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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT L
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA
JANE DOE NO. 2, CASE NO.: 08-CV-80119-MARRA/JJOHNSON

Plaintiff,

V8,
JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant.
/

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

Plaintiff,

V5,
JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant.
{

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

Plaintift,

vs.
JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant,
{

JANE DOE NOQO. 5, CASE NO.: 08-CV-80381-MARRA/TOHNSON
Plaintiff,
V5.

| . hw,
JEFFREY EPSTEIN, "E'[j) /

Podhurst Orseck, P.A. :
25 West Flagler Strect, Suite 500, Mia, 1L 33130, Minusi [ Fox 05358292 + Fort Lavderaate [N | wewe.podburst.com
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Defendant.
/

JANE DOE NO. 6, CASE NO.: 08-CV-80994-MARRA/JOHNSON

Plaintiff,

va,
JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant.
/

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

Plaintift,

V8.
JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant,
f

CM.A, CASE NO.: 08-CV-80811-MARRA/JOHNSON
Plaintiff,

V.
JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant,

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

V.

Podhurst Orseck, P.A. |
215 West Flaglee Strest, Suite 800, Min, FL 35120, Mt [ e 005356 2002 - Punhudndul:i I wwew.podbusst.com
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JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant.
!

JANE DOE NO. 11, ' CASE NO.: 08-CV-80469-MARRA/JOHNSON

Plaintiff,

vs.
JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant.
/

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

Plaintiff,

W,

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant,
f

JANE DOE NO. 102, CASE NO.: 09-CV-30656-MARRA/JOHNSON

Plaintiff,

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant,

Podhurst Orseck, P.A. I
25 West Flagler Street, Swite 600, Miarn, FL 33130, Miaset 905.356.2500 oo [ -+ Fort tosdecdte [ | worpodbarstom
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MOTION FOR NO-CONTACT ORDER
Plaintiffs, Jane Doe No. 101 and Jane Doe No. 102 (together, the “Plaintiffs") hereby

move this Court for a No-Contact Order directed to Defendant, Jeffrey Epstein, and, as grounds,
state as follows:

1. After investigations by the Palm Beach Police Department, the Palm Beach State
Attorney’s Office, the Federal Burean of Investigation, and the United States Attomney's Office
for the Southern District of Florida (the “USAQ™), Defendant, Jeffrey Epstein, in June 2008,
entered pleas of “guilty” in the Fifteenth Judicial Circuit in Palm Beach Count, Florida, to
various Florida state crimes involving the solicitation of minors for prostitution and the
procurement of minors for the purposes of prostitution.

2 During the course of Defendant’s state plea conference of June 30, 2008, Palm
Beach Circuit Court Judge Deborah Dale Pucillo ordered Defendant “not to have any contact,
direct or indirect” with any victims. (Transcript of the Plea Conference at 20, relevant pages
attached hereto as Exhibit A). Judge Dale Pucillo went on to clarify that, by “indirect,” she
meant that Defendant should not send any text messages, e-mails, Facebook contact, My Space
contact, telephone calls, voicemails, or messages through third parties to “any of these victims,”
Id. Judge Dale Pucillo expressly stated that the no-contact order should apply to “all of the
victims.” Id.

3. In addition, after Defendant entered into a non-prosecution agreement with the
USAO, Assistant Uniled States Attorney Marie Villafafia provided Defendant’s attorneys with a
list of individuals whom the USAO had identified as victims of child sex exploitation as defined
in 18 US.C. § 2255 (the “USAO List”). The USAO was prepared to indict Defendant based
upon Defendant’s sexual exploitation of these minor victims, It was the intent of the USAO to
place these identified victims in the same position as they would have been had Defendant been

4

Podhurst Orseck, P.A. |
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convicted at trial. Thus, upon information and belief, AUSA Marie Villafafia and Mr. Michael
Tein, former counsel for Defendant, along with Mr. Jack Goldberger, who still represents
Defendant, entered into a verbal agreement at the time AUSA Villafafia provided the USAO List
to them, whereby neither Defendant, Jeffrey Epstein, nor his agents would have any direct or
indirect contact with the victims named on the USAO List.

