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Case No.: 08-CV-80811-CIV-MARRAJOHNEON
Plalntiff's Answers to Defendent’s First Intecrogatories

12,

arid each medical Taciii
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are you | : vy z : ina
for the Injuries for which you sesk damages in this case; and state as to each the
date of treatment or examination and the Injury or condition for which .you were
examined or tfreated. .

ANSWER ;

Dr. Serge Thys (Psychiatrist) Date: I do not recall the date, | would defer
2151 45" Street to the Doctor's records.
West Palm Beach, FL. 33407

Pope (Gounselor/Therapist) Date: Since high school. Ongoing.
tent Child Center .
2001 W. Blue Heron Boulevard i

List tha names and business addresses of all other physlclans, medical facilities,
rehab facllities (drug, alcohol or psychiatric) or other health care providers
including peychiatrist, psychologist, mental health counselor and chiropractors by
whom or at which you have been examined or freated in the past 10 years; and
state as fo each the dates of examination or treatment and the condition or injury
for which you were examined or treated.

ANSWER

Good Samaritan Hospital (3/12/04, 3/25/08) 3
Child Birth !
1309 N Flagler Dr :
West Palm Beach, FL 33401

St. Mary's Hospital (4/07)
DNC

901 46" Street

West Palm Beach, FL 33407

Gloria C. Hakkarainen, MD

Ob/Gyn

2926 10" Avenue North, Suite 3056 ;
Palm Springs, FL. 33481 .

Theodore Ritota, DDS :.
Dentist :

14
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Distriet Court of Appeal of Florida,
Fifth Distriot.
Kimberly BALAS and Teresa Shumate, Petitioners,

I
a07AI31 k. Relevancy end Materielity.
Most Cited Cases .
be permitted to discover;evidence that

Party
would be inadmissible at trlal, if it would leed to

v
Marjorie A, RUZZ0, and Exec., Inc., ete., Re- discovéry of relevent evidence. Wests F.8.A. RCP
spondents. Rule 1.280(b)(1). . _
Mo, 97-82.
(3] Pretrial Procodure 307A €-36.1
Oet. 10, 1997, :
Az Mo fhﬂnpﬁrlﬂufﬂhifﬁaﬁmlm.?,lm 307A Pretrial Procedore )
ey, demed ; 118 Qe,2d 236 (¥la - 307AT Depositions and Discovery |
Plaintiffs. brought action against alleged house of \A9%).  30TAIIA) Discovery in Genersl
prostitution for, inter alia, coercion of prostittion. 307TAKSG Particular of Disclos- ure

mmmmnwm,mm
I..gmntudlupa:tdtfmdnm'mnﬂmuwmpd
mnf,thﬂfﬁﬁMpmﬁunfwwﬂtufm&m
arl, The District Court of Appeal, W, Sherp, J., hel
that evidence of plaintiffs’ past prostitution and
their revenues relating to such ectivilies Was dis-
coverable,

¥

o

4

Pedition denled.

Harriz, 1., concurred specially and filed opinion.
West Hesdnoles

1] Pretrial Procedure 3074 ©=31

307A Prelrlal Procedure
307AI Depositions and Discovery
307AII[A) Discovery in General
307Ak31 k Relevancy and Materiality.
Iviost Clted Cases
Discovery In civil cases must be relevant 1o subject
matter of case and must be admissible o reasom-
ably calculated to leed to admissible evidence.
West's F.8.A. RCP Rule 1.280(b)(1).

[2] Preirial Procedure INTA =31
307 A Pretral Procedore

307AT Depositions and Discovery
307ATII[A) Discovery in Generel

@ 2009 Thomson Reuters/West. Mo Claim i Orig, U8 Gov. Works.

Subjects
I07AK36,1 k. In Oenerdl, Most Cited

Cases

Evidence of pleintffe’ past prostitation and Cheir
revenues relating to such activities, including ectiv-
ities with alleged house of prostitution against
which they had filed suit, was discoverable, where

Act of 1994, § 40302, 42 US.CA. §
13981; West's F.8.A. §§ 772014, 796.09; Wests
F.5.A RCP Ruls 1.280(b)(1). :
#1176 Richerd E. Johnzon end Heather Ficher Lind-
say, of Spriggs & Johnson, Tallahessee, for Petl-
tioners. .

Mark S, Peters of Amarl, Theriac & Bisenmenger,

P.A., Cocoa, for Respondents.

W, SHARP, Judge. t

Balaz and Shumate petitlon this court
certiorari to revlew certsin portiong
court’s order which granted, in pert,
respondents
Eixeo., Inc, Petitioners argue that those portions de-
part from the essential requirements OF law and will
gauee them irreparable harm becanse they will be

H ¢ #
EXHIBIT /)

mﬂmumw.cmwmﬂm.mwwm&iﬁn-mmﬁmn 3/26/2009
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compelled 1o disclose Intimate details of their ssxu-

Bales and Shumate filed suit against Ruzzo and Bx-
ez, Tnc., doing business g “The Boardroom." Ac-
cording to Balas and Shomate, The Boardroom op-
mmmWnﬂanHmmwmﬂly
is @ houss of prosiitution, Balas worked at The
Boardroom from December 1993 until Fobruary
1996; Shumate worked there from October 1992
until March 1996 Tuzzo, the sole officer end
shareholder of Bxee, Inc., collected about fifty to
sixqrpmmntufmnhmplnym'wﬁnyﬁumper-
forming sexual acts,

Acoording to Balas and Shumats, Ruzzo exeried
mental end emotional control over her employees
and thus she was able 1o exploit them as prostitutes.
Ruzzo required her employees to pay her substan-
tia] ums of money to attend “metaphysical work-
shops” conducted by Ruzzo or persohs apsociated
with her. At the work place, the employees were re-
quired 1o participats in religious and quasl-religious
“circles” rituals and incantations. These practiccs
were allegedly designed to break down the person-
ﬁﬂudﬂmmmwﬁuwﬂeﬁﬂwmmﬂm
foster dependency and loyalty to hexself. At ome
{ime when the earnings of a mew cmployes Wwert
missing and belisved to be stolen, Ruzzo required
Mﬂnwﬂﬂmmhm‘ipwchudmdhudjr pav-
ity searched. Ruzzo caused the petitioners 1o be-
lieve their continued employment was dependent on

thelr submission to these searches and that they .

might be arrested on felony charges IF they refused
tp submit to the searches.

Balas and Shumate's second smended complaint
against Ruzzo conlains seven counts. Count 1 15 an
action for cosrcion of prostitution pursuant 1o sec-
fion 796.09, Flordda Stetutes. Petitloners allepes the
requirement that they perform sexoal ects o retain
their employment constilutes ndizeement and coer-
clnntumgnguinplmlimtiun.mmﬂhlnﬂahn
for batery for the unwanted and offensive touching
of the petitioners' bodies, Count II Is a claim for
false imprisonment for physicelly confining the pe-

@ 2009 Thomson ReutersWest. 1o Claim to Orig. US Gov. Works.

Page 2

i
titioners apainst their will. Count TV alleges that re-
spemdents’ actions constitated an Invasion of peti-

tloners' privacy. Coun 7 5 o claim jor he N
tional infliction of emotional distress. Count VI al-
mammw:mim-wm&mnwﬂ-
olsted dzhtmba.ﬁ'uuﬁumuimsaf\ll-
olence motivated by gender within the meaning of
42 U.S.C. section 13981. Finally, cobnt VI secks
civil remedics for criminal practices or racketeering
pursuant to section TT2.104, Florida |Statutes, The
puﬂﬁﬂnmdﬁmﬁatlhuynmudumnﬁnrnlpuh,
argguish, humiliation, inselt, indignity; Joss of self-
estesm, inconvenience, burt and emotjonel distress.
Mmkmuﬂnrﬂn!gumlmd;mntﬂwdm
Bges, among other relief.

The discovery to which the petitioners are belng re-
guired to respond is as follows: i

L :

[nterrogatory 8: Flease advise how long have you
been engaged in prostiution....
i

I

Interrogatory 22: Stats with specificity the man-

ner in which the scts as desoribed in your Com-
laint have materlally sffected how you interact
with your husband, boyfriend, fiancée’ [eig] or
any other individual of the opposite sex.

=

1.

Request for Production 30: A copy of any photo-
graphs, movies or videotepes in which you per-
formed exual acts endfor eimulathd sexual acls
in exchange for money or other mm{durarllnrn.

Iv.

Interrogatory 16: Please list the names, eddresaes,
mumbers and raes of pay for ell em-
ployers for which you worked, inoluding the

mﬁmm.mmﬂmmfpﬁnﬁpﬂmmwmﬂmﬁmﬁ-mmwm" 3/26/2009
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fatore of the work, during the five years immedi-

Boardroom and from the date of your termination
with the Boardroom to the present, providing the
npmes of your immediate supervisors at each
plecs of employment and the resson fdr your
leaving each place of employment.

?I‘

nterrogatory 26: Flease state your total Income
while employed st the Boardroom, and stats the
source of that income including any income fram
olher or *1078 income earncd from
prostitution other then at the Boardroom.

V1.

