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FILED

SUPERIOR COURT of CALIFORNIA
COUNTY ol SANTA BARBARA

FEB 17 2005

GARY M. BLAIR, Execullve Ollicar

Cl/ay Catle £ uj%gg
CARRAIE L. WAGNER, Déhuly Clork

SUPLRIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF
CALIFORNIA,
Plaintiff,
VS,
MICHAEL JACKSON,

Defendant.

Case No,: 1133603
Order [or Relcasc of Redacted Documents

[Opposition to District Attorney’s Motion to
Exclude Any Relerence by Defense 1o Any
Alleged [Redacted] ]

The redacted form of the Defense’s Opposition 1o District Attarney's Motion {o Excluds

Any Reference by Defense o Any Alleged [Redacted] attached to this order shall be released

and placed in the public file. The court finds thal there is more material in the motion that should

be redacted than that contained in the proposed redacted version. The unredactcd originals shall

he maintained conditionally under scal pending the next motion hearing, date to be annonnced.

Aot § Mt s

RODNEY S. MELVILLE
Judge of the Superior Court

Dated: February _u 2005
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COLLINS, MESEREAU, REDDOCXK & YU
Thomass A. ’Mescrcau, Jr.. State Bar Number 091182
Susan C. Yu, State Bar Number 195640

1875 Century Park East, 7* Floor

Los An§clcs CA 50067

Tel.: (310) 284-3120, F&x (310) 284-3133

SANGER & SWYSEN '

Robert M. Emﬁer State Bar Number 058214 .
233 EastC o Street, Suite C

Santa Barbara, CA 93101

Tel.: (8035) 962-4887, Fax: (R0S) 963-7311

OXMAN & JAROSCAK

Briza Oxman, State Bar Number 072172
14126 East Rosecrans

Senta Fe Springs, CA 50670

Tel.: (562) 921-5058, Fax: (562) 921-2298

Auorneys for Defendant
MICHAEL JOSEPH JACKS ON

" SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF SANTA BARBAR 4, COOK DIVISION

REDACT 1)

Case No. 1133603

OPPOSITION TO DISTRICT
ATTORNEY"S MOTION TO EXCLUDE
ANY REFERENCE BY DEFENSE
COUNSEL TO ANY

-UNDERSEAL

Honorable Rodney S. Melville
Date: -Febroary-10;2605
Time: 5:362m.

Dept: 8

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE QF
CALIFORNIA,

Plaintiffs,

vS.

MICHAEL JOSEPH JACKSON,

Defendan,
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
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The prosecution asks this Court to issue an order “forbidding counscl w0 inquire about or
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(Modon, page 1.) Defense counsel will follow the Evidence Code. Defense counsel will hmit its
inquiries regarding (RN - -5 that are relevant to this case and will
oot question her regarding QUM tha: arc not relevant. - An arder forbidding defense
counsel from any inquiry into (R
SRS o be improper.

The exclusion of such .relcvapt evidence threatens to deprive M. Jackson of his federal
and state constitutional rights to a fair trial. due process of law, and equal pretection pursuant (o
the Fifth, Sixth, and Fourteenth Amendmeunts to the United States Constitution and Article 1,
Sections 7, 15 and 24 of the California Constitution.

ARGUMENT
L
JANE DOE’S-ROMANTTC AFFAIRS ARE RELEVANT TQ HER FRAUDULENT
ACTIVITIES

During the exact tume period in which she now ¢laims to have been held hostage. Jane
Doc was engaged in 2 romantic rclationship with QSN . Despite her claims to the contrar';(
in the videotape recorded by—, and under penalty of perjury in an application for
wclfa:c,—supponcd Ms. Doe arid ber family financially. During the relevant time
pcnod Ms. Doe did not want to jeopardize this financial arangement, but, at the same time,
wanted 10 set Up & similar, but more lucrative, arrangement with Michael Jackson or oae of the
men around bim. While attempting to secure such an amungement, Ms. Doc had e telephone
conversation with (EEEF that caused him 10 become coucemued. While Lalkicg (o Qg
SRR e s
caused QRN (o call the police deparbnent. While the District Allomey will almost
certainly claim that this event demmonstrates that Ms. Doz was under duress while at Neverjand,

there is a more likely scenario. Ms. Doe did not want centain people ar Neverland to believe that

