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DECLARATION OF ROBERT M. SANGER

I, Robert M. Sangcr, declare:
1. ] am an attorney at law duly licensed to practice law in the courts of the State of
Californis, a partner in the law firm of Sanger & Swyscn, and co-counse] for Mr. Michacel
Jackson.
2, 1 have reviewed the search warrants, atfidavits and inventorics provided by the
prosecution to defense counsel by the prosecution including the DVDs of the search of Mr.
Jackson's residence.
3. As of this writing, Mr. Jackson bas not been provided with a complete and proper sot of
scarch warrants, atfidavits and returns by the prosecutor.
4. Unless the prosccutor provides for this Court and for Mr. Jackson and his counsel,
ccrtified copies of search warrants, affidavits and retumns, Mr. Jackson will assert that the
prosecutor has not cytublished that a warrant was in effect for any or all of the searches herein
and will ask the Court o treat all such searches as warrantless,
S. Furthermore, without certified coples of all documeats, Mr. Jackson, in fact, cannot
adequatcly prepare for the hearing on this motion.

I declarc under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the
foregoing is true and correct this 6™ day of August, 2004,

SUPPLEMENTAL MOTION TO TRAVERSE AFFIDAVITS, TO QUASH WARRANTS AND TO
SUPPRESS EVIDENCE UNDER PENAL CODE §1538.5
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RELATED TO ALL QF THE SEARCHES

Mr. Jackson asks the Court to take judicial notice of the Status Report dated July 30,
2004, which dctails the status of discovery.

As of this writing, Mr. Jackson has not been provided with a complete and proper set of
search warrants, affidavits and retumns by the prosecutor. Unless the prosecutor provides for this
Court and for Mr. Jackson and his counsel, certified eopies of search warrants, atfidavits and
returns, Mr. Jackson will assert that the prosecutor has not established that a warrant was in
effcet for any or all of the scarches herein and will ask the Court to treat all such searches as
warrantless. A warrantless search is presumptively unreasonable under the Fourth Amendment

to the United States Constitution, (Groh v, Ramirez (2004) 124 S.Ct. 1284, 1250.)

The affidavit lacks foundation to establish that the Affiant, Detective Paul Zells, is an
expert on the characteristics of pedophiles. A true and correct copy of the affidavit is attached 10
Mr, Jackson’s MOTION TO TRAVERSE AFFIDAVITS, TO QUASH WARRANTS AND TO
SUPPRESS EVIDENCE UNDER PENAL CODE §1538.5 as Exhibit C. The Affiant did not
establish that he possessed the necessary training and cxperience on which he purported to base
his opinion of the common traits of pcdophiles. Furthermorc, s argoed in Mr. Jackson's
MOTION TO TRAVERSE AFFIDAVITS, TO QUASH WARRANTS AND TO SUPPRESS
EVIDENCE UNDER PENAL CODE §1538.5, pages 13-14, he omitted the opinion of Dr. Stan

| Katz that Mr. Jackson is nat a pedophile.

In detailing bis background for the magistrate, Dctective Zelis states that he has

SUPPLEMENTAL MOTION TO TRAVERSE AFFIDAVITS, TO QUASH WARRANTS AND TO

SUPPRESS EVIDENCE UNDER PENAL CODE §1538.5
3




1 || “investigated numerous property crimes and crimes against persons, including burglary, child

2 || molest, theft, assault, domestic'violence, norcotic and drug violations.™ He states that he has

3 || attended “the basic 1aw cnforcement training academy and possesses the Basic and Intermediato
4 || P.O.S.T. Certificates™ and that he has “attended specinlized courses, including Homicide

51| Investigation (80 hrs.), and Sexual Assault Investigation (40 hrs.).”

s Detective Zelis” affidavit includes a 4 page pedophilc profile titled “Choractedstics of
7 (| persons involved jn sox orimes #igainst children ™ He states that “{a]s a result of the training and

8 I experience outlined sbove, your Affiant has learncd that the following characteristics arc
3 | generally found to exist in varying combinations and be truc in cases involving people who

10 || molest children - ‘pedophiles”.”