Request for Production 343 Business records from
mny selfemployment of owned business venlures
hmnhlsmn.hmﬂngmmukmuntﬂ
cusiomers, “speciel customer lists” or “gngET

| deddy's list™

[1][2] Discovery in civil cases must be relevant fo
the subject matter of the case and must be admiss-
%wnmﬂymﬁhﬂhhﬂhn@!ﬂh
evidence, See Allstate Insurance Co. v. Langsion,
655 So2d 91 (Fla.1995); Aments W Mewman, 653
So2d 1030 (Fla.1995); Russell v. Stardust Crds-
ers, Inc., 690 So.2d 743 (Pla. 5th DCA 1997). The
nnnmptuhﬂwm:rlabrmdurlnmzwﬂrf
context than in the tris] context and a party may be
permitied to discover evidence that would be Inad-
missible at triad, if it would lead to the discovery of
relevent evidence, Allstate; Amente. Florida Rule of
Civil Procedure 1.280(5)(1) delinestes the proper
seope of discovery:

In General. Parties mey oblaln discovery regard-
the subject matter of the pending action, whether
it relaies to the claim or defense of the party
apddugdh:mwnrﬂmulaimwdnfmnufmy
other party, Including the existence, deseription,

£

i
netare, eustody, condition, and location of amy
oks. documents or other I!.'l'lghh and

the identity and location of persons having know-
Wufnwﬁsmvmhhmm‘xh not ground
for objection that the information sought will be
inadmissible gt the trial if the information scught
appmsmembhrnllmhlnimhudwﬂndia-
covery of admissible evidence. i

Monetheless, lh:dlmvuryu!mlnﬁghinﬂufh-
formation may cause meterial injury.of an lmepar-
able natare. This includes the “cat-out-of-the-bag”
material thet could be used to Injure ancther person
or party outside the context of the Itigation, mater-
al protecied by privilege, rade segrets or work

ct. was never intended to be dsed
gs a tecticsl tool to haress, emberrass or @noy
one's adversary. Rather, preirlal discovery was im=
plementzd to simplify the issucs In &;case, o clim-
ingte the elements of surprise, to encpurage the set-
ﬂmmﬂufmhlmﬂﬂnmﬂnﬂidgmnn,md
1o achieve a balanced search for the truth fo ensure
a fair trial. Elking v. Syken, 612 S0.2d 517 (Fla.1996).

Here the petitioners argue fhat the information
io be discovered regarding prostitution and
their sexual activities was propounded solely 1o em-
barrass them and to invade their right to privacy.
The petitioners also claim thet this information is
under sectlon 796,00 and is mot celou-
lmﬂdmludmmldumnvdﬁ&:mﬂdhu&mhp-
ible at trial, i

Section 796,09 provides a person with a civil cause
of action for and punitive damages
agelnst anyone who coerces that person into prosti-
tution, who cosrces that person to remain in prosti=
mﬁuu,mﬂmusumﬁdmwmhﬂmmiw
any part of that person's carnings’ derived from
prostitufion, In the courss of litigation under this
section, any transaction ebout which a plaintiff lest-
ifies or evidenoe does not subject the
plantiff to eriminel prosecation or to eny penslty or
forfeiture, In addition, any testimony-or evidence or
any information produced by the p}alnﬂl’f or wit-

@ 2009 Thomson Reutera/West, Mo Clelm o Orig, US Gov, Works.

Ittp:/ fweb2, westlaw.comy/print/printstream.aspx ?sv-ﬁpm&plfFanﬁrE&ifmuﬂntﬂat&fm.. .

3/26/2009
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Section T96.00(5) specifically provides that it is not
a defense (hat the pleintiff was paid or otherwise
compensated for prostitution, that the plaintiff had
engeged in tion prior to any Involvement
with the defendant or that the plaintiff made no at-
tempt to ecscape from the dofendant.  Section
796.09(6) provides that convictions for prostitution
or lated offenses are ingdmissible for
the purpose of attacking the pleintiffs’ credibility.

This legislation was the result of the Florde Su-
preme Court Gender DBiee Bmdy Commisslon,
which conducted an extensive investigation of pros-
fitufion in this state, The Commission's activilies
included interviews with law enforosment and cor-
rections personnel,*1079 judges, public defenders,
prosecutors, drog Tehabilitation counselors, social
vorkers, medicel personnel, prostitutes, clicnts and
pimps. The Commission found prostitution to be
and uniform throughout the sime and law
uufmmmmlel:.rm-hhmdamhundmpm-
vailing social uttitedes and judicia) practices, The
Commission further found that prostibutes &ro often
victims of cconomic, physical, and
coercion, that most persens do not chose to become
prostitutes, but do 50 to survive, and that minety
percent of strest prostitutes, both adult and chil-
dm.mmﬂh'nﬂudhrpimpuwhm-mie’qrur
coerclve methods to maintain
Commigsion determined that clients end pimps arc
and, when recelve
light seniences; whereas prostitutes, who ore mainly
females, &re pcuted and recclve

tion in prostitotion from pusitive 10 therapeutle,
chenges in the law to require more equal freatment
byﬂmmmufthnpmsﬁmnhmluumwﬂmcﬂ-
aﬂaﬁdmuphnpmﬂmlummhnmﬁwm
waffic In human flesh by giving the prostitule ac-
gess to the judicial system without first having to be

© 2009 Thomson Reuters/West, Ho Claim 1o Orig. US Oov. Works,

Under seotion 796,09, the petitioners' prior fvelve-
ment in prostitution end their eamings from prosti-
mtion would be irrelevant, Hence discovery should
not be Itted because such Inforination would
not be admissible at trial nor would itbe reasonably
calculated to Jead 1o evidence ultimatgly admissible
at trisl, Even though the scope of distovery is gen-
erally quite broad, section 796,09 is designed o cn-
courage prostitutes to sue thelr pimps. Thus the
uspally broed scope of discovery may be constrie-
ted so that prostitutes will not be emBarrassed, har-
asged or hindered in thelr actions. :

[3] Had the petitioners brought their Tawsuit against
Ruzzo snd The Boardroom enly under section
796,09, evidence of petitioners’ pest prostibution,
including with the Boardroom, and Their eamnings
rulnﬁngtumd!mmfiﬂn.mrmtﬂwcbmdk-
coverabls, However, the petitioners filed & multi-
count complaint for compensatory iand punitive
damages, alleging pumerous  CAUSSE of action
dents, Thess other causes camy

from discovery, Sinve the -
relevant or

venders' assertions, the veracity of finanolal docu-
ments she submitted to the vender, and the state of
her mentzl health, including memory problems she
was experiencing ot the time of the alleged tortious
conduct, this deposition questions conceming her
state of mind were relevant), .

Petition for Wit of Certlorari DENIED.
THOMPSON, J., concurs. :

HARRIS, 1, concurs specially - with opin-
jon HARRIS, Judge, concurring specially:

WIMH.WMW.WnWWWpWMMHuw" 3126/2009
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Thiere is & temptation in cases such as this to inquire

which, the pol or

darker hue, Indeed thet may ulimetely be the gues-

tion uppermost in the jurors' minds. But the issue
before us Is simply whether the pot, in or-

der lo cstablish the parties' comparative complex-

icn, may discover the historical condition and the

inherent characteristics of the kettle.

We are here involved with parties that the Bmited
reoord before us indicates were co-conspirators in &
joint effort to violate Florida's laws against prosti-

upmmfnr.mmodmmum.mﬂugld—
vantage of (heir vilnerebilitles (“cosrcing” them (o
be prostitutes) through manipulation and exploit-
prepare a defense to the aotion, de-

tion
fendants have filed certain interrogatories for the

to amswer. These interrogetories Y1080
such information &s how long the employ-
ees heve been engaged in : how the em-
plnﬁmﬂhnwbcan:ﬁmmdbfthudmﬂmu'm
duct; coples of movies, end video-
tapes in which the employees have performed sexu-
al ncts or simulated sexual acts; the nemes of previ-
ous and previous rates of pay; and &
statement of income received from defendanis,
Thess interrogatories survived the employees' ob-
]anﬂwn.lmnwﬂmwlshnulﬁbudmﬂnd.

The employess' primery pauge of action is based on
gection 796.09( 1), Flerida Stemites, which provides:

(1) A person has a cause of action for compensatory
and punitive damages ngainst:

:u]ﬁpmnwhnmermlhutpcrsmlnwmﬁm-
tiom;

:b]iwmﬂmmmnsm«pummmﬁnin
prostitotion, or

:B}Awmnwnmmﬁwmmlnutqrmm

Ky D169 ;

Enter?j::_!_lcr! FLSD Docket 07/20/2009
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any part of that person's cemings derived from
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The employees resist discovery of their past prostl-

tution or their past or present earning on

the basts of 5 of section 796.09:

ﬁ}ndnumtmsﬁmbudeﬁum@ummplm
under this section thet:

&) The plaintiff was pald or otherwisé compengated
for acts of prostittion;

b) The plaintiff engaged in aclts of piostitution pri-
or to any Involvemerit with the duﬁ:lfdm

But the question before us s not whether prior acts
of prostitution (or the receipts of earnings [here-
from) which might be revealed by angwering the in-
m;atnﬂnsmh!bawednadafuﬁam&mm-
phht,butmﬂﬂvdmuwldamuimhmudm
or such earmings would be relevant in determining
whether the employees were, in fact, {'coerced” fnto
pumm.mmmmgmmﬂﬁmwlmahm
immupmmdanfdﬁrnwvmwfﬂidafmm.
‘I‘ipralwmrurthlslnfmumm’ﬂupmda.uf
course, on what constitutes coercion.

If we spply the definition of “coercion” which Is
commenly then the relevancy of the re-
qunamdinfmmmtsnpwmumdﬂ]hlppulhus
no mesit at all. Webster defines “coereion™ as: (1)
hreﬂainurdumhmhhyfmﬁ{ﬂ}.hnampﬂm
act or cholce, or (3) to enforoe or bring about by
force o thremt, In sexual battery cases, the legis-
lumha:ndupteddmmmmmpminguflhu
word “cobrelon” and has even placed Timits on it, It
hn:pmviﬂaduuumtwillnmbémmrﬂwdit
submission Is coerced by

ence if the victim reesonably kel the perpetrat-
or has the prescnt ability to the threat.™
Conzent elso will not be if submission is

mmdbrathmﬂufmllaﬂunaphathﬂuﬁm
or another {f the victim reasonably bélisves that the

has the ability to executs the threst in
the futore® And In sexusl battery, cases, the le-
gislatore hos vilinted what might otherwise be con-

© 2009 Thomson RentersWest, Ho Claim to Orig. U8 Gov. Works. :

i

threets of jforce or viol-

h@ﬂhﬁ.wﬁwmwmmmwmﬁm-Nmﬂma%mt” 3/26/2009
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gldmd as consensugl if one exploits a known phys-

"T) Promise of greater financial rewards!

