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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF MISSISSIPPI 

NORTHERN DIVISION 
 
ALYSSON MILLS, IN HER CAPACITY 
AS RECEIVER FOR ARTHUR LAMAR 
ADAMS AND MADISON TIMBER 
PROPERTIES, LLC, 
 
          Plaintiff, 
 
v. 
 
BANKPLUS; BANKPLUS WEALTH 
MANAGEMENT, LLC; et al. 
 
          Defendants. 
 

Case No. 3:19-cv-196 CWR-LGI 
 
Arising out of Case No. 3:18-cv-252, 
Securities and Exchange Commission v. 
Arthur Lamar Adams and Madison Timber 
Properties, LLC 
 
 
 

 
ORDER GRANTING BANKPLUS’S UNOPPOSED MOTION TO SEAL 

 
THIS MATTER is before the Court on the Unopposed Motion to Seal [Doc. #126] filed by 

Defendants BankPlus and BankPlus Wealth Management, LLC (“BankPlus”).  BankPlus’s 

unopposed motion seeks an order allowing it to file under seal their Motion for Reconsideration 

and supporting Memorandum of Law (“Reconsideration Motion”); said Reconsideration Motion 

asks the Court to review its Order [Doc. 123] denying BankPlus’s Motion to Dismiss [Doc. 77].  

Specifically, BankPlus requests to seal the Reconsideration Motion from public access until further 

notice, with CM/ECF access permitted to the litigants’ counsel. 

In support of its Unopposed Motion to Seal, BankPlus asserts that the Reconsideration 

Motion references documents whose confidentiality is strictly governed by federal statute and/or 

regulation(s).  BankPlus further asserts that the public disclosure of the specific federal statute 

and/or regulation(s) at issue would also disclose the existence of the documents with sufficient 

particularity to violate the same confidentiality regulations.  
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“[I]n this circuit the decision to seal or unseal records is to be analyzed on a case-by-case 

basis, and the individualized decision is best left to the sound discretion of the district 

court.”  Vantage Health Plan v. Willis-Knighton Med. Ctr., 913 F.3d 443, 450 (5th Cir. 2019) 

(internal references omitted).  The Court’s discretion is guided by a balancing test of the public’s 

common law right of access against the interests favoring non-disclosure.  United States v. Sealed 

Search Warrants, 868 F.3d 385, 393 (5th Cir. 2017).  In this instance, the Court finds that the 

interests favoring non-disclosure outweigh the public’s common law right of access.  In reaching 

its decision, the Court relies in part on Rule 79(b) of the Local Uniform Civil Rules for the 

Northern and Southern Districts of Mississippi, which provides in pertinent part that a “statute 

mandating or permitting the non-disclosure of a class of documents provides sufficient authority 

to support an order sealing documents.” L.U.CIV.R. 79(b). 

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that BankPlus’s Unopposed Motion 

to Seal is hereby granted. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Reconsideration Motion remain sealed from public 

access until further notice, with CM/ECF access permitted to the litigants’ counsel, under L.U.CIV.R.  

79(e)(3)(B)(2).  Any party desiring to unseal the document may move the Court to do so, at which time 

the Court will determine whether the public interest, law, or other reason requires disclosure under the 

particular facts and circumstances as described by the moving party.   

SO ORDERED, this the 9th day of August, 2021.  

        
 /s/LaKeysha Greer Isaac__________________ 
     UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE 
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