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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF MERCER COUNTY, WEST VIRGINIA
Trustees of Madison United Methodist Church, ez al.
Plaintiffs,

\A Civil Action No. 24-C-272
Judge: Ryan Flanigan

Trustees of the West Virginia Conference of the
United Methodist Church, et al.

Defendants.
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO ALTER OR AMEND JUDGEMENT

AND FOR CLARIFICATION AND FACTUAL
FINDINGS PURSUANT TO RULES 52(b) AND 59(e)

Come now Plaintiffs, by counsel, pursuant to Rules 52(b) and 59(e) of the West Virginia
Rules of Civil Procedure to request the Court alter and amend the judgment of the Court entered
on October 28, 2025 which granted Defendants’ motion to dismiss for lack of subject-matter
jurisdiction. Plaintiffs further request the Court make additional or amended findings to clarify
the scope and basis of the Court’s ruling to ensure a complete and accurate record for appellate
review. Plaintiffs seek to ensure that the record clearly distinguishes between factual assumptions,
jurisdictional findings, and conclusions of law. Pursuant to each rule of civil procedure cited
above, Plaintiffs’ motion may be filed within 28 days of entry of the judgment entered October 28,
2025.

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT OF CASE HISTORY

On or about October 28, 2024, Plaintiffs filed their complaint against Defendants seeking
multiple forms of relief, including but not limited to monetary damages and specific performance.
Pursuant to Rule 12(b)(1) of the West Virginia Rules of Civil Procedure, Defendants subsequently

filed a motion to dismiss claiming, among other things, that the Court lacks subject-matter



jurisdiction. The Court received Plaintiffs’ response to the motion and Defendants’ reply, as well
as proposed orders from the parties, and conducted a hearing on the motion. The Court
subsequently granted Defendants’ motion, citing lack of subject-matter jurisdiction. The Court
discussed in its ruling the ability of the Court to determine facts necessary to determine subject-
matter jurisdiction and stated that the Court could consider matters beyond the pleadings in
determining whether subject-matter jurisdiction exists.

In its Order granting Defendants’ motion to dismiss, the Court relied in large part on a
declaratory decision of the Judicial Council of the United Methodist Church, specifically Decision
1512, rendered October 26, 2024. The Court discussed the authority of the West Virginia
Conference of the United Methodist Church as established in the Book of Discipline, which the
Court determined was the ultimate authority for the United Methodist Church since it is a
hierarchical religious organization. The Court also discussed the authority of the General
Conference of the United Methodist Church as it relates to the provisions within the Book of
Discipline.

In summary, this Court determined that it did not have subject-matter jurisdiction to afford
relief pursuant to the “fraud” and “collusion” doctrines established by the United States Supreme
Court and embodied in doctrine established by the West Virginia Supreme Court, due to Decision
1512. Specifically, the Court determined that the disaffiliation promised to Plaintiffs by members
of the West Virginia Annual Conference prior to October 26, 2024, was foreclosed by Decision
1512 which was rendered on October 26, 2024.

ADDITIONAL FACTUAL CONTEXT
Before turning to the specific grounds for amendment and clarification under Rules 52(b)

and 59(e), Plaintiffs respectfully submit that clarification is required because the Court’s October



28, 2025 Order appears to rest on an incomplete factual understanding of how disaffiliations have
historically occurred within the West Virginia Conference of the United Methodist Church.
Specifically, the Court’s assumption that 42553 was the exclusive mechanism for a local church to
depart with its property—and that 42549 could not lawfully be used for such purposes—is contrary
to the Conference’s own longstanding practices.

For decades, the West Virginia Conference used 42549 of the Book of Discipline as the
administrative pathway for local congregations to leave the denomination with their property. This
practice was not isolated or accidental. It was routine, intentional, and understood by local
churches and Conference officials alike as the accepted and appropriate vehicle for a local church
to exit the denomination with its property. Plaintiffs are unaware of any local church that pursued
leaving the Conference, followed the Conference’s procedures, and paid the financial sums
determined by the Conference which was not allowed to exit.

Though, technically, the Conference considered this process under 92549 a “closure” of
that church, at the conclusion of the well-defined process, the church was allowed to leave with its
real and personal property without actually closing and without any sale of its real estate.

Indeed, in the period shortly and immediately before the 2024 General Conference,
multiple churches successfully departed the West Virginia Conference under 92549 with the
Conference’s express approval. Among these congregations were Duffey Memorial United
Methodist Church, Pisgah United Methodist Church, and Carr Memorial United Methodist Church
— each of which completed a Conference-approved 42549 departure. The affidavits of their
representatives, attached as Exhibits A, B, and C, confirm the historical reality that the Conference

regularly used 42549 to process disaffiliations.



This context is essential because Plaintiffs allege — and the affidavits corroborate — that
the Conference expressly told Plaintiffs that this same 92549 process would be available to
Plaintiffs after the sunset of 2553 and after the 2024 General Conference, just as it had been for
the above congregations. The Court’s conclusion that 42549 “cannot” be used for disaffiliation,
made without accounting for this extensive factual record, resolves disputed questions of fact
against the non-movants and contradicts the Conference’s own documented conduct. Because
subject-matter jurisdiction cannot rest on mistaken assumptions of fact, and because the Court
appears to treat its conclusions regarding 92549 as both factual findings and ecclesiastical
interpretations, Plaintiffs request amendment and clarification so the appellate record accurately
reflects these material facts.

Accordingly, Plaintiffs incorporate the attached affidavits into this Motion and request

that the Court address their relevance and applicability in clarifying the Order.

MOTION TO ALTER OR AMEND

A. The “Fraud” and “Collusion” Exceptions Apply.

Concisely stated, the Plaintiffs submit that this Court has erroneously rejected having
subject-matter jurisdiction in this case under the “fraud” and “collusion” exceptions by
retroactively applying the Judicial Counsel’s Decision 1512 rendered October 26, 2024, even
though the West Virginia Annual Conference prior to October 26, 2024, had both promised and
permitted numerous churches to disaffiliate from the Conference pursuant to Section 2549; the
Conference and each church agreed to terms for disaffiliation, including some reasonable payment

to the Conference for church property in certain instances, and churches were permitted to



disaffiliate from the Conference. Affidavits to support this motion to alter or amend the judgment
are permitted by Rule 59 and are attached hereto as exhibits which will be discussed below.

B. The Complaint Makes the Necessary Allegations.

The complaint makes the following allegations which are to be taken as true:

“83.  In or around August 2022, Defendants informed Plaintiff Churches
that they did not qualify for disaffiliation under 42553 because nothing had yet
changed in the Discipline and the Conference had not taken any actions that would
give the Plaintiffs the ability to utilize that Paragraph which was an alternate
interpretation than utilized across the majority of the conferences in the United
States.

84. This was a false statement because there was nothing in 42553 that
disqualified Plaintiff Churches from disaffiliating under 92553.

85. Defendants announced, however, that Plaintiff Churches could
disaffiliate with their property pursuant to 2549 as a replacement to 92553, with
one of the required steps being that each Plaintiff Church must meet with Melissa
Shortridge or another representative of the Defendants.

86.  Despite 92553’°s December 31, 2023, sunset date, Shortridge and/or
one of Defendants’ district superintendents, as representatives and agents of
Defendants, personally visited each Plaintiff Church and told them there was no
reason to make any disaffiliation decision prior to the next General Conference
meeting in May 2024, where the Discipline may or may not be changed, and
expressly promised that if, after that conference, they still wished to disaffiliate with
their property, they would be allowed to do so as their process under 42549 did not
have that sunset date and would still be available. This was one of the selling points
of the substituted process the Defendants made available.

87.  Plaintiff Churches, in good faith, trusted Defendants and waited
until after May 2024 to make their final disaffiliation decision.

88.  Atthe May 2024 General Conference meeting, broad changes were
made to the Discipline.

89.  As a result, each Plaintiff Church independently determined it
wished to disaffiliate. However, when Plaintiff Churches reached out to Defendants
to do wo, Defendants informed Plaintiff Churches that they would not be permitted
to leave without surrendering their real and personal property.
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94.  Defendants used fraud and collusion to intentionally deprive

Plaintiff Churches of their contractual right to disaffiliate with their property.”

[See the above paragraphs in the Plaintiffs” Complaint.]

In addition to the factual allegations above for fraud, the Plaintiffs also alleged facts for
“fraudulent inducement” in paragraphs 90, 91, 92, and 93. All of the factual allegations above
were included by reference into the complaint for each fraud and collusion count thereafter.

Unquestionably, the Plaintiffs have specifically pled sufficient allegations to constitute
claims for fraud, including misrepresentations of fact and fraudulent inducement, and collusion
which must be taken as true. This Court has subject-matter jurisdiction to decide the claims for

“fraud” and “collusion” but for the Court’s application of the Judicial Council’s Decision 1512.

C. Prior To Decision 1512, Churches Could Disaffiliate Under Paragraph 2549.

Exhibit A represents an Affidavit from David Glenn Maher as Administrative Council
Chair of Duffey Memorial Methodist Church (formerly Duffey United Methodist Church)
representing that during 2022 the West Virginia Annual Conference permitted that Church to
disaffiliate pursuant to Paragraph 2549. That affidavit is incorporated in this Motion by

reference as if fully set forth herein.

Exhibit B represents an Affidavit from Anne M. Harvey as Trustee/Treasurer of Pisgah
Community Church (formerly Pisgah United Methodist Church) representing that during 2020
the West Virginia Annual Conference permitted that Church to disaffiliate pursuant to Paragraph
2549. That affidavit and its attachments are incorporated in this Motion by reference as if fully

set forth herein.

Exhibit C represents an Affidavit from Preston Burgess as Chair of Trustees of Carr

Memorial Methodist Church (formerly Carr Memorial United Methodist Church) representing



during 2024 the West Virginia Annual Conference permitted that Church to disaffiliate pursuant
to Paragraph 2549. That affidavit and its attachments are incorporated in this Motion by
reference as if fully set forth herein.

The above affidavits establish that the West Virginia Annual Conference did permit
churches to disaffiliate prior to Judicial Council Decision 1512 using Paragraph 2549. The
Plaintiffs were aware that the West Virginia Annual Conference had permitted Churches within the
Conference to disaffiliate at the time the promises were made to permit each of them to disaffiliate.
It was reasonable for each Plaintiff church to believe and rely on the promises made by the West
Virginia Conference and its agents that they could disaffiliate with their properties when that
same West Virginia Conference had permitted other churches to do so.

D. Decision 1512 Cannot Be Applied Retroactively.

This Court ruled as follows regarding the application of Section 2549:

“Thus, even though Decision 1512 occurred after the alleged statements

upon which Plaintiffs base their fraud, collusion, and equitable claims, Defendants’

refusal to allow Plaintiffs to disaffiliate under section 2549 was in accord with the

dictates of the Discipline as subsequently interpreted by UMC’s highest judicial

tribunal, the UMC Judicial Counsel.”

This Court cannot retroactively apply Decision 1512, because the Judicial Council and the
West Virginia Annual Conference cannot, by terms consistent with language of Decision 1512
itself, retroactively apply Decision 1512. This is true for the following reasons which are by no
means exclusive:

1. The request for a declaratory Decision (ultimately 1512) was filed by the

Alabama—West Florida Annual Conference sometime on or after June 17, 2024, seeking the

Judicial Conference to determine if Section 2549 would permit Churches to separate from the



denomination. (See the Body of Decision No. 1512 on page 1 of Exhibit A to the Defendants’
motion to dismiss.) The West Virginia Annual Conference did not seek a declaratory decision.

