
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF MISSISSIPPI 

NORTHERN DIVISION 
 
 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE  
COMMISSION,  
 Plaintiff,  

 v.  
 
ARTHUR LAMAR ADAMS AND  
MADISON TIMBER PROPERTIES, 
LLC,  
 Defendants. 

 

Case No. 3:18-cv-252-CWR-FKB 
 
 
Hon. Carlton W. Reeves, District Judge 
Hon. F. Keith Ball, Magistrate Judge 

 
TRUSTMARK NATIONAL BANK’S SUPPLEMENT TO ITS 

RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO S.E.C./RECEIVER’S 
 JOINT MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER [Ct Dkt #290]  

 
Trustmark National Bank, a defendant in related action no. 3:19-CV-941-

CWR-FKB, appearing specially for the purpose of filing this document, supplements 

its Response [Ct Dkt #297] Objecting to the Joint Motion for Protective Order filed 

by the S.E.C. and the Receiver as follows:  

Since the Receiver moved for the Joint Protective Order, she has now offered 

to allow defendants in all related cases access to a “virtual data room.” That access, 

however, is expressly conditioned upon onerous terms of access that are even more 

restrictive than the protective order the Receiver seeks and to which Trustmark 

objects. (Receiver’s email, Terms of Access and letter, Exhibit 1 hereto). Lest the 

Court think the proposed “virtual data room” is somehow the panacea to the issues 

outlined in Trustmark’s Objection, Trustmark supplements its Objection to the 
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Joint Motion for Protective Order with its letter to the Receiver (Trustmark’s 

Letter, Exhibit 2 hereto) objecting to the onerous terms of access to the virtual data 

room. The terms of access make it impossible for Trustmark to access the 

documents without expressly waiving its objections to the Receiver’s unnecessary 

and unjustified restrictions on discovery and disclosure which put a stranglehold on 

Trustmark’s ability to defend the claims the Receiver has leveled against it.  

WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, Trustmark National objects to 

the referenced Joint Motion. The Joint Motion should be denied.  

Respectfully submitted, this the 6th day of August 2021.  

TRUSTMARK NATIONAL BANK 
 
      By: /s/Stephanie M. Rippee    

Stephanie M. Rippee 
William F. Ray (MB No. 4654) 
Paul H. Stephenson III (MB No. 7864) 
Stephanie M. Rippee (MB No. 8998) 
James M. Tyrone (MB No. 102381) 
WATKINS & EAGER PLLC 
400 East Capitol Street 
Jackson, Mississippi 39201 
Telephone: (601) 965-1900 
Facsimile: (601) 965-1901 
Email: srippee@watkinseager.com 
 
  
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

I hereby certify that on this day, I electronically filed the foregoing with the Clerk of the 

Court using the ECF system which sent notification of such filing to all parties of record. 

This the 6th day of August 2021. 
 

/s/Stephanie M. Rippee   
Stephanie M. Rippee 
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From: Kristen Amond [kamond@millsamond.com] 
Sent: Monday, July 26, 2021 11:44 AM 
CC: Brent Barriere [bbarriere@fishmanhaygood.com]; Lilli Evans Bass 
[bass@bbjlawyers.com]; Alysson Mills [amills@millsamond.com] 
Subject: Madison Timber Receivership Virtual Data Room 
Attachments: 2021-07-23 Terms of Access to Madison Timber Receivership Virtual Data 
Room.pdf; 2021-07-23 Receiver's letter re virtual data room.pdf 
 
 
Counsel, 
 
The Receiver has created a virtual data room to provide to defendants all documents in her 
possession. An explanation of the records in the data room is attached. Any defendant's counsel 
who agrees to straightforward terms of access shall be permitted to access the data room. 
 
Shortly each of you will be receiving an invitation from SecureDocs with a link to access the virtual 
data room. If you do not agree to the attached terms of access, we ask that you not access the virtual 
data room. 
 
Please contact me if you have any questions. 
 
