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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
SEVENTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN
AND FOR BROWARD COUNTY, FLORIDA

CASE NO.: CACE 15-000072

BRADLEY J. EDWARDS and PAUL G.
CASSELL,

Plaintiffs,
VS.
ALAN M. DERSHOWITZ,

Defendant.
/

PLAINTIFFS/COUNTERCLAIM DEFENDANT EDWARDS AND

CASSELL’S RESPONSE TO DERSHOWITZ’S MOTION TO DETERMINE

CONFIDENTIALITY OF COURT RECORDS

Plainuffs/Counterclaim Defendants Bradley J. Edwards and Paul G. Cassell, by and
through their undersigned attorneys, hereby file this response to Dershowitz's Motion to
Determine Confidentiality of Court Records. The records at issue are not confidential, and so the
Court should deny Dershowitz's motion in its entirety.

The court records at issue are three court filings by attorneys Edwards and Cassell
in which they recite their client's (Mr.-allegatinns that she was sexually
abused by Dershowitz. These records are hardly “confidential” in this defamation case,
where the parties have claims and counterclaims about these sexual abuse
Allegations. Rather, these records are an important part of this case, since they not only
support the conclusion that Dershowitz abused Ms. -ut also indisputably establish
Edwards and Cassell’s strong basis for filing the allegations on her behalf. Moreover,
contrary to assertions made in Dershowitz’s motion, these documents have never been

found to be “confidential” by any other court. And Dershowitz has repeatedly referred to
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these documents, not only in defamatory statements broadcast worldwide, but also in his
pleadings before this Court and in recent depositions. Indeed, Dershowitz said in his
media interviews that he wants “everything to be made public” and implied that Edwards
and Cassell had something to hide. Accordingly, Dershowitz has failed to carry his heavy
burden to justify sealing these presumptively-public documents.

L DERSHOWITZ HAS NOT JUSTIFIED SEALING ALLEGED
DEFAMATORY RECORDS THAT ARE INTEGRAL TO THIS
DEFAMATION CASE.

In his motion, Dershowitz never recounts the heavy burden that he must carry to seal the
records at issue. To be sure, Florida Rule of Judicial Administration 2.420 allows for the sealing
of “confidential” materials. But the Rule begins by recounting the overarching principle that
“[t]he public shall have access to all records of the judicial branch of government, except as
provided below.” Fla. R. Jud. Admin. 2.420(a). This rule is a codification of the Florida
Supreme Court’s admonition that a “astrong presumption of openness exists for all court
proceedings. A trial is a public event, and the filed records of court proceedings are public
records available for public examination.” Barron v. Florida Freedom Newspapers, Inc., 531
So.2d 113, 118 (Fla. 1988) (emphasis added). In light of this presumption of openness, “[t]he
burden of proof in [closure] proceedings shall always be on the party seeking closure.” [d To
obtain a sealing order, the party seeking sealing must carry a “heavy burden.” Jd.

Remarkably, Dershowitz fails to acknowledge these well-settled principles. More
important, he even fails to cite (much less discuss) the limited substantive exceptionsto this

general principle of access— and which specific exception he believes applies to this
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case. Accordingly, it is impossible for Edwards and Cassell to respond with precision to his
motion.
The exceptions that might arguably be in play in this case permit records to be maintained

as confidential in order to:

(i) Prevent a serious and imminent threat to the fair, impartial, and orderly
administration of justice;

(ii) Protect trade secrets;

(iii) Protect a compelling governmental interest;

(iv) Obtain evidence to determine legal issues in a case;

(v) Avoid substantial injury to innocent third parties;

(vi) Avoid substantial injury to a party by disclosure of matters protected by a
common law or privacy right not generally inherent in the specific type of
proceeding sought to be closed:;

(vii) Comply with established public policy set forth in the Florida or United
States Constitution or statutes or Florida rules or case law . . . .

Fla. R. Jud. Admin. 2.420(c)(9) (codifying the holding in Barron v. Florida Freedom
Newspapers, Inc., 531 So.2d 113 (Fla. 1988)). The only exception that seems to even arguably
apply here is exception vi, which itself specifically provides that confidentiality is appropriate
only where disclosure is “nof generally inherent in the specific type of proceeding sought to be
closed” (emphasis added). Of course, this lawsuit is a defamation action — involving
a defamation claim by Edwards and Cassell and adefamation counterclaim by
Dershowitz. Disclosure, discussion, and debate about the defamatory statements at issue lies at
the heart of the case. Accordingly, disclosure of these materials is “inherent” in the case itself.

The principle that defamatory material in a defamation case cannot be sealed is recognized

in Carnegie v. Tedder, 698 So.2d 1310 (2d DCA 1997). Carnegie involved a claim and

counterclaim between two parties (Carnegie and Tedder), one of whom alleged that disclosure of
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the  materials in the records would be harmful to  his professional
reputation. Carnegie recited subsection vi’s restriction on release of materials involving a
privacy right, but noted that “statements Tedder alleged were defamatory and damaging were
allegations in Carnegie's counterclaim for which she seeks damages.
These matters were not peripheral to the lawsuit; they were inherent to it.” Jd at 1312. Of

course, exactly the same principle applies here: sexual abuse allegations filed by attorneys

Edwards and Cassell for their client M e not peripheral to this lawsuit — they
are inherent to it.

To see how “inherent” the sexual abuse allegations are to this lawsuit, the Court need
look no further than Dershowitz's counterclaim in this case. Count I of Dershowitz’s
Counterclaim (styled as “False Allegations in the Joinder Motion™) contends that Edwards and
Cassell should pay him damages because they “filed a pleading in the Federal Action titled ‘Jane
Doe #3 and Jane Doe #4°s Motion Pursuant to Rule 21 for Joinder in Action’ . . ..” Dershowitz
Counterclaim at § 14. Dershowitz’s Counterclaim then goes on to quote at length from the
Joinder Motion. His counterclaim contains, for example, this paragraph recounting the

allegations:

The Joinder Motion then goes on to allege — without any supporting evidence — as
follows:

One such powerful individual that Epstein forced then-minor Jane Doe #3 to
have sexual relations with was former Harvard Law Professor Alan
Dershowitz, a close friend of Epstein’s and well-known criminal defense
attorney. Epstein required Jane Doe #3 to have sexual relations with
Dershowitz on numerous occasions while she was a minor, not only in Florida
but also on private planes, in New York, New Mexico, and the U.S. Virgin
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Islands. In addition to being a participant in the abuse of Jane Doe #3 and other
minors, Dershowitz was an eye-witness to the sexual abuse of many other
minors by Epstein and several of Epstein’s coconspirators. Dershowitz would
later play a significant role in negotiating the [Non-Prosecution Agreement] on
Epstein’s behalf. Indeed, Dershowitz helped negotiate an agreement that
provided immunity from federal prosecution in the Southern District of Florida
not only to Epstein, but also to “any potential coconspirators of Epstein.” Thus,
Dershowitz helped negotiate an agreement with a provision that provided
protection for himself against criminal prosecution in Florida for sexually
abusing Jane Doe #3. Because this broad immunity wouldhave been
controversial if disclosed, Dershowitz (along with other members of Epstein’s
defense team) and the Government tried to keep the immunity provision secret
from all of Epstein’s victims and the general public, even though such secrecy
violated the Crime Victims® Rights Act.
Dershowitz Counterclaim at § 15 (quoting Joinder Motion at 4).

Remarkably, having quoted at length from the Joinder Motion in his Counterclaim in this
case, Dershowitz now seeks to have that very same language from the Joinder Motion deemed
“confidential” and sealed. Compare Counterclaim at 15 (block quotation above) with Motion to
Determine Confidentiality, Exhibit A at 4 (composite exhibit with proposed “confidential”
document that includes paragraph beginning “[o]ne such powerful individual that Epstein forced
then-minor Jane Doe #3 to have sexual relations with was former Harvard Law Professor Alan
Dershowitz, a close friend of Epstein’s . . . .”). Dershowitz cannot come before this Court and
file a counterclaim seeking damages from Edwards and Cassell foralleged defamatory
statements and then ask to have those very same statements placed under seal as

“confidential.” See Barron v. Florida Freedom Newspapers, 531 So.2d at 119 (*although

generally protected by one’s privacy right, medical reports and history are no longer protected
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when the medical condition becomes an integral part of the civil proceeding, particularly when
the condition is asserted as an issue by the party seeking closure” (emphasis added)).

1L JUDGE MARRA’S ORDER IN HIS CASE DOES NOT REQUIRE THAT
THE RECORDS BE SEALED IN THIS CASE.

Dershowitz also appears to contend that Judge Marra’s order striking some of the
materials from the records at issue somehow requires that these stricken materials be kept
confidential in this case. Dershowitz’s argument misunderstands both the scope of Judge
Marra’s order and its effect in this case. His argument rests on a truncated — and misleading --
description of the events surrounding Judge Marra’s ruling striking certain documents. A more
complete description makes clear that Judge Marra has not determined the documents are
somehow “confidential” even in the federal Crime Victims® Rights Act case — much less in this
separate state defamation action.

Edwards and Cassell filed the federal case pro bono on behalf of two young women who
were sexually abused as underage girls by Dershowitz’s close personal friend — Jeffrey
Epstein. In 2008, Edwards and Casell filed a petition to enforce the rights of “Jane Doe No. 17
and “Jane Doe No. 2" under the Crime Victims® Rights Act (CVRA), 18 U.S.C. § 3771, alleging
that the Government had failed to provide them rights with regard to a plea arrangement it was
pursuing with Epstein. Jane Doe No. | and Jane Doe No. 2 v. United Stares, No. 9:08-cv-80736
(S.D. Fla.). In the course of that case, on October 11, 2011, the victims filed discovery requests
with the Government, including requests specifically seeking information about Dershowitz,

Prince Andrew, and others. Further efforts from the Government to avoid any discovery
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followed (see gemerally Docket Entry or “DE” 225-1 at 4-5), ultimately leading to a further
Court ruling in June 2013 that the Government should produce documents. DE 189. The
Government then produced about 1,500 pages of largely irrelevant materials to the victims (DE
225-1 at 5), while simultaneously submitting 14,825 pages of relevant materials under seal to the
Court. The Government claimed that these pages were “privileged” for various reasons,
attaching an abbreviated privilege log.

While these discovery issues were pending, in the summer of 2014, Edwards and Cassell,
contacted Government counsel to request their agreement to add two additional victims to the
case, including Ms.-who was identified in court pleadings as “Jane Doe No.
37). Edwards and Cassell sought to have her added to the case via stipulation, which would have
avoided the need to include any detailed facts about her abuse. Weeks went by and the
Government — as it had done on a similar request for a stipulation to add another victim — did not
respond to counsel’s request for a stipulation. Finally, on December 10, 2014, despite having
had four months to provide a position, the Government responded by email to counsel that it was
seeking more time, indicating that the Government understood that victims® counsel might need
to file a motion with the court on the matter immediately. DE 291 at 3-5. Rather than file a
motion immediately, victims® counsel waited and continued to press the Government for a
stipulation. See id. at 5. Finally, on December 23, 2014 — more than four months after the initial
request for a stipulated joinder into the case — the Government tersely indicated its objection,
without indicating any reason: “Our position is that we oppose adding new petitioners at this

stage of the litigation.” See DE 291 at 5.
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Because the Government now contested the joinder motion, Edwards and
Cassell prepared a more detailed pleading explaining the justification for granting the
motion. One week after receiving the Government’s objection, on December 30, 2014, Ms.

