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THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF
CALIFORNIA,

VS,

MICHAEL JOSEPH JACKSON,

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR TUIE COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA, COOK DIVISION

REMCTED

Case No. 1133603

REPLY TO OPPOSITION TO MOTION
FOR AN ORDER EXCLUDING
FOURTEEN ITEMS OF IRRELEVANT
EVIDENCE

URDERSEAL

HMonorable Rodney S. Melville
Date: TBA

Time: 336-¢m——

Dept: SM 8

Plaintifts,

Defendant.
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INTRODUCTION

The Distict Attormey stutes that he will not make reference to e@Te )
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~ unless the items somehow become relevant. (Opposition, 2-4.) With regard to '
these items, the Court should note that the prosccution has not demonstrated that they are
relevant and should grant the motian ta exclude refercnce to each of the items at.trial.
Alternately, the Court should require that the prosecution seek leave before meationing any of the

items in front of the jury.
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The prosecution secks to introducc (NI
SRR (O sition, page 3) These
events, and the (EENNDEEESNREENS o cver, have nothiog to do with the allegations that

Mr. Jackson committed acts of child molcstation or that be participated in a copspiracy.

The District Attorney’s search of Mr. Jackson's person on December 3, 2004 failed (o
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23 ' This “evidence” should be excluded.
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This is a child molestation and conspiracy case.? The cvidence seized by the prosecution

is inrelevant ta cither of thosc charges. However, the prosecution is secKing to introduce

It should be notcd that the prosceution does not support their theory with a declaration or
any legitimate scientific information. In fact, it would be impossible to lay the foundation that
they boldly assert. We have not been provided.with any forensic reports that supports thair
theory.
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IL
CONGLUSION
Bascd on the reasans sct forth in the Motion and in the Reply, above, this court ghould
exclude any reference to cach of the fourteen irvelevant items. The introduction of such evidence
will deprive Mr. Jackson of his federal and state constmtional rights to a fair tial, due process of
law, 2nd cqual protection pursuant to the Fifth, Sixth, and Fourteensh Amendments to the United
States Constitution and Article 1. Scetions 7, 15 and 24 of the California Constitution,
Dated: February 8. 2005 " COLLINS, MESEREAL, REDDOCK & YU
Thomas A. Meserceu, Jr.

Susan C. Yu

SANGER & SWYSEN
Raobert M. Sanger

OXMAN & JAROSCAK
Brian Oxwmen
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Robert M. Sanger
Attomeys for Defendant
MICHAEL JOSEPH JACKSON
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