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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

JANE DOE NO. 2, CASE NO.: 08-CV-80119-MARRA/JOHNSON
Plaintift,

Vs,

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,
Defendant.
/

JANE DOE NO., 3, CASE NO,: 08-CV-80232-MARRA/JOHNSON
Plaintiff,

VS,
JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant.
!

JANE DOE NO. 4, CASE NO.: 08-CV-80380-MARRA/JOHNSON
Plaintiff,

¥a.

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,
Defendant.
{

JANE DOE NOQO., 5, CASE NO.: 08-CV-80381-MARRA/JOHNSON
Plaintiff,

Vi,

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,
Defendant.
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JANE DOE NO. 6, CASE NO.: 08-CV-80994-MARRA/JOHNSON
Plaintitt,

V5.

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,
Defendant.
/

JANE DOE NO. 7, CASE NO.: 08-CV-80993-MARRA/JOHNSON
Plaintiff,

¥S.

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,
Defendant.
/

C.MLA., CASE NO.: 08-CV-8081 -MARRA/JOHNSON
Plaintift,

V3.
JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant.
/

JANE DOE, CASE NO.: 08-CV-80893-MARRA/IOHNSON
Plaintiff,

¥a.

JEFFREY EPSTEIN et al,
Defendants.
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DOE 11, CASE NO.: 09-CV-80469-MARRA/JOHNSON
PlaintifT,

VA,

JEFFREY EPSTEIN et al,
Defendants.
/

JANE DOE NO. 101, CASE NO.: 09-CV-80591-MARRA/JOHNSON
Plaintiff,

V3.

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,
Defendant.
/

JANE DOE NO. 102 CASE NO.: 09-CV-80656-MARRA/JIOHNSON
PlaintifT,

Vs.
JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant.
/

UNITED STATES' RESPONSE TO COURT’S ORDER
UESTING POSITION ON DEFENDANT’ O STAY [DE 99

Comes now the United States, by and through the undersigned Assistant United States
Attorney, and files this response to the Court’s Order requesting the position of the United
States on Defendant Jeffrey Epstein’s Motion to Stay Proceedings [DE 99]. For the reasons
set forth below, it is the United States’ position that a stay of the proceedings is not necessary
and was not contemplated by the Non-Prosecution Agreement between the United States and

Defendant Jeffrey Epstein.
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ISSUE PRESENTED

The United States is not a party to these lawsuits and, accordingly, is not [ully aware
of the scope of the proceedings, the range of arguments presented by counsel, and any
correspondence or oral communications between the parties in these civil suits, Based on
the information presented by the Court and a review of Defendant Jeffrey Epstein’s Motion
to Stay and/or Continue Action for Time Certain Based on Parallel Civil and Criminal
Proceedings with Incorporated Memorandum of Law (Court File No. 08-CV-80811-
MARRA/IOHNSON DE 51-1), and responses thereto filed by various plaintiffs in their suits,
the undersigned understands that the Court has requested the position of the United States
on the following issue:

Are there “special circumstances” that require the imposition of a stay of the

civil proceedings in the “interests of justice™ until the “expiration” of the Non-

Prosecution Agreement [“NPA™] between the United States and Epstein?

By filing this response, the United States does not make itself a party to this litigation
and takes no position with respect to the outcome of any of the civil suits; nor does the
United States take any position regarding Defendant Epstein’s performance of his obligations
pursuant to the NPA. The United States also declines to comment on Defendant Epstein’s
representations regarding past allegations of violations of the NPA by Epstein. The United

States files this response solely as amicus curiae at the Court’s request and does not waive

any procedural or statutory bars to suil.
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I. STANDARD FOR IMPOSING A DISCRETIONARY STAY
A, The Defendant Must Show that the Assertion of His Fifth
Amendment Privilege Against Self-Incrimination Would
Automatically Result in the Entry of Summary Judgment Against
Him.

“The decision whether or not to stay civil litigation in deference to parallel criminal
proceedings is discretionary. . . . A movant must carry a heavy burden to succeed in such an
endeavor.” Microfinancial, Inc. I Premier Holidays Internat’l, Inc., 385 F.3d 72, 77 (1st
Cir. 2004) (citations omitted). When a defendant facing possible criminal liability invokes
his Fifth Amendment right against compelled self-incrimination in connection with civil
litigation, a court can stay discovery or the entire civil case, Diaz I Jenne, 2007 WL 624286
*1(S.D. Fl. Feb. 23, 2007) (Cooke, 1.). “However, ‘the Constitution does not require a stay
of civil proceedings pending the outcome of related eriminal proceedings. Forcing an
individual to risk non-criminal disadvantage by remaining silent for fear of self incrimination
in a parallel criminal proceeding does not rise to the level of an unconstitutional
infringement.”” Id. (quoting Shell Oil Co. I Altina Assocs., Inc., 866 F. Supp. 536, 540
(M.D. Fl. 1994)).

As this Court has previously explained:

The law regarding stays of civil actions is well-settled in the Eleventh Circuit.

In United States § Lot 5, Fox Grove, Alachua County, Fla, 23 F.3d 359, 363-

65 (11th Cir. 1994) (“Lot 5"), the Court articulated the following principles of

law with respect to a stay of a civil action pending resolution of a related

criminal action:

[A] blanket assertion of the privilege is an inadequate basis for
the issuance of a stay. Rather, a court must stay a civil

-5-
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proceeding pending resolution of a related criminal prosecution
only when “special circumstances™ so require in the “interests
of justice.” The court may deny a stay so long as the privilege’s
invocation does not compel an adverse judgment against the
claimant.

[ T]he standard set by the Eleventh Circuit as to when a stay should be granted
to prevent unconstitutional infringement is more narrow. The law in the
Eleventh Circuit requires consideration of whether, as a result of invoking the
privilege, the defendant faces certain loss of the civil proceeding on summary
judgment if the civil proceeding were to continue. Lot 5, 23 F.3d at 364;
Pervis I State Farm Fire & Casualty Co., 901 F.2d 944 (11th Cir. 1990).
Under this standard, Movants must show that invocation of the privilege in the
instant matter_will result in certain loss by automatic summary judgment,
United States I Two Parcels of Real Property, 92 F.3d 1123, 1129 (11th Cir.
1996); Pervis, 901 F.2d at 946-47. This must be an actual adverse judgment,
and not “merely the loss of the defendant’s most ‘effective defense.””
Securities & Exchange Comm. I Incendy, 936 F. Supp. at 955 (5.D. Fl. 1996);
Shell OQil Co., 866 F. Supp. at 540-41.

Court-Appointed Receiver of Lancer Mgi. Group LLC l Lawver, 2009 WL 800144 (S.D. FI.
Mar. 25, 2009) (Marra, J.).

Thus, before reaching the relative benefit and prejudice to each of the parties caused
by staying the cases, the Court must determine whether, if defendant Epstein were to invoke
his Fifth Amendment right against self-incrimination' and the Court were to allow an adverse
inference to be drawn therefrom, an adverse judgment against Epstein would be

automatically compelled. The United States respectfully submits that it would not.

"It appears from a brief review of some of Epstein’s discovery responses that Epstein has
made a blanket assertion of the privilege. For example, Epstein has asserted his Fifth Amendment
privilege in response to a plaintiff®s request to produce the NPA and the United States® list of
identified victims although these documents were provided to Epstein by the United Stares.

-6-
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From a review of the Complaints filed by the plaintiffs in these cases, it appears that
some have filed claims based upon Title 18, United States Code, Section 2255, some have
filed claims based upon common law torts, and some have filed a combination of the two.
Under general principles of tort law, a plaintiff is required to prove: (1) that the defendant
committed a bad act; (2) that the plaintiff suffered damages; and (3) that the damages were
caused by the defendant’s bad act. To succeed on a claim under 18 U.S.C. § 2255, a plaintiff
must show: (1) that the plaintiff is a person who, while a minor, was a victim of an
enumerated offense committed by the defendant; (2) that the person suffered personal injury
as a result of that violation; and (3) the amount of damages she sustained.

Epstein’s assertion of his Fifth Amendment privilege could result in the drawing of
a negative inference only as to the first element under both of these claims. Therefore, to
succeed on summary judgment (or at trial), the plaintiffs would still have to prove that they
suffered personal injury/damages as a result of the defendant’s bad act. Cf In re Financial
Federated Title & Trust, Inc., 252 B.R. 834, 838 (5.D. Fl. Bank. Ct. 2000) (Stay not
warranted in bankruptcy proceeding where criminal indictment was pending because
negative inference related only to defendant’s receipt of allegedly fraudulent transfers, but
“Trustee must still carry the burden of proving all of the elements of his complaint for
fraudulent transfers . . . includ[ing] fraudulent intent, insolvency, and financial condition at
the time of the transfers to the Defendants.”).

While Epstein may believe that his arguments and proof as to the first element are his
“most effective defense,” that alone is insufficient to warrant the imposition of a stay of the

-7-
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litigation. There are two other items for the Court to consider in deciding this issue. First,
pursuant to the terms of the NPA, as to those victims identified by the United States, Epstein
has already made a concession that they are victims of an enumerated offense committed by
Epstein. Thus, this inference is drawn not due to his invocation of the right against self-
incrimination but due to his entry into a contractual agreement with the United States for
which the identified victims are third-party beneficiaries.” Second, in Lot 5, the Eleventh
Circuit pointed out the wealth of evidence other than the defendant’s testimony that could
be used to defeat a liability claim. See Lot 5,23 F.3d at 364 (“Thus, Claimant’s assertion that
only her own testimony could vindicate her is groundless; other participants to the illegal acts
that gave rise to the forfeiture were available to testify at trial. Claimant's failure to indicate
with precision why she did not use other parties’ testimony to substantiate her defense was
fatal.”). For example, Epstein could mount a defense using effective cross-examination,
telephone records, travel records, documents within the possession of the plaintiffs or third

parties, and/or the testimony of third parties to rebut the plaintiffs’ proof,

*The United States notes that it is not aware of the identities of all of the plaintiffs in the civil
suits. To the extent that any are not “identified victims™ under the NPA, this contractual provision
would not apply.

8-
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B. Additional Factors to Consider in Balancing the Prejudice to the
Parties

If the Court is persuaded that the negative inference drawn from Epstein’s assertion
of his Fifth Amendment privilege would result in an automatic grant of summary judgment
in favor of the plaintiffs, then the Court must engage in a balancing of equities in determining
whether there are “special circumstances” warranting the imposition of a stay “‘to prevent
a party from suffering substantial and irreparable prejudice.”” Securites and Exchange
Comm ’nl Incendy, 936 F, Supp. 952,956 (S.D. Fl. 1996) (quoting S.E.C. I First Financial
Group of Texas, Inc., 659 F.2d 660, 668 (5th Cir, 1981) (add’| citations omitted).

Examples of “special circumstances” provided by the Supreme Court in

| United States I Kordel] are: (1) if the Government brought the civil action

solely to obtain evidence for its criminal prosecution, (2) if the Government

failed to advise the defendant in the civil proceeding that it contemplates his

criminal prosecution; (3) if the defendant is without counsel or reasonably

fears prejudice from adverse pretrial publicity or other unfair injury; or (4) any

other special circumstances indicating unconstitutionality or even impropriety.
Incendy at 956 (citing United States I Kordel, 397 1.5, 1, 11 (1970)). See also Securities
and Exchange Comm'n I Wright, 261 Fed. Appx. 259, 263 (1 1th Cir. 2008) (*[N]o ‘special
circumstances’ existed in this case warranting a stay, as there is no record evidence
suggesting the Government had brought the civil case solely to obtain evidence for the
criminal prosecution or that the criminal case against [defendant] was unconstitutional or
inappropriately instituted.”).

No “special circumstances™ exist here. First, unlike Wright and Incendy, the United

States Government is not a party to the civil litigation. Each suit is brought on behalf of an

9.
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individual plaintiff represented by private counsel. Some of those plaintiffs are adverse to
the United States and have filed suit against the Government based upon its handling of the
criminal case against Epstein. (See In re Jane Doe Litigation, Court File No. DE-ED?Bﬁ—CiI—
Marra.) There has been no allegation, and certainly no showing, that the civil litigation is
a ruse to obtain discovery on behalf of the criminal investigation.

As some of the plaintiffs have mentioned, one purpose of the NPA was to place the
identified victims in the same position where they would have been if Epstein had been
convicted after trial of an offense enumerated in 18 U.S.C. § 2255. (See, e.g., Court File No.
08-CV-80119 DE 49-2.) If Epstein had proceeded to trial and been convicted, those victims
would have been entitled to restitution and to file suit pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 2255, and
would have been entitled to the same sorts of discovery that they now seek. None of the
plaintiffs has contacted the United States about passing on materials gathered through
discovery to any criminal investigators or abctut. seeking discovery that would be relevant
only to the criminal proceedings, rather than to their individual cases. If Epstein has
legitimate concerns that the civil discovery process is being abused in some way, he can ask
the Court for a protective order limiting the scope of discovery or its distribution.
Furthermore, if at some time in the future, Epstein were the subject of a criminal indictment
and he alleged that the evidence to be used against him was gathered improperly, he could
file a motion to suppress or to dismiss the indictment in that criminal action. See, e.g., United
States, ex. rel. Westrick ||. Second Chance, 2007 WL 1020808 *4 (D.D.C. Mar. 31, 2007)
(Defendant in civil False Claims Act suit moved to stay civil action pending criminal

-10-
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investigation where no indictment had been returned. The district court denied the motion,
noting that while “allowing civil discovery to proceed may afford the government [who was
the real party in interest in the civil case] the opportunity to gain evidence that it may not be
entitled to under the more restrictive criminal discovery rules, if and when discovery
becomes necessary, protective orders and other remedial measures may be taken.™) (citations
omitted).

By entering into the NPA, with its explicit discussion of 18 U.S.C. § 2255, Epstein
acknowledged that the United States was trying to protect the victims’ rights to restitution
and that civil claims would likely follow, Epstein did not bargain for a stay of those
proceedings. Instead, both parties received benefits and gave consideration for the bargain
that was struck — while Epstein is faced with answering discovery requests that he would not
face during criminal proceedings, he also is entitled to the identification of and extensive
discovery from the victims, which he would not have received in the criminal case. Based
upon a review of the discovery requests he has promulgated thus far, it appears that Epstein
is taking full advantage of this benefit and if a criminal case were ever filed, he would, no

doubt, seek to use that information in his defense.”

"With respect to the other “special circumstances™ mentioned in /ncendy, the government
obviously advised Epstein of the potential for criminal charges, and that knowledge led to the
negotiation of the NPA. Epstein also has a number of attorneys listed on the Service List for the
civil cases and has retained a similarly large number of attorneys to handle the criminal investigation
and negotiation of the NPA. Epstein alleges a fear of adverse publicity, but as the plaintiffs have
pointed out, during the course of the state and federal criminal investigations, Epstein’s personal
publicist distributed stories to the press impugning the credibility of the victims and other witnesses
and averring that the victims® allegations of abuse were made solely to extract money from the
defendant. In the context of some of the civil suits currently pending, Epstein has asked the Court

-11-
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Unlike Wright and Incendy, Epstein also has not been criminally indicted. In some
districts, this alone is virtually dispositive. See, e.g.. Sterling Nat'l Bank I A-1 Hotels
Internat'l, 175 F. Supp. 2d 573, 576-77 (S.D.N.Y. 2001) (*district courts in this Circuit
‘generally grant the extraordinary remedy of a stay only after the defendant seeking a stay
has been indicted."” (quoting Citibank, N.A. I Hakim, 1993 WL 481335 *1 (S.D.N.Y. Nov,
18, 1993) (add’| citations omitted). As one court explained:

the consensus that a party seeking a stay bears a heavier burden when he has
not yet been indicted derives logically from the balancing test set out by the
courts of appeals that have considered the question. When a defendant has
been indicted, his situation is particularly dangerous, and takes a certain
priority, for the risk to his liberty, the importance of safeguarding his
constitutional rights, and even the strain on his resources and attention that
makes defending satellite civil litigation particularly difficult, all weigh in
favor of his interest. Moreover, if the potential prejudice to the defendant is
particularly high post-indictment, the prejudice to the plaintiff of staying
proceedings is somewhat reduced, since the criminal litigation has reached a
crisis that will lead to a reasonably speedy resolution. Furthermore, at that
stage in the criminal proceeding, the contours of the indictment will provide
the Court with a reasonable basis for determining the extent of the threat to the
defendant’s Fifth Amendment rights, and the likely extent and timing of the
criminal litigation.

Pre-indictment, these factors must be balanced significantly differently.
Though many of the same risks to the civil defendant are present, the dangers
are at least somewhat more remote, and it is inherently unclear to the Court
just how much the unindicted defendant really has to fear. Conversely, the
delay imposed on the plaintiffis potentially indefinite. There is no telling how
complicated the government’s investigation may be, whether the allegations
of the particular civil plaintiff are merely the tip of an iceberg that will result
in a lengthy and open-ended investigation, what priority the government
assigns to the investigation, whether it will result in charges that will have to

to unseal the victims' names so that he may make use similar press efforts to impugn their
credibility.

. e
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be litigated, or how time-consuming the resulting criminal case will be. Under

these circumstances, the likelihood that a civil party can make the necessary

showing to obtain the “extraordinary” remedy of a stay is inevitably much

reduced.
Sterling Nat'l Bank, 175 F. Supp. 2d at 577 (internal citations omitted).

The First Circuit has noted that the decision whether to grant a stay “is highly nuanced
... |and] involves competing interests. Balancing these interests is a situation-specific task,
and an inquiring court must take a careful look at the idiosyncratic circumstances of the case
before it.™ Microfinancial, supra, 385 F.3d at 78. Epstein’s case is more idiosyncratic than
most.

As the Court aptly noted in its Order denying Epstein’s first motion to stay the civil
proceedings, Epstein has not been indicted and there are no criminal proceedings pending
against him." The resurrection of criminal proceedings against Epstein lies entirely within
Epstein’s own hands, by performing or not performing under the terms of the NPA. This tips
the balance of equities even further in favor of the plaintiffs. Epstein makes allegations that
the U.S. Attorney’s Office has unfettered discretion in determining breaches of the NPA, but

this is no different than in any contractual setting. If one party believes that there has been

a breach, it may seek the remedy set forth in the contract. If the other party believes that

‘Epstein points to provisions requiring him to maintain certain evidence “inviolate™ as proof
that the grand jury investigation is still active. These provisions are meant only to insure that easily
destroyed evidence identified through the investigation, such as computer equipment, that is still in
Epstein’s control, will still be available to investigators if Epstein does, in fact, breach the NPA.
Epstein is well aware that litigation concerning those matters have been removed from the Court’s
docket, at the insistence of the United States, because it fully halted its investigation in accordance
with the terms of the NPA.

-13-
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there has been no breach, it has a remedy at law or equity. In this situation, Epstein would
be entitled to seek dismissal of the indictment. See United Sfaresl Beeks, 167 Fed. Appx
777 (11th Cir. 2006); United States I Diaz, 138 Fed. Appx. 965 (9th Cir. 2005); United
States I Davis, 393 F.3d 540 (5th Cir, 2004).

Epstein argues that because he is seeking a finite period of delay — until the time that
he asserts that the NPA “expires” — and that, thereafier, he will promptly provide full and
complete responses to all discovery, the harm to the plaintiffs is de minimis. With all respect,
this overlooks a number of obvious issues. First, if a stay is imposed until Epstein’s
proposed “expiration date,” it affords Epstein one of two incentives: (a) to delay any intended
breach until a time when he believes that the United States has no remedy and then to breach
the agreement with impunity (., to use the NPA as a shield and a sword); or (b) to delay the
civil litigation as long as possible (until shortly before the “expiration™ of the NPA), and
then, after criminal charges have been filed, to seek a mandatory stay of the civil cases until
the criminal case is resolved. Thus, contrary to the assertions of Epstein, the delay is not
limited but, instead, is “potentially indefinite,” as Sterling Bank warns. 1fthe U.S. Attorney’s
Office were to proceed criminally, the litigation would likely be very lengthy, and would

result in an even greater delay to the plaintiffs.*

*The United States also notes that this finite termination to Epstein’s exposure to potential
criminal consequences is illusory. The NPA addresses only certain victims identified during the
course of the government’s investigation. To the extent that any of the plaintiffs who have already
filed suit against Epstein do not fall within that group, the NPA does not address potential charges
based upon crimes committed against them. The NPA also does not bind any other state or federal
prosecutor from pursuing charges for criminal acts committed within their jurisdiction(s). The
federal statute of limitations for offenses against children is ten years or the life of the child,

-14-
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The factors to consider include: (i) the interests of the civil plaintiff in proceeding
expeditiously with the civil litigation, including the avoidance of any prejudice to the
plaintiff should a delay transpire; (ii) the hardship to the defendant, including the burden
placed upon him should the cases go forward in tandem; (iii) the convenience of both the
civil and criminal courts; (iv) the interests of third parties; . . . {I) the public interest[;] . . .
(vi) the good faith of the litigants (or the absence of it) and (vii) the status of the cases.”
Microfinancial, 385 F.3d at 78 (citations omitted).

In considering those factors, the United States respectfully recommends to the Court
that all of the factors weigh against a stay. In making its decision, the Court should consider
that, unlike all of the cases cited herein, Epstein seeks to stay not one suit involving a single
plaintiff, but more than a dozen suits filed by individual plaintiffs. Each of those plaintiffs,
in turn, impliedly asserts that she is a “crime victim” with the “right to full and timely
restitution™ and the “right to proceedings free from unreasonable delay.,” 18 U.S.C. §
3771(a)(6) & (7). As noted above, one of the purposes of the NPA was to provide these
rights to victims identified in the Government’s investigation. Thus, this factor weighs more
heavily for the plaintiffs than in the average civil dispute as it embodies both the plaintiffs’
and the public’s interests. The victims who were identified in the government investigation,

by and large, were without financial assets and had significant counseling needs that could

whichever is longer. 18 U.S.C. § 3283, Thus, for Epstein (or any other person accused of sexually
abusing children) to “wait out™ any chance of criminal liability, the court would have to stay civil
litigation until all of the plaintiffs have died.
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be remedied through obtaining restitution from Epstein. In addition to those needs, they have
legitimate concerns about memories fading, witnesses becoming unavailable, and dissipation
of Epstein’s assets while the matter is stayed. On the other hand, while the potential harm
to the defendant normally weighs in the defendant’s favor, in this case, Epstein has
significant control over whether the criminal investigation remains in abeyance and whether
criminal charges are ever filed.

CONCLUSION

In accordance with the Court’s Order, the United States hereby submits that it is not
aware of any “special circumstances” that warrant staying all of the civil cases pending the
“expiration™ of the NPA.

Respectfully submitted,

R. ALEXANDER ACOSTA
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

v

500 East Broward Boulevard, 7th Floor
Ft. Lauderdale, FL 33394

Telephone:
Facsimile:
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on May 28, 2009, | electronically filed the foregoing
document with the Clerk of the Court using CM/ECF. According to the Court’s website, counsel
for all parties are able to receive notice via the CM/ECF system.

Assistant United States Attorney
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U.S. Department of Justice

United States Attorney
Southern District of Florida

300 South Australian Ave., Suite 400
West Palm Beach, FL 33401

Facsimile:
January 24, 2007

DELIVERY BY HAND

James L. Eisenberg, Esq.

250 S Australian Ave, Ste 704
West Palm Beach, FL 33401-5007

Re: Federal Grand Jurvy Subpoena

Dear Jim:

A new grand jury has been empaneled and I have enclosed a new subpoena f-::r-
F As [ mentioned earlier, Ms.h is not a target of this investigation and the United

tates seeks her testimony solely as a victim/witness. During our last conversation regarding
Ms. , you indicated that she was unwilling to speak with us pursuant to a Kastigar
letter and that she also was unwilling to speak with the grand jury and intends to invoke the
Fifth Amendment if questioned. Please confer with her to confirm whether this remains her
position. Ifitis, please advise in writing. Even if Ms.- is inclined to invoke her Fifth
Amendment rights, she must still appear pursuant to the subpoena so that I may ask her
questions that would not require the invocation of the Fifth Amendment. If she still invokes,
I intend to move to compel her'answers. If you or your client is unavailable on February 6,
2007, please let me know of another Tuesday when you are available.

I also am concerned about a potential conflict of interest in your representation of Ms.

. In case of future litigation regarding this issue, please provide me with in tion
regarding who is paying (directly or indirectly) for your services on behalf of Ms. , the
scope of your representation, and whether you are taking direction on this matter from
anyone other than Ms. - If any formal or informal joint defense agreements exist,
whether in writing or otherwise, please provide a copy of such agreements. If the agreement
is purely oral, please provide a written summary of its terms.
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JAMES EISENBERG, ESQ.
JANUARY 24, 2007
PAGE 2

[ look forward to your response.

Sincerely,
R. Alexander Acosta

Foo @

Assistant United States Attorney
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United States District Court |

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

o MR SUBPOENA TO TESTIFY

SUBPOENA FOR:
« | PERSON | POCUMENTS OR OBJECT]S]

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear and testify before tha-oi"thi;Unih:r_{ States District
Court at the place, date and time §pecified below. : -

PLACE: ' ROOM:
United States District Courthouse
701 Clematis Street

West Palm Beach, Florida 33401 DATE M;]U TIME:
February -6, 2007

1:00pm*
YOU ARE ALSO COMMANDED to bring with you the following document(s) or ohject(s):

ANY AND ALL NOTES, LETTERS. CARDS. GIFTS ip APHS YOU HAVE RECEIVED
FROM JEFFREY EPSTEIN,
Wﬂ'm ER PRINTED OR DIGITAL, OF JEFFREY EPSTEI‘N,_

ANY AND ALL E-MAILS, INSTANT MESSAGES, CHATS, TEXT MESSAGES, VOICEMAILS, OR TELEPHONE
MESSAGES THAT YOU HAVE SENT TO AND/OR RECEIVED FROM JEFFREY EPST’E]N,_

*FPlease coordinate your compliance with this subpoena and confirm the date and time , and location of
our appearance with Special hgent*, Federal Burean of Investipation, Telephone:

This subpoena shall remain in effect until you are granted leave to depart by the court or by an officer acting on behalf
of the court. '

CLERE DATE:

(BY) DEFUTY CLERK Jaﬂ!ml’}' 2, 2007

Mame, Address and Phone Number of Assistant U.S. Attormey
Assistant 11,8, Attorney

300 So. Australian Avenue, Suite 400

West Palm Beach, FL 33401-6235

This subpoena is issued upon application
of the Unijed States of Ameri

Tel:
Fax:
*I not applicable, enter “none.” T be ueed in liew oF AD 10 FORM ORD-227
JAM.BG

|
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EISENBERG & FOUTS, P.A.

Attorneys At Law
JAMES L. EISENBERG

Florida Bar Board Certified Criminal Trial Lawyer
MNational Board OF Trial Advoeacy Certified Criminal Trial Advocate

KAI LT ALOE FOUTS

One Clearlake Centre, Suite 704, 250 Australian Avenue South, West Palm Beach, FL 33401 _ Fax: _

February 1, 2007

Asst. U.S. Attorney
500 South Australian Avenue, Suite 400
West Palm Beach, FL 33401

Re:  Grand Jury Subpoena for --
Dear -,

I received your letter dated January 24, 2007 with regard to -- I must admit I forced
myself to wait several days to respond in order to “cool off” and not say anything I would regret
later. Now that time has passed, allow me to respond appropriately.

1. If you want to force Ms. -, a single mother, to come to the grand jury room to
personally invoke her Fifth Amendment rights, she will be there. That does remain her position.
My only request is that you provide a babysitter service for her child. I will be there, but I am not
paid to babysit and Ms. i should not have to pay someone. [t is this type of attitude, that your
office refuses to accept the fact that it is Ms. iydccisiﬂn not to cooperate with the government
that upsets her. Your office fails to recognize that merely coming to court is a problem for a single
mother like Ms. - and, under these circumstances, appears to be a waste of time at best and, in
her mind, personal harassment.

2. Rest assured that there is no conflict of interest in my representation of Ms, - In this
case [ have always been asked and always will exercise independent judgment to follow my client’s
independent will. The remainder of your questions as to this matter are really none of the
Government’s business.

3. 1 will share with you that one of the reasons for our firm position that Ms. - will
invoke her Fifth Amendment right and choose not to voluntarily cooperate with the Government is
our concern that the Government is not exercising independent judgment in this case.

The history of this case has been in the newspapers. The case is being prosecuted in State court.
Despite the state court prosecution, the Town of Palm Beach Police Chief went on what can only be
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, Asst. LIS, Attorney
February 1, 2007
Page Two

described as a public rampage in the newspaper when the case was not prosecuted to his liking that
reminded me of a small child having a public temper tantrum. In my thirty years of experience, |
have never seen a law enforcement officer like this publicly make what appeared to be a political
case in the newspaper for a prosecution and publicly criticize anyone who got in his way, including
the elected State Attorney. This resulted in a federal investigation on a topic no one remembers the
Federal Government ever being interested in prosecuting before. Although I am certain that you
personally have not had your decision-making process compromised, the appearance that your office
is being influenced by the Town of Palm Beach Police Chief’s agenda is very real. Under these
emumstaneeq I don’t see how any lawyer could advise any client to voluntarily cooperate. Of
special concern is that the Town of Palm Beach Police have promoted prosecuting at least one of the
girls who allegedly gave massages.

One final thought. My client and my fear that Ms. - could be prosecuted is enhanced by the
demand for the personal appearance made in your letter. Your initial Kastiger letter fell far short
of granting the functional equivalent of DOJ immunity. Several months ago I was given the distinct
impression through our conversations that you were going to obtain DOJ immunity for Ms.

Now the government is changing course for no apparent reason. This leads to speculation that the
only reason for the turnabout is that prosecution in either state or federal court is being considered
by someone.

1% directed at you personally. I want to repeat that you have always treated us with
ur office should advise the Town Police Chief to act in a similar fashion.

MNone of the above
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U.S. Department of Justice

United States Attorney
Southern District of Florida

500 South Australian Ave, Suite 400

. i ch, Florida 33401
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U.S. Department of Justice

United States Attorney
Southern District of Florida

J00 South Australian Ave., Sufte 400
West Palm Beach, FL 33401

acsimiie:

February 5, 2007

DELIVERY BY HAND

vs. I

c/o James L. Eisenberg, Esq.

250 S Australian Ave, Ste 704
West Palm Beach, FL 33401-5007

Re:  Grand Jury Testimony of --
Dear Ms. [l

This letter confirms the understanding between yourself and the United States Attorney's
Office for the Southern District of Florida.

You have represented that you will truthfully answer questions of the federal government in
its investigation of the procurement of prostitutes, amongst others. You will supply complete and
truthful information to the attorneys and law enforcement officers of the federal government and to
any Federal Grand Jury which may conduct an investigation, as well as in any other proceeding
related to or growing out of this investigation. The obligation of truthful disclosure includes your
obligation to provide the attorneys and law enforcement officers of the federal government with any
documents, records or other tangible evidence within your custody or control relatin g to the matters
about which you are questioned. You will neither attempt to protect any person or entity through
false information or omission, nor falsely implicate any person or entity.

No statements provided by you on this date in this matter pursuant to this agreement will be
offered into evidence in any criminal case against you, except during a prosecution for perjury and/or
givinga false statement. However, if it is determined that you have materially violated any provision
of this agreement, all statements made by you shall be admissible in evidence against you in any
proceeding,

The federal government remains free to use information derived from the grand jury
testimony directly or indirectly for the purpose of obtaining leads to other evidence, which may be
used against you. You expressly waive any right to claim that such evidence should not be
introduced because it was obtained as a result of the grand jury testimony. Furthermore, the federal
government may use statements made in the grand jury testimony and all evidence derived directly
or indirectly therefrom for the purpose of cross-examination, if you testify at any trial or if you
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vs. [

FEBRUARY 5, 2007
PAGE 2

suborn testimony that contradicts your prior statements and testimony.

No additional promises, agreements and conditions have been entered into other than those
set forth in this letter and none will be entered into unless in writing and signed by all parties.

Sincerely,

R. Alexander Acosta
United States Attorney

Assistant United States Attorney

I have read this agreement and discussed it with my attorney, and I hereby acknowledge that it
fully sets forth my agreement with the office of the United States Attorney for the Southern District of
Florida. [ state that there have been no additional promises, agreements or representations made to me
by any officials of the United States in connection with this matter.

Dated: February , 2007
West Palm Beach, Florida

Witnessed by:

.T_amcs L. Eisenberg, Esqg.
Attorney for iﬂ
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LS. Department of Jusiice

United States Attorney
Southern District of Florida

S00 South Australian Ave., Suite 400
West Palm Beach, FI. 33401

Facsimile:

February 5, 2007

DELIVERY BY HAND

James L. Eisenberg, Esq.

250 S Australian Ave, Ste 704
West Palm Beach, FL 33401-5007

re: (I

Dear Mr. Eisenberg:

I am writing to clarify the ground rules for the interview with your client, -
(*your client”), to occur February , 2007,

As [ mentioned earlier, Ms. - 1s not a target or subject of this investigation, but
instead is being interviewed solely as a victim/witness. However, to address your concern
about criminal exposure, if your client complies with every provision of this agreement, then
- the United States Attorney’s Office for the Southern District of Florida (“this Office™) will
treat all statements made by your client during the interview as statements made pursuant to
Rule 11(f) of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. This is not a grant of immunity,
which can be given only with approval of the Justice Department, but protects your client
from having the statements made by her during the interview from being used against her
directly. To guard against any misunderstandings concerning the interview of your client,
this letter sets forth the terms of this agreement.

Your client agrees to be fully interviewed, that is, to provide information concerning
your client’s knowledge of, and participation in criminal activity, including but not limited
. to the procurement of prostitutes. The protection of this letter applies to an interview that
will be conducted by this Office, Special Agents of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, and
any other federal law enforcement agency this Office may require. Under this agreement,
no information disclosed by your client during the interview will be offered in evidence
against her in any criminal or civil proceeding, provided that your client complies with this
agreement and that the information your client furnishes is truthful, complete, and accurate.

If, however, your client gives materially false, incomplete, or misleading information,
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JAMES L. EISENBERG, EsQ.

re: [
FEBRUARY 2, 2007
PAGE 2

then this Office may use such information in any matter or proceeding and your client is
subject to prosecution for perjury, obstruction of justice, and making false statements to
government agencies. Any such prosecution may be based upon information provided by
your client during the course of the interview, and such information, including your client’s
statements, will be admissible against your client in any grand jury or other proceeding.

The government also may use statements made by your client in the interview and all
evidence derived directly or indirectly therefrom for the purpose of impeachment or
cross-examination if she testifies at any trial or hearing, and/or in any rebuttal case against
your client in a criminal trial in which she is a defendant or a witness. These provisions are
necessary to ensure that your client does not make or offer any false representation or
statement in any proceeding or to a government agency or commit perjury during any
testimony.

Your client further agrees that attorneys for the United States may be present at the
interview, and agrees not to seek disqualification of any such government attorney from any
proceeding or trial because of their participation at the interview.

The entire agreement between the United States and your client is set forth in this
letter. No additional promises, agreements, or conditions have been entered into and none
will be entered into unless in writing and signed by all parties.

If the foregoing accurately reflects the understanding and agreement between this
Office and your client, it is requested that you and your client execute this letter as provided
below.

Sincerely,
R. Alexander Acosta
United States Attorney

Assistant United States Attorney

By:

I have received this letter from my attorney, James L. Eisenberg, Esquire, have read
it and discussed it with my attorney, and I hereby acknowledge that it fully sets forth my
understanding and agreement with the Office of the United States Attorney for the Southern
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JAMES L. EISENBERG, ESQ.
RE:

FEBRUARY 2, 2007

PAGE 3

District of Florida. I state that there have been no additional promises or representations

made to me by any official of the United States Government or by my attorney in connection
with this matter,

Dated:

Witnessed by:

James L. Eisenberg, Esquire

EFTA00185233



Authorization for Reimbursement

Wells REPAEEIARE S5 JUWEEaN of Unusual Expenses of Fact Witnesses

Request for Unusual Expense(s) of Fact Witness
(For United States Attorney's Office Use Only)

'1-.- C'a-s.euﬂﬁme ' 2. Court Docket Number

\ o Le

4. Lbeation of Court Procegding

Wwest Folna

5, Cuntaﬁt Pérsuh

7. Witness Name & Address, Phone #, SSN 8. Vendor MName & Addrass, Phone #, TIN/SSN
9. Payment to be made to: 10. Receipt/invoice is:
11. Type of Unusual Expense: B o 12 Explan;ﬁcﬁ_ S

[] Medically Necessary Item | m WM W ﬂ,W{M

(Attached Supporting Statemeant) !
E)Dependent Care r 'D ‘H/L.E {fﬂfi m m CMA'
[[] Excess Lodging/Per Diem r ﬁ {9’. U }"E: Sﬁmt,

[] Travel & Transportation

[[] Pretrial Conference Waiver

[] Other

13, Start Date of Service (MO/DA/YR) | 14. End Date of Service (MO/DA/YR) | 15. Amount

2felo1 2/e[07

16. Justiﬂc:aﬁﬁﬁ: -

17. | hereby certify that the expenses and services listed on this db?:allnent are appr’dhﬁate and are within the Federal laws
and regulations. | fully understand that | can be held personally liable or be subject lo disciplinary action for improperly using
government funds or services that exceed delegated authority or that violate Federal laws or regulations.

Signature of Requesling AUSA Dale
18. Name & Title of Approving Official |19, Date (MO/DAYR)

20, Signm_uf Approving Official

| % GOVERNMENT
| EXHIBIT UFWE Form

i b

EFTA00185234



EISENBERG & FOUTS, P.A.

Attorneys At Law
JAMES L. EISENBERG

Florida Bar Board Certified Criminal Trinl Lawyer
Mational Board Of Trial Advecacy Certified Criminal Trial Advocate

KAI LI ALOE FOUTS

One Clearlake Centre, Suite 704, 250 Australian Avenue South, West Palm Beach, FL 33401 _Fa:.: _

February 12, 2007

Asst. U.S. Attorney
500 South Australian Avenue, Suite 400
West Palm Beach, FL. 33401

Re:  Grand Jury Subpoena for - -
pear [

As always, it was a pleasure speaking to you the other day. Pursuant to our telephone conference
[ am writing this letter to proffer my concerns for h should she testify without immunity
before a federal grand jury. Therefore, allow me to reiterate that Ms. will refuse to voluntarily
cooperate with the federal government. She has a good faith basis for her position under the Fifth
Amendment to the United States Constitution.

We, of course, do not live or work in a vacuum. We have read many inflammatory remarks the
Town of Palm Beach Police Chief has made to the media about the state court’s handling of the
Jeffrey Epstein investigation. The police chief’s remarks frighten both myself and my client. I am
aware that the town police have prepared documents to charge at least one of Mr. Epstein’s lady
friends in state court. If they can push to have one lady charged I remain unconvinced that they do
not have the ability or political clout to push to have other ladies such as Ms. -chargcd.

The proffered facts that raise my concerns are being provided via this proffer letter. Pursuant to our
telephone conference agreement, this letter and its contents cannot be used against Mr. -

Ms. -is not at all certain of dates. She does remember meeting Mr. Epstein about three years
ago. She is not certain of her age, it could have been when she was sixteen. A girlfriend asked her
if she wanted a job giving massages. Ms. - agreed because she had knowledge of massages
through her mother, who was a masseuse.

M. -went to Mr. Epstein’s house via taxi. Ms. girlfriend instructed Ms. chat,
if asked, she had to tell Mr. Epstein that she ( was eighteen years old. The friend was

nineteen years old and - looked old for her age, so passing for eighteen was not a problem. At
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the home Ms. - met Mr. Epstein and later gave him a massage. The friend had told Ms.

to give the message topless. Mr. Epstein told that if she were at all uncomfortable being
topless, not to do it and it was not a requirement of employment as a masseuse. Ms, - never
touched Mr. Epstein in a sexual way and Mr. Epstein never touched Ms. - atall. Atone point,
Mr. Epstein did ask Ms. - her age. Ms. i insisted that she was eighteen years old.

Ms. - continued to see Mr. Epstein over time and massages were given in a similar fashion.
She was later asked if her friends wanted to work in a similar way and she asked some girls who did
give Mr. Epstein massages. Ms. was never asked to bring girls of any age to Mr. Epstein’s
home. When she did have her friends come over, she instructed all of them that if asked, they insist
that they were eighteen years old. She is not certain at all of any of these girls’ real ages.

In summary, our concern is that if the government believes that Mr. Epstein committed some federal
offense, then Ms. could be considered a co-conspirator. We believe no crime was committed.
The Fifth Amendment was not intended to protect the guilty, however. It was enacted to protfect
citizens who fear prosecution notwithstanding their innocence. Our fear of any prosecution,
especially i li f the Town police chief’s public remarks, is clearly in good faith.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT _ = -
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA - -

NORTHERN (WEST PALM BEACH) DIVISION i
FGJ 07-103(WPB) RIS
IN RE: 33 2
o
GRAND JURY PROCEEDINGS
/
SEALED ORDER

On Application of the United States Attorney for the Southern District of Florida, and it
appearing to the satisfaction of the Court:

1. That- has been called to testify and to provide other information before
the United States District Court for the Southern District of Florida, including a Grand Jury
impanelled therein; and

2. That in the judgment of the said United States Attumey,-- has refused
to testify and provide other information on the basis of her privilege against self-incrimination; and

3. That in the judgment of the said United States Attorney, the testimony and other
information frnm-- may be necessary to the public interest; and

4, That the aforesaid Application has been made with the approval of the Assistant
Attorney General in charge of the Criminal Division of the Department of Justice or a duly
designated Acting Assistant Attorney General, pursuant to the authority vested in him by Title 18,
United States Code, Section 6003, and Title 28, Code of Federal Regulaﬁuns, Sections 0.175 and
0.132(e).

NOW, THEREFORE, it is ordered pursuant to Title 18, United States Code, Section 6002,

that - - give testimony and provide other information which she refuses to give or to
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provide on the basis of her privilege against self-incrimination, as to all matters about which she may
be interrogated before said United States District Court, including a Grand Jury impaneled therein,
as well as any subsequent proceeding or trial.

However, no testimony or other information compelled under this Order (or any information
directly or indirectly derived from such testimony or other information) may be used against -
- in any criminal case, except a prosecution for perjury, giving a false statement, or otherwise
failing to comply with this Order.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED the this Order shall be SEALED in accordance with Fed.
R. Crim. P. 6(e)(6), except that a copy of this Order shall be provided to counsel for the United
States, who may disclose the existence of the Order to members of the Grand Jury, to the witness,
to counsel for the witness, and to law enforcement officers engaged in the investigation pending
before the Grand Jury. Those persons may review the Order, but may not retain a copy of the Order,

nor may they disclose the existence of the Order to any others.

DONE and ORDERED this é day of April, 200 gt Palm Beach, Florida.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

cc: | N ~vsa
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U.S. Department of Justice

United States Attorney
Southern District of Florida

500 8. Australian Ave, Ste 400
West Palm Beach, FIL 33401

Facsimile:
December 13, 2007

DELIVERY BY ELECTRONIC MAIL
Jay P. Lefkowitz, Esq.

Kirkland & Ellis LLP

Citigroup Center

153 East 53rd Street

New York, New York 10022-4675

Re:  Jeffrey Epstein
Dear Jay:

I am writing not to respond to your asserted “policy concerns” regarding Mr. Epstein’s Non-
Prosecution Agreement, which will be addressed by the United States Attorney, but the time has
come for me to respond to the ever-increasing attacks on my role in the investigation and
negotiations.

It is an understatement to say that I am surprised by vour allegations regarding my role
because | thought that we had worked very well together in resolving this dispute. I also am
surprised because I feel that I bent over backwards to keep in mind the effect that the agreement
would have on Mr. Epstein and to make sure that you (and he) understood the repercussions of the
agreement. For example, I brought to your attention that one potential plea could result in no gain
time for your client; I corrected one of your calculations of the Sentencing Guidelines that would
have resulted in Mr. Epstein spending far more time in prison than you projected; I contacted the
Bureau of Prisons to see whether Mr. Epstein would be eligible for the prison camp that you desired;
and [ told you my suspicions about the source of the press “leak™ and suggested ways to avoid the
press. Importantly, I continued to work with you in a professional manner even after I learned that
you had been proceeding in bad faith for several weeks — thinking that I had incorrectly concluded
that solicitation of minors to engage in prostitution was a registrable offense and that you would
“fool” our Office into letting Mr. Epstein plead to a non-registrable offense. Even now, when it is
clear that neither you nor your client ever intended to abide by the terms of the agreement that he
signed, I have never alleged misconduct on your part.

The first allegation that you raise is that I “assiduously” hid from you the fact that Bert
Ocariz is a friend of my boyfriend and that I have a “longstanding relationship” with Mr. Ocariz.

GOVERNMENT
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JaY P. LEFKOWITZ, ESQ.
DECEMBER 13, 2007
PAGE2 OF 5

[ informed you that | selected Mr. Ocariz because he was a friend and classmate of two people
whom I respected, and that I had never met or spoken with Mr. Ocariz prior to contacting him about
this case. All of those facts are true. I still have never met Mr. Ocariz, and, at the time that he and
I spoke about this case, he did not know about my relationship with his friend. You suggest that [
should have explicitly informed you that one of the referrals came from my “boyfriend” rather than
simply a “friend,” which is the term I used, but it is not my nature to discuss my personal
relationships with opposing counsel. Your attacks on me and on the victims establish why | wanted
to find someone whom I could trust with safeguarding the victims’ best interests in the face of
intense pressure from an unlimited number of highly skilled and well paid attorneys. Mr. Ocariz
was that person.

One of your letters suggests a business relationship between Mr. Ocariz and my boyfriend.
This is patently untrue and neither my boyfriend nor I would have received any financial benefit
from Mr. Ocariz’s appointment. Furthermore, after Mr. Ocariz learned more about Mr. Epstein’s
actions (as described below), he expressed a willingness to handle the case pro bono, with no
financial benefit even to himself. Furthermore, you were given several other options to choose from,
including the Podhurst firm, which was later selected by Judge Davis. You rejected those other
options.

You also allege that | improperly disclosed information about the case to Mr. Ocariz. |
provided Mr. Ocariz with a bare bones summary of the agreement’s terms related to his appointment
to help him decide whether the case was something he and his firm would be willing to undertake.
[ did not provide Mr. Ocariz with facts related to the investigation because they were confidential
and instead recommended that he “Google” Mr. Epstein’s name for background information. When
Mr. Ocariz asked for additional information to assist his firm in addressing conflicts issues, |
forwarded those questions to you, and you raised objections for the first time. I did not share any
further information about Mr. Epstein or the case. Since Mr. Ocariz had been told that you
concurred in his selection, out of professional courtesy, I informed Mr. Ocariz of the Office’s
decision to use a Special Master to make the selection and told him that the Office had made contact
with Judge Davis. We have had no further contact since then and I have never had contact with
Judge Davis. [ understand from you that Mr, Ocariz contacted Judge Davis. You criticize his
decision to do so, yet you feel that you and your co-counsel were entitled to contact Judge Davis to
try to “lobby™ him to select someone to your liking, despite the fact that the Non-Prosecution
Agreement vested the Office with the exclusive right to select the attorney representative.

Another reason for my surprise about your allegations regarding misconduct related to the
Section 2255 litigation is your earlier desire to have me perform the role of “facilitator” to convince
the victims that the lawyer representative was selected by the Office to represent their interests alone
and that the out-of-court settlement of their claims was in their best interests. You now state that
doing the same things that you had asked me to do earlier is improper meddling in civil litigation.

Much of your letter reiterates the challenges to Detective Recarey’s investigation that have
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JAY P. LEFKOWITZ, ESQ.
DECEMBER 13, 2007
PAGE 3 OF §

already been submitted to the Office on several occasions and you suggest that | have kept that
information from those who reviewed the proposed indictment package. Contrary to your
suggestion, those submissions were attached to and incorporated in the proposed indictment
package, so your suggestion that I tried to hide something from the reviewers is false. I also take
issue with the duplicity of stating that we must accept as true those parts of the Recarey reports and
witness statements that you like and we must accept as false those parts that you do not like. You
and your co-counsel also impressed upon me from the beginning the need to undertake an
independent investigation. It seems inappropriate now to complain because our independent
investigation uncovered facts that are unfavorable to your client.

You complain that I “forced” your client and the State Attorney’s Office to proceed on
charges that they do not believe in, yet you do not want our Office to inform the State Attorney’s
Office of facts that support the additional charge nor do you want any of the victims of that charge
to contact Ms. ﬂ or the Court. Ms. _s opinion may change if she knows the full
scope of your client’s actions. You and I spent several weeks trying to identify and put together a
plea to federal charges that your client was willing to accept. Yet your letter now accuses me of
“manufacturing” charges of obstruction of justice, making obscene phone calls, and violating child
privacy laws. When Mr. - told you that those charges would “embarrass the Office,” he meant

that the Office was unwilling to bend the facts to satisfy Mr. Epstein’s desired prison sentence — a
statement with which I agree.

| hope that you understand how your accusations that [ imposed “ultimatums” and “forced”
you and your client to agree to unconscionable contract terms cannot square with the true facts of
this case. As explained in letters from Messrs. Acosta and Sloman, the indictment was postponed
for more than five months to allow you and Mr. Epstein’s other attorneys to make presentations to
the Office to convince the Office not to prosecute. Those presentations were unsuccessful. Asyou
mention in your letter, | —a simple line AUSA — handled the primary negotiations for the Office, and
conducted those negotiations with you, Ms. Sanchez, Mr. Lewis, and a host of other highly skilled
and experienced practitioners. As you put it, your group has a “combined 250 years experience”™ to
my fourteen. The agreement itself was signed by Mr. Epstein, Ms. Sanchez, and Mr. Lefcourt,
whose experience speaks for itself. You and I spent hours negotiating the terms, including when to
use “a” versus “the” and other minutiae. When vou and I could not reach agreement, you repeatedly
went over my head, involving Messrs. -, , Sloman, and Acosta in the negotiations at
various times. In any and all plea negotiations the defendant understands that his options are to
plead or to continue with the investigation and proceed to trial. Those were the same options that
were proposed to Mr, Epstein, and they are not “persecution or intimidation tactics.” Mr. Epstein
chose to sign the agreement with the advice of a multitude of extremely noteworthy counsel.

You also make much of the fact that the names of the victims were not released to Mr.
Epstein prior to signing the Agreement. You never asked for such a term. During an earlier
meeting, where Mr. Black was present, he raised the concern that you now voice. Mr. Black and
I did not have a chance to discuss the issue, but | had already conceived of a way to resolve that
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JAY P. LEFKOWITZ, ESQ.
DECEMBER 13, 2007
PAGE 4 OF 5

issue if it were raised during negotiations. As I stated, it was not, leading me to believe that it was
not a matter of concern to the defense. Since the signing of the Non-Prosecution Agreement, the
agents and [ have vetled the list of victims more than once. In one instance, we decided to remove
a name because, although the minor victim was touched inappropriately by Mr. Epstein, we decided
that the link to a payment was insufficient to call it “prostitution.” I have always remained open to
a challenge to the list, so your suggestion that Mr. Epstein was forced to write a blank check is
simply unfounded.

Your last set of allegations relates to the investigation of the matter. For instance, you ¢laim
that some of the victims were informed of their right to collect damages prior to a thorough
investigation of their allegations against Mr. Epstein. This also is false. None of the victims was
informed of the right to sue under Section 2255 prior to the investigation of the claims, Three
victims were notified shortly after the signing of the Non-Prosecution Agreement of the general
terms of that Agreement. You raised objections to any victim notification, and no further
notifications were done. Throughout this process you have seen that I have prepared this case as
though it would proceed to trial. Notifying the witnesses of the possibility of damages claims prior
to concluding the matter by plea or trial would only undermine my case. If my reassurances are
insufficient, the fact that not a single victim has threatened to sue Mr. Epstein should assure you of
the integrity of the investigation.

"There are numerous other unfounded allegations in your letter about document demands,
the money laundering investigation, contacting potential witnesses, speaking with the press, and the
like. For the most part, these allegations have been raised and disproven earlier and need not be
readdressed. However, with respect to the subpoena served upon the private investigator, contrary
to your assertion, and as your co-counsel has already been told, | did consult with the Justice
Department prior to issuing the subpoena and I was told that because I was not subpoenaing an
attorney s office or an office physically located within an attorney's office, and because the business
did private investigation work for individuals (rather than working exclusively for Mr. Black), [
could issue a grand jury subpoena in the normal course, which is what I did. I also did not
“threaten” the State Attorney’s Office with a grand jury subpoena, as the correspondence with their
grand jury coordinator makes perfectly clear.

With regard to your allegation of my filing the Palm Beach Police Department’s probable
cause affidavit “with the court knowing that the public could access it,” I do not know to what you
are referring. All documents related to the grand jury investigation have been filed under seal, and
the Palm Beach Police Department’s probable cause affidavit has never been filed with the Court.
If, in fact, you are referring to the Ex Parte Declaration of Joseph Recarey that was filed in response
to the motion to quash the grand jury subpoena, it was filed both under seal and ex parte, so no one
should have access to it except the Court and myself. Those documents are still in the Court file
only because you have violated one of the terms of the Agreement by failing to “withdraw
|Epstein’s] pending motion to intervene and to quash certain grand jury subpoenas.”
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With respect to Ms. -, [ contacted her attorney — who was paid for by Mr. Epstein and
was directed by counsel for Mr. Epstein to demand immunity — and asked only whether he still
represented Ms. and if he wanted me to send the victim notification letter to him. He asked
what the letter would say and I told him that the letter would be forthcoming in about a week and
that I could not provide him with the terms. With respect to Ms. - status as a victim, you
again want us to accept as true only facts that are beneficial to your client and to reject as false
anything detrimental to him. Ms. made a number of statements that are contradicted by
documentary evidence and a review of her recorded statement shows her lack of credibility with
respect to a number of statements. Based upon all of the evidence collected, Ms. is classified
as a victim as defined by statute. Of course, that does not mean that Ms. considers herself
a victim or that she would seek damages from Mr. Epstein. I believe that a number of the identified
victims will not seek damages, but that does not negate their legal status as victims.

[ hope that you now understand that your accusations against myself and the agents are
unfounded. In the future, [ recommend that you address your accusations to me so that [ can correct
any misunderstandings before you make false allegations to others in the Department. I hope that
we can move forward with a professional resolution of this matter, whether that be by your client’s
adherence to the contract that he signed, or by virtue of a trial.

Sincerely,

R. Alexander Acosta
United States Attorney

Assistant United States Attorney

cc: R. Alexander Acosta, 1.8, Attorney
Jeffrey Sloman, First Assistant U.S. Attorney

You also accuse me of “broaden[ing] the scope of the investigation without any foundation
for doing so by adding charges of money laundering and violations of a money transmitting business
to the investigation,” Again, | consulted with the Justice Department’s Money Laundering Section
about my analysis before expanding that scope. The duty attorney agreed with my analysis.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. 08-80736-CIV-MARRA

JANE DOE #1 and JANE DOE #2,

Petitioners,

VS,

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Respondent.

/

DECLARATION OF FBI SPECIAL AGENT TIMOTHY R. |||l

TIMOTHY R. [ declares as follows:

1. lam a Special Agent, Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI). currently assigned as a
Section Chief at FBI Headquarters, Washington, D.C. | was appointed a Special Agent in May
1999. Upon graduation from the FBI Academy at Quantico, Virginia, in September 1999, | was
assigned to the Detroit Field Office. 1 was subsequently transferred to the FBI Miami Field
Office in May 2006,

2. In 2006, I was assigned to work on an investigation of Jeffrey Epstein, who was
accused ol sexually abusing many young girls under the age of 18. In the course of our
investigation, the FBI identified many potential victims of sexual abuse by Epstein. We obtained
names by speaking to other victims, who frequently knew of {riends who had also been paid
money by Epstein to provide sexual services to him.

3. One ol the victims identified was _ In January — February 2007, |
used various computer indices to try and locate Ms.- By using these indices and other

means, | found two international phone numbers which 1 believed were being used by Ms.

GOVERNMENT
EXHIBIT

Case ?
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]

4. Sometime during January — February 2007, [ called the one of the numbers, in an
attempt to speak to Ms. ] A!so in my office was FBI Special Agent -

_ the lead agent for the investigation ol JelTrey Epstein. | was not using a
speakerphone when [ spoke with Ms.- [ asked Sm-m be present because
she, as the lead agent, was thoroughly versed in the details ol the entire investigation, and | might
need her assistance to respond to a question posed by Ms.-tlmt I was unable to answer.

5. When [ dialed the number, a young woman answered the phone. [ told her my name.
identified myself as a Special Agent with the FBI, and asked if she was_ She
said yes. | used a technique which I employ when speaking to people on the phone, who might
question whether [ am truly an FBI agent. [ provided her with the phone number of the FBI
Field Office in Miami, Florida, and told her she could hang up and verily the number. She
could then call me back at the number, and her call would be routed 10 me. M:;.-suid that
would not be necessary.

6. 1told Ms. -ahuut our investigation of Jeffrey Epstein, and the allcgations that
Epstein had sexually abused many underage young girls. 1 told her we believed she might be a
vietim of sexual abuse by Epstein,

7. Ms.-answm'cd basic questions, telling me that she did know Jellrey Epstein.
She quickly became uncomlortable, telling me she moved away to distance herself from this
situation, and expressing her desire to “let this be in my past.” She asked that [ not bother her
with this again.

8. I thanked Ms.- and told her I appreciated her time. | provided my name and

encouraged her to call the FBI Miami Field Office, if she had any questions or needed assistance,

(o]

Govt Exhibit D
Case Mo, 08-80736-CIV-MARRA,
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The entire phone conversation only last several minutes.

9. 1did not hear from Ms.-agu[n, In mid-March 2007, | reported for my new
assignment at FBI Headquarters in Washington, D.C.

10. I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on January 26, 2015,

1\‘-.___4(\-\_-_ S '_ Y
= — -+
gectmn !'Illﬂl

Federal Bureau ol Investigation
Washington, D.C,

Govt Exhibit D
Case Mo. 08-80736-CIV-MARRA

EFTA00185246



Case 9:08-cv-B0119-KAM  Document 15-2

|
e

P
L

]

- sor & Associates

IH THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FIFTCENTH JUMCIAL CTRCUIT
IN AMD FOR PALM BEACH COURNTY, FLORIDA
CRIE B, 2006 CRORSAANE
STNTE OF FLORTOA,

-yE=

JEFFREY EFSTEIN,
D femdank .
S

-

GEFGEITION OF —

Wednasday, Februscy 20, 2008

2100 pom. - 4530 pon.
Palm Beach County Courthouss
255 Merth Dlwis Higlmay

Hest Pals Baach, Flecids 33401

COP
Rapoxted By Y
Judith F. Comsar, FPR

Wotary Public, State of Florids

Cossar & Associates Repartlng snd Transcription

= —

nsor & Associates
Rk i T i
Fage 3
1 IHWEEHX
r ] WITHEAS | EAGET
k|
iREET EXMAHINATION 4
4 BY MR, TEIH|
5
E - =
1 WOENHRIBETE HMAREKED
B - -
g Y v oo CERTIFIED QUESTIONS...... i A
o Fags Linm
i3 23
11 35 1
9 2
12 F RN p L
1z 2
1%
14
1%
16
17T
18
18
i |
21
22
23
24
5
ETET e YT TTTTT P T I

rone - [
. I - -
1645 Paim Beach Likes Bhed., Suite 500 - Wesk Paim Beach, FL 33401

o E— .
1655 Palm Beach Lakes Blvd,, Suite 500 - West Palm AL 33401

- |

Entered on FLSD Docket 06/30/2008

LJ

-

insor & Associates

Hrpering ned Tapsuipi

Page 2 of 35

N - I -
Page 2

(1 APPEARAHCES
F § on behalf of the State:
3 s, . -

ASSTETANT STATE ATTORNEY
L] 4Gl Morth Dixie Highway

West Palm Beach, Flarida 33401
5
& on bohalf of tha Defendaab:

HICHAEL R. TEIN, ESQ.
1 ENTHEYH A. HEYEWE, ES0-

LENIS TEIN, FL
[ 049 GRAMD AVEMUE, SUITE M9

COCCMUT GROWE, FL JJME3
]

on Bahalf of the e Eesdant =
a0 JACE K. GOLOBERGER, ESG.

ATTERBURY, SOLDBERCER & WE1SS
11 F50 AUSTAALIAN AVENWIE SCOTH

SUTTE 1400
12 WEST FRLM BEACH, FLORIDA 33401
13
14 ALAD PRESENT:

Of BEMALF OF THE WITKESS: THEQDORE 4. LEOPFOLD, ESQ.
15 HETTH J. BRETT, DIRECTOR QF WULTIMEOIR DEVISION,
LEGKL-EZE
16 - =
17
18
19
0
21 E
22 ]
3
FE]
Lﬂﬁ
o, I - ¢ Bl 602077

1655 Palm Beach Lakes B, Syfte ST - Wiest Palm Beach, FL 33401

or & Associates

Hapervm g i Tratiud oo

Page 4

1 peposition taken befors Judith F. Conise,
2 peust Baportar and Hokaxzy Bublic in asd for the Buate ol
3 Florids at Lagge, if Cha abowe cause.
i . = =
5 TreTaapon,;
¢ b it
7 having besa fiTst duly sworn of affirmed, was sxsmined
] and tastifisd as follows:
& THE WOTEERS| I do.
10 BIRECT EXAHTHATION
11 B HE. TEIN:
12 @ Good aftermesm. Flosss Lell me-your full
13 riaf .
14 A
15 a. hnidl cam you plesss apell ik,
16 LN
17
18 @ Thank you.
19 May T call yom -
0 LN e = sl
F31 o -:l'- going to ask you & few
22 squastions, several questlcaa woday. OF at sny tlem you
23 wamt Lo Gaks & Dresk. youw just lat me know. Blay T
24 A, DRay.
25 8 IF you st mny time don'E undagstand cna of
= T T T T T B ot U1 B
P - Pax.

EFTA00185247



Case 9:08-cv-B0119-KAM  Document 15-2

snsor & Associates

Bespprimg and Trnssad povss, o

TR Fage &
1 my geestione, will pes jost plesss Lar ma know?
A Ten,
3 8 And if st oy time you'rs mor Tesling wull
Il ar somsthing Like that, you'll Lell us, Fight?
5 A Tea.
[ ' Do oo fesl okay Doday?
7 A Tan.
] o. Wt taklng asy aleshel or druga ar anyihing
a Like that, right?
10 LN R
i1 0 Sc you Peel ready to hawe your dapoaltion
. 12 takan?
'r_J i3 . Tua.
14 @ - what L3 your sddreas?
15 A, I'm carcently Biwisg at By aunt's houss and
1& 1 den"t Enow LT off the bop of Ay hesd.
17 o Whars ls b1
18 A In Jupliad.
13 G Eha is your aent?
20
21 @ Mho sl#d 18 Riving tRareT
2 x. —-y unaie.
23 a. Anyons #lss living tharel I
FI ) mo, .F.
i _J 75 <] The contaspt sotion thatl year mecher flled i
e T - e R L. = . LEn e
I
1655 Palm Beach Lakes ¥ 00 FL 33401
sor & Associates
Bigarnng 4 Tuarsoriwon, s .
[ rage T
1 @ Hhare La that?
3 R Palm Bmich Lakes.
3 -8 Rawe you spsnt the night over there?
] [N We, aie.
L1 Q. B0 you know the addeeas these?
[} [ I do mok.
7 @- Tan't your slater -ulmud.fu] o Nivimg
] with you & -:
L] A ma_
10 o [ v enev than tnis court cese in o
11 criminsl prosecurion, correctt
1z LN Correck.
{3 13 4.  And goo know that it°s a Srimisal
14 presscuLion sgainac & man wno has & criplnal background,
15 Do you bmew Lhat?
18 LS B o wead,
17 Q. Tou sgeat LBAL 2ourt Ls A vary ascisas
18 matiac}
1% A Tua.
20 =8 Bnid yositre Bere wilth your lakyes
21 Hr,. Leapald, right?
22 L Tas.
21 @ mnd peu kies thau Hr. Leopold recmaily
¥4 filed & lawsult in federal cousk againat Jeffrey Epatsim,
s ) 25 seaiing £ifty millien dollars,
L A

. o I
1655 Palm Beach Lakes - 500 - Falm Beach, FL 33401

Entered on FLSD Docket 06/30/2008

Page 3 of 35
sor & Associates

Rapremeg = Tpesamnpta, T .

