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COLLINS, MESEREAU, REDDOCK & YU
Thomas A. Mcscrcau Ir., Slata Bar Number 091182
Susan C. Yu, State Bar Numbt:r 195640

1873 Century Park East, 7" Floor

Los An eles CA 90067

Tel.: (3%0) 284-3120, Yax (310) 284—3133

S AN GER & SWYS]:N

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

Santa Barbara, CA 93101

Tel.:*(805) 962-4887, Fax: (805) 963-7311

OXMAN & JAROSCAK

Brian Oxman, State Bar Number 072172
14126 East Rosecrans

Santa Fe Springs, CA 90670

Tel.: (562) 971 -5058, Fax: (562) 921-2298

Attomneys for Defendant

MICHAEL JOSEPH JACKSON

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALTFORNIA
. FOR THE COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA, COOX DIVISION

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF
CALIFORNIA,

Plaintiffs,

VS.

MICHAEL JOSEPH JACKSON,

Defendant.
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TO THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT AND TO THE DIS—'i‘RICT
ATTORNEY OF THE COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA, TOM SNEDDON, AND DEPUTY
DISTRICT ATTORNEYS GERALD FRANKLIN, RON ZONEN AND GORDON

AUCHINCLOSS:

REDACTED PURSUANT TO

Casc No. 1133603

NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION RE
ADMISSIBILITY OF EVIDENCE
RELATED TO GEORGE LOPEZ
(EVIDENCE CODE § 402);
DECLARATION OF ROBER'[‘j\d
SANGER

Honorable Rodney S. Mclvxl]c
Date: March 17, 2005
Time: 8:30 am

Dept: SM 8
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Please take notice that the Defendant does hereby move and will further move on March 17,
2005, at 8:30 a.m., or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard in Department 8 of the above
extitled court, for an order zllowing the introduction of evidence regarding Lhé Arvizo femily's
interactions with George Lopez, and for such other and further relicf as the Court may deem just and-
proper. The motion is bascd on Mr. Jackson”s rig}lté to a fair trial, duc process of law, the right o
confront and cross-examine witncsses against him, and equal protection pursuant to the Fifth, Sixth,
and Fourtcenth Amendmerits to the United Statcs Constitution and Article 1, Sections 7, 15 and 24
of the Califorzia Constiration.

This motion is based on this Notice of Motion, and the Memorandum of Points and
Authoritics attached hereto, the papers, recards and files in this case and such other maters as may
be :;:ccivccf by the Court a‘[ or;gﬁcr the hearing scheduled on this fnotion. |
Dated: March 14, 2005

| Respectfully submitted,
COLLINS, MESEREAU, REDDOCK & YU
Thomas A. Mcsereay, Jr.
Susan C. Yu

SANGER & SWYSEN
Robert M. Sanger

OXMAN & JAROSCAXK
Brian Oxman

obert M. Sanger
Attomeys [or Defendant
MICHAEL JOSEPH JACKSON
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DECLARATION OF ROBERT M. SANGER

1, Robert M. Sanger, declare:
1. Iam an attorncy at Jaw duly lcensed to practice law in the counts of the State of
California, a partner in the law firm of Sanger & Swysen, and co-counsel for Michael Jackson.
2. George Lopez is a witness to the modus oi;cmndi of the Arvizo' family. The Arvizos ised
Gavin Arvizo's illness to gain access o, and take advantage ol, people for the purpose of getling
money. quc Arvizos hayc franduliently solicited fuqu from wealthy and/or famous people.
Gavin and his pareats made a practice of going "over the top" to ingratiatt:' themselves to such
people, to smother them with cxcessive ccmp]imcnts and to try to get Anancial gain.
3. A sccond stagc of the Arvizo modus opcmnch is to accuse a benefactor of criminal
acn\nty when the bencfits end. l—Icrc, when the Lope'ics didn’t come th.rough Gavin and David
accused Mr. Lopez of stealing money from Gavin's wallet, While Gavm was pcrhaps a reluctant
participant, he was a participant. This is consistent with Davellin's statements to Carol Lam::rlc
that the Arvizo parents raught the children how to steal.
4. According to a Sheriff’s report, dated January 10, 2003, Taw enforcement interviewed
Louisc Palanker on January 26, 2005 regarding her knowledge of the Arvizo family. A trueand
correct copy of the report is attached as Exhibit A. Ms. Palanker provided the officcrs with
information involving an incident in which Gavin and David A:Qizg artempled to fmudulcpdy
obtain moncy from Mr. Lopez. She was told about this incident by Jamic Masada. This incident
occurred after Gavin left his wallet at the Lopez’s home. Gavin later called Mr. and Mrs. Lopez,
secking the return of his wallet. He claimed that that it had contained several hundred dollars.
The Lopezes located the wallel and detcrmined that it actually conlained a few dollars. This
attempted scam led to the [alling out between Mr. Lopez and the Arvizos.
S. According to a Sheriff's report dated February 2, 2005, Jamic Masada was interviewed
regarding the wallct scam on January 4, 2005. A true and correct copy of that report is attached
as Exhibit B. Mr. Masada stated that he gave David Arvizo the amount of money that was

supposcdly missing from the wallet. Mr. Masada has gonc on television repeatedly supporting

NOTICE OF MO'I10N AND MOTION RE ADMISSIBILITY OF EVIDENCE RELATED TO GEORGE LOPEZ
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the Arvizos. When interviewed, he was not forthcoming and had to be prompted. He did not
recall Gavin's involvement, but did not say it did not happen.

