*** FILED: PALM BEACH COUNTY, FL. SHARON R BOCK, CLERK_ #**:#

Electronically Filed 10/04/2013 05:03:10 PM ET

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN
AND FOR PALM BEACH COUNTY,

FLORIDA

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant, Case No. 50 2009 CA 040800XXXXMBAG

vs.
SCOTT ROTHSTEIN, individually,
BRADLEY J. EDWARDS, individually,

Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff.

/

NOTICE OF E-FILING EXHIBITS

Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant Jeffrey Epstein, by and through his undersigned
counsel and pursuant to Rule 2.516 of the FloridaRules of Judicial Administration, hereby
files his exhibits to Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant Jeffrey Epstein’s Motion for
Summary Judgment on Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff Bradley Edwards’s Fourth
Amended Counterclaim and Supporting Memorandum of Law (“Motion™), previously
filed and accepted by the Palm Beach County, Florida Civil Division Filing # 5846906.
The files accompanying this Notice of Filing Exhibits were previously filed on September
26, 2013 and, again-on October 2, 2013, but moved to Pending Queue due to procedural
issues. ‘This.filing is an attempt to correct those procedural issues. The attachment hereto
containis- the exhibits to the above referenced Motion, which is not being re-filed
contemporaneously herewith. However, the exhibits are being divided based upon the

filing requirements of the rules of e-filing; each new exhibit begins when so marked on the

is so marked on the bottom of the first page of said exhibit.
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WE HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was served,
via electronic service (through the e-file portal), to all parties on the attached service list,

this October 3, 2013.

/s/ Tonja Haddad Coleman
Tonja Haddad ColemanyEsq.
Florida Bar No.: 176737
Tonja Haddad, PA

5315 SE 7™ Street

Suite 301

Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301
054.467.1223

954:33723716 (facsimile)
Attornieys for Epstein
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Fred Haddad(Esq.
Dee@FredHaddadLaw.com
1 Financial Plaza

Suite 2612

Fort Lauderdale, FL 33301

W. Chester Brewer, Jr., Esq.
weblaw(@aol.com; webcg@aol.com
W. Chester Brewer, Jr., P.A.

One Clearlake Centre, Suite 1400
250 Australian Avenue South

West Palm Beach, FL 33401

{con’t)

Epsteinv. Rothstein, et al.


mailto:mep@searcylaw.com
mailto:jgoldberger@agwpa.com
mailto:smahoney@agwpa.com
mailto:Dee@FredHaddadLaw.com
mailto:wcblaw@aol.com
mailto:wcbcg@aol.com

Tonja Haddad Coleman, Esquire
Tonja@tonjahaddad.com; efiling@tonjahaddad.com
Law Offices of Tonja Haddad, P.A.

315 SE 7th Street, Suite 301

Fort Lauderdale, FL. 33301

Attorneys for Jeffrey Epstein

Epstein v. Rothstein, et al.


mailto:Tonja@tonjahaddad.com
mailto:efiling@tonjahaddad.com

Summary Form Page 1 of 4

THE FLORIDA BAR
Daily News Summary

An electronic digest of media coverage of interest to leaders of The Florida Bar
compiled each workday by the Public Information and Bar Services Department.
Distributed to Board of Governors, section and committee chairs, staff members,
Florida Supreme Court justices and selected other persons. For fax/photocopies of
full-text articles, contact the Public Information & Bar Services Department at
850/561-5834 or e-mail pubinfo@flabar.org.

Please visit our Web site
(http://www.floridabar.org/DIVCOM/P1/P1NewsSummary.nsf/) for links to, full
text of articles.

Nov. 1, 2010

--Legal Profession--

ON HER TOES-- Florida Trend, http://www.floridatrend.com, Noy. 1, 2010.

Not only is Pamela C. Marsh the first woman to be appointed U.S. Attorney for Florida's Northern
District, she's also the district's first U.S. Attorney who's & former ballerina. Marsh says she's
honored that President Barack Obama picked her telead the U.S. Attorney's Northern District
office, but she says being a woman has less impact on her approach to her job than her ballet
experience. Dancing professionally for ballet companies in Seattie and Fort Worth in the mid-
1980s, she says, helped her become a moreldogged prosecutor. Marsh manages the district's 36
assistant U.S. attorneys and helps them focusion the department's priorities, including
healthcare fraud, drug trafficking and Internet crimes against children,

STAYING ATOP THE PILE-- Pensacola News Journal/Pensacola Business Journal,
hitp://www.pni.com, Oct, 31, 2010.

The mountain of lawsuits piling up as a result of the BP oil spill could become the largest and
most expensive collection of tort,damage cases in American legal history. Billions of dollars in
damages are at stake as\thousands of individuals and business owners sue BP, Transocean and
Halliburton. Pensacola attorney Brian Barr is one of four lawyers chosen from a national pool by
U.S. District Judge @arl Barbier to guide the damage suits — all consolidated in his court — to
trial. Barr's job as’aymember of the Plaintiffs' Steering Committee's four-person executive council
will be to coordinate litigation procedures for hundreds of other lawyers representing individual
plaintiffs,

--Judiciary--

JUDGE TURNER: PLEASE LET ME BACK ON THE BENCH. NO DECISION EXPECTED FOR
WEEKS-- Orlando Sentinel, http://www.orlandosentinel.com, Oct. 29, 2010.

He admitted breaking campaign-finance regulations, financial-disclosure requirements and tax
law, but Orange-Osceola Circuit Judge N. James Turner asked the Judicial Qualifications
Commission Thursday [Oct. 28] not te throw him out of office. Turner, 64, was on trial, accused
of being a bad judge. Among the many allegations was that he touched women at the Osceola
County Courthouse, where he worked, as well as hugged and kissed one deputy clerk several
times a day. Turner has been off work since April, when Chief Judge Belvin Perry Jr. suspended
him. Testimony concluded Thursday, but there was no immediate verdict. The JQC will produce a
written report and forward it to the Florida Supreme Court, which will make the final decision.

) EXHIBIT L
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--Lawyer Ethics/Legal Discipline--

SCOTT ROTHSTEIN SCANDAL: ONE YEAR LATER-- Sun-Sentinel, http://www.sun-
sentinel.com, Oct. 31, 2010,

Fallout from the largest fraud in South Florida history continues after the dark secret behind
Scott Rothstein's success was revealed a year ago this week. The Ponzi schemer now sits in
prison with limited contact from the outside world. While Rothstein’s name has been wiped from
buildings and billboards, the path of financial destruction left in his wake remains. With the one-
year anniversary of the scandal, questions still loom. The Florida Bar has investigated 64
complaints against 49 RRA attorneys and all but four attorneys have been cleared by the Bar of
any wrongdoing. Rothstein was disbarred.

--Civil Justice Issues--

JUDGE: 357 IDLE FORECLOSURE SUITS GONE IN 2 1/2 HOURS-- The(Bradenton Herald,
http://www.bradenton.com, Oct. 30, 2010.

The foreclosure case was filed in March 2007. Within a month, all of the parties were served with
copies of the suit. Then, nothing. The court case sat idle for the next’3 1/2 years, seemingly
forgotten among the thousands of foreclosures clogging the legal system. That was until
Thursday, when 12th Circuit Court Judge Paul E. Logan dismissed itifor. inactivity. In the span of
2 1/2 hours, he threw out 357 foreclosure cases because they“had been inactive for at least 10
months. The purge was part of an effort to reduce the backlog of open foreclosure cases,
estimated at 12,000 in Manatee County alone. The target: A 62-percent reduction, or nearly
7,500 cases, before July.

JOE FRANCIS NOT THE ISSUE IN THIS CASE-= Waltorn Sun/Panama City News Herald,

column, hitp://www. waltonsun.com, Oct. 30, 2010.

The column by News Herald editor Mike Cazalas states: "There is a reason media companies —
and newspapers particularly — fight so hard te, protect the rights provided by the First
Amendment. And whether the proceedings against 'Girls Gone Wild' founder Joe Francis in
federal civil court should remain open to,the=public, and the media, is a much bigger issue than
the case itself. . . . Now we have the current case, the one that had Freedom Communications’
First Amendment and public records‘attorney John Bussian giving oral arguments before the
11th Circuit Court of Appeals in Atlanta last week. In that case, four women sued Francis, saying
they were under 18 when they were' filmed in various stages of undress. They are now in their
early-to-mid-20s. But as this case moves near trial, attorneys for the plaintiffs have become
desperate in their attempts to,protect the women's' identities. . . . Freedom Communications
fought that under the basic premise that courtrooms are open forums and it is not the
government’s job,te tell the media what to report.”

TOBACCQ MISTRIAL: SPLIT JURY CAN'T AGREE ON SMOKER'S ADDICTION-~- Daytona
Beach News-Journal, httn://www.news-journalontine.corn, Oct. 30, 2010.

The case to decide the first of more than 130 local cigarette smokers' lawsuits against the
tobacco industry ended in a mistrial Friday [Oct. 29] , after a jury deliberated for more than 10
hours but could not break a deadlock. Seventh Circuit Judge Robert K. Rouse Jr. told the three
men and three women on the jury of Koballa v. R.]. Reynolds Tobacco Co. that it "was the
second time in 15 years” a verdict could not be reached in his courtroom. Stella Koballa, 77, of
Daytona Beach smoked for more than 48 years, beginning in 1948 when she was a teenager.
Koballa's attorneys said she suffered lung cancer and chronic obstructive pulmonary disease as a
result of her long addiction to cigarettes. Jurors, who asked not to be identified, said they
couldn't agree on the meaning of the word addiction.

--Criminal Justice Issues--

POST-CONVICTION HEARING FOR TAJ MAHAL OWENS CENTERS ON FAIR TRIAL--
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Florida Today, http://www.floridatoday.com, Oct. 30, 2010.

Three years ago, Taj Mahal Owens was sent away to prison for 45 years after a jury found him
guilty of attempted second-degree murder and shooting into an occupied motor vehicle. In 2004,
Owens waited at a street corner in Melbourne and then shot into a vehicle occupied by his former
girlfriend Anntwinnett Dixon and Edmund Cochrane, according to law enforcement authorities.
On Friday [Oct. 29], attorneys representing Owens at a post-conviction relief hearing granted by
Judge George Maxwell said the two public defenders representing Owens at the time failed to
interview two potential alibi withesses and did not provide Owens proper advice regarding a plea
offer. The two public defenders -- Christopher Beres and Terry Locy -- who no longer work for
that office, were subpoenaed to appear in court Friday. Beres said the state offered Owens a plea
deal of 25 years but he advised his client to reject it, in part, because he believed Cochrane was
not going to show up as a witness., Cochrane turned up at the trial and testified identifying
Owens as the shooter.

SHERIFF MORGAN WILL LIMIT HIS HELLOS-- Pensacola News Journal, http://www.pnj.com,
Oct. 30, 2010.

Escambia County Sheriff David Morgan agreed Friday [Oct. 29] to a judge'srequest to stop
greeting jury pools who assembile in the courthouse Monday mornings for jury duty. Meanwhile,
at least two defense attorneys said Friday they are filing motions for retrials for their convicted
clients, claiming Morgan could have unduly influenced jury members. Public Defender James
Owens and a group of criminal defense attorneys complained.in letters to Chief Judge Terry
Terrell on Thursday [Oct. 28] that Morgan's talks with jurors may unfairly sway them to law
enforcement's side in criminal cases. For the past severalV’mornths, Morgan has appeared before
citizens summoned to the M.C. Blanchard Judicial Building.on\Monday mornings to thank them
for their public service. Before that, as prospective jurers board a trolley for the ride from a
parking lot near the Pensacola Civic Center to thedstate or federal courthouse, Morgan greets
them, hands them a business card and thanks themi for their service. Morgan agreed to
discontinue his greetings to jury assemblies, but Terrell declined to stop Morgan from going to
the trolley stop because the parking lot is & public place.

BABY SHANNON'S MOTHER RELEASED AFTER FELONY CHARGE DROPPED-- Northwest
Florida Daily News, http://www.nwidailynews.com, Cct. 30, 2010.

The case that made national headlines last year when "Baby Shannon” went missing came to a
quiet end Friday for the baby’s/mother;/as she pleaded no contest to a misdemeanor charge and
was released from jail. Crystina Mercer, who was jailed for providing false information to law
enforcement, was given credit fortime served. Shannon Dedrick disappeared from her home
Oct. 31, 2009. The ensuing«five-day search for Baby Shannon was the largest operation in the
history of the Washington\County Sheriff's Office. The child was located Nov. 4 in a latched
wooden box underdhe bed'of her baby sitter, Susan Baker. Baker was convicted Oct. 1 after a
weeklong trial on'charges of aggravated child abuse, interference with custody and providing
false information to law enforcement. Because the state maintains Baker stole the baby, Mercer's
911 call after'Shannon's disappearance was legitimate, authorities said. Since Baker stole the
baby, Mercer didn't interfere with custody.

--Other--

MONEY WOES CAN BE EARLY CLUE OF ALZHEIMER'S-~- The Gainesville Sun,
htip://www.gainesville,com, Oct. 31, 2010.

The article is by The New York Times. One day, it all came crashing down. The homeowners'
association called asking for their fees. To Mrs, Packel's surprise, her husband had simply
stopped paying them. Then she learned he had stopped writing checks to his creditors, too. It
turned out that Mr, Packel was developing Alzheimer's disease and had forgotten how to handle
money. New research shows that one of the first signs of impending dementia is an inability to
understand money and credit, contracts and agreements. It is not just famities who are affected
— financial advisers and lawyers say they are finding themselves in a bind when their clients’
minds seem to be slipping. For lawyers, the main question is at what point a client lacks the
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capacity to execute a will or other document, and who decides when that point has been
reached.
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From the South Florida Business Journal
:http:/iwww.bizjournals.com/southflorida/print-edition/2010/10/22/rothstein.html

SUBSCRIBER CONTENT: Oct 22, 2010, 6:00am EDT

A year after Rothstein, many questions
unanswered

Paul Brinkmann

It's been a year since South Florida learned that Scott W. Rothstein was«a Ponzi schemer
and not just an eccentric, flashy attorney.

Rothstein’s victims are just starting to recover: Charities still have,gaping holes in their
budgets, and law firms are still pecking over the carcass of his\former law firm, Rothstein
Rosenfeldt Adler, in bankruptcy court.

The Florida Bar found no cause to investigate 31 formerRRA attorneys, and only three
cases remain open.

Federal authorities moved relatively quicklyco indict Rothstein on Dec. 1, after a period
during which he helped them bring down reputed mafia members.

However, federal prosecutors haveOnly‘indicted two people related to the scheme:
Rothstein and his firm’s COO, Debra/Villegas.

Rude awakening

Like a fairy tale gone bad, Rothstein’s rags-to-riches story proved to be an illusion
noteworthy even by South’Florida standards.

For four years; Rothstein grinned and glad-handed his way onto billboards and society
pages. He threw money around like candy at a parade. He got a former judge, an ex-mayor
and a felonious former sheriff to work for him.

But, quicker than his meteoric rise, Rothstein was suddenly gone one day — to Morocco.
The money was gone, too, in a $1.2 billion Ponzi scheme.

That was Oct. 27, 2009. He returned to Florida on Nov. 3,

For a month, Rothstein was seen in various spots around town, apparently oblivious,
promising to pay people back.

The story trickled out about how lurid Rothstein was, including allegations of blackmailing
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people to invest in his phony lawsuit settlements.

Finally, on Dec. 1, Rothstein was handcuffed and charged.

At the time, Daniel Auer, IRS special agent in charge, promised: “"We will continue to move
forward with this investigation, wherever it leads, and we will bring to justice those who
defrauded the American public and members of our community out of their hard-earned
money.”

A year later, the government has taken its time in fulfilling that promise.

Rothstein told the South Florida Sun-Sentinefin November that Fort Lauderdale-was “a
town full of thieves.,”

Federal investigation
Rothstein was sentenced to 50 years in prison on June 9.

Authorities charged Villegas on April 27; she pleaded guiltysand was sentenced Oct. 4 to 10
years.

Their sentencing judges, U.S District Judges Jamés 1. €ohn and William Zloch, noted that
Rothstein and Villegas would have further sentencing reductions if they continue
cooperating with authorities.

John Gillies, FBI special agent in charge for Miami, summed up Villegas’ crime with these
words: “She chose greed over her integrity.”

Cohn ruled Aug. 30 that about 300 victims were entitled to $363 million in restitution,
although only $50 million to $60 million is available. A select list of non-investor clients was
made completely whole.

At the end of October, people close to the Rothstein investigations were predicting more
arrests were imminent.

*For the first year, the government apparently wanted to move slowly,” said William
Scherer;-an-attorney representing investors in a $150 million lawsuit. "It has seemed like
five years worth of news in one year.”

Bankruptcy case
Rothstein’s law partner, Stuart Rosenfeldt, tried to put the firm into a state court

receivership the day after Halloween 2009. But, severa! Rothstein victims soon petitioned
for a bankruptcy court filing.

In bankruptcy court, attorneys for trustee Herbert Stettin have sued dozens of people to
recover money in civil claims.
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Rothstein’s biggest feeder, George Levin, agreed to settle claims against him by turning in
assets valued at up to $200 million. Auto dealership owner Ed Morse, another Rothstein
chum, settled for $30 million.

Stettin and attorneys in the RRA bankruptcy, including Miami-based Berger Singerman,
often clashed with federal authorities over the firm’s assets. Cohn has granted the
bankruptcy estate custody of RRA’s former bank accounts, but federal authorities
marshaled other assets, including boats and houses.

Investor lawsuit

The Rothstein investor lawsuit could be the largest such lawsuit in Broward County history
at 2,200 pages, with more than two dozen plaintiffs and two dozen defendants.

The big targets are TD Bank and Gibraltar Private Bank & Trust, banks that handled
Rothstein’s money, but have denied knowing it was dirty. The inyestor lawsuit handled by
Scherer is just starting to schedule depositions of key witnesses.

TD Bank'’s attorneys have sought more time to depose witnesses and ask questions of the
plaintiffs. So far, Judge Jeffrey Streitfeld has declined o put limits on depositions.

On Oct. 20, the federal Office of Thrift Supervision slapped Gibraltar with a cease and
desist order for weak money laundering controls. The bank has declined to comment on
whether the order is related to the Rothstein scandal, but is operating under restrictions on
how it accepts deposits and compensates officers.

Florida Bar takes little action

The Florida Bar has taken relatively little action in response to one of the biggest crises in
its history.

Last November, Rothstein\agreed to disbarment on consent.,

Bar President Jesse Diner issued a statement at the time, saying the Rothstein scandal was
“a terribly unfortunate and tragic situation, but it is also a rare circumstance in the legal
profession.”

At the time,\Diner said the Bar would “continue to investigate any violations of its rules by
other attorneys who may have been involved in this case.”

The Bar originally opened investigations into 34 former RRA attorneys. At the end of June,
it announced that 21 of those cases were ciosed. When asked by the Business Journal for
an update on Oct. 19, the Bar said only three of those cases remain open: Rosenfeldt,
Russell Adier and Steven Lippman. Rosenfeldt is also fighting a $10 million claim in the
bankruptcy case.

Where is Rothstein?
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Few people know where Rothstein is, except that he is supposed to be in federal prison. His
name does not come up in a public website search for prisoners’ names because he is still
cooperating with federal investigators. Rothstein professed remorse in court, but that had
little effect on his sentence.

In a June 3 letter to Cohn, Rothstein wrote: "I do not really possess the words to
adequately explain the magnitude of what I have done, why I did it, and the overwhelming
remorse and self-loathing I feel about myself and the intense harm and pain I have inflicted
upon innocent people.”

Whether South Floridians have changed their reaction to Rothstein-type personalities in
business remains to be seen.

"I think people are being more careful with flamboyant personalities, particularly charities
and investors,” Scherer said. “We saw that Rothstein could buy political good will and
stature. But there have always been frauds, and there will always be.”

pbrinkmann@bizjournals.com | (954) 949-7562
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22 former Scott Rothstein attorneys cleared by The Florida Bar -
. > Posted by Adntin a1 1:19 PM

By Peter Franceschina
Sun Sentinel

The Florida Bar has cleared 22 former attorneys who worked atthe Rothstein Rosenfeldt Adler law firm of any
wrongdoing during the time Ponzi schemer Scott Rothstein was running a massive $1.4 billion fraud scheme.

The Bar recently sent out letters notifying the cleared attorneys that a grievance committee found no probable
cause of any wrongdoing.

Fourteen other aftorneys ~ including namearthers Stuart Rosenfeldt and Russell Adler - remain under
investigation, according to Bar spokeswoman Karen Kirksey. The cases involving those 14 attorneys have notyet L
been heard by the grievance committee.

The Bar is investigating whether any of the firm’s top lawyers were involved in any trust account irregularities at
the firm. Rothstein, 48, ran his fraud'sgheme using the now-bankrupt firm's trust accounts. Bankruptcy records
show hundreds of millions«of doliars flowing in and out of those accounts.

According to the Bar, the cleared lawyers are:

Steven L. Abrams
Shawn L. Birken
Harold S. Bofshever
Robert C. Buschel
Sara Coen-Giovanelli
Mark S. Fistos

Scott A. Goldstein
Julio E. Gonzalez Jr.
Frank Herrera

Steven R. Jaffe
Christina M. Kitterman
Seth Michael Lehrman L
Arthur C. Neiwirth
Steven H. Osber
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John Michael Ross I
Adam J. Steinberg
Richard B. Storfer
Osvaldo F. Torres
Matthew D. Weissing
Johnny Williams Jr.
Tami R. Wolfe
Blandin J. Wright

The attorneys who have not yet had their cases heard, according to the Bar, are:

Russell Adler
William J. Berger
David J. Boden
Gary M. Farmer Jr,
Denis A. Kleinfeld
Carl H. Linder
Steven N. Lippman
Marc S. Nurik L
Michael A. Pancier
Carlos J. Reyes
Stuart A. Reosenfeldt
Grant J. Smith
Barry J. Stone

l.es Stracher

The Sun Sentinel obtained a copy of a Bar letter sent last weekdo one of the cleared attorneys. It is titled, "Notice
of no probable cause and letter of advice to accused.”

The letter says the attorney held himself out as a "partnert,at Rosthstein Rosenfeldt Adier when only Rothstein
and Rosenfeldt held equity in the firm (they werg(50 percent partners), but the Bar acknowledged that the practice
is customary around the country.

The Bar apparently heard the cases first-involNing attorneys who were considered "partners," and those who have
not had their cases heard yet were considered "shareholders.”

It appears the Bar is also looking at whether some of the RRA attorneys were invoived in campaign finance
violations. Federal prosecutos alleged in their criminal charges against Rothstein that employees of the firm
violated state and federal election(law by being reimbursed for political contributions.

"The Bar also became @aware of allegations that lawyers at RRA may have engaged in actions that constituted
violations of campaignvinance law,” the letter says. "It was alleged that lawyers at RRA were instructed to make
political campaign icontributions that were then reimbursed to the lawyer from funds at RRA." .

The lawyer who,received the clearance letter "denied having knowledge of any trust account irregularities before
the news accounts of Mr. Rothstein fleeing the United States and thereafter being prosecuted criminally, You
denied that you were ever reimbursed for making campaign contributions or that you were ever asked to do so,"
according to the letter.

The letter goes on to caution the attorney about proper trust account procedures and to observe standards of
professional conduct.

POSTED IN: Scott Rothstein (109)
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| comments
Aw come on, isn't looking the other way a crime?

Posted by: ¥m no fawyer | July 1, 2010 2:18 PM

Is anyone but me tired and disgusted at haveing to look at this crooks smiling face every time the Sun-Sentinel
runs a story on him,

Posted by: Robert | July 1, 2010 2:30 PM

Free Russellt!

Paosted by: docdecaghf July 1, 2010 3:00 PM

What about the suspicious employess that worked there? | heard that Andrew Barnett was involved in this fiasco
along with others.

Posted bysSteven | July 1, 2010 3:27 PM

What about the suspicious employess that worked there? | heard that Andrew Barnett was involved in this fiasco
along with others.

Posted by: Steven | July 1, 2010 3:28 PM

Some damn fine lawyers (and former judges) are still in the soup, itiooks like. My guess? The ones that didn't
just hold themselves out as partners, but were actually partners, are still being investigated for Trust accounting
violations. Too bad. But they were supposed to keep track of the'accounts. Non-delegable duty, 'm afraid. It
anint fair, given the custom of letting the major sharholders do all the accounting. Practice will change as a
result.

Posted by: Wait-A-Minute | July 1, 2010 4:27 PM

And how many of these newly FL Bar'cleansedattorneys laundered RRA money for political contributions to
Charlie Crist, John McCain, et al?

Posted by: And What About ... | July 1, 2010 6:10 PM

Need a pic? Doesn't hechave a mug-shot you could use?
| think the smug "{mea, RockStar" before shot, is best.

Posted by: Cheese | July 1, 2010 6:44 PM

What a joke the Bar is you saps. Its a country club for lawyers. Do you really think they're going to revoke
somebody's membership in the club for committing a crima?
They're slapping each other on the back laughing at the farce they just pulled off...

Posted by: andrew learmonth | July 1, 2010 8:25 PM

Not sure what all the fuss is about. 99 per cent of the firm had no clue about any wrongdoing and there was no
reason to believe so.

Posted by: ron huckster | July 2, 2010 12:13 AM
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Shawn Birken? Judge Birken's son? That clears up the mystery why an incompetent like Judge Birken's wife,
Barbara McCarthy was appointed to the benh by Charlie.

Posted by: Stan | July 2, 2010 8:10 AM

Posted by: Greg | July 2, 2010 8:35 AM

The bar giving press refeases involving attorneys under investigation is their attempt to look like the knight riding
in on his big horse to save the poor public from thse cretins. leave it 1o a group headed by Jesse Diner to be full
of itself.

Posted by: klato | July'2, 2010 8:36 AM

Isnt not getting back to clients about their case make clients wonder if the attorney they believe in are really
innocent or guilty?

Postett by: LILLY | July 2, 2010 2:17 PM

The Florida Bar is a criminal enterprise. And no one can reign them in, s0 the best thing o do is ignore them
until they go away.

Posted by: Dumbfounded { July 4, 2010 1:23 AM

Nice, So t wonder how much the Fla Bar was paid to clear these names. You can't tell me that they knew
"NOTHING" about 2 major scheme that was happening.in their very office. Unbelieveabie..

Posted by: Not surprised | July 18, 2010 11:51 AM

| POST A COMMENT
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URL:
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ROTHSTEIN ROSENFELT ADLE doox

Bradiey J. Edwards
Direct Dial: 954-315-7266
bedwards(g rma-law.com

Roths:em Rcsenfﬂid‘* Adier
Attarneys ot Laow

July 22, 2009

Via Facsmile:

- 305-931-0877 Adamn D. Horowitz, Esquire
Stueat S. Mermelstein, Esquire
561-832-7137 Isidro Manue!l Garcia, Esquire
305-931-0877 Jeffrey Mazrc Herman, Eaquire
305-358-2382 Katherine Earthen Ezell, .Esquire
Robert C. Josefsberg, Esquire
561-684-5707 Jack Hill, Esquire

Dear Counsel,

We have recently received Notlee for Depositions from Adam Horowitz for several witnesses
and the. lever from Jack Hill indicating an intent to take others. We intend to Cross-Notice each
deposition. Additionallyywe intend to set the following other individuals for video deposition:

/

]

Donald Trurap (West Palm Beach)
Glen Dubin (West Paln: Beach)
Ghislain Maxwell (New York)
Sara Ketler (New York)

Leslie Wexner (Ohio)

Bill Clinton (D.C.)
Panla-Heil.-(New Yorlk)

Jean -Luc Bruhel (New York)

-

N RS W

Reply To: Las Olas City Cantre « 401 East Lax Ofas Houlavard - Suite 1850 + Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301 Telephane: (964) 522-3486 « Fax: (354)527-8663
BOCA RATON « FORT LAUDERDALE « MIAMI - NEW YORK CITY » TALLAHASSEE - WASHINGTON D.C, » WERT FALM BEACH
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July 22, 2009
" Page2of3

We will choose dates that have not already been occupied by other depositions already et in
this case. [f you would like to be included in the scheduling of these depositions, please
provide me with your scheduling secretaries' names and ¢-mail addresses. If any of you do pot
need to be consulted regarding the scheduling of these depositions, please advise me of that as
wells.

Very truly yours,
ROTHSTEIN ROSENFELDT ADLER

T ——— .
—_—
\-..- N ;

Bradley J. Edwards, Esquire
Partner

Fort the Firm

BJE/mgl
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. 08-CIV ~MARRA/JOHNSON

JANE DOE,

ko2

Plaintiff,
Vs,

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant.

NOTICE OF TAKING VIDEO DEPOSITION

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the(Plaintiff, JANE DOE, wil} take the deposition of
Leslie Wexler on Friday, August14,2009, at 11:00 a.m., at:

McGinnis & Associates

5701 North High Street

Suite 300

Worthington, OH 43085
(614) 431.1344

The deposition shall be conducted pursuant to the Florida Ruies of Civil Procedure
and shall continue day to day, weekends and holidays excepted, until completed.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been served
by U.S. Mail and email transmission this _2._?__ day of July, 2009 to all those on the

attached Service List.