11 Conspicuously nbscat from the affidavit, are any staternents regarding the number of

12 || investigations that Detectivo Zclis has participated in that involve the allcged sexual exploitation

13 “ of minors and children. He does not recite any specific cxpericace, lat alone expertise, in the

14 || area of pedophiles. There is no mention of the number of investigations, if any, in which he has

15 || sexved as the lend detective. There is not a description of the specific training that he received or

16 IW of any publications that he has reed that ace relevant to the behavior of pedophiles. The affidavit

17 || also lacks any mention of the number of intervicws, if any, that Detective Zelis hes conducted

1.8 || with children who have been molested or with admitted child molesters. Simply put, there is

19 || nothing in the affidevit that establishes that the Affiant is qualified to give expert opinion on the

20 || characteristies of those who molest children.

21 Evidence Code Section 720(a)-(b) states the critecia for detexmining if & person is

22 || qualified as ag expert:

23 (2) A person is qualified to testify as an expert if he bas special knowledge, skill,
cxpenence, training, or education sufficient to quelify him as an cxpart on the

25 subject to which his testimony relates. Against the objection of a party, such
special knowledge, skill, expericuce, training, or education must gc shown before

25 the witness may testify as an expert.

26 (b) A witness' special knowledge, skill, experience, training, or education may be
shown by any otherwise admissible evidence, including his own tcstimony.

27

28
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1 DECLARATION OF ROBERT M. SANGER
2 I, Robert M. Sanger, declare:
3|1 I amn an attorney at law duly licensed 1o practice law in the courts of the State of

4 | California, a partner in the law firm of Sanger & Swysca, and co-counsel for Mr. Michael
Jackson.

wn

m

2, 1 have revicwed the search warrants, atfidavits ond inventories provided by the

7 || prosecution to defensc counsel by the prosecution including the DVDs of the search of Mr.

8 || Jackson's residence.

s 3. As of this writing, Mr. Jackson has not been provided with a complete and proper sot of
10 || scarch warrants, affidavits and returns by the prosecutor.
114 4. Unless the prosceutor provides for this Court and for Mr. Jackson and his couasel,
12 || cortified copies of scarch warrants, affidavits and returns, Mr. Jackson will assert that the
13 || prosecutor has not cstublished that a warrant was in effect for any or all of the searches herein
14 || and will ask the Court W treet all such searches as warrantless.

15 || 5. Furtherrnore, without certified copies of all documents, Mr. Jockson, in fact, cannot

16 || adequatcly prepare for the hearing on this motion.
17 I declare under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the
18 || foregoing is true and correct this 6™ day of August, 2004,

19
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Mr, Jackson asks the Court to take judicial notice of the Status Report dated July 30,
2004, which dctails the status of discovery.

As of this writing, Mr. Jackson has not been provided with a complete and proper set of
search warrants, affidavits and rctumns by the prosecutor. Unless the prosecutor provides for this
Court and for Mr. Jackson and his counsel, certified copics of search warrants, atfidavits and
returns, Mr. Jackson will assert that the prosecutor has not established that a warrant was in
effcet for any or all of the searches herein and will ask the Court to treat all such scarches as

wartantless, A warrantless search is presumptively unreasonable under the Fourth Amendment

to the United States Constitution. (Groh v, Ramirez (2004) 124 S.Ct. 1284, 1250.)

The affidavit lacks foundation to establish that the Affiant, Detective Paul Zelis, is an
expert on the characteristics of pedophiles. A true and correct copy of the affidavit is attached 1o
Mr, Jackson's MOTION TO TRAVERSE AFFIDAVITS, TO QUASH WARRANTS AND TO
SUPPRESS EVIDENCE UNDER PENAL CODE §1538.5 as Exhibit C. The Affiant did not
establish that he possessed the necessary training and cxperience on which he purported to base
1 his opinion of the common traits of pedophiles. Furthermore, s argued in Mr. Jackson's
MOTION TO TRAVERSE AFFIDAVITS, TO QUASH WARRANTS AND TO SUPPRESS
EVIDENCE UNDER PENAL CODE §1538.5, pages 13-14, he omitted the opinion of Dr. Stan
| Katz that Mr. Jackson is not a pedaphile.

In detailing his background for the magistate, Dcteetive Zelis states that he has

SUPPLEMENTAL MOTION TO TRAVERSE AFFIDAVITS, TO QUASH WARRANTS AND TO

SUPPRESS EVIDENCE UNDER PENAL CODE §1338.5
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1 || “investigated numerous property crimes and crimes against persons, including burglery, child

2 || molest, theft, assault, domestic'vinlence, narcotic and drug violations.™ He states that he bas

3 || attended “the basic law enforccment training academy and possesscs the Basic aad Intarmediato
4 || P.O.S.T. Certificates™ and that he has “attended specialized courses, including Homicide

51| Investigation (80 hrs.), and Sexual Assault Investigation (40 hrs.).”