6.  Atleast several other witesses will testify regarding the Arvizo family's patiern and
practice of coaching the children to lie for ﬁnan;ial gain. Dr. John IHochman, the psychiatist
who examined the Arvizos d@g the J.C. Penney case, will testify that Janet Arvizo coached her
children 10 lie. Mary Holtzer will testify that Janet Arvizo admitted to her that she couched her
children to lie during the J.C. Penney case. Anthony Ranieri, on of the Arvizo family's lawyzrs
on the J.C. Penney casc, will testify that he wa$ shocked to hear Janet Ai'vizo make outlandish
claims regarding scxual abuse, for the first time, during a deposition. Plus, plain common sensc

dictates that the Arvizo family's escalating claims of sexual abuse 1n that casc were fraudulent.

7..  Wehave a good faith belicf that Gavin Arvizo was involved in the wallet incident. It is

consistent with the Arvizo family’s behavior, Ttis consistent with LAuisc’Palaﬂkcr’s recollection
of what Jamie Masada said at the time. It was Gavin’s wallct. Furthermore, the District Allorney
has now put forth his version of the breech with the Lopezes. Therefore, it is unreasonable nat to
allow cross-examination on that same subjcct.

1 declare under the penalty of perjury under &c laws of the Stmc of Californiza thart the

farcgoing is true and correct this 14" day of March, 2005, at Sgnta Barbara, California.

Robert M. Sanpger

NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION RE ADMISSIBILITY OF EVIDENCE RELATED TO GEORGE LOPEZ
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George Lopez is a witness to the modus operandi of the Arvizo family. The Arvizos used
Gavin Arvizo's illness [o gain access to, and take advantage of, people [or the purpose of getting
méncy. The Arvizos have fraudulently solicited funds from wealthy and/or famous people.
Gavia and his parents made a practice of goiﬁg "over the top" to ingratiate Uicr.psclvcs [a such -
people, to smother them with excessive compliments and to try to get financial gain.

According to a Sheriff’s report, dated January 10, 2005, law coforcement intervicwed
Louise Palanker on January 26, 2005 regarding her L.nowlcdgc of the Am7o famﬂy Ms
Palanker prov:dcd the officers with information involving an incident in thch Gavm and David
Arvizo attempted to fraudulently obtain money from Mr. Lopez. She was told about this incident
by Jamie Masada. This incident occurred after Gavin left his wallet at the Lopez's home. Gavin
Inter called Mr, and Mrs.‘Lop:z., seeking the return of his wallet. He claimed that that it had
contained. several hundred dollars. The Lopezes located the wallet and detarmined that it acnally
containzd a few dollar.s. This attempted scam led to the falling oul between Mr. Lopez and the
Arvizos. (Declaration of Robert M. Sanger.)

A sccond stage of the Arvizo modus opcr‘an.di 1s to accuse a benelactor of criminal
activity when the beacfits end. 'ch:. when the Lopezes didn’t come through, Gavin and David
accused Mr. Lopez of stealing morey [rom Gavin's wallet. While Gavin was perhaps a reluctant
participant, hc was a participant. This is consistent with Davellin's statcments Lo Carol Lamere
that the Arvizo parents taught the children how to steal. (Declaration of Robert M. Sanger.)

According to a Sheriff's repont dated February 2, 20035, Jamie Masade was interviewed
regarding the wallet scam on January 4, 2005. Mr. Masada stated that he gave David Arvizo the

amount of morney that was supposedly missing from the wallet. (Declaration of Robert M.

Sanger.)

NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION RE ADMISSIBLLITY OF EVIDENCE RELATED TO GEORGE LOPEZ
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This evidence is relevant because it demonstrates the Arvizo family's modus operandi of
ingratiating themselves to celcbrities in an attempt to abtain money. Furthermore, as argued
below, the Arvizo children have testificd, on direct examination, regarding their relationship with

Mr. Lopez. Their account of that relationship, acd the way it cnded, is will be contradicted

tésﬁmony of Louisc Pnizm}:cr, Jamie Masada, and George Lopez.
1L
EVIDENCE REGARDING THE ARVIZO FAMILY’S INTERACTIONS WITH

TEMENTS REGA; G MR. LOPEZ ON TE
All three of the Arvizo children have testified regarding their relationship with George
Lopu on direct cxammauon. (RT 590; 1337; 1486.) Gavin Arvizo was even ‘allowed to offer o
self-serving cxplanauon of why Mr. Lopez parted ways with the Arvizo family. GannAmzo
stated that he “heard” the relationship ended duc to a confrontation between GavinArvizo's
father and Mr. Lopez. (RT 1486:12-1487:10.) |
. Questions regarding the Arvizo family’s relationship with Mr. Lopez arc fair game
because they are within the .;,copc of that the Arvizo family testificd to on dircct examination.
Im.
- JACK HAS ~HT T NT ROSS-EXA THE
WITNESSES AGATNST HIM
A defendant has the constitutional right to present a defensc at trial under the Fifth, Sixth
and Fourtcenth Amendments to the United States Constitution. (Crane v. Kentucky (1986) 476
U.S. 683, 690.) That right is violated when the defendant is denied the right to effectively
confronl and cross-cxamine the witmesses testifying against him, or when he is denied the ability

1o present all significant and probative evidence in his own deflense. (Chambers v. Mississippi

(1973) 410 U.S. 284, 294-295))

NOTICE OF MOTION AND MQTION RE ADMISSTBILITY OF EVIDENCE RELATED TO GEORGE LOPEZ
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NCLUSION
Therefore, based on the reasons set forth adove, the court should order-that evidence
regarding the Arvizo family’s interactions with George Lopez is admissible. .
Dated: March 14, 2005 COLLINS, MESEREAU, REDDOCK & YU
' Thomsas A. Mesereau, Jr.

