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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; GEE GEE 
PATRIDGE, VICE PRESIDENT AND CHIEF  
OPERATING OFFICER OF BANKPLUS; 
STEWART PATRIDGE; JASON COWGILL; 
MARTIN MURPHREE; MUTUAL OF 
OMAHA INSURANCE COMPANY; and 
MUTUAL OF OMAHA INVESTOR  
SERVICES, INC., 

     Defendants. 

Case No. 3:22-cv-00036-CWR-FKB 

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

Hon. Carlton W. Reeves, District Judge 

ORAL ARGUMENT REQUESTED 

BANKPLUS’S MOTION TO COMPEL THE U.S. SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION TO COMPLY WITH SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM 

Defendants BankPlus and BankPlus Wealth Management, LLC (“BankPlus”) respectfully 

move the Court for an order compelling the U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission (the 

“SEC”) to comply with a subpoena duces tecum duly issued pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 45.   

I. INTRODUCTION 

In accordance with the March 31, 2022 deadline set forth in the Court’s Case Management 

Order (“CMO”) [Dkt. 7] filed in the subject action, BankPlus issued and delivered a subpoena 

duces tecum to the SEC on March 31, 2022, under Fed. R. Civ. P. 45. See, [Dkt. 479] (Proof of 

Service). Furthermore, on March 31, 2022, BankPlus served a Touhy request on the SEC as a 

written statement summarizing the information sought through the subpoena and its relevance to 
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the subject proceeding in accordance with the SEC’s applicable Touhy regulations.1 BankPlus 

received its initial response from the SEC by way of email dated April 15, 2022, in which the SEC 

raised several objections and refused to produce any responsive documents.2 As ofthis filing, 

BankPlus has not received any documents from the SEC, who otherwise maintains its generalized 

objections and continues to assert a blanket “NO” to producing any responsive materials. Because 

the SEC maintains its objections and has not complied with the lawfully issued subpoena, 

BankPlus moves the Court to compel compliance under Fed. R. Civ. P. 45(d)(2)(B)(i). 

II. REVIEW AND CERTIFICATION OF PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS 

BankPlus certifies that in bringing this Motion to Compel, it has complied with the Federal 

Rules of Civil Procedure, as well as the Local Uniform Civil Rules of the United States District 

Courts for the Southern District of Mississippi, as follows. 

 BankPlus issued and served the subpoena in accordance with the procedures set 
forth in Fed. R. Civ. P. 45(a)-(b). 

 BankPlus effectuated service using the procedures set forth in FRCP 4(i)(2) by 
delivery via certified mail to the SEC’s Office of the General Counsel. 

 BankPlus certifies that it attached a copy of the Protective Order [Dkt. 6] to the 
subpoena in accordance with the requirement set forth in the CMO [Dkt. 7; § 5.b, 
p. 3]. 

 BankPlus now brings this Motion to Compel under Fed. R. Civ. P. 45(d)(2)(B)(i), 
which may be brought “[a]t any time, on notice to the commanded person[.]” See 
also, Fed. R. Civ. P. 34(c) (“As provided in Rule 45, a nonparty may be compelled 
to produce documents and tangible things or to permit an inspection.”). 

 Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 45(d)(2)(B)(i), BankPlus certifies that it has sent notice 
to the SEC of its intent to file the subject Motion to Compel. BankPlus further 
certifies that it will contemporaneously deliver a filed copy of the Motion and 
Memorandum in Support to the SEC. 

1 Ex. 1, BankPlus’s Touhy Request to the SEC (March 31, 2022). 

2 Ex. 2, SEC’s Response to BankPlus’s Subpoena and Touhy Request (April 15, 2022). 
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 To the extent applicable, or as may become applicable), BankPlus asserts any and 
all proper relief pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 37. 

 Under L.U.Civ.R. 45(e), “[m]otions regarding subpoenas will be considered 
discovery motions and are governed by the procedural requirements that govern 
discovery motions.” 

 Defendant Trustmark National Bank filed a Consent Motion [Doc. 376] on July 28, 
2022, requesting that the Court dispense with any requirement for an informal 
teleconference with respect to the filing of motions to compel against governmental 
agencies. On August 5, 2022, the Court entered a Text-Only Order granting the 
Consent Motion and “permitt[ing] [Defendants] to proceed with filings motions 
seeking orders compelling government agencies to comply with subpoenas and/or 
Touhy requests.” Accordingly, BankPlus proceeds to file this Motion without a 
conference. 

 In accordance with L.U.Civ.R. 7(b)(2) and (b)(4), BankPlus shall file 
contemporaneously with the Motion to Compel its Memorandum Brief in Support 
as a separate docket item, setting forth the legal arguments supporting the subject 
Motion. 

 The SEC opposes the subject Motion to Compel. See, L.U.Civ.R. 7(b)(10). 

 To the extent oral argument pursuant to L.U.Civ.R. 7(b)(6) will aid the Court in its 
deliberation of the subject motion, BankPlus is prepared to proceed with oral 
argument and here requests it. 

 To the extent provisions under Fed. R. Civ. P. 37 are (or become) applicable, 
BankPlus reserves the right to seek fees and expenses against the SEC as a U.S. agency 
to the same extent that any other person would be liable under Fed. R. Civ. P. 37. See
Chilcutt v. United States, 4 F.3d 1313, 1325 (5th Cir. 1993) (noting removal of prior 
restriction against seeking expenses against the United States for discovery motion 
brought under Rule 37). 

 BankPlus submits this application for relief in proper motion form. See, L.U.Civ.R. 
7(b). 

III. APPLICATION FOR RELIEF 

Having attempted in good faith to resolve this discovery dispute prior to engaging in the 

subject motion practice, BankPlus asks that the Court now grant BankPlus’s Motion to Compel 

and enter an order directing the SEC to provide complete responses to the document demands set 

out in the subpoena duces tecum served on March 31, 2022. [Dkt. 479] To the extent the Court 
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does not grant the Motion in full, BankPlus asks in the alternative that the Court judicially modify 

the subpoena pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 45 and grant the Motion in part. BankPlus supports its 

request for relief in its accompanying Memorandum in Support.  

To the extent the Court finds that any information within a particular document(s) is 

privileged, BankPlus asks that the SEC be ordered to produce any reasonably segregable portions 

of those records after redaction of the privileged portions. Further, BankPlus remains willing to 

pay in advance for all reasonable expenses and costs incurred by the SEC in compiling and 

preparing its production of materials responsive to the subpoena. To the extent it will assuage any 

of the SEC’s reservations, BankPlus has no objection to its producing responsive materials subject 

to the Court’s Protective Order [Dkt. 6].  