EXHIBIT N



ROTHSTEIN ROSENFELDT ADLER
Attorneys for Plaintiff

401 East Las Olas Blvd., Suitex1650
Fort Lauderdale, Florida, 33301

Tel: (954) 522-3456

Fax: (954) 527-8663

Email: bedwards@rra=law.com

o S

BRAD EDWARDS, ESQ.
Florida Bar No.: 542075

cc.  US Legal Support
Court Reporters


mailto:bedwards@rra-law.com

WE HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing was mailed thisd3th day of

July, 20089, to:

Via reguolar mail and fax to:

Robert D. Critton, Jr., Esquire
515 N. Flagler Drive, Suite 400
West Palm Beach, Florida 33401

561-488-6929 fax

rerit@bcelclaw.com

Via email to:

Jack Patrick Hill
iph{@searcylaw.com

Isidro Manuel Garcia

isidrogarcia@bellsouth.net

Katherine Warthen Ezell
Kezell@podhurst.com

Michael James Pike
Mpike(@bclclaw.com

Paul G. Cassell
cassellp@law.utah.edu

Richard Horace Willits
lawverwillits(@aol.com

Robert C. Josefsberg
rjosefsbert{@podhurst.com

Stuart S. Memmelstein
ssmidsexabuseattormey.com

Adam B. Horowitz

ahorowitz(@sexabusesttorney.com

ROTHSTEIN ROSENFELDT ADLER
Attorneys for Plaintiff

401 East Las Olas Blvd., Suite 1650
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33354
Telephone (954) 522-3456

Telecopier (954) 527-8663

- i N

'Bradley J. Edwards
Florida Bar No. 542075
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bedwards@rra-law.com
William J. Berger

Florida Bar No. 197701
wherger@rra-law.com
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AO BBA (Rev. 01/09) Subpoena te Testify at a Depasition or 1o Produce Documents in a Civil Action

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

for the
Southern District of Florida
JANE DOE ~ )
Plaintiff )
v. ) Civil Action No. 08-80893CIV-MARRA/JOHNSO
JEFFREY EPSTEIN )
) (If the action is pending in another district, stalc where:
Deferdant )

SUBPOENA TO TESTIFY AT A DEPOSITION
OR TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS IN A CIVIL ACTION

To: Leslie H. Wexler, One Whitebarn Road, New Albany, Ohio 43054

J Testimony: YOU ARE COMMANDED to appear at the time, date, and placeset forth below to testify at a
deposition to be taken in this civil action. If you are an organization that is #0f a party in this case, you must designate
one or more officers, directors, or managing agents, or designate other personis who consent to testify on your behalf
about the following matters, or those set forth in an attachment:

Place: McGinnis & Assaciates Date and Time:
5701 North High Street, Suite 300 08/14/2009 11:00 am

| Worthington, OH 43085
The deposition will be recorded by this method:

O Production: You, or your representatives, must also bring with you to the deposition the following documents,
electronically stored information,or objects; and permit their inspection, copying, testing, or sampling of the

material:

The provisions of Fed. R. Civ. P. 45(c), relating to your protection as a person subject to a subpoena, and Rule
45 (d) and (e), relating'to-your duty to respond to this subpoene and the potential consequences of not doing so, are

attached.

Date: =
; 7 3 CLERK OF COURT
OR

| &

Signature of Clerk or Deputy Clerk Anorney s signature

The name, address, e-mail, and telephone number of the attorney representing (name of party)
, who issues or requests this subpoena, are:

Brad Edwards, Esq., ROTHSTEIN ROSENFELDT ADLER ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 401 East Las Olas Blvd., Suite 1650, Fort Lauderdale, Fiorida 33301, bedwards@rra—law com

(Ys4) S22 RISE
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. ADEBA (Rev. 01/09) Subpocna to Testify at a Deposition or to Produce Documents in & Civil Action (Page 2)

Civil Action No. 08-80893CIV-MARRA/JOHNSO

PROOF OF SERVICE
(This section should not be filed with the court unless required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 45.)

This subpoena for (name of individual and title, if any)

was received by me on (dase)

3 I personally served the subpoena on the individual at (place)

on (date) nor

O 1left the subpoena at the individual’s residence or usual place of abode with (name)

, & person of suitable age and discretion who resides there,

O (date) , and mailed a copy to the individual’s last known address; or

O3 I served the subpoena on frame of individual) » who is

designated by law to accept service of process on behalf of (name of organization)

o (date) ;or

O I returned the subpoena unexecuted because ; or

O Other {specify).:

Unless the subpoena was issued on behalf ofthe United States, or one of its officers or agents, I have also
tendered to the witness fees for one ddy’sattendance, and the mileage allowed by law, in the amount of

8

My fees are $ for travel and 3 for services, for a total of § 000

I declare under pénalty of perjury that this information is true.

Date:

Server's signature

Printed name and litle

Server's address

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc:



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT \»

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

' CASE NO. 08-CIV —MARRA/JOHNSON

JANE DOE,

Plaintiff,
VS.

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant.

NOTICE OF TAKING VIDEOTAPED DEPOSITION

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the(Plaintiff, JANE DOE, will take the deposition of
Ghislane Noelle Maxwell on Monday, August 17, 2009, at 11:00 a.m,, at:

Esquire Court Reporters

One Penn Plaza

Suite 4715

New York, NY 10119

The deposition shall be conducted pursuant to the Fiorida Rules of Civil Procedure
and shall continue day to day, weekends and holidays excepted, until completed.

IHEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been served
by U.S. Mail and email transmission this 2% day of July, 2009 to all those on the

attached Service List.

o0l



ROTHSTEIN ROSENFELDT ADLER
Attorneys for Plaintiff

401 East Las Olas Blvd., Suite 1650
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301

Tel: (954) 522-3456

Fax: (954) 527-8663

Email: bedwards@rra-law.com

By:

BRADEDWARDS, ESQ.
Florida Bar No.: 542075

cc:. US Legai Support
Court Reporters
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AD 88A (Rev. £1/09) Subpoena to Testify at a Deposition or to Produce Documents in a Civil Action
o

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT -
for the

Southern District of Filorida

JANE DOE ~ }
Plaintiff )
v. ) Civil Action No. 08-80893CIV-MARRA/JOHNSO
JEFFREY EPSTEIN )
} (If the action is pending in another district, state where:
Defendant )

SUBPOENA TO TESTIFY AT A DEPOSITION
OR TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS IN A CIVIL ACTION

To: GHISLANE NOELLE MAXWELL, 116 E. 65 LLC, NEW YORK

ﬂ( Testimony: YOU ARE COMMANDED to appear at the time, date, and place.set forth below to testify at a
deposition to be taken in this civil action. If you are an organization that is »6f a party in this case, you must designate -
one or more officers, directors, or managing agents, or designate other persons who consent to testify on your behalf
about the following matters, or those set forth in an attachment:

Place: Esquire Court Reporters Duate and Time:
One Penn Plaza, Suite 4715,New York, NY 10119 08/17/2008 11:00 am

The deposition will be recorded by this method:

0} Production: You, or your representatives, must also bring with you to the deposition the following documents,
electronically stored information,/or objects; and permit their inspection, copying, testing, or sampling of the
material:

The provisions of Fed. R. Civ. P. 45(c), relating to your protection as a person subject to a subpoena, and Rule
45 (d) and (e}, relating to-your duty to respond to this subpoena and the potential consequences of not doing so, are

attached.
CLERK OF COURT
OR

Date: ?/ 27 A)?
o/
Stgnature of Clerk or Deputy Clerk Attorney’s signature

The name, address, e-mail, and telephone number of the attorney representing (rame of party)
, who issues or requests this subpoena, are:

Brad Edwards, Esq., ROTHSTEIN ROSENFELDT ADLER ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 401 East Las Olas Bivd., Suite 1650, Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301, bedwards@rra—law com

(954) S22 Zgss
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AQ 8BA (Rey. 01/09) Subpoens: to Testify at a Deposition or to Produce Documents in a Civil Action (Page 2)

Civil Action No, 08-80893CIV-MARRA/JOHNSO

PROOF OF SERVICE
{This section should not be filed with the court unless required by Fed. R. Civ., P. 45.) )

This subpoena for (name of individual and title, if any)

ey e e ]

was recetved by me on (dae)

3 1 personally served the subpoena on the individual at (place)

on (date) ; Or

3 Ileft the subpoena at the individual’s residence or usual place of abode with (name)

» a person of suitable age and discretion who resides there,

On (date} , and mailed a copy to the individual’s last knbwn address; or

{3 I served the subpoena on (name of individuai) ' ,whois

designated by law to accept service of process on behalf of (name of organization)

on'fdate) ;or

03 Ireturned the subpoena unexecuted because ; or

[} Other (specify):

Unless the subpoena was issued on behalf of the“United States, or one of its officers or agents, I have also
tendered to the witness fees for one day’s/attendance, and the mileage allowed by law, in the amount of

$

My feesare § for ravel and § for services, for a total of § 0.00

I declare under pénalty of perjury that this information is true.

Date:

Server's signature

Printed name and title

Server's address

Additional information regarding attempted service, elc:



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. 08-CiV ~-MARRA/JOHNSON

JANE DOE,

Plaintiff,
VS.

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant.

NOTICE OF TAKING VIDEOTAPED DEPOSITION

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the(Plaintiff, JANE DOE, will take the deposition of
Glenn Russe!l Dubin on Tuesday, August 18, 2009, at 11:00 a.m., at

Esquire Court Reporters

One Penn Plaza

Suite 4715 :

New York, NY 10119

The deposition shall be conducted pursuant to the Florida Rules of Civil Procedure
and shall continue day to day, weekends and holidays excepted, until completed.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been served
by U.S. Mail and email transmission this 27 day of July, 2009 to all those on the

attached Service List.
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ROTHSTEIN ROSENFELDT ADLER
Attorneys for Plaintiff

401 East Las QOlas Blvd., Suite 1650
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301

Tel: (954) 522-3456

Fax: (954) 527-8663

Email: bedwards@ira=law.com

By:

———L

BRAD'EDWARDS, ESQ.
Florida Bar No.: 542075

cc:  US Legai Support
Court Reporters
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AD B8A {Rev. 01/0%) Subpoena 1o Testify st a Deposition or to Produce Documents in a Civil Action

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT -

for the
Southern District of Florida
JANE DOE )
Plaintiff )
V. } Civil Action No. 08-80893CIV-MARRA/JOHNSO
JEFFREY EPSTEIN )
) (If the action is pending in another district, state where;

Defendant )

SUBPOENA TO TESTIFY AT A DEPOSITION
OR TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS IN A CIVIL ACTION

To: Glenn Russell Dubin, 1010 5th Avenue, Unit 10A, New York, NY 10028

E( Testimony: YOU ARE COMMANDED to appear at the time, date, and place.setforth below to testify ata
deposition to be taken in this civil action; If you are an organization that is nof a party in this case, you must designate
one or more officers, directors, or managing agents, or designate other petsons who consent to testify on your behalf
about the following matters, or those set forth in an attachment:

Place: Esquire Gourt Reporters Date’and Time:
One Penn Plaza, Suite 471 5,New York, NY 10118 08/18/2009 14:00 am

The deposition will be recorded by this method:

3 Production: You, or your representatives," must also bring with you to the deposition the following documents,
¢lectronically stored information, ot objeets,/and permit their inspection, copying, testing, or sampling of the
material:

The provisions of Fed. R. Civ. P. 45(c), relating to your protection as a person sui)ject to a subpoena, and Rule
45 (d) and (e}, relating to.your duty to respand to this subpoena and the potential consequences of not doing so, are

attached.
CLERK OF COURT

Date: ?/ 27 A)?
1
Signature of Clerk or Deputy Clerk Attorney's signature

The pame, address, e-mail, and telephone number of the attorney representing (name of party)
, who issues or requests this subpoena, are:

Brad Edwards, Esqg., ROTHSTEIN ROSENFELDT ADLER ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 401 East Las Olas Blvd., Suite 1650, Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301, bedwards@rra—law com

([ Fsg) S22 Jehso
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£0 8BA (Rev. 01/09) Subpoena 1o Testify at a Deposition or to Produce Documents in a Civil Action {Page 2)

— e

Civil Action No. 08-80833CIV-MARRA/JOHNSO

PROOF OF SERVICE
(This section should not be filed with the court unless required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 45.) .

This subpoena for (name of individual and title, if any)

was received by me on (dare)

O Ipersonally served the subpoena on the individual at (place)

on (date) s or

O Ileft the subpoena at the individual’s residence or usual place of abode with (name)

, & person of suitable age and discretion who resides there,

on (date) , and mailed a copy to the individual’s last kaown address; or

O 1served the subpoena on (name of individuai) , who is

designated by law to accept service of process on behalf of (mame of organization)

Onl (dute) ;or

O Ireturned the subpoena unexecuted because ‘ 1 OT

(3 Other (specify):

Unless the subpoena was issued on behalf of the United States, ot one of its officers or agents, | have also
tendered to the witness fees for one day’s"attendance, and the mileage allowed by law, in the amount of

$

My fees are § for travel and $ for services, for a total of $ 0.00

I declare under penalty of perjury that this information is true.

Date:

Server's signature

Printed name and title

Server’s address

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc:



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. 08-80893CIV ~MARRA/JOHNSON

JANE DOE,

Plaintiff,
vS.

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant.
/

Re-NOTICE OF TAKING VIDEOTAPED DEPOSITION

. ~
e L
g}‘\;« L /A

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Plaintiff JANE DOE, will take the deposition of -

Donaild Trump on, August 18, 2009, at 11:00 a.m., at:
Esquire Court Reporters
One Penn Plaza

Suite 4715
New York, NY 10119

The deposition shall be conducted pursuant to the Florida Rules of Civil Procedure
and shall continué day to/day, weekends and holidays excepted, until compieted.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been served
by U.8..Mail and email transmission this M'ay of August, 2009 to all those on the

attached Service List.



cc.

Esquire Court Reports

ROTHSTEIN ROSENFELDT ADLER
Attorneys for Plaintiff :

401 East Las Olas Blvd., Suite 1650
Fort Lauderdale, Flonda 33301

Tel: (954) 522-3456

Fax: (954) 527-8663

Email: bedwards@rra-law.com

By: .ég@

BRAD EDWARDS, ESQ.
Florida Bar No.: 542075



mailto:bedwards@rra-law.com

Service List

09-22785 -
Robert D. Critton, Jr., Bsq. Cae
BURMAN, CRITTON, ET AL. $

515 North Flagler Drive, Suite 400 L e
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
- SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. 08-CIV -MARRA/JOHNSON

JANE DOE,

Plaintiff,
VS. :

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant.

NOTICE OF TAKING VIDEOTAPED DEPOSITION

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Plaintiff, JANE DOE, will take the depositior .of
Nadia Marcinkova on Thursday,September 3, 2009, at 10:00 a.m., at: i
Esquire Court Reporters
One Penn Plaza
Suite 4715
New York, NY 10119
The depasition shall be conducted pursuant to the Florida Rules of Civil Procedure
and shall cantinue day to day, weekends and holidays excepted, until completed. -

I'HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and cotrect copy of the foregoing has been served
by U.8. Mail and email tfransmission this gfﬁday of August, 2009 to all those on the

attached Service List.



ROTHSTEIN ROSENFELDT ADLER
Attorneys for Plaintiff

401 East Las Olas Blvd., Suite 1650
Fort L.auderdale, Florida 33301

Tel: (954) 522-3456

Fax: (954) 527-8663

Email: bedwards@rra-faw.com

By. M

BRAD EDWARDS, ESQ.
Florida Bar No.: 542075

Esquire Court Reporters

Ut
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AO 88A (Rev. 01/09) Subprena o Testify at a Deposition or to Produce Documents in a Civil Action

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

for the
Southern District of Florida

JANE DOE

Plaintiff ;
v, ) Civil Action No. 08-90893CIV-MARRA/JOHNSO
JEFFREY EPSTEIN )
) (If the action is pending in another district, staledvhere:
Defendant )

SUBPOENA TO TESTIFY AT A DEPOSITION
OR TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS IN A CIVIL ACTION

To: Nadia Marcinkova, 301 E. 66th Street, New York, NY

d Testimony: YOU ARE COMMANDED to appear at the time, date, and place set*forth below fo testify at a
deposition to be taken in this civil action. If you are an organization that is no#@ party in this case, you must designate
one or more officers, directors, or managing agents, or designate other persons who consent to testify on your behaif
about the following matters, or those set forth in an attachment:

Place: Esquire Court Reporters, One Penn Plaza Date and Time:
Suite 4715, New York, NY 09/03/2009 11:00 am

The deposition will be recorded by this methed:

O Production: You, ot your representatives, must also bring with you to the deposition the following documents,
electronically stored information, of objects; and permit their inspection, copying, testing, or sampling of the
material:

The provisions of Fed. R. Civ. P. 45(c), relating to your protection as a person subject to a subpoena, and Rule
45 (d) and (e), relating to.your duty to respond to this subpoena and the potential consequences of not doing so, are
attached.

Date:

CLERK OF COURT
OR

Signature of Clerk or Deputy Clerk Altorney s signature

The name, address, e-mail, and telephone number of the attorney representing (rame of party)

, who issues or requests this subpoena, are:

Brad Edwards, Esqg., Rothstein Rosenfeldt Adler, 401 E. Las Olas Blvd., Suite 1650, Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301
Bedwards@ra-law.com. (954) 522 2348



mailto:Bedwards@rra-iaw.com

AQ RRA (Rev. 01/09) Subpocna to Testify at a Deposition of to Produce Documents in a Civil Action (Page 2)

Civil Action No. 08-90893CIV-MARRA/JOHNSO

PROOF OF SERVICE
(This section should not be filed with the court unless required by Fed. R. Civ, P, 45.)

This subpoena for (name of individual and title, if any)

was received by me on (date)

(3 1 personally served the subpoena on the individual at (place)

on (date} sor

3 1left the subpoena at the individual’s residence or usual place of abode with name)

, a person of suitable age and discretion who resides there,

on (date) : ' , and mailed a copy to the individual’s last known address; or

3 1 served the subpoena on (rame of individual) , who is

designated by law fo accept service of process on behalf of (name oforganization)

on\(date) ;or

O I returned the subpoena unexecuted because ; or

(O Other (specify):

Uniess the subpoena was issued on behalf of the United States, or one of its officers or agents, | have also
tendered to the witness fees for one day’s atfendance, and the mileage allowed by law, in the amount of

$

My fees are § for travel and $ for services, for a total of § 0.00

I declare under penalty,of perjury that this information is true.

Date:

Server's signature

Printed name and litle

Server 's address

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc:



AQ 88A (Rev. 01/09) Subpoena to Testify at a Deposition or to Produce Documents in & Civit Action (Page 3)

Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 45 (¢), (d), and (e) (Effective 12/1/07)

() Protecting a Person Subjeci to 2 Subpoena.

(1) Avoiding Undne Burden or Expense; Sanctions. A party or
attorney responsible for issuing and serving a subpoena must take
reasonabie steps to avoid imposing undue burden or expense on a
person subject to the subpoena. The issuing court must enforce this
duty and impose an appropriate sanction -— which may include lost
earnings and rcasonable altorney’s fees — on a party or attoeney
who fails to comply.

(2} Command to Produce Materials or Permit Inspection.

(A) Appearance Not Required. A person commanded to produce
documents, electronically stored information, or tangible things, or
to permit the inspection of premises, need not appear in person at the
place of production or inspection unless also commanded to appear
for a deposition, hearing, or trial.

{B) Objections. A person commanded to produce documents or
tangible things or to permit inspection may serve on the party or
attorney designated in the subpoena a written objection to
inspecting, copying, testing or sampling any or ali of the materials or
to inspecting the premises — or to producing electronically stored
information in the form or forms requested. The objection must be
served before the earlier of the time specified for compliance or 14
days after the subpoena is served. If an objection is made, the
following rules apply:

(i) At any time, on notice to the commanded person, the serving
party may move the issuing court for an order compelling produetion
or inspection.

(ii) These acts may be required only as directed in the order, and
the order must protect a person who is neither a party nor a party’s
officer from significant expense resulting from compliance.

(3) Quashing or Modifying a Subpoena.

{A) When Required. On timely motion, the issuing court must
quash or modify a subpoena that:

(i) fails to allow a reasonable time to comply;

(i) requires a person who is neither a party nora party’s officer
1o travel more than 100 miles from where that person resides, is
employed, or regularly transacts business in"person — except that,
subject 1o Rule 45(c}(3}D)(iii), the person may be commanded to
attend a trial by traveling from any’Such place within the siate where
the trial is held;

(iii) requires disclosure of priviicged or other protected matter, if
no exception or waiver applies; or

(iv} subjects a person to undug burden.

{B) When Permitted. To protect a person subject to or affecied by
a subpoena, the issuing"court may, on motion, quash or modify the
subpoena if it requires:

(i) disclosing a trade secret or other confidential research,
development, or commercial information;

{ii} disclosing an unretained expert’s opinion or information that
does not describe specific occurrences in dispute and results from
the expert’s study that was not requested by a party; or

(i) & person who is neither a party nor a party’s officer to incur
substantizl expense to travel more than 100 miles to attend trial.

{C) Specifving Conditions as an Alternative. In the circumstances
described in Rule 45(c)3)B), the court may, instead of quashing or
modifying a subpoena, order appearance or production under
specified conditions if the serving party:

(i) shows a substantial need for the testimony or material that
cannot be otherwise met without undue hardship; and

{ii} ensures that the subpocnaed person will be reasonably
compensated.

(d) Duties in Responding to a Subpoena. o

(1) Producing Documents or Electronically Stored Information.
These procedures apply to producing documents or electronically
stored information:

(A) Documents. A person responding to a subpoena o produce
documents must produce them as they are kepl in the ordinary
course of business or must organize and label them to correspond to
the categories in the demand.

{B) Form for Producing Electronicatly Stored Information Not
Specified. 1f a subpoena does not specify a form for producing
electronically stored information, the person responding must
produce it in a form ot forms in which it is ordinarily maintained or
in a reasonably usable form or forms.

(C) Electronically Stored Information Produced in Only One
Form. The person respondingneed nolproduce the same
electronically stored information in rhore than one form,

(D) Inaccessible Electronicaily Stored Information. The person
responding need notprovide discovery of electronically stored
information from Sources that the persen identifies as not reasonably
accessible becatise of undut burden or cost. On motion to compel
discovery or'for a' protective order, the person responding must show
that the information is not reasonably accessible because of undue
burden or cost. If that showing is made, the court may nonetheless
ordérdiscovery from such sources if the requesting party shows
good cause, considering the limitations of Rule 26(b)(2)(C). The
courtmay specify conditions for the discovery,

{2) Claiming Privilege or Protection.

(A) Information Withheld. A person withholding subpoenaed
information under a claim that it is privileged or subject to
protection as trial-preparation material must:

(i) expressly make the claim; and

(ii) describe the nature of the withheld documents,
communications, or tangible things in a manner that, without
revealing information itself privileged or protected, will enable the
partics fo assess the claim.

(B) Information Produced. If information produced in response toa
subpoerta is subject to a claim of privilege or of protection as trial-
preparation malerial, the person making the claim may notify any
party that received the information of the claim and the basis for it.
After being notified, s party must promptly return, sequester, or
destroy the specificd information and any copies it has; must not use
or disclose the information until the claim is resolved, must take
reasonable steps to retrieve the information if the party disclosed it
before being notified; and may promptly present the information to
the court under seal for a determination of the claim. The person
who produced the information must preserve the information until
the claim is reselved.

(e) Contempt. The issuing court may hold in contempt a person
who, having becn served, falls without adequate excuse to obey the
subpoena. A nonparty’s failure to obey must be excused if the
subpoena purports to require the nonparty to attend or produce &l a
place outside the limits of Rule 45(c)(3)(AXii).



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
- SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. 08-ClV -MARRA/JOHNSON

JANE DOE,

Plaintiff,
VS.

JEFFREY EPSTEIN, -

Defendant.
/

NOTICE OF TAKING VIDEOTAPED DEPOSITION

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Plaintiff, JANE DOE, will take the deposition of
Mark Epstein on Monday, September 21,2009, at 11:00 a.m., at:

Esquire Court Reporters

One Penn Plaza

Suite 4715

New York, NY 10119

The depositior shall be conducted pursuant to the Florida Rules of Civil Procedure
and shall coftinUe day to day, weekends and hclidays excepted, until completed. -

HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been served
by U.S. Mail and email transmission this Mday of August, 2009 to all those on the

attached Service List.



ROTHSTEIN ROSENFELDT ADLER
Attormeys for Plaintiff

401 East Las Olas Blvd., Suite 1650
Fort Lauderdale, Fiorida 33301

Tel: (954) 522-3456

Fax: {954} 527-8663

Email: bedwards@mra-law.com

By:
BRAD EDWARDS, ESQ.
Florida Bar No.: 542075

Esquire Court Reporters


mailto:bedwards@rra-law.com

AO 88A (Rev. 01/09) Subpoena to Testify at & Deposition or to Produce Documents in a Civil Action

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

for the
Southern District of Florida

JANE DOE

Plaintiff
V.

JEFFREY EPSTEIN

Civil Action No. 08-90893CIV-MARRA/JOHNSO

(If the action is pending in another district, statewhere:

Defendant

SUBPOENA TO TESTIFY AT A DEPOSITION
OR TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS IN A CIVIL ACTION

To: Mark Epstein, 301 E. 66th Strest, New York, NY

d Testimony: YOU ARE COMMANDED (o appear at the time, date, and place set'forth below fo testify ata
deposition to be taken in this civil action. 1f you are an organization that is not@ party in this case, you must designate
one or more officers, directors, or managing agents, or designate other persons who consent to testify on your behalf
about the following matters, or those set forth in an attachment:

Place: £squire Court Reporters, One Penn Plaza Date and Time:
Suite 471 5, New YOI‘k, NY 09/21/2009 11:00 am

The deposition will be recorded by this method:

O Production: You, or your representatives, must also bring with you to the deposition the following documents,
electronically stored information, or objects; and permit their inspection, copying, testing, or sampling of the
material:

The provisions of Fed. R. Civ. P, 45(c), relating to your protection as a person subject to a subpoena, and Rule
45 (d) and (e), relating to.your duty to respond to this subpoena and the potential consequences of not doing so, arc
attached.

Date:
CLERK OF COURT
OR

Signature of Clerk or Deputy Clerk Attorney s signature

The name, address, ¢-mail, and telephone number of the attorney representing (name of party)

, who issues or requests this subpoena, are:

Brad Edwards, Esq., Rothstein Rosenfeldt Adler, 40t E. Las Otas Bivd,, Suite 1650, Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301
Bedwards@rra-law.com, {954) 522 2346
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e —

Civil Action No. 08-90883CIV-MARRA/JOHNSO

PROOF OF SERVICE
{This section _should not be filed with the court uniess required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 45,)

This subpoena for (name of individual and title, if any)

was received by me on (dare)

O I personally served the subpoena on the individual at (place)

on {date) ;or

O 1 left the subpoena at the individual’s residence or usual place of abode with (name)

, a person of suitable age and discretion who resides there,

ont (date) , and mailed a copy to the individual’s last known address; or

03 1 served the subpoena on fname of individual) , who is

designated by law to accept service of process on behalf of fhame of brganization)

on\(daie) ;or

3 1 returned the subpoena unexecuted because ;or

0 Other {specifiy:

Unless the subpoena was issued on behalf of the United States, or one of its officers or agents, I have also
tendered to the witness fees for one day’s,altendance, and the mileage allowed by law, in the amount of

$

My fees are § for travel and § for services, for & total of § 0.00

I declare under penalty\of perjury that this information is true.

Date:

Server's signature

Printed rame and iille

Server's address

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc:



AOQ88A (Rev. (1/09) Subpoena to Testify at a Deposition of to Produre Documents in a Civil Action (Page 3)

Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 45 (c), (d), and {¢) (Effective 12/1/07)

(c) Protecting a Person Subject to a Subpoena.

{1) Avoiding Undue Burden or Expense; Sanctions. A party or
attorney responsible for issuing and serving a subpoena must take
reasonable steps to avoid imposing undue burden or expense on a
petson subject to the subpocna, The issuing court must enforce this
duty and impose an approptiate sanction — which may include lost
carnings and reasonable attorney’s fees — on a party or attorney
who fails to comply.

(2) Command io Produce Muaterials or Permit Inspection,

{A) Appearance Not Reguired. A person commanded to produce
documents, electronically stored information, or tangible things, or
to permit the inspection of premises, need not appear in person at the
place of praduction or inspection uniess also commanded to appear
for a deposition, hearing, or trial.

{B} Objections. A person commanded to produce documents or
tangible things or to permit inspection may serve on the party or
attorney designated in the subpoena a writlen objection to
inspecting, copying, testing or sampling any or ali of the materials or
1o inspecting the prerises ~ or to producing electronically stored
information in the form: or forms requested. The objection must be
served before the carlier of the time specified for compliance or 14
days after the subpoena is served. If an objection is made, the
following rules apply:

(i} Atany time, on notice to the commanded person, the serving,
party may move the issuing court for an order compelling production
or inspection.

(ii) These acts may be required only as directed in the order, and
the order must protect a person who is neither a party nor a party’s
officer from significant expense resulting from compliance.

(3) Quashing or Modifying a Subpoena.

{A) When Required. On timely motion, the issuing court must
quash or modify a subpoena that:

(i) fails to aliow a reasonable time to comply;

(i) requires a person who is neither a party nor aparty’s officer
to fravel more than 100 miles from where that person resides, is
employed, or regularly transacts business in ‘pesson — except that,
subject to Rule 45(c)(3)(B)(iii), the person may be commanded to
attend a trial by traveling from any’such place within the state where
the trial is held;

(iii) requires disclosure of privileged or other protected matter, if
no exception or waiver applies; ot

(iv) subjects a person to undug burden.

