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GERAGOS  &  GERAGOS 
                      A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION 
                                             LAWYERS 
                          HISTORIC ENGINE CO. NO. 28 
                      644 South Figueroa Street 
            Los Angeles, California  90017-3411 
                         Telephone  (213) 625-3900 
                          Facsimile  (213) 232-3255 
                          Geragos@Geragos.com 
 
 

MARK GERAGOS, SBN 108325 
TINA GLANDIAN, SBN 251614 
Attorneys for Respondent Frank Cascio  

 
SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

 
THE MICHAEL JACKSON COMPANY, LLC; 
JOHN G. BRANCA and JOHN MCCLAIN, 
individually and as Officers of THE MICHAEL 
JACKSON COMPANY, LLC and Co-Executors of 
the ESTATE OF MICHAEL JACKSON, 
 
                                                     Petitioners,  
             v. 
 
FRANK CASCIO and DOES 1-10, inclusive, 

                                                     Respondents. 

 
 
 
 

Case No: 25SMCP00385 
 
DECLARATION OF MARIE-
NICOLE PORTE 
 
 
 
Hearing: November 6, 2025  
Time: 8:30 a.m. 
Place: Dept. 207 
Hon. Michael E. Whitaker 

mailto:Geragos@Geragos.com
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DECLARATION OF MARIE-NICOLE PORTE 

I, Marie-Nicole Porte, declare as follows: 

1. I am the sister of Respondent Frank Cascio and a Doe respondent in this matter. I make 

this declaration based on my own personal knowledge, and if called as a witness, I could and would 

testify competently to the following facts. 

2. I make this declaration in support of Respondent’s opposition to the Notice of Hearing 

on Petition to Compel Arbitration and in support of the request for a declaration that the purported 

settlement agreement is void and unenforceable. 

3. I have three other siblings, Edward, Dominic, and Aldo. 

4. From the early 1980s through approximately 2009, my family and I had extensive and 

continuous contact with Michael Jackson. During that time, my brothers and I spent substantial periods 

at his homes in New York, Los Angeles, and Neverland Ranch, as well as overseas. 

5. In late 2003 and early 2004, when Michael Jackson was under criminal investigation, I 

was present at several locations during meetings between Michael and his then-attorney, Mark Geragos. 

I recall distinctly that Michael was very insistent that none of us—the Cascio children—be seen by or 

introduced to Mr. Geragos. 

6. For example, I recall a meeting one evening when Mr. Geragos arrived to meet with 

Michael while my brother, Aldo and I, were staying at a hotel in Las Vegas with him.  We were told by 

Michael to “hide” in the large suite in which he was staying, while he went into a smaller adjoining hotel 

room to meet with Mr. Geragos.   

7. Prior to the meeting, Michael seemed nervous and very paranoid about the possibility of 

Mr. Geragos discovering we were there.  He told us things to the effect of “the lawyer cannot know you 

are here” and “stay in here and do not come out until I say it’s okay.” He also told us not to make any 

noise.  His behavior and instructions instilled fear in us, and we complied and stayed out of sight for the 

duration of their meeting. We could hear voices from the adjoining room where Michael and Mr. Geragos 

were meeting, but we were never introduced or permitted to interact with Mr. Geragos. 

8. Because we were excluded from those meetings, Mr. Geragos had no reason to know that 

we were nearby or that we had any relationship with Michael Jackson beyond what he might have been 

told. During that period of time, Michael maintained tight control over our movements whenever his 

attorneys or outside advisers were present.  At some point during the stay at this Las Vegas hotel, my 

mother wanted to take us back to New Jersey but Michael did not allow us to go because he did not want 

the press to follow us. 
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9. Recently, when my brothers and I disclosed to Mr. Geragos the full extent of Michael 

Jackson’s conduct toward us, Mr. Geragos told us he had never been aware of our involvement with 

Michael beyond superficial public appearances. He appeared genuinely shocked to learn that Michael 

had kept us hidden from him during his representation. 

10. Upon learning in 2019 that my siblings and I had similar experiences with Michael 

Jackson, representatives of the Michael Jackson Estate moved quickly to suppress disclosure of those 

facts and to prevent us from speaking openly about what had happened. 

11. In December 2019, one of the Estate’s representatives came to my father’s restaurant in 

New Jersey where we convened in a private room upstairs for the signing of a purported “settlement 

agreement.”  Pursuant to the Estate’s instructions, all my siblings were present with the exception of 

Frank, who lived in California.  My parents were also there and so were my spouse and the spouses of 

my brothers, Edward and Dominic.  Even though there were nine of us who were asked to sign the 

agreement, there was only one copy which was read aloud to us before we were asked to sign it.  Nobody 

signed the agreement on behalf of the Estate.  The entire situation was rushed, pressured, and 

overwhelming. 

12. At that time, I was emotionally fragile, angry, and still trying to process the enormity of 

what we had lived through—and the shocking realization that my siblings had suffered similar abuse. I 

felt trapped and powerless. I had no lawyer, I had not seen the document beforehand, and I had no real 

opportunity to understand all the legal principles contained in the agreement. I was particularly confused 

given the repeated references to our “life story rights.”  As it turns out, the agreement contained sweeping 

releases, arbitration provisions, and obligations that no one explained to us. 

