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ing Ms. Spears’ signature.”? This circumlocution
signals that JAMES wishes to preserve his ability
to litigate the validity of the nomination later on

whenever he chooses to do so.

3. Further Meet And Confer Not Productive

The Response proposes a “meaningful meet and confer
with the Conservatee and Mr. Ingham to explore the issues facing
this conservatorship and the specifics of this modified structure
of the Estate”?. However, before the petition to appoint BESSEMER
TRUST was filed, counsel for BRITNEY instigated and participated in
two separate “meet and confer” sessions. The first one with counsel
for JAMES was a phone call intended to resolve a simple dispute
over one of his sealing motions. The second “meet and confer” was
an all day session before Judge AVIVA K. BOBB (Ret.), a distin-
guished settlement officer respected by both sides, to resolve the
dispute over the appointment of BESSEMER TRUST. In addition to all
counsel, JAMES participated personally in the second “meet and
confer” as did LYNNE SPEARS, BRITNEY’s mother, with her counsel.

Both sessions were completely fruitless with no
agreement reached on a single issue and no request by any party (or
Judge BOBB) for further sessions. There is no reason whatsoever to
believe that further “Ymeet and confer” sessions will produce a
different result. They will simply generate additional cost which

JAMES is ostensibly trying to avoid, all of which will be borne by

? Response, page 1, line 27-28
3 Response, Page 4,lines 3-5
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in a corporate fiduciary but took no action to address her desire.
Instead, he chose first to force an unacceptable candidate on
BRITNEY and then to delay the involvement of her legitimate
candidate as much as possible. His counsel are always welcome to
pick up the phone to discuss a resolution, but BRITNEY should not
be obligated to forego qualified legal representation as the price
of the call.

For the foregoing reasons, BRITNEY respectfully
requests that the Associated Counsel Petition be granted as prayed.

Dated: October 4, 2020
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