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TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR COUNSEL OF RECORD: 

 Please take notice that, pursuant to Rule 6, Rules Governing Section 2255 

Cases in the United States District Courts (“Rule 6”), Petitioner Jamie Olis will and 

hereby does move this Court for leave to propound discovery in support of his motion to 

set aside his conviction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2255. 

 The motion is based on the attached Memorandum of Points and Authorities, the 

Declaration of Ted W. Cassman in Support of Olis’ Motion for Discovery, the 

Memorandum of Points and Authorities in Support of Olis’ Motion to Set Aside His 

Conviction Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2255, the files and records in this case, and such 

other statutory and jurisprudential authorities as may be relevant. 

 Olis requests the discovery set forth in Points and Authorities below and in the 

Exhibits appended hereto. 

 
Dated: November 28, 2007, Berkeley CA   
 
     Respectfully submitted,  
 
     ARGUEDAS, CASSMAN & HEADLEY, LLP  
 

By: ___/s/  Ted W. Cassman_____________ 
     Ted W. Cassman  

803 Hearst Avenue   
Berkeley, CA 94710   
(510) 845-3000  
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POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

 A court may, “for good cause,” permit a petitioner seeking relief under § 2255 to 

conduct discovery.  See Rule 6.  The court must permit discovery when “a factual 

dispute, if resolved in the petitioner’s favor, would entitle him to relief.”  United States v. 

Webster, 392 F.3d 787, 801-02 (5th Cir. 2004) (quoting Ward v. Whitley, 21 F.3d 1355, 

1367 (5th Cir. 1994)).  As set forth below and in the accompanying Declaration of Ted 

W. Cassman (“Cassman Decl.”), Olis has raised factual disputes that would entitle him 

to relief if resolved in his favor. 

I. Further Evidence of USAO Interference with Olis’ Defense Through 
 Discovery of Communications With Dynegy 

 
As set forth in Part III of Olis’ Memorandum of Points and Authorities in Support 

of His Motion to Set Aside His Conviction Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2255 (“§ 2255 

Memo”), compelling evidence from a recent civil trial demonstrates that the United 

States Attorney’s Office (“USAO”) in Houston acted purposefully to sabotage Olis’ ability 

to prepare and defend his case by blocking funding from his former employer, Dynegy.  

The evidence presented in Olis’ § 2255 Memo and the accompanying declarations 

derives from limited discovery related only to the USAO’s contact with Dynegy’s CEO, 

Bruce Williamson.  See Cassman Decl. ¶ 3.  However, testimony at the civil trial 

demonstrates that the USAO had frequent contact with other Dynegy employees — 

including attorneys in Dynegy’s general counsel’s office — during the prosecution of 

Olis.  See, e.g., Transcript of Testimony of Bruce Williamson (attached as Exhibit B to 

the Declaration of Lloyd E. Kelley in Support of Olis’ Motion to Set Aside His Conviction) 
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at Vol. II, 105:20-106:9 (“there was communications going on between the litigation 

team at Dynegy and the investigative team of the FBI and Department of Justice”).  Olis 

seeks discovery to learn about these contacts — they may further support the claims of 

USAO improprieties.  This category of discovery includes relevant depositions and the 

production of records by the USAO and Dynegy concerning contacts between the 

USAO and Dynegy employees and agents.   See Exhibits A, B, E, G, J. 

Moreover, the record contains suggestions of other wrongdoing by the USAO not 

yet sufficient on its own to ground an independent claim, but which may support a claim 

after further development.  For instance, Olis’ trial attorneys testified that they found 

their bill for services to Olis in the USAO offices.  Yates Tx (Kelley Decl. Ex. D) 60:13-

63:3; Clark Tx (Kelley Decl. Ex. F) 40:14-41:16.  Similarly, when Olis requested 

documents from Dynegy to help him prepare his defense before trial, Dynegy required 

him to state which precise documents he was interested in obtaining, and then informed 

the USAO which documents Olis had requested.  If the USAO was behind that policy, it 

would constitute an improper attempt to learn Olis’ defense strategy.  Olis seeks 

discovery to elucidate these issues.  See Exhibits A, B, E, G, J. 

