To say Letkowiz' < -

cc ”© i .
USAFLSY®

beo
09/24/2007 Subject RE: Epstein agreement as reviswed by the LS, Attorney

Hi Jay — Sorry for the delay. The U.5. Attorney had a last-minute
concern, that I think I fixed (it is in the first “It Appearing” clause
following the list of statutes potentially violated).

After you get the green light, let’s discuss the potential
representative. The person [ am thinking of has run a preliminary
conflicts check and it looks alright.

Also, to address Mr. Epstein’s concern regarding the list of names,
[ wanted to tell you that I have compiled a list of 34 confirmed
minors. There are six others, whose names we already have, who
need to be interviewed by the FBI to confirm whether they were 17
or 18 at the time of their activity with Mr. Epstein. Once those
interviews are completed, | can finalize the list of identified
victims, which [ will put in a formal document that I will maintain
until the time of Mr. Epstein’s sentencing.

Assuming that this agreement is fine, please execute at least three
copies, and send one to me by fax and the rest by FedEx. T will
execute and send the copies back.

Thank you.
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To. *Jay Leikowitz" <

cC
l-gov=> bee
09/24/2007 04:34 PM Subject RE: Do you have a signed copy?

Andy, and Rolando. | nticipate it going any furthar 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.

Thank you, Jay. | hauﬁuarded your message only to Alex,
a

When we reach an agreement about the attorney representative
for the girls, we can discuss what | can tell him and the girls about
the agresment. | know that Andy promised Chj itey an update
when a resolution was achieved. (Something | have
promised in light of what happened last year.) 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 anyone.

From: Jay Leflkowitz [mailto

Senf 24, 2007 4:06 PM
To: (USAFLS)
Subject: Re: Do you have a signed copy?

L II. Ay
¥ &

cc

09/24/2007 04:04 PM SubjectDo you have a signed copy?

Hi Jay — Sorry to be a bother, buf do you have a copy that at least
contains Mr. Epstein’s signature? I need to pass it along to the
powers that be. Thanks.
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To yay Letowiz" <|NENEENREN

YUSAFLSY" e
bot

Subject RE: Other attorneys

08/28/2007 11:01

Hi Jay — Can you give me a call at _this moming? 1
am meefing with the agents and want to give them their marching
orders regarding what they can tell the girls.

Also, please remove Babbitt and Searcy from the list. There is too
great a chance of an appearance of impropriety with Babbitt and I
received a bad report about Searcy last night.

Thank you.

Assistant U.S. Attorney
500 8. Australian Ave, Suite 400

West Palm Beach, FL 33401

phone [N
rax [N

From: [ENRAREREIEN I (Us-s)
Sent: Tuesday, September 25, 2007 8:37 PM
To: "Jay Lefkowitz'

Subject: Other attorneys

Hi Jay — These four people were recommended. 1have not
contacted them to find out what their rates are. All are very active
in the plaintiffs’ bar in the West Palm area. Ted Babbitt would be
my first choice of these four but I think he is conflicted out because
one of his partners is married to an AUSA here. Stuart Grossman
is probably my second choice.

Ted Babbitt -- h@;e’mww.hahbit!—ichnsun.cuuﬂlbabbm,hmﬂ
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Stuart Grossman --
http://www.grossmanandroth.com/sgrossman.htm

Chris Searcy --
http://www.s law.com/CHRISTIANDSEARCY /tabid/935/def
ault.aspx

Lake Lytal, Jr. - hitp://www.lytalreiter.com/index.php?page_id=37

Talk to Jack Goldberger about this group. They are all very good
personal injury lawyers, but T 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 -1
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.

Tust so you know, I have never met Bert, but a good friend in our
appellate section and one of the district judges in Miami are good
friends with him and recommended him.

Can you let me know tomorrow? Iam going to be out for a while
starting on Friday, and I would like to get this underway before I
leave.

Thank you.

Assistant U.S. Attorney

500 S. Australian Ave, Suite 400

West Palm Beach, FL 33401

phone I
ro< [
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. o “Jay Letkowitz" <

cC
j.gov> bee

08/27/2007 10:52 AM Subject Conference Call with Bart Ocariz

Hi Jay — Bert’s firm has raised a number of pood questions about
how they are going to get paid and setting up a procedure that

avoids any conflict of interest with their clients. Are you around
today to do a conference call? Let me know what times work for

you because Bert wants to get their conflicts counse] on the call
with us.

These are some of the questions he sent to me. I told Bert that as
part of our agreement we (the federal government) are not going to
indict Mr. Epstein, but gave him an idea of the charges that we had
planned to bring as related to 18 USC 2255, With respect to
question 2, do I have your permission to send Bert just that section
of the plea agreement that applies to the damages claims (I would
recommend sending paragraphs 7 through 10, or at least 7 and 8)7
Can you talk with your client about items 3 and 47 1 envisioned
Shook Hardy sending regular bills to you, with any privileged
information redacted, and being paid like every other client pays
the bills.

1. Can we get a copy of the indictment {or can you tell me the nature of
the crimes against the girls)?

2. When will it be possible to see the plea agreement so that we
understand exactly what Epstein concedes to in the civil casa?

3. Is there any cap or other limitation on attomey's fees that the
defendant will pay in the civil case?

4, What is the contemplated procedure for; and fiming of, the payment of
aftorney's fees and costs?

EFTA00289812



Assistant .S, Attorney
300 5. Australian Ave, Suite 400

West Palm Beach, FL. 33401

rhone SN
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vay Letkowitz | GG
»acosta, Alex (UsAFLS) TR

Jay,

Please accept my apologies for not getting back to you sooner but
was a little under the weather yesterday. I hope that you enjoyed
your Thanksgiving.

Reparding the issue of due diligence concerning Judge Davis’
selection, I’d like to make a few observations. First, Guy Lewis has
known for some time that Judge Davis was making reasonable
efforts to secure Aaron Podhurst and Bob Josephsberg for this
assignment. In fact, when I told you of Judge Davis’s selection

during our meeting last Wednesday, November 21 ", you and
Professor Dershowitz seemed very comfortable, and certainly not
surprised, with the selection. Podhurst and Josephsberg are no
strangers to nearly the entire Epstein defense team including Guy
Lewis, Lili Ann Sanchez, Roy Black, and, apparently, Professor
Dershowitz who said he knew Mr. Josephsberg from law school.
Second, Podhurst and Josephsberg have long-standing steilar
reputations for their legal acumen and ethics. It's hard for me to
imagine how much more vetting needs to be done.

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. I must insist that the vetting process come 1o an end.
Therefore, unless you provide me with a good faith objection to
Judge Davis’s selection by COB tomorrow, November 28, 2007,
will authorize the notification of the victims, Should you give me
the go-ahead on Podhurst and Josephsberg selection by COB
tomorrow, I will simultaneously send you a draft of the letter. 1
intend to notify the victims by letter after COB Thursday,

November 29", Thanks,
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11.5. Department of Justice

United Siates Attorney
Svuthern District of Florida
I ALEXANDER ACOFTA 13 M.E d fareer
UMNITED STATES ATTORNEY Aefigrad FL 33T

£015) 9619000 - Telephose
[HES) SM0Fd0d - Focaunile

DELIVERY. BY FACSIMILE
Kenncth W, Sirr, Esg
Kirkland & Ellis LLP

777 South Figueroa Street
Tos Angeles, CA 90017

Re:  Jefifey Epstein
Dear Mr. Stur

1 write In response o your Movember 28 letler, in which you raise concems regarding the
Non-Prosecution Agreement between this Office and your client, Mr, Epstein. Ltake thess concems
seriusly. As your letier focused on the Section 2255 portion of the Agreement, my response will
foens primurily on that issue as well. Tdo wish to make some mote general observations, however.

Section 2255 provides that “[a]ny person whe, while a minor, was a vietim of a vielation of
[emumerated sections of Title 18] and who suffers personal fnjury as a resolt of such violation . . .
rray sue in any appropriate United States District Court and shall recover the actual damages such
person sustains and the cost of the suit, including a reasonable attorney's fee.™ Thus, bad this Office
prossedad to trial, and had Mr. Bpstein been convicted, the victime of his actions would have been
able to seek to relief under this Section.

The Non-Presecution Agreement entered into between this Office and Mr. Epstein responds
to Mr. Epstein's desire to reach a global resolution of his staie and federal criminal Hability. Vnder
this Agreernent, this District has apresd 1o defer prosecution for enurnerated sechions of Title 18 m
favor of prosecution by the State of Florida, provided thu the Mr. Epstein satisfies three gencral
federal interests: (1) that Mr. Bpstein plead guilty to a “Tegisterable™ offense; (2] that this plca
inchude a binding recommendation for a sufficient term of imprisonment; and (3) that the Agreement
not harm the interests of his victims. This third point deserves claboration. The intent is to place
the victims in the same position as they would bave been had Mr. Epstein been convicted at trial.
Mo mone; no lesa

With this in mind, ] furn to the language of the Agreement. Paregraph § of the Agreement
provides:

If amy of the individuals referred to in paragraph {7, supra, elects to file sult pursuant
i 18 U.8.C. § 2255, Epstein will not conlest the jurisdiction of the United Stafcs
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Diistrict Court for the Southern District of Florida over bis person and/or the subject
maatter,' and Epstein waives his right to contest lability and also waives his tight ro
contest damages up to an amount a3 agreed to between the identified victim and
Epstein, so long as the identified victim elects to procesd cxclusively vnder 18
1.8.C, § 2255, and 2grees to waive any other claim for damages, whether pursuant
1o stats, federal, or common law, Notwithstanding thiz waiver, as to those
individusls whose names appear on the lst provided by the United Siates, Epstein®s
signature on this agreernent is pol to be construed as an admission of any criminal or
civil Fability other than that contained in 18 US.C. § 2255,

Although these two senlences are far from simple, they appear to incorparate owr intent to narrowly
tailor the Agreement to place the identified victims in the same position as they wou)d have been had
M. Epstein been convicted at trial. Twould note thet T have conferred with our prosecutors andhave
been told that Paragraph 8 was vigorously negotisted and that the final lanpgusge was suppesied
largely by defense counsel.