-i,e., Jane Doe No. 3) and Jane Doe No. 4 filed a motion (and later a corrected motion)
seeking to join the case. DE 279 and DE 280. (Note: DE 280 is the first of the three documents
Dershowitz seeks to have declared “confidential” in this case.) Uncertain as to the basis for the
Government’s objection, the motion briefly proffered the circumstances that would qualify
the two women as “victims” eligible to assert rights under the CVRA. See 18 U.S.C. 3771(e)
(defining “crime victim™ protected under the Act). With regard to Ms.-, the motion
indicated that when she was a minor, Jeffrey Epstein had trafficked her to Dershowitz and Prince
Andrew (among others) for sexual purposes. Jane Doe No. 3 stated that she was prepared to
prove her proffer. See DE 280 at 3 (“If allowed to join this action, Jane Doe No. 3 would prove
the following . . . . “). The motion also provided specific reasons why Jane Doe No. 3’s
participation was relevant to the case, including the pending discovery issues regarding
Dershowitz and Prince Andrew. DE 280 at 9-10 (explaining several reasons participation of new
victims was relevant to existing issues).

After the motion was filed, various news organizations published articles about
it. Dershowitz also made numerous media statements about the filing, including calling Jane
Doe No. 3 “a senal liar™ who *has lied through her teeth about many world

leaders.”  http://www.con.com/2015/01/06/us/dershowitz-sex-allegation/.  Dershowitz also

repeatedly called Edwards and Cassell “two sleazy, unprofessional, disbarable lawyers.” [d On
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January 5, 2015, Dershowitz filed a motion to interveneto argue to have the allegations
stricken. DE 282, Dershowitz also argued that Ms.- had not provided a sworn affidavit
attesting to the truth of her allegations. On January 21, 2015, Edwards and Cassell filed a
response for Ms-nd Jane Doe No. 4. DE 291. (Note: This is the second of the three
documents Dershowitz seeks to have kept under seal here.) The response enumerated nine
specific reasons why Ms. -speciﬁc allegations against Dershowitz were relevant to the
case, including the fact that Ms-eeda:l to establish that she was a “victim” in the case,
that pending discovery requests concerning Dershowitz-specific documents were pending, and
that Dershowitz’s role as a defense attorney in the case was highly relevant to the motive for the
Government and defense counsel to conceal the plea deal from the victims. DE 291 at 17-26 &
n.17. The response included a detailed affidavit from Ms-.mt the sexual abuse she had
suffered from Epstein, Dershowitz, and other powerful persons. DE 291-1. On February 6,
2015, Edwards and Cassell filed a further pleading (and affidavit from Ms-ee DE 291-
1) in support of her motion to intervene. (Note: this affidavit is the third of the three documents
Dershowitz seeks to have declared confidential.)

On April 7, 2015, Judge Marra denied Ms. Giuffre’s motion to join the case. Judge
Marra concluded that “at this juncture in the proceedings” details about the sexual abuse she had
suffered was unnecessary to making a determination “of whether Jane Doe 3 and Jane Doe 4
should be permitted to join [the other victims’] claim that the Government violated their rights
under the CVRA. The factual details regarding with whom and where the Jane Does engaged in

sexual activities are impertinent to this central claim (i.e., that they were known victims of Mr.
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Epstein and the Government owed them CVRA duties), especially considering that the details
involve non-parties who are not related to the respondent Government.” DE 324 at 5 (emphasis
in original). While Judge Marra struck those allegations, he emphasized that “Jane Doe 3 is free
to reassert these factual details through proper evidentiary proof, should [the victims)
demonstrate a good faith basis for believing that such details are pertinent to a matter presented
for the Court’s consideration. Judge Marra then denied M-otion to join the case,
but allowed her to participate as trial witness: “The necessary ‘participation’ of [- .
in this case can be satisfied by offering . . . properly supported - and relevant, admissible, and
non-cumulative — testimony as needed, whether through testimony at trial . . . or affidavits
supported in support [of] the relevancy of discovery requests.” DE 324 at 8 (emphasis
deleted). In a supplemental order, Judge Marra stated that the victims “may re-refile these
documents omitting the stricken portions.” DE 325. The victims have recently refiled the
documents.

In light of this history, Dershowitz is flatly incorrect when he asserts that “Judge Marra’s
Order appropriately precludes the unredacted documents from being re-filed in this case on the
public docket.” Confidentiality Motion at 3. To the contrary, the Order specifically permits
factual details about Dershowitz’s sexual abuse of M- be presented in regard to
pertinent matters in the federal CVRA case. And certainly nothing in Judge Marra’s Order could
render those documents confidential in this state defamation case, where the central issues swirl

around Edwards and Cassell’s good faith basis for filing the allegations. Indeed, the order is not

binding in any way in this case, because it is res judicata only as to Ms.- moving

EFTA01116702



Edwards, Bradley vs. Dershowitz
Case No.: CACE 15-000072
Edwards and Cassells Response to Dershowitz's Motion to Determine Confidentiality of Court Records

Page |1 of 20

party in that case), not as to her attorneys Edwards and Cassell. See Palm AFC Holdings, Inc. v.
Palm Beach County, 807 So.2d 703 (4™ DCA 2002) (“In order for res judicata to apply four
identities must be present: (1) identity of the thing sued for; (2) identity of the cause of action;
(3) identity of persons and parties; and (4) identity of the quality or capacity of the persons for or
against whom the claim is made.”).

III. EDWARDS AND CASSELL WILL BE PREJUDICED IF THEY ARE
BARRED FROM QUOTING FROM THE RECORD WHILE
DERSHOWITZ IS PERMITTED TO FREELY REFER TO THEM
WHENEVER HE FINDS IT CONVENIENT.

Dershowitz is also incorrect when he asserts that no prejudice will befall Edwards and
Cassell if the records are placed under seal. To the contrary, placing the documents under seal
would permit Dershowiltz to continue to misrepresent and distort what is contained in those
records while preventing Edwards and Cassell from correcting those misrepresentations.
Dershowitz has repeatedly referred to details in the records when he has found it convenient to
do so — treating the records as not confidential in any away. One clear example comes from
Dershowitz’s recent deposition, where he gratuitously injected into the record a reference to a
portion of Ms-ﬁdavit about him watching M- perform oral sex on
Epstein. And then, having injected that gratuitous reference into the record, he proceeded to try
to rebut the reference with confidential settlement discussions — but did so by mispresenting what

another attorney (David Boies) had said during the settlement discussions. So that the Court may

have the full flavor of the exchange, the narrow question to Dershowitz (by attorney Jack
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Scarola) and Dershowitz’s extended answer are quoted in full- including Dershowitz’s

reference to the oral sex allegation that he now argues this Court should treat as “confidential™:

0.

[Y]ou [are] aware that years before December of 2014, when the
CVRA pleading was filed, that your name had come up repeatedly in

connection with Jeffrey Epstein’s abuse of minors, correct? . . .

Let me answer that question. [ am aware that never before 2014,
end of December, was it ever, ever alleged that I had acted in any
way inappropriately with regard mmat I ever
touched her, that I ever met her, that ever been with her. [ was
completely aware ofthat. There had never been any
allegation. She claims under oath that she told you that secretly in
2011, but you have produced no notes of any such conversation,
You, of course, are a witness to this allegation and will be deposed
asa witness to this allegation. I believe it is an entirely false
allegation that she told you in 2011 that she had had any sexual
contact with me. [ think she’s lying through her teeth when she
says that. And | doubt that your notes will reveal any such
information.

But if she did tell you that, she would be absolutely, categorically
lying. So I am completely aware that never, until the lies were put

in a legal pleading at the end of Dece
never alleged that | had any sexual contact wi
I know that it was alleged that I was a witness to Jeffrey Epstein's

alleged abuse and that was false. I was never a witness to any of
Jeffrey Epstein's sexual abuse. And | wrote that to you, something
that you have falsely denied. And I stand on the record. The record
is clear that I have categorically denied I was ever a witness to
any abuse, that I ever saw Jeffrey Epstein abusing anybody.

And -- and the very idea that I would stand and talk to Jeffire
Epstein while he was receiving oral sex fro

which she swore to under oath, is 50 outrageous, so preposterous,
that even David Boies said he couldn 't believe it was true.

MS. McCAWLEY: I object. I object. I'm not going to allow you to reveal
any conversations that happened in the context of a settlement discussion.

THE WITNESS: Does she have standing?
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MS. McCAWLEY:: I have a standing objection and, I’'m objecting again. I'm
not going to

THE WITNESS: No, no, no. Does she have standing in this deposition?
MR. SCOTT: Let's take a break for a minute, okay?

THE WITNESS: I"m not sure she has standing.

MR. SCAROLA: Are we finished with the speech?

MR. SCOTT: No. If he --

MR. SCAROLA: I'd like him to finish the speech so that we can get to my
question

and then we can take a break.

A. 5o the question -- the answer to your question is --

MR. SIMPSON: Wait a minute. Wait a minute. Wait a minute. Please don't
disclose something that she has a right to raise that objection if she wants to.

MR. SCOTT: Exactly.
Deposition of Alan Dershowitz (Oct. 15, 2015) at 93-95 (attached as Exhibit 1); see
also Deposition of Al howitz (Oct. 16, 2016) (attached as Exhibit 2) (also containing
discussion of Ms idavit).
The Court should be aware that within approximately two hours of this exchange, Ms.
MecCawley (David Boies’ law partner) released a statement on his behalf, which stated that
Dershowitz was misrepresenting what happened: “Because the discussions that Mr, Boies had

with Mr. Dershowitz were expressly privileged settlement discussions, Mr. Boies will not, at

least at this time, describe what was actually said. However, Mr. Boies does state that Mr.
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Dershowitz description of what was said is not true.” Statement of Ms. McCawley on Behalf of
David Boies (Oct. 15, 2015).

More broadly, the Court can readily see from this passage how Dershowitz is willing to
inject into the record a part of Ms. -ﬂfﬁda\fit whenever it serves his purpose — and,
indeed, to characterize the part of the affidavit as “preposterous.” But then he asks this Court to
place the underlying affidavit under seal, so that the Edwards and Cassell stand accused having
filed a “preposterous™ affidavit without anyone being able to assess the validity of Dershowitz’s
attack.

Dershowitz has referred to the court records that he now wishes to have the Court declare
confidential not only in his deposition, but also in his widely-broadcast media attacks on
Edwards and Cassell. For example, Dershowitz appeared on the British Broadcasting
Corporation (the BBC) and was asked about the allegations:

Well, first of all they were made in court papers that they don’t even ask for a hearing
to try to prove them. They put them in court papers in order to immunize themselves
from any consequences from a defamation suit. The story is totally made

up, completely out of whole cloth.

I don’t know this woman. | was not at the places at the times. It is part of a pattern of
made up stories against prominent people and world leaders. And the lawyers in
recent statement challenged me to deny the allegations under oath. | am doing that. |
am denying them under oath, thus subjecting me to a perjury prosecution were I not
telling the truth. / am now challenging them to have their client put these charges
under path and for them to put them under oath. I am also challenging them to repeat
them outside of the context of court papers so that I can sue them for defamation. . . .
And I will prove beyond any doubt not only that the story is totally false, but it was
knowingly false: that the lawyers and the client conspired together to create a false
story. That is why I am moving for their disbarment in challenges to be provided to
the disciplinary committee.