;mmammm*ﬁwﬂuﬂmmw“
mhuaodwmdﬂmgaulmwhuhpm
lcally helpless or involuntarily  Imtoxicated D
Therefore, even in senal battery casss, before co-
ercion or exploitation will vitiate consent, the free
will of the victim must be overcome by force or
threat or some unfortunete circumstance

by the victim.

FN1, Section 794.011(4)(b), Florida Stat-

otes.
FNZ, Bection 794.011(4)(c), Florida Stat-
utes.
FN3. Section 794.011(4)a),(d)(e), and (@)
Florida Statotes.

But then we pet to the definition of ™ ' con-

tnined in section 796.00(3):

.)Akmﬂdhﬂﬂ:rﬂdmﬁnm"ﬂnnﬂm“
dominion, restraint, or in-

quish carnings
eludes, but is not Hmited to:

'a) Physical force or throats of physical force.
*) Physical or mental tortare.

&) Kidnapping.

#1081 (d) Blackmail.

7&) Extortion or claims of indebtedness.

:!)'I‘Inﬂuufhgnlwmplﬂntwrapmtafddiw
quency.

*g) Threat to interfere with parents] rights or re-
sponsibilities, whether by judiclal or edministrat-
ive action or .

h) Promise of legal benefit

'® 2009 Thomson Resters/West. No Claim to Orig. US Gov. Works,

) Promise of marrisge.

%) Restraint of Speech or commublcations with
others. i

7 ) Explojtation of & condition of {evelopmental
disability, cognitive limitation, affettive disorder,
or substance dependency, H

“m) Bxploitation of victimization by uu;.uul sbuse,
ni) Bxploitation of pornographie performance.

'6) Exploitation of human needs for food, sheher,
gafety, or affection. i

The definition vrged by the employees herein Is the
“promise of a preater financial rewjrd” Whether
the requested information is relevant the issne of
coerclon in this case will depend on What the legis-
lature infended by subsection (I) in the meaning of
"eoercion.” )

I agres with Judge Altenbernd's thovightful analysis
in State v. Brigham, 694 So.2d T93 (1997}

There can be no dispute thet the Jegisluture’s unusu-
al definition of “percent” is not & common dic-
fionary definition, This is perhaps an
case fn which o remind ourselvés of Lesmned
Hand's famous observation that a “matore end de-
\relup:rﬂjurlupmﬂarnm“ﬂmsnut“nﬂa:afmtm
out of the dictionary.” ;

But even 50, one would expect some nexus between
the commonly accepted meaning of & word end the
definition of that word ascribed by the legislature,
If, for exemple, the legislature defined “canine” 18
including cats, although one might, Jjurispruden-
tally speaking, expect to hear a meow vmimale
from a Great Dane, the courts should nevertheless
clossly exemine the legislative history lo see if that
1 really what the legislature inlen . The coort in
Young v O'Keefe, 246 lowa 1182, M. W.2d 534,
537 (1955), stated this principle es, follows: “But

m:rmmmaw.wwmmwﬁpm&wmmm-mmm“ 312612009

EFTA01070539



s i

Case 0:08-cv-80811-KAM  Document 54-3  Entered on FLSD Docket 04/02/2009 Fage 8 s

703 So.2d 1076

Page7

703 So.2d 1076, 22 Fla. L, Weekly D2375, 23 Fla. L. Weekly D169

(Cite as: 703 So.24 1076)

Wmnaiummmdmuhmcpmlﬁc

1TT] O 0 WEL=AIATW ® LTl

OHYD vy the intention of the legislatore fo that ef-
fact must be clear” As Judge Campbell observed in
Catron. v. Roger Bolm, D.C., P.A., 580 So.2d Bl4,
816 (Fla. 2d DCA 1991}

ﬂlnumpimyiirl]rhglwuﬂmmhﬁaww
intent end, if & Iteral interpretation of a statuie
leads to unressonable results, then we should ex-
ercise our power to interpret reason and logic to it.

mwmﬁelagishmm&uﬂmﬁnmfnr
of the act. But because the term
5o defined cam be interpreted two
with the commonly accepied
and one at varance-we should not accepl
“gntomym" unless such leglslative fntent s
A free decision, even if based on & hope
is the opposite of a coerced de-

j

JiHt
ge
L %

5

employess urge thet the mere promise of a
gwmwdhinguthmwiﬂ:hﬂmmﬁmirﬂn
nmrepmﬂseufagmnurrm:dhmﬁhimmm-
tablish cosrcion, then emyone who malkes a volun-
mmmmuﬂmﬂﬂﬁmmw
the hope of economic gain has been cosrced. This
definition removes the element of compulsion im-
plicit in the commonly accepled meaning of coor-
clon and substitutes therefor the mere desire for fin-
ancial gain. The employees herein assert thet since
they were offered “8 preater financisl reward” for
mm&nmimm&wmmﬂm@
defendants’ establishment, they were coerced into
their prostitution activities. This equates the giving

ntmuppmmﬂvtnn'nkudmﬁml:mﬁ:mnm—

mn'lmmatthbpuniwuf‘lmtﬂrwndh
coercion only §f such promised rewerd is sufficient
to Gvercome onie’s natural revulsion to selling one's
body for money. If there Is no such révulsion, there
can be no coercion, Becoming & prostitute only be-
cause one likes the hours and wages or “because it
beats the heck out of working for a living” simply
ehiould wot meet the test of eection 79 : 13

At oral ergument hereln, it was suggested without
pontradiction, that et Jeast one of the employees has
a college degres and gave up a well-paying, legit-
Immjubhmmmwhmmfwdmﬁr
the greater rewnrd. Section 796,09 does mot appeer
to be & general prostitote’s relief act. It Is based on &
wwmamm&nﬂymmpmﬂm
recommended the equalization of tremtment in rela-
tion 1o the prostitute, the client and this “pimp.” It is
bated on the premise that prostitotes are generally
vietims of economic, physical, and - psychalogical
coercion and choose prostitution in order to sur-
wive. Furiher, the Commission was concerned that
Eﬁpumtuittaauwpurﬂmmmmmmﬂadby
W'mmawmﬂmﬁwmnﬂm:m
maintzin control, It seems clear that the legislature
wes not intending to depart from the precepts of the
commonly understood meaning of “enercion” and
to redefine it to inchude both free will decisions and
compelled decisions.. The imterpretation urged by
the employees seems st variance with the etuted
;uaiuftlmlaginhmmﬂ&nﬂmﬂwﬁhsﬂnm—
miseion. ;

Since there is no cause of action provided for one
who makes o reasoned end voluntaiy exercies of
thelr free will 1o enter or conlinne in-the profession
solely for finenclal rewards {essuming “‘coercion” is
given the definition more consistent :with itz com-
monly accepted meaning and assuming that my In-
terpretution of legislative intent is , coercion
beoomes the critical issue in the triel of such sction.
The interrogatories propounded by defendunts ap-
pear relevant to the issue of coercion, i

© 2009 Thomson Reuters/West, No Claim to Orig. US Gov, Works.

hﬁp#fmbz.wmﬂm.mnﬂpdnﬂmhmmmwpx?swﬁﬂﬂkpm-HME&iﬁnﬂﬂmsm.. 312612009
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'lm_‘ll' [E slelilE, o med—ther-tepsintrve—ms
wnrufthanawlmauggumlhutummmwisﬂu-
aignudlnmhtﬂnmﬂhumf:muﬂhmht

in order to kesp a roof over their heads
on thelr table, It does not appear to be in-

Ve
sigi

I limited record before us indicates that
mmﬁ@mﬁmmm (those
have an established clientele) bring in
and can kesp 50% of thelr earmnings.
five-duy worl week, this would reflect
of 57,500 a year even with a two week
And the employess hereln are not begin-

E3E3
A
gzt

on

E%%—

8

is 1o indication that the leglslature intended
lugllhmprnaﬂmﬁmmlomlhitnmapumhh
slon. It merely intended to plece the prosti-
mﬂwmfmﬂngwilhﬂpsﬁmtmdﬂm
imp." If a prostiie voluntarily makes the de-
dshntnpmﬁﬁpul&.ﬁmfmmhw.hﬁnﬂdum
mdhldmummdmmmncu.mrmwmnls
unﬂmumnﬁ:-ul.ﬁuuﬂmuﬁurplrﬁﬁpmuﬂ
should be treated the seme.

g

4]

o

Although it might well serve a legitimate public
purpose 1o permit the camnibalistic demise of such

mﬂ.m&uumappunhhﬂmpdlcybdﬂrd
the current statute, Therefore, in cases where coer
ﬁmhmtpqwmt{mdlhlsmwmmynnthu
um},ﬁnmﬂﬂsﬁbﬂidcmﬂmumwﬂﬁmﬂm
interceding In civil conflicts involving transections
that are either ilegal or are against public policy.
See Wechster v, Novak, 157 Fla. 703, 26 So.2d B84
(1948); Thowmas v. Ratiner, 462 So.2d 1157, 1160
(Fla. 3d DCA 1984), rev. denied, 472 So.2d 1182
(Fla,1985) [“ﬁ.nmllunmrliaﬁ:rhwm
mmmﬁ:muablamﬂnﬂmﬂmpnﬂmpal?nlﬂ—
gble contract, o such cause of action Hes for inter-
fesence with a contract vold es against public policy
[another's on of u client obtained by a
doctorflawyer's 1llegel personal injury solicilation

in the hospital] and which mekes one

ey by B L L] INEENL SRR, Fl LR
& crimina) act for entering nto such an Agree- ment.")
We are not asked in this proceeding fo rule on the
admissibility of the discovered information as cvid-
ence &t the trial of this cause, We aré to deterinine
unly if the information might lead admissible
evidence. Even *1083 though we deny the Writ T
suggest we certify the following question:

DOES ONE, FREE FROM FORCE, INTIMIDA-
TION, OR DISADVANTAGEOUS CIRCUM-

i
ON MOTIONS FOR REHEARING, EOR CLARI-
FICATION, FOR CERTIFICATION, AND FOR RE-
HEARING EN BANC !

