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A. The Court Should Strike the Opposidon for the District Attorney and Granr Mr.

Jackson's Mation ta Suppress.

The District Attomey opposcd Mr. Jackson's Motion to Suppress with an Opposition that
is not supperted by u fuctual declaration regarding the knowledge or imputed knowledge of the
District Attorney or law enforcement on the critical issue before the Court. In the Opposition,
they say, (i)t was not known that Mr. Miller was employed by a lawyer rcteined by defendant
when the scurch was initiated.” (Plaintiff’s Opposition at 2:18-20.) However, there (s no
declaration or other factunl basis submitted to support this bald statement of purported fact.!
Therefore, without a declaration. the bald allegation is of no legal effect

| Mr. Jackson, on the other hand, submitted a deelarstion asscriing the factusl basis for the
assertion that the District Attorney and law enforcement did know or reasonably should have
known that Mr. Miller was a privatc investigutor working for Mr. Jackson's attarney, Mark
Geragos. That declaration has not been oppused by any other declaration or offer of proof.

It there were to be no evidentiary hearing, Mr. Jackson would therefere prevail on the
papers filed. The Court would properly conclude that the District Attorney and law enforcement
knew or reasonablc should have known of the relationship berween Mr. Miller and Mr. Jacksan’s
defense.

B. Evidence Code Sections 402 and 405 Authorize the Court to Hold a Hearing to

Determlnce a Preliminary Fact in Dispute.

! Furthermore, in open Court on July 9, 2004, the District Attorncy, Tom Snedden,
specifically told the Court that the factual allegation in the Opposition was not correct. It was
unclear as to exactly what he maintained the correct statement of fact to be and he said he was
willing to testify at a future hearing to his knowledge.

OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO QUASH SUBPOENAS ISSUED TO JANET VENTURA,
WILLIAM DICKERMAN AND STAN KATZ
2 .

P

7’
o




13

14

15

27

28

1f the Coun finds that factual dispute exists in this motion because thc prosecution has
denicd, without a supporting declaration, that the District Attorney knew at the time of the search
that Bradley Miller was an investigator hired by Mr. Jackson’s’s sttorncy, Mark Garagos, then it
should hold a hearing pursuant to Evidence Code Scction 402 and 305. Those sections require
that the Court determine the preliminary fact in disputc. If the Court is notinclined to determine
the issue by striking the prosecution’s Opposition, then it is proper to proceed to an evidentiary
hearing on the prelimindry fact
C. The Court Hus The Power 1o Conduct Proceedings and Suppress Seized Property

Baosed on a Motion Made on Sixth Amendment Grounds.

The District Attorncy asscrty that “[t]here are no “non-statutory™ grounds for suppressing
evidence in 2 criminal case.” (Pluindff's Motion to Quash, 8:16-17.) This is simply false. In
People v, Supertor Court (Laff) (2001) 25 Cal. 4m 703, the Supreme Court of Celifornia held
(emphusis added):

Law enforcement officials who seize praperty pursuant lo o warrant issued by the

court do so on bechalf of the court, which has authority pursuant to Penal Code

Scction 1536 to control the disposition of the property. (People v. Superior Court

(1972) 28 Cul.App. 3d 600, 607-60% [104 Cal. Rprr. 876.],) This authority also

anses from the court's inherent power to control and prevent the abusc of its

process. (/d. at p. 607; Ensonig Curp. v. Superior Court (1998) 65 Cal.App. 4"

1537, 1547 [77 Cal. Rptr. 2d 507).) Thaus, tven in the absence of statutory

authorization, the superior court posscsses the inherent power to conduct
proceedings and issue orders regarding property selzed from u criminal

suspect pursuant to a warrant issued by the court.

Whilc the actions taken by the government in the pregent case are much mare cgregious
than the actions of the government in Laff, where the issue was whether seized marterials were
privileged, rather thun un invasion of the defense function, the holding of Laff is applicable here.