BBC Radio 4 - Sarah Montague (Jan. 3, 2015) (http://www.bbc. rogram 2g7gbc).
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Similarly, Dershowitz appeared on NBC’s Today Show the morning after Edwards and

Cassell made a filing for Ms | -y that the Edwards and Cassell - and M-

were all “lying” in the court documents:

Question from Savannah Guthrie: In legal papers from the lawyers, they say you’ve
had, in fact, the opportunity to be deposed.

Answer from Alan Dershowitz: They're lying. They're lying.

Question: They show letters in which they offered to depose you.

Answer: And they didn’t show my letters in response saying, (a), if you ask me about
my legal relationship with Epstein and I'll be happy to answer. . . . And I responded
that I would be happy to be deposed if you could give me any indication that [ would

be a relevant witness . . . . They will be proved — all of them [i.e., Cassell, Edwards,

and Ms. Fto be categorically lying and making up this story. And it will be a
terrible thing for rape victims. . . . We [Epstein and Dershowitz] had an academic

relationship. [ was never in the presence of a single, young, underaged
woman. When I was with him, it was with prominent scientists, prominent
academics. And they’re just — again — lying about this. I never saw him doing
anything improper. [ was not a participant. I was not a witness.

Today Show, Jan. 22, 2015 (emphases added).

As another example, in Miami Herald, Dershowitz called the Joinder Motion that he
seeks to have sealed “the sleaziest legal document] have ever seen. They [Edwards and
Cassell] manipulated a young, suggestible woman who was interested in money. This is a
disbarrable offense, and they will be disbarred. They will rue the day they ever made this false

charge against me” — i.e., Edwards and Cassell will “rue the day™ they ever filed the Joinder

Motion. Miami Herald (Jan. 3, 2015).
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Most remarkably, Dershowitz took the public airwaves to represent that he wanted all of

the information surrounding the allegations to “be made public,” while implying that Edwards

and Cassell

had something to hide. For example, on the BBC he claimed that he

wanted“everything to be made public™:

Q: Would you encourage that it now be made public?

A Of course, of course. [ want everything to be made public. | want
every bit of evidence in this case to be made public. I wani every
allegation to be made public. 1 want to know who else she’s accused of
these horrible crimes. We know that she accused Bill Clinton of being on
Jeffrey Epstein’s island and participating in sex orgy with underage
girls. The records of the Secret Service will prove that President Clinton
never set foot on that island. So that she lied. Now it’s possible to have a
case of mistaken identification with somebody like me. It’s impossible to
have a case of mistaken identification with Bill Clinton.
My only feeling is that if she has lied about me, which I know to an
absolute certainty she has, she should not be believed about anyone
else. She's lied clearly about me, she’s lied clearly about Bill
Clinton. We know that. We know that she’s lied about other public
figures, including a former prime minister and others who she claims to
have participated in sexual activities with. So I think it must be presumed
that all of her allegations against Prince Andrew are false as well.

[ think he [Prince Andrew] should clear the air as well.
If you're squeaky clean and if you have never done anything like this, you
must fight back with all the resources available to you. And that’s what [
will do. | will not rest or stop until the world understands no only that [
had nothing to do with any of this, but that she deliberately, with the
connivance of her lawyer, lawyers, made up this story willfully and
knowingly.

BBC Radio 4 - Sarah Montague (Jan. 3, 2015) (hitp://www.bbe.co.uk/programmes/p(2g7gbc).

In another widely-broadcast interview on CNN, Dershowitz implied that there is no

evidence supporting the allegations against him:

EFTA01116708
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Ask them [Edwards and Cassell] if they have any evidence . . . . They’re doing it for
money. She’s getting money for having sold her story. She wants to sell the book.
They’re trying to get into this lawsuit. They see a pot of gold at the end of the
rainbow, They're [Edwards and Cassell] prepared to lie, cheat, and steal. These are
unethical lawyers. This is Professor Cassell who shouldn’t be allowed near a
student. This is Professor Cassell, who is a former federal judge, thank God he no
longer wears a robe. He is essentially a crook. He is essentially somebody who's
distorted the legal profession. . . . Why would he charge a person with a
sterling reputation for 50 years on the basis of the word alone of a woman who is
serial liar, who has lied about former Prime Ministers, former Presidents, has lied
demonstrably.

CNN Live (with Hala Gorani) (January 3, 2015). Of course, by placing “the evidence " in this
case under seal, De ¥! be free to continue to try and insinuate that Edward and Cassell
— and their client, Iv- had no evidence supporting the allegations against him, even
though a mountain evidence sirongly support MIIegaﬁani See Deposition of Paul

Cassell (Oct. 16, 2015) at 61-117 (Exhibit 3); of Pual Cassell (Oct, 17, 2015)
(Exhibit 4).

CONCLUSION

The Court should deny Defendant/Counterclaim Plaintiff Alan Dershowitz’s motion to

place documents regarding Ms. -i{ms against him under seal.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was sent via E-Serve
to all Counsel on the attached list, this ___ 237 day of November, 2015.

/s/ Jack Scarola
Jack Scarola [
Florida Bar No.: 169440

Attorney E-Mail(s):

Primary E-Mail:
Searcy Denney S
2139 Palm Beach Lakes Boulevard
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IN THE CIRCUIT COQURT QF THE SEVENTEENTH JUDICIAL
CIRCUIT IN AND FOR BROWARD COUNTY, FLORIDA

CASE NO.: CACE 15-000072

BRADLEY J. EDWARDS and PAUL G.
CASSELL, ,

vs.

ALAN M.

FPlaintiffs,

DERSHOWITZ,

Defendant.

VIDEOTAPE DEPOSITION OF

ALAN M. DERSHOWITZ

VOLUME 1
Pages 1 through 179

Thursday, Octcbher 15, 2015
9:31 a.m. = 4:13 p.m.

Cole Scott & Kissane
110 Southeast 6th Street
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people that abused Virginia?

A. I told you I never asked her the guestion.

Q. Are you aware that years before December
of 2014, when the CVRA pleading was filed, that your
name had come up repeatedly in connection with
Jeffrey Epstein's abuse of minors, correct?

MR. SCOTT: Objection, form, overly broad.

A, Let me answer that question. I am aware
that never hefore 2014, end of December, was it
ever, ever alleged that I had acted in any way
inappropriately with regard tr::_
that I ever touched her, that I ever met her, that I
had ever been with her. I was completely aware of
that. There had never been any allegation.

She claims under oath that she told you
that secretly in 2011, but you have produced no
notes of any such conversation. You, of course, are
a witness to this allegation and will be deposed as
a witness to this allegation. I believe it is an
entirely false allegation that she told you in 2011
that she had had any sexual contact with me. I
think she's lying through her teeth when she says
that. And I doubt that your notes will reveal any
such information.

But if she did tell you that, she would be

93

11:36:21

11:36:48

11:37:16

11:37:17

11:37:48

11:38:24
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absolutely, categorically lying. So I am completely
aware that never, until the lies were put in a legal

pleading at the end of December 2014, it was never

alleged that I had any sexual contact with -

I know that it was alleged that I was a
witness to Jeffrey Epstein's alleged abuse and that
was false. I was never a witness to any of Jeffrey
Epstein's sexual abuse. And I wrote that to you,
something that you have falsely denied. And I stand
on the record. The record is clear that I have
categorically denied I was ever a witness to any
abuse, that I ever saw Jeffrey Epstein abusing
anybody.

And -- and the very idea that I would
stand and talk to Jeffrey Epstein while he was
receiving oral sex from _hich she
swore to under oath, is so outrageous, so
prepostercous, that even David Boies said he couldn't
believe 1t was true.

MS. McCAWLEY: I cbject. I object. I'm
not going to allow you to reveal any
conversations that happened in the context of a
settlement discussion.

THE WITNESS: Does she have standing?

94
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11:39:18

11:39:40

11:39:46
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MS. McCAWLEY: I have a standing objection
and, I'm objecting again. I'm not going to --

THE WITNESS: No, no, no. Does she have
standing in this deposition?

MR. SCOTT: Let's take a break for a
minute, okay?

THE WITNESS: I'm not sure she has
standing.

MR. SCAROLA: Are we finished with the
speech?

MR. SCOTT: No. If he --

MR. SCAROLA: 1I'd like him to finish the
speech so that we can get to my question and
then we can take a break.

A. So the gquestion -- the answer to your
question is --

MR. SIMPSON: Wait a minute. Wait a
minute. Wait a minute. Please don't disclose
something that she has a right to raise that
objection if she wants to.

MR. SCOTT: E=xactly.

THE WITNESS: Okay.

MR. SCOTT: Ask your question.

MR. SWEDER: Maybe you want to read back

the last couple of sentences.

11

11:

11:

11:

11:

11:

11

11:

11:

11:

11

11:

:39:

39:

39;

39:
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39:

:40:
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40:
40
: 40
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51

54

57
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE SEVENTEENTH JUDICIAL
CIRCUIT IN AND FOR BROWARD COUNTY, FLORIDA

CASE NO.: CACE 15-000072

BRADLEY J. EDWARDS and PAUL G.
CASSELL, ,

Plaintiffs,
vS.

ALAN M. DERSHOWITZ,
Defendant.

CONTINUED VIDEOTAPE DEPOSITION OF

ALAN M. DERSHOWITZ

VOLUME 2
Pages 180 through 333

Friday, October 16, 2015
9:18 a.m. - 12:26 p.m.

Cole Scott & Kissane
110 Southeast 6th Street
Fort Lauderdale, Florida

Stenographically Reported By:
Kimberly Fontalvo, RPR, CLR
Realtime Systems Administrator

www.phippsreporting.com
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181 183
1 APPEARANCES: 1 INDEX
2
, O bebalf of Plaintiffs: Examination Page
SEARCY, DENNEY, SCAROLA 3
4 BARNHART & SHIPLEY, A 1 VOLUME 2 (Pages 180 - 333)
ﬂ“ mgﬁhﬁﬂ Bi;:ﬂ'm;r!jiﬂﬁ 5 Direct By Mr. Scarola 184
5 st Fa ch, Florda . & A
BY: JACK SCAROLA, ESQ. Certificate of Oath 330
8 jsuiEsearcylaw.com Certificate ql‘Rmartet ) i3
7 7 Read and Sign Letter to Witness 33
8 O belalf of Defendant: Emrata Sheet (forwarded upon execution) 333
] COLE, SCOTT & KISSANE, PLA. 8 PLAINTIFF EXHIBITS
Diadeland Cemre 11 - Suite 1400 g
10 9150 South Dadeland Boulkevard
Miami, Florida 33156 M. F‘ﬂgc
11 BY: THOMAS EMERSON SCOTT, JR., ESQ. 1o
thomas scotiesklegal . cony 1 Television Interview Transcript 193
12 BY: STEVEM SAFRA, ESCL  (Via phone) 11
e sl con 2 Except from Deposition of Alan M. 193
14 SWEDER & ROSS, LLP 12 Dershowitz
131 Ohiver Strect 13 3 Photograph - 8x10 - Color 194
15 Boaion, Ma, 02110 14 4 Photograph - 8x10 - Color 197
. ey KEPNIETH A. SWEDIER, £5Q 15 5 Flight Log Information Sheet 198
18 Koweder@sweder-ross.com 16 6 Composite - Flight logs 240
18 WILEY, REIM 17 T Cﬂl‘l‘l{mil: - F]Ighl 1]15“1.]9.15 240
17769 K Street NW s % Photograph - 8x10 - Color 305
18 :’;3111%% mmn - 19 %  Composite - Calendar entries 306
. RSl Gelloyvincom 20 10 Composite - Calendar entries 307
BY: MICOLE A RICHARDSON, ESO. 21 11 Composite - Calendar entries 307
21 nriehanlsandwileyrein com 22 12 Composite - Calendar entries 307
22 23
23 24
24 a5
25
182 184
1 APPEARANCES (Continued): 1 VIDEQGRAPHER: Going o the record. This
2 On behalf of Jeffrey Epstein: 2 is day two of Alan Dershowitz's deposition.
3 DﬁRR.E_N K. INDYKE, PLLC 3 The date is Oetober 16, 2015, and the time is
575 Lexington Ave., 4ih Fl. 4 approximaiely 9:18 a.m.
! New York, New York 5 MR SCAROLA: Would you please reswear the
BY: DARREN K. INDYKE, ESQ. (Via phone) ¢ WOl Yol please reswear (he
=1 [ wilness.
& On behalf o 7 THE COURT REPORTER: Would you raise your
T BOIES, MNER, LLP 8 right hand, please?
. 401 E. - Pk 3 JGE:D ] Do you swear or affirm that the testimony
Fort Lauderdale, Flor 3 10 about to give will be the truth, the
BY: SIGRID STONE MCCAWLEY, ESQ. 11 E“ Tn:mth and BI;CM:I but ﬂ:1:|!1:a
£ smccawleyidibsfllip.com e p ERCT & :
10 12 THE WITNESS: Yes
11 ALSO PRESENT: 13 Thereupon:
12 Joni Jones, Utah Attomey General Office 14 ALAM M. DERSHOWITZ
13 Travis Gallagher, Videographer 15 having been first duly swom, was examined and
i: 16 testified as follows:
16 17 DIRECT EXAMINATION
17 18 BY MR. SCAROLA:
18 18 Q. Mr. Dershowitz, what is rhetorical
19 20 hyperbole?
20 21 A. Rhetorical means verbal and hyperbole
2; 22 mieans exaggeration.
23 23 (. Something other than the truth, correct?
24 24 A, Truthi -
25 25 MR. SCOTT: Obyjection, form, relevancy.