4, Nevertheless, during a March 25" meeting with Defendant’s counsel, Defendant’s
counsel told Plaintiffs’ counsel that it is Defendant’s position that the no-contact order agreed to
during the state plea conference does not apply to anyone other than those three victims who
were officially part of Defendant’s state plea,

5. Upon Plaintiffs’ counsel seeking reassurance from Defendant’s counsel that
neither Defendant nor his agents would contact victims on the USAO List, Defendant’s counsel
responded that Defendant, Jeffrey Epstein, would not contact any of undersigned counsel’s
clients as long as Mr. Josefsberg was representing them in comnection with settlement
discussions.

6. As a result, on April 17, 2009, Plaintiffs’ counsel sent defense counsel a letter
requesting that Defendant provide written confirmation that peither he nor his agents will
directly or indirectly contact any of the victims represented by Plaintiffs’ counsel (the “No-
Contact Letter”™) (April 17, 2009 Letter attached hereto as Exhibit B). On May 18, 2009,
Plaintiffs’ counsel again requested this written confirmation (E-mail correspondence attached
hereto as Exhibit C). Despite Plaintiffs’ reasonable requests, Defendant’s counsel first
responded by stating that the Non-Prosecution Agreement does not prevent some form of contact
with undersigned counsel’s clients. (Redacted May 18, 2009 Letter from Mr. Robert Critton is
attached hereto as Exhibit D). Defendant's counsel then sent a lefter on May 21, 2009 citing the

Comment to Rule 4-4,2 of the Rules of Professional Conduct that states that *“[plarties to a matter

Podhurst Orseck, P.A.
25 West Flagler Street, Suite 800, Missad, FL 33130, Mizm! [ = ¢ roc Landerdai [N wewrw podbarest.com
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may communicate directly with each other.” (Redacted May 21, 2009 Letter from Mr. Critton is
attached hereto as Exhibit ). Thus, despite Mr. Critton’s staternent that it is not Defendant’s
intention to have direct contact with undersigned counsel’s clients, Defendant obviously believes
he can change his intentions if he so chooses.

7. Defendant, Jeffrey Epstein, is a designated sexual offender who sexually abused
Jane Doe No. 101 and Jane Doe No. 102 when the victims were minors. As a result of his abuse,
Plaintiffs have in the past suffered, now suffer, and will in the future continue to suffer, physical
injury, pain and suffering, emotional distress, psychological and/or psychiatric trauma, mental
anguish, humiliation, confusion, embarrassment, loss of educational opportunities, loss of self-
esteem, loss of dignity, and invasion of their privacy. Any further direct or indirect contact with
Defendant and/or his agents would cause a great deal of additional damages. Morcover, any
desire or need on the part of Defendant to contact these victims—implied by virtue of his refusal
to unambiguously confirm that he will not contact them—is disturbing and suspect, at best. Ata
minimum, Defendant’s refusal to avoid contact works as a ploy to attempt to keep Plaintiffs in
“victim mode.”

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests this Court to enter an order prohibiting
Defendant, Jeffrey Epstein, and any of his agents from any direct or indirect contact with
Plaintiffs, except through Plaintiffs’ attorney of record through the duration of this Court’s order.

Memorandum In Support

As previously stated, during the course of Defendant’s state plea conference of June 30,
2008, Palm Beach Circuit Court Judge Deborah Dale Pucillo ordered Defendant “not to have any
contact, direct or indirect” with any of Defendant’s victims. However, for what could only be
dubious purposes, Defendant seeks to take advantage of the fact that only three of Defendant’s

numerous victims were officially a part of the State of Florida's criminal prosecution of