Susan C. Yu

SANGER & SWYSEN
Robert:- M. Sanger

OXMAN & JARQOSCAK
Brian Oxman

. By: %W@W

’Robert M. Saniger
Antomeys [or Defendant
MICHAEL JOSEPH JACKSON
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SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT
PAGE 2 - Sznta Barbara County - Case Number
CONTINUATION SHEET 03-5670

A} LIST CONTINUATICN. (B} DESCRIBZ: PHYSICAL EVIDENCE, LLCATION FOUND & DISPOSITION. (C] NARRATIVE. (D) DISPOSITION,

A LIST CONTINUATION:

?elatlonshlps of named. individuals: '
L.  Louilse Palankexr 'is a bus;ncsswoman and comedlan

2. Joseph “Fritz” Coleman is the weathexr anchor at NBC4
news, out of'Los Angeles.

3. Jamie Masada 1s the ownex oF the Laugh Factoxry wn Los
Angeles. :

B. PHYSICAL EVIDENCE:

I audio recorded my interview with Louise Palanker, using an
Olympus:digital recorder. I subsequently downloaded the original
digital audio files: (Olympus .dss format) and converted the files
téd a universal digital audio format: (.wav). I burned beth the
original and converted audio files cato a CD-R computer media disk.
I z2lso wade discovery copies and a working copy of the original CD-
R disk. I bocked the original CD-R disk into evidence as item
number 1730, undex tag numbexr 122880.

On L-19-2005, Louise Palanker provided me with photocopies of
checks she wrote to David and Janet Arvizo. ' Palanker alseo provided
me with a printed email sent to her by her attorney, Michael Dave.
Finally, Palanker pxovided me with four greeting cards she was
given by members cf the .Arvizo family. I scanned the dscuments .and
cards (for discovexry purposes), then booked the-originals into
evidence as item rnumber 1796, under tag number 1.225B0.

cC NARRATIVE:

On 01-07-2005, Detective Paul Zelis and I meb with and interviewed
Louize Palanker at a location Pzlanker was working at in Studie
Jity. During this investigaticn, Palanker was identified as a
pexrsorn involved in fundraising efforts cn behalf of the Arvizo
family. During our interview, Palanker detailed how she first met
the Rrvize Eamily, provided Christmas gifts to the Arvizo family,
participated in fund raising efforts on behalf of the Arvizo family
and provided the P*vmzo family with pzrsonal gifts ¢f money.

e R
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B SHeRIFFE'S DEPARTMEN 1 '
' PAGE 3 ‘ Santa Barbara County . | - CaseNumber. | '
CONTINUATION SHEET 03-5670

(A} LIST CONTINUATION. (B) DESCRIGE: PHYSICAL EV'DENCE, LOCATICN FCUND & DISPOSITIEN. (€) NARRATIVE (D) DISPOSITICN,

Palanker met the Arvizo children during: a Laugh Facteory sponsored
comedy camp in 1538 or 1999 (actually probably 2000). Palanker

. volunteered her time as an instructer at the comedy camp. The -
Axvizo. children (all three) were participants at the comedy camp.
Palanker alsc met Janet Arvize duxing this time’ frame.

The Chris:mas following the comedy camp (2000), .Palanker and her
friend Fritz Coleman decided to help out a needy family by
providing Christmas giZte. Ccleman and Palanker chose tc help out
the Axvizo family. Palanker stated the Arvizo children stuck out
in her memory as.being extraordinary children. In this endeavoer,
Coleman and Ealanker purchased several gifts for the Arvizo family,
including a microwave and a play etation and took them to the
Arvizoe’s then residence, in East ‘los Angeles.

Palanker learned of Gavin becomlng ill when she received a
telephone call from Janet Arvizo. Upon learning of the victim's
illnees, Palanker went to Kaiser Hespital and wvisited with the
victim-and his family. While wvisiting with the Arvizo family,
Palanker offered David Arvizo & check for $10,000. Palanker wase

- not 2sked for the monies, rather it was hexr idea.to offer the
monies. Palanker wanted to gift thisp money Lo David Axrvizo, so
David Rrvizo could remain with Gavin and not worry about missing
work. Palanker undexrstood that David werked at a grocery store and
would not be paid if he did not work. Palanker hoped the monetary
gift would zllow David to be with the wvictim at the hespital.
Palanker provided David Arvizo with a single check, which was made
out directly to David Arvizo.

Shortly after Palanker gave David Arvizo the first $.0,C00 gift,
David Arxrvizoc asked Palanker to give them ancther $10,00C gift. At
this peoint, Palanker became scmewhat suspicicus, due te the lack of
time (-“hree weeks) between the first check and the request for
additional monies. In.splte of theése apprehensions, Palanker |
decided to gift an additional $10,000 to the Arvizo family. Due tec
tax laws, Palanker could not write the second check to David
Arvizo. Because of this, Palanker wrote the second check to Janet
Axrvizo. Even after recsiving the secend check, David Arvizo
sontinued to ask Pzlanker for additional meney. At the time, David

025832



| SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT |
-PAGE 4 ' Santa Barbara County . Case Number
CONTINUATION SHEET 03-5670

[A] LIST CONTINUATION. (B) DESCRIGE: PHYSICAL EVIDENCE, LOCATION FOUND & DISPOSITION, (C) NARRATIVE (D) DISPCSITION.

Arvizo tcld Palanker that his wife was spending all the monies
given to them previously. . Palanker denied these additional
requests, informing David that additional monetary gifts -would
result in taxation. Additionally, Palanker became increasingcly
suspicicus of the requests f£or money made by David Nrvizo.