2 (Pages 181 to 184)

www.phippsreporting.com
(888)811-3408
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185 187
1 A, Truth has many, many meanings and is a 1 transeript of the imterview? We'd like to sec
2 continwum. The Supreme Court has held that 2 it.
3 rhetorical hyperbole cannot be te basis, for 3 MR. SCARDLA: That's exactly what | gave
4 example, of pefjury proseculions or penerally of a 4 you, the photocopy.
5  defamation prosceution. & ME. SCOTT: We're doing it right now.
& So il depends on the context. Yow might & Maybe we can move on and come back then.
T just look at the dictionary and probably geta 7 MR. SCAROLA: No, | would like to proceed,
& variety of definitions for it. B MR. SCOTT: Then let's stop until | geta
a BY MR, SCAROLA: 3 copy of il. Because he - [ want --
10 Q. Well, what I'm concerned about, 10 MR, SCAROLA: 1 don't think that's
11 Mr. Dershowitz, is not a dictionary definition. 1 11 necessary because your client has told us that
12 want to know what your undersianding of rhetorical 12 he has a superb memory and one of the things |
13 hyperbole is. 13 would like to know is what he's able to recall.
14 And do you agree that pursuant to your 14 If he needs to refresh his memory, the
15 understanding of rhetorical hyperbole, it is an 15 transcripts will be here in just a moment, but
16 exaggeration beyond the facts? 16 1 don't want to delay going forward.
17 MR, SCOTT: Objection, argumentative and 17 MRE. SCOTT: Do you need the transcript to
18 compaund, three questions, 18 refiesh your memory?
1% A No=- 19 THE WITNESS: Well, | have no memory of
20 MR SCOTT: You can answer. 20 what specifically | said on a particular day in
21 A, — | would not agree with that definition, 21 a particular interview.,
2z BY MR. SCAROLA: 22 MR. SCOTT: Since you have a copy in front
23 3. Okay. Then define it for us, if you 23 of him, why don't you just show him your copy
24 would, please. 24 then? Read the - ask your question and let
25 A, Lihink | have already. 25 him read il
186 1B8
1 Q. I'm sorry, | missed the definition. Could 1 BY MR. SCAROLA:
2 you tell us what rhetorical hyperbole is? 2 Q. Do you recall having been interviewed on
3 MR. SCOTT: Objection, repetitions. He's 3 CNN Tonight by Don Lemon?
4 done il 4 A Yes, [do
5 A Why don't we just read back my answer, 5 ). Do yvou recall having been interviewed on
& BY MR. SCAROLA: & CNN Tonight by Don Lemon in carly January of 2015,
7 (). Because | didn't understand it, so I would 7 where you spoke about matters that have become the
g like you to try to give us a direct response to that g subject of this litigation?
g question if you're able to. k) A Yes, Fdo
10 A. | will repeat exactly what 1 said. A o Q. Did you make the following statcment
11 thetorical means verbal and hyperbole means some 11 during the course of that interview: "As to the
12 exaggeration of the facts for political or other 12 airplanes, there are nuanifests that will prove
13 reasons, but generally it is truthful in a literal 13 beyond any doubt that 1 was never on a privale
14 sense bui perhaps — it all depends on context. 14 airplane with this woman or any other underage
1s And if you tell me the context in which 1 15 giri"?
16 used it, | will be happy 1o describe what [ meant in 16 ME. SCOTT: You need to see the
17 that context. But | don't think you can really 17 transcript?
18 apswer a question about what two words put together 18 THE WITHESS: Mo. No.
13 mean without understanding the context. 12 Ao That is o truthful statement. | would
20 (. Okay. Well, we're going to talk about 20 repeat it right now. Pve reviewed the manifests.
21 some context. 1 First, [ know | was never on the airplane
22 Do you recall having been interviewed on 2z wilh any underage woman. | knew that for a fact. |
23 CMN Tnn{ght on January 5, 20057 23 have absoleely o douls iy mind abousl e, And
24 A, | have no current recollection of -- 24 the reconds that . irm thal.
25 MR, SCOTT: Do you have a copy of the 25 They hw-anurrb:ruf

3 (Pages 1B5 to 188)
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189 131
1 airplane Mights with Jeffrey Epstein. They have me 1 to the transeription, the official transeription of
2 on a pumber of fights, none - let me emphasize, 2 that testimony, was that, quote:
3 none within the relevant time period, none within 3 “Let me emphasize that the manifests that
4 the relevant time period. That s, there are no 4 doexculpate me do not show me fying wim
3 panifests that have me on Jeffrey Epstein's airplane = _ll:l-t show me flying with
6 during the time t ims 1o 13 womnmsen."”
T have — falsely ¢ ik e, T That was the testimony you gave under
8 S0, yes, nol only recall making that & path., Do vou stand by that testimony today?
¥ staement, but | repeat it here today. And it is 5 A, The manifists that | saw corroborate my
10 absolutely t i what | know, 10 OWN MEMOry — My QWn memaory is as clear as could
i1 and that is | up the entire 11 be- that [ never saw any inappropriately aged,
12 story. 12 underaged women on any airplane to my knowledge that
13 BY MR, SCAROLA: 13 were visible io me al any time that [ few. That is
14 Q. Your statement -- 14 my lestimany, yes.
15 MR. SCOTT: What page are you reading 15 . Well, that's not a response to the
16 from? 16 guestion that § asked. Is it your testimony today
17 MR. SCAROLA: Page 5. 17 that you never flew on a private airplane with,
18 . Your statement was that you were never an 18 quote, "any young women™?
13 a private airplane with this woman, which I assume 12 MR SCOTT: Objection, form.
20 was a refere cf? 20 A. By young women, | obviously meant in that
21 A s, _ 21 context underage women, And underage women in the
22 . Or any other underage girl? 22 conlext of sexuality. And, yes, | - stand by
23 A, That's right. 23 that statement.
24 . All right. How many times - 24 BY MR. SCAROLA:
25 A. Well, let me be very clear. 1have no 25 Q. All right. So your — your clarification
150 152
1 idea who was in the front cabin of the airplane with 1 of your enrlier testimony is that you never saw any
: the pilots, Clviously what | intended to say and 2 young women in a sexual context?
3 what I say here now is | never saw an underaged 3 A That's not clanfication. [think that's
4 person o an arplane. 4 whal | initially said. That's what | initially
5 Mow, when | -- when [ lew with JelTrey 5 imtended. And thal's the way any reasonable — any
B Epstein to the launch, my recollection is that there 6 reasonable person would imerpret what miy ariginal
T may have been a couple on the plane with their child 7 testimony was, 50 | don't believe my original
i who was going 1o see the laench, But that was B testimony required any clarification.
E certainly not the context in which | made the 2 0. Sewhat you meant (o convey by the
10 statemenl. 10 staterment thai you made when you sabd you never Mew
11 [ never saw any underage, young person who 11 wilh any underage girl or any young women wis you
12 would be the subject or object of any improper 12 never Mew with any underage girl or young women in
13 sexual activitics. Had | seen JelTrey Epsiein ever 13 a sexual context?
14 in the presence of an underage woman in a context 14 ME. SCOTT: Objection, form.
15 that suggested sexuality, | would have, A, left the 15 BY MR SCAROLA:
16 scenc; B, reported it; and, C, never had any further 16 0. s that correci?
17 contact with Jeffrey Epstein. 17 A, Let me simply repeat the fsct and that is,
18 Q. You have also made the statement that you 1B jomy knowledge, | never flew on an airplane ar was
12 were never on a private airplane with any underage 18 ever in the presence on an airplane with any
20 WOIEN O any Young women, correct? 20 underage womun who would be somebody who might be in
21 A, The context was underage women in a sexal 21 a sexual context. | say that only io eliminate the
2z context. il was a - you know, a four-year-old 22 possibility that some four-year-old was on the lap
23 child being carmed by her mother, that would not be 23 of & mother or somebody was on the airplane with
24 included in what [ intended 1o say. 24 fammily members.
25 Q. Your sworn testimony yesterday, according 25 But, ng, | do et recall — and F very

