SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOR THE COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA

Dated & I;ntcrcd: FEBRUARY 25,2005 Time:  8:40 AM. | F

Honorable RODNEY S. MELVILLE cC

Dcputy Clerk: L.FREY Dept. SMTWO CA

Deputy Sheriff : L. AVILA AC

Court Reporter: - M, MC NEIL CaseNo. 1133603 SR

Plaintiff: THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALTFORNIA ST
Vs, boCc | X

Dcfendant(s): MICLAEL JOE JACKSON

District Attorney:  THOMAS W. SNEDDON, JR.

Defense Counscl: THOMAS A. MESEREAU, JR.

Probation Officer; Intcrpreter:

NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS: 1. PLAINTIFT'S MOTIONN TO LIMIT INTRODUCTION OF EVIDENCE OF
PRIOR LITIGATION INVOLVING TLIIE DOE FAMILY; 2. PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION OF
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR AN ORDER EXCLUDING 14 ITEMS OF IRRELEVANT EVIDENCE; 3.
PLAINTIFI'S MOTION TO EXCLUDE REFERENCE TO JANE DOE’S REFUSAL TO WAIVE THE
CONFIDENTIALITY OF HER CONVERSATIONS WITH ATTORNEY: 4. PLAONTIFF'S MOTION TO EXCLUDE
ANY RETFERENCE BY DEFENSE COUNSEL TO CERTAIN CONDUCT BY JANE DOE; 5. PLAINTLIFF'S
MOTION IO LIMIT ANY REFERENCE BY DEFENSE COUNSEL TO JANE DOE'S USE OF CERTAIN
MEDICATION: 6. DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR RECUSAL OF THE SANTA BARBARA COUNTY DISTRICT
ATTORNEY'S OFFICE; 7. PLAINTIFF'S MOTION IN LTMINE TO EXCLUDE EVIDENCE OF ALLEGED
SEXUAL CONDUCT: 8. PLAINTIFI’S MOTION FOR ADMISSION OF CERTAIN STATEMENTS BY
DETFENDANT ON “LIVING WITH MICIAEL JACKSON” AND “60 MINUTES” AS EXCEPTIONS 1O THE
HEARSAY RULE: 9. PLAINTIFF'S OPPOSITION TO DEIFENDANT'S REQUEST THAT PLAINTIFF BE
REQUIRED TO PRESENT THE HEARSAY EVIDENCE OF DEFENDANT'S RESPONSE TO “LIVING WTTH
MICIHAETL JACKSON™ AS PART OF TTS CASE IN CHIEF; 10. PLAINTIFF'S MOTION IN LIMINE TO EXCLUDE
TESTIMONY OF WITNESS; 11. MOTION TO SEAL PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO LIMIT INTRODUCTION OF
EVIDENCE OF PRIOR LITIGATION INVOLVING THE DOE FAMILY AND OPPOSTTION AND REPLY
THERETO; 12, MOTION TO SEAL PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION OF DEFENDANT'S
MOTION FOR AN ORDER EXCLUDING 14 ITEMS OF IRRELEVANT EVIDENCE AND REPLY TIHERETO; 13,
MOTTON TO SEAL PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO EXCLUDE REFERENCE TO JANE DOE'S REFUSAL TO WAIVE
THE CONTIDENTIALITY OF HER CONVERSATIONS WITH ATTORNEY AND OPPOSTTION AND REPLY
THERETO; 14, MOTION TO SEAL PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO EXCLUDE ANY REFERENCE BY DEFENSE
COUNSEL TO CERTAIN CONDUCT BY JANE DOE; 15. MOTION TO SEAL PLAINTIFT’S MOTION TO L.IMIT
ANY REFERENCE BY DEFENSE COUNSEL TO JANE DOE'S USE OF CERTAIN MEDICATION AND
OPPOSITION THERETO; 16. MOTION TO S EAL DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR RECUSAL OF THE SANTA
BARBARA COUNTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE AND OPPOSITION AND REPLY THERETO; 17.
MQOTION TO SEAL PLAINTIFF'S MOTION IN LIMINE TO EXCLUDE EVIDENCE OF ALLEGED SEXUAL
CONDUCT: 18. MOTION TO SEAL PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR ADMISSION OF CERTAIN STATEMENTS BY
DEFTENDANT ON “LIVING WITH MICHAEL JACKSON” AND “60 MINUTES™ AS EXCEPTIONS TO THE
HEARSAY RULE AND OPPOSITION THEREO:; 19. MOTION TO SEAL PLAINTIFF'S OPPOSITION TO
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DEFENDANT'S REQUEST THAT PLAINTIFF BE REQUIRED TO PRESENT THE HEARSAY EVIDENCE OF
DETFENDANT'S RESPONSE TO “LIVING WITII MICHAEL JACKSON" AS PART OF TTS CASE IN CHIEF; 20.
MOTION TO SEAL PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TN LIMINE TO EXCLUDE TESTIMONY OF WITNESSES: 21.
MOTION TO SEAL PLAINTTFT'S TRIAL BRIEF ON ADMISSION OF CO-CONSPIRATOR'S STATEMENTS

