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BEFORE THE ARIZONA CORPORATI4 

COMMISSIONERS 
BOB STUMP, Chairman 
GARY PIERCE 
BRENDA BURNS 
BOB BURNS 
SUSAN BITTER SMITH 0 Fa 

In the matter of: 

CONCORDIA FINANCING COMPANY, LTD, 
a/k/a “CONCORDIA FINANCE,” 

ER FINANCIAL & ADVISORY SERVICES, 
LLC, 

LANCE MICHAEL BERSCH, and 

DAVID JOHN WANZEK and LINDA 
WANZEK, husband and wife, 

Respondents. 

Docket No. S-20906 A-14-0063 

NOTICE OF FILING 
ACKNOWLEDGMENTS OF 
POSSIBLE CONFLICTS 

Arizona Corporation Gomrnissiori 

MAY 0 5  2014 

Respondents, ER Financial & Advisory Services, LLC, Lance Michael Bersch, David John 

Wamek and Linda Wanzek, (“collectively, the “RDP” Represented Parties”) file signed 

4cknowledgements of Possible Conflicts regarding this matter. The signed acknowledgements are 

ittached as Exhibits 1 - 4. 

ESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this e day of May 20 14. 

ROSHKA DEWULF & PATTEN, PLC 

Paul J. Roshka 
Timothy J. Sabo 
One Arizona Center 
400 East Van Buren Street, Suite 800 
Phoenix, Arizona 85004 



Original + 13 copies of the foregoing 
filed this $?lay of May 2014, with: 

Docket Control 
Arizona Corporation Commission 
1200 West Washington 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

Copies of the foregoing hand-deliveredmailed 
t h i s B d a y  of May 20 14, to: 

Lyn A. Farmer, Esq. 
Chief Administrative Law Judge 
Hearing Division 
Arizona Corporation Commission 
1200 West Washington 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

Matthew Neubert, Director 
Securities Division 
Arizona Corporation Commission 
1300 West Washington, 3rd Floor 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

41an S. Baskin, Esq. 
David E. Wood, Esq. 
Baskin Richards PLC 
30 East Rio Salad0 Parkway, Suite 51 1 
rempe, Arizona 8528 1 
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Exhibit 



COMMISSIONERS 
BOB STUMP, Chainnan 
GARY PIERCE 
BRENDA BURNS 
BOB BURNS 
SUSAN BITTER SMITH 

BEFORE THE ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION 

In the matter of: 

CONCORDIA FINANCING COMPANY, LTD, 
dk/a “CONCORDIA FINANCE,” 

ER FINANCIAL & ADVISORY SERVICES, 
LLC, 

LANCE MICHAEL BERSCH, and 

DAVID JOHN WANZEK and LINDA 
WANZEK, husband and wife, 

Respondents. 

Docket No. S-20906 A-14-0063 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF 
POSSIBLE CONFLICTS BY 
ER FINANCIAL & ADVISORY 
SERVICES, LLC 

DAVID JOHN WANZEK, Member of ER FINANCIAL & ADVISORY SERVICES, LLC 

(“ER FINANCIAL”), acknowledges the following: 

1. ER FINANCIAL’S attorneys in this matter are Paul J. Roshka, Jr. and Timothy J. 

Sabo of the Law Firm of Roshka, DeWulf, & Patten, PLC (“RDP”). RDP represents the following 

Respondents in this matter: ER Financial and Advisory Services, LLC, Lance Michael Bersch, 

David John Wanzek, and Linda Wanzek (collectively, the “RDP Represented Parties”). 

2. I understand that there is a possibility that a conflict could occur. For example, 

5rcumstances could arise under which the course of action most advantageous to one of the RDP 

Represented Parties might not be the course of action most advantageous to the others. 

3. I understand a lawyer cannot represent more than one party in a matter unless the 

awyer believes the representation will not adversely affect the relationship with the other client or 
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clients and each client consents after consultation. I have been aware of this %om the inception of 

the joint representation. 

4. I understand that multiple representation situations have both advantages and 

disadvantages. For example, there may be disagreement regarding strategy. One party may want 

to pursue one approach to an issue, while another may oppose it. There could also be 

disagreement with regard to settlement options. One party may wish to settle, another may be 

opposed to it. There could be disagreement between the parties as to the amount that should be 

paid in connection with the settlement. i have been aware of this fiom the inception of the joint 

representation. 

5. I understand that if a dispute occurs between the other RDP Represented Parties 

and me, and if the parties cannot resolve the dispute aniong themselves, RDP may resign from 

representing some of the RDP Represented Parties. In that case, RDP will be able to continue its 

representation of the other RDP Represented Parties and the attorney-client privilege shall 

continue to protect pre-resignation communications with all parties. 