4 (Pages 189 to 192)
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193 195
1 firm about this — being on an arplane with anvbody : A, | don’t reimember that [ New with her or
2 who | belicved could be the subject of Jeffrey 2 not. | may have. But | don't recall necessariky.
2 Epstein or amyone else's improper sexual activities, 3 But | did meet -- | remember mecting a woman named
4 MR. SCAROLA: All right. Let's mark the + I cocs ot ook Iikc-kc the
5 transcripl that we've been referring 1o as 5 woman | met,
& Exhibit Number 1, please. That's the & . Okay. 5o that's a = that's a different
7 transcript of the television interviews that 1
8 we'll be discussing. 8 A. Mo, | don't know.
4 {Thereupon, marked as Plaintiff Exhibit 2 MR, SCOTT: Objection, fonm,
10 L) 10 argumeniative.
11 MR, SCOTT: This is actually 2, right? We 11 A, 1have noidea. | do not recognize this
132 had one yesterday, an article from the British 12 woman. She's nol familiar to me at all,
12 newspaper? 13 I can tell you this: Without any doubi, 1
14 MR, SCAROLA: No. It was not marked as an 14 never met anybody dressed like this on any aiplane
15 exhibit. This is the first exhibit that's been 15 or in the presence af Jelfrey Epstein or in any
18 marked. 18 comtext -
17 MR, SCOTT: Mo, 1 know that, but I thought 17 BY MR SCARDLA:
18 we were poing o mark that one. Maybe [ was - 18 (). Did she have -
19 1 asked for thas, Okay. 13 A, == relwied 1o this case,
20 It was an answer and counterclaim about 20 . — more clothes on or less clothes on when
21 the allegation shown to the witness, 21 you met her?
2z MR, SCAROLA: And Exhibit Number 2 will be 22 ME. SCOTT: Objection, form. He said he
23 the transeript from yesterday's procecdings 23 never met her. Misrepresent --
24 that | have just referenced. 24 BY MRE. SCAROLA:
25 {Thercupon, marked as Plaint (T 25 . When you met the woman that you're
194 196
1 Exchibit 2.) 1 referencing, did she have more clothes an or less
2 ME. SCOTT: You don't have a copy of that, 2 clothes on than that woman?
3 do you, of the transeript? 3 A Every woman that T met in the presence of
4 MR, SCAROLA: No. Got senl to you [ 4 Jeffrey Epstein was properly dressed, usually in
5 assume you have it 5 suils and dresses and - and appropristely covered
& BY MR SCAROLA: & up. 1 never met any women in the context of Jeffrey
T . I'm going to hand you what we'll now mark 7 Epsiein who were dressed anything like this.
8 a5 Exhibit Number 3. ] Q. Would you agree that that is a young woman
e (Thereupon, marked as Plaintiff % inthat photograph?
10 Exhibit 3.) 10 A 1 have no idea what her age is.
1 MR, SCOTT: There's no question. 11 Q. Soyou don'i know whether she was underage
1z MR, SWEDER: Yes, 12 proverage of 8 YOung woman of net a young woman?
12 BY MR. SCAROLA: 13 Ao 1dont —
14 (). Do you recognize that young woman, 14 MR. SCOTT: Objection, form.
15 Mr. Dershowitz? 15 A = know this wonan, so | have no idea how
15 A, No. 16 old a woman in a picture 15, She could be - she
17 ). MNever saw her? 17 could be 30. She could be 25, 1 have no ides.
18 A. Not that | know of. 18 BY MR, SCAROLA:
ig ). Never flew on an private airplane with 13 . Or she could be 15 or 167
20 her? 20 A. I don't think so.
21 A. Mot that | know of, 21 3. But you don'i know?
22 ). Do you recognize the name 22 A. This doesn’t -- well, [ don't know how old
23 A, 1do recall that Jeffrey Epstein had a 23 youi are. This does not strike me --
24 i‘rimdmmﬂ 24 Q. Old enough to know that —
25 ). That vou flew with? 25 MR. SCOTT: You're catting -