It is 3 pon-scquitur to suggest that this Court does not have the authority to suppress the
matcials scized from Brad Miller's office on the grounds that Mr. Jackson’s Sixth and
Fourtcenth Amendment rights were violated, buc that it does have the authority to dismiss the
casc on thosc same prounds. Dismissal may be the only relicf that is adequate to address the
government's uaconstitutional intrusion into the defense function, however, in the interirn, the

OPPOSITION TO PLATNTIFF'S MOTION TO QUASH SUBPOENAS ISSUED TO JANET VENTURA,
WILLIAM DICKERMAN AND STAN KATZ
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government must not be allowed to benelit from the fruits of this illegal intrusion.
11.
WHET . 2004 3)
W feeEe T

Tt is understandable that certain wimesses may be unable to testity on July 27, 2004, due
to religious observances, vacation plans or pregnancy.” However, the Court has continued the
hearing until August 16. 2004, and the isses regarding that date are now moot. These witnesses
should remain under court order to appear on August 16, 2004. To the extent that any witness
nceds a continuance beyond August 1€, 2004, that witness can makes a showing, presumaohly
through their own counsel. Inconvenience, however, that is not s ground to quush the subpoena
it is only grounds for continuance or other urrangements within the discretion of the Court.

.
WwWIT S PER i RSUAN
SECTIQN 1330

Al The Wimesses Reside Within 150 Miles of the Courthouse.

The witnesses reside well within the 150 mile limit of Penal Code Scction 1330, The
Court can take judicial notice that the address of the witnesses arc within a 150 mile radius of the
Santa Meriu Courthouse. Ln addition, the usc of a ruler and o commercially available map show
that the distunce is approximately 120 milcs. (Declaration of Robert M. Sanger at § 4.) This
comports with the plain language of the statute.

Penal Codc Scction 1330 states “[n)o person is obliged to attend as a witncess hefore a

Court or magisirate out of the county where the witness residcs, or is served with the subpoena,

? The fact that it may be inconvenicnt for certuin witnesses to testity on a particular day
or the issue of whether the witnesses reside within 150 miles of the courthouse are matters to be
raiscd by the witnesscs, not the District Attomey of Santa Borbara County. At least two, and
probably all, of these witnesses have counsel, and at least one of them is an attorney himself.
The Digtrict Attomey does not have standing to advocate on matters of convenience or distance
from the courthouse, The District Attorney should be interested in seeing this matter ful)
cxamined by the Court and should not take o position on behalf of 3 witness subpoenaed {y Mr.
Jackson simply for the purpose of interfering with the defense of his case.

OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO QUASH SUBPOENAS ISSUED TO JANET VENTURA,
WILLTAM DICKERMAN AND STAN KATZ
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unless the distance be less than 150 miles from his or her place of residence to the place of tial.”
There is no mention of driving distance. The plain language does not allow for an interpretation
that the statulc is concerned with anything other than actusl milcage which is represented bv a
150 mile radius from the Courthouse..

The prosecution provides this Court with no authority that permits “driving distance” as
opposed to “map radius distance’™ and it does not appear that there is any such authority in light
of the plain language of the statute. Federal authority supports the same conclusion. In Delorn
Smelting & Refining Co. v. Engelhard Minerals &Chemicals Corp. 313 F. Supp. 470, 474 (N.D.
Cal. 1970), the court state the 100 mile limitajon that permits service of summons outside the
stale is measured “as the crow flies™ rather than by road miles. (] W. Schwartzner, W. Tashima
& J. Wagstaff, Cel. Practice Guide, Federn] Civil Procedure Before Trianl, sec. 5:24.18 (2003).)
B. The Witnesses Do Not Reside More Than 150 Miles Away From the Courthouse

Even By Highway.