W. SHARP, Jodge. .

Petitioners Bales and Shumate have, filed motions
for rehearing, clarification and certification. We
dmﬂnmuﬁnmlnﬁﬂlumﬁptfwmﬁwﬂ-?h
delete the sentance in the lest full peragraph of the
qﬂnlunwlﬂnhmdm"ﬂwmnmnrmmufmhn
carry no soch protection from discovery.”

Motion for Clarification GRANTED s stated
above; Motion for Rehearing end Certification
DENIED,

HARRIS and THOMPSON, JJ., concu.

Fla.App. 5 Dist,1957.

Balas v. Ruzzo :

703 So.2d 1076, 22 Fla. L. Weskly D2375, 23 Fla.
L. Weckly D162 E

END OF DOCUMENT

@ 2002 Thomson Reuters/West. No Cleim to Drig. US Gov. Works.
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|
IN THE COURT OF THE FIFTEENTH

JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND FOR PALM
DE&GH—GGU-H:H:.-ELDRD&

A.C., P
CASE NO. 502008CA026128)900MB Al

F’Iﬂ'ﬂﬂﬁ, ! :
V. .

W £.epsTEN, and [ :

Defendants. f
D D. TEIN'S MOTION TO COMP ESPONS
TO DUCE TO PLAI AND TO RRULE
S ONS, &F EXPENSES
CLUDIN RNEYS' F

THIS CAUSE came before the Court on Deféendant Epsteln’s Muig,un To
Compe! Responses To First Request To Produce To Plaintiff And To Oyanula
Plainfiif's Db]anﬂuns. & For Defendant's Expenses, Including Atl:t:mays Fees
and the Court having heard argument of couneel and being fully advised In these
premises, itis hereby

ORDERED and ADJUDGED that Defendant's Motion is hereby grar:_ntedf g

dorted_an de P17 4 PIE  gek donsed

- A i .“I - ¥ =1 B -
: e " A8 A
MAM&—M .

DONE AND ORDERED at Palm.Beach Co urﬂ'h:-us;a West F',alm
Beach, Florida, this da}rm‘ .

Edward A. G’érr’lsun _
Circuit Judge i

Coples furnished.
D. GRITTON, JR., ESCL, and MICHAEL J. PIKE, ESQ., 518 Morih Flagler Drive, Sulle 400, West Paim Beach,

FL 334013 JMKQGARUL&EEQ AND JACK P, HILL, ESC., Searcy Denney Soarola Bamhert &
Shi D}'. P.A, 2130 Palm Beach Lakes Blvd.,, West Palm Beasch, FL 33408, and MGK A.
BEF. E&Q, Aﬂaﬂnn}f Goldberger & Welss, P.A, Dne Clearlake Centre, Sulle 1400, 250

EFTA01070542
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3

IN THE COURT OF THE FIFTEENTH
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN_N\IID FOR PALM
BEACH COUNTS FLORIBA—

h'c-r r P .
w3 CASE NO. ﬁﬂﬂﬂm1w3ﬁﬂ
v, .

W E, EPSTEIN, and SARAH i

Defendants.

THIS GAUSE came before the Court on Defendant Epstein's Muii;un To
Compel Answers To Interrogatories And To Overrule Plaintiff's Objections, :& For
Defendant's Expenses, Including Attormeys’ Fees, and fthe Court having .}I'ré-ard
argument of counsel and being fully advised in these premises, It Is hereby

ORDERED and ADJUDGED that Defendant's Mofion is hereby granted/
s an Ao S5, (2 218 , . ;

#qﬁ-ﬂ?. '?M&W@ml E

[ Ao,

DONE AND ORDERED at Palm Beach Counly Gourthouse, West Palm
Beach, Florida, this 7% day of /Qﬁ/ :
. N\ :

Edward A. Garrlson :
Circuit Judge '

Coples furnished:
ROBERT D. CRITTON, JR., E&Q, gnd MICHAEL . PIKE, EBLQL, 515 Norlh Flagler Drive, Bulls 400, Wes Palm Beach,

FL s3401; JACK SCAROLA, ESBGL, AND JABKF.HILL.EE&HEEEmeayBﬂEmh Barmnhart &

Shipley, P.A., 2139 pPalm Beach Lakes Bivd,, West Palm Beach, FL 33408, and JAGCK A,
DBERGER, EBQ., Atterbury Goldberger & Wales, F.A., One Cleaflake Cenire, Sulte 1400, 280

Austrellan Avenus South, West Palm Beach, FL 33401 .

EFTA01070543
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1

IN THE FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCULT COURT
IN AND FOR PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA

JANE DOE II,

VE.
| oerrrey EpsTEIN and [ -

CASE NO. 50 200BCA020614XXXXMB AF

Plaintiff,

CORY

Defendants.

DATE:
PLACE:

COURT REPORTER'S TRANSCRIET DF
PROCEEDINGS HAD BEFORE
THE HOWORABLE DIANA LEWIS

March 3, 2008

Palm Beach Couﬁty Courthouse
205 W. Dixie Highway

West Palm Beach, Florida 33401

U.8. Legal Support

%xﬂarri’

EFTA01070544



_C_‘f}ﬁ@ _'&_:E&cv-ﬂm 19-KAM Document_ 207-4 Entered on FLSD Docket 07/20/2009 Page 32 of 46

#ise 0:08-0v-80811-KAM  Document54-5  Entersd on FLSD Docket 04/02/2008 Page 2 of 14

2

2 APPEARANCES:

GARCIA LAW FIRM, P.A.

1 224 Datura Avenue i
Suite 900
5 West Palm Beach, Florida 33401
Counsel for Plaintiff i
6 BY: IEIDRO M. GERCIR, BESQUIRE
IT 1 ¥
8 BUBRMAN , CRITTOMN, LUTTIER & COLEMAN
515 N, Flagler Drive
? guite 400
West Palm Beach, Florida 33401
10 Counsel for Defendant :
BY: ROBERT D. CRITTON, JR., ESQUIERE ;
. 11 :
12 )
13 .
14
15 .
16 i
17 ;
18 ,
19
20
21 :
22 ’ _
23
24
25

U.s. Leial ﬁ ort ;
]
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b

that but I'd just like to do that.
THE COURT: Right. BAnd if you want to

10
11
12
13
14
15
1
17
1B
13
20
21
22
23
24

Z5

EEﬁEEEE'fﬁE‘EtHEr—tnﬂivtﬁnaiﬁ—sﬁyingT—?euqkn~“

iy
T'm the one that's questioning whether or ?nt
these need to be before one judge. Tou may have
a different perspective than your cnlleagﬁas who
are prosecuting some of the cases. i

I understand the damages. I'm Ent
saying consolidate. I'm saylng transfer.; It's
not a consolidation issue. Everybody getd that
confused for some reason. The words are very
different out of my mouth, your mouth and how
they're written. :

8o let me go ahead and take a gander at
this. I did read it last night. I'm nut sure
that we need to get -— we need names?

MR. CRITTOM: Right. Well, here's what some
of the issues are is that, as an example %- if I
could approach the bench. '

THE COURT: Bure.

MR. CRITTON: This is some of the
information that we've obtained through discovery
from some of the —— from at least in thiﬂ;
instance, it would be this particular Jané Doe.

THE COURT: You know who Jane Doe is I take

u.g8. Laia,l ﬁ ort

EFTA01070546
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it?

MR. CRITTONW: Right.

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
1B
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

Tﬂmmhrﬁmrﬂnﬁ a9

MR.. GRITTDN:1 Yes, correct. And so ﬁhis
particular lady has kept in part a diary dnd
she -- which appears to have started some tims —
this is not in any way significant -- but * sume
time after she learned that she could file a
lawsuit. I think she's also been to Uakﬂmnd
Center some time after she learned she cuuld file
a lawsuit and seek damages from Mr. Epstein.

There's no history of this lady:
beforehand other than in some of the Dakwood
records where aha;was Baker Acted, she sta;ted
drinking baer_gp 16, she started ¥anax at 16,
started marijuﬁna at 15, that she's sexuaily
active! :

S6 how she has interacted —- she has a
claim for emotional damages, mental pain ;nﬁ
anguish, pnychiatrib-type damages. How she's
interacted with friends, with family, the;aventa

‘in her life, school, work, her interpersuﬁal

relationships both with men and let's -- ﬁe'll
use an‘example men here, but other individuals.

She's saying that this event with Mr. Epstein,

U.d., Legal Support ’

EFTA01070547
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this sexual assault and whatever occurred during

t+hese events is that -- has caused her da@aga.

g
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
1o
20
21
22
23
24

25

1 'IT.I"1'1-
L

Ti =
EEara=

as the emotional, mental, psyahiatriu—typé
damages are completely subjective, I mean
gseparate and apart from any medical bills ihat
may be -- which are clearly intangible. %c these
are intangible damages. And the jury is |
instructed, you know, you advise the graaﬁaz
weight of the evidence, what's fair and :
reasonable under the circumstances. [

So what we would have is baﬁically this
young lady's testimony as to what she claims her
damages are and what the circumstances are with
her situation with Mr. Epstein. She claims on
page 13, you know, I love this guy, I'm déﬁing
this guy Chris. On page 15 -- : 1

THE COURT: Is this part of a diary f?n:r:
treatment? .