Should the Court find any procedural error and/or omission with the preceding, BankPlus 

asks that the Court apply harmless error under Fed. R. Civ. P. 61. Finally, BankPlus requests any 

and all legal or equitable relief to which the Court deems it entitled in light of the foregoing. 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE  

Pursuant to MS R USDCTSD ECF Procedures § 4.B., the undersigned counsel certifies 

that, contemporaneously with filing the Motion to Compel, I will electronically deliver a filed copy 

of the motion to the General Counsel for the U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission, to whom 

the subject Motion is directed and on whom the subpoena was served. 

[Signature on following page.] 
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Respectfully submitted this 24th day of October, 2022. 

Respectfully submitted, 

/s/  Robert B. Bieck, Jr. 
Kaytie M. Pickett (MS Bar 103202) 
JONES WALKER LLP  
190 East Capitol Street, Suite 800 
Jackson, Mississippi 39205 
Telephone: (601) 949-4900 
Facsimile:  (601) 949-4804 
kpickett@joneswalker.com

Robert B. Bieck, Jr. (lead attorney) (pro hac vice) 
Alexander N. Breckinridge, V (pro hac vice) 
Thomas E. Slattery (pro hac vice) 
Rachel M. Moody (pro hac vice) 
JONES WALKER LLP  
201 Saint Charles Avenue, Suite 5100 
New Orleans, Louisiana  70170 
Telephone: (504) 582-8202 
Facsimile: (504) 589-8202 
rbieck@joneswalker.com
abreckinridge@joneswalker.com
tslattery@joneswalker.com
Attorneys for Defendants BankPlus & BankPlus 
Wealth Management LLC 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on October 24, 2022, I caused the foregoing to be electronically filed 

with the Clerk of the Court using CM/ECF, which will send notification of such filing to all 

registered participants.   

/s/ Robert B. Bieck, Jr.  
Robert B. Bieck, Jr.  
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From: Moody, Rachel

Sent: Thursday, March 31, 2022 7:17 PM

To: secretarys-office@sec.gov

Cc: Bieck, Rob; Slattery, Thomas; Breckinridge, Alexander; Middendorf, Sandra

Subject: Alysson Mills v. BankPlus et al., No. 3:19-cv-00196: Letter from Bieck to SEC re Touhy 

Request

Attachments: 2022.3.31 Letter from Bieck to SEC re Touhy Request (B1380692x9D94B).PDF

Dear Sir/Madam: 

I attached for service a Touhy Request in the matter of Alysson Mills v. BankPlus et al., No. 3:19-cv-00196-CWR-KFB (S.D. 
Miss, filed March 20, 2019). 

Contact me with any questions. 

Thanks, 
Rachel  

Rachel F. Moody
Associate 
D: 225.248.2031 
RMoody@joneswalker.com

Jones Walker LLP 
445 North Blvd, Ste 800 
Baton Rouge, LA 70802 
joneswalker.com
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Robert B. Bieck, Jr. 

D: 504.582.8202 
F: 504.589.8202 
rbieck@joneswalker.com 

{N4548664.1}

201 St. Charles Avenue  |  New Orleans, LA 70170-5100  |  T: 504.582.8000  |  F: 504.582.8583  |  joneswalker.com

March 31, 2022 

VIA EMAIL AND CERTIFIED MAIL 

U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission 
Attn: Office of the General Counsel (Litigation and Administrative Practice) 
100 F St. NE 
Washington, D.C. 20549 
secretarys-office@sec.gov

Re: Touhy Request in Alysson Mills v. BankPlus et al., No. 3:19-cv-00196-
CWR-FKB (S.D. Miss., filed March 20, 2019) 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

I write on behalf of Defendants Bankplus and BankPlus Wealth Management, LLC 
(together, “BankPlus”) in the matter of Alysson Mills v. BankPlus et al., No. 3:19-cv-00196-
CWR-FKB, pending in the United States District Court for the Southern District of Mississippi. 
In that case, we have today served a subpoena on your office to seek documents concerning a 
government investigation and BankPlus’s assistance with it. The subpoena is attached for your 
reference as Exhibit 1. 

In addition to serving a copy of the attached subpoena, we submit this letter as the written 
statement summarizing the information sought and its relevance to the subject proceeding in 
accordance with your agency’s applicable Touhy regulations.  

Summary of Information and Testimony Sought and Its Relevance 

 Ms. Mills is the court-appointed receiver for Arthur Lamar Adams and his company 
Madison Timber Properties, LLC (“Madison Timber”), which Adams used in a multi-million 
dollar Ponzi scheme that defrauded hundreds of investors.1  On May 9, 2018, Adams pleaded 
guilty to the federal crime of wire fraud, and on October 30, 2018, U.S. District Judge Carlton W. 
Reeves sentenced him to a term of imprisonment of 235 months. 

1 Ms. Mills was appointed Receiver under the Securities and Exchange Commission’s case filed against 
Adams and Madison Timber in the United States District Court for the Southern District of Mississippi, 
Case 3:18-cv-00252-CWR-FKB. 
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Ms. Mills alleges that BankPlus and its co-defendants2 aided and abetted Adams’s scheme 
and are liable to the Madison Timber Receivership Estate. On July 8, 2021, Judge Reeves denied 
BankPlus’s motion to dismiss Ms. Mills’s complaint, relying in part on a draft communication 
from BankPlus to the Federal Government in which the Bank in fact reported its suspicions about 
Madison Timber. The court’s order treated this draft report to authorities as establishing 
BankPlus’s knowledge of the scheme, finding that the allegations of the complaint: 

…plausibly allege that BankPlus and its employees knowingly 
participated in the Ponzi scheme. Among other allegations, the 
receiver has pointed to email traffic showing that in early 2015, 
BankPlus knew that it was facilitating a “money laundering scam or 
scheme,” yet decided to advance the scheme.3

The Order’s language in the quotes came directly from a draft of a report that BankPlus submitted 
to the Federal Government relaying its suspicions about Madison Timber and Wayne Kelly—
BankPlus did not cooperate with Adams or Madison Timber. Instead, it repeatedly reported its 
suspicions about Madison Timber recruiter Wayne Kelly to the U.S. Government, met or spoke to 
several representatives of federal law enforcement or regulatory agencies, and provided 
documents to them on multiple occasions.  