The prosecution states that Janet Arvizo resides 151.39 miles fonn the count (Plaintiff's
Motion to Quash. 12:3-6), and Attorncy Dickerman resides 154,72 riles form the court
(Plaintiff’s Motion to Quash, 11:26-12:3.) However, the prosecution hag chosen to use an en-
line calculator. Map Quest, without providing a foundation for the information. Tt turns our, that
the prosccution used the procedure for calculating distance by requesting the “quickest route”
rather than the “shortest route,”

Using the shortest routc, cven by highway mileage, the witnesses reside within 150 miles
of the courthousc, The “shortest route” distance from Janct Arvizo's rcsidence to the Santa
Mana Court Housc is 148.6 miles dnving distancc and the driving distance between Atrorney

Dickerman and the Santa Maria Court Housc is 149.3 milcs. (Declarntion of Robert M. Sanger at

3 The purposc cf the 150 milage limitations in discovery stitures wus to conform to the

Legislaturc’s vicw of the “long-cstablished practice of limiting the territorial scape of the powers
of a court to compel the attendance of witnesses.” Twin Lock, Ine. v, Superior Court, 52 Cal. 2d
754, 759 (1959) (limitation of milcs for witncsses to attend court is a territorial Jimitation of a
subpocnaing party*s power and a limitation on the court’s powers, not a travel restriction). The
limitation is territorial in nature, not o driving milage restriction.

OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO QUASH SUBPOENAS ISSUED TO JANET VENTURA.
WILLIAM DICKERMAN AND STAN KATZ
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€ 3.) The prosccution is incorrect in its clsims.®
£, If for Some Reason, the Court Finds it Necessary to Endorse the Subpoenas, Good

Causc Appoars.

Mr. Jackseon has demonstraled good cause to show (hat he belicves that the evidence of
the witnesses is material and that the attendunce of the witnesses ut the hearing is material and
ncecssary. (Declaration of Robert M. Sanger at §2.)

V.
NAS W ‘ v

The attuched deelaratons of Michael Velarich and Tiffany Pavelic demonstrate proper
service on Janel Arvizo and Willjam Dickerman. Furthermore, the witnesses, through the office
of the District Attarney, agreed 1o appeur on August 16, 2004, in order to uvoid being required o

gppear on July 27, 2004,

"

mn

_* Attorney Dickerman has refused to inform the court of his residence. The burden of
proving where o witness resides is on the witness and is a factun] question for the court. In re
Morelli, 11 Cul. App. 3d 819, 831 (1970). The only address disclosed by Attorncy Dickerman is
bis office Jocated at 11355 W, Olympic Blvd., Las Angeles, CA 90064. The court should take
Jjudiciul notice that most areaq postal zone 90034 where Attorney Dickerman cleims he resides
are well within the 150 miles driving distance from the court.

OPPOSITION TO PLAINTTFF'S MOTION TO QUASH SUBPOENAS ISSUED TO JANET VENTURA,
WILLIAM DICKERMAN AND STAN KATZ
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V.

CONCLUSION

For all of the foregoing reasons, the government’s requcst to quash the subpoenas should

be denied and the Court should either strike the prosecution’s Opposition to the Motion to

Suppress or conduct an cvidentiary hearing into the preliminary facts pursuant to Evidence Cade

Scctions 402 and 40S.

Dated: July 26, 2004

k/y?@'*

Respectfully submitted,

COLLINS. MESEREAU, REDDOCK & YU
Thomus A. Mcsercau, Jr.
Susun C. Yu

KATTEN MUCHIN ZAVIS ROSENMAN
Steve Cochran
Stacey McKee Knight

SANGER & SWYSEN
Rabert M. Senger

OXMAN & JAROSCAK
Bnm xman

Robert M. Sanger
Altorneys for
MICHAEL JOE JACKSON
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DECLARATION OF ROBERT M. SANGER

I. Robert M, Sanger, declare:

1.

!J

I am an atforney at law duly licensed 1o practice luw in the courts of the State of
California, a partner in the law firm of Sanger & Swysen, and co-counscl for Michacl
Jackson.

[ believe that the evidence that will be provided by Janet Arvizo and William Dickermun
is material to the issues of the knowledge or imputed knowledge of the District Attomey
and law enforcement at or before the time that the seurch warrant for Brad Miller’s office
was exccuted, and that the attendance of these witnesses at the hcaring on that issuc is
ruaterial and nccessary.

The residence of Janet Arvizo and the office ot William Dickenman are within 150 iniles
of the Santa Maria courthouse. While the fastest driving time route to the courthouse
may be u distance of more than 150 milcs, the shortest driving route is less than 150 miles
from the courthousc. Using www mmapsonus.com, I calculated the shonest highway route
between Janct Arvizo’s residenice and the courthouse is 148.6 miles. The shortest
highwoy distunce between William Dickermon’s office is 149.3 miles. Printouts of thesc
calculationy arc attached to this Deelaration.