6 Detective Zelis® affidavit includes a 4 page pedopbilc profile titled “Characterigtica of
7 || persons involved in se orimes #eainst children.” He states that “(a]s a result of the training and

8 J experience outlined sbove, your Affiant has learned that the following characteristics arc
9 || generally found to cxist in varying combinations and be true in cases involving people who

10 || molest children - *pedophiles’,"”

11 Conspicuously absent from the affidavit, are any staternents regarding the number of

12 || investigations that Detective Zclis has participated in that involve the alleged sexual exploitation

13 || of minors and children. He does not recite any specific cxpericnce, lat alone expertise, in the

14 || area of pedophiles. There is no mention of the number of investigations, if any, in which he has
1S || served as the lead detective. There is not a description of the specific training that he received or
16 || of any publications that he has read that are relevant to the behavior of pedophiles. The affidavit
17 || also lacks any mention of the number of interviews, if any, that Detcctive Zelis hus conducted

1.8 || with children who have been molested or with admitted child molesters. Simply put, therc is

13 || nothing in the affidavit that establishes that the Affiant is qualified to give expart opinion on the
20 H characteristics of those who molest children.

21 Evidence Code Section 720(a)-(b) statcs the criteria for determining if & persan is

22 || qualified as an expert:

23 (2) A person is qualified to testify as an expert if he has special knowledge, skill,
cxpertence, training, or education sufficient to qualify him as an expcrt on the

25 subject to which his testimony relates. Agninst tho objection of a party, such
special knowledge, skill, expericuce, training, or education must be shown before

25 the witness may testify as an expert.

26 || (b) A witness' special knowledge, skill, experience, training, or education may be
shown by any otherwise admissible evidence, including his own testimony.

217

28
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Herx, Detective Zelis failed to provide the necessury founduation to establish that he
pogscssed the special knowledge, skill, experience, training or cducation on which to base a
dctailed opinion on the common characteristics of pedophiles. [nstead, he provides a list of the
different types of crimes he has investigated, makes reforance to one sexual assault course, and
then launches into a rote description of characteristics of pedophiles that is obviously not based
on his own special knowledge, skill, experience training or cducation.

In this case, the “expert” testimony in the affidavit was foundationless. It

consisted of rambling boilerplate recitations designed to meet Jauw’ enforcement

needs. Itis clear that the “expert™ portion of the affidavit was not drafted with the

facts of this case or this particular defendant in mind.
| (United States v. Weber (3™ Circuit, 1990) 923 F.2d 1338, 1346.)

As argued below, Detcctive Zelis® list of pedophile characteristics is used to justify both
the staleness of the search and the overbroad list of the iterns to be seized. Without this profile,
the warrent lacks any probable cause to belicve that any listed items would be or still be at Mr.
| Jackson's residence. Thero was no probable cause to justify the overbroad list of property to be
seized nor the issuance of a warrant so long after the alleged offenses took placc.

L.
THE SEARCH WARRANT 1S INVALID BECAVSE ITIS STALE

There was not probable cause to belicve that the property to be scized was in Mr.
Jackson's home shortly before the warrant was executed. An affidavit in support of a search
warrant must contain probable cause to belicve that the property to be seized is still in the place
to be scarched when the warrant is scught (People v. Mesa (1975) 14 Cal. 3d 466, 470) The
more remota the incidents relied upon, tho less probable it is that the evidence will be discovered.
(Pecple v. Scott (1978) 21 Cal. 3d 284, 254.)

Hero, the November 18, 2003 scerch of Mr. Jackson's home occurred B months after the
alleged crimes were supposedly committed. The Affiant attempts to justify the obvious staleness
of the gearch by including boilerplate language stating that pedophiles “rarely, if ever, disposc of
their sexunlly explicit material,” “kecp mementos of their relationship with specific children,”
and “‘rarely, if ever” dispose of pictures of children. (Exhibit € to Mr. Jackson’s MOTION TO

SUPPLEMENTAL MOTION TO TRAVERSE AFFIDAVITS, TO QUASH WARRANTS AND TO
gU’PPRESS EVIDENCE UNDER PENAL CODE §1538.5
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1 || TRAVERSE AFFIDAVITS, TO QUASH WARRANTS AND TO SUPPRESS EVIDENCE

2 | UNDER PENAL CODE §1538.5, 5:13-14; 7:19-20; 7:25-27.) As discussed sbove, foundation
3 || for this tcstimony was not established in the affidavit. Without Detective Zelis® assertions about
4 || so-called profile, there is not probable cavse for believing the property to be seized would be ot

5 || the search location.