II. Brady Material Not Produced and Presentation of False Evidence 

Olis’ investigation has also revealed several instances in which the USAO 

apparently possessed potentially exculpatory information but failed to produce it to Olis’ 

attorneys before the trial, or in which the government may have knowingly presented 

false evidence.  Olis seeks discovery to document these Brady violations and 

prosecutorial misconduct. 
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A. Heil-Related Discovery 

 Olis claims in his § 2255 motion that Jeffrey Heil presented false and misleading 

testimony, and that the government made false and misleading arguments based upon 

Heil’s testimony.  See § 2255 Memo at 22-26, 54-63.  As discussed in the 

accompanying Declaration of Ted W. Cassman in Support of Jamie Olis’ Motion for 

Discovery ¶ 4, recent investigation suggests that the University of California may have 

provided to the government — before Olis’ trial — records demonstrating that the 

University did not sell Dynegy stock after April 25, 2002, the date that the S.E.C.’s 

accounting concerns about Project Alpha were first disclosed.  Instead, the University 

system purchased an additional 900,000 shares after that disclosure.  Similarly, 

recently-discovered pleadings in from Pirelli Armstrong Tire Corporation Retiree Medical 

Benefits Trust v. Dynegy, Inc., et al., Case No. 4:02-cv-01571 (S.D. Tex.), a class-action 

lawsuit against Dynegy, further establish that the University system’s investment officers 

were well aware by May 1, 2002, that Dynegy would be required to reclassify cash flows 

as financing rather than operations — but nonetheless recommended purchasing the 

additional 900,000 shares.  Cassman Decl. ¶ 4-5 & Ex. B. 

Such information would have provided crucial cross-examination material for 

government witness Jeffrey Heil.  See Olis’ Reply in Support of Motion for Release on 

Bond at 6-9.  Further, if the government possessed those records at the time of trial, 

that fact would demonstrate that (1) the government knew that it was presenting false 

and misleading testimony through Heil, and (2) the government withheld Brady 
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evidence that would have helped Olis prove the falsity of the testimony and the incorrect 

conclusions the government drew from the testimony.  Accordingly, we seek relevant 

depositions and discovery of the documents in the USAO’s possession at the time trial 

reflecting the University system’s purchase and sale of Dynegy stock.  See Exhibits A, 

J.   

 Likewise, Heil gave a deposition in the Pirelli litigation, and according to Dynegy’s 

filings, Heil testified during that deposition that he had available to him as of April 29, 

2002 an investment advisor’s report discussing Project Alpha in detail.  See Cassman 

Decl. at ¶ 4(c) & Ex. A.  Nonetheless, Heil advised his employer to purchase additional 

Dynegy stock on May 6 and 7 of that year.   

 All of this evidence appears to (i) radically undermine the government’s assertion 

that the University of California system lost money because of Project Alpha, (ii) 

strongly suggest that Olis’ purported scheme to defraud was not material, and (iii) 

demonstrate that Heil’s trial testimony was false and misleading.  If the government 

possessed the evidence,1 its failure to disclose it violated Brady.  Moreover, the mere 

existence of the information substantially bolsters Olis’ claim that with a better-funded 

defense, he could have paid an investigator to find important exculpatory information.  

Accordingly, we seek discovery of the information itself, see Exhibits G, J, as well as 

discovery to learn from the government whether it possessed the information before 

                                                 
1  The government may have learned the truth about the University system’s stock 
purchases and sales by tracking the filings in the Pirelli action — a possibility amplified 
by the fact that pleadings filed in the civil lawsuit demonstrate that the plaintiffs’ 
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trial, see Exhibits A, J.  