We seek evidence of the history of government investigations and communications related 
to the subject matter of the claims against BankPlus, and particularly evidence of BankPlus’s 
reporting to United States government agencies and cooperation with government investigations. 
BankPlus’s defense requires disclosure of certain government records in a way that allows those 
records to be reviewed by the Court and ultimately received into evidence, to provide BankPlus 
due process and a fair opportunity to defend itself. 

We seek documents including but not limited to the following topics: 

Information and Testimony Sought 

A.  Information related specifically to BankPlus:  

1.  Your requests that BankPlus provide information about Adams/Madison 
Timber:  All records reflecting requests by your agency (and the date of the request) for 
information from BankPlus about Adams/Madison Timber, including but not limited to, 
formal and informal requests, including information sought by subpoena; or by email, 

2 Gee Gee Patridge, Vice President and Chief Operations Officer of Bankplus; Stewart Patridge; Jason 
Cowgill; Martin Murphree; Mutual of Omaha Insurance Company; Mutual of Omaha Investor Services 
Inc.; Federal Insurance Company; and Continental Casualty Company. Additionally, the Court 
consolidated the Receiver’s lawsuit against BankPlus and its co-defendants with three other suits the 
Receiver brought against separate third parties. See In re Consolidated Discovery in Cases Filed By 
Alysson Mills, No. 3:22-cv-00036 (S.D. Miss); and Attached Exhibit 2, the Case Management Order. 

3 See Attached Exhibit 3, p. 2 (“Order”). 
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letter, phone call, video conference, or face-to-face communications; or by any other 
means.  Please provide the date of each request.  

2.  Information provided to you by BankPlus about Adams/Madison Timber:  All 
records reflecting information provided by BankPlus to your agency (and the date of the 
information provided), whether solicited or unsolicited, related to Adams/Madison 
Timber. This request includes, but is not limited to, formal and informal reports and 
submissions by BankPlus:  

a.   Information provided by BankPlus in response to requests described in 
item A.1. above; or by email, letter, phone call, video conference, or face-
to-face communications; or by any other means.  

b.   Information provided by BankPlus without request or solicitation by your 
agency;   

c.   Communications between BankPlus and your agency, including email, 
letter, phone call, video conference, or face-to-face communications; and  

d.  Information provided by any other means.  

3.  Information from non-BankPlus sources related to BankPlus and 
Adams/Madison Timber:  All records obtained from any source other than BankPlus (and 
the date the records were obtained), reflecting BankPlus’s activities and conduct with 
respect to: 

a. Monitoring bank accounts maintained at BankPlus by Adams/Madison 
Timber; and  

b. Reporting by BankPlus to government agencies regarding those bank 
accounts or Adams/Madison Timber’s conduct in connection with those 
accounts.  

B.  Other information related to Adams/Madison Timber:  

1.  Your requests that non-BankPlus entities provide information about 
Adams/Madison Timber:  All records reflecting requests by your agency (and the date any 
such request was made) seeking information from non-BankPlus people and entities 
(including both private parties and government agents and agencies) about 
Adams/Madison Timber.  This item includes formal and informal requests, including but 
not limited to information sought by subpoena; or by email, letter, phone call, video 
conference, or face-to-face communications; or by any other means.   

2.  Information provided to you about Adams/Madison Timber, other than 
information from, or about, BankPlus:  If any exist, all records reflecting information 
provided by non-BankPlus people and entities (including both private parties and 
government agents and agencies) to your agency (and the date the information was 
provided), whether solicited or unsolicited, related to Adams/Madison Timber. This 
request includes, but is not limited to, formal and informal submissions, reports, and 
production of information:   
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a. Information provided by non-BankPlus people and entities in response to 
grand jury subpoena, petit jury subpoena, or administrative subpoena;  

b. Information provided by non-BankPlus people and entities in response to 
or during the course of or as a result of email, letter, phone call, video 
conference, or face-to-face communications; and  

c. Information provided by any other means.  

3.  Investigatory Documents: Any memoranda of interviews (MOIs) or other 
investigatory documents authored by SEC personnel during the investigation. The 
requested information is within the scope of ordinary subpoena practice and does not seek 
disclosure of information prohibited by statute or regulation, nor information that is 
classified or that would reveal the source of an informant. To the extent BankPlus requests 
investigatory records compiled for law enforcement purposes, it does not request 
investigatory records that would interfere with ongoing enforcement proceedings. 

Disclosure is Warranted  

Pursuant to the applicable Touhy regulations, BankPlus addresses the following 
additional considerations in determining whether disclosure is warranted:  

 Disclosure would not violate a statute or rule of procedure; 

 Disclosure is appropriate under the relevant substantive law concerning privilege; 

 Disclosure would not reveal classified information; 

 Disclosure would not reveal a confidential source or informant; 

 Disclosure would not improperly reveal trade secrets without the owner’s consent. 

Further, in an abundance of caution and to avoid any concern that disclosure of 
investigatory records would reveal “the internal deliberative processes of the Executive Branch,” 
BankPlus suggests the information be provided as highly confidential pursuant to the protective 
order governing this matter.4 Finally, BankPlus will work with your agency regarding alternatives to 
live testimony to authenticate the requested documents, and to prove the essential facts in question. 

Please contact us if you have any questions regarding this request.  

4 See Attached Exhibit 4, the January 31, 2022 Protective Order.  
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Sincerely, 

Robert B. Bieck, Jr. 

RBB/sbm 
Enclosures 

/s/ Robert B, Bieck, Jr./s/ Robert B. Bieck, Jr.
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AO 88B  (Rev. 02/14) Subpoena to Produce Documents, Information, or Objects or to Permit Inspection of Premises in a Civil Action

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
for the

__________ District of ________

)
)
)
)
)
)

Plaintiff

v. Civil Action No.

Defendant

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS, INFORMATION, OR OBJECTS
OR TO PERMIT INSPECTION OF PREMISES IN A CIVIL ACTION 

To:

(Name of person to whom this subpoena is directed)

’ Production: YOU ARE COMMANDED to produce at the time, date, and place set forth below the following 
documents, electronically stored information, or objects, and to permit inspection, copying, testing, or sampling of the
material:

Place: Date and Time:

’ Inspection of Premises: YOU ARE COMMANDED to permit entry onto the designated premises, land, or 
other property possessed or controlled by you at the time, date, and location set forth below, so that the requesting party
may inspect, measure, survey, photograph, test, or sample the property or any designated object or operation on it.

Place: Date and Time:

The following provisions of Fed. R. Civ. P. 45 are attached – Rule 45(c), relating to the place of compliance;
Rule 45(d), relating to your protection as a person subject to a subpoena; and Rule 45(e) and (g), relating to your duty to
respond to this subpoena and the potential consequences of not doing so.