The conoems raised in your lelter with respect to Paragraph 8 fall within several genoral
categories, First, you mise concarns regarding the nature of Section 2255, As you note,

Sartign 2255 is a civil statute implanted in the eriminal code; in conwast to other
criminal statotes, Soction 2255 fails to correlate payments to specilic injuries or
losses. Instead the statute presumes that victims have sostained damages of at least
a minimura lump sum without regard to whether the complainants suffered actual
medical, physiological or other forms of individualized herm.

These concerns were, | would expect, aired when Congress adopted this statute. Even if they wore
nol, this provision iz mow law. Rule of law requires now requires this Distriet o consider the
victiras® rights under this statute in negotiating this A pgreement,

Second, you raise concerns regarding the identity-of-the-vietims issue., ¥ our conCEmS Appear
based on the beliel that Paragraph B is a blanket walver of liabilily with respect 1o any pumber of
unnamied and undisclosed victims, Twould invite you to confer with your co-counsel regarding this
matter. Although the languape of Paragraph § could be so construed, our First Assistant informed
Mr. Lefkowitz, some weeks ago that this was not our position. As Mr. Lefkowitz has noted, were
Mr. Epstein convicted at trial, the plaintiff-victisas ina subsequent Section 2255 suit would still have
had some burden to prove that they were “vietims™ 1t is also the case, however, that were Mir.
Epstein convicled at irial, the plaimtiff-vietims would pot have fo show that & viclation of mm
enumerated section of Title 18 took place. Accordingly, our First Assistant infermed Mr. Lefkowitz
some weeks ago that we understood that if o victim-plaintifl’ clects to proceed o toal; Mr. Epstein's

! Although ot identified as an isue by defense counsed, having rovivwed this Tangunge, 1.note that
Paragraph § raises the qeestion of what iz mesn: by “subject minter.” | havve conferred with the AUSA who
nigotipted this languags, anel have been informed that parthcs inmnded this tw address fssues of venue, This
Crfice will not interpret this paregraph as any waives of subjes matter jorisdiction. Pleass tnform me il
defense counssl disagroes.

=2
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legal team might conduct due diligence to confirm the that victim-plaintiff in fact had inappropriate
contact with Mr. Epstein. Oncc agaln, our interpretive principle is oux intent to place the victim in
the same position she would have been had Mr. Bpsteln proceeded to trial.

Third, you raise concems reparding our decision not to create a restitution fund. Throughout
the negotintions, defense counsel suggested several similar arrangements, including a Trost fund.
Ajgain, our decislon not to ereate 2 fund flows from our belief that the Apreement should provide the
same reliel 1o the victims as they would have been entitled had we proceeded to trial. A restitution
Mand or trust fund would place an upper limit on the victims® recovery. Tt s not for this Office to
make thet decision for the victims. They may choose to walk away, thoy may choose to satile, or
they may choose 1o sue. The choice should remaln with each individval vietim.?

Fourth, you raise concerns regarding the gelection process for the attomney representetive.
Aa you may be aware, the suggestion that we appoint an attomey representative originated with
defenye counsel. Defense counsel, I believe, found it advantageous to attempl to negotlate a
settflement of the many victims® cluims with one attomey representative. My Office agreed 1o
appoint such a represcotative, in part, beceuse we too thought it veluable for the victims 1o have the
advice of an atorney who could advise them of their choices: whether to walk away, to settle or to

su,

Since the sipning of the Agroement, several issues have arisen with respect to this provision.
First, 1 elected to assi gn this Office’ s dght to appointthe representative to an independent third-party,
former federal Judpe Dawvis. 1 did this to aveld any suggestion that this Office’s choice of
represantative wos intended to influence the outcome of eivil litigation. Second, your so-counsel
expressed concerns similar to those raised in your letter wgarding the criteria used to select the
represuntative. These crileria were:

(1) Bxperience doing both plaintifis’ and defense litigation;

(2) Bxperisncs with state and federal statutory and common Jaw tort cluims;

{3} Ability to communicate effectvely with young women;

(4) Experience litigating against large law firms and high profile attomeys who may
test the veracity of the victims® claims;

(5) Sensitivity to (he nature of the suit and the victims' interest in maintaining their
privacy,

(6) Bxperience hitigating in federal court in the Southern District of Flonida;

! Your luber raferences UL v Boghm, Mo, 3:04CRO0003 (D, Ala 2004) 85 o mode) far g restbution fumd
settiement. 1 asked our prosecutor to contact the ALISA in that case, In that motter, the District of Alaska
soterkt oul and sbtnined the consent of all the vigtims befare entering ints that settbement. In pddition, ey
developed an elghorae proceduerne Tor deciding which victing would recéive what. My view, in this cess, s
that thone types of negotintions are better hand1od batween M, Bpsteln ond the victims' representatives, nad
that this Office should not oet as intermediary. Finadly, | would note that in Seekr & well, the victins
ielentities were not [nitially disclosad. As the AUSA wreta by that cass: “This filing is made ox parte
heciese Boshr, i his plen agreement, waived any riphis he kad pertalning to the selection of bene fictaries
and the dishursemnent of funds to such beneficiaries™

-3-
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(7) 'The resources to hike expects and others, while working on a confingency fee
Lasis, in ordet to prepeve for trial if a settlement cannot be reached (defense connsel
has reserved the right to challenge such litigation); and

(8) The ability to negotiate effectively.

At my dircotion, our First Assistant provided our criteria to your co-gounsel, Mr. Lefkowitz, in
advance, and a1 co-comael’s request, he noted in'our communication with Judge Davis, delfense
counsel's objection to criteria 7. I bave now reviewed these eriterin and find them balanced and
reasonable, They appear designed to provide the victims with an attomey who can advise them on
all their options, whether it be to walk away, to settle (as your client prefers), or to litigate. Apain,
our intent 1S not o favor any one of these options, but rather 1o leave the choice to each victim. .

Fifth, yon assert that this Office “has impropedy insisted that the choscn atlorey
ropreseniative should be able to Titigate the claims of the individuals,” vhould a resalution not be
possible. This issue, likewise, bas almedy been reised and addressed in discussions between your
co-counse] end pur First Assistant. We understand your posilion that it would be a conflict of
interest for the attormey representative to subsequently represent vietim-plaintiffs ma civil suit. Your
intoptetation of the ethies rules may be correct, or it may be wrong. Far from jnsisting that the
atlomey representative can represeat victim-plaintiffs in subscquent litigation, our First Assistant
and T have repeatedly told defense counsel that we take no pesition on this matter. Indeed, 1 fully
expoct your defense team to litigate this iszue with the attormey representslive if a resolmion is not
yeached.

I have rasponded personally and in some detail to your concerns because [ deeply caro aboat
hoth the kxw and the integrity of this Office. [ have responded persenelly and in some detail as well
hecause your letter troubled me on & number of levels. My wnderstanding of the negotintions in this
maiter informs my concems.

The Section 2255 provision issue was first discussed ala July 31, 2007, mecting betwecn
FAUSA Sloman, Criminal Chicf Menchel, West Palm Besch Chcf Lousie, ATISA Villafana, and
two FBI apents who met with Roy Black, Gerald Lefeourt, and Lilly Ann Sanchez, On that date, the
proaccutors presented a waitten, four-bullet-point terim gheet thit would satisfy the federn] interest
in the case gnd discussed the substance of those tenns. One of theye four points was the following
provision:

Bpsiin agrees that, if any of the victims identified in the foderal investigation file
suit pursuant to 18 U.8.C. § 2255, Epstein will not contest the jurisdiction of the .3,
District Court for the Southern District of Florida over his person and the subject
matier. Epstein will not contest that the identified victims are persong who, while
minors, wore victima of violstions of Tile 18, United States Code, Seetions(s) 2422
andfor 2423,
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Te ;iid Augnst 2007, your defence team, dissatisfisd with my staffs teview of the cise, asked
to mect with me.  Mr. Lefkowtiz indicated your busy schedule, and asked me to put off’ until
Septemnber 7,2007, so that you could attend. Mr. Lefkowitz also Indicated that he might appoal my
decision to Washington T.C., if my decision was contrary to his client’s Imexest. @agreed to the
September 7" meeting, despite the fact that our AUSA had anindictment teady for presentation o
the grand fury. An expheit condition of that agreement, however, wagan undersianding between Mr.
Lefkowitz and myself that any appeal to Washington would be undurtaleen expeditionsly

On Septomber 7, 2007, 1, along vit FAUSA . ~vsas NN -
F13] agents, met with you, Mr, Lefkowitz, and Ms, Sapchez. [underatood that you wished to present
federalisva-besed co ing our prosecution, To ensure & full consideration of your
argements, | lovited Chief of the Criminal Divislen's Child Expluitation and
Obscenity Section, to travel from Washinglon (o stiend ouw mesting. During the Seprember i
raesting, your co-connsel, Mr, Lefkowitz, offered aplearesolution. Theinelasion ofaSection 2255

remed ifically raised and discossed at the September 7* meeting. Indeed, according to
ALISA notes, you thanked her for bringing it to your sttention. Again, no objection to
the Section 2255 issue was raised.