B. Sharkey-Related Discovery 

 Dynegy employee Helen Sharkey pled guilty to Project Alpha-related charges, 

and provided substantial interview evidence to the government, but was never called as 

a witness at trial.  FBI notes of interviews with Sharkey reflect that when asked by the 

USAO to review and comment on an electronic version of Kelvin Kelm’s models for 

Project Alpha as part of her cooperation agreement, Sharkey recognized that Kelm had 

included the “outside hedges” in his calculations.  See Exhibit B to the Declaration of 

Ted W. Cassman in Support of Olis’ Motion to Set Aside His Conviction Pursuant to 28 

U.S.C. § 2255.  This appears to be highly exculpatory information that was not 

sufficiently brought forth during the trial, and suggests that the government may have 

learned other such exculpatory information from Sharkey.  Accordingly, we seek 

relevant depositions and documents in the government’s possession that relate to these 

topics.  See Exhibits A, J. 

C. Accounting and GAAP Discovery 

 The USAO’s Brady and Jencks Act discovery contained one document 

demonstrating that PriceWaterhouseCoopers (“PWC”) considered Project Alpha’s form 

and determined that it complied with GAAP.  See Exhibit I to the Declaration of Lloyd E. 

Kelley in Support of Olis’ Motion to Set Aside His Conviction Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 

2255.  Later discovery in a civil case demonstrated that PWC billed approximately 

                                                                                                                                                             
attorneys and the USAO’s prosecution team actively cooperated in sharing evidence 
and preparing their cases.  See Cassman Decl. at ¶ 6 & Ex. C.  
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$520,000 for making this determination.  See Exhibit H to the Declaration of Lloyd E. 

Kelley in Support of Olis’ Motion to Set Aside His Conviction Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 

2255.  Thus, it appears likely that many more documents reflecting PWC’s findings and 

opinions that Project Alpha complied with GAAP were in existence and in the 

government’s control or possession at the time of trial, and we seek discovery of those 

documents.  See Exhibit J. 

III. ICA-Arthur Andersen Relationship 

As discussed in Part III of the § 2255 Memo, Arthur Andersen suffered from a 

disabling conflict of interest with respect to Project Alpha: it had a contingent-fee 

arrangement with ICA that gave Arthur Andersen — and particularly the tax department 

— and a strong financial interest in seeing that Project Alpha came to fruition.  

Furthermore, as discussed in the § 2255 Memo, the government’s case at trial 

depended upon showing that Andersen, or at least James Hecker, was unaware of 

certain “outside hedges” and “tear-up agreements.”  ICA, an Arthur Andersen client, 

was a participant in one such hedge; and a recently-discovered pleading in a civil class 

action suggests that ICA may actually have been owned by Arthur Andersen partners.  

See Cassman Decl. ¶ 7 & Ex. C.  Olis seeks discovery to show that because of its 

relationship with ICA, Arthur Andersen as an institution — and possibly even James 

Hecker himself — was well aware of the ICA outside hedge.  See Exhibits C, D, F, H, I, 

J. 

IV. Accounting Analyses 

 Olis seeks discovery concerning the fees charged by accounting experts who 
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worked for the government or any other entity analyzing Dynegy’s accounting treatment 

for Project Alpha.  See Exhibit J.  This discovery will establish the magnitude of the 

effort required to review the accounting treatment for Project Alpha, a fact which is 

relevant to establish (i) the extent of the prejudice Olis suffered by being deprived of 

funds to hire experts; and (ii) the lack of clarity about the propriety of Dynegy’s 

accounting treatment. 

V.  Particular Requests 

 In order to explore the above subjects, Olis seeks the discovery in the attached 

exhibits, as follows: 

A. Exhibit A:  Depositions of Assistant United States Attorneys 

 Olis seeks to depose current or former Assistant United States Attorneys who 

were involved in the investigation of Project Alpha and the prosecution of Olis.  Their 

depositions will be relevant to the issues set forth in sections I, II.A, and II.B, supra, 

because these witnesses were aware of the USAO’s pressure on Dynegy to withhold 

funds from Olis and possess knowledge of other prosecutorial misconduct such as 

withholding Brady material and presentation of false evidence. 