(B) When Permitted. 'Fo protect a person subject to or affected by
a subpoena, the issuing'court may, on motion, quash or modify the
subpoena if it requires:

(1) disclosing a trade secret or other confidential rescarch,
devclopment, or commercial information;

(i} disclosing an unretained expert’s opinion or information that
does not describe specific occurrences in dispute and results from
the expert’s study that was not requested by a party; or

(iii) 2 person wha is neither a party nor a party’s officer to incur
substantial expense to travel more than 10Q miles to attend trial.

{C) Specifying Conditions as an Alternative. In the chircumstances
described in Rule 45(c)(3)}(B), the court may, instead of quashing or
modifying a subpoena, order appearance or production under
specified conditions if the serving party:

(i) shows a substantial need for the testimony or material that
cannot be otherwise met without undue hardship; and

(i} ensures that the subpoenaed person will be reasonably
compensated.

(d) Duties in Responding to a Subpoena.

(1} Producing Documenis or Electronically Stored Infornwtlon
These procedures apply to producing documents or electronically
stored information;

(A) Documents. A person responding to a subpoena lo produce
documents must produce them as they are kept in the ordinary
course of business or must organize and label them to correspond to
the categories in the demand.

(B) Form for Producing Electronically Stored Information Not
Specified If a subpoena does not specify a form for producing
electronically stored information, the person responding must
produce it in a Form or forms in which it is ordinarily maintained or
in a reasonably usable form or forms.

{C) Electronically Stored Information Produced in Only One
Form. The person responding need nobproduce the same
electronically stored information in more than onc form.

(D) Inaccessible ElectronicallyStored Information. The person
responding need nobprovide discovery of electronically stored
information from Sources that the person identifies as not reasonably
accessible becalise of undue burden or cost. On motion to compel
discovery or for a protective order, the person responding must show
that the information i$ not reasonably accessible because of unduoe
burden or cost. If that shewing is made, the court may nonetheless
otderdiscovery from such sources if the requesting party shows
good cause, considering the limitations of Rule 26(b)2)(C). The
courtmay specify conditions for the discovery,

(2) Claiming Privilege or Protecfion.

(A) Information Withheld A person withholding subpoenaed
information under a claim that it is privileged or subject to
protection as trial-preparation material must:

{3) expressly make the claim; and

(ii) describe the nature of the withheld decuments,
communications, or tangible things in a manner that, without
revealing information itself privileged or protecied, will enable the
parties to assess the claim.

(B) Information Produced. {f information produced in response to 2
subpoena is subject to a claim of privilege or of protection as trial-
preparation material, the person making the claim may notify any
party that received the information of the claim and the basis for it.
After being notified, a party must promptly return, sequester, or
destroy the specified information and any copies it has; must not use
or disclose the information until the claim is resolved; must take
reasonable steps to reirieve the information if the party disclosed it
before being notified; and may promptly present the information to
the court under seal for a determination of the claim. The person
who produced the information must preserve the information until
the claim is resolved.

{e) Contempt. The issuing court may hold in contempt a person
who, having been served, fails without adequate excuse to obey the
subpoena. A nonparty’s failure to obey must be excused if the
subpoena purports to require the nonparty to attend or produce at a
place outside the limits of Rule 45(c){3)(AXii).



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. 08-CIV ~-MARRA/JOMNSON-

JANE DOE,

Plaintiff,
Vs,

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant,

NOTICE OF TAKING VIDEOTAPED DEPOSITION

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that thePlaintiff, JANE DOE, will take the deposition of
Jean Luc Bruhel on Tuesday, September 22, 2009, af 10:00 a.m., at:

Esquire Court Reporters

One Penn Plaza

Suite 4715

New York, NY 14119

The depasition shall be conducted pursuant to the Florida Rules of Civil Procedure
and shall continue day to day, weekends and holidays excepted, until completed.

| HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been served
by U.S. Mail and email transmission this //&%day of August, 2009 to all those on the

attached Service List.



cCl

Esquire Court Reporters

ROTHSTEIN ROSENFELDT ADLER
Attorneys for Plaintiff

401 East Las Olas Blvd., Suite 1650
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301

Tel: (954) 522-3456

Fax: (954) 527-8663

Email: bedwards@ra-law.com

By M

BRAD EDWARDS, ESQ. I
Flerida Bar No.: 542075




AO BBA (Rev. 01/09) Subpoena to Testify at a Deposition or to Produce Documents in a Civil Action

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
for the

Southern District of Florida

JANE DOE

Plaintiff
V.
JEFFREY EPSTEIN

Civil Action No, 08-90893CIV-MARRA/MOHNSO

{If the action is pending in another district, state where:

Ve e v Mt N’ Sl

Defendant

SUBPOENA TO TESTIFY AT A DEPOSITION
OR TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS IN A CIVIL ACTION

To: Jean Luc Bruhel, 301 E. 66th Street, New York, NY

ﬂ{ Testimony. YOU ARE COMMANDED to appear at the time, date, and place setforth below o testify at a
deposition to be taken in this civil action. If you are an organization that is ndt a patty in this case, you must designate
one or more officers, directors, or managing agents, or designate other persons\who consent to testify on your behalf
about the following matters, or those set forth in an attachment:

Place: Esquire Court Reporters, One Pann Plaza Diate and Time:
Suite 4715, New York, NY 09/22/2009 10:00 am

The deposition will be recorded by this method:

O3 Production: You, or your representatives) must also bring with you to the deposition the following documents,
electronically stored information, or objects,/and permit their inspection, copying, testing, or sampling of the
matenial:

The provisions of Fed. R. Civ. P. 45(c), relating to your protection as a person subject to a subpoena, and Rule
45 (d) and (¢), relating to your duty to respond to this subpoenz and the potential consequences of not doing so, are
attached,

Date:

CLERK OF COURT
OR

Signature of Clerk or Deputy Clerk Attorney’s signature

The name, address, e-mail, and telephone number of the attorney representing (name of party)

, who issues or requests this subpoena, are:

Brad Edwards, Esq., Rothstein Rosenfeldt Adler, 401 E. Las Olas Bivd., ‘Suite 1650, Fort Lauderdale Florida 33301
Bedwards@rra-law.com. (954) 522 2346
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AQ BBA (Rev. 01/09) Subpoena to Testify at 4 Deposition or to Produce Docurnents in  Civil Action (Page 2}
-

Civil Action No. 08-90823CIV-MARRA/JOHNSO

PROOF OF SERVICE
(This section should not be filed with the court unless required by Fed. R, Civ. P, 45.) -

This subpoena for (name of individual and title, if any)

was received by me on (date)

03 1 personaily served the subpoena on the individual at (place)

on {date) yor

3 I left the subpoena at the individual’s residence or usual place of abode with (name}

on (date) , and mailed a copy to the individual’s last known address; or

3 I served the subpoena on (rame of individual) , who is

designated by law to accept service of process on behalf of (name of organization)

on(date) ;o1

3 1returned the subpoena unexecuted because ; or

O Other (specify):

Unless the subpoena was issued on behalf of the"United States, or one of its officers or agents, I have also
iendered to the witness fees for one ddy’s attendance, and the mileage allowed by law, in the amount of

$

My fees are § for teavel and § for services, for a total of § 0.00

1 declare under pénaity of perjury that this information is true.

Date;

Server’s signature

Printed name and title

Server's address

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc:
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Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 45 (¢), (d), and (e) (Effective 12/1/07)

(¢) Protecting a Person Subject to a Subpoena.

(1) Avoiding Undue Burden or Expense; Sanctions. A party or
attorney responsible for issuing and serving a subpoena must take
reasonable steps to avoid imposing unduc burden or expense on a
person subject to the subpoena. The issuing court must enforce this
duty and impose an appropriate sanclion — which may include lost
earnings and reasonable attorney’s fees — on a party or attorney
who fails 1o comply.

(2) Command to Produce Materials or Permit Inspection.

{A) Appearance Not Reguired. A person commanded o produce
documents, efectronically stored information, or tangible things, or
to permit the ingpection of premises, need not appear in person at the
place of production or inspection unless also commanded to appear
for a deposition, hearing, or trial.

{B) Objections. A person commanded to produce documents or
tangible things or to permit inspection may serve on the party or
attorney designated in the subpoena 2 written objection to
inspecting, copying, testing or sampling any or all of the materials or
to inspecting the premises — or to producing electronically stored
information in the form or forms reguested. The objection must be
served before the earlier of the time specified for compliance or 14
days after the subpoena is served. If an objection is made, the
following rules apply:

(i) At any time, on notice to the commanded person, the serving
party may move the issuing court for an order compelling production
or inspection.

(ii) These acis may be required only as directed in the order, and
the order must protect 4 person who is neither a party nor a party’s
officer from significant expense resulting from compliance.

(3) Quashing or Modifying a Subpoena.

(A) When Required. On timely motion, the issuing court must
quash or modify a subpoena that:

(i) fails to aliow a reasonable time to comply;

(ii) requires a person who is neither a party nor & party’s officer
to travel more than 100 miles from where that personresides, is
employed, or regularly transacts businessin person — except that,
subject to Rule 45(c)(3)(B)(iii}, the person may'bé commanded to
attend a trial by traveling from any.such place within the state where
the trial is held;

{iil) requires disclosure of privileged or other protected matter, if
no exception or waiver appliesyor

{iv) subjects a person to undue burden.

(B) When Permitted, Toprotect a person subject to or affected by
a subpoena, the issuing court may, on motion, quash or modify the
subpoena if it requires:

(i) disclosing a trade secret or other confidential research,
development, or commercial information;

{il) disclosing an unretained expert’s opinion or infermation that
does not describe specific occutrences in dispute and results from
the expert’s study that was not requested by a party; or

(iii) a person who is neither a party nor a party’s officer to incur
substantial expense to travel niore than 100 miles to attend trial.

{C) Specifying Conditions as an Alternative. In the circumstances
deseribed in Rule 45(¢)(3)(B), the court may, instead of quashing or
modifying a subpoena, erder appearance or production under
specified conditions if the serving party:

(i} shows a substantial need for the testimony or material that
cannot be otherwise met without undue hardship; and

(i} ensures that the subpoenaed person will be reasonably
compensated.

(d) Duties in Responding to a Subpoena, )

{1} Producing Documents or Electronically Stored Information.
These procedures apply to producing docutnents or electronically
stored information:

{A) Documents. A person responding Lo & subpoena to produce
documents must produce them as they are kept in the ordinary
course of business or must organize and Jabel them fo correspond to
the categories in the demand.

{(B) Form for Producing Electronically Stored Information Not
Specified. 1f & subpoena does not specify a form™foi producing
electronically stored information, the person responding must
produce it in a form or forms in which it i3 ordinarily maintained or
in & reasonably usable form or forms.

(C) Electronically Stored Information Produced in Only One
Form. The person respoading need not produce the same
electronically stored information injmore than one form.

(D) Inaccessible Electronically Stored Information. The person
responding need notprovide discovery of electronically stored
information from@&ources that the person identifies as not reasonably
accessible because of undue burden or cost. On mation to compel
discovery of for a protective order, the petson responding must show
that the ififormation is not reasonably accessible because of undue
burden-or gost. [fthat showing is made, the court may nonetheless
order discovery from such sources if the requesting party shows
good cause, considering the limitations of Rule 26(b}2XC). The
court may specify conditions for the discovery.

(2) Claiming Privilege or Protection.

(A) fnformation Withheld. A person withholding subpoenaed
information under a claim that it is privileged or subject to
protection as trial-preparation material must:

(1) expressly make the claim; and

(ii) describe the nature of the withheld docurnents,
communications, or tangible things in & manner that, without
revealing information itself privileged or protected, will enable the
parties to assess the claim.

(B) Information Produced. 1f information produced in response to a
subpoena is subject to a claim of privilege or of protection as trial-
preparation material, the person making the claim may notify any
party that received the information of the claim and fhe basis for it.
After being notified, a party must promptly return, sequester, or
destroy the specified informatien and any copies it has; must not use
or disclose the information until the claim is resoived; must take
reasonable steps to retrieve the information if the party disclosed it
before being notified; and may promptly present the information to
the court under seal for a determination of the claim. The person
who produced the information must preserve the information until
the claim is resolved.

{e) Contempt. The issuing court may hold in contempt a person
who, having been served, fails without adequate excuse to obey the
subpoena. A nonparty’s failure to obey must be excused if the
subpoena purports to require the nonparty to attend or produce ata
place outside the limits of Rule 45(c)(3}AX(ii).



~ UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. 08-ClV ~-MARRA/JOHNSON

JANE DOE,

Plaintiff,
Vs,

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant.

Re- NOTICE OF TAKING VIDEOTAPED DEPOSITION

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Plaintiff, JANE DOE, will take the deposiltioh of
Ghislane Noelle Maxwell on Wednesday, September 23, 2009, at 10:00 a.m., at:

Esquire Court Repofters

One Penn Plaza

Suife 4715
New York, NY 10119

‘The deposition shall be conducted pursuant to the Florida Rules of Civil Procedure
and shall continue day to day, weekends and holidays excepted, until completed.

'HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been served
by U.S. Mail and email transmission this _{_{Z%ay of August, 2009 o all those on the

attached Service List.



cc: Esquire Court Reporiers

ROTHSTEIN ROSENFELDT ADLER
Attorneys for Plaintiff

401 East Las Olas Bivd., Suite 1650
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301

Tel: (954) 522-3456

Fax: {954) 527-8663

Email: bedwards@rra-law.com

sr=an el

BRAD EDWARDS, ESQ.
Florida Bar No.: 542075



mailto:bedwards@rra-law.com

Service List

09-22785

Robert D. Critton, Jr., Esq.
BURMAN, CRITTON, ET AL.
515 North Flagler Drive, Suite 400
West Palm Beach, FL. 33401

0922785

Jay Howell & Assoc.,
644 Cesery Boulevard,
Suite 250,
Jacksonville, FL. 32211

0922785

Jack Alan Goldberger, Esq.,
Atterbury Goldberger et al.,
250 Australian Ave. South,
Suite 1400,

West Palm Beach, FL. 33401.

09-22785

Paul G, Cassell, Esq.
382 South 1400 E

Room 101

Salt Lake Cirty, UT 84112

09-22785
Jack Alan Goldberger,Esq.
Atterbury, Galdberger & Weiss, P.A.
250 Austrailian Avenue South

Suite 1400

- West Palm Beach, FL33401-5012




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. 08-80893CIV ~MARRA/JOHNSON

JANE DOE,

Plaintiff,
VS.

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

" Defendant.
/

Re-NOTICE OF TAKING VIDEOTAPED DEPOSITION

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Plaintiff, JANE DOE, will take the deposition of
Donald Trump on, September 24, 2009, at 11:00 a.m., at:

Esquire Court Reporters

One Penn Plaza

Suite 4715
New York, NY 10119

The deposition shallbe conducted pursuaniL to the Florida Rules of Civil Procedure
and shall continue day.to day, weekends and holidays excepted, until completed.

| HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been served
by'U.S. Mail and email transmission this ‘24 day of August, 2009 to all those on the

attached Service List.




cc:

Esquire Court Reports

ROTHSTEIN ROSENFELDT ADLER
Attorneys for Plaintiff

401 East Las Olas Blvd., Suite 1650
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301

Tel: (954) 522-3456

Fax: (954) 527-8663

Email: bedwards@rra-law.com

By:
BRAD EDWARDSESQ.
Florida Bar No.: 542075


mailto:bedwards@ira-law.com
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. 08-CIV -MARRA/JOHNSON

JANE DOE, -

_ Plaintiff,
vs.

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant. -
/

" Re- NOTICE OF TAKING VIDEOTAPEDDEPOSITION

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Plaintiff \ JANE DOE, will take the deposition of
Sarah Kellen on October 19, 2009, at10:00 a.m., at:

Esquire Court Reporters

One Penn Plaza

Suite 4715

New York, NY 10119

The depositionshall be conducted pursuant to the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure

and shall continueiday to day, weekends and holidays excepted, until completed.
| HEREBY-CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been served
by U.S. Mail and email transmission this ?\ day of September, 2009 to all those on the

attached Service List.



o

Esquire Court Reporters

. ROTHSTEIN ROSENFELDT ADLER

Attorneys for Plaintiff

401 East Las Olas Blvd., Suite 1650
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301

Tel: (954) 522-3456

Fax: (954) 527-8663

Email: bedwards@rra-law.com

4 i

A }

By:

BRAD'EDWARDS, ESQ.
Fliorida Bar No.; 542075


mailto:bedwards@rra-law.com

Service List

09-22785 ) ’

Robert D. Critton, Jr., Esq.
BURMAN, CRITTON, ET AL.
515 North Flagler Drive, Suite 400
West Palm Beach, FL. 33401

09-22785

Jay Howell & Assoc.,
644 Cesery Boulevard,
Suite 250,
Jacksonvilie, FL 32211

_ 09-22785

Jack Alan Goldberger, Esq.,
Atterbury Goldberger et al.,
250 Australian Ave. South,
Suite 1400,

West Palm Beach, FI. 33401.

09-22785

Paul G. Cassell, Esq.
382 South 1400 E

Room 101

Salt Lake Cirty, UT 84112

09-22785

Jack Alan Goldberger, Esq.
Atterbury, Goldberger & Weiss, P.A.
250 Austrailian Avenue South

Suite 1400

West Palm Beach, F1.33401-5012



. UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
* SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. OB-CIV—MARRAIJOHNSON -

. .'-‘_r'iJANE DOE

.. Plalntiff
- VS

| '.‘tJEFFREY EPSTEIN

Defendant

R Re— Neﬂgg eF _TAKiNG-queorAeEDbePOSuﬁon o

PLEASE TAKE NOT!CE that the Pla:n’nff JANE DOE WIII take the deposf(ion of .

E A-Nadla Marcmkova on October 20 2009 at 10 00 a.m., at.

‘,.'Esqunre Court Reporters
"7, One Penn. Plaza :
e 'Suite 4715 '
N .-New York NY 10119

- h The deposmon shalf be conducted pursuant to the Federal Ru%es of Cwul Procedure. .

o _'and shail contmue day to day, weekends and holldays excepted untl! completed

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregomg has been served: .

by U S Mali and emall transmlssmn thls &5 day of September 2009 tc all those on the

- attached Serv;oe LISt



s "- -Esquire Coud_Rébqﬁeréi

- "ROTHSTEIN ROSENFELDT ADLER ;

Attorneys for Plaintiff

. 401 East Las Olas Blvd., Suite 1550
“Fort Lauderdale Florida 33301
“Tel: (954) 522-3456 . ‘
Fax; (9564) 527-8663

o Emall edwards@rrak,iaw com

é (- ' {“““d“m,74;_ |

~BRAD EDWARDS, ESQ.
.Flonqa Bar|No.: 542075
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. 08-CIV -MARRA/JOHNSON

JANE DOE,

Plaintiff,
Vs,

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant.

Re - NOTICE OF TAKING VIDEQTAPED.DEPOSITION

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Plaintiff, JANE DOE, will take the deposition of
Ghislane Noelle Maxwell on October26, 2009, at 10:00 a.m., at

Esquire Court Reporters

One Penn Plaza

Suite 4715

New York, NY 16119

The deposition shall be conducted pursuant to the Florida Rules of Civil Procedure
and shall continue day to dey, weekends and holidays excepted, until completed.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been served
by U.S.'Mail and email transmission this /&z&fay of October, 2009 to all those on the

attached Service List.

1 Al



ROTHSTEIN ROSENFELDT ADLER
Attorneys for Plaintiff
401 East Las Olas Blvd., Suite 1650
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301
Tek (954) 522-3456
Fax: (954) 527-8663

- Email: bedwards@rra-law.com

= > )

By: &%= :
BRAD EDWARDS, ESQ.
Florida Bar No.: 542075

Esquire Court Reporters
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CASE NO: 08-CV-80119-MARRA/JOHNSON

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
SERVICE LIST
Jane Doe v. Jeffrey Epstein
United States District Court, Southem District of Florida

Jack Alan Golidberger, Esq.
Jgoldberger@agwpa.com

Robert D. Critton, Esq.
reritton@bclelaw.com

Isidro Manual Garcia
isidrogarcia@bellsouth.net

Jack Patrick Hill
iph@searcylaw.com

Katherine Warthen Ezell
KEzell@podhurst.com

Michael James Pike
MPikef@bclclaw.com

Paul G. Cassell
cassellp@bciclaw.com

Richard Horace Willits
lawyerswillits@aol.com

Robert C. Josefsberg
riasefsberg@podhurst.com

Adam D. Horowitz
ahorowitiz@sexabuseattorney.com -

Stuart S. Memmelstein
ssm@sexabuseattiomey.com

William J. Berger
whberger@rra-law.com
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AD B8A- (Rav, 01/09) Subposna to Testify ata Deposition or to Produsa Documents in o Civil Action

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

for the
Scuthern District of New Yotk

Jane Doe )

Plainulf )

oW, ) Civil Action No. 08-80893 CIV-MARRA

Jeffrey Epstain ) :
. ) {If the action is pending in another district, state where;

Defendans ) Southem District of Florida

SUBPOENA TO TESTIFY AT A DEPOSITION
OR TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS IN A CIVIL ACTION

To: Ghisland Noolle Maxwell, 116 East 65 LLL, New York, NY

& Testimony: YOU ARE COMMANDED 1o appear at the time, date, and place et forth balow 1o testify sta
deposition {o be taken in this civil action. 1f you are an organization that s nof a party in this case, you must designate
one or more officers, directors, or meusging agents, or designate other persons who coraent to testify on your behalf
about the following matters, or those set forth in an attachment;

Place: Egquire Court Reporters, One Penn Plaza Dato and Time:
Sutte 4715, New York, NY 10/26/2009 10:00 am

The deposition will be recorded by this method:

ﬁ Froduction: You, or your representatives, mustalso bring with you to the deposition the following documeénts,
slectronically stored information, or objects, and permit their inspection, copying, testing, or sampling of the
material:

See Schedule A atlached

The provigions of Fed. R. Civ, P. 45(¢), rclating to your protection as a person subject fo a subpocena, and Rule
45 (d) and (e), relating to your duty to respond to this subpoena and the potential consequences of not doing so, are
attached.

Date: “08/21/2009

GLERK OF COURT
‘Signikire o Click oF Dapiby CléFE / = f/ AbfFnay :%murn SN / '
The name, address, e-mall, and telephone number of the attomey represcdgng {name of pariy) Jane Doe

, who issues or requests this subpoena, are: -
Brad Edwards, Esq., Rothstein Rosenfeidt Adier, 401 E. Las Olas Blvd., Sulte 1650, Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301
Bedwards@rra-law.com, (854) 522 2346



mailto:Bedwards@rra-law.com

AQ 82A (Ray. 01/0F) Subpoens ta TestHy st 1 Deposition or 1o Produce Doouments tn a Civil Action (Page 2)

_ Civil Action No, 08:80893 CIV-MARRA

PROOF OF SERVICE
{This section should not be filed with the court unless required by Fed, R. Clv. P. 45.)

This subpoena £0r (rame of Individwatl and itils, if any)

was received by me on (dase)

O I personally served the subpoena on the individual at (place)

on {date) ;or/

(3 Ileft the subpoena ot the individual’s residence or usual place of abode with faame)

, & person of suitable age and discretion who resides there,

on (date} , and mailed a copy to the individual's last known address;or
(3 I served the subpoena on (hame of individual) ' , who is
designated by law to nccept service of process on behalf of (hame of érganization)
on (date) sor
3 1 returned the subpoena unexecuted because sor

O Giher Gpecify):

Unless the subpoena was issued on behalf of the United States, or one of its officers or agents, [ have also
tendered to the witness fees for one day's attendance, and the mileage allowed by law, in the emount of

$ .

My fees arc § fortrayel and § for servicos, for atotal of § 0.00

I declare under penatty of perjury that this information is trus.

Server 's signature

" Friiec name and file

Server's address

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc:



AQBIA (Rev. 01/09) Subpoena to Testify st n Depasition of 1o Produce Documents in s Civil Action {(Page 3)

Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 45 (c), (d), and (e) (Effective 12/1/07)

(¢) Protecting a Person Subject te a Subpoena,

(1) Avolding Undice Burden or Expense; Sanctions. A perty or
attorney responsible for fssuing and serving a subpoena must take
roasonable steps to avold imposing undue burden or cxpenss on a
porson subject to the subpoens, The issuing court must snforce this
dlnyimdull:‘?oauuiupropdmsmg;n*wlﬂehmlylmhdcm
catnings and reasonsble attorney's — O & ot attorney
who fails to comply. Y pery

(2) Command to Praduce Muterials or Perndt Inspection,
{A) Appearancs Not Required. A person commanded to produce
dotuments, electronically stosed information, or tangible things, or
Iopﬂmitmeinspcc:ionofpmnbes,nwdnctnppmhpmonatm
place of praduction or inspection unless slso commanded to appear
for a deposition, hearing, or trial.

(B) Obfections. A person commanded to produce documents or
tengible thingx or to permit inspection may serve on the party or
attomey deslgnated in the subpoenn a written objection to
Inspecting, copying, testing or sampling any or alf of the materials or
to inspecting the premises — or to producing electronically stored
information in the form or forms requested. The objestion must be
served before the carlier of the lime specificd for compliance or 14
days aftor the subpoena is served, If an objection is made, the
followlng rules apply:

{1) At rny time, on aotice to the commandod person, the serving

party may move the Issulng court for an order compeiling production
or

(ii) Thess acts may be required only as directed in the order, and
the onder must protect a porson who is neither a party nor a party’s
officer from significant expense resulting from comphiance,

(3) Quashing or Modifying a Subpoena,
(A) Whan Required. On timely motion, the issuing court must
quash or modify & subposan that:

{5) fails to allow & reasonabls time to comply;

(i) requires a person who is nelther a party nor a party’s officer
1o travel more then 100 miles from where that person resides, is
employed, or regularly transacts business in person==excopt that,
subject to Rule 45(c)(3)(B)(lii), ths person wey be commanded to
attend & trinl by traveiing from any such place,within the siats whee
the trial is held;

(1) requircs disclosure of privileged jor other protected matter, if
no exception or walver applics; or

(iv) subjects & persen to undue burden,

(B) When Permitfzd, To protoct a pecson sublect to or affocted by

a subpoena, the fssuing court may, on motion, quash or modify the
subpoena If {t tequirss:

(1} disslosing a trade socret o other confideatiat rescarch,
development; or commercial information;

- -- (i) dizclosing an uarctained cxpert's opinion or information that.. .

does not describe specific vecurrencos in disputs and results from
thie cxport’s study that was oot requested by a party; or

Ty 2 peason Wb T3 T L & Hafty TioT & pAMY’S HEINE To e

substantial expense 1o travel moro than 100 miles to atiend trial.
{C) Specifiring Conditions as an Alternative. In the sircumstances
described in Rule 45(c){3)(B), the court may, instead of quashing or
modifying a subpoona, order eppearance ar production under
specificd conditions if the serving pasty:
(i shows a subetantial need for the testimony or material that
cannot be otherwiss met without unduc bardship; snd

(1) ensurcy that the subpocnaed person will be reasonably

{d) Duties in Responding to a Subpoena.

{1) Producing Dacuments ar Electronically Stored Information.
“These procedures apply to producing documonts or clectronically
stored Information:

{A) Documenis. A person responding to a subpocon to produce
decuments mmst producs them as they zre kept in the ordinary
courss of business or must organizs and label them to conmespand to
the categories in the domand.

{B) Form for Producing Electronically Storéd Information Not
Specified, 1f a subpoena does not speclfy u formfor producing
slectronically stored information, the persomtesponding rmust
produce H in a form or forms in which(it is ordinarily maintgined or
in a reasonably usable form or forms.

(C} Eiectronically Stored Information Produced in Only One
Form. The porson responding need not produce the same
clectronically stored information inimore than ont form.

) Inaccessible Electronfeatly Stored Informaiion, The person
responding aced notprovide discovery of clectronically stored

“Information from sources that the person Identifics as not reasonably

acocessible because of undueburden or cost. On motion to compel
discovery or foraprotective order, tho person responding must show
that the. infonmation is ot reasonably accessible because of undus
burden or cost. i that showlng is made, the court may nonetheiess
orderdiscovery from such sources if the requesting party shows
good cause, considering the limitations of Rule 26(b)(2)(C). The
courhmay specify conditions for the discovery.

(2) Clatming Priviiege or Protection.

(A} Information Withheld. A person withholding subpoensed
information under & claitw that it is priviloged or subjest to
protection as triak-proparation meterial must:

1) expressly make the olaim; and

(H) describe the natwro of the withheld documents,
communications, ar tengible things in a manuer that, without
revealing information itself privileged or protected, will coable the
parties o assegs the claim,

{B) Information Produced, If information produced in responsc te a
subpocna is subject to a claim of privilege or of protection ag trial-
preparation material, the person making the claim may notify any
pasty that recelved the information of the cleim and-the basis for it
After belng notified, a party srust promptly retum, sequester, or
destroy tha spaclfied information and any coples It has; must not usé
or disclose the information until the claim is resolved; must take
reesonable steps (o retrieve the information If the party disclased it
before being notificd; and may promptly present the Informetion to
the court under seal for a determination of the claim. The person
who produced the information must preserve the Information until
the claim Is resolved: - cm e S
(8) Contempt. The issuing court may hold in contempt a person
whe, haying been sorved, fails without adequate excuse to obey the

“subpoene. A ngnparty's failure-to obey must be wcused if the - -

subpocna purports te require the nonparty to attend or praducc at a
place outside the Himits of Rule 45{cHIHA)H).