Using a map of California and u ruler, I calculated that Santu Maria Courthousc is

approximately 120 miles from West Los Angeles.

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

is true and carrect this 26" day of July, 2004, at Santa B:};b"zra., Cﬂ

/ ,//"‘"
e

- Rohert M. Snnger's-

Declarntion of Robert M. Sanger
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DECLARATION OF MICHAEL VOLARICH

1, Michael Volagch, declare and say:
1. I am an emplayee of Loffredo & Volasich, Investigative Spccialists, located at 141
South Lake Avenue, Suite 140, Pasadera, California 91101. I have been so employed since 1981.
2. On Saturduy, July 17, 2004, I was contacted by Bill Pavelic and retained to effet

scrvice of o witess subpoena in the martter of The People of the State of California vs. Michacl

| Joseph Jackson, Santa Barbara County Superior Court Case # 1133603, A copy of the subpocoa I

| was usked to serve is attached as Exhibit “A." The named witness was 1dentified as being Janet

Arvizo ska Jenct Jackson with a residence address of NG

Los Angeles, California 90025, She wras described as being a female Caucasian in her Jate 30°s,
short ond eight months pregnant and has brown hair.

3. Rush service was requested with special insructions to attempt service on Sunday, July
18, 2004, uging two agemts and to videa the process if deemed feasible and to use extreme caution
to avoid startling the witness out of concern for ber pregnant condition. Joseph Volarich (licensed
LA County Process Server - #4715) and [ arrived at the aforementioned location on Sunday, July
18, 2004, at 2;50 'p.m, aad found it ta be & three story, 15 unit fully secured aparunent building
with locked front doors and Jocked underground parking stalls, At approximatcly 3:0S p.m., we
spoke to an unidemtified male tenant of the building as he unlocked the door and asked for
pctmission 1o enter a3 we were there to serve a subpoens,

4. The tensnt Jet us in and he walked down the hall 23 we wuited for the elevator. We
took the elevator to the second foor and found apartment 201 at the west cnd of the hall way.
Due to the physical layout, it was decided not to video the process service out of privacy
concerns. When I first knocked on the door of apartment 201, no one answered but the sound of
a television could be heurd.

S. A second and louder knock on the door proved successful as someone (sounded like 2

young male) respondcd asking what we wanted, When I asked ﬁ':r Janet, a voice could be heard

DECLARATION OF MICHAEL VOLARICH
1
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young malc) respanded asking what we wanted. When [asked for Janet. a voice could be heard
calling out, “Janct, it's for you,” and seconds latexr the door was cracked open about 6-87, A
female Caucasian fitting the deseription of the witness asked what we wanted.

6. ARer informing her that we were there to serve a witness subpocna on Jaaet Jackson
she hesitnted for & couple of seconds before siating that we were &2 the wrang place and she did
not know anyone by that name. After very diplomatically explaining that we were of the belicf
that we were at the right addcess and that she was in fact Janet Arvizo aka Janet Jackson, Joszph
Volarich handed her the wimess subpoena (3t 3:10 p.m.) which she accepted. While she Jooked
ovet the subpoens, [ advised her that if she had say questions or concems she should contact the
ztorpey that issued the subpoena or to contact her own anomey.

7. She then cloged the doar and we departed. Immedlately after leaving the building and
while walking across the stroct we heard the souad of someone yelling out from the wimess's
second story balcony sormething 1o the effcet of, “liar or lying,” It appeared to be u younyg boy
approximately 13 ot 50 years old. He was screuming other wards we could not maxe out. We
departed without making any comments and immediately called Bill Pavelic with  status report
He Instrucied us 1o meet with him. Shortly therealter, we met with Bill Pavelic, and after
reviewing, a photograph of the named witness, [ was sanisfied that scrvice had been effected on
the named witness, Janct Arviza. Jascph Volarich then executed 2 Proof of Service, a copy of
which is attachcd as Exhibit "B.” '

T declure under penalty of pajury under the laws of the State of California the foregoing
is truc and correet.