B. Exhibit B: Depositions of Dynegy Personnel 

 Olis seeks to depose the Dynegy personnel listed in Exhibit B.  The depositions 

of Cristin Cracraft and other Dynegy personnel to be determined will be relevant to the 

issues set forth in Sections I, supra, because these witnesses have knowledge of the 

USAO’s pressure on Dynegy to withhold funds from Olis.  The deposition of Holli 

Nichols will be relevant to the issues set forth in sections II.C and IV, supra.  Ms. 
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Nichols was Dynegy’s Chief Financial Officer, and provided accounting expertise to the 

USAO during the investigation and prosecution of Olis.  She therefore likely has intimate 

knowledge concerning the accounting issues discussed above.  See Cassman Decl. ¶ 

8.  The deposition of Helen Sharkey will be relevant to the issues set forth in section 

II.B, supra, related to Ms. Sharkey specifically. 

 C. Exhibit C: Depositions of ICA Personnel 

 Olis seeks to depose the ICA personnel listed in Exhibit C.  These depositions 

will be relevant to the issues set forth in section III, supra, because these witnesses 

have knowledge of the ICA-Arthur Andersen relationship and the extent to which that 

relationship provided Arthur Andersen and/or James Hecker with information about of 

the outside hedges Olis was accused of hiding. 

 D. Exhibit D: Depositions of Arthur Andersen Personnel 

 Olis seeks to depose the Arthur Andersen personnel listed in Exhibit D.  These 

depositions will be relevant to the issues set forth in section III, supra, because these 

witnesses have knowledge of the ICA-Arthur Andersen relationship and the extent to 

which that relationship provided Arthur Andersen and/or James Hecker with information 

about the outside hedges Olis was accused of hiding. 

 E. Exhibit E: Deposition of Larry Finder 

 Olis seeks to depose Larry Finder, Dynegy’s outside criminal counsel during the 

investigation of Project Alpha who provided testimony in the Yates civil trial.  His 

deposition will be relevant to the issues set forth in section I, supra, because Finder has 

knowledge of the USAO’s pressure on Dynegy to withhold funds from Olis. 
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 F. Exhibit F: Deposition of Hoang Quan Vu 

 Olis seeks to depose Hoang Quan Vu, ICA’s outside counsel at Mayer Brown 

LLP.  This deposition will be relevant to the issues set forth in section III, supra, 

because Vu has knowledge of the ICA-Arthur Andersen relationship and the extent to 

which that relationship provided Arthur Andersen and/or James Hecker with information 

about the outside hedges Olis was accused of hiding. 

 G. Exhibit G: Rule 17(c) Subpoena to Dynegy Entities 

 Olis seeks to propound a Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure Rule 17(c) 

subpoena to various Dynegy entities seeking the documents set forth in Exhibit G.  

Document request (1) seeks documents relevant to the issues set forth in section I, 

supra, because they will further elucidate the USAO’s pressure on Dynegy to withhold 

funds from Olis.  Document request (2) seeks a deposition transcript relevant to the 

issues set forth in section II.A. because the transcript will likely further establish the 

falsity of Heil’s testimony at Olis’ trial.  Portions of the deposition were filed in Pirelli, and 

those portions indicate that Heil had available to him a report discussing Project Alpha 

at the time the University of California decided to buy an additional 900,000 shares of 

Dynegy stock.  See Cassman Decl. ¶ 4(c) & Ex. A. 