MR. CRITTON: I have no idea what it=is. It
was just prﬂduned in response to diacnverg. And
she apparently started in, I think this is
December of '08. You know I took Jay Lyntanis'
girl to the zoo, had an amazing day, I love her,

i.e., the girl. We have so mach fun. I want a

]

U.8. Legal Support
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baby especially with him. Okay. 5o I know who

this person is., We are all so open together, I
r

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
12
20
21
22
23
24

25

==

Entered on FLSD Docket 04/02/2009  Page 6 of 14
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Tove him and Uay and Lymn, What do I do with
Chris, who is another guy in her life. .

All right. This is circumstancés where
thislynung lady is saying, look, Jeffrey Epstain
has ruined my life from a damage atandpoint,
okay. Let me depose other individuals with whom
you've had a relationship. And what if F turns
ont —— as with some of these girls did --"is they
had relationships or had escapades oT ; -
circumstances with individuals, older men;similar
to Mr. Epstein well before Mr. Epstein. '

And this girl, I don't know nna:way or
the other, but let's assume she had =a sitﬁation
where she was assaulted or molested or raéed,
that all is going to affect her ematinnal?and hexr
mental pain and anguish and it will all féetcr
intn evaluating damages. [

You know, it's not something that I'm
going to spread around. I'm happy to kaep it,
you know, within the confines of the disc&very of
this case. But if she says every other :

relationship in my life has been perfect but Jeff
Epstein has done this to me and it has affected

U.S8. Legal Support .

EFTA01070549
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1 my ability to trust men and my sexual i

2 relationships with other men, which is paft of

3 her interpersonal EEIEfiEEEHTﬁHT‘ﬂtEy7FiEﬁ*s—h&&k
4 to Sam Smith. .

5 THE COURT: When does your client allege

& that she had her first encounter with

T Mr. Epstein?

8 MR, GARCIA: At what age? '.

2 THE COURT: Well, what year? l

10 MR. CRITTON: June of '03.

11 MR. GARCIA: June of '03; Judge. :

12 ‘MR. CRITTON: She claims from June nf'_' '03

13 through November of '04. :

14 MR. GARCIA: She was I believe 16 ‘at’the

15 beginning and ended at 17. She was a minbr

18 during all this time. ,

17 © THE COURT: June of '03 to now is six years.
18 Let me hear from Mr. Garcla.

18  MR. GARCIA: Judge, in the criminal casa

20 that was filed against Mr. Epstein, he wculd not

21 have had a right to do this type of discuvery and
22 T -— if I could hand up -~ '

23 THE COURT: They wouldn't care about the

24 WOmen .

25 MR. GARCIA: Right. Well, I mean —-

EFTA01070550
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10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
18
20
21
22
23
24

23

. i 15
THE COURT: This is damages. Thera'é no —-
they weren't seeking damages at the time.
GﬁEGﬁr“'EI1ﬂ?“ﬁﬁi?ﬁrﬁaﬁaﬁﬁﬁrﬁtz—gﬁu

in the complaint or in the answers to
interrogatories that her ablility to have a
relationship with a man has been affacted:by
Mr. Epstein's conduct. ;

We have alleged that she has been
hospitalized for dépression, anxiety but we have
not alleged any damages concerning —- the,only
reason this would be relevant is if we waﬁa
making a claim at her ability to have eithar
sexual relations or to have emotional relatinna
with men was effected by her experience with
Mr. Epstein. :

So this damages' claim is just é smoke
screen to attempt to get evidence to shnwithe
jury that this woman has had other cunaanéual
relationships with young men that are
approximately her age what I would characterize
ag a slut defense., She had it coming to her
because she engaged in other voluntarily
consensual -- '

THE COURT: Mr. Critton wouldn't try the

slut defense in my courtroom, I'm sure.

U.S. Legal Support L

EFTA01070551
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1

9

MR. GARCIA: Maybe not, but certainly that's

the way this discovery is going. 2nd, Judge,

10
11
iz
13
14
15
16
17
ls
18
20
21
22
23
24

25

what --

THE COURT: What are the damages you think
your client is seeklng? ;

MR. GARCIA: She is seeking emcticnai
distress damages for depression and anxieéy and
she has been hospitalized at the Oakwood Center.
Her friend —-- she was on the phone to a f¥iang
who called the sheriff's office because she
thought she was suicidal. The sherlffs I
responded. They Baker Acted her that dayiand
they took her eventually to the Oakwood ﬂ;ntar.

THE COURT: How do we know it's not
intertwined with her rejection by three a#her men
since Mr, Epstein? :

MR. GARCIA: Well, even if it was raiatad to
her rejection by three other men -= you mean
other men's rejection of her? ]

THE COURT: Yeah. Well, how do you nut know
that? I mean you can't do it until you do
discovery. Has anybody attempted to ;evi%w the
records from Oakwood to £ind out what's g?ing on?

MR. CRITTON: It's like a one—time visit

when she was Baker Acted and then thera‘a some

U.8. Legal SBupport

'
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1 other —- :

g THE COURT: She didn't receive treatment? 5
3 MR, CRITTON:—She—received treatment £0r

4 that day and she's been back a couple of times.

5 She's on medicatioh. Again, I don't knowiwhat or
6 the extent but she's got -- her medical hﬁlls are
T de minimis, F

8 Again as an example, Judge, did ‘the

2 Court have an opportunity to look at the case

10 +hat I also attached to the mntlon? Because

11 there's a case that's almost on all fnursuwith .
iz this which I attached to our motion which :is

13 called Balles versus Russo. !

14 THE COURT: Right. ,

15 MR. CRITTON: It was a case where th%

16 plaintiff was sued -- the plaintiff sued the

17 former owners of a house of prostitutinn.{ S0

18 that part is different, but within it there were
19 a number of claims including a sexual assdult

20 claim and they sought emotional pain, humiliation
Z1 and emotional distress. ;

ez Within the complaint that was f:hled in
23 this particular case, she is seeking severe

24 emotional distress, mental anguish, humiliation,
25 embarrassment, past and future, cnmpansatéry

U.8, Legal Support
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humiliation, loss of reputation, mental ariguish,

pain and suffering, the same type of damages.

10
11
12
13
14
_ 15
16
17
ig
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

rrd-what—tie—tourt—es=id
[=m B} T

THE COURT: How old is she now?

MR. GARCIA: She's 21 now. |

MR. CRITTON: She's 21 now. What thé Court
said is, you know, if you'd only brought Ehis
claim under 796 evidence of past issues, it's not
an issue. You can't use this defense for
anything, but because you brought these other
claims which include, you know, sexual aasault

and you're seeking damages for other causes of

action since the information sought by discnvery

may be relevant or may lead to the discov?:y of
admissible evidence in one or more of the;othex
causes of action or determination of damaées, we
cannot conclude the trial court parted frém
essential requirements of law in granting --
THE COURT: So in other words, she's not
only seeking -- she's seeking current ﬁnw#iunal
damage as a result of this relationship and
you're trying to find out if she had priaf
relaticnships that perhaps could be interéwinad
with it so that it's not just Mr. Epstein}s -
MR. CRITTON: Right. A perfect example is

U.8. Legal Support
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one of the cases that I have is there's a’ young
lady who claime that she was molested in ﬁhe past

10

11

1z

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

and raped, pLELLy BigUiLicent Losues, ﬁELL in
advance of her even meeting with Mr. Epstein.
And they seem to play a large role in her%
psychiatric and psychological svaluaticn.?

We're going to come to the Court in
this case as we have others and ask for a
psychological evaluation of this lady, and if sghe
was raped or if she was molested or just ghe had
a bad experience or anﬁa -~ whether it wag a
young or old man assaulted her in some fa?hinn,
that may play a role in her damages and what --

THE COURT:; What I'm going to allow ?ur
discovery purposes only not necessarily getting
it in at the time trial are two years bef?re her
first encounter with Mr. Epstein and anythinq
subsequent,

MR. GARCIA: Judge, I just wanted toisay on
the record because I forgot to mention it; _
there's also -- I did state an objection %n the
identity of people that are unrepresented’ in this
courtroom. They have rights too. B&o wha? I -

THE COURT: Well, my suggestion is that you
send those people a letter and tell them ;hat

U.8. Legal Support
INNNEEER N
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you're going to disclose them and if they:ihave a

problem with it that they come to see me befara
i

10
11
b 4
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

you diBsclose it.

So I'm going to give you 20 dayé to
respond to this rather than the usual fivé and
that will give you time to put these péﬁpia on
notice and if they want to come visit with me and
have a John Doe, I'll have a John Doe hearing
but, you know, this is her case. She's doing it.
She's the one seeking damages, and he is éntitlad
to be able to confront other individuals éu find
out information that may be relevant to t?a
damages she's seeking or she can drop the-
damages. That's her choice. If you seekf
damages, you've got to do it -— 1if you could put
that in an order so that we have a time fér him
to do this.

Just £ill out an order, hand it back up
to me and I'll deal with it. '

(The proceedings were concludedi}

U.8. Legal Suppeort
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1 REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE
2 ‘.

THE STATE OF FLORIDA, .
3

COUNTY OF PRALM BEACH.
{ .

i

5 I, Teresa Bell, Court Reporter, certify that

6 I was authorized to and did stenographically report
7 the foregoing proceedings and that the transcript is a

8 true and complete record of my stenographic notes.