2. Decision 1512 does not include any request from any other Conference (including
the West Virginia Annual Conference) to determine the interpretation and meaning of Section
2549. In other words, as it relates to the West Virginia Annual Conference, Decision 1512 and
its mandate did not exist as any source of authority or guidance until it was rendered on October
26, 2024. Decision 1512 is dated for October 26, 2024, at the beginning thereof on page 1. The
implementation of that date at the beginning of Decision 1512 underscores the date in which it was
intended to commence application.

3. Decision 1512 specifically states as follows:

“The congregation cannot now use 92549.3(b) to accomplish what was allowed in

92553. 1t is clear that 92549.3(b) was not intended to be used this way; ...”
[Emphasis added]

By the very terms of Decision 1512, the Judicial Council prohibits congregations using
Section 2549 on and after October 26, 2024. The word “now” is not to be excluded or overlooked

for any reason because Courts are to construe the language of statutes by applying each and every

word implemented into the same. See Young v. Apogee Coal Co., 232 W.Va. 554, 753 S.E.2d 53
(2013). The West Virginia Supreme Court has also applied the maxim “expressio unius est
exclusion alterius” which means “the express mention of one thing implies the exclusion of

another.” Young v. Apogee Coal Co., 232 W.Va. 554, 753 S.E.2d 53 (2013). Since the Judicial

Council stated that churches could not “now” (October 26, 2024) apply 2549, Decision 1512 did
not exist as an authority before October 26, 2024.
4. There is nothing in Judicial Council Decision 1512 which requires it to be applied

retroactively. In West Virginia, statutes are to apply prospectively only unless the language within



the same specifically states that it is to be applied retroactively. See Shanholtz v. Monongahela

Power Company, 165 W.Va. 305, 270 S.E.2d 178 (1980); Patterson v. Raleigh County Board of

Education, 231 W.Va. 129, 744 S.E.2d 239 (2013).

5. Since the West Virginia Annual Conference permitted numerous churches to
disassociate prior to October 26, 2024, Judicial Council Decision 1512 could not retroactively
reverse the decisions of the Conference permitting those churches to disaffiliate by then compelling
those churches to be reunited with the Conference. Once those churches were granted the right to
disaffiliate from the Conference, their rights to do so were final.

E. The Plaintiff Churches Timely Requested Disaffiliation.

Each of the Plaintiff churches timely requested disaffiliation, as they had been promised
they could by the Annual Conference, prior to October 26, 2024.

The Plaintiff churches have complained that they were promised that they could disaffiliate
under Section 2549 after December 31, 2023, and they were not prohibited from doing so by the
Judicial Council Decision 1512 until October 26, 2024. Just as the churches referred to in the
attached affidavits (See Exhibits A through C) were able to disaffiliate prior to October 26, 2024,
the Plaintiff churches could disaffiliate from the Conference prior to October 26, 2024.

This Court has subject-matter jurisdiction to consider whether the Plaintiff churches were
denied the right, because of fraud or collusion, to disaffiliate from the United Methodist Conference
and the West Virginia Annual Conference prior to October 26, 2024. This Court may consider the
attached affidavits to establish the actual conduct of the West Virginia Annual Conference to permit
some churches to disaffiliate prior to October 26, 2024, and yet because of fraud or collusion deny

the rights of the Plaintiff churches to do so before October 26, 2024.



This Court should not only alter or amend its judgment pursuant to Rule 59(e) of the West
Virginia Rules of Civil Procedure to establish that there is subject-matter jurisdiction, but it
should render sufficient findings consistent with that presented above establishing the basis for
subject-matter jurisdiction as provided in Rule 52(b) of the West Virginia Rules of Civil

Procedure.

MOTION FOR CLARIFICATION AND FACTUAL FINDINGS

Rule 52(b) authorizes a court, on motion of a party, to amend or make additional findings
of fact and amend the judgment accordingly. Rule 59(e) permits alteration or amendment of a
judgment to correct clear error or prevent manifest injustice. Mey v. Pep Boys-Manny, Moe & Jack,
228 W. Va. 48, 56-57, 717 S.E.2d 235, 243 (2011). A motion under both rules is appropriate where
an order contains potentially ambiguous or overbroad findings that could affect appellate review.
Such motions are appropriate here because the Order:

1. Does not specify whether each claim was dismissed for lack of subject-matter
jurisdiction (Rule 12(b)(1)) or on the merits (Rule 12(b)(6));

2. Does not explain why the neutral-principles framework does not apply;

3. Assumes the only remedy sought was specific performance, overlooking
Plaintiffs’ pleaded requests for damages and other relief;

4. Appears to resolve disputed facts and draw inferences against the non-movant
without any supporting record;

5. Isunclear as to which findings are jurisdictional and which are merit-based;

6. Relies on conclusions of law without citing authority therefor; and

7. Omits any statement that a jurisdictional dismissal is without prejudice.

A. The Order does not specify whether all claims were dismissed or why.

The Order concludes the Court “does not have subject-matter jurisdiction” but does not

specify whether the dismissal applies to all nine causes of action or only those the Court deemed

10



ecclesiastical in nature. Dismissals must be supported by adequate findings to ensure that the
court’s decision is grounded in proper legal reasoning and statutory requirements. If Plaintiffs’
Motion to Alter or Amend is denied, or the Court determines to dismiss any claim or cause of
action in this matter, Plaintiffs respectfully request clarification identifying claim by claim whether
it was dismissed and on what specific grounds so as to enable meaningful appellate review.

B. The Order does not explain why neutral principles is unavailable.

The United States Supreme Court and West Virginia authorize neutral-principles review.
Jones v. Wolf, 443 U.S. 595, 602-06 (1979); Syl. Pt. 14, Brady v. Reiner, 157 W. Va. 10, 198
S.E.2d 812 (1973). The Order applies ecclesiastical abstention categorically without explaining
why a neutral-principles analysis on Plaintiffs’ secular claims (fraud, breach of fiduciary duty,
unjust enrichment, promissory estoppel) could not be employed. If Plaintiffs’ Motion to Alter or
Amend is denied, or the Court determines to dismiss any claim or cause of action in this matter,
Plaintiffs respectfully request a claim-by-claim clarification as to why a neutral-principles analysis
is inapplicable.

C. The Order does not address Plaintiffs’ requested damages.

The Order appears to assume Plaintiffs sought only ecclesiastical relief (specific
performance allowing disaffiliation). But the Complaint expressly seeks civil damages for fraud,
breach of contract and the implied covenant of good faith and fair dealing, breach of fiduciary
duty, unjust enrichment, and related claims. These claims can be adjudicated by applying neutral,
secular principles to non-doctrinal conduct. The Order does not explain why these damages claims
cannot proceed under neutral principles. If Plaintiffs’ Motion to Alter or Amend is denied, or the

Court determines to dismiss any claim or cause of action in this matter, Plaintiffs seek clarification

11



and amendment explaining whether or why the Court lacks jurisdiction over these civil damages
claims and why the neutral-principles approach does not permit adjudication.

D. The Order appears to make findings of fact without any evidentiary record.

The Order includes a multitude of factual findings that go well beyond (and are often
contrary to) Plaintiffs’ complaint and which were not subject to discovery, testimony, or
evidentiary hearing. For example, the Court concludes that “Plaintiffs were not entitled to use
section 2553, regardless of Defendants’ fraud and collusion”; the “Trust is and always has been
irrevocable”; before 92553, “the Discipline did not provide for disaffiliation of a local church while
allowing it to maintain the UMC property”; “Plaintiffs had the right to appeal the action taken by
Defendants concerning their application for disaffiliation under section 2553, before UMC'’s
Judicial Council”; and “Defendants’ refusal to allow disaffiliation under section 2549 was in
accord with the dictates of the Discipline.” On a motion to dismiss, however, the Plaintiffs’ factual
allegations must be taken as true and construed in the plaintiff’s favor. Mountaineer Fire & Rescue
Equip., LLC v. City Nat’l Bank of W. Va., 244 W. Va. 508, 520, 854 S.E.2d 870, 882 (2020). Even
under Rule 12(b)(1), a court may not decide merit-laden issues or draw inferences against the
plaintiff. See, e.g., Easterling v. Am. Optical Corp., 207 W. Va. 123, 129, 529 S.E.2d 588, 594
(2000).

By way of specific example, the Order assumes that 42549 of the Book of Discipline could
not be used for disaffiliation when, in practice, the Conference approved multiple church
disaffiliations under this paragraph. The attached Affidavits of Duffey Memorial Methodist
Church, Carr Memorial Methodist Church, and Pisgah Methodist Church further confirm that the
Conference repeatedly utilized 42549 as the accepted mechanism for disaffiliating churches with

their property, demonstrating that the Court’s assumption to the contrary is factually inaccurate
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and inconsistent with Conference practice. Specifically, in the period following the sunset of 2553
on December 31, 2023, but prior to the General Conference in May 2024, the Conference permitted
approximately half a dozen West Virginia congregations to leave with their property under §2549.
Plaintiffs alleged that the Conference expressly promised the same process would be available for
them after the General Conference; thus, the Court’s conclusion is not only drawn against
Plaintiffs, but it also conflicts with the Conference’s own conduct. If Plaintiffs’ Motion to Alter
or Amend is denied, or the Court determines to dismiss any claim or cause of action in this matter,
Plaintiffs request that the Court identify the record materials relied upon and clarify whether it
considered this factual context before concluding that 92549 could not lawfully serve as a basis
for disaffiliation, or whether that conclusion was treated solely as an ecclesiastical interpretation
rather than a factual finding.

E. The Order is unclear as to jurisdictional and merits findings.

Similarly, the findings contained in the Order go well beyond that needed for a subject-
matter determination. Rule 12(b)(1) allows consideration of jurisdictional facts, but not
adjudication of substantive claims. Plaintiffs request the Court to delineate which findings and
conclusions were jurisdictional (pertaining to ecclesiastical abstention) and which were merit-
based, if any. The distinction is critical for appellate review because Rule 12(b)(1) permits
resolution of jurisdictional issues but not adjudication of the merits.

F. The Order includes apparent statements of law without supporting authority.

Initially, the Court addressed the fraud or collusion exception to the ecclesiastical
abstention doctrine without first conducting any clear analysis as to whether or why that doctrine
applied at all. The Court then apparently concluded that the fraud or collusion exception applies

only to a “binding decision made by the highest ecclesiastical authority of a hierarchical religious
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organization.” Order at 20. The Court cites no authority for that requirement, and federal courts
have imposed no such limitation. See Gonzalez v. Roman Catholic Archbishop, 280 U.S. 1, 16, 50
S. Ct. 5, 7-8 (1929) (exception applies to any decision of any church tribunal); Kedroff v. St.
Nicholas Cathedral, 344 U.S. 94, 116 n.23 (1952) (same); Hyun Jin Moon v. Fam. Fed n for World
Peace & Unification Int’l, 281 A.3d 46 (D.C. Ct. App. 2022) (exception applies where religious
figures act in bad faith for secular purposes). Plaintiffs request that the Court identify the legal
authority for the limitation on the fraud or collusion exception expressed on page 20 of the Order.