Feiony Complaint Filed Dccember 18, 2003 charging the Dclcadant with Counts 1 thma 7: 288(a) P.C.,
Felonies, Counts 8 and 9: 222 P.C., Fclonies, Enhancements on Counts 1 through 7: 1192.7(c)(6) P.C. und
1203.066(a)(8) P.C.

Indictrnent filed ;April 21, 2004 charging the Defendaant with Count 1: 182 P.C., a Felony, Counts 2 through 5:
288(a) P.C., Felonics, Count 6: 664/288(a) P.C., a Felony, Courts 7 through 10: 222 P.C., Fclonies, Speciu!
Allegations on Counts 2 through 5: 1192.7(c)(6) P.C. and 1203.066(=)(8) P.C.

The Court madc orders re: Plaintifl’s Motion to Limit Introduction of Evidence of Prior Litigation
Involving the Doc Family denied to the extent that it cxcludes the J.C. Penney Litigation; Witness to be
made available on F cbruary 26,2 005 for Interview by b oth Counsel; Use o f{ Doc N ames; Plaintifl’s
Motion for Reconsideration of Defendant’s Modon for an Order Excluding Certain Items of Lrrelevant
Evidence denicd as to Items 12, 13 and 14; Plaintiff’s Motion to Exclude Rceference to Jane Doe’s Refusal
to Waive Confidentiality of Her Conversations with Attorney Granted; Plaintiff's Motion to Exclude
Any Reference by Counsel re: Jane Doe’s Conduct Granted; Plaintiff’s Motion to Limit Any Reference
by Dcfense Counsel to Jane Doe’s Usc of Medication Granted; Dcfendant’s Motion for Recusal of
District Attorncy Denied; Plaintifl’s Motion to Exclude Evidence of Alleged Sexual Conduct Granted;
PlaintifPs Motion for Admission of Certain Statemcnts by Defendant on “Living with Michael Jackson™
and “60 Minutes” ay Exccptions to the Hearsay Rule shall be further addressed prior to showing the
documentary to the Jury; Plaintiff's Opposition to Defendant’s Request that Plaintiff be Required to
Prescot the Hearsay Evidence of Defendant’s Response to “Living with Michael Jackson™ denicd without
prcjudice; Certain portions shall be allowed and certain portions shall be excluded of Plaintiffs Motion
for Admission of Certain Statements by Defendant on “Living with Michacl Jackson™ and “60 Minutcs™
as Exceptions to thc [carsay Rule; Plaintill’s Motion in Limine to Exclude Testimony of Witnesses shall
be readdressed at the appropriate time; Plaintif’s Motion in Limine to Restrict Mcntion of Certain
Issucs Regarding Jane Doe and Others shall be heard on March 11, 2005; Motions that will be hcard on
March 11, 2005; All Motions to Seal Granted; Photos and Exhibits for Usc in Opening Statements

At $:40 AM. in the ubsence of the Jury with Courl, Counsel and Defendant present, hearing oo Motons
proceeded.

Counscl present for the People are Thomas W. Sneddon, Jr., Ronald Zonen, Gordon Auchincloss and Gerald.
M. Frankiin.
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Counsel present for the Defendant -are Thomas A. Mescrcau, Jr., Robert M. Sanger, Susan Yu and Brian
Oxman.

Attorney Murk Overland is present [or a prospective wilness.
Dcputy Attorney General Steven Matthews is present.
The People's Investigator Steve Robel is present.