Scheduls “A” to the Subposna Duces Tecum
of Ghislane Maxwell

A list of gl girls that Defendant, Epstein, had at his house at 358 Ei Brilio Way for
any reason at any time, including guests and masseuses for the entire duration
when you worked with or for Jeffrey Epstein.

A list of al} girls that Defendant, Epstein, had at his house in Manhattan forany
reason at any time, including guests and masseuses for the entire duration when
you worked with or for Jeffrey Epstein,

Any and all documents that reflect scheduling and/or appointments. for Epstein's
flights, travels, accommodation, massages or meetings for'the entire duration -
when you worked with or for Jeffrey Epstein.

A oo;npiete list of ali girls whom you know to have flown' in any of Defendant,
Epstein’s airplanes or jets at anytime during the time you worked with or for
Joffrey Epstein. - :

Any and all dlaries andfor notes and/ordogs that in any way relate fo Defendant
Epstein, his airplanes, his properties, his assets and/or his finances.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
for the
Southern District of New York
ane )
Plaintiff )
Y. ) Civil Action Mo. 08-80893 CIV-MARRA
Jeffrey Epstoin ) ‘ _
. ) (If the action i3 pending in another district, state where:
Dafendant }

Southern District of Florida

SUBPOENA TO TESTIFY AT A DEPOSITION
OR TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS IN A CIVIL ACTION

To: Ghistand Noelle Maxwell, 116 East 65 LLL, New York, NY

o Testimony: YOU ARE COMMANDED 1o sppear at the time, date, and place Set.forth below to testify at a
deposition to be taken in this civil action. If you are an organization that is nor'a paty in this case, you must designate
one or more officers, directors, or managing agents, or designate other personsiwho gonsent to testify on your behalf
about the following matters, or those set forth in an attachment:

Place: Egquire Court Reporters, One Penn Plaza . Date and Time:
Suite 4715, New York, NY 1012672009 10:00 am

The deposition will be recorded by this method:

d Production: You, or your representatives, must also bring with you to the deposition the following documents,
electronically stored information, ot ohjects, and permit their inspection, copying, testing, or sampling of the
material:

See Scheduie A attached

The provisionswof FedrR. Civ. P. 45(c), relating to your protection us a person subject to a subpoena, and Rule
45 (d) and (¢}, relating to your duty to respond to this subpocna and the potential consequences of not doing so, are
attached.

Date:  09/24/2009 -
| CLERK OF COURT

.&'...L-.... "'@mb}"ﬂ""i Cfg& P / z/ J! o — :.“.1.!,5 [ ..,ﬁ: P w. e
The name, address, e-mail, and telephone number of the attorney represedf{ng {name of party) Jane Doew

, who issues or requests this subpoena, are:
Brad Edwards, Esq., Rothstein Rosenfeldt Adler, 401 E. Las Olas Bivd., Suite 1650, Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301
Bedwards@rra-aw.com. (954) 522 2346

A\ 20!
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AO S8A (Rev. 01/09) Subpoena to ‘Testify at o Deposition or te Produce Documents in a Civil Action

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
for the
- Central District of California

Jarne Doe )
Plainiff )
V. } Civil Action No. 08-80893CIV-MARRASJOHNSO
Jeffrey Epstein ) '
} (If the action is pending (n another district, state where:
! Defendant ) Southern District of Florida

SUBPOENA TO TESTIFY AT A DEPOSITION
OR TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS IN A CIVIL ACTION

To: Michagl Freidman, 53320 Avenida Maderg, La Quinta, CA 92253

Q( Testimony: YOU ARE COMMANDED to appear at the time, date, and place.set forth below 1o testify at a
deposition to be taken in this civil action. 1f you are an organization that is p6¢ a'party in this case, you must designate
one or more officers, directors, or managing agents, or designate other persons who consent to testify on your behalf
about the following matters, or those set forth in an attachment:

-

Place: Farewell Gourt Reporters Date and Time:
50508 Spyglass Hill Dr, La Quinta, CA 11/19/2009 10:00

The deposition will be recorded by this methed: _Court Reporter.

O Production: You, or your representatives, must also bring with you to the deposition the following documents,
electronically stored information, orobjects, and permit their inspection, copying, testing, or sampling of the
material:

The provisions of Fed. R. Civ, P. 45{(c), relating to your protection as a person subject to a subpoena, and Rule
45 (d) and (e}, relating téyyour duty to respond to this subpoena and the pptentaal consequences of not doing so, are
attached,

Date: 1072212009

C‘_‘LERK OF COURT
- o w
Signature of Clerk or Deputy Clerk Atiorney s rignatire
The nane, address, e-mail, and telephcme number of the aftorney representing (rame of party) Jane Doe

» who issues or requests this subpoena, are:

Brad Edwards JRothstein Rosenfeldt Adler, Suite 1650, 401 E. i_as Olas Bivd. Fort Lauderdale, FL 33301,
954 522 3456 {Bedwards@RRA-law.com, )

TR
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

for the
Central District of California

Jane Doe
Plaintiff
V.

Civil Action No. 08-80893CIV-MARRA/OHNSQ
Jeffrey Epstein
(I€the action is pending in another distriet, state where:

Southem District of Florida

SUBPOENA TO TESTIFY AT A DEPOSITION
OR TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS IN A CIVIL ACTION

Defendarnt

To: Rosalie Freidman, 53320 Avenida Madero, La Quinta, CA 92283

E( Testimony: Y OU ARE COMMANDED to appenr at the time, déta, and placesetforth below to testify at a
deposition 10 be taken in this ¢ivil action. If you are an organization that is ne? a party in this case, you must designate

one or more officers, directors, or managing agents, o designate other persons who consent to testify on your behalf
about the following matters, or those set forth in an attachment:

{ Place; Farewell Court Reporters Date’and Time:
i 50506 Spyglass Hill Dr, La Quinta, CA 11/19/2009 10:00
L.

The deposition will be recorded by this method: _Cour Reporer

{1 Production; You, or your representativés, must also bring with you to the deposition the following docurnents,

electronically stored infoumation, or Objects, and permit their inspection, copying, testing, or sampling of the
material:

The provisions.of Fed. R Civ. P. 45(c), relating to your protection as a person subject to a subpoena, and Rule
45 (d) and (&), relating tolyour duty to respond tu this subpoena and the potential conssquences of not deing so, are

attachead.
P

Attorney's signature T

Dute; 10/22/2009
CL.,,E‘:‘RK OF COURT

Signawure of Clerk or Deputy Clerk

The name, address, e-mail, and telephone number of the attorney representing (rome of party) Jane Doe

, who issues or requests this subpoena, are;
Brad Edwards, Rothslein Rosenfeldt Adler, Suite 1650, 401 E. Las Olas Bivd. Fort Lauderdale, FL 33301.
954 522 3456. Bedwards@RRA-aw.com.
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UNITED STATES DISTRIQT COURT

Ceniral D;stnct of Cahforma
Jane Doa )
Plamff )
V. 3 Civil Action No. UB-BOBQSCIVvMABRNJOHNSO
Jelfrey Epstain ) '
o ) (I the action is pending m auother distnat, statewhers:
Defsndeant ) - Southem Distriot of Flofida

SUBPOENA TO TESTIFY AT A nEPosmon
OR TO PRODUCE nccmzms IN A CIVIL ACTION

To: Michast Sanka, 449 South Beverly;Dnve. Suite #101, BevarEy HiHs. Ca 92253

ﬂf Tcs:zmany YOU ARE COMMANDED t0 appear at he tims, dﬁ.te. and place set forth below to testify ata
deposition lo be taken in this civil action, If you v an otganizatxon that i$ 7of @ pasty in this case, you must desiguate
one or more officers, direciors, or managing agents, or designate other peisons who consent to lestify on ydur behalf
about the following matfers, or those sei forth in an attachment:

Piace: 433 North Camden Drive, Ath floor, Beverly Hills, Fi ‘Date and Time:
80210 . ) :'- 11/18/2009 10:00

The deposition will be recorded by this. methed: _Qmmﬁggg_ﬁ_gﬂ

O Production: You, Or your representanves must-also bring thh you fo the deposxt:on the followmg documents,
cicotronically stored information, or objoets, and permit their mspectmn, copying, testing, or samphng of the
matertal:

The pmvisions of Fed. R, Civ. B. ﬁﬂ{c‘j,‘ miatmg i yolrt pm&-.dﬁrbh & 4 person subject to & Subpoens, and Rule
45 (d) and (), selating 10 your duty to fespond to-this subpoena did the po‘féﬁfal consequences of not doing so, are
attached,

Y

Date: _ 10/22/2008

C&QRK OF COURT .
OR
Sigrartsve of Clark or Deputy Clark L . Altorney's sigmatyre
The name, address. e-mall, and teiaphona number of the attorney representing ame of parey) Jane Doe

: . who issues or requests this subpoena, are:
Brad Edwerds, Rothstein Rosenfeltt Adler, Suite 1650, 401 E. Las Olas Blvd Fori Lauderdals. Fi. 33301,
954 522 3456, Bedwards@RRA-law.com.



mailto:Bedwards@RRA-law.com

AQ 384 (Rev. D1J09) Subpoenn  Tostify at » Deposition ar 10 Producs Decnenty i a Civil Actron {Page 3)

—

——

Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 45 (c), (d), and (¢) (Effective 12/1/07)

(c) Proteciing » Person Subject 10 2 Subpecna,

(N Aveiding Unatie Buraen or Expouse; Sunctions. A party or
aftorney responsible for issuing and serving a subpoena st ke
ressonable steps to 8void imposmg undwue burden or expense on a
person subject to the subpoena. The issuing cowt must enforee this
duty and impose an appropriate sanction — which may include jost
carmngs and reasonable attorney s foes — on a party or ghomey
wio fails w0 comply.

(2) Commund to Produce Maserials or Pexmit Inspection,

(A} Apveararce Not Requived, A person commanded to produce
doouments, electromically stored information, or tangible things, or
1o pormit the nspection of premises, nesd not appear m person at e
place of procuction or inspection unless alse commanded to appeat
for a doposition, hearing, or trial. ’

(B} Oljechions. A persen commanded (o produce documents or
tamgible things or t0 permit inspechion may serve on the party or
attorney desrgnaled in the subpoena a writles objection to
mspecung, Gopying, teshng or sampling any or all of the materials or
to specling the prerises -— or jo producing electroniecally stored
mformation M the form or forms requested. The objection must be
served before the carlier of the time spesified for compliance or 14
days afier he subpoena 18 served. 1F an objeclion 1s mace, the
following ruies apply;

{i) At any tume, on netico to the commanded persan, the Stving
parly may move the issung court for an arder compelling produchion
or mmspection.

{if) These acts may te yequired only as directed in the order, and
1he order ust protect a person who is neiter a party nor 8 parfy's
officer from significant expense resulting from compliance,

() Quashing or Modifying « Subpoena.

{A) Phen Required. On timely motion, the issuing oyt st
quash or modify a subpoena that: ‘

(i) fails to milow 2 rcasonable ime to comply;

(if} requires a nexson who is neither a party nota patty's officer
b travel more than (00 miles from where thal person Yesides, 18
emplayed, or regularly transacts business fuperson — cxcept thal,
subjuct to Rule AKS)(3NB)(i1i), the personmay b€ commanded o
attend a 1e1a] by ltaveling from auy-such place within the state where
the trial is held;

{ifi} requires disctosure of privileged or other profected matter. il
np exceplion or waiver applies; or

(v} subjects a person to unduc burden.

(B) When Parmittég. To protect a person subject 5o or affected by
& subpoena. the issuing courf may, on motion, quash or modify the
subpoens if it requires:

{1} disclosmng a trade seovet or other confidentsa reseasch,
deveiopment, or commercial informstion;

{if}) disclosmg an unrelaingd experts opinson or nformation that
does nol deserlbe spectfic occurrences m dispute and results from
the expert's study that wasg not requested by a party; or

(#ii) a person who 1s neither a party nor 2 party”s cfficer o inour
subgiarnal expense to tave! more than 100 miles to aitend wrinl.

(C) Specifimng Conditions ax an Alternotive. In the crrcamstances
described in Rule 45{c)(3}(B), the court may, instead of quashing ot
modifying & subpocna, order appearance or procuction under
specified conditions if the serving party;

(i} shows a substantial need for the 1estimony or materiel that
cannot be otherwise mee without undue hardship; and

{W) cnsures that the sebpacnaed person will be reasonably
compensaicd.

{d) Duties in Responding to 8 Subpaens.

(1} Proauceng Documents or Efecirowteally Stored Information.
These procedures apply to producing docusnents or elsctronscally
Stered imformation:

(A} Documents, A person regponding 16 a subpoend to produce
documents must produce them ag they are kept 1o the drdinary
course of business or must organize and labet thefmto. correspond to
the categories m the demand, :

(B) Farm far Producing Eleciranically Stored Informasion Not
Speeified. If a subpoena does not specifya form for producing
citolromeally stored information, the Derson responding must
produce it ina fosm or forma in which i is ordinarily maintained or
in & reasonably usable form or forms.

{C) Electroncaily Stoved Informatian Produced in Crly One
Form. The person responding need not/produce the same
electroniceliy stored information 1w more than one fare,

(D) tnaccessible Blectronteally Stored Information. The person
rosponding noed not provide discovery of siectronically stored
nformation fromn sourcesithat the person identifics as not reasonably
accessible bévause’'of uhdue bwrden or cost. On motion 1 compel
discovery or for a protécuve arder, the person responding must show
that the rmformationis not reasomably accessible because of imdus
burden orcost. IF that showing 15 made, the courl may noneiheless
order discovery from such sources if ihe sequesling party shows
eoodiesuse, considering the limitations of Rule 2Z6MbY2HC). The
court may specify conditions for the discovery.

2} Cldming Privilege or Projection.

(A) information Withheld. A person withholding subpocnacd
information under a slairn that 11 1s privileged or subject 0
Protection os (visl-preparetion meteriad must;

(1) expressiy make the claimy: and

(it} describe the nature of the witliheld documents,
communicabons, or tangible things i a manner that, without
revesling information itgelf privileged or protected, will enable the
parties 1o agsess the clam,

{B) information Produced. I information produced in responss to 4
subpoena 1s subject {0 2 clain of privilsge or of protection as trial-
prepzration meserial, the person making the clain may notlfy any
party that rocerved the information of the claim and the bass {or it
After boing notified, a party must promptly raturn, sequeater. or
acstray the spocitied information and any copics i has: muat not use
or disclose the information until the ciim 15 resoivea; must take
reasonable steps to retricve (e infonmanon if the party disclesed it
tofore being notified; and may promptly presenl the mformaton te
ihe court under scal for  dotermination of the claim, The persen
who produced the information must preserve the information untt
the clzim is resolved,

{¢) Contempt. The issung court may hold in contempt a person
wha, having been served, fails without agegoate excuse (o obey the
subpoenn. A nonparty-s fallure to obey must be sxcused il the
subpoena purporls to require (he nonparty to altend or produce at a
piacs oulside the limus of Ruke 45(c){3{AX ).
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Civil Action No. 06-808393CIV-MARRAJJOHNSO

FROOF OF SERVICE
{This section should not be filed with the court uniess requtred by Fed. R, Civ, P. 43)

This subpoena for (name of individual and iitls, if any)

was received by me on (dore)

O [ personally served ihe subpoena on the individual al (piace)

on {daty) sat

7 1 1eft the subpoena at the individual’s residence or usua! place of abode with (name)

. a person of suitabie age and discretion who resides there,

on (daey , and mailed a copy to the individual's fast known address; or

{7 1 served the subpoena on (name of individual) . who is

designated by law 1o acoept service of process on behalf of frawe af orgamizarions

oNHare) 3 O7

3 | returhed the subpoena unexecuted becanse or

00 Other fwseif):

Uniess the subpoena was issued on behaif of the United States, ar one of it officers or agents, 1 have also
tendered to the witness fees for one gay's affendance, ard the mileage allowed by taw, in the amount of

$

My feesare § for traveland $ for services, foratotal of 3 0.00

Date:

[ declate under penalty of perjury that this information Is true.

Server 't signature

Printed name and titie

Server's address

Additional information regarding attempted service, ete:



N THE CIRGUIT COURT OF THE
FIFTEENTH JUDIGIAL SIRCUIT IN AND £OR
PALM:BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA

JEFFREY EPSTEIN, _
' . Complex Litigation, Fla. R. Civ. Pyo, 1.201

CASE NQ. |
Plaintiff, 50 2%9%01\ 043 40 YD0OKHB
Vi " .
SEOTT ROTHSTEIN, individually, | '
BRADLEY J. EDWARDS, individually, and AORY. .
LM, individually, p COFY~ .
7 Serendant | | RECEWVED FOF{ FILING
I A GEG 07 308
OMPLA : A

el

. . g :._H 13--:-.‘
Plainfiff, JEFFREY EPSTEIN, (hersinafter "ERSTEIN"), by and thybugh his

‘undersigned: attomays, files this action agalnst Defendants, SCOTT ROTHSTEIN,
individually, BRADLEY J. EDWARDS; individually, and L.M., individually. Actordingly,
EPSTEIN statas! / |

SUMMARY. OF AGTION

- Attomey Scott Rothstein alded by other fawyers and employees st the firm
of Rothsteln, Rosenfeld!, \and Adler, P.A. for personai greed and eﬁrichment, in betrayal
of the ethical, legahand fiduciary duties fo-their own ellents and professlonal obligations
to the administration of Justice, deliberately engaged In a pattem of racketeering that
Involved:a staggering series of gravely serlous obstructions of justice, actionable frauds,
and the erchestration and conducting of egregious clvil litigatlon abuses that resufted in

profoundly serlous Injury to Jeffrey Epstein one of several targets of their misconduct

EXHIBIT O

IO N
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and others. Rothstein and RRA's fraud had no boundary; Rothstein and his co-
conspirators forged Federal court orders and opinions. Amongst the violations of aw
that dre the subject of thils lawsuit are the marketing of non-existent Epstein settlements
and the sanétioning of a series of depositions that were unrelated to-any ‘principled
ifigation purpose but instead designed to discover extrameous private Information about
_Epstein or his personal and business assoelates {including well-kiown public figures) In
orderto-defraug investors and sippert extortichate demands for payment from Epstein.
The misconduct featured the filing of legal motions and the pursuit of a civil tit]gatiun
strafogy that was unrefated to the :metlts of yvalus ofitheir clisnts’ cases and, instead,
had as its improper purpess the furthering of Rothsteln's misrepresentations and decelt
to third party investors. As a result, Epsteinwas subiject to abusive Investigatory tactics,
unprincipled media attacks, and'unsupportable legal ﬁlings. This lawsuit is filed and wili
be vigorously puorsued agalnét all these defondants. The Rothsteln racketieering
enhterprise endeavored 1o woimpromise the core values of both state and federal justice
systems in South Florida aiidfo:vindicate the hardworking and honest lawyers and their
cliorts who'were adversely affected by the misconduct that is the subject of this
Complaint. '
| Plaintiff reserves the right to add additional defendants - co-conspirators as the
.ﬁac'ts- and evidence is developed. |

GENERAL ALLEGATONS

1. Thig is an actlon for damages In excess of $15,000.00, exclusive costs, interest,

and attorneys’ fees,
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2, Plaintiff, EPSTEIN, is ah adult and currently is residing and works in Palm Beach
County, Florida,
3. Defendant, SCOTT ROTHSTEIN (ROTHSTEIN", is an individual residing in

Broward County, Florida, and was licensed 1o practice jaw in the State.of Florida. In

Nevember 2009, ROTHSTEIN votuntarlly reilnguished his law license Ih the-midst of the
Implesion-of Retkistein, Rosenfaldt.and Adler; P.A, "RRA"). He'was disbarmed by the

Flerida Suprame Gourt-on November 20, 2009, On Degémbst 1, 2089, ROTHSTEN

‘was atrested af;d arraignied in Federal Court in Broward County, Fiofida;

4. Atalltimes relevant hatoto, ROTHSTEIN Was'the managing partner and CEO of
RRA,

B.. Défemi:l‘ant. ROTHSTEIN end Stuaif Rosenfeldt, are and were the principal
@swné:r:s of equity:in RRA and-each to-ounded RRA.

6. Defendant, BRADLEY J,.-EDWARDS ("EDWARDS™, is an Individual residing In

Broward County, Florida ‘and is licensed to practice law in the State of Flotida. At all

| times. relevant hersto,. EDWARDS was an employee, agent, associate, partner,

-shareholder;;@nd/er other representative of RRA.

7 Defendant, .M. {"L.M."); is anindividual residing in Paim Beach County, Florida.
At all_times relevant herelo, LM. was represented by RRA, ROTHSTEIN and
EDWARDS in a civil lawsuit against Epsteln and was an essential participant in the
scheme referenced infra by, among other things, substantially changlhg prior swom

testimony, so-as to assist the Defendants in promoling their fraudulent scheme for the

e e e e et e e e
[ . -
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proraise of a mulimiliion dollar recovery Telative 1o the Givil Actions: (defined” below)
Involving Epstein, which was compietely cut of proportion to her alleged darhages.

8. Non-party, RRA Is a Florida Profosslonal Service Corporation; with a, printipal
address of 401 East Las Olas Blvd., Suite 1650, Fort Lauderdale, FL. 33404, In.addition
to Its piincipal offics, RRA also maintained saven offices In Florida, New York, -ard
Veenezusla, and employed over 70 attomeys and 200 support staff,RRA also maintains
dh-offick at 1109 NE 2d Street, Hallendale Beach, Floridd 33009-6515. RRA, through
Its -atfomeys, ‘ncluding those nemed as Defendants hereln; ' conducted business
throughout Florida, and relevant to this action, conducted business and flled lawsuits on
behalf of clients In Palm Beach County, Florida. (RRA is cumerntly a debtor In
~ bankraptey. RRA is not named as a Defendant).
EACTUAEALLEGATIONS

9. The United Siates in-United States of America v. Scoft W. Rothstein, Case Ne.

09:60331CR-Cohn; United, States District Court, Southem Distiict of Florida; has
brought an action forRacketeering Congpiracy, 18 U.S.C. § 1962(d) against Scott W.
Rothstein who was the chief executive officer and chalrman of RRA. Within the
(’nfeénnaﬂmﬁ which was filed, the United States of America has ldentified the enterprise
- as beinguthe’ law firm, RRA, through which Rothstein in eonjunction with "His co-
‘consplrators” (not yet identified by the USA) engaged in the pattern of racketesting
-threugh its base of operéﬁon at the cffices of RRA from sometirne In 2005 up through

and continuing into November of 2008. Through various criminal activities, inchuding

mail fraud, wire fraud and money laundering, the United States of America asserts that
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Rothstein and his co-consplrators unlawiully obtalned approximately $1.2 bilien from
investors by fraud In connection with a Ponzi schems. The USA fuither alleges that
*Rothsteéin and co-conspirators inltiated the crirn'in-a‘l ‘conduct alleged in_the instant
information in order to persenally enrich themseives and to supplement the'income and
sustain the daily operation-of RRA.” In essenca, in the absenée of Rothisteln-and his.co-
conspirators ondictng the Ponzi scheme, the delly opération of RRA; which inguded
payroll .fi:ampeﬁsaﬁbn to lawyers, staff, investigators, elc.),\accounts payatle including
unlimited Improper, harassing and -potential illegal investigation on cases, including
Epstoln-reiated matters, would in all liefihood Would not have beeri sustainsble. A copy
of tt-';g Information is-attached as Exhibit 14o-this.action.

10. As more fully set forth hereinRRA held-itself out as legitimately and properly
‘engaging In the practice of law,In reallty, ROTHSTEIN and otheis In RRA were -using
RRA to-market investments, as descfibed Eelewi-,sa as to bilk investors out of hundreds
- of milliiens of dollars, ROTHSTEIN and others in RRA devised an elaborale plan
through which were ‘soléypurported confidential assignments of & structured pay-out

- geftiements, /supposedly reached on behalf of RRA for clients, in exchangs for

immediate payments fo these dlients of-a discounted lump sum amount. Investorswere

being promised in excess of a 30% return-on thelr investment which-was to be paid ot
to theyinvestors over time. While some of the cases relled upon to induce investor
funding were existing filed cases, it Is believed that the confidential, structured pay-out

seftlernénts were all fabricated.
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11. Based ©on media reports, Federa! Bureau of Investigation (FBI) press
conferences and reloases and the Information the massive Ponzi scheme and pattem of
criminal activity meant to jure Investors began somatime In 2005 and continued through
the fall of 2009, when the schiems was uncovered by some of the investors'and the FBL.
As of Novembsr of 2669, il lawstils Weré and confinue to be filed ayainst varlous

Defendants as result of their massive fravdulsnt and criminal scheme:

Amended Complaint For Dissolution Ard For Emergencéy Transfer of Comporate Powers
{fo Stuar A. Rosenfolit, Or, In The Allemative, For the Appeolitment.of A Gustedian or
Retelver by ROSENFELDT, and RRA, againstROTHSTEIN, individuially, (Case No. 09
959301, In the Circuit Court of g Seventeenth Judiclal Clreult, Broward County,
Florida, Compléx Bﬁsiness- Div.), (hereinaffer "RRA dissolition action, and attached
hetéto as Exhiblt2).

13. Plaintiffl references the RRA dissolution action for the sole purpase that i
dcknowledges that \RRA and ROTHSTEIN were in fact conducting an flegal and
improper ihvestment or Ponzl scheme based on pronﬁises— oF financlal returns from
séftlements or outcomes of sup‘pésed legal actlons, including the actions brought
against, Plaintiff EPSTEIN. The RRA dissplution action allages in part that -
"ROTHSTEIN, the managing partner and CEO of the firm (RRA), has, according to
assertions of certain investors, ellegedly orchestraled a substantial misappropriation of
funds from investor trust accounts that made use of the law firm's name (RRA). The

investment business created and operated by ROTHSTEIN centered around the sale of
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interests in structured settlements.” See Prefiilnary Statsment of RRA dissolution
-action, Exhibit 2 hereto,

14, In furtherance of the schiéme; RRA's Ietterhead ‘was used in communications
regatding: investniant oppBItURAItIEs. in Furporied Structired: setfementsc~RRA'S trust
atcoutit was used to.deposit. hundreds of millions ef'ﬂoliars or wite transfer/of monies
fréim duped Investers and othier victims. RRA personally guaranteed payrments.

15: Rofhstein’s scheme went So far as to manufacturd\fise,and frasidulsit Court
opinions/orders Incliiding forging, the signatures of US. Distiet Judge, Kenneth A.
‘Marra and 8. Circult: Celaft Judge, Susan.M; Bisck, 118 Circuitin other cases. it s not
yot knewn if he forged similar documents i Espteln relited matters. Ses Compesite
Exhibit3 horsto, |

16. The detalls of this fraudulent schéme are béing revealed on a daily basis through
vatous media reports and court dociments. The most recent estimate of the financial

soopo-of the Schems s thatit excecds $1.2. billion dollars.

17. Relevant 1o tis g6tion, EPSTEIN is corrently named-as a defendant in three cidl

actions alleging, inter alia, sexual assault and battery that were handled by RRA and its
attorneys incliding EDWARDS prior to its Implesion — one of wiiich is fled in federal
court (Jans"Doe v. Epsten, Case No. 08-CIV-B0893, U.8.D.C. S.D. Fla.}Jane Doeis a
named Defendant herein), and twa of which have been filed in state court in the 15"

Judiclal Gircuit Court, Patm ‘Beach County, State of Florida, (L.M. v. Epstein, Case No.

502008CA028051XXX¥MB AB; E.W. v. Epstein, Case No. 502008CAD28058X0X(XMB
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AB), thereinafier collectively referred o as the “Civil Actioris,” and L. is a named
Daféndant herein), The Civil Actions were all filed In August and September of 2068,

18, 'What Is clear is that a fraudulent and impreper ihvestment or Ponzi scheme was
In fact Gﬁhﬂucted and operated by RRA and certain of the named :Défendants, which
'sehem:ims’tly':lmpacted EPSTEIN as-a named defendant In the Sivil:Actions.

