the church congregation was that Plaintiff Dr. Aaron Bishop 

had been negligent in his duties as Pastor of the Corporation and that the congregation no 

longer desired for him to Pastor them. (Please See Exhibit J- meeting minutes).  

15. On or about October 15, 2023, Plaintiff Dr. Aaron Bishop announced on Facebook that he 

had returned to the pulpit at Grace Christiaan Church unbeknownst to the Board of 

Directors or to the congregation (Please See Exhibit K).  

16. On or about October 24th, 2023, Defendants Angela Bishop Hammonds, Robin McRae, 

and Roderick Bishop served Plaintiffs with a cease-and-desist letter as well as a Notice of 

Special Meeting.  According to Plaintiffs Complaint, on this same day, Plaintiff Dr. Aaron 

Bishop “returned from his sabbatical, and appointed Dr. Jennifer Bishop as Co-Pastor of 

the Church. According to Plaintiff’s complaint On October 24th, 2023, Plaintiff Dr. Aaron 

Bishop, “appointed seven (7) additional Board members to the Board. Defendants, 

received no notice of said “appointment of the new Board members.” 
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17. On November 1st, 2023, a Special Meeting to address the issue of Plaintiff Aaron Bishop 

continuing to Pastor the Church was held. In attendance were the Board of Directors, 

with the exception of Plaintiffs who were given notice in accordance with The South 

Carolina Non-Profit Corporation Act.  

18. On November 8th, 2023, The Board of Directors were sent an email from Defendant 

Aaron Bishop announcing that he would hold a Special Meeting on November 8th via 

Zoom.  

19. On November 8, 2023, all three Defendants attended the “Special Meeting” hosted by 

Plaintiff Aaron Bishop. In this meeting Plaintiff Aaron Bishop declared that he, as Pastor 

of Grace Christian Church of South Carolina, was the only party legally authorized to call 

and hold a Special Meeting, thus he single- handedly attempted to invalidate the Special 

Meeting held on November 1, 2023. Additionally in this same meeting Plaintiff Aaron 

Bishop declared that he had installed a “new Board,” rescinded the Cease-and-Desist 

letter sent to him by Defendants and received permission from the “new Board” to 

continue to serve as Pastor of Grace Christian Church.  

FOR A FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION AND BY WAY OF COUNTERCLAIM  
(DECLARAOTRY JUDGMENT AS TO THE THERE EXISTING TWO 
DIFFERENT BUSINESS ENTITIES/ CHURCH’S)  

 
20. Defendants hereby reallege and reincorporate each and every allegation previously stated 

as if repeated verbatim.  

21. Grace Christian Ministries Inc. was incorporated in October of 1985. In May of 2010, the 

name was changed to Greater Columbia Community Development Corporation by 

Plaintiff Jennifer Bishop.  
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22. On August 19th, 2014, Plaintiff Dr. Jennifer Bishop presented to the South Carolina 

Secretary of State’s office and formed a new and separate business entity; Grace Christian 

Church of South Carolina.  

23. The actual building located at 5010 Monticello Road Columbia, South Carolina 29203, is 

owned by Greater Columbia Community Development Corporation and not by Grace 

Christian Church of South Carolina.  

24. Defendants are informed and believe that declaring Greater Columbia Community 

Development Corporation a business entity distinct and separate from Grace Christian 

Church of South Carolina is critical in helping these Parties navigate possible 

negotiations in this matter and helping the Court to determine the rightful owner(s) of the 

property should this case come to trial.  

25. For these and other reasons, Defendants are informed and believe that they are entitled to 

an Order of this Honorable Court declaring Greater Columbia Community Development 

Corporation and Grace Christian Church of South Carolina to be two separate and 

distinct business entities.  

 
 
FOR A SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION AND BY WAY OF COUNTERCLAIM  

                    (Declaratory Judgement as to which By-Laws shall govern)  
 

26. Defendants hereby reallege and reincorporate each and every allegation previously stated 

as if repeated verbatim.  

27. The Membership Handbook, By-Laws, and Constitution of Grace Christian Ministries 

Inc. were updated in January of 2007. This membership Handbook, By-Laws and 

Constitution continued to be followed by the Parties even after the name change that 

occurred in May of 2010.  
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28. Defendants as the Board of Directors continued to follow that same set of Bylaws until 

October of 2023, when Plaintiff Aaron Bishop changed the locks to the building and 

prevented Defendants from further entering said building. Defendants were unaware that 

a new church (Grace Christian Church of South Carolina) had been formed by Plaintiff 

Jennifer Bishop in 2014 and have never seen the Bylaws associated with that church until 

this action was filed.  