Date:

CLERK OF COURT
OR

Signature of Clerk or Deputy Clerk Attorney’s signature

The name, address, e-mail address, and telephone number of the attorney representing (name of party)

, who issues or requests this subpoena, are:

Notice to the person who issues or requests this subpoena
If this subpoena commands the production of documents, electronically stored information, or tangible things or the
inspection of premises before trial, a notice and a copy of the subpoena must be served on each party in this case before
it is served on the person to whom it is directed. Fed. R. Civ. P. 45(a)(4).

      Southern District of Mississippi
IN RE CONSOLIDATED DISCOVERY IN 
CASES FILED BY ALYSSON MILLS, IN HER 
CAPACITY AS RECEIVER FOR ARTHUR LAMAR ADAMS 
AND MADISON TIMBER PROPERTIES, LLC

One of the 4 cases consolidated for discovery only:  Mills v. 
BankPlus, et al. Civil Action No. 3:19-cv-196-CWR-FKB

3:22-cv-36-CWR-FKB

X

Any documents reviewed or created by the SEC regarding the SEC's investigation of Madison Timber, 
Arthur Lamar Adams, Kelly Management, Terry Wayne Kelly, and other related individuals, including 
BankPlus’ assistance and cooperation in providing information and documentation of the same.

Jones Walker LLP c/o Robert B. Bieck, Jr., Esq.
190 E Capitol St., Ste 800, Jackson, MS 39201 Friday, April 15, 2022

**Documents may be scanned in and emailed to Mr. Bieck at the email address below.**

03/30/2022

BankPlus and BankPlus Wealth Management, LLC
Robert B. Bieck, Jr., Esq., Jones Walker LLP, 190 E. Capitol St., Ste. 800, Jackson, MS 39201, rbieck@joneswalker.com, 
(601) 949-4900

The United States Securities and Exchange Commission (the “SEC)
Attn: Dan Berkovitz, General Counsel

/s/Robert B. Bieck, Jr.

Please see attached Exhibit A.
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Civil Action No.

PROOF OF SERVICE

(This section should not be filed with the court unless required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 45.)

I received this subpoena for (name of individual and title, if any)

on (date) .

’ I served the subpoena by delivering a copy to the named person as follows:

on (date) ; or

’ I returned the subpoena unexecuted because:

.

Unless the subpoena was issued on behalf of the United States, or one of its officers or agents, I have also 
tendered to the witness the fees for one day’s attendance, and the mileage allowed by law, in the amount of

$ .

My fees are $ for travel and $ for services, for a total of $ .

I declare under penalty of perjury that this information is true.

Date:
Server’s signature

Printed name and title

Server’s address

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc.:

0.00

3:22-cv-36-CWR-FKB
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Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 45 (c), (d), (e), and (g) (Effective 12/1/13)

(c) Place of Compliance.

  (1) For a Trial, Hearing, or Deposition. A subpoena may command a
person to attend a trial, hearing, or deposition only as follows:
    (A) within 100 miles of where the person resides, is employed, or
regularly transacts business in person; or
    (B) within the state where the person resides, is employed, or regularly
transacts business in person, if the person
        (i) is a party or a party’s officer; or
        (ii) is commanded to attend a trial and would not incur substantial
expense.

  (2) For Other Discovery. A subpoena may command:
    (A) production of documents, electronically stored information, or
tangible things at a place within 100 miles of where the person resides, is
employed, or regularly transacts business in person; and
    (B) inspection of premises at the premises to be inspected.

(d) Protecting a Person Subject to a Subpoena; Enforcement.

  (1) Avoiding Undue Burden or Expense; Sanctions. A party or attorney
responsible for issuing and serving a subpoena must take reasonable steps
to avoid imposing undue burden or expense on a person subject to the
subpoena. The court for the district where compliance is required must
enforce this duty and impose an appropriate sanction—which may include
lost earnings and reasonable attorney’s fees—on a party or attorney who
fails to comply.

  (2) Command to Produce Materials or Permit Inspection.
    (A) Appearance Not Required. A person commanded to produce
documents, electronically stored information, or tangible things, or to
permit the inspection of premises, need not appear in person at the place of
production or inspection unless also commanded to appear for a deposition,
hearing, or trial.
    (B) Objections. A person commanded to produce documents or tangible
things or to permit inspection may serve on the party or attorney designated
in the subpoena a written objection to inspecting, copying, testing, or
sampling any or all of the materials or to inspecting the premises—or to
producing electronically stored information in the form or forms requested.
The objection must be served before the earlier of the time specified for
compliance or 14 days after the subpoena is served. If an objection is made,
the following rules apply:
        (i) At any time, on notice to the commanded person, the serving party
may move the court for the district where compliance is required for an
order compelling production or inspection.
        (ii) These acts may be required only as directed in the order, and the
order must protect a person who is neither a party nor a party’s officer from
significant expense resulting from compliance.

  (3) Quashing or Modifying a Subpoena.
    (A) When Required. On timely motion, the court for the district where
compliance is required must quash or modify a subpoena that:
        (i) fails to allow a reasonable time to comply;
        (ii) requires a person to comply beyond the geographical limits
specified in Rule 45(c);
        (iii) requires disclosure of privileged or other protected matter, if no
exception or waiver applies; or
        (iv) subjects a person to undue burden.
   (B) When Permitted. To protect a person subject to or affected by a
subpoena, the court for the district where compliance is required may, on
motion, quash or modify the subpoena if it requires:

(i) disclosing a trade secret or other confidential research,
development, or commercial information; or

        (ii) disclosing an unretained expert’s opinion or information that does
not describe specific occurrences in dispute and results from the expert’s
study that was not requested by a party.
    (C) Specifying Conditions as an Alternative. In the circumstances
described in Rule 45(d)(3)(B), the court may, instead of quashing or
modifying a subpoena, order appearance or production under specified
conditions if the serving party:
        (i) shows a substantial need for the testimony or material that cannot be
otherwise met without undue hardship; and
        (ii) ensures that the subpoenaed person will be reasonably compensated.

(e) Duties in Responding to a Subpoena.