8 The foundationless pedophile profilc in the affidavit was used to justify an overbroad list
9 [| of property 1o be scized. The finding of probable cause for virtually all of the items in the search
10 || warrant, including pomographic materials, photographs of the Arvizos, computer systems,
11 || undcrwear, and correspondence, is based on Detective Zelis™ purported expert opinion on the
12 || cbaracteristice of people who sexuslly abuse children. As discussed above, the Affient did not
13 [ estsblish that he was qualified to opine as to whether a suspected pedophile would possess these

14 || partculer items.

15 v

16

17

18 The Fourth Amendment to the United States Constitution and California law requirc that

19 || law cnforcement officers executing a search warrant give notice of their authority and be refused
20 || entry before the officer may forcibly enter the premises to exccute the warrant. (Wilson v.

21 || Arkansas (1995) 514 U.S. 527; Penal Code Section 1531.) While there is a split in authority,

22 || there is case law that holds that knock-notice is required not oaly at outer doors, but also at inner
23 || doors. (People v. Pipitone (1984) 152 Cal,App. 3d 1112; People v. Glasspoole (1975) 121

24 || Cal.Rpm. 736; People v. Webb (1973) 36 Cal App. 3d 460, 464-465; Contra People v. Mays

25 | (1998) 67 Cal.App. 4" 965.)

26|\

27\ M

28
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4 The government conducted a sweep of the premises that went far beyond the buildings
5 || dcsignated by the search warrant thut amounted to a warrantless scarch. (Sce Stanley v. Georgia,
6 || 394 U.S. 557, 572, 22 L.Ed.2d 542, B9 S.Ct 1243, 1251-52 (1969) (Stewart, J., concurring)) The
7 || search warrant permitted the officers to scarch “the arcade building, the main residence, and the
8 || security headquarters™ at Neverland Ranch. (Exhibit C to Mr. Jackson’s MOTION TO

9 || TRAVERSE AFFIDAVITS, TO QUASH WARRANTS AND TO SUPPRESS EVIDENCE
10 || UNDER PENAL CODE §1538.5) However, the officers searched other buildings and arcas.

11 The jtems scized and the obscrvations of the officers must be suppressed becauso the

12 || search of these other areas constituted an illegal warrantless search. This search cannot be

13 || justified s a‘ymwcdvc sweep. (See Thompson v, Louisiana (1985) 469 U.S. 17; United States v.
14 || Furrow (9" Circuit, 2000) 220 F.3d 805.)

15

16

17 As Mr. Jackson argued in his MOTION TO TRAVERSE AFFIDAVITS, TO QUASH
18 || WARRANTS AND TO SUPPRESS EVIDENCE UNDER PEN C §1538.5, pages 15-16, a vast
13 (| amount of materials were seized that were not covered by the search warrant. To the extent that
20 || the District Attorney may attempt to justify the seizure of some of these items based on the plain
21 || view doctrine, the burden is on the prosecution to show that the plain view doctrine is applicable
22 || to each particular scizurc. (People v. Murray (1978) 77 Cal.App. 3d 305.) [n addition to the item
23 || being in plain view, the ufficer must have probable cause w believe that the item is subject to

24 || seizure, rather than mcre suspicion. (Arizana v. Hicks (1987) 480 U.S. 321.)

25 (| 1

26 /M
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Search Warrant S00S requested documentation held by Bank of America pertaining to

Mr. Jackson’s accounts which were active during the ime frame between and including
*2/1/2003 thraugh 4/31/03 (sic).” A truc and correct copy of that search warrant is attached as
Exhibit A. According to a Sheriff's Department Report, Dawn Millsaps, of the Bank of America
legal compliance department, indicated that there were no active accounts for Mr. Jackson during
the requested time frame. A truc and correct copy of that report is attached as Exhibit B.