Latexr, when providing copies of the two checks to defense
investigators; Palanker observed Lwo sigratures to be present on
the backs of both chiecks. ' One of the endorsement eignatures on the
check written to David Axvizeo was that of David Axrvizo. The
defense investigateor indicated he recognized the second signature
on this check as being that Janet Arvizo’s mother. Janet Arvizo
aigned the back of the second check, which was written =o her (for
fax purposes, as detailed above). The investigator seemed to
reccgnize the second signature on this check, but did not indicate
who it was. ) : : '

Palanker aleso arranged to have a contractor assist the Arvizo
family in creating a.gexm free room for the victim. Palanker
‘learned the Arvizo’s never paid the contractor the eight hundzed
dollar bill for the comstruction work. Palanker did not underastand
this, .as she had given the family twenty thousand dollars in total.
Palarker also iearned the Arvizo'’s purchased a large Iflat ascreen
television and DVD player for the victim. Palanker thought thkis
was not consistent with what a child of his age needed.

I specifically asked Palanker if Janet Arvizo ever personally’
approached Palanker and asked for monies. Falanker stated Janet
never asked Palanker for money. Palanker detailed that David
Arvizo and/ or ths children were always the ones who asked fox the
money. Palanker felt when the children asked for money, they were
being “cozched” to de so by David Arvizo. I asked Palanxer what
she meant by “ccached.” Palanker detailed an instance wkerein
shortly after ehe gave David Arvizo ten thousand dellars, she was
approached by the victim and David Arvizo. With David present, the
victim asked Palanker i she would buy him a laptop computer.
Palanker stated she weould have expected David to intervene and
direct the victim to not ask Palanker for.this gift (because she
just- gave the family the large monetary gift). Based on the
totality of the situation, Palanker felt Pavid Arvizo directec the
victim to agk for the compute:x.

025824



SH:RIFF S DEPARTMEN: ‘
PAGE S = | Santa Barbara County - Case Number
CONTINUATION SHEET 03-5670

[A] LIST CONTINUATION. |B) DESCRIBS: PHYSICAL EVIDENCE, LOCATIZN FOUND 8 DISPOSITION. [C) NARRATIVE. (D) DISPCSITICN.

Palanker shared an additional instance wherein David Arvizo
attempted to obtain addicional funds from Palanker. Subsequent to
both ten ‘thousand dollaxr checks Dav1d‘Arv1zo_approached Palanker
and askea her to give him addlhional monies. ~ David told Palanker
that he spoke with Jamie Masadz and Masada claimed the Laugh
Factory. charitable committee would reimburse Palanker for. the
monies she previously gifted to the Arvizo family. K Because of
this, David wanted Palanker to give him additional money. Palanker
told David Axrvizo she did 'not believe thie was the case. . Later,
bPalanker spoke with Jamie Masada and Masada freaked ocubt upon
hearing of this and accused David Arvizo of lying. David Axrvizo Iz
turn, accused Jamie Masada of lying.

I told Palanker zbout Dawid Arvize‘s stalement to JACKSON's. deferse
investidators wherein David clzimed Palanker told Jamet Arxrvizo,. “If
you need more, let me know.” Palanker =aid this was 2ot .a true
statement.

- = = - -

Palanker was present at the Laugh Factory during the benefits for
the Arvizo family. Palanker recalled the Arvizo children being
present and collecting monies at the door. PFalanker also thought.
there was an occasion in which Jamie Masada handed David Arvizo the
door monies from the Laugh Factory. Palanker recalled that Jamie
Masada .kept the bar genérated monies and David Arvizo kept the
entxy fees (déor). . Balanker estated Janet Arvizo was seldom present
at the Laugh Factory during the benefits. ‘

Palanker went on to state she Lthought something was amiss, as
during the comedy camp, David Arvize was never at the Laugh
Factoxry. On the other hand, Janet was never present at the Laugh
Factory during the fund raising activities on behalf of the victim.

P e

. Palanker recalled that George Lopez was a participant in one of the
Laugh Factory benefits.for the Arvizo family. Palanker learned
that George Lopez and his wife, Ana Lopez, became "“"aoursd” on the
Arvizo family. ©Palanker learned of a telephone message left by Ana
Lopez in which she stazed the Lopez's felt the Axrvizo’'s were taking
advantage of their child and the Lopez’s did not want anything to
do with them anymors. Pzalanker spoxe with David Axvizo zbout this.

0258395



SHe=RIFE'S DEPARTMEN: | |
PAGEBS - |  Santa Barbara.County | Case Number ]
|

CONTINUATION SHEET 03-5670
{A) LIST CONTINUATION, {0) DESCRISE: PHYSICAL EVIOENCE, LOCATION FCUND & DISFOSITION. [C) NARRATIVE. (D) D!SPOSTFIDN.A_]

David Arvizo made a statement indicating that because George Lopez
waa not goirng to host the next benefit, David no longex felt the
Laugh Pactory was a good “showcase” for -his children. 1In respecnse,
Palanker told David 'this waes not ‘about showcasing his children, but
a bernefit for the victim. During the ensuing discussion, David
Arvizo made 2 stakbement to the effect that he would approach George
Lopez to participate in one more benefit. Palanker teld David to
~eave the Lopez’s alore and net to app*oach them about another
benefit.

Palankex later learned David Arvizo did not heed Palanker’s advice
and went Lo a remole locaticon wherxe Lopez was broadcasting a radio
show. One-thing led to another and this resulted in George Lopez
yvelling at David Arvizo. Lope:z accused David of using their
children inappropriztely. ’

Palanker related an incident she learned of, which was likely part
of (if not entirely) the reason George and Ana Lopez no longer
trusted David Arvizo and the Arvizo family. . Palanker learned of
this infermation-.through discussions with Jamie Masada. Apparently
the vietim left his wallet at the Lopez‘s residence. The Lopez‘s
subsequently received a telephone call from the victim whexein the
~victim told them of his leaving the wallet and claimed the wallet
centained several hundred dellars. The Lopez’s found the victim’s
wallet and discovered it to only contain a few dollars.