  (1) Producing Documents or Electronically Stored Information. These
procedures apply to producing documents or electronically stored
information:
    (A) Documents. A person responding to a subpoena to produce documents
must produce them as they are kept in the ordinary course of business or
must organize and label them to correspond to the categories in the demand.
    (B) Form for Producing Electronically Stored Information Not Specified.
If a subpoena does not specify a form for producing electronically stored
information, the person responding must produce it in a form or forms in
which it is ordinarily maintained or in a reasonably usable form or forms.
    (C) Electronically Stored Information Produced in Only One Form. The
person responding need not produce the same electronically stored
information in more than one form.
    (D) Inaccessible Electronically Stored Information. The person
responding need not provide discovery of electronically stored information
from sources that the person identifies as not reasonably accessible because
of undue burden or cost. On motion to compel discovery or for a protective
order, the person responding must show that the information is not
reasonably accessible because of undue burden or cost. If that showing is
made, the court may nonetheless order discovery from such sources if the
requesting party shows good cause, considering the limitations of Rule
26(b)(2)(C). The court may specify conditions for the discovery.

(2) Claiming Privilege or Protection.
  (A) Information Withheld. A person withholding subpoenaed information
under a claim that it is privileged or subject to protection as trial-preparation
material must:
      (i) expressly make the claim; and
      (ii) describe the nature of the withheld documents, communications, or
tangible things in a manner that, without revealing information itself
privileged or protected, will enable the parties to assess the claim.
  (B) Information Produced. If information produced in response to a
subpoena is subject to a claim of privilege or of protection as
trial-preparation material, the person making the claim may notify any party
that received the information of the claim and the basis for it. After being
notified, a party must promptly return, sequester, or destroy the specified
information and any copies it has; must not use or disclose the information
until the claim is resolved; must take reasonable steps to retrieve the
information if the party disclosed it before being notified; and may promptly
present the information under seal to the court for the district where
compliance is required for a determination of the claim. The person who
produced the information must preserve the information until the claim is
resolved.

(g) Contempt.
The court for the district where compliance is required—and also, after a
motion is transferred, the issuing court—may hold in contempt a person
who, having been served, fails without adequate excuse to obey the
subpoena or an order related to it.

For access to subpoena materials, see Fed. R. Civ. P. 45(a) Committee Note (2013).
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EXHIBIT A 

Information and Testimony Sought

A.  Information related specifically to BankPlus:  

1.  Your requests that BankPlus provide information about Adams/Madison 
Timber:  All records reflecting requests by your agency (and the date of each request) for 
information from BankPlus about Adams/Madison Timber, including but not limited to, 
formal and informal requests, including information sought by subpoena; or by email, 
letter, phone call, video conference, or face-to-face communications; or by any other 
means.  Please provide the date of each request.  

2.  Information provided to you by BankPlus about Adams/Madison Timber:  All 
records reflecting information provided by BankPlus to your agency (and the date(s) 
BankPlus provided the information), whether solicited or unsolicited, related to 
Adams/Madison Timber. This request includes, but is not limited to, formal and informal 
reports and submissions by BankPlus:  

a.   Information provided by BankPlus in response to requests described in 
item A.1. above; or by email, letter, phone call, video conference, or face-
to-face communications; or by any other means.  

b.   Information provided by BankPlus without request or solicitation by your 
agency;   

c.   Communications between BankPlus and your agency, including email, 
letter, phone call, video conference, or face-to-face communications; and  

d.  Information provided by any other means.  

3.  Information from non-BankPlus sources related to BankPlus and 
Adams/Madison Timber:  All records obtained from any source other than BankPlus (and 
the date the records were obtained), reflecting BankPlus’s activities and conduct with 
respect to: 

a. Monitoring bank accounts maintained at BankPlus by Adams/Madison 
Timber; and  

b. Reporting by BankPlus to government agencies regarding those bank 
accounts or Adams/Madison Timber’s conduct in connection with those 
accounts.  
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B.  Other information related to Adams/Madison Timber:  

1.  Your requests that non-BankPlus entities provide information about 
Adams/Madison Timber:  All records reflecting requests by your agency (and the date 
any such request was made) seeking information from non-BankPlus people and entities 
(including both private parties and government agents and agencies) about 
Adams/Madison Timber.  This item includes, but is not limited to, formal and informal 
requests, information sought by subpoena; or by email, letter, phone call, video 
conference, or face-to-face communications; or by any other means.   

2.  Information provided to you about Adams/Madison Timber, other than 
information from, or about, BankPlus:  If any exist, all records reflecting information 
provided by non-BankPlus people and entities (including both private parties and 
government agents and agencies) to your agency (and the date the information was 
provided), whether solicited or unsolicited, related to Adams/Madison Timber. This 
request includes, but is not limited to, formal and informal submissions, reports, and 
production of information:   

a. Information provided by non-BankPlus people and entities in response to 
grand jury subpoena, petit jury subpoena, or administrative subpoena;  

b. Information provided by non-BankPlus people and entities in response to 
or during the course of or as a result of email, letter, phone call, video 
conference, or face-to-face communications; and  

c. Information provided by any other means.  
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT  
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF MISSISSIPPI  

NORTHERN DIVISION 

IN RE CONSOLIDATED 
DISCOVERY IN CASES FILED BY 
ALYSSON MILLS, IN HER 
CAPACITY AS RECEIVER FOR 
ARTHUR LAMAR ADAMS AND 
MADISON TIMBER PROPERTIES, 
LLC 

 
[Cases consolidated for discovery only: 
Mills v. Baker Donelson, et al., Civil 
Action No. 3:18-cv-866-CWR-FKB; 
Mills v. BankPlus, et al., Civil Action 
No. 3:19-cv-196-CWR-FKB; Mills v. 
The UPS Store, Inc., et al., Civil Action 
No. 3:19-cv-364-CWR-FKB; Mills v. 
Trustmark, et al., Civil Action No. 3:19-
cv-941-CWR-FKB] 

Arising out of Civil Action No. 3:18-cv-252-
CWR-FKB, Securities and Exchange 
Commission v. Arthur Lamar Adams and 
Madison Timber Properties, LLC 

 

CIVIL ACTION NO.: 3:22-cv-36-CWR-FKB 

 
 

CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER 
 
 This Case Management Order shall govern the proceedings in this case, which was created 

by the Court for the sole purpose of managing consolidated discovery in the following cases:  Mills 

v. Baker Donelson, et al. 3:18-cv-866-CWR-FKB;  Mills v. BankPlus, et al. 3:19-cv-196-CWR-

FKB;  Mills v. The UPS Store, Inc., et al. 3:19-cv-364-CWR-FKB; and Mills v. Trustmark, et al. 

3:19-cv-941-CWR-FKB (“Receivership Cases”). 

This Case Management Order, including all deadlines, can be modified only by order of 

the Court on a showing of good cause. 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 

1. Alternative Dispute Resolution [ADR] 
 
Private mediation or a settlement conference with the Court is required in each of the  

 
Receivership cases. 
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2. Consent to Trial by United States Magistrate Judge 

 
The parties do not consent to trial by a United States Magistrate Judge. 
 