G. If the Court dismissed for lack of subject-matter jurisdiction, the judgment
must be without prejudice.

A dismissal for lack of subject-matter jurisdiction is not an adjudication on the merits and,
therefore, generally must be without prejudice. Tanner v. Raybuck,246 W. Va. 361,368, 873 S.E.2d
892, 899 (2022). The Order does not specify whether dismissal is with or without prejudice. If
Plaintiffs’ Motion to Alter or Amend is denied, or the Court determines to dismiss any claim or
cause of action in this matter, Plaintiffs request that the Court amend the Order to clarify that any

dismissal for lack of subject-matter jurisdiction is without prejudice.

RELIEF REQUESTED

For all the foregoing reasons, Plaintiffs respectfully request that the Court:

1. Alter or amend the Order to establish subject-matter jurisdiction and render sufficient
findings establishing the basis therefore;

2. Clarify whether each of Plaintiffs’ nine (9) causes of action was dismissed and state the
specific grounds as to each count;

3. Address whether any of Plaintiffs’ claims could be reviewed using neutral principles.

14



4. Address Plaintiffs’ money damages claims;

5. Identify the record materials relied upon in the Court’s findings of fact and clarify whether
the findings were intended to be binding given the absence of an evidentiary record;

6. Amend the Order to identify which findings were jurisdictional as opposed to substantive;

7. Provide authority for the legal proposition that the fraud or collusion exception applies only
to a final adjudication of the highest tribunal;

8. State explicitly that any dismissal for lack of subject-matter jurisdiction is without
prejudice; and

9. Grant such further relief as the Court deems necessary to ensure an accurate record for
appellate review.

CONCLUSION

This motion is made in good faith to move the Court to amend its Order entered October
28, 2025 to establish subject matter jurisdiction and to clarify the record to ensure that the issues
are properly framed for review by the appellate court. Such clarification will preserve the integrity
of the appellate process and promote judicial economy by reducing the likelihood of remand for
lack of specificity. Plaintiffs respectfully request that the Court issue a supplemental or amended

order consistent with the above points.
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Dated this 24" day of November, 2025

/s/ Anthony R. Veneri

Anthony R. Veneri, Esquire
West Virginia State Bar No. 4310
Veneri Law Offices

1600 W. Main Street

Princeton, West Virginia 24740
(304) 425-8751

(304) 487-2830 — Fax
office@venerilaw.com

/s/ William P. Stafford, 11

William P. Stafford, 11

West Virginia State Bar No. 5778
Taylor W. Bohon

West Virginia State Bar No. 13323
Brewster Morhous PLLC

418 Bland Street

Post Office Box 529

Bluefield, West Virginia 24701-0529

(304) 325-9177
wstafford@brewstermornous.com

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Jonathan Bailie

Jonathan Bailie

West Virginia State Bar No.14712
National Center for Life and Liberty
445 Dexter Avenue
Suite 4050
Montgomery, AL 36104
727-362-3700
jbailie@ncll.org

s/ David C. Gibbs III

David C. Gibbs III
(Florida Bar No.: 992062)
Admitted Pro Hac Vice
Gibbs Law Firm, P.A.
P.O. Box 5076

Largo, FL 33779-5076
Phone: (727) 362-3700
Fax: (727) 398-3907
dgibbs@gibbsfirm.com




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Taylor W. Bohon, attorney for Trustees of Madison United Methodist Church, et al., in
the above-styled civil action, hereby certify that on the 24™ day of November, 2025, I
electronically filed the foregoing PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR CLARIFICATION AND
FACTUAL FINDINGS PURSUANT TO RULES 52(b) AND 59(e) with the Mercer County
Circuit Court using the West Virginia E-filing system, which will send notification to the
following E-filing participants:

M. Shane Harvey, Esq. (WVSB #6604)
Jackson Kelly PLLC

P.O. Box 553

Charleston, WV 25322

Telephone: (304) 340-1000

Facsimile: (304) 340-1050
sharvey@jacksonkelly.com

and

Dale H. Harrison, Esq. (WV #11784)
JACKSON KELLY PLLC

3000 Swiss Pine Way, Suite 200
Morgantown WV 26501
304-284-4147

304-284-4140 (fax)
dhharrison@jacksonkelly.com
Counsel for Defendants

/s/ Taylor W. Bohon
Taylor W. Bohon
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EXHIBIT A

AFFIDAVIT OF DUFFEY MEMORIAL METHODIST CHURCH

[, David Glenn Maher , being first duly sworn, state as follows:
l. My name is David Glenn Maher ,and | serve as Administrative Council Chair of Duffey
Memorial Methodist Church (formerly Duffey United Methodist Church), located in
Moorefield , West Virginia.

2. Duffey Memorial Methodist Church was formerly a member congregation of the West
Virginia Conference of the United Methodist Church.

3. In 2022 (year), our church informed the Conference of our desire to depart from
the denomination and retain ownership of our real and personal property.

4. The West Virginia Conference directed our church to proceed under Paragraph 2549 of
the Book of Discipline as the appropriate and authorized method for disaffiliation and
property transfer.

5. Conference officials provided instructions regarding the 2549 process, including
submission of necessary documentation and coordination with the Conference trustees.

6. Our church followed the 92549 procedure exactly as instructed. At no time did the
Conference inform us that §2549 was unavailable, improper, or ecclesiastically
impermissible for disaffiliation.

7. The Conference reviewed, voted upon, and approved Duffey Memorial’s departure
pursuant to §2549, and the property was released accordingly.

8. At no point during our interactions did the Conference identify 2553 as the exclusive
disaffiliation method or suggest that §2549 could not be lawfully used for departing
congregations.

9. Conference officials affirmatively represented to us that 2549 had long been used for
church departures and remained the established mechanism for property release.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

UMM Date: 19/11/2025




Duffey Memorial Methodist Church - Affidavit

Final Audit Report 2025-11-20
Created: 2025-11-20
By: Jonathan Bailie (jbailie@ncll.org)
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AFFIDAVIT OF PISGAH COMMUNITY CHURCH

I, Anne Harvey, being first duly sworn, state as follows:

1. My name is Anne Harvey, and [ served as 77z¢ gz‘% [ Trcas prerof Pisgah
Community Church (formerly Pisgah United Methodist Church), located in Mercer
County, West Virginia, at the time of disaffiliation.

2. Pisgah Community Church was formerly a member congregation of the West Virginia
Conference of the United Methodist Church.

3. In 2020, our church informed the Conference of our desire to depart from the
denomination and retain ownership of our real and personal property.

4. The West Virginia Conference directed our church to proceed under Paragraph 2549 of
the Book of Discipline as the appropriate and authorized method for disaffiliation and
property transfer.

5. Conference officials provided instructions regarding the 2549 process, including
submission of necessary documentation and coordination with the Conference trustees.

6. Our church followed the 42549 procedure exactly as instructed. At no time did the
Conference inform us that §2549 was unavailable, improper, or ecclesiastically
impermissible for disaffiliation.

7. The Conference reviewed, voted upon, and approved Pisgah’s departure pursuant to
92549, and the property was released accordingly.

8. At no point during our interactions did the Conference identify 2553 as the exclusive
disaffiliation method or suggest that 42549 could not be lawfully used for departing
congregations.

9. Conference officials affirmatively represented to us that 2549 had long been used for
church departures and remained the established mechanism for property release.

10. Attached to this Affidavit, as “Exhibit A,” is a full and accurate copy the deed wherein
the Conference conveyed real property to Pisgah Community Church wherein the
Conference acknowledged our church followed the 2549 as the appropriate and
authorized method for disaffiliation and property transfer.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

'uﬁ/’)ﬁ? 7L kj% B;?)‘@M)-W Date: 7§ ($—25
Affiant 7’



STATE OF (|)esi \{J‘f—'j?}lf\ic? ,

counNtYoF _Me cce , TO-WIT:

Taken, subscribed and sworn to before me within my County and State aforesaid

; ' , th
and given under my seal this (<~ day of November, 2025.

Nbtar§ Public

(NOTARIAL SEAL)

OFFICIAL SEAL ¢

\ NOTARY PUBLIC ‘i
% STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA ‘y
§ KRISTIE K. JANUTOLO )
1 181 Rest Place |’
Princeton, WV 24738 1'
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RETURN TO: BREWSTER MOR

THIS DEED, Made this 13th day of November, 2020, by and between THE BOARD OF
TRUSTEES OF THE WEST VIRGINIA ANNUAL CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED
METHODIST CHURCH and as RICHARD E. FORD, JR., CHARLES E. HICKS,
THOMAS MATTHEWS, ANGELA JONES, BETSY J. EDWARDS-MARTIN, LARRY G.
JOHNSON, RANDALL F. FLANAGAN, CYNTHIA EAKLE, FRANK SHOMO, NANCY
CHESHIRE, YVYONNE W. HARRIS and RICHARD SHAFFER, as members of said Board
of Trustees acting by Betsy J. Edwards-Martin, President of said Board and Randall I'. Flanagan,
Vice President of said Board and their Attorneys-in-Fact by virtue of the certain Power of Attorney
dated August 1, 2020, and of record in the Office of the Clerk of the County of Mercer County,
West Virginia, in Power of Attorney Book &E at Page 2;7‘1, parties of the first part, and, THE
TRUSTEES OF THE PISGAH COMMUNITY CHURCH, parties of the second part; and

WHEREAS, in 1939 the Methodist Episcopal Church and the Methodist Episcopal Church
South merged with the Methodist Protesiant Church to form the Methedist Church, and in 1946
the Evangelical Church merged with the United Brethren Church to form the Evangelical United
Brethren Church, and in 1968 the Methodist Church merged with the Evangelical U nited Brethren
Church to form the United Methodist Church; and

WHEREAS, PISGAH UNITED METHODIST CHURCH was declared closed
effective August 31, 2020 by resolution of a majority of the District Superintendents of the West
Virginia Annual Conference ofthe United Methodist Church, with consent of the Presiding Bishop
of the Conference and the District Board of Church Location and Building and the parties of the
first part herein have been directed to sell their interest in the following property pursuant to

Section 2549 of the Book of Discipline of the United Methodist Church (2016 Ed.). As evidenced

by the Bishop’s Certificate of Compliance with Section 2515 of said Discipline, attached hereto
as Exhibit A of this Deed; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the provisions of the West Virginia Code, the parties of the first
part have caused to be published in THE BLUEFIELD DAILY TELEGRAPII, a newspaper of
general circulation published in Mercer County, West Virginia, once a week for two successive
weeks beginning November 6, 2020 and ending with the issue of November 13, 2020, a Notice

describing the real estate hereby conveyed and stating the same would be conveyed on or after



November 13, 2020, an affidavit regarding said publication being attached hereto and by reference

made a part hereof.

NOW, THEREFORE, WITNESSETH:

That for and in consideration of the sum of Seventeen Thousand Three Hundred Sixty-
eight Dollars ($17,368.00), the receipt and sufficiency of which are hereby acknowledged, the
parties of the first part do hereby QUITCLAIM, SELL AND CONVEY unto the parties of the
second part, all of their right, title and interest in and to the following described tracts or parcels
of land together with any improvements thereon and any appurtenances thereunto belonging,

situate in Plymouth District, in Mercer County, West Virginia, and bounded as follows, to-wit:

PARCEL ONE:
Tract A:

A certain parcel of land situate in said County on the “Old Logan Road” and on the
ridge dividing the Waters of Laurel Creck a tributary of Brush Creek and the Waters
of the Christian fork of Brush Creek and bounded as follows, to wit:

BEGINNING at a White Oak on the North side of the Logan Road N. 34.5° W.
with said road 12 poles to a White Oak N. 31° E. 15 poles to a Black Oak, Sourwood
and dogwood S. 34.5° E. 12 poles to a stake in Stafford and Fleicher line and with
it S.31° W. 15 poles to the BEGINNING containing one and 20/160 Acres.