After considering the amguments raised ai the September 7% meeting, end after confering
with the PRI and with Chief Oosterbaan, our Office decided to proceed with the indictment. Atthat
time, | reminded Mr. Lefkowitz that he had previously indicated his desire to appeal such a decision
to the Attomey General, the Deputy Attomey General, or the Assistant Attomey Generz] for the
Crimina! Division, and I offered to direct our prosecutors to delay the presentation of the indictment
10 altow you or he to appeal our decigion if you so chose. He decided not to do so.

Instead, Mr. Epstein slocted to negotiate the Non-Prosecution Agreament. Thess pegotiations
wicre detailed and time-consuming. Mr. Epstein’s defense team, Including yourself, Professor
Desshowitz, former United States Attorney Guy Lewis, Ms. Lilly Ann Sanchez and Messrs. Roy
Biack, Jack Goldberger, Gerry Lefcourt and Jay Lefkowitz had the opportunity 1o roview and raise
objections to the terms of the Agreement. Agaln, 1o one raised objections to the Section 22335
lenguage.

Since the signing of the Agreernent, the defense team and our Office have addressed several
{ssues thal have ariscn under the Agreement. Although the exchanges were at thmes a it liligious,
ii appears that these issues bave been resolved by nutual consent, some in favor of your client, some
fpt 20,

It is against these many previous foregone opportunities to object tat | receive with surprise
your lelter requesting an 11" hour, after-the-fact review of our Agreement, Although it happons
rarely, 1 do not mind this Office’s decision being appealed 1o Washington, snd have previously
directed our prosecutars Lo delay filings in this case to provids defense counsel with the option of
oppealing our decisions, Indeed, although 1 am confident in our prosecutors” evidence and legal
analysis, | nonetheless dirceied them o comsult with the subject matter experts in the Criminal

5.
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Division’s Child Exploitatien and Obscenity Section to confirm our interpretation of the law before
approving their indietment package. T eatn thus surprised to read & letrer addressed 10 Deparument
Hesdquarters that mises issues that either have not been rajsed with this Office previously or that
herve been taizad, and in fact resolved, in your client’s favor,

Iam troubled, likewise, by the apparent lack of finality in this Agreement. "The AUSAs who
have been negotiating with defense counsel have for some time complained to me regarding the
tactics used by (he defense team. It appears 1o them that as soon as resolution is reached on one
issuve, defense counsel finds ways to challenge the resolution collaterally. My response thus far has
heen that defense counsel is doing its job to vigoronsly represent the chient, Thet said, there must
be clasure on this mater. Some in our Office mre deeply concerned that defense counsel will
contime to mount collateral challenpes to provisions of the Agreement, even after Mr. Epsteln has
entered his puilty plea and thus rendered the agreement difficult, if not impossible, to upwind.

Finally, | am most concemned about any belief on the part of defanse counsel that the
Agreement Is nnethical, unlawful or unconstitutional in any way.?

In ¢losing, I would ask that you consult with ce-counsel. 1f after consultations within the
defense team, you believe that our Agreernent is unethical, unlawful or unconstitutional, I would ask
that you notify us immeditely so that we can discuss the maiter by phone or in person. 1 bave
consulted with the chief prosecutor in this case, who has edvised me thal she is ready to unwind the
Agreement and proceed to trial if necessary or if appropriate.

1 would reiterate that it is not the intention of this Office ever o force the hand of a defendant
to enter info an agreement against his wishes. Your client has the right to proceed to trial. Although
tiroe is of the essence (1 understand that certain filings are due 1o our Offfce no lmer than December
7% and that cortain events must take place no later thap December 14%), | am directing our
proseeutons pot 1o issue victim notification letiers until this Friday 2t 5 p.am., to provide youwith time
to review these options with your olient. We are availeble by phone or Ib person, in the interim, 10

# It is not clear from your letter whether you bellevs thet stiomeys in this QiTice havs neted impeoperty,
v letter, Tor example, alludes to th nted 1o engage in an inquiry (o essure tat discloures to potentlal
wimesses ¢id rot undsrmine e reliability of the resuls of this federal investigation, As o fvner
Dieparimeny of Tudice aTiome in that yoil recognizs that this & 2 serious allegation. [ have
raised this matter with ALISA whe informed me that the viethms were not old of the svallability
of Seclion 2255 relief during the investigation phase of thiz matter. Ifyou hives specific concems, T ash thal
o raige thess with me immedisly, 5o that T can make appropriate inguirics.

'
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address any matters that might remain unaddvessed in this letter. We expect a written decision by
thiz Friday st § pom., indicating whether the defense team wishes to reaffirm, or to unwind, the
Agrecment,

Smeerely,

R. ALEXANDER ACOSTA
TINITED STATES ATTORNEY

oot jee Ei istant Attomey General
Flrst Assistant U5, Amorney

-

s
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U.5. Department of Justice

United States Attorney
Southern Distriet of Florida

FONE § Sireer
Miaml, FL 33132-2011
(305) 9615200
Facstmil: (305) S30-6dq9
December 6, 2007
BELTV Y B

Jay P. Lefkowitz, Bsq.

Kirkland & Elis LIP

Citigroup Center

153 East 53rd Strest

New York, New York 10022-4675

Re:  Jeffrey Epgtein
Dear Jay:

I'write in respomse to your recent e-mails and letters regarding victir notification and other
izmes. Our Office is trying to perform our coniractual obligations wader the Agreement, which we
feel are being frustrated by defense covnscel’s objections. The Office also is concerned about My,
Epstein’s nonporformance.

More than thrée woeks ago we spolee aboul the fnflurs 16 26t 5 timﬂyplmmdmmﬂng
date. At that time, you assured me that the scheduling delay was caused by the unavailability of
Judge MeSedey. You promised that 2 date would be sot promptly. On November 15th, Holande

Mr. Goldberger recently tol Villafafia that “there is no date.”

[must reiterate that a delayed guilty plea and sentencing — now more than two months
beyond the orginal deadline — i3 maceeptzble to the Office. As you will recall, the plea and
sentencing hearing originally was to occurin early October 2007, but was delayed wati] October26th
to allow Mr. Goldberger to attend. Tt was delayed again until November to allow ¥ou to attend.
Rather than using your best efforts to insure that the plea and sertencing ooeur in November, we
recently learned that a plea conference had been scheduled with Judge MecSeorley for November 20,
2007, bur was canceled at the request of the parties, mot the judge. Judge McSorley has not been
away for any extended perod, and there is no basis for your essertion that the judge is the cause of
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Iay P. LerRownrz, Esg,
Decevrer 6, 2007
PAGEZOF 4

any past or future delay. Mr. Epstein currently bas four Floida Bar members om his defenss team,
s0 atlomey scheduling is not m adequate basis for delay.

Threa weeks agolalso asked you fo provide our Office with the terms of the Plea A greoment
with the State Attomey's Office. It is now more than fwo months sinee the signing of tie None
Prosecution Agreement and we have yet to tee gty formal agreement, or even a list of essential tenms
of such an agreement,

Next, let me address your allepation that attorneys in our office and agents of the FBI have
leaked information to the press In an effort to affect posaible civil litigation with Mr, Epstein. This
is untrue, There has been no contact between any member of the press and arry employes of our
office or the FBI sines you incomectly accused investipators of telling *“Vanity Fair™ about Mr,
Starr’s employment by Mr, Epstein several mopths ago. We intend to continbe to refeain from
commenting or providing information to the press. We wonild ask that your olient and all of his
representatives do the same,

as deflned in Section 2255, that 15, a5 persons “who, whilz a minor, was a viclim of a violation of
section . . . 2422 or 2423 of this title.,” In other words, the Office is prepared (o indict My Epstein
based upon Mr. Epstein's “interactions™ with these individuals. This conclusion is based upon a
tinrpugh and proper investigation — onein which nope of the victins was informed of any right 1o

hesitation, that the evidence demonstrates that eash person on the list was a victim of My Epstein’s
criminal behavior, Mr, Starr's leticr also suggests that the number of vietims to whom M. Epatein
is exposed by the Agreement is limitless. As you know, early drafts of the Agrecment conteined

provided to you, if you have a good faith busis for assertng that a victim never met Mr. Epstein, we
remain williog to listen and to modify the list if you convinee iis of your positian,

Iy, letme addrees your objections to the draft Vietim Notification Letter. You wrlte that
you nderstand the basis for the Offics’s belief that it is appropriate to notify the victims,
Pursusnt to the “Justice for All Act of 2004, erime viotims are entitled to: “Theright to reasonable,
aeeurate, and imely notice of any public court procesding . . , involving the crime™ and the “right f

*Untike the State’s investigation, the federal investigation shows criminal conduct by Mr.
Epstein at lcast as early as 2001, 20 all of the vietines were minors at the time of the offense.
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ot to be excluded from any such public court proceeding . . " 18 US.C. § 3771(m)(2) & {3,
Bestion 3771 also corpmands that “employees of the Department of Justics , . . engaped in the
dedection, investigation, or prosecuti of erime shall make their best eMorts to ses that erime victims
are notified of, and sccorded, the rights described in subscotion (a).” 18 US.C. § 3T,

Additionaily, pursuant to the Vietims® Rights and Restitution Act of 1999, our Office ia
obligated to “inform a victim of any restifution or other relief to which the vietim may be entitied
uneler this or any other law and [fhe] manner in which such relief may be obtained,” 42 U.S.C. §
10507(c)(1W(B). With respect to notification of fhe other information that we & to disclose,
the statnte requires that we provide & vietim with the earlfest possible potics off the stabus of the
investigafion; the {iling of charges ageinst a suspected offender; and the acceptance of plea. 42
U.B.C. § 10807(c)H3). Justasin I8 US.C. § 3771, these sections are not Kmited to procecdings in
8 federal district court. Our Mon-Prosecution Apreement resolves the federa) investization by
dllowing Mr. Epstein to plead 1o 2 stafo offense. The vietims identified through the federal
investigation should be appropriately informed, mnd onr MNon-Prosecution Apresment doss not
require the 1.8, Attorney’s Office to forego its legal obligations.