Podhurst Orseck, P.A.
25 West Flagler Street, Suite 800, Miami, FL 33150, Miai [ 7~ ¢ 7o woceca- [ www. podhurst com
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Defendant and that he entered into a non-prosecution agreement with the USAO. Thus, despite
the no-contact order being considered a standard condition of probation or community conirol
for sex offenders such as Defendant, and despite his counsei having agreed fo a no-contact order
with AUSA Villafafia for all of Defendant's victims on the USAQ List, Defendant is now taking
the position that neither Judge Dale Pucillo’s no-contact order nor his agreement with the USAO
via his counsel restricts him from contacting any of the victims except for the three victims
directly involved in the siate plea. Because of the non-prosecution agreement, there is no federal
conviction against Defendant with respect to Plaintiffs and other victims on the USAQ List who
are similarly sitnated and, thus, no accompanying sentencing court to issue a no-contact order.
However, each of the victims on the USAO List is supposed to be in the same position as if
Defendant had been convicted in federal court. In crimes involving victims, at the time of
sentencing, a sentencing judge generally has wide discretion to order that the defendant have no
contact with the victim or victims of the crime or crimes for which the defendant is being
sentenced. Where the defendant is given a sentence of probation or community control, the no-
contact order can be made a condition of the defendant’s supervision. The case for judicial
intervention is heightened in cases such ag this one, where Defendant has sexually exploited
numerous minors. Jane Doe No. 101 and Jane Doe No. 102, like all of the other young women
on the USAO List, were sexually abused by Defendant; any further direct contact with
Defendant and/or his agents would cause a great deal of additional damages. Previous contact by
Defendant and his agents with other victims has had a terrible effect on the young Women's
ability to heal the scars of Defendant’s abuse. Additionally, Defendant’s contacting his victims
also has the predictable effect of undermining the victims® willingness to proceed with their civil
actions against Defendant. Defendant’s demonstrated use of his wealth, power, and influence

has the immediate effect of intimidating young women who have already been traumatized by

Podhurst Orseck, P.A.
25 West Finpler Strect, Caite 800, Misrrd, F1, 33136, Miars [JENENEN = JNNINN + Fort Lovdercate JENNNNN | www.podhusst.com
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his sexual exploitation. Indeed, any desire or need on the part of Defendant to contact his
victims, implied by virtue of his refusal to confirm that he will not contact them directly or
indirectly, is disturbing and suspect, at best. Plaintiffs thus ask this Court to provide the
protection and peace of mind that each of them needs.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs respectfully move this Court to enter an order graniing
Plaintiffs’ Motion for No-Contact Order prohibiting Defendant, Jeffrey Epstein, from any
contact or communication with Plaintiffs Jane Doe No. 101 and Jane Doe No. 102, either directly
or indirectly, except through Plaintiffs’ attorney of record for the duration of the order.

CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE WITH LOCAL RULE 7.1.A.3

On May 18, 2009, undersigned counsel conferred with counsel for Defendant in a good
faith effort to resolve the issues raised in this motion, and Defendant's counsel advised that
Defendant opposes this motion,

Date: May 22, 2009
/e/Robert C. Josefsberg
Roberi C, Josefsberg, Bar Mo, (040856

Katherine W, Ezell, Bar No. 114771
Podhurst Orseck, PLA.

(fax)

Avtorneys for Plaintiffs Jane Doe No. 101
and Jane Doe No. 102

Certificate of Service
I hereby certify that, on May 22, 2009, I electronically filed the foregoing document with
the Clerk of the Court using CM/ECF. 1 also certify that the foregoing document is being served
this day on all counsel of record identified on the attached Service List in the manner specified,
either via transmission of Motices of Electronic Filing generated by CM/ECF or in some other

Podhurat Orseck, P.A.
e pr—ppr————— p——
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authorized manner for those counsel or parties who are not authorized to receive electronically
Motices of Electronic Filing,

A5/ Robert Josefsberg

Robert C, Josefsberg, Bar No. 040856
Katherine W. Ezell, Bar No. 114771
Podhurst Orseck, P.A.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Jane Doe No. 101
and Jane Doe No. 102

Podhurst Orsack, P.A.
25 West Flagler Street, Soite 800, Miami, FL 33120, Misol [ =~ - 7ot <= | www.podhurstoom
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SERVICE LIST
JANE DOE NO. 2 v. JEFFREY EPSTEIN
Casa No. 08-CV-80119-MARRA/JOHNSON
United States District Court, Southern District of Florida

Robert Critton, Esq.
Michael I, Pike, Eaq.

LLP

Counsel for Defendant, Jeffrey Epstein

Jack Goldberger, Esq.

Co-Counsel for Defendant, Jeffrey Epstein

Bruce E. Rmahart Eaq.