9 I further certify that the pruceadinqg were
10 taken at the time and place shown herein and.tH;t all
b counsel and persons as hereinabove shown were g%esent.
12 I further certify that I am not a relative,
13 employee, attorney or counsel of any of the parties,
14 nor am I a relative or employee of any of the parties’
15 attorney or counsel connected with the action, ﬁnr am

16 I financially interested in the acgtion.

17 Dated this 1llth day(oL/iasm
1B

TERESA BELL,
19 Court Reporter

20
21 1
22
23
24

25
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Kikka M, Claudio

From: : emecfautosenden@flsd. uscourts.gov

Sent: April 02, 2009 1:54 PM :

To: fisd_cmecf_notice@flsd.uscouris.gov I
Subject: . Activity in Case 5:08-cv-B0811-KAM C.M.A. v. Epstein et al Mation to Compel

This is an automatic e-mail message generated by the CM/ECF system. Please DO NOT RESPOND to
this e-mail because the mail box is unattended. -

#++NOTE TO PUBLIC ACCESS USERS*** Judicial Conference of the United States! policy permits
attorneys of record and parties in a case (including pro se litigants) to receive one free:electronic copy of
all documents filed electronically, if receipt is required by law or directed by the filer, PACER access fees
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 transcript, the free copy and 30 page limit do not
apply.

1.8, District Court
Southern District of Florida
Motice of Electronic Filing |

The following transaction was entered by Critton, Robert on 4/2/2009 at 1:53 PM EDT and filed on 4/2/2009

Case Name: C.M.A. v, Bpstein et al J
Case Number: 9:08-cy-80811 '
Filer: Jeffrey Epstein

Document Number: 54 :

i
Doclet Text: !
Defendant's MOTION to Gompel Response to 1st RTP and 1st Interrogs by Jeffrey Epstein.
Responses due by 4/20/2009 (Attachments: # (1) Exhibit A, # (2) Exhibit B, # (3) Exhibit G, i (4)
Exhibit D)(Critton, Robert) ,

9:08-cv-50811 Notice has been electronieally mailed to:

Bruce Reinhart  ecfi@brucereinhartlaw.com

Guy Alan Lovis  lewis@lewistein.com

Jack Alan Goldberger  jagesa@bellsouth.net, nelanis(@agwpa.com i

Jack Patrick Hill jph{@searcylaw.com, wmﬂmw
sas(@searcylaw.com, vet@searcylaw.com ?
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9:08-cv-80811 Notice has not been delivered electronically to those EHW be provided by
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The following document(s) are associated with this transaction:

Document deseription:Main Document

Original filename:n/a

Electronic document Stamp:

[STAMP deecfStamp ID=1105629215 [Date=4/2/2009] [FileNumber=6195964-0]
[49f0c2d754861646a6101a08¢395b2¢7992778e9920e8793e30a05701c38a82a7cd
0c07e4948284cbee2a3 15cedf37038a790bd53308696al 53cec35dddaZeb]]
Document description:Exhibit A

Original filename:n/a

Electronic document Stamp: :

[STAMP deecfStamp_ID=1105629215 [Date=4/2/2009] [FileNumber=6195964-1]
[5442dd228¢17016a1 8a93a4822085529427a84c328a0e547540df751967853bb92be
ech01757337952¢95593597ccfc9a41571176b352bb55db83a21a343d276]]
Document desceription: Exhibit B

Original filename:n/a

Electronic document Stamp:

[STAMP deecfStamp_ID=1105629215 [Date=4/2/2009] [FileNumber=6195964-2]
[25cedd8B0cca3d8978bel 78b7 1f1defe7a045549a477d2d9547e32020ef01488969e
bad8c2e920£70317c10d9120cecal890948393f1d74268de] 8e0188192d]]
Document deseription:Exhibit C

Original filename:n/a

Electronic document Stamp: )

[STAMP deecfStamp_ID=1105629215 [Date=4/2/2009] [FileNumber=6195964-3]
[37892711faff5e10£7c7b9b1c0cad10ac25f1 116fa940376210a3a51115b8fc66e25
Ta72e8a82ac] f3d04c63aa2721 beeBel44557 Tefdde]123db7e50acecct9a]]
Document deseription:Exhibit D

Original filename:n/a

Electronic document Stamp:

[STAMP doecfStamp_ID=1105629215 [Date=4/2/2009] [FileNumber=6195964-4]
[30891fd9cd081f85da5cBbB446571£54380681 aa2a51bf899667 fofbea8fB6fectd
b5ce59c87a711c75abbeaaf0e4910631813266918731cecdd18b8714e895]]
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I
i
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT :

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO.: 08-CIV-80811-MARRA/JOHNSON
CM. A,
Plalntiff, :
V. :
W epsTEN and I ‘;
|
- i
Defendants, ’
/
DEFENDANT EIN' JON LAINTIFE C.M.A, TO RESPOND TO

DEFENDANT'S FIRST REQUEST TO PRODUCE AND ANSWER DEFENDANT'S

Defendant, JEFFREY EPSTEIN, by and through his underrslgnad;_athmew,
moves this Court for an order compelling Plaintiff, C.M.A. fo respond to Defendant's
First Request To Produce and to answer Defendant's First Set of Interrogatorles, and to
overrule her objections asserted in Plaintif’'s Response To Defendant's Flrét Request
To Produce, dated February 13, 2008, and in Plaintiffs Notice of Serving Ahswars To

Interrogatories, dated February 18, 2008, Defendant further seeks an award of his

reasonable expenses, including expenses, assoclated with the making of 'Ei:]lﬂ motion.
Rule 37, Fed.R.Civ.P. (2008); Local Gen. Rules 7.1 and 26.1 H (S.D, FlaEDDB) in
support of his motion, Defendant states: ,

Prior to the filng of this motion, on Aprl 1, 2008, Defendants counsel
communicated by telephone with Plaintiff's counsel in a gmd faith effort to fasulva the
discovery Issues hereln, This motion addresses those discovery ltems wh}di; remain at

i
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G.M:A. v. Epstain, et al. : .
Page 2 !

issue. Also, rather than file 2 separate motions to compel, Defendant filed one

addressing the production requests and Interrogafories because the discovery Issues

overlap. ;
on To Com sponses to Production Nos., 1. 2. 4, 5, and 19
and Anzwers to Interrogatories Nos. 2, 18, and 23,
rodu est :

' |

4. Individual andfor Joint Income tax refumns and supporting documentation
including W-2 and 1000 forms for 2002-2007 and, as well as all yecords or
documentation relative to the Plaintiff's earnings for the current year, :

Response:
Objection. Irrelevant, immaterial and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery
of admissible Information. ‘I

egal umient Su ﬂl:'la to Discove

Plaintiff's tax retums and supporting documentation are relevant to Plaintiff's
damages claims and, thus, discoverable. Plaintif's uérnplaht alleges !rf part that
“beginning in approximately late May or early June of 2002, and mnﬂ:;_ming until
approximately August of 2003, the Defendant coerced and anﬂaaﬁ-me lmpréaﬁhnablq.
vulnerable, and economically deprived then minor Plaintiff to commit various acts of
sexual misconduct” 1% Am. Complaint, T13. (Plaintiff also refused fo answer
Interrogatory no. 2 which sought her employment history for the past ten year% asserting
the same general objection). i

such information is both relevant and reasonably caloulated fo lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence. It Is well seftled that relevant Information s
discoverable, even if not admissible at trial, so long as the discovery s i'easunably

calculated 1o lead fo the discovery of admissible evidence. Rule 26(b)(1), Fed.R.Clv.P.;

EFTA01070561
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v Beach Tours & trans. Inc, 242 F.R.D. 685 (S.D. Fla. 2007).

Discoverability of such information Is governed by Rule 26, Fed.R.Civ.P., plirsuant fo
which the scope of discovery Is broad. Donahay, supra, at 686, and cases cited therein.
*Parties may obtain discovery regarding any matter, not privileged, which Is relevant fo
the claims or defense of any party involved in the pending action.” Id. |

Plaintiff's tax retums, along with the requested supporting dunumer:taﬁ;n. for the
six year period, and. documents relevant to her current earnings, are rélevant to
Plaintiffs damages claims detalled below herein. Such information wiz;uld show
Plainfii’'s employment and earning history, as well as provide evidence as fo how
Plaintiff has been able to function In her daily life before, during and afier tha alleged
incldents. Was she self-sufficient? Was she able to get out of bed each morning and
support herself? What fype of job did she hold? One's ability fo earn a Ilvlfng and be
self-supporting has not only a financlal component, but !a'pau an
emotionel/psychological/mental component. 1

C.MAs First Amended Complaint' attempts to allege 32 counts. Counts |
through )0¢X are purportedly brought pursuant to 18 U.S.C. §2266 — Chvil Ra‘madlss for
Personal Injurfes; Count XXX Is entitied "Sexual Battery,” and Count }EX}UI is entitled
“Conspiracy to Commit Tortious Assault only against Defendant._

in her answers to Interrogatory nos. 8 and 10, which seek information about
C.M.A.'s damages claims, Plainfiff answered that:

i
1 Defandant's Motion To Dismiss directed to Plainiiif's First Amended Complaint Is pending.

EFTA01070562
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| have bi-polar disorder and manic depression. | lost my self-esteem, | began

Entered on FLSD Docket 04/02/2009 Page 4 of 18 E

cutting myself on my arms and legs and develop .
injuries are psychological. (Interrog. No. 9).

| am claiming compensation for mental anguish, mental paln, psychic trauma,
and loss of enjoyment of life. These damages will be evaluated by a jury who
will provide their own methods of computation In an amount of at least the
statutory minimum established by 18 U.8.C.A. §2255. (Interrog. Mo. 10). i

In her 1% Amended Complalnt, relevant to her damages claims, Plaintiff alleges:

... CM.A., has in the past suffered, and will in the future suffer, physical injury,
pain and suffering, emotional distress, peychological trauma, mental arguish,
humiliation, embarrassment, loss of self-esteem, loss of dignity, invasionof her
privacy and other damages ... . The then minor Plaintiff incurred medical and
peychological expenses ... and will in the future suffer additional medical and
psychological expenses. The Plaintiff C.M.A. has suffered loss of income, a
Joss of the capacity to eam Income in the future, and a loss of capacity td enjoy
life. These injuries are permanent in nature and the Plaintiff, C.M.A., will
continue to suffer these losses in the future. ,

(1 Am. Complaint, Counts | - XXX (18 U.5.C, §2255), 1425, 31, 37, 43, 49, 55,
&1, 67, 73, 79, 85, 91, 97, 108, 109, 115, 121, 127, 133, 139, 145, 1561, 167,
163, 169, 175, 181, 187, 193; Count XXXI (Sexual Battery), 1190.) :

i
In each of her "Wherefore” clauses, Plaintiff seeks “compensatory damages of at

least the minimum provided by law.” 18 U.S.C. §2255, pursuant to which Plainiff

attempts to bring certain of her claims, allows for recovery of "actual damages.” See fin.