With respect to your assertion that we are seeking to “federalize™ the state plea, our office
15 sttaply informing the victims of theirrights. Tt does not commsmd them to appear af the hearing
or to file a victim impact statement. In the letter recommends the sending of any statement to
the Siate Atlorney's OFfice so that ASA can deterraine which, if any, stalements are
appropriate to file with the Coner, .

MNext, you assert that our letter mischaracterizas M. =in's obligation to pay damages 1o
the vietima. To avoid that suggestion, [ have asked AUSA to simply quote the terms of
the Agreement directly into the Notification Letter, We also have uo objection to refierring (o M.
Epstean as a “sexual offender” rather than a “predator.”

We bave no objection to using the conjunction “ad/or” in refeiing to the particwlar
affensc(s) of which the recipient was 2 victim, We will not inclnde the language that we take no
position as to the validity of amy claims. While the Office has no intention to take any position in
eny civil litigzion arlsing between Mr. Epstein and any individual victim, as stated above, the Office

Epstein’s criminal conduct whils the victim was a miner, The law requires us o treat all Victims
“with fairness and with respect for the vickim's dignity and privaey.” 18 U.S.C. §3T71{a)(R). Wa
will not include any language that dememns the harm they may have suffered.

The letter's assertions regarding representation by the Podhurst fimn and Mr, Jusefiberg are
accurate. Tudge Davis conferred with Messrs. Podhurst and J osefeberg to insure their willingnoss
to undertake this essigroment prior to finalizing his selection.

Bloee
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Lastly, you object to personal comwrmnication between the victims and federal attorneys or
agents. W have no objection to sending the Jetters through fhe madl® byt ill not remove the
language about comtacting AUSA or Special Apent with quesdons or
concems. Aguin, federal law requires that vietims have the ‘reasonable right to confor with the
sttorney for the Government in this case,” 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(5). The three viotims who were
notified prior to your objection had questions directed to Mr, Epstein’s punishment, not the civil
ltigation. Those questions are iately dirested to law enforoemen If questions arise related
to the civil litigation, AUSA and Speecial Agent iwﬂl recomenend that the
vietims direct those questions to My Jozeftherg.

I have attached a revised letter incorporating the changes on which we can agren. Please
provide any further comments by the closs of bustness on Friday. In addition, pleass provide us with
a definitive statement, signed by your client, of bis intention to ablde by sach and every term of the
Agreement by close of business on Friday, December 7, 2007, By that time, you must also provids
us with the agresment(s) with the State Attomey’s Office and a date snd time certain for the plea and
sentencing, which must oovur no later than December 14, 2007, There roust be closure in this

malter,
Sinceraly,
R, Alexander Acosta
United §
By:
Asgistant United States Attermay
Enclosore

e R, Alexander Ac 8. Attomey
s,

s

*This is contingent, however, on being sblz to provide adequate notice of the change of
ples and sentencing. Ths sooner that you schedile tha hearing with Judge McSordey, the sooner
we can dispatch these lefters, If vou delay further, we will bave to rely on telephane ot personal
notifieation,
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United States Attorney
Southern District of Florida

500 8, Australian Ave, Ste 400
West Palm Beach, FL 33401
(361} 820-8711

Focsimile: (561) 820-8777

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: Je in
Dear Jay:

1 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 your allegations regarding my role
because | thought that we had worked very well fogether 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 atention 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 1 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 leamed 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 [ “assiduously” hid from you the fact that Bert
Ocariz is a friend of my boyfriend and that [ have a “longstanding relationship™ with Mr. Ocariz.
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1 informed you that I selected Mr. Ocariz because he was a friend and classmate of two people
whom [ respected, and that | 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 I improperly disclosed information about the case to Mr. Ocariz. 1
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.
1 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. 1 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. I understand from you that Mr. Ocariz contacted Judge Davis, You criticize his
decision to do so, yet vou 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 miscenduct related to the
Section 2255 litigation is your earlier desire to have me perform the role of “facilitator” to convinee
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

EFTA00289827



Jay P. LEFEOWITZ, Esq.
DECEMBER 13, 2007
PAGE 3 OF 5

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 [ tried to hide something from the reviewers is false. [ 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 1 “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. Belohlavek or the Court. Ms. Belohlavek’s opinion may change if she knows the full
scope of your client’s actions. You and | 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. Lourie 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 I 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. As you
mention in your letter, I —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 230 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 [ spent hours negotiating the terms, including when to
use “a” versus “the” and other minutiae. When you and [ could not reach agreement, you repeatedly
went over my head, involving Messrs. Lourie, Menchel, 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 I had already conceived of a way to resolve that
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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 I have vetted 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 claim
that some of the victime 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 matier 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, I 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), I
could issue a grand jury subpoena in the normal course, which is what I did. 1 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 relfated 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. - I contacted her attorney — who was paid for by Mr. Epstein and
was directed by 1 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 T 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 on 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.

I hope that you now understand that your accusations against myself and the agents are
unfounded. Inthe future, I recommend that you address your accusations to me so that I can correct
any misunderstandings before you make false allegations to others in the Department. Thope 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

By:

Assistant United States Attorney

o exander Acosta, U.5. Attormey
, 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 vielations of a money transmitting business
to the investigation.” Again, I 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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December 19,2007

DELIVERY BY FACSIMILE
Lilly Ann Sanchez

Fowler White Burnett, PA
1395 Brickell Ave, 14" Floor
Miami, FL 33131

Re:  leffrey Epstein
Diear Ms. Sanchez:

 write to follow up on (he December 14™ meeting between dofense covnse! and the Epstein
prosecunors, as well as our First Assistant, {he Miami FBI Special Agent in Charge and mysell.' T
write to you becanse 1 am not certain who among the defense team is the appropriate recipient of this
letter. | addross issues raised by several members of the defense team, and would thus ask that you
alease provide a copy of this lenier 1o all appropriate defense team membors. ;

First, 1 would Tike 1o address the Section 2255 issue? As ] stated in my December 4" letier,
muy understanding is that the Nog-Prosecution Agreement entered into between this Office and Mr.
Epstein responds to Mr. Epsteln’s desire 10 reach a global resolution of his state and federal criminal
Jinbility. Under this Agrecment, this District has agreed to defer prosecution for enumerated sections

1 Civer the past two weeks, we have reccived several hundred pages of arzaments and exhibils from delcnse coansel.
This is net the forum to respond to the seversl fems raised, and our silence should not be intorpret &5 pzresment; |
would, howsver, like (o addiess ohe issue, Your Dectmber 1 1* leter states that as a result of defenss counsel
ohjeetions 10 the appoinmment process, the USAC) proposed an addendum to the Agreement 10 provide tur the uas ol
an mdependent third party sclector, As] recall this mateer, befors | had any keowledge of defense corsel
alajections, | mea sporite proposed the Addendum 10 Mr. Lefkowite at an October mesting in Palm Beach. | did this
i = amempt to avoid what T foresaw would likely be o litigious selection process. It whs anly aftor | propated this
changc that Mr. Lelkowitz raisad with me hig enumerabad coONCETNS.

! cegtion 2255 provides that: “fujay person who, while a miner, was a vietim ofa violetion of [enumeraled sections
of Tille 18] and who suffers personal injury asa sesult of such viotation . . . nay sue in eny nppropriaté Uniped States
Cristrict Court and shall recover the actisl damapes such person sustalng and the cost of the suil, [ncluding &
ressonable atorney’s fez”
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of Title 18 in favor of prosecution by the State of Florida, provided that the Mr. Epstein satisfies
three general federal interests: (1) that Mr. Epstein plead guilty toa “registerable” state offense; {
(hat this stals plea include & binding recommendation for a sufficient term of imprisonment; and (3)
that the Agreement not harm the interests of bis victims,

With this in miind, 1 have considersd defenze coungel arpuments regarding the Seciion 2355
portions of the Agreement. As 1 previously observed, our intent has been 1o place the victims in the
same position as they would have been had Mr. Epstein been convicted at trial. No mare; no less.
From our megting, it appears that the defense agress that this was the intent. During the course of
negotiations that intent was reduced to writing in Paragraphs 7 and 8, which as T wrote previously,
appear far from simple to understand. [ would thus propose that we solve our disagreements oves
inferpretations by saying precisely what we mean, in asimple fashion. I would replace Paragraphs 7
and £ with the fallowing language!

“Any person, who while a minor, was a victim of 2 violation of an offense enumerated in
Title 18, Unjted States Code, Section 2255, will have the same rights 10 procced under
Section 2255 as she would have had, if Mr. Fpstein been twied 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 indlviduals whom it was prepared to name in an
Indictment as victims of an enumerated offensc by Mr. Epstein, Any judicial authority
interprating this provigion, including any anthority determining which evidentiary burdens if
any a plaintiff must ynect, shall consider that it s the intent of the parties to place these
identified viclims in the seme position as they would have been had Mr. Epsiein been
convicted at trial, Mo more; no less.”