Counsel for Co-Defendant, _

Jack Scarola, Bsq.
Jack P. Hill, Esq.

Shipley, P.A.

Counsel for Plaintiff C.M.A.

10
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Adam Horowitz, Esq.
Stuart Mermelstein, Esq,

Counsel for Plaint
80381, 08-80993, 08-80994

Spencer Todd Kovin, Esq.

Theodore Jon Leopold, Esq.
Leopold Kuvin, P.A.

Counsel for Plaintiff in Related Case No. 08-08804

R.lc:hu.rd Willits, Esq.
d H. Willits, P.

Counsel for Plaintiff in Related Case No. 08-80811

Brad Edwards, Esq.
Law Office of Brad Edwards & Associates, LLC

Counsel for Plaintiff in Related Case No. 08-80893

11
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Isidro Maruel Garcia, Esq.
CGarcia Elkins & Boehringer

Counsel for Plaintiff in Related Case No. 08-80469

12

Podhurst Orseck, FLA.
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EXHIBIT A
to
Plaintiffs Jane Doe 101 and Jane Doe 102's
Motion for No-Contact Order
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1 IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
2 IN AND FOR PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA

CRIMINAL DIVISION

4
STATE OF FLORIDA )
g !
ve ) CASE NQO., 06 CF9454AMB *
& ) 08 9381CFAMB
JEFFEEY EPSTEIN }
7 )
Defendant. )}
8 )
9
- PLEA CONFERENCE 1
10
i1 SRESIDING: HONORABLE DEBORAH DALE PUCILLO
12 APPEARANCES:
13 ON BEHALF OF THE STATE:
BARRY E. KRISCHER, ESQUIRE
14 ' State Attorne
By: LANNA BELOHLAVEK, ESQUIRE
18 ‘ _ Assistant State Attorney
17 ON BEHALF OF THE DEFENDANT:
LTTERBURY, GOLDBERGER & WEISS,E.B.
18
19
By: JACK GOLDBERGER, ESQUIRE
20 ®
N CERTIFIED COPY
22
23
June 30, 2008
24 Palm Beach County Courthouse
West Palm Beach, Florida 33401
25 Beginning at 8:40 o'clock, a.m.

PHYLLIS A. DAMES, OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER

EFTA00722814
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20

1 regularly congregate?

2 MS. BELOHLAVEK: I personally do not
3 know.
4 THE COURT: Neither do I, which is

5 | why I'm asking. Has that been

8 investigated? L

7 . MR. GOLDBERGER: We have done our due
g diligence, for what it's worth, there is a
&l residential street. There are not children
10 congregating on that street. We think the
11 address applies. if it doesn't, we fully

12 recognize that he can't live there,.

13 . THE COURT: Okay. D is, you shall

14 not have any contact with the wvictim, are
15 there more than one victim?

16 MS. BELOHLAVEK: There's several.

17 THE COURT: Several, all of the

18 victims. So this should be plural. I'm

18 making that plural. You are not to have

20 any contact direct or indirect, and in this
21 day and age I find it ﬁeceasary to go over
22 . exactly what we mean by indirect. By

23 indirect, we maaﬁ no text messages, no

24 e=mail, no Face Book, no My Space, no

25 telephone calls, no voice mails, no

PHYLLIS A. DAMEES, OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER

EFTA00722815
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21
1 messages through carrier pigeon, no
2 messages through third parties, no hey
3 would you tell so and so for me, no havingl
4 a friend, acguaintance or stranger approach
5 | any of these victimg with a message cof any
B sort from wyou, is that clear?
7 ' THE DEFENDANT: Yes, ma'am
8 THE COURT: And then it states,
9 unless approved by the wvictim, the
10 therapist and the sentencing court. Okay.
11 THE DEFENDANT: I understand.
12 THE COURT: And the sentencing court.
13 So, 1if there is a desire which, T would
14 think would be a bit strange to have
15 contact with any of the victims the court
16 must approve it,
17 ME. BELOHLAVEK: Correct.
18 THE COURT: If the victim was under
19 the age of 18, which was the c¢ase, you
20 shall not until you have successfully
21 attended and completed the sex offender
22 program. So, is this sex offender grogram
23 becoming a condition of probation?
24 MS. BELOHLAVEK: That is not. I
25 don't believe I circled that one.

