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The District Atorey bas had 2n open casting call for “victims™ of Michael Jackson for

wore than a decade. The fact that the best witnesses the prosecution can come up with, after all
whis ime, have mejor ch:"bijily problerns, based on. a history of making false allegations &n"
financial gain, among other reasons, is something that the prosecution must deal with at trial.
Rather than present an accurate picture of their “vicums” to the jury, the prosecution sceks th
bolster their incredible testimony throvgh the use of exports on Battered Women's Syndrome and
Child Abusc Accommodation Syndrome, while at the same time, hiding ﬂxc-hiSLoFy of
perjury and fraud from the jurars. The prosccution realizes that when the jury finds out that the
only people to answer the District Atforney's open casling, cal) ure the suine people whe have

committed welfare fruud, lied under cath, laken sdvantape of the yenerosity of good Samanians,
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systematically targeted celebrities to bilk themn for moaey, and filed a lawsnit based on false
allegations, Mr Jockson will be acquited. The Court should not allow the prosecution to
deccive te jucy by hiding Lhc-‘amxly s modus opcrand1 from their view.

. The'prosecution conducled a grand jury proceeding that spanned 1900 pages of
testimony. They have served more than 100 search warrants. Law enforcement has raided Mr.
Jackson’s home on two occasions and, in onc of thosc instances, used mure than 40 officers to do
so. The prosccuuon hns ‘treated this case like 50 uther case in the history of Santa Barbara
Caounty. For instance, Lhc prosecution’s witness list shows Lhat they are seeking to intraduce the
testimony of threc Battered Women's Syndrome? experts in a child malestation/conspirncy case.
Now, when faced with relevant impeachment evidence that dcﬁ)onsu"mm |

commitled petjury and con_ched'h er children to lic on other occasions, the prosecution is suddenly

concerned witlh undue consumption of Uime and confusing the jury.
1.
THE RS R QR LI TG ELEV
APA \ . 0 HE JE ' OR FINANCIAT
GAIY

‘The QK amily's lawsuit against-dcmorxstrates that (MR Has
pancm gnd practice of usmg her children to commit frauds. ‘ was caught leaving

ith merchandise without having paid for it According 1o a statement of QI

GRS G :ccuicy guard who vitnessed te incideor, CEEREIEED
Y - : oo v o

G < (- (ot is uitached as Exhibit D, Following the incident, GRS

coached her children to lie about the incident in order to reach a financial setdement with the

store. There is nathing “speculative™ it. "coawﬂ their own children into

? Jronicelly, the prosccution seeks 10 introduce expert testimony on Rattered Women’s
Syndrome and alsu seeks to exclude her statement thot she wek not buttered.
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steuling and lying for financial gain.

Contrary to the prosecution’s claims, W ncver “simply conceded they were
liable and handed over more than $150,000." (Mation, page 5.) In fact, the Confidential
Release and Settement Agreement Spédﬁcauy states thal, “[Jhic Purties ﬁmhc:‘un_dmtand .agd
agree thet neither the payxﬁcnt of the'sum by Defendant’s QN RERED- ..shall consétute or
‘be cunstrued as an admission of any liability whatsoever by any of them, and that each
consistently u;_!(e the position that they have no liabﬂily_whatsoevc-r in this matter."
{Emphasis added.) ' ’

BRI o d tsclf the target of a fraudulent lawsnit orchesrrated by professional
plaintiffs. Like many other companies with deep pockets in the same position, a decision was
made that it:\_\(oul'd'bc cheaper'to pay off the plainln:ffs. rather than to Jitigate the case, Moreove,
the fact MI~was 'suffcring from cancer during this litigation created a risk that a
jury would sympathize with him, for ressons that were totally jselevant 1o the (Bl aims,
and award m:;ncy 1o the @ espite e incredible nature of their case. Finally, G
had 10 be awase of the adverse publicity to the store that might oceur if they fought a child
allegedly dying of cancer. ' '

oL

Y DIN
The District Attorney invited (NS t0 give a sclf-scrving account of the (B

-incidcm in front of the grand jury. Iler testimony regarding this incident was 50 over-the-

top that the District Attorney was barcly able 16 conuin her. He urged her to limit her responses

10 answenng his questions so that they would ot have o be -

-'NcV&thcl ess, whul she did say was another instance of 'pcrjuw which is :ifduny.
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Ir is a proper basis for impeachment.
IV.
T THATS TS WERE USE ING PRTIOR LITIGATION 1S
RELEVANT TQ TIIE PRESENT CAST
lThc'rcstimony will demonstrate that—xscci Lm-ipts 1o prepare her children for
their depositions in the QEIMEMMR-2sc. The testimony will prove that QMR coached her

children to answer deposition questions in a way that would assjst her in her scheme to defraud

- The answers that her children gave at their deposition show that they were coached.
This evidence is relevant becausc it shows the lcngths- will go 1o prepare her children
to assist her in committing fraud. She did so with other peoplc und she did so with Michacl
Jackson.