5 (Pages 193 to 196)
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197 199
1 BY MR. SCAROLA: 1 tographs identify the woman as
2 ). — that's a young waman. 2 “nml?
3 MR. SCOTT: Objection. You're cutting the 3
4 witness off. You're not letting ham finish. 4 ME. SCOTT: Mr. Dershowitz, take your
5 A, This looks like a picture out of a Playboy 5 time --
& or Penthouse magazine. [t does not look 1o me like g THE WITNESS: Yeah.
7 a person who is under the age of 16 or 17 or 18 7 MR, SCOTT: -- review the exhibits. Don't
B But Idon't think you can tell anything from the 8 be rushed by Mr. Scarola,
2 picture. [ think you can tell muech more fron ¥ A, Yes, it's a different - different
10 mecting somcbody and being with them and having a 10 spelling of the name. The Tatiana on the manifest
11 conversation with them. 11
12 MR, SCAROLA: Let's mark this phowgraph, 12 ph is
13 if we could, as Exhibit Number 4, 13 I have no idea whether -
14 {Thereupon, marked as Plaintiff 14 BY MR. SCAROLA:
15 Exhibit 4.) 15 Q. The last name —
16 B‘l: MR, SCAROLA: 16 A — they are the same person.
17 ). Does Exhibit Number 4 help vou at all to 17 Q. = is the same, -ht'.'
18 recognize this young woman? 18 A, There's no last name.
18 A I've never == | have no = no recollection 15 ). Well, read down a litthe bit further, if
20 ofthis young woman at all. 20 you would, Mr. Dershowitz,
21 Q. All right. Would you describe for us, 21 A You mean as to a different flight?
22 please, the '—au flew with Jeffrey iz Q. Yes,sir. ldentifying the return flight
23 Epstein on November 17, 20057 23 for the sam
24 A. First, | want 10 emphasize that that's 24 A Thave no idea that it's a return flight.
25 three years later than any of the issues involved in 25 1have nothing on the record that suggests that it's
158 200
1 this ease. | have no recollection of flying with 1 a return flight. And it has different people on it
2 this woman. | saw the nam a manifest. 2 So 1 have no reason fo believe it's a retum flight.
3 And my recollection of [ hive 3 Q. Is the last — the guestion that I asked
4 no recollection of flying with he, but my 4 you, Mr. Dershowite, is: 1s the last name spelled
5  recollection of is that she was a serious, 5 exactly the same as the last name is spelled in the
& mid 208 woman frend of Jeffrey Epstein, who [ may & two photographs | have shown vou?
T have met on one o two or (hree occasions when he 7 A, Let me look. So, on the 20th of
] was with her in — perhaps at Harvard Umversity & MNovember --
@ where he was meeting with acadermics and scholars, or 9 Q Is the last name —
10 perliaps - [ think that's probably the context 10 MR, SCOTT: Whoa, whoa -
11 where — where she might bave been. 11 BY MR SCAROLA:
12 . But you never flew with her? 12 Q. - spelled the same way on both the Might
13 A, | have no recollection of flying with her. 13 log and the two photographs [ have shown vou?
14 Q. Okayv. Well, et me see if this helps to 14 A, O - you mean on a flight log that | was
15 refresh vour recollection, Mr, Dershowits, 15 not on the Night? s that right? Yeu're talking
18 MR. SCAROLA: Let's mark this as Exhibit 16 about a flight bog that [ was not on the Might,
17 Mumber 5, phease. 17 righh?
18 THE WITMESS: LUMehuh, ves. 18 ). That Might log shows you on multiple
12 { Therewpon, marked os Plaimiff 19 Mights, does it not?
20 Exhibit 5.) 20 A, It shows me not on that Might. [t shows
21 BY MR, SCAROLA: 2i me on a number of flights, but not on that fMlight.
22 3. Do you sce that the name of the woman in 22 MR. SCOTT: What's the date of the
23 v you Is 23 flights?
24 Victoria Seerets model? 24 THE WITNESS: The date of that fight
25 The photographs, sir, look at the 25 is == looks like Movember 20th, 2005, maorg
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1 than three vears a fl- lefi - BY ME. SCARDLA:
2 fo == 2 Q. Is the last name on the photograph spelled
3 BY MR. SCAROLA: 3 exsctly the same way a5 the last name on the Night
4 Q. Mr, Dershowitz - 4 log?
5 MR, SCOTT: You're culting the witness £ A, IF you're talking about a fight log that
& off. & 1 wasnot on thal fight, the answer is yes.
7 MR. SCAROLA; He's not answering my 7 . Al right. Thank you very masch, sir,
8 question, Tom. L Mow, that fight log also shows you fying
3 MR. SCOTT: Well - 9 repeatedly in the company of 2 woman named Tailana,
10 MRE. SCAROLA: | want to know whether the 10 correct?
11 last name 15 spelled the same or it isn't 11 A I've only seen one reflerence I-
12 spelled the same on the flight log marked as an 1z Movember 17. 17 you want to show me any olher
13 exhibit and on the photographs, That's a very 13 references, [d be happy 1o look al them,
14 direct question. It calls for a very direct 14 Q. All right, siv. Thank you.
15 YES O N0 FESPOnSe. 15 Let's go back to the -
16 And thes wiiness has demonstrated a clear 16 MR, SCOTT: Are we done with this exhibit?
17 refusal to respond directly to direct 17 ME. SCARDLA: We are done with ile
18 questions, which will result, when we resume 18 exhibil.
19 this deposition, in our requesting that the 1% MR. SCOTT: Okay. Then let's collect the
20 Courl appoint a special master so that this 20 exhibits so that we don't have a big - then
21 deposition doesn't take two weeks to complete. 21 we'll turm them over Lo the court reporier 10
22 MR SCOTT: You know, Mr. Scarola, that's 22 keep safckeeping.
23 a nice speech and | appreciate it. 23 There you go, young lady, don't Lese
24 MR. SCAROLA: Thank you, 24 those, don't get them wet. And we'll procesd.
25 ME. SCOTT: | don't agree with your 25
202 204
1 characterization. And if you recall, months 1 BY MR. SCAROLA:
2 ago I suggesied a special masicr for this 2 ). Did you state during the same Interview,
3 iy ligits' depositions and 3 the CNN Don Lemon interview: "She has said that
4 and your response W me 4 Bill Clinton was with her at an ergy on Jeffrey's
5 was: ['ll consider it, | won't pay forit. If 5 island"?
& your client wants to pay for it -- so basically & A, Did state that, yes.
7 you blew me ofl. 7 ). Was that statement intended as fact,
e 5o, | appreciate you finally come around. 8 opinion, or was it intended as rhetorical hyperbole?
8 And your clicnts, ) MR. SCOTT: Do you understand the
10 MR. SCAROLA: Your clicnt's misconduet has 10 question?
11 clearly convinced me, having now considered it, 11 THE WITMESS: Yes, 1 do.
12 that it is absolutely neecssary. 12 A, liwas asinternent based on what |
13 MR, SCOTT: Okay. Now -- 13 believed were the facls al the time 1 said them.
1a BY MEB. SCAROLA: 14 Various newspapers and blogs had placed
15 Q. Somow could | get an answer to my 15 Bill Clinton on, quote, “orgy island” on -- in the
16 question - ls presence of Jeffrey Epstein when there were orgies.
17 MR. SCOTT: Now that we have - 17 And at the time | made that statement, | had a
18 BY MR. SCAROLA: 18 belicf that she had accused Bill Clinton of
s Q. —whether the last name on the Might log 1% participating or being -- as being a part of or an
20 g spelled exactly the same way as the last name in 20 ghserver of - or 3 wilngss or a participant in
21 the photographs? 21 orgies on whai was called JefTrey Epsicin's orgy
22 MR SCOTT: Mow that all the lawyers' 2z island. That was my state of belief, honest beliel
23 speeches arc done, read the question back and 23 al the time | made that stalement.
24 the witness will answoer it. 24 BY MR. SCARGLA:
25 ME. SCAROLA: 1 will repeat the question, 25 Q. Yes, siv. And what I want to know is what
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1 the source of that honest belief was? Tdentify any 1 Clinton on orgy island, things of that kind. 1
2 source that attributed to -h: 2 would be happy to provide them for you. | don’t
3 statcment that Bill Clinton was with her at an orgy 3 have them on the top of my head.
4 on Jeffrey's island. 4 (). There's a big difference hetween saying
5 A, We can provide you about, | think, 20 5 that Bill Clinton was on Jeffrey's island and saying
6 newspaper articles and blogs which certainly raise 6 that Bill Climton was at an orgy on Jeffrey's
7 the implication that Bill Clinton had improperly 7 island, isn't there?
8 participated in sexual activities on the island g ME. SCOTT: Objection ==
3 either as an obscrver or as a participant. The e BY MR. SCAROLA:
10 issue was reised on Scan Hannity's program. The 1o ). Do you recognize a distinction between
11 headlines in various British media had suggested 11 thosc stateinents?
12 that 1z MR. SCOTT: Form.
13 It's my be]ierlhm 13 A. Tdan't think that distinction was clearly
14 intended 1o convey thal impressy WL 14 drawn by the media,
15 irying to sell her story to various media, which she 15 BY MR. SCAROLA:
16 successfully sold her story 1o in Britain, that she 18 Q. I'm asking whether you recognize the
17 wanted to keep that open as a possibility. 17 distinetion?
18 And then when 1 firmly declared, based on 18 A, Oh, I -- | cemainly recognize a
13 my research, that Bill Clinten had almest certainly 13 distinction.
20 never been on that island, she then made a firm 20 . Oh, s0--
21 staternent that she -- which was a -- which was a 21 M. Letme finish. 1 certainly recognize a
az perjunious statement, a finn peguniows salement 22 distinction between Bill Clinton being on the
23 saying that although Bill Clinton had been with her 23 island, which | belicve she perjuriously pit in her
24 on the island and had had dinner with her, the 24 affidavit, and Bill Clinton panicipating actively
25 perjurious statement was that Bill Clinten had been 25 inan grgy. [ also think it's a continuum.
206 208
1 on the island with her. 1 And there is the possibility, which |
2 The lie was that she described in great 2 don't personally believe o be true, that he was on
3 detail a dinner with Bill Clinton and two underaged 3 the island. There was the possibility, which 1
4 Russian women who were offered 1o Bill Clinton for 4 daon't believe Lo be true, that he was an the iskand
5 sex but that Bill Clinton tumed down, 5 when orgies were taking place. There was the
& So she then put in her affidavit that & possibility that he was on (he island and observed
7 although - perjuriously, although she had seen Bill 7 an orgy. and there was the possibility that he was
8 Clinton on that iskand, she then stated that she had g on the island and panicipated in an orgy.
9 not had sex with Bill Clinton. To my knowledge, 2 MNewspapers picked up those stories. Tl
10 that was = to my knowledge at least, that was the 10 pgive you an example of a newspaper that actually
11 first time she stated that - that she not had sex 11 said that that she had placed or that 1 was on the
12 with Bill Clinton, She hed certainly implied, or at 12 jisland and — that [ participated in an orgy along
13 least some of the media had inferred from her 13 with Stephen Hawkings [sic.], the famous physicist
14 statements that she may very well have observed Bill 14 fromm Cambridge University, thal was a newspaper
15 Clinton in a sexually conpromising position. 15 published in the Wirgn Islands, which [alsely
16 So, when | made that statement to Dan 16 claimed that | was at an orgy with Stephen Hawkings.
17 Lemon, Thad a firm belief, based on reading 17 S0, Many NeWspapers were suggesting,
18 newspaper aceounts and blogs, that it was e, 18 implying, and [ inferred from reading those
13 €. Can you identify a single newspaper that 13 newspapers that that's what she had said 10 the
20 auributed IHHIE statemecnt That 20 media,
21 Bill Clinton was with her at an orgy on Jeffrey®s Z1 17 1 was wrong about that based on
22 island? 22 subsequent information, | apologize. But |
23 A, | think there -- [ don't have them in my 23 cenainly, at the time | said it, believed it and
24 head right now. But I do recall reading headlines 24 made the statement in good faith in the beliel that
25 that talked about things like, sex slave places 25 it was an honest siatement,
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t Q. Okay, So you now are withdrawing the L Your client is doing everything he can fo avoid
2 statement that you made thtmd 2 giving direci answers to these questions.
3 that B3Il Clinton was with h . 3 1 would appreciate it if you would take a
1 Jeffrey's island; that was wrong? 4 break, counsel your elient that the specches
5 A. 1 don't know whether she ever said that 5 are not helpful 1o anyone, and especially not
& I would not repeat that statement and lhiave not & helpfial to him,
7 repeated that statement based on her denial. As 7 MR. SCOTT: 1f you want to take a break,
8 5000 as she denied it, | never again made thai 8 I'll take a break and [ will advise my clicnt
2 statemenl and would not again make that siatement. g whatgver | feel is appropriate, not what you
10 Q. You-— i instruct me 1o do.
1 A. But 1 did reiterate the fact that she 11 MR. SCAROLA: Okay. Well, if you think it
12 committed perjury when she said she was on the 12 might help at all in the progress of this
1% istand with Bill Clinion, 13 deposition, then [ do want 1o take a break. If
14 ME. SCAROLA: Move to sirike the 14 you don't think taking a break would be
15 nonresponsive -- 15 helpful, | don't want to take a break.
16 A. That was the perjurious statement. 16 MR, SCOTT: Do you want to take a break or
17 MR. SCAROLA: Move to strike the 17 not?
18 nonresponsive portions of the answer. 18 THE WITNESS: I'm going o leave it 1o
19 BY MR. SCAROLA: 19 your judgment. I'm happy to proceed —
20 . You have made a reference during 20 MR. SCOTT: Okay. I'llbe glad to take a
21 to this woman, referring tm il break.
22 wﬁ a eriminal record? 2 MR, SCAROLA: Thank you.
23 A U's right. 23 MR, SCOTT: I can't say -
24 Q. Okay. What — what is a criminal record? 24 MR. SCAROLA: Five minutes.
25 A Well, the way | used the term is that she 25 MR. SCOTT: — it will help you or
210 212
1 committed a crime and legal — some kind of 1 anything but -
2 proceedings resubted from her committing a crime. 2 MR, SCAROLA: 1ean understand that you
3 The crime she committed was stealing money from a 3 don't — you don't have thai conirol, but if
4 restaurant that she worked at while she was also 1 there's any reasonable -
5 waorking for Jeffrey Epstein. And it was my 5 MR, SCOTT: You know, Counsel -
&  information that there was a criminal record of her & MR. SCAROLA: -- prospect that it might
7 theft. 7 help, let's give it a try.
a (. How old was she at the time this alleged a MR, SCOTT: You know, | really don't
£ offense oceurred? 3 appreciate the comments about my abilitics as
10 A, [ don't know, But old enough to be held 14 an attomey, like | don't have that contrel and
11 eriminally responsible in the State of Florida, to 11 things of nature. It really is —
1z my knowledge. To my knowledge, [ - 1 recall a case 12 MR, SCAROLA: | don't have the control
13 where a |4-year-old boy was senicnced as an adult 13 cither.
14 for - 14 ME. SCOTT: Ii's not ==
15 MR. SCAROLA: Mr. Scott — 15 MR, SCAROLA: I'm nol trying 0 disparage
1s A. - @ Serious - 16 you at all in any respeet. I'm just suggesting
17 MR, SCAROLA: - did my question ask 17 that --
18 anything about a 14-year-old boy? 18 MR, SCOTT: Okay.
13 A. Youaskedif - 19 MR SCAROLA: - there is reason to doubt
20 MR, SCAROLA: Do we really need to listen 20 that it will do any good. But | wanl to give
21 to this? 21 ila try.
22 ME. SCOTT: You're asking questions, my 2z MR. SCOTT: Okay. Fine, Thank you,
23 client is providing his response. 23 MR, SCAROLA: Thank you.
24 MR. SCAROLA: No, your client is not 24 VIDEOGRAPHER: Going off the record. The
25 responding. Your elient is filibustering. 25 time is approximaicly 9:49 a,m,
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- (Recess was held from 9:49 am. until 10:001 am) 1 3. That would certainly have been prior to
2 VIDEOGRAPHER: Going back on the record, 2 February 23rd of 2015, correct?
3 The time is approximately 10:01 aum. 3 A Yes.
4 MR. SCOTT: If you've finished your bagel, 4 MR. SCOTT: Are you going back to the
S we're ready to proceed, | think. 5 exhibit now with the newspapers and --
& MR, SCAROLA: | think we are. [ was & MR, SCAROLA: Mot yet.
7 actually ready to proceed a lifthe bit carlier, T ME. SCOTT: Oleay.
8 but we'll proceed now. 8 BY ME. SCAROLA:
2 BY MR. SCAROLA: g ). Having reviewed the available airplane
10 . Mr. Dershowitz, do you agree with the 10 fMight logs, vou are aware that Bill Clinton flew on
11 basic concept that one is presumed to be innocent 11 atleast 15 occasfons with Jeffrey Epstein on his
12 until proven gullty? 1z private plane, correct?
13 A, Yes 13 A Yes
14 Q. H-'r been proven to 14 ). Have you ever atternpled to get flight log
15 be guilty of any crime at any time, anywhere, at any 15 information with regard to Former President
16 age? 16 Clinton's other private alrplane travel?
17 A, | don't know ithe answer (o that quesiion, 17 A, No.
18 bt | do know that she was brought imto the legal 18 . Never made a public records request —
13 system for stealing money from her employer and | 13 A Yes
20 think it%s fair 1o characterize that as her having a 20 0. = under the Freedom of Infor mation Act
21 criminal record, yeah. 21 with regard to those records?
22 ). To the extent that anvone might interpret 2z A, Well, we have made a Freedom off
22 your comment lhqm: ever 23 Information request, My — my attorney in New York,
24 convicted of a crime, they wou drawing a false 24 Louis Freeh, the former head of the FBI, has made a
23 conclusion as far as you know, correct? 25 FOIA request for all information that would
214 216
1 A, As far as | know, [don't know of her 1 conclusively prove that Bifl Clinton was never on
2 having convicted of any crime. But [ do know that e Jeffrey Epstein’s island, yes.
3 she was proceeded against for having stolen money. 3 0. And you were denied those records,
4 And I don't think she contested that. | don't think 4 correct?
5 there's any dispuic about ihe faci thai she stole 5 A. No, no, no.
& money and engaged in other crimes as well ] . Oh, you got them?
7 ). When did you find out about this alleged 7 MR. SCOTT: Well, wait a minute. Let's
8 erime? 8 take it slow. Ask a question.
g A, As soon as the Falsc allegation against me 9 A. As any lawyer knows, FOLA requests take a
10 was made public, | got call after eall after call 10 long, long period of time. So they were neither
11 from people telling me about , aboul 11 denied nor were they given 1o us, They are very
1z your 22 elients. The calls jus Mg 10 12 much in process.
13 because there was such outrage at this false 13 BY MR. SCAROLA:
14 allegation being directed against me. 14 ). When was -
15 MR. SCARDLA: Move to strike the 15 AL While we're talking abot - may [
1s unresponsive portion of the answer. 18 camplete -- | want to amend one answer | gave
17 BY MR. SCAROLA: 17 previously.
18 Q. You found out as soon as the CVRA 18 While we're talking about the planc logs.
13 complaint was — the CVRA allegations referencing 19 I must say that during the recess, my wife Googled
20 vou were filed; is that correct? 20 Tatiana and found oul that she was, in fact, 24
21 A | didn't say that. 1 said as soon as thoy 21 years old in 1995, at the time she flew on that
22 were made public and as soon as the newspapers 22 airplane. So that my characterization of her as
23 carried ihesc false storics, | received phone calls 23 about 25 years old is absolutely correct.
24 and I leamed about - | leamed about her encounier 24 And the implication that you sought to
25 25

with the criminal justice system.