PHYLLIS A. DAMES, OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER

EFTA00722816
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EXHIBIT B
to
Plaintiffs Jane Doe 101 and Jane Doe 102's
Motion for No-Contact Order
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. PodhurstOi*seck

. TRIAL & APPELLATE LAWYERS
Aaron 5. Podhurst Robert Orseck (1934-1578)

Eobert C. Josefsherg

Joel D. Eaton Walter H. Becldhamn, Jr.
Staven C, Marls Karen Podhuarst Dem
Victor M. Diag, Jr. OF Counsel

Katherine W, Ezell
Stephen T, Rosenthal

Ricardo M
Ramon A. Basco
Alexander T, Rundist
Jobm Gravante, I
Carclina hMaharhiz
April 17, 2009
VIA FACSIMILE

Robert Critton, Esq.

I-‘turmi Criﬁﬂi Luttier & Coleman LLP

Jeck Goldberger, Esq.

Aﬁcrbi Gﬂ]dhicr & Wcisi PA.

Gentlemen:

During our recent meeting with Mr, Black, we were told that it is your client’s position that
the no-contact order agreed to during fhe state plea colloquy does not apply to any of our clients
exoept for those victims who were part of Mr. Epstein’s state plea. Our understanding is that AUSA
Villafana and Messrs. Tein and Goldberger entered a verbal agreement at the time that the lList of
victims was provided to those defense counsel that Mr. Epstein, including his agents, would have " .
no direct or indirect contact with the vietims named on this list. In eddiditon, under applicable
Floridz Bar Rules governing contact by attorneys and their agents with persons represented by
counsel, anp contact with any of our clients or their family members by Mr. Epstein, his counsel
and/or his agents must stricfly be through us. Mr. Lefkowitz had previously reassured us that Mr.
Epstein would not contact any of our clients as long as 1 am “representing them in connection with
settlement discussions.” Due to our differences regarding the retrozctivity issue and the “per
plaintiff” v, per incident/count issue, we have apparently reached a dead end regarding settlement.

EFTA00722818
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We are concerned that Mr. Epﬁchamuldﬂsumsﬁmwhnpminmnﬁmcﬁmwithhﬁ.
Lefkowitz' e-mail to mean that now that we are no longer “representing them in connection with
setflement discussions,” he may contact them. Please be assured that itis our position that regardiess
of whether we are representing our clients during settlement discussions and/or trial preparation, we,
and the rules of professional conduct, prohibit contact.

Tn order to be crystal clear as to whom we represent, we have attached a hist of our present
clients. We expect each member of Mr. Bpstein’s defense team to abide by the applicable rules of
professional conduct. We request written confirmation from Mr. Bpstein that neither he nor his
ageats will contact any of the victims represented by us.

. If this correspondence is in any way unclear, please contact us.
Sincerely,
BAh7a
Robert C.J erg
eo:  RoyBlack, Bagq. w/ enclosures
Jay Leflowitz, Bsq. w/ enclosures

EFTA00722819
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t of Clients Represent Podhut @

as of Apxil 17, 2009°

' % will supplement this list as nacessary.

EFTA00722820
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EXHIBIT C
fo
Plaintiffs Jane Doe 101 and Jane Doe 102's
Motion For No-Contact Order
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ROBERT C. JOSEFSBERG

From: ROBERT C, JOSEFSBERG

Sant: Monday, May 18, 2002 4:458 PM

To: R

Subject: Epstein No Contact Letier

importance: High

Attachmenis: Mo Contact Letier of April 17.pdf
Gentlemen:
on Bpril 17, 2009 we sent your team the attached No Contact Lettar. To date, we
have not heard back from you or any other members of Mr. Epstein’s defense team.

Tf we don't hear back frem you by Wednesday, May 20, 2003, we will seek reliel in
ecourt. If you have any queations, please do not hesitate to contact us.

Rebert C. Josefsgberg

5/19/2009

EFTA00722822



Case 9:08-cv-80119-KAM  Document 113-5  Entered on FLSD Docket 05/22/2009 Page 10f 3

EXHIBIT D
to
Plaintiffs Jane Doe 101 and Jane Doe 102's
Motion for No-Contact Order
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BURMAN, CRITTON, LUTTIER
& COLEMAN LLP

A LIMITED LIABILITY PARTHERSHIF

May 18, 2008

Katherine W. Ezell, Esq.