. V.

TUE FACT THAT QNG S TORY OF WHAT OCCURRTED BECAME,

' MORE QUTRAGEOUS AS TIME PASSED 1S RELEVANT

W 2 ccount of the incident oL WP s nol always as outrageous as the

eventua) version of the story. What began as an open and shut case of shoplifting gradually

developed into an ovtrageous and improbable tale of sexval assaujt. By the time (IR

. spun this story to the grand julw.m

@A Thc police report of the incident docs not contain the allegations that (NS
eventually raised. A true and correct copy of the police report is attached as Exhibit E.

The G icidcnt demonsirales “ﬂodus operandi of embellishing her
stories over time and using her children to poruray her as a victim for money. In the present case,
the testimony wil] show Lhar while L Neverland, @ <. . on that she felt like she
was being lalsely imprisoncd. She told anyone who would listen that Michael Jackson had donc
nothing but help her family and that she considered him to be like a father to her children. On

three separate occasions that were recorded with by audiorape or videotape, (b raiscd
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Mr. Jackson for his generosity. During the same time period she now claims she wes allegedly
held hostage. But, at the time, she let Mr. J ackson pick up the fab as she indulged in shoppxng
sprees, five star hotels, and salon treatments. )

Month_» latcr after talking to at ]&st (wo plaintiffs lawyers, she began to tcll 2 vasdy
dxfferent slory of her time at Neverland. By -August nf 2003, during her sccond recorded '
interview with the police, the story.grew (o include allegations that she was led to believe that .
“lallers" were after her and her family. The new story convenienty alfcmptcd 1o explain all of
the recorded cxt.:ulpatory statcments thut she had prcvi.ously roade regarding Mr. Jackson. By the
time of the graixd jury proceeding, NIRRT, |

| WL
THE FACT THAT WITNESSES TO THE QRSN SHOPLIFTING INCIDENT
REPQRTED A VERY DIFFERENT VERSION OF EVENTS IS RELEVANT TQ THE
‘ CR F ; .

The evidence will demornstrate thlln—and hg‘ family lied under cath in their
depositions and tv tie grund jury with regard to what happened (G The security
officers who amested her will u_-.siify lh.:at her version of events is an utter fabrication. Not onl§
that, but any The loss prevention supervisar will testify that he belicves thnt—sct up

the: eatire incident for the purpose of suing the stare for money. —

will statz.that he doubled her story the first lime be met ber und that his doubts incressed over
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The e\ndence will demonstrate’ that—cormmttod welfare fraud when stic fajled
1o disclose mgm;ﬁca.m sums of income while applying for welfare, In pam:ular.—
failed to disclose that her family had received a six figure settlement in mc—lawsqit
weeks before she filled out her welfare application. . .

The testimony will show that QIR co3ched her children to hug strangers and refer
to them &s “Mommy™ or “Daddy” in order Lo pain their trust so that the family could later solicit
moncy from thc She did exacly the seme thing o Mlchacl Jackson. 'D:e-pbildr:.n were

sentto plws like the Laugh Factory with instructions to'tell pcoplc that they were bungry and
did not have mcmcy for food. While at the same time, when goad Samaritans artzmpted o help
the family with donations of food, QN informed them that she would rather have the

cash.

In an interview w:t.b Detectives Zelis and Bonner, rcccmly disclosed by the prosecution to

e dofense, SRl _ |
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Both the defense investigativn und the Sheriff's investigation have vncovered a pattem of

' scripted, manipulative behavior whereby the children, and in particular, QB have been

[
w

19§ prompted by both @lend SR o i1y (o obtain favors and money from wealthy people,

20 ‘ authornities and celebriues.

[
bt

Police officers actually paid for meals for tham and then gol together an impromptu fund

22 | for Christmas gifts.

i

23] _
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In these instances, the parencs, including specificall @B put the children, particularly
@ ur 'o manipulating celebrities

115 1y

exacly what they did to Michael Jackson.

This is exactly the same approach that the (I llused in their Jawsuit against .