# Ncvertheless, Ms, Millsaps sent Detective Bonner information about account activity that was
outside of the requested timo frame.

L The malerial faxed to the Sheriff's Department is clearly outside the scope of the scarch

‘ warrant and must be suppressed.

i

"

i
1
i

i

i

SUPPLEMENTAL MOTION TO TRAVERSE AFFIDAVITS, TO QUASH WARRANTS AND TO
SUPPRESS EVIDENCE UNDER PENAL CODE 415385
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CONCLUSION
For ull of the reasans set forth above, Mr, Jackson requests that this Court find the
conclusions, omissions and speculations in statements discussed above to be made in reckless
distegard for the truth, or find that there werc material omissions in the affidavits which renders
what remains in the affidavits insufficient to support a finding of probable cause and that this

Cowrt quash both warrants, and suppress all evidence scized under the authority of those

8 || warrants. Howcever, Mr. Jackson respectfully requests Icave 1o amend or renew this motion if,

S (| when and sfter the prosecutor provides appropriatc discovery.

10

11 || Dated: August 6, 2004
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Respectfully submitted,

COLLINS, MESEREAU, REDDOCK & YU
Thomas A. Mescreau, Jr.
Susan C. Yu

KATTEN MUCHIN ZAVIS ROSENMAN
Steve Cochran
Stacey McKee Knight

SANGER & SWYSEN
Robert M. Sanger

OXMAN Z\JAROSCAK
Brian Oxm

B
R M. Sanger™ (/

ttorneys for Defendant
MICHAEL JOSEPH JACKSON
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA. - COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA
SANTA BARBARA JUDICIAL DISTRICT -

SEARCH WARRANT AND AFFIDAVIT
(AFFIDAVIT)

I Detective Craig Bonner, swcar under vath that the £2219 expeessed by wo ia the attiched and incorporated stytement of probable
cause are trua and that based thercan 1 have probable cause to beliove and do belicve that the property desczibed halow is Inwfully seiable
purveant to Penal Code Section 1524, a3 indfeuted below, and is now Jocated at the Jocation sct forth below., Wherefore, affiont reqeosm
that this S arrant be sucd.

V'EZ i __ NIGHT SEARCH REQUESTED: YES ( ) NO (X)
‘ " (SEARCH WARRANT)

THE PEOTLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA TO ANY SHERIFF, POLICEMAN OR PEACE OFFICER IN

THE COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA: pmof by efBdavit hiving been made before ma by Detective Craig Bonner, that
thare {3 probable cxuxe W behiove that the propety described herein may be fornd ot ths locations set forth herein and that It {4 Jasvially
scizable plowuant 1o Penel Code Section 1324 , m that it md.-: 1o show that » ﬂ.-lnnyhu boen oommtted ar that a particular parson has
:amnﬂm:d a felony,

YOU ARE THEREFORE COMMANDED TO SEA.RCH Bank of America, Legal Procoss/ .
subpoena compliznce, 1000 West Temple Street, Los Angeles, California 90012, IMafl code CA9-705-05-19.

For ﬂxa following: Documertation hald by Bank of Americe portaining to personal, business and corporate

i dng end/ ar credit account/s held by, or associated .with the below described person/ busihess, which were
a}:ﬁ"s.'c during the dms finme between and including 2/1/2003 through 4/31/2003, including copies of application
forms, cwareat account holder/ business information and any other information/ documentation, whlch could be used
to sccurately identify the person(s) who own 2nd/ or use tho sceounts in guestion

Fmthmom, Bark of Americe is directed to provids M@@ décumenting getivity (fncluding
all deposits, withdrawals and transfers of money) within the accounts in question betwesn and including 2/1/2003
md 4/31/2003 involving the account/s held by, or associated with the belopy described individusl/ business emtity.
-Additionally, Bank of America-is dirccted to provijde copies (ffont and back) of all checky cashed against the -
account(s) held by, or associated with the below described individusl/ business entity betwsen and mnludmg
2/1/2003 and 4-/31[200: )

Person/ buslness entity: Michael Joseph (or “Joe) JACKSON. (the entertainer), DCR DD
SSN: (SR 2nd/or Michael Joe JACKSON, DBA.: MIJ Productions

AND TO SEIZE IT IF FOUND a1d koep it in your r:ustn)y further arder of court  This Search Wazmnt apd incarporated