Fage & |
1 sgaint gour fathes segacding your Fifty malliom dallar
) lewrsit agalnst Jeffrey Dpsteis says that pea ive wibth .
3 your aunk and uncle asd have Bidn 1ivieg Ehesrs: Lo bhab
4 corrack? . i
5 B LT !
‘, Q. How lemq have you been Living with your :
7 aunt amd wacla?
[} B sinoe my fether kicked ma Gik. !
L] Q. fhat was Thanksgiving of this past ymar?
10 . Yeid, Sl
11 -8 Qkay, Mon't your firefighter boyfeimnd i
12 _.u &N spartment foc Ehe beo of yout l
13 L7 Be, mir. Mo has an spartment, Bk by !
1 himsalf. !
15 o, Bid he gel an apariment for the beo of you ‘
16 to dive in?
17 LY Ho, mic. !
ik Q. are yos planning to meve Lo @ilh Bis? ) .
18 A.  Haybe oné day IS The fwturs. |
a8 o fo you Newe & plan to mowa LB with Rim i
b3 presently? |
Fis A. e, |
23 @ Haws you basn Lo LE4 apaTimsnt that you ased .
1 _ have dlacurssd movisy in Logether? |
a5 L I have baan L Che ApsCtRent. i
L |
LE5% Palm Beach Bwd., Suke 500 - FL 33400
- — 1
S — . - o
%&Dr & Associates
Nsprrivg s Toakast s, b=
Fage ®
1 WA, LEOPGLD: Leb me Just object. X
) -m ae instrect yeu, Anything thst |
3 yeu Bave leareed through ciAvErsaticns Batusan you !
i and ma are pestacesd. Sn L yow know any of That :
5 {mformat len outalde of thoss disquessicaa, you may [
B sasuer, But LP the only wsy yos know DT ds |
1 through oar discuasisns, do cob dnFuer ‘that : i
] qaatien, !
5 B HRE. TEIN| )
18 . - you know that Mr. Lespold cecestly
i filed o lawsult in TedSegal couct o0 yeuF Emball againak
12 Jugfray Epscain sesking fifry million dollars? i
13 HA, LEOPOLD| Sema objection. !
id [f you know the ansusc ta Lhal watalde af
15 oer dissasslons, yol BIY SnEWAE. If it ia the .
16 saly usy that yoe know the asauer La threwgs oar ,
11 dlscussions, do not ahewsr that guestlaon.
18 THE WITBESS] Dkay. |
L) ME. LEOPOLD:  Attoprsy/ciimst privilsge. |
20 BY HE. TEEH: )
21 & You £is ARausr the questisa unless — ’
23 MR, LECPOLD: Seme ohjesilen, g |
23 HE, TEIE; Lst me Fipish. I .
T B, LEOPOLD: Eswoess me. W8T - I
5 MK, TEIM: Mg, Lot s findsh. |
= T e T

o — |
1655 Palm LekeEs e 500 - AL 33401

EFTA00185248



Case 9:08-cv-80119-KAM  Document 15-2

1

Entered on FLSD Docket 06/30/2008 Page 4 of 35 .

nsor & Associates
o Ampeimi 800 Tinsipm I
Paga 9

1 WA, 1EOPDLD: Lewls, ue'rs nat going to do

7 that .

| HR. TETH: My faes 03 mob lawis.

4 T'm going te fislsh my quastlsn. Okay?

5 B, LBOPOLD: Do not amswsr wntll you hear b
] from . .
7 BY . TEIH: ]
B a. Cther bthan conssrsstlons that you have had k
] uith Hr. Lecpald -- I'm not aaking sbout that -- ars you

i sware (hat Hr. lsopoid has filed & lewsult in Cederal

1 pourt ssmiisg Cifty million dollara from Jeffzey Epatein

12 o yout Eehal?

i3 M, LECFOLD: Sams objsotion.

14 anything thet you lsarn through

is5 conyeraatioas Eatween yod aind #8, do nat ansuer.

16 fhass are pretecced.  IF you know through any
17 cthar realm of knowladge, 00 may snswar.

18 THE WITHESEI Mo,

19 WY MR, TEIN:

20 = You hawa no Ldes thak Hr. Laspald filed @

31 fifty millies-dollar lawsuit on your behall mgainat

2 Jaffrey Epsteind

22 pR, LEOPOLD: Same sbjection,

24 I not ansuer that quoation 1f it's cvhrough
P digrasalons that yom and [ had. Outsids of thak,
o SN . S
1655 Fabm Beach Lakes Bivd,, Sulte 500 - Wast Paim Bapch, FL 33401

sor & Associates
Bapachmgubd Hiatansss s, bk
Fage 11
1 objectiens. Check your reles.
2 MR, LECPOLD: Excoss me. Poe Uk record,
3 Counsal asked m& & quéstion. 1'11 ptata The
] ansvel o8 the pegerd. We anked me the gquestion ao
5 1 gobng to be ansuering Lhat wiy throughout the
[ ] depaaition., Sa long sn thess's ispropac
] faundstion and predicate asked by the avvsrnay, 1
n will protect my clienr and § maks the record whore
] appesprists, Tf counesl wishes bo ask 4
1a approprists worded goeation with the propar
1l founfation ard predicats, 1 will certalaly allow
12 ehe clieat ©o saswar the guestion.
1% MA. GOLDBEAGERM: Why don't peu Just state
14 stierney/alisnt privilege and just Ba done wits
13 itk
1E HR. LEo?oLb: T waat the recard Ro Ba
17 A1 LT
16 T MR, TEIH: Wew wsAl Te waste tims is what
13 Fou wast €e do,
1 You wars Eappased to ke hefs This msrning
21 and yeu pstally Drose the deal, ths sgrosssnt chat
2 you had with up LF your hadring ot Cadoslled.
23 Sut lat®s move en and maybe you'll stop
24 sbstructing this dsposition.
a5 HR. LEoPald: @ vhink the nnn;'d in wvary

. NN - F I
1645 Paim Beach L Bivd, Suke 500 - West Pai Basch, FL 33401

(egr fssociates
::' . Y Page 10
1 you pay snFesr, 5o do not anmeeds Thet questiss 1P
2 that Is the ealy Basis by which you onderatand
k] Lhal ARSSAEE,
4 TEE WITHESS: Ma.
5 BY WR. TEIN:
[ Q. fou dldn"t know that?
T HA. LOOPOLO: Don't snsuer that guestion.
1] Agaim, iC's actoomey/clisst privilege. May
9 infermation you'vs leacted through conversations
1] betwesn jyon §ad | &re protoctsd, TF yeu kess 50
Il rhisugh awy olhar reslm; you fay an8sEr,
. 12 M. TEIH: Are s qoing o may that far
':-._,--I 13 gvary quastion ia cthe deposition, Hr. leopoldl
14 HE. LEGPILG] #han yos ask impropas
15 queostions Llke that withoub the pEopar --
16 HR. TEIE: Youw'pe golm] te stop your
17 spaaking chjegtions right mow, Okay?
18 MR, LEOPOLD: Without the poopar --
1% MR, TEIN: Yeu nesd to skop your spesking
20 abjections.
21 Lok’ ©S6E LN,
23 HR, LEOFOLD: Counsel, you just asked ms &
23 questlon snd I'as going Ue AT&DE LU on the
il smeard ==
[._J 2: dlm.l TEIE ._'!'nu nedd 10 sLap :wur Iaf.:.nq
v SN | . -
1655 Paim Beach Lakes Blvel,, Suile: 500 - West Faim Beach, FL 33401
sor & Associates
Rt arl Tusal¥ pham. I i
'] Pags 13
1 elear uhers we meand thus far.
2 Is thara & recordimg taken of chis
3 dapoaitical
L] THE COOAT BEPORTER: Tes.
- BB, LEGPOLD! Just make sope that's
fi preswcved.
T WY MR, TEIN:
L] Q- Go te Exhibit 30-01 == wall, bafcca pou do
5 u,....,- SCE wou awars thak & Lliwyar named Jeffrey
10 Hasman Filsd & lawauit om your Dehalf, yes or mo?
11 HE. WEOMILD:  Chjsctica.
) 12 By cosversations that you and T heve hed
!ff_J 13 rogardisg that, LI chat is the only way by which
14 you wndsrscand Bou ko asseer that guestlon, d&o et
1% snpwsr. Tk's stlocheyfelisnt privilege, se wall
186 as amy eonversstlons you may have had wich the
17 atiorpay Coom Klamd. That ls also sctorney/ciisat
18 privilage. And ['m assumiag --
19 MR, TEIN: Youre sctually srong sbost the
0 attormeypiclinnt peivilage.
x1 R, [ECPOLE) 1°m spauming Coansel 18 not
2 asking you to divulgs atternsy/elismt --
1 M, TEEN: OF soures ot
T HY BR. TEIN:
e R e e T
. I sa2.0505 - Fas,

1655 Palm feach Lakes Bivd., Sulte S00 - West Paim Beach, FL 33401

EFTA00185249



-Case 9:08-cv-80119-KAM  Document 15-2  Entered on FLSD Docket 06/30/2008 Page 5 of 35

nsor & Associates i :%mr & Associates

Anpetivg il THER, ) ! Bapering md Inamrpan ks ,
o Fage 13 | I Y Fage 14 :
1 an abtarney, Liled & Fllgp-million-dsllar lewscle om your ! i °. You kmow thet e had @ press confarence,
2 bebalf ageinat Jeffray Bpslels. yem or ot ¥ 7 don't you, yes oF Aol i
] N, LEGROLO: Saze objection. : ) E] . N
i WE. TRETH: Me'we heard tha ohjsstlen 1 i : i Q. 18 fecr, let's go bo Exhibit Do-8L. ;
5 tlmss alresdy. E i 1 ME, GOLDMEBGER: Lood beklad yeus.  You'll I
[ Wi, LRGROLD: Commsel, eeguss =a. I [ mem it.
7 HA. TEIN: Just Esy atcorneyielisnt : - ¥ OEM. TEDH:
] privilage. Soop intsrcupting sy feestions. i B VN Have you aver aecd That ploture befora® .
& MR, LEopolE: ['m enticled bo make af I f A TN |
] sbjsction &F tha record, which 1'm deing. and 14 [y Ip that a pleturs of wour fether, your |
11 1'1l waks the maes cbijection. And LE It calls For . 11 stapmother and Mr. Neyman 4t ©he press coafesancs
12 stborney/eliest peivilege, any coaversitions you i 17 sagardiig pour lawsuls?
‘_,J 13 . and T have Bad, do ot answer the gusation. i ) 13 A fea .
M Rod I thlnM cthat it mighe bs approprisce, ! 14 -8 Wow you ko bhat thils is & very ssclous '
15 for the pecerd, oo ask quistisns wia - % makier, dom'k yout
T4 -u spposel :u.- [ think vhat f 16 . LEOROLE; Asked and snsuered.
17 uoald be mope apprepriats for Lhis deposition. 17 cEgentLan. .
18 By ER. TEIN: I . 11 KA. GOLDBEAGER: A1l right. You can |
19 o Go afviad, Plasss anwwer yes oFf B, I 13 shjjest, You'rs reprasesting & witness haro,
1] K. Tan, ! F1] Mr. Lespold. ¥eu ven objeck on privilege geoasds. i
71 . Thank e, . L33 Paiu caanct make legal objsckicas. You have no !
2% in Eaot, you know thal Br. Serman held a : 23 standing ta & a0
73 preas coaference sfiec he flled the fifty-millisa-dollar ' #3 HE, LESPGAE: T'm goisg to saka thes snd
24 lausglt on your BEBalf, demn't you? . 74 than - . E
{ | 25 M. Afmer it happened, . | i 25 HL, GOLOBERGER: Wa'se ==
. e — — o i i E— re—— — [
v N - - I o S - -
1655 Paln Boach Lakes Bivdl., Sulte 500 - West Paim Besch, AL 33401 1655 Pelm Beach Lakes Bivd., Sulke 500 - West Palm Beach, F. 33401 |

& Associates ; & Associates
and [rarsdpsem, b

e L e - Bapmany

Y |-— Page 1% In.r"-.ll Page 1E |

= 1 WA, LEOPOLD: Betre goleg to leave or we're . 1 o mabEss whe LE L&.
2 going to taks a brsak, becsuse hls demsanor is not F i, LEOPGLE: | Ehink we'cs going Ro Lake &
3 spprepriats. Thare's no reason to howe this kKlnd i L] break. Pechaps yos might want te talk to gour I l
4 of dermanog. 1f yau wank o Bave Lhis kind of H F JE————— i
5 demaanor with me == 5 HR. TEIM: [ don’t nasd ©o talk Te him. |
0 MR, TEIWI You are obatructing this i |5 MR. LEOPOLD: bet us're qoisg to take a
7 deposinion. ) 7 Desal |
8 BR. GOLDEEBGEE] Why don't you guys go L W MR, TEIN: Me'fe el Laklng & Break unlsss
[ subaide snd just calk about == = | L] the vitRass meads 3 broeak. |
18 HE. LEOPCAD: S -- hap job is vary 10 Tou're cbatrecsling thia depoaitlon. Ted.
1t difFieult and she's mot golng to be able Co Take | 14 HE. LEOFGLD: Coms an, - |

) 12 s BtR talking st the sews Lims, . __ 12 Fou all want to continus in thia .

f_) 13 WB. GOLDAEMGER: Off the secazd. I:_FJ" 13 iy = |
14 ME. LESPELD: Wa're aok qolng off the I N4 HR. TEIH: Tou'ra cbybructieg Ebe i
15 eapbrd, Jack. We're Aol Jack. Her jekr La wacy I 15 depesltion, Stop saking speeches. We*re mot
16 difficult. ['®m going 50 make the cecocd. | 16 discumsisg Ehis with you, The questicss are to |
17 I don't thizsk it is approprisce. sspacially . i7? joor clieat, &0 taks your fdwve-minuts Break. i
18 in tha small confinss of this rooe, to bs wery ! 18 ME. LEOPOLD: Flne. ®a need T saks suoe '
1§ aggrasalve with this youny Lidy. | 18 the recseid's elear and olesn. |
0 HB, TELK: That's mot happsning. Stopy ' a0 Ard T uant to make suce, as Ifee already i
21 stop actualiy -- : 3 anbad youw -- L koW Lhal peetre ee of the baat in |
22 HE. LEOFOLD: ©f yow've qoing ©o Setarsupt } ) 27 pewh - Thet this ssdio == this mesda to be L]
23 me, wa're golag Le @sposl this depomition == ' ) 23 presocved. Okay? i
74 HE, TE[H: Stop sdsrepresanting. 24 HE, TEIE:; Oo take your five-alnube break,
38 THE OOWAT RLFORTER: 1 masd one at a4 Lime, d i a8, Hr, Lecpald, nsu, !

. I o - |
1655 Palm Desch Liies B, Sulte 500 - Palm Baach, FL 33401 ! G55 Palm Baach Lakes EBival, Suls 500 - West Palm Beach, FL 33401 |
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»

nsor & Associates

LR L e

Fagm 17

fou ware suppbisd Lo ke heie a5 nine --.l

2 LL"s mod after too, Take your bresk snd come
i k.
4 WM. LESPOLD: Ghay. If the demcszcr kesps [
] up; e will mok B¢ hore Beyond those Clve mifuies.
" BE. TEIN: Taks yous Drsal sad coms back, b
7 MR, LEOPOLEI Okay, 5o T megest thae you F
Fl relan.
] HR. TEIE: [ sigQest that you taks yous
10 BEaak,
11 MR- GOLDBENGER: et Lhem Taks Cheb
1z flve-nirute bresk.
13 M. LECROLD: Bt I woald sopgest that you
ir | cabe detp broaths,
15 R, TETH: Supgeat whataver pda WaRt. Qi
16 Eake & breai.
17 AThereupon; & recass wam baban. |
18 BT MR, TEIN;
18 =8 agres Bhat givisg Leatiseny
Fi) todey st your depsaition is soestBing wery sarlocs, don't
3| yau?
2 A, LLLE
FE] Q- And pos Tesgest Uhe gourt, den't you?l
4 A Tes.
25 Q. Lat me abow you Eshibic Ji-DBL. Can you
o —
1455 Falm Besch e, Sudte: 500 - FL 33401
sor & Associates
Faperesg wnd Trrarrpers, i
Page 18
i . oid you send that mossage to 8 friend of
2 youra an HySpaca? ]
k] K. Sure, yma.
i Q- Here you raferring to thia depssitken? 4
5 A, Yan.
5 B e you Find the berm nels=g-g-a-f sllensive’
7 k. That's net isyubers 1n Chers,
] 'R What word did you uem in theza?
g MR, LEOPOLD: Weare ape you referzing e,
1] Dounsal? Therse's 20 plus words in Ehers.
11 ME. TEIN: Cos’t sake a apeaking cbjeccion.
12 THE wrfsELd: Are you refecring bo
13 anyrhirg —
14 MR, LEOMOLE: Mo, - Bt == dan't =
15 lat him 4s8% you She question,
18 B HE. TEIN:
17 Q- What questica wers you smkbng, '-i
i MR. LEDFCLD: Bha dossn'l ask queatices.
19 You 44K the quasticom. What i3 the question
0 perding?
il BY WM. TEIN: )
a2 . -vhlt 1s the last word on Thars in
3 the taxt af yous sessage bafors the cloalng?
24 . Higgaa.
5 [ pon't yom find that term oflansive?

165 ot e LA 530 MO ch, L 3401

Entered on FLSD Docket 06/30/2008 Page 6 of 35

sor & Associates i
L Waparsag pod ranipdon, T E
7Y Page 18 .
- i read that out loasd, plaase |
2 A, Ghay., Nhat do you wast? |
k] a. Will yeu sead ChAT sat loud, plasss.
i LS o :
5 Q. Thank yoa. !
& A Lol Bah my bDeddd, .. lol yeh & got sces H
1 stupld court shit on the POih. . bBolls&iv...aml dsmn youo !
B atill have court shit with biw? Liks after so long wow .
] d% sefey... well yah well we will dafinitely havis =aboe [
10 pleny for suce. .bocause & KlEs O Tond Kilssa 4 mdllion and
11 6o I e & leve you., .o and p.e. 4 leve uE defsulc pleo ]
B 12 niggas. Hoah xmo.
":_J' k] @ Did you smnd bhat eessege Lest wesk to & .
14 Feiand of yours o Hylpacs? |
1% A I wouldn't know. There®s no dales and 1'ws |
16 delated that WySpace, 50 — :
11 &, We"rm going to talk abour that im & secoed. ]
18 . Glay. I
149 a. Pdd yow mesd that sesssge lEst weal -- . i
20 k. Right.
21 . Lot we finiah ay gquestion. :
27 Did you send that messsge last wesk to a .
23 fedesd of yoars on MySpaca? |
4 A i wouldnt know the date, bet obvisaaly,.
.:_'_J 5 Hli'l- u-a- ‘.-.I“Td. . |
I |
155 Palen Baach . 500 -
' |
! sor & Associates I
N B ik Trissavipeing, e .
'S Page 20 i
. 1 . o
3 MR, LTCPDAE: Cam you spell it for the ;
3 rocord, please,
o THE WITHESS: MH-i-g-§ - |
| s MR, TEINI o, mo, mo. YoM are not goimg I
& to be aaking guesticns.
b W, LESPOLE: T'm mot making geestlsas. i
] I1'm anking for the record the word ©o e spoellasd,
a beciuss ws doa*t have s vides bere today. |
14 BE. TEIH: Thass sshibits are part of the
1k Focard.  ¥ou --
1z SR, LEOPOLD: well, iv°s nob sarked sx an
: 'r‘_-} 13 mxhibit. .
14 MR, TEIN: Stop Lnterruptisg me, !
15 Wr. Lecpold. I bawe marked and idsntified as sn |
16 exbibiy and you will gee it.
| 117 WR. LEOPOLD: Thare has besn no !
i 18 identification of this decusant In Lhe Eessrd. |
1% MR, TEIN: ME. Leopeld, step Entsrrupting |
20 this deposition. '
. F3 WA, LEOPOLD: What &8 the swhibit noskar i
l 22 markad fop Qdentlflcskbiom? I
i 23 MRE. TEER: 3L-0dl. ’
! 24 HA, LEGPOLE; Do we have coples? [s it on |
| i F13 tha rocord anyehare’ [ |

ph, [ 205 - Fax.

i LG655 Palm Beach Lakes B, Suie 500 - FL 33408
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& Associates

Kooy atd Tremriga e, dus

Fage 33

5] Yoo urcto thal Lo your frisnd, dide’t peu?

A LEORGLG) Chiectiom. Asked and
anguarsd, for tha fourih Cims

HE. TEIH: Yoy sre improperly objecting,
My, Leoprld. You bave np groewsis o object. And
rhat's mot an objectien.

W, LEGPOLDS 1k dn an ebjectlon.

i, TITH: Then LeiRinats the depoaltien §F
you think iv's besn asked and anavared.

HA, LBOPOLD: Counael, T =8 son precluded
from just maring an sajection to the form of b
guestion., As the comctm well Wmow, and L you
practice bare im West Palm Besch, masy of Lha

Jmapes el you £ sel the abjection with

speclfioity., Aed T will do chat, &nd if you
dom"t wank w8 U3, yow caa maks the recerd. But T
will do Uhat,

MR. TEIm: iHere's what wa'll da, Ted, Yeu

cam == T whkll allow you to Pesarwe am chjsction to
farm For swery alngle ok of my guasbicss.

othmrwise, all you'ss duing i3 obstreccing.

HE, LEGPOLOD: [ woa't do that.

MR, TEIN: Of coursn; bacauss ¥od want oo
BELEuET

HE. LEOPOLON ALL right.

o L —...
1655 Paim Bemch o ML FL 33401

& Associates

Pepning st Trom g plis, 122
Page T4

sfeer you wani ko 'lpn:u:n'i Troama,, you awosd O pous
mather's geaws chat you and Epitein did pat sngaga in sex
of any kind?

A e,

@ Dida't you bell that Lo the polloet

N Yes. Aed 1 will continoe. 1 have never
had sax =ith him.

a. Edd what KEppersd gpsteirs @t Jabd
gpsiein's housn Eake you cospletely by uurpw!-:a-.-'

A Ted,

=8 Mo Ehe clwll cospiaint that you Elled

sgainsc Mr. Epstein fac Eifty miblion dellies slleged
that poo were cotslly ghocksd By waat happered when Fes

got thare,

Q. were you torally shocked by what happaned

whes you got Uo Tpalain's Touiat

R, ¥as.

- Fou didn't sppact 1b sE all, did yeuld

A. B,

Q. Yors had abpplwtaly so lded why pous frisnd

Taa.

-‘n taking you to Epstein's beass, cight?

A
] - Akl yoet theught that 1T was guing t9 be ua
a masesge, Dorrect?

1 was Lnformed QL wam & SadsEgO-

T

™y Page 21, -
' i AY ME. TRIN: L] l] .
2 O, Lat ma &ik pos, -'uu yeu in fact s
3 write your feiend Chis sepsage aboul Lhis daposltion? 3
(] & Veu. ! d
5 Q. So yeow wrote your Eriend that Chis 5
B depeaition §s stepid court s-h-i-t. cerrecs? 5
T A, Tad. 3
. Bacanan you think chis deposition is stupld 8
apurt m=h=i-t, deoa'y youl i g
'
115 L Ho,
10
11 Q- ¥ou wrole That ©o pour friend, dide’r you? 11
12 LB Tas, E
(' ) _ 13
. i3 Q. You think that cowct is spepld, SRt you? f ) -
14 [E In aoam Caded. l
14
15 a. mnd you thlnk that court bs beall S-i-d-k, 15
16 dan't poal
! 1&
LY A Mo . !
1T
1B - hnd you think this depositlon bs bwll
i 18
19 B-h-1-t, don't yeu? |
1%
20 L Ha.,
20
F3 B Yeou wrole Thet te your friend, didn't yost v
f 21
2 A, LEDFOLO: Ckjectlon. Askesd and L
FF3
i anavered.
i 23
4 MR, TEIM: That's not an obiection, i
24
IIJ - .
& -
Besch, FL X401 |
|
& Associates
Mageanig el Trmssipien, o
I~ 1
Ty Fage 21 !
WL TEIH:
i Ll I
2 . -pu think that giving testimeny : - .
3 today, sndez oath, i bBull s=h=i-t, den'L you? F)
1 A Mo, | 3
|
5 Q. mnd yes wrote Lhet ba gour frisnd on 4
& HySpata Last wesk, dldn't pes? 5
7 WA LEOROLD: Objection. Asked and 6
] anywE T, 1
g ™E WITMEES! Wo, 1 4id net. [ 8
| 1o oY MR, TEIN: q
11 . Eea didn’t wrlie Ehis azhiBiC? 1%
i3 A [ wrats Ehat, bBut 1 d@idn't wcite whatb jyoa 11
r._,.‘ 13 said. . 18
14 @, Yo wrobs in this edibit, *7 got sose ’J -
1% atupld court s-<h=i-t on the 30rh. Bull s=h-i-t." Clde®t 14
16 yow write that? 15
17 A Ve | 1
18 a- neferTing to this degsaitbes, didn'E jyoul | 17
L] A, Pafaciing Lo Lha oert. I was later . 18
0 Informsd that Lt was & deposition. | 1%
F31 9. I'm guing Lo ash you some guestions new I 20
2 about, what Bappesed when yo went Lo Jaff Epshein's hoose 31
33 thres yelkrS age. OCkayT . 12
T B, oh-beh, H 2
{- 5 o Whas the polics inesrviewsd you ohe BOGETH I 24
A ‘ T T i
 — — -
1655 Pakm Besch B, St 500 - FL X340

o — —
1655 Paim Beach Lakis Bhl, Sute 500 - Wesk Fuen Heach, FLAMGOL
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sar & Associates

1 g e Vo B, b
Fage 25|
] A Toa.
" ) Q. Bafors you gok LS Epstein’s houas -
3 savnr sadd pnything oo ped on the tebaphoss akaul sesusl
4 sctivity with Epstain, did aha? F
5 A Ha. 1
B i} and beform yes got Lo Epetaln’s houss
T -nluﬂ: asnt yu 8 massdje over the InEmrnat abowt
-] sexpal motivity whioh Epstoln, did sha?
b nooEe .
Lo a. oid ‘m: LEF bo coRVinGs you Lo
il eagage Lo any ssxual sotiviey with Epatein?
12 L} H,
13 [0 (L] evREy oy o oonviacd
14 you [0 engege Lnoany sasual actlvlity with Epstsin?
15 A 3 dan'i uum—u
1] a. o you mawe a friend -:-
17 K. Ho.
18 a. tay. Bafomrs you want e gpatain'a holss
1% did spyons cakl or e-pall yeu 10 induce you to Engags I8
] pexusl aotlvity with Epsteint
71 A Hn.
22 @ S0 you'rs Fure that befere jpodl get to
a3 Epsteln’s hiwse oo S84 tried to passusds you Lo engage is
L] apzual astiviry =ith Jeffrey Tpatainl
25 A Mo.
pr. 2. 0005 - Foo. SR
155 Palm Beach Lakes Biwd., Suite 500 - West Faim Beach, FL 330
nsor & Associates
B by B0 T
Fags 27
i Wi, LEOPOLE: 1f pou do kL one mare tims,
2 wat e lToaving. |
3 By mm. TETH:
] . LEGRULD: I'm going bto make the secerd.
[ Tou Casssl imterrdpl ma whan 1'm making Lhe
T record. Out of profesaloss] condsct, Fou cammakb
g &5 that. I's sntitled vo waks Ehié resscd. 1 apde
] an objsetion, aiked sad smasared. TYour GERRATAR
1 is Lnsppropriate, TYou're willing afd you azwe able
11 ard you're Tespongible to sk a guestion in a
12 prefasslonal mannes, and ask the gueation and Shcd
13 you get The answar, Bo elther fellow up on LL &0
14 move sm, but pot eonkinoously brovhest amd ask the
1% sana guertlos eear snd el becema you den’t ik
6 tha ansesf.
7 HA, TEIM: Calm coss, sir.
i1} WB, LEOPGLD: Trusc me, I'S wery cals here,
1% Whan I'm not cals, yoetil keew ix, I's WeIy calm.
20 = pisass continos on. Bt 1 will nat
il allow yoe to cortlsue Do Barass Ear in Lhe
] Sesasnor that youw're dolng. Ak mer & quastion
21 AN mOVE ©F.
F1 WA, TEIR: RKes you deaal
25 . REORULD:  Thank yod. I AW,

. I - - N
1655 Paim Beach Lakes Bled., Scita 500 - West Paim Beach,

FL 33401

Entered on FLSD Docket 06/30/2008
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Kaprrragasd Tiiaiirgeis 0

Y Fage 26
1 o. Tou're Sure that == lab me 2k The guestion
2 galn.
3 Teu e sure that Belfore Fou goT Lo
a4 Egatein's Bowss no ona Eziad Lo perssads you Lo engagi in
& sewusl actiwify with Epstain For mssay. Aes you? i
[ WA, LEOPOLD: Objectisn, Asksd and
T amavazed .
il THE WITHESS: Ho. Amd I've slceady H
5 anausred that & barlllion times. l
1w BY WR. TEIH:
11 @. Ba's essaching you now. 5o [°A $o0ing Co sk
- 12 the gqoeation — N
o 13 AR, LEGPOLD: Cownaul, Diwe made an I
14 sbjecticnm for tha pecsrd, :
13 wn. TEINI Ebop spaaking. I
ié R, LECPOLD: 1°m aotb godng Eo rbtop
17 spoaking. Tou gan's Entersept ma when I'm maklng :
18 chi paoord,
19 Mm. TELH: Yeu'rs coschlng the witness. I
29 MR, 1EOPOLD: Counsel — i
21 WL, TEfM: @tep coschisg the witsess, |
22 BY ME. TEIH:
23 Q. -Lll: me aak you == ,
24 R, LEOPOLD: EF you oentinue to == i
\_} 2% M. TEIN| Btop interrepting sy qesstions, r
o
1655 Paim Beach Lakes Blvd, Suite 500 - West Paim Besch, FL 33401
nsor & Associates i
Nasmsiag ol Neasmnipem, bial. -
|'f."| Fage IB I
o 1 WR. TEEH: Stop misrepsesestiag the record !
2 and cals dewm. 1'® going Lo ask my guasilom. |
3 eop LT, |
4 BE MR, TRIH: I
5 Q. - - ) I
[ jm. LEGPOLD: 1 Ehisk the pegord ia very ] |
1 claaz. |
B . GOLDEERGER: Lat me jual clarify |
U] somsthing. Whan you skdect to the Form af &
10 question, you'se TET jpatruoting the witners mol . |
11 o anguns Lh& question. are yoof |
- 12 MR, LIOFOLEN Wo, And ['sm pok making chat
I'_) 13 ebfeotion; only oo sttorsey/cliact privilegs. '
14 . TET®:; w110 you atsp spraking nod 80 T !
15 cas ask my questien? Asm yoa dons? !
16 Okay. 1'm golng to sk my qeestica.
17 b, TETH: 1
. 18 g, Lates, -' - I
1% W, LEGPOLD: Wold om. S,
20 I"wva beer dsing this for 30 plus yosrs and i
71 hawe mot & log of attomeys, bub I've newer ead an
3 sxpacienoe Lika Lhis whaze I'we == |
21 ¥R, TEH: Stop pieT apamceas. |
24 ¥R, LEOFOLDL IFf youw contisus Lo do shis. I
[ - 25 siarher it's with sa of with my eliont, T will pat |
S r e o |
m » Far.

IEleLMMMSN-HMM.HEWl |

EFTA00185253
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: |
m_%.p.ﬂuﬁﬂﬂa 1 nsor & Associates
: E . Gaping s Bsavipass, B2
Fage 70 i ~ Page 30
oL H M- el e th S {
1 Pt up ulk & amd I don't new PUT TP Wi ) L :' - santact with Jeffrey Epateis, oAy
2 and §t'a nol sppropriste.  And I'm ause : , . — up and N |
3 mr. Gildberqes knces sll thin, becauss T know Lhak i 1 @ Jeff naver s-mailed you, did he? !
dn't do this. 5o 1 Wikl ma E ap WAth [
4 ma wel FH : . N . :
5 ft. @ad § think iE"s Blghly inappreprlate Lo oo : . . [RPP——— did ket !
B this wirh teds ehild sittisg dece, the uay you're - 1
6 L8 Hi I 1
* aeuing, pelmcily tovasdy B Madl 3: a1 DR puk I 3 ] Jaf [ never chalted Lo @ chat goom wilth you, :
Lth it. '
' w W did he? .
HR, TETM: @ELN u pleids STOP z speech
g o 2 mu . 3 . o,
30 50 1 can @k questions? . T a. pafors you qet to Epstein’s heams yoi had
1t Wi, LEOROLD: S0 long &b you Sot | " rvas apakes 1o Jutt, had pout
i3 profesnionally, 1 will do o, But AE you gontinue R
I 12 LIS
13 to do A% Ehis ey, T widl dssse I i 11 o,  hod bafore you gat te Epataln’s house you
.

WE. TEIN| Guib yoursslf. RE——rre

.-
-
-

15 uY WR, TEIN: [ 14 A- Corract. .
18 a. are you macs Lhar before you @oT o 16 a. Befors yeu got e Epatain's hodss you had
N Tpstain’s houss a8 oas Erisd Lo pariads you B snpn i i 11 naver bald Jelf that yow wege under 19, cight? !
18 sawenl aciiviny with Cpatsin for motday? ™ ™ Ho. H
11 MR, LEOPOLD: Asked Al snowesad. | 1 o Bafors you $st to Epatain’s houss had you ‘
20 cirfestion. 20 gver told Jeffrey that you wece wadec L8Y ;
21 WA, TEIN: Did you get har amaver? | . &, Ho. © newsr spoks bte the man Defase that. I
22 THE COURT REPOREER) Ho, I did mot, i |I !; 4. mad yoe sRly went ©a Juif Epatelin’s hours ’
21 THE RITHERDY 1%m guck. l 3 that one Eime thred years age, s=rrecty :
2 BY HR. TEIH: | . P Ko T !
5 g. Lat ma aak you & few quasiions ot yoid I 2 Q- You mewer wentl thezrs sgabs, Sarrectl 1
]MMM%M,MM-WP&MRHMI - :mmm:m:-ﬂ?xh%_-MMMHdml :
o - :
H—%—uﬂ.ﬂnl—- iabes . : o & Aﬁﬁﬂda‘tﬂﬁ
i . A Eapsniag wtl Trossulp, i
Tigs 31 " Fage 32
1 n. . 4 i Q- Bad you sver ssan her before?
7 a ALl Flght. Lag ms ask you two finel acess : ¥ M mo, sdr. !
3 of guestioning sboct this and we'll mave onte asmsthing _ 3 Q.  You teid the police that when you rode cwver
i alse. Okay? L : i Lo Epsteln’s you had no igea who she wes, cighe?
5 A. Uh-huk. Tes. 7@ B3EIF. | 5 A CoreesT .
& @ pafoce you gat to Epatein®s did anyons i & o Yoo tald thé pollo LHAE you didn't know
7 asmociated with Epstein sver cell yow an the phons ans ! 3 eT nams, bub she was livs reslly dack, kimd of Iike &
5 EiF O le*. indupn, eatice orF coOBEOE pou L angEgE i M -"P'-ﬂllh girl?
g in any sewmal acciwity? I ] K. Tos.
14 L Ho. . ] a. Thoss ware poar werds, rlghs? :
1 §.  Bafors you got te Epatain’s did anybody . 1 A Ve
12 sasccisted with Epstein svee CORtect you on Eha Infwcoat . 12 9. Dba you mow know who she Ls?
13 and ey Lo parssade, induse, snbics OF coefoa you L9 r-_,-" i 5 T
14 angage in sry sewsal ativiey? 14 Q. g2 it was -.-M. rold you to lie about ,
15 L : 15 your age Lo Jeff Epatain?
16 o. -m told yeu that «@hen you ot Ta H 16 " A ——
17 Jeff Cpstein's heuss you should Lie Eo Joff about yaul ! 15 5 Aad - cold you that 1f yee wares't 1B,
18 agat : 1] Epateln wealde't let you into his Rouss, right?
19 K ‘ i 18 B That's —- yes, yer, |
0 g Was it ar was 4t the acher girl La ! 0 G- ARl vight. Let®s valk for & mirets aboat
21 the cap i yos cede over with to Epsteln's houss? ! Fi whan you CiTst met Jeff.  Okay?
22 A II ) LN Suare,
23 & Mho wsa the other glel ks the car with yow i - a. Wiais yow [lEsT met Jeff ha Lzied to Cind
24 gthat day? | k21 out haw old peu were, right? '
a5 'S 1 menescly don't knou. | . 25 5. [re——
o = — ! A e S - =T
i

pes—TT____ |
memmm..mm-mmm. FL 30401

I— ]

e I - 7o
1655 Paim Beach Lakes Bivd., Sulte 500 - Wast Palm Beach, FL 13401
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sor & Associates
Arprringed Tusssies, b
' Page 13
o 1 -} When you Firak met Jeff he trled bo {ind
] Ut e old you wers, Tight?
3 . Mok dkén wp [ipst iniroduced sach obhes:
4 whun we get cpalairs, thes, pes
5 o Buring the mispsge Jeff asked you how old
L1 you wepe, correci?
T LN Tem, yai.
L] Q. Bow hadn't peu alresdy told Jefi's
9 asslatasE, thé ens who uElbed you upstadise, ERAL yow ATt
1% 14 enllege and had jusk moved doen Race from SDhiaT
11 R 1 mawar spuke to Lhé Lady.
N 12 . Do pou wank be fethink Dkt answez?
i.r_;," 13 MR, LEGPGLE: Da that & qeeation?
4 m . TEIH:
15 Q- Eo you want &0 rethlnk that asseaTT
| 16 B W, 1 didn't really speak with ber that
| R
| 18 @ De you want te Lry te reffesh your mesory
i 13 on that?
| F1=1 Me. LECFOLD: B0 you have Jamething Lo
I 21 rafresh har memgry with?
: 22 MR, TEIM: Do you want ba stop maklng
'I 23 speaking objectione?
! 24 M. LEOROLD: MWo. But o refresh dcedons”s
u 25 mERsry, you show Chem & SoCumsat.
o T W,
.. Y685 alm Beach Lakes Ee, Sufe 500° FLIM

sor & Associates
g md Tromssctrios, Bi. . - ==
iy Fage 3%
- 1 -8 Yo can acswef the queation.
2 A, Sura.
1 B. I3 thare amything that would relresh your
] memoTy that Ln Fast you told No. Epatain's asalatamt, Che
-] amq whe walied you upataies, that you wenl ©o callsgs and
[ you hed just moved doun here foom Ghilo?
bl A 1 dgn't resssbar saying that, but LT you ==
L] 7 dan't pesenhsr aaying That mysslf, &0 —
9 Q. That vould e & 1is, right?
10 M. Wa. I really don’t 7oseaber.
11 . 3a yeu told Jefd that you werm 18 years
. 12 old, correeth
"r_J‘ 13 A Yes.
14 Q- Do you semeaber Petective Hichelle Pegan of
15 the folics Papaztmsni, Pelm Basck Follos Depactment?
16 L Yos,
17 [ Do yor pemssber pou SpRiG bo Bart
1B K. T,
19 [+ Do you remesber Lhat yes told Detectlve
20 PFagan Ehat wihes you lied aboul your sge o deff you sald
21 it really fast bucmuse you disa't wank te make e souwmd
iz Likw you waie Lykng?
3 A 1 d:n't Temesbar the words ssactly, bet 1
24 dn remseber volling haxr I told kim T was 18,
r\J 5 0 Ared g0 you pemssber Colling Cobeciive Bagan

Entered on FLSD Docket 06/30/2008
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& Associates i

- l-i-nﬂu-!\uud.li-l.l-l 1
i Page 34 :
N 1 MR, TEIH: 1 koow Beu bo ds bhia.
2 ME. LEDROLE: Then show her & docunsnt. |
31 HA. TEIN| Stop mpesiisg, ]
F] HE, LEOPOLD: 1's mot going e stop |r
5 apraking. 1'@® quing bo conblaus ta maks Lhe r
-3 ramrd. !
2 ME. TLDN: Tou're cbabcucting, Plsans
a akop. !
L] WE. LEDPOLD: 1'®W mes chattuctTleg. Bub Lf !
16 yow want be refresh hes recollectlon, ysa need Co |
11 show har smsthing. i
12 That's pot & propsr questisa, I object Gé |
IL_,J' 13 the foundstion asd the predicats of Lhat question,
14 MR, TEIH: Rre you done? I
i5 M. LEOEGD; T am mew, Thank you. !
16 BT HA. TELH: I
17 - Do pou wvant to try be refresh youd BeRSTYF |
18 a8 to whather you hed any convarsscios with ths wvorar who ;
14 walind yeu upstaics is Epstein’s house in shich you teld I
i) h&E thit you wenl T0 collegs acd hed =t moved dows from
2zl Chial
F¥] HR. LEOPGLD; Objestisa, Objecst e Che
3 forw. of the quaation. Lack of foundstion snd
24 porsdicsbe.
f;,_al 25 Y HE. TEIN:
. 1
1655 Paim Besth
|
sor & Associates 1
gt Teprnaritens, bt :
i Page 36 :
- 1 chat whem you Lled to Cpstein aboul your age LRAT FOU i
F3 sald le raally fast so Epstein wouldn't pralive you weid :
] Lying? i
4 &, Mo, I don't pemssbes saying those words F
g gasctly to Ear. 1 remsmbay talling Rar that I told !
[ Epatein 1 was 1, i
7 . pees it sound Thghs bo you that you told I
;] Detaotive PEgam that you Saic your ape really faskg to :
3 Epstals -- J
10 HE, - cbjection, Aiked sad ;
11 Afguered. I
12 BY WE. TCIE: 1
) 13 @.  ~= o be wouldn't rhink that you wesze i
nd lying? B
15 Wi, LEOPolE:  Objection. Raloed and !
16 snawmcad, lack of foumdation, mlacharacterlzation I
17 af har sacilsr testimany. 3he's already Enaverad !
ik khat question, |
13 BY HR. TEIM: I
20 [ T CaAn anawer LT, '
71 M. LEOPOLD)  Sase objestlon. It'e baes '
2% asknd mnd ansuncsd. !
23 You cin answsr. 177 mads the objaction. P !
n THE WITHESS: I focget the qoastisn, now, !
o L= ‘

EFTA00185255
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sor & Associates

Wepering med Thasdpoms b

% Pags 17
1 0y MR, TEIH:
-3 a. Let me put Lt again.
a boes It gownd right so yoo Ehat yad teld
4 Getectlve Pagsn that shen you liecd abowl your aps o
5 Jeffray Epatais, you said it really fast because you
[ didn't want Lo make Lt acund Like youw warn Lying?
7 HA. LEOPOLD: Objection. [Eack af
a foundation, ssked and anawerad.
THE miTuEsE: 1 could have posalbly ssid
1] thal, Pei.
11 BT HR. TEIN:
i 12 . Tou dide’t want Mr. Epatsln Lo know that
-:f_r:i 13 you wars lylag sbaut yows age, Tight?
1 A COTEBGE .
1% . You dida't uast Mr. Epatein ko know that
16 you ware 0ot 1B yekb, rlghtT
17 A, Cogreer.
18 Q. You wenced Mr. Epatain co beliave that you
1% really wsre 18, cight?
i k. Correck,
1 Q. Do you cesembay uhen Hr, Tpatein aaked
22 whaIn yoa wenL U0 soRoell
Fi] &, Tam.
24 [-H Apd you told Mz, Epsbais you went To
Iy 25 wellington, cight?
A rorrz— e -

o ——
1655 Paim Beach - FL 13401

sor & Associates
e
'S [ Fagn 38
o i that would @ Lhat Es a withelsss of L8 4 perscs
z that's aitting in this chair ia mol aoting
3 professionally. ¥ow can't ask & queatios Like
i that. You can da ir, but it's Sl proper. Asd
& ' surs yeu veren't Crained Chat way, oertaisly
& nok athically.
T ¥R, TEIN: WILl you atep?
[:] MR, LEGEILD: I8 not goimg To STOR,
E] becauss the way yeu'rs ssking that goestios 1
ia impropsr el you leow LE.
1L MR, TCIN: Tou're lowing yowr coal.
12 BT HE. TELH:
[ 13 B
i M. LEOTOLDy  Truat sa.  I'm very calm,
a5 wibn 1 boam my oeal, you'll keew iE.
16 HE. TEEW; 1 do keew it
17 BY ER, TEIW:
18 & Ha. - ¥r. Epstaln nevsr aaked you
1% wo e snything other than rasssge him, cozeeor?
L] A Tneorreet; becauss bhe saied we Lo take off
21 sy bra, mo that uoold be tes things he's asked pe Lo do.
32 @ Othar Than saking you Lo bake yous Bra off,
23 Hr. Epatain mewer sshed you G0 do snythimg with Rim atbac
Fi] than massags, sorreet?
; FLl BE. LEOPOLD: Ohjectlon. Feundabies,
A= . T L vowreT s =

3 - Fax. [l 5821771
1655 Pabes Boach Lukes B, 5URe 500 - West Falm Besch, FL 33401
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nsor & Associates

Rty 0 bramiigess bg

I"“\I Page I8
- 1 LN V.
] . Was that Lhe Lrwth? :
3 k. Ea, ]
q Q. In fect. yau want Lo Royal Palm, vlght?
5 & (T i
& o, A0 youw lisd Eo Mr. Epatein spaln, coFcect?
7 B. Tea.
B . Is Wallingtem the college Ehat you bald
] Jaff"s sesisbsnt Ehat you ware attesding?
10 A I don't pemembas havisg thet conwsraaklon !
11 with her, an | wouldn't Gnow 1f chat's what I sald,
B 12 o That was 4 lle. Chowgh, wasn't ie?
# '
'\_F:I 13 ME. LEDROLD: Oojestion to Use form of the :
14 quasties, lack of Cewndstion. Yoo're making an
15 assamption, 5Sha jmst answered you she can®t tell !
LE yors Ehat,
17 ma. TEIN) Speaking cbjecticn. Mad you I
18 wall kmaw thet, Mr. Leogald.
& ] WA, LESRILD: She can’t smewer that I
20 guastion, Tha way you phoased that questlon, l
21 you'se pusposaly making her not bs honest in bar
27 rastimony, She can'E anewar & question like that. i
2% Sha dosmn't resember: 56 Chan you Eay. "8a yeu !
-1 ] wapt Lyifg." That's improper and you bnow that. i
{1 25 Thab*s not a propes gquastion. Al any ACToImey
- L =TT -
-
o M Bed LR B i
i
& Associates _ =
) i T o ' :
Fage 40 E
r.aj 1 PrEdicate . |
2 rRE WITHESS| Cerrect. :
3 By HR, TEDE: |
1 9. ¥ew told the pelice, in yous womdd, EhaR |
5 yesi did pox whaok nim eff, right? ] :
6 ', Coxsaak - |
" @ waast doas that ssan? i
8 A Whack, Lika uhacking olf? H
¥ q gour basm, what doss that mesn? !
10 K. Hanturbating. I:
11 Q. Me. Bpatsim never teisd ab any time to QTAD !
13 your hand, did ha? '

A Moo

I
T
.
[

-
-

& Hr, Epstein mever Lried Lo pat your hand

15 anyubere, dld ba? I
1
16 LS WO, :
iT Q: At og bime did you bouch Mz, Epatain's :
|
18 pendn, dld you? i
! 1% K. Ho. :
:' 0 a. Jnd he dld nat touch yous goreent ¥ !
: 2 A [EsErect. :
T2 Q. ell, youw told the polies, “At &0 pime did -I
FEY he toosh me.= Hara ypod Lykng o thE pollzs then? ;
¥
T4 A Wo. wall, I wasn't buisy fully trathfal, B
' % wat 1 wass™t lying.
LA e —— B
Ph. oo 6621771
e e e i Boach Lakes Db e 500 - West PaimBeach, FLIMOL

EFTA00185256
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10
11

12

13
14

15
16
11
18
jL]
20
i
22
il
24

25

wm-ﬂﬂ‘-h--uu-‘

Fage 41
1 -2 Yo beld the police guice when jou SpoEe TS
2 Hichalile Pegas Lhat myt mh Ling did B wouch me,” [idn't
3 you say that o Lhe palica?

4 K. A UTLE

5 @ heedl you're meyivg that LEst ekl nol Euliy
& eppathiul, 18 shat What yai'Te mayim] e T

T (8 Bt .

B - and you"me adying if yoa'wa not fully

L] fruthtul, That®s oot B 1is. ©Cacract?

10 A. vou Eook that out of eontest 1ike speslly

11 pad. 1 didn®t msis Like that. Touchlng =y legd amd

12 he nmar RIGT fls hards TE himsslf the entire nima.
13 ghats what 1'® LEykng b Ay
1] . tau bold the pallce. =pt w0 bimas did he

15 touch me." YR Egree with Chnat, eoroect?

s A My, 1 #en't agoed with that, begauss ha dild

17 touch o8

18 Q. Bld you tell the palice that he i nok

19 toudh yinl, yus oF Lo

20 R: it'a & pn-rihh!.'iw. et T o nel ramaRbac.

21 @ play. 8nd you did met rawe Ay Cype of sex

22 wlkh Jeff, corpect?

23 B Wi,

4 [ and you did net faavn any type of oral saE

I 25 with Jeff, correci?

Document 15-2

*’lsﬂf & Aasocmt:s
...n...un-n . _-—__....— .

e SE2.0905 - Fae. KAz 771
55 il s v Sadte. 500 West Py Beach, |

sor & Associates
Raipnng Fras rpesh. b
page 43
thirgs, buk iT waam'e joking atoet ir st &ll.
g vou johked spmut 1%, disett yeu?
K. L8

9. you said B0 - that if pou @i this

ETREY wankend you“d ba rieh, didn"t fou?

p.  Wa, That's what -unu -
.  tem dide't Tall thak to -

ALIOL

MR. LEOFOLO: ol jection. B bmid and
angunzed.
e wroRLas:  Boo
By MR, TEIHI
a. Rfrar you Lefb Epsteln’s houas jyou ook tha

mnry and o went SRERLTE with -lnd- the oEheR

girl 1 the CaNy pareadt?

K. imcerrect. I didn'l wpaned any of the
e
°. you went Lo Hazshall®s, dign't youl
B 1 want along, yed, Bub 1 didn'm ==
[« you west saopeleg HWith Lhem &E marshilh e,
didn't you?
s, LEGFOLD:  Onjestlion.
HE WITHESS: [ quess you opald FaY EhRiL .

WA, LEOPOLE; Objection.
ard Eoasdanion,

taatisony .

Lack of peadicale

pipcharacrarizatisn af earlier

. [ -
mmmmm +Suile 500 mmu_qmm.m.z.m 3

- @ wR &

]

1a
11

12
13
14
1%
16
11
18
1§
20
1

22
F¥]

HE
FE]

- oo s pssgeites

Page 47
K. W
@ e type of LALBroouroR with Jefil, corpect?
B CHEEacE .

' K11 cight, Let"a alk about wat haggrera=d
sftar ThE BABEAGE WaE SERT.

LT k.

. piter the asssags, Fod told Epstaln that
you wntnd bo wring peur Win sister bath so she could

pakn s maiill e engract’

k. Inoar et
Four kwin slekeE iw - #ighe?
LN Corredl.
g, mnd yoa love -ﬂu« puch, don‘t yout
A, Yl
a. Andl sian you left the house yow wers joklig

with tha othet ghrls, weran’b yoat
i Inesrract .

@ Wall, shen the pthae girl 1n the

gar Chat day mecd thaie statesants Lo Bhe polics thay

vald thié polies Lhat you weTe Jeklng aftaraasds. Rre yoo

maying that Ehey waTe iying to the police shout that?

B Ho, But 8 gesation oF °7 gueaLione froe

= 1like ahs sskcéd BE st Llang, but it Wasn't

joking. Sha uaw pied of Liks in & happy way §ikm, O,

what did you @e7 What did yes @e1®  Like thoss kind of

W

& m e R AR &

10
1 11
i 12
13
14
1%

i

I 16
17
18
19
H Fiel
71
a3
F4
24

B

BY HE. TEDN:

HaEsrali®e, corract?

peo

spoie o you aboat guiting monesy [os feal you'rs antipled

eo from He. Epatalin.

A, § domin know what you©re talking absut.

g. o ywa knes uho _— in?

K. Ko, wir.

Q. Eid poa aver =esl with any fedefsl
proagmutocat

& § think == yesh. T chink they wers == T

think thay warm Liks FRI.

& ghebuh, Dkd you mest wikh [edural
proasmstorad?

k. Thay oama 1o Y EouAS ORE Lims, YEB.

2= Hhen did Ehay some to year houss?

A Wary long G0

- Has it this yeaT, IOOET

sucutors Lodd you absut gecting reistursed.

Fage 44

o hed -'bvu'lt a parse, TLght?

L Tem.
0. vl you wars WiTh har tha whale blms ot
K. Ted.

<N o bell ma soul whan e fadaral

A 1 have no ides what om0 ralklng akout.

Ga Tall me about whes vha federsl prossZukors

— e mgum pooe, L7 1
LG5S Paim Beach muwﬂ'ﬁﬁ'sw - ypst o Besth FL 33900
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*nsor & Associates )
Teparieg wed Paspesipie, 9. N S - %mr& Associates L

| . S e
'r- 3 page 45 R S ol Trvevion, Pri .
o 1 L. 1z wan pot thls year, mo: I {..\I I Fage 46 :
2 g. M it 20077 . = 1 A Ho, alr. I
% K. f'd have to say at leask Cwa yEaTE A0 O i 2 b, REOEGLD: Ghimstlan. Ankad and
n yeir mgs, yuash. So 1k woald ks J00T, 006 bt Ib was @ B 3 ]
5 whils aga. i '] By mn. TEIN: 9
& . How many federal prowscusoes of ral sgents 5 Q. o 1t 1 nay thm neme tooye [ ¥
7 aswe to youi hoase? : B yiltalens, you dor®t Ens witen thab L2T I:
[} k. 1'm Erylng L0 FOmeRses. 1 want to say four 7 ™ oy, ALT
L] :p-l-w“clll-l ' 8 o hnwmlmiﬂ“—w—ncﬂﬂtu :
10 a. pid Ehay give yod thalr beslnass carda® H ' youe howie?
11 A. gf they dld, I don'l pamennar, &nd Lhay ' 1a K. 1 wankt te say Lo padina and Leb gays. .
12 apani e Toward ma. Haybe ®Y parants mave them. T dan"t i1 . bid scssone namad JeffERY sloman coss B0 |
r;j 13 o . N 17 yeur mouset
. ] a. pid they give yes their call phane ke 87 ' U 13 k. I dsa't knpw mames, SLE. .
: 15 A He | . 14 §. Do you know who JsELrey Sloman 87 .
1E o, Did you sver spaak bo tham on thelr sl " n e, ir. :
17 ghoras T ) | 16 a. Do you know whD sadfrmy Herman a7
18 K. Mo, S1F. ¥ 17 [N Taa. :
19 4. Oig they mpadk te your paTants? ' 18 g.  That's thy Luwyer who fizst susd Epstein on :
20 A, That's pemstihing you'd have TS LELE) : 18 your pahald, Elght? :
# paneaLs . : | 20 A vem.
i P . 5. o you keow vharher thay spoke Lo yous | E 21 & Han HE. Becman edvasced ool Emmily any .
E 21 parent’ el I': |‘ 22 mansyt i
i 2 Ko Mo, 815 I d 23 je. LESPOLDL Any comveTsatlons Emat yours !
- 5 Q.  fou have no loes? : 24 nad wibh Mp, Hommen regarding that issus, yom are
I ';\—F" — nok b disclews. T yoa"ve Lears4d in somo athar

) 2
T 155 Pakw Benth Lakes *4“ Waum L :-’J_ L:" i ————

E—
1535 Paim Beach

. vage &7 : I_____,___L“_*‘;“:“—"‘-—_.— —
r‘ j 1 fashicn, you By EnSED, b | "'f";l pagn 4B :
2 THE WITHESS: Ckey i s 1 Flozida BesT 4
] 1 weuldn't know. ] 2 a. 1 did not seiest bis. 1 |
] BE ME. TEIN: H 3 g, he dbd? ,
o Q. You don'k laou? . i Fl K. Wy fathez. i
[ A Ho, | 5 . Did you @VEE ment HE. Herman?
9 . LESPOLE; i jection. roundatlom. . '3 R A .
0 aetornayielient privilege : 1 g, Demt = doa't Eell me Rl FES diacussad .
] B HR. TEH: . . 8 with mim. Wheoe did you e 1 |
14 g.  ed you say you dea’t knew whis Jeff Sloman i 4 ™ 1 uas shepping in my == B showed up at =y ;
1l La¥ b 14 Frinpd's Beossse.
12 A Ma, ELE. . 1 . Whose kous?
|':-J 13 g Doma it cefmesh yous pacoilection that Ea'a L . 12 ». iy Eriend - ;
T tha membar Two presscuter st the U.8. artornay's OfficeT : L LJ 13 g.  Ts chat -lzu ehe Quartibdask ;
15 K Mo i ! 4 pme— '
18 Q. rear hats [ willufona's bona’ ! : 1% B Yan.
1T R Ho. !. 16 g pnd did yeu have a mesbing with him at :
T g, Dots it refresh yous mesary that ha's the ': | - —m“; |
18 ax-partnar of Jff Hepman, the Eirat luepss r—— : 'i " A, tas, 1 goess you could aay Ehat . -
20 you - sued He. Epataln on yeur Dehall for fifuy milliem I - g, ard s alss was theesd i
21 sollara? ' a4 K. Wy kent :
22 £ Bo, aif. I #ea't know who b is. . 71 - And what was that mestifg alboutT F
23 @ wWikheoar telling e any coaversations that 12 HE. LEOPOLD: objectiom. That calls Far
4 you'we had Witk pour Lawyass, how s ir that you selactad 23 artoriayfelisnt peiwlBage.
’ Iy Me. HEsmam as yous Ju.qﬂ fros the B1,000 mspbers af the 4 ny W, TETH:
LFJ T e . h a. wat discussions did you have with
- Lm! 6BL4771 L I T
1655 Pam Beaih mm&m-_,_ I i o P
T s Paim BeSth men e LI

EFTA00185258
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Yy Fage 4%
e 1 Fpa——] i
2 k. s
] . Whal discuspises did you have i LR
4 preagnce of hes munt?
5 (8 of my suntl
[ wn. GOLDSERGEM: Its Ehe wiknuss"s sufC
T B R, TEIN:
B ' N iy, mf your aunt.
] i, The only ond that um'we §uer disgossed or
10 wwt had.
11 o Bned 80 you u-nl- if & coaveriation =ith
1z we. Hegman and yous &dac? )
[\l} 13 k. yau, slz-
14 [N anal you dipcusasd peiviloged matlers during
15 that comvesantdan?
i6 Wi, LEOFOLD: Object to Lhe form. [ think
i 17 you might have Lo aducats hec on Ehat guestion.
'i 18 me R, TEIH:
I 1% @, Wou discusssd the JawaalET
H 0 A ta8.
! 21 g oid tell you aboabl sy
i 22 conyarsstlons thst ska had with Mp, Wersan?
3 A hs far sa 1'm conperred, she's ramer apoken
24 or she's mawsr had a conversation. sha saly oponed Lhe
P a5 As=r and than left, Sha's Ehe one ubh ansversd tha dook.
R S -
e o B LAMES en FLIBOL
sor & Associates
Blunerrag b Trsear pross, b i ma
'S pag 51
- 1 A W
-4 Q. And watvm Lesesed that miny of the glrls,
] wome of whaom ate as sld as 73, were told by the
i govermmeat that Thay would get maney at the and of tha
5 crimizal prosscutiss. Doss that soosd familiac te FouT"
[] A, B, miE.
T a. Cthez than Hr. Lecpold hars -- I%m Asl
-] asking about He. Herman sithed --
3 A Dh-heh.
14 Q. == did anyons sves dipsuss with you that
11 you coald get peimbzciesent for your dassges’?
12 LY Ba, SiE.
; 'll:_,..r 13 2. Did you or shy sepbar =
| 14 HR. LEGPOLDN Are you referring to a
: ih priminal matier o & okvil Bstbec?
| 16 By HE. TETHI
| 17 g Gld yoo &r any master --
I 18 B, LEOPOLD; Cuxcoss ma, Let ms sbhjeor te
| 1% ehe [ozm of Ehe guestlon.
I| 20 WY MR. TREIMN
. n Q. Bid yeu ox any masbey of yous family wwec
2 gt n vigrim l-ntjl!-n-l.].on. isttmr from anyona?d
21 B i no loages live st that residance and 1
k11 wocldatL know,
|:__I 25 - En your tesrimony fa thot you bave neves

jnw & Asaamatca
|..,-|..u.|1-|—d.-'-h I ———

~16554 mmm wﬂﬂ!-ﬁ;}?‘!‘.’?_
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sor & Associates
I by e Tty B e
~ Fage S0 [
L ' g, Why dld the mestieg faks placa at -
F3 ‘-“"'-""‘T
3 K. 1 mpeat the nlght that night at har house. !
: . Anil uhas was tREaT I_
5 P & while ago. |
& .  ®ew long 8go? I H
3 K. A monslk and & half age, I'm gumssing . :
0. A month asd & half sge? :
. 'S iy=huh. :
10 Q. 5o wan ir befors of aftsr Me. Herman £LLed
11 the Flfcy-millign-dsblar laveuit sgainat Epatein?
13 A aftar.
O 13 a. nid you mast with am FRI wpant named
14 - Kurksndall, a wosand i
15 k. 1 don"k lmeal.
14 o pid Ma, Eurkendsll apesk to you sbouk !
! 17 getting roisbuzsed from Mt Epateint '
: 18 s, 'we never had @ diacussica Witk sayons i
I 19 sbaur gekting reisbursed from Mc. Epstels. |
20 @ fiavs you mat with sn agont named - .
i a I :
' Fr . wot to sy knowledge. :
13 . How sbeout s sgent nesad Tim -7 I:
24 I Ba, Bir. :
B 5 @ How about an agent nemed Janiac artiz? .
() . i - -
p— T B
%ﬁﬂr & Associates
Fonrenany ol i i B i
O | o |
1 sEEmmewd 4 victim notificeiion lectes, corrsct?
2 . RO,
3 @, Mnd your testissay L8 that you den’b know
4 1f your parents kave aver reseived o victim notlifiostios
5 letbar, corfecl?
§ k. CaT et .
7 -] Hawe you glven any evidencs to proseculors
] ar law snforcesant n this cess? :
L] R What do pou mess by evidence?
1 . Well, MAaything that you caa-tooch o fesl.
11 LE Ho.
_ (] ME. LEOPOLD: Objection to the form of the
A 13 . questicn,
1 BY M, TEIH:
15 [ S0 pou Baven't glves aayLhing physical ==
16 L Ha. 4
17 Q. ~= any Liem be any proasciloF, polics I
18 offieer oF 1w snforcessst agest, eorvecch
1% L} wy ool phond foefr ysars ago or Bhoes yesrs
20 ago, byt that's it. i
21 Q. fou gqave your eell phone b Whom? I
2 A, Hichalla Fagen,
23 'R bid sl ksep iE7 L
T Ao Mk her, |
._J 2% - ¥au pave Kt to her and Lhas you dide't get :
Lo e e s [ e 005 T AR SETAARATRITT . eememmme|
1655 Paim Beach B, Sulte SO0 - West Falm Deach, FL 33401 I
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: & Associates
A ped frl
{" B Fage 53
o 1 it back at the end of the sesting? I
2 A, Mo, Thay -- peab. Moo Thay Bawe it. 1'm
3 quessing, 1 don't have it.
4 0. How much sonsy afe yeu leping Lo get owt of
] thr. Epstwin? i
B BME. LEOPOLD: Objection Lo the fars of the b
7 questien. Attorneyfciient privilage.
A BF HE. TETH:
q . How much measy sre you heping o qot, yoa,
10 yoursal!, hoping o get cuf of Epstein?
11 MR, LEOPOLD) Eams. Same objectiom,
17 atborsayfeliest privilegs.
l::/l' 13 Don't anawsr the gusastion.
14 BY HE. TEIH:
15 18 I'm not asking shout what yoor lewyer told
16 you.
17 HR. LEOPOLE: I'm imstriing her mob o
18 anawar the question, beciuse ahy of Chose
13 zonversabione bnvolve har coosasl.
1] PR TEEN: Certify thab.
71 . LEQEGAD:  Fleass,
32 [ - - -CERTIFIED QUEBTION. .ccosvssraassnann
FL BT HE. TETH
4 @ How, -;ﬂu lied to get out of this
'L,J i) dapesltioe, didn't yoa®
S e v
e
& Associates
Il‘.r"‘w] Fage 55
= 1 apaemsms < CERTIFIED OUEATION, ... cvvrrronanres
& HE. TEIW
3 0. ¥ou ankid your eo-usrhoss --
a ME, LEOPOLD: IR's wague dod smbiguecds.
5 BY M. TEIE:
& ] You ssked your co-wnrbera at the
bl Quartardsck Tavern to lie for pou, didn’c youl
B LN Mo, T imformsd py boss sbouk whab was
L] going on snd Y told e that he weuld halp in &ny ey
10 ehat b ciE.
11 Q. Ckay, TYou got pour Sriesd te Eie
17 by sultchieg nams bags with yoa, l:nrm':?-
1__-‘} 1% K. Incorract. It wid & colneldesss that sams
14 might ahs waz not weazing her nase Lagi she was wearing
15 Eing. But I wes also met wearing == 1 waa weaclng my
16 pams teg. Evarpota suiLches nase tage. It just so
17 happans It way 3 colncidence that sama night the people
VB cams with tha papars.
18 MR, TCOM: Will you put wp Exhibie 18-0017
0 M. GOLIBERGER: Aad mark LE—001 fer
21 imntification purposss to this depamitiza.
23 MR, LECOOLD: Dok of Lhes have bean ssrbad
23 Fat. Can we mark Ehem and pet tham as attacheent
2 | to the depsaltions? Becauss I thint you'vs shoun
r- . 25 #% photos now, And this La the cnly ona Chat
- e
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By gl T, b
i Page 54
[_ 1 ko W, mire.
F - Fou didn't want Eo cose 08 courh koday and
3 tall iSe story that you hid told oo the palice under
i aith, @id poal
5 MR, LEOPOLD: Object to the foss of the
& qu-:.l.l.nn. Lack of foundstion, predicate.
7 THE RITHESS: Ho. 1 hawe no probles coming
B hore and talklesy Bo yoa.
i BY HE. TEIN:
ig . Ared te avold getting served with & Jawfal
il subposna, you lied abgut your maee, dldn't you?
12 A Ho.
{:J 13 Qs hrd in fact, jest lylng youesall sass®t
14 anpouph. was LET
15 ME. LECPOLD: Objesiion bo the form of the
16 goeation.
17 Dom®t anawar St. IE'S not & gquestisa.
iy} Oibjeet To the form of the guestion. Lack
th af fourdation.
0 MR, TEIH: Are you Lnatrucilng ber set to
2 angwart
Fia MR. LEGFGLDG 1 am.
23 HE. TEIN: Certify I%.
24 . LEGPGLE:  Pleaza.
U L2 : T

_ *nw & Amaatcs

o

[ET I

[ R T,

10
1
12
(D 13
1
15
16
17
18
i
Z0
71
2
23
Fa ]
25

Bapurniap il Triss e
Page 56
has been markoed for ldeptiflcatice yeb.
BY HA. TEIN:
o Y-
MR, LEOPOLD: , Held oa jost & second. Just

=5 the racord i3 clear --
MR, TEIK: 1'm not apsaking Lo yea.