Robert Josefsberg, Esq.
Podhurst Orseck, P.A.

25 West Flagler Street, Suite 800

Miami, FL 23130

Re: \

Dear Kathy and Bob:

ADBLOAL ), BEWAVENTE
FARALITIAL f VIS TRITTIR

BARTAR A M. MoEENHA

ASHLIE STOXEN-BARNO

BETTY STORES
FAILALRCALS

RTTA AL RUDSTYE
Of CORBEEL

Additionally, Bob, you wrote a letter on April 17, 2009 stating your ppsmn
regarding “Ne Contact” with any of your firm's clients based on your interpretation of the
Non-Prosecution Agreement. | do not concede that your position Is correct nor fhat the

Non-Prosecution Agreemant prevents some forms of contact with ﬁr clignts,

515 M. FLAGLER DEIVE / SUITE 400 / WEST PALM BEACH, PLORIDA 53401
TELEFHONE

L"A*"W*Y"H*"R"*S3

e [

meil @ belalaw.oom

EFTA00722824
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May 18, 2009
Page 2

RDC/clz

co:  Jack Goldberger, Esq.

vens

EFTA00722825
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EXHIBIT E
1o
Plaintiffs Jane Doe 101 and Jane Doe 102's
Motion for No-Contact Order
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Pany

BurMAN, CRITTON, LUTTIER
& COLEMAN LLP

I, MICHAEL BURMAN, PLAY A LIMITED LIABILITY PARTHERSHIF ADBLQUI J. BEMAVENTE
GRECGORY W. COLEMAN, PA. BARALBGAL f INVESTIGATOR
il , CRITTON, IR, PAS

BglI;:HE:lJ;.g LEBEDEXER BARBARA M. MoKENNA

MARK T. LUTTIER, PA. ASHLEE ETOEEM-BARING
JEFFREY C. FEFIN H:gr mﬂm
MICHAEL ). PIKE

THER ARA RUDA
HER DA BITA . BUDNYK

|ﬁ5mmgmub MHY 21 . 2[]-[}9 R COUNEEL

Sent by E-Mail and U.S. Mail
Robert C. Josefsberg, Esq.
Katherine Ezell, Esq.

T

Dear Bob:

As | advised you yesierday, | am responding o your April 17, 2009 letter. As I
stated in my e-mall, | think your request is unnecessary. Despile what Roy may have
said to you, my client has had no contact with any of your clients. To my knowledge,
the only one who has "breached” any agreement regarding contact is your own client,

who, as | advised you in a letter last week, contacted Jack Goldberger's
office looking for her settlement check. Mr. Goldberger, of course, did not spealk with
her.

Lawyers who represent Mr. Epstein are well familiar with the Rules of
Professional Conduct, including Rule 4-4,2, At the same time, | am certain you are
equally familiar with that Rule. The Comment provides "Parties to a matter may
communicate directly with each other...". '

To my knowledge, neither Mr. Epstein nor any attorney or agent of those
attorneys who represent Mr. Epstein, have conlacted or aftempted fo contact your
clients. Given that it Is not Mr. Epstein's intention to have direct contact with your

clients, it is unnecessary to respond point by point to statements attributed to my co-
counsel.

L'ﬁ'W'Y'E‘E'S

RN | w
TELEPHONE FAX

mail@helelaw.onim

EFTAO00722827
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May 21, 2009
Pape 2

" Rather than o be concerned about what my client Is doing, | would ask that you
advise your clients not to contact Mr. Epstein's lawyers direclly. Neither | nor the
attomeys who represent Mr. Epsteln want to be putin a position where we are set up by
any of your clients.

RDC/msc

cc:  RoyBlack, Esq.
Jay Lefkowitz, Esq.
J. Michael Burman, Esq.
Jack Goldberger, Esq.