draw by showing me those pictures was not only
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1 demonstrably false, but you could have easily 1 she has a history of lving, knowing that she is
2 discovered that the implication you were drawing was 2 easily suggestible, and they basically pressured
3 demonstrably false by simply taking one second and 3 her, according to my sources, into including me when
4 Googling her name as my wife did. 4 she didn®l wani to include me, because by including
5 BY ME. SCAROLA: 5 me, they could make a claim, false as it was, could
] ). And so at 25 years old, she wasn't a young 6 make a false claim that & person who negotiated the
7 wommn? 7 MNPA was also coiminally involved with her,
8 A, Shewas not the kind of woman that [ was 8 They also lied - lied uncthically and
&  descnbing as underage, She was a mature, serious, g unprofessionally by saying that | negotiated that
10 1 think [ suid in my public statements a model. 1 10 provision of the NPA, which gave me, myself, any
1l wasn't aware at the time that see was working for 11 kind of § i ution had | had improper
12 Victoria's Secrets, bui Google demonstrates that. 12 % Wil hich, of course, | did
13 And | described her exactly, in exactly the right 13 not. And that was one ¢ bases on which [ was
14 tervns, a sorious person, 14 gepain that they had engaged in unprofessional,
15 T always saw her dressed when [ saw her - 15 disbarrable and unethical conduct by including that
16 [saw her maybe on bwo or three occasions, dressed 18 provision, as well as including a provision thd
17 appropriately, Shewas a seripus adult worker and | 17 Prince Andrew was included because he, Prince
18 think you insult and demenn her when you suggest 18 Andrew, pressured a United States attomey to 11y Lo
18  that anything other than that she was a serious 13 geta good deal for Jeffrey Epstein.
20 adult when she flew on that airplane, 20 That 15 so laughable. How any lawyer
21 . You were asked on the sceasion of that 21 could put that in a pleading, it doesn'l pass even
22 same Don Lemon CHNMN interview what possible molive 22 the minimal giggle test. And I'm embarrassed for
23 the attorneys, Brad Edwards and Paul Cassell, could 23 Profiessor Cassell tha he would have signed his name
24 have had to have identified you in the pleading thai 24 ip a pleading that alleges that Primce Andrew would
25 was filed in the Crime Vietim's Rights Act case, 25 pressure the United States attorney for the Southem
218 220
L Do you remember thai? 1 District of Florida o giving JelTrey Epstéin a
2 A That's right, yes. 2 pood deal.
3 0. And your response was, quote - 3 MR SCAROLA: Move to strike the
4 MR. SCOTT; Here's your transcript if you i unresponsive portions of the answer. And
5 need 1o refer to it 5 obviously the break didn't do 2ny good.
6 BY MR. SCAROLA: [ ME. SOO0TT: Let's proceed.
7 ). - "They want to be able to challenge the 7 MR, SCAROLA: We're going tou
B plea agreement and 1 was one of the lawyers who 8 BY MR, SCAROLA:
9 organized the plea agreement. I got the very good 5 . You stated, quote: "I7 they,” referring
10 deal for Jeffrey Epstein.” 10 to Bradley Edwards and Paul Cassell, "could find &
11 DHd you make that response? 11 lawyer who helped draft the agreement” —
1z A Yes 1z A, Right.
13 Q. S, vou recognized as of January 5, 2015, 13 Q. - "who alse was a criminal having sex,
14 that the reason why the statements were fled in the 14 wow, that could help them Bow up the agreement.”
15 Crime Vietim's Rights Act cuse was because the Crine 15 Dd you make that statement on --
16 Vietim's Rights Act case had, a5 an objective, 16 A, Yes. 1 just repeated it now, yos, under
17 setting aside the plen agreement that yon had 17 oath, yes.
ig negotiated for JefTrey Epstein, correct? 18 . Did you state the following in that same
1 MR. SCOTT: Objection, form. Go abead if 19 jmterview: "So they i ey Edvwards,
20 YOU Cain @nswer it, 20 Paul Cassell nnWl down
21 A There were multiple motives, Ome of the 21 toget her, the three of them, these two slewzy,
22 motives was crassly financial. They were irying io 22 unprofessional dishbarrable lawyers” —
23 line their pockets with money. But 2s | also said, 23 A, Uh-huh, uh-huh.
24 and | said this over and over again, they profiled 24 Q. - "they said" -
25 me. They sat down with their client, knowing thai 25 MR, SCOTT: Let hirn ask the question.
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1 1 who made transeripts of them,
2 BY MR. SCAROLA: 2 Q). Did you turn them over to oppasing
3 Q. - "who would fit into this description? 3 counsel —
4 They and the woman got topether and contrived and 4 MRE. 3COTT: The transcripls ==
5 madle this up.” 5 BY MR. SCAROLA:
& Did you make that staterment on national & Q. -=in the course of discovery?
T television? 7 MR. SCOTT: The transcripts we consider to
B Ao Yes, and [ just repeated it uncler cath, 1 & be work product. [f you make a request (o
9 believe that o be the case, [ think that's exactly 8 produce, we'll provide them,
10 what happened. And 1 think that my source has 10 MR, SIMPSON: Just for completeness, they
11 corroborsted that. 11 were also after your discovery request,
12 By the way, can | add at this point - [ 12 MR. SCOTT: Request to produce, we'll
13 don't mean to distract you, but 1 think the record 13 consider providing them.
14 would be more complete i [ indicated that | did pet 14 BY MR. SCAROLA:
15 gphonecall last night from Michael, who wid me 15 Q. Isthere an entry in any privilege log
16 that i merous phone calls and texts 18 that identifies these allegedly privileged work
17 ; ing 1o persuade her not o 17 product documents?
18 talk ip me or cooperaic with me and offering the 18 MR. SIMPSOMN: We will - the lawyers will
19 help of a lawyer 19 address the document production issues. But
20 And 1 also — although you didn't ask the 20 two things, Mr. Scarola, first, they postdate
21 question, Mr. Scarola, I think for completcness and 21 your requesi and you have said several times
22 fullness, I do want to say that you asked me whether 22 there's no duty to supplement. And second,
23 or not | knew about what could be taped and what 23 they're work product.
24 did tape recond some of what 24 MR, SCAROLA: Well, sir, if they postdated
25 “E-l told me, with her as a full and complete production, which we are
222 224
1 permission, and [ have those tpe recordings. 1 now told they do not, then you wouldn't be
2 Q. Well, you're getting a little bit 2 obliged to supplement the production that had
i overexcited, Mr. Ders VEF tapie 3 already been completed. But il is not the date
4 recorded anythi Id you 4 of the request that matters, it is the date of
5 A Didl 5 the production that matters.
6 Q. You . & And what we're now being told is there are
7 A, | misspoke. You wouldn't know thal, B, 7 allegedly highly relevant transcripts of a
8 in foet, let me be clear. 8 telephone conversation that occurred months ago
9 | tape recorded, with her permission, 9 when the last production that we received,
10 Richecen's statements o me sbout whil Virginia 10 which we are told still is not complete,
11 Roberts had tobd her. And | just want 10 make sure 11 oceurred approximately two weeks ago.
1z that fior completeness, even though you didn't ask lz S0, there's no privilege log enlry.
13 the question yesterday, that's part of 1he recard. 13 There's no production of these dotuments. And
14 Q. Well, 1 actually did ask the question and 14 there 15 clearly a very significant discovery
15 my recollection is that vou said vou didn't even 15 violation if, 1n faet, such documents exist.
16 think about tape recording anything == 16 MRE. SIMPSOM: I'm not going to debate it
17 MR. SCOTT: Mo, that's not accuraie. You 17 here, Mr. Scarola, but your assertions arc not
18 never asked (hat, 18 aocurate.
18 BY MR SCAROLA: 19 MR. SCAROLA: All right. There also was a
20 (). Butcan you tell us, please, did you torn 20 subpocena duces tecum that was responded to
21 over those tape recordings in the discovery that you 21 tomorrow = I'm sorry, yesterday, Can you tell
22 were required to make in this case? 22 us whether the documents that are now being
23 A The discovery — these evenis occurred 23 descrnibed are included in response to the
24 after April of 2005. And I cerdainly tuned over 24 subpoena duces tecum on the flash drive that
25 the recordings and the - recordings to my lawyers, 25 youl provided to us?
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1 MR. SIMPSON: The flash drive is the same 1 A Tknow what you know because I'm a logical
4 as the document production. 2 t Virginia — | know that
e MR. SCAROLA: So the answer is no, they're 3 Mmﬂy called this -- this
4 not there; is that correet? 4 nd, e
] MR. SIMPSON: Correct. 5 knows her pame. And youa
& ME. SCAROLA: Okay. And whats the & lawyers are operating in priv
7 explanation for that? 7 whispering to each oiher, vou're passing notcs. You
B ME. SIMPSON: I'm not going 1o debate this 8 arcpart of a joint legal team.
& on the record with you, Mr. Scarola. 9 And if you want to know her name, all you
10 MR. SCAROLA: All right. Thank you 10 have to do is ask Sigrid MeCuwley and she'll tell
11 BY MR, SCAROLA: il you her name, I'm sure you know her name, And if
12 . Which conversation with Rebecea did you 12 you don't know her name, ir's because you haven't
13 pape record? 13 asked.
14 A. Tiape recorded a conversation with her 14 Q. Okay. Well, I'm asking you —
15 permission where she told me thai she was pressured, 15 A, T onet going to tell you --
16 she didn't - where Rebecea told me that Virginia 15 Q. —and I'm telling you | don't know her
17 was pressured and that she dida't want 10 name me 17 name.
18 bt she was pressured 1o name me, that she had never 18 A Okay.
19 previously named me. 12 Q. Okay? As an officer of the court, 1 am
20 By the way, | told this to Virginia 20 telling you | don't know her name, And you are
21 Robers' lawyer. 21 under vath and obliged to answer material and
22 MS, McCAWLEY: Objection. To the extent 22 relevant questions, and [ want to know what her name
23 vou're going to reveal anything that was said 233 s
24 during settlement discussions, I'm moving for 24 MR, SCOTT: 1will provide you the name
25 sanctions, period. 'We're not doing this today. 25 off the record, but Pin ot — if he fecls it's
226 248
1 Please instruet the witness. 1 inappropriate because of what - he's not going
2 MR, SCOTT: Awoid that, We discussed that 2 to answer the question. | will provide you the
3 yesterday. 3 name.
4 THE WITNESS: That's fine. 4 BY MR. SCAROLA:
5 BY MR, SCAROLA: 5 (). Okay. She has still insisted that her
& Q. What was the date of the phone 6 name not be revealed; is that correct?
T conversation that you tape recorded? 7 A, Her husband asked me to do whatever |
8 A | don't recall. But it's on the ] could not to put her name in front of the press, in
transcript, 2 front of the media,
10 Q. Ani does it also reflect that the 10 Q. There's no — there's no one from the
11 recording is being made with her permission? 11 press here today,
12 A. Uh-hub. 12 MR. SCOTT: Yeah, but they're going 1o
13 ). That's a yes? 13 order the ranscript and they're going io see,
14 A Yes. Yes, thar's a yes. 14 go thai's the same thing. And ['ve already
15 €. What is Rebecca's last name? 15 told -
16 A, You know Rebecea's last name and she has 16 A, Youwill have ber name in five -
17 asked me not 1o reveal it 1o the press. And so | 17 MR, SOOTT: 1 will give you her name --
18 would like to comply with that -- with that requesL. 1a A, == minutes. All you have to do is -
13 For purposes of discovery, you know lier name, you 13 MR. SCOTT: And, Jack, if you wanl to take
20 know her husband's name, you know her phone numbser, 20 a break now --
21 and she bas been called. But there's no reason lor 21 THE REPORTER: Helden. Hold on,
2z me to reveal it so that it appears in the press tha 2z gentlemen, You can’t talk at the same time,
23 she would be called by newspapers and by the media. 23 ME. SCOTT: Let me do the talking at this
24 Q. Mr, Dershowite, how do you know what 1 24 point.
25 25 THE WITNESS: Please.