3. Disclosures 
 
The parties shall fully comply with the initial disclosure requirements of Fed. R. Civ. P. 

26(a)(1) and L.U.Civ.R. 16(d) and 26(a) by February 21, 2022.  

4. Phased Discovery 
 
The Court orders that the consolidated discovery in these cases will proceed in the 

following phases: 

Phase I: Initial Disclosures, Written Discovery (Interrogatories, Requests for Production, 
and Requests for Admissions) and related Discovery Motions, and Subpoenas Duces 
Tecum (and other requests seeking documents from non-parties, including government 
officials and entities) and related motions. 
 
Phase II: Depositions of Parties and Fact Witnesses. 
 
Phase III: Designation of Experts and Depositions of Experts. 
 
This Order governs Phase I only. By subsequent orders, the Court will address Phases II 

and III. A scheduling order addressing dispositive motions, Daubert motions, motions in limine, 

the pretrial conference, and trial will be entered in each of the Receivership Cases at the appropriate 

time. 

5. Discovery Provisions and Limitations 
 
a. Written Discovery. The Receiver may serve no more than 50 interrogatories, 50 

requests for production, and 50 requests for admissions to each defendant. Each 

defendant may serve no more than 50 interrogatories, 50 requests for production, and 

50 requests for admissions to the Receiver. Any written discovery served before entry 
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of this Order will count against these limits.1 All initial (first sets) of written discovery 

must be served by February 28, 2022. Subsequent sets of discovery may be served 

after propounding initial written discovery, but no written discovery may be served 

after June 17, 2022.2  

b. Subpoenas Duces Tecum to Non-Parties. All documents received pursuant to a 

subpoena must be Bates-numbered by the receiving party with a prefix identifying the 

producing party and must be produced or made available to all parties. If a party is 

using a document-sharing platform for document production, the party must provide 

written notice via email to all counsel at the time that any documents are added to the 

platform. A copy of the Protective Order [6] entered in this case must be served along 

with any subpoena served in this case. 

i. Subpoenas Duces Tecum to investors.  Defense counsel must meet and 

confer and identify in a subpoena duces tecum the documents to be requested 

from investors. By February 28, 2022, a “Notice of Intent to Serve Subpoena” 

must be filed with a copy of the proposed subpoena duces tecum attached as 

an exhibit. If the Receiver objects to the subpoena duces tecum, the Receiver 

must file a motion to quash and/or for protective order within fourteen (14) 

days from the filing of the “Notice of Intent to Serve Subpoena.” If the 

 
1 The undersigned acknowledges that during the December 7, 2021 case management conference, the 
undersigned stated that interrogatories, requests for production, and requests for admissions would be 
limited to 40 of each. However, considering the complexity of these cases and having already entered a 
Case Management Order in one of these cases allowing 50 interrogatories, 50 requests for production, and 
100 requests for admissions, the undersigned has reconsidered this issue and finds that the limit for each 
should be 50. See Case Management Order, [95] in Mills v. Trustmark, et al., 3:19-cv-941-CWR-FKB.   
2 Upon a showing of good cause through motion filed with the Court, the Court will allow a party to serve 
additional written discovery in Phases II and III. Such additional written discovery will not be allowed in 
the absence of good cause. 
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Receiver files no such motion within 14 days of the filing of said Notice, the 

deadline for serving all subpoenas duces tecum on investors will be March 31, 

2022. If the Receiver files such a motion, the Court will, upon entry of an order 

on the motion, set a new deadline for serving the subpoenas duces tecum on 

investors. 

ii. Subpoenas Duces Tecum and Document Requests to Government 

Officials and/or Entities. All subpoenas duces tecum and document requests 

to government officials and/or entities must be served by March 31, 2022.  

iii. Other Subpoenas Duces Tecum to Non-Parties. All other subpoenas duces 

tecum to non-parties must be served by May 31, 2022. 

iv. Procedure on Subpoenas Duces Tecum to Those Other Than Investors, 

Excluding Subpoenas Duces Tecum and Documents Requests to 

Government Officials and/or Entities. A “Notice of Intent to Serve 

Subpoena,” along with a copy of the proposed subpoena duces tecum attached 

as an exhibit, must be filed more than 14 days prior to service of the subpoena. 

If a party does not file a motion to quash and/or for protective order within 14 

days of the filing of said Notice, the subpoena may be served. If a party files 

such a motion within the 14-day period, the subpoena may not be served unless 

and until the Court enters an order granting permission for service, and the 

Court will in said order extend the applicable deadline above, if necessary. 

v. Motions and Objections Related to Subpoenas Duces Tecum. The 

provisions of Section 6.a. and b. below apply to all motions and objections 

related to subpoenas duces tecum. 
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c. Electronically Stored Information. The parties have complied with the requirements 

of Local Rule 26(e)(2)(B) regarding discovery of electronically stored information, 

and the Court orders as follows: 

The parties are ordered to retain any relevant ESI. 

Unless otherwise agreed, ESI produced in this matter may be in .pdf format, printed 

and produced in paper format, or via a document-sharing platform. In the event that 

any privileged information is inadvertently disclosed during the production of any 

ESI, the parties agree that the privilege is not waived. The parties reserve the right to 

request ESI in native format and to conduct forensic searches of the medium in which 

it is stored. 

d. Privilege. Pursuant to Fed. R. Evid. 502(d), the attorney-client privilege and the work-

product protections are not waived by any disclosure connected within this litigation 

pending before this Court. Further, the disclosures are not waived in any other federal 

or state proceeding. 

6. Motions. 

a. Discovery Motions. The Court desires to avoid the necessity of filing written 

discovery motions where court participation in an informal discussion of the issue 

might resolve it, even after the parties have been unsuccessful in a good faith attempt 

to do so. Consequently, before a party may serve any discovery motion, counsel must 

first confer in good faith as required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 37(a)(1). If the attorney 

conference does not resolve the dispute, counsel must contact the chambers of the 

undersigned to request a telephonic conference to discuss the issue as contemplated 
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by Fed. R. Civ. P. 16(b)(3)(B)(v). Only if the telephonic conference with the judge is 

unsuccessful in resolving the issue may a party file a discovery motion. 

b. Procedure for Discovery Motions.  For all discovery motions filed in this case, the 

following procedure will apply: 

i. When the Receiver files a motion, any defendant may file a response within 

14 days of the filing of the motion, and within 7 days later, any other 

defendant may file a joinder (not exceeding 5 pages). The Receiver may file 

a rebuttal within 7 days of the joinder deadline.  

ii. When a defendant files a motion, any other defendant may file a joinder 

(not exceeding 5 pages) within 7 days of the filing of the motion. The 

Receiver may file a response within 14 days of the filing of the joinder 

deadline. The motion-filing defendant and any joinder-filing defendant may 

file a rebuttal within 7 days of the filing of the Receiver’s response (but the 

joinder-filing defendant’s rebuttal may not exceed 3 pages). 

c. Non-Discovery Motions. Any party may file a dispositive motion on any claim, 

defense, or issue, including a motion that might affect the scope of discovery or 

otherwise expedite the resolution of this litigation, at any time. Non-discovery motions 

shall be filed only on the docket of the original case and shall not be filed in this case. 