AND BEING the same property conveyed to Trustees of the Pisgah Methodist
Episcopal Church South from Joseph A. Stafford and Rosa M. Stafford his wife by
Deed dated June 1, 1886 and recorded in the office of the Clerk of the County
Commission of Mercer County, West Virginia in Deed Book 15, at Page 55.

Tract B:

A certain tract or parcel on the waters of Laurel Creek and supposed to contain one-
fourth of an acre be the same more or less and is bounded and described as follows
to wit:

BEGINNING at the South East comner of Pisgah Church Lot, and running thence
S. 34 ¥4 E. 7 poles to a stake, thence N. 31 E. 6 poles to a stake, thence N. 34 2 W.
7 poles to a stake on the Stafford and Fletcher line, Thence with said line to the
BEGINNING.



AND BEING the same property conveyed to H.B. Barber from Calvin Fletcher by
Deed dated December 19, 1896 and recorded in the aforesaid Clerk’s office in Deed
Book 35, at Page 56.

PARCEL TWO:

BEGINNING at a stone near a large white oak near the road, thence North 36° E.
234 feet to a stone by the gate post to the graveyard; thence South 30° E. 187 feet
to a stone in the field; thence South 36° W. 234 feet to a stone by the fence near the
road’s thence North 30° W. 187 feet to the point of beginning and which said lot
adjoins the lot upon which the Pisgah Church now stands and containing one acre
more or less, being known as the “Pisgah School House lot”™,

AND BEING the same property conveyed to Pisgah Community Playground

Association from Trustees of the Pisgah United Methodist Church by Deed dated

April 28, 2009 and recorded in the aforesaid Clerk’s office in Deed Book 938, at

Page 222.

This conveyance of the aforesaid property is further subject to all restrictions, conditions,
covenants, agreements, provisions, limitations, rights of way, easements, leases, reservations, or
exceptions contained or referred to in the aforesaid deeds and all prior recorded deeds for said lots
or conveyed or reserved by all prior owners in the chain of title. DECLARATION OF
CONSIDERATION OR VALUE: The Grantors hercby declare that this conveyance is not
subject to the excise tax on privilege of transferring property because it is from the board of
Trustees of a voluntary charitable and religious organization.

IN WITNESS WHEREOQF, the Board of Trusiees of the West Virginia Annual
Conference of The United Methodist Church has caused its names to be signed hereunto by Betsy
J. Edwards-Martin, its President and Randall F. Flanagan, its Vice President, and all of the
members of the Board of Trustees of the West Virginia Annual Conference of the United
Methodist Church have caused their names to be signed hereto by Betsy J. Edwards-Martin and
Randall F. Flanagan, individually as members of said Board of Trustees and as their Attorneys-in-

Fact, thereunto duly authorized.

(THE REMAINDER OF THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK)



THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE
WEST VIRGINIA ANNUAL CONFERENCE
OF THE UNITED METHODIST CHURCH

() /WJ.Z%
BETSY J. EDWARDS-MARTIN
[ts President

and,

: / )
(Mo

! A
BETSY/J. EDWARDS-MARTIN, individually as a
MengBer of said Board of Trustees and as Attorney-in
Fact for Richard E. Ford, Jr., Charles E. Hicks,
Thomas Matthews, Angela Jones, Larry G. Johnson,
Randall F. Flanagan, Cynthia Eakle, Frank Shomo,
Nancy Cheshire, Yvonne W, Harris and Richard
Shaffer

STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA,
COUNTY OF _L.ELnS  , to-wit:
LY ‘\{:\\{'\Li] i\ \‘% \%'-‘j'( S ,a Notary Public in and for said County and State, do

certify Iﬁat Betsy J. Edwards-Martin, who signed the writing above bearing date the 13" day of
November, 2020, as President of said Board of Trustees of the West Virginia Annual Conference
of The United Methodist Church and individually as a member of said Board of Trustees and as
Atlorney-in-Fact for Richard E. Ford, Jr., Charles E. Hicks, Thomas Matthews, Angela Jones,
Larry G. Johnson, Randall T. Flanagan, Cynthia Eakle, Frank Shomo, Nancy Cheshire, Yvonne
W. Harris and Richard Shaffer has this day in my said County, before me, acknowledged the said
writing to be the act and deed of said Board of Trustees.

Given under my hand this _1 14}y day of November, 2020.

My Commission Expires: CNovtwawil 2 G, ol

\(' i t—

(NOTARY STAMP}

o i T Sinec i

Notary Public

‘-L}a-h_.b—“—r‘" e
CITTL O PURLE QFFIC AL B

KATELYN R. ROGERS

Siale




THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE
WEST VIRGINIA ANNUAL CONFERENCE
OF THE UNITED METHODIST CHURCH

Bﬁﬁ’ Aall O%%QW
C/

RANDALL F. FLANAGAN
Its Vice President

and’” :
/C@M/Z ¢l (iej Qﬁw/ﬂrﬂ«/

RANDALL F. FLANAGAN, individQally as a
Member of said Board of Trustees Attorney-in
Fact for Richard E. Ford, Jr., Charles E. Hicks,
Thomas Matthews, Angela Jones, Betsy J. Edwards-
Martin, Larry G. Johnson, Cynthia Eakle, Frank
Shomo, Nancy Cheshire, Yvonne W. Harris and
Richard Shaffer

STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA,
COUNTY OF ¢/ ¢ yii\v | to-wits
)

1, L Y@ LG {( _ a Notary Public in and for said County and State, do

certify that Randall F. Flanagan, who signed the writing above bearing date the 13 day of
November, 2020, as Vice President of said Board of Trustees of the West Virginia Annual
Conference of The United Methodist Church and individually as a member of said Board of
Trustees and as Attorney-in-Fact for Richard E. Ford, Jr., Charles E. Hicks, Thomas Matthews,
Angela Jones, Betsy J. Edwards-Martin, Larry G. Johnson, Cynthia Eakle, Frank Shomo, Nancy
Cheshire, Yvonne W. Harris and Richard Shaffer has this day in my said County, before me,
acknowledged the said writing to be the act and deed of said Board of Trustees.

Given under my hand this £ day of November, 2020,
My Commission Expires: g el S ¢ 4
(NOTARY STAMP) 5\

[ D (o (s

OFFICIAL SEAL Notary Public




EXHIBIT A

Bishop’s Certificate of Compliance
With Section 2515 of the Book of Discipline
The undersigned, as the Resident and Presiding Bishop of the West Virginia Annual
Conference of the United Methodist Church, pursuant to Section 2515 of the Book of Discipline
of the United Methodist Church (2016 Ed.), hereby certifies that she, along with a majority of the
district superintendents, has consented to this conveyance, and that it fully complies with said

section of the Discipline.

ra Steiner'Ball
Resident and Presiding Bishop
West Virginia Annual Conference of the
United Methodist Church

This instrument prepared by:

Robert N. File, Esquire

File Payne Scherer & File PLLC
130 Main Street — Suite 201
Beckley, West Virginia 25801



BLUEFIELD DAILY TELEGRAPH

928 Bluefield Avenue, Blugfield, WV 24701
Phone: 304-327-2801 Toll Free: 800-763-2459 « Fax: 304-327-0433
www.bdtonline.com

Affidavit of Publication

STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA
COUNTY OF MERCER,

|, Jessica Gains, of the Bluefield Daily Telegraph, a
daily newspaper published in the City of Bluefield,
Mercer, West Virginia, do cerlify that the notice
attached hereto under the caption;

was published in the said Bluefield Daily Telegraph
2 time(s) on the following day(s}), namely 11/06/20,
11/13/20

Publication Fee: $174.9

Subscribed and sworn to before me this day
11/13/2020

My commission expires:

Notary Public:

!

o AR Y I

AD# 445230
N

NOTICE OF PROPOSED
CONVEYANCE
OF UNITED METHODIST
CHURCH PROPERTY.
(Pisgah United Methodist Church)

Motice is hereby given that Board
of Trustees ol the West Virginia
Annual Conierence of the United
Mathodist Church will, on or alter
Navember 13th, 2020 QUITCLAIM,
GRANT and CONVEY 1o the Trust-
ees of the Pisgah Community
Church, all of their right, title and
interest in and to those cenain
tracts or parcels of land situate in
Plymouth District, Mercer county,
Wesl Virginia and mare particularly
bounded and described as follows,
to-wil:

PARCEL ONE:
TractA

A certain parcel of land siluate in
said County on the "Old Logan
Road” and on the ridge dividing the
Waters of Laurel Creek a Iributary
ol Brush Creek and the Waters of
\he Christian fork of Brush Croek
and bounded as follows, to wit: Be-
ginning at a White Oak an the North
side of the Logan Road N. 34.5° W.
with said road 12 poles to a White
Oak N. 31° E. 15 poles to a Black
Oak, Sourwood and dogwood S.
34.5° E. 12 poles ta a stake in Staf-
ford and Fletcher line and with it S.
31° W, 15 poles 1o the Beginning
containing one and 20/160 Acres.

AND BEING lhe same property
conveyed lo Trustees of the Pisgah
Methodist Episcopal Church South
from Joseph A. Stafford and Rosa
M. Staflord his wile by Decd dated
June 1, 1886 and recorded in the of-
fice of the Clerk of the Gounty Com-
rission of Mercer County, West Vir-
ginia in Deed Baok 15, al page 55.

TractB8

A caortain lract or parcel on the wa-
tors of Laurel Creek and supposed
to contain one-fourth of an acre
be the same more or less and is
pounded and described as lollows
1o wit: Beginning at the South East
corner of Pisgah Church Lot, and
running thence S 34 % E 7 poles to
a stake, thence N 31 E 6 poles to &
stake, thence N 34 % W 7 poles lo
a stake on the Stafford and Fletch-
er line, Thence with said line to the
beginning.

AND BEING the same property
conveyed lo H.B. Barber from Cal-
vin Figicher by Deed dated De-
comber 19, 1896 and recorded in
the aloresaid Clerk's office in Deed
Book 35, al page 56.

PARCEL TWOQ:

BEGINNING at a stone near alarge
white oak near the road, thence
North 36° E, 234 [eet to a stone
py the gate past to the graveyard;
lhence South 30° E. 187 leet to &
stone in the field; thence South 36°
W. 234 feel to a slone by the lence
near the road's thence North 30" W.
187 feel to the point of beginning
and which said lol adjoins the lot
uponwhich the Pisgah Church now
stands and containing one acre
more or less, being known as the
"pisgah School House lot".

AND BEING the same properly
conveyed to Pisgah Community
Playground Associalion from Trust-
ees of the Pisgah United Methodist
Church by Deed dated April 28,
2009 and recorded in the aloresaid
Clerk’s office in Dead Book 938, at
page 222.