AZidavit WaS swom to ea true end ubscribed befare me rh:s/?' 8y of May, 2004, at £/ AM /P Wherefore, I find
probebls canse for tho jssuanes of this Scurch Warrnt and do issus it ‘

éf/ggw J- M , NIGHT snmcn@@aaeo NO (X )

(si
HAY 14 2004

Ir of the Bar‘bm &spmnr Court, Santa Masn Division
H. g&
oé;; ::1 Wezmant page 1
TORNA Wﬁf
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D .-',__.J Vo 108
RECLASSITCATON SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT|| ZeENqioes,, .. - -+
{. CLASSFizaTION i . - SAN’.ABARBA.RA COUNTY - -::.‘-‘--’—:. 03: f'r‘:ld-: . ‘-'i-'_'._l_ s
v 9(a) PC Lewd Acts Agalnsta | [X) FeiLowur O cesmic ] comeuanr L e BN T
. . Under14 Years of Age : S R SR VR T
1, DAY { BATE RPT/TIME 4, FOLLOW Ur O CTHER A RAVINATE THIA RPT/Mun
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SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT
PAGE 2 Santa Barbara County Case Number

CONTINUATION SHEET 03-5670

(A) LIST CONTINUATION. {B) DESCRIBE: PMYBICAL SVIDBNCE, LOSATION FOUND & DISPCSITION. (€] NARRATIVE. (D) DISPOSITION,
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A LIST CONTINUATION:

Relationships of named individuals:
1. Dawn Millsaps is employed by Bank of America, in their legal
com:liancc depar:me.nt.
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Attachments to-report:
1. 7ive page fax transmission from Bank of America.

B. PHYSICAL EVIDENCE:

None .

C NARRATIVE:

On Friday, 5-14-2004, I served Bank of America personnel with a
copy of Bearch Warrant Number 5005. I was subséquently ccntacted
by Bank of America personnel and advicod the warrant was forwarded
to their legal compliance pexsonnel.

On Tuesday, S5-18~2004, I spoke with Dawn Millaaps, of the 3ank of
America legal compliance depaxtment. Millsaps indicated they
pearched thelr databases and found a number of Bank of America
accounts, which were aasociated with Michael JACKSON. Millsaps
indicated none of the savings/ checkiryg accounts were active during
the 2-1-2003 through 4-31-2003 time frame. I asked Millgaps to
sand me documentation listing the accounts and which shows the
accounts were not activae during the period of time requested in
search warrant number S00S.

On Wednepday, 5-18-2004, I received a five page fax transmission
froem Dawn Millsaps. The fax transmiasion: pertained to the hanking
accounts held by Michael JACKSON at Back of America. There were
two savings accounts, which werxe closed in January 2000. There was
one Commercial loan account,

Lastly, there was an interest checking account. which was opeped im - __
'pTil 5054 and AN - of bis

material appeared mertinent to this investigation.

n.. CASE DISEQSITION: g R_.. _.
Attn: Recorda.. Investigation ccntinuing
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PROOF OF SERVICE
I, the undersigned declare:

I'am overthe age of 18 years and not o party to the within action. Iam employcd in the County
of Santa Barbara. My business address is 233 East Carrillo Street, Suite C, Santa Barbara, Califomis,
93101.

On August 6, 2004, I scgved the forcpoing document SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO TRAVERSE AFFIDAVITS, TO QUASH WARRANTS AND TO
SUPPRESS EVIDENCE UNDER PENAL CODE §1538.5: DECLARATION OF ROBERT M.
SANGER; MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES on the interested parties in this
action by depositing a truc copy thereof as follows:

Tom Sneddon

District Attorney

1105 Santn Barbara Street
Santa Barbarn, CA 93101
805-568-2398

BY U.S. MAIL - I am readily familiar with the firm’s practics for collection of mail and
processing of correspondence for mailing with the United States Postal Service. Such
correspondence is deposited daily with the United Statcs Postal Service in a sealed eavelope
with postage thereon fully prepaid and deposited during ths ordinary coursc 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 envelope is more than cne day
efter the date of deposit.

X_  BYFACSIMILE -] caused the above-referenced document(s) to bo transmitted via facsimile
to the intercsted parties at

BY HAND -1 causcd the document to be hand delivered to the interested partics st the address
above,

X  STATE - I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the
above is truc and correct.
Executed August 6, 2004 at Santa Barb
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