
 
THE MJ INNOCENCE FILE 
 
A Structured Defense Reference: Accusations vs. Counterarguments 
 
--- 
 
PART 1: CORE LEGAL FACTS  
 
· 2005 Acquittal: Michael Jackson was found not guilty on all 14 counts (molestation, 
administering alcohol to a minor, conspiracy). The jury deliberated for approximately 7 days 
(June 3–13, 2005). Jurors publicly cited the prosecution's lack of credible evidence and the 
accuser family's credibility problems. 
· FBI Investigation: The FBI assisted local authorities for over a decade (1993–2005). Released 
files show no incriminating evidence was found. The investigation effectively cleared him. 
· No Criminal Conviction Ever: In any jurisdiction, in his lifetime. 
· 1993 Case: Never went to criminal trial. The accuser (Jordan Chandler) refused to testify. A 
civil suit was settled out of court. 
· No Settlement in the 2005 Case: The Arvizo family received no money from Jackson. He was 
acquitted. 
 
--- 
 
PART 2: THE ACCUSATIONS & COUNTERARGUMENTS 
 
1. "He shared his bed with children" 
 
The Accusation: Bed-sharing was a grooming tactic. 
The Counterargument: 
 
· Jackson openly admitted it in the 2003 documentary Living with Michael Jackson, framing it as 
innocent: "It's not sexual, we're going to sleep. I tuck them in... It's very charming, it's very 
sweet." 
· He stated he often gave up his bed and slept on the floor. 
· Macaulay Culkin — who shared a bed with Jackson as a child — testified under oath in 2005 
and has repeatedly stated: "He never did anything to me. I never saw him do anything." He 
called the allegations "absolutely ridiculous." 
· No accuser from the bed-sharing instances (Culkin, the Barnes family, etc.) has substantiated 
abuse. 
 
2. "He paid hush money" 
 
The Accusation: Settlements prove guilt. 
The Counterargument: 



 
· The 1993 Chandler settlement (reported $15–25 million) was a civil settlement to avoid a 
media circus. Jackson denied wrongdoing. Settlements are not admissions of guilt. 
· No settlement was paid in the 2005 criminal case — Jackson was acquitted. 
· The Cascio family payment (2020, $2.8M) is characterized by the Estate as a "life rights" deal 
to stop an extortion attempt, not hush money. The Cascios defended Jackson for decades 
before reversing their story. 
· Jordan Chandler reportedly later told a lawyer he had lied (disputed, but cited by supporters). 
 
3. "The 1993 genital description proves it" 
 
The Accusation: Jordan Chandler described Jackson's genitalia in detail, proving he had seen 
them sexually. 
The Counterargument: 
 
· The photos and drawing were never shown to the jury in the 2005 trial. Judge Rodney Melville 
excluded them, ruling their prejudicial effect outweighed probative value. 
· Chandler reportedly described Jackson as circumcised; Jackson's 2009 autopsy confirmed he 
was not circumcised. 
· Chandler refused to testify in a criminal proceeding — the case collapsed without him. 
· Caveat: In a 2026 BBC documentary, former LAPD detectives claimed the description was 
"confirmed" — but this was never tested in court. 
 
4. "They found child pornography in his home" 
 
The Accusation: CP was seized at Neverland. 
The Counterargument: 
 
· False. Law enforcement confirmed no child pornography was found. 
· What was seized: legal art photography books (see #5) and a large quantity of adult 
pornography. 
· Adult porn + art books ≠ child pornography. Critics conflate the two. 
 
5. "The Boys Will Be Boys book" 
 
The Accusation: A book of nude boys proves prurient interest. 
The Counterargument: 
 
· It is a commercially published art photography book (by a Dutch photographer), legally 
available in bookstores. 
· Jackson's handwritten inscription: "Look at the true spirit of happiness and joy in these boys' 
faces, this is the spirit of boyhood, a life I never had and will always dream of. This is the life I 
want for my children." 
· Defense framing: an expression of longing for a lost childhood, not sexual interest. 



· Prosecutor Ron Zonen stated ~90% of photos depicted nude boys — but the book itself was 
legal. 
 
6. "He had a secret room at Neverland" 
 
The Accusation: A hidden room with locks/alarms was used for abuse. 
The Counterargument: 
 
· The room was a private apartment/studio Jackson used for privacy. 
· Multiple raids found nothing incriminating in it. 
· No evidence links the room to abuse. 
 
7. "He threatened accusers" 
 
The Accusation: Gavin Arvizo's brother testified Jackson said "don't tell anyone, not even if they 
put a gun to your head." 
The Counterargument: 
 
· The Arvizo family had credibility issues: history of lying, financial motives, inconsistent 
statements. 
· The jury found their testimony unreliable. 
· Gavin himself had previously told a school official Jackson "didn't do anything to me." 
 