Second, 1 would like to address the issue of victim's rights pursuant fo Section 3770 1
understand that the defense objects to the victims being given notice of time and place of Mr.
Fipstein’s state court sentencing hearing. 1 have reviewed the proposed vietim potification letter and
the statute, [ would note that the United States provided the dralt letter to defonse as a courtesy, In
addition, First Assistant United States Attorney Slomen already incorporated in the Jelter several
cdits that had been requested by defense counsel, 1agree that Section 3771 applies to notice of
proceedings and results of investigations of federal crimes as opposed to the state crime. Weintend
to provide victims with notiee of the federal resolution, as required by law. We will dafer to the
discretion of the State Attomey regarding whether be wishes to provide victims with notice of the
state proceedings, although we will provide him with the information necessary fo do 50 ifhe wishes,

Third, { would like 1o address the issue raised tegarding Florida Statute Section 796.03. At
ourmeeting, Professor Dershowitz took the position that Mr. Epsicin believes that his conduct docs
not satisfy the elements of this offense. Fiis assertion raises for me substantial concems. This Officz
will not, and cannod, be 2 parky 1o an agrecment in which Mr. Epstein pleads goilty to an offense that
he believes he did not commit. We are considering how best to proceed.
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Finally, [ would like 10 address a more general point. Our Agreement was first signed on
September 247, 2007, Pursuantto paragraph 11, Mr. Epstein was touse his best ellorts to enter his
guilty plea and be seatenced no later than October 26, 2007. As ouflined in correspondence between
our prosecutors and defense counsel, this deadline came and went. Our prosecutors reiterated to
defense counsel several times their concerns regarding delays, and in fact, asked me several weeks
apo 1o declare the Agreement :n hreach because of those delays. | resisted that invitation, [ yhare
this fuct because it is background to my frustration with what appears to be an 1% hour appeal,
weeks beforc the now scheduled January 4™ plea date.

This said, the issues raised are important and must be fully vetted irrespective of timeliness
concerns. We hope to preserve the January 4% daze. T understand that defense counsel shares our
desire not 10 move that appeaxance and will work with our office 1o expedite this process over the
noxt several days. With this ia mind, and in the event that defense counsel may wish to seek roview
of our determinations in Washingten D.C., I spoke this past Monday with the Assistant Attorney
(eneral Figher, to inform her of a possible appeal, to agk her to grant the potential request for review,
2nd 1o In fact review this case in an expedited manner 1o atiempt (o preserve the Tanuary 4™ ploa date.

| want to again reiterate that it is not the intention of this Office ever to force the hand of a
defendant 1o enter info an agreement agamst his wishes. Your client has the right to procced 1o trial,
and he should do o if he believes that he did not commit the elements of the charped oflense.

1 will respond to the pending issucs shorfly. In the nferim, I would asl that you
communicate your position with respect i the sections 2255 and 3371 issuesas quickly as possible.

Sincerely,

VY

R. ALEXANDER ACOSTA
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

ce  Alice Fisher, Assistant Attorney (Jeneral
First Assistant U.S. Atioroey
AUSA
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Subject Epstein

Jay,

The Section Chief of DOJ’s Child Exploitation
Obscenity Section (CEOS) notified me today that he will
review the matter involving your client Jeffrey Epstein.
The Section Chief has indicated that he is ready to
proceed immediately, and I understand you are in the
process of providing him this week with a summary of
1ssues to be reviewed, and expect to meet with him next
week.

The Section Chief also indicated that you would be
calling this Office regarding the upcoming March 3,
2008 court date in the Fifteenth Judicial Circuit, in and
for Palm Beach County. As you know, the Agreement
entered into by your client originally provided that the
United States Attorney’s Office for the Southern District
of Florida (this Office) would defer prosecution if your
client pled guilty to enumerated state charges by October
26, 2007, Since then, that date has been postponed for a
number of reasons. At this juncture, it would not be

reasonable to keep the current March 3“ date as a
deadline for compliance with the Agreement. That said,
this Office is very concerned about additional delays.
Despite this concern, | want to assure you that if counsel
for Mr. Epstein meets with CEOS next week (the week

of March 3“‘}, this Office will extend the time for
compliance with the Agreement to provide CEOS time to
engage in a thorough review.

It goes without saying that in the event that CEOS

decides that a federal prosecution should not be
undertaken against Mr. Epstein, this Office will close its
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investigation. However, should CEOS disagree with Mr.
Epstein’s position, Mr. Epstein shall have one week to
abide by the terms and conditions of the September 24,
2007 Agreement as amended by letter from United States
Attorney Acosta to Jay Letkowitz.

First Assistant U.S. Attorney

Southern District of Florida

EFTA00289835



(USAFLS)" o -
sdo).gov> cc "Oosterbaan, Andrew” N

Fi2008 09:45 PM
02/27r2008 5 boe

Subject Fw: Epstein

e

s

?!

(USAFLS )
Wed Feb 21:37:02 2008
Subject: Epstein

Jay,

You have renewed your request for certain information
which this Office does not generally make available in
similar pre-indictment situations. After carefully
considering your request, I have decided, in my
capacity as the First Assistant U.5. Attornsy, not to
make an exception here.

Begarding the Landon Thomas matter, Mr. Thomas was
given, pursuant to hils reguest, non-case specific
information concerning specific federal statutes.

Fegarding the offer to extend the current deadline of
March 3, 2008 contained in my February 25th email.
That offer was based on counsel for Mr. Epstein
mesting with CEOS the week of March 3rd. You indicate
that you are upavailable. It is hard to imagine that
some or all of the other attormeys representing Mr,
Epstein cannot serve this function. Rfter all, Mr.
Epstein is also represented by Dean Kenneth Starr,
Martin Weinberg, Roy Black, Gerald Lefcourt, Harvard
PrEfesser Klan DefshoWwlt:z, Lily Ann Sancheéez, and Guy
Lewis.

That being said, the Scuthern District of Fleorida will
only rensew the offer to extend the current deadline if
you and the CEOS Section Chief mutually agree on a
timetable by close of business on Friday, February 29,
2008 to meet and complete pressntations no later than
March 19, 2008. Given that CEOS is ready to procead
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immadiately, this seems like more than ample time. As
I indicated-in my previous email, if CEOS subssguently
dacides that a federal prosecutien should not be
undertaken against Mr. Epstein, this 0ffice will close
its investigation. However, should CECS5 disagree with
Mr. Epstein’s peosition, Mr. Epstein shall have cne
week to abide by the terms and conditions of the
September 24, 2007 Agreement as amended by letter from
United States Attorney Acosta.

First Rhsst. 05 Attornsay

Southern District of Florida
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Jay,

I know you emailed the U.S. Attorney but I feel
compelled to respond.

In my Monday, February 25" email, I tried to express my
concern, on behalf of the SDFL, about additional delays
concerning this matter and the desire to expedite review
without interfering or restricting the process. When you

replied on Wednesday , February 27", it seemed to me
that nothing had much changed. Your email stated “
because 1 am currently scheduled to be on trial all next
week in Delaware, I think we will actually be able
to begin meeting with Drew until the following week, at_
the earliest.” I felt that no effort was being made towards
scheduling, and that, at the very least, one of Mr. Epstein
’s other lawyers could have attempted to schedule a
meeting with CEOS. To put it another way, it appeared to
me that this matter was going to drag unnecessarily.
Obviously you sensed my frustration in my responding
email which, in turn, generated your email to the USA.

Late this afternoon, I was informed that you have

scheduled a meeting with CEOS for March 12",
Obviously, I am heartened to hear of this development.
Please be assured that it is not, and never has been, this
Office’s intent to interfere with or restrict the review
process for either Mr. Epstein or CEOS. I leave it to you
and CEOS to figure out how best to proceed and will
await the results of that process.
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Jack Goldberger

From: m M (USAFLS) i

Sent: aturday, June 25, 2008 11:31 AM

To: , i

Ce: wsarLs). NG .

Subject: & Notice of Non-Compliance -
|

Dear Jack:

1 have conferred with a state court practitioner who stated that there is nothing that
prohibits you from agresing to 2 consecutive six-month sentence of incarceration followed by
one year of community control as specified in the non-prosecution agrosment.

If you elect to procead with the plea agreement as currently drafted, we ask that you insert
the word "imprisoned” following the words "six momths® in the second sentencing paragraph.

Please confirm that this change is acceptable. Thank you.

rron: IR IR s1s.5) (o35

Sent: Fri 6/27/2808 5:45 PM

To: Jack Goldbargar; Roy BLACK
e ‘ {USAFLS) |
Subject: Notlce of Non-Compllance

Dear Messrs. Goldberger and Black:

Please see the attached MWotdification Letter.

¢<088627 Goldberger Black notiflcation lte.pdf:>

|
Assistant U.5. Attorney ‘
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PLEA IN THE CIRCUIT COURT ' S
THE FOLLOWING 18 TO REFLECT ALL TERMS OF THE MEGOTIATED SETTLEMENT"

1

i

i

* Name: Jaffrey E. Epstein : IE
|

i

1

Plea: Guiity

Case No. Charge Count Lessar Degres
DECFR0o454ANME Felony Solicitafion of Prostitution 1 No 3FEL
0BOFO0O38IAMB  Procuring Person Under 18 for Prostituion 1 No 2FEL
P3I: Walved/Not Required _X Required/Requested

ADJUDICATION: Adjudicate [x |

SENTENGE:

On DBCF002454AMB, the Defendant is sentenced to 12 months in the Palm Beach County
Detention Facility, with credit for 1 (one) day time served.