HA. LEOPGLD: oOkay. Then don't speak to ne

than. et T'11 speak to Mr. Goldbargar, pechiaps.
But af leadl for Lhe pecords Cam wn put om
the record wkat the prewicua two photographa Were
marksd for Sdentlficavion?

MR, GOLDRERGER: Ws will maks surs thet the
racosd is elear &b tha wnd of che depesition so
that Chere's no anbigaity.

M. LEOPOLD: Thank you.
BT MR- TELN!
0. _ Efwa put a photograph marked L1A-051
up of the screen. D6 you ses chat?
A Tup.
-} Who 1% that inm the phots?

K. on the lefr and me oo Eha right.
a- cight?

A Yo,

. _ youar friand at the

gesrterdeck Taveon, :illhl.l

T

s

EFTA00185260
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sor & Associates sor & Associates |
. Bperverg aed Tunmapion, e, . .. - . e L . . H
o o —— -
{_";. Pags 57 i l.r_jl Page S8 i
= i A LT . N 1 losklag for you, dide't you? 1
I - -mr Frisml, who you may the day g ' LIS I knew ==
1 that the procesa sarwacs @Rt B8 sarve pod with & ' 3 HE. LEOPOLD: Dast ssswer dt. It calls for ] I
] subpoena for Ehis deposition, just happessd == juat by i i a yos or no,
5 epincidencs, was wearing your nama Legt 5 THE WITEESS: Ohay. #s,
& k. Yoz, slr. & BY W TEIH: . ]
T [ Amd just by coincidemce, you were wearing 7 Q. Wow you can axpluin L answer that your
'] her nama S, cerEwcty i B counaal abtopped you Crom ssplsindeg, :
El K. Tes., ] B Okay. I work at (uarterdeck and people
o ['R Your Lestimony under oath &8 that's jost a [ 10 wars telling me That people wers looking for ms. So yes, I
11 colncldence, right? i { uss aware Ehat people wera aeafchisg [or e, But [ had .
12 X, ToLal honescy. . 12 Ao ides witn Choy were of what Eralp intenticons ware. Bt |
(_} 13 & It juat hagpana Lo B2 Che day Thal you were ":;_,,' 13 T thaoght Ehey were juat people I didn't wamt G0 &alk o,
14 quing to be secved with 4 Suljeens, coTTect? 14 So I juse didn't want ©o talk to thes. And ewery bime |
1% A That wasn’t the First day that -- i 15 chay'd coms to work 1 wase®t thers. And 30 happens che i
16 ML, LEAPOLE -juu snwusz the 16 night that they came in me asd my frisad switched nass
17 question, It calls for & a3 of wd. i Eage. Mo Big deal. E
1 THE WITHESSL Tos, 18 Q. that'sa Lie, isn't iet .
1% By R, TEIN; 1% HH, LEOPOLD: Objectios. Don't sanswar that '
0 2. You sald that wasn't ths first day you wars 20 quisstion, That's harsassant and T will not allew '
1 goleg o e -- you thought you were beisg served with a a1 it, Hm couild mak che geestiens and we'll allow a
2 aubposna, cGOEBRELY | 27 Jufy Lo make that detsrmination, but nok counael. N
21 A, Carpect. 2% I will not allow har te anseer Chan R
4 [-B Teu hne¥ Delore the day Lhet you suitched 24 qUEST Lon
S e N T |
. N i o - Fa. a7 |
S A PR BEE o = A" ST TS Pk Beach Lakes e 500 Palwy Beach; P340 —— ~—— -
L R B |
| i
%’m & Associates sor & Associates |
Barerig snd Tranaripen, o . . - ! - Mty T msrk, - e
O el O -
- 1 ER. LEOPOLD: D°11 eercliy Lu. ] Lo LALECEWPL poul.
2 cessassasssiant o CERTIPLED OUBFTION,  0rinvommnmrmrrs | ] HE. GOLODERGER: Jusl requices ua Lo &y We
3 Sh#'s snssored that quastion. Ska's esplaired it Clve ] 3 Liks the ansser Lo Thar quostion. And dic's not E
8 times alemsdy. The fect that Counssl dossm®t bike the i | 4 you and T ar you and Me. Tein who ace Lesrifyisg i
8 anewsr, bhet's & different gusry. 5 herm. 1E'S the wiCness. i
& ER. TEIE: Seep saking spesklng objeccions H [ HE. LEOPOLO: Fina., But afbsr tha siwth )
1 HE. LEGFOLDY ['m a9t. I'm nat going to i 7 Lima of adiing tha same queation and then comlng i
i Pt up wish i, becauss it's in sppropriats, Jack, : ] etk and pointing a4 finger at hep and saying,
q and pou ksew ib. I will pol slles Ceusssl to i ] "fou'te & liar® == i
10 bBerate & witness, whethss it's in & criminal cass 10 WR, TE[HI That didn't bappan.
i1 or & ciwil casa, whathar my cllast o == 18 MA. LIOPOLO: That's Fles. But 1" nob i
1 M. TEIN: Calm down. ! 12 going to allow her to snwwsr that queatios,
l::_} i3 - HR, LECFOLD: Excous ma. _ I:_J- 13 becaure she's aniwefed thal sase queastica amd bas :
14 Ho, 1°m not golng to allew it. Thar bs met ! 14 srpladsaed Qe ' .
1% Praper. I 15 o Coomael mlght ba sivtisg Lhace rubblag :
16 HE. GOLONERGER: Dhay. i 16 Eds haad with & slgraire. That's hie problas, !
17 Wh. LEGRGLE: §f he wants bo say thak aha's ' 17 But &f ha cex't amk & guastleon appropriately in &
10 Lyirg sfter apking it five times and her I 18 prefaasional manner, we will leswe. [ will not !
19 axplainieg in greak detsil, be cas da chat, Bug | 19 sllow har to be barated like thak. !
20 I'm 30t quing te aligu her to anwer, nor be I 20 M. GOLGBERGER: Aotually, we're wery Bapey ]
Tl harsases by Rim. Tt's Lmposper. ] 21 wich Tho asswer. H
22 =, COLCBERUEN; Oksy. B9t your respones i 2z MR, LEOROLD: THat's great. i
33 that Counsel dogsan®t like the goistles -- &F = 23 ME. GOLONIRGER: Do you want ua Eo get into |
1 doedn’t like the sasuer -- just et me ficlsh. : Fd ] thak?
{_,J a5 HR, LECROLD: Aosolutely. 1 wasn®t godng | r 25 MR, TEIN: Tod -- |
T e e . W - - w1
THEE Paim Beach Lakes Bivd, 500 - i, FL e _| Lading Bled., SLak SO0 - B
R ) |
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insor § Associates . _ nsor & Associates i
l— :I Fage &1 r} Faga 62
- i MR, LEOFCLD: This la really big sCaff That o 1 HE. TETH: fThal's obnosicus. Stop being !
] you'ze gulng theesh. But chat's fies; juai sak 3 obnoxious, Tt"s stupdd. Lets go ahead with ibe )
k1 FOUE quastion snd move on. But do it ona Lime. 3 quast lera, E
Il If you don"t undarstand in, [°11 let you follow q MR, EOFMN: | will make Lthe recocd.
5 upy But 1°@ noL going to allow pou to sak the ssme . 5 HE. TEIN: l#t"s et on =ith che goestions, [
'] question time and again sad thea call her a liar, H & ME. LEOFOLD; Eo you nesd a breakT t i
1 Jant sak the quostion. 8T The answer and movs bo . 7 IThareopon, 4 recess uas Lakes. |
a tha medT subjeck wakber. ! ] HY M. TE‘:I.‘I:
4 ¥R, TE[H: Ted, I's sitiing righi agqoas . '] a. Dkay. -.ul.-: Fau Lald youF BANAQYT
10 Ehm table From you. ! 10 at the Quartardeck Tavern swerything that wss galng an
i1 ME. LEOPOLD: Twa, alr. 3 1l and he told you ke would halp you any way be oould, he !
12 HE. TETM: Flease Ge quist, Don't yell. I 12 hid weu in the kitchen from ths procesd aeTvers, CoCrect?
{:..-} i3 WE, LEOFOLO: 1 will neb be qudet. i {:_J 13 A Iecosriet.
14 =, ?‘I::I;l': Stop yelling. 14 [} Isf't it trus that lyieg to aveld servics !
1% | WA, LEOMILD: Lawls, whan I's yellisg 15 is & mosningless lis Lo yeu, -
16 you'll know L%, T will pot -- i 16 Ko INCOCTEct,
17 MR, TEIHI My mame is sot Lawis. . 17 Q. What §i your masagerts namsl .
1 WR. LIDEOLD: 1 thowght yoer CLEst nase was : 18 A 1 hawe three. Would :ruu lite £ koo )
19 Lowis, M. Tein 1 i all == !
30 ME., TEIN: Yoo wvatchad me for three days an i 0 . #hots the one who lied for youT '
711 the svidestiacy heacing wiere yeu 58t An bhe back | 71 A - .
72 of Lhe CHMEresm, You should kaow who 1 4. z2 . and what dld -du k= lim for you? !
F&] MR, LEOPOLD: Well, that's tha lspression I 3 K. Sald I wasn't Lhere. L
24 you pust have made Ln the courtroom. ' 4 [- N And whe did he Esll waan't thaca? . |
o L2 e —— — I O T S — — |

” o : e . ) s :
B ST TGS Paim Beich umnu . !'Lﬂtﬂjml_ - ] ST T TGS Faln Beach L!H !: 300 FOmIL— — T JI

sor & Associates sor & Associates

Rpenig i Tussrrie, ler

Reparing rd B - — [ avta s . : - ;
r"'.'] Paga €3 [ Page 64 E
i 1 a. Wnare ware you -dun-Luld this ] 1 MR, TEIN: That's a osicking. i
7 scmmone LH4T yoU WeEE KOT &L the Josrtardeck Tavern? ' ) WA, LEOROLE: Mo, That'"s aa insirection to
a K. Eating nachoa, 1 i k| tht allent. !
N G. At the Qusrtsrdeck Tavsrn? ] ’ Fl MR, TEIN: Me. Yoo don't do that,
5 K, T, 5 FHE WITHESS: Can you repeat the quastisa?
'3 a- what did you oo 8¢ Ehat -mm lis =o & WR. LEDPOLD: L&t s& just stats for tha '
k| e poscess sarvars fox pod? [’ 7 ensard -- ]
-] A, Hobhisg, (1] BY WA, 'I'l!TI:_ .
q G, Yow Jest got him tw lis far you, dida't L ] 9. Omes the police -- dan't iE brue that I
i yout § 18 Hr, Epsteia’s procsss ssrvara had to &sk the pollos to :
1 Ka Be. I had no influsnce oo him sayicg 3 11 gut pou cut of the restsurant so Chat Ehey comld ascwe
(¥4 uaEn't thers. . 12 Fou? i
'::_:_} 13 Q. Hé cook that upon himsall? i (H_; 13 A. Imsarract. My boss callesd the polica. '
14 Tan't Lt Eces that Mr. Epstein's process . 1d [N And onge the police showsd cp, T STOP O |
1% swcvars bad Lo ask the pelice o gt you gut of the ! i from lying to awoid asrvice. yea mads up sncthar lis that
ié restaurant so that they could saeve youT i 3 b procass Sarvess hed bagsmsed youw. Tan't that ]
17 HE. LECEOLD) Objection. Lack af 7 carrack
1l foundstion, predicats. ' 18 K. Incorrect. N
19 B ME. TEIM: }] d. Tou lis all the tiss, den't you? i
0 a. Vo can ssaWet bhe quasCits. 20 MR, LEOPOLD; Objactlon. i
21 i, LEOROLE! IF you know. Don't qosss. 21 THE WITHMESS: [Iscorrect.
F¥] PHE WITHLSS: Mo, Cah you rapaatl the 22 Y . TEIM: |
73 gquast len ¥ 23 Q- You kave a HySpace page. deatt poul |
a4 HWH, TEIN: Den't coach | FA L] Ho lewger do T have a MySpecw page. I
I{" N 25 BH, LEGFELD: fun't gueaa. t:\-_'-'ll F i) anlebed it. H

e 'iﬁ‘BhEBﬂ_u:h'h: N i C g Ml ] — e : =t 155 PalmrBeach LalkesBhe:; 504 Hwh-;ﬂﬂm— .
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sor & Associates
e ey b4 Tramm e, ber
Page BS

1 a. Whan did you delels yosr MYySpace page?

2 A A couple diys spe., 1
g 0. Who tald jou ko taks yrue BySpace pafge doue r
'l & couple of diys age?

5 'y Hobhody, I'm sick and tirsd of HySpace.

& a- Tew all of & sudden got sick aad tired of

a HySpace and just s Tew days befors thia depoaltica you

a decided Eo dalste yoar Myfipace page, correoth

q A Correot .,
10 . Ia that your Lteabimeny wader oath?
11 A= Tas.
1z Q. phd you take your EySpase page down hecauss
i3 you thesght the guesrrment sight subgeahs L1Y

14 A, Inenreeet . .

15 & Hadn't yewr HySpace page besn up fof over

1E thres sonths bafors you ook IT den?
17 ' Corpect, PRubk 1 alss hed sade tona of
18 Hyipacaz ovar the last yeaes. 1 just get tired of Ehem
18 afd delEbe Chem bacauss -- drems == sl palke new ahes.
20 . We'ra golng Lo Calk about chat.
21 Ao you deleted yoar HySpace page aflec you
7 ware slrsady under subpossa for this deposition, cormect?
23 A Coarect

24 Q. What ascat ths Hydpscs pege didn't you waat
25 us Lo Bew,

i

nsor & Associates

Page &7
1 - B Knd whare ls the one body plercingT
] A Bally.
h | Q. s did pow get thatT
4 A Fex my birthday, with my stepmother and my
5 fathae. b
5 Q. Aad whan wma ERERT
5 k. Whes 1 was 14.
[ ] 2. Qray. So yoa hed that body pleccing whes
] ypo mat Epateis, coErecll
10 A, Tt might Bave been, or saybs that =- yeah,
11 sither my 14th birthday or my 15ch. I lensstly den't
12 ERRemb L .
5 | Q. Wow you've lied sbewT weur age £ get into
14 bars by usling deiver’s licensss that aren’'t yours,
15 GOFTRGET
16 L Emcarrest .
17 a. Brm you swearieg under oath URAL you've
18 feval dame thatl
1% A Fom, [ awsar usde: oath.
i Q. And wou'vws lied sbout your age to buy besr,
il Torrect?
22 A. IRESELeoL,
F3 Q. You"re susarisg ueder oath that pou've
24 nevir Lied Lo stores abowt your ageT
| a5 . T'wa pever lled Lo & S1o0e abbwi My A9e U

—
= == 1§55 Paim Beach Lakes 5 z

-l . .
o S 500 LY E—

T Ly — -
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son & Associates o 1

By e el -
{' 4 Fage 66 |
- ] A WoThing. i
3 Q. Wall, wa're goitg Lo coma baok to MySpace .
3 in & second. F !
4 K, You do Ehak. ] |
5 [/ -:I'- going to axk you some gueaktiona i
W about iy you iie aboul yous age so ofteh, olayl I
T HE. LEOROLD) Dbjectisn to the foom. i
L] Argusancative.
[ WY ME. TEIM:
10 0. Tou lim mbout your age all The Clse, dant
11 Feeal !
12 ME. LEOPOLD: Objectles, argussscative.
{:} 1 THE WITHEES: Incosrect. i
14 BY HR. TEIN: |
1% Q. You Lie abowt your sge to gat body .
16 piercings, dan't youl |
17 A IncoEredt, r
11 o. ¥ou have body plarcings, den't you? |
19 A Tes. !
20 [+8 ¥ou have four bady plescisga; Gsn'h vhak I
21 rlght? ;
2 LB Five. '
21 -3 Gtker Chan the plercings =n your sdcs == |
F I'm not talking about ehat -=
5 A Oh, then ma; just one. I
|

I
" VEES Palm Beach u a0 A0 —

sor & Associates

Bnprviag i Trmirisen, b . R
E"“!, Page 68
- X anything. .
1 . ¥ou try ko losk much alder ThER you are. i
i den'L you?
1 L1 Tncozzect.
5 2. And wou'we Lied abowt yous sge oo your
[] Hydpace pages, dom't youl
7 A. Tesareeen,
[:] Q. AlL right. Lat'a Llook at Exhibit 2&-01 |
L .
1o M3, BELONLAVEK: 2&-3917
il MA. TEIN: Yes.
12 B WA, TEIF:
{:J k] -8 on Ehis mi you Lied bo swnrycns Ehat yow
L wure 13, didn'v peal
15 A Correst. i
16 Q. Lat®s go ko Exhibit 33,
17 WS, BELOHLAVEE: Thav's ¥-2017 H
18 TEIN: Correcs. i
19 BY MR, TEIN:
20 . gn this page you lied to averyona that you
il were L9, didn't you?
22 K. thesseack. i
21 MA. LEOROLD: Just snswer the geesbion.
24 THE HITMEER: Oh, lncorrect. !
() ] WM, TEIN:

—
= e s men s iAGE PalrrBaach Lakes Bha, 500 - m Fle-3340L =
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nsor & Associates nsor & Associates
L Tabten s TP Bepersa e remsisiir. s : i |
{---\ Faqe 69 f j) Page 70 .
o 1 R Hos you cen saplain your amawds. . 1 A Corpact.  Thooe uas a ruls many yoars sgo '
2 A T know ehat [ have seen aib of cheps and 1 2 thai yow had to ba 18 to hive & WySpace. 1 |
kmow Ehat this oné is mise, 3 Q. &a you lied about yoUT age 0 you could 1 ;
i Can you go downt 4 post on Hyspace, righc?T I
5 A, LEGPOLE)  Jest for Lha recard, you®ra ! 5 A Tas. |
& painting to tho phats. [ o Eet"s go back Lo Lhe top cam oo this page, !
v THE WITHERE: ["wm pointing to == T =i,
B by MR TEDN: ] Arg you teptifylrg now undes sath thal Lhis
L] . you're polsting ko the one wherw it sdya , ] “HySpmce page where the besdiine says, "TWins oo have sore i
10 your ape I8 1BT ' 1 fen,” and the Jocatisn is glwen s Lox, sbbpevistios for )
11 K. Carrect. . 11 Loxskabchem, and bhe age i 1%, asd it u.n- .
iz Q. That's yours, cighch : . 13 -u it your teatimoay that youo did set post i
f:::l 13 A,  Correct. That's mioe from & coopla YEAES : |:_,l' 13 that? i
14 age Uhat T hews mot bean on, becaase [ doR'C wse that. 14 -, Carrect . .
18 Flause hmep golng down, plesss. Asd I think that'a Lt, 15 . e Lel's @0 Back 1o Che ona that you weps '
1€ beciose thers's ro cos == just thal ons Ly miks. 16 polnking to before on this page, whese 1E Says yous age :
17 g. S5 tha one yew pointsd to whars Lt says 17 in 1 and youw Lied abesst yeur sge bo post Mydpace, oksy?
18 your age is 1B, that'as poers, corzect) 18 A, Dh-huk, yea. I
i K. CoFgact. 19 . M1l right. Why did yoa finsily put poer
20 @ Bnd whan you wrote 18 as your age on yaur 0 CEuUE #@E on your Mydpace profile Eour days befors yow
il HySpace pegs, Lhat was & Ile, wasn't QLT 3 T ;:I;-dulnd ba tastlfy bafere the Grand Jury?
2 K. Cozssct. L 28 K. T dea't know shat peu're balking abewr. !
23 a. pid you Lis about your HySpace pege back H 73 mi. LEOPOLE: 1f you dom"t understand. asak |
24 théf becauss you coulda’t post of HySpEDE DAless you were . 24 mim be askt Ehe question again. I
{_) 5 nwr ) (_J‘ 25 ®A. TEIW: Doa"t coach, ]
g : wrTETET e ki = I

n o 550 D 0 ...
L — - v e 5 P Beinch Lk 500 - chy P30 ——  ——— |

S oo 1455 Fuim Beach ., Sule 500

. R s S

nsor & Associates & Associates

Faparng amd [atrussim, Jed 2 + _—p . Bapereg i T,
(“..] Page 71 ; (_“.} Page T2
- 1 THE WIfeEsd: 1§ den't know which MySpace i b= i sver rawt o Doisctive Reacardeyb
2 you e Talkiag sboot .o F3 Ao T dom"t know tha namar.
3 BY HRE. TEIN: 3 Q. How many diffecent detectives have you meT
4 Q. The HySpaca page Ehat ypoud'se just polnting I a with on this csss from Paim Bamch?
:-5 oo, whors IE says you were 18, | 5 A Probably & good six or seven, mayhe,
[ IS Taa . B . Bld e o the detectives tell you befoce
7 B And pom ware Lyisg aboul your age. right? ! T you bestified In the Grand Jucry UDhat you abould Take your
B LY U= b« i B FySpssa Age and poL your Cros aget |
] . Why did yoa finally posi yosF Lros s§s on & A, Ha. .
10 your MySpace profils -- | 10 . Didn't Dabective Racarey have tc come to :
i1 k. [ | 11 your houss to plck you wp to get you Es testify I front d
13 . = four days fore pou were schaduled te 12 of the Goand Jary?
[:_)' 13 testify bafors ihe Gramd Jury? . O 1% B Posnibly; maybe Bacause I didn'n hava & o
14 A I hewastly doa't keew which Hydpacs, : 14 ride: [ was only 14 &r B5 ab the Cise. I
15 Eecauss I've had Likes a bazillice RySpaced, and Ln Chat 1% Q. Tour mom didn't drive you¥
13 year, [ hed twa, thal ono and asother ons, and that ans's ! 16 K. Ka. I
i7 baan celeted, Bo I don't know which &4 yoil'fe Faberrlng I 17 @, Sepmes didn't drive pou? i
18 ta, i 1% A. T Ehink my ded. 6n, wy ded) my dad drove :
139 §.  fou Temesber that you changed Youe age on ! 15 - i
F ) your Wyipacs page from 1E Le your Groe sge just four days | 20 o Yoar dad deove yoal |
71 bafors yos went and tsstiflsd in the Grand Jary? i 21 A Yes, sir.
Fe K. Mo 33 a. 5o your btartieeny 08 Cetective Bacarey did i
3 4. fewa don't romambsz thal. | -k} not drive you, cerreatl |
24 A o ! [T MR, LEOPOLD: Obiecgion. Jfesked and
) 2%, 4. Do you remasber Datective Recacey? Did you i o] ansusred, |
{_J o —————— - _— - — ' (J -_— — .
- P - Fax. [ ce2TRE P - Fax. |
o = e e | S Sy Bt Latins Fivel,; Suite 500 - West-Palin Basch- FLIB0 ——ee - e - i e e r— e Pl Beach Lakis Blvd,, Subn SO0 * WestFalm R L T Ti] T —
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sor & Associates .
Mg Fod Tramsnpion, bes - nsor & Associates
m— - gl TriE GO, 7 N - -
=y Paga 13 !
L. i 5y Page M
1 THE WITHESS: He. 1's pretty sure my dad | L)
. 1 sooesed Hr, Epstein of sttemgiing ko murder your father,
2 deove =, Becauss he vas thers wich me.
-4 didn't you?
3 WY ME. TELH:
7 3 LN So. @ never hossd & stabessnt saying Ehat
4 . mid any detective tell you Eo changé your
i in eeied to surder 8y Cather.
5 ags ocn your HyEpECE page, to pul yoor Lrum sge?
5 0. ¥ou mads Lhat sbstesant, didn't yoea?
L] R Mo, alr.
1] Bk, LEOPOLD: Eo you have o sEstesest Lo
7 a- Bod you abao Lisd on your Hydpace L]
B T shiw Bar? That's besn swked and ansuered.
B abaut your Lncoms, digs®t youl
] Wi, TEIH: I'=m sseey. I didn't hsar the
0 K. TS .
| ] sifwess” anawns, Hr. Lespald.
10 -] #nd yow lied, saylng that you made a :
1 1o BY HWR. TEIN:
1 arter million dollars s yssr and highar, oorreas? :
b - n 11 'y - you told the palics, didn't you,
1 A Az a joka, yas.
- 13 that Me. Epitékn almost: killed yeur fsther; didn®u you?
(_’_,'l 13 [N That was w Lie, wasn'C LTP
D | - .
14 Ln Tos.
J 1 . Three yeaza ago, befors Wr, Epatals @van
15 o End you alss lisd on your EyEpace page, ;
i 1% wnay aboul this Lnvestigaxlan, you tald the pollss that
18 sayisg that you weze sarried, didn't you? .
I ! 16 Epatein had “slresdy coms to sy dad's houes ahd did
17 A Possibly, And that might have been an
17 somarhing bo my dad's vires and my dad almoss died.,
18 SEFSE on =y part.
) e Aldn't want my dad to get hurt, Decauss Feif aloesdy
19 Q. Wow you slac lis bo tha pelice, don't you? ) i
1% alpast killed him.= |
20 LN o, B
E 20 Didn't you say that?
1 a. Wall, you lisd ba the palice in your [
[ 71 K. Mok ts my kngwiedge or recollection. I
22 rape-racorded statasant that yoa gavs oo Cetactive i
' 2 hewe never aaid aaything Like rhau.
23 Hickalle Faghh Chres a age, dida't you?
- = 23 g. Trat weuld have bean a complate lie, i
24 A, Ta @y knowledgs, wo, [ did neot. [ i
: ! H] wouldn't it have baenl
- 25 ['8 Wpll, you Lisd to the police whan you
T R S A . 2 A, temn.
| I: - o s o=

- U - S : R ——

Pralm Beach Lskes Bhd | Sulie 500 - West Palm Beach, FL .
—ANa L s B0 e e e, P e 1655 P Beach Lakes Bhvd,, Sulte 500 - West ol Beach, FL 33400 :

peorL & fssociates S sl fisspciates
E’:;} : Page T5 i ’_} Page 76
1 . Becausa Hz, Epatein nevpr came Ta your 1 Lo Corract. 1 do not know har nama.
F] dad’s kouse, correst? 2 Q. You said, "1 don't know har name, but shae
3 A Correat. ) . 3 was dark l1ike & Spanish girl.” Thoss wers your wards, |
q Q. Ared e oné who worked for Mr. Epstsin swer | L] righe? !
.| did semathing Eo your ded®s ticas, did they? [ 5 K. Fas.
B MR, LEGFOLD: Objectiom. Lack of ! [ MR, LOOPOLOD: Objection. Asked and |
7 foundation, predicata. : ! T answarad.
B Dan't guass. i B HY HE. TEIK: |
] BY MR. TEIM: : E] Q. Hho was in the cas Ehat day with you and |
10 & Ie"s not tres that Hr. Epstein almast ! in -
11 willed your fathar, la ie? i 11 A Again, I do msl kb, |
N 12 : MR, LEOFOLD: Objecelon. Anksd and . 12 0. It was your good friend _
l:.yl 13 answered, lack of foundation, predicate. -.\_,.-":' 13 wasntt it7 i
14 BY MR, TEIN: Co 14 . we. 1 den's knoe o ([ EEGIN :
1% Q. Tom CAN ANSWEr, l 15 0. you ilsd eo the pelice about who was in Ehe |
16 A e, § 16 car wlth yeu and - didntt you?
17 @.  How you told the police that you dide's | 17 R, 1heaTRECE. |
18 imere who was in the car with you and -nln the day 18 . Let me mak you scma guestions mbout who you i
18 you went to Epstein‘s house, didn't yout | 19 pay have spakes to about chis cese. ALY right® )
0 A Yas. 20 A, Go ahead. !
21 §. - And the: wes & lis, wasn't ic? | 21 . mid you npeas to pour wain siscer [
2 K. Itts the truth. I 21 A. mat ls detail, byt of course she knews; i
23 . ¥ou tald the police that thers was somsons ; 23 sha's femlly. And yes. ;
a4 in the ebr ment to you and you specifically sald you | 24 Q. What's her e-msil?
P % didn't know her name, rightT . 25 A, 1 dan’t Lkink she has &n s-mail.
L S M — [ RS L [
BT e J. Ph. S&16H2.0505 - Fas. 561,682.1771 e 4

1655 Pabm Boach Lskes Blvd,, Sube 500 - West Palm Beach, FL 33401 T s TG P Beach Lakes Bkl Sl 50077 WEst Falm Beach, FL 33805
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sor & Associates nsor & Associates
Frpretrg dud Trossdpbon, b .+ — . - E sl T, 355 -~ f wa ]
- Page T1 1 {‘-‘I Paga TH Ir'
o 1 Q. - What is har phone nusbsc? i - i A, I dem't knea, I
2 Ao oh, gash, [ dan*t inow off the top af my 2 a. Hhat is hia phons numbeg?
3 B, ! 1 Y Hew L8 that relevant? [ |
i o. Arel wisdt 18 Ber homs address? | i . What s his phone nusbec? !
5 K. b lives wikth my mows. i 5 A, _ (
é a. In Georgia? : [ [ Ehat is his homs address?
b A faa, oair | 7 A I don'L know. |
i Q. What abowt - beyEriand -? pid you Il B 0. Wnere does Be live? I
[ speak to his about Epatein's case? I 9 A. Te Palm Beach Lakes scomavhere.
10 K- That's my mom's boylrisnd. My skster | 10 Q- Ever besg to his housa? !
11 dosan't hawe a boyfriend. My som's husband's pase is 11 Ko Yes.
1% - sb maybe you qet Ethas confused. i 12 a. You dom't know what his sddsess 1s7 |
:_,.5’ 13 o D you dmow his phone nusber® G 13 MR, LEGROLE: Chbjection. Asked and |
14 K. Ko i 14 anawered. Bhe jusk sald #ha dsesm't mow.
15 & Whers does ha Llive¥ I 15 MR, TEIN: Den't coach,
16 K With my mon. 16 MR, LEOPOLD: objection. Asked and I
LT [/} In the sams hoass @SITh Rer® 17 wna e Fad . E
L@ K. Yesa. They're marcisd. . | Le BY HR. TEIN: I
19 . 50 not boyfriend) beshbasd? | 1% Qe Yoa can anmwsr Ehe queatlon. |
20 & Yeah, huaband, . 0 B 1 dom'k know Che exact address.
21 . Hawe you spoken to _-hﬁ'ul'- ! 21 Q. What stresk ba it an? I
27 what Bagpaned in Mr. Epatein's Beusel | 32 A It's an apartment cosplex: its mot a i
23 A Mot in detail, but be koows the bBasics, i 23 strast.
| yaI. C 24 @- What's ths nase of the spartment complex? l
’ 5 a. What is his s-mall? i - 25 A. Something Cove. |
¥ e T r————— - o L= B ——— — |
. SR - TN | ph. SEE2 0005 - Faoe INEERNENEN I
sy % Paim BEach Cakes Bled; Sule SO0 -‘West-Pam Beach;- A3 —— — =~ ——I - m— =G5 E-Paim Beach Lakes Blvd:; Suite 500~ West Palm-Beach FL-33401—— ———’I
: i
& Associates nsor & Associates '
Rapermy md Timiacngdon, (3 ' . " Rapaa g ad Tratmdpia, ini, .
L Fage T8 7y Page BO [
"-"') 1 a. Wit apartment nosbar is le? Nnar 1 girls in this wihole sitastion. ¥e're not allowed Lo kndw E
2 5 I couldn't vell you. 2 wach athar. E
3 Q. Hhes was the laat Eime you want Chere? 3 a. I didn't get the last four wogds. E .
g F Juat wisited chis pest weskend. That"s ths 4 A, Hi'Epe not allowed te knew asch other. : i
5 Pirst mnd last time T went thezs. i 5 Q. hnd uhat .w-ﬂ.m Fou '| 1
& '8 Meow abeut -' WavE pou Spokes 6 of mat bes? I I
T to him abour yoor ceseT : 7 A, Mo, air.
g K. Bs. e po longer mpesk. ; B g. Let's see if 1 can refresh your ssmcry on i
a. What's his phome nusser? Actually, we ' & her. Bhe's the other parson represented By pour lawyer i
10 alroady bave his phons momber and e-mail. i 10 Mr, Wesman, wo is subng Epatein for fifty millian
11 " Wi about -‘ Hawe yoia sver ) 11 dollars. !
12 spoken to hee about your case? i 12 A I have mo knowledge of her,
;T_] 11 A. T doa't knsw AR — f_j 13 O.  Eevar met her? !
14 g. Have you swsc -IL— : 14 A, Hevar mel her, i
15 . WA, But just to st you kaow, 1 don't | is Q. - |
16 raally know nasen. [f you have pictures of thers faces I 1€ A. T dar't kmow who that ia elther.
17 comld tall pou. i 17 a. A perTson memed 'wha 'lnnul- !
18 O All right. Let e soe AF T can refeash | 18 Is tm:- :
18 yOUF mEROIy. 1% A 1 don't koo, sbr |
a0 . akay. \ .| 20 G. Do you Temembos making & statement to i
21 g.  Doss it cefresh yoar mesory that - ' 71 Cetective Pagan thati's in the police reperta? i
23 i3 the gther girl vho made sllegatioms abeat Epsteln, bat | 23 A Bo, wir. |
23 rafused to show to the Sramd Jury whan sbe had to cestlfy | 29 Q. Have you read the police seports im thin '
24 abgat them weler cath? [ 24 cass’ |
- 25 h. e, alr. I have no knowlsdge of any othar i ag A Tes. i

. [N - - NN | on. I saz.0006 - Fas,

~— 655" Paim Beach Lakes-Bhws:, Sulte 500 - West Faim Baach, FL-33401- -« s e s Pt Basch Lskus B, St S00 - West Pakn Boach; FL 3340} —= <= = 1
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Page E1 |
1 =] Thay ‘e on the lntarnet, rlght? i
2 A. ¥es, 1 bhink. |
3 & Weré you surprlsed when the palice reports
4 woré ralessed on the [aternel containimy your ststements
5 thst you had msda to tee polioe?
B k. Tou,

7 [\ B Tou didn't wank Eo sse thal happen, ElghtT |
-] ] Ho. '
Q. Bo you're maying you dea't kmow |-

11 MA, LEOFOLD: Ckfjestion. Asked snd i

12 andde ed .
13 BY MR. TEIR:
14 ('8 Dosa it refreah your l-l'.\rs.m:_-.l that be wai
15 somebody whe had gone to jail for drogs asd car theft? !
16 K. Wa, alz, |
17 a. Somanne whe u.au--;
13 A B,
19 Q. Tou don't know if he eet with Debective '
Flv] Recamey?
) B Wa, air. i
12 9. How sbouk - |
23 A, ¥es, | pemssber. 1 know whe that is. |
i Q- Pld you ever apsdk lm'_ about what .
5 happened aL HE. Epstein’s howss? .
- e T T Lo s o
Ph. Fau. * |
r——e GGG Pl Beach-Takey B Solber S00~West Peim Beach FL-3340-- - - —————
|
'
sor & Associates !
Rapaning sod Trinpmsiglom, i . .
Page B3 I
1 Q. Did peu spsak To -ibﬁuL this
2 casal
3 A, Wa, sSie.
4 o Wawn you apaker to -l-bn'\:t this
5 CELL L |
& A Wo, [ dan't know who - is. .
. o via your parenca spenr co (D '
B LH Aak my parants.
9 Q- Lats see 4f 1 can cefcedl FOUr BEmOIY &8 I
10 o w80 he is. Okayl?
11 . - s i
12 . He'a the Vanliy Fair reporker Whi E1de &
13 finan=ial arrangessnt with youfF fRThET.
id . I &% sware of Ehat. And agaim, T was oot
1% Eware like that my dad did lr weifl after it wea dona.
16 mnd 1 dop't know the detadla absut that. 1 just know
17 what you know nbout Thar, 1lie that chey talked. [
18 o Tell me what you knew sbout the financisl !
19 arrangemsnt that - the Vapity Faler reportar,
20 made with your [ather.
a1 A. I don't know about the details at all. !
22 1+ Hea suek money did _ql'\-e L] i
23 yous father?
24 . I don't even know ho gave maney To my dad. !
25 a. I'm saxcy? I
h. [N - . I i
o s § GG Pyl Bisach“Lates Bbd., Sulte 500 - Wesl Falm BeachFLI3MH-——= ——- - -

Tt
5

(L

2 @ B o W A W B e

=
)

P
[~

15
1a
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

nsor & Associates
¥ Papaing wad Taawnripdm, ke
Page BF
N Be kmowa whak happased [our years ago. He

doasn't kEnsd this ks stil] going esm Cediy.

o What's his sddress? I'm socrey. @ have his
addEass .

K. T dan't ke,

Co O

0 ¥ou know who Lhat ia?®
A I knos wio that is, pea,
- He's the one you stayed cut cirinkimg all

plght one night Last year when your dad ceportad you
pisning?

A Mo, alr.

[ Remenpber the biiabill QRS yOU WETE

@.

suppaasd Eo ga Lald

A Mo, mic.

a. bid wou speai *n-lbc-u: this
casel

ks Ho, sir

.

B Thet’s my aister's ex-boyfriend.

Q- He's the one with tha asded-off skolgan

with the cblitsrated sezial nusbarT
AL Ask him. T would not kmsw that

dmlgrmatian.

o T —— - e o s e o

. N -,

I !
= rer e e GG Py BznchrLakes-Bivd 5 Sulte 500 - West Palm Beachy FE-33401—— ~— —

snsor & Assaciates

o, I - .

ey §58-Paim-Beach Lakes Bivwd., Suite 500 - West-Faim Beach; FL 33401 — —

Fapreregamd Trbongd o, . - )
Page B4
i A [ didn't sven know ha game sosey Lo By dad
2 (.  What oo you know aboub the deal bhat -
3 —l-... uith your fathes?
§ I I enly knew they spoke on the telaphone
5 once. - [ dea't know anythlipg elas.
G LR When was that?
T B This wna @ while ago. & year or t€og == or a
B yE&ar sgo. I Boneskly oSon't Gnow.
¥ g.  bid _ tha Vanity Fair
1] reportsr, offer any soney to your father?
il A. T dom"t Efcs.
12 0. Bld _ Eba Vanlty Fair
13 reparter, give you aay ESSEy?
14 A. W, sdr.
15 o pid ba offer you sny maney?
1& A W, sir Wavar spoke to him,
17 Q. #hat reporiers hawe you spobes La?
18 A Earc,
1% a. What about yoear family sesbers? What
Z0 reparters have thay spoken Lo?
71 A. The whols Palm Beash County, obwipusly, a3
22 you cam mes in Chat newspaper.
3 @ Toll ma =- let's go through oach one that
4 you remssbar. Other than the Vanity Fair repartar, -
3% -uh-L other peporters have any membe: of your
i o e
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apsringand Trovmrigues, b,

sor & Associates

Anpwwen sl Tiidicsisd o, s e e !

= ; Page B5 ’ ('\I Paga BE [
ol 1 family apokan To¥ i i - 1 MR, TEIH: BuC yom &re Elsrepressnting the .
a A, T dan't know., And I krow my mom has spoken E i 7 racord &nd you are grandstasding for your elleat
3 Lo mero. My sister spoke te sera. My father and : b | and it*s wrong. 5o be guiet And yoa kncw how Eo
& stepmother, [ woulds't know. You'd have to ask thes. I . 4 maka an ebjecilon. Hake 1B, OUhafulss stop
5 dan*t camtact them. R i 5 zalking.
6 Q- Well, 1 just wont Eo know -- T dani't «=&nt & BY HA, TEIR:
T you te -- I wamt Eo keow What's In your mind, AlL cight? . | 9 o -_
8 . LEDPOLD: Sha juat beld you. Bhe just ] ] HE. LEOMOLDI  Excuse me,
5 anpeprad - . ] HME TEIH; [f pou wasl Lo leave Lhe I
11+] . HA. TEIN: W& quist. | 10 depoaition, leave. Bet you®ll bw back here. ,
11 BY HR. TETR: . 11 HE. LEOPOLD: Escuse e, 10 T oould juat :
13 @ What 1 Want Lo know is what you beow [rom ! 1% make the reoprd, inevtead of iscercupiing me,
(_} 13 your peeaonal knowledge. Wy gquastion o you a7 What O 13 plesss, That's what we do professionally.
14 knowledge do you have about family sesbers of yours 14 Thers's & recordes hare. 1's ceztalnly not belng
15 spuakisng Lo TeportersT i 15 phatrucelenist. I'm going to maks tha cecosd.
16 ME. LEOPOLD: Objectian. Asked and : 16 Hut we're goeing Eo act with soms semblomos of -
17 anawared, 17 profeasionallss, hopafully, by all pistlas Le the !
18 End if you ean'e talk professlonslly, we'rs N 18 poom. That goes bo e, Chal go#s Do your
19 going ta leave. o H 19 co=counsal sittimg behind you asd mexE La you, Che
20 MR, TEI¥: D& what oo wank to dao. | 0 sourt reporter asd eveEysne elae in the room. i
21 MR, LEOPOLD: Are yoa golng to concimas to | 21 Evmrysse 18 sntitled bo that,
22 talk this way? ; 7] You've ashed 4 guestion, She anmueced the i
23 HE. TETE: 1'm not going o anawsr any § 5 guastisn fully and she*s ot golsg Co ba BArassed i
24 guestion that you ask me, Mr. Leopold. | ET] becasss you don't Bike the amswer. Tf youw want ta §
£ 25 MR, LECFOLD: Okay. | {_J 25 Follow up -- |
b TR T T = - H
P, Fao, H;Mm 17H ]
e s e Pl BRACh - %W;_ [ 1 e e | G5 Palm Beach i son M Pabm Beach, FL 33400 _ P |
| i
I
sor & Associates ! sor & Associates
o '_ - Arsermay ari Paniigisd, b = i . - Ferpeai bai Timscdpeia, e
;""_1r Paga 87 1 I::"I Page BE '
- -1 HR. TEIN: Stop engeging ma. Maks your ] ' 1 Pr——,
k. spaech and thes we'll ask the questioms, . Fl THE ®ITHEAS: Mo
a HE, LEDFOLO: Well, ¥ou wom't let me Fimish 3 AY ME. TEIH: |
Fl making thi objsctiom, so Lt's difficult to do i g. His your mom's m-mnn o any
5 that. Bt if you wapt Lo follow WACh & g Fepariara?
& appropriate geestion, fesl free to do that. Hut B K. o, ‘
T we'rs mot going Do harass Che wicnesa. ] a. Haz your mom*'s husband -I\II:‘IJ.'I'\M‘I any !
[ M. TEIN; 1 dissgres with avesything ] ronay from reparters?
g you've said. Let's ssk che qeestions, Okay? ] A Ba,
1 MR, LBOPOLD: Ask mn appropriste question. : 10 g ArE you suTe you dan't know -) I
11 HR. TEIE1 Are yos goirg to atop tallkisgd i 11 MR LEGPOLD:  Objection,  Aeked and
) 12 ME, LEOPOLD: I'm going to make — protect ; 12 —— |
(_J' 13 By clisnkt and make appeoprlate sbjectlons. Buk (::',n 13 THE WITHESS: I'm positive. I
14 thaza's not a gueestion pssding cight now. 14 BY HE. TEIFI
15 Y FR. TEOK: | 15 a. I'11 try sgain to refoesh your mssary.
18 o YR W ciin to any soporterst - A Oy |
17 A Ha. I 17 . boos it refceah your mesosy that sk had
18 MR, LEGPOLEY  Objectles. Askoed and 1@ been arrestéd for drugs and vas cooperatimg with
18 answered. . 14 Batssllve Recarsy sgaipat Epataln te get merself a better
0 IT MR. TEIK: a0 daal?
21 o Hap -"““ glwen money by any a1 K. Ma, I des't know who she ls. ‘
. 22‘ ) !ip-nl".trl.?' . ) ) | 12 Q. Have you spoken Lo anyois alse who's Desn B
n A R 23 ot Epatnin's bouse? :
24 a. Bar your mcs spoken to sny reporters? | FT1 A Bo.
U % KA. LEOROLE: Objectlen. Adked aad I . 5 a. Without telling me what wis sald -- I don't
T —————————— — o . : I .

o —— ' -
T LSSk Beach Suke 500~ Banch MO, — - - -------r--—--—----qssapﬁmMammm.uamx_._
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: ! . nsor & Associates L
{'..‘\ Fage B35 |:'\| Page 50 [
- 1 - want bo know about any conversstlons with asy lawyers, . ol 1 q. Anyhody wian?
] okay -- i ) N Ho.
3 A Uh-hah, 3 O,  ¥hen did you meet with Hr. Leopold to
] Q. == did you or your parents apeak to any & prapare [or Coday's depoaitica?
5 ather law firme besides Mr. Herman asd Mz. Leopald's Law | 5 ' This morming. H
& Flema? & o Bnd how lang did Lhat meeting last? !
T A, B, ‘ T k. Onetil it seavied. i
B a. Wow witheat telling me abeat anything that : B a. Mow you told me that you previcualy had
] wan aald, what -- did cme juskt coms Lo BLAAY : g raad the police reports inm this casa? |
10 5. Mo, f was thinkimg abouk sowathing alns, 14 [ Vs,
i1 Q. What wars you Ehimking about? II 11 0. Hawe you Fesd your stabement that you gaws |
12 L8 Does family cougt macter? 12 Lo the police?
(‘F;,l 13 g. Okay. Wichout talling me what wea sald, i ::I- '13 I Yos, BLT.
14 who propared you for today's depesitical 1 Q. Kad i.nlmul: form was thet statsmssnb] I
18 A. What do you sman prepaced? 15 A, What da you mean?
16 a. Bid you talk about -thu.d.‘w:ltim. absut . | 16 Q. Was it in the Form of a police Eeport of & :
17 what would happen, with saybedy? 17 tranacripE?
18 K. Tes, ! 18 A Vhat's the differssce?
19 - Ban't cell me what was sald. 19 Q- - A tranacript has questicns and andwers om
20 A Ray. | 20 it. A pelice reporr Es just typed out marcative, i
71 . I'm net ssking Ehat. [ don'l WaAl Lo koW : 21 A. oh, it's a paliss report
22 that. [ 23 8- hnd when did you rmad tha palice sepaye? ;
23 A akay, 23 K. K Pav days ago. [ owsrread it & faw days |
FL | @. Who prepared you for Eoday's depasition? | ET| B0 . :
; 75 A mME. Lespald, - 28 @.  Had you resd it befcce thatt !
J B —

Phe - . ! I
T 1mhhmmmmmkﬂm— —— — —-——-msmmwmnm chr A3l —— - ———-

rd ,ﬁ&aac.lafcs & Associates

- ngaing andl Rransripio, . - - o Maperiny i Tooamsip m, i
{__} Page 91 3 Fage 92 |
e 1 KA. Ho., ot 1 By MR TEIM: 9
F] Q. How you told me —- again, T don®t want ks 2 Q. Wave you liskpnsd Lo youe Cape-pecorded
3 know what was said, i 1 statesssl te the pau.éﬂ
1 aA.  Um-huh, q A, You. .
5 0. Foa Bald sé chat pou met with Mr. Lsspold g 0. Where did you limten to that? .
6 this sorning o prepars for your depoaitisn, ehghe? & A. fn, § chink, this bailding. I don't know, :
3 K. Yoo i k] Te was here.
] &. Whan did you set up that seslimg with i B Q. Whan did yeu lisben To that statemank? I
[ Mr. Lacpald te take plice this mornimg? : [ A, This morming.
10 '™ Gen, like, like five days ago, Dour days : 10 Q. And whe was pressnt when you listensd to ;
11 agn. 11 that statement?
13 9. S0 you're awese that Mr. Leaspold Cold ue 12 " Mg, Leopold -- and I forget your nase, I
O 13 that he cculd nel stact the depopition thia morning (::_I 13 wh, cotoaescen: Ha. ([N
14 becouse he hed @ ©oUEE AppRAFARCE, DOTEBCEH? 14 e witeess:  wa. [N ,
15 HA. LEOPDAD: Don't answer that goestion. o 15 BY MR, TETH: :
1§ calls for atteensyfolisnt commumicaticns. : L Q. And you hadh't listensd te ypour sStatement :
17 BY MR, TEIH: 17 before that, correct? ;
18 a. Hawa yoa sean the letter that Mz, Lecpeld ' ) 18 A, Hg, mir. .
i4 wrote to us staking that ha == @n e-maill that Hr. Leopold iq Q. Hawe you met with lawyera rmprasentlsg
20 wrots ta Mr. Soldberger stoting that ha osald nel be hers 30 snyans sims maing Epateis? |
a1 this morning Hecauss Bs had & court sppearsnce? [Hd yos : E 3 i Mo, sir.
22 sEe that e-mafly I FF] o How mafy times have you spoken to officars |
23 MR, LEORMILDY Touw can anmwar thab goeation. 1 73 with ths Pslm Besch Police DeparTment? |
24 THE WITHESS: Ha. I 24 A More than I like can coust, It'a bean
25 ' o 5 angeleg for four years, 80 gulte a few Limes. !
U ST Y o : {J_,J =T T ¥ Had |

eh. [ - F=
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or & Associates
Wt e st Ty pepsbpned, .

('J Pags 33 ! C.} Page 94
= 1 0. Whai was the last bima you apoko with - 1 A, Basically- i
] officers of tha Palm Besch Folice Departmesntc? 7 G- Wow many tapad statswents have you given to |
k] A A while sgo. I°d zay & year oge. 3 the police? F
[l a- R paar aga? ¥ 4 A el Khat T lowow ol
5 A Toak. Mayks & year and 4 Balf. I 5 [ duat Ehe ane &ith Detective Pagant
& @ Do you resorbet Detectlws Bscaray? = & A Yom, sir.
T A, Eao. 7 . How about to the FRIF [Md you give any
] a. Do you remssber Michelle Fagan, Detective | [ SUALEMBNLS Do Chen?
' Fagan? 1 ] A, Hm.  Well, actoally, 1 don't really
140 A. Yo 10 remémber if that was taped or nabt, to be hossst with pou.
11 [+B How many timsa have you spokem to Detectlve | i1 [ bad prw meeting with them at my house and don't mow if
iz Fagan? 12 1t was taped,
{:::l 12 K. &ha was the only ome I spoke Eo about Ehis O 13 Q. Tou wars imborwidses ll_
14 wntll for somes reamon sha sasa’t on Che CASE ENYNODE. ] 14 houae?
5 a. When was that? 15 h. . That was by Lhe lawyer.
1E A Tha fizst mesting I ewer had wns with her I 16 [+ 1 O, by the lawyes?
17 and then 1 think like I met with her like 10 times or 13 | 17 A tih-Erah.
18 times or sceething like that, and then I didn't get -- ! 10 Q. °  Whare did the converaation Lhat you kad
19 snother Lnweatigater questlonsd me after that, 1 19 with the FBI taks place?
a0 . and who was thatt ) 30 A. At my fathes's residance.
21 k. I dvn"t resssber. 21 Q. Which is where?
22 9.  And what type of questions did they ask | 22 R == -u. Lowabatches,
23 you'? | 23 o on whers?
24 k. The sare. 74 A _111 Lowahatches,
{:;_/' 35 a. ThE Sk gquestions all owsr agsin® I {_‘_’.l 5 a. BAnd whas did ehat take place?
S —— ’ o ——
5SS P HEAL he . 30T | 1655 PalT Besthr - - AL
i
nsor & Associates ’ or & Associates
Bapering amd Tranei o, o | =i e ng e Framnn pew, b -
o Page 95 (‘\I Page 96
g 1 R L'd hawe to say like & ysar amd a helf sgo. | = 1 BY WR. TEIN:
F a year ago. Tt was a long tams aga. . Fl 'y And the last time you spoke to the Fadaral
3 iniscusaion beld off the record.] ! 3 prosscutor's office was whas?
] WR. TEIW: Tall o the last ansver, plesss. | i A I don't ko,
5 [Thersupon, a portion of the recocd was read ' 5 . pid asy of tha FAI apents tell yow that
[ by the reperier.) I 1 Bl viiiatona had spoken with M. Lecpald?
T BY HR. TEIH: ! T M. Mo
[ a. And who wes present when the FHI apoks ta | ] Q. Did any of tha FBI agesks wall you that
] you st your Pakher's howss? i § Bl villafona had spoken with Hr. Rerman?
10 A Hy atepmotbar wan thara, Bul she wass'e b 10 K. Ko,
11 arcund, GSha mada Barsalf like do ochep things. i 11 @. bid amy FEI agents tell yoa Ehakt Jaff
_ 12 Q. Arsl how many FOL agonts wers thers? I 17 Sloman spoks with Mr. Earmas.
':IH.J 13 A, T think fous. | (:) 13 K. WO,
id Q. And you don’t pemembar amy of Ehalc nasas? 14 Q. pid any ¥FBI agents tell you that Jeff
15 A Mo aie. | 15 Sloman apoke with My, leopald?
16 g And wsrm there asy lawyscs theca? 16 B B
17 A ot that f imew of. : 17 Q. De you know shethes any of the federal
18 '8 And reme of tham géwe you thelr eall phons ! i prosscucors sllowsd Hr. Herman to raview o draft
14 numbara? _. 19 indictmant¥
20 Lh o, ) 20 K. T womaloin™ b row,
FL a. and che last viss you spoks to the PRI was | 1 . Do you koow §f any of the federal
22 a year ard & half agod F+ 3 prosecators discusasd & draft ladictmant with Hr., Herman?
23 N ir was a while ago. | 23 k. I wouldn®t know,
ET) ME, LEOFOLD: Objectioh. HRshed asd | 74 a. Hawa yoi #ver &-malled with any FEL sgent
F k1Y ansungud, ’ s 5 ar any federal prosscutor?
L S —— T | 'r\__z' — st - S ——
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Bapritag ol VRvmim, la. ) - Raparing el Tuisiwdpias, I - ——
l:-:l Page 97 f : .r'} Fage 98
1 A, Ba, | | 1 A.  Teah,
2 o lawe you @ver Lowt messsged with sny FAE 4 7 Q. ave you Spoken to & lawyss named Bust
q sgent ar any fedsral prosscutos? . 3 Deari about Ghis cassT
] . Wo. : 4 L Ha.
5 o, Han the POL told you abewl ether testimony? 4 Q. Mo you kmss whe Bark Ocarlz 1s7
& L Ba, | 3 Let's soe LE T can sefresh your mesery.
7 a. Was the FBl told pou about what obher girls : 7 Doss it refroah yowur mesccy that he's & good (riend of
A [ar—r a Bl viltatona’s boyeriesd?
] B He. | g A 1 den't know who [ viitafana da.
16 . Mave fedeval prosscutsss tald pou what ‘ 10 9. Hl viitlafoma is the lead Federal
11 ctiwr girls bave said? 11 prosscutar bhat's on the federal pact of this case.
17 A, Ho. I 12 akay?
{;:] 14 a- Do your have amy way of gatelsg in bouch -E__Ji\' 13 A. Mo,
14 wikh tha FB1 if you wanted to get in touch with Ekem? | 14 Q- #o doss 1t refresh your mesecy Chat Ocarie
15 X No. 18 s the good friscd af - villafona's boyfriend?
18 . - How about your paTembE? Do thay Enow how ! 16 Ao Bet st sll.
17 to get im toueh with the FBIT ) 17 . Pess Lt refresh your memory that Villafess
18 Ao T dgn't know., | 18 rried to get Epsteln to pay for Osaril ©o Depresant youa
19 Q. And by your parents, I'm referring to both 1% in the faderel casel
20 sets, okay? ! kil h. Ha.,
2 A @h. Well, I'm refarcing to only =y dad, | 21 @ Do you kmow if Oeksctiwe Recarey has spoken
23 because my rom ceally doese't care to now any of this I 23 with your father?
23 sTufe. ! 23 A Ho.,
24 a. #& che answer would be the sams for your | 24 a. Bo you kmow A Debective Becaray had spoken
- a5 mom ared i . ] ko your steprothar?
) ! - (U — S
" , 3 —
[ — Y T | - 1655 Pairm Baadh 7 m- hy ARM——— - ————
sor & Associates sor & Associates
Rapining sid Tromensdpcdon, los Forprredog el Trosmesipfiom, b
{r"'\} I Fage 33 (-jl Paga 100
o 1 A Hu. i o 1 rizat eff, this is mot & werahouas. This
2 o Wow about with 3 is ln_q-:-qt.
3 A Yes, 1 would Gmow: and no, sha did mot. 3 Second of all, T'm not being gang=-raped.
i Q. Lat's put op -—- 1ot me a3k youo some I a Everyons hae their elaching on.
5 gquestions about the photo that you hed paated on your 5 Thirdiy, 1f yow'd look at all Ehe othkaz
& HMySpace page befors you erased it last week. Okay? ! B pictures in that album, I's deinking -- what'e
7 A dkay. i 3 whan you're sick you drink et
] HWR. TEIN: DBo wou mind 1f =& closa tha door B BY HE. TEIN:
] 3 seoond, plaase. 3 a. Yo oan'k ask gueaticss of yair ccumssl.
| 10 MR. LECPOLD: Exhibit sesber, plesse. 10 . ALl Fight. I's drinking like Sprite. I'm
1l MR, TETN: Pt bp 25-005_ i1 not driniking any kind of aleskal, 1P you would look at my
) 17 Hold on & seoond. 12 pkhar pleturas in Uhat &lbeom.
{_:I 13 ME. LEOPOLO: Don'c say anything. She was -\-" 11 Tou qiys picked the poasibly worst pliotures
14 talking to her counasl. ' 14 out af rhere Co presant. And 1t was juat a gooty
15 #m. TEIH: Put ap TE-D0G. | 15 pictore, All of theas kids like to be goedy. And thas's
16 ¥R, LEOFOLO: Ia that 005 righ: thars? 16 what we WEEe doing.
17 HA. TEINI Yes. 17 a. Wiea's che man on tha left of the pictucs
18 BY HR., TEIK: 18 molding his —- holding a bses bottle as if it were a
1% @ Who took this photo of you in & warehoass, ' 19 ponis touwards your mouth?
0 stmulsting belng gasg-zaped by & bunch of — ' 20 B _
41 HE, 1EORILD; Ohijection, Hischazactaslizas i 31 Q. HWha's the man behind pou, zlght ap towards
23 tha phetograps, and lack of foundstion ard i 22 your packaide, with you bant over?
23 predicats, i 23 K. That ana?
24 Fully sxplain if you need Eo. 74 a. The Flght side, kizmimg with his south.
] a5 THE WITHESS: I will. | 25 A That's
O e () : M- —
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AWEnsor & Associates nsor & Associates I
S ard Tismsoigins, i ) - | TV Maparing md Tromiiviiiin, b -
(™ Fage 101 i '::-H:' Page 102 '
) 1 G Bu's Lhe one grabblng towazda the gredm owr 1 THE WITHESZ: == on the far lelt 1s -
3 K. s, b I 3 BY MR, TEIN: I
4 Qe And Ehare®s thraa other men in the phoko 4 g He'n tha one whosas besd iz noar the groin [ ]
5 Mrat are their names? The opa on the left with the hag? | 5 af _nqht':' I
[ K. That's _|phm1-1.iul. | & K. Yau. i
7 a. Smilleg? k 7 a. hnd in the middle chere's a mam smiling.
B Ao Tes, [ B Wha's that? |
9 Q. Wha's the oot Clssing -- I ] A That's _ =
10 HA. LEOFOLD: Doa't intercept. Let her i 10 0. msd who's the one in the ged hat, klasleg?
11 finish the eacord. Bhe's testilyisg. 11 B Thiak “a -i‘hﬁ"!‘tiﬂl-
12 MR. TEIM: 1 koo you don't like this | 12 . Let me atop you for & secend. Ars you
13 pleturs, my fxlend, li_)l 13 - done?
1 R, LEOPOLD: Tme pictures is fine, I 14 K. Yap, T'm done. '
15 BY HR. TEIHI | 15 - Hha 14- b
16 a. Who'a tha sme with the hat? i 1§ K. My aister's friend. well, ahe's & wuvsal i
17 HE. LEOPOLO: Ho, Hald ea. :mn,- 17 frieed, but more my slates's. I
18 ¥eu have Lo lat The witness fimish her I 18 Q. What 1ls her last pesa®
18 amgwer, G&he was kn tha prosass of explaining ased | 15 A _
a0 you cur hae ofl. | 0 a- Spall that
21 Flaape finlsh what yoa were sayilg and them | 1 K. 1 don't knew haw to == ;
5 Counsal cam 23l you whatever he wishes sfter Ehat, 232 =N Have you spokes ©o har about Chis cass? ,
23 THE WITHESE: Okay. This guy - | a3 A Ha.
24 HR. LEOPOLD: Jost wake it so thea recocd ia 24 Q- Fhu'l- :
IL_ | 2% olaar who you'ro refeccing To. I (\_) 25 A. My siptar's friesad. I don't really spesk i

¥ Phi. Faoe.
ch FLIZA0L __| SN T ] Mm 500 m@m..ﬂ.llﬂl__ I

. — e I
[-.'_ ) Fage 103 ! o Page 104
= 1 bo hin at all. . = i A M.
3 . What's kis lask BaEme? 3 a. What's bez Last mame?
3 LB - 3 A - 1 doa't keow hew ba spall 1t !
4 @ i o 1s shi tha perssn whose house you wank to
5 A L3 an Haw Year's this year? |
& Q. And kEdve yor spoken ©o -l-'hﬁ"f Lhinm & RA. me. 1 was='t &t her hooss on Hes Yede's.
q caaad ' 3 ['8 Whare werm Jou when you Cook the pictare of '
(] LN He, alr. B *Can you aay blared,® that's on yoar wsbaite? I
5 Q Have you spoken ta -lhuur. this case? ! g ™ [ wouldnt know or -—— walt., We wece at &
10 A- Hot in detsll, but yes, 10 birthday party for some girl's L6ch birthday. !
11 ¥, N -t ve referring to 11 Q. were you drinking at that parky? i
12 - 1 12 I Wo. Thars was no aloohol or anything I
f::l 1% THE WITHESS: Yaa. .I":_::, 13 e
14 HR. TEIH: Yesa. : 14 . what doas “Blaze” mean bo you?
15 HE. _ Gy . i 15 A. It's like de just mesns like mosasd ap. |
16 oY Wi, TETH: ' !1s But we weren't, Lf wou look st Eke pletusa. I
17 §.  Have you spoken ko --hauL this cased I 1 0.  Hasssd up 1hke drunk, right? :
18 LB —" | 18 i k. Sure. . |
1% @. Do you have = Eriend mamed - 19 0. Whw's - |
20 A. I do not hawe a Eriesd mamed - | 20 A. A girl T know, like from like two years
71 & From frestman yeas? 21 e I
23 B. B | 22 . Sha's the ont you wers ssppossd to be
23 a How about -' i 23 staylng with when you went deimking with - |
4 A . ! FT] A Wi, 3
r 25 a. Hawa you spolen to .ahpur this camel p= 25 a. Hhat's - lamt nams? |
L T e e L e i e T = —— e
. . |
e ......_._1555.memumqhzSﬂﬁmw.ﬂ.ﬁﬁﬂl_ R L3z :
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uﬂm oclates . , _ nsor & Associates |
I: _: Fagn 105 | l:- 0 Page 134 l |
) 1 A - { 1 = | ] THE WITHESS: ©Goak, thai's so lomg age.
2 a. Whire does she Liwe? 1 3 BY MR, TEIN: l
L] EN 1 don't know. In Foyal Falm. ; 3 Q. Hho took the phoks of yow 1icking the
4 Q. q panisT
T, A Oh=Buh. 1'B guassisg. g K. Hy sbepmathar. |
& Q. Do you know her phone numbae? & a. Whoss ides -- that waw your stepmother's I
7 K. Wa, 1 de mok. ] LT I
B Q. Let's lock at F5=010. E 8 A It was in Boca di Deppa, whare she worka i
0 &, Sa8, ['m drinking =- ] currantly, ond that was Before she worksd thers, Aad we !
140 =} I'm net saking you sbout ehat you're 1+] just chought Lt would be Sy, I
11 drinkimg. l 11 MA. TEIE: 13%-907, Can you anlarge chat? §
12 Whe aes the man Ln thin photo wha are 12 B MR. TEIN: '
L'd:j 13 pretanding to gang up on you and stab you with kniwes? :h 11 - Eho took this phote of you sisulating you
1 Who are Chey? . 16 hawing sex with o man? )
15 A, - amd - 1% . We're not simulating having sex, and :
18 & Are theae firemen? 16 it'm == oh, and the parson whe took Lt was, I%& pretty
17 A, ks thase? —-- he sald the 17 — -,CIILIt [ ks Bim .,- I den't Kook his
i@ bue stabbing with knivea. That's why I sald that. I X , 18 Lask mass. I
18 don't kasw. TEEL's _;nd _ ! 19 a. 6o te LU-006, pleass,
a0 a. Ara thess fheessen? 1) Who took this phete of you simulating eex
21 M. Ho. They'te all om == &xOEPC - I =3 with & man?
22 they"re all an full rights for football. 23 A, The nams parson. And we're net simalating L
21 @ Go to G35-01%, 23 Baving aex, Mr. -- \
74 M. LECFOLD: 035 dash? H g. Tuin.
(:J 25 MR, TEIN: OLS. (J 74 pid you poat that on the Internek? !
o o o o o e —oe—TTu s AT =xiF =TT i
Ph - Fam Fh. - Fax.
= m s d 655 FAim. Baach.L ¢ LIk 500+ oy, FLABIL . ....--h___mﬁrmmuMwm_- L N
i
- ms'ﬂ';%...ﬂ‘ﬁf poaes _ sor & Associates
g i i g i Trsacepl os, fra
{‘: ! Fage 107 ! {-..l Fage 108 t
- - i K. Rctuslly, this is an old EySpass I naver i ! 1 A Vs,
3 finisted and | never like dld snything. 1 just kind af . 3 0. Arm you clathed in this ploturs?
b | made Lt and left 1%, | k| A Yeah. 1 have & haltas diess on. t |
4 o- =s the answar is yes, you poatod this on ' Fl a. Whara £3 thap pictars takenT t :
5 HySpace? [ A In -nn..-... |
13 K. Tup. | 6 Q. Oid you post that oo the [ntermeb? !
7 @ @0 te #3-01&. Who took this pRoto of you 9 Ko Tas. i
simalating asx with a woman? I (] G- ALl pight. I
g HR, LECFOLD: Coject ba the fors of che 5 WE, TEIM: ¥ou cas take that down.
10 gesation. Asgumentative. 10 BY ME. TEIN:
11 THE WITHESS: First off, she's plerclag my 11 0. Mow your boyfrlend u—
12 belly buttan ar repiercing lt, and I'm pretty sure i Iz copEscty '
I:;J 13 i was just Like we put up a cimets sosewhecs and {I;) 13 A Toak,
14 puE & Elmer on it. He didn't have amybody taks | 14 d. ¥ou lim about yeur age in order to conosal -
15 L. . 15 pomething about yeur relationship H:tl._
16 BY ME. TEIM: | ié isn't that corract? "
17 Q- You posted khat on yoor Mylpacd paga? 17 K Ba. :
18 A.  Taah, " ! 18 0. -21 years old, isa't bel :
14 @ Go ko 73013, [r thet a phots af you? 19 A Tes. :
20 R ap. I 0 0. e -u A IIID'HI]I‘TI.T wikh ths Falm |
21 Q. Wim's in the photo with you? ‘ Zz1 Buach Flre Deparbtmsat, vight? I
22 A. I 22 . Tup. N
Fa o : F¥ ] o Gosa the Falm Beach Fire Depactssnt koow I
24 R. Tep. ' 24 that pour boyfriend is dating am undarage glel? |
[‘. ) 25 a0 Ia this you coming out of the slbowar? | I:_ 3 5 A. Actually, mister, it's legal.