Atorneys Zonen and Mesercau addressed the Court as to PlaintifT's Motion to Limit Introduction of Evidence
of Prior Litigation lavolving the Doe Family. The Court indicates that the Court has already determined that the
Does have waived Attorney-Client privilege in the J.C. Penney case. A copy of the statement was provided to
Counsc! and the Court. The Court orders that the wilness shall be made available for a joint prosecution and
defense interview oo February 26, 2005 at 12 Noon in Mark Overland’s office in Los Angeles. Mr. Overland
shall have control over the length of the confercnce. Counsel shall not mention the witness (oday and shall not
make representations of what they think the witness will say. The Court orders that the People’s motion shall
be denied Lo Lhe exlent that it excludes all of the J.C. Penney litigation; that the Defendant may mention in
opening statement representations made in the depositions; that the meation of John Doc as @ shop lifter shall be
dcnicd; that reference 1o Dr. Hochiman, his diagnoses or opinions shall not be allowed; that whether or nat
reference may be made in opening statcments shall depend on what happens in the conference tomorrow; that
the Court shall allow in opening statemerts the proccss they intend to show as the broad sweep, but shall not re-
litigate the J.C. Penney case; that Counsel shall meet with the Court at 8:15 AM. in chambers on February 28,
2005 rc: their opening stalements.

"he Court advised Counsel that the pleadings in this casc shall no longer be sealed when filed.
The Court further orders that the viclim's family shall continue to be referred to as the Dacs.

Anomeys Zonen and Sanger addressed the Court re: Plaintill’s M otion [or R econsideration o f D efendant’s
Motion for an Order Excluding 14 ltems of Lrelevant Evideace. The Court further orders thal the request as to
Ttem #12 shall be denied; that items 13 and 14 shall not be mentioned in opening statements and not mentioned
during the trial

Attorncys Zonca and Mescrcau addressed the Court re: Plaintiff's Modon to Exclude Reference 1o Jaac Doc’s
Rcefusal to Waive Confidentality of Her Conversations with Attorney. The Court orders that the motion shall
be granted; that Counscl shall not comment or ask aboul Jane Doe’s exercise of attorney client privilege or
require her to assert attorney client privilege before the Jury.
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Atiorncys Zoncn and Mesereau addressed the Court ve: Plaintiff’'s Motion to Exclude Any Relcrence by
Defense Counsel 1o [Certain] Conduct by Janc Doc. The Court orders that the molion shall be granted; that
Defense Counsel shall be prohibited from suggesting that Jane Doe engaged in cxtra marital romantic affairs
during the time period of this casc.

Allorneys Zonen and Oxman addressed the Court rc: PlaintifT’s Motion to Limit Any Reference by Defense
Counsel 1o Jane Doe'’s Use of [Certain] Medication. The Court further orders that the Defense will have to
show that Jane Doe had a prescription that she was supposed to be taking during a rcasonable time period
before the cvents occwrred; that it shall not be mentioned until it is proven 1o the Court that Jane Doe was
supposzd to be taking the prescription.

Atiorncys Auchincloss, Sanger and Depuly Attorney Gencral Sieven Matthews addressed the Court re:
Defendant’s Motion for Recusal of the Sanui Barbara County District Altorney’s Office, The Court further
orders that said motion shall be denied; that the major issues have alrcady been considered; that it has not been
shown that Mr. Sncddon is a material witness, and there is no disabling conflict.

Artorncys Auchincloss and Mesereau addressed the Court re: Plaintiff's Motion in Limine to Exclude Evidence
of Alleged Sexual Conduct.  The Court further orders that the motion shull be granted; that no alleged sexual
conduct shall be addressed absent completion of the process set forth in Evidence Code 782,

Attoracys Sneddon and Sanger addressed the Court re: Plaintill’s Motion for Admission of Certain Statements
by Defendant on “Living with Michael Jackson™ and "60 Minutes™ As Exceptions to the Hearsay Rule. The
Court further orders that an imstruction shall be given to the Jury that they c annot c onsider the material in
*Living with Michae! Jackson™ as being offered for the truth of the matter; that the People shall identify more
specifically the statements they wish to usc ay admissions; that said issue shall be further addressed prior to
showing the documentary lo the Jury.

Atlorney’s Sanger and Zonen addressed thc Court re: Plaintiff's Opposition to Defendant’s Request that
Plaini[T be Required 1o Present the Hearsay Evidence of Defendant’s Response to “Living with Michael
Jackson™ as Part of Its Casc in Chiel. The Court further orders that the motion shall be denied without prejudice
1o show outtakes and the “Footage™ documentary in the plaintill’s case-in-chief.

At 12 Noon the Court cxcused the Defendant’s presence for the remainder of the day. A 977 Waiver is on file.