Kristen 
 
Kristen Amond 
–––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––––– 
Mills & Amond LLP 
650 Poydras Street, Suite 1525 | New Orleans, LA 70130 
d: 504-556-5523 | t: 504-383-0332 | f: 504-556-5523 
kamond@millsamond.com | www.millsamond.com 
 

Exhibit 1
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Terms of Access to Madison Timber Receivership Virtual Data Room 
  
Alysson Mills, in her capacity as the Receiver for the estates of Arthur Lamar Adams and Madison Timber 
Properties, LLC, has granted access to this Madison Timber Receivership Virtual Data Room (“Data 
Room”) to defendants’ counsel in each of the Receivers’ lawsuits against third parties, provided that they 
agree to these Terms of Access. Access is provided to facilitate the efficient exchange of information in 
each of those lawsuits. 
  
The Receiver has disclosed or may disclose information in the Data Room that should be treated as 
private. Much of the information in the Data Room identifies or is personal to investors of the Madison 
Timber Ponzi scheme. By accessing the Data Room, you agree to accept and abide by these Terms of 
Access, including to protect investors’ names and identifying information from public disclosure.   
  
By accessing the Data Room, you agree and acknowledge that all documents and information contained 
in or accessible from the Data Room is confidential and is subject to the terms of use discussed below. 
  
Data Room Access 
  
The Receiver will provide access to counsel of record for each defendant in the following lawsuits: Alysson 
Mills v. Butler Snow, et al., No. 3:18-cv-866 (S.D. Miss.); Alysson Mills v. Jon Darrell Seawright, Adv. No. 
3:20-cv-232 (S.D. Miss.); Alysson Mills v. BankPlus, et al., No. 3:19-cv-196 (S.D. Miss.); Alysson Mills v. The 
UPS Store, Inc., No. 3:19-cv-364 (S.D. Miss.); and Alysson Mills v. Trustmark Nat’l Bank, et al., No. 3:19-cv-
941 (S.D. Miss.) (“Madison Timber Receivership Cases”). 
  
Access to the Data Room is granted on the following conditions: 
  

1. Data Room access is for the sole purpose of prosecuting or defending the Madison Timber 
Receivership Cases. 

2. No persons other than the counsel of record for a defendant in any one of the Madison Timber 
Receivership Cases, and their employed paralegals, legal assistants, and secretaries, shall be 
permitted to access the Data Room. Counsel agrees to take all reasonable steps to avoid 
unauthorized access to the Data Room. 

3. Counsel of record shall be responsible for ensuring that all such persons accessing the Data Room 
read and agree to abide by these Terms of Access. Counsel agrees to provide these Terms of 
Access to any such persons and obtain their agreement to abide by them. 

4. Documents or other information in the Data Room may be downloaded by counsel of record for 
defendants in the Madison Timber Receivership Cases, subject to the terms of use described 
below. 

5. All documents and information contained in or accessible from the Data Room is deemed 
confidential. 

6. The Receiver may add information to or remove information from the Data Room during the 
course of litigation of the Madison Timber Receivership Cases. 

7. The Receiver may modify these Terms of Access as circumstances require or as required by the 
Court. The Receiver will provide notice of any modification to all persons with access to the Data 
Room. 
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8. By providing access to the Data Room, the Receiver expressly reserves any right to assert, and in 
no way waives, any privilege or objection to any use of information that she may have. 

9. The Receiver reserves the right, without waiving or limiting any other right or remedy she may 
have under statute or rule, to exclude any person from access to the Data Room for failure to 
comply with these Terms of Access. 

10. Within 14 days of a party’s termination in any of the Madison Timber Receivership Cases, counsel 
for the terminated party will lose access to the Data Room. The terminated party shall return any 
confidential Data Room information to the Receiver and certify in writing that all confidential 
Data Room information has been returned. In the alternative, counsel for the terminated party 
may execute a declaration stating that all such information has been destroyed.  

  
Use of Data Room Information 
 

1. Any information in the Data Room containing investor-specific information, including without 
limitation investor identifying and/or financial information, is confidential. No separate designation 
is required.  

2. Information that is deemed confidential shall not be publicly disclosed.   

3. Any defendant seeking to use documents and information contained in or accessible from the Data 
Room, including specifically investor-specific information, in any pleading, exhibit, or other 
documents that they might file in the Court’s record must comply with the protective order entered 
on the S.E.C. and the Receiver’s Joint Motion for Protective Order in S.E.C. v. Adams, et al., No. 
3:18-cv-252 (S.D. Miss.), Doc. 290, or any other applicable protective order.  