& T mer DT T T T T T
o e o |
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Beprrirg ad Toyprss, jes
Page 199
= 1- g, Weld ==

] MR, LEOPOLD: Just snswer Che guestion,

d -_—

4 THE WITHESS: Yas.

5 BY MR, TEIH:

& 0. nld thay RAsk Lo wasks Q0 Ehat you wora

) dating an usdersge girl (ale)? :

f A. ¥es. [ mat svarybody in there.

q a. Did thay know your age?

10 A Tas. .
11 Q. pid you lie about your sge so thae the fire

12 drpartmant wouldst think Lur.-u committing & !

O 13 crime by having a sszual relatienship with an undersge :

14 girl? '
15 ss. NN coiection. Mesumen factla
1o not im evidenos. 1
17 AY MR, TETH:
18 a. ¥ou gan answeE Che goestlon.
18 L% .M
20 -8 Dees tha Falm Mesch Police Departsest whdow
21 rhu.t'-!- baving a sersal relationahlp with am !
22 whderage 9irl?
23 Wi, LEGFCLO: Dom't gases. Anawer Lf you

24 kngw |
Fi-] THE WITHESS: Can you repeat the gquastion? i

Ph Fae.
e e L BE5 Pl Beach Lakes Bl 500 - West Paim Beach, FL 33401 '

.

sar & Assgciat:.s

o L ]
7y Page 111
e 1 THE WITHESS: Hever -- what did ysu S&y7
2 BY HE. TEIN:
3 @.  You liad sben you went ta tha esack house |
L] in Gmargis, didm't you? !
5 k. LECFOLOr Objection. Aogumentative.
& Lsck of foundatica; lack of predicets.
17 HY MR, TEIN: .
:] Q. Tow =-n. answer the gaeatios.
] A 1 Bave never besn Lo @ crack house,
10 g Whe don't you lis ta?
11 MA,. LEORILD: Objection, Argosestative.
13 Don't answer Ehe guastion. !
(.‘-.-j 13 MR, TEIM: Certify it |
14 ereemasissans e ens CERFIFIED QUESTION. .. ovvvrrascasnass
15 BY WE. TEIH:
16 g. You dea't lis to -du yeut
17 HR. LEOPOLD: ©Objectlon. Asked asd
ip snawsEad .
19 Don®E ansWer Che gquestion.
20 BY M. TEIH:
21 a. Wa. Toa can snaver that guestion.
22 WR, LEOBOED: Wo. | just told her net to,
23 You've asked that questios abouk [lwe ==
W HR. TEIN: Mo, T hawves't, )
I: ag MR. LEOPOLD: Don't answss the guestion.
- T = i

o [N - 7=
e e e 155 Palm Beach Lakes Bhvd,, Sulte 500 - West Palm Beach, FL 33801 :

et 06/30/2008 Page 29 of 35

nsor & Associates :
" Bpproiei il el s, trea
I.-' - 5 1 Page 110
o 1 oY MR. TEIM:
2 . Doss the Pals Beach Police Doparbment know  h
3 tl:-t- o mesber of the Pals Beach PLre Deparimant, ]
Fl 1a having & sexual felatissship with an usderage gicl?
5 '™ IT's quaseing ma.
& Q. Ysu lie about wour bwin eist '-dr:m"L
il you?
] ME. LEOPDLD! Objection. Afgueentative. :
9 BY Hi. TEIM: I
10 Q. Beott you?
11 A, He. I Bave naver lisd for or ta- I
12 . ¥ou Lia aboul Che fact that she has & drug
I:'d-:[ 13 hable, sight?
14 ) A He. I weald mever sccuse sy alster of
1% having & dewg habis.
16 Q. be you Ery ko conceal the fast psam she has )
17 & deug habiie? J
A MR. LEOFOLD: Objsction. Arguesstative. i
15 HY HR. TEIM: &
0 4. ¥ou can answar tha quaation. I
21 A Ma. My slster coes nob have @ drog hablt. |
32 L1 You lied when yed wnt to Che crack houaw
%3 in Gestgla, dldn’t you? !
* HR. LEOPGLD: Objection, Argemantative. i
o~y 25 Lack of Cowndstiom, lachk of predicate.
(._.J.' EEET—TCrTr T TR
Fh. _' Fan _
b et i an e L 655 Pl Bach Lakies Bhed, Sulte 500 - West Palm Beach, RLA3M0L
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11
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1%
18
17
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19
20
21
Fi
23
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atap

bath
BY HR. TELM:

@

A,

Q.

Al

lives in Georgia with my wother.

2.

ol ....d-.,u at sras M., in 2006, after being out

51l might, tha two of you, using druges at Pals Beach

Page 1132
HR. TEIN: 1°01 certify &t.
..... CERTIFIED QFESTION, , v vvvrenvcnciiaas
MR. 1EOFOLD: For the record, you have to
icterrupting ma becauss sha can't take down [

of up talking ar chs same time. i

Yo bell -LM truth, don't youl

Excusn me?
You tell -' the troth, dom'k you?

whan it's -- pes, | tellitRe tTwth.

Wha'a -dl:uil dealer?

My sister doma ast Bawe & drug dealesr. Sha

Ckay, Wha li the drug dealsr whe deoppad

Counery Escates whors your fathar called the police? i

A
@
A.
@

Falp Besck Police Department and taken te che Juvenile

Be's the drug dealer?
e 15 & drog dealar.

Da you :--—ba.r- wan atrested by tha

Aasessment Center that morning? ) E
i

K.

Q.

I do remsnber that.

Hew bafors you masaaged Epatalm, you wers

\._,J? T

—= B T e
e I HNNEIEEND - R :

o _IBSS Falm Beach Lakes Bivd,, Sulte 500 - West Paim Beach, FL 33408
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Pags 112 1
] imvoluntarily sdmitted imte a juvemile aducabtionsl
2 facilikyy len'r that right?
3 18 Did you say invelantarily?
] a. Vs .
g A. M. T was wiiling to go. I == duly sakd
& Al
T Q. And you Went thers beceuss you waoa lybng
[} so such, no one could contral your isn't chet corsmcE?
L] I That's very incoroect.
10 Q. How you lie Lo your paremis all the Clime,
11 don't yout
12 L INCorTecs .
13 HA. LEOBOLD: Objection, Argussntative,
14 BY MR. TEIN:
1% [+ B Sorry?
16 LE InearEwct .
17 [N The day you went Co Epstein's house you
18 1iéd te your father about whers you were goingy Lsm't
1% that corcsct?
20 LS Correct.
Fal Q. You scmitted o the palics Chat you tald
Frd your father that you were going shopping, didn’L you?
23 M. fon.
1] R Al that was a lie, wasn't LE7
5 A Y.
ot I - - I
o mn 1855 Paim Beach Lakes B, Sibe 500 - West Palm Beach, FL 33401
sor & Associates
e Bl i Trovaovipuioe, e v
Page 115
1 Y MR, TEIE:
] . Okay. HWhes your cownpel Ehat Lo was there
k] was lack of Foundation, you sgees with your counsel,
1 rigaty
g A T was liks sayimg, "Teah, lat'a move on,"
E bacamss UhEEd UES no point Eo msking that guestion.
7 p.  Tour fatker th:w-nut af the BOuse
E] bBacauie she was lying, correct?
4 M. LEDFOLD: Objection. Lack of
1a Tousedatian,
11 Her il vn.- Let me just make the
12 abjecticn.
13 Lack af fessdation, predicsta, calls far
14 spaculation.
15 BY HR. TEIN;
18 Q. Anawer.
17 & I'm ot my sistes. 1 doa'L know,
1B a. 1 wast bo WBoW what you know omly.
15 A I don®t know.
] a You don’t know, That's your amswer?
21 &, Yoa.
| 22 48 Mow your pacsnta filed the poliee Tepect
23 reqardipg Hr. Epatais, righs?
24 L. Yaa.
F] 2. Mow pour parsnts afe also lying, szsn't
e, I - =

HRinm
e 155.Paire Beach Lakes B, Sulte S00.- West Paim Beach, FLI3A0L

sor & Associates
Faparrag sl Trissrignm 3rs
Fage 114
{'j i Qe And bsn'E Lt ceue that yoor fakher has
F4 accuasd you of 1lylng?
3 A A1l e rima.
[l Q. pddn"t your FaCher throw peu out of Bl
5 houss Thanksqiving of this paat year becsuas Yo WeTH
[ lying so much to hin?
T A ¥ms, he did klek m8 suk. Mo, that's sat
-] e rTeascna why.
a 0.  bide't your father throw your mhates -
14 wat ef the hounm, LoGT
11 K. s .
12 Q. Amd he thEew hep out of the houss ks weak
13 aftar Thenkagivirgs, right®
14 A [ dan't know the dabte, but sars.
15 °. Sgunda sbout right?
16 A Sure.
17 0. And the reason hé thrsw her st of the
i8 honsa was because she was lylng, Eest
l 14 Mh. LEOPOLD: oObjectlon, Lack of
! 20 foundation. ©Calls for spesulacion.
21 nY . TREIN:
: 22 [} Whan your coussel coschea yeu, you say it's
.33 corract, EhghtT
I 24 A, T'va mavar been cosched.
., 25 HiL. LE0POLD: Objectiom.
) -

t 06/30/2008 Page 30 of 35
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16
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Page 116
thayT
W Tow.
BR. LEOFOLD: Juat ao tha reoerd L clesr,
the father -- bacsgase the mothar wan up Borts.
HWE. TETH; Don't testify, Counssl.
W LEORILD:  Eo Lhe record i3 clear, jaskt
ths father, The mothbar Wis --
. TEIN: Counsel, don't comch and

cestify, pleass, That's absslotely lepropsc.

MR. LECPILD You just asked the wromg
question.
R, TETH: Yoo can’t coach har That wsy and

you well ksew LE.
MR, LEQPOLD: For the recerd, 1t°s the

rathes. He's remarried, I thisk on his third

marriage,
MR, TEIH: You cansab == Ib's absolutsly,
totally against the rulas smd pow kmow iR

MA. LEOPOLO: The sarural mother lives in

GEnrgis.

MR. TETH: TYou naed Do belave yourself,

lawyme.

MR, The matural mothezr lives in

LEOTOLD:

Georgia, Tne father is haes lemally.

MR, TEIH: Stop coachipng., Step ralkimg.

o —

e — =TT

.. I - o

[ it ]
e cimie =+ -1 655 Palm Boach Lokes Bivd., Sulte 500 - West Paim Beach FLI340L
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Page 117
1 Tou abject. You know the rales.  You just
v Iecrured me sboiut the rules, Counsel. So Wy
q dom't you play by the rulas? Ar enly when they
q [it wou? Why don't you grandstend a 1itEle mace
] now, Give us & flve-miputs apaech, He. Laspald,
i MR, LEOPOLD: Wré you Finished, for the
? record?
[ ] MK, TEIN: 1'm sot calking be you, Do what
L] you want.
10 HE. LEOFODLD: Dom'L s&y anything yet.
11 BY MR, TEIM;
12 Q. - YOUE PAEENLS —
13 WR. LEOPDGD: Meld Lt. Don't say amything
14 pei. Lot ma -
15 BY MR. TEIN:
16 . Your pirents, w&e flled the police report
17 are mlis DEAEs.
18 MA. LEOPSLE: Don't answas Che guestion,
19 We're not going to answer untll T sake the recosd.
20 I wamt Eo put on ihe record, mow Hhal Couasel
21 sppeears to be findabed vith hls comvents far the
22 recerd, Ehat the previsus guostion was
53 inspproprints, was istentiomally minlesding.
24 How yei can ask the gqueation.
25 WY EN. TEIN:

n—
o e 1§ES Palm Beach b, 5000 -,  Baach, FL 33400

& Associates

- ' Bagrrinty i Tnmprdpior, B+ . -

Fage 11%

1 ateal youp lawsuit monsy avay Dros yau?

) fon't look Eo your lewyer for the snmeec.

3 MR. LEOPOLEGI Yoo can answer §f you Know

] the amswer to it, I Bave no ided.

5 THE WITHESH: Yaesh.

[ EY ME. TEIN:

7 [: B and your fothar filed & lawsult, Ehe Firat

B lawsait fex FifRy millisn dallars against Mz, Epatein

4 withoat consaltlng you, correoc?

10 A CoToest .

11 0. and your f[ather had a lawyer [ilu tba fhTSE

12 imwnuit on your behalf for fify million dollsre sgulnst

13 ME, Epatein without pour knowledge, corpact?

14 .Y =514 71499

15 -8 ared you den't TSt your fatkar, do youT

16 A CorTect.

17 @ hnd you believe ho's teylag to menipulate

18 yos Bor his own gals, don't ol

L] K. fSort af.

20 o Well, you kwow Chat your mather fhled a

F stakesant, an affidavit, seying that you dea’t trusk you

12 fathar amd Ehat you balisve ha®s LEylng to manipulace you

a9 for Rl ouwn gain: lan't Ehat correcs?

24 A GorTact.

5 a. You agees with that statesent, don't yoo?

S = =

- Fax. [
N mssmmmm-rmm'*ﬂmmﬂ L

Ph.
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R R L
{7 Pagn 118
1 Q. Your parents, who {ilsd the polics report
2 in this case, arm alse proven liars, sren®t they®
a HE. LECFOLD: Same abjection.
1 BY MR, TEIN:
L3 . Aren't your paceats llara®
[ M. LEOPOLE: Calls for spsculation. Lack
7 of predicsts.
1] HR. TEIK: 3Stop coachisg. You know what
9 that iz, Leopald.
10 MR, LEGFOLD: Calla for speculation. Lack
11 of Foundatian,
_ 12 THE WITHEIS! When you say parsnts, =y sca
{:-j 13 1a mot, but sure, yesh, my dad has besn to jail
14 for Lying.
1% BY HR. TEIW:
16 a. Your dad west to Federal prisce for bwo
17 yuars for lying, cight?
16 K. Corract.
19 a. Bid he tell you it was for & FlRascial
20 frawd?
21 A Vs
22 . a. For stsaling momey [rom some fimancial
3 inatieutian?
24 k. Correct.
[:_')' 25 Q. Bnd do you think your father is trylsg to

P, -
S ._ﬂdﬁgmmm&mmm.ﬂ.!miu_ﬂ.

sor & Associates
Maeriig ard Tumeard v, I
o Page 120
- 1 K. Uh-hub.  Tes.
2 a. Do you trust youe stepmothes®
3 . My stspmotber, no.
F] Q. Yoa Ehink ake's also Saylag o steal your
] Epatein lawsui: money mway from you, dea't poud
& '™ I would like to clacify sesething. You
T keap payleg my Epstein lawsalt money. 1 dom't have any
B maney, and it's just & lawsoit at the eeent. 5o @ juse
L] dan’t Exudt her.
10 0. Olay. TYou think that your stepmathes ia
11 teyleg to take advantsge of this lawsuit te kry ©o geb
i monsy from Me. Epstolm that balonge bo you, elght?
13 A tad.
1 Q- pid your stepmother tell you why sho was
15 arrested?
16 A W
AT B pid your stepmother tell ysa chat sha's
18 aver been aezasted?
18 L' Hao.
20 2. Did she Sall you shs wea arcested for
21 . Praad?
22 K. Bavar.
23 a. 0id she Exll you that she wsa ficed Coom
24 Hawthorme Aviation?
o, 25 LN Ha.
w L — -
. - . I
sG55 Palm Beach Bl Suite 500-- Wessl Paim Beach, FL 33601 —.
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Page 121
1 o. Did abe Eoll you chat ske was [ired Feoa
2 Hawthacne hviaticn fof steslisg?
3 A [
] MH. TEIN: Lat's Leke & hoeak.
i IThereupan, & Teonas Wa3 Caken.|]
6 BY MI. TEIH:
7 Q. --r-m- you met Jeffeay Epstain, had
B you gver had sexusl inteccoures’
L] A Yes, yeah.
10 a. How mafiy timaa®
1l Juast & fes. Twice,
iz Q. With how meny diffevent men?
13 K. Two,
14 [ 8 How old were they?
15 LB _ balng cne yaar oldss thas me,
16 and than the other PECSOn Wed Led years elder than .
17 Q- What was his name?
149 Q. Mow @ld ware you when you First had ssxual
0 intercoucsa?
1 A T
22 Q. Neni wany —- bafors you met Epatedn, haw
23 many diffarant mon had you had amy Lype of amiual
24 meelvity with?
25 A Juat those two.
P, Pt 17m |
~==1&55 Faim Beach " 200 ~ Pam Beach RLA300___ . ;
sor & Associates
Hasaring g Tiame s, S5 '

W m = o W e

[
[T T T - ]

16
17
18
18
20
21
22
13
Fi
5

Fage 123 |

laser color copled 5o that wé have & copy, amd I'm
spaunisg KE'll get & copy to the court repartes:
bos, to sEtach, sotwally @ certifded copy te the
depoaltian,

HWF, GOLOBERGER: Cond.

WR. LEDFOLD: That's if you agres ©o bthak.
11 not, then I wamt to pull sach ore out and putT
sxhibit labels on them, which we should do bafarn
e leave. )

R, COLDSERSEK: We're SOT going o do
either. I'L1 hawve coplés sent to the coart
ruparter and abe con attach them Eo the
depsaition.

MR, lE0RoLi: Bo peu'Ee Kok going Eo agEes
to what we talked ibsut dering the break tham.

HA. GOLODAEROER: 1'm mob quite sace what

your askimg mm Eo do. Tat == finish,

MB. LEOPOLD: Okay, Burve, Thar's [ine,
Theay .
go owar to Ha, _pul.:- ad make coples

and then 1'11 glve thoas o he oourt rapacber,

Wi, GOLDBERGERI I[f you wmnt me Do

fine. ALl T'm sapieg I8 that 1 would swaid that

f weuld pend coples bo the ecsurk

pECDEES.
raporter. Bwt Lf it will make you happies ==
MR, LEOPOLD: 1°m mOGR

=

 —
1655 Palm Basch 500 - West Faim Beach, FL33AM

ey
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r& Associates

Hrpardug and Tameris =, Wi
Page 132

i d. Aee yoi ssying you paver kiaaed & man other
2 than thoss Lol

3 MR, LEOROLD: Objection to the fopm of the
4 question.

] THE WITHESS: Yas, I had kissed pecple

& befoTe.

T AT HER. TELH:

B @ Befors you mel Epstein, had you ewer haed

L] eral sex?

=] K. Ha,

11 @- Ever in your 1lfe, have you suchanged sex
12 for scssthing of valua?

13 L Ma.

id MR, TEIHI We're done.

1% THE WITHE3SS: G, =hay.
16 HA. 1ECPCAD:  Wet LI read.
17 M, “ I dem't Bawa any
1B pesscions. Thamk you.
13 S, LEOPOLO: Befors we go off cho recoed,
n it's my aiderstanding -=- Hr, Goldbarger cam
21 eorpect the secepd -- but we have stipulated thak
27 colas coples of the documents Ehaf uwere LM!.!J.I;
23 for lesneificstion castainly will be avtacked Co
-l tha deposition and counsal will be taking the

2% photsJrEpha aczoid sTrest o that they caa be

7 T
= = = 1655 Palm Beach 00 PLYBSO .

sor & Associates

Bapmrinig wd Transrrie, B0

roge 134

MR, GOLODDERGER: let s flRinh.

2 MR, LEGROLD: 1'@ ot [ntarrupilmg now.
3 HA. GOLDBEROER; Mol £F it wlll make you
i happlaz Lf I go over te Ms “HHH
L] abd maks & copy of thoas phelos fhat wace part of |
6 this depesition and ehen 1°01 giwe thes to the
7 pourt reporter, I'1l be higgy te d= it.
] Wi, LEGPULE: I trust you Implicitly.
g housver you with to de it. Bowewer, the
i docusents, before thay lesve this room, raad La
il hawe ap sxhiblt stlcky oa them with tha
11 appEspriste ==
13 MR, COLOKERGDN: Hank to go get soma? W
14 diom "L hlve amy.
15 Mo, LEGPOLD: § will do Ehat. Ewcuss ma.
16 L&t me Timish the record, pleass, Yeoa ean't do
17 that to ihe cour® FEporter. She's going to atroke
18 gut. Yow Ean't do that., You bawe to let me -~
1% MR. TEIN: Flaigh your sextsnce. Ted. Tou
20 are thw meat long-windsd lawyer ]'ve @ver seem in
21 my lifte, Finlsh yoar senptence.
22 Mn. LEOPOLD: Jack, tell him not to raise
23 his volce, please.
I M. TETH; Finisk your santemce. Ia thafe
5% going to ba a pariod st the end of Ele semtsnce o

-
e 1655 Paln Beach 500 - et P Beach, FLI3401

EFTA00185277
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sor & Associates
Rapwiieg st Trasmaphon. L
.r--:l Page 12% k
- 1 is it just going Lo be comsa &fter oomma after
2 w7
3 o ahmad, lawyer,
q W8, LEOPOLD: ALL right. The eshinica, 1
5 can't prevant you [ros sa¥ing them, but 1 will
[ chject afd 1 will ke Bringleg It ts the courk fof
T sehotloms. You cannot take the eshibits out of
-] the resm without Lham being marked. 1 want ches
] marked, bscsuse you casnet identify la the vecord
1] what was waed., And with all dus pespact T2
1L Hr, Goldbsgger, T do =el -— the day Thin
12 depogltion s going, T &0 met wank = ealy on
D 13 Counasl from Miaml to mark tha appropriate
14 sxhibibs. I wlll pet &5 that, 1 cassck prevast
15 you from taking them. Bt i you do, 1 <E11 b
16 bringing the matter oo the court wlth sppropriste
17 sametions, Bacauss thet is impropsr. That lo
| 18 imprapes. Wnes you ose smnthleg (noa deposition,
| 15 they mre té be marked. And you have refused to do
0 thit Throsghoot Lof what evesr Dedsdn.
| 21 R, TETH: You're wrong. FPisish your
| 23 sentanos heckuse you'rs talklmp sbout sosathing
f FE| you have no ddes.
| 24 Evecy single sos L3 marked. Tad. Ewery
I{_} 5 single one ia alreeady macksd. But you wast 1o
i
I

sor & Associates

- R e

O W o®m o o W

i
11
12
.Sl 13
14
15
16
17
18
1%
20
21
Fir
k|
4
Fa

Kapaniing ooi Semisedmia, s -
Page 137 ]
finish, ¥ou bahave, i
MR, LEORGLD: Don't peint your fingec at 1
,
MR, TEIN: Listan, Be gaiet amd 1 won't

have & need Lo poinC 1T at you.

MR. LEOPDLO: Daon't podnt your finger at —
e, Leopold -
pan't point your [Enger at

MR, TEIN:
MA. LEOFOLD:

HR, TETH: He. Leopald, let me Linish.

WA, LEOPOLD: Don't ralss your waloe

MA. TEIW: Bz, Leopeld -=-

WA, LEGFOLD: Jeck, da you wank ko Eake

care of thia?
E. TEIN: Let m= Cinleh sy senlanoe. The

sxhiblts sre marked, We ace walking out of here

You aTe somsces Who mlarepresants the
record, It is abaclately abrecices what you do-
That is not how a Lewysr should behaws. This

depasition in over. fYou will geb yeur mxhikita,

Mr. Leopold.

MR, GOLOBERGER: 1 cedarstand what ypoa'rs

saying, Hichasl, and 1 understand Ted"s ponitica,

Juat s thore's — we'pe going o have loke

L =

S O,
e 1655 Palm. ., ouibe 500 - Wast . FL 33400
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Page 126
grgee sbout everyihing., Ever single one is
alpendy marked, fsn't that ailly, Ted?
MR, SOLOBEBGER: Thirty yeara of doing this
and 1 hawe never had an “qu.ﬂ-ﬂ:'t aver thias.

WR. TEIW| TVou'va Bade -- Ted, you ame
shatructioniak, you sre a llar. Tou have lied amd

misreprasifted things, for the recsed. You aze
grahdstanding.
MR. LEOEDLD: You nesd to Bck @p.

HR. TETH: Ha, no. I'®m geieg ts Linksh.

HR, LECPOLD: You can fislsh, bat den" T
hovar ovar B,

HR, TEIH: Mo one li howerisg ower Fou.
Stop trylng o maka & lyleg recand.

Lot ma say somsthlog &lee,

Pon't you dare threaten ss with sancklong,
after you Lied in o léteer to =y po—coumsal abaut
i Ewit — ba guist. Be guist and let =e finieh.
You 1ied in & leitas TO my co-coundsl.

Be. Leopold, in which you sald == 113 was a
complate and utter lis -= that you weTs
unavellable chis morning becawss you Bad &
haaring. That was & lie, I have maves Jsan &
lawysr daign te da soeething ik chat.

5o you will get the ex —- be qualar. Lat ma

P, - Fa,
e e 1655, Pk Beach Lo 500 - Wesk Paim ceach, FL 33401

or & Associates
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Fage L2&
af issusw in this case. Be'ge gaing E6 heve lota
af raasons e dissgres.

T'm going ©b bake 1t over ses and I'm gaing
o make ooples amd T'm golmg co give them to
Me. Conmor. [f you want to go Elnd some exhibit
lalels avd put aome exhiblt labels on iz, be @y
qasnt. Tut that®s what I'm offscing ko 0.
THE WITHESS: Lat =& say tvo things,
becasis [ a3 happy to slways disagres, and with
yoou, [ have no problem; we could always do it
profesalenally, 1 have not probles.

1 wamt Eo say Dss chings so the recard bs
wary clear.

Fince for whatever resscn 1 have not baan
able Lo leok st sshibits, becsuss they hive beek
refaped to hove besn shown to e --

HE. TEIN: That's & lle.
R, LEOBOLDI == Jack, Ef you represant
thal the documsnts Bawe Che appropriate exhibab
sambers oF some (dentifying markings, 3%, 30.000,

whatever thoy may be, then yoa can Take thes, maks

copims, sand me & copy, maks sure the osuct
reporter gets 4 copy and ches sesd ma a bill {1

my copies, that®s fins. I dida*t kEnRaw Lhat they

sre macked That way becausa I haven't been able Lo

(J

-

Ph, 0905 - Fam,
L 1mmmmmm P Beach, FL 33901
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. 1 Reppibeg mid Trdhssjmom. e . . ) “:‘h.‘
{d'j Page 12% (I'*I page 110
- 1 look at Lbew. 5, . _
2 W2, GOLOBERGER: They sre barcoded, and Lha ) L imeosde Wou ma, B E jusk gt 1E 08 .
’ euvmar: thar. weve wedke reSLEinan bo [ 108 i the zepsrd, © will get an affidswvit -= 1'm
L] depoaitlsa eoimcidna with the barcoding. . snsuming it sounds Like you need it — frem K.
’ WAL LERGLD: That's fine. ELant by eleven 5 pincus, I haws no cliss about whst happened and l
¢ milor Bame adplan are (. 1 why it was cancaled. K11 1 was esld whon T wds
’ WA ELCHLAVER] The Stave Atesneys ffiee ? sut of bows yesrarday was thak the hearing this
-] is nat golng to chicge anybesly fas colos coples I 8 nsnlag uas camcalled.
] prink out. § MR, COLDBERGER: I'll tmke your word [SF
La HA. LEOPOLD: That's fime. He's golng ta - "
1l Eaka tham bDack te his affles. 11 M. LEQPOLO: IE you want an affldawit.
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1 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA
2 WEST PALM BEACH DIVISIOHN
3 CASE NO. 08-B0119-CIV-MAREA
4 | WEST PALM BEACH, FLORIDA
JANE DOE, et al., I
5 I
Plaintiffs, | JUNE 12, 2009
6 I
" Vs, |
7
JEFFREY EPSTEIN, I
8 I
Defendant. |
9 - ®
10
TRANSCRIPT OF MOTION HEARING
11 BEFOEE THE HONORABLE KENNETH A. MARRA,
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
12
“APPEHRHNCES:
13
FOR THE PLAINTIFFS: ADAM D. HOEOWITZ, ESOQ.
14 Mermelstein & Horowitsz
18205 Biscayne Boulevard If
15 Miami, FL 33160 305.831.2200
For Jane Doe
16
BRADLEY J. EDWARDS, ESQ.
17 Rothstein Rosenfeldt Adler
401 East Las 0las Boulevard
18 Fort Lauderdale, FL 33301
Jane Doe 3, 4, 5, &, 7
19 954 ,522.3456
20 1sipro M. . Eso.
B c1kins Boehringer I
21 224 Datura Avenue
West Palm Beach, FL 33401
22 Jane DOE II ]
23 RICHARD H. WILLITS, ESO.
2290 10th Avenue North
24 Lake Worth, FL 2323461
For C.M.A. ]
25
GOVERNMENT
EXHIBIT
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FEOBERT C. JOSEFSBERG, ESQ.
Podhurst Orseck Josefsberg

25 West Flagler Street

Miami, FL 33130

For Jane Doe 101 305.358.2800
(Via telephone)

EKATHERINE W. EZELL, ESQ.
Podhurst Orseck Josefsberg

25 West Flagler Street

Miami, FL 33130

For Jane Doe 101 305.358.2800
ROBERT D. CRITTON, JR., ESQ.
MICHAEL BUEMAN, ESQ.

Burman Critton, etc.

515 North Flagler Street

West Palm Beach, FL 33401

JACK A. GOLDBERGER, ESQ.
Atterbury Goldberger Weiss
250 Australian Avenue South
West Palm Beach, FL 33401

I
Ay D, SO

Assistant U.5,. Attorney
500 East Broward Boulevard
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33394

For U.S.A. ]

MARTIN G. WEINBERG, ES3Q.

20 Park Plaza

Boston MA 02116

(Via telephone) 617.227.3700
JAY LEFEOWITZ, ESQ.

(Via telephone)

LARRY HERR, RPR-RMR-FCRR-AE

Official United States Court Reporter
Federally Certified Realtime Reporter
400 North Miami Avenue, Room 8N09

Miami, FL 33128 305.523.5290
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25

THE COURT:

cCases.

May I hawe counsel state their appearances?
ME. HOROWITZ: Adam Horowitz, counsel for plaintiffs

Jane 2 through Jane Doe 7.

THE COURT:

MER. EDWARDS:

Doe .

THE COURT:

vR. -

Jane Doe II.

T

THE COURT:

ME. WILLITS:

Entered on FLSD Docket 06/24/2009 Page 3 of 51 3

We are here in the wvarious Doe vs. Epstein

Good morning.

Brad Edwards, counsel for plaintiff Jane

Good morning.

Good morning, Your Honor. Sid | for

Good morning.

Good morning, Your Honor. Richard

Willits, here on behalf of the plaintiff C.M.A..

THE COORT:

MS. EZELL:

Ezell from Podhurst Orseck, here with Amy Adderly and Susan

Bennett, and I believe my partner, Bob Josefsberg, is going to

appear by telephone.

THE COURT:

MR. JOSEFSBERG: I am, Your Honor.

THE COURT:

MER. JOSEFSBERG: Good morning.

THE COURT:

stated their appearances? Okay.

Good morning.

Good morning, Your Honor. I'm Katherine

Mr. Josefsberg, are you there?

Good morning.

211 right. Do we have all the plaintiffs

TOTAL ACCESS COURTROOM NETWORK REALTIME TRANSCRIPTION
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25

Defense?

MR. CRITTOM: Your Honor, Robert Critton on behalf of
Mr. Epstein, and my partner, Michael Burman.

THE COURT: Good morning.

MR. GOLDBERGER: Good morning, Your Honor. Jack
Goldberger on behalf of Mr. Epstein.

THE COURT: I see we have some representatives from

the United States Attorney's Office here.

Ms. : Good morning, Your Honor. Ann [
B icr the U.S. Attorney's office.

THE COURT: Good morning.

Who else do we have on the phone?

ME. CRITTON: Your Honor, we have two members of the
defense team are on the phone, also.

THE COURT: Who do we have on the phone?

MR, WEINBERG: Martin Weinberg. Good morning, Your
Honor.

MER. LEFKOWITZ: Jay Lefkowitz. Good morning, Your
Honor.

THE COURT: Good morning.

I scheduled this hearing for very limited issues

which, as you all know, there's been a motion by Mr. Epstein to

stay the civil proceedings against him. The one issue I have
concern about is Mr., Epstein's contention or assertion that by

defending against the allegations in the civil proceedings, he

TOTAL ACCESS COURTROOM NETWORK REALTIME TRANSCRIPTION
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Case 9:08-cv-80119-KAM  Document 180  Entered on FLSD Docket 06/24/2009 Page 50of51 5
1|| may expose himself to an allegation by the United States in the
2l non-prosecution agreement that he's wviclated that agreement and
3| therefore would subject himself to potential federal charges.
4 I had asked for some briefing on this. I asked the
5| United States to present its position to me. And I receiwved
6| the Government's written response, which I frankly didn't find
7| very helpful. And I still am not sure I understand what the
B Government's position is on it.

9 50 first let me hear from Mr. Epstein's attorneys as

10| to what do you believe the concern is. I don't believe the

11 | non-prosecuticn agreement has ever been filed in this Court; am

12| I correct?

13 MR. CRITTON: To my knowledge, Your Honor, it has not.
14 THE COURT: So I don't believe I've ever seen the

15| entire agreement. I'we seen portions of it.

16 MR. EDWARDS: Your Honor, I believe that it was filed

17| under Jane Doe 1 and 2 ws. United States of America, case under

18 || seal in your court.

19 THE COURT: Okay.
20 MR. EDWARDS: In a separate case.
21 THE COURT: 1In that case, ckay. Was it actually filed

22| in that case?
23 ME. EDWARDS: I filed it under seal.
24 THE COURT: In any event, what's Mr. Epstein's concern

25| about if you defend the civil actions, you're going to expose

TOTAL ACCESS COURTROOM NETWORK REALTIME TRANSCRIPTION
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h

1} yourself to a claim for a breach by the United States of the

2| non-prosecution agreement?

3 ME. CRITTON: FRobert Critton.

4 Your Honor, our position on this case is, 1'd say is

5] somewhat different. When this issue originally came before the

6] Court, as you are aware prior to my firm's involvement in the

7| case, there was a motion filed on behalf of Mr. Epstein seeking
Bl a stay. BAnd I think it was in Jane Doe 102 and then

9 subsequently Jane Doe 2 through 5 because all of those cases

10| were filed on or abeout the same time.

11 And at that time the Court locked at the issue and it
12| was based upon a statutory provision at that time. And the

13| Court said I don't find that it's applicable, or for whatever

14| reascn I think the Court said I don't consider that to be a

15| pending proceeding or a proceeding at that particular time.

16 In that same order, which was in Jane Doe 2, I

17| believe it's =-- not I believe, I know it's docket entry 33, the
18 | Court also went on to talk about at that particular point in

18 time dealt with the issue of the discretionary stay.

20 And the Court said at that time, I'm paraphrasing, but

21§ the Court also does not believe a discretionary stay is

22 || warranted. And what the Court went on to say is that if
23 || defendant does not breach the agreement, then he should have no
24 || concerns regarding his Fifth Amendment right against

25 self-incrimination.

TOTAL ACCESS COURTROOM NETWORK REALTIME TRANSCRIPTION
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1I The fact that the U.5. Attorney or other law

2| enforcement officials may object to some discovery in these

3I civil cases is not in and of itself a reason to stay the ciwil
4l litigation, so that any such issue shall be resolved as they

5| arise in the course of the litigation.

6 And I would respectfully submit to the Court that the
7l position that the Government has taken in its most recent

Bl filings changes the playing field dramatically. Because what
9§ the Government in essence has said as distinct from the U.S.
10| saying is, well, we object to some discovery, or we may object
11| to some discovery in the civil cases.

12 What they have, in essence, said is if you take some

13| action, Mr. Epstein, that we believe unilaterally, and this is

14| on pages 13 and 14 of their pleading or of their response memo

15| te the Court's inguiry, they say if Mr. Epstein breaches the

16 || agreement. They said it's basically like a contract, and if

17| one side bhreaches, the other side can sue.

18 In this instance what the Government will do is if we

19| believe that Mr. Epstein has breached the agreement, we'll

20| indict him. We will indict him. And his remedy under that

21| circumstance, which is an incredible and catastrophic catch 22

22| is, we'll indict him and then he can move to dismiss. That's a
23 || great option.

24 In this particular instance my mandate in defending --

251 and that's a dramatic change in the Government's position,

TOTAL ACCESS COURTROOM NETWORK REALTIME TRANSCRIPTION
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1|| because the Government is not saying, and the Court was pretty
2|l specific in what you asked the Government for in its response
3l is, in essence, and it's the same guestion in a more limited
4|l fashion you're posing today is whether Mr. Epstein's defense of
5| the civil acticen wiclates the NPA agreement, the
6 || non-prosecution agreement, between the U.5. and Mr. Epstein.

7 And the Government refuses to answer that guestion.

8| They won't come out and say, yes, it will, or no, it won't.

9| what they're doing is they want to sit on the sideline, and as
10| their papers suggest is, they want us te lay in wait and that
11| if, in fact, they believe he violates a provision of the NPA as

12| it relates to the defense of this case or these multitude of

13| cases, then they can come in and indict him == no notice, no

14| opportunity to cure.

15 We don't think that's what the NPA says, but that's

16 | certainly what their papers say. We'll indict him, no notice,

17| no opportunity to cure. We will indict him, and his remedy

18 | under that circumstance is that he can move to dismiss the

15| indictment.

20 Well, that's great except Mr. Epstein, his mandate to

21| me and I know his mandate to his criminal lawyers, is: Make

22| certain I don't do anything, in particular in these civil cases
23| that would in any way suggest that I am in willful wiclation of
24 1 the NPA.

25 Mow, in the Court's prior ruling in the docket entry
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1I 33, certainly some aspects of the NPA are within Mr. Epstein's
2| control. There's no gquestion about that. But aspects that
3| relate to the defense of these cases, either in terms of the
4| civil lawyers who are defending these, I think there's 12 or 13
5| pending cases in front of you, there's another four cases in
6) the state court, is the risk is substantial, it's real, and it
7| presents a chilling effect for the civil lawyers in moving
Bfl forward to determine whether or not we're taking some action
8 that in some way may be a wiolation of the HNPA.

10 And the Government's, again, refusal or non-position

11| with regard to past acts that have been taken in the civil case

12| with regard to the defense or future acts that we may take with
13| regard to these contested litigation casts an extraordinary

14 cloud of doubt and uncertainty and fear that the defense of

15| these cases could Jjecpardize Mr. Epstein and put him in the

16| irreparable position of wviclating the NPFA and then subseguently
17 || being indicted.

18 In this particular instance, again, Mr. Epstein has no
19| intention of willfully wiclating the NPA, but it's of great

20| concern to him. And I'd say with the position that the

21| Government has taken, no notice, no cure period, no opportunity
22|l to discuss. BAgain, we think that's not what the HNPA provides,
23| it's not what the deal was between the two contracting parties,
24 the United States and Mr. Epstein. But that's clearly what

25| their papers say under the circumstances, and it would create

TOTAL ACCESS COURTROOM NETWORK REALTIME TRANSCRIPTION
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1) this irreparable harm to Mr. Epstein under the circumstances.
2 In essence, we're left with a catch 22 in defending
il the civil cases. We have a mandate to take no action, to take
4| any action which may be deemed to be a wiclation of the HNPA,
5| either in the past or in the future, which would in any way

6B risk Mr. Epstein being indicted by the United States.

7 He has the clear risk of an indictment based upon the

B || papers that the Government filed. It's real, it's not remote,

9l and it's not speculative. It chills the action of the defense
10| in this instance of both Mr. Epstein and his attorneys in

11| trying to defend these cases and decide under the circumstances
12 || can we do this, can we take this position with regard to

13|| depositions, can we take this legal position with regard to

14 | motions te dismiss, with regard to responses, with regard to
15| replies?

16 And we send out paper discovery. Is this in some way
17) if we contact someone who may be an associate of these

18| individuals as part of our investigation, 1is that potentially
19} in any way a wvioclation of the NPA? Again, we don't think so.
20 And, obviously, again, my direction has been from my
21| client: Don't take any action that would result in me being
221 indicted under the NPA. Well, that's great. But, generally,
23| civil lawyers or ciwvil lawyers in defending a personal injury
24 | case or a tort case, which is exactly what these are, and from

25| a practical standpoint, we use wvarious tools to do discovery.
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1| They're standard. They're specific. They're very temporary.
2 Very typical.
3 But in this instance, as the Court knows, things are

4| not typical with regard to this case in any way, shape or form.

5| We can't even serve subpoenaes, there's objections and there's

6] -- we can't even serve objections to third parties so we can

7| cbtain documents unless we have to filter it through the

Bl| plaintiffs' attorneys. They won't allow us to use their

9l clients' names, even in a subpoena that would never be filed in
10| the court.

11 How do we do a deposition of a third party? We wanted
12 || to take the deposition of Jane Doe 4. Well, who is she? Well,
13|| we can't tell you that. Well, who's the defendant? Well, we
14| can't tell you that because nobody wants anybody to know

15| anything about the case. They want to present it strictly

16| through rose-colored glasses.

17 And in this particular instance, we simply can't

18 || defend this case or take certain action with the spector

19 hanging owver us that, in fact, the Government may deem it to be
20 a violation of the NPA, because very clearly 1in their response
21| papers, they don't say. They say we don't take the position,
22 and then they take a substantial position is we think there's
23 not all that substantial factors that would entitle him to a

24 | stay.

25 Except for the one major issue which the Court posed
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1| in the guestion is, is can he defend these cases? That's what
2| T really want to know. Can he defend these cases and, in
3| essence, what he has done in the past or what his defense team
4 has done in the past and what they're going to do in the
5| future, can you give him, Epstein, assurances that the
6| Government under this situation, whatever he does,; based on
Tl advice of counsel, that that cannot be a willful wviolation of
Bl the WPA, which they can -- they, the U.S5., -- can then turn
91 around and say that's a wviclation of the agreement and,

10| therefore, we're going to go proceed to indict yvou under the
11| circumstances.
12 Our position is, Your Honor, is that the U.5. has now

13| cavalierly suggested that, as they did in picking up on the

14 | court's docket entry or prior order, is, look, compliance with

15| the NPFA is solely up to Mr. Epstein. In this type of balance

16 || of equities, it doesn't speak in favor of a stavy.

17 Well, that's great. &And maybe that was the position
18 || back in '08, on August 5th of '08, when the issue came up in

19| front of the Court with regard to the initial stay.

20 But the Government's papers under these circumstances
21| suggested a very different set of circumstances. Their own

22| unilateral, which is the issue that we argued in the motion for
23| stay, is that the Government's position is that we can

24| unilaterally indiect this man if we think he's breached the NPA.

25 We don't think that's right, but we have no buffer
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1| between us and the Government. They'll say, and as the Court
2| knows, the Government has substantial power. The Government
3l does what it wants. Most of the time hopefully they're right.

4| Sometimes they make mistakes.

5 But in this particular instance, my client has rights.

6] We think that there's notice provisions, we think there's cure

71 provisions under thé NPA. That's not what their paper says

8| under the circumstances.

9 And what we'd like to knew from the Government, and

10 | maybe the answer is basically what the Court asks is, let the
11 | Government come forward today and say, based on the knowledge
12 || that we have, or as of today's date, June 12th, 2009, we, the
13 || Government, agree that there is no set of circumstances, not

14| that we're not aware of, but as of today's date, there is

15|| nothing that exists that would be a vioclation of the NPA.

16 THE COURT: Well, that's way beyond what I'm

17| interested in. I don't know what Mr. Epstein may have done

18] outside the context of defending this case that may constitute
19y a vioclation. And if he has done something ocutside the context
20 of defending this case that's a violation, I don't care.

21 That's between the United States and Mr. Epstein.

22 I'm only concerned about whether anything he does in
23| defending these ciwvil actions is going to be a viclation of the
24 || non-prosecution agreement. If he has done something else, it's

25| none of my business, and I don't care, and I'm not going to
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1| even ask the Government to give you an assurance that he hasn't
2| done anything that might have wvioclated the agreement up till
3] teday. I'm only interested in defending these civil actions.

4 MR. CRITTON: Then I would respectfully submit to the

5| Court that the Government be asked in that limited context, are
6f| they as of today, whether there were or not, but as of today is
7l there anything that has been done or will you take the

Bl position, the United States, that any position that Mr. Epstein
9 has taken with regard to defending these civil cases is in any
10| way a violation of the NPA?

11 THE COURT: Well, I'm not sure what they're going to
12 || say, but that might -- that cures the problem up to this point.
13| But then we have to deal with what's geoing to happen from here
14| on in. And that's another issue that we hawve to deal with.

15 So I understand your position,

16 But has anyone suggested to you on behalf of the

17| United States that there is something that vou've done in

18 || defending this case that they believe may or could be construed
19 as a violation of the non-prosecution agreement? Has anyone

20| pointed to anything that you'wve done? For example, the fact

21 that you've wanted to take their -- I don't know if you've

22 || noticed depositions or not in this case, but if you'wve sent

23| notice of taking deposition, if you sent requests for

24 production of deocuments, if you sent interrogatories, if you

25) issued third party subpoenas? Is anything you'wve done thus far
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1§ in the context of this case been brought to your attentiocn as a
2| potential wviolation?

3 MR. CRITTCN: I have received no notification ner am I
4| aware that we've received any notification of any action that

50 we have taken today. As I suggested to the Court, I don't know
6] when they've done or not. And in their papers they suggested,
70 well, we don't know everything that's gone on in the civil

B litigation.

g9 But from a practical standpeoint, it was a number of

10 | comments that were made in their papers is, we can indict, we

11| can see if there's a breach.

12 Judge, I may have some --

13 THE COURT: Before you go on.

14 MR. CRITTON: I'm sorry.

15 THE COURT: You've focused a great deal on the

16| Government's response to my inquiry as supporting your position
17| that you're in jecpardy. But you've made the suggestion, even
18| before this brief was filed, that defending the case was going
19| to potentially result in an assertion or allegation that you

20| breached the non-prosecution agreement.

21 S0 what was it that caused you to make that initial

22 || assertion? Because that's what caught my attention, was not --
23|| this brief that the Government has filed was in response to

24 | something that you filed initially in your most recent motion

25| for a stay which raised the issue.
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1 So what was it that gave you some concern to even
2| raise the issue that defending this case is going to constitute
3] a breach?
4 MR. CRITTON: Because there are other instances where
5| counsel other than myself, not in the civil aspects, where
6| allegations have been made and letters have been sent by the
7|l United States suggesting that there's been a wvioclation of the
gl NPA. And under those circumstances, some notification was
91 provided.
10 THE COURT: Did it have anything te do with defending
11| the civil actions?
12 MR. CRITTON: It did not.
13 THE COURT: Sc then why was that issue raised by you
14 in the first instance?
15 MR. CRITTON: Because of the prospect that the
16| defendant could take, that the U.5. would take the position
17 | under the circumstances that a position that we took with
18| regard to the contested litigation may well impact, that the
15| Government may have a very different wview of what the
20| interpretation of the agreement is.
21 And as an example is a number of the parties, and I
22| know the Court doesn't want to get into a discussion, the issue
23| is, is under 2255 is that from the defendant's perspective the
24| deal that was cut on that, it was a wvery specific deal. It

25| dealt with both consensual and contested litigation. It dealt
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1| with a secret list of individuals who we had no idea who was on
2] the list, and a commitment that he would under certain
3| circumstances be reguired to pay a minimum amount of damages,
4| which our position is under 2255 based upon the statute that
5f was in effect at the time, a $50,000 as to anyone who wanted --
6] who came forward who was on the list and met certain criteria.

7 The position that now has been asserted by a number of

B8 the plaintiffs under the circumstances, and it's been pled, and

9 actually a number of the complainants is, is Epstein agreed,

10| and they cite to a letter that was sent by Ms. | fzom
11§ the Government, that says he has to plead guilty or he can't

12 | contest liability. That may be true under very, very limited
13 || or specific circumstances.

14 But what the plaintiffs have done in a number of the
15| cases, and these are pending motions, is they'wve said is, well,
16| we think C.M.A. cases is a good example, they'wve pled 30

17 || separate counts of 2255 alleged violations. And they're saying
18 | under the circumstances is, therefore, we have 2255 viclations,
19| there's 30 of them, so 30 times 150, or should be, or whether
200 it's 150, that's the amount of money that we want, so maybe 515
21| million, or whatever the number is. |

22 Some of the other plaintiffs' lawyers have been even
23| more creative. They've said is, well, we'll agree that it's

24| only one cause of action but that each number of wvioclations;

25| that is, if 20 alleged incidents occurred, that we would
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1| consider to be, or that we will argue are violations, then we

2) can take 20 times the 50, or the 150, depending on which

3| statute is applicable.

B Sco the Government under that set ¢f circumstance could
5| say, and, again, this is one of the reasons that we raised it,
6| they could say, look, our deal with you was that you couldn't

7| contest liability, that you were waiving liability, or your

8 ability to contest an enumerated offense under 2255,

9 Again, part of the deal was as to an enumerated

10| offense. Okay. Well, what's that mean? What did he plead to?
11| well, he really didn't plead to anything, which is anocther

12 | issue associated with the 2255. But if the Government comes in

13 and says, no, wait a minute, our position was, is that you're

14 || stuck with 2255 and the language within the NPA. And,
15| therefore, whether it's an offense or whether it's multiple
16 || offenses or violations or each one represents an individual

17| cause of action, if the Government takes the position that's

18 || adverse to what we think the clear reading of the agreement was

19| under those circumstances, they could claim a wvioclation.

20 And as a result -- and that's one of the reasons we
21 || put -- that was the most glaring one to us, so we raised that
22 || issue. And then when the Government's response came with

23 || regard to, is we can just proceed to indict if we think that
24 || there's been a breach of the agreement.

25 That puts us at substantial risk and chills our
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1 ability to move forward. Thank you, Your Honor.

2 THE COURT: Thank you. Who wants to be heard from the

3f| plaintiffs first?

4 Is there any plaintiff's attorney who is contending

5| that the defense of these civil actions by Mr. Epstein is going
6|| to constitute a breach of the non-prosecution agreement?

7 ME. JOSEFSBERG: Your Honor, this is Bob Josefsberg.

gl May I speak?

9 THE COURT: Yes, sir.

10 MR. JOSEFSBERG: We're not guite confident that any

11| breaches of any agreement, which were third-party

12| beneficiaries, should be resolwed by you. We're not saying it

13| shouldn't. But we have not raised any breach of agreement. We
14§ think that is between the United States and Mr. Epstein.

15 What I find incredulous and disingenuous is that

16| Mr. Epstein is saying that he wants a stay because he may be

17| forced into taking actions in the defense of this case that

18| would violate the agreement.

19 And let me make our position clear on that. If he

20| wants to move to take depositions, interrogatories, production,
21| and they are according to your rulings appropriate, not

22| invasive of the privacy of someone, and they are relevant, then
23| T don't know how those could in any way be wviclations of the

24 | agreement.

25 What I find hypocritical is that there are two parts
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1 to the agreement that I am a beneficiary of. One of them is

2) that he has agreed that on any action brought in the 2255, he
3| will admit to liability.

] And I received on May 26 a motion to dismiss, which

5) we're prepared to respond to and disagree with, but totally

6 contesting liability, saying that the statute doesn't apply

7| because the girls are no longer minors and saying, and this is
8ll the great one, saying that the predicate of the conviction

81 under 2255 has not been satisfied.

10 Mow, the understanding that I have is the agreement
11| between the Government and Mr. Epstein was that the Government
12 | desired to see these victims made whole, and wanted them teo be
13| in the same position as if Mr. Epstein had been prosecuted and
14 | pled or convicted. &nd they would be able to have the
15| predicate of that criminal conviction, which just as a matter
l6fl of liability would just be introduced as proof that he's done
17| this.

18 They, under the agreement, are supposed to admit to
19 liability on limited something that's under 2255. He has
20 filed, but since there is no conviction, there can be no civil
21| suit under 2255, with which we disagree. But it is totally in
22| opposite of the NPA.
23 The second part is there are many young ladies, and
24 this perhaps he can use this to his great advantage, who are

25 humiliated about this entire situation. Some of them won't
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1§ come forward.
2 We were appointed by Judge Davis as a Special Master
3l to represent these young ladies. And some of them don't even
4 want to file suit. They don't even want to be known as Jane
54 Doe 103. They don't want any of the risks for these motions
6 that are pending.
7 And part of the agreement was that if we represented
8) them and they settle, Mr. Epstein would pay our fees. And he
98 has written us as of yesterday that he is under no obligation
10| to pay our fees on settling cases.
11 Wow, those two matters, I believe, may be breaches.
12 | But I am not asking this Court at this time to do anything
13| about them. Nor am I telling the Government, I'm not running
14| to the Government and saying indict him because I want you to
15} pressure him to do what he agreed to.
16 I'm a third-party beneficiary for that agreement, and
17 I may move to enforce certain parts of it. But as far as the
18| issue of staying the litigation, that is the exact opposite of
19| the intent and the letter of the NPA. The purpese of the NFA

20| was so that these 34 young ladies, these victims who have been

21|l severely traumatized, may move on with their lives.

22 And to stay this action would be the exact opposite of
23| the purpose of that agreement and would be horrible

24 || psychologically for all of my clients.

25 THE COURT: Mr. Josefsberg, I understand your
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1|| position. BAnd I don't want to argue the merits of whether a
2| stay should or should not ke granted.
3 I'm just trying to understand what the ground rules
4| are going to be if I grant a stay or if I deny a stay. A&nd
5| I've already denied a stay once. I have to decide this current
6 motion, and I just want to know what is going to happen if I
7| deny the stay in terms of Mr. Epstein's exposure under the
B | non-prosecution agreement. That's my concern.
9 So if you're telling me that you're not going te urge
10} the United States, on behalf of any of your clients, to take

11| the peosition that he's breached the agreement because he's

12| taking depositions, because he's pursuing discovery, because

13| he's conducting investigations that anyone in any other type of
14| ciwvil litigation might conduct with respect to plaintiffs that
15| are pursuing claims against a defendant, that those typical

16| types of actions, in your judgment, are not breaches of the

17| agreement and that he can go forward and defend the case as any
18 | other defendant could defend, and you're not going to run to

19| the United States and say, hey, he's breaching the agreement by
20| taking depositions and he's breaching the agreement by issuing
21| subpoenas to third parties in order to gather information

22l necessary to defend, then I don't have a problem. But if he's
23| going to be accused of breaching the agreement because he sends
24 | out a notice of deposition of one of your clients, how is he

25| supposed to defend the case?
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1 MR. JOSEFSBERG: Your Honor, you're totally correct,
2l He can depose my client. That's not a problem. But the
3| problem is that these are not typical clients and this is not a
4 typical case. He has written in his pleadings that he wants to
5| publish the names of these girls in the newspapers so that
6| other pecople may come forward to discuss their sexual il
71| activities with these different plaintiffs. That's not your
Bl typical case. But are rulings that you'll make in this case,
9) and they're not part of the NPA.
10 As far as my going to the Government is concerned, I
11 find it wvery uncomfortable for me to use the Government to try
12| to pursue my financial interest in litigation. And I know that
13| Mr. Epstein and his counsel will make much ado about it. So I
14l am not going to be running there.
15 However, if they start taking depositions regarding
l6f liability, I will consider that to be a breach because they're
17} supposed to have admitted liability.
18 THE COURT: But, again, I don't have the agreement and
19 T don't remember reading the agreement. But what I'm being
20 told is the part of the agreement that admits liability is only
21 as to a 2255 claim, and there are numergus other perscnal
22 injury tort claims other than 2255 claims.
23 &nd there's a limit of damages on the 2255 claim, as I

24 | understand it, but I presume that all the plaintiffs are going

25I to seek more than the limited or capped amount of damages in
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1 the non-prosecution agreement as to the other claims.

2 And so why aren't they entitled to defend and limit

3| the amount of damages that your client is seeking on the

4| non-2255 tort claims?

5 MR. JOSEFSBERG:  Your Honor, you are correct. on

6 non-2255 tort claims, they are permitted to do the defense,

Tl whatever is appropriate.

B My cases are pure 2255 on which liability under the

9 agreement is supposed to be admitted. Now, as to the amount of

10 || damages, there are legal issues that will be before you and

11 | under the C.M.A. cases that are getting before you, as to

12 | whether it is 50 or 130. That has neothing to do with the NPA.
13 There are legal issues that are before you as to

14 | whether it is per statute, per count or per incident or per

15| plaintiff. Those have nothing to do with the NPA. There is no
16 || amount in WPA. Those will be resolved.

17 Anyone who has brought a case that is outside of 2255,
18 | the defense is permitted to contest liability under the NPA.

19 That's nec violation.

20 Under the MPA if somecone brought a case under just

21| 2255, Mr. Epstein, if he is to keep his word, cannot contest

22| liability. And there would no need to stay this. Because it
23| is a self-fulfilling agreement. He can contest liability. And
24l as far as the amount of damages, anyone that wants to go over

25 || the statutory minimums, of course, he can contest that in any
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1f| way that is proper under the Rules of Evidence and your
2l rulings. The NPA has no limitation on his contesting damages
3 above the minimum statutory amount.
4 The only tﬁing that he has done is in his actions of
5 refusing to pay for settling defendants, and in his saying that
6l he has no liability under 2255, those appear to be contrary to
7 what's in the NPA.
8 But I'm not in any position right now to claim a
9l breach, and I don't know whether I'd be claiming a breach or
10| enforcing it in front of you, suing him for fees, asking you to
11| have him admit liability, or complaining to the Government.
12 | And that's why I'm not that helpful in this situation because I
13| think it's the Government's role.
14 But I do not waive the right to be a third-party
15| beneficiary because pursuant to my appointment, which was
16| agreed toc by Mr. Epstein, I and my clients have certain rights,
17§ and we want to enforce them.
18 But his defending this lawsuit will not in any way be
19| a violation. His getting this lawsuit stayed would be a
20| viclation of the spirit of taking care of these girls, and
21| there would be other issues. Like if there is a stay, Your
22 || Honor, would he be posting a bond?
23 THE COURT: We don't need to talk about those issues.
24 | That's not my concern.

25 MR. JOSEFSBERG: I agree, Your Honor, we don't.
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1 THE COURT: That's not my concern. So, again, I just
2 want to make sure that if the cases go forward and if
3| Mr. Epstein defends the case as someone ordinarily would defend
41l a case that's being prosecuted against him or her, that that in
5| and of itself is not going to cause him to be subject to
6|| criminal prosecution.

7 MR. JOSEFSBERG: I agree, Your Honor.

B THE COURT: Any other plaintiff's counsel want to

Sy chime in?

10 MR. WILLITS: Richard Willits on behalf of C.M.A.. I
11| would join, to weigh in on what Mr. Josefsberg said.

12 MER. JOSEFSBERG: Your Heonor, I could not hear.

13 THE COURT: We'll get him to a microphone.

14| Mr. Willits is speaking.

15 MR. WILLITS: On behalf of my client, C.M.A., we Jjoin
16| in what Mr. Josefsberg said, and we alsc want to point out

17| something to the Court.

18 First, we want to make a representation to the Court,
19| we have no intention of complaining to the U.S5. Attorney's
20 Office, never had that intention, don't have that intention in
21| the future, but, of course, subject to what occurs in the

22 | future.

23 I want to point out to the Court that Mr. Epstein went
24| into this situation with his eyes wide open, represented by

25 counsel, knowing that civil suits had to be coming. If he
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1|| didn't know it, his lawyers knew it.
2 He appears to be having second thoughts now about he
3| could have negotiated this way or he could have negotiated that
4|l way with the U.5. Attorney's Office. BAnd they want to impose

5| their second thoughts on the innocent plaintiffs. We den't

6| think that's fair. We think it's in the nature of inwvited

|| error, if there was any error whatscever.

8 Thank you.

9 THE COURT: You agree he should be able to take the

10 || ordinary steps that a defendant in a ciwil action can take and

11 || not be concerned about having to be prosecuted?

12 MR. WILLITS: Of course. And we say the same thing

13 || Mr. Josefsberg said. 1It's all subject to your rulings and the

14 || direction of this Court as to what is proper and what is not

15|| proper. BAnd we're prepared to abide by the rulings of this

16| Court, and we have no intention of running to the State's

17| Attorney.

18 THE COURT: The U.S5. Attorney?

19 MR. WILLITS: I'm sorry. The U.5. Attorney.

20 THE COURT: Mr. [ .

21 ME. -: Thank vyou, Your Honor.

22 If T may briefly, I think perhaps defense counsel

23|| forgot about this, but on pages 17 and 19 of my memorandum of
24| law in opposition to the motion to dismiss, I did make

25| reference to the non-prosecution agreement, and 1 did say that
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1" the contesting of the jurisdiction of this Court was a
2| potential breach of the non-prosecution agreement.
3 So my client happens to have, and they have filed with
4| the Court a copy of her state court complaint, given the fact
5 that the non-prosecution agreement limits the non-contesting of
6 jurisdiction to claims exclusively brought under the federal
7 statute,
B I'm going to go ahead and withdraw those contentions
90 on pages 17 and 19 of my memo of law because it doesn't apply
10| to my case. So to the extent that I raised this issue with
11| defense counsel and the Court, I'm going to withdraw that
12 | aspect of it.
13 THE COURT: Can you file something in writing on that
14| point with the Court?
15 ME. |I: Yes.
16 THE COURT: What do you say about this issue that
17| we're here on today?
18 MR. [ : I think that the problem that I have with
19 it is that this non-prosecution agreement is being used by

20 || defense counsel for the exact opposite purpose that it was

21|l intended. My perception of this thing, and I wasn't around, is
22| that Mr. Epstein essentially bought his way out of a criminal
23| prosecution, which is wonderful for the victims in a way, and

24 | wonderful for him, too.

25 Now he's trying to use the non-prosecution agreement “
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as a shield against the plaintiffs that he was supposed to make
restitution for.

And, certainly, he can take my client's depc. He's
done extensive discovery in the state court case -- very

intrusive, I might add. And we don't care, because we can win

this case with the prosecution agreement or without the
prosecution agreement. We are ready to go forward.

THE COURT: You're not geing to assert to the United
States Government that what he's doing in defending the case is
a violation for which he should be further prosecuted?

MR. [J: ~2bsolutely not.

THE COURT: Anyone else for the plaintiffs?

MR. HOROWITZ: Judge, Adam Horowitz, counsel for
plaintiffs Jane Doe 2 through 7.

I just wanted to address a point that I think you've
articulated it. I just want to make sure it's crystal clear,
which is that we can't paint a broad brush for all of the
cases.

The provision relating to Mr. Epstein being unable to

contest liability pertains only to those plaintiffs who have
chosen as their sole remedy the federal statute. My clients,
Jane Doe 2 through 7, have elected to bring additional causes
of action, and it's for that reason we were silent when you
said does anyone here find Mr. Epstein to be in breach of the

non-presecution agreement. That provision, as we understand
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1§ it, it doesn't relate to our clients.
2 THE COURT: Okay. But, again, you're in agreement
il with everyone else so far that's spoken on behalf of a
4 plaintiff that defending the case in the normal course of

5| conducting discovery and filing motions would not be a breach?

6 MR. HOROWITZ: Subject to your rulings, of course,

Tl yves.

8 THE COURT: Thank you.

9 Anyone else have anything to say from the plaintiffs?
10 Ms. J if vou would be so kind as to maybe

11| help us cut. I appreciate the fact that you're here, and I
12 | know you're not a party to these cases and under no obligation
13| to respond to my inguiries. But as I indicated, it would be

14 | helpful for me to understand the Government's position.

15 M5. _: Thank you, Your Honor. And we, of

16 | course, are always happy to try to help the Court as much as

17| possible. But we are not a party to any of these lawsuits, and
18| in some ways we are at a disadvantage because we don't have

19| access. My access is limited to what's on Pacer. 3So I don't
20| really know what positions Mr. Epstein may have taken either in
21| correspondence or in discovery responses that aren't filed in

22l the case file.

23 But your first order was really just what do you think

24 || about a stay, and then the second order related to this hearing

25| and asked a much more specific question, which is whether we
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1| believe that Mr. Epstein's defense was a breach of the

2 agreement.

3 and I've tried to review as many of the pleadings as

4| possible. As you know, they're extremely voluminous. And I

5| haven't been through all of them. But we do believe that there
&l has been a breach in the filing that Mr. Josefsberg referred

70 te, and contrary to Mr. Critton, we do understand that we have
8| an obligation to provide notice, and we are providing ncotice to
9l Mr. Epstein today.

10 The pleading that we found to be in breach -- the

11| non-prosecution agreement, sought to do one thing, which was to
12 | place the victims in the same position they would have been if
13| Mr. Epstein had been convicted of the federal offenses for

14 | which he was investigated.