On ORCFO09384AMB, the Defendant is sentenced to 18 months Community Control 1 (one). As
a spacial condition of this Community Confrol, the Defendant must zerve the first @
months in the Palm Beach County Detention Facllity, with credit for 1 (one) day time
sorved. This sentence is o be served consecutive to the 12 month sentence in
0BCF005454AMB. The conditions of community control are attached hereto and
incorporated herein. ' :

E NTS
Court Costs: $474.00  Cost of Prasecution: $50.00 Drug Trust Fund: $50.00
As a special condition of his community contrel, the Defendant Is 1o have no unsupervised
contact with minors, and the supenvising adult must be approved by the Department of
Corrections.
The Defendant s designated as a Sexual Offender pursuant to Fiorkda Statule 43,0435 and
must abide by all the cormesponding requirements of the statute, a copy of which Is attached
herefo and incorporated hersin, ,

The Defendant must provids & DNA sample in court at the fime of this plea.

Assistant Siate Altlorney Adtorney for the Defendant

Date of Plea Defendant
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FLIEA 1M THE CIRCUIT COURT
THE FOLLOVMNG I8 TO REFLECT ALL TERMS {3F THE NEGOTIATED SET TLEMENT

Hmime: Jefirey E. Epsiein

Plea: Gully X

Casg b, Charge e , Court Lesser. . Demse
OBCFODG4SAAME  Felony Solickation of Prootiiution 1 No 3 FEL
COCRODSBIAMB  Prosuring Pesson Under 18 for Prostiuion 1 No 2 FEL

PEE Walved/Not Required _X__ Roguired/iRequested ____
ADUNCATION: Adjudicate b §
SERTENOR:

On OBCFUDS45AAME, tho Defendant is bentanced 1o 12 monihe in the Paim Beash County

Defeniion Facily, wih cred o § (one) deytme sered, .

. On SRCFIUGES ANB, the Defondant is sertenssd fe 6 monthe in the Pelm Beach Counly

Deteption Faciity, with credk for 1 {one) tay time sanvad This 6 month seniencs & o be

LT WMMmﬂmﬁmhm FeBowing thie 6

raonth sentense, the Detendant will be placed on 12 months Commmunlty Conlrol 1 {one).
mmﬂnnﬁﬁmwwmmm“ﬂm herein

. Ag aspeci condifion of his communily contid, Te iz o have o unsupenissd
contactwith minors, and fhe supsndising axdult misst b by the Deparment of

The Delendent |5 desionated as a Sexual Qffender pursuant to Forida Babule 9430435 and
st abkls By ol he cortaspording reguirements of he statfe, 3 copy piwhich ks sfiached
hersio and incomporaied heren.

The Defendask mus! provide 2 DNA sempie incout at the mnaumﬁammq
I /

.":fffri y‘j V
ABESIEE ‘ i : -- . E . hl‘ﬂbﬁ- _ .
L/% [for ‘,-f': e
e ' fﬁﬁnﬂ:}rﬂ e s

[ —
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L {1.5. Department of Justice

Ukiited States Atiormney
Southern District of Florida

500 South Australian Ave, Swite 400
Fert Poalm Beach, FL 33¢#01

(S61) B20-8711

Facsimile: (341 820-8777

HNovember 20, 2007

DELIVERY BY HAND

Miss

Re:

Dear Miss

Seversl months ago, I provided you with a letier notifying you of your rights as a victim
pursuant to the Juetice for Al Act of 2004 and other federal legislation, including:

(1)
(2)

(3)

The right to be reasonably protected from the accused,

The right to reasonable, acourate, and timely notice of any public court procecding
involving the crime or of any release or escape of the accused.

The right not to be excluded from any public count proceeding, unless the court
determines that your testimony may be materially altered if you are present for other
portions of a proceeding.

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.
The right to foll and timely restitution as provided in law.

‘The right to proceedings free from unreasonable delay.

The right 1o be reated with faimess and with respect fbrﬂmwmmad:gmt}'md

privacy.

1 am writing to inform you that the federal investigation of Jeffrey Epstein has been
completed, and Mr. Epstein and the U.3, Attorney’s Office have reached an agreement coniaining
the following terms,

First, Mr. Epstein agrees that he will plead guilty to two state offenses, including the offense
of soliciting minors to engags in prostibation, which will require him to regisier as a sexual predator
for the remainder of his life.
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Second, Mr. Epstein has agreed to make a binding recommendation of 18 months’
imprisonment to the state court judge who sentences him, Mr. Epstein will serve that sentence of
imprisonment at the Palm'Beach County Jail.

Third, Mr. Epstein has agread that he will not contest jurisdiction or liability if you elsci to
sock damages from him becanse the United States has identified you as a minor viclim of certain
federal offenses, mcluding travel in mterstate cornmeree (o engage in prostitution with minors and
the use of facilities of interstate commerce to induce minors to engage in prosiitution. To assist you
in making such a claim, the U.S. Attomey’s Office has asked an independent Special Master to
select attormeys to represent you. Those attomeys are Aaron Podhurst h™)
Josefsherg with the law firm of Podburst Orseck, P.A. They can be reached at .1
anticipate that somecne from their law fimm will be confacting you shortly.
M@Mﬁdﬂuﬂa@ﬂmm quact you mmiﬂlmhﬁﬁﬂﬁjﬂ_ﬂlﬂ&m

Ji-omMr Epstemandyuu dmﬂctomh{ems,?ud!ruxst”mefshmgaswnrammq'a M. Epstein
will be responsible for paying attorney’s fees incurred during the time spent trying to negotiate a
setflement. If you are unable fo reach a settlement with Mr. Epstein, voo and Mr. Josefsberg can
discuss how best to procecd.

As I mentioned above, as partof the resolution of the federal investigation, Mr. Epstein has
agreed to plead guilty to state charges. Mr. Epstein’s change of plea and sentencing will occur on
December 14, 2007, at a.m., befores Jadge Sandra K. MceSorley, in Conrtroom 11F at the Palm
Beach Couvnty Courthouse, 205 North Dixie Highway, West Palm Beach, Florida. Porsvant to
Florida Statutes Sections 960.001(14k) and 921,143(1), you are entitled to be present and to malke
a statement under oath. If von choose, you can submit a written statement under cath, which will
b filed by the State Attorney’s Office on your behalf. If you elect to prepars a writlen statement,
it should address the following:

the facts of the case and the extent of any harm, incheding social, psychological, or
physical harm, financial losses, Joss of eamings directly or indirectly resulting from
the crime for which the defendant is being sentenced, and any matter relevant to an
appropriste disposition and sentence. Fl, Stat. 921.143(2).

You also are cotitled to votification when Mr. Epstein is released from imprisonment at the
end of his prison term and/or if he is allowed to participate in a work release program. To receive
such notification, please provide the State Attorney’s Office with the following information:

1. Your name
2. Your address
3. Your home, work, and/or cell phone numbers
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4. Your e-mail address

5. A notation of whether you would like to participate in the “VINE system,” which
provides automated notification calls any time an inmate is moved. (To use this
gystem, your calls must go to you directly, not through a switchboard.)

Thank yon for all of your help during the course of the investigation It vou have
yuestions or concerns, please do not hesitate to contact me or Special hgan
a .

Simcerely,

R. Alexander Acosta
United States Attorney

Eyvy:

Assistant United States Attormey

oo )
. Victim-Witness Coordinator, 1.5, Atiomey’s Office
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U.8, Depariment of Justice

United States Attorneay
Sonethern Distrier of Florida

Hoez

I NE. 4 Birper
Mianet, FL 33732.2111
(305) 5618200

Facelmife: (305) $30.6444

December 6, 2007

ELIVER' B
Jay P, Leflcowitz, Fsq.
Firkland & Ellis LLP
Cltigrowp Center
153 Enst 53rd Street
New Yok, New York 10022-4675

Re:  Jeffiey Epstein
Dear Jay:

I'writs in response o your recent e-mails mdldlemmgmﬁngﬁcﬁmmﬁﬂmﬁmmdnﬂw
izsues. Our Office is trying to perform our contractal obligations under the Agreement, which we
feel are being frustraled by defense counssl’s objections. The Office also is concerned ahout M,
Epstein’s nonperformence.

More than thrée weeks ago we spoke sbout the failure 1o set 2 timely plea and sentencing
date. At that thme, you assured me that the scheduling delay was caused by the unavailability of
Judga MeSodey, You promised thet a date would be st promptly, On November 15th, Rolando
Garcia met with Barry Krisher on another matter, and was told by Mr. Krisher that he had just
spoken with Jack Goldberger, and that Mr, Epstein’s plea and sentencing were set to oceur o
December 14, 2007. Since that time, we have frjed to confim the date and time of the hearing in
order to include that information in the victim notification letters, You continue to refer to the plea
and sentencing as though it wi j s Mr. Krisher"s office has not confirmed any dule; and
Mr. Goldberger recently mmWﬂm “there is no date,”

I must reiterate that a delayed guilty plea and sentencing — now more than two months
beyond the original deadline - is unacceptable to the Office. As you will recall, the plea and
sentencing hearing originally was to oecurin early Detober 2007, but was delayed il Octobet 26th
to allow Mr, Goldberger to attend, ® was delayed spain untll November to allow you to attend.
Rather than using your best efforts to insure that ihe plea and senlericing oceur in November, we
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any past or fiture delay. Mr. Epstein corrently has four Flodda Bar members on his defense team,
so attomey scheduling is not an adequale basis for delay.

Threa weeks ago 1 alno asked you to provide our Office with the terms of the Plea Agreement
with the State Attomey’s Office. Tt is now more than fwo nonths since the signing of the None
Prosecution A greement and wehave vet to see any formal agreement, or evon a list of essential temms
of such an agreement,

Next, let me address your allegation that attoroeys In our office and agents of the FBI have

* leaked infonmation to the press in an effort lo affect possible civil litigation with Mr. Epstein. This

is unirue, These has been no contact between any member of the press and amy employes of our

office or the FBI since you incorrectly accused nvestipgators of telling “Vanity Fair* about Mr.