G T G s against QIR ovides < context for their various ather

- schemes 1o use their children for [inancial gain.
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Thc Distict Attorney concedes tha QRN licd urider oath, but only because, if she

was not lying, they'could not bolster her otherwise prcposl:mus testimony wn:h a Banered
‘Women's Syndrome expert. (Mntmn page’ 5.) Attrial, defense counse] will de.monst.mtc that
this is only onz of several tmes _that-hns committed perjury. The fact that @ ‘
-c}nmittd the felony offense of perjury is relevant to her credibility in the ptcécnt case.
The District Attomey's claim thal her perjury was related (o a “'collateral matér” is unpersuasive.
The povernment’s argument lhat—pc:jury relafed to “a collateral matter o
the issues at hench” is pnzzlmg First, lying under oath is relevant to her credibility in th'
QI c:sc and in the present case. Sceond, the government has alleged l}ml-
no: oaly the victim of domestc vio]ence on one occasion, but that she suffers from Batterzd
Women's Syndrome as the result of repested spousal abuse. The issuc of whether or not she was
actually the victim of domestic violence on one or more oceasions has been raised by the
ptoscc.un'on and z.my statements made under oath regarding that alleged violence are clearly
relevant to refute the government's convenicnt theory that her lying can be cxplajfxcd by BWS.

AT SHT ¢ DREN TO LTI

IV ) BAR

Y - - S -

WS- =5 st up 2 scam and coerced her children into participating in iLF
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however, that the District Attorney made the strategic decision to make this into much more than

a case abour child abuse allegations. In doing so, the prosecution may belicve that it has an

explanztion for. the @I repeated staternents that Mr. Jackson did nothing wrong, however, - |
the prosecution now must deal with the gaping holes in their conspiracy thenry. The fact js that
the least credible witness in this entire casc,_ is the most critice] witness in the
prosecution's case with regard to the conspiracy count. Ui RaERSSRNENN
m. If the jury doesn't believe her, there js no

l
i conspiracy case. Withont the conspirscy case, there is no child molestation case.
\ . . . .

The prosecvion s
S >

7.y Of course. this ignores the fact tha

“estimony is

relevant to this case and the Court should allow 1t to be introduced to the jury.

n

* Ironically, despite the claim QIS ENEEEED- cotal health s irrelevant to this case,
the prosecution belleves that her purparted suetus as a battered waman has plenty 1o do with
whether her son wus molested,
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X.
CONCILUSION

For the above stated reasons, the Court should deny the District Altorney's motion,

Dated: February 4, 2005 , COLLINS, MESEREAU, REDDOCK & YU

Thomas A, Mesereau, Ir.
Susan C. Yu

SANGER & SWYSEN
Robert M. Sanger

OXMAN & JAROSCAK
Brian Oxman

S
{obert M. Sanger

Attomeys for Delendant”
MICHAEL JOSEPIT JACKSON

By:
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA:

I am a cltizen of the Unlted States of America and a resident. of the county aforesald. I am employed
by the County of Santz Barbara, State of California. I am over the age of 18 and not a party to the within
actlon. My business address Is 312-H East Cook Street, Santa Maria, Callfomnla.

On _FEBRUARY 17.. 2003, I SEWEd a opy of the atizched _QBD.EB.EQB.BELEASE.QE.BEDAQID.

Wﬁlﬂﬁmﬂlm_addf&% as f°”°WS

. THOMAS A. MESEREAU, JR.

COLLINS, MESEREAU, REDDOCK & YU, LLP
1875 CENTURY PARK EAST. 7™ FLOOR
LOS ANGELES, CA 90067

THOMAS W. SNEDDON, JR.
DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
1112 SANTA BARBARA STREET
SANTA BARBARA, CA 93101

X FAX

By faxing true coples thereof to the recelving fax numbers of:
Jr.): (80%) 568-2398 (Thomas Sneddon) . Sald trensmisslon was reported complete and without error.
Pursuant to Californfa Rules of Court 2005(1), a trensmission report was properly Issued by the transmitting
facsimlle machine and is attached hereto.

MAIL

By pladng true coples thereof enclosed in a sealed envelope with postage fully prepald, In the Unlited
States Postal Service mall box In the Qty of Santa Marla, County of Santa Barbara, addressed as above. That
there Is dellvery service by the United States Postal Service at the place so addressed or that there Is a regular
communication by mall between the place of malling and the place so addressed.

—. PERSONAL SERVICE

By leaving a true copy thereof at thelr offlce with the person having charge thereof or by hand celivery
to the above mentioned partles.

EXPRESS MAIL

By depositing such envelope in 2 post office, mailbox, sub-post office, substation, mall chute, or other
llke fadlity regularly maintained by the United States Postal Service for recelpt of Express Mall, In a sealec
envelope, with express mall postage paid.

I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregolng Is true and correct. Executed this 7™ day of
EEBRUARY 2003, at Santa Marla, California.

/M ﬁ?d)@m

CARRIE L. WAGNER