Exccuted this 26™ day of July, 2004, at Pesadena, Californin.

Michael Volarich,

DECLARATION OF MICHAEL VOLARICH
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PROOF OF BERVICE OF SUBPENA

11 emved this B ] Subpens (] Subpena Duces Teaum and wpporting afdovit by personully deivaring 7 copy o the persan
Jerved 83 1oiowe:

a, Pomon sorver! (noma): Jamet Arviro oka Jonet Jackson

evae——

e Dutu of delivary; July 18, 2004
d. Time ot delvary: 3:1C p.m, Sunday

2 1 received thia sUobere for acvice ant [defo):  July 17, 2004

2.07] NON-SERVICE RETURN OF SUBPENA

8. ] anercuz sreren, caretul inquiry, and ailigert artsmpms ot T owsliin
buzineaa, | hove Poon unable 1© Moka poraonal delivary of Mia
county on \hs loliowing perzona fapedify):

house CT usudl plsca of Abadn or Urual plrcs ot
Subgena [ ] Subpona Ducas Tasum  In this

b, Reason;
(1) ] Unknown at ogdress, @) [ ou-otcounty sddmas,
(2) ] Mowea, forwaraing agaress unknown. () E Unsbic % erve by haring data,
13} L_] Nowuch addrasa, (8

Othwr rennora (asplarmtion required):

4, Pamon ssiving:

a. Not b regleterea Califomin procans sorvor. «.[J Exsmptfrom reglumation uncer
t. Coltternia anerifl, marshal, or conalabla. Bua, & Prof. Cada section Z2350(b).
e, Replatarod Cslifornls procosa server, . Nama, addrass, and islaphans numbar and, ¥ mpplicatle,
q, Emplopas or Independsnt conmechr of o county of reglutratinn and number:
rogisred Callfomla proex=s scrver.
Josuph Michee| Volarch Los Angoles County Licanye # 4715

141 S, Lake Avenue, Sulio 140
Pasadoma, Callfomia 91101
8268-844-3084

| decinre uncer penalty of perjury under the bwa of twa

{For Catifornla sharff, marshal, or constable L only)
Swara of Calfornla that the taregoing (8 nue and coimeer.

| cortify that the foregoing ba true und zomeet,
Date: July 18, 2004

Gate:
> j / %A. oZ\ »
(MCNATL I} (Biananiag]
BT |#) P, vt ety 1, 18U 1§ PROOF DOF BERVICE OF SUBPENA,

Pogs rad
(CRMINAL OR JUVENILE)
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ARATION O ANY P

I, Tiffany Pavelic, declare and say:

1. am employed for at 1351 Cedar Court, Glendale, California 31207, Iama
registered process service for the State of Califomnia. license number 4961.

2. On Friday, July 16, 2004, I wept to the offices of Williarn Dickerrnan located at 11355
West Olympic Boulevard, Suite 100, Los Angeles, Colifornia 90064, for the purpese of serving a
subpocna. I was accompaaied by my mother, Marija Pavclic. A copy of the document J took
with me is attoched as Exhibit “A.” We nrrived at the Jocefion at approximafely 11:35 wm.

3. Upos arriving, I spoke with the main reeeptonist. Her name was Julic Padilla. 1
asked for Mr. Dickerman, and she callzd hig office telephone extension, She spoke to him and
informed mc that he was on the clephone. T waited for a few minutcs, and then asked Ms.
Padilla to call him again. She did so, and while on the telephone, she asked me what the reason
was for which [ wished 10 scc Mr. Dickerman.

4. linformed Ms. Padilla I was there to serve a subpocna. After repeating this
information to Mr. Dickerman concerning my purpose, Ms. Padilla told me it would be a few
minutes before [ eould see him. T waited for approximately Gve (S) minutes, and e woman
named Elaine Cook came into the reception yoom. She told me she was Mr. Dickerman's
secretary and that Mr. Dickerman was out to lunch. She stated that it was in reality her who was
on the tclephone telking to Ms. Padilla.