15 And that if he had been federally prosecuted and

16 || convicted, the wvictims would have been entitled to restitution,
17| regardless of how long ago the crimes were committed,

18 | regardless of how old they were at the time, and how old they
19| are today, or at the time of the ceonviction.

20 And it also would have made them eligible for damages
21 || under 2255.

22 And so our idea was, our hope was that we could set up

23| 2 system that would allow these victims to get that restitution
24 || without having to go through what civil litigation will expose

25| them to.
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1 You have a number of girls who were wvery hesitant
2| about even speaking to authorities about this because of the

BI trauma that they have suffered and about the embarrassment that

4| they were afraid would be brought upon themselves and upon

5| their families.

6 So we did through the non-prosecution agreement tried
7|| to protect their rights while also protecting their privacy.

8l so, pursuant to the non-prosecution agreement -- on the other

9fl hand, we weren't trying to hand them a jackpot or a key to a

10 bank. It was solely to sort of put them in that same position.
11 So we developed this language that said if -- that

12 || provided for an attorney to represent them. Most of the

13| victims, as you know from the pleadings, come from not wealthy
14 || circumstances, may not have known any attorneys who would be in

15| a position to help them.

16 So we went through the Special Master procedure that
17| resulted in the appointment of Mr. Josefsberg, and the goal was
18 | that they would be able to try to negotiate with Mr. Epstein

19| for a fair amount of restitution/damages. &And if Mr. Epstein
20| took the position, which apparently he has, which is that the
21 550,000 er %$150,000 floor under 2255 alsc would be a cap. That
22| if they were to proceed to file suit in Federal Court to get

23| fair damages under 2255, Mr. Epstein would admit liability, but
24| he, of course, could fight the damages portion, which means

251 that, of course, he would be entitled to depositions; of
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1| course, he would be entitled to take discovery, and we don't
2|| believe that any of that violates the non-prosecution
3|| agreement.
4 The issue with the pleading that he filed, the motion
5 to dismiss the case, I believe it's Jane Doe 101, represented
6| by Mr. Josefsberg, is that that is a case that was filed
7l exelusively under 18 U.5.C., Section 2255. She met that
8|| requirement. Mr. Epstein is moving to dismiss it, not on the
9fl basis of damages, he is saying that he cannct be held liable
10 || under 2255 because he was not convicted of an offense.

11 The reason why he was not convicted of an offense is

12 | because he entered into the non-prosecution agreement. So that
13| we do believe is a breach.

14 The issue really that was raised in the motion to stay
15 and that I addressed in cur response to the motion to stay is
16| that Mr. Epstein's -- Mr. Epstein wants to stay the litigation
17 in order to leave, in order to sort of attack the cases of the
18| victims whether they are fully within the non-prosecution or

19| not, non-prosecution agreement or not, and leave the Government

20| without a remedy if he does, in fact, breach those terms. And
21| that is why we opposed the stay.

22 THE COURT: I'm not sure what you mean by that last
23 || statement.

24 Ms. [: vell, because this issue related to

25 the motion to dismiss on Mr. Josefsberg's client came up after
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i

we had filed that response. And what we said in the response

(%]

to the motion te stay is that the reason why he wants to stay
3] the litigation is so that the non-prosecution agreement

4|l terminates based on a periocd of time, as he puts it. And then
5 afterwards he would be able to come in here and make all of

6| these arguments that clearly violate the non-prosecution

7 agreement but we would be without remedy.

8 THE COURT: But you're not taking the position that

9| other than possibly doing something in litigation which is a
10} viclation of an express provision of the non-prosecution

11| agreement, any other discovery, motion practice, investigations
12| that someone would ordinarily do in the course of defending a
13| civil case would constitute a violation of the agreement?

14 MS. : VYo, Your Honor. I mean, civil

15| litigation is civil litigation, and being able to take

16| discovery is part of what civil litigation is about. And while
17| there may be, for example, if somecne were to try to subpoena
18| the Government, we would obviocusly resist under statutory

19| reasons, all that sort of stuff. But, no, Mr. Epstein is
20| entitled to take the deposition of a plaintiff and to subpoena
21| records, etc.
22 THE COURT: And even if he seeks discovery from a

23 | Government agency, you have the right to resist it under the
24| rules of procedure but that would not constitute a wiclation,

25| again unless there's a provision in the prosecution agreement
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21
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24

25

that says I can't do this?

MS. _: Correct.

THE COURT: That's your position?

vs. NN Yes.

THE COURT: Thank you.

MS. _: Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Mr. Critton, did you want to add anything?

MR. CRITTON: Yes, sir. Just a few responses to some
of the issues that have been raised.

The most glaring, at least from our perspective, is
both Mr. Josefsberg's comments that he believes that there's a
violation of the NPA as well as Ms. [ #ith regard to
Jane Doe 101.

Mr. Josefsberg, while he was the attorney rep who was

selected by Judge Davis to represent a number of individuals,
alleged victims that may have been on the list, he represents
many of them. And the type of response that was filed in 101
would probably be very similar to what we will file if he
files -- and he filed 102 as well. But if he files 103, 104
and 105, or whatever number he files, we may well take that
same legal position in our motions and in ocur response or in
reply.

And what we've been, in essence, told today is we
consider that to be a violation of the NPA under the

circumstances.
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1 102 is a perfect example that he filed is, we have
2|l e-mails going back and forth between the Government and my
3] clients' attorneys at the time that suggested that 102 probably
4 deesn't even fit within the statute of limitations.
5 So under Mr. Josefsberg's argument is as well, we've
6| only brought a 2255 claim. We don't care whether she's within
7| or is ocutside the statute of limitations. Because she was on
8] the list and under the circumstances, he has to admit
91 1liability, which we contest is under that set of circumstances
10| you're stuck with it. You can fight damages if you can, but
11| she's a real person and you can't raise statute of limitations.
12 The other point that kind of strikes out is there's
13 || probably a difference. And I'm happy to provide a copy of the

14 | NPA or a redacted portion of the NPA which deals with the civil

15| issues, which are paragraphs 7, 8, 9 and 10, and the entire

16| addenda in camera for the Court to loock at, if plaintiff's
17| counsel and the Government, I guess, really, because they're

18 | not a party, is if they have no objection because they all have

19| access based on a prior court order to the non-prosecution

20|l agreement.

21 So I'm happy to provide that to the Court today and

22|l show it to counsel so that the Court can review that.

23 But our position with regard to the 2255 claims is

24| that -- there were two types of claims that could be filed, one

25| was consensual litigation, the second was contested litigation.
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1| And under the consensual, in essence, which Mr. Epstein did, is
2|l he's offered 550,000 of the statutory minimum for that time

3| period to all of those individuals.

4 THE COURT: Can I interrupt you a second?
5 ME. CRITTON: Yes, sir.
6 THE COURT: I'm not here, and I don't believe it's my

71 role to decide whether or not there is or is not a breach of

B the agreement. I'm just trying to understand what the

9 Government's position is regarding your defending these cases.
10 Now, I'm just saying this as an example. 1If, for

11| example, in the non-prosecution agreement there was a provision
12| that said explicitly: Jeffrey Epstein shall not move to

13| dismiss any claim brought under 2255 by any victim no matter

14| how long ago the allegations or the acts toock place, period.

15 If that was in the agreement and you filed a motion to

16 || dismiss by somecne who brought a claim, it might sound like it

17 might be a viclation.

18 MR. CRITTON: I agree,.

19 THE COURT: So you would know that when you filed your
20 | motion because it was right there for you to read.

21 And so to stay the case because I want to do something
22| that the contract expressly prohibits me from doing, so stay

23| the case until the agreement expires so then I can do something
24 | that the agreement said I couldn't do so you won't be in fear

25| of prosecuting, I'm not sure that that is what I'm concerned
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=t

about.

2 I'm concerned about discovery, investigation, motion
3| practice, that's not prohibited by a provision of the

4| agreement. If there's something that's prohibited by the

5l agreement that you, knowing what the agreement says, go ahead
6| and do, anyway, I guess that's a risk you're going to have to
71| take. If there's a legitimate dispute about it, I guess some

Bl arbiter is going to decide whether it's a breach or not.

9 But, again, that's something you and Mr. Burman,

10 | Mr. Goldberger, and you are all very good lawyers, and he's got
11| a whole list of lawyers representing him, and you'wve got the

12 | agreement and you're going to make legal decisions on how to

13| proceed, and you're going to have to go and make your own

14 || decisions.

15 I'm concerned about things that aren't in the

16 | agreement, that aren't covered, that you're going to be accused
17| of violating because, again, you take depositions, you send out
18 | subpoenas, you file motions that are not prohibited by the

19| agreement. And that's what I'm concerned about.

20 MR. CRITTON: And I understand that, Your Honor.

21 But at the same time, it's as if the lawyers and the

22| clients, based upon our interpretation of the agreement, and,

23| believe me, we would not have filed 101, the motion to dismiss,

24 | but for believing that there was a good faith basis to do that

25| under the circumstances. “
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1 And now, in essence, we're being accused not only by
2l -- not accused, but it's been suggested that there's a breach

3l of the NPA, not only by Mr. Josefsberg on behalf of 101, but as

4| well Ms. | or behalf of the United States.
5 That's the perfect example. They're basically saying

6f|l we think you vioclated. We may send you netice under the

7| circumstances. So does that mean that on 101 we have to back

Bl off of it because we think in good faith that it's a motion and
8l is that something that this Court ultimately will rule?

10 THE COURT: I don't know that I'm the one who is going
11| to make that decision. Again, that's not the kind of thing

12| that I was concerned about. I was more concerned about the

13 || normal, ordinary course of conducting and defending a case that
14 | would not otherwise expressly be covered under the agreement,
15 that you're going to then have someone say, ah, he's sent a

16| notice of deposition, he's harassing the plaintiffs. I don't
17| know if there's a no contact provision in the agreement or no
18 | harassment type of provision in the agreement. Ah, this is a
18 || breach because you sent discovery, or he's issuing subpoenas to
20| third parties trying to find out about these wvictims'

21 | backgrounds, he's breaching the agreement.

22 Those are the kind of things that I was worried about.

23 MR. CRITTON: The concern that we have is as part of

24| doing this general civil litigation, it's not just the

25" discovery process. And I understand the issues that the Court
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1§ has raised.
2 But part of it is that cften cases are disposed of
3l either on a summary basis or certainly legal issues that come
4| before the Court during the course of the case, just like in a

5| criminal case. That's clearly part of the, 1I'd say the defense

6l of the case under the circumstances; and if, in fact, an

70 individual can't legally bring a cause of action for certain

B|| reasons, such as has been suggested in 101, and may be

9| suggested in 102 when that pleading is filed, that certainly is
10| a position that puts my client at risk.
11 As another example that I use with C.M.A., that they
12| filed this 30-count complaint. HNow, they have the state court
13| claims as well. But they, in essence, have said they filed

14 | another pleading with the Court that says depending on what the
15| Court rules, in essence, on whether we can file multiple claims
16 | or one cause of action with multiple viclations, we may dump

17| the state court claims and, therefore, we'll just ride along on
18 || that. That's a very different --

19 Mr. Epstein would never have entered into, nor would

20| his attorneys have allowed him to enter intoc that agreement

21|l under those circumstances where he had this unlimited

22| liability. That clearly was never envisioned by any of the
23| defendants -- by the defendant or any of his lawyers under the
24l circumstances.

25 And if that's claimed to be a violation, either by the
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1 attorneys; i.e., he's not recapitulating on liability under the
20 2255, and that's all we have now. That's our exclusive remedy.

3 And the Government says, yeah, that's right, that's a

4l violation of the NPA. It again chills us from moving forward,
5) filing the necessary motion papers and taking legal positions

6| that may put my client at risk for wviclating the NPA and then

7l creating the irreparable harm of, after having been in jail,

Bl after having pled guilty to the state court counts, after

9l registering on release as a sex offender, he's complied and

10 || done everything, taken extraordinary efforts to comply with the
11 | NPA, puts him at substantial risk. And that's what our worry
12| is moving forward.

13 MER. JOSEFSBERG: Your Honor, may I be heard. May I

14 | make three comments? It will take less than a minute.

15 THE COURT: Yes, sir.
16 MR. JOSEFSBERG: Mr. Critton refers to the alleged
17| victims. I want you to know that our position is that pursuant

18| to the NPA they're not alleged wvictims. They are actual, real

19 victims, admitted wvictims.

20 Secondly, he argues about the statute of limitations
21)| on 102. I know that you don't want to hear about that, and I'm
22 | not going to comment about it. But please don't take our lack

23| of argument about this as being we agree with anything.

24 Last and most important, we totally agree with

25l Mr. Critton in his suggestion that he hand you a copy of the “
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1 NPA, T think that many of the guestions you asked will be

2| answered when you read the NPA, and I think it's wvery unfair of
il everyone who is sitting in front of you who have the NPA to be
4| discussing with you whether it's being breached, whether there
5| should be a stay when you're not that familiar with it.

If we would give you a copy of it, I think it would be
7l much more helpful in making your ruling.
8 THE COURT: Maybe Judge Colvat will rescolwve this issue
9 for me.

10 ME. JOSEFSBERG: Even if he doesn't, Your Honor, I

11| believe we are allowed to show it to you.

12 THE COURT: I'11l tell you what: 1'11 wait for Judge
13| Colvat to rule, and then if he rules that it should remain

14| sealed, then I'll consider whether or not I want to have it

15| submitted to me in camera.

16 Anything else, Mr. Josefsberg?

17 MR. JOSEFSBERG: MNo. I thank you on behalf of myself
18| and the other counsel on the phone for permitting us to appear
194 by phone.

20 THE COURT: All right. Anyone else have anything they

21| want to add?

22 MR. EDWARDS: Brad Edwards on behalf of Jane Doe.

23 I only had cone issue here, and when I read your moticn

24 | that you wanted to hear on the narrow issue of just defense in

25 the civil actions filed against him wviclates the
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1] non-prosecution agreement, I was expecting that we were going
2| to hear something from the Gowvernment similar to the affidawvit
3 that was filed by Mr. Epstein's attorneys wherein he indicates
4| as of the day of this affidavit attached te the motion te stay,
5| the U.5. Attorney's Office has taken the position that Epstein
B || has breached the non-prosecution agreement and it names
7| specifically investigation by Epstein of this plaintiff and

B other plaintiffs, Epstein's contesting damages in this action.

9{ Epstein, or his legal representatives, making statements to the
10 || press. And we didn't hear any of those things.

11 So that's what I was expecting that the U.5.

12| Attorney's Office was going to expound on and say, yes, we'we
13 || made some communications to Epstein. He's wviolating.

14 What we're hearing right now, today, just so that I'm
15| clear, and I think the Court is clear now, is that the

16 | non-prosecution agreement is what it is. There have been no
17| violations, but for maybe what Mr. Josefsberg brought up.

18 But there are very few restrictions on Mr. Epstein.
19 | He went into this eyes wide open. And whether or not I agree
208 with the agreement, how it came to be in the first place, is
21| neither here nor there.

22 But there have been no viclations or breaches up to

23| this point. And his affidawvit that was filed, I'm just
24 | troubled by where it even came from. I mean, it's making

25 || specific allegations that the U.5. Attorney's Office is
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1| threatening a breach, and this is part of the motion to stay,
2| which we're all battling here.

3 So I just wanted to indicate to the Court or remind
4l the Court that there have been specific allegations made, the
5{ United States Attorney's Office is making these allegations of

6| breach, which we haven't heard any of the evidence of.

7 Thank you.
B THE COURT: All right.
9 Ms. _, did you want to respond to that

10| suggestion that there were other allegations of breach besides
11| the one that you've just mentioned today?

12 MS. JJE: Vo, Your Honor.

13 THE CDURT: Thank you. I appreciate your giving me

14 || the information, which I think has been very helpful teoday, and

15 1'11 try and get an order ocut as socon as possible.

16 [Court adjourned at 11:10 [i§.1-
17 CERTIFICATE
18 I hereby certify that the foregoing is an accurate

19 transcripticn of proceedings in the above-entitled matter.

20
s/Larry Herr
21
DATE LARRY HERR, RFR-CM-REMR-FCRSC
22 Official United States Court Reporter
400 M. Miami Avenue
23 ' Miami, FL 33128 - 305/523-5290
(Fax) 305/523-5639
24 email: LindsayléS5Cacl.com
25

Quality Assurance by Proximity Linguibase Technologies

EFTA00185324



EISENBERG & FOUTS, P.A.

Attorneys At Law

JAMES L, EISENBERG
- Floridn Bar Board Certified Crimioal Trinl Lawyer
National Bonrd OF Trial Advoesey Cerfilied Criminal Trizl Advocate

KAILI ALOE FOUTS
One Clearlake Centre, Suite 704, 250 Australian Avenue South, West Palm Beach, FL 33401 _an-

September 21, 2006

Asst. U.S, Attorney
500 South Australian Avenue, Suite 400
* West Palm Beach, FI, 33401

Re: -Suhpnena for l‘. M.
Dear .

Please allow me to confirm my latest e-mail to you. I did receive your e-mail of last week with
- attachments and passed them on to my client. At this time, I can only say that my client does not
want 1o do eithler of your suggestions. She does not want to give a statement under the immunity -
letter you pro flded with its Kastigar exception and she does not want to testify
and 111-::1: in 5“‘ Amendment gmunds With this client, I am sorry, but I must have a formal grant

¥ GOVERNMENT
g EXHIBIT
9
B

A

Case No. 08-80736-CV-MARRA P-000146
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U.S. Department of Justice

United States Attorney
Southern District of Florida

300 South Australian Ave., Suite 400
Wext Palm Beach, FL 33401

Facsimile:

January 24, 2007

DELIVERY BY HAND

James L. Eisenberg, Esq.

250 S Australian Ave, Ste 704
West Palm Beach, FL 33401-5007

Re: Federal Grand Ju ubpoena

Dear Jim:

A new grand jury has been empaneled and I have enclosed a new subpoena fcr-

. As I mentioned earlier, Ms. is not a target of this investigation and the United
States seeks her testimony solely as a victim/witness. During our last conversation regarding
Ms. -, you indicated that she was unwilling to speak with us pursuant to a Kastigar
letter and that she also was unwilling to speak with the grand jury and intends to invoke the
Fifth Amendment if questioned. Please confer with her to confirm whether this remains her
position. Ifit is, please advise in writing. Even if Ms. - is inclined to invoke her Fifth
Amendment rights, she must still appear pursuant to the subpoena so that I may ask her
questions that would not require the invocation of the Fifth Amendment. Ifshe still invokes,
I intend to move to compel her answers. If you or your client is unavailable on February 6,
2007, please let me know of another Tuesday when you are available.

I also am concerned about a potential conflict of interest in your representation of Ms.

In case of future litigation regarding this issue, please provide me with information

regarding who is paying (directly or indirectly) for your services on behalf of Ms. -, the

scope of your representation, and whether you are taking direction on this matter from

anyone other than Ms. . If any formal or informal joint defense agreements exist,

whether in writing or otherwise, please provide a copy of such agreements. Ifthe agreement
18 purely oral, please provide a written summary of its terms.
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JAMES EISENBERG, ESQ.
- JANUARY 24, 2007
PAGE 2

[ look forward to your response.

Sincerely,
R. Alexander Acosta

Assistant United States Attorney
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.United States District Court

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

o: [ - SUBPOENA TO TESTIFY
SUBPOENA FOR: -
¥ PERSON be DOCUMENTS OR OBJIECTI[S]

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear and teaﬁt}rbefmcthu-nfmuummd States District
Court at the place, date and time §pecified below. T .

PLACE: ' ROOM:
United States District Courthouse
701 Clematis Street ,
West Palm Beach, Florida 33401 DATE AND TIME:

‘ February -6, 2007
_ -1 1:00pm* ]
YOU ARE ALSO COMMANDED to bring with you the following document(s) or ohject(s): |

ANY AND ALL NOTES, LE iJETS B T8 HE YOU HAVE RECEIVED
FROM JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

WTMR PRINTED OR DIGITAL, OF JEFFREY EPSTEIN,_
]

ANY AND ALL BE-MAILS, INSTANT MESSAGES, CHATS, TEXT MESSAGES, VOICEMAILS; OR TELEPHONE
MESSAGES THAT YOU HAVE SENT TO AND/OR RECEIVED FROM JEFFREY EPS'I'EIN,—

*Please coordinate your compliance with this subpoena and confirm the date and time , and location of
gur appearance with Special Agent ﬂ, Federal Bureau of Investigation, Telephone:

This subpoena shall remain in effect until you are granted leave to depart by the court or by an officer acting on behalf
of the court.

CLERK DATE:

January 23, 2007
(BY) DEPUTY CLERK . ary

This subpoena is issued upon application Name, Address and Phone Number of Assistant 1.5, Attorney
of the United States of America Agsistant 11,8, Attorney

500 So, Australian Avenue, Suite 400

West Palm Beach, FL 33401-6235

Tel: w3047
Fax:

*If not applicable, enter “nope." Too e sl b e aF A0 - FORM ORD-227
JAM.86

EFTA00185328



EISENBERG & FOUTS, P.A.

Attorneys At Law

JAMES L. EISENBERG

Florida Bar Board Certified Criminal Trial Lawyer
Mational Board Of Trial Advocacy Certified Criminal Trial Advocate

KAI LI ALOE FOUTS
One Clearlake Centre, Suite 704, 250 Australian Avenue South, West Palm Beach, FL 33401 | NN~ I

February 1, 2007

Asst, U.S. Attorney
500 South Australian Avenue, Suite 400
- West Palm Beach, FL 33401

Re:  Grand Jury Subpoena for - -
Dear -,

I received your letter dated January 24, 2007 with regard to - - [ must admit I forced
myself to wait several days to respond in'order to “cool off” and not say anything I would regret
later. Now that time has passed; allow me to respond appropriately. . .

1. 'If you want to force Ms. -, a single mother, to come to the grand jury room to
personally invoke her Fifth Amendment rights, she will be there. That does remain her position.
My only request is that vou provide a babysitter service for her child. I will be there, but I am not
paid to babysit and Ms. i should not have to pay someone. It is this type of attitude, that your
office refuses to accept the fact that it is Ms. decision not to cooperate with the government
that upsets her. Your office fails to recognize that merely coming to court is a problem for a single
mother like Ms. - and, under these circumstances, appears to be a waste of time at best and, in

her mind, personal harassment.

2. Rest assured that there is no conflict of interest in my representation of Ms. - In this
case | have always been asked and always will exercise independent judgment to follow my client’s
independent will. The remainder of your questions as to this matter are really none of the
Government’s business.

3. I will share with you that one of the reasons for our firm position that Ms. - will
invoke her Fifth Amendment right and choose not to voluntarily cooperate with the Government is
our concern that the Government is not exercising independent judgment in this case.

The history of this case has been in the newspapers. The case is being prosecuted in State court.
Despite the state court prosecution, the Town of Palm Beach Police Chief went on what can only be

% GOVERNMENT
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Asst. U.S. Attorney
February 1, 2007
Page Two

described as a public rampage in the newspaper when the case was not prosecuted to his liking that
reminded me of a small child having a public temper tantrum. In my thirty years of experience, [
have never seen a law enforcement officer like this publicly make what appeared to be a political
case in the newspaper for a prosecution and publicly criticize anyone who got in his way, including
the elected State Attorney. This resulted in a federal investigation on a topic no one remembers the
Federal Government ever being interested in prosecuting before. Although I am certain that you
personally have not had your decision-making process compromised, the appearance that your office
is being influenced by the Town of Palm Beach Police Chief’s agenda is very real. Under these
. -:JrrumstﬂncestI don’t see how any lawyer could advize any client to vohumntarily cooperate. Of

* special concetn is that the Town of Palm Beach Police have promoted prosecuting at least one of the

girls who allegedly gave massages.

One final thought. My client and my fear that Ms. - could be prosecuted is enhanced by the
demand for the personal appearance made in your letter. Your initial Kastiger letter fell far short
of granting the functional equivalent of DOJ immunity. Several months ago I was given the distinct
impression through our conversations that you were going to obtain DOJ immunity for Ms.

Now the government is changing course for no apparent reason. This leads to speculation that the
only reason for the turnabout is that prosecution in either state or federal court is being considered

by someone.

# directed at you personally. I want to repeat that you have always treated us with
office should advise the Town Police Chief to act in a similar fashion.

None of the above
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1.S. Depariment of Justice

United States Attorney
Southern District of Florida

A.
500 South Australian Ave, Suife 400
West Palim Beach, Florida 33401

Facsimile

FACSIMILE COVER SHEET

TO: JIM EISENBERG, ESQ. DATE: February 5, 2007

PAx vo. NN #oreaces: (o

PHONE . | RE: [ N

FROM: . - ccicTanT U.S. ATTORNEY
pHONE No. __ [

COMMENTS : }—h jm W

S

¢ GOVERNMENT
EXHIBIT

=

EFTA00185331



U.S. Department of Justice

United States Attorney
Southern District of Florida

500 South Australion Ave., Sufte 400
West Palm Beach, FL 33401

Faesimile:

February 5, 2007

DELIVERY BY HAND

vis. [

c/o James L. Eisenberg, Esq.

250 S Australian Ave, Ste 704
West Palm Beach, FL 33401-5007

Re:  Grand Jury Testimony of --
Dear Ms. -:

This letter confirms the understanding between yourself and the United States Attorney's
Office for the Southern District of Florida.

You have represented that you will truthfully answer questions of the federal government in
its investigation of the procurement of prostitutes, amongst others. You will supply complete and
truthful information to the attorneys and law enforcement officers of the federal government and to
any Federal Grand Jury which may conduct an investigation, as well as in any other proceeding
related to or growing out of this investigation. The obligation of truthful disclosure includes your
obligation to provide the attorneys and law enforcement officers of the federal government with any
documents, records or other tangible evidence within your custody or control relating to the matters
about which you are questioned. You will neither attempt to protect any person or entity through
false information or omission, nor falsely implicate any person or entity.

No statements provided by you on this date in this matter pursuant to this agreement will be
offered into evidence in any criminal case against you, except during a prosecution for perjury and/or
giving a false statement. However, if it is determined that you have materially violated any provision
of this agreement, all statements made by you shall be admissible in evidence against you in any
proceeding, -

The federal government remains free to use information derived from the grand jury
testimony directly or indirectly for the purpose of obtaining leads to other evidence, which may be
used against you. You expressly waive any right to claim that such evidence should not be
introduced because it was obtained as a result of the grand jury testimony, Furthermore, the federal
government may use statements made in the grand jury testimony and all evidence derived directly
or indirectly therefrom for the purpose of cross-examination, if you testify at any trial or if you
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vis. I I
FEBRUARY 5,2007
PAGE 2

suborn testimony that contradicts your prior statements and testimony.

No additional promises, agreements and conditions have been entered into other than those
set forth in this letter and none will be entered into unless in writing and signed by all parties.

Sincerely,

R. Alexander Acosta
United States Attorney

Assistant United States Aftorney

[ have read this agreement and discussed it with my attorney, and I hereby acknowledge that it

fully sets forth my agreement with the office of the United States Attorney for the Southern District of

Florida. I state that there have been no additional promises, agreements or representations made to me
by any officials of the United States in connection with this matter.

Dated: February , 2007
West Palm Beach, Florida

Witnessed by:

James L. Eizsenberg, Esqg.
Attorney for iﬂ
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U.S. Department of Justice

United States Attorney
Southern District of Florida

500 South Australian Ave., Suite 400
West Palm Beach, FL 33401

Facsimile:

February 5, 2007

DELIVERY BY HAND
James L. Eisenberg, Esq.

250 5 Austrahan Ave, Ste 704
West Palm Beach, FL 33401-5007

re: [

Dear Mr. Eisenberg:

I am writing to clarify the ground rules for the interview with your client, -
- (“your client”), to occur February , 2007.

As I mentioned earlier, Ms. - is not a target or subject of this investigation, but
instead is being interviewed solely as a victim/witness. However, to address your concern
about criminal exposure, if your client complies with every provision of this agreement, then
. the United States Attorney’s Office for the Southern District of Florida (*this Office™) will
treat all statements made by your client during the interview as statements made pursuant to
Rule 11(f) of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. This is not a grant of immunity,
which can be given only with approval of the Justice Department, but protects your client
from having the statements made by her during the interview from being used against her
directly. To guard against any misunderstandings concerning the interview of your client,
this letter sets forth the terms of this agreement.

Your client agrees to be fully interviewed, that is, to provide information concerning
your client’s knowledge of, and participation in criminal activity, including but not limited
~ to the procurement of prostitutes. The protection of this letter applies to an interview that
will be conducted by this Office, Special Agents of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, and
any other federal law enforcement agency this Office may require. Under this agreement,
no information disclosed by your client during the interview will be offered in evidence
against her in any criminal or civil proceeding, provided that your client complies with this
agreement and that the information your client furnishes is truthful, complete, and accurate.

If, however, your client gives materially false, incomplete, or misleading information,
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JAMES L. EISENBERG, ESQ.
RE:
FEBRUARY 2, 2007
PAGE 2

then this Office may use such information in any matter or proceeding and your client is
subject to prosecution for perjury, obstruction of justice, and making false statements to
government agencies. Any such prosecution may be based upon information provided by
your client during the course of the interview, and such information, including your client’s
statements, will be admissible against your client in any grand jury or other proceeding.

The government also may use statements made by your client in the interview and all
evidence derived directly or indirectly therefrom for the purpose of impeachment or
cross-examination if she testifies at any trial or hearing, and/or in any rebuttal case against
your client in a criminal trial in which she is a defendant or a witness. These provisions are
necessary to ensure that your client does not make or offer any false representation or
~ statement in any proceeding or to a government agency or commit perjury during any
testimony. :

Your client further agrees that attorneys for the United States may be present at the
interview, and agrees not to seek disqualification of any such government attorney from any
proceeding or trial because of their participation at the interview.

The entire agreement between the United States and your client is set forth in this
letter. No additional promises, agreements, or conditions have been entered into and none
will be entered into unless in writing and signed by all parties.

If the foregoing accurately reflects the understanding and agreement between this
Office and your client, it is requested that you and your client execute this letter as provided
below.

Sincerely,
R. Alexander Acosta
United States Attorney
. By:
~ Assistant United States Attorney
I have received this letter from my attorney, James L. Eisenberg, Esquire, have read

it and discussed it with my attorney, and I hereby acknowledge that it fully sets forth my
understanding and agreement with the Office of the United States Attorney for the Southern
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JAMES L. EISENBERG, EsQ.

re: [
FEBRUARY 2, 2007
PAGE 3

District of Florida. I state that there have been no addifional promises or representations -

made to me by any official of the United States Government or by my attorney in connection
with this matter. '

Dated:

Witnessed by:

James L. Eisenberg, Esquire
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. Authorization for Reimbursement
U.S. Department of Justice ;
of Unusual Expenses of Fact Witnesses

Request for Unusual Expense(s) of Fact Witness
(For United States Attorney's Office Use Only)
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1. Case Name o 2. Court Docket Number . S'ie istl'ni ALSA - .
ing |5. Contact Person |6, Contact Person Number o

? Witness Name & Address, F‘hone #, SSN B. Vendor Name & Address, Phone #, TIN/SSN
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and regulations. | fully understand that | can be held personally liable or be subject to msmplman,r action for improperly using
government funds or services that exceed delegated authority or that violate Federal laws or regulations.
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EISENBERG & FOUTS, P.A.

Attorneys At Law
JAMES L. EISENBERG

Florida Bar Board Certified Criminal Trial Lawyer
National Board Of Trial Advoeaey Certified Criminal Trinl Advocate

KAI LI ALOE FOUTS
Omne Clearlake Centre, Suite 704, 250 Australian Avenue South, West Palm Beach, FIL. 33401 uu x: _

February 12, 2007

Asst. .S, Attorney
500 South Australian Avenue, Suite 400
West Palm Beach, F1. 33401

Re:  Grand Jury Subpoena for |||
Dear -

As always, it was:a pleasure speaking to you the other day. Pursuant to-our telephone conference
I am writing this letter to proffer my-concerns for I*sho_ul_d she testify without immunity
before a federal grand jury. Therefore, allowme to reiterate that Ms.. Miller will refuse to voluntarily
cooperate with the federal government. She has a good faith basis for her position under the Fifth

Amendment to the United States Constitution.

We, of course, do not live or work in a vacuum. We have read many inflammatory remarks the
Town of Palm Beach Police Chief has made to the media about the state court’s handling of the
Jeffrey Epstein investigation. The police chief’s remarks frighten both myself and my client. Iam
aware that the town police have prepared documents to charge at least one of Mr. Epstein’s lady
friends in state court. If they can push to have one lady charged I remain unconvinced that they do
not have the ability or political clout to push to have other ladies such as Ms. - charged.

The proffered facts that raise my concerns are being provided via this proffer letter. Pursuant to our
telephone conference agreement, this letter and its contents cannot be used against Mr. [}

Ms. - is not at all certain of dates. She does remember meeting Mr. Epstein about three years
ago. She is not certain of her age, it could have been when she was sixteen. A girlfriend asked her
if she wanted a job giving massages. Ms. [JJJj agrced because she had knowledge of massages
through her mother, who was a masseuse.

Ms. [ went to Mr: Epstein’s house via taxi. Ms. girlfriend instrueted Ms, that,
if asked, she had to tell Mr. Epstein that she was cighteen years old. The friend was
nineteen years old and - looked old for her age, so passing for eighteen was not a problem. At
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the home Ms. JJnet Mr. Epstein and later gave him a massage. The friend had told Ms. F
to give the message topless. Mr. Epstein told that if she were at all uncomfortable being
topless, not to do it and it was not a requirement of employment as a masseuse. Ms. Fnaver
touched Mr. Epstein in a sexual way and Mr. Epstein never touched Ms. at all. At one point,

Mr. Epstein did ask Ms. -her age. Ms. -insistx:d that she was eighteen years old.

Ms. -continu d to see Mr, Epstein over time and massages were given in a similar fashion.
She was later asked if her friends wanted to work in a similar way and she asked some girls who did
give Mr, Epstein massages. Ms. was never asked to bring girls of any age to Mr. Epstein’s
home. When she did have her friends come over, she instructed all of them that if asked, they insist
that they were eighteen years old. She is not certain at all of any of these girls’ real ages.

In summary, our concern is that if the government believes that Mr. Epstein committed some federal
... offense, thenMs. l-:nuld be considered a co-conspirator. We believe no crime was committed.
The Fifth Amendment was not intended to protect the guilty, however, It was enacted to protect
citizens who fear prosecution notwithstanding their innocence. Our fear of any prosecution,
especially jn lighi-pf the Town police chief’s public remarks, is clearly in good faith.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

=3
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA el =9
NORTHERN (WEST PALM BEACH) DIVISION .. To =
e —
FGJ 07-103(WPB) S S
Lo 2
g o :
IN RE: —_
wr
GRAND JURY PROCEEDINGS
/
SEALED ORDER

On Application of the United States Attorney for the Southem District of Florida, and it

appearing to the satisfaction of the Court;

1. That -- has been called to testify and to provide other information before
the United States District Court for the Southern District of Florida, including a Grand Jury
impanelled therein; and

2, That in the judgmf:r;t of the said United States Attorney, - - has refused
to testify and provide other information on ﬁe basis of her privilege against self-incrimination; and

3. That in the judgment of the said United States Attorney, the testimony and other
information fmm'- - may be necessary to the public interest; and

4. That the aforesaid Application has been made with the approval of the Assistant
Attorney General in charge of the Criminal .Divisi:}n of the Department of Justice or a duly
designated Acting Assistant Attorney General, pursuant to the authority vested in him by Title 18,
United States Code, Section 6003, and Title 28, Code of Federal chulaﬁons, Sections 0.175 and
0.132(e).

NOW, THEREFORE, it is ordered pursuant to Title 18, United States Code, Section 6002,

that - - give testimony and provide other information which she refuses to give or to
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prﬁvide on the basis of her privilege against self-incrimination, as to all matters about which she may
be interrogated before said United States District Court, including a Grand Jury impaneled therein,
as well as any subsequent proceeding or trial.

However, no testimony or other information compelled under this Order (or any information
directly or indirectly derived from such testimony or other information) may be used against -
- in any criminal case, except a prosecution for perjury, giving a false statement, or otherwise
failing to comply with this Order.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED the this Order shall be SEALED ir; accordance with Fed.
R. Crim. P. 6(e)}(6), except that a copy of this Order shall be provided to counsel for the United
States, who may disclose the existence of the Order to members of the Grand Jury, to the witness,
to counsel for the witness, and to law enforcement officers engaged in the investigation pending
before the Grand Jury. Those persons may review the Order, but may not retain a copy of the Order,

nor may they disclose the existence of the Order to any others.

4t Palm Beach, Florida.

DONE and ORDERED this é day of April, 200

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

co: | ~s»

EFTA00185341



United States District Court

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

To: | N SUBPOENA TO TESTIFY

BEFORE GRAND JURY
FGJ 07-103(WPB)-Tues./No. OLY-13/2

SUBPOENA FOR:
x| PERSON

DOCUMENTS OR OBJECT|[S]

X

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear and testify before the Grand Jury of the United States District
Court at the place, date and time &pecified below. '

PLACE: ROOM:
United States District Courthouse Grand Jury Room
701 Clematis Street
West Palm Beach, Florida 33401 DATE AND TIME:
February -6, 2007
1:00pm*

YOU ARE ALSO COMMANDED to bring with you the following document(s) or object(s):

ANY AND ALL NOTES, LETTERS, CARDS, GIFTS. PAYMENTS. AND FHOTOGRAPHS YOU HAVE RECEIVED

ANY "HOT 'HS WHETHER FRINTED OR I?Il'i:iI'I-'a"'-J.~ OF JEFFEEY EPSTEIN, _
ANDVOR

ANY AND ALL E-MAILS, INSTANT MESSAGES, CHATS, TEXT MESSAGES, VOICEMAILS, O LEPH 1
MESSAGES THAT YOU HAVE SENT TO AND/OR RECEIVED FROM JEFFREY EPSTEIN,
AND/OR

*Please coordinate your compliance with this subpoena and confirm the date and time , and location of

i‘nur arl:earante with Special Agent Federal Bureau of Investigation, Telephone:

This subpoena shall remain in effect until you are granted leave to depart by the court or by an officer acting on behalf
of the court.

CLERK DATE:

January 23, 2007
{(BY) DEFUTY CLERK -

Mame, Address and Phone Number of Assistant U.S. Attorney
Assistant U.S. Attorney

500 So. Australian Avenue, Suite 400

West Palm Beach, FL. 33401-6235

This subpoena is issued upon application
of the United States of America

Tel:
Fax:
*1f not applicable, enter "none.” Ta ba wsee] in livw of ADT 10 FORM QORD-227
JAMN BG
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Respondent's Exhibil A
Casze Mo. 08-B0T736-CIV-MARRA

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. 08-80736-CIV-MARRA
JANE DOE #1 AND JANE DOE #2,
Petitioners,
VS.
UNITED STATES,

Respondent.
/

pecLARATION o
E. _ declares az follows:

1. 1am a Special Agent in the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) and have been so

employed since 1997, I am currently assigned to the West Palm Beach office of the FBI Miami
Field Division.

2. In 2006, | was assigned as the case agent in an investigation into allegations that
Jeffrey Epstein had engaged in unlawful sexual contact with girls under the age of 18. The case
was called Operation Leap Year. FBI Special Agent _ and I conducted most of the
investigation, and worked with the U.S. Attorney’s Office, on Operation Leap Year.

3. Over the course of the investigation, the FBI obtained hundreds of documents through
the use of grand jury subpoenas, public records, and law enforcement databases. FBI agents
conducted interviews with females believed to have been sexually abused by Mr. Epstein and
underage at the time of the assault, as well as other individuals who might have relevant
information. The interviews are memorialized and prepared by the interviewing FBI agent. The

interview reports of the young women interviewed contain highly personal and intimate details,
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Respondent's Exhibil A
Case No. D8-80736-CIV-MARRA

which would cause embarrassment to the young women if disclosed to third parties. For those
interviewed who did not reveal any intimate details, many will be displeased if their cooperation
with the FBI 1s made public. In my experience, individuals are reluctant to cooperate with law
enforcement for fear of being singled out, harassed, embarrassed, or subjected to retaliation if
their cooperation is disclosed to third parties.

4. The case file on Operation Leap Year also contains FBI agents’ analysis of
information obtained during the course of the investigation. These written analyses of the
evidence reveal potential theories of criminal liability based on the evidence uncovered in the
case. Information contained within FBI investigative files can also reveal sensitive FBI
investigative and operational methods, procedures and techniques. While it is publically known
that the FBI conducts investigations into the type of criminal wrongdoing committed by Jeffrey
Epstein, disclosing the precise details of the sensitive methods, procedures and techniques
employed during an investigation might compromise their future effective use. It is critical that
the FBI's investigative tools remain confidential to both retain an element of surprise and to
prevent countermeasures to such tools from being employed by targets and suspects.

5. During the course of Operation Leap Year, I interviewed and heard the personal
account of sexual abuse committed by Mr. Epstein on the young women. They suffered
emotionally, and some were referred by the FBI to mental health professionals because of the
psychologically harmed caused by Mr. Epstein. In at least one instance, mental health
professionals were involved to help prevent one young woman from physically harming herself,

6. The disclosure of personal information, contained in the FBI investigative file, to
third parties would not merely cause further embarrassment but could result in additional

psychological trauma, disruption of family relationships, disruption of professional careers and
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Respondent's Exhibit A
Case Mo. 08-80736-CIV-MARRA

|
‘ possible public release of personal information.
7. Operation Leap Year remains an open case.
8. 1 declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

EXECUTED on September 3, 2013,

apecial Agent
Federal Bureau of Investigation
West Palm Beach, Florida

Lad
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U.5. Department of Justlce
Federal Bureau of Investigation
FBI - West Paim Beach

Suite 500

505 South Flagler Drive

West P 33401
Phone:
Fax:

January 10, 2008

James Elsenbarg
One Clearake Center Ste 704 Australlan South
Waeast Palm Beach, FL 33401

- AR

Dear James Elsanberg:

You have requestad to recalve notifications 1::_

This case is currently under Investigation. This can be a lengthy process and we request your
continued patiance while we conduct a thorough investigation.

As a crime victim, you have the following rights under 18 Unlted Stales Code § 3771: (1) The right to
be reasonably protected from the accused; (2) The right to reasanable, accurate, and timely notice of any
public court proceeding, or any parola procaading, Invalving the crime or of any release or escape of the
accused; (3) The right not to be excluded from any such public court proceeding, unless the court, after -
receiving clear and convincing evidance, datermines that testimeny by the victim would be materially altered if
the victim heard other testimony at that proceeding; (4) The right to be reasonably heard at any public
proceeding in the district eourt involving release, plea, sentencing, or any parale proceeding; (5) The
reasonable right to confer with the atomey for the Government in the case; (6) The right to full and timaly
restitution as provided in law; (7) The right to proceedings free from unreasonable delay: (8) The right to be
treated with faimess and with respect far the victim's dignity and privacy.

We will make our best efforts to ensure you are accorded the rights described. Most of these rights
partain to events occurring after the amest or Indictmant of an individual for the crime, and It will become the
responsibility of the prosacuting Unlted States Attorney's Office to ensure you are accorded those rights. You
may also seek the advice of a private attornay with respect to these rights.

The Victim Notification System (VINS) is designed to provide you with direct Information regarding the
case as it proceeds through the criminal justice system. You may obtain current Information about this matter
on the Internet al WWW.Notify. USDOJ.GOV or from the VNS Call Cenler at 1-866-DOJ-4YOU (1-B66-365-
4968) (TDD/TTY: 1-866-228-4610) (International: 1-502-213-2767). In addition, you may use the Call
Center or Intemet to update your contact infarmation and/or change your deelslon about participation in the
notification program. If you update your information to include a current emall address, VNS will send
information to that address. You will need the following Victlm |dentification Number (VIN} '1941741" and
Personal |dentification Number (PIN) ‘7760° anytima you contact the Call Center and the first time you log on to
VNS on the Intermet. In addition, tha first time you access the VNS Internet site, you will be prompted to enter
your last name (or business name) as currently contained in VNS, The name you should enter is Eisenberg,

GOVERNMENT
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If you have additional questions which Invalve this mattar, please contact the office listed above. When
you call, please provide the file number located at the top of this letter. Please remember, your pariicipation
in the notification part of this program is voluntary. In order to continue to receive notifications, it is your
rasponslbility to keep your contact information currant.

Sinceraly,

Victim Specialist
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LS. Department of Justice
Federal Bureau of Investigation
FBI - Wesl Palm Beach

Sulte 500

505 South Flagler Drive

Wast Palm B FL 33401
Phong:
Fax:

May 30, 2008

i |

Dear D

Your name was referred to the FBI's Victim Assistance Program as being a possible victim of a federal
crima. We appreciate your asslstance and cooperation while we are Investigating this case. We would like to
maka you aware of the viclim services that may be available to you and lo answer any guestions you may have
regarding the criminal justice process throughout the investigation. Our program is part of the FBI's effori to
ensure the victims are treated with respect and are provided information about their rights under federal law.
These rights include notification of the status of the casa, The enclosed brochures provide infarmation about
the FBI's Victim Assistance Program, resources and instructions for accessing the Vietim Notification System
(VNS). VNS is designed to provide you with information regarding the status of your caze.

This case Is currently under Investigation. This can be & lengthy process and we request your
continued patience while we conduct & thorough investigation.

Ag a crima victim, you have the following rights under 18 United States Code § 3771: (1) The right to
be reasonably protected from the accused; (2) The right o reasonable, accurate, and timely notice of any
public court proceeding, or any parole procesding, involving the crime or of any release or escape of the
accused; (3) The right not to be excluded from any such public count proceeding, unless the court, after
receiving clear and convincing evidence, delermines that testimony by the viclim would be materially altered If
the victim heard other testimony at that proceeding; (4) The right to be reasonably heard at any public
proceeding in the district court invelving release, plea, sentencing, or any parole proceeding; (5) The
reasonable right to confer with the attornay for the Government in the case; (6) The right to full and timely
restitution ds provided in law; (7) The right to proceedings free from unreasonable delay; (8) The right to be
treated with fairmess and with respect for the victim's dignity and privacy.

We will make our best efiorts to ensure you are accorded the rights described. Most of these righls
partain to events oceurring after the armest or indictment of an indlvidual far tha crime, and it will become the
responsibility of the prosecuting United States Attorney's Office to ensure you are accorded those rights. You
may also seek the advice of a private attornay with respact to these rights.

The Victim Notification System (VNS) |s designed to provide you with direct information regarding the
case as il proceeds through the criminal justice system. You may obtain current information about this matter
an the Internat at WWW Notify. USDOJ.GOV or fram the VNS Call Center at 1-866-D0J-4Y 0L (1-866-365-
4968) (TODTTY: 1-866-228-4619) (Intemational: 1-502-213-2767). In addition, you may use the Call
Center or Intemet to update your contact information and/or change your decision about participation in the
notification program. f you update your Information to include a curent email address, VNS will send
information to that address. You will need the following Victim ldentification Number (VIN) '2074381" and
Parsanal Identification Number (PIN) '"1816" anytime you contact the Call Center and the first time you log on to
VNS on the Internet. In addltion, the first ime you acecess the VNS Intarnet site, you will be prompled to enter
your last name (or business name) as currently contained in VINS. Tha name you should enter is F'
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If you heve additional questions which Invalve this mattar, please cantact the office listed above. When
you call, please provide the file number located at the top of this letler. Please remember, your participation
in the nofification par of 1his program is voluntary. In order to continue 1o receive notificalions, it is your
responsibility to keep your contact information current,

Sincerely,

Victim Specialist

TOTAL P.8&7
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" " St
LS. Department of Justice

United Siates Attorney
Southern District of Florida

300 South Australian Ave | Suite 400
West Paim feach, FL 33404

Facsimile

Jupe 7, 2007

DELIVERY BY HAND

Re:  Cnme Viclims® and Witnesses” Rights

Dear Miss -

Pursuant to the Justice for All Act ol 2004, as a vicim and/or witness of a lederal offense,
vou have a number of rights. Those nghts are:

(1) The right to be reasonably protected from the accused.

(2)  The nght to reasonable, accurate, and limely notice of any public court proceeding
involving the cnme or of any release or escape of the accused.

(3)  The right not to be excluded from any public courl proceeding, unless the court
determines that your testimony may be materially aliered if you are present for other
portions of a proceeding.

(4) The right to be reasonably heard at any public proceeding in the district court
involving release, plea, or sentencing,

(%) The reasonable right to confer with the attorney for the United States in the case.

(6) The right to full and timely restitution as provided in law.

(7)  The nghi to proceedings free from unreasonable delay.
(8) The right to be treated with faimess and with respect for the victim's dignity and
privacy. _ it

Members of tne U5, Department of Justice and other federal investigative agencies,
including the Federal Bureau of Investigation, must use their best efforts lo make sure that these

ights are protected. If you have any concerns in this regard, please feel free to contaclt me at
or Special Agent _ fromr'the Federal Bureau of Investigation at
. You al the Justice Department’'s Oflice for Victims of Crime in
Washington, D.C. at That Office has a website at www . ovec.gov.
You can seek the advice of an attorney with respect to the rigf;fs' listed above and, if you

behieve that the dghts set forth above are being violated, you have the right lo pelition the Court for
relief.
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In addition to these nghts, you are enlitled to counseling and medical services, and protection
from intimidation and harassment. If the Court determines that you are a victim, you also may be
entitled to restitution from the perpetrator. A list of counseling and medical service providers can
be provided to you, if you so desire. If you or your family is subjected to any intimidation or
harassmenl, please contact Special Agent [ or myself immedialely. It is possible that
someone working on behalf of the targets of the investigation may contact you. Such contact does
not violaMthe laws: However, if you are contacted, you have the choice of speaking to thal person
or refusing 1o*do $o. I you refuse and feel that you are being threatened or harassed, then please

*contact Special Agent || or myselr

Youalso are entitled to notification of upcoming case events. At this time, your case is under
investigationd If anyone is charged in connection with the investigation, you will be notified.

Sincerely,

R. Alexander Acosta
Lnited States Atllomcey

By:

Assistant United States Atlomey

ce: Special Agcnt_. F.B.L
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U.S. Department of Juslice

United States Attorney
Southern District of Florida

500 South JJJIIFGITUF.IF;';:B:H”" 400
West Palm Oeach, FL 313401

Facyimile:
August 11, 2006

DELIVERY BY HAND
Miss

Re: Cnme Vichims' and Witnesses' Rights

Pursuant to the Justice for All Act of 2004, as a victim and/or witness ol a federal offense,
you have a number of nghts. Those nghis are:

(n The right to be reasonably protected rom the accused.

(2} The nght 1o reasonable, accurate, and timely notice of any public court proceeding
involviag the cnime or of any release or escape of the accused.

{(3)  The right not to be excluded from any public court proceeding, unless the court
determ’ nes that your testimony may be matenally altered if you are present for other
portions of a proceeding,.

(4) The right 1o be reasonably heard at any public proceeding in the district court
involving release, plea, or sentencing.

(5)  The rewsonable nght to confer with the attorney for the United States in the case.

(6)  The nght to full and timely restitution as provided in law.

() The right to proceedings free from unreasonable delay.

(8) The right to be treated with faimess and with respect for the victim’s dignity and
privacy. (o
Members of the U.S. Departmient of Juslice and other féderal investigative agencies,

including the Federal Bureau of Investigation, must use their best efforts to make sure that these

rights are protected. If you have any concéms in this regard, please feel free 1o contact me at

-, or Spceial Agent _ from the Federal Burcau of Invesltigation at

You also can contact the Justice Dcpirfmcm’s Office lor Victims of Crime mn

Washington, D.C. at 202-307-5983. That Office has a websile at www.ove.gov.

You can seek the advice of an altormey with respect to the nghts listed above and, if you
believe that the rights set forth above are being violated, you have the right to petition the Court for
relief.
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[n addition to these nghts, you are entitled to counseling and medical services, and ;..
from intimidation and harassment. [f the Court delemmines that you are a vichim, you .|
entitled to restitution from the perpetrator. A list of counseling and medical service pro
be provided to you, if you so desire. [F you or vour family is subjected to any intia
harassment, please contact Special hgent*or mysell immediately. [t s =
someonc working on behalf of the targets of the investigation may contact you. Such i’
not violate the law. However, if you are contacted, you have the choice of speaking to il
or refusing to do so. If you refuse and feel that you are being threatened or harassed, i

" contact Special Agent ||| or myselt

You also are entitled to notification of upcoming case cvenls, ALthis lime, yourvs
investigation. 1f anyone is charged in connection with the investigation, you will be no

Sincerely,

E. Alexander Acosla

ey

By:

cc:  Special Agent |G e

(]
L]
"
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U.5. Department of Justice
Federal Bureau of Investigation
FBI - Wesl Palm Beach

Suite 500

505 South Flaglar Crive

West Paim Beach, FL 33401

Phone:
Fax:

January 10, 2008

Re: Case Number GENNENENG

pear [ NNENEG_

This case is currenlly under investigation. This can be a lengthy process and we raquagl your
confinuad patience while we conduct a thorough investigation.

As a orima victim, you have the following dghts under 18 United States Code § 3771: {1) The right to
bae reasonably protected from the sccused: (2) The right to reasonable, accurale, and tmely notice of any
public eourl proceeding, or any parcle proceading, involving the crime or of any release or escape of the
accusad; (3) The right not to be exciuded from any such public court proceeding, unless the court, after
receiving clear and convineing evidence, determnes thal testimony by the vicim would be materially anered i
the victim heard other testimony at that proceeding; (4) The right to be reasonably heard at any public
proceeding in the distriet court involving release, piea, sentencing, or any parole proceeding; {5) The
reasonable righl to confer with the attomey for the Gavemmant In the case; (6} The right to full and timely
restilution as provided In law; (7) The rght to proceadings free from unreasanable delay; (B) The right to be
trealed with faimess and with ragpact for the victim's dignity and privacy.

We will make our besi affarts to ansure you are accarded the rights described. Most of these rghts
portain to events occurring afier the arrest or indlctment of an Individual far the crima, and it wil become the
responsibility of the prosecuting Unfted States Atiorney’'s Office o ensure you are accorded those rghts. You
may also seek the advice of a private aomey with respect lo thesa rights.

Tha Victim Notification System [VNE) is designad to provide you with direct information regarding the
caga at (| proceeds through the eriminal justice systam. You may obialn cument information about this rmatier
on the Intemet al WWW Notify, USCOJ.GOV or from the VNS Call Center at 1-866-D0J-4YOU (1-BEE-365-
4968) (TOO/TTY, 1-866-226-4610) (International; 1-502-213-2767). In addition, you may use the Call
Center or Intemal {0 undale your contact information andior change your decision sbout participation in the
natification program. |f you update your information to include a current emall addresa, VNS will send
information o that addrass, You will nesd the fallowing Victim Identification Number (VIN) 1941737 ahd
Personal |dentfication Number (FIN) '6502' anytime you contact the Call Center and the first time you log on to
WNS on the Internel. In addition, the first ime you access the VNS Internet site, you will be pramptad to anter
your last name (o busingss name) Bs currently conlainad in YINS. The name you should enler ls
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If you have additional questions which involve this matter, please contact the office listed above, When
you call, please provide the fila number located at tha lop of this letter. Please remember, your participation
in the. notification part of this program is voluntary. In order to continue to receive natifications, it is your
responsiblity to keep your contact information current

Sincerely,

Victim Specialist

EFTA00185355
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U.3. Depariment of Justice
Federal Bureau of Investigation
FBI - Wes! Palm Beach

Suite 500

505 South Flagher Drive

West Palm Beach, FL 33401
Phone
Fax: |

January 10, 2008

James Elsenberg
One Claarake Canlar Sta 704 Australian South
West Palm Beach, FL 33401

Re. _

Dear James Elsanbery:

You have reguested o recelve notifications [n_

This case is currerlly under Invectigation. This ean be a lengthy process and we request your
continued patience while we conduet a thorough investigation.

As a crima viclim, you hava the following rights under 18 United States Code § 3771 (1) The righl to
be reasonably protectad from the accused: (2) The right to reasonable, sccurate, and Umely notice of any
public court proceeding, or any parale proceading, Invalving the oime or of any release or escape of the
accused: (3) The right not 1o be excluded fram any such publle ecurt proceeding. unless the court, after -
recaiving clear and convinecing evidence, dalermines that testimany by the victim would be materally altered if
the victim heard other testimony at that procesding; (4) The right to be reasonabby heard at any public
proceeding in the district court invelving relaase, piea, sentencing, or any paroie proceeding; (5) The
reasonable right to confer with the eflomey for the Government in the case; (6) The right 1o full and limely
restitution as provided in law; (7) The fght to proceedings free from unreasonable delay: (8) The right to be
treated with faimess and with raspact far the viclim's dignity and privacy.

Wa will make our bast efforts lo ensure you are accorded tha rights described. Mast of these rights
partain to events oceurring after the arest or Indictment of an individual for the crime, and It will become the
rasponsibility of the prosscuting United States Attorney's Office to ensure you are accorded those rights. You
may &lso seek the advice of a private attormey with respact to theso rights.

The Victim Notification System (VNS) is designed to provide you with direct Information regarding the
case as it proceeds through the criminal justice system. You may obtain current information abaut this matter
on the Internet al WWW.Nolify. USDOJ.GOV or from the WNS Call Cenler at 1-888-DOJ-4YOU (1-866-365-
4968) (TDD/TTY: 1-866-228-4618) (Intemational: 1-502-213-2767). In addition, you may use the Call
Center of Internet to update your contact information andfor change your declslon ebout participation in the
nolification program. [f you update your infarmaticn to Include a current emall eddress. VNS will send
information to that address. You will nead the following Victim |dentification Numbar (VIN) “1941741" and

Personal Identfication Number (PIN) '7760" anytime you contact the Call Cenler and the first time you log on to

VNS on the Intermel. In addian, the first lime you access the VNS Internat site, you will be grompted to enter
your last name (or businees name) g3 currently contained in VNS, The name you should enter is Eisenberm.

—
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if you have additional questions which Invalve this matter, please contact the office listed above, When
you call, please provide the file number located i the top of this letler. Please remamber, your parficipation
in the notfication pan of this program is voluntary. In order to continue to receive nolifications, it is your
rasponalbility to keep your contect Information currant.

Sincersly,

Victim Specialist

EFTA00185357
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U.S. Department of Justice

United States Attorney
Southern District of Florida

E-U_{} South Australian Ave , Suirte 400
West Palm Beach, FL 33401

aciimile

June 7, 2007

DELIVERY BY HAND
Mis

Re: Cnme Victims® and Witnesses” Rights

oes: I

Pursuant to the Justice for All Act ol 2004, as a victim and/or witness of a lederal offense,
you have a number of rights. Those nghts are:

i) The right to be reasonably protected from the accused.

(2)  The nght to reasonable, accurate, and timely notice of any public court proceeding
involving the crime or of any release or escape of the accused.

(3) The right not to be excluded from any public court proceeding, unless the court
determines that your lestimony may be materially altered if you are present for other
portions of a proceeding.

{(4) The nght to be reasonably heard al any public proceeding in the district court
involving release, plea, or senlencing,

(5) The reasonable right to confer with the attorney for the United States in the case.

(6)  The right to full and timely restitution as provided in law.

(N The righi to proceedings free from unreasonable delay.
(B) The right to be treated with faimess and with respect for the victim’s digmity and
privacy. (¢

Members of tae U.S. Department of Justice and other federal investigative agencies,
including the Federal Bureau of [nvestigation, must use their best efforts o make sure that these
rights are protected, If you have any concerns in this regard, please feel free to contact me at

or Special Agent — fronrthe Federal Bureau of Investigation at
- You also-can conlact the Justice Department’s Office for Victims of Crime in
Washington, D.C. at 202-307-5983. That Office has a websile at www.ovc.gov.
Yeou can seek rhe advice of an attormey with respect to the r".ghll.:f listed above and, if you

believe that the rights set forth above are being violated, you have the right to petition the Court for
relief.
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In addition to these nghts, you are entitled to counseling and medical services, and proteclion
from intimidation and harassment. If the Court determines that you are a viclim, you also may be
entitled to restitution from the perpetrator. A list of counseling and medical service providers can
be provided to you, if you so desire. If you or your famuly is subjected to any intimidation or
harassmenl, please contact Special Agent NGO mysell immedialely. It is possible that
someone working on behalf of the targets of the investigation may contact you. Such conlact does
not violassthe laws- However, if you are contacted, you have the choice of speaking to that person
or refusing 1o*do go.” If you refuse and feel that you are being threatened or harassed, then please

contacl Special Agenl _m' mysell.

You also are entitled to notification of upcoming case events. Atthis time, your case s under
investigationd 1 anyone is charged in connection with the investigation, you will be notified

Sincerely,

R. Alexander Acosta
United States Altorncy

By:

Assistant United Stales Altomey

ce Special Agent _ F.B.IL

{f

§ ®
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1.S. Department of Justice

United Stutes Attorney
Southern District of Florida

500 Sowth Auseralion Ave., Suwite 400
West Palm Geach, FL 33400

August 11, 2006

DELIVERY BY HAND
Mis

Re: Crime Victims' and Witnesses' Rights

Dear Miss-

Pursuant to the Justice for All Act of 2004, as a victim and/or witness of a federal offense,
you have a number of nghts. Those rights are:

(1)
(2)

(3)

{4)

(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)

The right to be reasonably prolected from the accused.

The right 1o reasonable, accurate, and timely notice of any public court proceeding
involviag the cime or of any release or escape of the accused.

The right not to be excluded from any public court proceeding, unless the court
determ: nes that your testimony may be materially altered i f you are present for other
portions of a proceeding.

The right 10 be reasonably heard at any public proceeding in the district court
involving rclease, plea, or sentencing.

The reusonable right to confer with the attormey for the United States in the case,
The nght to full and timely restitution as provided in law.

The right to proceedings free from unreasonable delay.

The right to be treated with faimess and with respect for the victim’s dignity and

privacy. (o

Members of the U.S. Department of Justice and other federal investigative agencies,
including the Federal Bureau of Investigation, must use their best efforts 1o make sure that these

riihts are protected. If you have any concéms in this regard, please [ee! free to contact me at

or Special Agent from the Federal Burcau of Investigation at
You also can contact the Justice Department’s Office [or Victims of Crime in

Washington, D.C. at 202-307-5983. That Office has a website at www.ove.gov.

You can seek the advice of an altomey with respect 1o the nghte listed above and, if you
believe that the rights set forth above are being violated, you have the right to petition the Court for

rehef,
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Inaddition to these nghts, you are entitled to counseling and medical services, and 1.,
from intimidation and harassment. If the Court determines that you are a victim, you ...
entitled to restitution from the perpetrator. A list of counseling and medical service pro-
be provided to- you, if you so desire. [f you or your family 15 subjected to any inte
harassment, please cortact Special Agcntﬂm myself immediately. [t is
someone working on behalf of the targets of the investipation may contact you. Such v’
not violate the law. However, if you are contacted, you have the choice of speaking to i

or refusing to do so. If you refuse and feel that you are being threatened or harassed, 11
" contact Special .-"'.gcnl!_ﬂr myself

You also are entitled to notification of upcoming case cvents. At this lime, your vu
investigation. 1f anyone is charged in connection with the investigation, you will be no!

Sincerely,

R. Alexander Acosla
United States Altormey

By:

Assistant Uniled Stales Altorney

cc: Special Agent _ F.B.L

-
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U.S. Department of Justice
Federal Buraaw of Investigation
FBI - Weat Palm Beach

Suite 500

505 South Flagler Crive

West Paim Beach, FL 33401

Phone
Fax |

January 10, 2008

Re: Case Numher—

This case is currantly under Investigation. This can be a lenglhy process and we request your
continued patience while we conduct a thorough Investigation.

As a crima victim, you have the following rights under 18 Unilad States Code § 3771 (1) The right to
be reasonably protected fram the secused: (2) The right to reasonable, accurale, snd timely notice of any
public court proceeding, or any parole proceading, Invglving the crime or of any release or escape of the
accused; (3) The rght not to be excluded from any such public court proceeding, unless the court, after
raceiving clear and convinelng evidence, determines that testimony by the victim would be materially attered If
the victim heard other testimony at that proceeding; (4) The right to ba reasonably heard at any public
proceeding in the district court involving release, plea, sentencing, or any parole proceeding; (5) The
reasonable right to confer with the attornay for tha Govermnmant In the ease; (6) The right to full and tmely
restilution as provided In law; (7) The right to proceadings free from unreasonable delay; (B) The right 1o be
trealad with faimess and with respect for the vistim's dignity and privacy.

Wa will make our best affarts to anasure you are accordad the rights described. Most of these rights
pertain to events occurring afier the arrest or indictment of an individual for the crime, and it will become the
responsibility of the progecuting Unied States Atlorney’s Office 1o ensure you are accorded those rights. You
may also seek the advice of a private attomay with respect 1o these rights.

The Viclim Notification Systam (VNS) is designed to provide you with direct information regarding tha
case as /| proceeds [hrough the criminal justice systam. You may cbtaln current Information about this matier
on the Internet at WWW, Notify. USDOJ.GOV or from the VNS Call Center at 1-866-D0J-4Y0OU (1-B66-365-
4968) (TDO/TTY: 1-866-228-4618) (Intemetional: 1-502-213-2767). In addition, you may use the Call
Center or Intemet 1o updale your contact information and/or chenge your decision about participation in the
notificetion program, If you update your Information to include a current emall address, VNS will send
information to that addrass. You will nead tha fallowing Victim |dantification Number (VIN) 1841737 and
Personal [dentfication Mumber (PIN) '5502" anytime you contact the Call Center and the first time you log on to
WMNS on the Internet, In addition, the first ime you access the VNS Intermet site, you will be prom o enter
your last name (or business name) as currently contained in VINS. The name you should enler |s
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If you have additional questions which Invalve this matler, please contact the office listed above. When
you call, please provide the file number located at the top of this lelter. Please remamber, your participation
in the notification parl of this program is voluntary. In order to continue to recetve nollfications, it is your
respansibilily to keep your contact informatlon cument.