 H. Exhibit H: Rule 17(c) Subpoena to Arthur Andersen 

 Olis seeks to propound a Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure Rule 17(c) 

subpoena to Arthur Andersen seeking the documents set forth in Exhibit H.  All of the 

document requests are relevant to the issues set forth in section III, supra, because 
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they will elucidate the ICA-Arthur Andersen relationship and the extent to which that 

relationship provided Arthur Andersen and/or James Hecker with knowledge of the 

outside hedges Olis was accused of hiding. 

 I. Exhibit I: Rule 17(c) Subpoena to ICA 

 Olis seeks to propound a Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure Rule 17(c) 

subpoena to ICA seeking the documents set forth in Exhibit I.  All of the document 

requests are relevant to the issues set forth in section III, supra, because they will 

elucidate the ICA-Arthur Andersen relationship and the extent to which that relationship 

provided Arthur Andersen and/or James Hecker with knowledge of the outside hedges 

Olis was accused of hiding. 

 J. Exhibit J: Document Request to United States Attorney’s Office 

 Olis seeks to propound a document request to the USAO seeking the documents 

listed in Exhibit J. 

 Document request 1 seeks documents relevant to the issues set forth in section 

II.A, supra, because the documents will demonstrate that the government was aware of 

exculpatory information it did not disclose to Olis and presented Heil to the jury despite 

knowing that his testimony was false. 

 Document request 2 seeks documents relevant to the issues set forth in sections 

II.A. and III, supra, because they will elucidate the ICA-Arthur Andersen relationship and 

the extent to which that relationship provided Arthur Andersen and/or James Hecker 

with knowledge of the outside hedges Olis was accused of hiding, and help Olis 

determine the extent to which the government was aware of the ICA-Arthur Andersen 

Case 4:03-cr-00217     Document 327      Filed 11/28/2007     Page 12 of 36



12 
 

relationship. 

 Document request 3 seeks documents relevant to the issues set forth in section 

I, supra, because they will further elucidate the USAO’s pressure on Dynegy to withhold 

funds from Olis. 

 Document request 4 seeks documents relevant to the issues set forth in section 

II.C and IV, supra, related to possibly exculpatory information Holli Nichols may have 

provided to the government concerning various accounting issues. 

 Document request 5 seeks documents relevant to the issues set forth in sections 

II.C and IV, supra, because the documents will help Olis determine whether the USAO 

was aware of further exculpatory information concerning PriceWaterhouseCooper’s 

analysis of Project Alpha, and help establish the magnitude of the effort required to 

review the accounting treatment for Project Alpha. 

 Document request 6 seeks documents relevant to the issues set forth in section 

I, supra, because they will allow Olis to explore the USAO’s improper investigation of 

Olis’ (and his co-defendants’) defense strategies. 

 Document request 7 seeks documents relevant to the issues set forth in section 

III, supra, because they will elucidate the ICA-Arthur Andersen relationship and the 

extent to which that relationship provided Arthur Andersen and/or James Hecker with 

knowledge of the outside hedges Olis was accused of hiding, and help Olis determine 

the extent to which the government was aware of the ICA-Arthur Andersen relationship. 

 Document request 8 seeks documents relevant to the issues set forth in section 

IV, supra, because they will help establish the magnitude of the effort required to review 
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the accounting treatment for Project Alpha. 

CONCLUSION 

 For the reasons set forth above, Olis respectfully requests that the Court permit 

Olis to issue the discovery in the attached exhibits. 

Dated: November 28, 2007, Berkeley CA   
 
     Respectfully submitted,  
 
     ARGUEDAS, CASSMAN & HEADLEY, LLP  
 

By: ___/s/  Ted W. Cassman_____________ 
     Ted W. Cassman  

803 Hearst Avenue   
Berkeley, CA 94710   
(510) 845-3000  
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
 I hereby certify that, on November 28, 2007, I caused to be served a true and 

accurate copy of the attached Motion for Discovery and Points and Authorities, 

Cassman Declaration in Support of Olis’ Motion for Discovery, and Proposed Order on 

all parties to the above-titled case registered as Electronic Filing System users by filing 

the documents in this Court’s ECF/Electronic Filing System. 

