
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF MISSISSIPPI 

NORTHERN DIVISION 
 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
 
v.                CRIMINAL NO. 3:20-CR-0031 CWR-LGI 
 
TED BRENT ALEXANDER 
 

MOTION IN LIMINE TO EXCLUDE COMMENTARY  
OR EVIDENCE REGARDING THE TIMING AND SCOPE 

OF THE GOVERNMENT’S INVESTIGATION OF LAMAR ADAMS 
 
 The United States of America, by and through the United States Attorney, moves for an 

order that defendant Ted Brent Alexander, through counsel, be precluded from mentioning, 

eliciting from any witness, or attempting to elicit from any witness, information relating to the 

timing and scope of the government’s investigation and prosecution of Lamar Adams, who pled 

guilty for masterminding the Madison Timber Ponzi scheme in Criminal Number 3:18-CR-0088 

CWR-FKB. 

 Defendant Brent Alexander was charged by way of a superseding indictment with 

conspiracy to commit wire fraud and several substantive counts of wire fraud.  As charged, 

Alexander and Jon Seawright defrauded investors into making investments in “timber contracts” 

through Lamar Adams and Madison Timber. Alexander is not charged with knowing that the 

underlying contracts were fraudulent or part of a Ponzi scheme.  Instead, the indictment charges 

that Alexander defrauded investors and conspired to defraud investors by representing to 

investors that, among other things, Alexander and Seawright were inspecting each tract of land 

and were vetting each document, deed, and contract in support of their investments.  As set forth 

in the indictment, “These promises and representations were material in that they were intended 

to cause investors to believe that their investments with ASTF were secured by valid assets and 

to believe that the financial incentives and interests of ALEXANDER and SEAWRIGHT aligned 
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with those of the investors.”  Indictment, p. 2-3.  “In fact, ALEXANDER and SEAWRIGHT 

failed to inspect each property related to the timber rights underlying each investment, and they 

failed to verify each executed lumber mill agreement related to each investment. ALEXANDER 

and SEAWRIGHT made few or no such inquiries, and if ALEXANDER and SEAWRIGHT had 

made such inquiries, they would have discovered that the timber deeds, lumber mill agreements, 

and related documents were not valid.” Indictment, p. 3.  Alexander and Seawright thus lulled 

their investors into believing that they were taking actions that were designed to confirm that 

investors’ money was acting invested in real timber tracts, not fake documents as they ultimately 

turned out to be. 

 In his motions seeking to subpoena certain bank documents, and subsequently at a 

hearing on these motions, Alexander made it clear that he intends to argue to the jury that the 

government failed to detect Lamar Adams’ Ponzi scheme earlier than it did or some variation of 

this theme.  He argues that the government “had known for years of suspected improprieties with 

Lamar Adams’s bank accounts and done nothing. In fact, had the government done its job, 

Lamar Adams would have been found out years ago.”  This is simply not true.  However, even if 

it was true, it is not a defense to Alexander and Seawright’s fraud in any way and is completely 

irrelevant to any of the issues at trial.   

 The government’s actions in investigating, prosecuting, and ultimately convicting Lamar 

Adams do not absolve Alexander of fraudulently misrepresenting to investors that he and 

Seawright were taking steps to safeguard against the victims losing their investment.  It is well-

settled that “The victim's negligence is not a defense to criminal conduct.” United States v. 

Kreimer, 609 F.2d 126, 132 (5th Cir. 1980).  “The focus of the language defining a scheme to 

defraud is on the violator, not the victim.” United States v. Drake, 932 F.2d 861, 864 (10th Cir. 

1991).  Likewise, it is well-settled that prosecutors are under no duty to file charges before they 
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are satisfied that evidence is sufficient.  United States v. Lovasco, 431 U.S. 783, 790, 97 S. Ct. 

2044, 2049, 52 L. Ed. 2d 752 (1977).  As with victims, the actions of the investigators and the 

prosecutors as to the timing of charges against Lamar Adams do not provide a valid defense to 

Alexander’s fraud charges.   

The focus of the case is, and should be, on the fraudulent actions of Alexander.  

Accordingly, the Court should enter an order precluding Alexander from mentioning, eliciting 

from any witness, or attempting to elicit from any witness, information relating to the timing and 

scope of the government’s investigation and prosecution of Lamar Adams or any other 

individual. 

Date: September 28, 2022    Respectfully submitted, 
 
       DARREN J. LAMARCA   

United States Attorney 
 
           By:  /s/ Dave Fulcher                                           

David H. Fulcher, MSB No. 10179  
Assistant United States Attorney 
501 E. Court Street – Suite 4.430 
Jackson, MS 39201 
601-973-2824 
dave.fulcher@usdoj.gov 
 
Andrew W. Eichner 
Assistant United States Attorney 
501 East Court Street - Suite 4.430 
Jackson, MS 39201 
601-973-2855 
andrew.eichner@usdoj.gov 
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
 I, DAVID H. FULCHER, Assistant U.S. Attorney, hereby certify that I have this date 
electronically filed the foregoing motion with the Clerk of the Court using the ECF system which sent 
notification to all counsel of record.  
 
Dated: September 28, 2022    /s/ Dave Fulcher    
                    David H. Fulcher 
                   Assistant United States Attorney 
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