Said Pisgah United Methodist
church was ceclared closed effec-
tive August 31, 2020 by resolution
of a majority of the Districl Super-
intendents ef the Wes! Virginia
Annual Conlerence ol tha United
Methodisl Church.

Dated the 20th day of October
2020

BOARD OF TRUSTEES

OF THE WEST VIRGINIA
ANNUAL CONFERENCE

OF THE UNITED METHODIST
GCHURCH

By: Robert N. File, chancellor
130 Main Streel
Beckley, West Virginia
(304) 253-3358
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SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AND RELEASE

THIS SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AND RELEASE (hereinafter this
“Agreement”) is made and entered into this 17™ day of September 2020, by and between the
TRUSTEES OF PISGAH COMMUNITY CHURCH (formerly known as PISGAH UNITED
METHODIST CHURCH) (hereinafter “Pisgah™), and the WEST VILGINIA ANNUAL
CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED METHODIST CHURCH (hereinafter the “Conference™);

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, the United Methodist Church is a national and worldwide Christian
church;

WHEREAS, the West Virginia Annual Conference is a geographic and
organizational subdivision of the United Methodist Church, having jurisdictional authority over
certain sections of the State of West Virginia, including Mercer County, West Virginia;

WHEREAS, Pisgah is a Christian church situated in Mercer County, West
Virginia, which has heretofore, for several years, operated as an affiliate church of the West
Virginia Annual Conference of the United Methodist Church;

WHEREAS, due to certain operational and theological differences, Pisgah and the
Conference have agreed to separate, with Pisgah no longer being an affiliate church or otherwise
associated with the Conference or the United Methodist Church:

WHEREAS, pursuant to the aforesaid separation, Pisgah has reorganized and
changed its name to Pisgah Community Church;

WHEREAS, subsequent to the aforesaid separation, reorganization and name
change, Pisgah will retain all tangible and intangible personal property, all real property, and all

other assets previously held or used by Pisgah:
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WHEREAS, in consideration for the payment of a sum certain by Pisgah to the
Conference, as more specifically set forth below, the Conference has agreed to convey to Pisgah,
and/or release to Pisgah, as appropriate, all of the Conference’s title and claims to all of Pisgah’s
personal property, all of Pisgah’s real estate, and all of Pisgah's other assets, free of any claims
by the Confzrence or the United Methodist Church;

WHEREAS, the parties have agreed to cooperate and use their respective best
efforts to complete the envisioned separation and property transaction as quickly as reasonably
possible;

WHEREAS, by this agreement, the parties have settled all matters in controversy
between them and agreed to release all claims by and against each other and the trustees of each;
and,

WHEREA®, the parties now desire 1o enter into this Agreement to memotialize
resolution of all claims of Pisgah against the Conference and all claims of the Conference against
Pisgah, each fully releasing all claims against the other;

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the above premises, the
following mutual covenants of the parties hereto, and other good and valuable consideration, the
receipt and sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged, Pisgah and the Conference hereby
agree as follows:

l. Premises. The premises paragraphs set forth above are hereby
incorporated herein, adopted by reference, and strictly made a part of this Agreement,

2. Administrative Actions by the Conference. As quickly as reasonably

possible, and prior to the Closing, the Conference shall initiate and conclude any and all
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administrative, ministerial, fiduciary, clerical, ecclesiastical, or other processes necessary for its
internal operational purposes. Pisgah shall reasonably cooperate in all such processes.

3. Property Transfer and/or Release. At the Closing. the Conference shall

transfer and convey and/or release, by bill of sale, quitclaim deed, or other documents of transfer,
as applicable, to the Trustees of the Pisgah Community Church, all tangible and intangible
personal property (other than the sum paid by Pisgah to the Conference pursuant to this
settlement and the Excluded Personal Property, both as more particularly described below)
currently possessed by Pisgah, all real estate situate in Mercer County, West Virginia, currently
possessed by Pisgah, including but not limited to the real estate more particularly described
below. and all other assets possessed by Pisgah, free and absolved of any claims by the
Conference or the United Methodist Church:
All those certain tracts or parcels of real estate situate in Plymouth District,
Mercer County, West Virginia, conveyed to Pisgah or others by the following deeds and
generally described as follows:
a. That certain deed of J. A. Stafford, et ux., to Alexander Johnson, et
al., Trustees, dated June 1, 1886, of record in the Office of the Clerk of the
County Commission of Mercer County, West Virginia, in Deed Book 15, at Page
55, and identified on the records of the Assessor of Mercer County, West
Virginia, as Plymouth District, Map 33, Parcel 20.
b. That certain deed of Calvin Fletcher to H.B. Barbor, dated
December 19, 1896, of record in the Office of the Clerk of the County
Commission of Mercer County, West Virginia, in Deed Book 33, at Page 56, and
identified on the records of the Assessor of Meicer County, West Virginia. as
Plymouth District, Map 33, Parcel 8-A.
c. That certain deed of James S. Mayberry, et al., to Pisgah Methodist
Church, H.B. Barbor, et al., Trustees, dated January 22, 1953, of record in the
Office of the Clerk of the County Commission of Mercer County, West Virginia,

in Deed Book 332, at Page 23, and identified on the records of the Assessor of
Mercer County, West Virginia, as Plymouth District, Map 33, Parcel 21.

5/16
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In addition, the Conference hereby irrevocably constitutes and appoints Pisgah as
its agent, proxy and attorney-in-fact to transfer any and all other assets presently possessed by,
held by, titled to, or owned by Pisgah United Methodist Church to Pisgah Community Church, as
well as to transfer any and all property or other assets received in the future by Pisgah United
Methodist Church from any person or entity to Pisgah Community Church.

4, Payment. Upon the execution of this Agreement by all parties hereto,
Pisgah shall pay to File, Payne, Scherer & File, PLLC (hereinafter, the “Escrow Agent™), the
total sum of Sixty-Two Thousand Five Hundred and 00/100 Dollars ($62,500.00), in
immediately available funds. The Escrow Agent shall hold said sum in escrow pursuant to this
Agreement. Upon final conclusion of all transactions contemplated by this Agreement,
sy -cifically including delivery of the fully executed aforesaid deed, bill of sale, and othe: above-
described documents to Pisgah (herein, the “Closing”). the Escrow Agent may release the
escrowed funds to the Conference. Should this transaction or any part thereof not close or
conclude as anticipated, (specifically including delivery of the fully executed aforesaid deed, bill
of sale, and other abave-described documents to Pisgah), the Escrow Agent, upon demand
therefore by Pisgah. shall immediately return the aforesaid full amount of the escrowed funds to
Pisgah. Delivery of the aforesaid sum shall be in full settlement and satisfaction of all claims the
Conference and/or the United Methodist Church has or may have against the above described
real property, tangible and intangible personal property (other than the sum paid by Pisgah to the
Conference pursuant to this settlement and the Excluded Property), and all other assets possessed

by Pisgah. Upon receipt at or after the Closing. the Conference and/or the United Methodist
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Church may allocate the aforesaid payment in any manner as either may desire for their internal
record keeping purposes.

5. Excluded Personal Property. At the Closing, Pisgah shall deliver to the

Conference the following: (i) all personal property marked with the United Methodist Church
trademarked insignia of the cross and flame or with the name “United Methodist Church.” and
(ii) all financial, membership, and baptism records kept and maintained by Pisgah United
Methodist Church. Pisgah agrees not to use, display, identify with, or hold out as a
representation of Pisgah any personal property marked with the aforesaid trademarked insignia
cross and flame or the name “United Methodist Church.” Pisgah further agrees to remove from
the aforesaid real estate any signs reflecting the aforesaid trademarked insignia cross and flame
or the name “*United Methodist Church.” and to deljver to the Conference (at the Conference’s
expense) any personal property subsequently discovered which reflects the aforesaid insignia or
name.

6. Mutual Release. In consideration of this Agreement and the property
transfers and payment described above, each party hereby releases and forever discharges the
other, its trustees, officers, members, agents, executars, attorneys. accountants, affiliated or
related entities, insurers, and all other persons or entities who are or might be liable, of and from
any and all claims of any kind or character that any party has or might have against the other,
whether known or unknown, and especially of and from all claims for Apportionments, pension
obligations, pastor compensation, damages, costs, expenses, losses, attorneys’ fees, punitive
damages, or injuries to persons or property that arise from or relate in any way to Pisgah’s prior
or current existence and/or operation as a United Methodist Church, Pisgah’s separation from the

Conference, or those events related to either, and all parties hereto hereby acknowledge full and

7116
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final settlement, accord, and satisfaction of all claims, demands, actions, or causes of action of
whatever kind or character which any party has or may have against the other,

T Choice of Forum.  The forum having proper jurisdiction and venue 1o
adjudicate any claim, dispute or default which may arise out of this Agreement or the
performance of the transactions contemplated hereby shall be the Circuit Court of Mercer
County, West Virginia. The parties expressly submit and irrevocably consent to such
jurisdiction and venue and specifically waive any and all rights each may have to contest such
Jurisdiction or venue of the above-mentioned forum and to demand any other forum.

8. Notices. All notices to be served hereunder shall be in writing and
shall be sufficiently given when mailed by first class mail to the following addresses:

(a) Pisgah:

Pisgah Community Church

1217 Pisgah Road

Princeton, WV 24739
with copy to:
William P. Stafford. 11
Brewster Morhous, PLLC
P.O. Box 529
Bluefield, WV 2470]

(b)  Conference:

West Virginia Annual Conference of the United Methodist Church
‘/a Joseph S. Kenaston, Supetintendent of the Southern District of the
West Virginia Annual Conference of the United Methodist Church
213 S. Heber Street

Beckley, West Virginia. 25801

with copy to:

Robert N. File
File Payne Scherer & File, PLLC

8716
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130 Main Street
Beckley, WV 25801

In addition, notice shall be deemed sufficiently given if the notice is served in a
manner prescribed by the laws of the State of West Virginia for the service of a summons in a
civil action.

9. Severability. This Agreement is intended to be performed in
accordance with, and only to the extent permitted by, all applicable laws, ordinances, rules and
regulations. [fany provision of this Agreement, or the application thereof to any person or
circumstance, shall for any reason and to any extent be invalid or unenforceable, the remainder
of this Agreement and the application of such provision to other persons or circumstances shall
not be affected thereby, but rather shall be construed and enforced to the fullest extent by law.

0. Ownership and Non-Assignment of Claims. Each of the parties represents

and warrants that no other person or entity has, or has had, any interest in the property,
obligations, claims, demands, or causes of action released in this Agreement, and that it has the
sole right and exclusive authority to execute this Agreement. Each of the parties further
represents and warrants that it has not sold, assigned, transferred. conveyed, or otherwise
disposed of any of the property, obligations, claims, demands. or causes of action released in this
Agreement.

11. Involvement of Counsel and Advisors, Voluntary Execution. Each

party represents and acknowledges that it has been afforded full opportunity to discuss al} aspects
of this Agreement with legal counsel, accountants, tax advisors and/or financial advisors of its
own choosing, and that it executes this Agreement without reliance upon any statement of

representation of any other party or their representatives. Each party further represents and
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warrants that they have reviewed this Agreement, fully understands all its provisions, and
voluntarily and knowingly signs this Agreement,

12. No Other Promises or Inducements. Each party represents and

warrants that there have been no inducements, representations or agreements from the other
causing, affecting, or in connection with this Agreement or the transactions contemplated hereby,
except as expressly set forth in writing in this Agreement. Each party has undertaken such
independent investigation and evaluation as it deems appropriate with respect to this Agreement.
Each party recognizes and acknowledges that its knowledge and the knowledge of its counsel
may not be full or complete, and assumes the risk that there may be facts or claims unknown to
that party, or its counsel, that are known by the other party or parties that could or might give rise
to some claim or claims against those parties, persons, or entities that are being released in this
Agreement,

13.  Consideration Acknowledged. The parties acknowledge that the

covenants contained in this Agreement provide good and sufficient consideration for every
promise, duty, release, obligation and right contained in this Agreement.