  
              /s/ Ted W. Cassman_____                
       Ted W. Cassman 
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Exhibit A:  Requests for Depositions of Assistant United States Attorneys 
 
 

Olis seeks to depose the following attorneys who work or worked at the United 

States Attorney’s Office and were involved in the investigation and prosecution of Olis: 

$ Jimmy Sledge 

$ John Lewis 

$ Belinda Beek 

$ Mary Jane Harmon 
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Exhibit B:  Requests for Depositions of Dynegy Personnel 
 
 

 Olis seeks to depose the following witnesses who work or worked for Dynegy: 

$ Cristin Cracraft 

$ Other Dynegy counsel to be determined 

$ Holli Nichols 

$ Helen Sharkey 
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Exhibit C:  Requests for Depositions of ICA Personnel 
 
 

Olis seeks to depose the following witnesses who work or worked for Integrated 

Capital Associates (“ICA”): 

$ Howard Teig 

$ Robert Marsela  

 

 
 

Case 4:03-cr-00217     Document 327      Filed 11/28/2007     Page 21 of 36



Exhibit
D

Case 4:03-cr-00217     Document 327      Filed 11/28/2007     Page 22 of 36



Exhibit D:  Requests for Depositions of Arthur Andersen Personnel 
 
 

 Olis seeks to depose the following witnesses who work or worked for Arthur 

Andersen: 

$ Wade McKnight 

$ Keith Kechik 
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Exhibit E:  Request for Deposition of Larry Finder 
 
 

 Olis seeks to depose Larry Finder, Dynegy’s outside criminal counsel during the 

investigation of Project Alpha. 
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Exhibit F:  Request for Deposition of Hoang Quan Vu 
 
 

Olis seeks to depose Hoang Quan Vu, ICA’s outside counsel at Mayer Brown 

LLP. 
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Exhibit G:  Request for Rule 17(c) Subpoena to Dynegy Inc., Dynegy Holdings Inc. 
and Dynegy Marketing and Trade 

 
 

Olis seeks issue Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure Rule 17(c) subpoenas to 

Dynegy Inc., Dynegy Holdings Inc. and Dynegy Marketing and Trade seeking:  

(1) all documents in Dynegy’s possession, custody or control that originated 

between March 1, 2002 and the present, and that constitute, reflect, or discuss 

communications between any Dynegy employee, agent, officer or attorney and any 

employee or agent of the United States Department of Justice (including but not limited 

to agents of the SEC, FBI and/or United States Postal Service) concerning or relating to 

Dynegy’s payment of defense fees to any of its current or former employees, officers, or 

agents, including but not limited to Jamie Olis 

(2) a copy of the transcript of the deposition of Jeffrey Heil taken in Pirelli 

Armstrong Tire Corporation Retiree Medical Benefits Trust v. Dynegy, Inc., et al., Case 

No. 4:02-cv-01571 (S.D. Tex).. 
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Exhibit H:  Request for Rule 17(c) Subpoena to Arthur Andersen 
 
 

Olis seeks issue a Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure Rule 17(c) subpoena to 

Arthur Andersen seeking:  

(1) all documents in Arthur Andersen’s possession, custody or control that relate 

to Arthur Andersen’s partnership or other business relationship with Integrated Capital 

Associates (“ICA”) 

(2) all documents in Arthur Andersen’s possession, custody or control that relate 

to Arthur Andersen’s preparation of tax returns for “ICA” for fiscal years 2001 and 2002 

(3) all documents in Arthur Andersen’s possession, custody or control that 

discuss, reflect or concern the distribution of documents that refer or relate to Project 

