_ s
1L o
| . RS
1 GERA_GOS & GERAGOS FER
2 [ _ A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION \ o 0% ZUUI'
3 3;1’:?:“ Q By, mi}aemw Officer
350 S, GRAND AVENUE M
4 LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 9007 1-3480
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MARK J. GERAGQS, SBN 108325 T T e
® || Attomey for Defendantt. MICHATL. TACKSON .
; . _
8 SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
9 FOR THE COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA
10 o N % '
11 o |
12 | THE FEQPLE OF THE STATE OF Case No.: 1133603
a CALIFORNIA, on T
Plaintiff, DEFENDANT'S NOTICE OF
14 MOTION AND MOTION FOR
vs. ORDER SEALING -
15 . '  DEFENDANT'S RESPONSE TO
- |  PLAINTIFF’S MEMORANDUM
- 16 | MICHAEL JACKSON, REGARDING DEFENDANT'S
o ‘ CLAIM OF ATTORNEY-CLIENT
trf - Defendant. - AND ATTORNEY WORK ‘
. PRODUCT PRIVILEGES;
18 DECLARATION OF MARK J.
o - GERAGOS; [PROPOSED] ORDER.
| Date: February 13, 2004
20 1‘ Place: SM-2 :
\ : . Time: 8:30 a.m.
21 - :
S | _
23|  TO: ALLINTERESTED PARTIES
24 PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on February 13, 2004, at 8:30 a.m. or as soon

25 [ thereafter as fhc_ matter may be heard, in Department SM?2, Defendant Michael Jackson
26 { (“Mr. Jackson™) will, and hereby does, move for an order directing that “Defendant’s
27 1 Response to Plaintiff’s Memorandum Regardiﬁg Defendant’s Claim of Attorney-Client

28 VEFENTANT§ FOTION OF MOTION AND MOTION TO SEAL WEFERDANTE RESIONAR 10 L ANNTENFS MEMORANDUM REGARINIG. DEFFMOANT'S

CLATM OF ATTORNEY-ELTENT AND ATTORNEY WORK PROBLCT TRIVILEGR
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and Attorney Work Product Privileges” be maintained under conditional seal until further
order of court, pursuant to California Rules of Court, rule 243.1 et seq.

The motion will be made on the ground that the facts, as established by the

W accompanying declaration of Mark J. Geragos, are sufficient to justify sealing the

specified tecords putsuant to California Rules of Court, rule 243.] et seq.

The motion will be based on this notice of motion, on the declaration 6fM_ark L
Geragos setved and filed herewith, on the recards and the file herein, and on such

evidence as may be presented at the hearing of the motion.

Dated: February 6, 2004

Respectfully Submitted,

)

%@nj;nmm Brafman (Admitted Pro Hac
ice

BRAFMAN & ROSS PC

767 Third Avenue, 264 Floor -

New York, NY 10017

Telephone: 212-750-7800
Facsimile:  212-750-3506

Steve Cochran IS%%N 105541)
KATTEN MUC ZAVIS
ROSENMAN ‘

2029 Century Park East, Suite 2600
Los Angeles, California 90067
Telephone: (3 102 788-4400 -
Facsimile: ~ (310) 712-8455

Robert M. Sanger (SBN 58214
SANGER & Saon s )

233 E. Carrillo St,, Suite C

~ Santa Barbara, CA 63101
Talcphone: 305-962-4887
Facsimile: 805-863.7311 -

DHEENDANT 'S NOTIGN OF MATION AND MOTION TO SBAL DEFENGANTS RESTONSE 70 FiLATNTIT S MEMORANDURM REQAPDING REFENDANT'S

CLATM DOF ATTORNEV-CLIENT AND ATTORNEY WORR PRODUCT MRIVILEOT
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DECLARATION OF MARK J. GERAGOS

| —y

I, MARK.J. GIERAGOS declare as follows:
1. Iaman a1torney at law, duly licensed to practice and practxcmg law in the
State of California, State Bar No. 108325, with principal offices located at 350 South
Grand Avenue, 39th Floor, Los Angeles, California 90071. I am one of the attorneys for
“ the defendant, Michae! Tackson in this criminai action. I have paréonal knowledge of the

following facts and if called 4s a witness, I could and would competently testify thereto.

