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Matthew J. Smith

iMohave County Attorney
State Bar No. 010467
315 N, 4th Sireet

P O Box 7000

Kingman, AZ 86402 VIRLYNN TINNE&L
Telephone: {(928) 753-0719 SUPER!OR COURT CLI
Fax No.: (928) 753-2669

Attorney for Plaintiff

CAQ.Court@co.mohave.az, us
IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MOHAVE

STATE OF ARIZONA,
Plaintiff, No. CR-2007-743
vs RESPONSE TO MOTION
' FOR DEPOSITION OF
WARREN STEED JEFFS WITNESS LAMONT BARLOW
Defendant.

COMES NOW, the State of Arizona, by the Mohave County Attorney, and hereby
responds to Defendant’s Motion for Deposition of Lamont Barlow.

The defense has requested a second Rule 15 interview with Lamont Barlow.
Lamont Barlow has previously been interviewed in this case by the defense team and
voluntarily appeared for that interview and answered all questions put to him. The
defense is requesting a second interview due to statements made by a lady nhamed
Shannon Price who is the Director of Diversity Foundation. Shannon apparently
mentioned in a conversation with Brock Belnap, the Washington County Attorney, that
Shannon had a conversation with Lamont Barlow near the time of the trial that involved
some issues concerning the case of the State of Utah vs. Warren Jeffs. Lamont Barlow

B \who was the victim in the Utah case and is the victim in

this case under this cause number.
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According to Prosecutor Brock Belnap, Shannon Price mentioned to him in

casual conversation that Lamont Barlow said something about f Endtral
testimony. Shannon indicated she did not remember many of the details of this
conversation but said to Brock Belnap it had to do with— medical records and her

testimony at trial. Importantly, Shannon did not know where Lamont héard or got this

alleged information, and there was no indication that Lamont got this information from

Despite what appears to be at least four layers of hearsay, Lamont Barlow,
through his attorney, Roger Hoole, has indicated his position with respect to this
requested deposition. The State would concur with the Memorandum filed by Roger
Hoole, who is continuing to appear pro hac vice in this case and represents Lamont
Barlow. In that Memorandum they have set forth certain conditions to the granting of a
personal interview in this case.

Additionally, the State would point out that according to a police report generated
by Deputy Jake Schultz from Washington County, there was some mention about
—testimony and the veracity of that testimony with respect to medical records. In
the trial of St. of Utah vs. Warren Jeffs in which —was the victim, X REE

did not testify about medical records, doctor or nurses visits, or anything to do with

BRI gave in the Utah trial was on

medical records. In fact, the only testimony

September 14, 2007, page 112, lines 20-25, and page 113, lines 1-2. Here is that

exchange:

Q:  Did you have children with Allen Steed?

A No, | did not.

Q:  Did you become pregnant?
.
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Yes.

And what happened?
| had a few of them.

A few of what?

> Q0 2R 2

Pregnancies. Um, | miscarried every one of them.

The alleged issue that forms the basis of the Defendant’s Motion for Deposition
appears fo be a non-issue in this case because BRI 0 not testify about medica
records. However, the State is willing to allow the defense tor i_nterview Lamont Barlow
under the terms and conditions set forth in the Memorandum in Opposition to Motion for
Deposition.

Lamont Barlow has never refused or failed to cooperate in granting an interview
on this issue. The State suggested to defense counsel that in order to preserve this
issue and to have this issue resolved before our next trip to Salt Lake City on March 16,
that the defense proceed with a motion for deposition in case Lamont Barlow did not
agree to a personal interview. The first time the State has had a chance to talk to
Lamont Barlow, Mr. Barlow indicated that he had no problem being interviewed on this

subject by Mr. Piccarreta.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED THIS J#1 day February, 2010,

7Y Ity () St

MATTHEW J. S
MOHAVE COUNTY ATTORNEY

M
Copy of the foregoing delivered this 2 f:lay of
February, 2010, to:

HONORABLE STEVEN F. CONN
SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE
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Copy of the foregoing emailed
this 267"day of February, 2010, to:

Timothy P. Linnins

Assistant Attorney General
Criminal Prosecutions Section
1275 West Washington Street
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

e-mail: timothy linnins@azag.qov

Michael L. Piccarreta

PICCARRETA DAVIS P.C.

145 South Sixth Avenue

Tucson, Arizona 85701

e-mail: BPolowetz@pd-law.com & mip@pd-law.com

Richard Wright

WRIGHT STANISH & WINCKLER
300 S. Fourth Street, Suite 701
Las Vegas, NV 89101

e-mail: wswlaw@earthlink.net
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