Josefsharg.011.doc
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA
JANE DOE NO. 2, CASE NO.: 08-CV-80119-MARRA/JOHNSON

Plaintiff,

V8.
JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant,
/

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

Plaintiff,

Va.
JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant.
f

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

Plaintiff,

VS,
JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant,
f

JANE DOE NO. 5, CASE NO.: 08-CV-8038]1-MARRA/JOHNSON

Plaintiff,

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

EFTA00722829
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Defendant.
/

JANE DOE NO. 6, CASE NO.: 08-CV-80994-MARRA/JOHNSON

Plaintiff,

VE.
JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant,
f

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

Plaintiff,

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant.
/

CM.A., CASE NO.: 08-CV-80811-MARRA/JOHNSON

Plaintiff,

V5.

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

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

Plaintiff,

EFTA00722830
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JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant.
!

JANE DOE NO. II, CASE NO.: 08-CV-80469-MARRA/JOHNSON

Plaintiff,

V.
JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant.
f

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

V5.
JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant,
f

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

Plaintiff,

VE.
JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant.
/

ORDER
THIS CAUSE comes before the Court on Plaintiffs’ Motion for No-Contact Order (DE

# ), filed May 22, 2009, Plaintiffs represent that Defendant has not agreed to the relief

EFTA00722831
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requested in this motion, Defendant was given reasonable notice and apportunity to be heard
sufficient to protect Defendant’s right to due process before this order was issued. The Court has
carefully considered the motion and is otherwise fully advised in the premises.

It is ORDERED AND ADJUGED that Plaintiffs’ Motion for No-Contact Order (DE #
__)is GRANTED. Defendant, Jeffrey Epstein, is prohibited from communicating with Plaintiffs
Jane Doe No. 101 and Jane Doe No. 102, either personally or through investigators or agents, by
telephone, writing or any other means, excepl that Defendant may communicate with Plaintiffs
only through Plaintiffs’ attorneys of record for the duration of the order. This order applies
immediately to Defendant and shall remain in full force and effect until modified or terminated
by this Court after notice and hearing.

DONE AND ORDERED in Chambers at West Palm Beach, Palm Beach County, Florida,

this _ of , 2009,

KENNETH A. MARRA
United States District Court Judge

Copies to:
All counsel of record

EFTA00722832



Robert D, Critton Jr.

From:

Sent: Friday, May

To: fisd_cmecf_

Subject: Activity in Case 9:08-cv-80119-KAM Doe v. Epstein Motion for Miscellaneous Relief

This is an automatic e-mail message generated by the CM/EBCF system. Please DO NOT RESPOND
to thig e-malil because the mail box is unattended.***NOTE TO PUBLIC ACCESS USERS**#
Judicial Conference of the United States policy permite attorneys of record and parties in
a case (including pro se litigants) Co receive one free electronic copy of all documants
filed electronically, if receipt is required by law or directed by the filer. PACER access
feeg apply to all other users. To avoid later charges, download a copy of each document
during this first viewing. However, if the referenced document is a tramscript, the free
copy and 30 page limit do not apply.

U.8. District Courk

Southern District of Florida

Notice of Electronic Filing
The following transaction was entered by Josefsheryg, Robert on 5/22/2009
4:23 BM EDT and filed on 5/22/2009

Case lame: Doe v. Epstein
Cagse Number: 9:08-cv-80112 https:ffecf.flsd,usfcurts.govﬁcgi—binfuktﬁpt.p1?3ﬂ91ﬂ3

Filer: Jane Doe No. 10lJane Doe No. 102

Document Number: 113

Copy the URL address from the line below into the location bar of your Web browser to view
the document: Document: https:ffecf.flgd.uscourts.govfdoc1I051D5620414?magic_num-42004322
&de_seq_num=402&caseid=303403

Docket Text:

Plaintiff's MOTION <I>Plaintiffs Jane Doe No. 101 and Jane Doe 102's Moticn for No-Contact
ordere</I> by Jane Doe MNo. 102, Jane Doe No. 101. {Actachments:

# (1) Exhibit A - Portion to Plea Transcript, # (2) Exhibit B - 4/17/0% letter, # (3)
Exhibit € - 5/16/09 e-mail, # (4) Exhibit D - 5/18/09 letter, # (5) Exhibit E - 5/21/09
letter, # (6) Text of Proposed Order) (Josefsberg, Robert)