Starr’s employment by M. Epstein several months ago. We intend to continue fo refiain from

commenting or providing information to the press, We woula ask that vour olient and all of ki
Tepreseniatives do the same,

I also want to address your interpretation of scvers] sigtemenis that wers included n
correspondence — at your insistence — as proof that the designated victims have invalid claims, Let
e make clear that cach of the Hsted individuals am persons whom the Office identified as victims
as defined in Section 2255, that s, as persons “who, while a minor, was o vietim of 3 violation of
section . ., 2422 or 2423 of this Hile” In other words, the Office is prepared lo indict Mr. Epstein
based upon Mr., Epstein's “inteeactions™ with these individuals.! This conclusion s based upon &
thorongh and proper investigation —one in which nene of the vietims was informed of any right 1o
receive damages of any amount prior to the investigation of her claim, The Officc aprees that it is
not a parly o, and will not take a rolc in, any civil Htigation, but the Office can say, withput
hesitation, that the evidence demonstrates that each person onthe list was a victim of Mr, Epstein®s
oriminal behavior, Mr, Stare's letteralso suggests that the number of victims to whom Mr. Epetein
is exposed by the Agreement is limifless. As you know, curly drafts of the Agreement contained a
numerical limit of 40 vietime, which wasremoved at your request, The Office repeatedly confirmed
that the sumber would not cxceed 40; and the list is significantly shorfer than that. Onee the ligt i
provided to you, if you have a good faith basis for asserting that a vietim never met M. Epstein, wo
remain willing to Listen and to modify the Hst if you convinee gs of your position,

Finally, lerme address your objections to the draft Vietim Notification Letter. You write that
you den’t understand the basis for the Office’s bellef that it is appropriate 1o notify the victims,
Pursnant to the “Justice for All Act of 2004, erime victims are entitled to: “Theright to reasonable,
sgourate, and timely notice of any public court proceeding . . | involving the coime™ and the “right

*Unlike the State’s investigation, the federal investigation shows eriminal conduct by M.
Epstein at loast as carly as 2001, so all of the vietims were mivors at the time of the offense.
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not to bo excluded from any such public court proceeding , . . 18 US.C. § 3771(a)(2) & {3).
Section 3771 also comnmands that “employces of the Department of Fustice | . . engaged in the
delection, investigation, or prosecution of crime shall mzke their best efforts to sea that crims victims
are notified of, and accorded, the rights described in subsection (2)." 18U.8.C, § 3771(cK1).

Additlonally, pursuant to the Vietims* Rights and Restitution Act of 1990, our Offics {z
obligated to “inform a victim of any restitution or other relief (o which the vietim may be entitlod
wnder this ar any other lgw and [the] manner in which such relief may be obtained ™ 42 11.5.C. §
10607(c)(1)(B). With respect to notification of the other information that we propose to disclose,
the statnte requires that we provide a vietim with the earliest possible notice of: the status of the
investigation; the filing of charges against & suspected offender; and the acceptance of & plea. 42
U.S.C. § 10607(c)(3). Justasin 18 U.8.C. § 3771, these sections are not limited to procecdings in
2 federal district court. Our NMon-Prosecution Agresment resolves the foderal investigation by
allowing Mr. Epsteln to plead (o 2 state offenss, The victims identified throupgh the fedecal
nvestigation should be appropristely informed, and our Non-Prosecution Apreement does not
require the U.S. Attormey’s Office to forego its legal cbligations.

With respect to your assertion that we are seeking to “federalize™ the state plea, cur office
is simply informing the victims of their rights. 1t does not commend them to appear at the hearing
or to file a victim impact statement. In fact, the letter recommends the sending of any statement to
the Statc Atiomey’s Office so that ASA Belohlavek ean determine which, if any, statements ara
appreptiate to file with the Clowet, .

Next, you assert that our letter mischaracierizes Mr. Epstein®s obligation to pay damages 1o
the victims, To avoid that suggestion, | have asked AUSA Villafufia to simply guote the terms of
the Agresment directly into the Notification Letier. We also have no objection to referning to Mr.
Epstsin as a “sexual offender” mther then a “predator,”

We have no objection to using the conjunction “and/or” in referring to the particular
offense(s) of which the recipiont was a victio,, We will not include the language that we take no
position as to the valdiry of any claims. While the Office has no intention to take any position in
any eivil litigation arlsing between Mr. Epstein and any individual victim, a5 stated aborve, the Office
believes that i has proof beyond a reasonable doubt that each listed individual was s victim of Mr.
Epstein’s criminal conduct whils the vietim was a migor. The kow requires us fo treat all vietims
“with faimeas and with respect for the victim's diguity and privacy.” 18 US.C. § 3TTHzKE). We
will not include any language that demeans the harm they may have sffered.

The letter®s asserfions regarding representation by the Podhurst firm and M. Josefsberg are

ccurate. Judge Davis conferred with Messrs. Podhuret and Josefsberg to insure their willingnss
to undertake this assignment prier to finalizing his selection.
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Lastly, you object i personal communication between the victims ard federal attomeys or
agents. ‘We have no objection to sepdi lefters through the mail®
language about contacting MJ'EW or Special Apent
concerns. Again, federal law requires that victims have the “reasonable right to confer with the
atterney for the Governiment in this case™ 18 US.C. § 3771(a)(5). The three victims whe were
notified prior to your ebjection had questions directed to Mr, Epstein’s punishment, not the civil
hifigation. Those questions are approptiately directed to Jaw enforcement, If questions arise related
to the civil tigation, AUSA. Villafafin and Special Agent Knyrkendall will recommend that (he
victims direct those questions to Mr. Toselebery,

Agreement by closs of business on Friday, December 7, 2007, By that time, you must also provids
us with the agreement(s) with the State Attorney’s Office and a date and time certain for the plea and
sentencing, which reust ocour no later than Deceamber 14, 2007. There must be closure in this

matter,
Sincerely,
R, Alexander Acosta
By:
First Assistant United States Attorney
Enclosure
cc:  RAl S Attorney

AUSA

*Ihis is contingent, however, on being able to provide adequats notice of the chimge of
pled and sentencing. The sooner that you schedule that hearing with Judge MeSorley, the sooner
we can dispatch these letters, If you delay further, we will have to rely on telephone or personal
notification,
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U5, Department of Justice

United States Attornay
Southern District of Florida

EL
bviiss

J00 South Australian dAve., Sulte 400
West Pabn Beach, FT. 33401

(567) 820-87171

Facsimile! (561) 820-8777

Degember 6, 2007

STATES MAIL

DoarMiss ____ :

Several months ago, 1 provided you with a letter notifying you of your rights s a
victim pursuant to the Justice for All Act of 2004 gnd other federal legislation, ineluding:

(1)
2)

(3)

()
(5)
(6)

(7)
(8)

The right to be reasonably protected from the acopsed.
The right to reasonable, accurate, and timely notice of any public court

other portions of a proceeding.

The right to be reasonably hezrd at any public proceeding in the distriot court
imvolving release, plea, or sentencing.

The reasonable right to confer with the attomney for the United Siates inthe
case.

The right to full and timely restitution as provided in law,

The right to proceedings frée from unreascpable delay.

The right to be treated with fimess and with respect for the victim’s dignity
and privacy,

T'am writing to inform you that the federal investigation of Jeffrey Epstein has been
completed, and that Mr. Epstein and the U.S. Attorney"s Office have reached an agreement
containing the following terms.

Sooe
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First, Mr. Epstein agrees that he will plead guilty to two state offenses, including the
offense of soliciting minors to engage in prostitution, which will require him to register as
a sexvzl offender for the remainder of his life.

Second, M, Epstein bas agreed to make a binding recommendation of {8 months'
nmprisonment to the state court judge who sentences him. Mr. Epstein will serve that
sentence of imprisonment at the Palm Beach County Jail,

Third, Mr. Epstein has agreed that he will compensate yon for damages you have
suffered, under the following circumstances, That portion of the agreement that relates to
those claims reads as followa:

7. The United States shall provide Epstein’s attorneys with a list of
individuals Whom it has identified as vietims, as defined in 18 U.8.C.
§ 2255, afier Epstein has signed this agreement and been sentenced, -
Upon the execution of this agreement, the United States, in consuliation
with and subjeot to the good faith approval of Epstein’s counsel, shall
sclect anatformey representative for these persons, whe shall be paid for
by Epstein. Bpstein's counsel may contact the identified individuals
through thet representative,

8. If any of the individuals referred to in paragraph (7), supra, elécts 1o
file suit pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 2255, Epstein will not contest the
jurisdiction of the United States District Court for the Southern Distriot
of Florida over his person emd/or the subject matter, and Epstein waives
hisrightto contest liability and also waives his right to contest damages
up 1o an amount as agreed to betweon the identified individual and
Epstein, so lomg ac the identified individual elects to proceed
exclusively under 18 U.S.C. § 2255, and agrees to waive any other
claim for damages, whether pumsant to state, federal, or common law,
Notwithstanding this waiver, ag to those individuals whose names
appoar on the Hat provided by the United States, Epatein’s slgnaturs on
this agreement, his waivers and failures 10 contest Hability and such
damages in any suit are not to be construed as an admission of any
criminal or civil liability.

o, Bpsbcin‘ssignnmmwﬁaixnga-mumlahofsnmmbecmmﬁduan
admission of civil or criminal liability or a waiver of any jurisdiclional
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ot other defense as to any person whose name does not appear on the
list provided by the United States.