2 hereln for applicable statutory text.”

As discussed sbove, the tax retums, and supporting documentation, 1|.|i:'ill provide

direct evidence as to Plainiffs claimed damages. Such Information does nof only go to

(a)

2 Any minor who Is a victim of a violalion of section 2241(c), 2242, 2243, 2251,
2251A, 2252, 2252A, 2260, 2421, 2422, or 2423 of this fitle and who suffers pefsonal injury
as a result of such violation may sue In any appropriate United States District Court and
shall recover the actual damages such minor sustains and the cost of the suit, including
a reasonable attorney's fee. Any minor as described In the preceding sentence shall be
deemed to have sustained damages of no less than $50,000 In value, [Emphasis added.]
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compensatory or actual damages or loss of incomefioss of capacity to earn h‘!t;uma type

ﬁamages, but also her emotional/psychological/mental health type damages. In the
telephone communication between counsel for the respective parties, Plalnﬁﬁ':_s counsel
indicated that Plaintiff was not seeking loss of income/eaming capacity type :darnagea:
(Defendant Is not aware that there has been any formal withdrawal of sumé damages
clalmed); notwithstanding, the information sought Is stll relevant and discoverable
based on the additional damages claimed by Plaintiff, The time paﬁnd?wlll allow
Defendant to compare how Plaintff was doing In her life prior to, during, and after the
. alleged incident. Again, the type of jobs Plaintiff has been able to hold and her earnings
and ability to support herself clearly have not only a financial mmpune;nt. but an
emotional/psychological/mental health component as well. Accurdinglyr.'! Plaintiff's
objection is required fo be overruled, and Defendant is entitied to the liflucumants
requested. 1
| n Re 0.2 I
2. All bills/expenses from any medical doctor, chiropractor, psychologists,
psychiatrists, mental health counselors (Including any members of the healing arts and
related fields, i.e. drugs, prescriptions, etc.) you claim you incurred as a result of the
injuries which are or may be the subject matter of this lawsuit '

i
Response:

Mone In our possession. These will be provided upon recelpt. Discovery is ongoling.

Legal Argument Supporting Entitlement to Discovery
Plaintiff makes no objection fo the documents requested, but has failed to

produce any documents responsive fo this request. Clearly, the documants are relevant

and discoverable as they go to proof of Plalntiff's claimed injuries. In the April 1, 2008,
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telephone communication Plaintiffs counsel indicated that Plaintff was til not in

possession of such documents. The First Request for Production was served on
Plaintiff on January 16, 2009. In her answer to interrogatory no. 11, (Naﬂoefm' Serving
Answers, dated February 18, 2009, identifles a psychiatrist and a nnunsaﬁ:'frfmaraplst
from whom she clalms she Is receiving "treatment or examination for the injuries for
which [she] seeks damages." See Exhibit A hereto for copy C.M.A.'s answer to
interrogatory no. 1. Regarding'the date of treatment from the psychiatrist — she
asserts "| would defer to the Doctor’s records,” She claims the trea‘tmari:t from the
counselor/theraplst has been "since high school” and “angoing.” Defendant ist entitled fo
the documents sought and Plaintiff is in control of and has the ability to ;nhtam the
requested medical bills and expenses she olaims wers incurred as result of I;Iar Injuries
clalmed in this action. Plaintiff should be required to Immediately produce the, requested
documents to Defendant. :

Ll

Production Request No. 4

I
4, All reports, evaluations, recommendations and/or analysis submitted by
any expert which relate to or cover the Incident which Is the subject matter of this
lawsuit and/or any Injuries, dameges or losses you ellege were caused by the incident.

Response: ;
Any reports generated by any retained experis not yet disclosed are protected by the
work product privilege. Notwithstanding same, none.

indicated that she does not have any responsive documents and starﬁ:ia by her

objection. Rule 26 provides In relevant part —
s
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2) Disclosure of Expert Testimony.

1

Case 0:08-cv-80811-KAM  Document54  Entered on FLSD Docket 04/02/2009° Page 7 of 18

(A} In General. In addition o the disclosures required by Rule 26(a)(1), d party must
disclose fo the other parties the Identity of any witness It may use at trial to present
evidence under Federal Rule of Evidence 702, 703, or 705. I

B) Wiitten Report. Unless otherwise stipulated or ordéred by the’ cour, this
disclosure must be accompanled by a written repori--prepared and signed by the witness—if
the witness is one retained or specially employed fo provide expert testimony in the
case or one whose dulles as the party's employee regularly involve glving expert testimony.
The raport must contaln: .

(i) a complete statement of all opinions the witness will express and the basls and
reasons for them;

(ii) the data or other information considered by the witness In forming them;
i
(iii) any exhibits that will be used fo summarize or support them;

() the witness's qualfications, Including a st of all publications authored In the
previous 10 years; =

{v) a list of all other cases in which, during the previous four years, the wilness
{estified as an expert at trial or by deposition; and i

(i) a statement of the compensation to be paid for the study and testifnony In the
case. .

(C) Time to Disclose Expert Testimony. A party must make these disclosures at the
times and In the sequence that the court orders. Absent a stipulation or a court order, the
disclosures must be made: .

{l]atleastﬁﬂdaysbefmﬁmda‘t&saﬂm‘hialnrfnrtm case to be ready: for trial; or

(i) i the evidencs Is intended solely to confradict or rebut evidenca on the same
sublect matter identified by another party under Rule 26(a)(2)(B), within 20 days after the
other party's disclosure. :

1
* * L] L] L] # L] - - *

_ () Supplementing Disclosures and Responses,

(1) In General. A party who has made a disclosure under Rule 26(a)-~or who has
responded to an Interrogatory, request for production, or request for admission—-must
supplement or correct iis disclosure or response: '

(A) In a timely manner If the party leams that in some nntaria'i]mpmttha
disclosure or response is incomplete or Incorrect, and If the additional or corrective
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information has not otherwise been made known fo the ofher parties ,during the
i syt !

¥ 1

(B) as ordered by the court. 'r

2) Expert Witness, For an expert whose report must be disclosed under Rule
26(a)(2)(B), the party's duty to supplement extends both to information i cluded in
the report and to information given during the expert's deposition. Any additions or
changes to this informafion must be disclosed by the time the party's prefrial disclosures
under Rule 26(a)(3) are dus,

Accordingly, Defendant requests that should Plaintiff be in pu&sassjnn of any
such reports, evaluations, recommendations and/or analysis prepared h}!!;an expert
expected to testify at rial or deposition, or to be used by an expert expected {otasﬂfy at
irial or deposition, that such documents be produced as required bz.r' Rule 28,
Fed.R.CIv.P, quoted above. |

pducii Mo. I

5. Al medical reports and/or records from doctors, physicians, [Inuiudlng
psychologists, psychiatrists, mental health counselors), hospitals, drug or alcohol
facilities or any other person or entity who has rendered treatment to or examined you
for any reason after the Incident(s) which is the subject matter of this lawsuit. |

Response:

None in our possession, Discovery is ongoing.

Once agaln, Plainiff should be required to immediately produce the requested
documents. In support of ordering immediate production, Defendant raailegea and
incorporates his "Legal Argument Supporiing Entitlement To Discovery” to ra-i_.]uaat no. 5

above herein. i.

1
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Interrogatory No. 2 f

2, List the names, business addresses, telephone and cell phone numbers,
dates of employment, Immediate supervisor (name and address) and raigs of pay
regarding all employers, including sel~employment, for whom you have wotked in the
past 10 years; this Includes listing all sources of income you have recelved. Answer this
question by year, |.e. 1998 — 2008, i
Answer: , i

Objection. Irrelevant, Immaterial and not reasonably calculated to lead to discovery of
admissible evidence. '

s i ent fo

Such inﬁ:m_mﬂon Is clearly relevant to the damages and injurles dlaimed by
Plaintiff In this action. Plaintif's complaint allsges in part that "bai_ginnlng in
approximately late May or early June of 2002, and continuing until apﬁmﬂmata!;-,r
August of 2003, the Defendant coerced and entioed the impressionable, vulnerable, and
sconomically deprived then minor Plaintiff to commit various acts of sexual rnlls::undmi.'
1 Am. Gomplaint, /13. (See discussion of Producfion Request no. 1 above E:aaraln].

Such Information Is both relevant and reasonably calculated to 'Ié:ﬂd fo the
discovery of admissible evidence. It Is well seffled that relevant information is
discoverable, even If not admissible at trial, so long as the discovery Is reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Rule EB{b}{'l]. Fa;d.R.Ghr,P.;
Donahay v, Pelm Beach Tours & trans., Ino., 242 FR.D. 685 (S.D. Fla. 2007).
Discoverability of such information is governed by Rule 28, Fed.R.Civ.P., I;;lursuiavrnlt to
which the scope of discovery is broad. Donahay, supra, at 686, and cases dé:ad therein.
"Parties may obtain discovery regarding any matter, not privileged, which Isgralavant o
the claims or defense of any party involved In the pending action," ld.