5. Iwas shocked that Ms. Padilla would have mistaken Ms. Cook for Mr. Dickerman. [
was shocked that the male voice that T could hear on the telephone turned out to be Ms. Cook. [
kncw ingtantly I was boing told a fabrication.
| 6. My mother and 1 walked outside to cal] my employcr. My cmployer instructed me to
tnke a picture of the receplionist in order v establish that I had attempted service. Wheamy
mother and I walked back into the Jobby, lherc was & man standing by Ms, Padilla. T appreached

him. and he said: *You got me.”

DECLARATION OF TIFFANY PAVELIC
1
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7. My mother asked the man if he was Mr. Dickcrman. He stated “Well, maybe.” Then
hc thought about it for a while and he said, “Well sure.” 1 hunded the man the subpoena, and he
took it info 2is hand. I then took a photagraph of Mr, Dickermun holding the subpoeny, but the
photo does not show the actual subpocna that he is reading. We then departed.

8. OnIuly 19, 2004, at approximetely 2:20 p.m.. my mother and I returned te Mr.
Dickerman's officc to serve a Subpoena Duces Tecum. A copy of the document i3 aftuched as
Exhibit “B.” Wc went into the lobby area of Mr. Dickerman's office, spoke to Ms. Padilla, and
esked for Mr. Dickermnan

9. Ms. Padilla asked me to wait for 8 moment. and then dialed Mr. Dickerman's
telephone number. She stated 1o the parson who answered: *Tiffany is here with & subpoena.”
Afler speaking to the person who answered the telephonc, Ms. Padilla asked me to wait and
someone will be right with you.

10. Within two (2) miputes, Ms. Cook appeared in the lobby. She stated: “Mr.
Dickerman is in court right now, and ke will not be in the office today. ** I asked her if she would
accept gervice of the subpoena and give it to Mr. Dickorman. Ms. Cook asked what it was 1
wanted 10 serve, My mother, Marija, said it was a copy of a Subpoena. I then asked Ms. Cook if
she would occep: service of the subpocns on behalf of Mr. Dickerman. Ms. Cook stated: “Yes I
will. Twill give it to Mr, Dickcrman.” | handed the document to Ms. Cook at approximately
2:25 p.m., thunked her, and departed.

1 declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Californin the foregoing
is truc and correct.

2™

Bxecuted this 27" day of July, 2004, at Gleadale, Californio.

Tiffany Pavdlic

DECLARATION QOF TIFFANY PAVELIC
2
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PROOCF OF SERVICE OP SUBPENA
1. i gorved thla E\Subpom (. Subporm Duces Tecum brd cupporting aMdavik by pareenally deilvoring s copy D U pasan

aarved u follows:

a, Parson cotved (namn):
Willam D@y
b. A4drras where sarvpd:
1255 Nask QuMP BVd.
WXL 100 LA qoovs
c Coto of defvery: [\ |O%
d. Time of delvory. |, %4 o

2 | recaived T8 subpona fof servicn cn (dato): /1w /C4

3. NON-BERVICE RETURN OF SUBPENA

Aftw duo saarch, carwid] Inguiry, ond sligent eSvmpds o the dweliing houss or uaupd Elnm o plxxis or usun! ploce of

alness, | Pave teen unable o mmka parsanal doivary ol the [ ] Subpona

county on ihe following pormaons (apexcTy);

b. Reaanm
(4] Unknown mt addroso.
@ Moved, forwerding mddress unknown.
(3) Na suoh sddraaa.

4, Porson saming:

0. Net » ropirensd Callomia process nahver.
-8 Catfamia aharlll, morshal, ar aonamble.

a Ragiaturwd Calftenia procesas seever.

d Employas ar indopendent rmecrer of »

regternd CaMomiy procwss sorver.,

| dociary under ponalty of porjury under e lewn of Lhe
Siata of Qailfermin that NG feregeing 8 TUo end cofmect

Dsta: ——?//'vfaf

Subpena Ducoe Tooum o Mle

() Qui-et-aunty addross.
(8] Unable Ip torve by hoarlng date,

(2] Other rogsons {dxprenadon mquied:

e Exem rogletration under
D :t Prot. Cndo ucﬁmmmso(b)

L Namwe, -d:hn:. and tolephone number and, If sppicadio,
Coynty of mgistrotion 8nd N

(Fov Cantornia sharff!, marshal, of congmbh uss only)
| carty thot the forogeing la true xnd correct.