Alpha’s floor at NGAI LAR, LLC between any or all of ICA, Arthur Andersen and ICA 

outside counsel Mayer Brown LLP 

4) all documents generated between January 1, 2000 and December 31, 2004 in 

Arthur Andersen’s possession, custody or control that relate to, concern or reflect 

performance reviews or other personnel records for Arthur Andersen partners and 

employees Ted McElroy, Kelvin Kelm, Sean Muller, Keith Kechik, Marshall Dodson, 

Wade McKnight and James Hecker. 
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Exhibit I:  Request for Rule 17(c) Subpoena to ICA 
 
 

Olis seeks issue a Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure Rule 17(c) subpoena to 

Integrated Capital Associates (“ICA”) seeking:  

(1) all documents in ICA’s possession, custody or control that relate to ICA’s 

partnership or other business relationship with Arthur Andersen 

(2) all documents in ICA’s possession, custody or control that relate to Arthur 

Andersen’s preparation of tax returns for ICA for fiscal years 2001 and 2002 

(3) all documents in ICA’s possession, custody or control that discuss, reflect or 

concern the distribution of documents that refer or relate to Project Alpha’s floor at NGAI 

LAR, LLC between any or all of ICA, Arthur Andersen and Mayer Brown LLP 

(4) all documents in ICA’s possession, custody or control that constitute or relate 

to communications about Project Alpha between any ICA employee, partner, or agen 

and any Arthur Andersen employee, partner, or agent and/or any Mayer Brown 

employee, partner or agent. 
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Exhibit J:  Document Request to United States Attorney’s Office 
 
 

Olis seeks to issue document requests to the United States Attorney’s Office 

seeking: 

1. All documents in the United States government’s possession, custody or control 

that relate to or concern Jeffrey Heil or any other employee or agent of the 

Regents of the University of California involved in the purchase, sale, or analysis 

of Dynegy stock, including but not limited to (a) records, interview notes and 

communications concerning purchases and sales of Dynegy stock by or on 

behalf of the Regents of the University of California; (b) documents concerning 

Mr. Heil’s employment status for the Regents of the University of California; and 

(c) documents concerning or related to the law suit entitled Pirelli Armstrong Tire 

Corporation Retiree Medical Benefits Trust v. Dynegy, Inc., et al., Case No. 4:02-

cv-01571 (S.D. Tex.). 

2. All documents in the United States government’s possession, custody or control 

that relate to or concern any contracts, financial arrangements, or agreements 

between Arthur Andersen, LLP or any of its subsidiaries or related entities and 

Integrated Capital Associates (“ICA”). 

3. All documents in the United States government’s possession, custody or control 

that constitute, reflect, or discuss communications between any Dynegy 

employee, agent, officer or attorney and any employee or agent of the United 

States Department of Justice or Securities Exchange Commission concerning or 

relating to Dynegy’s payment of defense fees in Project Alpha-related 

investigations or prosecutions to any of Dynegy’s current or former employees, 
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officers, or agents, including but not limited to Jamie Olis. 

4. All documents in the United States government’s possession, custody or control 

that relate to, concern or reflect meetings, communications or interviews with 

Dynegy Chief Financial Officer Holli Nichols. 

5. All documents in the United States government’s possession, custody or control 

that relate to, concern or reflect any analysis by PriceWaterhouseCoopers of 

Dynegy’s accounting treatment for Project Alpha. 

6. All documents in the United States government’s possession, custody or control 

that constitute, relate to, or concern attorney fee bills or payments sought by 

attorneys for Olis, Gene Foster or Helen Sharkey.   

7. All documents in the United States government’s possession, custody or control 

that relate to, concern or reflect performance reviews or personnel records for 

Arthur Andersen partners and employees Ted McElroy, Kelvin Kelm, Sean 

Muller, Keith Kechik, Marshall Dodson, Wade McKnight and James Hecker. 

8. All documents in the United States government’s possession, custody or control 

that relate to, concern or reflect the fees charged or proposed to be charged by 

accounting experts who worked for the government or any other entity analyzing 

Dynegy’s accounting treatment for Project Alpha. 
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