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ORIGINAL

BEFORE THE ARIZONA CORPORATION (%,'OMMISSI‘ONU

COMMISSIONERS

MIKE GLEASON, Chairman
JEFF HATCH-MILLER
WILLIAM A. MUNDELL
KRISTIN K. MAYES
GARY PIERCE

In the matter of:

AGRA-TECHNOLOGIES, INC. (a/k/a ATI),
a Nevada corporation,

5800 North Dodge Avenue, Bldg A
Flagstaff, Arizona 86004-2963;

WILLIAM JAY PIERSON (a/k/a BILL
PIERSON),

and SANDRA LEE PIERSON (a/k/a SANDY
PIERSON),

husband and wife,

6710 Lynx Lane

Flagstaff, Arizona 86004-1404;

RICHARD ALLEN CAMPBELL (a/k/a DICK
CAMPBELL),

and SONDRA JANE CAMPBELL,

husband and wife,

8686 West Morten Avenue

Glendale, Arizona 85305-3940;

WILLIAM H. BAKER, JR. (a’/k/a BILL
BAKER), and PATRICIA M. BAKER,
husband and wife,

3027 N. Alta Vista

Flagstaff, Arizona 86004;

JERRY J. HODGES,

and JANE DOE HODGES,
husband and wife,

1858 Gunlock Court

Saint George, Utah 84790-6705;

LAWRENCE KEVIN PAILLE (a/k/a LARRY
PAILLE), and JANE DOE PAILLE,

husband and wife,

220 Pinon Woods Drive

Sedona, Arizona 86351-6902;

\./\./vvv\./vvv\_/vvvvvvx./vvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvv

Respondents.
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DOCKET NO. S-20484A-06-0669

NOTICE OF SUBMISSION OF
AUTHORITY TO ADMINISTRATIVE
LAW JUDGE CITED BY SECURITIES
DIVISION IN SUPPORT OF ITS REPLY
AND MOTION FOR RULING ON
ALLEGEDLY INADVERTANTLY
PRODUCED PRIVILEGED DOCUMENTS
BY RESPONDENTS AGRA-
TECHNOLOGIES, INC., WILLIAM H.
BAKER, JR. AND WILLIAM JAY
PIERSON

(Administrative Law Judge Marc Stern)

Arizona Corporation Commission

DOCKETED
MAR 0 7 2007

DOCKETED BY ]
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DOCKET NO. S-20484A-06-0669

The Securities Division submits to the Administrative Law Judge the authority cited in the

Securities Division’s pending Reply and Motion for Ruling On Allegedly Inadvertently Produced

Privileged Documents By Respondents Agra-Technologies, Inc., William H. Baker and William J.

Pierson in alphabetical order as follows:

A. CASE LAW.

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

Amgen Inc. v. Hoechst Marion Roussel, Inc., 190 F.R.D. 287, (D.Mass 2000).

Brown v. Superior Court, 137 Ariz. 327, 336, 670 P.2d 725, 734 (1983).

Centuori v. Experian Info. Solutions, Inc., 347 F.Supp.2d 727, (D.Ariz. 2004).

Denney v. Jenkens & Gilchrist, 362 F.Supp.2d 407, 413 (S.D.N.Y. 2004).

Independent Redistricting Commlsszon V. erlds 206 Ariz. 130, 136, 75 P.3d 1088,
1094 (App. 2003).

Johnathan Corporation v. Prime Computer, Inc., 114 FR.D. 693, 699 (E.D.Vir.
1987).

In re Kidder Peabody Securities Litigation, 168 F.R.D. 459, 472 (S.D.N.Y. 1996).
Manley v. Ticor Title Ins. Co. of Cal., 168 Ariz. 568, 572, 816 P.2d 225, 229 (1991).

In re McKesson HBOC, Inc. v. Superior Court, 9 Cal.Rptr.3d 812, 817-821 (Cal
App. 2004). ‘

In re Qwest Communications International, Inc., 450 F.3d 1179, 1187-1201 (10th
Cir. 2000).

State ex rel. Corbin v. Weaver, 140 Ariz. 123, 129, 680 P.2d 833, 839 (App. 1984).
State v. Sucharew, 205 Ariz. 16, 22, 66 P.3d 59, 65 (App. 2003).

In re Syncor Erisa Litigation, 229 F.R.D. 636, 646-47 (C.D.Cal. 2005).

In re Steinhardt Partners, L.P., 9 F.3d 230, 234-235 (2“d Cir. 1993).

Tennenbaum v. Deloitte Touche, 77 F.3d 337, 341 (9™ Cir. 1996).

Throop v. F.E. Young & Co., 94 Ariz. 146, 157-58, 382 P.2d 560, 567-68 (1963).

Tripp v. Chubb, 69 Ariz. 31, 35, 208 P.2d 312, 314 (1949).
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18. Ulibarri v. Superior Court, 184 Ariz. 382, 385, 909 P.2d 449, 452 (App. 1995),
review vacated as improperly granted, 186 Ariz. 419, 924 P.2d 109 (1986).

19. Weil v. Investment/Indicators, Research & Management, 647 F.2d 18, 25 (9™ Cir.
1981).

20. Westinghouse Electric Corporation v. Republic of Philippines, 951 F.2d 1414, 1429
(3" Cir. 1991).

21. Zork Hardware v. Gottlieb, 170 Ariz. 5, 6, 821 P.2d 272, 273 (App. 1991).

B. STATUTE.

22. ARS. §10-1601.

C. TREATISE.

23.  Paul R. Rice, Attorney-Client Privilege in the United States, at §9-19, pp.43-47,
§4:25, at pp. 116-119 (1999 & 2006 Update).

D. CORPORATION COMMISSION DECISION.

24. DOCKET NO. S-03356A-00-0000, Decision No. 64283, In re M.G. Gold, et al.
(consent decision involving same Sheep Hill cinders and claims by the respondents
that the cinders contained economically viable quantities of gold).

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 8™ day offMarch, 2007.

J. Micheal D;iley, Esq. v

Enforcement Attorney

Securities Division

1300 West Washington, Third Floor
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

ORIGINAL AND THIRTEEN (13) COPIES
of the foregoing (without attachments) filed this 8™ day of
March, 2007 with:

Docket Control

Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington

Phoenix, Arizona 85007
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Copy of the foregoing hand-delivered this 8™ day
of March, 2007 to:

Mr. Marc Stern

Administrative Law Judge
Arizona Corporation Commission
Hearing Division

1200 West Washington

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Copy of the foregoing (without attachments)
mailed this 8" day of March, 2007 to:

Lonnie Williams

Carrie M. Francis

Quarles & Brady Streich Lang, L.L.P.

One Renaissance Square, Two North Central Avenue
Phoenix, Arizona 85004-2391

Attorneys for Respondents Agra, Pierson and Baker

Geoffrey S. Kercsmar, Esq.

The Kercsmar Law Firm P.C.

3260 N. Hayden Road, Suite 204

Scottsdale, Arizona 85251

Attorneys for Respondents Hodges and Paille

Peter Strojnik, Esq.

3030 North Central Ave.

Suite 1401

Phoenix, Arizona 85012

Attorneys for Respondents Campbell

By: |\ %@ e;,é_u,' %Y)
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