A T - - B [+ I I -

2. This motion pertains to a filing regarding various materials that were seized

o
<

during the execution of various search warrants. On January 16, 2004, the Court ordered

b
S

“that all motio_ns regarding said materials shall be filed under seal” aud “that the Court

[es
[\%

rule re: redaction shall be followed.” (See Jenuiary 16, 2004 mirute order at page 4.)

oy
W

3. As explaihed in the unredacted version of Mr. Jackson’s filing, the defense

b
kN

is lodging a redacted version of the filing with the Court for the Court’s review. The

3
LY

defense -aht_;icipaies the Court will subsequently file the redacted version publicly. The

ey
. h

prosecution iy being served with the redacted version of the filing as well as this Motior.

R i
[~ B |

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that

—t
N

the foregoing is true and correct.
Dated this 6" day of February 2004, Los Angeles, California.
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. -[PROFOSEDT ORDER

l The Court, having reviewed the unredacted and redacted versions of
“Defendant’s Response 1o Plaintiffs Memorandum Regarding Defendant’s Claim of
Attomey-Client and Attorney Work Product Priviléges" and in light of the Court’s
January 16, 2004 order, orders as follows:

1. “Defendant’s Response fo Plaintiff’s Memorandum Regarding Defendant’s
Claim of Attorney-Client and Attorney Work Product Privileges” is conditionally sealed;

2. The redacted version of “Defendant’s Respcmée to Plaintiff’s Memorandum

W ote 1 h W B W N

Regarding Defendant’s Clabm of Attorney-Client and Attornéy Work Product Privileges” -
10 | shall be placed in the public file; and,

ol

12 {| Regarding Defendani’s Claim of Attomey~Clieﬁt and Attorney Work Product Privileges”

13 || under conditional seal until further order of the Court shall be heard on February 13,
14 || 2004, at 8:30 a.m.

3. The motion to maintain “Defendant’s Response to Plaintiff’s Memorandum

17 , Judge of the/ uperior Court

— BT [ ——
DEFBHOANT & NOTI0 OF MOTIDN ANG MOTION T0 SEAL DRYENDANT'S RERPONFE TO VLAINTIFE MEMOGRANDUM RUIGARDING DUFONDANT'S
; CLAM OF ATTORNEY: CLIENT AND ATTORNEY WORK MRODLCT PRIVILEGE
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" PROOF OF SERVICE BY FAX
STATE OF CALIFORNIA. COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

[ am employed m the County of Los Angeles, State of California. 1am over the age
of 18 and not a party to the within actibn} my business address is 350 N. Grand Avenue, 39th
Floof,'Los An_gelss, California 90071.

On execution date set forth below, I served the following

DOCUMENTS OR DOCUMENTS DESCRIBED AS:

DEFENDANT’S NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION FOR ORDER
SEALING DEFENDANT’S RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF'S MEMORANDUM
REGARDING DEFENDANT'S CLAIM OF ATTORNEY-CLIENT AND
ATTORNEY WORX.PRODUCT PRIVILEGES; DECLARATION OF MARK
J. GERAGOS; [PROPOSED] ORDER

glaéing a true copy thereof enclosed in sealed envelopes with postage thereon fully
R/Iiepai , to the attorneys and their perspective addresses listed below, in the United States
all at Los Angeles, Califomia. :

X__ transmitting by facsimile transmission the ebove document to the attorneys listed
below attheir receiving facsimile telephone nutbers. The sending facsimile machine L used,
with telephone number (213) 625-1600, complied with C.K.C. Rule 2003(3). The
transmission was reported as complete and without error. :

i13;;31'_5011.eully deliveﬁng the document(s) listed above to the party or parties listed below,
or to their respective agents or employees.

PARTIES SERVED BY FAX:

Judge Rodney 8. Melville | DA Thomas Sneddon DDA Gerald Franklin -
Fax No.: 805-346-7616 Fax No.: 805-568-2396 Fax No.: 805-568-2396
Benjamin Brafman Steve Cochran ' Robert M. Sanger

Fax No.: 212-750-3906 Fax. No.: 310-712-8455 Fax. No.: 805-963-7311

Executed on __Fcbruary 6, 2004 , at Los Angeles, California. |
1 declare under penalty of perjury that the above is true and correct.

AGLS & CERAOOS
TAWYERS
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