Sincerely,

ciim specialls

EFTA00185363
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U.5. Department of Justice
Federal Bursau of Investigation
FBI - Wesl Palm Beach

Sulte 500

505 South Flagler Drive

West 3401
Phao
Fax:

January 10, 2008

James Elsenbearg
One Clearaks Cantar Ste 704 Australlan South
West Palm Beach, FL. 33401

R e iy

Dear James Elsanbang:

You have requastad to recelve notifications Iur-

This case is currently under Investigation. This can be & lengthy process and we request your
continued patience while we conduet a thorough investigation,

As a crime viclim, you have the following rights under 18 Unlted Stales Code § 3771: (1) The right to
be reascnably prolectsd from the accused: (2) The right lo reasonable, accurate, and Umely notice of any
public court proceeding, or any parola proceading, Invalving the crime or of any release or escape of the
accused; (3) The right not to be excluded from any such public court proceeding, unless the court, after
recaiving clear and convincing evidence, delermines that testimony by the vicim would be materially altered if
the victim heard other lestimany at that procaeding; (4) The right to be reasonably heard at any public
proceeding in the district court Involving releass, plea, sentencing, or any parole proceeding; (5] The
reasonable right to confer with the etlamey for the Government in the case; (6) The right 1o full and limely
restitution as provided in law; (7) The right to proceedings free from unreasonable delay: (8) The right to be
treated with faimess and with respect for the victim's dlgnlty and privacy.

Wa will make our best sfforts o ensure you are accorded tha rights described. Most of these rights
periain bo events occurring after tha amest or Indictment of an individual for the crime, and It will become the
responsibility of the prosscuding United States Attorney's Office to ensure you are accorded those rights. You
may also seak the advice of a private attormney with respect to theee rights.

The Victim Notification System [VNS) is designad to provide you with direct Information regarding the
case as |t proceeds through the criminal justice system. You may obiain current information abaut thls malter
on the Internet at WW'W.Nallfy USDOJ.GOV or from the WNS Call Cenler at 1-888-DOJ-4Y0OU (1-BEE-365-
4968) (TDD/TTY, 1-B66-228-4618) (International: 1-502-213-2767). In addition, you may use the Call
Center of Intemet to update your contact infarmation and/or change your decislon about participation in the
naotificaton program. |f you update your Information to Include a current emall eddress, VNS will send
informatlon 1o that address. You will need the fallowlng Vietlm Identification Number (VIN) '1941741" and
Personal Identfication Number (PIN) 'TT60' anytime you contact the Call Center and tha first ime you log on 1o
VNS on the Intemel. |In addition, the first time you access the VNS Internet site, you will be prompled to enter
your last name (or business nama) as currently conlainad in VMS. Tha name you should enter is Eisenbers.

EFTA00185364
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If you have additional questions which Invalve this malter, please contact the office listed above, When
you call, please provide the fle number located at the top of this letler. Please remember, your parficipation
in the notificatlon part of this program is voluntary. In order to conlinue lo receive nolifications, it is your
rasponsibility to keep your contact Information currant.

Sinceraly,

Victim Spocialist

EFTA00185365
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U.5. Department of Justice
Federal Bureau of Investigation S
FBI - West Palm Beach i B
Sulte 500 &
505 South Flagler Drive

West P 33401 4
Phonea: ) e ————
Fax: 3 e

May 30, 2008

R
De

Your name was referred to the FBI's Victim Asslstance Program ag being a possible viclim of a federal
crime. We appreciale your assistance and cooperalion while we ara Investigaling this case. We would like to
make you aware of the viclim services that may be available to you and 1o answer any guestions you may have
regarding the criminal juslice process throughout the investigation. Our program is part of the FBI's effort to
ensure the viclims are treated with respect and are provided information about their rights under federal law.
These rights include notification of the status of the cass. The enclosed brochures pravide information about
the FBI's Victim Assistance Program, resources and instructions for sccessing the Victim Notification System
(VNS). VNS is designed to provide you with infoermalion regarding the stalus of your case.

This case Is currantly under Investigation. This can be a lengthy process and we request your
conlinued patience while we conduct a thorough investigalion.

As a crime victim, you heve the foliowlng rights undaer 18 United States Code § 3771 (1) The right lo
be reasonably protected from the accused; (2) The right to reasonable, accurate, and timely notice of any
public eourt proceeding, ar any parole proceading, involving the crime or of any release or escape of the
accused; (3) The right not to be axcluded from any such public coun proceeding, unless the court, after
receiving clear and convincing evidence, delermines that testimony by the victim would be materially altered If
the vietlim heard othar testimony at that proceading; (4) The right 1o be reasonably heard at any public
proceeding in the district court involving release, plea, sentancing, or any parole proceeding; (3] The
reasonable right lo confer with the atormaey for the Government in the case; (6) The right to full and timely
restitulion @s provided I law; (7) The right to proceedings free from unreasonable delay, (8] The right to be
traated with faimess and with respect Tor the victim's dignity and privacy.

We will make our bas! afforts lo ansure you ere accorded the righls describad. Most of these righls
partain lo events occurring after the ares! or indictment of an indlvidual for the crime, and it will become the
responsibility of Ihe prosecuting United States Attornay's Office to ensure you are accorded those righls. You
mey also seek the advice of a private attomaey with respect to these rights.

The Victim Netification Systam (VN3) Is designed to provide you with direcl informalion regarding the
case 8s il proceeds through the criminal justica system. You may obtaln current information about this matter
an the Internat at WWWW.Notity, USDOJ. GOV or from the VNS Call Center at 1-866-DOJ-4Y0OU (1-866-365-
4968) (TODITTY: 1-866-228-4819) (intematicnal: 1-502-213-2T67). In addition, you may use the Call
Center orf Inlemet lo update your contact information andior change your decision aboul participation in the
notification program. f you update your Information to include a cument email address, VNS will send
infarmation to thal addrass. You will need the following Victim |dentification Mumber (VIN) "2074381" and
Personal Identification Number (PIN) "1B16° anytima you contact the Call Center and the first fime you 16g or to
WNS on the Intemet. 1n addlition, the first time you access the VNS Intarnet site, you will be prom nler
your lasi name [or business name) as cumently contained in VNS. The name you should enler JSW
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If you heve additional questions which Invaive this matter, please conlact the office listed above. When
you call, please provide the file number located at the lop of this letter. Please remember, your participation
in tha notincation part of this program | veluntary. In ordar (o conlinue to receive notificalions, it is your
regsponsibility to keep your contact information currant.

Slncaraly,

iehm Spechaist

TaTAL P.&7
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United States Attorney
Southern District of Florida

EXHIBIT
MO,

jﬂlﬂ Kouth Australian Ave., Suite 400
West Palm Beach, FI 33401

Faczimife:
July 9, 2008

VIA FACSIMILE

Brad Edwards, Esq.

The Law Offices of Brad Edwards & Associates, LL.C
2028 Harrison Strect, Suite 202

Hollywood, Florida 33020.

Re: Jeffrey Epsteinj I _NOTIFICATION OF

IDENTIFIED VICTIM

Dear Mr. Edwards:

By virtue of this letter, the United States Attorney’s Office for the Southern District
of Florida asks that you provide the following notice to your client, || NG

On June 30, 2008, Jeffrey Epstein (hereinafier referred to as “Epstein) entered a plea
of guilty to violations of Florida Statutes Sections 796.07 (felony solicitation of prostitution)

and 796.03 (procurement of minors to engage in prostitution), in the 15th Judicial Circuit in
and for Palm Beach County (Case Nos. 2006-cf-009454AXXXMB and 2008-cf-

00938 1AXXXMB) and was sentenced to a term ol twelve months’ imprisonment to be
followed by an additional six months’ imprisonment, followed by twelve months of
Community Control 1, with conditions of community confinement imposed by the Court.

In light of the entry of the guilty plea and sentence, the United States has agreed to
defer federal prosecution in favor of this state plea and sentence, subject to certain
conditions.

One such condition to which Epstein has agreed is the following;
“Any person, who while a minor, was a victim of a violation of an offense

enumerated in Title 18, United States Code, Section 2255, will have the same
rights to proceed under Section 2255 as she would have had, if Mr. Epstein

EFTA00185368
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had been tricd federally and convicted of an enumerated offense. For purposes
ofimplementing this paragraph, the United States shall provide Mr. Epstein’s
attorneys with a list of individuals whom it was prepared to name in an
Indictment as victims of an enumerated offense by Mr. Epstein. Any judicial
authority interpreting this provision, including any authority determining
which evidentiary burdens if any a plaintiff must meet, shall consider that it is
the intent of the parties to place these identified victims in the same position
as they would have been had Mr. Epstein been convicted at trial. No more; no
less.”

Through this letter, this Office hereby provides Notice that your client,
15 an individual whom the United States was prepared to name as a victim of an enumerated
offense.
[ vy
Should your client decide to file a claim against Jeffrey Epstein, his attornev, Jack
Goldberger, asks that you contact him at Atterbury Goldberger and Weiss, 250 Australian
Avenue South, Suite 1400, West Palm Beach, FL 33401, _

Please understand that neither the U.S. Attorney’s Office nor the Federal Bureau of
Investigation can take part in or otherwise assist in civil litigation; howevér, if you do file a
claim under 18 U.5.C. § 2255 and Mr. Epstein denies that your client is a victim of an
enumerated offense, please provide notice of that denial to the undersigned.

Please thank your client for all of her assistance during the course of this examination
and express the heartfelt regards of myself and Special Agcnt_ for
the health and well-being of Ms.-

R. ALEXANDER ACOSTA
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

By:

ASSISTANT U.S5. ATTORNEY

cc:  Jack Goldberger, Esq.

EFTA00185369
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EXHIBIT

B LLS. Department of Justice

CASE
MOIE-BOT-CV-MARRA

United States Attorney
Southern District of Florida

EXHIBIT
NO. T

500 South Ausiralian Ave., Suife 4001
West Palm Beach, FL 331404

Facsimile.

July 9, 2008

—— e

Brad Edwards, Esq.

The Law Offices of Brad Edwards & Associates, LLC
2028 Harrison Street, Suite 202

Hollvwood, Florida 33020.

Re: Jeffrey Epstein/ ] NorikicaTiON OF

IDENTIFIED VICTIM

Dear Mr. Edwards:

By virtue of this letter, the United States Attorney’s Office for the Southern District
of Florida asks that you provide the following notice to your client,

On June 30, 2008, Jeffrey Epstein (hereinafier referred to as “Epstein) entered a plea
of guilty to violations of Florida Statutes Sections 796.07 (felony solicitation of prostitution)
and 796.03 (procurement of minors to engage in prostitution), in the 15th Judicial Circuit in
and for Palm Beach County (Case Nos. 2006-cf-009454AXXXMB and 2008-cf-
009381 AXXXMB) and was sentenced to a term of twelve months’ imprisonment to be
followed by an additional six months’ imprisonment, followed by twelve months of
Community Control 1, with conditions of community confinement imposed by the Court,

In light of the entry of the guilty plea and sentence, the United States has agreed to
defer federal prosecution in favor of this state plea and sentence, subject to certain
conditions.

One such condition to which Epstein has agreed is the following:

“Any person, who while a minor, was a victim of a violation of an offense

enumerated in Title 18, United States Code, Section 2255, will have the same
rights to proceed under Section 2255 as she would have had, if Mr. Epstein

EFTA00185370
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had been tried federally and convicted of an enumerated offense. For purposes
of implementing this paragraph, the United States shall provide Mr. Epstein’s
attorneys with a list of individuals whom it was prepared to name in an
Indictment as victims of an enumerated offense by Mr. Epstein. Any judicial
authority interpreting this provision, including any authority determining
which evidentiary burdens if any a plaintiff must meet, shall consider that it is
the intent of the parties Lo place these identified victims in the same position
as they would have been had Mr. Epstein been convicted at trial. No more; no
less.”

Through this letter, this Office hereby provides Notice that your Elicut,-
s an individual whom the United States was prepared to name as a victim of an
enumerated offense. '

Should your client decide to file a claim against Jeffrey Epstein, his attorney, Jack

Goldberger, asks that you contact him at Atterbury Goldberger and Weiss, 250 Australian
Avenue South, Suite 1400, West Palm Beach, FL 334n|,_.

Please understand that neither the U.S. Attorney’s Office nor the Federal Bureau of
Investigation can take part in or otherwise assist in civil litigation; however, if you do file a
claim under 18 U.5.C. § 2255 and Mr. Epstein denies that your client is a victim of an
enumerated offense, please provide notice of that denial to the undersigned.

Please thank your client for all of her assistance during the course of this examination
and express the heartfelt regards of myself and Special Agents for
the health and well-being of Ms ﬁ

R. ALEXANDER ACOSTA
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

ASSISTANT U.S. ATTORNEY

cc:  Jack Goldberger, Esq.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. 08-80736-CIV-MARRA

JANE DOE #1 AND JANE DOE #2,

Petitioners,
Vi,
UNITED STATES,
Respondent.

/

secoND DECLARATION OF E. [ NG
L, E. _ declare as follows:

1. [ am a Special Agent in the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) and have been

so employed since 1997, 1 am currently assigned to the West Palm Beach office of the FBI Miami
Field Division.

2. In 2006, I was assigned as the case agent on the investigation of Jeffrey Epstein,
which was referred to as Operation Leap Year.

3. As part of that investigation, [ attempted to interview Jane Doe #2 at her residence.
Jane Doe #2 was walking to her vehicle, and she refused to speak with me.

4. I returned to my vehicle to get a grand jury subpoena for Jane Doe #2 and handed
it to her. Jane Doe #2 threw the grand jury subpoena onto the ground. 1 then verbally instructed
her that it was a court order and she was expected to appear at the grand jury at the location, date,
and time that appeared on the subpoena. Jane Doe #2 got into the vehicle and drove away without

speaking to me.
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5. Jane Doe #2 later obtained counsel and appeared for a videotaped interview on
April 24, 2007. During the videotaped interview, Jane Doe #2 expressed her opinion that Jeffrey
Epstein should not be prosecuted. She said, “I hope Jeffrey, nothing happens to Jeffrey because
he’s an awesome man and it would really be a shame. It’s a shame that he has to go through this
because he's an awesome guy and he didn’t do nothing wrong, nothing.”

6. Other than these events, neither I nor any other FBI agent had any contact with Jane
Doe #2 during the course of the investigation. Jane Doe #2 never contacted me or my co-case
agents asking for information about the investigation or asking to confer with anyone from the
government about the resolution of the matter.

7. On August 7, 2007, my co-case agent and [ interviewed Jane Doe #1 as part of the
investigation of Jeffrey Epstein. At no time during that interview did Jane Doe #1 ask to confer
with anyone from the government about any potential criminal charging decisions or about any
potential resolution of the matter. An FBI report was prepared. Between the time of the interview
and the signing of the Non-Prosecution Agreement in September 2007, Jane Doe #1 never
contacted me or my co-case agent asking for information about the investigation or asking to
confer with anyone from the government about any potential criminal charging decisions or about
the resolution of the matter.

8. In October 2007, my co-case agent and [ met with Jane Doe #1 at a Publix grocery
store in Palm Beach Gardens. We were meeting with Jane Doe #1 to advise her of the main terms
of the Non-Prosecution Agreement. Among other information [ provided, I told Jane Doe #1 that
an agreement had been reached, Mr. Epstein was going to plead guilty to two state charges, and

there would not be a federal prosecution.
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9. After my co-case agent and | met with Jane Doe #1 and two other victims, | became
concerned about what would happen if Jeffrey Epstein failed to perform his obligations under the
Non-Prosecution Agreement. 1f Mr. Epstein breached or failed to perform those obligations, then
the government would need to be ready to proceed with a prosecution. I was concerned that if the
victims were informed of the Non-Prosecution Agreement, which included an option for victims
to seek monetary damages in a civil matter, then Epstein’s counsel would use the notifications to
impeach me and the victims if a prosecution were to proceed in the future. Accordingly, after
conferring with the U.S. Attorney’s Office, a decision was made that no further notifications would
be made at that time.

10.  After the Non-Prosecution Agreement was signed, in the last quarter of 2007 and
continuing through 2008, the investigative team felt that there was a possibility that Epstein would
breach or fail to perform the terms of the Agreement. Accordingly, the investigation continued in
case the prosecution of Epstein would later proceed. The continuing investigation included
additional witness interviews, service of grand jury subpoenas, and testimony before the grand
jury.

1. On January 31, 2008, as part of the continuing investigation of Jeffrey Epstein, I
participated in an interview of Jane Doe #1 with --fmm the U.S. Attorney’s Office
and _fmrn the Justice Department. Jane Doe #1 was re-interviewed in case Epstein
breached or failed to perform under the Non-Prosecution Agreement.

12.  Throughout the investigation, we interviewed many victims that fell within the
scope of Mr. Epstein’s criminal activity. A majority of the victims expressed concern about the
possible disclosure of their identities to the public. A number of the victims raised concerns about

having to testify and/or their parents finding out about their involvement with Mr. Epstein.
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Additionally, for some victims, learning of the Epstein investigation and possible exposure of their
identities caused them emotional distress. Owerall, many of the victims were troubled about the
existence of the investigation. They displayed feelings of embarrassment and humiliation and
were reluctant to talk to investigators. Some victims who were identified through the investigation
refused even to speak to us. Our concerns about the victims’ well-being and getting to the truth
were always at the forefront of our handling of the investigation.

13. During interviews conducted from 2006 to 2008, no victims expressed a strong
opinion that Epstein be prosecuted. As noted above, Jane Doe #2 expressed her opinion that
nothing should happen to Epstein.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

EXECUTED on May ,2017.

A I

Special Agent
Federal Bureau of Investigation
West Palm Beach, Florida

EFTA00185376
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EXHIBIT B
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of ranscription 0B/ 14 /2007 !

interviewed in West Palm Beach,

Florida, re ing a rederal investigation involving the sexual
exploitation of minors. After being advised of the identity of .the
interviewing agents and the nature of the interview, rovided

the following information:
In 2003 or 2004 [Jillwas introduced to JEFFREY EPSTEIN

for the purpose of providing him with personal massages. was
approached at a party by a female she believed was named C ISE.
She described the female as havin r hair and taller. The

female was later identified as told

wiphp and Wl s friend, , that they could make money by
providing massages to EPSTEIN. told Wil that she could
provide the massages with her clothes on or off. Wiggh who was
fifteen years old, believed that she was close to turning sixteen
when she first met EPSTEIN. However, during Wigjes first contact
with EPSTEIN, she told him that she had just turned eighteen.

w traveled to EPSTEIN's residence in Palm
Beach by taxi. was pregnant at the time. Once at the

residence, took W pstairs. EPSTEIN entered the room
wearing only a robe. Once EPSTEIN had removed the robe, both

and Wi provided EPSTEIN with a massage. Both
and WEEE® had removed their clothing and remained only in their
underwear. EPSTEIN asked G tc leave. Once alone with Willie
EPSTEIN began to masturbate. W@l was uncomfortable. After
EPSTEIN climaxed the massage was over. Wil believed that NN
had mentioned EPSTEIN might masturbate during the massage but she
was still wvery surprised when he masturbated. EPSTEIN paid Wil
$€200.00. EPSTEIN did not touch'W@wduring that massage. Wil
departed EPSTEIN's residence with two men that worked for EPSTEIN.
They drove WEEMto a Shell Gas Station located near Okeechobee
Boulevard and the Florida Turnpike.

Prior to departing the residence, wbprcwided her
telephone number to one of EPSTEIN's assistants,
(PHONETIC). Wl described her as a very pretty Hispanic female in

her early twenties, with long brown hair,  and approximately 5'5" to ,
s'6" tall. willestated thatg_ another of EPSTEIN's !
assistants, or EPSTEIN would usually contact her. [}l would
telephone and ask if she was available or if she had any other

Investigation on 08/07/2007 s West Palm Beach, Florida

File # 3LE-MM-10B0&62 Datz dicated 0B/07/2007
A
by ShA
This document conlains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBL W 15 the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency.

it and its coments ere not to be distribuled ouiside wour agency.
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Contirustion of FD-3020f ____ CHNEEENE WS ,On 0B8/07/2007 . Page __ 2

girls she could bring. When EPSTEIN telephoned, he usually asked
for Wiletc come over. Accoyding to wi® EPSTEIN's house
telephone number began with the digits 655. She would call
sometimes and leave a message. W stated that when they
telephoned her they would inform her of when they would be coming
back to town and if she might have anyone new. Wiji®@did not
believe that EPSTEIN ever really liked her.

Wi traveled to the EPSTEIN's residence during 2003 and
2004 over twenty five times. WE@believed that she provided
EPSTEIN with approximately 10-15 massages. EPSTEIN initially
started out touching WPt breasts but gradually the massages
pecame more sexual. EPSTEIN would instruct Wil on how and what to
do during the massages. He would reguest Wil to rub his chest and
nipples. WM stated that on approximately two occasions, EPSTEIN
asked that Wil remove her underwear and provide the massage nude.
Wglle complied. WEMstated that EPSTEIN would make her feel that
she had the option to do what she wanted.

During one massage, Vi stated that she had been.giving
EPSTEIN a massage for approximately 30-40 minutes when instead of
EPSTEIN turning over to masturbate, EPSTEIN brought another female
into the massage area. Vi@ described the female as a beautiful
blonde girl, a "Cameron Diaz" type, 13 years of age, bright blue
eyes, and speaking with an accent. EPSTEIN had VWil straddle the
female on the massage table. EPSTEIN wanted W to touch the
females breast. According to Willle, EPSTEIN "pleasured" the female
while W@l was straddled on top of the female, W'stated she
could hear what she believed to be a vibrator. W salid for ‘
EPSTEIN it was all about pleasuring the female. After the female
climaxed, EPSTEIN patted Wglll#on the shoulder and she removed
herself from the table. The female got up from the table and went
into the spa/sauna. EPSTEIN commented to Wil that in a few
minutes the female would realize what had just happened to her.

Willmreceived $200.00.

WP advised the interviewing agents that EPSTEIN had
used a back massager on her vagina, EPSTEIN asked her first if he
could use the massager on her. WEl@stated that she had held her
preath when EPSTEIN used the back massager on her. Wl#stated
that at no time during any of the massages had EPSTEIN caused her
ko climax.

buring another massage, Wi believed by this time she
was seventeen, BPSTEIN placed his hand on Wil vagina, touching

EFTA00185379
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Wi clitoris. Wilwas uncomfortable and told him to stop.
EPSTEIN complied. W@ stated that the incident freaked her out. .

' w@l®stated that EPSTEIN was upset because she was upset. W -
never return to the residence. WEl@stated that she did not deal
with EPSTEIN anymore after that incident.

EPSTEIN gave both Wil and My each a book entitled

"Massage for Dummies". They rece ed the books on the same visit.
EPSTEIN also commented how strong hands were when it came to

her providing his massages.

On another occasion, W@ mentioned to EPSTEIN that she
was looking at a car, a Toyota Corclla. EPSTEIN provided W with
$600.00 - $700.00. V@stated that EPSTEIN gave her the money
after the incident with the other female.

According to Wl EPSTEIN would ask her to bring him
other girls. W who started dancing at strip clubs when she was
brought girls from the club as well as from other sources.
- stated she brought girls from fifteen years ol age to twenty -
five years of age. e stated that EPSTEIN would get frustrated
with her if she did not have new females for him. On one instance,

EPSTEIN hung up on her because she could not provide him with
anyone new. histated that EPSTEIN's preference was short,
little, white girls. Wjiipstated that EPSTEIN was upset when one
of the other girls brought a black girl. W@l stated that EPSTEIN
did not want black girls or girls with tatoos.

W@ stated that one of the girls she stayed with on
occasion, GEENENEP :lso started providing EPSTEIN with
massages. A telephone number for NP vac (EENENEEENY
said that her family resides in mrida, possibly
ol @ :lsc stayed with during this same
time period. However, @l never went to EBFSTEIN's house or
provided him with massages. |l has a Yacht Club address.

Another girl that W@@had taken to EPSTEIN's residence
was L@@y Last Name Unknown(LNU). According to s EPSTEIN
liked I LNU a lot. VW said that she was never a favorite of
EPSTEIN. EPSTEIN offered Vg $300.00 to bring LIS LNU. L=
1LNU was a couple years younger than Wil W believed that she
was either 16 or 17 when she first went to EPSTEIN's residence.
vigame caid that L LNU went 2-3 times but that she did not want
any part of it after that. W{lp believes she could identify L
LNU if she saw her photograph. WHEE alsc stated that Lyjjj L.NU at

EFTA00185380
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one time attended GEEEENGEGEEENENP I CH SCHOOL. WEllealso

pelieved that they had met through a group of friends while
attending [Jlll- 2 dropout prevention school.

W mentioned another girl by the name of commg
@®. ErsSTEIN distinguished the two " ' by referring to
R e r—— worked at an ice cream
shop. WHEPstated that she did not like LEEEEEP and that L
was a storyteller and a bad liar. V@ stated that L never
really wanted to go to EPSTEIN's residence but she went anyway.

w@®said that she had not taken a good look at EPSTEIN's
penis. WE@explained that it seemed like he would always try and
hide his penis. Vg stated that EPSTEIN never asked her for sex.

Vg started dancing when she was sixteen at S
The owner, i 1ot her dance. Willehas also

worked at G GNP located SN, i1 BOynton
Beach, Florida.

Vsl used illegal drugs during the years she provided
EPSTEIN with massages. Wesaid that EPSTEIN tried to provide her
with advice regarding controlled substances.

willlhstated that she met with EPSTEIN's attorneys, [

W -nd 2 unidentified female (UF), WE HOUSE RESTAURANT.
wiie met with them after she contacted who coant
they were really working for EPSTEIN. Wy stated that also
nalked of her twin boys and stated that she was living in
Manhattarn. Wess® found out that (@il and the UF are employed by

They asked a lot of guestions. They

=SS
specifically asked about L{NMlk and 2 G LNU. Wgmee reiterated

her dislike for ]'_-

W@ also informed the interviewing agents that she had
spoken to M@ she believed before the fourth of July. Ml
told Wilwthat she had met with investigators and that they had
videoed her.

numbers :

Wammpconfirmed her association to the following telephone
0ld cellular number - {-]

Possibly an old cellular numhi— ﬂh}—

sl s tclephone number - { A e
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Dute of rranseripion 02 /08/2008

on Thursday, January 31, 2008, CEEMEES wellFret with
Assistant United States Attorney m UNITED STATES
ATTORMEY'S OFFICE (USAC) and Attorney , BRADEN, UNITED
STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE(DOJ), CRIMINAL DIVISION. Also present |
at the meeting were Special Agents E. Wmd .-

* FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTI . was
arranged pursuant to a federal investigation regarding the sexual

exploitation of minors. During the course of the meeting, Wille=
provided the following additional or clarifying information not
previously documented in earlier FD-302s:

JEFFREY EPSTEIN and his assistants, SARAH and

M identified as * and oINS /ould
contact WeE@ to set up appointments for EPSTEIN'S massages.
According to Vi, W would call and say that EPSTEIN was on

a flight and inguire about scheduling work for

Life was not going well for WEli# during the time she was
providing EPSTEIN with massages. WElM was buying and taking drugs,
{i.e. Xanax, Lorcets, and Percosets. Wil said that she stayed on
pills. WP explained that she wanted to feel numb. WE® stopped
attending school at age fifteen. Her parents were addicted to
crack and cocaine. Prior to her parent's drug use, Wil was in the
band, a cheerleader, and a straight "A" student. vl played the
trumpet for the school band. When her parent's drug habits got
bad, things went downhill, they lost everything.

W@ES became a dancer the day before her sixteenth
birthday at cnsnilleuRsase sShe worked there for six months,
up “until the employer found out she was underage. Later, Wil
worked for MERSSENENSREEehich she did for 6 months. i) stopped
seeing EPSTEIN during that time.

Wil stated that she brought up to twenty, twenty-five,
or thirty different girls. Vil said all of the girls but maybe
ten of them were underage. Some of the females h&brought for
EPSTEIN were dancers. WEl said that EPSTEIN did not care for all
of the girls she brought to him. Wl explained that EPSTEIN did
not care for some of the dancers, the older females, and the
females with tattoos.

Investigation on~~ 01/31/2008 = West Palm Beach, Florida

File # 31E-MM-10B062 Dme dicwmied 01/31/2008
SA . i
by SA
This document coniains peither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBL. 11 is the propemy of the FBI and is loaned to vour agemcy,

it and {15 contentz are not to be diswribued outside Your agency.
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FO-3020 (Rev. 10-6-85)

31E-MM-108062

Continuation of FL-302 of ________ , On Mﬁ— JPage 2

- - e L.

P sz2id that during the massages EPSTEIN would push
further and further regarding the sexual activity. According to
WAl EPSTEIN never asked, "is this okay," he would just see how
far one would let him go. :

recalled seeing sculptures of naked women and lots
of pictures of kids in the library. -

WP stated that everybody thought Epstein was a
neurclogist.

w‘ also stated that [ tvir Povs-

w7 T
¥

L
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
p SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

Case No. 08-80736-Civ-Marra/Matthewman
JANE DOES #1 AND #2,
Petitioners,
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Respondent.
/

UNITED STATES’ NOTICE OF FILING PRIVILEGE LOG

Pursuant to the Court’s June 18, 2013 Omnibus Order (DE 190), the Respondent, United
States of America, by and through the undersigned Assistant United States Attorney, hereby gives
notice of its filing of its Privilege Log, which is attached hereto.

The documents referenced in the Privilege Log are being delivered today to the Chambers
of U.S. District Judge Kenneth A. Marra for ex parte in camera review, pursuant to the Court’s
Omnibus Order.

Respectfully submitted,

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

By: s/A. Villafaria

Assistant United States Attorney
Florida Bar No. 0018255

500 South Australian Ave, Suite 400
West Palm Beach, FL 33401
Telephone:
Facsimile;
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on July 19, 2013, I electronically filed the foregoing document
with the Clerk of the Court using CM/ECF. According to the Court’s website, counsel for all parties
are able to receive notice via the CM/ECF system.

Assistant United States Attorney

SERVICE LIST

Jane Does | and 2 I United States,
Case No. 0B-80736-CIV-MARRA/MATTHEWMAN
United States District Court, Southern District of Florida

Brad Edwards, Esq.,

Farmer Jaffe Weissing Edwards Fistos Lehrman
425 N Andrews Ave Ste 2

Fort Lauderdale, FL. 33301-3268
brad(@pathtojustice.com

054-524-2820

Fax: 954-524-2822

Paul G. Cassell

5.1, Quinney College of Law at the
University of Utah

332 8. 1400 E.

Salt Lake City, Utah 84112

(BO1) 585-5202

Fax: (801) 585-6833

E-mail: casselp@law.utah.edu

Attorneys for Jane Doe # 1 and Jane Doe # 2
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PRIVILEGE LOG

Bates Range Description Privilege(s) Asserted
Box #1 File folder entitled “CORR RE GJ 6(e)
P-000001 SUBPOENAS" containing correspondence Work Product
thru related to various grand jury subpoenas and
P-000039 attorney (ﬂ handwritten notes
Box #1 Operation Leap Year Grand Jury Log fi(e)
P-000040 containing subpoenas OLY-01 through OLY-81, Work Product
thru correspondence and research related to Contains documents subject
P-000549 enforcement of same, documents produced in to investigative privilege
response to some subpoenas; and attorney Also contains documents
handwritten notes subject to privacy rights of
victims who are not parties to
this litigation
Box #1 File folder entitled “Ritz Compact Flash SW™" 6(e)
P-000550 containing copies of a sealed search warrant Contains information subject
thru application, warrant, and supporting documents to investigative privilege
P-000621 Also contains information
subject to privacy rights of
victims who are not parties to
this litigation
Box #1 File folder entitled “PNY Technologies Compact 6(e)
P-000622 Flash SW” containing copies of a sealed search | Contains information subject
thru warrant application, warrant, and supporting to investigative privilege
P-000693 documents Also contains information
subject to privacy rights of
victims who are not parties to
this litigation
Box #1 File folder entitled “JE Corporations™ containing Work Product
P-000694 attorney research on Epstein-owned corporations | Contains information subject
thru and prior litigation to investigative privilege
P-000781
Box #1 File folder entitled “Capital One” 6(e)
P-000782 containing subpoena and correspondence
thru
P-000803
Box #1 File folder entitled “DTG Operations/Dollar 6(e)
P-000804 Rent-a-Car” containing subpoena and responsive Contains documents and
thru documents information subject to
P-000854 investigative privilege
Also contains documents and
information subject to privacy
rights of victims who are not
parties to this litigation
Page 1 of 23
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Bates Range Description Privilege(s) Asserted
Box #1 File folder entitled “JP Morgan Chase" 6(e)
P-000855 containing subpoena, correspondence, and Contains documents and
thru responsive documents information subject to
P-000937 investigative privilege
Box #1 File folder entitled “Washington Mutual” 6(e)
P-000938 containing subpoena, correspondence, and Contains documents and
thru responsive documents information subject to
P-000947 investigative privilege
Box #1 File folder entitled “Computer Search &" Work Product
P-000948 containing legal research on computer search and Attorney-Client
thru handwritten notes on indictment preparation Contains information subject
P-000982 to investigative privilege.
Also contains information
subject to privacy rights of
victims who are not parties to
this litigation
Box #1 File folder entitled “Attorney Notes from Work product
P-000983 Document Review” containing typed and 6(e)
thru handwritten attorney notes, target Contains information subject
P-001007 letters, correspondence re grand jury subpoena to investigative privilege.
Also contains information
subject to privacy rights of
victims who are not parties to
this litigation
Box #1 File folder entitled “Notes from Fed Ex Records” Work Product
P-001008 containing handwritten and typed attorney 6(e)
thru (d notes and screen shots of FedEx Contains information subject
P-001056 subpoena response electronic file to investigative privilege.
Also contains information
subject to privacy rights of
victims who are not parties to
this litigation
Box #1 File folder entitled “Colonial Bank Records” 6(e)
P-001057 containing records received in response to grand | Contains information subject
thru jury subpoena to investigative privilege
P-001959
Box #1 File folder entitled “OLY Grand Jury Log Vol 2: 6(e)
P-001960 OLY-51 THROUGH" containing subpoenas Contains information subject
Thru numbered OLY-51 through OLY-81 with related to investigative privilege.
P-002089 correspondence Also contains information
subject to privacy rights of
victims who are not parties to
this litigation
Page 2 of 23
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Bates Range Description Privilege(s) Asserted
Box #1 File folder entitled “Epstein Corporate Records: 6(e)
P-002090 OLY-51, OLY-52, OLY-53, OLY-54" containing Contains information and
Thru subpoenas, records received in response to documents subject to
P-002169 subpoenas, and related correspondence investigative privilege
Box #1 File folder entitled “Colonial Bank™ containing fi(e)
P-002170 subpoenas, correspondence related to subpoenas, Contains information and
Thru records received in response to subpoenas documents subject to
P-002246 investigative privilege
Box #1 File folder entitled “JEGE & Hyperion from 6(e)
P-002247 Goldberger OLY-46 & OLY-47" containing Contains information and
Thru documents received in response to subpoenas documents subject to
P-002265 investigative privilege
Box #1 Indictment preparation binder containing: Work product
P-002266 Grand jury subpoena log, evidence/activity 6(e)
Thru summary chart, witness/victim names and contact Contains information and
P-002386 list, attorney (-l handwritten notes, 302s, documents subject to
ortions of state investigative file, attorney investigative privilege. Also
h typed notes, of individuals listed as contains information and
“Additional victims” documents subject to privacy
rights of victims who are not
parties to this litigation
Box #1 Indictment preparation binder containing: Work product
P-002387 Grand jury subpoena log, evidence/activity Hle)
Thru summary chart, witness/victim names and contact Contains information and
P-002769 list, attorney (-) handwritten notes, 302s, documents subject to
ortions of state investigative file, attorney investigative privilege. Also
h} typed notes, relevant pieces of grand contains information and
jury materials, telephone records/flight records documents subject to privacy
analysis charts, victim/witness photographs, rights of victims who are not
DAVID records, NCICs, and related materials for parties to this litigation
persons identified as Jane Does #15, 16, 17, 18,
19, Past Employees, Misc. Witnesses
Box #1 Indictment preparation binder containing: Work product
P-002770 witness/victim list with identifying information, 6(e)
Thru sexual activity summary, telephone call summary Contains information and
P-003211 chart, attorney [ﬂ) handwritten notes, documents subject to
302s, portions of state investigative file, attorney | investigative privilege. Also
{ﬁ] typed notes, relevant pieces of grand contains information and
jury materials, telephone records/flight records documents subject to privacy
analysis charts, victim/witness photographs, rights of victims who are not
DAVID records, NCICs, and related materials for parties to this litigation
persons identified as Jane Does #1, 2, 3,4, 5,6, 7,
8
Page 3 of 23
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Bates Range Description Privilege(s) Asserted
Box #1 Indictment preparation binder containing meta- Work product
P-003212 analysis charts of telephone/flight/grand jury 6(e)
Thru information for a number of victim/witnesses, Contains information and
P-003545 and documents subject to
investigative privilege. Also
contains information and
documents subject to privacy
rights of vietims who are not
parties to this litigation
Box #1 FBI Reports of March 2008 interviews of Work product
P-003546 additional witness/victim located in New York 6(e)
Thru Contains information and
P-003552 documents subject to
investigative privilege. Also
contains information and
documents subject to privacy
rights of victims who are not
parties to this litigation
Box #1 Printout of filenames from Federal Express Work product
P-003553 subpoena response with Attorney notations 6(e)
Thru
P-003555B
Box #1 Document entitled “Identified Numbers™ with Work product
P-003556 accompanying handwritten attorney list compiled 6(e)
Thru from grand jury materials and attorney analysis of | Contains information subject
P-003562 records to investigative privilege
Box #1 Folder entitled “Flight Manifests” containing 6(e)
P-003563 manifests received pursuant to grand jury Contains information and
Thru subpoena documents subject to
P-003629 investigative privilege
Box #1 File folder entitled “Recent Attorney Notes™ Work product
P-003630 containing handwritten attorney (‘] notes 6(e)
Thru regarding document review and case strategy Investigative privilege
P-003633 Deliberative process
Box #1 File folder bearing victim name containing FBI Work product
P-003634 interview report from May 2008, telephone Attorney-client privilege
Thru activity report with attorney ﬂ 6(e)
P-003646 handwritten notes, related grand jury material Investigative privilege
Also contains information and
documents subject to privacy
rights of victims who are not
parties to this litigation

Page 4 of 23
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Bates Range Description Privilege(s) Asserted
Box #1 File folder entitled “Summary of Sexual Activity” Work product
P-003647 containing chart bearing handwritten title “Sexual fie)
Thru Activity — Summary™ with meta-analysis of Investigative privilege
P-003651 information, sorted by name of each Deliberative process
victim/witness, including name and identifying | Also contains information and
information of each victim/witness documents subject to privacy
rights of victims who are not
parties to this litigation
Box #1 File folder entitled *“Victim Civil Suits” Not privileged.
P-003652 Produced to counsel for
Thru Petitioners
P-003663
Box #1 File folder entitled *Research re JE Websites™ Work product
P-003664 containing attorney research
Thru
P-003678
Box #1 File folder entitled (N.Y. AUSA)” Work product
P-003679 containing attorney handwritten notes
Thru
P-003680
Box #1 File folder entitled “Dr. Anna Salter” containing Work product
P-003681 attorney memo to expert witness and Investigative privilege
Thru handwritten attorney notes
P-003687
Box #1 File folder entitled “I[] G[] Interview™ containing Work product
P-003688 attorney handwritten notes of interview, and Investigative privilege
Thru attorney handwritten notes regarding potential Also contains information
P-003693 charges subject to privacy rights of
victims who are not parties to
this litigation
Box #1 File folder entitled “Research re Travel for Work product
P-003694 Prostitution™ containing attorney 6(e)
Thru handwritten notes regarding grand jury Investigative privilege
P-003711 presentation, chart entitled “Brought to Epstein’s | Also contains information and
House™ with handwritten notes, Message Pad documents subject to privacy
meta-analysis chart, summary of evidence related | rights of victims who are not
to one victim/witness, and relevant grand jury parties to this litigation
information
Box #1 Empty file folder bearing name of victim/witness Investigative privilege
P-003712 Also contains information
subject to privacy rights of
victim who is not a party to
this litigation |

Page 5 0f 23
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Bates Range Description Privilege(s) Asserted
Box #1 File folder entitled “T[] M[]” containing grand 6(e)
P-003713 jury subpoenas, motion and order to compel Documents under seal
Thru testimony, and correspondence regarding same pursuant to court order
P-003746
Box #1 File folder entitled ‘_’ containing 6(e)
P-003747 subpoena and correspondence regarding same
Thru
P-003751
Box #1 File folder entitled “PBPD Investigative File” Hle)
P-003752 obtained via subpoena Investigative privilege
Thru Also contains information and
P-004295 documents subject to privacy
rights of victims who are not
parties to this litigation
Box #1 File folder bearing name of victim/witness Work product
P-004296 containing meta-analysis chart showing telephone 6(e)
Thru calls, travel, and grand jury materials relevant to Investigative privilege
P-004350 possible charges Also contains information and
documents subject to privacy
rights of vietims who are not
parties to this litigation
Box #1 File folder entitled _ Documents Work product
P-004351 53909-004" containing attorney research related
Thru to bias issue
P-004381
Box #1 File Folder entitled “FEDEX" containing 6(e)
P-004382 documents obtained via subpoena Investigative privilege
Thru
P-004478
Box #1 File Folder entitled “State of Delaware Records™ Hie)
P-004479 containing documents obtained in preparation for Investigative privilege
Thru indictment Work product
P-004551
Box #1 File folder entitled “Jet Blue Records™ containing 6(e)
P-004552 documents obtained via subpoena Work product
Thru Investigative privilege
P-004555 Also contains information and
documents subject to privacy
rights of victims who are not
parties to this litigation
Box #1 File folder entitled “FL. EMPLOYMENT Investigative privilege
P-004556 RECORDS" containing FDLE records on targets Work product
Thru and witnesses obtained at attorney request
P-004560

Page 6 of 23
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Bates Range Description Privilege(s) Asserted
Box #1 Filed folder entitled “JANUSZ BANASIAK” Work product
P-004561 containing attorney handwritten notes Investigative privilege
Thru of interview
P-004565
Box #1 File folder entitled “JANUSZ BANASIAK 6(e)
P-004566 RECORDS 23-0001 THROUGH 23-" containing Work product
Thru documents obtained via subpoena Investigative privilege
P-004716 Also contains information and
documents subject to privacy
rights of victims who are not
parties to this litigation
Box #1 File folder entitled “IGOR ZINOVIEV™ Work product
P-004717 containing attorney research regarding witness Investigative privilege
Thru
P-004722
Box #1 File folder entitled “BEAR STEARNS Work Product
P-004723 RESEARCH?” containing attorney research Investigative privilege
Thru regarding potential witness and subpoena
P-004725 recipient
Box #1 File folder entitled “LAWSUITS INVOLVING Work Product
P-004726 EPSTEIN CORP’S” containing attorney research Investigative privilege
Thru regarding Epstein’s past personal and business
P-004819 litigative practices
Box #1 Filed folder entitled “SEC RECORDS” Work Product
P-004820 containing attorney research regarding Epstein Investigative privilege
Thru financial relationships
P-004959
Box #1 File folder entitled “Message Pads™ containing Work Product
P-004960 selected items from evidence obtained via 6(e)
Thru subpoena Investigative privilege
P-005059 Also contains information and
documents subject to privacy
rights of victims who are not
parties to this litigation
Box #1 File folder bearing name of victim/witness Work Product
P-005060 containing correspondence with counsel for 6(e)
Thru victim/witness, attorney witness outline with Investigative privilege
P-005081 attorney handwritten notes, attorney handwritten | Also contains information and
noles regarding witness reports and case documents subject to privacy
preparation rights of victims who are not
parties to this litigation
Box #1 File folder entitled “New York Trip” containing Work product
P-005082 attorney notes re witness interview Investigative privilege
Thru
P-005083

Page 7 of 23
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Bates Range Description Privilege(s) Asserted
P-005084 thru P-005107 are non responsive
documents and have been removed
Box #1 File folder entitled “ANNA SALTER” containing Work product
P-005108 attorney research on select expert, use of experts Investigative privilege
Thru at trials in child exploitation cases, and additional
P-005193 research materials on offenders and victims
Box #1 File folder entitled “Extra Copies™ containing Work product
P-005194 meta-analysis chart and 302°s of victim/witnesses 6(e)
Thru used in preparing indictment package Investigative privilege
P-005300 Also contains information and

documents subject to privacy
rights of victims who are not
parties to this litigation

Box #1 File folder entitled “JUAN ALESSI 6(e)
P-005301 STATEMENT™ containing transcript obtained via Investigative privilege
Thru subpoena
P-005331
Box #1 File folder entitled “KEN LANNING” containing Work product
P-005332 attorney research on select expert, including Investigative privilege
Thru attorney handwritten notes
P-005341
Box #1 File folder entitled “Info re Planes™ containing 6(e)
P-005342 correspondence regarding subpoenas and Investigative privilege
Thru documents received in response to subpoenas
P-005387
Box #1 File folder entitled “Police Reports & PC Work product
P-005388 Affidavit” containing portions of police reports 6(e)
Thru with attorney notes, related phone records, a list Investigative privilege
P-005442 entitled “Victims™ with identifying information | Also contains information and
and attorney handwritten notes, photographs and | documents subject to privacy
DAVID information, and additional attorney rights of victims who are not
research regarding Epstein sexual activity parties to this litigation
Box #1 File folder entitled “[Vietim name| Transcript of 6(e)
P-005443 Interview & GI Transcript” Investigative privilege
Thru Also contains information and
P-005496 documents subject to privacy

rights of victims who are not
parties to this litigation

Box #1 File folder entitled “Bear Stearns Subpoena 6(e)
P-005497 Resp.” containing material received in response Investigative privilege
Thru to subpoena
P-005556
Page 8 of 23
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Bates Range Description Privilege(s) Asserted
Box #1 U.S. Attorney’s Office Criminal Case File Jacket Work product
P-005557 containing file opening documents, expert Deliberative process
Thru witness payment documents
P-005576
Box #1 U.S. Attorney’s Office Asset Forfeiture Case File Work product
P-005578 Jacket containing file opening and file closing Deliberative process
Thru documents
P-005583
Box #1 File folder entitled 6001 Immunity Request” 6(e)
P-005584 containing internal memoranda seeking witness Work product and
Thru immunity and correspondence with counsel for deliberative process (as to
P-005606 witness regarding same internal memoranda)
[nvestigative privilege
Also contains information and
documents subject to privacy
rights of victims who are not
parties to this litigation
Box #2 File folder entitled “MASTER PHONE Work product
P-005607 RECORDS” containing meta-analysis of all 6(e)
Thru phone, travel, and grand jury data for all Investigative privilege
P-005914 victim/witnesses for indictment preparation Also contains information and
' documents subject to privacy
rights of victims who are not
parties to this litigation
Box #2 File folder bearing name of victim/witness Work product
P-005915 containing meta-analysis of all phone, travel, and 6(e)
Thru grand jury data related to that victim/witness for Investigative privilege
P-005977 indictment preparation Also contains information and
documents subject to privacy
rights of victims who are not
parties to this litigation
Box #2 File folder bearing name of victim/witness Work product
P-005978 containing meta-analysis of all phone, travel, and 6(e)
Thru grand jury data related to that victim/witness for Investigative privilege
P-006050 indictment preparation Also contains information and
documents subject to privacy
rights of victims who are not
parties to this litigation
Box #2 File folder bearing name of victim/witness Work product
P-006051 containing meta-analysis of all phone, travel, and 6(e)
Thru grand jury data related to that victim/witness for Investigative privilege
P-006065 indictment preparation Also contains information and
documents subject to privacy
rights of victims who are not
parties to this litigation

Page 9 of 23
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Bates Range Description Privilege(s) Asserted
Box #2 File folder entitled “JANE DOE #4” containing Work product
P-006066 meta-analysis of all phone, travel, and grand jury 6(e)
Thru data related to that victim/witness for indictment Investigative privilege
P-006220 preparation Also contains information and
documents subject to privacy
rights of victims who are not
parties to this litigation
Box #2 File folder entitled *"JANE DOE #12" containing Work product
P-006221 meta-analysis of all phone, travel, and grand jury 6(e)
Thru data related to that victim/witness for indictment Investigative privilege
P-006222 preparation Also contains information and
documents subject to privacy
rights of victims who are not
parties to this litigation
Box #2 File folder entitled “CORRECTED PHONE Work product
P-006223 RECORDS 5/31/07” containing meta-analysis of 6(e)
Thru all phone, travel, and grand jury data related to all Investigative privilege
P-006522 victims/witnesses for indictment preparation Also contains information and
documents subject to privacy
rights of victims who are not
parties to this litigation
Box #2 File folder entitled “[Victim Name] Phone Work product
P-006523 Records™ containing telephone records received 6(e)
Thru in response to subpoena Investigative privilege
P-006802 Also contains information and
documents subject to privacy
rights of victims who are not
parties to this litigation
Box #2 File folder entitled “Lists of Identified Phone Work product
P-006803 Numbers” containing charts of information culled 6(e)
Thru from grand jury materials, interviews, and other Investigative privilege
P-006860 investigation, with attorney handwritten notes, | Also contains information and
and information to issue follow-up grand jury documents subject to privacy
subpoena rights of victims who are not
parties to this litigation
Box #2 File folder entitled “EPSTEIN il cELL Work product
P-006861 PHONE RECORDS” containing documents 6le)
Thru received via subpoena with attorney handwritten Investigative privilege
P-007785 notes and highlighting Also contains information and
documents subject to privacy
rights of victims who are not
parties to this litigation

Page 10 of 23
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Bates Range Description Privilege(s) Asserted
Box #2 Folder entitled “OLY GRAND JURY LOG: Work product
P-007786 OLY-01 THROUGH OLY-50" containing 6(e)
Thru subpoenas, correspondence regarding same, 6(e) Investigative privilege
P-008120 letters, attorney handwritten notes regarding Also contains information and
records received in response to subpoenas documents subject to privacy
rights of victims who are not
parties to this litigation
Box #2 Handwritten flight logs received in response to 6(e)
P-008121 subpoena Investigative privilege
Thru
P-008139
Box #2 Grand jury presentation folder containing Work product
P-008140 attorney handwritten notes, typed outline with 6(e)
Thru additional handwritten notes, complete indictment Investigative privilege
P-008298 package dated 2/19/2008, victim list with Also contains information and
identifying information, photographs, and documents subject to privacy
summary of activity rights of victims who are not
parties to this litigation
Box #2 File folder entitled “FINAL AGREEMENTS"
P-008299 containing subfolder entitled “Agrmts Filed in
Thru State Court™ (P-008300-P-008327 [not being
P-008363 withheld as privileged — have been produced to
opposing counsel]); signed Non-Prosecution
Agreement, Addendum, and operative portion of
12/19/2007 Sanchez-Acosta letter (P-008328-P-
008343 [not being withheld as privileged — have
been produced to opposing counsel]); subfolder
entitled “12/19/07 Acosta-Sanchez Lir”
containing unredacted copies of that letter (P-
(08344-P-008363 [pursuant to Court’s Order, not
being withheld as privileged — will be produced
to opposing counsel upon lift of stay by 11"
Circuit
Box #2 File folder entitled * Immunity Request” 6(e)
P-008364 containing internal memoranda, Justice Wark Product
Thru Department documentation, and subpoena Deliberative Process
P-008382 regarding immunity request Investigative privilege
Box #2 File folder containing March 18, 2008 grand jury Work product
P-008383 presentation materials, including “Operation Leap 6(e)
Thru Year Revised Indictment Summary Chart (by Investigative privilege
P-008516 victim),” grand jury materials, draft indictments, Deliberative process
victim reference list, grand jury subpoena log Also contains information and
documents subject to privacy
rights of victims who are not
parties to this litigation
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Bates Range Description Privilege(s) Asserted
Box #2 6/25/2007 Letter from Gerald Lefcourt to Jeffrey
P-008517 Stoman and ||| G
Thru [pursuant to Court’s Order, not being withheld as
P-008535 privileged — will be produced to opposing counsel
upon lift of stay by 11" Circuit]
Box #2 Handwritten attorney notes to prepare for Work product
P-008536 interview of Jane Doe #2 Investigative Privilege
Thru Contains information subject
P-008542 to privacy rights of victims
who are not parties to this suit
Box #2 Handwritten attorney notes regarding May 8, Work product
P-008543 2007 grand jury presentation 6(e)
Thru Investigative privilege
P-008549 Contains information subject
to privacy rights of victims
who are not parties to this suit
Box #2 File folder entitled “Most Recent Indictment & Work product
P-008550 Good Cases” containing draft indictment and 6(e)
Thru legal research Investigative privilege
P-008615 Deliberative process
Contains information subject
to privacy rights of victims
who are not parties to this suit
Box #2 File folder entitled “FBI Summary Charts™ Work product
P-008616 containing chart prepared at direction of AUSA, Attorney-Client Privilege
Thru containing victim names, identifying information, 6(e)
P-008686 summary of activity, and other information Investigative privilege
relevant to indictment Contains information subject
to privacy rights of victims
who are not parties to this suit
Box #2 File folder entitled “[Victim name]/Jane Doe #4” Work product
P-008687 containing phone records and meta-analysis of all 6(e)
Thru phone, travel, and grand jury data related to that Investigative privilege
P-008776 victim/witness for indictment preparation Contains information and
documents subject to privacy
rights of victims who are not
parties to this suit
Box #2 File folder entitled “[Victim name]/Jane Doe #5” Work product
P-008777 containing handwritten notes and meta-analysis 6(e)
Thru of all phone, travel, and grand jury data related to Investigative privilege
P-008808 that victim/witness for indictment preparation Contains information subject
to privacy rights of victims
who are not parties to this suit
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Bates Range Description Privilege(s) Asserted
Box #2 File folder entitled “[Victim name]/Jane Doe #6” Work product
P-008809 containing meta-analysis of all phone, travel, and fHi(e)
Thru grand jury data related to that victim/witness for Investigative privilege
P-008847 indictment preparation Contains information subject
to privacy rights of victims
who are not parties to this suit
Box #2 File folder entitled “[Victim name]/Jane Doe #7" Work product
P-008848 containing meta-analysis of all phone, travel, and 6(e)
Thru grand jury data related to that victim/witness for Investigative privilege
P-008862 indictment preparation Contains information subject
to privacy rights of victims
who are not parties to this suit
Box #2 File folder entitled “[Victim name]/Jane Doe #8" Work product
P-008863 containing meta-analysis of all phone, travel, and 6(e)
Thru grand jury data related to that victim/witness for Investigative privilege
P-008890 indictment preparation Contains information subject
to privacy rights of victims
who are not parties to this suit
Box #2 File folder entitled “Certified Copy of State Case™
P-008891 containing certified copy of Epstein state criminal
Thru cases and change of plea transcript [not being
P-009103 withheld as privileged — copy provided to
opposing counsel ]
Box #2 File folder entitled “Meeting Timeline” Work product
P-009104 containing typed notes summarizing Deliberative process
Thru meetings with opposing counsel prepared at
P-009111 request of R. Alexander Acosta, with handwritten
correction and typed guideline estimate
Box #2 11/26/2008 Email from Roy Black to A. [
P-009112 - and ‘ re Jeffrey Epstein
Thru (work release)
P-009113 [pursuant to Court’s Order, not being withheld as
privileged — will be produced to opposing counsel
upon lift of stay by 11" Circuit
Box #2 7/3/2008 Email from H to Col.
P-009114 M. Gauger at PBSO re Epstein work release with
Thru attachment [not being withheld as privileged —
P-009115 produced to opposing counsel |
Box #2 12/6/2007 Letter from Jeffrey Sloman to Jay P.
P-009116 Lefkowitz re Jeffrey Epstein (victim notification)
Thru [pursuant to Court’s Order, not being withheld as
P-009125 privileged — will be produced to opposing counsel
upon lift of stay by 11" Circuit])
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Box #2 File folder entitled “[Victim name]/Jane Doe #9™ Work product
P-009126 containing meta-analysis of all phone, travel, and 6(e)
Thru grand jury data related to that victim/witness for Investigative privilege
P-009134 indictment preparation Contains information subject
to privacy rights of victims
who are not parties to this suit
Box #2 File folder entitled *[Victim name]/Jane Doe Work product
P-009135 #13" containing meta-analysis of all phone, 6le)
Thru travel, and grand jury data related to that Investigative privilege
P-009141 victim/witness for indictment preparation Contains information subject
to privacy rights of victims
who are not parties to this suit
Box #2 File folder entitled [ Victim name}/Jane Doe Work product
P-009141A #12" containing meta-analysis of all phone, Hie)
Thru travel, and grand jury data related to that Investigative privilege
P-009141C victim/witness for indictment preparation Contains information subject
to privacy rights of victims
who are not parties to this suit
Box #2 File folder entitled _ Work product
P-009142 containing meta-analysis of all phone, travel, and 6(e)
Thru grand jury data related to that individual for Investigative privilege
P-009152 indictment preparation Contains information subject
to privacy rights of victims
who are not parties to this suit
Box #2 File folder entitled | G Work product
P-009153 containing meta-analysis of all phone, travel, and 6(e)
Thru grand jury data related to that individual for Investigative privilege
P-009156 indictment preparation Contains information subject
to privacy rights of victims
who are not parties to this suit
Box #2 File folder entitled “[Victim name]/Jane Doe #1” Work product
P-009157 containing meta-analysis of all phone, travel, and 6(e)
Thru grand jury data related to that victim/witness for [nvestigative privilege
P-009208 indictment preparation Contains information subject
to privacy rights of victims
who are not parties to this suit
Box #2 File folder entitled “[Victim name|/Jane Doe #2" Work product
P-009209 containing meta-analysis of all phone, travel, and Hle)
Thru grand jury data related to that victim/witness for Investigative privilege
P-009213 indictment preparation Contains information subject
to privacy rights of victims
who are not parties to this suit
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Box #2 File folder entitled “[Victim name]/Jane Doe #3" Work product
P-009214 containing meta-analysis of all phone, travel, and 6(e)
Thru grand jury data related to that victim/witness for Investigative privilege
P-009271 indictment preparation Contains information subject
to privacy rights of victims
who are not parties to this suit
Box #2 File folder entitled “Purpose of Travel Cases” Work product
P-009272 containing attorney research and handwritten
Thru notes
P-009354
Box #2 File folder entitled “Interstate Commerce Cases” Work product
P-009355 containing attorney research and handwritten
Thru notes
P-009403
Box #2 File folder entitled “Attorney Conflict Research™ Work product
P-009404 containing attorney research and handwritten
Thru notes
P-009536
Box #2 File folder entitled “Mann Act/Travel to Have Work product
P-009537 Sex w/Minor” containing attorney research and
Thru handwritten notes
P-009574
Box #2 File folder entitled “Travel Act” containing Work Product
P-009575 attorney research and handwritten notes
Thru
P-009603
Box #2 File folder entitled “Florida Work Product
P-009604 Prostitution/Lewdness Statutes™ containing
Thru attorney research and handwritten notes
P-009711
Box #2 Booklet entitled *Attorney General Guidelines for
P-009712 Victim and Witness Assistance”™ [not being
Thru withheld as privileged — produced to opposing
P-D09819 counsel |
Box #2 File folder entitled “Corporate Liability Rsrch” Work Product
P-009820 containing attorney research and handwritten
Thru notes
P-009965
Box #2 File folder entitled “Research re Knowledge of Work Product
P-009966 Age Unnecessary” containing attorney research 6(e)
Thru and handwritten notes and copy of grand jury
P-010096 subpoena
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Box #2 File folder entitled “Money Laundering” Work Product
P-010097 containing attorney research and handwritten
Thru notes
P-010276
Box #2 File folder entitled *1960 & Aiding/Abetting” Work Product
P-010277 containing attorney research and handwritten
Thru notes
P-010394
Box #2 File folder entitled 18 USC § 2255 Cases™ Work Product
P-010395 containing attorney research and handwritten
Thru notes
P-010488
Box #2 File folder entitled “Research re Overt Acts & Work Product
P-010489 Witness Testimony” containing attorney research
Thru and handwritten notes
P-010509
Box #2 File folder entitled “Extradition” containing Work Product
P-010510 attorney research and handwritten notes
Thru
P-010525
Box #2 File folder entitled “Rsrch re Crime Victims Work Product
P-010526 Rights” containing attorney research, handwritten Deliberative Process
Thru notes, draft victim notification letter, and draft
P-010641 correspondence to Jay Lefkowitz
(Also contains a November 28, 2007 letter from
Kenneth Starr to Alice S. Fisher; and a November
29, 2007 letter from Jay Lefkowitz to R.
Alexander Acosta (P-010528 thru P-010530 and
P-010556 thru P-010559). Pursuant to the
Court’s Order, these will be produced to opposing
counsel upon lift of stay by 11" Circuit)
Box #2 File folder entitled “Immunity™ containing Work Product
P-010642 attorney research on granting immunity to
Thru witnesses
P-01650
Box #2 File folder entitled “Research re G.J. Transcript” Work Product
P-010651 containing attorney research and draft pleadings 6(e)
Thru re compelling production of grand jury transcript Deliberative process
P-010659 with subpoena
Box #2 File folder entitled “Research re GJ Transcript” Work Product
P-010660 containing grand jury subpoena, 6(e) letters, 6le)
Thru attorney research and correspondence related to
P-010757 subpoena
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Box #2 File folder entitled “Original Proposed Ind.” Work Product
P-010758 containing draft indictment 6(e)
Thru Deliberative process
P-010793
Box #2 File folder entitled “Epstein” containing sample Work Product
P-010794 indictments and attorney research re potential
Thru charges with attorney notes
P-010829
Box #2 File folder entitled *1591 & Money Laundering” Work Product
P-010830 containing attorney research and handwritten
Thru notes
P-010853
Box #2 File folder entitled “18 USC 2425 containing Work Product
P-010854 attorney research and handwritten notes
Thru
P-010876
Box #2 File folder entitled “Knowledge of Age” Work Product
P-010877 containing attorney research and handwritten
Thru notes
P-010920
Box #2 File folder entitled *2423(b) Constitutionality and Work Product
P-010921 Purpose of Travel” containing attorney research
Thru and handwritten notes
P-011049
Box #2 File folder entitled “Mistake not a Work Product
P-011050 Defense” containing attorney research and
Thru handwritten notes
P-011212
Box #2 File folder entitled “Research re ‘Pandering’™ Work Product
P-011213 containing attorney research and handwritten
Thru notes
P-011237
Box #2 File folder entitled “Research re Grand Jury Work Product
P-011238 Instructions™ containing attorney research and 6(e)
Thru handwritten notes
P-011319
Box #2 File folder entitled “Telephone = Facility of Work Product
P-011320 Commerce” containing attorney research and
Thru handwritten notes
P-011361
Box #2 File folder entitled “Def of Prostitution™ Work Product
P-011362 containing attorney research and handwritten
Thru notes
P-011374
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Box #2 File folder entitled “Relevant Florida Statutes™ Work Product
P-011375 containing attorney research and handwritten
Thru notes
P-011456
Box #2 File folder entitled “Unit of Prosecution Work Product
P-011457 Research” containing attorney research and
Thru handwritten notes
P-011626
Box #3 File folder entitled *Attorney Notes™ containing Work Product
P-011627 attorney handwritten and typed notes
Thru
P-011662
Box #3 File folder entitled *Drafts” containing draft 6(e)
P-011663 indictments with attorney handwritten notes, draft Work Product
Thru internal memoranda, relevant witness interview Deliberative Process
P-011698 and reports and grand jury material and attorney Investigative Privilege
P-012189 thru handwritten notes Contains information subject
P-012361 to privacy rights of victims
(gap was who are not parties to this
scanning error)
Box #3 File folder entitled “6/9/09 Signed Indictment™ 6(e)
P-011699 containing signed indictment package dated Work product
Thru 6/9/2009 with corrections Deliberative process
P-011777
Box #3 File folder entitled “6/12/09 Victim Notif. Log” Work product
P-011778 containing chart with victim contact information
Thru and attorney notes regarding dates and type of
P-011788 contacts
Box #3 File folder entitled “Breach Memo™ containing Work product
P-011789 memorandum analyzing breach of Non- Deliberative process
Thru Prosecution Agreement with attachments
P-011879
Box #3 File folder entitled “Overt Act Lists™ containing Work product
P-011880 handwritten notes cross-checking all overt acts Attorney-client privilege
Thru alleged in draft indictment by victim and typed Deliberative process
P-011922 overt act summary charts for indictment 6(e)

preparation
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Box #3 Folder entitled “Responses to Arguments from JE Work product
P-011923 Counsel” containing: Deliberative process
Thru B 7/13/2007 letter from Lilly Ann Sanchez 6(e)
P-011966 to with  handwritten Attorney-Client Privilege

attorney notes;
B 6/25/2007 letter from Gerald Lefecourt to
Jeffrey Sloman, Menchal,
. and
handwritten attorney
B 6/25/2007 email from
and
entitled “Thoughts on Lefcourt’s letter”
Handwritten and typed attorney notes
regarding main themes raised by Epstein counsel

Box #3 Composition book entitled “Operation Leap Work product
P-011967 Year” containing attorney handwritten notes [nvestigative privilege
Thru regarding investigation and case strategy 6(e)
P-012016 Contains information subject

to privacy rights of victims
who are not parties to this

litigation
Box #3 Motion of Jeffrey Epstein to Intervene and to 6(e)
P-012017 (Quash Grand Jury Subpoenas and Incorporated
Thru Memorandum of Law
P-012055
Box #3 Affidavit of Roy Black, Esq. in Support of 6(e)
P-012056 Motion of Jeffrey Epstein to Intervene and to
Thru Quash Grand Jury Subpoenas
p-012088 |
Box #3 United States’ Response to Motion of Jeffrey 6(e)
P-012089 Epstein to Intervene and to Quash Grand Jury
Thru Subpoenas and Cross-Motion to Compel
P-{}lzlzg .............. . -
Box #3 Declaration of Joseph Recarey 6(e)
P-012130
Thru
P-012150
Box #3 Ex Parte Declaration Number One in Support of 6(e)
P-012151 United States’ Response to Motion to Quash Investigative Privilege
Thru Subpoenas Also contains information
P-012167 subject to privacy rights of

victims who are not parties to
_this litigation

oo s cacrs e,
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Box #3 Ex Parte Declaration Number Two in Support of 6(e)
P-012168 United States’ Response to Motion to Quash Investigative Privilege
Thru Subpoenas
P-012170
Box #3 Supplement to Ex Parte Declaration Number One 6(e)
P-012171 in Support of United States’ Response to Motion Investigative Privilege
Thru to Quash Subpoenas Also contains information
P-012173 subject to privacy rights of
victims who are not parties to
this litigation
Box #3 Draft of September 2009 letter from - Work Product
P-012174 to Roy Black regarding breach of Non Attorney-Client Privilege
Thru Prosecution Agreement with handwritten attorney Deliberative Process
P-012176 notes
Box #3 Undated handwritten attorney - notes Work Product
P-012177 regarding negotiations and allegations Attorney-Client Privilege
Thru Deliberative Process
P-012178
Box #3 File Folder entitled “FBI G.J. Log” containing 6(e)
P-012179 copy of FBI grand jury subpoena log with Work Product
Thru attorney (i) handwritten notes Investigative Privilege
P-012188 Also contains information
subject to privacy rights of
victims who are not parties to
this litigation
Box #3 File folder entitled “Key Documents™ containing 6(e)
P-012362 correspondence between AUSA and case agent Work Product
Thru regarding indictment prep questions, victim Attorney-Client privilege
P-012451 identification information, corrections to draft Investigative Privilege
indictment, indictment preparation timeline, key Also contains information
grand jury material subject to privacy rights of
victims who are not parties to
this litigation
Box #3 File folder entitled “Victim List™ containing list Work Product
P-012451 of victims with dates of birth and age information Investigative Privilege
Thru Also contains information
P-012452 subject to privacy rights of
victims who are not parties to
this litigation
Page 20 0f 23
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Bates Range Description Privilege(s) Asserted
Box #3 Complete indictment package marked “Originals Work-product
P-012453 12/12/07” Deliberative process
Thru 6(e)
P-012623 Also contains documents
subject to investigative
privilege
Also contains documents
subject to privacy rights of
victims who are not parties to
this litigation
Box #3 Folder entitled “(Victims) Additional 302°s” Investigative Privilege
P-012624 containing reports of interviews conducted in Also contains documents
Thru June 2007, October 2007, and March 2008. subject to privacy rights of
P-012653 victims who are not parties to
this litigation
Box #3 3-ring binder entitled “Child Molesters: A Work-product
P-012654 Behavioral Analysis” with attorney
Thru handwritten notes
P-012864
Box #3 Indictment preparation binder containing: Work Product
P-012865 witness/victim list with identifying information, Deliberative Process
Thru sexual activity summary, telephone call summary 6(e)
P-013226 chart, attorney ﬁ] handwritten notes, Also contains documents
302s, portions of state investigative file, attorney subject to investigative
(ﬁ) typed notes, relevant pieces of grand privilege
Jury materials, telephone records/flight records Also contains documents
analysis charts, victim/witness photographs, subject to privacy rights of
DAVID records, NCICs, and related materials for | victims who are not parties to
persons identified as Jane Does #9, 10, 11, 12, 13, this litigation
14
Box #3 April 23, 2008 Memo from Jeffrey Sloman to Privacy Act
P-013227 Office of Professional Responsibility re Self
Reporting, Corrected Version of the previously
submitted April 21, 2008 Letter to OPR
Box #3 April 21, 2008 Letter from Jeffrey Sloman to Privacy Act
P-013226 Office of Professional Responsibility re Self
Thru Reporting
P-013230
Box #3 April 22, 2008 Letter from A. || TN Privacy Act
P-013231 Office of Professional Responsibility re Self-
Thru Report of Allegation of Conflict of Interest
P-013239
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Box #3 April 21, 2008 Letter from Jeffrey Sloman to Privacy Act
P-013240 Office of Professional Responsibility re Self
Thru Reporting with attachments
P-013247
Box #3 Emails between ., Assistant Attorney-Client Privilege
P-013248 General Counsel, Executive Office for United
Thru States Attorneys, and . First
P-013251 Assistant U.S. Attorney, Southern District of
Florida, regarding Formal Notice of Office-wide
Recusal of Southern District of Florida dated
August 24 and August 29, 2011
Box #3 Emails between Assistant | Attorney-Client Privilege
P-013252 General Counsel, Executive Office for United
Thru States Attorneys, and . First
P-013253 Assistant U.S. Attorney, Southern District of
Florida, regarding Recusal matter, dated July 28,
o August 3, and August 24, 2011
Box #3 Emails between . Assistant Attorney-Client Privilege
P-013254 General Counsel, Executive Office for United
Thru States Attorneys, and , First
P-013257 Assistant 1J.S. Attorney, Southern District of
Florida, regarding Formal Notice of Office-wide
Recusal of Southern District of Florida dated
August 24 and August 29, 2011 o
Box #3 Emails between Assistant | Attorney-Client Privilege
P-013258 General Counsel, Executive Office for United
Thru States Attorneys, and , First
P-013259 Assistant U.S. Attorney, Southern District of
Florida, regarding Formal Notice of Office-wide |
Recusal of Southern District of Florida dated July |
| 28and August3.2011 |
Box #3 Email from Assistant General Attorney-Client Privilege
P-013260 Counsel, Executive Office for United States
Thru Attorneys, to (U.S. Attorney,
P-013262 SDFL), Robert O'Neill (U.S. Attorney, MDFL
, (FAUSA, SDFL), and
(FAUSA, MDFL) regarding Formal
Notice of Office-wide Recusal of Southern
District of Florida dated August 24, 2011. CC’s
: USAEQ
(USAEO), (USAEO)
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Deseription

Privilege(s) Asserted

Box #3
P-013263
Thru
P-013271

Emails between . Assistant
General Counsel, Executive Office for United
States Aftorneys, and , First
Assistant U.S. Attorney, Southern District of
Florida, regarding recusal of Southern District of
Florida, dated July 29, 2011, with attached
memorandum  from o
summarizing Jeffrey

Epstein Investigation

Attorney-Client Privilege
Deliberative Process
Work Product

Box #3
P-013272
Thru
P-013278

Emails between . Executive Office
for United States Attorneys, and
Southern District of Florida, seeking advice
regarding office-wide recusal, dated December 16
and 17, 2010, with attached letter from [Jjj
to . dated December 10,

2010

Attorney-Client Privilege
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

Case No. 08-80736-Civ-Marra/Matthewman
JANE DOES #1 AND #2,
Petitioners,
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Respondent.
/

UNITED STATES' NOTICE OF FILING SUPPLEMENTAL PRIVILEGE LOG

Pursuant to the Court’s June 18, 2013 Omnibus Order (DE 190), the Respondent, United
States of America, by and through the undersigned Assistant United States Attorney, hereby gives
notice of its filing of its Privilege Log, which is attached hereto.