18, Miam| affsriey. and: developer, Alen Sakowitz, was quoted Tr-a-Rovember 2009
_ ‘aticleassaying-that He had: met with ROTHSTEIN:as.a petential investor In-August of
2009, but became susplicious. He stated "l was convinced it was all a Ponzl scheme
aiid-| riotified the FB1 in detall how Scotty ROTHSTEIN was hidiag behind a leglimete
taw fitm to peddle fake investments.” Aftorney Sakowitz was also quoted.as saying
ROTHSTEN had-sophisticated eavesdropping equiprent end former law enforcement
officers who wéuld sift through'a potential deferidants’ garbiage looking for damaging
ﬁlqekmailéd inte paying settiement that far exceeded the value of any legitimate
damage clalin. |

20. Ft. Lauderdale attorney Willlam Scherer represents multiple Rothstein related
investors. He I'fndiéated‘fin an arficle that RRA/Rothstein had used the “Epstein Ploy ...
as a:ShaWéi’eee as:bait. That's the way he ralsed ‘.all the meney. He would use, . .cases
as bait for luring Investors Into fictional cases. All the cases he allegedly structured
were fictional, | d,bn't believe there was a real one in there.” |n fact, on November 20,
2008, William Scherer, on behalf of certain clients, filed a 147 page Complaint against
ROTHSTEIN, David Boden, Debra Villegas, And’rew_Bamett, TD Bank, N.A, Frank
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-'Spinosa. Jennifer Kerstetter, Rosanne Caretsky and Frank Preve aé‘se:fﬂhg varicus
allegations that further prove the massive Ponzi scheme behind the RRA fagade; \and
@6 of November 25, 2008, a 249 pags Amended Complaint paming additional
‘Defordants was fiod:

21. W-adéfition, and-upon-informetion and- befief, ROTHSTEIN, David Beden, Debbie
Viitegas, Alidrew Barnett, Michae! Fisten and Kenneth Jenne (il smployees of RRA)
- through- brokers or middlernen would stage regular- meetings during which false
staterments were made about the number of cases/clients that existed or RRA had
against EPSTEIN and the valpe thereof. They'wsotld Show and share actual case files
. from the EPSTEIN aclions. with hadge fund managers. Thus, the attomeys and clfents
have watved any attotney-ci_ie,nt or'Work- product privileges-that otherwise may have
oxisted,

22. Because potential investors'were given access to some of the actual Civil Action

files, Investor-thiid parties may have became aware of a name of an existing Plaintiff

 whe- had-filed ‘anonysriodsly against Epsteln-and had opposed disciosure of her legal

Rarme. '

23, In ail othier Instances, by RRA, ROTHSTEIN and EDWARDS claiming the need
for-anonymity with regard 16 existing or fabricated clients, they were able to effectively
use Initials, Jane Doe or other anonymous desighations which was a key element in the
‘fraudutent sc‘heme. Fictitious names could be .créated to make the investors believe

many-other cases existed agalnst Epstein.

T ey s s b
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24. In each of RRA's Civil Actionss, the Plalntiffs are or-were represented by RRA and
its attoinieys, ircluding ROTHSTEIN and EDWARDS.

25. In addition, avestars were toid that i addition to the Civil Actions ariGther fiffy
(50) plus aronymous females were reprosented by RRA, with the potential or hirdreds
of milllens of dollars in seftiements, and that RRA and-its attomeys wouldse Epstein
unless he paid exorbitant-setllement amounts o prefect His high-proffe-fionds.

28. Upon information and bellef, EDWARDS knew. or,should have known that
ROTHSTEIN was utilizing RRA as a front for the massive Ponzi scheme andior were
-58lling an-dlléged interest:of investmiant in tha-cm.ﬁcﬁunw-(and other claims) invotving
Epstoin,

27. Further evidencing that EDWARDS (and possibly other attameys of RRA) knew
or should have known and participated in the continuation 6f the masslve Ponzi
sclieme, a front-page Palm Beach Post article, dated November 24, 2009, reported on
the recent fiitng of an amended forfeiture complaint by prosecutors against “dozens of

ROTHSTEIN's real. estalé pioperties, foreign ars, restaurants and ofher assets —
including $12 million in the lawyer's barik account in Morocco, along with millions mere
donated to pelitical campalgns and chatitable funds.” The article further reported that —
Attomey Scott ROTHSTEIN tapped into millions of dollars from his massive
investment scam fo cover payroll costs at his expanding Fort Lauderdale
law firm, federal authorities sald _in court racords releassd Monday.

ROTHSTEIN's law fin (RRA) g3nerated..revenué of $8- milliocn in one
recent year, yet his 70-awyer law firm had a payroll of $18 rmiflion,

. e i
wE -

e ey e
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proéstutors seid. ROTHSTEIN, who owned hialf of RRA used Investors’
monBy-from his Ponz scheme te make up the shorfall, they sald.
Subsequent articles and court fliings have reflected ROTHSTEIN received

compensation. in expess of $35.7 million In 2008 and $10.5 milllion in 2009, while
his. parther Rosenfeldt feceived: greater than $6.millifon in 2008,
28. ROTHETEIN atfempted tolure the entity known as D3 Gapital Glub, LLG, (D3,
\\F hy aﬁenag D3 *the opporiunity” to invest i a pre-sult $30,000,000.80 coutt settioment
\\ . against EPBTEN; yet this supposed ssttlemont never. exsfod and was entirely
_ ) fabricated. To augment his soncocted story, ROFHSTEIN, upon information and befief,
__invited D3 to his office to view thirteen (13)‘banker’s boxes of case files in Jane Doe
{one of the-Givil Actions)"In an. altempt 16 slibstantiate that the claims agafnst EPSTEIN
were leglimiats and that the evidence.obtained . against him by RRA; ROTHSTEN, and
EDWARDS {thé "Litigation Tearn)was real,
29. Upon Informiation and,belisf, ROTHSTEIN and others offered other investors like
the entity D3 fabricatéd investment opportunities in the Civil Actions Involving EPSTEIN.
Fisten (a‘formef Dade County police officer with .a questiorable police record and RRA -
. investigatoryand Jenne {a former attorney, Broward County Sheriff and felon) asgisted
ROTHSTEIN in ‘making these offers by providing confidential, privileged and work-

product information to prospective third-party investors.

¥ appaam ihat 13 out.of thes}a boxes selzed by the FB} as part of Its nvestgation at RRA
consisted of files-relating o Civll Actions. invelving EPSTEN,-as reporied by counss! for the
Bankrupley Trostes. Untithose boxes can be reviewed, as well.as offer diseovery, Epstein wi
net Rnow the:depthof he faud:and those Invelved.

T e e
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30. By using the Cluil Actions against EPSTEIN as "balf’ and fabricafing settiements
regarding samé, ROTHSTEIN and others were able to lure investors| into
ROTHSTEIN'S Iair andbilkad them of millions of dollars which, in turn, was used to fund
the:litigation-agalnst-EPSTEN for the eolé purpbse of continuing tié massive Ponzi
sghefns: _

31, As pant of-this scheme, ROTHSTEIN and the Litlgation Teamylhdividually and in
a:congeited pffort, may have unethically and flegally: .

a, .Sold, aftowed 1o be sold and/or assisted with the sale of an interest In non-
~ -gefffed porsonal Injury lawsuits, (which” ere non-assignable -and non-
frangfetable) or sold nonseXistent structured setlements (including those

cﬁsas.involﬂng Epstsin);

b. Reached agreements to,shars aftomeys fees with non-lawyers;
t. Used investor money to pay plaintiffs (l.e., LM., EW. and Jane Doe) “up
! front” money Such that plaintiffs would refuse to settie the Civil Actions;

d, -Conduited searches, wiretaps or interceptéd conversations in viotation of
state or federsl laws and Bar rules; and '

e, Utilized the judicial process including, but not fimited to, unfeasonable and
unnecessary discovery, for the sole purpose of furthering the Ponzl
scheme,

32. Ay such actions by ROTHSTEIN, and other attomeys, including the Litigation

Team, directly or indirectly, wou'd potentially be a violation of various Florida Bar Rules,
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including prohibiting the improper sharing of fees or costs and various conflicts of Issuss
vidles,
33. Evidenieing that the Litigation Team knew. or should fave Jnown of 'ﬁie~iﬁ1proper
puipose that ROTHSTEIN was pursuing In the continuation. of /t®, sehems,
ROTHSTEIN used RRA's Litigstion Team in the EPSTEIN cases to purste. lssues and
evidence Untelated to and unnecessary to the claims pled In thesCivil Actions, but
significantly ‘beneficial to lure investors into the PopZi\scheme crchestrated by
ROTHSTEIN gid other co-conspirators. | |
34. Upon irformation and bellef, ROTHSTEIN and ofiers claimed Hielr investigators
. discovered that there were high-profile individuals ofboard Epstein's private jst where
sexugl assaulls took place and showed D3 (and possibly cthers} coples of *a-ﬂight log
purpoitedly contsining names of celebrities, dignitaties, and Intemational figures,
7375. For instance, the Litigation Team relentlessly and knowingly-pursued light- data
and passenger mariffests regamding flights EPSTEIN took with these famous Indlviduals
| knowing full well that\no underage- women were onbeard. and no lllicit activities toek
pléte. ROTHSTEIN and the Litigation Team also inappropriately aitempted to take the
depositiahs ofithese celebrities in a calculated effor( to bolster the markseting scam that
was taking place. |
36.'One of Plaintiffs’ counsel, EDWARDS, deposed three of EPSTEIN'S pilots, and
sought the deposition of a fourth pllot (currently serving in Yraq). The pilots were
deposed by EDWARDS for over twelve (12) hours, and EDWARDS never asked one

guestion refating to or about EW., L.M., and Jane Doe .{RRA clients) as 1t related to
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:transpéﬁa‘ﬁbh on flights of RRA clients on any of EPSTEIN'S planes. But BEDWARDS
asked many inflammatory and leading isigvant questions about the ﬁﬂots’ thaughts
and bellefs (which will never be admissible at trial) which could only have béen asked
for the puiposes of "pumiping” the cases and thus by using the depositions:to sell the
37. Becatisé of these facts, ROTHSTEIN claimed: that :Eps‘téih ‘wanted to- make

certaln nene of these Individvals would be deposed and, thereford he had offorsd
$200,000,000.00 to seitle-the clalms of RRA femaleclionts vériaus poteniial plaintiffs in
‘aglions agalnst EPSTEIN. The offer of a $200. miilon dotiar sattlement by EPSTEIN
was completsly fabricated; no such offer had ever been made.
~38. EDWARDS' Sﬂiﬁe alse nat[ﬂ‘e‘d Def_endant that he Intended lo take the
depositions of and was subpoending:

[63] Donatd Trump {real-estate magnate and business mogul);

(i Alan Dershowitz (noted Harvard Law professor, constitutional attomey

and oge 6FEPSTEIN'S criminal defense attomeys);

()BIN 'C'Iintan-(Foaﬁe-rPresiﬁent of the United States);

(i) Tommy Mottola (former President of Sot_\y:Recbrd); and

(v) David Copperfield (illusionist).

39.)The above=named individuals were fiends and acquaintances of EPSTEIN with

whom he knew throug’h business or philanthropic work over the yéars. None of the
above-named Individuals had any connection whatsoever with any of the Litigation

- Team's clients, EW., L.M. or Jane Dee.

-
.,
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40. EDWARDS fllett amended answers to interregatoris-in-the state court matters,
E.W. and L.M,; and llsted additional high profile witnesses that would altegedly be called
at tral, including, but-not limited to:

@ Bl Richardson (Govemor of New Mexico, Aformerty) U.S.
Representative and Ambassador o the United Nations)i-and
Giy Any &80 ll persons having knowlerige of EPSTEIN'S charitable,
- political or ather donations;?
41, The sele purpese of the scheduling -of these depositions or listing high profile
" friendslacquaitainces as potential witnesses-was, agaln, to “pump” the cases fo ‘
investors. Thera -8 no _evide'nce to date that any of these individuals had or have any
knowledge regarding RRA's Civil Actions. |
42, in furtherance of their/lllegal, and fraudulent scheme against EPSTEIN,
ROTHSTEIN, EDWARDS (who elther know or should have known) and, at fimes, LM,
in her Civil Action-against EPSTEIN:
| a) Included clalmis for damages in Jane Doe's federal action in
excess of $50,000,000.00 rather than simply alleging the
jurisdictional imits.
b) Organized a Jane Doe TV media interview without any legitimate

legal purpose other than to "pump” the federal case for potential

These high-profile celebrity “purperted” wilngsses have no persanal knowledge regarding the facts on
these *Thtee Cases”, but were belng contacled, subpoenaed or listed to harass and intimidate them end
Epstsln, and to add *star® appsal to the marketing effort of the Ponzj schems,

2
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investors or to prejudice Epstein's right to a fair tdal in Palin

Beach County,

) EDWARDS, Berger and Russell Adler {anether named pastner i

RRA) all atterded EPSTEIN'S deposition.  At-that, fime,

outrageous questions were asked of EPSTEIN Which had no
beating on the case, but so that the video and guestions could be

shown fo Investors.

d) Condudtéd and atlempted 1o eonduct completely trrelevant

discoveiy urirelated to theClaimsip or subject matter of the Civil

Actions for the purpose ofiharassing and embarrassing withesses

. and EPSTEIN and causipg EPSTEIN to spend tens of thousands

.of dollars ifi° unfecessaiy attorneys’ fees and costs defending
what appeared to be discovery related to the Civil Actions but was

entiraly:elated to the furtherance of the Ponzi scheme.

&) Afier EDWARDS was recrulfed and jolned RRA-in the spring. of

2608, the tone and tenor of rhetoric divected o cases against
EPSTEIN used by Attorney EDWARDS and Berger changed
dramatically inr addressing the court on various motiens from
being substantive on the facts pled to ridiculously inflammatory
and sound-bite rich such as the July 31, 2009, transcript when

is really golng to show Is that Mr, Epstein — at least dating back as
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far as our Investigation and resources have permilied, batk to

1997 or ’98 - has evary single day of his Iife, made an attempt o

/ sém:lally abuse children -We're not falking about five] We're not

talking: about. 20, we’reﬁé talking about 100, wWe’ré\not talking
abeut 400, whlch I beﬂeva, 18 the number knewn o lEw

9nfomement, weana talking about theusands o-fchildren, ..and it

is :hmugha very intricate and: complrcated system that he devised
where He-has as many as 20:psople worlking underiieath him that.
he is paying well to schadute'the$s appointments, is lscate these
girls."

As an example; EDWARDS flled an unsupportable and legally
deficient Motion for lajunction Re;t'ra!‘nlﬁg Fraudulent Transfer of
Assets, Appajntment of a Receiver 1o Take Charge of Property of
Epstein,-and to Post .8 $15 million. Bond to Secure Potential

Judgment, in Jane Doe v, Epsteln, Case No. 08-CV-80893-

* MamatJohnson. The motion was reported in the press as-was the

~ ultimate goal (ie., 1o "pump” the cases for Investor following).

g)

However, the Court found "P(aintlff's motion entirely devoid of
evidence . . . ", and denied the motion i toto.
ROTHSTEIN told investors he. had another 52 females that he

represented, and that Epsteln had offered $200 million to resolve,
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but that he could settle, confidently, these cases for $500 million,

separate and apart from his legal foes.

h) ROTHSTEIN and the Litigation Team knew or should have known

that their three (3) filed cases were weak and had minimal value

for the following reasans:

)

@y

(i)

LM — tesﬁﬁed-:éhe,:nevef had dny type of sex Mth

Epsteln; worked at numemus shilp clubs; is an

' admitted pmstltute and call gil; has a history of

legal drug.use (pot, painkiliers, Xanax, Ecstasy)

and Jcontinually ssserted the 5% Amendment

during Rer-depositiors i-oreF 1o avald answering

relevarit but ipréblam questions for her;

EW ~ tedlified she worked at eleven (11)

separate strip clubs; including Gheetah wh|ch
" RRA reprasented and ine which ROTHSTEIN may

have cwnad an Interest, and E.W. also worked at

Plaﬂnum Showgiﬂs in Boynton Beach, which was

the subjeci of a recent police raid where dancers
were allegedly selling prescription painkillers and
drugs to customers and prestituting themselves.

Jane Doe (federal case) seeks $50 million from

‘Epsteln. She and her atlomeys claim severs

et s
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emotiopal distress as a result of her having
" voluntarily gone to Epstein’s home. She testifisd

that there was nevar oral and or sexual

Intercourse; nor did she ever touch his genitatla
Yet‘ J;\:B;;uﬁ:m;e;;r;;w? ;l;%;t:;;; él;%m
wall:prior to - meeting Epstein as. a/resull of having
witiessed her falher murder his girifriend's son,
Shes. was required to give swein htestlmony In that
matter and has admitted that she-has lled in swom
testimony, Jane Doe worked at two diﬁe;éﬁt, sirip
ehibs, Vincluding Platinum Showglds in Boynton
Beach.
Gondicied\, ddiculous and Imelevant discovery such as
subpeenaing records from an alleged sex therapist, Dr. Leonand
Bard In Massachusetts, when the alh_aged palice report reflected
that EPSTEIN had only seen a chiropractor in Palm Beach named

' Dr.Bard. Nesecords 'rétating fo EPSTEIN existed for this alleged

)

sex therapist, Or. Bard, and the alleged subpoena for records was
just another mechanism to "pump” the cases for investor appeal,

Allowed a Second Amended Gomplaint 16 be filed on behalf of -
L.M. alleging that EPSTEIN foreed the miner into “oral sex,” yet

L.M. testified that she never emgaged in oral, anal, or vaginal
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intercourse with EPSTEIN and she had never fouched his

gernitalia,

k} Told investors, as reported in an Assoclated Press arfile, that

" gelebrities and other famous people had flown SR EPSTEIN'S

plane When assaults took place. Therefore, evernthough hone
are) of RRA's clients claim they flew of EPSTEIN'S planes, the
Litigation Team sought pilot and plane logs. Why? Again, to
prime the Investment “purnp” Wwith new mo'né.y- without any
relevance to the existing claims made by the RRA clients.

After EDWARDS jolied \RRA, EDWARDS and former Girouit

Judge Wiillam Berger filed and argusd motion to make the Non-

Prosecution  Ageeement (NPA) between Epstsin and USAQ

pUbIE. Bt RIA, EDWARDS and Berger, and their three clisrts,
already-had a copy of the ‘NF’-A. They knew what it said and they
knew the civil prov!é-l;ri\.s in the agreement had wo impact
.whatsoev‘er on léhé thres pending Civi! Actions.

" The concept behind certain civil provisions in the NPA was
to gllow an alleged victim ta resclve a civit clalm with Epsteln,

maintain her complete privacy and anonymity and move on with

her life. As an assistant United States Aftorney staled al a

hearing in federal court, the NPA was not designed “to hand them

a jackpot or a key to & bank.”
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43. ROTHSTEN, with the intent and improper motive to magnify his financial gain
so-cortinue to fund the fraudulent and 'l[iegé‘l investment and/er Ponzi schems;, héd
EBWARDS demand excassive money from EPSTEIN in the Civil Actions.

44 The actiohs described In paragraph 42 above herein had no legitimate puipose in
ﬁdrsiaiﬁg: the €Ml Actions dgainst EPSTEIN, bu.t rather were meant to fuither the
fraudulent scheme and criminal activity of ROTHSTEIN so thatihe and others could
fravdufently overvalite thHé setlement value of the exising and non-existent claims
agalnist EPSTEIN to potential Investors.

&5. As a result of the fraudulent Investment or (Ponzl) scheme, RRA and lis
attomeys v the Civil Actions against EPSTEIN ‘may have compromised thelr elfaﬁts'
interests. ROTHSTEIN and the Litigation Team would have been unable to give
~ uiblased legal counsel because eutside investor{s) had been promised a financial
interest i the Guteome of the actions. Additionally, if 3 plaintiff recelved payments from
investrient monles:while her action is pending, this dlearly could impact the plainfif’s
decision of whetherer.not lo settle the current litigation or shade their testimony (l.e.
. ‘commit perjufy) to-gain the greatest retum on the investment and to further promots the
Ponzi S¢heme. * |

48,/ The truthfulness of L.M.'s allegations and testimony in L.M.’s state civil
actlon have been severely compromised by the need to seek a multi-million dullar
payout to help maintain RRA's massive fraud. Because fictitious settlements of lens of
_miili'o'ns of deilars in cases relating to EPSTEIN were represented to “investors” In this

Ponzi scheme, RRA and the attornays in the Civil Actions needed to create a fiction that




Epstein v. RRA, stal.
Page 22

included  extraotdinary damages. However, the actual facts behind her action ‘weuld
never support suth extraordinary damages. Therefore, extraordinary measureswere
undertaken to create an entirely inflated value of her claims against EPSTEIN.

a. Though she held herself out as a “victim” of Epstein, she admiltedio having

returned over and over again to him despde ker current ¢lalm of Bbuse. She

e e AT e T e 1 R e i o i

has: now admitted, under oath, to being a-call: girllescort slnca the age of 15.

e

{in her deposttion September 24, Mt T 283’16-191 She
testified “Well, | lived life as a prosfitute,” {see DT 156:7) and "I-am a8
prostitute when | miake money” (see DT, 156:12-13). L.M. admitted her
activity with men other than Epstein fomaking $1,000 a day frotn prestifution

on iﬁ’:éybe more than 20 ‘occasiens in-one year=-a£0'né- (DT 167:11-158:21).
L.M. adsmitted under oath/fo keeplngalist &f amounts shie collected. from
“Johing" in *two_or three” lined books including a baok of *Psalms” thét she

| obtalned from ayreligious store (DT 152:1-14). Under the circuristances, her
-claim for damages against EPSTEIN, one of L.M.'s many “Johns” duting that
game period, would be so incrédtble and certalnly not likély to produce the
extraordinary settlements prorﬁised to "RRA’s investors.”

4%,/ In April 2007, before she was represented by EDWARDS, and RRA, L.M.
gave sworn taped recorded testimony to the agents of the FBI. She was represented
by a lawyer other than EDWARDS at that statement. She spoke of EPSTEIN in a very
postitive and friendly terms and directly contradicted the central allegations on which

L.M.'s clvil action against Epstein s now based. However, once in the hands of
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EDWARDS and RRA, L.M’s story changed dramatically. All-of a sudden she wanted to
sue EPSTEIN ard like other RRA clierits, sought tens of miillions of dellars.

a. For exampl‘e, in her sworn. statement to the FBI, L.M. was insistent that

"Jeﬁrey is an awesome mian® (p. 21 — FBI); At the eohclusion of she

stated L hape Jeigf}éy, noihing ‘happens o Jeffrey. Because he's an

awesoma man and it really wouid ba a shame it's ashiame that he has to

‘go through thi;.because he‘s an swesoma(guy and hé didn't do nothing

wrong, notting.” (pp. 67-58 - FBI). “n fect,)L.M. spuke so highly of

=EP¢$TEIN éﬁd her interactions with hims that the US Attornay's office

Informed a federal court. in July 2008 that the US Attornay could net

consider L.M. a victim.

Yet, by-September 24, 2009, the date on which L.M. began her
deposition In her civii action and now represented by RRA and
EDWARDS, L.M.'s new and very diffsrent tale about purported sexual
misconduct under the supposed influerce of EPSTEIN had been
thoroughly rehearsed and her tole into the ROTHSTEIN scam was
complete, in her deposition in ﬁer civil action, L.M. declared that:

“l, 1 don't really care @bout money.” (DT 208:8)

*He needs time injall, He doesn’t want to be - this Is not right for

hiin to be on the streets living daily . . ." (DT 219:21-23)
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“You dan't think my whole lifel have lived that shitty fife because of
Jeffrey Epsteln?” (DT 222:7-8)
b. in her swormn FB! testimony (pre-EDWARDS and RRA), L.M:\was
emphatic: that her interactions with Epstein invelved ne. Inappropriate
sexual touching ih any way. In fact, t was exactly the.opposite:
. . & -Did he at any peint kiss you, touch you, show any kind of
( affection towards you?
| A:Never, never. (p. 21 - FBI) ..
l Q; So ha never pulled youdloser.to him in a sexual way?

\ A; 1 wish, No, no, never, ‘ever, ever, no, never, Jeffrey is an
|

i
L.

awesome man, ho. (pu21 - FBI)

Yoty L.M. filed her second amended ¢omplaint In Apyil 2008,
| after EDWARDS jolned RRA, the allegations against EPSTEIN In
CTMs complaint became even more salacious. In paragraph 12 of

s Second Amended Gumplaﬁnt, L.M. akeges among other
things, that:

“Jeﬁrey Epstein coerced, induced, or enticed . . .the then minor
Included, but were not limited to, fondiing and inappropriate and
illgg-al sexual touching of the then minor Plaintiff, forcing or inducing

the then minor plaintiff into oral sex or other sexual misconduct...”
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c. lnher sworn FBI statement (pre-EDWARDS and RRA), L:M. testified that

'. Carolyn Andriano, the Individual who first brought LLM. to EPSTEIN's

(’ home, told M. *make sure you're 18 because Jeffrey doesn’t‘want any
i’ uhiderage girs.” {p. 8 - FBI).

'Yet at her September, 2009 deposition|.row |represented by

EDWARDS and RRA, L.M. told a very different story:
Q: My question was what did Carolyn fell you 1o tell Mr. Epsteln
about your age?
A: She sald it didn't matter.
Q) That's your recoliection about what she sald?
A Yas, she éaid ~ | remember her saying it doesr't matter. Don't
wirey aboutdt,.
(DT $99:20-25)
d. “WPre-EDWARDS and RRA, LM, testified fo the FBI "I always made

Yet, when questioned about her feke 1D at her Séptember‘zoog depo, she
stated:
‘@ And did you have a fake 1D?
‘A: No.

Q: Have you ever had a fake ID?7
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A No.
(DT 300:5-8)

In- her FBI statement (pre-EDWARDS -and RRA), LM fstifidd

about others L.M. bronght to the Epstein home. LM, testifled thal Women' she

brought fo EFSTEIN's home were eager jor the:opportinity and-content with thelr

experlences:

.. e all thought we wereof age always. This Is what’s so-sad about.

A: Nene of my gifls ever had a problert'and they'd call me. They'd
beg me, you. know, for us-fo go to defirey’s house because they

love Joffrey. Jeffroyds arespectiul man. He really is.. +:mean, and

Q: Did any of the girls complain about what happened after they left

there?

_ Al NoyYou asked me that question. Ne, everybody loved-Jefirey.

{p. 44 - FBY)

A: Every girl that | brought to Jeffrey, they said they were fine with
it. and ke for example [EW. — another of RRA's clients in the
Civil Actions}, a lot of girls begged me to bring them back for the

money. And as far a'sAilkﬁow, we all had fun there. (p. 45 - FBI)

R e
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Yet, with EDWARDS and RRA as her atioraeys, L.M. did a “{80" at her
September, 2009 déposition in saying:

A:. .. Once they wers thers, they were scared out of their mind:

They did- it anyways and some-of 1hem walked outand, said L.M.

don't gver do this 1o me agalt. Thatwas thie worst thing that ever
happened to n-ié. (DT 170:6-11)
... A And then, & Tot of girls weren't comfortable. (DT 171:13)
f. The above reptesent only a few of the'dramatic changes L M. made
In hat testimony prior to her represertation) by EDWARDS/RRA and after she
hired ROTHSTEIN, EDWARDS and:-RRA. |

48. As a resUlt of the fraudulent investment.or (Porzl) scheme, L.M. may knowingly
have compromised herallegad interests in her Civil Action, or committed a fraud on the
court.

49. RRA and the Litigation. Feam took an emotionally driven set of facts involving
alleged innogent, unsuspecting, underage females and a Palm Beach Billionaire and
sought to tum'itinto a gold hlne. Rather than evaluating and resolving the cases-based
on the merits) (i.e. facts) which Included knowledgeable, voluntary and conssnsual
actions by “each of the claimants and substantial pre-Epstein psychological and
emotional conditions of each of the claimants and substantial sexual experences pre-
Epstlein; RRA aﬁd the Litigation Team sought through protective oﬁders and objections
{0 bleck rejevant discovery regarding their dlaimants. They Instead forged ahead with

dlscovery the main purpose of which was to pressure Epstein into seltling the cases.
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Foriunately, their tactics have not been successful. As Magistrate Judge Linnea
Johms‘@n wrote in a discovery order dated Septeriber 15, 2009 (DE 209 in Fedsral Case
#08-80119)in-denying Plaintifls’ Motion for Protective Order:

"This Is his [Epstein’s] right. The Recosd in fhis ease Is clear that theehildhood of

many-of the Plaintiffs was marred by Instahoces of abuse and neglect, which in

tum may have tesulted, In whole or in par, in the damages.claimed by the -

Plaintffs.”
in- addition, in an Gmnibus Dider dated October,28,)2009 (DE 377 in Federal

Case #)8-80119) Magistrate Judge Linnea Johngonwrote:

‘ "Here the requést 5t!issﬁe goes to the very heart of the Plaintiff's damage clalms,
rgqu'eslin'g not if:mly general information relating to Plaintiff's sexual history, but
ingliiring as to specific instanées wherein Plaintiff recsived compensation or
conslderation for sex acts,\claim other males éexuaily assaulted, battered, or
-abusies her, and/orclalm othor males committed lewd or lascivious acts on her.
As aglobal matieryPlaintiffs clearly and unequivecally place their sexual history
in Issp@\by their allegations that Epstein's actions in this case has negatively
affected théil';' relationships by, among other things, “distrust in men,” "sexual
intimacy problems,” “diminished trust,” "soclal problems,” * problems in personai
relatioriships,” * feeling of stress around men,” "‘prem'ature tesnage pregnancy,”
*antisocial behaviors,” and “hyper-sexuality ard promiscuity.” Censidering these
allegation, there simply can ‘be‘ ne qurestion that Epstein is entitled to know

whether Plaintiffs were molested or the subject of other “sexual activity™ or "lewd

R e
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and ?lést;hn‘eus conduct® I order to determine whether there is an -alternative
basls for the psychological disorders Plaintiffs ¢laim 1o have sustained, whether
| Plaintiffs engaged In prostitution or other simitar type acts and-how certain acts
alleged in the Complaint materlally affected Plaintiffs’ relationships With others or
how thiose aets did-not have such an affect on those relationships andior whether
Plaintiffs suffered from the elleged emotional and psychological disorders as a
result of other sexual acts prior o the acts ;alle_ged in the Complaint. To deny
‘Epstein thus. discovery, would be tantamount te =barﬂng' him. from mouniing a
-defenise™
50. ROTHSTEIN, EDWARDS and LM/§ actions constitute a fraud upen EPSTEIN
as ' RRA, ROTHSTEIN and the Litigation Team represented-.ihemsa]sz to be acfing In

' good faith and with the bests Intefests'ef their clients In mind at all times when in reality,

they were-aciliig in furtherénce of.tHe nvestment or Ponzi seheme described hersin,
EPSTEMN justifiably- relisd to-his detriment on the representations of RRA, and

Defendarits, ROTHSTEINAEDWARDS and L.M. as to how he conducted and. defended

- the Civil Actions breught against him.