9:08-cv-80119 Notice has besen electronically mailed to:

Adam D. Horowitz ESEENRREERREANNRREERENNNNEN

Bradley James Edwards

Isidro Manuel Garcia

Jack Alan Goldherger _a

Jack Patrick Hill -a

Jeffrey Marc Herman —
Katherine Warthen Ezell _
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Michasl James Pike

Paul G. Cassell

Richard Horace Willits

Robert C. Josefsherri rr
[ -
. or I
_f

Bobert Deweape Critton

Stuart 5. Mermelstein

9:08-cv-80119 Notice has not been delivered electronically to those listed below and will
he provided by other means. For further assistance, please contact our Help Desk at
1 .

[

The following document (s} are assoclated with this transaction:
Document description: Main Document

original filename: n/a

Electronic document Stamp:

[STAMP dcecfStamp_ID=1105629215 [Date=5/22/2009] [FileNumber=6371476-0]
[EEEEQCETSDT9aﬁiﬁddd1f2C35T52D330f2ﬂc63d34fdb136&3&35454aSEQbEbeT144960f?E?4773ﬁ4a896594G
34afSﬁc&DGcfdﬁdDEﬁifelaﬂcsflﬁlaﬁdiddzas]]

Document description: Exhibit A - Portion to Plea Transcript Original filename: n/a
Electronic document Stamp:

[STAMP dcecfStamp ID=1105623215 [Date=5/22/200%] [FileNumber=6371476-1]
[191&&1fﬁecaT5Q3f1bbcd9d56fﬂh34982922EEECD5&4134:5?c9615E5bcaEEb?baEBCSdibﬁEEchgcéagdcﬂga
35?3ﬂEEETUﬂ92314115?cdc494f59ﬁ€2ﬁ?b22&4]]

Document description: Exhibit B - 4/17/09 letter Original filename: n/a Electronic
document Stamp:

[STAMP dcecfStamp ID=1105629215 [Date=5/22/2009] [FileNumber=6371476-2]
[72UbeaET?DS?fEchBETbbEB5E192EaeDaEE9fﬁdc5b7e4d?522cd5ccz9b3a9850&3&1b43dc543&f528e512391
czBecehﬁeZTEDE527acfebc3$f1ah35ccb59af3!]

Document description: Exhibit € - 5/18/09 e-mail Original filename: n/a Electronic
document Stamp:

[STAMP dcecfStamp_ID=1105629215 [Date=5/22/2009] [FileNumber=6371476-3]
[4b4?5f61fet231253a2e5343d51adﬂ5b6he4sezdz437c465e4255c1ad7a7313c3432¢f502¢345c36b5ee133ba
162466c8d52£109e091£5873f7b96764ad2aeed] ]

Document description: Exhibit D - 5/18/09 letter original filename: n/a Electronic
document Stamp:

[STAMP dcecfStamp ID=1105629215 [Date=5/22/2009] [FileNumber=6371476-4]
[Tchﬁle9chd3f6c3b9c45f90?24f1a23a64Daa8423fleﬂh?2fchech4ﬂ559623¢c963d2e3d53209933?&6c93
340fdadb219f6397675eB8fcT7215eca0l6cas76f]]

Document description: Exhibit E - 5/21/09 letter original filename: n/a Electronic
document Stamp:

[sTAMP deecfStamp ID=1105625215 [Date=5,/22/2009] [FileNumber=6371476-5]
E21133b2932fbﬂBBCEBDbEbZEGTDclfTEBT341b5&2?24c435b6bd455625Bcﬁl9c3c7EB?baDETCEUEfE432237?5
3d17£8ed3cf261dc3££8cabdaab35ba1142b906]]

Document description: Text of Proposed Order Original filename: n/a Electronic document
Stamp:

[ETAMP deecfStamp ID=1105629215 [Date=5/22/2009] [FileNumber=6371476-6]
[Gc554EhfaEBTfb&ccﬁ?ElleElEﬂDEBSfSlElﬂ??ldefaaﬁdﬂaegcafiz333415cB31ceedﬂDa1chdc75534f601
aEaBDa522b4433d36db0931d3b33d211a33aﬂbe]]
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