10.  Exceptas toﬂmsatndiﬁdualswhuﬁlectmm‘mmdexdusim]ymdcr
18 U.8.C. § 2255, na set forth in paragraph (8), supra, neither Epstein’s
sigmature on this agreement, not its terms, nor any resulting waivers or
setflements by Epstein are to be construsd as admissions or evidence of
civil or eriminal lisbility or a waiver of any jurisdictional o ofher
dofense as 1o any petson, whether or not her name appears on the list
provided by the United States,

Pursnant to the terms of the agreementand an addendum, to assist you in maki ngsuch
a claim, the U.S. Attorney’s Office has asked an independent Special Master to select
attornoys (o represent you. Those attorneys are Asron Podhurst and Rob ‘Bob®
berg with the law firm of Podburest Orseck, P.A. They can be reached at
% 1 anticipate that someone from their law firm will be contacting you shortly. I must
dvize nat you are not obligated o use thése g neys, In fa he

: sCIDDETE al A 3 LT SRE dedlae 2t any time to uke s
different attorney, 1fyou do decide to seck damages from Mr. Epstein and you decide to use
Messrs, Podhurst/Tosefeberg as your attorneys, Mr. Epstein will be responsible for paying
attomey’s fees incurred during the time spent rying to negotiate a sotflement, I you are
unable to reach a settlement with M, Bpetein, you and Mr. Josefsberg can discuss haw best
i proceed,

As T mentioned above, as part of the resolution of the federa) investigation, Mr.
Epstein has agreed to plead guilty to state charges. Mr. Epstein’s change of plea and
senlencing will ocour on December 14, 2007, at a.., before Judge Sandrs I
MeSorley, in Courtroom 11F at the Palm Beach County © . 205 MNorth Dixie
Highway, West Palm Beach, Florida. Pursuant to Florida Stalutes Sections 960,001 (1)(k)
and 521,143(1), you are entitled to be present and to make a statement under oath, If you
choose, you can submit a written statement under ocath, which may be filed by the State
Attomey’s Office on your behalf. If you slect to prepare a written statement, it should
address the following:

the facts of the case and the extent of any harm, inclading social,
psychological, or physical hatm, finencial losses, loss of carnings directly or
indirectly resulting from the crime for which the defendant is being sentenced,
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and any matter relevant to an appropriate disposition and sentence. Fl. Stat,
921.143(2),

You also zre entitled to notification when Mk, Epstetn is released from imprisonment
al the end of his prison term and/or ifhe is allowed to participate in a work release program.
To receive such notification, please provide the State Attorney®s Offfice with the following

information:
1. Your name
Z Your address
3 Your home, work, and/or cell phone nuinbers
4. Your e-mail address
5. A notation of whether you would like to participate in the “VINE system,”

which provides automated notification calls any ime an inmate is moved, {To
use thissystem, your calls must go to you directly, not through a switchbourd.)

Thank you for all of your help during the course of the investigation. If you have ani

iuwﬁnns or mnmmul i:as:: do not hesitate to contact me or Special Apent
)

Sincerely,

R, Alexander Acosta
United States Attorney

By:
QI!MF !mlcﬂ States Attorney
o cizl Agent FB.I
» Victim-Witnese Coordinator, U,S, Attomney's Office
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Y99 NE, 4 Street
Mfiawmi, Fi 337132
Tilephone: (305) 9610299
Facsiviile: (305) 530-6444
Ouotober 25, 2007

DELIVERY BY FACSIMILE

The Hon. Edward B, Davis (Ret.)

Akerman Senterfitt

One Southeast Third Avenue, 25th Floor
Miami, Florida 33131

Re:  Setvice as a Special Master
Dear Judge Davis:

Thank you for agreeing to serve as a Special Master and for assisting the United States
Attorney’s Office in the sclection of an amtorney representative to represent a proup of
identified victims. This letter Is meant to assist you in performing your duties by providing
you with background information regarding the agreement between the United States and
Jeffrey Epstein and the duties that e attomey representative will have fo perform.

The Federal Bureau of Investigation and the U.S. Attorey’s Office conductsd an
investigation of Mr, Epstein. As aresuli of that investigation, the U.S, Aitorney’s Office and
Mr. Epstein entered into a Non-Prosecution Agrecment and an Addendum that confains,
inter alia, the following terms:

7A. The United Stutes has the right to assign to an independent third-party the
tespensibility for consulting with and, subject to the good faith approval of
Epstein's counsel, selecting the atiomey representative for the individuals
identified under the Agreement. If the United States elects to assign this
responsibility fo an independent third-party, both the United States and Epstein
tetain the right to make good faith objsctions to the attorney representative
suggested by the independent third-party prior to the final designation of the
attorney representative.
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T8. The parties will jointly prepare a short written submission to the
independent third-party regarding the role of the attomey representative and
regarding Epstein’s Agreement to pay such attorey representative his or her
regular customary houmrly rate for representing such vicims subject to the
provisions of paragraph 7C, infra.

7C. Pursuant to additional paragraph 7A, Epstein has agreed to pay the fees
of the attomey representative selected by the independent third party. This
provision, however, shall not obligate Epstein to pay the fees and costs of
contested litigation filed against him. Thus, if after consideration of potential
settlements, an attomney representative elects to file a contesied lawsuit
purzuant to 18 U.8.C. § 2255 or clects 1o pursue any other contested remedy,
the paragraph 7 obligation of the Agreement to pay the costs of the attorney
represcotative, as opposed to any statutory or other obligations to pay
reasonable atlorneys fees and coats such as those contained in § 2255 to bear
the costs of the attomey represcatative, shall cease,

B.If any of the individuals referred to [in the paragraphs above] elects to file

suit purspant to 18 U,S.C. § 2255, Epstein will not contest the jurisdiction of
the United States District Court for the Southern District of Florida over his

person and/or the subject mater, and Epstein wajves his right to contest

ligbility and also waives his right fo contest damages up to an amount agreed

to between Epstein and the identified individual, so long as the identified

individual elects to proceed exclusively uader 18 U.8.C. § 2255, and agrees to

waive any other claim for damages, whether pursuant to state, federal, or
common law, Notwithstanding this waiver, with respect to those individuals

whose names appear on the list provided by the United States, Epstein’s

signature on this agreement, his waivers and failores to contest Vability and

Such damages in any suit are not to be construed as an admission of any’
eriminal or civil Jiability.

9.Epstein’s signature on this agrecment also is not 1o be congtraed
admission of civil or criminal Liabllity or 8 waiver of any Jurisdictional or
other defense as to any person whose name does nai appear on the st
provided by the United States.

10.Except as 1o those individuals who elect to proceed exclusively under 18
U.S.C. § 2255, as set forth in [the sbove paragraphs], neither Epstein’s
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signature on this agreement, nor its terms, nor any resuiting waivers or
settlements by Bpstein are to be consbrued as admissions or evidence of
civil or criminal lability or a waiver of eny jurisdictional or other defense
as to any person, whether or not her name appears on the list provided by
the United States.

The most recent version of the statute referencad above, 18 U.8.C. § 22535,
provides that:

Any person who, while & minor, was a victim of a violation of section . . . 2422
or 2423 of this title and who suffers personal injury as a result of such
violation, regardlss of whether the injury occurred while such person was a
tminor, may sue in any appropriate United States District Court and shall
recover the actual damages such person sustains and the cost of the suit,
including a reasonable attorney's fes. Any person as described in the

- preceding sentence shall be decmed to have sustained damages of no less than
$150,000 in value.'

Section 2422 prohibits the use of a facility of interstats commerce to induce minors
1o engage in sexual activity and prostitution, and section 2423 prohibits interstate travel for
the purpose of engaging in sexual activity or prostitution with minors. The United States has

identified 34 victims a5 defined by fhis statute, The United States takes no position as to the
validity of any such claim under this statute.

Dre to the circumstances of the case and the mumber and caliber of the attomeys who
represent Mr. Epstein, in selecting the victims® attorney representative, the Unifed States
suggests that you consider the following eriteria:

1. Experience doing both plaintiffe’ and defense litigation.

2. Experience with state and federal statatory and common law tort claims.

3 The ability to communicate effectively with young women.

4. Experience litigeting against large law firms and high profile attorseys who

! An earlier version of this statute deems that any person described in the preceding
semtence shall have sustained damages of no less then £50,000 in value,
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may test the veracity of the victime” claims,

5. Sensitivity to the nature of the suit and the victims? interest in maintainin
their privacy. :

6. Experience litigating in federal court in the Southern District of Flotida.

7. The resources 1o hire experts and others, while working on a contingency
fes basis, in order to prepare for trial, if 2 setflement canmot be reached
(defense commsel has reserved the right o challenge such litigation).

&, The ability to negotiate affectively.

Pursuant to thi's letter, the United States assigns to you the responaibility for consulting
with and selecting the attomey represemiative for the individuals. The United States and
Epstein retain the right to make good faith objections to the attorney representative you select
pior to the final designation of the attorney representative. In that regard, after you have
reached a decision regarding the attorney representative, please provide me with his or her
name and contact information,

If1 can provide you with any further information, please do not hesitate 1o contact me
and/or the U.S. Al and/or Jay Lefkowitz, Bsq. on behalf of Epstein. Mr. Lefkowiizcan
be reached at - Kirkland & Ellis LLP, Citigroup Center, 153 East 53" Street,
New York, New York 10022-4611. Thank you again for your assistance with this matter.

Sincerely,

E. Alcxander Acosta
United States

= avs: I
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