4. The confidential documents and information contained in or accessible from the Data Room may 
be disclosed only to the following persons: 

a. The parties to the Madison Timber Receivership Cases, including any employees, agents, 
and representatives of the parties;  

b. Attorneys for the parties and their employees and outside support services vendors 
involved in the prosecution or defense of the Madison Timber Receivership Cases;  

c. The Court and Court personnel, including any special master appointed by the Court, and 
members of the jury;  

d. Court reporters, recorders, and videographers engaged for depositions;  

e. Any mediator appointed by the Court or jointly selected by parties to any of the Madison 
Timber Receivership Cases;  

f. Any expert witness, outside consultant, or investigator retained specifically in connection 
with a Madison Timber Receivership Case provided that such person shall execute a 
declaration stating that he or she has read this agreement, agrees to be bound by it, and 
agrees to be subject to the jurisdiction of the Court for enforcement purposes;  

g. Any potential, anticipated, or actual fact witness and his or her counsel, but only to the 
extent that such confidential information will assist the witness in recalling, relating, or 
explaining facts or in testifying, provided that such person shall execute a declaration 
stating, or alternatively shall affirm on the record, that he or she has read this agreement, 
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agrees to be bound by it, and agrees to be subject to the jurisdiction of the Court for 
enforcement purposes; and  

h. Other persons only upon consent of the Receiver and on such conditions as the parties 
may agree. 

5. All persons with access to the Data Room shall take precautions to protect the information’s 
confidentiality. Documents and information contained in or accessible from the Data Room may 
only be used for the purpose of prosecuting or defending the claims alleged in the Madison Timber 
Receivership Cases. 
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Alysson Mi l ls  

ami l ls@mil lsamond.com 
t/ f :  504-586-5253 

 

 
 
 

July 23, 2021 
 
 
Re: Madison Timber Receivership virtual data room 

Securities & Exchange Commission vs. Adams, et al., No. 3:18-cv-252 (S.D. Miss.) 
Mills vs. Butler Snow, et al., No. 3:18-cv-866 (S.D. Miss.) 
Mills vs. BankPlus, et al., No. 3:19-cv-196 (S.D. Miss.)  
Mills vs. The UPS Store, Inc., et al., No. 3:19-cv-364 (S.D. Miss.) 
Mills vs. Trustmark, et al., No. 3:19-cv-941 (S.D. Miss.) 

 
 
Dear Reader: 

 
I write to summarize, and explain the origins of, records in the Madison Timber Receivership’s virtual 

data room.  These records are being made available to defendants in the Receivership Estate’s lawsuits subject, 
of course, to their agreement to separate terms of access. 

 
Some defendants may already have some records.  Until now, no defendant has had all records.  In 

the spirit of facilitating discovery for all parties, we have made all records available in one place.  It goes 
without saying that all records are not relevant to all cases therefore I reserve the right to object to any record’s 
use for any purpose by any party.   
 

Origins of records 
 

On June 22, 2018, the Court appointed me receiver of the estates of Arthur Lamar Adams and 
Madison Timber Properties, LLC.  The order of appointment instructed me to take custody, control, and 
possession of any assets and records of Adams and Madison Timber. 
 

Shortly after my appointment, I personally visited Madison Timber’s office with the intention of 
collecting records, but not much was there.  The FBI had already searched the office and seized its records.  
Much later I obtained an electronic copy of those records from the FBI, pursuant to court order.  I am 
attaching the FBI receipts that accompanied those records here. 
 

The FBI made a forensic image of Adams’s computer and then returned it to Adams so that he could 
use his files to prepare for his sentencing hearing.  I later personally obtained the computer from Adams’s 
lawyer John Colette.  I am attaching my letter to Mr. Colette here.  I still have the computer; it’s in my office.  
The FBI’s forensic image of the computer is among the records that I later obtained from the FBI.   
 

I personally obtained Madison Timber’s QuickBooks files from Grace Fuller, Madison Timber’s CPA, 
by going to her office. 
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I personally obtained other records of Adams and Madison Timber by making formal requests of third 
parties.  For most of those requests, I mailed the third party a letter and copy of the order of appointment.  I 
am attaching those letters, and any follow-up letters that I retained, here. 
 

Finally, my counsel obtained, via subpoenas duces tecum, records from notaries who notarized fake 
timber deeds for Adams and Madison Timber.   
 