Atiorncys Sanger and Sueddon further addressed the Court re: P laintiff's M otion for A dmission o ['C ertain
Statements by Delendant on “Living with Michael Jackson™ and “60 Minutes™ as Exceptions to the Hearsay
Rule. The Court further orders that the Court shall allow Page 7, lines 11 thru 22, Page 9, lines 1 thru 4, Page 9,
lincs 15 thru 22, Page 9, lines 27 and 28, Page 10, Lines 1 thru 4, Page 11, lines 11 thru 27, entire Pape 13, Page
14, lincs 1 thru 27 and Page 15, lines 1 thru 13; that the Court shall cxclude Page 10, Lincs 11-27.

Criminal Minutc Order Page 4



1133603

TIE PEQOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
VS

MICHAEL JOE JACKSON

FEBRUARY 25, 2005

PAGE FIVE

Attorncys Auvchincloss and Sanger addressed the Court re: Plaintiff’s Motion in Limine to Exclude Testimony
ol Witncsscs. The Court further orders that said motion shall be readdressed when the time is appropriale.

The Court further orders that the Plainti[T’s Motion in Liminc to Restrict Mcation of Certain Issucs regarding
Jane Doe and Others shall be ruled on by the Court on March 11, 2005.

The District Attorney advised the Court that he is withdrawing his Motion to Forbid Disparagement due to
previous rulings by the Court.

The Court further orders that the [ollowing Motions shall be heard on March 11, 2005 ul 8:30 A.M.:

. Dickerman Objection to Trial Subpoena Issued by Defendant

. In Camera Motion Filed Under Texl Procedures

. Burnstcin, Fox, Whitman & Co. Objection to District Attomcy Subpoena for Documents and
Defense Motion to Quash

. Holthouse, Carlinn & Van Trigt LLP Objection to District Attorney Subpoena for Documents
and Defense Motion 10 Quash

5. Noticc of Motion and Motion to Quash Subpoena to Bank of America.

w to -

14N

‘The Court further orders that the Motion to Scal Plainti(f’s Motion to Limit Introduction ol Evidence of Prior
Litigation Invelving the Doe Family and Opposition and Reply Thercto shall be granied. The District
Afliorney’s Motion was filed on January 31, 2005 under conditional scal. The proposcd redacted version was
released on the same day. The Opposition was filed on February 4, 2005 under conditional seal. The proposed
redacted version was rclcased on February 17, 2005. The Reply was filed on February 9, 2005 under

conditional scal. The proposcd redacted version was relcascd on February 17, 2005. Findings and Order shall
follow.

Thac Court further orders that the Motion to Seal Plaintiff's Motion for Reconsideration of Defendant’s Motion
for Aa Order Excluding 14 Items o [Irrclevant E vidence and Reply T hereto shall be granted. The Distriet
Allomey’s Motion was filed on January 31, 2005 under conditional seal. The proposed redacted version was
rcleascd February 4. 2005, T he D efense reply was filed under c onditional scal on F ebruary 8, 2005. 7 he
redacted version was rcleased on February 17, 2005, Findings and Order shall follow

The Court further orders that the Plainti’s Motion 10 Exclude Reference to Jane Dac’s Refusal to Waive the
Confidentiality of Her Conversations with Attorney and Opposition and Reply Thereto shall be granted.
The District Attorney’s Motion was fled on January 31, 2005 under conditional scal. The proposed redacled
version was released on the same day. The Opposition was filed on February 4, 2005 under conditional seal.
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The proposed redacted version was released on February 17, 2005. The Reply was filed on February 9, 2005
under conditional seal. Findings and Order shall follow

The Court {urther orders that the Motion to Seal Plaintiff's Motion ta Exclude Any R eference by D cicose
Counscl to Cerlain Conduct by Janc Doc ard Opposition Thereto shall be granted, The District Attorney's
Motion was filed on January 31, 2005 under conditional seal. The proposed redacted version was released on
February 7, 2005. Thc Opposition was filed on February 4, 2005 under conditional scal. The proposed redacled
version was released on February 18, 2005. Findings and Order shall follow.

The Court further orders that the Motion (o Seal Plaintiff’s Motion to Limit Any Refercacc by Delense Counsel
to June Doe's Use of Certain Mcdication and Opposition Thercto shall be granted. The District Attorncy’s
Motion was filed on January 31, 2005 under conditional seal. The proposcd redacled version was rcleased on
Feoruary 7, 2005. The Opposition was {iled on Februury 4, 2005 under conditional seal. The proposed redacted
version was rcleascd on February 18,2005, Findings and Order shall follow.