14, Binding Effect. This Agreement shall be binding upon and shall
inure to the benefit of the parties hereto, their respective trustees, heirs, executors. administrators,
trustees, directors, officers, shareholders, members, successors, and assigns.

15, Governing Law, This Agreement shall be governed by and
interpreted in accordance with the laws of the State of West Virginia, without regard to conflict
of laws principles.

16.  Further Assurances. The parties agree that, upon a request by any party,

each will execute and deliver such further documents and undertake such further actions as may

10/16
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reasonably be required to effect any of the agreements and covenants contained in this

Agreement.

17. Costs, Expenses and Attorneys” Fees. Each party shall bear its own

costs, expenses and attorneys’ fees incurred in connection with the disputes between them and
their settlement and this Agreement.

8. Mutual Drafting. This Agreement is the result of negotiations
between the parties and shall be considered as being mutually drafted by the parties.

19. Integration and Merger, This Agreement embodies, merges and
integrates all prior and current agreements and understandings of the parties regarding the
settlement of the claims asserted, or that could have been asserted, by any party hereto, and may
not be clarified, modified, changed or amended, except in writing, signed by each of the parties
hereto or their respective successors in interest. The parties further covenant and agree that this
Agreement contains the entire agreement between the parties hereto, that all agreements and
understandings between the parties are embodied and expressed herein, and that acceptance of
the consideration set forth herein is in full accord and satisfaction of each of the claims that are
disputed or that could have been disputed between the parties.

20.  Execution in Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed

and delivered in multiple counterparts, and all counterparts so delivered and executed shall

constitute one and the same instrument and be enforceable as such.

[Remainder of page intentionally blank; signatures on Jollowing pages]
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WITNESS the following signatures and seals as of the date first above written.

PISGAH:

Bt Lo

David Brown, Trustee

STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA,
COUNTY OF MERCER, TO-WIT:
1, Sh& o L .QY 'Ii’\/ » @ Notary Public in and for the County and

State aforesaid, do hereby certify that David Brown, who signed the foregoing and hereto
annexed Set*lement Agreement and Release bearing date the 17 day of September 2072 ), asa
Trustee of Pisgah Community Church, f/k/a Pisgah United Methodist Church, has this day
acknowledged the same before me in my said County.

Given under my hand and seal this < 25 ___ =~ day of September 2020.

cs.g/{/k@w%/ O‘? AL

Notary \Public

{
STATE OF WEST VIRGiNlA §
SHARON L. PORTER

Summit Community Bank ‘

1826 Harper Road
Backley, WV 25801 [
My Gommission Expires April 09, 2022

L o o

10



Gary Fuféﬂess Trustee

STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA,
COUNTY OF MERCER, TO-WIT:

LM \¢res e S M\Enw , a Notary Public in and for the County and
State aforesaid, do hereby certify that Gary Furches, who si gned the foregoing and hereto
annexed Settlement Agreement and Release bearing date the 17 day of September 2020, as a
Trustee of Pisgah Community Church, f/k/a Pisgah United Methodist Church, has this day
acknowledged the same before me in my said County.

Given under my hand and seal this 29 day of September 2020.

P A .

AT
7 2
e 2

QFFICIAL SEAL
NOTARY PUBLIC

{ j . —
STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA & \JK/Y\ LA L “’%’ M O i
MERESA SUE MANN | Notary Public
FIRST COMMUNITY BANK ‘
ONE STAFFORD COMMONS :

PRINCETON, WV 24740

(NOTARIAL SEAL)

13



oo S,

Rebecca Manley, Trustee

STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA,
COUNTY OF MERCER, TO-WIT:

1, Sh\o,ffa J }\%are

aﬁ?

, @ Notary Public in and for the County and

State aforesaid, do hereby certify that Rebecca Manley, who signed the foregoing and hereto

annexed Settlement Agreement and Release bearing date the 17% day of September 2020, as a

Trustee of Pisgah Community Church, f/k/a Pisgah United Methodist Church, has this day

acknowledged the same before me in my said County

Given under my hand and seal tbls

p/,/ﬁ

September 2020.

/////

12
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AL SEAL)

OFFICIAL SEAL ¢

% NOTARY PUBLIC ‘

% STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA

“F  SHELIA J AYERS ¢
Summit Community Bank ~ {
Drive Princaton, WVZJG'NO‘

My Gommission ExpmApmw 2021

)
)
]
j

)




Anne Harvey, Trustee

oy _..-f?ut-/ht N Jfﬁi/—‘

STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA,
COUNTY OF MERCER, TO-WIT:
14 gh@&d j \Alé? ) , a Notary Public in and for the County and

State aforesaid, do hereby certify that Anne Harvey, who signed the foregoing and hereto

annexed Settlement Agreement and Release bearing date the 17% day of September 2020, as a
Trustee of Pisgah Community Church, f/k/a Pisgah United Methodist Church, has this day

acknowledged the same before me in my said County.

“ iven under my hand and seal this 0_22 day of September 2020.
C@?ﬂ/z 2 (s

[ Nouy m;rvg

SR OFFICIAL SEAL {
P @:44% NOTARY PUBLIC :
§5 «"’%T"" 5 L STATE OF WESTVIRGINIA
= 5 il 'é‘f‘ j 1:5 SHELIA AYERS

Summit Community Bank {
223 Stafford Drive Princaton, WV 24740
My Commission Expires Apqil 10, 2021 j}

B e

11
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CONFERENCE:

Lol o i

chﬁfﬂ S, enastbn,

Déan of the Cabinet and Superintendent of

the Southern District of the West Virginia Annual
Conference of the United Methodist Church

STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA,

COUNTY OF RQ /wj h . TO-WIT:

I /{05”31‘7 M. (//ﬁ - a Notary Public in and for the County and

State aforesaid, do hereby certify that Joseph S. Kenaston, who signed the foregoing and hereto
annexed Settlement Agreement and Release bearing date the 17" day of September 2020, as
Dean of the Cabinet and Superintendent of the Southern District of the West Virginia Annual
Conference of the United Methodist Church, has this day acknowledged the same before me in
my said County.

i
Given under my hand and seal this 35 day of September 2020.

Sl 1. T

Notary Public

(NOTARIAL SEAL)

14



RESOLUTION FOR CLOSURE OF PISGAH UNITED METHODIST CHURCH
Pisgah Charge, Mercer County
DATE: August 31, 2020

WHEREAS the Pisgah United Methodist Church began in 1886; and

WHEREAS all the members of Pisgah United Methodist Church have withdrawn or transferred their membership to
another United Methodist Church; and

WHEREAS all UMC Trademarks will be removed including, but not limited to, signage and UM hymnals; and

WHEREAS at the time of closure funds located in bank accounts, checking and/or savings, certificates of deposit,
annuities, stocks, bonds or other monetary holdings are the property of the West Virginia Annual Conference of the
United Methodist Church; and

WHEREAS the following agreements have been made with the Annual Conference through their representative the
District Superintendent, the Conference Chancellor, the Agent of the West Virginia Annual Conference Trustees, and the
members of the Pisgah United Methodist Church and their attorney, Will Stafford of Brewster and Morhous, PLLC; and

WHEREAS the Pisgah United Methodist Church has agreed to pay and the funds are in an escrow account of the law firm
Brewster and Morhous, PLLC, Bluefield; and the funds will be transferred for the purpose of distribution to the law firm
of File, Payne, Scherer, and File, PLLC when the deeds are transferred:

Its future Pension Obligation of 530,769 to the Conference Treasurer;

The apportionment in full $9,316;

Southern District Promotional Fund in full $349;

The remainder of the appointed pastor’s salary and benefits Feb. — April, 2020, $4,698; and

WHEREAS the consent of the presiding bishop, a majority of the district superintendents, and the district Board of
Church Location and Building has been granted;

WHEREAS exigent circumstances exist that require immediate protection of the local church’s property for the benefit of
the United Methodist Church;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Pisgah United Methodist Church be closed as of August 31, 2020; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the WVAC Trustee’s agent has agreed to sell the building and property to the Pisgah
Community Church for $17,368 pending approval by the WVAC Board of Trustees. The purchase price of property must
be paid at closing. Where there is a gap between the closure and the completion of the purchase process, there may be
an agreement for the utilization of the former Pisgah United Methodist Building and the WVAC Board of Trustees; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that all financial accounts of Pisgah UMC be closed, and the records given to the District
Superintendent as well as UM Methodist Archival materials.

Signed:

Dean of the Cabinet Secretary of the Cabinet

August 31, 2020
Date



EXHIBIT C

AFFIDAVIT OF CARR MEMORIAL METHODIST CHURCH

I, Preston Burgess, being first duly sworn, state as follows:

1.

10.

My name is Preston Burgess, and I served as Ct\aw— of W’uﬁcﬁ '5 of Carr Memorial
Methodist Church (formerly Carr Memorial United Methodist Church), located in Mercer
County, West Virginia, at the time of disaffiliation.

Carr Memorial Methodist Church was formerly a member congregation of the West
Virginia Conference of the United Methodist Church.

In 2024, our church informed the Conference of our desire to depart from the
denomination and retain ownership of our real and personal property.

The West Virginia Conference directed our church to proceed under Paragraph 2549 of
the Book of Discipline as the appropriate and authorized method for disaffiliation and
property transfer.

Conference officials provided instructions regarding the 42549 process, including
submission of necessary documentation and coordination with the Conference trustees.
Our church followed the 92549 procedure exactly as instructed. At no time did the
Conference inform us that 42549 was unavailable, improper, or ecclesiastically
impermissible for disaffiliation.

The Conference reviewed, voted upon, and approved Carr’s departure pursuant to 2549,
and the property was released accordingly.

At no point during our interactions did the Conference identify 42553 as the exclusive
disaffiliation method or suggest that 42549 could not be lawfully used for departing
congregations.

Conference officials affirmatively represented to us that §2549 had long been used for
church departures and remained the established mechanism for property release.
Attached to this Affidavit, as “Exhibit A,” is a full and accurate copy the deed wherein
the Conference conveyed real property to Carr Memorial Methodist Church wherein the
Conference acknowledged our church followed the 42549 as the appropriate and
authorized method for disaffiliation and property transfer.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

‘%é’z/&:“ Tt pr Date: I / Zl/ / 5

Affiant

7



STATE OF [aJest \[ fgm;q :

county or _M\ercer , TO-WIT:

Taken, subscribed and sworn to before me within my County and State aforesaid

and given under my seal this a‘fﬂ‘ day of November, 2025.