When Jamie Masada learned of the wallet situation, Masada
confrenced David Arvizo and asked why David told his child te lie
te the Lopez family. This conirontation occurxed after the second
benefit at the Laugh Factory ended. In response to being
confronted, David Arvizo threw the menies collected during the
evening and made a statement to the effect that he did not want,
their woney. David then yelled at the victim, asking him to tell
Masada how much money was in the wallet. In response to the
cquestion, the victim would not state an amount, only claiming he
did not know how much money was in the wallet. Palanker thought
this to be admirable, as the viectim did not want to lie and it was
.likely the vietim would later be beaten by David Arvize for not
backing David's story. Palanker described the wvictim’s character as
heing “amazing.” This event was witnessed by Masada, Palanker and
possibly a couple additional Laugh Factary comics.

025536
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T asked Palanker if it was the victim, or David Axvizo that
actually placed the call to George Lepez and claimed the wallet hacd
several hundred dollars in 4it. Palanker ‘did not know, as she
learned of this call through her conversations with Jamie Masada.
Palanker stated she understood, or felt it was a situation wherein
David Arvizo made the victim call the Lopez family. Palanker was
not certain new Masada learmed of the wallet incident, but surmised
. 1t was through a conversat:.on between Masada and the Lopez family.

In speaking with a private investigater employed by Michael
JACKSON, Palanker leazrned David Axvizo was now blaming Janet Arvizo
for directing the money collecting activities of the Arvize Family.
According to the private investigator, David Axvizo claimed Janet
Arvizo “dlwaye put him up to it.” Tt is David Axvizo‘s assertion -

“hat he went along with Janet’s directicn, as he was “af'::aid cf
her 74 .

- W - -

I asked Palanker about David Rrvizo‘s assertion (as documented in
Scaoltz. Reas’ report) that Janel Arvizo repeatedly approached Fritz
Coleman to play and replay ‘the’ information about the charity
bernefits for the Axrvizo family. Palanker thought this was
possible, but stated I should conkact Fritz Coleman tc answexr the
question. Palanker went on te.state the children also contacted
Jay Leno abcut promoting the benefJ.Ls Palanker was not sure if
the children did this on their owa volizion or if this was a case
wherein David Axvizo directed them to call Leno. Palanker knew
this as she received a call f£rom Lend asking Palanker what he
should do with the family, as he was receiving numerocus calls and
messages from them. . Palanker in turn contacted David Arvizo and
£old him to leave Leno alone.

-

Palanker characterized this as being a repeat problem. Palanker
thought David Axvizo and his family were “over the top” in their
dealings with celebrities. Palanker explained this by detailing
that anytime the Arvizo’s came into contact with a celebrity, they
.sent numerous, cards and made- repeated telephone calls. Pzlanker
did no: know who was putting the children up to this ackivigy.
Upen later reflection, Palanker thought it possible Janet and the
children sew the celebrities as a lifeline, or a means by which
zhey could extricate themselves from the albuse of David Arvizo.

025837
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With regard to'David Arvigo, Palanker recalled feeling
uncom¢or“able around him. Palanker stated David made comments in.
front of Palanker, which Palanker did not feel were appropriate.
Palanker stated on cccasion she was left in the company of David
Arvizo. Palanker recalled a specific instance wherein Jamie Masada
teck the victim into a movie studio and left Palanker and David
Arvizo te remain in the vehicle. DPalanker detailed how I Tavid would
talk of sexual matters, including his preference for smaller
breasted wemen. Palanker also seemed to recall David talking about
the victim starting to experience erecticns. Palanker did not feel
these sexual orierted topics-were appropriate and that Dawvid Arvizo
. was hitting on Palanker. ZEven Janet Arvizo made. statements to -

Palanker, indicating Janet thought Cavid was more intere0ted in
Palanker than he was in Janet.

—- W e -

2s we spoke about the money matters invelving the Arvizo family,
Palanker offered information about an “alarming” telephone call she
received from Janet Arvize. Palanker recalled that approximately
one menth after the airing of the Bashir documentary {(early
February 2003), Palanker received a telephone zall from Jznet
Arvizo. Palanker received this telephong call cn.her home
telephone.

Suring this telephone call Janet Arvizo sounded paranoid,
indicating she felt she and her children were in danger. Janet
told Palanker that Michael JACKSON's people were controlling and
regzricting the activities of Janet and her lkids. Janet made
statements indicating JACKSON's pecple were attempting to take the
Arvizo Family out of “he country and weuld possibly make them
“diszappeax.” The impression Palanker formulated from the
conversation is that Michael JACKSON's people were going to kill
Jenet and her children.

Janet Arvizo told . Palanker the telephone line she was speaking on
was not “safe”. Palanker understood this to mean someone may be
listening to, or recording conversaticns on the line. Janet Arvizc
further told Palanker there was not a phone at which Palanker cculd

contact Janet, without JACKSON‘s people being able te moniter the
conversation.

025893
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Palarker thought the content of the converxsation seemed te indicate
Janet A:vlzo and her children were in .the Los. Angeles arsa at the
time. 'Janet asked Palanker te pick ‘them up aft 'a Vons store (now a
Gelsons), located at the intersection ¢f Van Nuys Bou‘evard and
Ventura Boulevaxrd in Sherman Oaks. Janet wanted Palankexr to allow
Janet and the children e stay at Palanker’s xesidence. At ths
time she received this call, Palanker did not know the full _
cireumstances of the situation and thought this was possibly a case
of JACKSON’g pecple doing public relations damage con<=rol, seeking
to lessen the impact of the Bashir intexview whersin JACKSON
claimed he slept with boys.