Daw:

4

([REaTuRL

221} P, Sapncry 9, 1001
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ZHORT TME: CALE nUNAZRY
- Poeople v. Micheal Jazoph Jackaon 1133800

PROOF OF 3EXVICH OF BUBPENA
1.1 eptvod this Dsmm Mamwmmrwnmmmm Dy psrxonally deivaring 1 ooy o the pareon
oorvos bs Tollown:

& Peraon sorvpd (reme)l
ane
B. M&‘lﬂl e e D%

G B
c daivery: OF /12154
& Time of detivary: {4222 P4

2 | moahvnd thia suibpana fv mmrvics an (o2 ~4-, 1G04

* 3,CC] WONSERVICE RETURN OP SBUBPENA
e ] mrmmwm.quMumthumEjMMw of abode o usyal pleoe of

tuamasa, | have been umibis to Maxe prrsonal dalivory of this Subpena Subpories Ducs Tecum  In s
oourty on Iha tofowing porvore (Mpecy

fm Undoown 3l sddraan. Q) Duohgaity address,
(vd] Moved, farwarding addrese uniown, (&) Unatio m asrve by haorng dats,
P) MG auch aSArBes. & Othor roaoore (expianetion required:
4, Purson seving
a Non 8 mglrterad Calfornla process servar. ] memmma,
b. Callomis el marha), or cons@adis. Buna. & Prof, Cede section 2235C(D),
e Isprexd Cufformie proocas perees, L Navm, adroct. and bigghone numbar ond, I spolicable,
d. Emgioyee or bxlapendent comrecsaref o casTy of mgistratan und Mumbe
rglayrad Califorria procoss sarver.
| declare urdar peinlly of prgry under B10 v of the {For Caltiornis shoifiY, marshad, of conslabie uge wdy)
v of Callfomia the tho farecomg e ous ana comeat | covtity et e foregalng s true wd comect,
D T/\q l 0'4’ Darty;

> %@M%ﬁu&fﬁ_ )

D V4| from vy 7, 1] PROGF Of SERVICE OF GUBPINA
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PROOF OF SERVICE
1. the undersigned declare:

L am over the age of 18 years and not a party to the within action. I am employed in the County
of Santa Barbara. My busincss address is 233 Bast Cammillo Street, Suite C, Santa Barbara, Califormia,
93101.

On July 26. 2004. I scrved the foregoing document OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFE'S
MOTION TO QUASH SUBFPOENAS ISSUED TO JANET VENTURA, WILLIAM
DICKERMAN AND STAN KATZ; MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES;
DECLARATIONS OF ROBERT VL. SANGER, NICOLE PAVELIC, TIFFANY PAVELIC,
AND MICHAEL VOLARICH on the interested parties in this action by depositing a truc copy
thereof as follows:

Tom Sneddon

Gersld Franklin

Ron Zonen

Gordon Auchincloss
District Atorney

1108 Sunw Barbara Strect
Santa Barbars, CA 93101
568-2398

BY U.S. MAIL - I am readily fumiliar with the firm’s practice for collection of mail and
processing of correspondence for mailing with the United States Postal Service. Snch
correspondence is deposited daily with the United Statcs Postal Service in a scaled envelepe
with postage thercon fully prepaid and deposited during the ordinary course of business.
Service made pursuant to this paragraph, upon motion of a party, shall be presumed invalid
if the postal canccllation date or postage meter date on the cnvelope is more than onc day
after the datc of deposit.

BY FACSIMILE -] caused the above-referenced document(s) to be transmnitted via facsimile
1o the interested partes at

be I

BY HAND -1 caused the document to be hand delivered to the interested parties at the address

abovc,

<

STATE - I dcelurc under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the
above is true and correct,

Exccuted July 26, 2004, at Santa Barbara, California.

@LVJ.'D-M

Carol Dowling O