13.  The assertions in the agreement that all parties were either represented by counsel or had 

the opportunity to do so, and that the agreement was jointly drafted, is false.  When my husband asked 

about retaining our own counsel, we were told by the Estate’s representatives that if we involved lawyers, 

the agreement would not get done or it would take years to finalize.  We were confused, frightened, and 

desperate to protect our family’s privacy.  We were not provided copies of the agreement either before 

or after signing. 

14. Although we did not have our own counsel, we believed the representatives assisting us 

through the process had our family’s best interest at heart which is why we were told they would be paid 

a percentage of the money the Estate was going to pay us.  I later learned that these representatives were 

actually on the Estate’s payroll at the time. 

15. The Estate required not only that I and my siblings sign the document, but also that our 

parents and my husband sign it as well—individuals who were not involved in the underlying matters at 
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all. We were told that every family member’s signature had to be included for the agreement to be 

“effective.”  Each signature was required to be notarized, which intensified the pressure and gave the 

false impression that the document was formal, lawful, and irrevocable. This orchestrated formality 

created an atmosphere of intimidation and finality, reinforcing the sense that refusal was not an option. 

16. We were placed under extreme time pressure and told this was a “take-it-or-leave-it” 

situation. In that moment, surrounded by powerful people who had controlled so much of our family’s 

life and legacy, I felt immense pressure to sign. 

17. I signed the agreement while under duress, traumatized, and without really understanding 

what I was agreeing to. The entire process exploited my emotional state and the deep trust my family 

once had in the Estate’s representatives and in Michael himself. 

18. Signing that document felt like a continuation of the manipulation and control that had 

defined so much of our past. It deepened my trauma and left me feeling stripped of dignity and silenced 

about the most painful truth of my life. 

19. I later learned that the document the Estate forced upon us is void and unenforceable under 

California law because it sought to silence victims of childhood sexual abuse. 

20. Since then, Petitioners have publicly branded my family and me as engaging in “extortion” 

and a “shakedown”—accusations they know are false and deeply cruel. 

21. Being publicly branded a liar and extortionist for speaking the truth about my own abuse 

has been humiliating and devastating. It feels like another form of abuse—one meant to punish and 

intimidate me into silence. 

22. The ongoing efforts by Petitioners to enforce this invalid agreement and to attack my 

family’s character have reignited my trauma, making it extraordinarily difficult to heal. 

23. For all of these reasons, I respectfully submit that the purported settlement agreement is 

void and unenforceable—or, at a minimum, must be rescinded. Petitioners’ attempt to compel arbitration 

should be denied. 

 

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

is true and correct. 

Executed this 27th day of October, 2025, at Simpsonville, South Carolina. 

 

____________________________ 

MARIE-NICOLE PORTE

Mobile User



 

- 1- 
PROOF OF SERVICE 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
 

G
ER

A
G

O
S 
&

 G
ER

A
G

O
S,

 A
PC

 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 H

IS
T

O
R

IC
 E

N
G

IN
E

 C
O

. N
O

. 2
8

 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

6
4

4
 S

o
u

th
 F

ig
u

e
r

o
a

 S
tr

e
e

t 
L

o
s

 A
n

g
e

le
s

, C
a

l
if

o
r

n
ia

  9
0

0
1

7
-3

4
1

1
 

 

PROOF OF SERVICE 
  
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
 
 I am employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of California.  I am over the age of 18 
and not a party to the within action; my business address is 644 South Figueroa Street Los Angeles, 
California 90017-3411. 
 

On October 27, 2025, I served the foregoing document(s) described as DECLARATION 
OF MARIE-NICOLE PORTE on the interested parties in this action addressed as follows: 

 
 
Said service was made by placing true copies thereof enclosed in a sealed envelope(s) addressed as 
stated above AND, 
 
 (U.S. MAIL)  Placing the envelope for collection and mailing on the date and at our business 
address following our ordinary business practices.  I am readily familiar with this business’s practice 
for collecting and processing correspondence for mailing.  On the same day that correspondence is 
placed for collection and mailing, it is deposited in the ordinary course of business with the United 
States Postal Service in a sealed envelope with postage fully prepaid. 
 
 (BY ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION)  I caused the above-described document to be 
transmitted by electronic transmission. 
 
Executed on October 27, 2025 at Los Angeles, California. 
 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the above is 
true and correct. 
 
 /s/ Tony Benitez 

TONY BENITEZ 

 
Martin D. Singer, Esq. 
Allison S. Hart, Esq. 
LAVELY & SINGER, P.C. 
2049 Century Park East, Suite 2400 
Los Angeles, CA 90067-2906 
mdsinger@lavelysinger.com 
ahart@lavelysinger.com 
 
 
Attorneys for Petitioners 
 

 
Jonathan P. Steinsapir, Esq. 
Katherine T. Kleindienst, Esq. 
KINSELLA HOLLEY ISER KUMP 
STEINSAPIR LLP 
11766 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 750 
Los Angeles, CA 90025 
jsteinsapir@khiks.com 
kkleindienst@khiks.com 

Mobile User


