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F SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF Case No.: SAD73164

}
)
)
CALIFORNIA, ;
I Plaintiff, )
) MOTION IN LIMINE TO ADMIT EVIDENCE OF
vs. ) LAW ENFORCEMENT ATTEMPTS TO
, CONRAD ROBERT MURRAY, ) CONDUCT FOLLOW UP INTERVIEW WITH
) DEFENDANT
Defendant )
, )
| )

TO: The Honorable MICHAEL PASTOR, and defense counsel.

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the People of the State of California hereby move this Court to
admit evidence of atternpts by the Los Angeles Police Department and the Los Angeles Gounty
Corener's Office to conduct a follow up interview with Conrad Murray. This motion is made on the

grounds that California courts permit all relevant evidence to be admitted at trial unless the

A evidence's probative value is substantially outweighed by its prejudice.
This motion will be based upon this notice of motion, and on the memorandum of points and

authorities served and filed herewith.
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l. INTRODUCTION

The People seek to admit evidence of attempts made by the Los Angeles Police Department
and the Los Angeles County Coroner's Office to conduct a follow up interview with defendant Conrad
Murray. Such evidence is relevant, and the probative vaiue is not substantially outweighed by any
undue prejudice.

. MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

Section 350 of the California Evidence Code permits only relevant evidence to be admitied.
Cal. Evid. Code § 350. Relevant evidence is characterized as evidence “having any tendency in
reason to prove or disprove any disputed fact that is of conseguence fo the determination of the
action.” Cal. Evid. Code § 210. The court also has discretion to exclude evidence “if its probative
value is substantially outweighed by the probability that its admission will.. .create substantial danger

of undue prejudice, of confusing the issues, or of misleading the jury.” Cal. Evid. Code § 352.

Il. ATTEMPTS TO CONDUCT FOLLOW UP INTERVIEW WITH DEFENDANT

The following efforts were made by law enforcement to conduct a follow up interview with Dr.

Conrad Murray:

1. June 30, 2009 -~ Coroner's Investigator Fieak left messages for Dr. Murray at his office

numbers reguesting a follow up interview with Dr. Murray.
2. July 8, 2009 ~ Detective Scott Smith emailed Mr, Chernoff, and left voice messages on Mr.
Chemoff's office and cell phones, requesting a follow up interview with Dr. Murray.

3. July 17, 2008 — Coroner's Investigator Fleak emailed Mr. Chernoff and requested a follow

up interview with Dr. Murray.

4, July 21, 2009 - Coroner’s Investigator Fleak left a message with Mr. Chernoff and

requested an in person follow up interview with Dr. Murray.
lil. CONCLUSION
Evidence detailing law enforcement’s efforts to conduct a follow up interview with Dr. Murray

is relevant and should be admitted.
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Dated: September 22, 2011

Respectfuily submitted,

STEVE COQLEY
District Attorney of
Los Angeles County
By :

David Walgren
Deputy District Att

DebopahNBrazil
Dep ict Attorney