At the time, Palanker did not know how to regpond (arnd was uwnaware
cf what is . now alleced occurred). Palanker was taken aback by the
whole' gituation, keeping in mind what Janet just cold her, the
Baghir film being aired and what Palanker knew of David Arvize.
Palarker feared people would follow Janet Arvizo to Palanker’s
fresidence. Palanker told Janet she vas umable to grant this

request. Falanker told Janet to call her the following day, but
Janet nesver did. ' ’ ’

Becalee the call was so alarming, Palanker subsequently contacted
hex then attorney, Michael Dave (Marcus, Watanabe, Snyder & Dave,
LLP) . Palanker told Dave aboul the telephene call and asked his
‘ddvice on how to handle the situation. Dave told Palanxer she
could go meet with Janet Arvize, bub if Janet Arvizo cculd call
Palanker, she could also call law enforcement. PFalanker thought
Michael Dave would likely have some form of record of their
conversgation. It may alsc be possible Palanker’s telephome bill
may contain information about her call to Dave.

This was the last occasion in which Palanhker spoke with Janet
Arvizo until after Palanker learmed the vistim was the person wliom
the curren: JACKSON molestation charges reszulted from. At that
point, Palanker left a message at Janet Rrvizo’s parents' house,

which recpened the lines of communication hetween Palanker and the
Axvizo’s. .

Palanker went on to tell me she did not offer this information to
the defense investigator she spoxke with. Palanker stated the
inveatigacor did not ask her about any such conversation and
Palanker did not wish to velunteer the information to them.

025833
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I told| Sergeant Robel about this telenhoﬁe call and asked him to

talk W;tﬂ Janet Arvizo to determine where Janet was at the.time she
On 1-11-2005, ‘Sergeant Robel informed me that he
apokc with .ane* BErvizo about the call. Janet atated she could ne:
recall the exact lpcation from where she placed the call, bukt she
made the call during the time frame in which she was being xzept in

the Ca}abasas area by Frank Tyson and Vincent -Amen. NOTE: This
would be late Feb. 20C3.. :

Palanker told me the Arxvizo childrea shared many details with her
about their relationship with David Arvizo. The boyes told Palankex
about David: losing his temper and abusing them. . Davellin wrote
poems (which she .showed to Palanker) detaillng how David RArvizo
molested her. The children :old of how Didvid would come home,
learn #anet rurchased the children school clothes, become enraged
and thxow the c’oth;nc out the window.

pPalanker stated she felt it was poseible Janet Arvizo was bipclar,
or had|some other mental illness. Palanker went on to state the
behavicr of the children and the family was “over the Lop. K
Palanker stated one would mot recelve a single telephone call sr
letter. Rather the family would call Zive times, or send Iive

letteré. Palanker said a voice message from Janet could last five
mnutes_ ) ¥ . * .
Subsequent to the court order restraining David Arvizo from
contacting Jarnet and the children, David contacted Palankexr. David
told Pelanker all the allegations of abuse made by Janet and the
children were 2ctually reverse from the txuth. David claimed it

‘wag actually Janet Arvizo who was violent and abused the children.

David made statements to Palanker, indicating there were points
when Pavid was allowed to be at Janet’'s parent's house, but Janet
was non allowed ‘to be there. Palanker stated Lhere wers many odd
.Hlpgelabou the Arvizs family. Palanker stated that based on her
contacts with and knowledge of the Arvizo family, she would be
surpriged if David was not the one who abused the children.

|
|
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Palanker stated she.would attempt to obtain copies of the checks
she provided to David Arvizo. Palanker also stated she would
attempt to obtain her February/. March 2003. telephbone records, which
may detail her telephone cadll to Michael Dave, dlscusslng ‘the

“elephone call she received from Janet Arvizo. 'During a brief
conversation about these items on 1-11-2005, Palarnker stated a
young iom;c named Kenny Johnson may be able to provide information
about David Arxvizo battering Janet Arvizo and this being the xzeason
Janet Arv~zo did not attend the benaflt engagenents at the Laugh
Factory.

|

For z vexrbatim account, refer to the recording of this interview.

On 1-19-2005, I met with Louise Palanker at her residence and
picked up copies of tlhie checks she provided to David Axrvizo. The
checks |were dated 6/15/2000 (check number 114) and 7/10/2000 (check
number (10893) . Both checks were written in the amount of ten
thousand dollars. Check number 114 was made out to Janek Arvizo.
The back of she check indicated it was endorged by-Janet Arvizo and
co- s4g#ed by Maria Ventura. Check number 10893 was made ocub to
David Axvizo. The back of this check was sigmed by David Rrvizo
and coﬂslgned by Maria Ventura.

During [the iaterview om 1-7-2005, Palanker recalled she wrote the
.first check te David Arvizo and the second to Janet Arvize. I
roted this was not comsistent with the information on the copiles of
the checke Palanker provided Lo me. Palanker indicated she
crobably mixed up who she wrote the check to because she actually
gave *the check to David. Palanker aleo thought she asked David
Arvize who he wanted her to make the check out to and he told her
Zo writle it to Jamet. Palanker went on to state Janet Arvizo was
zarely at the hospital and this is why she would have given the
check ;F David.

Palankeyr stated she located a number of greetings cards given te
her by Hembers of the .Axvizo Family. Palanker.provided me with
four greetings cards, which she received from members of the Arvizo
Nene of thie greetinge cards were dated, however cne of the
cards hFd a note written on it, which anneaxed to be an

appointment. The date of the appaintment was August & (unknown
year). I had Palanmker review this note and she confirmed it was z

| ' 0259041
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note .she perascnally .wrote on the card and it pertained to a

busireaq meebting she wes £o attend and had nothing teo de wizh the

Arvizo family, or matters cotherwise related. to this investigatioen.

'None of the notes written by the members of the Arvize family

discussed, or were otherwise related to monetary issues. Palanker

ata*ed;she wag unable te locate the poems which Davellin Arvizo
gave ;o her.