51. As a ditect and proximate resuit of the fraudulent and lllegal investment or Ponzi
schems orchiestrated by ROTHSTEIN and as yet other unknown co-conspiratérs and as
a.result of the litlgation tactics undertaken by the Litigation Team and L.M. as sst forth

h:ére‘]h, ‘Plaintiff EPSTEIN has incurmed and continuas to incur the moenetary damages

" Including, but not limited to, having to pay an amount in excess of the Civil Actions’ true

valug as a result of them refusing to setlle in that & percentage of any payment by
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EPSTEIN may have been promised fo third pary investors; incuming significant
additional-1egal faes and costs as result of Defendants refusal to conduct sattlement
riegotiations in é- forthright and good faith manner betause any monies“paid by
EPSTEIN s in reafity & promised retum on an investment; and incurred significant
atlorAeys' fees and costs In defending the discovery that was not. relevant, miaterial
dndior caloulited to lead to the admissibility of evidence, but whichuwés done for the
sole.purpose of "pumplng” the cases to Investors.

52. EPSTEIN has also been Injured in that the scopeof the fraudulent and crimingl
or racketeering aclivity so permested the RRAJaw)finn that EPSTEIN has been
prevénted from filly and fairly defending the'civll actions brought sgainst him. In
eé'sence. the very existénce of RRAwas based on the continuation of the massive
Ponzi schemse orchestrated by ROTHSTEIN and other co-conspiraters. In order to
confinue 16 bring Ih monlies from Investors, ROTHSTEW and ather co-conspirators used
the Civit Actions agalnst EPSTEIN, along with other mariufactured lawsuits, as a means
of obtalning massive amotints of money.

53, ROTHSTEIN, EDWARDS and LM, are fiable for damages caused 'tD-EPSTEiN -

individually, and jointly and severally.

54. Plaintiff realleges and incorperates paragraphs 1 through 53 as if fully set forth

hearein,
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85. RRA, ROTHSTEIN, EDWARDS arid L. each and collsctively constitute an
‘enterprise pursuant to §772.102(3), Fia. Stat. (2009).

£6. ROTHSTEIN, EDWARDS and L.M. engaged [n a pattem of criminal achvity as
-defined In §772.102(8) and (4), Fla, Stat, (2000).

57. As dlleged herein, ROTHSTEIN and EDWARDS comrifted multiple) predicate
' dits In violationi“of §772.403(1), (2), (3) and (4), Fla. Stat., includingwvislations of Florida
Stalutes - Chapter 517, relating 1o securlties transacions; Chepter 817, relating o
fraudulent practices, false pretenses, and fraud genaratly {which Indudes L.M.); Chapter
831, relating to forgery; §5838.05, relating to extortion (which includes L.M.}; and Chapter
887, relating 15 psrjury (which includes L.M.), Sbstantially more than two pradicate
-acts {l.o; the sellirig of or participalidn of the sale-of fabricated settlefrents outiined
herein, including the Civil Actions invelving Epstein as well &8 thie improper lifigation
tactics outtined above) occurred within a five-yearime- peried.

58. As a direct and proxmate result of ROTHSTEIN, EDWARDS .and L.N.'s
violations of §772.108, Fla.-Stat,, EPSTEIN has been injured.

59. Pursuait to §772.104(1), Fla. Stat,, Pl'alﬁt‘iiff—“EPSTEtN Is entitled to thresfold of
his actual dameges sustained, reasonable attorney's fees and court costs, and such
other damages as ailowed by law.,

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff EPSTEIN respectfully demands the entry of a judgment for

damages against all the named Defendants.
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60. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates paragraphs 1 through 53 as If fully set forth
herein.

81. RRA, along with ROTHSTEIN, EDWARDS and LM., each ard Gaflectvely,
‘constituts dn.enferprise pumuant t&"5805: 02(3); F-}a- Stat, (2008).

62. During all times relevant hereto, ROTHSTE!N EDWARDS and L.M. were and
are associated with the eriterprise, RRA, and each other.

63. Deféndants’-, ROTHSTEIN, EDWARDS and L.M./as persons associated with the
entérprise, RRA and each other{as an aniterprise),. unlawfully conducted or participated,
directly or Indireclly, in -sue'h- an enterprse thiough a pattem of racketeering, §
895.63(3), Fla. Stat., as alleged above hefeln. |

64, The breadth and scope of ROTHSTEIN, EDWARDS and, potentilly, LM/'s
racketeering actmty continuesfo be Investigated by the FB!, as numerous civil lawsuits
against some of the Defendants and others continue to be filed by persons whe have

" been damaged. As.of the filing of this Complaint, criminal charges have only been

~ brought against ROTHSTEIN,

- 65. Substantially mora than two predicale acts (le., the selihg of fabricated
settlements outlined herein, including the Clvil Actions inVciMng Epstein as well as the
Iproper liigation tactics outiined above) occurred within a five year time period.

66. Pursuant to §895.02, Fla. Stat., ROTHSTEIN and EDWARDS engaged in a
pattern of “racketeering activity” through the commisslon of crimes as defined in §
895.02(1)(a)-(b), Fla. Stat, including Chapter 517, relating to securities; Chapter 817,

refating to fraudulent practices, false pretenses, and fraud (including L.M.) generally;



Epsteln v. RRA, et al.
Pege 33

Chapter 813, relating to forgery; §838.05, relating to extortion (including L.M.); Chapter
837, relating to pefury {inchuding LM.).
87. Pursuant to §B895.05, Fla, Stat, Plalntlif seeks the following relief«ggainst
" Defendants, RQTHSTEIN, E&)WA‘RDS and L.M.:
a) ‘Ordering ROTHSTEIN -and EDWARDS- fo divest themselves of
‘any Interast in the enterpriss, RRA;
b} Enjoin all Defendants from feﬁgaging' in the sams typa of condust
and activities as described hereln;'and
¢) Temporarly enjoining ROTHSTEIN, EDWARDS and LM., from
the ctntinuation of the Civil Actions brought agalnst EPSTEIN
uritlt ciminal charges have been formally brought against RRA
and/or any of the Defendants, such that EPSTEIN may be
aliowed o evaluate whether a stay‘or dismissal of-all Clvil ‘Actlens
agalnsthim s merited. |
68, ERSTEIN fuither seeks an award of his reasonable attorney's feas and costs,
and such éthéreilef thatthis Court deems appropriate.
WH':EREFORE; Plaintiff EPSTEIN respectfully demands the-entry of a judgment for
the reltef solight and.damages against the named Defendants.

Count It - Abuse of Procass . —
" Against All Defendants

69. Plaintiff realieges and Incorporates paragraphs 1 through 53 as if fully set forth

herein.
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70. After istituting the Civil Actions against EPSTEIN, the actions of Defendants,
ROTHSTEN, EDWARDS and LM. as alleged In paragraphs 9 through 53 hefetn,
constilute an illegal, Impraper or perverted use of process.

1. ROTHSTEIN; EDWARDS

-and L.M. possessed ulierior motives .empumoses in
isxercising such Megal  improper, or perverted use of process.

72, As a resolt f ROTHSTEIN, EDWARDS and LM/'s actions, EPSTEIN suffered
damages:

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff ZPSTEIN respecifully demands the entry of a judgment for
daifbigis Agalist &l th named Defordants.

Count }V —Fraud
AgainstAll Defendan

 73. Plaintiif realleges and incorpcrates paragraphs 1 through 53 as if fully set forth
hersin. |
74. ROTHSTEIN, by énd through Defendant EDWARDS and LM. mads faise
staterients of fact to EPSTEM and his attomeys and agents, known to be false at the
time maide, and/or iméntionally concealed materlal information from ERSTEIN and his
attemeys and agents, for the purpose of inducing EPSTEIN to act i reliance thereon.
75. EPSTEIN did so act on the misrepresentation and/or concealment by incurring
additional aftorney’s fees, costs, and expenses in aggressively defending the civil
actions whereas in reality, because the Civil Actions against Plaintiff were being
exploited and over-valued so as to lure additional investors and to attempt to extort as

much money as possible from EPSTEIN so as o continue the massive fraud.
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‘WHEREFORE Plaintiff EPSTEIN demands judgimént against Defendanis for

damages:-incurred and for any other relief to which he:is enfitted under the law.

- 78. Plaintiff roalleges and incorporates paragraptis 1 through 53, and 74 and75 as if

folly sét forth herein.

77. ROTHSTEIN, EDWARDS and L.M. eonspired to commit a fratid-Gpon EPSTEIN.

78, ROTHSTEIN, EDWARDS and L.M. combined by and fhrough concerted aetion
as détalled hereln to accomplish an uniawful purpase 6r accomplish some purpose by
unlgwfil means. The unlawlul purpose was, ameng other things, fie erchestrating and
.continuation of the massive fraldulent Ponz scheme and receipt of menies for the
-coritinuation of fie scheme. The uniawful means includes, but 5 not Himited to, the use
-of the Civil Actions against EPSTEIN inan untawiul, improper, and ffauduient manner.

79. As a direct and [proximdte result of ROTHSTEIN, EDWARDS and L.M.'s
censpiracy to defraud EPSTEIN, EPSTEIN sufferedr:damages.

WHEREFORE Plgintiift EPSTEIN demands judgment against Defendants for

damages Incurréd and for any other retief to which he Is-entitied under the faw.

Jury Trial.

Plaintitf demands Jury Trial on all issues so trlable.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. 09-60331-CR-COHN
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
V.
SCOTT W. ROTHSTEIN,

Defendant.
/

A A MENT

The United States of America and SCOTT W. ROTHSTEIN (hercinafter referred to as “the
defendant”) enter into the following agreement:

1. The defendant agrees to plead guilty'to the five count Information, which charges the
defendant in Count 1 with a Racketeering Conspiracy, in violation of Title 18, United States Code,
Section 1962(d); in Count 2 with Conspiracy'te Commit Money Laundering, in violation of Title 18,
ﬁnited States Code, Section 1956(h); in Count 3 with Conspiracy to Commit Mail Fraud and Wire
Fraud, in violation of Title!18, United States Code, Section 1349; and in Counts 4 and 5 with Wire
Fraud, in violation.of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1343.

2. The defendant is aware that the sentence will be imposed by the Court after
considering the Federal Sentencing Guidelines and Policy Statements (hereinafter “the Sentencing
Guidelines™) in an advisory capacity. The defendant acknowledges and understands that the Court
will compute an advisory sentence under the Sentencing Guidelines and that the applicable advisory
guidelines will be determined by the Court relying in part on the results of a Pre-Sentence

Investigation by the Court’s probation office, which investigation will commence after the guilty plea

EXHIBIT P



has been entered. The defendant is also aware that, under certain circumstances, the Court may
depart from the applicable advisory guideline range and impose a sentence that is either more severe
or less severe than the advisory guidelines range, The Court is permitted to tailor the ultimate
sentence in light of other statutory concerns. Knowing these facts, the defendant understands and
acknowledges that the Court has the authority to impose any sentence within and up to the statutory
maximum authorized by law for the offenses identified in paragraph 1 and that the defendant may
not withdraw the plea solely as a result of the sentence imposed.

3. The defendant also understands and acknowledges that.the Court may impose a
statutory maximum term of imprisonment of up to twenty years for eachiof the offenses set forth in
Counts 1 through §, for a total of up to one hundred years, followed by a term of up to three years
of supervised release for each offense. In addition to a term of imprisonment and supervised release,
the Court may impose a fine of up to $250,000,00,with respect to the offenses set forth in Counts
1,3, 4, and 5, and may impose a fine with.respectito the offense set forth in Count 2 of the greater
of $500,000.00 or twice the value of the property involved in the money laundering transactions.

4, The defendant further understands and acknowledges that, in addition to any sentence
imposed under paragraph'3.of this agreement, a special assessment in the amount of $100.00 with
respect to each of the offenses set forth in counts 1 through 5, for a total of $500.00, will be imposed
on the defendant, which wiil be paid by the defendant at the time of entry of this plea.

5. The defendant further understands and acknowledges that, in addition to any sentence
imposed under paragraphs 3 and 4 of this agreement, that restitution may be imposed as part of that
sentence, The defendant agrees that for purposes of triggering the mandatory restitution provisions

of Title 18, United States Code, Section 3663 A, the offenses to which the defendant is pleading



guilty under this agreement in this case are “offenses against property” and were “committed by
fraud and deceit,” as those terms are understood within Title 18, United States Code, Section
3663A(c)(1)(A)(i1). The defendant accordingly understands and acknowledges that as a result of his
plea of guilty pursuant to the terms of the piea agreement in this case the Court may order that he pay
restitution pursuant to the provisions of Title 18, United States Code, Sections 3663A and 3664.
Promptly following the entry of his guilty plea, the defendant agrees to take all necessary steps to
make the following property available, as partial satisfaction of any restitution order entered in this
case: (a) all property subject to the post-Information Protective Order in'this matter; and (b) all
property identified in the Bill of Particulars for Forfeiture.

6. The defendant further understands and acknowledges that, in addition to any sentence
imposed under paragraphs 3, 4 and S of this agreement, forfeiture may be imposed as part of that
sentence. The defendant agrees to the forfeiture ofall ofhis right, title and interest to all assets listed
in the Information and listed in the Bill of Particulars, and/or their substitutes (hereinafter “the
assets™), whether controlled individually orthrough defendant’s wholly owned or partiaily owned

corporations or third-parties, which are subject to forfeiture pursuant to Title 18, United States Code,

Sections 1963, 982(a)(1)and/or 981(a)}(1)}C). The defendant agrees to assist the United States in
achieving forfeituré of the assets and agrees to assist the United States with forfeiture of same, such
assistance to include truthful testimony, especially to the extent that the assets are in the names of
corporations-or other entities or individuals. The defendant knowingly and voluntarily waives any
right to a jury trial or any other adversarial proceeding regarding the assets and waives any
notification about forfeiture proceedings, whether administrative or judicial. The defendant further

waives any statute of limitations with respect to the commencement of such forfeiture proceedings,



e or judicial. The defendant also waives any defenses to the forfeiture,
excessive fine or penalty under the Eighth Amendment. The defendant also
peal of the forfeiture. The defendant further acknowledges that the property
in whole or in part, be used to satisfy any obligation the defendant may have
r local taxes, interest and/or other penalties which may now exist or which
ce.

Tice of the United States Attorney for the Southern District of Florida
¢”) reserves the right to inform the Court and the probation office of all facts
1cing process, including all relevant information concerning the offenses
harged or not, as well as concerning the defendant and the defendant’s
only to the express terms of any agreed-upon sentencing recommendations
ment, this Office further reserves the right to make any recommendation as
tity of punishment.

ited States agrees that it will recommend at sentencing that the Court reduce

sory sentencing guideline level applicable to the defendant’s offense, pursuant

the Sentencing Guidelines, based uponithe defendant’s recognition and
acceptance of personal responsibility. However, the United States will not
is sentencing recommendation if the defendant: (1) fails or refuses to make
slete disclosure to the probation office of the circumstances surrounding the
ict; (2) is found to have misrepresented facts to the govemment prior to

ment; or (3) commits any misconduct after entering into this plea agreement,
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including but not limited to committing a state or federal offense or making false statements or
misrepresentations to any governmental entity or official.

9.  The defendant is aware that the sentence has not yet been determined by the Court.
The defendant also is aware that any estimate of the probable sentencing range or sentence that the
defendant may receive, whether that estimate comes from the defendant’s attorney, the government,
or the probation office, is a prediction, not a promise, and is not binding on the government, the
probation office or the Court. The defendant understands further that any recommendation that the
government makes to the Court as to sentencing, whether pursuant to this.agreement or otherwise,
is not binding on the Court and the Court may disregard the recommendation in its entirety. The
defendant understands and acknowledges, as previously acknowledged in paragraph 2 above, that
the defendant may not withdraw his plea based upon the Court’s decision not to accept a sentencing
recommendation made by the defendant, the govemnment, or a recommendation made jointly by
both the defendant and the govemment.

10.  Inthe event that the applicable offense level is deemed by the Court to be 43 orabove

(life), the government agrees 1o not oppose a variance; however, the Government reserves the right

to oppose any sentence recommended by the defendant.

11.  Thisdagreement resolves the defendant’s federal criminal liability in the Southern
District of Florida growing out of ‘any criminal conduct by the defendant known to the United States
Attorney’s-Office for the Southern District of Florida as of the date of this plea agreement. Said

provision does not prohibit potential prosecution for any acts of violence presently unknown to the

United States.



12, The United States agrees that it will not oppose defendant’s request that the Court
recommend to the Bureau of Prisons that the defendant be designated to the lowest security level
facility deemed appropriate by the Bureau of Prisons.

13, The defendant is aware that Title 18, United States Code, Section 3742 affords the
defendant the right to appeal the sentence imposed in this case. Acknowledging this, and in
exchange for the undertakings made by the United States in this plea agreement, the\defendant
hereby waives all rights conferred by Section 3742 to appeal any sentence imposed, including any
restitution order, or to appeal the manner in which the sentence was imposed, unless the sentence
exceeds the maximum permitted by statute or is the result of an upward departure and/or a variance
from the guideline range that the court establishes at sentencing. The defendant further understands
that nothing in this agreement shall affect the government’s right and/or duty to appeal as set forth
in Title 18, United States Code, Section 3742(b),, However, if the United States appeals the
defendant’s sentence pursuant to Section 3742(b),\the defendant shall be released from the above
waiver of appellate rights. By signing this‘agreement, the defendant acknowledges that he has
discussed the appeal waiver set forth in’this agreement with his attorney. The defendant further
agrees, together with the United States, to request that the district court enter a specific finding that
the defendant’s waiver of his right to appeal the sentence to be imposed in this case was knowing
and voluntary,

14:===The defendant further waives any right to file any motion or make any claim, whether
under 28 U.S.C. §§2255, 2254, 2241, or any other provision of law, to collaterally attack his
conviction, his sentence, or the manner in which sentence was imposed, unless the sentence exceeds

the maximum permitted by statute.



15.  The defendant confirms that he is guilty of the offenses to which he is pleading guilty;
that his decision to plead guilty is the decision that he has made; and that nobody has forced,
threatened, or coerced him into pleading guilty. The defendant affirms that he has discussed the
matter of pleading guilty in the abm.re-referenced cases thoroughly with his attorney. The defendant
further affirms that his discussions with his attorney have included discussion of possible defenses
that he may raise if the case were to go to trial, as well as possible issues and argumentsithat he may
raise at seniencing. The defendant additionally affirms that he is satisfied with'the representation
provided by his attorney. The defendant accordingly affirms that he is enteting into this agreement
knowingly, voluntarily, and intelligently, and with the benefit of full, complete, and effective

assistance by his attorney. The defendant accordingly agreesthatby entering into this agreement he



waives any right to file any motion or make any claim, whether under 28 U.S.C.§§2255,2254, 2241,
or any other provision of law, that contests the effectiveness of counsel’s representation up to the
time of the entry of his guilty plea,

16.  This is the entire agreement and understanding between the United States and the
defendant. There are no other agreements, promises, representations, or understandings, unless
contained in a letter from the United States Attorney’s Office executed by all parties and counsel
prior to the change of plea.

JEFFREY H. SLOMAN
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

Date: 7/ z-u’/ro e C; ALVJ_.
PAUL F. SCHWARTZ
ASSISTANT UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

e e

FFREY N. KAPLAN
ASSISTANT UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

Date:ﬂ-/d

. LaVECCHIO
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

Date: l / ,0

Date: J_[Z)/ [J

R1

EY FOR DEFENDAR

A2
OTT W. ROTHSTEIN
DEFENDANT




STATEMENT OF FACTS

The United States of America and SCOTT W. ROTHSTEIN enter into the following
stipulated statement of facts in support of the defendant’s plea of guilty:

Had this case proceeded to trial, the government would have presented evidence which would
have established beyond a reasonable doubt that from in or about 2005, through in or about
November 2009, Defendant ROTHSTEIN conspired with persons known and unknown to the United
States Attorney, to use the law firm, Rothstein, Rosenfeldt and Adler P.A. (hereinafter-referred to
as “RRA”) as a criminal Enterprise in order to conduct a pattern of racketeering activity. Such
pattern of racketecring activity included criminal acts which violated mail fraud;wire fraud, money
laundering and conspiracy statutes.

The government would have presented evidence at trial which'would have involved witness
testimony and documentary and electronic evidence seized pursuant to a search warrant. The
government’s trial evidence would have established the following:

Defendant ROTHSTEIN was an attorney admitted to practice law in Florida. He was the
Chief Executive Officer and Chairman.of RRA. In or about 2005, Defendant ROTHSTEIN and
other co-conspirators initiated a'scheme to generate criminal proceeds through fraudulent acts.
Defendant ROTHSTEIN induced investors through the use of false statements to loan money to
himself and fictitious borrowers in return for promissory notes, He solicited bridge loans on behalf
of purportedclients of RRA, that is, he would falsely inform individuals that clients of RRA desired
to borrow funds for undisclosed business deals and in return would agree to pay high rates of
interest. Defendant ROTHSTEIN was aware that no such clients or requests for business financing
actually existed.

Defendant ROTHSTEIN and co-conspirators also solicited investors to purchase purported

1



confidential settlement agreements. Such settlement agreements were falsely presented as having
been reached between putative defendants based upon claims of sexual harassment and/or whistle-
blower actions. The investors were falsely informed that such settlement agreements were pre-
litigation and therefore there was no pending litigation or court oversight. Defendant ROTHSTEIN
and other co-conspirators relied upon the purported success of RRA, the existence of actual RRA
civil matters and his standing in the community to lure potential investors in order to convince them
to make such investments. The investors were faisely informed that the confidential“settlement
agreements were available for purchase. The purported settlements were allegedly avaiiable in
amounts ranging from hundreds of thousands of dollars to millions of dollars and'could be purchased
at a discount and repaid to the investors at face value over time. Forinstance, in or about late 2009,
a potential investor was solicited by Defendant ROTHSTEIN and/orco-conspirators to purchase a
purported settlement in the amount of $450,000. The settlement was alleged to be paid to the
purported plaintiff in three installments of $150,000\each, over the course of three months. The
payment schedule was alleged to insure theconfidentiality of the settlement. The purported plaintiff
allegedly had agreed to accept an immediat¢ payment of $375,000 in satisfaction of the settlement
agreement. In order to facilitate the scheme, the investor received a fraudulent scttlement agreement
which set forth the terms of the civil settlement, but the names of the purported plaintiff and
defendant were excised due to the alleged confidentiality of the settlement.

The government would further establish that in order to facilitate and perpetrate the scheme,
Defendant ROTHSTEIN and co-conspirators created false and fraudulent settlement agreements,
bank statements, assignments of settlement agreements, sale and transfer agreements and personal

guarantees, among other documents.



Defendant ROTHSTEIN and other co-conspirators falsely informed investors that the
purported confidential settlements were either negotiated on behalf of clients of RRA or had been
referred by other law firms. The investors were falsely informed that the purported settlements were
based upon sexual harassment and/or whistle-blower (qui-tam) actions against corporate defendants.

Defendant ROTHSTEIN and other co-conspirators established and maintained trust accounts
at several financial institutions in order to receive the investor funds and to give the appearance of
legitimacy and security. False and fictitious trust account bank balance statements Were created
along with purported “lock letters,” Such letters allegedly reflected that thexfunds in the trust
accounts would be disbursed only to specific investors. instead funds were disbursed among and
between the various trust accounts and elsewhere by interstate wiretransfers and other means in
order to facilitate, promote and conceal the fraud, to launderthe procéeds derived therefrom, and to
enrich ROTHSTEIN and his co-conspirators. RQTHSTEIN and his co-conspirators created
fraudulent on-line banking documents to further mislead investors and to facilitate the fraud.

Defendant ROTHSTEIN and co-conspirators also initiated and conducted a separate scheme

to defraud clients of RRA in order to perpetuate the “Ponzi” scheme. Such clients had retained RRA

to institute and file a civil lawsuit. UUnknown to the clients, RRA settled the lawsuit and had
obligated the clients to pay $500;000 to the defendant. In order to perpetrate the fraud and deceive
the clients, defendant ROTHSTEIN created a false and fraudulent court order purportedly signed by
a Federal District Court Judge which falsely alleged that the clients of RRA had prevailed in the
lawsuit and were owed a judgement of approximately $23 million. The fraudulent court order also
falsely stated that the defendant had transferred funds to the Cayman Islands for the purpose of

secreting the assets.



Defendant ROTHSTEIN and other co-conspirators falsely advised the clients on several
occasions that in order to recover the defendant’s funds, they had to post bonds to be held in the
RRA trust account. Defendant ROTHSTEIN and other co-conspirators fraudulently caused the
clients to wire transfer a total of approximately $57 million over several years to a trust account
controlled by defendant ROTHSTEIN, purportedly to satisfy the bonds. Defendant ROTHSTEIN
and other co-conspirators were questioned by the clients as to the progress of the alleged lawsuit.
In order to delay the return of funds to the clients, defendant ROTHSTEIN fraudulently created a
false Federal court order purportedly issued by a United States Magistrate Judge ordering RRA to
return the transmitted funds by a later date,

Defendant ROTHSTEIN and other co-conspirators utilized funds obtained through the
“Ponzi” scheme to supplement and support the operation and activities of RRA, to expand RRA by
the hiring of additiona! attorneys and support staff, to fund safaries and bonuses, and to acquire larger
and more elaborate office space and equipment in‘order to promote the ongoing scheme and to enrich
the personal wealth of persons employed by and associated with RRA.

Defendant ROTHSTEIN and other co-conspirators engaged in the below described conduct

in order to facilitate the activities of the Enterprise and to conceal and promote the scheme to defraud

investors.

DefendantROTHSTEIN and other co-conspirators utilized funds illegally obtained through
the “Ponzi” scheme to make political contributions to local, state and federal political candidates,
in a manner designed to conceal the true source of such funds and to circumvent state and federal

laws governing the limitations and contribution of such funds.



Defendant ROTHSTEIN and other co-conspirators distributed lavish gifts, including exotic
cars, jewelry, boats, loans, cash and bonuses, to individuals and to members of RRA in order to
engender goodwill and loyalty and to create the appearance of a successful law firm.

Defendant ROTHSTEIN and other co-conspirators made large charitable contributions to
public and private charitable institutions, including hospitals and other legitimate charitable and
nonprofit organizations, using funds derived from the “Ponzi” scheme. “Ponzi” scheme funds were
also used to provide gratuities to high-ranking members of police agencies in ordertoeurry favor
with such police personnel and to deflect law enforcement scrutiny of RRA.

Defendant ROTHSTEIN and other co-conspirators utilized funds obtained through the
*“Ponzi” scheme in order to purchase controlling interests in restaurants located in the Southem
District of Florida. Such restaurants were used in part as a. mechanism to give gratuities to
individuals, including politicians, business associates and attemeys, in order to foster goodwill and
loyalty, as locations to solicit potential investors and as,secure locations for conspiratorial meetings.

Defendant ROTHSTEIN and other co-conspirators associated with well known politicians,
in public forums and elsewhere, in order to,gain greater notoriety and to create the appearance of
wealth and legitimacy. Such acts\were calculated in part to enhance defendant ROTHSTEIN and
other co-conspirators’ ability to'solicit potential investors in the “Ponzi” scheme.

Defendant ROTHSTEIN and other co-conspirators used funds derived from the “Ponzi”
scheme to maintain the appearance of affluence and wealth, by purchasing expensive real and
personal property, in order to convince potential investors of the legitimacy of RRA and of the
purported investment opportunities. Defendant ROTHSTEIN purchased expensive real property,

personal property, business interests, vessels, vehicles and other indicia of success and wealth.



The government’s evidence would establish that Defendant ROTHSTEIN and co-
conspirators, through the usec of RRA as the criminal Enterprise, knowingly and intentionally
engaged in the above-described pattern of racketeering activity in order to generate proceeds for their
enrichment through various criminal activities, including mail fraud, wire fraud and money
laundering, The government’s evidence would establish that the activities of the Enterprise affected
interstate commerce through the transmission of funds among and between financial institutions and
across state boundaries, among other means.