6.  I have the right to retain separate counsel or to retain independent counsel to advise 

me separately with respect to this matter, or any aspect of it. 

7. I have previously consented, and consent now, to the joint representation of the 

RDP Represented Parties by RDP. 

DATED this =day of 4.y ,2014. 

ER FINANCIAL & ADVISORY SERVICES, LLC 

Its Member 
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COMMISSIONERS 
BOB STUMP, Chairman 
GARY PIERCE 
BRENDA BURNS 
BOB BURNS 
SUSAN BITTER SMITH 

BEFORE THE ARIZONA COIWORATION COMMISSIOS 

In the matter ofi 

CONCORD~A FINANCING COMPANY, L I T .  
aikln “COXORDIA FINANCE,” 

ER FINANCIAL & ADVISOliY SERVICES. 
LLC, 

LANCE MICHAEL BERSCI-I, ami 

DAVID 101-IN WANZEK and LINDA 
WANZEK, husband and wife, 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF 
POSSIl3LE CONFLICTS BY 
LANCE MTCHAEL BEIISCI-I 

I Respondents. 

LANCE MICI-IAEL BERS 1-1. acl;now;Icdges 111c folio;viiig: 

1. My attorneys i n  this matter me Paul .1. R o s l h ,  Jr. mid Timothy J. Sabo of the Law 

F i m  of Roshka, DeWulf, & Patten, PLC (‘‘RDP’’). RDP represents the fQllowing Responclencs in 

chis matter: ER Fiizancial and Advisory Services, LLC, Lance Michael Eersch, 3avid Joi~ii 

Wanzek, and Linda Waiizek (collectively, the “RDP Represented Parties“). 
... 2. I understand ;hat there is a possibiljiy h r  8 conRicI could occur. vor esample. 

I circumstances cocld arise uncler which the coimc C C  acrion mosi advanragmu :o o m  c; 1112 ;<LIP 

Represented Parties might not be the course of action ixosf advantageous to the o h x s .  

3.  I understand a lawyer cannot represent more than one party in a matter unless the i 

lawyer believes the representatioii will not adversely afFect the relarionsliip with h e  orhcr client or 

e l +  I I *I I ~ A R I A I  
7.d 
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c.d 

clients and each client consents after consuhtion. I Imvt been aware of rhis f r ~ i i i  rhe inception of 

the joint  representation. 

4. I understand that multiple representation situations have hotti acl\mtages and 

disadvantages. For example, there may be disagreement regarding strategy. One party may want 

to pursue 01113 approach to an issue, while another m y  oppose it. Tliwe co1-1Ic1 also be 

disagreemeiir wiih regard to seilleiiieiit options. One parry iilay \visli cc  sei^!^: another 1:7ay be 

opposed to it. There could be disagreemenr between the parties as 113 [he CZIIIOUIIC that shouid be 

paid in coiinection with the settlemeni. [ have been ?,ware of this frow 1.11~. incep:ion of 'he jci1-.1 

representation. 

5 .  I understand that if a dispute occiws berween the ocher RDD Rcpresentecl Parties 

and me, aiid if the parties cannot resolve the dispute aiiiong ilxmselves, R D P  m y  resign frwii 

representing some o f  the RDP Represeiited Parties. 111 that case. RDP will be :iS:c i o  co::tiiiu:: i!s 

representarion of the otlier RDP Representecl Parties ant i  the moincy-client priv: lege shal I 

continue to protect pre-resignation cornmimications wiili a1 I parries. 

i 6. I have the riglit to retain separate counsel or to retain indepenclerri counsel to xlvisc 

iiic separately with respeci to this matter, or any aspect of it. 

7. 1 have previously conseiitecl, and coilseut now, 10 the joint relmsent~i i ion or the 

RDP Represenled Parties by RDP. 

DATED tills 1 day 0.f NAY ,201 4. 
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COMMISSIONERS 
BOB STUMP, Chairman 
GARY PIERCE 
BRENDA BURNS 
BOB BURNS 
SUSAN BITTER SMITH 

BEFORE TJ33 ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION 

In the matter of: 

CONCORDIA FINANCING COMPANY, LTD, 
a/k/a “CONCORDIA FINANCE,” 

ER FINANCIAL. & ADVISORY SERVICES, 
LLC, 

LANCE MICHAEL BERSCH, and 

DAVID JOHN WANZEK and LINDA 
WANZEK, husband and wife, 

Respondents. 