This meeting with Palanker was not recorded, as the intended
surpose was to pilck up paperwork.

|

0. CL&SE DISPOSITION:
Actn: ' | Records.
|
|

Investigation continuing.

| 023302
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nelaLmonsths of named 1nd1v16uals _

Jaime Masada ie'the owner of the Laugh Factory, a comedy nlght
club. |Masada owns Laugh Factory locations in beth Los Angeles and
New York. When the Laugh Factory is referenced throughout the

remainder of this report, I am referring to the Los Angeles
1 Os..al....Qn .

t:achwents to report;

L. PQatocopiee of Laugh Factory check numbers 246556 and 24755.
B. ITFYSICAJLEVIDEEQCE;

I audio zecorded my initial and £ollow-up interviews with Jaime
Masada‘ using an Olympus digital xecoxder. I subsecuently
downloaded the ormglnal digital audic files (Olympus .des forxrmat) -
and comverted the files to a universal digital audioc format (.wav).
I burned both the original and converted audio files cnte a CR-R
computer media disks. I alzo made discovery copies and a .workilag
copy of the original CD-R disks.' I booked the original CD-R disk
from the initizl interview into evidence as item number 1788, under
tag number 122580. I booked the original CP-R disk from the '

-ollow—pp :nterVLew lnto evidenece as item number 1752, under tag’
number 122580. :

On 1-15r 2005 Jamie Masada provided me with photocoples of checks
he pr v*dec to members of the Arvize family in the past. This
' cocumen?a:ion consisted of ten pages. I ecanned the documents for
.discovery puxposes, then bocked the original documents into
evidence as item number 1798, under tag number 122880.

!
C. Na‘mmrms;

on 07-04 2005 DcLect;vc Paul Zelis and I contachd Jaime Nasaaa at
his place of businese in Los Argeles. The purpose of this contact
was to interview Masadz about his involvement in fund zaising fer
the Arvizo family. This interview sought information nct addrecsed
during darlier interviews with Masada. I also recontasted Masada
on 1-11-2C08 to confirm certain details and address information I
lezrned [during interviews with Fritz Coleman and Louise Palanker.
\

—~— e
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" What follows is a synopsis of the new LnFormatlon dl scussed during
these Fonve*Satlons wmth Magada. : '

Masadaistated he was involved in several f[und raising effor:s on
behalf of the Arvizo family. Masada made arrangements for the
Axvizo |family to receive the door charge monies from the Laugh.
_Factory on several occasions. Masada believed.this arrangément was
made for four nights In total. Masada did not know specific dates.
assc;iéted with these fund raising efforts, but stated he would
attemp\ tc somehcw identify the dates in guestion. On each
occasian, David Axvizo and the children would man the front door at
the Laugh Factory and persocnally collect the entry fees from
customers. The Arvizo family kept all of the monies collected "
the door. Masada and the Laugh Factory absorbed the oneratﬂng,
employee and performer coste for the evenings. There was no |
accounth ng for how much money was gethered on any of tie evenings
in cuestlon Masada believed the collected monies would not have
excceded $3000 on any of the nights.
on anctﬁer occasion, Masada worked Lo arrange a blooed donation
drive on behalf of the victim. Masada worked with the local wedia
to get the bleod drive publicized. Masada seemed to recall the -
media céveragc may have included a post cffice box to whi.ch percons
could make a donaticn. Masadz was not in any way associated with,
nor involved in arranging for the ‘handling of monetary donations.
Masada qhought it was possible the famlly received monetary
donations as a result of the media exposure, but these monies we*e
not channeled through wasada, or the Laugh Factory.

\
Masada ne*eonally provided the Arvize family with a number of
smaller monetary gifts. Masada recalled David Arvizo coming to
Masada. and asking for monies te help care for the victim. Masada
stated he did not trust David Axvizo. Masada Lelt David Arvizo was
lying and taking advantage of Masada's charity. Masada teld me of
an instance wherein David Arvizo came to Masada and clzimed he lost
his wallet, which just happened to have three hundred dollars oI
the victim’s money i it. David Arvizo asked Masada if he would
previde bav1a three hundred dollars to cover the amount he lest.
Masada cavc David the money, even though he felt David was lying.
Masada °;a"°d David was very pushy with regard to wanting woney and
gven tried to pressure cne of the comedians, George Lcpez, aboutb
perferming toe make money for thes Arvizo Family.
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With regaxd to Janet Arvz-o, Masada felt she was very honorable.

"~ Masada' teld us of an instanee wherein a successful and well. known -

' comedien (not Palanker) offered Lo write a.blank chc &lc' to help the

vietiml and his family. This particular comedian wisked te remain

anonymous. When Macsada told Janet Arvizo about the offer, Janet

declined, stating she did not want money. Masada went on to state
that on the occzsions Janet “(and Jay Jackson) approached Masada for

assistance, it was for specific activities such as a martial arts
clase for the victim and his brother, or for privale school tuition
(Jay Jﬁcmson aporoached Masada about this). With regard to the.

martial arts class, Masada paid the monies directly to ‘the maxtial
arts school.

?ertaiﬂing to the. children, Masada described the boye as being vexzy

honest. Masada stated none of the Arvizo children have approached

VasadaJ asking forx monies. Masada has provided the boys with small
q of money on ocecasion; but nac at the request of the boye

Masada Ptated he has no record of the.momies provided to the Arvizo

family ze result of the benefit engagements at the Laugh ractory.