EFTA01070568



Case 9:08-cv-80119-KAM __Document 207-4  Entered on FLSD Docket 07/20/2009.._Page 10 of 46

Case 9:08-cv-80811-KAM Document54  Entered on FLSD Docket 04/02/2000 . Page 10 of 18

C.M.A. v, Epstsin, et el. '
Page 10 :

Plaintiffs employment and eamings history prior o and after 'ﬂ':ia alleged

incldents are relevant to her claimed damages and Injuries. Such int‘omlatian: would not
only evidence Plaintiff's employment and eaming history, but also provide evidence as
1o how Plaintiff has been able fo function In her dally life before, during and after the
alleged incidents, Was she self-sufficient? Was she able to get out uf’ bed each
morning and support herself? What type of job did she hold? One's abmﬂr to eam a
living and be self-supporting has not only a financial component, hL;t glso an
emotlonal/psychologlcal/mental component.

C.MA's First Amended Complaint attempts to allege 32 counts/ Counts |
through XXX are purportedly brought pursuant to 18 U.8.C. §2265 — Civi Remedes for
Personal Injuries; Count XXX is entitled “Sexual Baftery," and Count XXX is entitled

“Congpiracy to Commit Tortlous Assault only against Defendant, —
In her answers to Interrogatory nos. 9 and 10, which seek information about
C.M.A.'s damages clalms, Plaintiff answered that: ,

i
| have bl-polar disorder and manic depression. | lost my self-esteem. |'began
cutfing myself on my arms and legs and developed drug problems. Permanent
Injurles are psychological. (Interrog. No. 9), )
| am claiming compensation for mental anguish, mental pain, psychic trauma,
and loss of enjoyment of life. These damages will be evaluated by a jury who
will provide thelr own methods of computation in an amount of at least the
statutory minimum esteblished by 18 U.8.C.A. §2255, (Interrog. No. 10).;

In her 15t Amended Complaint, relevant to her damages claims, Plainiiff alleges:

... C.M.A., has in the past suffered, and will In the future suifer, physical injury,
pain and suffering, emational distress, psychologlcal trauma, mental ahguish,
humiliation, embarrassment, loss of self-esteem, loss of dignity, invasion of her
privacy and other damages ... . The then minor Plaintiff incurred medical and
psychological expenses ... and will in the future suffer additional medi¢al and
psychological expenses. The Plaintiif C.M.A. has suffered loss of income, a
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loss of the capacity to eam income in the future, and a loss of capacity ta enjoy
life. These Injuries are perman M natare an TG

continue to suffer these losses In the future.

(4% Am. Complaint, Counts | = XXX (18 U.S.C. §2255), 1125, 31, 37, 43, 49, B5,

61, 67, 73, 79, 85, 91, 87, 103, 109, 115, 121, 127, 133, 139, 145, 151, 157,

163, 169, 175, 181, 187, 193; Count XXXI (Sexual Battery), 1198.) '

In each of her "Wherefore” clauses, Plalnfiff seeks “compensatory dam:'f'lgas of at
least thie minimum provided by law.” 18 U.S.C. §2255, pursuant to which Plaintiff
atternpts to bring certain of her claims, allows for recovery of “actual damagaf_s.” See fn.
2 herein for applicable statutory text.

As discussed above, C.M.A.'s employment and earnings history Mll-prut:ﬂ:le direct
evidenoe as to Plaintiffs claimed damages. Such information does not i:nly go to
compensatory or actual damages or loss of incomelloss of capacity to earn income type
damages, but also her emotional/psychologlcal/mental health type damagés. In the
telephone communication between counsel for the respective parties, Plainth%fs counsel
indlcated that Plaintif was not seeking loss of income/eamning capacity 'lyrpa: damages,
(Defendant Is not aware that there has been any formal withdrawal of sunr} dameiges
oiaimed); notwithstanding, the Information sought Is stil relevant and discoverable
besed on the additonal damages claimed by Plaintiff. The time period will allow
Defendant to compare how Plaintiff was doing In her life prior to, during, ar;id after the
alleged Incident. Again, the type of jobs Plainiiff has been able o hold and her eamings
and abllity to support herself clearly have not only a financlal uurnpunei_nt. but an
emotionalipsychologicalimental healih component as well. Accordingly, Plaintiifs

1
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objection is required to be overruled, and Defendant s entitled to the informatjon sought

in the Interrogatory. '

In o. 1
18.  List separately the names, addresses and phone numbers of all males,
excluding Mr. Epstein, with whom you have had sexual activity since age 10 (by year)

up through your current age. Describe the nature of sexual activity, the date(s) and
whether you recelved money or other consideration from the person. i

Answer:

Objection. Relevance and overbroad.

e RNl AR = L SASI - = = .

Plainfifi's only objection s relevancy and overbroad, without any fa : support
or showing as required by Rule 26(c) and Local Gen. Rule 26.1 H (8.D. Fla. 2008).
Nowhere does C.M.A. explain how such interrogatory is overbroad.
It is well settled that relevant information is discoverable, even if not adi_mhslbla at - -
trfal, so long as the disoovery Is reasonably caloulated fo lead to the di;amvsrgr of
admissible evidence. Rule 26(b)(1), Fed.R.Cv.P.; Donahay v. Palm Beach Tours &
trans.._Inc., 242 F.R.D, 886 (S8.D. Fla. 2007). Discoverability of an alleged
victim's/plaintiffs sexual unn:!unt.dr activity in civil cases is governed h:r,r Rule 286,
Fed.R.Civ.P., pursuant to which the scope of discovery is broad. Ennghgg;. supra, at
888, and cases cited therein, “Parties may obtain discovery regarding any Irnatter. not
privileged, which is relevant to the clalms or defense of any party [nun?:-;ed in the
pending action.” Id.
In accordance with Rule 26, the discovery sought regarding F'Iaini?'ﬂ’a sexual
activity with males and the nafure thereof, Including whether she ranalvad any
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compensation or consideration therefore, In Interrogatory no. 18, are all felevant fo

Plaintiffs damages claims and the type of injury she claims she has suffered.
Defendant has no other means of obfalning such information and abta&lng such
information through Plaintiff will better protect the confidentiality until the Court can
make a determination in accordance with the procedures under Rule 412{;} whether
such information will be admissible at trial. See Rule 412(c), Fed.R.Civ.P. ..Defendant
will agree to an order keeping the confidentiality of the information uhﬁ;ainé-:ad through
discovery.

The evidence sought is relevant based on the facts and theories of this action.
C.MAs First Amended Complaint aitempts to allege 32 counts. Counts | through XXX

are purportedly brought pursuant to 18 U.8.C. §2255 — Civil Remedies fnr Personal

Injuries;- Count XXXI—is—entitied vgoxual _Battery,”_and_Count XXXII is_entited
“Conspiracy to Gommit Tortious Assault only against Defendant, -.' _

In her answers to interrogatory nos. 8 and 10, which seek information about
C.M.A.'s damages claims, Plaintiff answered that: F

| have bl-polar disorder and manic depression. | lost my self-esteem. I:’bagan
cutting myself on my arms and legs and developed drug problems. Perfnanent
Injurles are psychological. (Interrog. MNo. 9). X

| am claiming compensation for mental anguish, mental pain, peychic frauma,
and loss of enjoyment of life. These damages will be evaluated by a jury who
will provide their own methods of computation in an amount of at least the
statutory minimum established by 18 U.S.C.A, §2285. (Interrog. No. 10).’

In her 1% Amended Complaint, relevant to her damages clalms, Plaintiff alleges:
 GMA. has In the past suffered, and will In the future suffer, physical injury,

pain and suffering, emotional distress, psychological trauma, mental ahguish,
humiliation, embarrassment, loss of sel-esteem, loss of dignity, invasion of her
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privacy and cther damages ... . The then minor Plaintiff Incurred medical and

P&YC jological BRPSlIDES « 0 ST W He-ntore-sarer-adaitohs SoETE

psychological expenses. The Plaintiff C.M.A. has suffered loss of Income, a
loss of the capacity to eam Income In the future, and a loss of capacity to enjoy
lfe. These Injuries are permanent in nature and the Plaintiff, C.M.A., wil

continue o suffer these losses In the future.

(1% Am. Complaint, Counts 1 = XXX (18 U.8.C, §2265), 11125, 31, 37, 43, 49, 55,
61, 67, 73, 79, 85, 91, 97, 108, 109, 115, 121, 127, 133, 139, 145, 1561, 157,
163, 160, 175, 181, 187, 193; Count XXXI (Sexual Baitery), 11198.) '

In each of her "Wherefore” clauses, Plaintiff seeks "compensatory damages of at
least the minimum provided by law.” 18 U.S.C. §2266, pursuant to whith Plaintiff
attempts to bring certain of her claims, allows for recovery of "actual damages.” See fn.

2 herein for applicable statutory text.

C.MA. also alleges that Defendant's conduct was "sexual assault. and child
abuse of a then minor.” 1}2.. She alleges that "beginning in approximately Ié}.te May or
early June of 2002, and continuing until approximately August of 2003, thaiinafanuam
coerced and enticed the Impressionable, vulnerable, and economically deprived then

minor Plaintiff to commit varlous acts of sexual misconduct." §13. .

' These aocts Included, but were not limited to, fondling and Inappropridte and
llegal sexual touching of the then minor Plainfiff, sexual misconduct and
masturbation of the Deferidant In the presence of the then minor Plaintif,
soliciting and enticing the then minor Plaintiif to engage in sexual acts with
ancther female in EPSTEIN's presence, and encouraging the ‘then: minor
Plaintiff to become involved In prostitution; Defendant commitied numerous
oriminal sexual offenses against the then minor Plaintiff including, but not
limited to, sexual battery, solicitation or prostitution, procurement of a minor for
the purpose of prostitution, and lewd and lascivious assaults upon the person of
the then minor plaintiff. (1* Am. Complaint 1113). -

The Information sought Is clearly relevant o the Injuries and damages claimed by
Plaintiff. The nature of her clalmed Injuries and damages are such that Defendant is
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