The documents referenced in the Privilege Log are being delivered today to the Chambers
of U.S. District Judge Kenneth A. Marra for ex parte in camera review, pursuant to the Court’s
Omnibus Order.

Respectfully submitted,

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

Assistant United States Attorney
Florida Bar No. 0018255

500 South Australian Ave, Suite 400
West Palm Beach, FL. 33401
Telephone:
Facsimile:
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on July 26, 2013, I electronically filed the foregoing document
with the Clerk of the Court using CM/ECF. According to the Court’s website, counsel for all parties
are able to receive notice via the CM/ECF system.

Assistant United States Attorney

SERVICE LIST

Jane Does | and 2 I United States,
Case No. 08-80736-CIV-MARRA/MATTHEWMAN
United States District Court, Southern District of Florida

Brad Edwards, Esq.,

Farmer Jaffe Weissing Edwards Fistos Lehrman
425 N Andrews Ave Ste 2

Fort Lauderdale, FL. 33301-3268
brad(@pathtojustice.com

054-524-2820

Fax: 954-524-2822

Paul G. Cassell

S.1. Quinney College of Law at the
University of Utah

3328, 1400 E.

Salt Lake City, Utah 84112

(801) 585-5202

Fax: (BO1) 585-6833

E-mail: casselp@law.utah.edu

Attorneys for Jane Doe # | and Jane Doe # 2
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Bates Range DE’SCI‘IPhUﬂ‘ Privilege(s) Asserted
Suppl. Box #3 | 8/15/08 Emails between A. Acosta and Attorney-Client Privilege
P-013279 ) I and Work Product
Thru proposed correspondence to Jay Lefkowitz
P-013280
Suppl. Box #3 | Handwritten note re Epstein investigation ﬂlldrney-(jli'eﬁfﬁr_i:.f_il?ge_ |
P-013281 Work Product
Investigative privilege
Also contains information
subject to privacy rights of
victims who are not
parties to this litigation
| Suppl. Box #3 | 7/9/08 Email from to A.| Attorney-Client Privilege
P-013282 Acosta, i , and FBI re Work product
Thru proposed response to Goldberger letter re victim Deliberative Process
P-013283 notification

Suppl. Box #3
P-013284

and A. -
, and FBI re proposed
Goldberger's letter re wvictim

T/10/08 Emails between

1'&3[]{'.! nsc 1o
notification

Attorney-Client Privilege
Work Product
Deliberative Process

Suppl. Box #3
P-013285
Thru
P-013289

File folder entitled *“8/5/08 AMCV e-mail re

correct agrmt” containing 8/5/08 email from A.
to A, Acosta, - .
. re “leffrey Epstein

Agreement” discussing 6/24/08 email from .
_ to E. Black and J. Goldberger

concerning the binding nature of the Agreement

Attorney-Client Fr?ﬁﬁge
Work Product
Deliberative Process

Suppl. Box #3
P-013290
Thru
P-013292

File folder entitled “8/14/08 E-mail from Lefk to

undated) emails from A.
I gy B
re draft response to

Acosta,
8/14/08 email from J. Lefkowitz regarding “the

AMCV™ containing
to

December 2007 proposal™

Attorney-Client Privilege
Work Product
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Bates Range Description Prlwlegt:,lﬁ_ﬁsaertcd
Suppl. Box #3 | File folder entitled “8/15/08 AMCV e-mail re | Attorney-Client Privilege
P-013293 Agrmt” containing 8/15/08 e-mails from A. Work Product
Thru - to A. Acosta, -, m Deliberative Process
P-013299 A - re follow ui on Aireement and

from A. Acosta to Ann on issue
of Special Master with attached 8/15/08 emails
from to A. Acosta,

8/15/08 email from J. Lefkowitz to _

I R Biack, M. Weinberg re

Agreement; 8/14/08 emails from
h to J. Lefkowitz, . R. Black

re interpretation of Agreement; email from J.
Letkowitz to [N -

uestions re Agreement; email from
B o ctovic

production of Agreement to victims

Suppl. Box #3
P-013300
Thru
P-0133303

AMCV™  containing
| handwritten draft notes for proposed letter to J.
Lefkowitz; 5/22/07 e-mail from to M.
' re

meeting with G. Lefcourt with attached email
| from G. Lefcourt re solicitation for meetings

File folder entitled “8/18/08 Lefkowitz Ltr to

Attorney-Client Privilege
Work Product

Suppl. Box #3
P-013304
Thru
P-013325

| File folder entitled “6/25/07 Lefcourt to Sloman
& containin /25/07  letter (with
handwritten notes by from G.

Lefcourt to

, M.

addressing reasons for not

Suppl. Box #3
P-013326
Thru
P-013329

Suppl. Box #3
P-013330
Thru
P-0013333

File folder entitled “9/17/07 to
from .

Lefkowitz containing 9/17/07 e-mail
i to and from
to A. concerning status

of plea negotiations R
File folder entitled *“11/8/07 Lefkowitz to
Sloman™ containing 11/8/07 letter from .
Lefkowitz re issues arising during pendency of
matter with attorney handwritten notes

rosecuting Epstein; handwritten outline by .
H of possible response to letter |

Attorney-Client Privilege
Work Product

Attorney-Client Privilege

Work Product

htlnmc?—ﬁﬁenl Pri\-'ih;:glt;:m-
Work Product

Suppl. Box #3
P-013334
Thru
P-013337

File folder entitled *11/13/07 Sloman to

Lefkowitz (was this_sent?)” containing draft
11/13/07 letter from responding to J.

Lefkowitz’s letter

Attorney-Client Privilege
Work Product
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Suppl. Box #3 | File folder entitled “12/6/07 Sloman to [Not considered
P-013338 Lefkowitz” containing 12/5/07 faxed letter w/ privileged. Will be
Thru cover sheet from K. Starr and J. Lefkowitz to A. produced to opposing
013341 Acosta counsel upon lifting of
stay |
Suppl. Box #3 | File folder entitled *12/05/07 Starr to Acosta” | Attorney-Client Privilege
P-013342 containing drafts of 11/30/07 letters from A. Work Product
Thru Acosta to K. Starr and from to I Deliberative Process
P-013350 Lefkowitz re performance and victim notification

"~ Suppl. Box #3

P-13351
Thru
P-013361

with handwritten notes and edits by A.

File folder entitled “12/21/07 Lefkowitz to

Acosta” containing handwritten notes by .
12/21/07  letter from I
Lefkowitz to A. Acosta re performance of NPA

Attorney-Client Privilege
Work Product

and appeal to Washington with attorney
handwritten notes
Suppl. Box #3 | File folder labeled *12/26/07 Lefkowitz to | Attorney-Client Privilege

P-013362
Thru
P-013366

Acosta” containing 2 copies of draft letter from
A, Acosta to J. Lefkowitz (with 12/28/07 fax
header)

Work Product
Deliberative Process

Suppl. Box #3
P-013367
Thru
P-013372

File folder labeled “Draft Itr from Sloman to
Lefkowitz re termination™ containing draft letter
dated “April , 2008” from ﬁ to .
Lefkowitz concerning the compliance with the
Agreement

Attorney-Client Privilege
Work Product

Suppl. Box #3
P-013373
Thru
P-013503

File folder labeled *6/3/08 Sloman Submission to
the DAG” containing 6/3/08 letter from
to Office of the DAG, cc’d to

, . I -
Jeffrey Epstein, detailing events concerning the
Agreement and thereafter and with relevant
attachments

Attorney-Client Privilege
Deliberative Process
Work Product
Investigative privilege

Suppl. Box #3

File folder labeled “Mtg w/ Ken Starr, RAA, JS

Attorney-Client Privilege

P-013504 Drew” containing handwritten notes by A. - Work Product
Thru
P-013507
Suppl. Box #3 | File folder labeled *Internal Corr.” containing | Attorney-Client Privilege
P-013508 | 11/28/07 e-mails from [ i Work Product
Thru - re responding to 11/28/07 e-mail from
P-013514 | J. Lefkowitz to ﬁ regarding victim

notification with attachments

S .

Page 3 of 14
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Bates Range

Description

Privilege(s) Asserted |

Suppl. Box #3
P-013515
Thru
P-013525

Draft 11/30/07 letter from A. Acosta to K. Starr
ce'd to and A. re
compliance with Agreement and internal emails
from . A. Acosta, and re

Attorney-Client Privilege |
Work Product |
Deliberative Process

Suppl. Box #3
P-013526
Thru
P-013527

itemns to address in letter
5/23/07 e-mail from A. oy |

- re drafi proposed iniernal e-mail about
attached

email
and G.

handling of case and
correspondence between

Lefcourt

Attorney-Client Privilege
Work Product
Deliberative Process

Suppl. Box #3

| Handwritten notes -E}__ﬁated -

Work Product

P-013528 9/21 re telephone conference with possible victim
Thru representative, conflict check with names and
P-013530 email listed, list of names of potential victim
representatives,  payment  discussion, and
P-013532 guideline calculation, email containing contact
Thru info for potential victim representative, draft Non
P-013537 Prosecution Agreement dated 9/10/07 4:17 pm
Suppl. Box #3 | Typed note addressed to “Dear David” re 6(e)
P-013531 response to grand jury subpoena Investigative privilege
Suppl. Box #3 | File folder labeled “Notes Re Post-Agreement Work Product
P-013538 Communications” containing handwritten notes Deliberative Process
Thru by A. -
P-013553

Suppl. Box #3
P-013554
Thru

File folder labeled
Negotiations™ containing:
B [1/28/07 e-mail from
re non-prosecution agreement,
attached correspondence:
W 9/19/07 e-mail from A.

“E-mails Re Plea

o A,

with

o
re

negotiating  strategy, with attached
CHITEEEpﬂl'ldE]lCE',
B 9/18/07 e-mail from A, to

A, Acosta, .
i re negotiating
Strategy:

B 9/17/07 e-mail from A. - - to

A. Acosta re negotiation;
to

Atlom::}'—(?!iéﬁf Pri ;.-:i_l.ége
Work Product
Deliberative Process
Investigative Privilege

9/17/07 e-mail from A.
h re negotiations;
m 9/17/07 e-mail from A. i_-tn

A. Acosta,
Page 4 of 14

EFTA00185417
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Document 216-1 Entered on FLSD Docket 07/27/2013 Page 5 of 14

strategy:

9/14/0)7 e-mail from A.

plea agreement and Information;
9/14/07 e-mail from A.

re plea negotiations;

9/13/07 e-mail from A. - to

indiciment package;

9/13/07 e-mail from A. - -

attached correspondence;
9/13/07 e-mail from A.

_ re trust agreement;
9/13/07 e-mail from A. h - to

Privilege(s) Asserted

_ Description
re negotiation

. A, Acosta, I
re proposed

o
re trust agreement with

-

- B ¢ conference call

with J. Lefkowitz;

A

to

attached correspondence;
9/13/07 e-mail from A.

indictment package;
9/13/07 e-mail from A.
Acosta

-._ re plea negotiations;
9/11/07 e-mail from A. - - 1o

attached correspondence:
9/11/07 e-mail from

attached correspondence;
9/11/07 e-mail from A.

edits with attached corresponden

9/11/07 e-mail from A, - _

9/13/07 e-mail from A. - - to
.

re plea negotiations with

attached correspondence;
9/13/07 e-mail from A.

o
re charging strategy with

10

8]

re meeting w/ G. Letcourt with

1o
re revised Agreement with

[
CT B

re non-prosecution agreement
CEe;

re status of negotiations

with attached correspondence;

Page 5 of 14
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Document 216-1 Entered on FLSD Docket 07/27/2013 Page 6 of 14

Bates Range

Deseription _—
9/10/07 e-mail from to
re negotiations; 9/10/07 e-mail

re state grand jury proceedings;
9/17/07 e-mail from A. Acosta toi

re draft Agreement
with attached correspondence:
9/14/07 e-mail from
A. Acosta,

re finalizing

documents;

0/14/07 e-mail from
re charging
attached correspondence:
G/13/07 e-mail from o A,

- re setting up trust fund;
9/13/07 e-mail from h to [
re final negotiations with
attached correspondence:
9/11/07 e-mail from [N I
re scheduling a meeting
regarding finalizing the agreement with
attached correspondence;
9/11/07 e-mail from - to .
re I'JUI'J—}'!]'{'.IHL‘CHtiD]'J
with attached

o
strategy  with |

agreement edits
correspondence;
9/11/07 e-mail from - to .
- - re non-prosecution
with attached

agreement edits
COrrespo nden ce,

9/11/07 e-mail from _ to .

re negotiations with

attached correspondence;

9/17/07 e-mail from A.
re negotiation

strategy

P-013615

Suppl. Box #3 | File folder entitled “[] Target Letter” containing
P-013609 copy of signed letter and contact info for counsel
Thru for target

Privilege(s) Asserted

- 6e)
Investigative Privilege

Page 6 of 14
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Case 9:08-cv-80736-KAM Document 216-1 Entered on FLSD Docket 07/27/2013 Page 7 of 14

Bates Range

Desc riptiﬁﬁ )

Privilege(s) Asserted

Suppl. Box #3
P-013616
Thru
P-013621

File folder entitled “Atty Notes re Revised
Indictment” containing handwritten notes by A.

Attorney-Client Privilege
Deliberative Process
Work Product
Investigative Privilege
Also contains information
subject to privacy rights of
victims who are not
parties to this litigation

Suppl. Box #3
P-013622
Thru
P-013643

Fiie fulder enlltled “Research Re Possible
Misdemeanors™ containing attorney research

Work product

Suppl. Box #3
P-013644
Thru
P-013653

File folder entitled “Notes Re Plea Negotiations™

containing 9/17/07 _e-mail _from _A. [
o

update; undated and typed handwritten notes by
A. re items to be completed on
case, strength of case, victim interviews,
summary of evidence, guidelines calculations

Attorney-Client Privilege
Work Product
Deliberative Process
Investigative privilege
Also contains information
subject to privacy rights of
victims who are not
parties to this litigation

Suppl. Box #3

File folder entitled “Plea Agreement Drafts”

Attorney-Client Privilege

P-013654 containing several draft plea agreements some Work Product
Thru with handwritten notes by A. Deliberative Process
P-013745 copies of draft non-prosecution agreement some
with handwritten notes by A.
copy of a draft Information
Suppl. Box #3 | File folder entitled “Draft Non-Prosecution | Attorney-Client Privilege
P-0013747 | Agreements” containing several draft non- Work Product
Thru prosecution agreements some with handwritten Deliberative Process
P-013810 notes by — plea sheet State
Circuit Court; copies of draft Information; draft
plea proffer; draft motion and order to seal; draft
penalty sheet; draft plea agreement
Suppl. Box 3 | File folder entitled “Information Packet Drafts™ | Attorney-Client Privilege
P-013811 containing several drafis of Informations, and Work Product
Thru complete draft Information packet Deliberative Process
P-013833
Suppl. Box 3 | Two pages of filed document, D.E. 62, page 2 of atty work-product
P-013834 54 and page 6 of 54, containing handwritten
Through attorney notes
P-013835

Page 7 of 14

EFTA00185420




Bates Range

~ Description

Suppl. Box 3

Palm Beach Tii-i-l}-f—N.ews; Article, Mmmeyawdnt

P-013836 Jeffrey Epstein Agreement Thrown Out,” with
Thru attorney’s notes writlen on margin
P-013837
Suppl. Box 3 | Letter from to !
P-013838 December 10, 2010, Subject: Request for
Thru Investigation of Jeffrey Epstein Prosecution, with
P-013841 underlines, written notes, and comments by DOJ

| Privilege(s) Asserted

Case 9:08-cv-80736-KAM Document 216-1 Entered on FLSD Docket 07/27/2013 Page 8 of 14

Atty work-product

Atty work-product

Suppl. Box 3
P-013842

attorney
Email from to
(OPR), February 25, 2011, 4:31 p.m., Re:

Request for OPR Investigation — Jeffrey Epstein
Non-Prosecution Agreement

Atty work-prod uct
Atty-client privilege

Suppl. Box 3
P-013843
Thru
~ P-013844

Suppl. Box 3
P-013845

Thru
P-013846

E-mail,

September
19, 2007, 4:33 p.m., RE: Plea Agreement

Atty work-product
atty-client privilege

E-mail, o [N T
September 19, 2007, 4:21 p.m., RE: Epstein,
with internal U.S. Attorney’s Office e-mails

Atty work-product

Suppl. Box 3
P-013847
Thru
P-013849

E-mail, to

, and | September
18, 2007, 11:43 [}, RE: Draft Agreements?, |
with e-mail from Jay Lefkowitz (September 18, |

Atty work-product

Suppl. Box 3
P-013850

2007, 11:00 ) attached
i to Alex Acosta,

5 , and
, September 18, 2007, 9:31 .
RE: Epstein Negotiations

Atty work-product

Suppl. Box 3
P-013851
Thru
P-013853

and

, September 17, 2007, 10:35
RE: Epstein [providing update re plea

Atty work-product

Suppl. Box 3
P-013854

negotiations

E-mail, i-_

September 13, 2007, 8:10 p.m., RE: Epstein, |
ﬂ (September

with e-mail from
13, 2007, 7:54 p.m.), attached

Suppl. Box 3
P-013855

“and
., September 10, 2007, 53:24 p.m.,

RE: FBI

Suppl. Box 3
P-013856
Thru
P-013857

' September 6, 2007, 5:47 p.m., RE: Epstein, with
| e-mail from i (September 6, 2007,

[ 5:35 p.m.), attached

Email, [N T o TN

Atty work-product ,

- _.-'.";-lijf"wm'k -product
Atty-client privilege

Atty work-product
Atty-client privilege

Page 8 of 14
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Case 9:08-cv-80736-KAM Document 216-1 Entered on FLSD Docket 07/27/2013 Page 9 of 14

Privilege(s) Asserted

Bates Range Description
Suppl. Box 3 | Email, S
P-013858 September 6, 2007, 9:29 .. Re: Meeting on
Friday

Suppl. Box 3
P-013859
Through
P-013860

Suppl. Box 3

P-013861
Thru
P-013865

Suppl. Box 3
P-013866

{ and Sloman to

Email, Gerald Lefcourt to - -._ Lilly

Ann Sanchez, Roy Black, re: Jeffrey Epstein

atty work-product

[Not considered
privileged. Will be
produced to opposing
counsel upon lifting of
stay]

o, T O > Voo [
July 13, 2007, 3
mail from

(8]

(July 5, 2007, 3:30 p.m.),
July 4, 2007, 5:16 p.m.),
(July 3, 2007, 1:47

p.m.), attached _

Matthew
, and
, July 3, 2007, 6:26 .. RE: Epstein

Suppl. Box 3
P-013867
Thru
P-013868

:14 p.m., RE: Epstein, with e- |

Atty work-product
atty-client privilege

h-ll}-' wm'k—pmd.ucl.

E-mail, to Matthew X
June 21, 2007, 3:24 p.m., RE: Meeting Next
Week, with e-mails from o
June 21, 2007, 2:58 p.m.), and
June 21, 2007, 1:37 p.m.), attached

to

Suppl. Box 3
P-013869

Atty work-product

toMatthew
) , and
June 18, 2007, 5:04 p.m., RE: Epstein

Suppl. Box 3
P-013870
Thru
P-013871

Aftty work-product

, to , May
24, 2007, 9:25

., FW: leffrey Epstein, with e-
mail from Gerald Lefcourt to
(May 23, 2007, 5:00 p.m.), to

Gerald Lefcourt (May 22, 2007, 6:32 p.m.), and
Gerald Lefcourt to i h
, and Lilly Ann Sanchez (May 22, 2007,
, attached

2:05 p.m.

Suppl. Box 3
P-013872

Atty work-product

E-miail to Matthew \

B - , May 22, 2007, 3:11
p.m., FW: Jeffrey Epstein, with e-mail from
Lefecourt to -, _, and Lilly Ann

Sanchez (May 22, 2007, 2:05 p.m.), attached

Suppl. Box 3
P-013873

Atty work-product

E-mail
2007, 10:52

e-mail from and

_| (May 14, 2007, 10:38

.). attached

Atty work-product

Page 9 of 14
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Case 9:08-cv-80736-KAM Document 216-1 Entered on FLSD Docket 07/27/2013 Page 10 of
14

| BatesRange |~ Description Privilege(s) Asserted
| Suppl. Box 3 | Inadvertently marked as privileged, will be

P-013874 produced

Through
| P-013875
| Suppl. Box 3 | E-mail, to , , and Atty work-product
| P-013876 . September 19, 2007, 4:33 p.m., RE:
Thru Draft Plea Agreement, with e-mail from

P-013877 Lefkowitz to (September 19, 2007, 3:44
p.m.), and Lefkowitz to (September 19,

2007, 3:35 p.m.) attached
h, September 19, 2007, Atty work-product

Suppl. Box 3 | E-mail,
P-013878 4:21 p.m., RE: Epstein, with e-mails from
Thru to and September 19
P-013879 2007, 4:13 p.m.), to and
September 19, 2007, 4:05 p.m.), and to

September 19, 2007, 3:50
September 19 2007,
(September 19,
to and
.}, attached

p.m.),
2:36 p.m.),
2007, 2:33 p.m.), and
(September 19, 2007, 2:31
E-mail,

Suppl. Box 3

P-013880 ., September 18, 2007, 11:43
Thru

Draft Apreements?. with e-mails from
P-013882 to i, and - (September 18
2007, 11:18 L), Lefkowitz to

(September 18, 2007, 11:09 ), and
to Lefkowitz (September 18, 2007, 9:14 L),
ande Lefkowitz to - (September 18,
2007, 8:59 ), attached
E-mail, to Acosta, X . |
and McMillan, September 18, 2007, |

Atty work-product

Suppl. Box 3
P-013883

Atty work-product

9:31 .. RE: Epstein Negotiations
Suppl. Box 3 | E-mail, and . | Atty work-product
P-013884 September 17, 2007 10:35 .. RE: Epstein, |

Thru with e-mail from - (September 17, 2007,

P-013886 10:26 ), attached -
Suppl. Box 3 | E-mail, to I Atty work-product
P-013887 September 13, 2007, 8:10 p.m., RE: Epstein,
* (September

with e-mail from
13, 2007, 7:54 p.m.), attached
Suppl. Box 3 | E-mail. and Atty work-product
P-013888 r| September 10, 2007, 5:24 p.m., Atty-client privilege
RE: FBI

Page 10 of 14
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Bates Range

Description

Suppl. Box 3
P-013889
Thru

__P-013890

. -Si]ppl. Box 3
P-013891

E-mail, to
September 6,

2007, 5:47 p.m., RE: Epstein, with
e-mail from i (September 6, 2007,

5:35 p.m.), attached o B
o I

Email,
September 6, 2007, 9:29 ., Re: Meeting on

Friday

Suppl. Box 3
P-013892
Through
P-013893

Case 9:08-cv-80736-KAM  Document 216-1 Entered on FLSD Docket 07/27/2013 Page 11 of

Privilege(s) Asserted |

Aty work-product
Alty-client privilege

uu:} _v.“f;:_ri{—pmd uct

Email, Gerald Lefcourt to . Lilly
Ann Sanchez, Roy Black, re: Jeffrey Epstein

Suppl. Box 3
P-013894
Thru

P-013898

[Not considered
privileged. Will be
produced to opposing
counsel upon lifting of
stay]

E-mail, to Matthew [

July 13, 2007, 3:14 p.m., RE: Epstein, with e-
mail from (July 5, 2007, 3:30 p.m.),

B July 4, 2007, 5:16 p.m.),

and Sloman to (July 3, 2007, 1:47
p.m.), attached

Suppl. Box 3
P-013899

Atty work-product
atty-client privilege

. Matthew
. and

Suppl. Box 3
P-013900
Thru
P-013901

Suppl. Box 3
P-013502

Suppl. Box 3
P-013903
Thru
P-(13904

Atty work-product

C July 3, 2007, 6:26 .. RE: Epstein
to Matthew ﬁ

June 21, 2007, 3:24 p.m., RE: Meeting Next
Week, with e-mails from - to
(June 21, 2007, 2:58 p.m.), and to

June 21, 2007, 1:37 p.m.), attached

Atty work-product

to Matthew

3 , and
| June 18, 2007, 5:04 p.m., RE: Epstein

Atty work-product

to . May

24, 2007, 9:25 .» FW: Jeftrey Epstein, with e-
mail from Gerald Lefcourt to

(May 23, 2007, 5:00 p.m.), to
Gerald Lefcourt (May 22, 2007, 6:32 .m.il and

Gerald Lefcourt to
, and Lilly Ann Sanchez (May 22, 2007,

Suppl. Box 3
P-013905

Atty work-product

2:05 p.m.), attached
E-mail to Matthew ,
X May 22, 2007, 3:11

p.m., FW: Jeffrey Epstein, with e-mail from
i, _, and Lilly Ann

Lefcourt to
Sanchez (May 22, 2007, 2:05 p.m.), attached

Atty work-product i

Page 11 of 14
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Case 9:08-cv-80736-KAM Document 216-1 Entered on FLSD Docket 07/27/2013 Page 12 of

Bates Range

Description

Privilege(s) Asserted

Suppl. Box 3

E-mail

and -., May 14,

Atty work-product

P-013906 2007, 10:52 .. RE: Operation Leap Year, with
e-mail from and
(May 14, 2007, 10:38 ), attached .
Suppl. Box 3 | Inadvertently marked as privileged, will be
P-013907 produced
Through
P-013908
Suppl. Box 3 | Memorandum, - Assistant Counsel, Deliberative Process
P-013909 U.S.  Department of Justice, Office of Privilege; atty work-
Thru Professional Responsibility (OPR), to - product
P-013911 . Acting Associate Counsel, OPR,
undated, Subject: Recommendation
Suppl. Box 3 | Memorandum, . Assistant Counsel, Deliberative Process
P-013912 OFR, to Acting Associate Privilege, atty work-
Thru Counsel, OPR, Subject: Recommendation, with product
P-013914 handwritten note dated 5/4/11
Suppl. Box 3 | Memorandum , Assistant Counsel, Deliberative Process
P-013915 OPR, to Acting Associate Privilege; atty work-
Thru Counsel, OPR, Subject: Recommendation, with product
P-013918 two post-it notes attached with handwritten
attorney notations, and handwritten notations,
underlines, and circled text throughout the body
of the two page memorandum
Suppl. Box 3 | Draft letter, marked “Confidential”, from - Deliberative Process
P-013919 , Counsel, Office of Professional Privilege
Thru Responsibility to . United | Attorney Work Product
P-013921 States Attorney, with handwritten corrections,
strikethroughs, and added text
Suppl. Box 3 | Draft Letter, marked “Confidential”, from - Deliberative Process
P-013922 -, to - . -, with Privilege
Thru handwritten corrections Attorney Work Product
P-013924
Suppl. Box 3 | Draft Letter, from _ to Professor Deliberative Process
P-013925 Paul G. Cassell, with handwritten correction Privilege
Thru Attorney Work Product
P-013927
Suppl. Box 3 | Draft Letter, from to Professor Deliberative Process
P-(13928 Paul G. Cassell, with handwritten corrections Privilege
Thru Attorney Work Product
P-013930 _
Suppl. Box 3 | Draft Letter, from _ to Professor Deliberative Process
P-013931 Paul G. Cassell, with handwritten corrections, Privilege
Thru circled text, strikethroughs, and additional text Attorney Work Product
P-013933

Page 12 of 14
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P-013936

14
Bates Ra nge Il-i.:sc-riptinn Privilege(s) Asserted
Suppl. Box 3 | Draft Letter, marked “Confidential,” from Deliberative Process
P-013934 to _ with handwritten Privilege
Thru corrections Attorney Work Product

Suppl. Box 3
P-013937
Thru
P-013939

Draft Leter, [ o Professor Paul

G. Cassell, with handwritten corrections

Suppl. Box 3
P-013940
Thru
P-013942
Suppl. Box 3
P-013943

Eomail, o I Ve 5,
2011, 11:19 .. RE: Re-write of I_-;istein letters

. -b&-:j.ibera.ii.»;e.l_’*l&aqs
Privilege
Attorney Work Product

To Be
]

Draft Letter, marked “Confidential:

Opened by Addressee Only,” _
_. with handwritten corrections

Deliberative Process
Privilege
Attorney Work Product

for vour review, with e-mail from to
May 5, 2011, 11:08 ), and
May 5, 2011, 11:10 ),

(May 5, 2011, 10:41

Deliberative Process
Privilege
Attorney Work Product

Suppl. Box 3
P-013944

E-mail, , May 5, 2011,
11:17 ., RE: Re-write of Epstein letters for
our review, with e-mail from

May 5, 2011, 11:08 ),
to May 5, 2011, 11:01 ),
to (May 5, 2011, 10:41),
attached

_Dellbemi ive Process
Privilege

Suppl. Box 3
P-013945

E-mail, [N o T Vay 4. 2011, 5:01
p.m., RE: draft letters in Epstein matter, with e-
B o N o ¢, 201

mail from
4:57 pm.), attached

Suppl. Box 3
P-013946

E-mail, to . May 4,
2011, 4:08 p.m., RE: FYI on the Florida matter

Suppl. Box 3
P-013947

Deliberative Process
Privilege

Law Enforcement
investigatory record, atty
work product; deliberative

process privilege

I - B - 5. 2011,

E-mail,

| 12:23 pm., RE: OPR Inquiry — request for |
| information, with post-it note attached with |

handwritten attorney notes on telephone call
between o [ i I

and

atty work product; law
enforcement investigatiory
record

Suppl. Box 3
P-013948
Thru
P-013951

E-mail to and

B oy 3. 2011, 12:30 pm., FW: OPR
Inquiry — request for information, with attached
e-mails. Handwritten attorney notes on margin

Page 13 of 14
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14

]]_ems_cu ription

Bates Range
Suppl. Box 3 | E-maul,
P-013952 16, 201
Thru
P-013953

Privilege(s) Asserted

o I
1. 10152 .. RE:

Referral of Cassell

Request for Investigation, with e-mail from
N c I o B

(March 15, 2011, 7:21 p.m.), attached

atty work-product; atty-
client privilege

Suppl. Box 3 | E-mail, to . OPR, | atty work-product, atty-
P-013954 December 16, 2010, 10:59 ., FW: OPR client privilege
Thru Referral — Allegation of Misconduct — U.S.
P-013955 Attorney’s Office, S.D.Fla.,, with e-mail from
to - {December 16, 2010,
10:22 ), attached. Handwritten attorney
notations.
Suppl. Box 3 | Fourteen (14) pages of handwritten attorney notes atty work-product
P-013956 on case, telephone interviews with DOJ attorneys
Thru
P-013846

Page 14 of 14
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA
Case No. 08-80736-Civ-Marra/Matthewman

JANE DOE #1 AND JANE DOE #2,
Petitioners,
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Respondent.
/

UNITED STATES' NOTICE OF FILING SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL PRIVILEGE LOG

Pursuant to the Court’s June 18, 2013 Omnibus Order (DE 190), the Respondent, United
States of America, by and through the undersigned Assistant United States Attorney, hereby gives
notice of its filing of its Second Supplemental Privilege Log. The index has been marked with
Bates Numbers P-013970" thru P-014923,

The documents referenced in the Second Supplemental Privilege Log will be delivered
today to the Chambers of U.S. District Judge Kenneth A. Marra for ex parte in camera review,
pursuant to the Court’s Omnibus Order.

Respectfully submitted,

WIFREDO A, FERRER
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

3

By:

Assistant United States Attorney
Florida Bar No. 0018255

500 South Australian Ave, Suite 400
West Palm Beach, FL. 33401
Telephone:
Facsimile:

' Please note that, while preparing the Second Supplemental Privilege Log, the undersigned
discovered an error on the Supplemental Privilege Log, that is, the last entry states that the last document
bears Bates Numbers P-013956 thru P-013846. The correct Bates range for that document is P-013956
thru P-013969 [14 pages].
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Case 9:08-cv-80736-KAM Document 329 Entered on FLSD Docket 06/23/2015 Page 2 of 2

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on June 23, 2015, 1 electronically filed the foregoing
document with the Clerk of the Court using CM/ECF. According to the Court’s website,
counsel for all parties are able to receive notice via the CM/ECF system.

5

Assistant United States Attorney

SERVICE LIST

Jane Does 1 and 2 I United States,
Case No. 08-80736-CIV-MARRA/MATTHEWMAN
United States District Court, Southern District of Florida

Brad Edwards, Esq.,

Farmer Jaffe Weissing Edwards Fistos Lehrman
425 N Andrews Ave Ste 2

Fort Lauderdale, FL. 33301-3268
brad(@pathtojustice.com

054-524-2820

Fax: 954-524-2822

Paul (5. Cassell

5.J. Quinney College of Law at the
University of Utah

332 8. 1400 E.

Salt Lake City, Utah 84112

(801) 585-5202
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Case 9:08-cv-80736-KAM Document 338 Entered on FLSD Docket 08/03/2015 Page 1 of 2

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA
Case No. 08-80736-Civ-Marra/Matthewman
JANE DOE #1 AND JANE DOE #2,
Petitioners,
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Respondent.
/

UNITED STATES’ NOTICE OF FILING THIRD SUPPLEMENTAL PRIVILEGE LOG

Pursuant to the Court’s June 18, 2013 Omnibus Order (DE 190), the Respondent, United
States of America, by and through the undersigned Assistant United States Attorney, hereby gives
notice of its filing of its Third Supplemental Privilege Log. The index has been marked with

Bates Numbers P-014924 thru P-015267.
The documents referenced in the Third Supplemental Privilege Log will be delivered
tomorrow to the Chambers of U.S. District Judge Kenneth A. Marra for ex parte in camera review,

pursuant to the Court’s Omnibus Order.

Respectfully submitted,

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

By: 5

Assistant United States Attorney
Florida Bar No. 0018255

500 South Australian Ave, Suite 400
West Palm Beach, FL. 33401
Telephone:
Facsimile:

EFTA00185448



Case 9:08-cv-80736-KAM Document 338 Entered on FLSD Docket 08/03/2015 Page 2 of 2

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on August 3, 2015, I electronically filed the foregoing
document with the Clerk of the Court using CM/ECF. According to the Court’s website,
counsel for all parties are able to receive notice via the CM/ECF system.

Assistant United States Attorney

SERVICE LIST

Jane Does 1 and 2 || United States,
Case No. 08-80736-CIV-MARRA/MATTHEWMAN
United States District Court, Southern District of Florida

Brad Edwards, Esq.,

Farmer Jaffe Weissing Edwards Fistos Lehrman
425 N Andrews Ave Ste 2

Fort Lauderdale, FL.  33301-3268
brad@pathtojustice.com

054-524-2820

Fax: 954-524-2822

Paul G. Cassell

S.J. Quinney College of Law at the
University of Utah

332 S. 1400 E.

Salt Lake City, Utah 84112

(801) 585-5202

Fax: (801) 585-6833

E-mail: casselp@law.utah.edu

Attorneys for Jane Doe # 1 and Jane Doe # 2

EFTA00185449
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

Case No. 9:08-cv-80736-KAM

JANE DOE 1 AND JANE DOE 2,
Petitioners,
UNITED STATES,

Respondent.
/

JANE DOE 1 AND JANE DOE 2°S CONSOLIDATED STATEMENT OF UNDISPUTED
MATERIAL FACTS AND MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT WITH
INCORPORATED MEMORANDUM OF LAW

Jane Doe | and Jane Doe 2 (also referred to as “the victims™), by and through
undersigned counsel, pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 56 and Local Rule 56.1, move [or summary
judgment on the issue of the United States Government’s violation of their rights under the
Crime Victims’ Rights Act (CVRA), where no genuine issue of material fact exists." In support,

they state:

INTRODUCTION

In 2004, Congress enacted the CVERA because it found that in case after case “victims,
and their families, were ignored, cast aside, and treated as non-participants in a critical event in
their lives. They were kept in the dark by prosecutors too busy to care enough . . _and by a court

system that simply did not have place for them.” 150 ConG. REC. 7296 (2004) (statement of

! The Court previously granted the victims leave to file a 60-page motion for partial summary judgment. DE 327,
I
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Sen. Feinstein). In passing the CVRA, Congress mandated a series of rights for crime victims.
Sadly, several years later, when the Government began handling this case, it did precisely what
Congress thought it had forbidden. The Government deliberately kept crime victims “in the
dark™ so that it could enter into a plea arrangement designed to prevent the victims from raising
any objection. In doing so, the Government refused to afford victims the rights they had been
promised by Congress—particularly “the right to reasonable, accurate, and timely notice of any
public court proceeding,” “the reasonable right to confer with the attorney for the Government in
the case,” and “the right to be treated with fairness and with respect for the victim’s dignity and
privacy.”

The undisputed evidence begins in 2005, when the Palm Beach Police Department
(“PBPD™) had identified numerous girls as victims of Jeffrey Epstein’s sexual crimes. In 2006,
the PBPD turned the case over to federal authorities for further investigation. As early as March
15, 2007 and throughout the rest of the investigation, the United States Attorney’s Office for the
Southern District of Florida (“the Office™) specifically identified several dozen girls whom it
classified as “victims™ under the CVRA. Once that identification was made, the Government
was obligated to afford these victims certain rights under the CVRA—a fact of which the
Government itself was well aware.® Indeed, the Government provided notification to the girls
that they were classified as “victims” under the CVRA.

But what the Government did nor tell the victims lies at the heart of the case. It is

undisputed that the Government did not tell the victims that, by May 2007, the Office had

118 US.C. § 3771{a)(2), (4)-(5), (8); RFP MIA 000001-000006 (Exhibit 1.
3 000966-000967 (Exhibit 2); 000589-000591 (Exhibit 3); US_Atty Cor 00135 (Exhibit 4); RFP MIA 000222
(Exhibit 5).

2
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prepared an 82-page prosecution memorandum and a 53-page indictment against Epstein and his

4 At that time, rather than confer with the victims about how to proceed, the

CO-CONSpirators.
Government began conferring about this issue exclusively with Epstein’s counsel. Epstein's
counsel contended that, despite abundant connection to interstate commerce, Epstein’s sex
trafficking was purely of local concern. By August 2007, federal prosecutors had disproven or
rejected these defense arguments and notified the defense that all of the identified victims
retained federal rights.

For example, during August 2007, Jane Doe |, and other similarly situated victims,
provided details to federal agents of the abuse that they endured at the hands of Epstein and his
co-conspirators. In September 2007, without conferring with any of the victims, the Government
and Epstein shifted gears and began working together to concoct a criminal charge for Epstein to
plea to other than his sexual abuse of minors. As alternative charges, they discussed charging
Epstein with: (1) various misdemeanors, (2) assaulting his co-conspirators and girlfriend, (3)
using private investigators to chase and harass victims® families, (4) obstructions of grand jury
subpoenas, or (5) his obstruction of the federal investigation when he instructed another co-
conspirator to lie to federal agents.> Ultimately, however, none of those would work. Assistant

U.S. Attorney ("AUSA™) - - (the “line prosecutor”) informed Epstein’s counsel that

she was getting pushback for creating a charge using one of the main co-conspirators as the

* RFP WPB 000286 (Exhibit 6).

* US_Auy Cor_00030-00032 (Exhibit 7); RFP MIA 000129 (Exhibit 8); RFP M1A 000133 (Exhibit 9); RFP MIA
0000495 (Exhibit 10); RFP MIA 000075-000076 (Exhibit 11); RFP WFB 000220 (Exhibit 12); RFP MIA 000077-
000087 (Exhibit 13); RFP MIA 000088 (Exhibit 14); RFP WPB 000235-000244 (Exhibit 15); RFP WPB 000107-
000112 (Exhibit 16); RFP WPB 002188 (Exhibit 17); RFP WPB 000266-000277 (Exhibit 18); RFP MI1A 000113
(Exhibit 19); RFP MIA 000151-000160 (Exhibit 20); RFP MIA 000098-000105 (Exhibit 21).

3
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victim.® Consequently, the Government and Epstein searched for another crime for Epstein to
plead to, which could accompany a federal non-prosecution agreement (NPA). Incredibly, the
offense to which Epstein and the Government ultimately agreed, labeled the minor victims
“prostitutes.”

The undisputed evidence clearly shows that by September 21, 2007, the line prosecutor
had informed Palm Beach State Attorney ||| ] that a federal resolution had been
reached by way of a NPA, yet the victims remained uninformed.” On September 24, 2007, the
NPA was signed, preventing prosecution of all federal crimes committed by Epstein and his co-
conspirators against the victims. After the signing of the NPA, the Government and Epstein’s
attorneys worked together to choose a lawyer to be paid by Epstein to represent Epstein’s victims
for the purpose of settling civil restitution claims. This too was all being done without the
victims having any knowledge whatsoever. The correspondence between the Government and a
candidate for that representative position as well as between the Government and Epstein’s
counsel reflects that the Government still had not yet disclosed the NPA to the victims, and was
following the guidance of Epstein’s counsel in making decisions with respect to the timing and
substance of any communication to the victims.*

For the next nine months, from the time the NPA was signed through the date of
Epstein’s state court plea in June of 2008, the Office—doing Epstein’s bidding—assiduously
concealed the NPA's existence from the victims. While this indulgent deal was incredible in its

own right, even more extraordinary was how the victims were treated during the process. Rather

& Exhibit 15.
7 RFP WPB 002125 (Exhibit 22).
* See e.g., US_Atty Cor 00166 (Exhibit 23).
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than confer with the victims about the fact that resolution by NPA was ever being considered—
or even tell them that it was already a signed deal—the Office and Epstein inserted a
“confidentiality” provision into the agreement barring its disclosure to anyone, including the
victims. There is no dispute that the Government did not inform the victims of the NPA or of the
possibility of any such type of resolution. Consequently, there is no dispute that the Government
did not afford the victims any rights before the signing of the NPA.

In October 2007, after the NPA was signed, federal agents spoke with three of the more
than 30 identified victims, including Jane Doe 1.° The Government does not dispute that this
contact only occurred affer the signing of the NPA. Even more important, it is not disputed that
this contact was: 1) made by the Federal Bureau of Investigation ("FBI") and not a “prosecutor
for the Government,” 2) that the FBI did not inform the victims of the NPA and certainly did not
confer with the victims about the details of the NPA, and 3) that this contact only occurred with
three of the more than 30 victims. Lastly, while the content of that conversation is contested, any
stretched argument that the conversation satisfied CVRA requirements for Jane Doe 1 are belied
by the timing of the conversation as well as the uncontested documentary evidence of the
communications with the victims (including with Jane Doe 1) that followed that conversation.

Subsequent to the FBI's contact with three of Epstein’s victims, the Government
informed Epstein’s attorneys that victim notification letters needed to be sent to all the victims
pursuant to the CVRA. Rather than comply with this acknowledged requirement, Epstein’s

counsel convinced the Government that (contrary to standard Government practice) Epstein

? RFP MIA 000464-000468 (Exhibit 24),

EFTA00185462
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should be permitted to provide input into any message being delivered, and ultimately that the
victims should not be told anything “until after Epstein pleas.”'”

In January 2008, FBI agents again met with Jane Doe 1 and gathered additional details
about Epstein’s abuse as well as the direct sexual abuse by one of his co-conspirators, -
-—wha participated in the abuse of other victims as well. The Government then sent
a victim notification letter to Jane Doe 1 informing her of her rights under the CVRA, that “this
will be a long investigation,” and to “be patient.”' Jane Doe 1 was sent a similar letter on June
7, 2008." Other victims were also sent these letters communicating that the Epstein case was an
on-going active criminal investigation—not that the Government had already immunized Epstein
for all federal crimes committed against each of the victims, through a NPA., These misleading
letters were sent almost up until the date of Epstein’s state court plea in late June 2008."

On June 30, 2008, Epstein pled guilty to state court charges. [t is uncontested that the
victims were not reasonably and accurately informed about that hearing—specifically, they were
never told the hearing was part of a process that would extinguish any possibility of Epstein
being prosecuted for the crimes he had committed against them in Florida. Ewven after the plea,
the Government once again conferred with Epstein’s attorneys to decide what to tell the victims.

As the Court is aware, this CVRA action was filed in July 2008 at a time when the
victims mistakenly believed that the federal case remained open, and wanted to ensure that their

rights under the CVRA were afforded before any possible federal disposition. At the emergency

" RFP WPB 001978-001979 (Exhibit 25),

I Declaration of Jane Doe | (Exhibit 26); Declaration of Jane Doe 2 (Exhibit 27).
' (00978-000989 (Exhibit 28).

' |DE 48] Exhibit [ (Exhibit 29).
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hearing on the Petition for Enforcement of Crime Victims' Rights Act, Jane Doe | and Jane Doe
2 were in the courtroom to learn for the first time that the federal case had been resolved.

The undisputed facts show that for nine months, the Government and Epstein conspired
to conceal the NPA from the victims to prevent them from voicing any objection, and to avoid
the firestorm of controversy that would have arisen if it had become known that the Government
was immunizing a politically-connected billionaire and all of his co-conspirators from
prosecution of hundreds of federal sex crimes against minor girls. Such facts demonstrate clear
violations of the CVRA’s requirements that the Government afford victims the reasonable right
to confer, the right to be treated with fairness, and the right to reasonable and accurate notice
about court hearings. No genuine issue of material fact or law can exist on these points. The
Court should accordingly grant summary judgment for the victims on the issue of the CVRA
violations and then, in subsequent proceedings, turn to the issue of the proper remedy for those
violations.

STATEMENT OF UNDISPUTED MATERIAL FACTS
Pursuant to Local Rule 56.1, the victims submit this statement of undisputed material

facts in support of their motion for partial summary judgment:'

" 1In an effort to streamline their case and bring it to a more rapid resolution, in this summary judgment motion the
victims present only some of the evidence that they are prepared to produce at any evidentiary hearing in this matter,
For instance, the victims have concentrated on the emails and other documents establishing violations of their rights,
largely avoiding issues of the Government’s “motive” for the violations and other related issues. Because of the
possibility that the Court may not grant summary judgment on this narrower approach, the victims are continuing to
pursue discovery with regard to motive and several other important issues that would come into play at a broader
evidentiary hearing. See, e.g., [DE 344] (victims" motion for deposition of government witnesses). The victims
reserve the right to supplement this motion if additional discovery is received through these discovery efforts and to
present these broader issues at any evidentiary hearing or remedy phase of these proceedings.

7
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EPSTEIN'S CRIMES

1. Between about 1999 and 2007, Jeffrey Epstein sexually abused more than 30 minor
girls, including Jane Doe | and Jane Doe 2, at his mansion in Palm Beach, Florida, located in the
Southern District of Florida, and elsewhere in the United States and overseas.'”

2. Because Epstein and his co-conspirators knowingly traveled in interstate and
international commerce to sexually abuse Jane Doe 1, Jane Doe 2, and other similarly situated
victims, they committed violations of not only Florida law (see, e,g.. Fla. Stat. §§ 794.05, 796.04,
796.045, 39.201 & 777.04), but also federal law, including repeated violations of 18 U.S.C. §§
1591, 2421, 2422, 2423, & 371).'¢

EPSTEIN'S VICTIMS

3. In addition to personally abusing his victims, Epstein also directed other persons to
sexually abuse the girls. For example, _ sexually abused Jane Doe 1 and other

victims at the direction of Epstein.'”

¥ See, e, Exhibit 26; Exhibit 27; Jane Doe 102 I Epstein Complaint (Exhibit 30); Response to Request for
Admission #1 (Exhibit 31) (admitting federal investigation); FBI 302 of Interview with Jane Doe 1 on August 14,
2007 (Exhibit 32); FBI 302 of Interview with Jane Doe 1 on January 31, 2008 (Exhibit 33); Palm Beach Police
Report (Exhibit 34) {discussing investigation of numerous Epstein victims); Exhibit 6 {noting 82-page prosecution
memo and 52-page prepared indictment); [DE 304] Declaration of FBI Special Agent {Exhibit 35) (notin
that the FBI identified many potential victims of sexual abuse by Epstein); The People of the State of New York |§
Jeffrey Epstein (Exhibit 36); RFP WPB 000550-000554 (Exhibit 37) (listing 31 victims the that U.S. Attorney’s
Office was prepared to name as a victim of an enumerated federal offense); Sora Hearing Transcript (Exhibit 38);
RFP MIA 000361-000365 (Exhibit 39) (Chief of Child Exploitation Section of the Justice Department concluding
after review of the facis that LS. Atiomey’s would not abuse its discretion in prosecuting; noting “multiple
mutually-corroborating  witnesses;” the Epstein case “consistent in principle with other federal prosecutions
nationwide™).

" See note 14, supra.

T See Exhibit 32; Exhibit 33; Exhibit 34,
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THE INVESTIGATION OF EPSTEIN'S CRIMES

4. In 2005, the Town of Palm Beach Police Department received a complaint from the
parents of a 14-year-old girl about her sexual abuse by Jeffrey Epstein. The PBPD then capably
conducted a thorough investigation and ultimately identified approximately 20 girls between the
ages of 14 and 17 who were sexually abused by Epstein.'®

5. In 2006, at the request of the PBPD, the FBI opened a federal investigation into
allegations that Epstein and his personal assistants had used facilities of interstate commerce to
induce girls between the ages of 14 and 17 to engage in illegal sexual activities.

6. The FBI ultimately determined that both Jane Doe 1 and Jane Doe 2 were victims of
sexual abuse by Epstein while they were minors. Jane Doe 1, for example, provided detailed
information about her abuse—and the abuse of Jane Doe 2—to the FBI on August 7, 2007.'°

7. On about August 11, 2006, Jane Doe 2 received a standard CVRA victim notification
letter. The notification promised that the Justice Department would make its “best efforts” to
protect Jane Doe 2's rights, including “[t]he reasonable right to confer with the attorney for the
Government in the case™ and “to be reasonably heard at any public proceeding in the district
court involving ... plea.” The notification further explained that “[a]t this time, your case is
under investigation.” ?° That notification meant that Jane Doe 2 had been identified as a victim

of a federal offense and as someone protected by the CVRA.

" Exhibit 34; see also RFF WPB 001940-001941 (Exhibit 40) (later description of investigation by the U.S.
Attorney’s Office).

1* Exhibit 26; Exhibit 27; Exhibit 32,

I August 11, 2006 Victim Notification Letter to Jane Doe 2 (Exhibit 41).

9
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8 More generally, the FBI established that Epstein used paid employees to repeatedly
find and bring minor girls to him. Epstein worked in concert with others to obtain minor girls
not only for his own sexual gratification, but also for the sexual gratification of others.'

EPSTEIN'S FEDERAL PLEA NEGOTIATIONS

9. From January 5, 2007 through September 2007, plea discussions took place between
the U.S. Attorney’s Office for the Southern District of Florida and Jeffrey Epstein, who was
represented by numerous attorneys.”

10. On February 1, 2007, the Epstein defense team sent a 24-page letter to the Office
going over what they intended to present during a meeting at the Office the same day. The letter
falsely stated: “Epstein did not know or believe any women were under 18 years of age.” It also
contained other deceptive factual and legal arguments about Epstein’s culpability.®

1. By March 15, 2007, the Office was sending letters to victims informing them of their
rights pursuant to the CVRA 2

12. By May 2007, the Office had drafted an 82-page prosecution memorandum and 53-
page indictment outlining numerous federal sexual offenses committed by Epstein.*

13. On about June 7, 2007, FBI agents hand delivered to Jane Doe | a standard CVRA
victim notification letter. The notification promised that the Justice Department would make its
“best efforts” to protect Jane Doe 1’s rights, including “[t]he reasonable right to confer with the

attorney for the United States in the case” and “to be reasonably heard at any public proceeding

See note 14, supra.

* RFP WPB 001744 (Exhibit 42),

T RFP WEB 000730-000754 (Exhibit 43) (asserting Epstein thought the girls were 18 or older).
* Exhibit 1.

# US_Atty_Cor. 00004 (Exhibit 44); Exhibit 6.

10
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in the district court involving [a]...plea.” The notification further stated that, “[a]t this time, your
case is under investigation.”®

14. The notification described in the previous paragraph meant that Jane Doe | had been
identified as a victim of a federal offense and as someone protected by the CVRA. Jane Doe |
relied on these representations and believed that the Government would protect these rights and
keep her informed about the progress of her case.”’

15. On July 6, 2007, Epstein’s lawyers sent a 23-page letter lodging numerous, technical
legal arguments to persuade the Office that no federal crimes had been committed by Epstein,
and that consequently there were no federal crime victims. The letter also falsely claimed that
“Mr. Epstein never targeted minors,” and urged the Government against a federal prosecution on
the basis that Epstein was an upstanding citizen who had made tremendous philanthropic and
personal contributions that warranted a declination to prosecute,*®

16. On August 2, 2007, another attorney for Epstein sent a similar letter expressing the
same sentiments.*’

I7. However, by August 3, 2007, the Government had disproven or rejected Epstein's
various arguments against federal charges, as AUSA - - sent a letter to Epstein’s

counsel stating, “[w]e would reiterate that the agreement to Section 2255 liability applies to all of

the minor girls identified during the federal investigation, not just the 12 that form the basis of an

% June 7, 2007 Victim Notification Letter to Jane Doe | (Exhibit 45).

T Exhibit 26,

% MIA CEOS 00077-00099 (Exhibit 46); RFP MIA 000189 (Exhibit 47),
¥ RFP MIA 000053-000055 {Exhibit 48).

11
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initial planned charging instrument.”® This was a clear indication from the federal prosecutors
that all of the minor girls identified through the investigation were classified as victims with
federal rights pursuant to the CVRA.

18. By September 10, 2007, multiple drafis of the NPA had been exchanged between
Epstein’s counsel and the U.S. Attorney’s Office; however, no one from the Office and no
Government representative had notified a single victim about the existence of the plea
negotiations, much less conferred with them about their views on those negotiations.!

19. On September 12, 2007, while attempting to create alternative charges against Epstein,
the U.S. Attorney’s Office expressed concern about “the effect of taking the position that Mr.
Epstein’s house is in the special maritime and territorial jurisdiction of the United States”
because the Government had “no evidence of any assaults occurring either on Mr. Epstein's
plane or offshore from his residence.”*

20. On September 13, 2007, the line prosecutor emailed Epstein's counsel indicating that
in an effort to come up with a selution to the September 12 concern, she had been “spending
some quality time with Title 18 looking for misdemeanors.” The line prosecutor further
indicated, “I know that someone mentioned there being activity on an airplane, 1 just want to
make sure that there is factual basis for the plea that the agents can confirm.” Epstein’s counsel

responded, “[a]lready thinking about the same statutes.”*

' RFP WPB 001479-001480 (Exhibit 49); Exhibit 48 {earlier correspondence attached for reference).
il RFP MIA 000058-000063 (Exhibit 50).

3 Exhibit 12; RFP MIA 000072-000073 (Exhibit 51).

¥ Exhibit 11 {emphasis added).

et
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21. On September 14, 2007, after having spoken on the telephone about the subject matter
of the September 13 emails, Epstein's counsel and the line prosecutor exchanged emails
including a proposed plea agreement for Epstein to plea to assaulting one of his co-
conspirators,*

22. On September 15, 2007, the line prosecutor sent an email to the Epstein defense team
raising concerns about a resolution that would not involve one of Epstein’s minor victims and
stating:

| have gotten some negative reaction to the assault charge with [a co-conspirator]
as the victim, since she is considered one of the main perpetrators of the offenses
that we planned to charge in the indictment. Can you talk to Mr. Epstein about a
young woman named [Jane Doe]? We have hearsay evidence that she traveled on
Mr. Epstein’s airplane when she was under 18, in around the 2000 or 2001 time
frame.*

23, On September 16, 2007, the line prosecutor corresponded with Epstein’s counsel
about having Epstein plead to obstruction of justice for pressuring one of his co-conspirators to
prevent her from turning over evidence or complying with a previously-served grand jury
subpoena.*®

24. In the same correspondence, the Office discussed with defense counsel how they could
contrive to establish jurisdiction away from the location where the crimes actually occurred—
and away from where the victims actually lived—so as to avoid the public finding out about

anything: “On an “avoid the press’ note, | believe that Mr. Epstein’s airplane was in Miami on

the day of the [co-conspirator] telephone call. If he was in Miami-Dade County at the time, then

* Exhibit 13,
¥ Exhibit 15; RFP WPB 000066-000074 (Exhibit 52).
* RFP WPB 000124-000126 (Exhibit 53).

13
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I can file the charge in the District Court in Miami, which will hopefully cut the press coverage

£

significantly.” They also discussed having Epstein plea to a second charge of assaulting a
different co-conspirator.’’

25, On September 16, 2007, the line prosecutor wrote to Epstein's counsel indicating that
the Office did not like the factual basis for the proposed charges as the Office was “not
investigating Mr. Epstein abusing his girlfriend.”*®

26. The correspondence further discussed a possible plea disposition that would make it
hard for a judge to see what was happening:

Andy [i.e., AUSA Andrew Laurie] recommended that some of the timing issues
be addressed only in the state agreement, so that it isn't obvious to the judge that
we are trying to create federal jurisdiction for prison purposes.

I will include our standard language regarding resolving all criminal liability and 1
will mention ‘co-conspirators,” but [ would prefer not to highlight for the judge all
of the other crimes and all of the other persons that we could charge. Also, we do
not have the power to bind Immigration . . . there is no plan to try to proceed on
any immigration charges against either Ms. [co-conspirator] or Ms. [co-
conspirator].*

27. In the same email, the line prosecutor wrote to defense counsel about a meeting
outside the U.S. Attorney’s Office: “Maybe we can set a time to meet. If you want to meet “off
campus’ somewhere, that is fine.”*’

28. On about September 16, 2007, Epstein’s counsel provided a proposed NPA to the

Government that extended immunity from federal prosecution not only for Epstein, but also to

T US_Atty Cor. at 29 (Exhibit 54); RFP 'WPB 000122 (Exhibit 55); RFP WPB 000125-000126 {Exhibit 56); RFP
MIA 000281 (Exhibit 57).

** Exhibit 7.

¥ 1d

W Exhibit 7; US_Atty Cor. 00196 (Exhibit 58) (indicating that at least one additional meeting was held off campus
between the Government and counsel for Epstein).

14
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certain co-conspirators: “Epstein’s fulfilling the terms and conditions of the Agreement also
precludes the initiation of any and all criminal charges which might otherwise in the future be
brought against _, _1 Lesley Groff, and _ or any
employee of N.E.S. for any criminal charge that arises out of the ongoing federal investigation as
described above.™!

29, On September 17, 2007, the line prosecutor wrote to defense counsel Jay Lefkowitz:
“Please send [a document] to my home e-mail address — [redacted] and give me a call on my cell

™2 In discovery in this case, the

[redacted] so | can be ready for some discussions tomorrow.
U.S. Attorney’s Office has not produced any emails sent to or from any home e-mail addresses
of its prosecutors.

30. On September 17, 2007, defense counsel Jay Lefkowitz responded: “[D]o you have
another obstruction proffer I can review that you have drafted? Also, if we go that route, would
you intend to make the deferred prosecution agreement public?"

