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Bruce S. Ross, State Bar No. 51468
John Vaughn, State Bar No. 171801
Vivian L. Thoreen, State Bar No. 224162

LUCE, FORWARD, HAMILTON & SCRIPPS LLP

601 S. Figueroa, Suite 3900
Los Angeles, California 90017
Telephone No.: 213.892.4992
Fax No.: 213.892.7731

Attorneys for Howard K. Stern, Executor

ORIGINAL FiLED

JUL 0 6 2007

LOS ANGEL
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, CENTRAL DISTRICT

In re the Matter of the Estate of

VICKIE LYNN MARSHALL, also
known as VICKIE LYNN SMITH,
also known as VICKIE LYNN
HOGAN, also knewn assANNA:
NICOLE SMITH

Dececased.

HOWARD K. STERN, as Executor under the
Will of Vickie Lynn Marshall,

Petitioner,

V.

THOMAS RICCIO, an individual;
UNIVERSAL RARITIES LLC, a California
Limited Liability Company; GERALD
WAYNE JOHNSON, M.D., an individual; and
DOES 1 through 100, inclusive,

Respondents.

Case No. BP 104575
The Hon. Mitchell L. Beckloff

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
WHY ' PREFIMINARY INJUNCTION

SHOULDNOT ISSUE AND
LEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER

(Prob. Code, § 850 et seq.)
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[PROPOSED] ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE WHY PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION SHOULD NOT ISSUE AND
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER
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Petitioner Howard K. Stern, as Executor under the Will of Vickie Lynn Marshall, aka
Vickie Lynn Smith, aka Vickie Lynn Hogan, aka Anna Nicole Smith’s Ex Parte Application for a
Temporary Restraining Order against Respondents Thomas Riccio, Universal Rarities LLC-aad
“Geratd—Wayne-—Johnsen (collectively “Respondents”) came on regularly for hearing on July 6,
2007 at 8:30 a.m. in Department 5 of the "‘Los Angeles County Superior Court, the Honorable
Mitchell L. Beckloff presiding. Bruce S. Ross and Vivian L. Thoreen of Luce, Forward, Hamilton

& Scripps, LLP appeared for Petitioner. WD O appeared

for Respondents. The Court read the moving and responding papers, if any, and heard oral
argument from counsel for the parties.

BASED THEREON, and GOOD CAUSE APPEARING THEREFORE, the Court orders
as follows:

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE

Respondents are ordered to show cause why a Preliminary Injunction should not issue:

(1) Enjoining Respondents from selling, distributing or otherwise disseminating, in any
manner and any form of media whatsoever, the Videotape(s) at issue and/or its contents;

(2) Requiring Respondents to provide Petitioner with a full accounting of the treatment of
the Videotape(s) at issue so that Petitioner may be informed as to whether copies have been made
and, if so, the current disposition of those copies; and

(3) Requiring Respondents to return to Petitioner the Videotape(s) at issue, as well as all
copies, excerpts, or other media depicting the Videotape(s) at issue or any portion thereof created
by Respondents.

i:2oem.
A hearing on said Order to Show Cause is set for "1-=20 | 2007 at $38-a-m- in

Department 5 of this Court.
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[PROPOSED] ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE WHY PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION SHOULD NOT ISSUE AND
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER
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TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER

Respondents are hereby enjoined and restrained, until further Order of this Court, as
follows:

(1) Respondents are enjoined from selling, distributing or otherwise disseminating, in any
manner and any form of media whatsoever, the Videotape(s) at issue and/or its contents;

(2) Respondents are ordered to immediately provide Petitioner with a full accounting of the
treatment of the Videotape(s) at issue so that Petitioner may be informed as to whether copies
have been made and, if so, the current disposition of those copies; and

(3) Respondents are ordered to immediately return to Petitioner the Videotape(s) at issue,
as well as all copies, excerpts, or other media depicting the Videotape(s) at issue or any portion
thereof created by Respondents.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

MITCHELL L. BECKLOFF

Dated: JUL 06 2007

Hon. Mitchell L. Beckloff
Judge of the Superior Court of the State of California
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