29. Defendants would show unto this Honorable Court that no other Bylaws were adopted by 

Greater Columbia Community Development Corporation. 

30. Defendants are informed and believe that it is vital to this case that the Court determine 

which Bylaws are legit and which will govern this case.  

31. For these and other reasons, Defendants are informed and believe they are entitled to an 

Order of this Honorable Court declaring the Bylaws adopted in January of 2007 to be the 

Bylaws that will govern this case.  

 
   FOR A THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION AND BY WAY OF COUNTERCLAIM  

(Declaratory Judgement as to which Business Entity owns the building)  
 

32. Defendants hereby reallege and reincorporate each and every allegation previously stated 

as if repeated verbatim.  

33. That real property known as 5010 Monticello Road Columbia, South Carolina 29203, is 

owned and deeded to Greater Columbia Community Development Corporation and NOT 

Grace Christian Church of South Carolina. (Please See the attached).  

34. Therefore, Defendants are informed and believe they are entitled to an Order of this 

Honorable Court declaring Greater Columbia Community Development Corporation the 
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owner of that real property that is 5010 Monticello Road Columbia, South Carolina 

29203.  

 
FOR A FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION AND BY WAY OF COUNTERCLAIM  

(ATTORNEYS FEES)  
 

35. Defendants hereby reallege and reincorporate each and every allegation previously stated 

as if repeated verbatim.  

36. Defendants are informed and believe that not but for the unreasonable actions of 

Plaintiffs they would not have been forced to hire an attorney to defend against this 

action, for these and other reasons Defendants are informed and believe that they are 

entitled to an Order of this Honorable Court requiring Plaintiffs to reimburse Defendant’s 

reasonable attorney’s fees, suit monies, and other fees associated with the defending of 

this action.  

WHEREFORE Defendants pray for an Order of this Court: 
 

A. Denying the relief requested by Plaintiffs; and  

B. Declaring Greater Columbia Community Development Corporation, a separate and 

distinct business entity from Grace Christian Church and Grace Christian Church of 

South Carolina; and  

C. Declaring the Bylaws as amended in January of 2007 the governing Bylaws; and  

D. Declaring Greater Columbia Community Development Corporation, the owner of that 

real property that is 5010 Monticello Road Columbia, South Carolina 29203; and  

E. Awarding Defendants treble and punitive damages due to Plaintiff’s illegally evicting 

Defendants; and  
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F. Finding that Plaintiff Dr. Aaron Bishop was lawfully terminated as Pastor of Greater 

Columbia Community Development Corporation; and  

G. Requiring Plaintiffs to immediately surrender the keys to the building and to immediately 

vacate the premises; and  

H. Restraining Plaintiffs from in anyway posting or speaking about Greater Community 

Development Corporation, or Grace Christian Ministries Inc., in a way in which the 

public would believe Plaintiffs to still be affiliated with Greater Community 

Development Corporation, or Grace Christian Ministries Inc; and  

I. Requiring Plaintiffs to pay Defendants reasonable attorney’s fees, suit monies, and other 

fees related to the Defending of this action; and  

J. For all other and further relief as this Honorable Court shall deem just, proper, and fair.  

 
 

Respectfully Submitted  
BY:   THE CUTTINO LAW FIRM LLC  
  /s/ Shaquana Cuttino Esq.  
  Attorney for Defendants 
  5115 Forest Drive Suite G1  
  Columbia, South Carolina 29206  
  (803) 542-7455 (Office Phone)  
  (803) 818-2389 (Office Fax)  
  thecuttinolawfirm@gmail.com  
   

E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070

mailto:thecuttinolawfirm@gmail.com


E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2023 D

ec 13 5:59 P
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2023C
P

4006070


	AAC.pdf (p.1-16)
	EX.pdf (p.17-22)
	EX B.pdf (p.23-31)
	EX C.pdf (p.32-37)
	EX D.pdf (p.38-40)
	EX E.pdf (p.41-51)
	EX F.pdf (p.52-55)
	EX G.pdf (p.56-58)
	EX H.pdf (p.59-60)
	EX I.pdf (p.61-62)
	EX J.pdf (p.63-64)
	EX K.pdf (p.65-66)