Not ublic

OFFICIAL SEAL {
, NOTARY PUBLIC
h STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA §
>3 KRISTIE K. JANUTOLO
b . 181 Rest Place
q. 2 Princeton, WV 24739
\\\\\\\\ My Commission Expires Oclober 16, 2030 } (NOIARIAI SEAI )

-
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THIS QUITCLAIM DEED, Made this 11" day of March, 2024, by and between THE
BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE WEST VIRGINIA ANNUAL CONFERENCE OF THE
UNITED METHODIST CHURCH and as NANCY CHESHIRE, YVONNE W. HARRIS,
RICHARD SHAFFER, RICHARD E. FORD, JR., SHERI KERNIK, THOMAS
MATTHEWS, HOLLY BIONDI, ANNETTE CARPER, KEN KRIMMEL, RANDALL F.
FLANAGAN, CYNTHIA EAKLE and FRANK SHOMO as members of said Board of Trustees
acting by Randall F. Flanagan, President of said Board and Richard Shaffer, Vice President of said

‘ Board and their Attorneys-in-Fact by virtue of the certain Power of Attorney dated July 1, 2023,

and of record in the Office of the Clerk of the County Commission of Mercer County, West
Virginia, in Power of Attorney Book Jli , at PageSﬂ , parties of the first part, and, CARR
MEMORIAL METHODIST CHURCH, parties of the second part; and -

WHEREAS, in 1939 the Methodist Episcopal Church and the Methodist Episcopal Church
South merged with the Methodist Protestant Church to form the Methodist Church, arid in 1946
the Evangelical Church merged with the United Brethren Church to form the Evangelical United
Brethren Church, and in 1968 the Methodist Church merged with the Evangelical United Brethren
Church to form the United Methodist Church; and

WHEREAS, CARR MEMORIAL UNITED METHODIST CHURCH was declared
closed effective January 5, 2024 by resolution of a majority of the District Superintendents of the
West Virginia Annual Conference of the United Methodist Church, with consent of the Presiding
Bishop of the Conference and the District Board of Church Location and Building and the parties
of the first part herein have been directed to sell their interest in the following property pursuant
to Section 2549 of the Book of Discipline of the United Methodist Church (2016 Ed.). As
evidenced by the Bishop’s Certificate of Compliance with Section 2515 of said Discipline,
attached hereto as Exhibit A of this Deed; and )

WHEREAS, pursuant to the provisions of the West Virginia Code, the partics of the first
part have caused to be published in THE BLUEFIELD DAILY TELEGRAPH, a newspaper of

-general circulation published in Mercer County, West Virginia, once a week for two successive

weeks beginning February 28, 2024 and cnding with the issue of March 6, 2024, a Notice

describing the real estate hereby conveyed and stating the same would be conveyed on or after

300,



March 6, 2024, an affidavit regarding said publication being attached hereto and by reference made
a part hereof.
NOW, THEREFORE, WITNESSETH:

That for and in consideration of the sum of Fifty-Five Thousand Dollars (855,000.00), the
receipt and sufficiency of which are hereby ackndwledged, the parties of the first part do hereby
QUITCLAIM, SELL AND CONVEY unto the parties of the second part, those certain lots or
parcels of land, situate in Beaver Pond District, Mercer County, West Virginia, and bounded and

described as follows, to-wit:
PARCEL ONE

ALL that certain tract or parcel of land lying in Beaver Pond District,
Mercer County, West Virginia, known as Lot No. 5 of the Mercer
Home Building Company’s Sub-Division of Lot No. 1, Block “B”,
of the Carlend Development Company as shown by a map thercof,
attached to and made a part of a certain deed dated December 7th,
1922, exccuted by the said Mercer Home Building Company to,
Carric Dell White, and recorded in the Office of the Clerk of the
County Court of Mercer County, West Virginia, in Deed Book No.
149, at page 32, to which deed and map reference is here made for
a further description of said lot hereby conveyed. The said lot hereby
conveyed, being further described as follows, to-wit:

BEGINNING at a point in the north line of the Bluefield Princeton
Highway at the southwest corner of Lot No. 4. of said Mercer Home
Building Company subdivision of said Lot 1, Block “B”; thence N.
25° 40" W. 507.6 feet to an alley; thence with the south line of said
alley 66° 17" W. 97.6 feet to the point of intersection of said alley
with a thirty foot Street or road; thence along said street or road S.
11°57"W. 4.1 feet to stake; thence leaving said street or road S, 25° -
40" E. 507.2 feet to a stake in the north line of said Bluefield-
Princeton Highway; thence with the north line of said Highway in
an eastwardly direction 100 feet to the point of beginning, said lot
hereby conveyed fronting 100 feet on the said Blueficld-Princeton
Highway and running back therefrom to said alley.

And being the same property conveyed from Mary Green Bowling to Trustees of the
Methodist Episcopal Church, South, by Deed dated May 25, 1938 and recorded in the Office of
the Clerk of the County Commission of Mercer County, West Virginia in Deed Book 238, at Page

222, reference to which is hereby made.



PARCEL TWO

ALL that certain lot or parcel of real estate situate in Beaver Pond
District, Mercer County, West Virginia, being the Southern Part of
Lot 6 of the Mercer Home Building Subdivision of Lot 1, Block B,
of the Carland Development Company, as shown on Map of record
in the Office of the Clerk of the County Court of Mercer County,
West Virginia, in Deed Book 149, page 32, and which is more
particularly bounded and described as follows:

BEGINNING at the point of intersection of the easterly line of a 30
feet wide old county road with the northerly line of the Old
Bluefield-Princeton Road; thence with said old county road line N.
22°15'W. 202.96 feet to a point; thence across Lot 6, N. 64° 20' E.
96.2 feet, more or less, to the westerly tine of Lot 5; thence with Lot
5, S. 25° 40' E. 202,60 feet to the Old Blueficld-Princeton Road;
thence with the Old Bluefield-Princeton Road, S. 64° 20' W. 108.3
feet to the point of BEGINNING.

And being the same property conveyed from M. J. DILLON etux to Trustees of the Carr
Memorial Methodist Church by Deed dated July 25, 1967 and recorded in the aforesaid Clerks

Office in Deed Book 436, at Page 194, reference to which is hereby made.
PARCEL THREE

ALL of that certain tract or parcel of real estate designated as Parcel
‘B’ on “PLAT SHOWING PARCEL’S OF LAND DENOTED AS
“AP-“B”-“C” LYING ON THE WATERS OF BRUSH CREEK OF
BLUESTONE RIVER BRAVER POND DISTRICT MERCER
COUNTY SITUATE JUST NORTHEAST OF THE COUNTY OF
GLENWOOD WEST VIRGINIA SCALE 1" = 60' OCTOBER 23,
2001°, said plat intended to be recorded forthwith in said Clerk’s
Office with a deed from the parties of the first part to Bessie Dillon,
and more fully bounded and described as follows:

BEGINNING at a 2 inch iron pipe found in at the southwest corner
of Patsy Cundiff at the northwest corner of Margaret Cotten and in
the northeastemn line of Roy Harman; thence with the southwestern
line of said Cotten and a common line to said Harman, S. 25° 40'
00" E. 89.40 feet to a 1/2 inch rebar set in the southwestern line of
said Cotten and at the northeastern comer of the Methodist Church;
thence with the northwestern line of said Methodist Church and a
common line to said Harman, S. 66° 29' 00" W. 100.07 feetto a 1/2
inch rebar set at the northwest corner of said Methodist Church and
a common comer to said IHarman and in the northeastern line of
Bessie Dillon; thence with the northeastern line of said Dillon and a
common line to said Harman and passing through a 1/2 inch rebar
set at 37,42 feet at the northeast corner of said Dillon and a common
cormer o said Harman, then continuing on said line and through the



lands of said Harman 67.58 feet for a total bearing and distance of
N. 25° 40' 00" E. 105.00 feet to a 1/2 inch rebar set in the lands of
said Harman; thence continuing through the lands of said Harman,
N. 75° 17" 10" W. 101.86 fect to the point of BEGINNING, and
containing (.22 acres, more or less.

And being the same proﬁerty conveyed from Roy W. Harman etux to Trustees of Daniel
Hoge Carr Memorial United Methodist Church by Deed dated November 26, 2001 and recorded
in the aforesaid Clerks Office in Deed Book 838, at Page 608, reference to which is hereby made.

This conveyance of the aforesaid property is further subject to all restrictions, conditions,
covenants, agreements, provisions, limitations, rights of way, easements; leases, reservations, or
exceptions contained or referred to in the aforesaid deeds and all prior recorded deeds for said lots
or conveyed or reserved by all prior owners in the chain of title. DECLARATION OF
CONSIDERATION OR VALUE: The Grantors hereby declare that this conveyance is not
subject to the excise tax on privilege of transferring property because it is from the board of
Trustees of a voluntary charitable and religious organization.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, thc Board of Trustees of the West Virginia Annual
Conference of The United Methodist Church has caused its names to be signed hereunto by
Randall F. Flanagan, its President and Richard Shaffer, its Vice President, and all of the members
of the Board of Trustees of the West Virginia Annual Conference of the United Methodist Church
have caused their names to be signed hereto by Randall F. Flanagan and Richard Shaffer,

individually as members of said Board of Trustees and as their Attorneys-in-Fact, thereunto duly

authorized.

(THE REMAINDER OF THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LE'F T BLANK)



THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE
WEST VIRGINIA ANNUAL CONFERENCE
OF THE UNITED METHODIST CHURCH

By

NDALL F. FLANAGAN
Its President

Member of said Board of Trustees and Gs-Attorney-in
Fact for NANCY CHESHIRE, YVONNE W.
HARRIS, RICHARD SHAFFER, RICHARD E.
FORD, JR., SHERI KERNIK, THOMAS
MATTHEWS, HOLLY BIONDI, ANNETTE
CARPER, KEN KRIMMEL, CYNTHIA EAKLE
and FRANK SHOMO

STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA,
COUNTY OF _K gypuha , to-wit:
1, Av\@df’/lﬁ Jones » & Notary Public in and for said County and State, do
 certify that RANDALL F. FLANAGAN, who signed the writing above bearing date thel 1" day
of March, 2024, as President of said Board of Trustees of the West Virginia Annual Conference

of The United Methodist Church and individually as a member of said Board of Trustees and as
Attomney-in-Fact for NANCY CHESHIRE, YVONNE W. HARRIS, RICHARD SHAFFER,
RICHARD E. FORD, JR., SHERI KERNIK, THOMAS MATTHEWS, HOLLY BIONDI,
ANNETTE CARPER, KEN KRIMMEL, CYNTHIA EAKLE, FRANK SHOMO, has this
day in my said County, before me, acknowledged the said writing to be the act and deed of said

Board of Trustees.

