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S. Edward Wicker (SBN 93057) 
11440 W. Bernardo Court, Suite 300 
San Diego, California 92127 
Telephone: (760) 735-6100 
edward@ewickerlaw.com  
 
Gregory M. Garrison, Esq. (SBN 165215) 
GREGORY M. GARRISON, APC 
6886 Mimosa Drive 
Carlsbad, California 92011 
Telephone: (619) 708-1628 
greg@garrisonapc.com 
 
Alexander E. Papaefthimiou, Esq. (SBN 236930) 
PAPAEFTHIMIOU APC 
1601 Carmen Drive, Suite 212D 
Camarillo, California 93010 
Telephone: (805) 366-3909 
alex@aplitigation.com  
 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs  
 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 
 

AGRO DYNAMICS, LLC a Wyoming Limited 
Liability Company, 
                                               Plaintiff, 
vs. 
 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINSTRATION, 
SAN DIEGO COUNTY, and SPECIAL 
AGENTS PAUL GELLES, ERIC BALL, 
KIERAN GRACIA, MARSHA DAWE, ROSS 
VAN NOSTRAND, AND JEREMY FEUZ; 
FRANK HASKELL, ANDREW AGUILAR, 
JASON STEIN, TIMOTHY SMITH, 
MICHAEL ASTORGA, CHRISTOPHER 
MORRIS, SGT. STEVE BODINE, DET. 
JUSTIN  MOORE, DET. DWAYNE 
PRICKETT, DET. CHRISTOPHER   PEREZ, 
AND DET. RICARDO ANDRADE; and DOES 
1 to 50 inclusive, 
                                               Defendants. 

CASE NO. 3:20-cv-02082-JAH-KSC 
 
 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
DISMISS BY DEFENDANTS 
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, STEVE 
BODINE, JUSTIN MOORE, DWAYNE 
PRICKETT, CHRISTOPHER PEREZ, 
AND RICARDO ANDRADE 
 
 
Date:     January 27, 2021 
Time:    10:30 a.m. 
Dept.:    13B 
Judge:   Hon. John A. Houston 
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