Virtual data room 
 

I have no desire to withhold from any defendant any of the aforementioned records. The virtual data 
room contains all the aforementioned records.  The sole exception is the FBI’s forensic image of Adams’s 
computer.  We entrusted that to a qualified third party who on request will make a copy for any defendant. 
 

In addition to the aforementioned records, the virtual data room contains my letters to Madison 
Timber’s victims (although I am making these letters available, I strongly dispute their relevancy to the 
Receivership Estate’s lawsuits and reserve all objections to their use for any purpose by any party) as well as 
my accounting of Madison Timber’s victims’ promissory notes, as described in my motion for first 
distribution. 

 
Persons with access to the virtual data room will have immediate access to all these records—with a 

few exceptions, which I explain here. 
 
Internal emails of BankPlus, Trustmark, and RiverHills 

 
Most of the records that I have obtained are Adams’s or Madison Timber’s own records: records 

seized from Madison Timber’s office, records obtained from Adams and his agents, and attorney-client files, 
bank statements, and QuickBooks files.  

 
But certain of the records that I have obtained arguably are not.  These records include internal emails 

that I obtained, pre-lawsuit, from now-defendants BankPlus, Trustmark, and RiverHills. 
 

I am aware that defendants, including UPS, believe they are entitled to these internal emails.  I am 
prepared to give them access, but believe it appropriate to give BankPlus, Trustmark, and RiverHills an 
opportunity to object.  If they do not object within 14 days, I will make these internal emails available to 
everyone. 

 
Alexander Seawright records 

 
Given the criminal indictments of Brent Alexander and Jon Seawright, and the stay of all civil 

proceedings against them, I believe it appropriate to confer with their counsel prior to making records that I 
obtained from them available to everyone. 
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Respectfully, 

 
Alysson Mills 

 
 
Attachments: 
Index of records in virtual data room 
Letters and receipts reflecting records requested or obtained 
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Index of records in virtual data room: 

FBI (records obtained from) 

Billings, Mike (records obtained from) 

Kelly, Wayne (records obtained from) 

McHenry, Bill (records obtained from) 

Shell, Randy (records obtained from) 

Alexander Seawright (records obtained from) 

Butler Snow (records obtained from) 

Rawlings & MacInnis (records obtained from) 

Madison Trust Company (records obtained from) 

Notaries (records obtained from) 

BankPlus (internal emails) 

Trustmark National Bank (internal emails) 

RiverHills Bank (internal emails) 

Madison Timber financial records 

Receiver’s accounting 

QuickBooks files 

Trustmark bank statements 

First National Bank of Clarksdale bank statements 

RiverHills bank statements 

Southern Bancorp bank statements 

Promissory notes (miscellaneous) 

Receiver’s letters to investors 
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Letters and receipts reflecting records requested or obtained (attached) 
to/from beginning 

Billings, Mike 2018-07-06 

Kelly, Wayne 2018-07-06 

McHenry, Bill 2018-07-06 

First National Bank of Clarksdale 2018-07-06 

RiverHills Bank 2018-07-06 

Butler Snow LLP 2018-07-06 

Rawlings & MacInnis, P.A. 2018-08-01 

Trustmark National Bank 2018-08-07 

Madison Trust Company 2018-08-07 

BankPlus 2018-08-20 

Alexander, Brent 

Seawright, Jon 

2018-10-02 

Baker Donelson 2018-10-02 

FBI 2019-03-06 

John Colette 2019-05-28 

Southern Bancorp Bank 2019-09-10 
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Watkins & Eager PLLC • The Emporium Building •400 East Capitol Street • Jackson, Mississippi 39201 

WILLIAM F. RAY
Direct Dial: (601) 965-1974 

wray@watkinseager.com 

Mailing Address: 
P.O. Box 650 

Jackson, Mississippi 39205 
Telephone: (601) 965-1900 
Facsimile: (601) 965-1901 

July 28, 2021 

Via Email Only 

Kristen Amond 
Mills & Amond LLP 
650 Poydras Street, Suite 1525 
New Orleans, LA 70130 
kamond@millsamond.com 

Re:  Allyson Mills v. Trustmark National Bank, et. al., No. 3:19-cv-941-CWR-FKB in 
the U.S. District Court for the Southern District of Mississippi, Northern Division 

Dear Ms. Amond:  

We received Alysson Mills’s letter dated July 23, 2021 via your July 26, 2021 cover email.  
In response, defendant Trustmark National Bank asks that the Receiver unconditionally produce 
documents in this case as required by the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and the Court’s local 
rules.   