QPPOSITION TO DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S MOTION TO EXCLUDE ANY REFERENCE BY DEFENSE |
COUNSEL
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-town, unattended by anyone. Szeling beauty treatments.

she was in a committed relationship with GEJEJMMR, because she wanted to be seen as available

so that she could pursue a similarly profitable romentic relationship.

In fact, during the very evening that QRN felt she would not talk to him she wag in

This information is rélicﬁnt because it explains Jane Doc's behavior during the relevant
time period. The District Attorney plans to argue tha ber conduct is consistent with being held
captive. Ihc cvidence supports avcrydiffercnt‘imaprctation of her behavior and defense
counse] roay ﬁropcrly argue such an interpretauon. |

Theze Is also evidence tha: (NGNS

dunng and afier the tme periods she now claims she wes dc:mncd by M: Jad:son s e:mploycs

Furthcnnurt. a police report dated February 23, 2004 contains a statement thatJ a.nc Doe
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For the above stated reasons, the Cotirt should deny the District Atomey's motien.

1l Dated: February 4, 2005

%t

COLLINS MESEREAU, REDDOCK & YU .
Thomas A. Mesereau, Ir.
Susan C. Yu '

-SANGER & SWYSEN
Robert M Sangcr

2 v]aa’ a'ng
Aunfneys for Defendant
" MICHAEL JOSEPH JACKSON

OPPOSITION TQ DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S MOTION T0O EXCLUDE ANY REFERENCE BY DEFENSE
COUNSEL
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1013A(1)(3), 1013(c) CCP

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA:

I am 3 cltizen of the United States of America and a resident of the county aforesald. I am employed
by the County of Santa Barbarg, State of Californla. I am over the age of 18 and not a party b the within
action. My business address Is 312-H East Cook Street, Santa Maria, Californla.

On _FEBRUARY 17, 2005, I served a copy of the attached .QB.QEB_EQB_EELEASE_QE.BEDAQIE

IQ.ANX.ALLEGED_[EEDAQEDJ)__addF&GSEG as follows:

THOMAS A. MESEREAU, JR.

COLLINS, MESEREAU, REDDOCK & YU, LLP
1875 CENTURY PARK EAST. 7™ FLOOR
LOS ANGELES, CA 90067

THOMAS W. SNEDDON, JR.
DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
1112 SANTA BARBARA STREET
SANTA BARBARA, CA 93101

_X FAX

By faxing true coples thereof to the receiving fax numbers of: -
2r);_(80S) 568-2398 (Thomas Sneddon) . Sald transmission was reported complete and without error.
Pursuant to Callfornla Rules of Court 2005(1), a transmission report was properly Issued by the bansmitting
facsimile machine and Is attached hereto.

MAIL

By pladng true coples thereof enclosed In a sealed envelope with postage fully prepald, In the United
States Postal Service mail box In the Gty of Santz Marla, County of Santa Barbara, addressed as above. That
there Is delivery service by the United States Postal Service at the place so addressed or that there Is a regular
communication by mall between the place of maliing and the place so addressed.

PERSONAL SERVICE

—

By leaving a true copy thereof at thelr office with the person having charge thereof or by hand dellvery
to the above mentioned parties.

EXPRESS MAIL

By depasiting such envelope in a post office, mallbox, sub-post offlce, substation, mall chute, or other
like facility regularly maintained by the United States Postal Service for recelpt of Express Mall, In a sealed
envelope, with express mall postage paid.

I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregaing Is true and correct. Executed this 12™  day of

FEBRUARY 2005 at Santa Marla, Callfornla.
&MJLW 7( M]&W

CARRIE L. WAGNER