8. "The acquittal was a technicality / star-struck jury" 
 
The Accusation: The 2005 verdict doesn't mean innocence. 
The Counterargument: 
 
· Jury deliberated over a week and cited the prosecution's failure of proof, not a technicality. 
· Jurors specifically pointed to the accuser family's history of lying and financial motives. 
· The FBI found no incriminating evidence over 14+ years. 
· This was a failure of proof, not a legal loophole. 
 
9. "Leaving Neverland proves it" 
 
The Accusation: Wade Robson and James Safechuck's accounts are credible. 
The Counterargument: 
 
· Timeline inconsistencies: Safechuck's claim about abuse at a train station doesn't match 
construction records (the station wasn't built yet). 
· Prior sworn denials: Both Robson and Safechuck testified/denied under oath that nothing 
happened. 
· Financial motives: Both filed lawsuits seeking money from the Estate. 



· Robson testified in 2005 that Jackson "never" molested him and that he had "absolutely not" 
been touched sexually. 
· Caveat: Trauma can explain delayed disclosure — critics counter that inconsistencies don't 
automatically mean fabrication. 
 
10. "Enablers covered for him" 
 
The Accusation: Employees and family looked the other way. 
The Counterargument: 
 
· Several employees testified they saw nothing improper. 
· Those who claimed otherwise were discredited in court (financial motives, inconsistent stories, 
lies under oath). 
· The "enabler" narrative is largely speculative. 
 
11. "His family hinted at abuse" 
 
The Accusation: Cryptic comments from family members suggest they knew. 
The Counterargument: 
 
· No family member ever testified to witnessing abuse. 
· Cryptic or ambiguous comments are not evidence. 
· Critics stretch ambiguous statements into proof. 
 
12. "He was obsessed with children / Peter Pan syndrome" 
 
The Accusation: His fixation on children was a red flag for pedophilia. 
The Counterargument: 
 
· Jackson had a traumatic childhood (abusive father, lost childhood as a child star) and related 
to children as a coping mechanism. 
· No evidence proves the fixation was sexual. 
· Caveat: Critics argue the pattern is consistent with grooming — this is a plausibility argument, 
not proof. 
 
--- 
 
PART 3: THE ACCUSERS' CREDIBILITY PROBLEMS 
 
Accuser Key Issue 
Wade Robson Testified under oath in 2005 that nothing happened; reversed years later; filed 
lawsuits seeking money. 
James Safechuck Denied abuse in 1993; reversed later; train station timeline doesn't match 
construction records; filed lawsuit. 



Jordan Chandler Refused to testify; description reportedly contained anatomical error 
(circumcision); settlement with confidentiality clause. 
Arvizo Family History of lying, financial motives, inconsistent statements; jury found them 
unreliable. 
Cascio Family Defended Jackson for decades, then reversed; Estate calls it extortion; signed 
$2.8M "life rights" deal. 
 
--- 
 
PART 4: WHAT CRITICS GET RIGHT (BE HONEST) 
 
These are facts — the dispute is over interpretation, not the facts themselves: 
 
· He did share beds with children (admitted). 
· He did pay settlements (1993 Chandler; 2020 Cascio). 
· He did own the art books (Boys Will Be Boys, The Boy). 
· He did have adult pornography at Neverland. 
· He did have a private room at Neverland. 
· The interpretation of these facts is what's disputed — not their existence. 
 
Acknowledging these facts makes your argument stronger, not weaker. The defense case rests 
on: no conviction, no FBI evidence, credible acquittal, and accusers with credibility problems. 
 
--- 
 
PART 5: QUICK-REFERENCE SUMMARY 
 
If someone says... You say... 
"He slept with kids" He admitted it, framed it as innocent; Culkin testified nothing happened; no 
accuser from those instances substantiated abuse. 
"He paid hush money" Settlements ≠ guilt; no settlement in the 2005 case (acquitted); Cascio 
payment = anti-extortion per Estate. 
"Genital description proves it" Never shown to jury; reportedly wrong (circumcision); accuser 
refused to testify. 
"They found CP" False. No CP found. Art books + adult porn ≠ CP. 
"Boys Will Be Boys" Legal art book; inscription = longing for lost childhood. 
"Secret room" Private studio; raids found nothing. 
"He threatened accusers" Arvizo family had credibility issues; jury found them unreliable. 
"Acquittal was a technicality" Jury cited failure of proof; FBI found nothing; deliberated a week. 
"Leaving Neverland" Timeline inconsistencies; prior sworn denials; financial motives. 
"Enablers covered for him" Employees who claimed abuse were discredited; others saw 
nothing. 
"Family hinted at abuse" No family member testified to witnessing abuse; cryptic comments ≠ 
evidence. 



"Peter Pan syndrome" Trauma coping mechanism; no proof of sexual motive. 