Docket No. S-20906 A- 14-0063 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF 
POSSIBLE CONFLICTS BY 
DAVID JOHN WANZEK 

DAVID JOHN WANZEK, acknowledges the following: 

1. My attorneys in this matter are Paul J. Roshka, Jr. ani Timothy J. Sabo of the Law 

Firm of Roshka, DeWulf, & Patten, PLC (,,R.DP’’). RDP represents the following Respondents in 

his matter: ER Financial and Advisory Services, LLC, Lance Michael Bersch, David John 

Wanzek, and Linda Wanzek (colIectively, the “RDP Represented Parties”). 

2. I understand that there is a possibility that a conflict could occur. For example, 

:ireurnstances could arise under which the course of action most advantageous to one of the RDP 

Represented Pa-ties might not be the course of action most advantageous to the others. 

3. I understand a lawyer cannot repiesent inore than one party in a matter unless the 

lawyer believes the representation will not adversely affect the relationship with the other client or 
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clients and each client consents after consultation. I have been aware of this from the inception of 

the joint representation. 

4. I understand that multiple representation situations have both advantages and 

disadvantages. For example, there may be disagreement regarding strategy. One party may want 

to pursue one approach to an issue, while another may oppose it. There could also be 

disagreement with regard to settlement options. One party may wish to settle, another may be 

opposed to it. There could be disagreement between the parties as to the mount that should be 

paid in connection with the settlement. I have been aware of this fioni the inception of the joint 

representation. 

5. I understand that if a dispute occurs between the other RDP Represented Parties 

and me, and if the parties cannot resolve the dispute among themselves, RDP may resign from 

representing some of the RDP Represented Parties. In that case, RDP will be able to continue its 

representation of the other RDP Represented Parties and the attorney-client privilege shall 

continue to protect pre-resignation communications with all parties. 

6. I have the right to retain separate counsel or to retain independent counsel to advise 

me separately with respect to this matter, or any aspect of it. 

7. I have previously consented, and consent now, to the joint representation of the 

RDP Represented Parties by RDP. 

DATED this & day of mq ,20 14. I 
DAVID JO ANZEK 
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c0MM1ss10NERs 
BOB STUMP, Chairman 
GARY PIERCE 
BRENDA BURNS 
BOB BURNS 
SUSAN BITTER SMITH 

BEFORE THE ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION 

In the matter of: 

CONCORDIA FINANCING COMPANY, LTD, 
a/k/a “CONCORDIA FINANCE,” 

ER FINANCIAL & ADVISORY SERVICES, 
LLC, 

LANCE MICHAEL BERSCH, and 

DAVID JOHN WANZEK and LINDA 
WANZEK, husband and wife, 

Respondents. 

Docket No. 5-20906 A-14-0063 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF 
POSSIBLE CONFLICTS BY 
LINDA WANZEK 

LINDA WANZEK, acknowledges the following: 

1. My attorneys in this matter are Paul J. Roshka, Jr. and Timothy J. Sabo of the Law 

Firm of Roshka, DeWdf, & Patten, PLC (“RDP”). RDP represents the following Respondents in 

this matter: ER Financial and Advisory Services, LLC, Lance Michael Bersch, David John 

Wanzek, and Linda Wanzek (collectively, the “RDP Represented Parties”). 

2. I understand that there is a possibility that a conflict could occur. For example, 

circumstances could arise under which the course of action most advantageous to one of the RDP 

&presented Parties might not be the course of action most advantageous to the others. 

3. I understand a lawyer cannot represent more than one party in a matter unless the 

awyer believes the representation will not adversely affect the relationship with the other client or 
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clients and each client consents after consultation. I have been aware of this from the inception of 

the joint representation. 

4. I understand that multiple representation situations have both advantages and 

disadvantages. For example, there may be disagreement regarding strategy. One party may want 

to pursue one approach to an issue, while another may oppose it. There could also be 

disagreement with regard to settlement options. One party may wish to settle, another may be 

opposed to it. There could be disagreement between the parties as to the mount that should be 

paid in connection with the settlement. I have been aware of this from the inception of the joint 

representation. 

5 .  I understand that if a dispute occurs between the other RDP Represented Parties 

and me, and if the parties cannot resolve the dispute among themselves, RDP may resign from 

representing some of the RDP Represented Parties. In that case, RDP will be able to continue its 

representation of the other RDP Represented Parties and the attorney-client privilege shall 

continue to protect pre-resignation communications with all parties. 

6.  I have the right to retain separate counsel or to retain independent counsel to advise 

me separately with respect to this matter, or any aspect of it. 

7. I have previously consented, and consent now, to the joint representation of the 

RDP Represented Parties by RDP. 

DATED this day of )3.14 + 2014* 
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