7. Phase I Deadline. All Phase I discovery must be completed by August 31, 2022. 

 SO ORDERED this 31st day of January, 2022. 
 
 

 /s/ F. Keith Ball      
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF MISSISSIPPI 
NORTHERN DIVISION 

 
 
 

IN RE CONSOLIDATED 
DISCOVERY IN CASES FILED BY 
ALYSSON MILLS, IN HER 
CAPACITY AS RECEIVER FOR 
ARTHUR LAMAR ADAMS AND 
MADISON TIMBER PROPERTIES, 
LLC 

 

[Cases consolidated for discovery only: 
Mills v. Baker Donelson, et al., Civil 
Action No. 3:18-cv-866-CWR-FKB; 
Mills v. BankPlus, et al., Civil Action 
No. 3:19-cv-196-CWR-FKB; Mills v. 
The UPS Store, Inc., et al., Civil 
Action No. 3:19-cv-364-CWR-FKB; 
Mills v. Trustmark, et al., Civil Action 
No. 3:19-cv-941-CWR-FKB] 

Arising out of Civil Action No. 3:18-cv-252-
CWR-FKB, Securities and Exchange 
Commission v. Arthur Lamar Adams and 
Madison Timber Properties, LLC 

 

CIVIL ACTION NO.: 3:22-cv-36-CWR-FKB 

 
 
 

PROTECTIVE ORDER 
 
 

The Court enters this Protective Order pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 26(c) to 

limit the disclosure, dissemination, and use of information designated by a party as confidential. For 

good cause shown, the Court enters the following Protective Order to govern discovery in this case: 

1. Scope. All documents and materials produced in the course of discovery in this case,  

including initial disclosures, responses to discovery requests, all deposition testimony and exhibits, 

and information derived directly therefrom (hereinafter collectively “documents”), are subject to 

this Order concerning Confidential Information as set forth below. 
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2. Definitions 

(a) “Confidential Information” is defined as information that the producing party 

designates in good faith as entitled to protection from disclosure and use outside the 

litigation because its disclosure and use are restricted by statute, applicable law, or could 

potentially cause harm to the interests of disclosing party or nonparties. 

(b) “Investor” shall mean any person or entity that invested or loaned funds, directly or 

through intermediary entities, in or to the Madison Timber scheme that is the subject of 

these Madison Timber Receivership Cases. 

(c) “Investor PII” shall mean the name, address, telephone number, email address, or 

any other personal identifying information that permits the identity of an Investor to whom 

the information applies to be reasonably inferred by either direct or indirect means. 

(d) “Madison Timber Receivership Cases” shall mean this and any current or future 

related cases, including but not limited to: Alysson Mills v. Baker Donelson, et al., No. 3:18-

cv-866 (S.D. Miss.); Alysson Mills v. BankPlus, et al., No. 3:19-cv-196 (S.D. Miss.); 

Alysson Mills v. The UPS Store, Inc., et al., No. 3:19-cv-364 (S.D. Miss.); Alysson Mills v. 

Trustmark, et al., No. 3:19-cv-941 (S.D. Miss.). 

(e) “Party” shall mean a plaintiff, defendant, cross-complainant, cross-defendant, 

counterclaim defendant, counterclaim defendant, intervenor, and/or any person appearing in 

any of the Madison Timber receivership cases or receiving or producing discovery in any of 

the Madison Timber Receivership Cases. 

3. Form and Timing of Designation. The producing party may designate documents 

as containing Confidential Information and therefore subject to protection under this Order by 

marking or placing the words “CONFIDENTIAL” (hereinafter “the marking”) on the document and 

on all copies in a manner that will not interfere with the legibility of the document. As used in this 
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Order, “copies” includes electronic images, duplicates, extracts, summaries or descriptions that 

contain the Confidential Information. The marking will be applied prior to or at the time the 

documents are produced or disclosed. Applying the marking to a document does not mean that the 

document has any status or protection by statute or otherwise except to the extent and for the 

purposes of this Order. Copies that are made of any designated documents must also bear the 

marking. Designated documents shall be treated as confidential by any party who receives them. 

Unless attorney work product, attorney-client privilege or another privilege recognized by law 

applies, all documents produced, notwithstanding their designation as “CONFIDENTIAL,” shall be 

produced in their un-redacted form, inclusive of names and other identifying information. Whether 

information, documents or other materials are privileged shall be determined on a case-by-case 

basis pursuant to applicable law. This Order shall not prejudice any other rights any party may have 

to challenge or defend any asserted privilege. 

4. Inadvertent Failure to Designate. Inadvertent failure to designate any document or 

material as containing Confidential Information will not constitute a waiver of an otherwise valid 

claim of confidentiality pursuant to this Order. A producing party who inadvertently fails to 

designate information as confidential at the time of production shall be entitled to correct its failure 

by providing written notice of its intent to the parties to whom production was made, who shall take 

reasonable steps to conform to this Order and, to the extent reasonably possible and practicable, 

return or destroy any documents or other materials that were inadvertently produced in error 

without being designated as confidential. 