The Court further orders that the Motion to Seal Defeadant’s Motion for Recusal of the Santa Barbara Countv
District Allomey's Office and Opposition und Reply Thereto shall be granted. The Defense’s motion was filed
on February 4, 2005. The redacted version was released on February 17, 2005. The District Atlorney’s
Opposition was [ilcd on February 11, 2005. The proposed redacted version was released on February 22, 2005,
The Defense’s reply was fled on February 17, 2005. The proposed redacted version was released on February
17,200S. Findings and Order shall [ollow.

The Court further orders that the Motion to Scal Plaintiff's Motion in Liminc to Exclude Evidence of Alleped
Sexual Conduct and Response Therelo shall be granted. The District Attorncy’s motion was filed on February
9, 2005. The redacted version was released on Febmary 17, 2005, The Defense’s response was filed on

February 16, 2005. The proposed redacted version was released on February 17, 2005, Findings and Order
shall follow.

The Court further orders that the Motion to Seal PlaintifT’s Motion for Admission ol Certain Statements by
Dcfendant on “Living with Michacl Jackson™ and *60 Minutcs” As Exceptions to the Hearsay Rulc and
Opposition Therelo shall be granted. Plaintiff’s motion was filed on February 10, 2005. The proposed redacted
version was rclcased February 17, 2005. Defendant’s opposition was fled on February 16, 2005. The proposed
redacted version was released on February 17, 2005, Findings and Order shall follow.

The Court further orders that the Motion to Scal Plainti{T’s Opposition to Delendant's Request that Plaintiff be
Requirced to Present the Hearsay Evidence of Defendant’s Response to “Living with Michael Jackson™ as Part of
Its Casc in Chicl and Reply Thereto shall be granted. Plaintill®s Opposition was filed under conditional scal on
February 10, 2005. The proposed redacted version with minor court modification was released on February 18,
2005. Findings and Order shall follow,
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The Court further orders that thc Motion to Seal Plaintiffs Motion in Limine 1o Exclude Testimony of
Wilnesses shall be grunted. PlaintifC’s motion was filed on February 11, 2005. The proposcd redacted version
was released on February 18, 2005. Findings and Order shall follow.

The Court further orders that the Moton to Scal Plaintiff's Trial Brief on Admission of Co-Conspiralor's
Statements shall be granted. Plainti(T's Trial Bricl was filed on Febrary 16, 2005 under conditional scal. The
proposed rzdacted version was relcased on the same day. Findings and Order shall follow.,

The Court reminded all Counsel and their witnesses that the Protective Order shall remuain in effect.

The Court further orders that photos and exhibits may be used in opcning statements il Counsel agree an the
subjcct photo or cxhibit; that very bric( portions of the documentaries may be shown if Counsel ugree.

The Court further orders that witnesses do not have lo be present on February 28, 2005.

The Court further orders that Doc shall be used in pleadings and exhibits and Doe names shall be redacted [fom
all documents.

A1 1:07 P.M. Court adjourned.
CLERK OF THE SUPERIOR COURT

BY ,76‘%'1—»‘_4 é:,a,\

LORNA FREY, DEPUTY CLERK
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PROOF OF SERVICE
1013A1)(3), 1013(c) CCP

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA:

1 am a citizen of the United States of America and 2 resldent of the county aforesaid. I am employed
by the County of Santz Barbara, State of Californla. I am over the age of 18 and not a party to the within
action. My business address Is 312-H East Cook Street, Santa Marla, Califomla.

On _March 22, 2005, 2003, I served a copy of the attached MINUTE QRRDER ~ addressed as

follows:

THOMAS A. MESEREAU, JR

COLLINS, MESEREAU, REDDOCK & YU, LLP
1B75 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 faxlng true coples thereof to the receiving fax numbers of: -
Sald transmission was reported complete and without error.
Pursuant o Cahfomla Rules of Court 2005(1), a transmisslon report was properly issued by the transmitting
facsimile machine and Is attached hereto.

MAIL

By plading true coples thereof enclosed in a sealed envelope with postage fully prepald, in the United
States Postal Service mall box in the City of Santa Maria, County of Santa Barbara, addressed as above. That
there s dellvery service by the United States Postal Service at the place so addressed or that there Is a regular
communiczation by mail between the place of malling 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 delivery
To the above mentioned partles.

EXPRESS MAIL

By depasiting such envelope in a post office, mallbox, sub-post office, substation, mail chute, or other
llke fadllity regularly maintalned by the United States Postal Service for recelpt of Express Mall, In @ sealed
envelope, with express mall postage pald.

I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing Is ue and correct.  Executed this 22"°  day of

MARCH , 2005, at Santa Maria, Callfornla.
Canee  Aedegnec

CARRIE L. WAGNER