31. On September 18, 2007, the Office responded: “A non-prosecution agreement would
not be made public or filed with the Court, but it would remain part of our case file. It probably
would be subject to a FOIA request, but it is not something that we would distribute without
compulsory process.”™

32. On September 20, 2007, the U.S. Attorney’s Office wrote: “On the issue about 18

USC 2255 [a civil restitution provision], we seem to be miles apart. Your most recent version

41 Exhibit 16.
4 RFP WPB 001709 (Exhibit 59).
4 Exhibit 17,
H Exhibit 10.

15

EFTA00185472



Case 9:08-cv-80736-KAM Document 361 Entered on FLSD Docket 02/10/2016 Page 16 of 57

not only had me binding the girls to a trust fund administered by the state court, but also
promising that they will give up their 2255 rights.... In the context of a non-prosecution
agreement, the office may be more willing to be specific about not pursuing charges against

others.”"

33. On September 21, 2007, state prosecutor _ wrote the line prosecutor
about the proposed deal and added: “Glad we could get this worked out for reasons [ won’t put in
writing. After this is resolved | would love to buy you a cup at Starbucks and have a
conversation.”® Such statement is further evidence of the fact that Epstein's counsel, the U.S.
Attorney’s Office, and the State of Florida were conferring daily in an effort to resolve the case
in a way that would compensate the victims through restitution, yet no one made any effort to
notify the victims of the true status of the case.

34. On September 21, 2007, the line prosecutor emailed Epstein's counsel stating, “1 think
that the attached addresses the concerns about having an unlimited number of claimed victims,

4T Despite knowledge that such

without me trying to bind girls whom [ do not represent.
agreement would be binding on the victims, the Office never attempted to notify or confer with
the victims about the existence of the NPA.

35. On September 23, 2007, the U.S. Attorney’s OfTice sent an email to Lefkowitz stating:
“It is factually accurate that the list we are going to give you are persons we have identified as

victims. If we did not think they were victims, they would have no right to bring suit.”*

15 RFP MIA 000173 (Exhibit 60).

¥ Exhibit 21.

1 US_Atty Cor 0081-0087 (Exhibit 61) (emphasis added).
“* Exhibit 4.
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36. On September 24, 2007, the line prosecutor sent an e-mail to a prospective
representative for the Epstein victims named Humberto “Bert” Ocariz, entitled “Conflict Check™
confirming the girls’ status as victims, stating: “Please keep this confidential because these are
minor victims. This is a preliminary list.™ Later on September 24, 2007, the line prosecutor
sent an email to Lefkowitz stating, “I have compiled a list of 34 confirmed minors.™"

37. As correspondence continued on September 24, 2007, and the NPA was being

executed, Lefkowitz sent an email to line prosecutor - - stating: - — Please do

whatever you can to keep this [i.e., the NPA] from becoming public.”’

SIGNING THE SECRET NON-PROSECUTION AGREEMENT

38. On September 24, 2007, Epstein and the U.S. Attorney’s Office formally reached an
agreement whereby the United States would defer federal prosecution in favor of prosecution by
the State of Florida. Epstein and the Office accordingly entered into a NPA reflecting such
agreement. Most significantly, the NPA gave Epstein a promise that he would not be prosecuted
in the Southern District of Florida for a series of federal felony offenses involving his sexual
abuse of more than 30 known minor girls and countless other unknown minors. The NPA
instead allowed Epstein to plead guilty to state felony offenses for solicitation of prostitution and
procurement of minors for prostitution,®*

39. The NPA also set up a procedure whereby a victim of Epstein’s sexual abuse could

obtain an attorney to proceed with a civil settlement with Epstein, provided that the victim

* Exhibit 2.

3 Exhibit 4.

' Exhibit 57.

# Executed Non-Prosecution Agreement (Exhibit 62),
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agreed to limit damages sought from Epstein.

Such provision was devised by Epstein’s
counsel and the Office without the knowledge or consent of the victims, and without any
opportunity for them to reasonably confer on the provision.

40. Among other provisions, the NPA expanded immunity to any “potential co-
conspirator” of Epstein’s: “In consideration of Epstein’s agreement to plead guilty and to provide
compensation in the manner described above, if Epstein successfully fulfills all of the terms and
conditions of this agreement, the United States also agrees that it will not institute any criminal
charges against any potential co-conspirators of Epstein, including but not limited to -
Iy Grofr, or [

41. The NPA also provided that it was confidential: “The parties anticipate that this
agreement will not be made part of any public record. If the United States receives a Freedom of
Information Act request or any compulsory process commanding the disclosure of the
55

agreement, it will provide notice to Epstein before making that disclosure.

LACK OF VICTIM NOTIFICATION BEFORE THE NPA WAS SIGNED

42, From the time the FBI began investigating Epstein until September 24, 2007—when
the NPA was concluded—the U.S. Attorney’s Office never conferred with the victims about a
NPA.*

43. From the time the FBI began investigating Epstein until September 24, 2007—when

the NPA was concluded—the U.S. Attorney's Office never even told the victims that such an

* Exhibit 62.

“ Id at 5,

5 1d

* See Tr. of July 11, 2008 Hearing (Exhibit 63) at 9-12; [DE 14] at 4 (Exhibit 64).
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agreement was under consideration.”’

FAILURE TO NOTIFY OTHER SIMILARLY-SITUATED VICTIMS
ABOUT THE NPA

44. Many, if not all, other similarly-situated victims received standard CVRA victim
notification letters substantively identical to those sent to Jane Doe | and Jane Doe 2 and the
Government reasonably expected them to rely on those representations.™

45. The U.S. Attorney’s Office did not consult or confer with any of the victims about the
NPA before it was signed. >’

46. The U.S. Attorney’s Office did not tell any of the victims about the NPA before it was
signed.®

47. Because none of the victims knew about the NPA or any other possible resolution of
the case, they could not have conferred with prosecutors about the NPA before it was signed.®'

48. Epstein’s counsel was aware that the Office was deliberately keeping the NPA secret
from the victims and, indeed, had sought assurances to that effect.®

NEGOTIATIONS ABOUT CONCEALING THE NPA FROM THE VICTIMS
49. After the NPA was signed, Epstein’s counsel and the Office began negotiations about

whether the victims would be told about the NPA.*

1 See Exhibit 63 at 9-12; Exhibit 64 at 4; [DE 225-1] at 51 {Exhibit 65).
= Id
1

& Id

! Exhibit 26; Exhibit 27.

5 Exhibit 63 at 9; US_ Atty Cor. 0153 (Exhibit 66) (emphases added); RFP MIA 000489-000491 (Exhibit 67).
1 Exhibit 66 {emphases added).

]

o
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50. It was a deviation from the Government’s standard practice to negotiate with defense

counsel about the extent of crime victim notifications.

51. To pressure the Office to agree to positions they wanted, Epstein’s counsel began “a
year-long assault on the prosecution and the prosecutors.” This assault was more aggressive than
any U.S. Attorney Alex Acosta, or any of his prosecutors, had ever seen in their extensive
experience.”

52. On about September 24, 2007, the U.S. Attorney’s Office sent an e-mail to Lefkowitz,
stating that the Government and Epstein’s counsel would negotiate privately about what
information would be disclosed to the victims about the agreement:

Thank you, Jay. | have forwarded your message only to [United States Attorney]
Alex [Acosta), Andy, and Roland. | don’t anticipate it going any further than that.
When [ receive the originals, [ will sign and return one copy to you. The other
will be placed in the case file, which will be kept confidential since it also
contains identifying information about the girls.

When we reach an agreement about the attorney representative for the girls, we
can discuss what I can tell him and the girls about the agreement. | know that
Andy promised Chief Reiter an update when a resolution was achieved....
Rolando is calling, but Rolando knows not to tell Chief Reiter about the money
issue, just about what crimes Mr. Epstein is pleading guilty to and the amount of
time that has been agreed to. Rolando also is telling Chief Reiter not to disclose
the outcome to anyﬂne.ﬁ&

53. On September 25, 2007, the line prosecutor sent an e-mail to Lefkowitz stating: “And
can we have a conference call to discuss what 1 may disclose to . . . the girls regarding the

agreement,”’

® Exhibit 65 at 50.

5 001795-001797 (Exhibit 68); see, e.g, Exhibit 24,
5 Exhibit 66 (emphases added).

81 US_Atty Cor. at 156 (Exhibit 69).
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54. On September 25, 2007, the line prosecutor sent an email to Lefkowitz, (1) expressing
what she called “bias™ against plaintiffs’ attorneys, (2) trying to set up an arrangement whereby
Epstein’s victims would not be represented by various private attorneys, and (3) arguing instead
for an attorney in Miami who could help keep things concealed: “They [Ted Babbitt, Stuart
Grossman, Chris Searcy, Jake Lytal] are all very good personal injury lawyers, but | have
concerns about whether there would be an inherent tension because they may feel that THEY
might make more money (and get a lot more press coverage) if they proceed outside the Terms
of the plea agreement. (Sorry — I just have a bias against plaintiffs’ attorneys.) One nice thing
about Bert is that he is in Miami where there has been almost no coverage of this case.”®®

55. On September 26, 2007, the line prosecutor sent an e-mail to Lefkowitz in which she
stated; “Hi Jay — Can you give me a call at .[xxx—xxxx] this morning? 1 am meeting with the
agents and want to give them their marching orders regarding what they can tell the girls.”®”

56. On September 27, 2007, the attorney appointed by the Office to represent the
victims—without the knowledge of the victims—emailed the Office asking questions about the
assignment, including whether he could see a copy the indictment or plea agreement “so that we
understand exactly what Epstein concedes to in the civil case.”™

57. On September 27, 2007, upon inquiry from the Office, Lefkowitz responded by stating

that the attorney representative “certainly [] should not get a copy of any indictment,””!

“ RFP WPB 000384 (Exhibit 70).

Exhibit 26; US_Atty_Cor. at 359 (Exhibit 71).
0 0D0574-000575 (Exhibit 72).

I RFP WPB 001687 (Exhibit 73).

2
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58. On September 27, 2007, the line prosecutor informed Epstein’s counsel of concerns
raised by the attorney representative for the girls selected by the Government and paid for by
Epstein. Specifically, “[t]he concern is, if all 40 girls decide they want to sue, they don’t want to
be in a situation where Mr. Epstein says this is getting too expensive, we won't pay anymore
attorneys’ fees.”"

59. On September 27, 2007, the line prosecutor sent an email to state prosecutors -
_ and _: “Can you let me know when Mr. Epstein is going to enter his
guilty plea and what judge that will be in front of? I know the agents and 1 would really like to
be there, ‘incognito.”” The fact that they intended to be at the plea proceeding “incognito” is
evidence that they did not intend to notify the victims of the proceeding.”

60. On October 3, 2007, the U.S. Attorney’s Office sent a proposed letter that would have
gone to a special master for selecting an attorney representative for the victims under NPA's
compensation procedure. The letter described the facts of the Epstein case as follows: “Mr.
Epstein, through his assistants, would recruit underage females to travel to his home in Palm
Beach to engage in lewd conduct in exchange for money. Based upon the investigation, the
United States has identified 40 young women who can be characterized as victims pursuant to |8

U.S.C. § 2255. Some of those women went to Mr. Epstein’s home only once, some went there

as many as 100 times or more. Some of the women’s conduct was limited to performing a

T Exhibit 23.
* RFP WFB 002046 (Exhibit 74).
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topless or nude massage while Mr. Epstein masturbated himself, For other women, the conduct
escalated to full sexual intercourse.™™

61. On October 10, 2007, Lefkowitz sent a letter to U.S. Attorney Acosta stating, in
pertinent part: “Neither federal agents nor anyone from your Office should contact the identified
individuals to inform them of the resolution of the case, including appointment of the attorney
representative and the settlement process. Not only would that violate the confidentiality of the
agreement, but Mr. Epstein also will have no control over what is communicated to the identified
individuals at this most critical stage. We believe it is essential that we participate in crafting
mutually acceptable communication to the identified individuals.” The letter further proposed
that the attorney representative for the victims be instructed that “[t]he details regarding the
United States’s investigation of this matter and its resolution with Mr. Epstein is confidential.
You may not make public statements regarding this matter.””

62. On October 18, 2007, the U.S. Attorney met with Lefkowitz in person for breakfast.
Meanwhile, the victims had still not been notified of the NPA.™

63. On October 23, 2007, Lefkowitz sent a letter to U.S. Attorney Acosta, which stated: “I
also want to thank you for the commitment you made to me during our October 12 meeting in
which you . . . assured me that your Office would not . . . contact any of the identified
individuals, potential witnesses, or potential civil claimants and their respective counsel in this

matter.”"’

wd

* RFP WPB 000411-000412 (Exhibit 75).
" RFP MIA 000015-000016 {Exhibit 76).
" RFP WPB 002020-002021 (Exhibit 77).
" Exhibit 67 (emphasis added).

]
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64. On October 24, 2007, AUSA [l sent 2 tetter 10 Jay Lefkowitz, proposing an
Addendum to the NPA clarifying the procedures for the third-party representative for the victims
under the NPA’s compensation procedures.”™

65, On October 25, 2007, AUSA _ sent a letter to Ret. Judge Davis about
selecting an attorney to represent the victims under the NPA’s compensation procedure.™

LACK OF VICTIM NOTIFICATION AFTER THE NPA WAS SIGNED

66. After the NPA was signed, the Office regarded the agreement as having “an express
confidentiality provision.”*

67. By entering into the confidentiality provision, the Office put itself in a position that
conferring with the crime victims—including Jane Doe 1, Jane Doe 2, and other similarly-
situated victims—about the co-conspirator immunity provision and the NPA’s non-prosecution
provisions would have violated the confidentiality provision of the agreement.®!

68. The confidentiality provision was a contractual prohibition, binding on the U.S.
Attorney’s Office, against disclosing the terms of the NPA.*

69. Epstein was well aware of this failure to notify the victims and, indeed, arranged for
83

this failure to notify the victims.

70. On about October 26 or 27, 2007, after the initial plea agreement was signed, FBI

agents contacted Jane Doe 1. Special Agents E. _ and _ met in

™ US_Atty Cor. 00220-00226 (Exhibit 78).

000551-000554 (Exhibit 79).

Exhibit 64 at 4.

I Exhibit 62,

B2 mr

¥ Jd ; Exhibit 63 at 4-6, 18-19, 22-23, 28-29; Exhibit 64 at 4-5; Exhibit 69,
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person with Jane Doe 1. During this litigation, the Special Agents have said that they explained
that Epstein would plead guilty to state charges involving another victim, he would be required
to register as a sex offender for life, and he had made certain concessions related to the payment
of damages."

71. During this meeting, the Special Agents did not explain that an agreement had already
been signed that precluded any prosecution of Epstein for federal charges for crimes committed
against Jane Doe 1 or the many other victims cooperating with the federal investigation.®

72. The Special Agents also did not explain that an agreement had already been signed
that precluded any prosecution of Epstein’s co-conspirators, including Marcinkova who had
personally sexually abused Jane Doe 1 at the direction of Epstein. Because the plea arrangement
had already been reached with Epstein, the agents made no attempt to secure Jane Doe 1’s view
on the proposed resolution of the case or to confer with her about it.¥

73. Jane Doe 1 did not get the opportunity to meet or confer with the attorney for the
Government in the case about any potential federal deal that related to her or the crimes Epstein
committed against her.*’

74. The agents could not have revealed the immunity features of the NPA without
violating its terms, which required that the Government “provide notice to Epstein before making

... disclosure” of the NPA, B

B Exhibit 26.

* Exhibit 62; Exhibit 26; Exhibit 63 at 4-6, 18-19, 22-23.
8 Jd

8 14

#ld
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75. Jane Doe 1's understanding of the Special Agent’s explanation was that only the state
portion of the Epstein investigation was being resolved, and that the federal investigation in
which she was participating would continue. This understanding is consistent with the future
communication she received.®

76. In addition to Jane Doe 1, FBI agents talked to only two other victims out of the 34
identified victims about the “general terms™ of the NPA, including the provision providing a
federal civil remedy to the victims.”

77. After these meetings with three victims, Epstein’s defense team complained. At that
point, the U.S. Attorney’s Office decided not to make any notifications about the NPA to any
victim.”!

78. Other than the three victims mentioned above, the United States did not inform any of
the victims of anything about the status of the case or any plea discussions with Epstein,
including even the existence of the NPA.*

79. On about November 27, 2007, AUSA [l sent an e-mail to Lefkowitz, (with a
cc to LS. Attorney Acosta) stating that the Office had a statutory obligation to notify the victims
about Epstein’s plea to state charges that was part of the NPA:

The United States has a statutory obligation (Justice for All Act of 2004) to notify
the victims of the anticipated upcoming events and their rights associated with the
agreement entered into by the United States and Mr. Epstein in a timely fashion.
Tomorrow will make one full week since you were formally notified of the

selection. | must insist that the vetting process come to an end. Therefore, unless
you provide me with a good faith objection to Judge Davis's selection [as special

® Exhibit 26; Exhibit 63 at 4-6, 18-19, 22-23_ 28-29; [DE 58] (Exhibit 80) at 11.
* RFP MIA 000408 (Exhibit 81); Exhibit 64 at 4.

* Exhibit 64 at 5.

* Exhibit 62; Exhibit 65 at 57; Exhibit 64 at 4-5.
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master for selecting legal counsel for victims pursuing claims against Epstein] by
COB tomorrow, November 28, 2007, 1 will authorize the notification of the
victims. Should you give me the go-head on [victim representative] . . . selection
by COB tomorrow, I will simultaneously send you a draft of the letter. I intend to
notify the victims by letter after COB Thursday, November 29" %3
80. On November 28, 2007, the Government sent an email to Lefkowitz attaching a letter
dated November 29, 2007 (the apparent date upon which it was intended to be mailed) and
explained that “I am writing to inform you that the federal investigation of Jeffrey Epstein has
been completed, and Mr. Epstein and the U.S. Attorney’s Office have reached an agreement
containing the following terms.” The proposed letter then spelled out a number of the provisions
in the NPA, including that because Epstein’s plea to state charges was “part of the resolution of
the federal investigation,” the victims were “entitled to be present and to make a statement under
oath at the state sentencing,”™
81. On November 28, 2007, Lefkowitz sent an email to U.S. Attorney Acosta (with a copy
to AUSA Sloman) objecting to victim notifications:
We do, however, strongly and emphatically object to your sending a letter to the
alleged victims. Finally, we disagree with your view that you are required to
notify the alleged victims pursuant to the Justice for All Act of 2004....
Furthermore, if a letter is to be sent to these individuals, we believe we should
have a right to review and make objections to that submission prior to it being
sent to any alleged victims.... [IJt it should happen only after Mr. Epstein has
entered his plea.”
82. The Government complied with such direction and failed to inform the victims of the

NPA until after Epstein entered his plea. On November 29, 2007, Lefkowitz sent a letter to U.S.

Attorney Acosta objecting to the proposed victim notification letter, stating that it is

“ US_Atty_Cor. at 00255-00262 (Exhibit 82) (emphasis rearranged).
* RFP WPB 000429 (Exhibit 83); RFP MIA 000011-000014 (Exhibit 84).
¥ Exhibit 26 (emphasis added).
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inappropriate for any letter to be sent to the victims before Epstein entered his plea or had been
sentenced. Lefkowitz also told the Government that the victims should not be invited to the state
sentencing, that they should not be encouraged to contact law enforcement officials, and that
encouraging the attorney representative to do anything other than get paid by Epstein to settle the
cases was to encourage an ethical conflict.”

83. On about November 30, 2007, U.S. Attorney Acosta sent a letter to one of Epstein’s
defense attorneys, Ken Starr, stating: “l am directing our prosecutors not to issue victim
notification letters until this Friday at 5 p.m., to provide you with time to review these options
with your client.” The letter also explained that the line prosecutor had informed Acosta “that
the victims were not told of the availability of Section 2255 relief during the investigation phase
of this matter” despite the fact that the “[rJule of law . . . now requires this District to consider
the victims® rights under this statute in negotiating this Agreement,””

84. Because of concerns from Epstein’s attorneys, the U.S. Attorney’s Office never sent
the proposed victim notification letters discussed in previous paragraphs to the victims or
anything discussing any of the NPA provisions,”

85. On December 5, 2007, Starr sent a letter to U.S. Attorney Acosta (with copy to AUSA
Sloman) asking about issuance of victim notification letters and stating: “While we believe that it
is wholly inappropriate for your Office to send this letter under any circumstances, it is certainly

inappropriate to issue this letter without affording us the right to review it.”*

* RFP MIA 000007-000010 {Exhibit 85).

T RFP MIA 000501-507 (Exhibit 86).

* Exhibit 26; RFP MIA 000025-000037 (Exhibit 7).
* Exhibit 76.
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86. On about December 6, 2007, Sloman sent a letter to Lefkowilz again recognizing the
rights of the victims, and also recognizing that the victims had not yet been afforded any rights,
despite the fact that the NPA was signed months earlier. The letter stated:

[EJach of the listed individuals are persons whom the Office identified as victims.
[Tlhe Office is prepared to indict Mr. Epstein based upon Mr. Epstein's
“interactions’ with these individuals. This conclusion is based upon a thorough
and proper investigation - one in which none of the victims was informed of any
right to receive damages of any amount prior to the investigation of her claim.

[T]he Office can say, without hesitation, that the evidence demonstrates that each
person on the list was a victim of Mr, Epstein's criminal behavior.

Finally, let me address your objections to the draft Victim Notification Letter.
You write that you don’t understand the basis for the Office’s belief that it is
appropriate to notify the victims. Pursuant to the “Justice for All Act of 2004,
crime victims are entitled to: *The right to reasonable, accurate, and timely notice
of any public court proceeding ... involving the crime’ and the ‘right not to be
excluded from any such public court proceeding....” 18 US.C. § 3771(a)(2) &
(3). Section 3771 also commands that ‘employees of the Department of Justice . .
. engaged in the detection, investigation, or prosecution of crime shall make their
best efforts to see that crime victims are notified of, and accorded, the rights
described in subsection (a).” 18 U.S.C. § 3771(c)(1)....

With respect to notification of the other information that we propose to disclose,
the statute requires that we provide a victim with the earliest possible notice of:
the status of the investigation, the filing of charges against a suspected offender,
and the acceptance of a plea. 42 U.S.C. 10607(c)(3). Just as in 18 U.S.C. 3771,
these sections are not limited to proceedings in a federal district court. Our Non-
Prosecution Agreement resolves the federal investigation by allowing Mr. Epstein
to plead to a state offense. The victims identified through the federal investigation
should be appropriately informed, and our Non-Prosecution Agreement does not
require the U.S. Attorney’s Office to forego its legal obligations.

[T]he Office believes that it has proof beyond a reasonable doubt that each listed
individual was a victim of Mr. Epstein's criminal conduct while the victim was a
minor. The law requires us to treat all victims "with fairness and with respect for
the victim's dignity and privacy." 18 U.8.C. 3771(a)(8).'"

1 US_Atty_Cor. 190-193 (Exhibit 88) (emphasis added).
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The letter included a footnote stating: “Unlike the State's investigation, the federal investigation
shows criminal conduct by Mr. Epstein at least as early as 2001, so all of the victims were
minors at the time of the offense.”'"!

87. On December 7, 2007, defense attorney Lilly Ann Sanchez sent a letter to AUSA
Sloman, requesting “that the Office hold off on sending any victim notification letters.” The
Government complied.'”

88. While discussing with defense counsel changes in the October 2007 Addendum and in
a December 19, 2007 letter from the U.S. Attorney to Attorney Lilly Ann Sanchez, the U.S.
Attorney’s Office did not confer with any of the victims about these modifications to the NPA.

89. On December 13, 2007, the line prosecutor sent a letter to Lefkowitz confirming that
the Government had earlier stopped making victim notifications because of objections from
Epstein’s criminal defense counsel: “You raised objections to any victim notification, and no
further notifications were done.”'™ The December 13, 2007 letter reveals it would have been
possible to confer with victims about the NPA. The U.S. Attorney’s Office was able to confer
constantly with Epstein’s counsel about the parameters of the NPA, but intentionally declined to
confer with Epstein’s victims about the Agreement.'™
90. On December 19, 2007, U.S. Attorney Acosta sent a letter to Lilly Ann Sanchez

stating, “I understand that the defense objects to the victims being given notice of time and place

of Mr. Epstein’s state court sentencing hearing. We intend to provide victims with notice of the

01 RFP WPB 000620 (Exhibit 89).

62 RFP WPB 001557 (Exhibit 90).

M3 Exhibit 24; Exhibit 69; RFP MIA 00469 (Exhibit 91).
I pq
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federal resolution, as required by law. We will defer to the discretion of the State Attorney
regarding whether he wishes to provide victims with notices of the state proceedings.'”

91. In about early January 2008, as the result of pressure from Epstein’s attorneys, Acosta
agreed with Epstein’s attorneys “that there were significant irregularities with the deferred
prosecution agreement” and “called a time-out.” At that time, Acosta asked the Child
Exploitation and Obscenity Section of the Justice Department’s Criminal Division, located in
Washington, D.C., to look at the case.'™

CONCEALING THE NPA WHILE EPSTEIN SOUGHT REVIEW

92. Following the entry of the “time out,” any requirement that Epstein carry out his
obligations under the NPA was delayed while he sought higher level review within the Justice
Department. During this review, the victims were not told about the existence of the NPA.'7

93, On Januvary 10, 2008, Jane Doe 1 and Jane Doe 2 received victim notification letters
from the FBI advising them that “[t]his case is currently under investigation. This can be a
lengthy process and we request your continued patience while we conduct a thorough
investigation.”'™

94, The January 10, 2008, notification letter did not disclose that the federal cases in the

Southern District of Florida involving Jane Doe 1 and Jane Doe 2 were the subject of the NPA

195 US Atty Cor. 00272-00273 (Exhibit 92); RFP MIA 000038-000040 (Exhibit 93); RFP MIA 00041-00047
(Exhibit 94); RFP MIA 000048-000052 (Exhibit 95).

196 Exhibit 91 (email from Lefkowitz to Acosta, dated February 29, 2008, and noting that it had been nearly two
months since the “time out” agreement).

197 Exhibit 26; Exhibit 27; RFP WPB 001616-001623 (Exhibit 96); Exhibit 63 at 4-5, 18-19, 22-29,

1% January 10, 2008 Victim Notification Letter to Jane Doe | (Exhibit 97) (emphasis added); January 10, 2008
Victim Motification Letler to Jane Doe 2 (Exhibit 98),
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entered into by Epstein and the U.S. Attorney’s Office discussed previously, or that there had
been any potentially binding resolution.'”

95. On about January 10, 2008, other victims similarly-situated to Jane Doe | and Jane
Doe 2 received letters identical in substance to those described in the immediately preceding
paragraphs.''”

96. In early 2008, Jane Doe | and Jane Doe 2 believed that criminal prosecution of
Epstein was extremely important. They also desired to be consulted by the FBI or other
representatives of the Federal Government about the prosecution of Epstein. In light of the
letters that they had received around January 10, 2008, they reasonably believed, as was
obviously intended by the letters, that a federal criminal investigation of Epstein was on-going—
including investigation into Epstein’s crimes against them. They also reasonably believed that
they would be contacted by and have an opportunity to confer with federal prosecutors before the
Federal Government reached any final resolution of that investigation.'"

97. On January 31, 2008, Jane Doe | met with FBI Agents and AUSA’s from the U.S.
Attorney's Office. She provided additional details of Epstein’s sexual abuse of her. The
AUSA’s did not disclose to Jane Doe 1 at this meeting that they had already negotiated a NPA
with Epstein.'"?

98. On March 19, 2008, the line prosecutor sent a lengthy email to a prospective pro bono

attorney for one of Epstein’s victims who had been subpoenaed to appear at a deposition. The

S |

19 Exhibit 63 at 4-5, 18-19, 22-29,

" Exhibit 63 at 4-6, 18-19, 22-23, 28-29; Exhibit 26; Exhibit 27,
"2 Exhibit 33,
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email listed the attorneys representing Epstein, the targets of the investigation, and recounted in
detail the investigation that had been conducted to that point. The email did not reveal the fact
that Epstein had signed the NPA in September 2007.'"?

99. On May 30, 2008, Jane Doe 5 (another client of the undersigned), who was recognized
as an Epstein victim by the U.S. Attorney’s Office, received a letter from the FBI advising her
that “[t]his case is currently under investigation. This can be a lengthy process and we request
your continued patience while we conduct a thorough investigation.”'"* The statement in the
notification letter was misleading. The letter did not disclose the NPA already entered into by
Epstein and the Office, and instead implied that the Office was still investigating Epstein and had
not decided how to proceed with the case, neither of which was accurate.''®

100. The May 30, 2008, victim letter to Jane Doe 5 also acknowledged the victims’ rights
under the CVRA at the same time as the Office was not disclosing the NPA’s existence to Jane
Doe 5 and the other victims.''®

101. In mid-June 2008, Mr. Edwards contacted the line AUSA handling the case to inform
her that he represented Jane Doe | and, later, Jane Doe 2. Mr. Edwards asked to meet to provide
information about the federal crimes committed by Epstein against these victims, hoping to

secure a significant federal indictment against Epstein, consistent with his clients’ desires. The

line prosecutor and Mr. Edwards discussed the possibility of federal charges being filed in the

13 Exhibit 40.

14 Exhibit 29.

ns g4

' Exhibit 28; Exhibit 62.
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future. Mr. Edwards was lead to believe federal charges could still be filed, with no mention
whatsoever of the existence of the NPA or any other possible resolution to the case. '’

102. At the end of the call, the line prosecutor asked Mr. Edwards to send any information
that he wanted considered by the Office in determining whether to file federal charges. Because
of the confidentiality provision that existed in the plea agreement, the line prosecutor did not
inform Mr. Edwards that months earlier, in September 2007, the Office had reached an
agreement not to file federal charges. The line prosecutor also did not inform Mr. Edwards that
resolution of the criminal matter was imminent.''®

103. On June 19, 2008, Mr. Edwards sent an email to the line prosecutor requesting to
meet in person to confer with the Government regarding the status of his clients’ case.'"”

104. Because the line prosecutor did not tell Mr. Edwards about the NPA, Mr. Edwards
was not able to confer with the prosecutor about the NPA on behalf of his clients. Mr. Edwards,
however, made it perfectly clear that his clients wanted to confer with the prosecutor before any
resolution was reached. Epstein was aware of this continued concealment of the NPA from the
victims and, indeed, sought this concealment.,'*”

105. On June 23, 2008, the line prosecutor sent an email to Lefkowitz stating that the

Deputy Attorney General had completed his review of the Epstein matter and “determined that

federal prosecution of Mr. Epstein's case [wals appropriate. Accordingly, Mr. Epstein ha[d] until

117 Exhibit 63 at 4-6, 18-19, 22-23, 28-29; Exhibit 64 at 5-6.

15 Jd: US_Atty Cor. 0321 (Exhibit 99).

19 RFP WPB 001894 (Exhibit 100).

120 Exhibit 63 at 4-6, 1819, 22-23, 28-29; Exhibit 64 at 5-6; Exhibit 9.

34

EFTA00185491



Case 9:08-cv-80736-KAM Document 361 Entered on FLSD Docket 02/10/2016 Page 35 of 57

the close of business on Monday, June 30, 2008, to comply with the terms and conditions of the
agreement between the United States and Mr. Epstein.™'?'
EPSTEIN'S ENTRY OF HIS GUILTY PLEA

106. On and before June 30, 2008, the Government and Epstein’s attorneys corresponded
extensively (often multiple times on any given day) regarding Epstein’s entry of his guilty plea.
Throughout the course of these communications, the Government and Epstein operated on the
agreement that the victims would not be told about the NPA, much less about the fact that
Epstein’s plea was a triggering event for the federal case being resolved.'®

107. On about June 27, 2008, the U.S. Attorney’s Office called Mr. Edwards to provide
notice to his clients regarding the impending Monday morning hearing. The notice, however,
was only that Epstein was pleading guilty to state solicitation of prostitution charges involving
other victims—not Mr. Edwards’ clients nor any of the federally-identified victims. The U.S.
Attorney’s Office did not tell Mr. Edwards that the guilty pleas in state court would bring an end
to the possibility of federal prosecution pursuant to the plea agreement.'*

108. In fact, the U.S. Attorney’s Office did not disclose to Edwards the fact that the guilty

pleas in state court had any bearing on the cases of Jane Doe | and Jane Doe 2. As a result, Jane

Doe 1 and Jane Doe 2 did not attend the plea hearing.'*

2! Exhibit 40.

122 Exhibit 26; Exhibit 27; Exhibit 62; Exhibit 63 at 4-6, 18-19, 22-23; Exhibit 99; RFP WPB 000512-000513
(Exhibit 101},

13 Exhibit 62; Exhibit 63 at 4-6, 18-19, 22-23; Exhibit 99; Exhibit 101,

124 Exhibit 26; Exhibit 27; Exhibit 62; Exhibit 63 at 4-6, 18-19, 22-23; Exhibit 99; Exhibit 101; Declaration of Brad
Edwards {Exhibit 102).
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109, Had they known that the plea agreement in state court made it impossible to prosecute
Epstein federally for his crimes against them, they would have objected to this resolution and
would have certainly attended the hearing.'”

110. On or before June 30, 2008, the Office prepared a draft victim notification to be sent
to the victims—a letter that it intended to show to both Epstein and Jack Goldberger, as reflected
by a place for the initials of both Epstein and Goldberger on the document. The notification was
designed to inform the victims of the provisions of deferral of federal prosecution in favor of
state charges. The notification letter began by describing Epstein’s guilty plea in the past tense:
*On June 30, 2008, Jeffrey Epstein ... entered a plea of guilty to violations of Florida statutes
forbidding the solicitation of minors to engage in prostitution and felony solicitation of
prostitution.” Later, a substantively identical letter was prepared for Epstein’s and Guy Lewis’
review, '

111. On June 30, 2008, the Office sent an e-mail to Goldberger reflecting continuing
efforts to keep the NPA secret: “Jack: The FBI has received several calls regarding the Non-
Prosecution Agreement. 1 do not know whether the title of the document was disclosed when the
Agreement was filed under seal, but the FBI and our office are declining comment if asked.”'?’

112. On June 30, 2008, Epstein plead guilty to state law solicitation of prostitution charges.

Because the Federal Government failed to notify the victims about the NPA or its arrangements

with Epstein, neither Jane Doe 1, Jane Doe 2, Jane Doe 5, nor any of the identified victims in the

123 Exhibit 26; Exhibit 27; Exhibit 63 at 4-6, 18-19, 22-23; Exhibit 99; Exhibit 101; Exhibit 102.
126 US_Atty Cor. 00323 (Exhibit 103); RFP WPB 000515-000520 (Exhibit 104).
127 Exhibit 99,
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federal case were aware of the ramifications of the state proceeding (either in person or through
counsel).'*®

113, Immediately following the June 30, 2008 hearing, the line prosecutor told one of the
victims’ attorneys that Epstein had “plead guilty today in state court.”'?*

114. On June 30, 2008, based on what she had been told by the Government, Jane Doe 1
thought that the Office was still investigating and pursuing her case. She did not receive notice
that Epstein’s state guilty plea affected her rights in any way. If she had been told that the state
plea had some connection to blocking the prosecution of her case, she would have attended and
tried to object to the judge to prevent that plea from going forward.!*

115. On June 30, 2008, based on what she and her attorneys had been told by the
Government, Jane Doe 2 thought that the Government was still investigating her case. If she had
been told that the state plea had some connection to blocking the prosecution of her case, she
would have tried to confer with the prosecutors about it and tried to get charges filed. She
wanted to be treated fairly in the process.'!

116. From September 24, 2007, the date that the NPA was signed, through at least the state

court plea on June 30, 2008—a period of more than nine months—the Office did not notify any

of Epstein’s victims about the existence of the NPA. '

1% Exhibit 26; Exhibit 27; Exhibit 63 at 4-6, 18-19, 22-23; Exhibit 64 at 6; 000001-000002 (Exhibit 105).

1% RFP WPB 001861 (Exhibit 106).

130 Exhibit 26; Exhibit 63 at 4-6, 18-19, 22.23,

131 Exhibit 27; Exhibit 63 at 4-6, 18-19, 22-23; Exhibit 105,

132 Exhibit 62; Exhibit 63 at 4-6, 18-19, 22-23, 28-29; Exhibit 64 at 4; US_Atty Cor. 00267-00271 (Exhibit 107).

37

EFTA00185494



Case 9:08-cv-80736-KAM Document 361 Entered on FLSD Docket 02/10/2016 Page 38 of 57

117. On July 1, 2008, the day following Epstein’s plea, the line prosecutor emailed the
Assistant State Attorney a copy of the NPA for “filing with the Court under seal” demonstrating
that the agreement continued to be withheld from the victims.'*

118. On July 3, 2008, as specifically directed by the U.S. Attorney’s Office, Mr. Edwards
sent a letter to the Office communicating the wishes of Jane Doe 1, Jane Doe 2, and Jane Doe 5
that federal charges be filed against Epstein: “We urge the Attorney General and our United
States Attorney to consider the fundamental import of the vigorous enforcement of our Federal
laws. We urge you to move forward with the traditional indictments and criminal prosecution
commensurate with the crimes Mr. Epstein has committed, and we further urge you to take the
steps necessary to protect our children from this very dangerous sexual predator.”'*

119. When Mr. Edwards wrote his July 3, 2008 letter, he was still unaware that a NPA had
been reached with Epstein and that there was any federal resolution of the case—facts that the
Office continued to conceal, at the request of Epstein, not only from Edwards but also as his
clients and other victims,'**

120. On July 7, 2008, the line prosecutor again conferred with Epstein’s counsel seeking
permission to begin distributing the notification letters to the victims, acknowledging her failure
to include one victim who was still a minor in 2008."%

121. Mr. Edwards first saw a reference to the NPA on or after July 9, 2008, when the

Government filed its responsive pleading to Jane Doe’s emergency petition. That pleading was

133 RFP WPE 001857 (Exhibit 108).

13 Exhibit 105.

133 Exhibit 63 at 4-6, 18-19, 22-23, 28-29; Exhibit 99; RFP WPB 001855 (Exhibit 109); [DE 48] (Exhibit 1107} at
18-19.

P& RFP WPB 001854 (Exhibit 111).
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the first public mention of the NPA and the first disclosure to Mr. Edwards—and thus to Jane
Doe 1, Jane Doe 2, and Jane Doe 5—of the possible existence of a NPA."’

122. Mr. Edwards detrimentally relied on the misleading representations made by the
Office that the case was still under investigation when he was writing his July 3, 2008 letter. He
would not have wasted his time undertaking a pointless exercise had he known that the U.S.
Attorney’s Office had previously negotiated a NPA, and he would have informed his clients
about the agreement.'*®

AMOTIVE TO CONCEAL THE NPA FROM THE VICTIMS

123. The U.S. Attorney’s Office—pushed by Epstein—wanted the NPA kept from public
view because of the strong objection it would have faced from victims of Epstein’s abuse, and
because of the public criticism that would have resulted from allowing a politically-connected
billionaire who had sexually abused more than 30 minor girls to escape from federal prosecution
wi a county court jail sentence. '

I hen deciding whether to notify the victims before Epstein entered his guilty plea,
the Office was aware that a state court judge would have to review the plea and determine
whether it was in the public interest, and accordingly chose not to “highlight” certain potentially

objectionable features.'*”

137 Exhibit 62; Exhibit 63 at 4-6, 18-19, 22-23, 28-29; Exhibit 99; Exhibit 110 at 18-19.

38 See Exhibit 28; Exhibit 102; Exhibit 105,

1 Exhibit 26; Exhibit 27; Exhibit 62; Exhibit 63 at 4-6, 18-19, 22-23; Exhibit 99; Exhibit 101; Exhibit 102; Exhibit
57 (urging Government to try and keep agreement from becoming public); Exhibit 7 (explaining Government's
desire not to “highlight” possible charges or defendants being immunized).
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( 12?:uncea|ing the NPA from the victims prevented them from using their right to confer

with the Government about why the NPA was not desirable or appearing at Epstein’s plea and
sentencing hearing to raise their concerns with the Court.'*!

THE VICTIMS® UNSUCCESSFUL ATTEMPTS TO ENFORCE THEIR RIGHTS

126. On July 7, 2008, Jane Doe | filed an emergency petition for enforcement of her rights
under the CVRA. At the time, Jane Doe 1 was not aware of the NPA, so she sought a court order
directing the Government to confer with her before reaching any such agreement. Epstein

quickly became aware of this petition.'*? _
]

127. On July 8, 2008, the line prosecutor sent a letter to Epstein’s counsel stating that
victims would be informed about the civil compensation provision of the NPA the next day:

In accordance with the terms of the Non-Prosecution Agreement, on June 30,
2008, the United States Attorney's Office provided you with a list of thirty-one
individuals “whom it was prepared to name in an Indictment as victims of an
enumerated offense by Mr. Epstein.” . . . In deference to your vacation, we
allowed you a week to provide us with any objections or requested modifications
of the list and/or the Notification language. Yesterday, | contacted you via
telephone and e-mail, but received no response. Accordingly, the United States
hereby notifies you that it will distribute the victim notifications tomorrow, July 9,-
2008, to each of the thirty-two identified victims, either directly or via their
counsel,'*?

128. On July 9, 2008, Jack Goldberger sent a letter to the line prosecutor raising concerns
about the notifications, and suggesting modifications to the notification letter. Epstein's counsel

also objected to the victim notification letters containing certain information about the NPA.'#

1 18 US.C. § 3771; Exhibit 26; see also Exhibit 62.
"2 [DE 1] (Exhibit 112) at 1-2.

14 Exhibit 101.

4 RFP WPB 000524-000525 (Exhibit 113).
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129. Later on July 9, 2008, the line prosecutor sent a response back to Goldberger,

explaining how she intended to keep the victims from having access to the terms of the NPA:
Without such an express Acknowledgment by Mr. Epstein that the notice contains
the substance of that Agreement, I believe that the victims will have justification
to petition for the entire agreement, which is contrary to the confidentiality clause
that the parties have signed.'*

130. On July 9, 2008, the U.S, Attorney’s Office sent victim notification letters to Jane
Doe 1 and Jane Doe 5, via their attorney, Mr. Edwards, and to other identified victims of Epstein.
That notification contained a written explanation of some of the civil compensation provisions of
the NPA. The notification did not provide the full terms of the NPA. For example, the
notification did not disclose the NPA or the immunity for “other potential co-conspirators™ of
Epstein,'*

131. On July 10, 2008, Epstein's counsel continued to protest victim notification as
evidenced by Goldberger’s email to the line prosecutor stating, “we respectfully request a
reasonable opportunity to review and comment on a draft of the modified notification letter you
intend to mail before you send it.”'*

132. On July 11, 2008, the Court held a hearing on Jane Doe 1's petition and, with the
stipulation of the Government, added Jane Doe 2 as a petitioner because she was a recognized

crime “victim.” The Court unsealed a declaration that the line prosecutor had filed in response to

the pet-i-tinn,- ‘and because the declaration contained one paragraph of the NPA, that paragraph

" RFP WPB 000526-000527 (Exhibit [ 14).
& DO0777-000779 (Exhibit 115); 000774-000776 (Exhibit 116).
M7 RFP WPB 000535-000537 (Exhibit 117).
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became unsealed. The line prosecutor sent an email to Goldberger informing him of the
unsealing of that one paragraph.'*

133. During the July 11, 2008 hearing, the Government conceded that the NPA had been
concluded months before the victims were notified about it.'*

134, Throughout July 2008, Epstein's attorneys and the Government continued to
correspond about issues such as subpoenas related to his computers and returning of his
property.'*®

135. On August 7, 2008, the line prosecutor emailed one of Epstein’s defense attorneys,
Roy Black, notice of the motion to disclose the NPA to the victims and assured him that the
Government intended “to oppose the motion based upon the confidentiality provision.”'!

136. On Augllst 10, 2008, Jane Doe 1 and Jane Doe 2 filed a motion seeking release of the
NPA.'%

[ 137. Ilnmediately after the motion was filed, the Office coordinated with another Epstein
attorney about how to best object to the motion.'

138. On August 11, 2008, Roy Black wrote back to the line prosecutor, thanking the

Government for “agreeing to oppose any disclosure of the 9/24/07 agreement.”'>*

4 RFP WPB 001845 {Exhibit 118).

149 Spe Exhibit 63 at 12 (%, . . the agreement was consummated by the parties in December of 2007."); see also
Exhibit 62,

0 RFP WEB 000470-000471 (Exhibit 119); RFP WPB 000481-00048% (Exhibit 120); RFP WPB 000347 (Exhibit
121).

*1 [DE 19] (Exhibit 122); RFP WPB 001825 (Exhibit 123).

152 Exhibit 122.

1% RFP WPB 001820-001838 (Exhibit 124).

¥ RFP WPB 001819 (Exhibit 125).
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139. Between August 11 and 14, 2008, the line prosecutor attempted to obtain a copy of
the NPA that Epstein’s counsel had filed in state court.” After receiving a copy, on August 14,
2008, the line prosecutor wrote to Lefkowitz: “I can no longer argue that the Court shouldn’t
force us to produce the agreement because we have already provided the victims with the
relevant portion when I now understand from you that I have NOT provided them with the
relevant portion.”'®

140. Further communications ensued between the line prosecutor and Epstein’s counsel
about what exactly was contained in the NPA—specifically, whether a December modification
to the agreement was part of the NPA. The notification to the victims about the civil restitution
provisions had quoted from the December language.'>”

141. On August 14, 2008, the line prosecutor emailed Epstein's counsel stating that the
court has “ordered us to make the Agreement available to the plaintiffs.”'%®

142. On August 15, 2008, the line prosecutor sent a letter to Epstein’s counsel confirming
that recent correspondence was intended “solely to determine what Mr. Epstein considered to be
the terms of the Non-Prosecution Agreement” so that the Government would know exactly what
needed to be produced to the victims in this CVRA case.'*

143. On August 18, 2008, Lefkowitz wrote the line prosecutor that Epstein objected to

disclosure of the terms of the NPA, but that Epstein would “cooperate with the government to

reach an agreement as to substance of the notification to be sent to the government's list of

A

155 RFP WPB 001809-001818 (Exhibit 126).

136 RFP WPB 001804 {Exhibit 127),

157 RFP WPB 001805-001808 (Exhibit 128).

I3 RFP WPB 001798 (Exhibit 129).

¥ Exhibit 68; RFP WPB 000575-000576 (Exhibit 130).
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individuals. Based on the Agreement, the information contained in the notification should be
limited to (1) the language provided in the Agreement dealing with civil restitution (paragraphs
7-10) and (2) the contact information of the selected attorney representative. We object to the
inclusion of additional information about the investigation of Mr. Epstein, the terms of the
Agreement other than paragraphs 7-10 and the identity of other identified individuals.” '*

144. On August 21, 2008, the Government sent a letter to Epstein’s counsel stating that,
“[c]opies of the victim notifications will continue to be provided to counsel for Mr. Epstein.”
The letter further requested substantive objections to the draft notification letters, which were
being re-sent “[blecause | previously provided the victims with incorrect information—albeit
with the approval of Mr. Epstein's counsel—it is imperative that | correct the error promptly.™'®!

145. On August 26, 2008, the Government sent another letter to Epstein's counsel stating,
“Mr. Goldberger and Mr. Tein explicitly approved the language in my earlier victim notification
letter, even though they apparently were taking the position that the December 19, 2007 letter
was nof part of the Agreement, so that misinformation was provided to the victims with the
approval of Mr. Epstein's attorneys.”®

< 146. Jane Doe 1 and Jane Doe 2 were not informed of the contents of the NPA until
hu;;;.l;tlzﬂ, 2008, when the line prosecutor provided a copy to Mr. Edwards,'®}
147. On September 2, 2008, nearly a year after the NPA was signed, the line prosecutor

sent an email to Epstein's counsel stating, “l will start sending out the victim notifications today.

" RFP WPB 000581-000583 (Exhibit 131),

16l RFP WPB 000587-000588 (Exhibit 132).

2 RFP WPB 000603-000604 (Exhibit 133) (emphasis in original).
1% RFP WPB 001776 (Exhibit 134).
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In accordance with your request, | have changed the language regarding the victims® right to
receive a copy of the Agreement.”'®*

148. On September 2 and 3, 2008, the U.S. Attorney’s Office sent to Jane Doe | and other
identified victims amended notification letters correcting the earlier inaccurate information about
the civil compensation provisions contained in the earlier notifications.'®

149, The victim notification letters that the victims received were confusing. They did not 1
directly state that Epstein’s crimes against them were not going to be prosecuted, but instead said
that “the United States has agreed to defer federal prosecution in favor of this state prosecution.”
The letter did not inform the victims of how this applied to them.'®

150. The victim notification letters also state that there was “litigation between the United
States and two other victims regarding the disclosure of the entire agreement between the United

States and Mr. Epstein.” The letters did not explain that the remedy being sought in the litigation

was not just to get “disclosure” of the agreement, but instead to uphold the rights of Epstein’s

victims. %7

151. On September 16, 2008, the Palm Beach Daily News wrote the State Attorney's
Office that it had “recently discovered” the NPA and wanted to know what was in it. The State
Attorney’s Office wrote the line prosecutor inquiring how to respond.'®*

152, On September 16, 2008, attorney Jeffrey Herman, who represented several Epstein

victims, wrote to the line prosecutor to strenuously object to the restitution procedures

154 RFP WPB 001775 (Exhibit 135).

155 September 3, 2008 Victim Motification Letter to Jane Doe 1 (Exhibit 136); Exhibit 2; Exhibit 94 at 2-3.
180 I« Exhibit 26; Exhibit 27.

167 ;d

S 002343-002344 (Exhibit 137),
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established in the NPA after learning that another attorney established through the NPA would
be making unsolicited contacts to the victims. Mr. Herman explained that the notification letters
were “misleading™ because they referred generally to a waiver of “any other claim for damages”
without informing them that this waiver might include a valuable punitive damages claim against
an alleged billionaire.'®”

153, On September 17, 2008, the line prosecutor sent an email to State Attorney -
B <:plaining that the NPA “contain[ed] a confidentiality provision that require[ed] us to
inform Mr. Epstein’s counsel before making any disclosure.”'™

154. On September 18, 2008, attorney Katherine Ezell representing some of Epstein’s
victims emailed the line prosecutor, asking whether the NPA was “blessed” by Judge Marra.
The line prosecutor emailed back: “As far as | know, Judge Marra has not ever seen the
agreement or these notification letters.... | don't know if the sentencing judge ever reviewed it.
The letters were reviewed by my office and Jay Lefkowitz and Roy Black before they went
uut."”'

155. In 2010, Jane Doe 1 met with the new U.S. Attorney, Wilfredo Ferrer. She explained
to him how the NPA had been concealed from her. Nothing ever came of the meeting, and Mr.

Ferrer has continued to fight efforts by Jane Doe | and other victims to have the court declare

that their rights were violated while the NPA was drafted and implemented.'™

|69 fd

U RFP WPB 001773 (Exhibit 138).

7' RFP WPB 001763 (Exhibit 139).

12 Exhibit 26; Tr. Mov. 23, 2015 {Exhibit 140) at 3-5 (U.5. Attorney’s Office argues that the victims are “complicit”
in their own sexual abuse and therefore cannot receive any remedy under the CVRA),
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[ 156. At all times material to this statement of facts, it would have been practical and
feasible fc;:r'the federal government to inform Jane Doe 1, Jane Doe 2, Ms. - Jane Doe 5,
and all other similarly-situated victims of the details of the proposed NPA with Epstein,
including in particular the fact that the agreement barred any federal criminal prosecution of
_crimes that Epstein committed against them.'” |
157. At no time while it negotiated and executed the NPA did the Government notify the
victims that Epstein’s guilty plea would prevent his prosecutions for crimes against them. Nor
did the Government ever allow the identified victims to “confer with the prosecutor on the case,”
18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(5), or “treat them with fairness, respect and dignity” by making them aware
of the NPA, § 3771(a)(8). In fact, to the contrary, the Government went to great lengths to
conceal the fact that there was a federal resolution at all and mislead the victims into believing
that the federal case was proceeding so that the NPA could be secretly put in place before the
174

victims knew what was going on.

MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT AND
INCORPORATED MEMORANDUM OF LAW

In light of the foregoing undisputed material facts, summary judgment for the victims on
the issue of whether their CVRA rights were violated is appropriate. The Court is well aware of
the applicable summary judgment standard, which requires that there be no disputed issues that
are genuine or material for the moving party to be entitled to judgment as a matter of law. See,

e.g., Joseph |} Napolitano, 839 F. Supp. 2d 1324, 1333 (S.D. Fla. 2012). The undisputed facts

17 See Exhibit 88,
' Exhibit 26; Exhibit 27; Exhibit 62; Exhibit 63 at 4-6, 18-19, 22-23; Exhibit 99: Exhibit 101; Exhibit 102; Exhibit
57: Exhibit 7.
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here plainly establish that the Government—with the knowledge of, and at the urging of
Epstein—violated the CVRA rights of Jane Doe 1, Jane Doe 2, and other similarly-situated
victims, by deliberately concealing from them the NPA barring the prosecution of Jeffrey
Epstein and his co-conspirators for the federal offenses they committed against them. In
particular, the Government violated the victims’ right to confer with prosecutors, right to
accurate notice of court hearings, and right to be treated with fairness. 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(5),
(2). & (8).

A. The Government Violated the Victims® Right to Confer.

There can be no real debate that the Government violated the victims’ right to confer.
Indeed, it is worth recalling that in earlier proceedings, the victims filed a similar (although less
detailed) motion for summary judgment. DE 48. The Government responded not by claiming
that it had in fact conferred with the victims, but rather by advancing the legal argument that the
CVRA does not extend any rights to victims before the filing of an indictment. DE 62. This
argument was flatly contradicted by the Government’s own earlier decision to provide
notification to victims after the NPA was signed — and even during the investigation treating
them as victims. See, e.g, Y 10-16, 34-35, 69-73, 91-94, 98, 125, supra. In any event, this
Court has now firmly rejected the Government’s contrived legal position. DE 99 (the court has

determined “that as a matter of law the CVRA can apply before formal charges are filed™).!™

1" Not only has this Court rejected the Government's position, but Congress and the President have specifically
decided to end any debate and to codify this Court's ruling into federal law. See 18 U.S.C. § 3771({a)(9) (victims
have the “right to be informed in a timely manner of any plea bargain or deferred prosecution agreement”) (added as
part of Pub. L. 114-22, Title 1, § 113(a), (c){1) (May 29, 2015)). This codification builds on the fact that Senator
Kyl, the Senate co-sponsor of the CVRA, took to the Senate floor to directly express his approval of this Court’s
ruling. 157 Cong. Rec. $7060-01 (statement of Senator Kyl) (Mov. 2, 2011) (applauding this Court’s decision and
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The Government's inability to demonstrate that it afforded victims their right to confer is
unsurprising. Under the CVRA, identified crime victims are granted “the reasonable right to
confer with the attorney for the Government in the case.,” 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)}(5). In some
cases, there might be a debate about how much conferring is “reasonable” for the prosecutor to
undertake. But here, no such debate is possible for the simple reason that the Government
simply concealed that it was planning to enter into an agreement blocking the federal prosecution
of Epstein from more than 30 of Epstein’s identified victims. See, e.g., 99 17, 32-33, 38, 41, 44-
46, 66, 71-72, 87-88, 95, 102, 113, 123, supra.

Whatever other rights the CVRA extends to crime victims, it surely extends the simple
right to know when the Government is entering into a deal with a sex offender blocking his
prosecution for crimes committed against them. See, e.g., 1 155, supra. Here, the Government
violated the victims right to confer during at least three separate time periods: (1) on and before
September 24, 2007, when the Government was negotiating and signing the NPA; (2) in and
around January 2008, when it sent letters telling the victims not about the previously signed
NPA, but rather counseling “patience” while the Government finished its “investigation;” and (3)
in and around June 30, 2008, when the Government didn’t tell the victims that the state plea
would effectively extinguish their rights to ever see Epstein prosecuted. See Y 17, 32-33, 38,

41, 44-46, 66, T1-72, 87-88, 95, 102, 113, 123, supra.

noting its “careful[] review"” of the issues).
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Simply put, the NPA barred prosecution of the federal sexual offenses that Epstein had
committed against Jane Doe 1, Jane Doe 2, and other similarly-situated vietims. Under the
CVRA, the victims were entitled to confer about this disposition and attempt to persuade
prosecutors to reach a different result. Recognizing a right to confer about such dispositions is
“not an infringement ... on the government's independent prosecutorial discretion; instead, it is
only a requirement that the government confer in some reasonable way with the victims before
ultimately exercising its broad discretion.” In re Dean, 527 F.3d 391, 395 (5" Cir. 2008)
(internal citations omitted) (emphasis added).

The victims fully understand that if they had conferred with the Government, the
prosecutors could possibly have ultimately reached the same kind of agreement. But there is
good reason to believe that if the prosecutors had exposed their dealings to scrutiny by Jane Doe
1, Jane Doe 2, and the other victims, they would not have reached such a sweetheart plea deal.
See 99 121-23, supra. For example, despite the fact that this case has been in litigation for more
than seven years spanning several hundred pleadings, the Government does not write even a
single sentence explaining why it entered into an NPA with a sex offender who had committed
hundreds of federal sex offenses against young girls. Perhaps there is some reason for this
extraordinary leniency. But if so, the Government has yet to offer it. In any event, regardless of
the ultimate consequences of conferring, Congress promised to all crime victims—including Jane
Doe 1, Jane Doe 2, and other similarly-situated victims—that they would be able to confer with
prosecutors before a disposition was reached in their case. 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(5). The victims

never received that congressionally-mandated opportunity.
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In sum, the Government repeatedly violated the victims” CVRA right to confer — and
did so at the specific request of Jeffrey Epstein. Summary judgment is thus appropriate on this
basis.

B. The Government Violated the Victims® Right to Be Treated With Fairness.

The Government also violated the victims® “right to be treated with fairness and with
respect for the victim’s dignity and privacy.” 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(8). Entirely apart from
whether the victims had any right to confer with prosecutors, at a bare minimum they had a right
to be treated fairly and not be deceived by the Government. Yet here the Government repeatedly
and deliberately misled the victims about what was happening in their case, concealing from
them the NPA’s negotiation and all of the terms it ultimately contained. As with the violation of
the right to confer, these violations occurred at multiple points in the process, including the time
before the NPA was signed, after the NPA was signed, and when Epstein was entering his State
court guilty plea.

A clear-cut example of the Government’s violating the victims right to be treated fairly is
its remarkable decision in 2008, well after the NPA had been signed, to send the victims (and, in
some cases, their attorneys) deceptive information that the case *is currently under investigation”
and that “[t]his can be a lengthy process and we request your continued patience while we
conduct a thorough investigation.” See 9§ 91-103, supra. When the Government finally did
inform the victims about what had happened, the notifications were not only incomplete and
inaccurate, but they also arrived too late for the victims to do anything about the deal.
Specifically, it was too late to confer with the prosecutor or attend the sentencing hearing. See 1

124-48, supra. Most important, the notifications did not inform the victims that a NPA had been
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signed with Epstein, preventing federal prosecution in the Southern District of Florida (and thus,
as a practical matter, any prosecution for most of the victims) for the crimes he and his co-
conspirators had committed against them. The notification letters also described this litigation as
“the disclosure” of the NPA, rather than its true purpose of vindicating the victims’ rights and
securing for the victims a right to confer about prosecuting Epstein free from the backdrop of the
NPA. See Y 145-48, supra.
The foregoing facts provide numerous other examples of the victims not being treated

fairly. These examples include, but are not limited to:

e Secretly discussing with Epstein’s defense counsel contrived charges to avoid making
victim notifications (1] 17-22, supra);

e Secretly discussing with Epstein’s defense counsel arranging a guilty plea in a
jurisdiction located some distance from the victims to make it hard for them to find out
what was happening (Y 23, supra);

s Secretly reaching a resolution of the case that would make it hard for a judge to see what
was going on (Y 25, supra);

e Not telling the victims the NPA was under consideration (Y 41-47, supra);

e Deviating from standard policy by negotiating with defense counsel about the extent and
substance of crime victim notifications (Y 49, supra);

& Negotiating with defense counsel about concealing the agreement (1Y 48-38, supra).

e Working to have agents attend Epstein’s sentencing hearing “incognito™ without telling
the victims what was happening (Y 58, supra);

« Making a commitment to Epstein not to contact victims about the NPA (Y 62, supra);

¢ [Entering into a NPA with a confidentiality provision that precluded compliance with
CVRA victim notification obligations (1 65-69, supra);
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« Sending FBI agents to meet with three victims, while precluding the agents from being
able to discuss the NPA (Y 69-73, supra);

* Agreeing with defense counsel to stop victim notifications required under the CVRA (1Y
76-77, supray,

e Agreeing to notify victims only after Epstein had entered his plea (7 80-81);
s Sending deceptive letters about the case still being “under investigation™ (1 91-94, 98);
* Concealing the NPA from attorneys for the victims (] 100-02, 116-17);

* Failing to provide reasonable notice of Epstein’s sentencing hearing to the victims (1Y
105-100; and

e Agreeing with Epstein to oppose the release of the NPA to the victims after his plea (1
134-36).

The Government took all of these actions, it should be noted, with the knowledge of — and,
indeed, at the insistence of — Epstein, the criminal who had sexually abused the victims, See Y 1,
supra.

The overarching point on many of these actions is that victims of crime are not treated
fairly if prosecutors are deceiving them about what is going on with regard to prosecuting their
abusers. Whatever else “fairness” might mean, it has to at least mean that the Government keep
the victims properly informed and otherwise try to insure that their interests are respected in the
criminal justice process. See 150 CoNG. REC. 7303 (Apr. 22, 2004) (statement of Sen. Kyl
describing right to fairness in broad terms). The foregoing facts amply demonstrate numerous
situations wherein the Government deliberately kept the victims in the dark about what was
happening. Accordingly, the Government violated their right to fairness too and summary

judgment is warranted on this independent basis as well.
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C. The Government Violated the Victims' Right to Reasonable and Accurate
Notice.

The Government also violated the victims® “right to reasonable, accurate and timely
notice of any public court proceedings...involving the crime.” 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)}(2) (emphasis
added). The Government may claim that it complied with this right by giving the victims notice
of the state court proceeding in which Epstein pled guilty to sex offenses involving other girls
less than one business day before the hearing.'™ But the Government violated the victims’ right
to “reasonable” and “accurate” notice about this hearing. The Government concealed from Jane
Doe 1, Jane Doe 2, and all the other victims, that the NPA and the federal investigation were
implicated in this hearing—and thus their right to see Epstein prosecuted was about to be
permanently extinguished. As a result of this concealment, they missed their only chance to
speak to the Court about the crimes committed against them and to see with their own eyes
Epstein being sent to jail. Indeed, even afterwards, the Government continued to hide what was
happening with regard to the NPA. See 1 124-148, supra.

Importantly, one of the motives for this concealment was to avoid scrutiny by the
victims—and the public—of what the Government was doing. See 1Y 121-23, supra. Jane Doe
1, Jane Doe 2, and other similarly-situated victims of serious federal sex offenses did not attend
Epstein’s plea hearing and sentencing for the obvious reason that they thought it had nothing to

do with them—which is precisely what the Government and Epstein were trying to accomplish

"8 The Government also seems to argue that the CVRA did not apply to this hearing because it was held in stale
court. But the hearing was one “involving the crime™ committed against the victims, 18 US.C. § 3771(a)(2),
because the NPA was directly involved in the proceedings in state court. Because of the way the Government and
Epstein had constructed the MNPA, the state plea triggered the applicability of the federal NPA - and thus the CVRA.
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together. Whatever else might be said about one of the most extraordinarily lenient plea
arrangements in American history, the Government simply failed to discharge its duty to
Epstein’s victims to provide “reasonable” and “accurate™ notice about court hearings connected
with their abuse. Summary judgment should therefore also be granted on this basis.

CONCLUSION

Under the Crime Victims” Rights Act, once the Government had identified the victims of
Epstein’s sexual offenses, it had statutory obligations to them that it was legally required to
respect. Despite those responsibilities to the victims, the Government chose instead to side with
the man who had victimized them. Rather than properly inform the victims what was happening,
the Government engaged in months of undisclosed plea negotiations with Epstein. Once the
negotiations had produced a plea arrangement that was sufficiently lenient to be acceptable to
Epstein, rather than tell the victims what had been agreed, the Government conspired with
Epstein to conceal that agreement. The undisputed facts clearly show that, for months, the
Government deceived the victims about the existence of this arrangement—deception that was
necessary to permit the agreement to be consummated before the victims could object.

Perhaps before Congress enacted the CVRA, such outrageous behavior could escape a
Judicial response. But Congress has now spoken. The Government has an obligation to confer
with crime victims, to treat them fairly, and to provide them reasonable and accurate notice of
judicial proceedings relevant to their victimization. To the contrary, the undisputed facts in this
case show that the Government did not make any effort to extend to any of Epstein’s dozens of

victims any of the rights which Congress promised them. This Court is accordingly now
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obligated to take all necessary steps to “ensure” that the victims’ rights are protected. 18 U.S.C.
§ 3771(b).

This is not a close case. This is a summary judgment case. For all the foregoing reasons,
the Court should find the Government violated the rights of Jane Doe 1, Jane Doe 2, and other
similarly situated victims under the Crime Victims® Rights Act. If the Court grants their motion,
the victims would then ask the Court to set an appropriate schedule for briefing and a hearing on
the issue of the remedy for the violations of their rights.

DATED: February 10, 2016

Respectfully Submitted,

Is/ Bradley §. Edwards

Bradley J. Edwards

FARMER, JAFFE, WEISSING,
EDWARDS, FISTOS & LEHRMAN, P.L.
425 North Andrews Avenue, Suite 2

Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301

Telephone (954) 524-2820

Facsimile (954) 524-2822

E-mail: brad@pathtojustice.com

And

Paul G. Cassell

Pro Hace Vice

5.J. Quinney College of Law at the
University of Utah"

332 S. 1400 E.

Salt Lake City, UT 84112
Telephone:801-585-5202
Facsimile:801-585-6833

“This daytime business address is provided for identification and correspondence purposes only and is not
imended to imply institutional endorsement by the University of Utah,
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Black Srebnick Kornspan & Stumpf
201 5 Biscayne Boulevard

Suite 1300

Miami, FL 33131
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Email: pleading@royblack.com

Attorneys for Jeffrey Epstein

s/ Bradley 1. Edwands
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