The Enterprise maintained offices in Broward County, Florida, and elsewhere and the pattern
of racketeering activity emanated from the Southern District of Florida. Investors were solicited
through wire and mail transmissions through the United States and elsewhere. In order to further
the fraud scheme, Defendant ROTHSTEIN and other co-conspitators caused to be transmitted wire
communications, in interstate and foreign commerce,dncluding an interstate wire transfer sent from
TD Bank to Gibraltar Bank on or about Decembér 2, 2008 and an interstate wire transfer sent to TD
Bank from JP Morgan Chase on or about @ctober 16, 2009. The proceeds derived from the “Ponzi”
scheme were laundered through the.aceounts maintained at several financial institutions in order to
promote, carry on and conceal theicriminal activities of RRA,

Had the forfeiture portion of the case proceeded to trial, the government would have
established, at least by a preponderance of the evidence, the standard of proof required for
sentencing, thatthe properties listed for forfeiture in the forfeiture allegations of the Information and
in the Bill of Particulars for Forfeiture, were properly sought for forfeiture because the defendant
acquired or maintained an interest therein or were derived from proceeds obtained directly and
indirectly through the commission of the above-described racketeering activity. The government
would have further established that the properties were involved in and/or were traceable to the
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money laundering activity described above, and that such properties were also the proceeds of, or
were derived from, the mail and wire fraud activity described above.

The undersigned hereby stipulate and agree that the aforesaid facts are true and correct and
that they encompass all of the necessary elements to establish the guilt of the defendant to the
charges of Conspiracy to Violate the RICO Act, in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section
1962(d); Conspiracy to Commit Money Laundering, in violation of Title 18, United States Code,
Section 1956(h); Conspiracy to Commit Mail Fraud and Wire Fraud, in violation of Title 18;United
States Code, Section 1349; and Wire Fraud, in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section

1343.

JEFFREY H. SLOMAN
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

Date: _+/ 2.4’/10 oL C?W
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SISTANT UNITED STATES ATTORNEY
Date: ’é§ g’[b _
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Date:.ZéxE—/d
LaVECCHIO
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Privilege Log — Dated 2-23-2011

Farmer, Jaffe, Weissing, Edwards, Fistos & Lehrman

BATES DATE TO FROM DESCRIPTION OBJECTION

08076-08089 | 08/04/2009 Bradley Edwards | Spencer Kuvin Transcript of Alfredo Rodriguez | Joint™W/P Priv.
Deposition

08311-08318 | 05/26/2009 Bradley Edwards | Katherine Ezell WPB-Confidential-General- Joint W/P Priv.
Financial Disclosure/Discovery

08319-08324 | 10/16/2009 Bradley Edwards | Amy Ederi WPB-General-Confidential Joint W/P Priv.

08398 09/01/2009 Bradley Edwards | Kikka Claudio C.M.A. Vs, Epstein, et | Joint W/P Priv.
al {File#:281849)

08402 09/17/2009 Bradiey Edwards | Paul Cassell Report this as a‘paroleyviolation | Joint W/P Priv.

08415 09/16/2009 Bradley Edwards | Margaret Berk Scanned document from { Joint W/P Priv.
Margaret.Berk

08422 08/11/2009 Bradley Edwards | Katherine Ezeli Subpoéna ). directed to the | Joint W/P Priv.
investigators

10060 08/03/2009 Adam Horowitz Jacquie Johnson Epstein-Depo-New York Joint W/P Priv.

10069-10074 | 08/04/2009 Bradley Edwards | Spencer Kuyin RE:Transcript of Alfredo | Joint W/P Priv.
Rodriguez Deposition

10077-10079 | 08/06/2009 Bradley Edwards | Mercede€s Estrada’ | RE:Epstein vs. Jane Doe No.101 | Joint W/P Priv.
& Epstein vs. Jane doe No. 102

10099-10102 | 08/27/2009 Bradley Edwards | Spencer Kuvin RE: Epstein Depo Joint W/P Priv.

10192 08/11/2009 Adam Horowitz | Jacquie Johnson Trump Depo moved 08/18 to | Joint W/P Priv.
9/24 in NY

10194-10195 ; 08/11/2009 Jacquie Johnson | Kikka Claudio FW: Out of state subpoenas Joint W/P Priv.

10264-10266 | 08/09/2009 Adam Horowitz Jacquie Johnson RE:Epstein-Letter regarding | Joint W/P Priv.

Leslie Wexner




Privilege Log — Dated 2-23-2011
Farmer, Jaffe, Weissing, Edwards, Fistos & Lehrman

BATES DATE T0O FROM DESCRIPTION OBJECTION
10279-10281 | 08/10/2009 Adam Horowitz | Jacquie Johnson RE: Epstein-Notice of production | Joint W/P.Priv.
from non parties/depc of lane
Doe
10372-10372 | 09/17/2009 Bradley Edwards | Katherine Ezell RE: Leslie Wexner Joint W/P Priv.
10490-10493 | 09/21/2008 Bradley Edwards | Amy Ederi FW: Epstein Depo Joint W/P Priv.
10592-10593 } 09/29/2008 Bradley Edwards | Katherine Ezell RE: Leslie Wexner Joint W/P Priv.
10604-10620 | 10/01/2009 Bradley Edwards | Katherine Ezell FW:meeting w/ atty frwexner Joint W/P Priv.
10639-10643 | 10/06/2009 Bradley Edwards | Stuart Mermelstein | Meeting w/Leslie Wexner Joint W/P Priv,
10700-10702 | 10/13/2009 Adam Horowitz | Jacquie Johnson Depo Joint W/P Priv.
10724-1073 | 10/14/2009 Adam Horowitz Jacquie Johnson Epstein-depo of Alan Dershowitz | Joint W/P Priv.
10897 10/29/2008 Bradiey Edwards | Stuart Mermelstein jLeslie Wexner Joint W/P Priv.
10992-11005 | 06/22/2009 Bradley Edwards | Amy Ederi RE:Regular Monthly Cong. Call Joint W/P Priv.
11011-11021 | 06/23/2009 Bradiey Edwards | Katherine Ezell RE:Regular Monthly Cong. Call Joint W/P Priv.
11026-11032 | 07/09/2009 Bradiey Edwards | Spencer Kuvin RE:Epstein commissioner | Joint W/P Priv.
appointees
11072-11074 | 07/28/2009 Bradley Edwards | Katherine Ezell Possible witness from | Joint W/P Priv.
Switzerland
11166-11169 ; 06/23/2009 Katherine Ezell Bradley Edwards RE:Article:Bear Stearns Joint W/P Priv.




Privilege Log — Dated 2-23-2011
Farmer, Jaffe, Weissing, Edwards, Fistos & Lehrman

BATES DATE TO FROM DESCRIPTION OBJECTION
11240-11245 | 06/22/2009 ! Katherine Ezell Bradley Edwards Article:Bear Stearns Joint W/PPriv.
11248-11250 | 06/22/2009 Amy Ederi Bradley Edwards Article:Bear Stearns Joint W/P Priv.
11255-11259 | 06/23/2009 | Katherine Ezell Bradley Edwards USAO Chose Bradiey Edwards | Joint W/P Priv.
conversation
11269-11281 | 06/30/2009 | Stuart Bradley Edwards RE:Epstein Depo;possible/| Joint W/P Priv.
Mermelstein deponents
11316-11319 | 06/28/2009 Katherine Ezell Bradley Edwards Discussion about, possible | Joint W/P Priv.
witness from Switzerland
11332-11336 | 08/04/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradley Edwards FW:Transcript of Alfrefo | Joint W/P Priv.
Rodriguez Depo,and Copperfeild
and{linton’'s whereabouts
11340-11341 | 08/05/2009 Mercedes Bradley Edwards RE:Epstein vs.Jane Doe No.101 & | Joint W/P Priv.
Estrada 102
11348-11358 | 08/06/2009 Adam Horowitz Bradley Edwards RE:Motion for protective | Joint W/P Priv.
order/discussion
11430-11434 | 08/27/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradley Edwards Discussion RE:Wexner | Jaint W/P Priv.
involvement
11443 09/17/2009 Katherine Ezell Bradley Edwards Wexner served subpoena OH Joint W/P Priv,
11541-11542 | 09/29/2009 Katherine Ezell Bradley Edwards RE:Leslie Wexner & Bob Joint W/P Priv,
11551-11559 | 10/01/2009 Spencer-Kuvin Bradley Edwards RE:Meeting w.Stanely Arkin Joint W/P Priv.
11585-11586 | 10/14/2009 | Adam Horowitz | Bradley Edwards RE:Epstein;Larry Visoski | Joint W/P Priv.
confirmed
11675-11676 | 10/29/2009 Stuart Bradley Edwards RE:Leslie Wexner attorney info Joint W/P Priv.
Mermelstein




Privilege Log — Dated 2-23-2011
Farmer, Jaffe, Weissing, Edwards, Fistos & Lehrman

BATES DATE TO FROM DESCRIPTION OBJECTION

15981-15988 | 08/04/2009 Spencer Kuvin Jacquie Johnson Attachment:Kellen & Trump | Joint W/P Priv.
subpoena

15999-16007 | 08/05/2009 Bert Patton Jacquie Johnson RE:Epstein Depo-New York Joint W/P Priv.

16057-16065 | 08/06/2009 Mercedes Jacquie Johnson Trump and Maxwell Dep dates Joint W/P Priv.

Estrada

15918-15949 | 08/04/2009 Adam Horowitz Jacquie Johnson RE:Epstein Depo’s 08/14,17,18 in/| loint W/P Priv.
NY & OH

16066-16069 | 08/06/2009 Adam Horowitz Jacquie Johnson Maxwell, Trump, Wexner convo | Joint W/P Priv.
RE:Depo dates

16095-16098 | 08/11/2009 Adam Horowitz Jacguie Johnson Maxwell, Trumo,Wexner Convo | Joint W/P Priv,
RE:Depo datesicont..

15813-15814 | 10/29/2009 Stuart Bradley Edwards Wekxler Lawyer’s info Joint W/P Priv.

Mermeistein

15856 08/03/2009 Adam Horowitz Jacquie Johnson Epstein Depo-NY;2 Attachments | Joint W/P Priv.

15866-15881 | 08/03/2009 Adam Horowitz Jacquie Johnson Epstein Depos 08/14,17,18 in | Joint W/P Priv.
NY&OH/PDF of Sarah Kellen
Notice of Videotaped Depo

15893-15901 | 08/03/2009 Kikka Claudio Jacquiedohnson Depo &subpoena notice for | Joint W/P Priv.
Trump

15360-15363 [ 09/01/2009 Jacquie Johnson | Mercedes Estrada | RE:Alan Dershowitz;Harvard Law | Joint W/P Priv.
Info

15394-15397 | 09/09/2009 | lacquie Johnson | Katherine Ezell RE:Epstein-Depos of Marcinkava | Joint W/P Priv.
& Sarah Kellen

15413-15428 | 09/10/2009 Adam Horowitz Jacquie Johnson RE:Esptein-Notice of Prodcution { Joint W/P Priv.
from Non Parties

15434-15437 | 09/10/2009 Jacquie Johnson | Katherine Ezell Notice Of Production from Non- | Joint W/P Priv.

Parties discussion




Privilege Log — Dated 2-23-2011
Farmer, Jaffe, Weissing, Edwards, Fistos & Lehrman

8/14,17,18 in NY & OH

BATES DATE TO FROM DESCRIPTION OBJECTION
15454-15475 | 09/15/2009 Adam Horowitz | Jacquie Johnsen Critton’s notice of depo;Epstein | Joint W/P®riv.
notice of hearing,Mark Epstein
notice of depo
01465 07/13/2009 Katherine Ezell Bradley Edwards Epstein Joint W/P Priv.
15485-15492 | 09/17/2009 Jacquie Johnson | Mercedes Estrada | RE:Epstein Depo Joint W/P Priv,
15493-15500 | 09/18/2009 Jacquie Johnson | Katherine Ezell RE:Deposition of Jean “Lu€ | Joint W/P Priv.
Bruhnel
15501-15555 | 09/18/2009 Jacquie Johnson | Adam Horowitz RE:Epstein Depo Joint W/P Priv.
15556-15564 | 09/22/2009 Jacquie Johnson | Margaret Berk Epstein, Depos loint W/P Priv,
15565-15575 | 09/25/2009 Jacquie Johnson | lisa Rivera EW:Deposition of Jean Luc | Joint W/P Priv.
Bruhnel
15687-15688 | 10/01/2009 Jacquie Johnson | lisa Rivera Depo of David Hart Rogers Joint W/P Priv.
15692-15707 | 10/01/2009 Jacquie Johnson | Katherine Ezell FW:Meeting w/Sranley Arkin Joint W/P Priv.
15708-15709 | 10/06/2009 | Jacquie Johnson | Mercedes Estrada | RE:Jane Does 2-8v. Epstein-Cross | Joint W/P Priv.
Nod’s of Oct 6-8 depos
15033-15032 | 08/05/2009 Jacquie Johnson | Mercedes Estrada | RE:Epstein-Depo for 8/17 Joint W/P Priv.
15087-15093 | 08/06/2009 Jacquie Johnson | Mercedes Estrada | RE:Epstein-Depo for 8/17 Joint W/P Priv.
15094-15100 | 08/06/2009 Jacquiedohnson | Kikka Claudio RE:Epstein Depo-New York Joint W/P Priv.
15109-15112 | 08/10/2009 Jacquie Johnson | Adam Horowitz RE:Epstein  Depositions  for | Joint W/P Priv.




Privilege Log — Dated 2-23-2011
Farmer, Jaffe, Weissing, Edwards, Fistos & Lehrman

BATES DATE TO FROM DESCRIPTION OBJECTION
15122-15125 | 08/11/2009 | Jacquie Johnson | Kikka Claudio RE:  Ms. Maxwell Depo | Joint W/P Priv.
rescheduled
15142-15158 | 08/11/2209 Bradley Edwards | Kikka Claudio FW:out of state subpoenas Joint W/P Priv.
15166-15170 | 08/11/2009 Jacquie Johnson | Kikka Claudio RE:out of state subpoenas loint W/P Priv.
15171-15172 | 08/11/2009 Jacquie Johnson | Kikka Claudio RE:Epstein Joint W/P Priv.
15178-15182 | 08/12/2009 Jacquie Johnson | Kikka Claudio RE:Epstein Joint W/P Priv,
15306-15355 | 08/25/2009 Jacquie Johnson | Kikka Claudio FW:Epstein'DepoNotices & Subs | Joint W/P Priv.
14951-14952 | 08/03/2009 Jacquie Johnson | Kikka Claudio RE:Epstein Depo-New York Joint W/P Priv.
14954-14972 | 09/16/2009 Adam Horowitz | Jacquie Johnson RE:Epstein-Depo of Mark Epstein | joint W/P Priv.
on 9/21 in NY will take place as
scheduled
14979-14981 | 08/03/2009 Jacquie Johnson | Kikka Claudie RE.Epstein Depo-New York Joint W/P Priv.
14983-150Q15 | 08/04/2009 Jacquie Johnson | Adam Horowitz RE:Epstein Depositions 8/14.17, | joint W/P Priv.
&18in NY & OH
16501-16519 | 09/15/2009 Adam Horowitz | Jacquie Johnson Epstein Hearing Joint W/P Priv.
16520-16547 | 09/03/2009 Spencer Kuvin Jacquie Johnson RE:Epstein-Deposition of Jane | Joint W/P Priv.
Doe-9/30/2009
16355-16384 | 08/24/2009 AdamHorowitz | Jacquie Johnson Epstein Depo Notices and Subs Joint W/P Priv.
16554-16568 | 09/16/2009 Kikka Claudio Jacquie Johnson RE:Epstein Depo Joint W/P Priv,




Privilege Log — Dated 2-23-2011
Farmer, Jaffe, Weissing, Edwards, Fistos & Lehrman

BATES DATE TO FROM DESCRIPTION OBJECTION
16574-16577 { 09/17/2009 Adam Horowitz lacquie fohnson RE:Epstein Depo Joint W/P Priv.
16396-16398 | 09/01/2009 | Margaret Estrada | Jacquie Johnson Alan Dershowitz loint W/P Priv.
16578-16581 | 09/17/2009 | Katherine Ezell Jacquie Johnson RE:Depo loint W/P Priv.
16582-16585 | 09/18/2009 Adam Horowitz Jacquie johnson RE:Deposition of Jean [Luc { Joint W/P Priv.
Bruhnel
16585-16611 | 09/18/2009 Adam Horowitz Jacquie Johnson RE:Epstein Depo Soint W/P Priv.
16612-16439 | 09/18/2009 Adam Horowitz lacquie Johnson RE:Epstein DepotefMark Epstein | Joint W/P Priv.
16440 08/18/2009 Spencer Kuvin Jacquie Jlohnson RE:Epstein Sub to Bear Stearn Joint W/P Priv.
16740-16753 | 09/22/2009 Margaret Berk Jacquie Johnson RE:Epstein Depos Joint W/P Priv,
16443-16452 | 09/09/2009 Katherine Ezell Jacquie lohnson RE:Epstein-Depos of Marcinkova | Joint W/P Priv.
& Sarah Keller
16777-16786 | 09/30/2009 | Adam Horowitz | Jacquie Johnson RE:Epstein Joint W/P Priv.
16793-16794 | 10/01/2009 Lisa Rivera Jacquie Johnson RE:Depo of David Hart Rogers loint W/P Priv.
16462-16477 | 08/10/2009 Adam Horowitz Jacquie Johnson RE:Epstein-Notice of Production | foint W/P Priv,
from Non Parties
16802-16823 ! 10/02/2009 Margaref Berk Jacquie Johnson RE:Epstein depos Joint W/P Priv.
16483-16486 | 09/10/2009 | Katherine Ezell Jacquie Johnson RE:Epstein-Notice of Production | joint W/P Priv.

from MNon Parties




Privilege Log — Dated 2-23-2011
Farmer, Jaffe, Weissing, Edwards, Fistos & Lehrman

BATES DATE TO FROM DESCRIPTION OBJECTION
16874-16880 | 10/13/2009 | Adam Horowitz | Jacquie Johnson Depo Joint W/P Priv.
16904-16905 | 10/14/2009 Spencer Kuvin Jacguie Johnson RE:Epstein Joint W/P Priv.
16945 10/26/2009 Kikka Claudio Jacquie Johnson RE:Epstein depos on 10/28 loint W/P Priv.
17033-17034 | 10/26/2009 Kikka Claudio Jacquie Johnson RE:Epstein depos on 10/28 Joint W/P Priv.
02065-02068 | 06/08/2009 | Bradley Edwards | Mercedes Estrada | FW:Epstein-Confirming ) AT&T | Joint W/P Priv.
Dial Telephone cConference for
Mon 6/8/09 at@2:00-p.m.
02070 09/02/2009 Jacquie Johnson | Spencer Kuvin FW:Epstein<Depos of | Joint W/P Priv.
Marcinkova & Sarah Kellen
02071 08/18/2009 Adam Horowitz | Jacquie Johnson RE:EpsteinSub to Bear Sterns Joint W/P Priv.
02072-02078 | 09/04/2009 | Jacquie Johnson | Spencer Kuvin FW:Epstein-Depos of | Joint W/P Priv.
Marcinkova & Sarah Kellen
03466-03468 | 05/14/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradley Edwards RE:Actvity in Case 9:08-cv- | Joint W/P Priv.
80893-KAM Doe v. Epstein Order
on Motion to Stay
02301-02302 | 09/09/2009 Paul Cassel Bradley Edwards FW:Epstein loint W/P Priv.
03122-03123 | 06/10/2009 Adam Horowitz Bradiey Edwards FW: Motion to Dismiss Joint W/P Priv.
02805-02806 | 05/26/2009 Susan Stirling Katherine Ezell RE:WPB-Confidential-Genereal- | Joint W/P Priv.
Financial Disclosure/Discovery
02670-02671 | 10/21/2009 Bradiey Edwards | Spencer Kuvin Fw:Subpoena Info Joint W/P Priv.
02517-02519 | 10/02/2009 Bradley Edwards | Katherine Ezell FW:Meeting w/Stanley Arkin Joint W/P Priv.




Privilege Log — Dated 2-23-2011

Farmer, Jaffe, Weissing, Edwards, Fistos & Lehrman

BATES DATE 10 FROM DESCRIPTION OBJECTION

02614-02617 | 08/05/2009 | Bradley Edwards | Kikka Claudio FW:Proposal Request Joint W/P Priv.
15702-15704 | 10/02/2009 Bradley Edwards | Katherine Ezell FW:Meeting w/Stanley Arkin Joint W/P Priv
15581-15585 | 09/28/2009 | Bradley Edwards | Amy Ederi FW:Epstein Depo TointW/P Priv.
15431-15433 | 09/10/2009 Adam Horowitz Jacquie Johnson RE:Epstein-Notice of Production | Joint W/P Priv.

from Non Parties
15797-15798 | 10/14/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradley Edwards RE:Epstein Joint W/P Priv,
11560-11562 } 10/02/2009 Bradley Edwards | Katherine lJacquie | FW:Meeting w/StanleyArkin Joint W/P Priv.
Johnson

11444-11448 | 09/28/2009 Bradley Edwards | Amy Ederi FW:Epstein Depo Joint W/P Priv.
05823 09/04/2009 | Adam Horowitz | Jacquie Johnson RE:Epstein Joint W/P Priv.
05832 09/08/2009 Adam Horowitz Jacquie Johnson RE:Epstein Joint W/P Priv,
05838 09/08/2009 | Jacguie Johnson | Jack Hill RE:Epstein Joint W/P Priv.
05847 09/09/2009 Jacquie Johnson | Katherine Ezell RE:Epstein loint W/P Priv,
05859 07/23/2009 | Bradley Edwards- | Katherine Ezell RE:Epstein Joint W/P Priv.
05863-05864 [ 07/23/2009 Bradley Edwards | Katherine Ezell RE:Epstein Joint W/P Priv.
05886-05887 | 07/24/2009 Bradley'‘Edwards | Katherine Ezell RE:Epstein Joint W/P Priv,




Privilege Log — Dated 2-23-2011

Farmer, Jaffe, Weissing, Edwards, Fistos & Lehrman

BATES DATE 70 FROM DESCRIPTION OBJECTION

05902-05903 | 07/28/2009 Bradley Edwards | Katherine Ezell RE:Epstein Joint W/P Priv.
05906-05907 | 07/28/2009 Bradley Edwards | Katherine Ezelt RE:Epstein Joint W/P Priv,
05912 08/27/2009 Bradley Edwards | Spencer Kuvin RE:Epstein Joint W/P Priv.
05928-05930 | 07/28/2009 Bradley Edwards | Katherine Ezell RE:Epstein Joint W/P Priv.
05933-05934 | 09/18/2009 Bradley Edwards | Spencer Kuvin RE:Epstein joint W/P Priv.
05936 09/18/2009 Bradley Edwards | Spencer Kuvin RE:Epstein loint W/P Priv.
05938 09/18/2009 Bradley Edwards | Adam Horowitz RE:Epstéin Joint W/P Priv.
05940-05941 | 09/18/2009 Bradley Edwards | Spencer Kuvin RE:Epstein Joint W/P Priv.
05951 05/29/2009 Bradley Edwards | Spencer Kuvin RE:Epstein Joint W/P Priv.
05957-05960 | 09/09/2009 Bradley Edwards | Kikka Claddio RE:Epstein Joint W/P Priv.
05970-05971 | 10/21/2009 Jacquie Johnson | Margaret Berk RE:Epstein Joint W/P Priv.
05982-05983 | 10/28/2009 Bradley Edwards. | Spencer Kuvin RE:Epstein Jaint W/P Priv.
05993-05994 | 09/09/2009 Bradiey Edwards J| Adam Horowitz RE:Epstein Joint W/P Priv.
05997 08/06/2009 BradleyEdwards | Kikka Claudio RE:Epstein Joint W/P Priv.
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Privilege Log ~ Dated 2-23-2011
Farmer, Jaffe, Weissing, Edwards, Fistos & Lehrman

BATES DATE TO FROM DESCRIPTION OBJECTION
01029 10/08/2009 Bradley Edwards | Carolyn Edwards Brian Ryalls loint W/P Priv.
07707 09/03/2009 BradieyEdwards | Kikka Claudio RE:Regarding:C.M.A. vs. Epstein. | Joint W/P Priv.
Et al.(File# 281849)
07708-07709 | 06/22/2009 Bradley Edwards | Amy Ederi RE:Regular Monthly Cong. Call Joint, W/P Priv.
07734 07/24/2009 | Jessica Caldwell | Bradiey Edwards RE:Release joint W/P Priv.
07218-07219 | 10/02/2009 Bradley Edwards | Katherine Ezell RE:Meeting w/Stanley Arkin Joint W/P Priv.
06861-06863 | 05/12/2009 Bradley Edwards | Katherine Ezell RE:Jane Doe |I'v.Epstein Joint W/P Priv.
06876-06879 | 05/12/2009 Bradley Edwards | Stuart Mermelstein | RE:Jane Doe 1 v. Epstein Joint W/P Priv.
06891-06897 | 05/12/2009 Bradley Edwards | Katherine Ezeli REane Doe Hi v. Epstein Joint W/P Priv.
06901 09/11/2009 Bradley Edwards | Mercedes Estrada Rettane Doe No. 101 & jane Doe | Joint W/P Priv.
No. 102 vs. Epstein-Cross Notice
Of Depos
06902 09/15/2009 Bradley Edwards | Mercedes Estrada | RE: Jane Doe No.101 & jane Doe | Joint W/P Priv.
NO.102 vs. Epstein
06903 0S/04/2009 Bradley Edwards | Mércedes Estrada | RE: Jane Doe No.101 & Jane Doe | Joint W/P Priv.
NO.102 vs. Epstein-Cross-Notice
of Taking Video Deposition
06806-06807 ; 09/09/2009 Bradley Edwards,, | Adam Horowitz RE:Epstein Joint W/P Priv.
06712 10/19/2009 | Bradley Edwards | Kikka Claudio RE: igor Zinaview depo Joint W/P Priv.
06713-06714 | 09/15/2009 | Bradiey Edwards | Robert Josefberg RE:Epstein Joint W/P Priv.
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Privilege Log — Dated 2-23-2011

Farmer, Jaffe, Weissing, Edwards, Fistos & Lehrman

BATES DATE TO FROM DESCRIPTION OBJECTION
06720-06727 | 10/14/2009 Bradley Edwards | Jack Hill RE: lgor Zinoview depo Joint W/P Priv.
06728 09/059/2009 | Bradiey Edwards | Kikka Claudio RE:Epstein Joint W/P Priv.
06711 09/09/2009 Kikka Claudio Bradley Edwards RE:Epstein Joint WYP Priv.
06472 05/08/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradiey Edwards RE:FY| Epstein Depo Joint W/P Priv.
06460-06464 | 05/08/2009 Bradiey Edwards | Spencer Kuvin RE:FY! Epstein Depo Joint W/P Priv.
06455-06459 | 05/08/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradley Edwards RE:FYI Epstein Depo Joint W/P Priv.
06448-06452 | 05/08/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradley Edwards RE:FY} Epstein Depo Joint W/P Priv.
06420-06427 } 05/08/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradiey Edwards RE:FYI Epstein Depo Joint W/P Priv.
06416-06419 | 05/08/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradley Edwards RE:FY!| Epstein Depo Joint W/P Priv.
05925-05926 } 07/28/2009 Katherine Ezell Bradley£dwards FW:Epstein Joint W/P Priv.
05883-05584 | 07/24/2009 Katherine Ezell Bradiey Edwards RE:Epstein Joint W/P Priv.
05022-05025 | 09/10/2010 | Adam HorowitZ~ | Jacquie Johnson RE:Epstein-Notice of Production | Joint W/P Priv.
from Non Parties
04724-04725 } 05/27/2009 | Bradley'Edwards /| Katherine Ezell RE:Epstein Cases-depostions in | Joint W/P Priv.
federal cases
BATES DATE TO FROM DESCRIPTION OBJECTION
06990-07002 | 06/11/2009 Brad Edwards Katherine W. Ezell | June 10" hearing-WPB- | Joint-privilege
Confidential
| 07003-07006 | 06/26/2009 Amy Ederi Brad Edwards June 25" hearing-WPB- | Joint-privilege
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Privilege Log — Dated 2-23-2011
Farmer, Jaffe, Weissing, Edwards, Fistos & Lehrman

BATES DATE TO FROM DESCRIPTION OBJECTION
Confidential

07030 09/22/2009 Bradley J. | Spencer Kuvin L.M. v. Epstein - defendant, | Joint-privilege

Edwards leffrey Epstein’s response to
plantiff

07090-07091 | 9/29/2009 Bradley J. | Katherine W. Ezell | Leslie Wexner Joint-privilege
Edwards

07092 10/29/2009 | Stuart Bradley ). Edwards | Leslie Wexner joint-privilege
Mermelstein

07093 09/17/2009 Bradiey J. | Katherine W. Ezell | Leslie Wexner Joint-privilege
Edwards

01484 05/21/2009 Robert C. | Bradley J. Edwards | Epstein loint-privilege
Josefsherg

01503 08/24/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradley ). Edwards | Epstein Joint-privilege

01517 09/18/2009 Adam Horowitz; | Bradley |. Edwards | Epstein Joint-privilege
Spencer Kuvin

01514 08/26/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradiey ). Edwards | Epstein Joint-privilege

01515 0B/27/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradley ). Edwards |'Epstein Joint-privilege

01477 07/21/2009 Adam Horowitz; | Bradley ). Edwards | Epstein Joint-privilege
Stuart
Mermeistein

01489 08/03/2009 Adam Horowitz Bradley/. Edwards” | Epstein Joint-privilege

07110-07112 | 09/25/2009 | Bradley J. | SpencerKuvin LM v EPSTEIN hearing 9/22/09
Edwards

07113-07114 | 09/25/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradley }. Edwards | LM v EPSTEIN hearing 8/22/09 Joint-privilege