Given under my hand this___1%"h  day of _ Mowch 2024,
My Commission Expires: 10/ W/ 2027
{NOTARY STAMP) /
YL, . /ﬁf’éﬂf"\%%——
GTa AR\ toun bl Gifcnisenl £ 7 Ndtéry Public

3

‘ 7 5% State of West Virginla.

o \WS=20 My Comm, Explres Oct 11, 077
) 5= WV United Methudist Cunferanc
<

2oz

N

T

PO Bux 2313 Charleston WV 25170




STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA,
c'OUNTx,OF”KamM\m' “ig

Av\o\vlc\,\)une,_i

THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE
WEST VIRGINIA ANNUAL CONFERENCE -
OF THE UNITED METHODIST CHURCH

'RICHARD S}IAFFER

Its Vice Prestdent

RICHARD SHAFFER mdw’ ually as-a Member of
sald Board of Trustees . and as Attorncy-ln Fact for.
NANCY. CHESHIRE YVONNE W. HARRIS,

~__RICHARD E. FORD, JR., SHERI I(ERN[K,_;'.;

THOMAS -MATTHEWS," HOLLY - BIONDI,
ANNETTE -CARPER, KEN KRIMMEL,
RANDALL F. FLANAGAN CYNTHIA EAKLE

: and FRANK SHOMO

, to-wit;

,a Notary Pubhc in and for sa1d County and State, do -

certlfy that RICHARD SHAFFER who Slgned the wntmg abovc beanng ddte the 11t day of
March, 2024, as Vice Preqldcnt of sald Board of Trustecs ofthe WestVlrglma Annual Conference

of The United Mcth_od_:gt C_!hun;h an_d mdwldpaliy asa mem_b_er of said Board of Trustees and as,
Attorey-in-Fact for NANCY CHESHIRE, YVONNE W. HARRIS, RICHARD E. FORD,
JR., SHERI KERNIK, THOMAS MATTHEWS HOLLY BIONDI ANNETTE CARPER: )
- KEN KRIMMEL, RANDALL F. FLANAGAN CYNTHIA EAKLE FRANK SHOMO has _
this day i in my said Count_y, before me, agknowledged_ the said wntmg fo be the act and deed of

said Board of Trustees.

Given uﬁdqr-my ha:_id'this

My Commission Expires:

{NOTARY STAMP}

B e - " .
"A-—‘-‘_

R ANGE{AMJDNES
Natary Publie Official Seal
State of West Virginia,
- My Comm, Expires Oct 11, 2027
WV United Methodist Cunrerence
PO Hox 2313 Charleston WV 25328

]

IL{:l'_I/\' dayof _[Mareh | L2024
Lo/ Ll ,/.20'2-7
e N
J Notﬁ' Public



EXHIBIT A

Bishop’s Certificate of Compliance
With Section 2515 of the Book of Discipline
The undersigned, as the Resident and Presiding Bishop of the West Virginia Annual
Conference of the United Methodist Church, pursuant to Section 2515 of the Book of Discipline
of the United Methodist Church (2016 Ed.), hereby certifies.that she; along with a majority of the
district superintendents, has consented to this conveyance, and that it fully complies with said

section of the Discipline.

Sdndra Steiner Ba
Resident and Presiding Bishop

West Virginia Annual Conference of the
United Methodist Church

This instrument prepared by:

Robert N. File, Esquire

FILE PAYNE SCHERER & FILE PLLC
130 Main Street — Suite 201 ;
Beckley, West Virginia 25801

(304) 253 - 3358 d
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Affidavit of Publication

STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA"
'COUNTY o,l;' MERCER,

1, Chrlslma Lantz. of the Bluefield Dally Telegraph a
'dally newspaper published in the City of Bluefield,
Mercer,.-West Virginia, do certify that the notice -
attached hereto under the caption;

was published in the said Bluefiéld Daily Telegraph
2 time(s) on the following day(s) nameiy 02/28/24,

- 03/06/24

Publication Fee: $301.'19'

élgnled o )/l Lr«f/\?)'f/f/lﬂf:

Subscribed and sworn to befcre me 1hzs day

08/06/2024 -

My commlssmn expires: ///A

Notary Publics,

y SWEOFWEsmammA =

926 Biuafh

afdn
it vanua, Efuarlld \WM?D}

THISS\Q."I E)rplres Man:h 14, 2028

NOTICE OF PROPOSED
CONVEYANCE.

CHURCH PROPERTY
+ * (Carr Memorial :
Unl'led Methaodist Churnh)

No_t ce is hereby given lhal the
Board of Truslees of lhe Wesl Vir-
ginia_Annual ‘Conferonce ol the
United Mathodist Church will, on or
alter March 6, 2024 QUITCLAIM,
GRANT AND CONVEY to Truslees

of-Carr Memorial Methodist Church --
hose certain lots or parcels of land,

situale in Beaver Pond Districl,
Mercer County, West. Virginia, and

"hourided and described as lnllnws_

lo- wn' .
PARCEL ONE

ALL thal cerlain Irdct of parcel
.. of . land lying" in Beaver.Pond

. District, .Mercer Gounly, Wesl

Virginia, known as Lol No.'5
‘ol the Mercer Home E!undmg
Company's Sub-Division ol Lal
No. 1, Block “B", of lhe Car
_lend Deuelnpmanl Company
- as shown by a map thereol,
.“.altached lo and made a part.| of
- ‘a-cerlain deed daled December
7th, 1922, execuled by lha said
Mercer Hnme_EuIIdingicumpa-
ny lo Carrie Dell While, and re-
-. corded in Ifie Oftice of the Clerk -
- al the County Courl ol Mercer
Counly; Wasl Virginia, in Deed

BEGINNING al the poinl of in-
lerseclion ol the easterly line of
a 30 leel wide old county road-
with the norlherly. line of the

: Old Bluefield-Princelon Road;
+- thence wilh said old counly road

ling N. 227 15" W. 202.96 feet
to a, pmnt. thence across Lot B,
N. 64% 20' E. 96.2 leel, more or
less, 10 the Weslerly tine of Lot
5: lhence with Lot '5; S, 25° 40'

" E. 202,60 leel 1o the Old Blue-

field- F‘rlncelun Road; lhence
wilh‘lhe Old Blueflald-Princeton
Road, 5. 64° 20' W. 108.3 leet lo-
the point.of BEGINNING,

And being lhe same properly

conveyed from M. J. DILLON elux
1o Trustees -ol thé Carr’ Memiorial

Melhodis! Church by Deed dated . -
July 25, 1967 and recorded in the'' -

aforesaid Clerks Olfice in Deed

Book 436, al Page 194, reference

to which is hereby made:.

" ING PARCEL

Bock No, 149, al page 32, lo* -

which deed and map reference
Is here made: for.a furthes de-
scriplion of aid lol-hereby con-
veyed.. The sald [ot hereby con-
veyed, being further described
as follows, to-wit:

BEGINNING al a point in Ihe
notth line of e Bluelield Princ-
- eton Highway al the soulhwest

" Garnér-of Lot No. 4. of sald Mer--":

‘cer Home Building Company

“subdivision ol said-Lot 1. Block™

“B"; thence N, 25” 40" W. 507.6
feet lo an alley; thence wilh lhe
. sputh line of said alley 667 17

EL THREE

ALL of thal ceflain Iract or par-

cel ol real estale designaled
as Parcel 'B' on "PLAT SHOW-

F LAND DE-
NOTED AS "A™ “B' “C7 LYING :
ON THE WATERS OF BRUSH
CREEK OF BLUESTONE RIV-
ER BRAVER POND DISTRICT

: MERCER COUNTY SITUATE
- JUST NORTHEAST OF THE

COUNTY. OF GLENWOOD .
WEST VIHGINIA SCALE 1" =
60' OCTOBER 23, 2001, said -
plat -Intended lo be recorded

. lorthwith in said'Clerk's Oflice

* * with a deed fram he parlies of

" W. 97.6 leet lo the point anler-r .
:section ol said alley wilh a thiny -

loot Street of road; lhence along. -

said sireel or road S, 11° 57' W,
4.1leollo slake; lhenceleaumg
sald streel of rond S. 25° 40' E.
507.2 leet to a slake in Lhe norlh
line ol 'said Bluetield-Prince-"
“lon Highway; lhence wilth the
“north line of said Highway in an’
eastwardly direction 100 leel lo
the poinl of: baginring, -said lot
hereby conveyed Ironting. 00

leet on the said Bluelield-Piinc- -

alenHighway and running:back -
) ‘Iherelrumto sald alley. -

And being lhe samie’ pmperly con-
veyed Irom Mary Green Bowling to

Trustees of lhe Melhodisl Episcopal *

Ghurch, Soulh, by Deed daled May | -
25,.1938'and racorded in the Oflice -

" of the Clerk ol lhe Counly Comimis-

sion of Mescer County, Wast Virgin-
ia in Deed Book 238, al Page 222,

. m!cmnce ln whichis hereby rnade .

_ABS_ELI\L

ALL lha’c cerlain lol, or parcel

ol real estale.slluale’ In Beaver
Pond Districl, Mercer. -County,

*: Wes! Virginia, being the South-
_-.em Part-of Lot 6 of the Mercer

Home “Building Subdivision af

" Lot 1, Block-B, ol the Carland

Deuelnpmnnt - Company, as

And being the same

\he first part to Bessie Dillon,
and more fully bounded and’
descuhaﬂ as lollows:

BEGINN]NG at a: 2 inch Iron .
pipe found in at the southwest

- corner ol Palsy Gundill al lhe
“northwesl corner of Margaret .

Cotlen and in:the northeastern

line .ol Roy. Harman; thence . .:

wilh-the soulh\ucsloln line of *
said Collen and” a' common

'line to sald Harman, S, 25°

40" 00" E. 89.40 leel lo a 1/2
inch rébar set In the soulh- >
western line of said Coltenand . ..
al ‘the forthieaslern corner of = =~
the Methadisl Church; thence
with the northwestarn line of
said Methodisl Church and-a

* common lina lo'said Harman, .

5.°66° 29' 00" W, 100.07 leel . -
lo-a’ 1/2 inch rebar sel ai the © ::
northwesl corner. of said Meth-
odist Church and a common

".comer 1o said Harman and in
- the nartheasternline of Bessie

Dillon; thence with the north-
easlern‘line of said Dillon and .

a_common ling lo said Harman *

and passing through a 1/2 inch

- rebar sel al 37.42 [asl -at lhe

‘northeasl cornerol said Dillon

" and a common’ cornér ¢ said -

Harman, :then contlnuing on
said hne and through the lands | -
ol said Harman 67.58 leel lor " -
a lolal bearing and distance of

_N. 25° 40’ 00" E.:105.00, [eet
‘lo.a 112 Inch rebar sel.in the
lands -of said Harman; thence © -
con(lnulngthruughlhnlandsnr ¢ 7
said Harman, N. 75° 17" 10"W,©
101.86 [eel lo the point of BE-
GINNING, and conlainirig'0:22
acres, more or lass:

roperty con-

shown on Map of fecoid in he  veyed {fom Roy W. Harman elux..
_Offica’of the Clerk ol the Counly  to Truslees -ol Danlel Hoge Carr
Court ol Mercer Counly, ‘Wesl . - Memorial Uniled Methodist Church

¢ Virginia, :in Deed Book: 149, - by Deed dated Novembar 26, 2001
page 32; and which is more par-  and recorded In° lhe aloresaid
licularly Doundad ﬂnd described Clarks OMlice in Deed Book B3B8,
as follows: al Page 608, reference lo which Is . -

" AD# 776184
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AD# 776184
hereby made:

SAID Carr Memorial Unlted Meth-
odist ‘Church was daclared closed
effacilve January 5, 2024 by a vate
of a majority of the District Superin-
tendents of ths Wesl Virginla Annu-
al Gonlurnru:e of the ‘United Malh-
odist Chur

Daled 1hB 20th day of February,

BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF

THE WEST VIRGINIA ANNUAL
CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED

METHODIST GHURCH

By: HUhﬂl’lN Flla.(:hancellnr
130 Maln Streal -
Ba:kiay. West Vlr Inla 25801
(ao 2513-3355