5. Protection of Confidential Material. 

(a) General Protections. Designated Confidential Information must be used or 

disclosed solely for purposes of prosecuting or defending this lawsuit, including any 

appeals. 
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(b) Who May View Designated Confidential Information. Except with the prior 

written consent of the designating party or prior order of the court, designated Confidential 

Information may be disclosed only to the following persons: 

(1) The parties to this litigation, including any employees, agents, and 

representatives of the parties; 

(2) Attorneys for the parties and their employees and outside support services 

vendors involved in the prosecution or defense of this case; 

(3) The Court and Court personnel, including any special master appointed by 

the Court, and members of the jury; 

(4) Court reporters, recorders, and videographers engaged for depositions; 

(5) Any mediator appointed by the Court or jointly selected by the parties; 

(6) Any expert witness, outside consultant, or investigator retained specifically in 

connection with this litigation provided that such person shall execute a declaration 

stating that he or she has read the Order, agrees to be bound by it, and agrees to be 

subject to the jurisdiction of the Court for enforcement purposes; 

(7) Any representative, adjuster, or employee of the parties’ insurers, provided 

that such person shall execute a declaration stating that he or she has read the Order 

and agrees to be bound by it; 

(8) Any potential, anticipated, or actual fact witness and his or her counsel, but 

only to the extent 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 

the Order, agrees to be bound by it, and agrees to be subject to the jurisdiction of the 

Court for enforcement purposes; and 
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(9) Other persons only upon consent of the producing party and on such 

conditions as the parties may agree. 

(c) Control of Documents. The parties must take reasonable efforts to prevent 

unauthorized or inadvertent disclosure of documents designated as containing Confidential 

Information pursuant to the terms of this Order, including, without limitation, by instructing 

any of the individuals listed in Paragraph 5(b)(6) and (7) that any Confidential Information 

disclosed to them is confidential and subject to a protective order limiting use of the 

information to this lawsuit. 

6. Filing of Confidential Information. Documents containing Investor PII will be 

redacted and filed as redacted in the public record as discussed in Paragraph 7, and such documents 

shall not be deemed “Confidential” solely by virtue of containing Investor PII. If a party seeks to 

file with the Court any document or information designated "Confidential," that party shall take 

appropriate action to ensure that the documents receive proper protection from public disclosure by 

either (i) filing a redacted document, but only if the party who designated the document or 

information as "Confidential" provides written consent to filing the redacted document; or (ii) filing 

a motion seeking permission to file the document under seal pursuant to L. U. Civ. R. 79, at which 

point, the burden is on the party which designated the document or information as "Confidential" to 

file material, including a memorandum, to support the motion to seal. The designating party shall 

have five (5) days from the filing of the motion to seal to file a non-confidential memorandum and 

proposed order pursuant to L. U. Civ. R. 79(e)(3). If the designating party fails to do so, the party 

filing the motion to seal will notify the Court that the motion to seal has been withdrawn; the 

documents or information shall no longer be treated as sealed; and the documents or information at 

issue shall be publicly filed. Nothing in this Order shall be construed as a prior directive to allow 
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any document to be filed under seal. The parties understand that documents may be filed under seal 

only upon order of the Court. 

7. Filing of Investor PII. In the event a party seeks to file any document that includes 

any Investor PII or refers to any Investor, that party shall: (1) refer to Investors by the number 

assigned to them by Plaintiff Alysson Mills, the court-appointed receiver; and (2) redact any 

Investor PII from any briefs, letters, exhibits, or other documents that the party intends to file with 

the court. 

8. Use of Confidential Information or Investor PII at Trial or Hearing. Nothing in 

this Order will be construed to affect the use of any document, material, or information at any trial 

or hearing. A party that intends to present or that anticipates that another party may present 

Confidential Information or Investor PII at a hearing or trial must bring that issue to the attention of 

the court and the other parties. The court may thereafter make such orders as are necessary to 

govern the use of such documents or information at the hearing or trial. 

9. In the event a party or a lawyer for a party receives a subpoena issued in another 

lawsuit for documents or other materials that were produced in this lawsuit and designated 

confidential by a party other than itself, the subpoenaed party shall not produce such documents or 

other materials unless required by a court. The subpoenaed party shall notify the producing party in 

sufficient time to allow the producing party to take lawful action to protect any confidential 

information from disclosure. 

10. This Order survives the termination of this lawsuit, and this Court retains 

jurisdiction over this action in the event the Order must be enforced. 

 SO ORDERED on the 31st day of January, 2022. 

/s/ F. Keith Ball                                                                                                                   
 UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE 
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From: Greig, Wm. Smith <GreigW@SEC.GOV> 
Sent: Friday, April 15, 2022 4:03 PM 
To: Bieck, Rob 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Subpoena duces tecum, In re Consolidated Discovery, Case No. 322-cv-36-

CWR-FKB 
Attachments: Letter -- SEC OGC to R. Bieck, Jones Walker -- April 15 2022.pdf 

Dear Mr. Bieck, 

Please see the attached letter. 

Sincerely, 

Srr~i~h 
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April 15, 2022 

By email to rbieck@joneswalker.com 

Robert B. Bieck, Jr., Esq. 
Jones Walker 
201 St. Charles Avenue 
New Orleans, LA 70170-5100 

Re:  Subpoena duces tecum, In re Consolidated Discovery in Cases filed by Allyson 
Mills, Receiver for Arthur Lamar Adams and Madison Timber Properties,  
Case No. 3:22-cv-36-CWR-FKB, U.S. District Court, S.D. Mississippi. 

Dear Mr. Bieck: 

This letter responds to the Subpoena duces tecum, dated March 30, 2022, that your firm 
directed to the United States Securities and Exchange Commission (“SEC”) and to your letter 
dated March 31, 2022. The SEC’s Office of the General Counsel has assigned me to represent 
the SEC in this matter. 

The Subpoena directs the SEC to produce six broad categories of documents related to 
parties in the referenced matter and to others connected with the underlying transactions. 

The SEC objects to the Subpoena on the following grounds: 

1. The Subpoena places an undue burden on SEC Staff. Requiring the SEC to search its 
records for responsive documents would place an undue burden on its resources and divert its 
Staff from fulfilling the agency’s statutory mission of protecting investors and maintaining fair 
securities markets by pursuing securities law violations. 

2. To the extent that this Subpoena seeks documents that others provided to the SEC, you 
should seek those documents from the persons that provided them to the SEC. You should also 
seek those documents from the Receiver before seeking them from the SEC. 

3. The Subpoena seeks documents protected by privileges and other confidentiality 
requirements, including, but not limited to, the following: 

Case 3:22-cv-00036-CWR-FKB   Document 480-2   Filed 10/24/22   Page 2 of 3



Robert B. Bieck, Jr., Esq. 
April 15, 2022 
Page 2 
 
 

• the attorney-client privilege, 

• the deliberative-process privilege, 

• the law-enforcement privilege, and 

• the attorney-work-product doctrine. 

Should you seek to compel production of any materials that the SEC may hold, the SEC 
requests that you give it adequate notice to file an objection in court. 

If you have any questions or wish to discuss this matter further, please send me an email 
so that we may schedule a phone call. 

 

Sincerely, 

/s/ 

Wm. Smith Greig 
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