The onl charlty/ gift records Masada thought he may ke able to

nroduce[ a_copies.of nance.ed.checks"ne_uxcte.tc;Damld_A:mxma~..m____
|

|

I asked|if he evex observed injuries on the person. of Janet Arvizo.
Masada stated he observed Janet Arvize to have wvisible injuries on
Lwo OCC&QlORS On one oceasion, Janet had two bruises on her upper
cheaL Fear her neck. Masada could not further describz the

ruises. On the second cccasion, Masada observed discoloration and
swchln? on the side of Janet’‘s face.
| RS il
|

I told Masada about the ohservations of Palanker with regard to the
involvement of George and Ana Lopez, pertaining to the lost wallect -
incidepg. Masada immediately recalled the wallet David Axrvizo
centacted- him about was in fact the one allegedly lost at the Lonez

esidencde. Masada did not initially recall George or Anz Lopez
corLactihg him and informing him of the wallet being found apd only
ccntalnlhg several dollars. As we continued to talk, Masad
recalled he received a call from Ana Lepez wherein she ;nforme;
Masada of their finding the wallet. Mazsada could not remember iZ

|

[ | DP‘."UDB
|
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the wallet only contained a2 few dollars. Masada maintained the
remainder. of hie account (*eplac:mg the fundd to’ DE..Vld Arvize) was

'correcf‘:. ‘Magada was unaware of telopbone call placed by the
victim{to the Lopez family.

Z told \Masada dbout Palanker’s recocllecticn of Masada confronting
David Arvizo abouk the, wallet :.nc:.den Mas.ada immediately -
recalled this incident. It occurred af ter one ‘of the benefit
engagements and teock place on the sscond £looxr of the Laugh Factory
establicshment. David Arvizo became angxy and made a stakemenk to
+he effect he no. lenger wanted the monies collected at the Laugh
Factory. David attempted to have the wvictim back up his story
about  the-lest monies, but the victim refused.to do so. Rfter all

- this commoticn and posturing, David still ended up leav:mg with the

monies .|
\

On 1;-19"‘-2005, I met with Jamie Masada to pick up documentation he

.collected at my request. Masada provided me with ten photocopied
pages of cashed checks written against a Laugh Factory banking .
aceount] The first three checks were dated 10/21/1959 (check
numbers 122010, 22011 aid 22012) "&nd Were igeldd to V1, V2 3hd
Davelliﬂ Arvizo. Each of these three checks were written in the

amount’ of ..J.ftY dollars. 1In each case, the-check was endorsed by

the ch;id and co-endorsed by David Arvize. The fourth check was
dated 3/13/2003 and was issued to Janet RArvizo or Jay Jackson. The
check was written in the amount of Eour hundred dollare. The check
e.ppeared te have been cndoraed by Janet RArvizo. The £inal check

as dated 11/26/2003 and was issued to Shaina H. Traung_e.Ld (Masada
inch.cate this was £or the purpose of purchasing a bed for the
children). This check was written in the amount of $577 and was
apparently endorsed by Ms. Traunfeld.

|

Masada indicated copies of an additicnal check wexe missing fLrom
the documentztion-he provided to me. Masada stated he recalled an
ada::.L:.onél check =hat he provided to David RAxrvizo, which was not .
ineluded ' within the materials he provided to me. Masada stated he

| -
would scnd me copiee of the check as soon as they were located.

_— . P = - -

I
Macada £u3:..her n.nd:.cat:ect he wrote a couple of personal check° (no:
related to the Laugh.Factory accounts) to members ef the Arvizo
family. |/Masada did not belileve he could retrieve copies of these
N
|
| : OZalUs8
|
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checks! Masada skated the checks were for small amsunts that he
oy

-..oon?lly glcted to members of the Arvizo family. I asked if he .
&ould check with his Bank about the possibility of obtaining. cepies

of the |checks, &r at least copies of his bank statements, which
would ac least

t show the passing of the-checks. Masada stated he
would check with his bank and inform me of the results
‘ :
- ] M. ...
| .

PAGE 6

on l-ZS\rZOOS, I received an envelope sent to me hy Jamis Masada
Upcn opening the envelope, I found it to contain the attached
photacopies of check numbers 24695 acd 24755. Check number 24696
was writbten to David Arvize, in the amount of $800 and was. dated
10-3-2000. Clheck number 24755 -was also written to David Arvizo, i
the amoumt.of $350 and was- dated 10-13-2000. Neither checx had any
written \information indicating the purpose for the check.
For ver);atim accounts of .the intervicws,
recordin‘lgs that I booked into evidence.

|
l . ~
D.  CASEDISPOSITION:

refer to the audio

\ .
2ttn: Records.
\
|

}
}
\
|

Investigation c¢ontinuing.
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| ' PROOF OF SERVICE

¥, ehe undcrsignc_d declare:

Tam overthe age of 18 years and not a party to the within action.  am employed in the Courty
of Santa Barbara. My business address is 301 East Cook SlrecL Suite A, Santa Maria, California
93454.

OnMarch 14,2005, I served the foregoing document: NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION
REA.DMSSIBILITY OF EVIDENCE RELATED TO GEORGE LOPEZ on the Interested parties in
this aann by depositing a true copy thereof as follows:

Tom Snpddon

Gerald Franklin

Ron Zoxjn:n

Gordon Auchincloss
District Atlormey’s Office
312 East Cook Street

Santa M‘;lria., CA 03454

____ BYUS.MAIL -Iam rcédily familiar with the firm’s practice for collection of mail and
processing of correspondence for mailing with the United States Postal Service. Such
correspondence is deposited daily with the United States Postal Service in a sealed envelope
with postage thereon fully prepaid and deposited during the ordinary course of business.
icr\ncc made pursuant Lo this paragraph. upon motion of a party, shall be presumed invalid

the postal cancellation date or postage meter date on the cnvclopc is more than onc day
aftcr the date of deposit.

. BYFACSIMILE -Icauscd the above-reférenced document(s) 1o be transmmcd via facsimile
t? the interested partics at the above-refercnced number.

X_  BYHAND -1caused the document to be hand delivered to the interested partics at the address
above.

|
X_ STATE -1 declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the
above is true and correct.
|

E‘xecuted Marc 14, 2005, at Santa Maria, Califo

Bobertte J. Tryon