Trustmark is willing to receive information and documents in the electronic format outlined 
by the Receiver (i.e., via access to a virtual data room, provided that we can download the entire 
production to be stored and reviewed on our own servers) or in another electronic format that the 
parties deem appropriate (e.g., an external storage drive, which we will provide to you if you like).   

With regard to the Receiver’s Terms of Access to Madison Timber Receivership Virtual 
Data Room (“Terms of Access”), it is improper for the Receiver to impose conditions and 
limitations on the Receiver’s obligations to produce, or on Trustmark’s ability to obtain, all non-
privileged information and documents relevant to the claims and defenses in this case. Trustmark’s 
position is clear on this issue. See, e.g., S.E.C. v. Adams, Case No. 3:18-cv-252-CWR-FKB, Ct 
Dkt #298, Trustmark’s July 14, 2021 Memorandum Brief in Opposition to S.E.C./Receiver’s Joint 
Motion for Protective Order and Trustmark’s June 30, 2021 email to Brent Barriere, Kristen 
Amond and Lilli Evans Bass regarding the Receiver’s inadequate initial disclosures. 

To the extent you believe that any discoverable information is privileged, or is properly the 
subject of a confidentiality agreement or protective order, you should identify those items with 
specificity and allow defendants to either agree or set forth their positions to the contrary.  By 

Exhibit 2
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Page 2 

insisting that defendants agree to the Terms of Access before having any access to any material in 
the virtual data room, the Receiver is attempting to force defendants to make decisions about 
discovery and disclosure limitations in the dark. Further, with the limited information the Receiver 
has provided about the contents of the virtual data room, it is clear the Receiver’s Terms of Use 
place restrictions on the information and documents that are beyond  those required by the 
relevant statutes (e.g., the E-Government Act of 2002), court rules (i.e., Federal Rule of Civil 
Procedure 5.2 governing Privacy Protections for Filings Made with the Court and Section 9 of the 
federal Court’s Administrative Procedures for Electronic Case Filing) and applicable common law.    

Practically speaking, the Terms of Access are also unworkable. For example, “condition” 
No. 5 in the Terms of Access deems all information and documents accessed from the data room 
to be “Confidential,” whether or not any party has made a reasonable showing that the document 
at issue contains information that is indeed confidential and subject to the need for some sort of 
protection.  Further, “limitation of use” No. 2 then provides that “information that is deemed 
confidential shall not be publicly disclosed.”  Reading these restrictions together, every pleading 
filed in this case that references a document or a piece of information gleaned from a document 
will have to be filed under seal. That is oppressive and improper.  

It is worth noting that the Terms of Access contain limitations and advance burdens, 
primarily on defendants in this case, including Trustmark, that Judge Ball already rejected as 
premature during the discovery phase of one of the parallel actions brought by the Receiver.  See 
Mills v. The UPS Store, Inc., et al., Case No. 3:19-cv-00364, Ct Dkt #89, July 6, 2020 Order 
denying Receiver’s Proposed Protective Order (which sought to require defendants’ advance 
agreement to seal or redact investor specific information from the public record). It is also 
significant that the restrictions set forth in the Terms of Access seem to be somewhat inconsistent 
with positions the Receiver has taken in the briefing submitted to the Court regarding the parties’ 
dispute about the Receiver’s attempts to obtain a protective order in S.E.C. v. Adams, Case No. 
3:18-cv-252-CWR-FKB that would bind all parties in all related cases filed by the Receiver.  

Trustmark again asks the Receiver to comply with her obligations under the Federal Rules 
of Civil Procedure.  Trustmark asks the Receiver to begin steps toward compliance by making 
available to Trustmark - without any strings attached - the information and documents described 
in the Receiver’s July 23, 2021 letter, without withholding categories of “exceptions” identified as 
excluded from the data room (i.e., 1. the Alexander Seawright records; and 2. the internal emails 
of BankPlus and River Hills).    

Sincerely, 

WATKINS & EAGER PLLC

William F. Ray 

cc: Counsel of record, by email 
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