07115-07116 | 09/25/2009 Bradley J. | Spencer Kuvin LM v EPSTEIN hearing 9/22/09 Joint-privilege
Edwards

07145-07146 | 09/22/2009 Adam Horowitz Bradley ). Edwards | Mark Epstein Joint-privilege

07211-07213 | 10/01/2009 Bradiey )| Spencer Kuvin Meeting with Staniey Arkin Joint-privilege
Edwards

07210 10/06/2009 Stuart Katherine W. Ezeli | Meeting with Leslie Wexner Joint-privilege
Mermelstein;
Robert c.
Josefsberg;
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Privilege Log — Dated 2-23-2011
Farmer, Jaffe, Weissing, Edwards, Fistos & Lehrman

BATES DATE TO FROM DESCRIPTION OBJECTION
Bradley J.
Edwards

07214-07215 | 10/01/2009 Robert C. | Katherine W. Ezell | Meeting with Staniey Arkin Joint-privilege
Josefsberg

07216-07217 | 10/02/2009 Bradley 1. | Katherine W. Ezell | Meeting with Stanley Arkin Joint-privilege
Edwards

07220-07223 | 10/01/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradley ). Edwards | Meeting with Stanley Arkin Joint-privilege

07224-07225 | 10/02/2009 Katherine W, | Bradley J. Edwards | Meeting with Stantey Arkin Joint-privilege
czell

07226-07227 | 10/01/2009 Robert C. | Spencer Kuvin Meeting with Stanley Arkin Joint-privilege
Josefsherg

07228-07229 } 10/01/2009 Bradley J. 1 Robert C. | Meeting with Stanley Arkin Joint-privilege
Edwards Josefsberg

07280-07283 | 08/06/2009 Adam Horowitz Bradley). Edwards | Motionfor protective order Joint-privilege

07633-07634 | 08/06/2009 Bradley 1. | Kikka M. Claudio Proposal Reguest Joint-privilege
Edwards

07710-07733 | 06/23/2009 Katherine W. | Bradley J. Edwards__| Regularly Monthly Cong. Call Joint-privilege
Ezell

07740-07746 | 09/18/2009 Bradley J. { Adam Horowitz Report this as a parole violation i Joint-privilege
Edwards

07748-07757 | 09/18/2009 Adam Horowitz Bradley/). Edwards | Report this as a parole violation | Joint-privilege

07913-07915 | 08/27/2009 Bradley J. | SpencerKuvin Sarah Kellen Joint-privilege
Edwards

07917-07918 | 08/27/2009 Spencer Kuvin Jacquiedohnson Sarah Kellen Joint-privilege

07965-07966 | 08/12/2009 Katherine W. | Bradley ). Edwards | Subpoena directed to the | Joint-privilege
Ezell investigators

07977-07978 | 10/09/2009 Bradley Iy} Spencer Kuvin Subpoena Info Joint-privilege
Edwards

01716 09/15/2009 Adam Horowitz Elizabeth Villar Epstein: Forensics/investigations | Joint-privilege

INVOICE

01768 07/13/2009 Richard Willits Bradley J. Edwards | Epstein Investigator Joint-privilege

01771-01772 | 08/06/2009 Adam Horowitz | Bradley J. Edwards | Epstein Investigator Joint-privilege

01931 08/11/2009 Bradley J. | Lisa Rivera Alfredo Rodriguez Joint-privilege
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Privilege Log — Dated 2-23-2011

Farmer, Jaffe, Weissing, Edwards, Fistos & Lehrman

BATES DATE TO FROM DESCRIPTION OBJECTION
Edwards
01998-01999 | 09/21/2009 Adam Horowitz Margaret Berk Correct Number -~ Epstein | Joint-privilege
Deposition
02021 05/14/2009 Bradley 1. | Mercedes C. | boe v. Epstein Joint-privilege
Edwards Estrada
02044 09/04/2009 Katherine W. | Bradley ). Edwards | EW., L.M. Doe v. Epstein ~(| Joint-privilege
Ezell Letter from Bob Critton
02048 09/04/2009 Robert C. | Bradley ). Edwards | EW., LM. Doe v. Epstein - | Joint-privilege
Josefsberg Letter from Bob Critton
02054 05/12/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradley |, Edwards | Emailing Epstein / depesition | Joint-privilege
revised
02062 10/05/2009 Bradley J. | Amy Ederi Epstein — Confirming \AT&T Dial | Joint-privilege
Edwards in Tel. Conf. “for’ Monday,
10/5/094at 4:00 p.m.
02087 09/17/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradley J. Edwards | Epstein- Hearing Joint-privilege
02140 08/04/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradley i. Edwards | EpStein Depo — New York loint-privilege
02147-02149 | 09/21/2009 Bradley J. | Amy Ederi Epstein Depo Joint-privilege
Edwards
02174 07/20/2009 Adam Horowitz Bradley ). Edwards (| Epstein Matter — Cross Notice of | Joint-privilege
Alfredo Rodriguez Deposition
02208-02210 | 07/01/2009 Bert Patton William J”Berger Epstein v. State of Fiorida — | Joint-privilege
Emergency petition for Writ of
Certiorari; Emergency maotion to
review denial of stay
02215-02217 | 07/24/2009 Bradiey J. | Mercedes C. | Epstein Joint-privilege
Edwards Estrada
022590 09/18/2009 Bradley 4. | Spencer Kuvin Epstein Joint-privilege
Edwards
02355-32356 | 06/10/2009 Mercedes €. | Susan K. Stirling Hearing taken on 06/10/09 | Joint-privilege
Estrada onmotion to unseal before judge
Colbath
02362-02363 | 06/09/2009 Spencer Kuvin Katherine W. Ezell | Hearing to Un-seal Joint-privilege
(02374-02375 | 09/15/2009 Jack Hill Bradley J. Edwards | igor Zinoview depo Joint-privilege
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Farmer, Jaffe, Weissing, Edwards, Fistos & Lehrman

BATES DATE TO FROM DESCRIPTION OBJECTION
02420-02421 | 05/08/2009 Bradley 1. [ Mercedes C. | Jane Doe i v. Epstein Joint-privilege
Edwards Estrada
02435 09/15/2009 Bradiey J. | Lisa Rivera Jane Does v. Epstein Joint-privilege
Edwards
02438 09/18/2009 Bradley J. | Adam Horowitz Jeffrey Epstein DCH W35755 Joint-privilege
Edwards
02462 09/22/09 Spencer Kuvin Bradleyl. Edwards | LM. v. Epstein — Defendant, | Joint-privilege
leffrey Epstein”s Response) to
Plantiff LM."s Motien for
Protective Order
02476-02477 | 08/25/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradley j. Edwards | LM v EPSTEIN hearing Joint-privilege
02516 10/06/2009 Bradley J. | Katherine W. Ezell | Meeting with Leslié Wexner Joint-privilege
Edwards
02554-02559 | 08/03/2009 Adam Horowitz Bradley J. Edwards | NEW -ASSIGNMENT - NEW | loint-privilege
ALBANY ~ RUSH? — Fwd: Federal
Subpoena
02584 08/11/2009 Bradley J. | Kikka M. Claudio Out of state subpoenas Joint-privilege
Edwards .
02618 08/04/2009 Bradley J. | Kikka M. Claudio Proposal Request Joint-privilege
Edwards
02627-02628 | 09/18/2009 Bradley J. { Adam Horowitz Report this as a parole viclation | Joint-privilege
Edwards
02672-02673 | 10/09/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradley ). Edwards | Subpoena info Joint-privilege
02727 08/03/2009 | Spencer Kuvin Bradley J. Edwards | Transcript of Alfredo Rodriguez | Joint-privilege
deposition
02896 06/08/2009 Bradley J. | Spencer Kuvin Hearing to Un-seal Joint-privilege
Edwards
03009-03010 | 08/07/2009 Adam Horowitz Jacquie Johnson Motion to stay Joint-privilege
03028-03029 | 09/21/2009 | Bradley J. | Adam Horowitz Mark Epstein Joint-privilege
Edwards
03038 10/06/2009 Bradiey J. | Stuart Mermelstein | Meeting with Leslie Wexner Joint-privilege
Edwards
03131-03132 | 08/06/2009 Adam Horowitz Bradley J. Edwards | Epsteins assets Joint-privilege
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Farmer, Jaffe, Weissing, Edwards, Fistos & Lehrman

BATES DATE TO FROM DESCRIPTION OBJECTION
03243-03244 | 09/09/2009 Bradley J. | Adam Horowitz EPSTEIN Joint-privilege
Edwards
03397-03400 | 09/29/2009 Adam Horowitz Bradley ). Edwards § Activity in case 9:08-cv-80118- | Joint-privilege
KAM Doe v. Epstein Response in
Opposition to Motion
03407-03414 | 09/29/2009 Bradley J. | Adam Horowitz Activity in case 9:08-cv-80119-| Joint-privilege
Edwards KAM Doe v. Epstein Response in
Opposition to Motion
03451-03452 | 05/14/2009 Bradley J. 7 Spencer Kuvin Activity in Case 9:08-cv-80893="| Joint-privilege
Edwards KAM Doe v. Epstein Order on
Motion to Stay
03477-03479 | 05/15/2009 Bradiey J. | Spencer Kuvin Activity in CaSe 9:08-cv-80893- | Joint-privilege
Edwards KAM Doe v Epstein Order to
Motiondto Stay
(03619-03627 | 09/15/2009 Bradley J. | Spencer Kuvin 8B v4Epstein/EW v. Epstein Joint-privilege
Edwards
03631-03633 | 09/15/2009 Jacquie Johnson | William J, Berger BB v, Epstein/EW v. Epstein Joint-privilege
03646-03656 | 10/19/2009 Bradley L | Katherine W. Ezell” ) Bill Riley’s Subpoena & Depo | Joint-privilege
Edwards Notice
03677-03687 | 07/08/2009 Bradley J. | Adam Horowitz Can you send me those | Joint-privilege
Edwards addresses?
03719-03736 | 09/04/20058 Bradley J. | SpencerKuvin CMA - depo notices attached. Joint-privilege
Edwards
03840-03847 | 08/02/2009 Stuart Bradley J. Edwards | Continuing Deposition of Alfredo | Joint-privilege
Mermelstein Rodriguez
03938-03939 | 09/29/2011 Katherine W. | Bradley ). Edwards | Deposition of Bill Riley Joint-privilege
Ezell
(0394303945 | 09/18/2009 Adam Horowitz Jacquie Johnson Deposition of Jean Luc Bruhnel Joint-privilege
02911-02912 | 09/15/2009 Bradley J. } Jack P. Hil} lgor Zinoview depo Joint-privilege
Edwards
02939 07/14/2009 Bradley J. | Adam Horowitz Jane Does 2-7 v. Epstein Joint-privilege
Edwards
02977 10/16/2009 Katherine W. | Bradley |. Edwards | Leslie Wexner Joint-privilege
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Farmer, Jaffe, Weissing, Edwards, Fistos & Lehrman

BATES DATE TO FROM DESCRIPTION OBJECTION
Ezell

02978 10/29/2009 Bradley J. | Stuart Mermelstein | Leslie Wexner ioint-privilege
Edwards

02994 06/10/2009 Bradley J. | Mercedes C. | Preservation of evidence Joint-privilege
Edwards Estrada

07060 10/16/2009 Sid Garcia Bradley J. Edwards | L.M. v, Epstein Jointsprivilege

16202 07/13/2009 Richard willits Bradley ). Edwards | Scheduling various depositions | Joint-privilege

regarding Epstein

06409-06415 | 04/15/2009 Bradley 5. | Katherine W. Ezell | FY) Joint-privilege
Edwards

06428-06447 | 05/06/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradley J. Edwards | FY! Joint-privilege

06453-06454 | 04/15/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradley ). Edwards | FYi Joint-privilege

06465-06471 | 04/15/2009 Katherine W. | Bradley). Edwards | FYI Joint-privilege
Ezell

06476-06490 | 05/08/2009 Bradley J. | Spencer Kuvin FYi Joint-privilege
Edwards

06630-06632 | 09/09/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradley J. Edwards _| Hearing to Un-seal Joint-privilege

06636-06639 ;| 09/09/2009 Bradfey J. | Robert €. |/Hearing to Un-seal Joint-privilege
Edwards losefsberg

06702-06705 | 09/16/2009 Bradley J. | Kikka M. Claudio igor Zinoview & Tommy Matola | Joint-privilege

L Edwards depos

06706-06708 | 10/14/2009 Bradley J. | Kikka M. Claudio lgor Zinoview depo Joint-privilege
Edwards

06715-06719 | 10/09/2009 Jack P. Hill Bradley,). Edwards | igor Zinoview depo Joint-privilege

06729-06735 | 10/13/2009 Bradley J. { Jack P. Hill lgor Zinoview depo Joint-privilege
Edwards

06763 08/19/2009 Bradley L3 Stuart Mermelstein | IME’s Joint-privilege
Edwards

06764-06766 | 09/10/2009 Bradley 1. | Stuart Mermelstein { IME’s Joint-privilege
Edwards

06770-06781 | 09/10/2009 Stuart Bradley ). Edwards | IME’s loint-privilege
Mermelstein

06811-06812 | 08/20/2009 Katherine W. | Bradley J. Edwards | Is Mark Epstein JE's brother? Joint-privilege
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BATES DATE TO FROM DESCRIPTION OBJECTION
tzell

06817-06819 | 09/23/2009 | Adam Horowitz Bradley J. Edwards | Is your client being deposed | Joint-privilege

tomorrow?

06820-06822 | 07/02/2009 Bradley J. | Margaret Berk Jane Doe 2 (Brinson) v. Epstein Joint-privilege
Edwards

06841-06860 | 05/12/2009 Bradley J. | Spencer Kuvin Jane Doe |} v. Epstein Joint-privilege
Edwards

06864-06875 | 05/12/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradley ). Edwards | Jane Doe (I v. Epstein Joint-privilege

06880-06850 | 05/12/2009 Bradley J. | Katherine W. Ezell | Jane Doe Il v. Epstein Joint-privilege
Edwards

06898-06900 | 05/12/2009 Bradley J. | Stuart Mermeistein | Jane Doe Il v. Epstein Joint-privilege
Edwards

06933-06934 | 07/14/2009 Adam Horowitz Bradley ). Edwards | Jane Does2-7'v. Epstein Joint-privilege

06937-06938 | 10/05/2009 Spencer Kuvin Jacquie Johnson Jane Does 2-8 v. Epstein - Cross | Joint-privilege

NOD'siof Oct. 6-8 depos

06944-06952 i 09/22/2009 Bradiey J. | Adam Horowitz Jeffrey Epstein DCH# W35755 loint-privilege
Edwards

16107 08/11/2009 Adam Horowitz Jacquie Johnson Maxwells deposition Joint-privilege

16123-16124 | 08/11/2009 Kikka M. Claudio | Jacquie lohnson Maxwells deposition Joint-privilege

16799-16801 | 10/02/2009 Robert C. | Jacquie Johnson Meaeting with Stanley Arkin Joint-privilege
Josefbergs

02947-02948 | 08/03/2009 Spencer Kuvin Jacquie'ighnson Epstein Depo — New York Joint-privilege

02891-20906 | 10/01/2009 Bradiey J. | Katherine W. Ezell | Meeting with Stanley Arkin Joint-privilege
Edwards

20880-20882 | 10/02/2009 Bradley J. | Katherine W. £zell | Meeting with Stanley Arkin Joint-privilege
Edwards

06042-06090 | 07/02/2009 William J-Berger )} Spencer Kuvin Ew 09-22784 cert.4” dca Joint-privilege

06402-06403 | 06/10/2009 Bradley J. | Katherine W. Ezell | Hearing to Un-seal Joint-privilege
Edwards

01365-01366 | 09/15/2009 AdamrHorowitz Jacquie Johnson Epstein Hearing loint-privilege

01340-01341 | 07/30/2009 Adam Horowitz Jacquie Johnson Epstein Depositions Joint-privilege

01331 06/30/2009 Stuart Bradley ). Edwards | Epstein depositions Joint-privilege
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BATES DATE TO FROM DESCRIPTION OBJECTION
Mermelstein
01319 08/11/2009 [ Adam Horowitz | Jacquie Johnson Epstein Depo Joint-privilege
01316 08/27/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradley J. Edwards | Epstein Depo Joint-privilege
01314 10/30/2009 Stuart Jacquie Jlohnson Epstein Depo of Wexner Joint-privilege
Mermelstein
01298 05/26/2009 Bradley J. | Adam Horowitz Epstein cases — depositions in [} Joint-privilege
Edwards federal cases
01294 08/10/2009 | Jack P. Hill Bradley ). Edwards | Epstein Assets Joint-privilege
01273 07/13/2009 Katherine W. | Bradley J. Edwards | Epstein 2255 claims Joint-privilege
Ezell
01250 05/13/2009 Bradley ). | Mercedes C. | Epstein Joint-privilege
Edwards Estrada
01246 04/08/2009 Bradley J. | Mercedes C. | Epstein — TelephoneConference | Joint-privilege
Edwards Estrada
01233-01234 | 07/31/2009 Bradiey 3. 1 Mercedes C. | Epstein ~\Monday, 8/3/09 - | Joint-privilege
Edwards Estrada Monthlyy, _call  in  telephone
conference — AT&T Cali in No:
{877)) 468-2136 - participant
code: 775593, Kathy is the host.
01224 06/16/2009 Bradley 1. | Mercedes C. Epstein — Monday, 8/3/09 - | Joint-privilege
Edwards Estrada Monthly call in telephone
conference — AT&T Call in No:
(877) 468-2136 - participant
code: 775593. Kathy is the host,
01185 10/30/2009 Bradley J. | Mefcedes C. | Epstein — Confirming AT&T dial | Joint-privilege
Edwards Estrada in tei. conf. for Monday, 11/2/09
at 4:00 p.m.
01186 10/02/2009 Bradley 471 Mercedes C. | Epstein — Confirming AT&T Dial | Joint-privilege
Edwards Estrada in Tel. Conf. for Monday,
10/5/09 at 4:00 p.m.
01187 05/19/2009 Bradley ). | Mercedes C. { Epstein — Confirming AT&T Dial | Joint-privilege
Edwards Estrada in Telephone Conference for

Monday, 6/8/09 at 2:00 p.m.
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BATES DATE TO FROM DESCRIPTION OBJECTION
01188 05/12/2009 Bradley ). | Mercedes C. | Epstein — Confirming AT&T Dial | Joint-privilege
Edwards Estrada in Telephone Conference for
Tomorrow 5/13/09
01189 09/08/2009 Bradley J. { lliana Yarzabal Epstein — Confirming AT&T Dial | Joint-privilege
Edwards in Telephone Conference for
Wednesday, 9/9/09 at 3:00
01095-01096 | 04/15/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradley J. Edwards | Deposition of Epstein was setfor | Joint-privilege
tomorrow
01045 07/23/2009 Bradiey J. | Richard Willits CMA vs. Epstein Joint-privilege
Edwards
01649 07/08/2009 Bradley J. | Mercedes C. | Epstein Joint-privilege
Edwards Estrada
01641 06/11/2009 Bradley 1. | Mercedes C. | Epstein Joint-privilege
Edwards Estrada
01639 05/29/2009 Bradley J. | Mercedes C. | Epstein Joint-privilege
Edwards Estrada
01618 10/28/2009 Bradley J. | Spencer Kuvin Epstein Joint-privilege
Edwards
01660 07/22/2009 Bradley J. | Adam Horowitz Epstein Joint-privilege
Edwards
01666 04/20/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradley J'Edwards” | Epstein Joint-privilege
01671 07/23/2009 Katherine W. | Bradley). Edwards | Epstein Joint-privilege
Ezell
01680 08/24/2009 Jack P. Hill Bradley J. Edwards | Epstein Joint-privilege
04355-04358 | 09/04/2009 | Jack Scarola Bradley J. Edwards | Epstein — Depos of Marcinkova | Joint-privilege
and Sarah Kellen
04446 09/03/2009 Bradley &} lliana Yarzabal Epstein -~ Monday 8/3/09 - | loint-privilege
Edwards Monthly Call in Telephone
Conference
04200-04201 | 09/04/2009 | Bradley-Edwards | Katherine W. Ezell | Letter from Bob Critton Joint W/P Privilege
04220— 09/04,/2009 Bradley Edwards | Spencer Kuvin Letter from Bob Critton Joint W/P Privilege
04221
04222-04223 | 09/04/2009 Bradley Edwards | Barry Stone Letter from Bob Critton Joint W/P Privilege
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BATES DATE TO FROM DESCRIPTION OBJECTION
04264 05/12/2009 Bradley Edwards | Spencer Kuvin Epstein Depa Joint W/P Privilege
04298-04299 | 09/16/2009 | Jacquie Johnson | Adam Horowitz Depo of Epstein Joint W/P Privilege
04304 09/08/2009 Jacquie lohnson | Adam Horowitz Epstein Joint W/P Priv.
04335 10/30/2009 Bradley Edwards | Robert Josefsberg | Epstein- Confirming AT&T Tel. Joint W/P Priv.
Conf.
04359-04360 | 09/04/2009 Jacquie Johnson | Katherine Ezell Depos of Marcinkova & Sarah Joint W/P Priv.
Kellen

04365 09/15/2009 Jacquie Johnson | Adam Horowitz Epstein- Depo in New York Joint W/P Priv.
04417 09/17/2009 Bradley Edwards | Spencer Kuvin Epstein- Hearing Joint W/P Priv.
04423-04424 | 09/09/2009 Jacquie Johnson | Adam Horowitz Letter regarding Leslie Wexner Joint W/P Priv.
04433-04436 | 06/16/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradley Edwards Maonthly Call in Jele. Conf, Joint W/P Priv.
0444704450 | 07/31/2009 | Jacquie Johnson | Mercedes Estrada | Monthly Callin Tel. Conf. Joint W/P Priv.
04491-04518 | 04/08/2009 Bradley Edwards | Jack Scarola Epstein- Tel. Conf. Joint W/P Priv.
04518 04/08/2009 Bradley Edwards | Robert Josefsherg | Epstein<TebConf! Joint W/P Priv.
04524-04525 | 05/13/2009 Katherine Ezell Bradley Edwards Epstein Depo Joint W/P Priv.
04580 10/14/2009 Jacquie Johnson | Adam Horowitz Depo of Larry Visoski Joint W/P Priv.
04640-04641 | 10/14/2009 Bradley Edwards | Adam Horowitz Depo.of Larry Visoski Joint W/P Priv.
04723 05/26/2009 Bradley Edwards | Katherine Ezeilf Epstein cases- Depos Joint W/P Priv.
04726-04729 ; 05/26/2009 Adam Horowitz Bradley Edwards Epstein cases- Witness depos Joint W/P Priv.
04750-04754 1 08/04/2009 Spencer Kuvin BradleyEdwards Epstein depo- New York Joint W/P Priv.
04763-04785 | 08/27/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradley Edwards Epstein Depo Notice Joint W/P Priv.
04797-04799 | 09/18/2009 Jacquie Johnson | Adam Horowitz Epstein Depo Joint W/P Priv.
04806-04813 | 07/28/2009 Jacquie Johason, | Adam Horowitz Epstein Depos in New York Joint W/P Priv.
04819 07/30/2009 Jack Scarola Jacquie Johnson Epstein Depos Joint W/P Priv.
04831-04832 | 07/30/2009 Spencer Kuvin Jacquine Johnson Epstein Depos Joint W/P Priv,
04835-04836 | 07/25/2009 Katherine Ezell Bradley Edwards Epstein Depos Joint W/P Priv.
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04711 08/10/2009 | Bradley Edwards | Jack Hill Epstein assests Joint W/P Priv.
04855-04858 | 08/18/2009 Bradley Edwards | Kikka Claudio Epstein Depos Joint W/B.Priv.
04861 07/24/2009 Lisa Rivera Jacquie Johnson Epstein Depos Joint W/P Priv.
04876-04877 | 07/27/2009 Bradley Edwards | Spencer Kuvin Epstein Depos Jaint W/P Priv.
04922-04923 | 09/16/2009 Adam Horowitz Jacquie Johnson Epstein Hearing Joint W/P Priv.
04925-04926 | 09/15/2009 | Adam Horowitz | Jacquie Johnson Epstein Hearing Joint W/P Priv.
04929-04934 | 09/25/2009 Bradley Edwards | Adam Horowitz Epstein Hearing Joint W/P Priv.
04937-04938 | 09/15/2009 | Adam Horowitz | Jacquie Johnson Epstéin Hearing Joint W/P Priv.
04969-04872 | 07/20/2009 Adam Horowitz Bradley Edwards Alfredo Rodriguez Depo Joint W/P Priv.
05026-05027 | 09/10/2009 Adam Horowitz Jacquie Johnson Notice of Production from Non- | Joint W/P Priv.

Parties
05031 09/25/2009 Bradiey Edwards | Spencer Kuvin Epstein Order Joint W/P Priv.
05037-05038 | 09/25/2009 Bradley Edwards | Spencer Kuvin Epstein Order Joint W/P Priv.
05042-05043 | 09/25/2009 | Spencer Kuvin Bradley Edwards Epstein Order Joint W/P Priv.
05046 09/25/2009 Bradley£dwards /| Spener Kuvin Epstein Order Joint W/P Priv.
05074-05076 | 08/18/2009 | Stuart Jacquie Johnson Epstein Sub. To Bears Stern Joint W/P Priv.
Mermelstein
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BATES DATE TO FROM DESCRIPTION OBJECTION
05100-05102 | 08/05/2009 Mercedes Bradiey Edwards Improper Serving of Maxwell Joint W/P Priv.
Estrada
05105-05107 | 04/20/2009 Bradley Edwards | Spencer Kuvin Hearing on Yellow Cab Objection | Joint W/P Priv.
05110 08/06/2009 Adam Horowitz Kikka Claudio Address for Nadia Marcinkova Joint WP Priv.
05118-05119 | 09/09/2009 Adam Horowitz Bradley Edwards Motion for Protective Order Joint W/P Priv.
05157-05158 | 09/10/2009 Adam Horowitz Bradley Edwards Motion for Protective Order Joint W/P Priv.
05167-05168 | 05/29/2009 Bradley Edwards | Margaret Berk Spencer Cross-Examination Joint W/P Priv.
05171-05172 | 05/29/2009 Bradley edwards | Mercedes Estrada | Transcripts Joint W/P Priv.
05201-05202 § 09/10/2009 Adam Horowitz Bradley Edwards Rutes on'Boe no. 4 Joint W/P Priv.
05222-05223 | 07/10/2009 Bradley Edwards | Katherine Ezell File case Joint W/P Priv.
05226 07/10/2009 Bradley Edwards | Spencer Kuvin Epstein 5 Amendment rights Joint W/P Priv.
05229 07/10/2009 Bradley Edwards | Adam Horowitz Motions to Compel Joint W/P Priv.
05232-05233 | 07/10/2009 Bradley Edwards | Adam Horowitz Motions fully briefed Joint W/P Priv.
05247 07/23/2009 Katherine Ezel) Bradley Edwards Answers to the 1% set of ROGS Joint W/P Priv.
05251-05252 | 07/24/2009 Katherine Ezell Bradley Edwards Depo dates Joint W/P Priv.
05258 07/25/2009 Katherine Ezell Bradley Edwards Switzerland Witness regarding Joint W/P Priv.
Epstein Egg Shaped 2 inch PENIS!
05265-05266 | 07/22/2009 Adam Horowitz Spencer Kuvin Alfredo Rodriguez depo Joint W/P Priv.
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DATE TO FROM DESCRIPTION OBIECTION
05286-05287 | 07/28/2009 Katherine Ezell Bradley Edwards Switzerland Witness regarding Joint W/P Priv.
training of little girls as sex traps

05293-05294 W Katherine Ezell Bradley Edwards Calling Switzerland witness Joint W/P Priv,
05326-05327 08/24/2009 Bradiey Edwards Spencer Kuvin Emails searchable Joint W[P Priv.
Wﬁmka Claudio Bradley Edwards Epstein address Joint W/P Priv.

05334-05335 L615/‘2_”‘3/3659“”L\?sra:dhs:y Edwards | Mercedes Estrada | TV Interview that is too explicit Joint W/P Priv,
| 08/24/2009 Bradley Edwards | Spencer Kuvin Seeking Computers Joint W/P Priv,

08/10/2009 Kikka Claudio Bradley Edwards Current address fonNadia Joint W/P Priv.

Marcinkova

35305354 | 09/05/2009 | Katherine Ezell | Bradiey fdwards | Distribution of Costs Joint W/P Priv.
ancquie Johnson | Bradiey Edwards Voicemail Joint W/P Priv.

0537305374 08/10/2009 | Kikka Claudio Bradley Edwards ,  |'Supoenas for depos foint W/P Priv.
05391-05393 04/20/2009 Spencer Kuvin Bradiey fdwards Yelow Cab stuff loint W/P Priv,
05400-05401 10/19/2009 Adam Horowitz Bradley Edwards Religious Dildo Washer Joint W/P Priv.
05414-05415 08/10/2009 Kikka Claudio Bradley Edwards sjoberg’s current address Joint W/P Priv.
WW Bradley Edwards Spencer Kuvin Yellow Cab stuff Joint W/P Priv.
05445 | 08/10/2009 BradleyEdwards | Kikka Claudic Setting Depos Joint W/P Priv.
05/29/2009 Mercedes [Bradlev Edwards Motion for Status Conf. Joint W/P Priv.

‘ Estrada
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