know il you haven"t told me?
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1 BY MR. SCAROLA 1 more accomplished.
2 . What's her phone number? 2 MR. SCAROLA: Let's take it casy and show.
3 A, Her phone number is kn irpini 3 BY ME. SCAROLA:
4 Roberts and presumably — and w 4 (. How did Michael tell you he knew these
5 ived ph 5 people be didn't speak to were kawyers?
& rs. So all you have 1o do is 6 ived a phone call
7 wou will get that. Bt | T liis wiffe received
il think there's no reason to pat her phone number in L from her all through
a the public record so that she will receive massive 9 the night. And that they received phone calls as
10 amounts of phone calls from the media. Seems to me 10 well from her lawyers, Onc of them had a Miami
11 that any - that a judge would try to prevent that 11 phone number.
12 from happening. 1 would hope so. And F'm == you 12 And [ don't know how he knew they were
13 can get the name and the phone number from my lawyer 13 lawyers. But that's what he conveyed to me. All 1
14 pslongasits — 14 cantell you is what he told me, and I'm telling you
15 MR, SCOTT: We'll provide that. 15 that
16 A, -- done off the record, noi so that the 16 (). Did you ask him for the phone number?
17 media can see it 17 A, [ didnot.
18 BY MR. SCAROLA: 18 Q. Why not?
19 ). You just swore under aath that lawyers 13 A | didn't think it was appropriate or
20 contacted Rebecea; is that correct? 20 MCCESEATY.
21 A, Iswore under oath that T was told by 21 (). What was inappropriate about asking for
22 Michael that lawyers contacted Rebecea, yes, 2 the phone number to find out who was attempting to
23 Q. Which lawyers? 23 contact this witness?
24 A, Ddon't know the answer to that. 24 A, was not particularly interested in that.
25 Q. Did you ask him? 25 Al [ was inlerested in was getting the truth from
230 232
1 A, Tdid 1 the witness and trying to prevent her from having a
2 Q. And he said, 1 - 2 media barrage that would interfere with their lives.
2 A. Hewouldn't answer that, 3 Q. You told Don Lemon on CNN that the flight
4 Q. —refuse to tell you? 4 manifests would exonerate you, prove that you were
5 A. Mo, he didn't know the answer to that 5 not in the same place at the same time as Virgiia
6 either because he didn't retum the phone calls. He & Roberts, correct?
T said - T A. Thats right. And that's true,
8 ). How did he know they were livwyers if he ] (. You also told Don Lemon, quote, *1 am
e didn't return the phone calls? el waiving the statute of limitations or any immunity.”
0 A, Because they left messages, presumably. 10 A, That's right.
11 Q. With names that identified them as 11 Q. You were then subsequently asked to waive
12 lawyers; is that right? 1z the statute of limitations and refosed to, correct?
13 MR, SCOTT: You're arguing with the 13 A, Absobutely false.
14 wilness - 14 | waived the statute of limitations by
15 A, 1 don't know the answer to that, 15 submitting a stabement under oath. Had I not
1e MR. SCAROLA: Mo, 'm trying to find out 16 submitted that statement under oath, the statule of
17 whether there's any logical basis for the 17 limitations would have been long gone. But by
18 stories that the witness is telling, 18 stating under cath categorically that | did not have
1s MR. SCOTT: And [ think he's trying to 18 any sexual comtact with her, | waived the stane of
20 explain it And 1 think he's trying 1o do it 20 linvitations and could be prosecuted For the next
21 in an easy, slow fonmat. So, you know - 21 five or so years for perjury in what | said was
22 MR. SCAROLA: Okay. Well, let's take it 2z false.
23 casy = 23 But what [ said was trug, so | have no
24 MR. SCOTT: -- if we all take -- if we all 24 fiear of any statute of limitations or any eriminal
25 25 prosecution, So, ves, | did waive the statute of

take the tension dewn here, maybe we can get
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1 limitations, yes. 1 Q. And by dropping the dime on the media when
2 . You refused to waive the statuie of 2 they filed it, vou Intended to convey the message
3 limita tions with regard to sexual crimes, correct? a ihai Paul Cassell and Bradley Edwards intentionally
4 Ao 1 didn't refuse anything. 1 didn’t fed 1 4 generated the focus of press attention on that
L had any obligation to respond to you. And [ did 5 filing; is that correct”
& ol & A, Absolutely. Absolutely without any doubt.
7 Q. So, you were asked to waive the statute of 7 Why else would they have brought Prince Andrew into
8 limitations with regard to your sexual crimes and f this filing? Prince Andrew had no connection to the
k] v refused to respond? 2 MPA, no relevance atall, But they knew that by
10 A [ was asked by you, utierly 10 including Prince Andrew, this would drzg my name
11 inappropriately, and what [ had said -- and il you 11 into every single newspaper and media outlet in the
1z check what 1 said, | said if any reasonable 1z waorld,
13 prosecutor were to investigate the case and find 13 I was cutrageous for them to do this.
14 that there was any basis, | would then waive the 14 Particularly because they did so linle, if any,
15 statute of limitations. [ didn't waive (he statwe 15 investigation, which will, of cowrse, be determined
1a of limitations because you, a lawyer, for two 16 when they're deposed. And - and -~
17 unprofessional, unethical lawyers asked me o do so, 17 . Well, you've alveady made that
18 what obligation do [ have to respend to you? 18 determination, right?
19 Q. Well, you have no obligation to respond to 1% ME. SCOTT: Wail
20 me at all, Mr. Dershowitz, except novy while you are 20 A, I'm convinced that - that they did little
21 wnder oath and 1 am asking you guestions and 1 would 21 or no investigation. They never even bothered o
22 greatly appreciate you responding to the questions 22 call me. That would have been -
23 that 1 ask. 23 BY MR. SCAROLA:
24 ME. SCOTT: 1 think he's trying. 24 Q. We'll get to that in just a moment.
25 25 A, - & simple basic thing.
234 236
1 BY MR. SCAROLA: 1 Q. But right now = right now could vou
2 (). You made the further statement in that 2 please tell us was there anything other tha your
3 same interview, "They dropped the dime on the media 3 inferring that they must have contacted the media to
4 when they filed it" referring to the CVRA 4 support your conclusion that either Paul Cassell or
5 pleading - 5 Brad Edwards did, in fact, alert the media at the
3 A, Right. & time of the filing of this pleading?
7 Q). - in which were you named? 7 A, Yes,
& A, Right. a8 Q. What else besides your inference?
2 ). What is the basis for that statement? g M. When the BBC came 1o see me, the BBC
10 A, The basis for that statenwent was that the 10 reporter showed me an e-mail from Paul Cassell,
11 filing was done virmally on the eve of New Year's 11 whichurged him, the BBC reporter, (o ask me o
12 ona day that the press was completely dead. And 12 series of questions, So | knew that Paul Cassell
13 nonctheless, immediately upon the filing, [ got a 13 was in touch with the British media and was trying
14 barrage of phone calls that led me to conclude, and 14 to stimulate and indliate embarmssing questions fo
15 led many, many, many other lawyers who called me to 15 be asked of me.
16 conclude that obviously somebody tipped somebody ofl 16 And when | spoke to 2 number of reporters,
17 that they didn’t just happen o file — o find in 17 they certainly -- sbviously reporiers have
18 thie middle of an obscure pleading which didn't even 18 privilege, but they said things that certainly hed
1%  havea heading that indicated that | was involved or 1% metoinfer that they had been in close touch with
20 anybody else was involved. 20 your clients or representatives on their behall,
21 S0, 'm certain that a dime was dropped 1o 21 Q. What was the date of the e-mmil —
22 somchody saying, by the way, you want an inleresting 22 A Ddon't know.
23 story, there's -- Prince Andrew of Great Britain ond 23 Q. == that you referenced in that response?
24 Alan Dershowitz have been accused of sexual 24 Al [ don't know,
25 misconduct. [ still believe that. 25 Q. Well -

15 (Pages 233 to 236)

www.phippsreporting.com
(888)811-3408

EFTA01116733




237 239
1 A, I was whenever - ['m not sure | ever saw 1 MR, SCOTT: 1think he's answered that
2 the date. He just quickly showed nee the e-mail and 2 wice.
3 Iquickly looked at it, 3 A It came afler. It came after.
4 ). The c-mail that you are referencing, in 4 BY MR. SCAROLA:
5 fact, occurred after vou had begun all of your media 5 (). Thank veu, sir, On January 5, yon made
& appearances with respect to this filing — 6 another CNN Live appearance in an interview with
T A, Let me be very clear aboul — 7 Hala Gorani. De you recall that?
8 Q. - didn't it, sir? 8 A, | do not recall the name of the person -
| A, Let me be very clear abowt my media ] (). Take a lvok at the transcript, if you
10 appearances so that [ - 10 would, please, page 15.
il ). How about just answering the questions? 11 MR. SCOTT: Take a mement to review the
1z A, I'mirying o answer the question, All of 12 transcript, please, Mr, Dershowitz,
1% my media appearances - 13 THE WITMESS: Page |5,
14 . The question is: Did it occur before or 14 MR, SCOTT: Take your time to review that,
15 after your media — your media appearances? That 15 A. Yeah, that name is not familiar 1o me but,
16 doesn't call for a speech — 16 of course, | remember doing an interview, yes.
17 A, i came - 17 BY MR. SCAROLA:
18 ). - it calls for before or after. 18 Q. All right, sir. And during the course of
13 A, It came before some and after some. It 1% that interview, you said: "There are Might
20 came, lor example, before my appearance on the BRC 20 manifests, They will prove | was never on any
21 because they showed me the e-mail before they 21 private airplane with any young woman." Correct?
22 interviewed me for the BEC. So some occurred - it 22 A, Yes
22 occurred before some and it occurred aller some. 23 ). Go o page 17, if you would,
24 Q. All right. So it is your assertion that 24 A, Ub-huh,
25 this simgle e-mail that vou have made reference to a5 Q. At line 4 of transcript of that same
238 240
1 where Paul Cassell says "asks Dershowitz these 1 interview, you said: "She made the whole thing up
2 questions” occurred before Your - your media 2 out of whole cloth. 1 can prove it by flight
3 appearances and after your media appearances; is 2 recovds. | ean prove it by my travel records.”
4 that correct? 4 Did vou make those statements?
5 MR. SCOTT: Objection, form, argumentalive 5 A Yes, and they're absolinely true.
6 amd repefitious. 6 . Okay. 1 am going to hand you every Might
7 A. It occurred before some of the midia 7 recard that has been produecd in connection with
8 appearances, &nd il occurred after some of media ] this litigation.
2 BPPCATENCES, Y5, 8 A, Ub-huh
10 BY MR. SCAROLA: 10 MR, SCAROLA: Could we mark that as the
11 . Did it pccur before your first media 11 next composite exhibit, please?
12 appearances? 12 (Thereupon, marked as PlaintifT
13 A, My lirst media appearances came as the 13 Exhibit 6.)
14 result of phone calls | received from — 14 MR, SCAROLA: Apd mark this as ihe next
15 . That's nonresponsive to my question, sir. 15 composite exhibit, which will be 7.
16 A, - NEWSpapers - 16 ME. SCOTT: These are all the Might
17 . 1 didn't ask you anything about what your 17 manuals?
18 first media appearances sccurred — 18 MR, SCAROLA: As far as | know.
19 A. Yes, you did, 19 MR, SCOTT: Okay.
20 Q. - as s result of. 1 asked you - 20 MR. SCAROLA: They're the only ones that
21 MR, SCOTT: Let him ask his question. 21 have been produced in discovery. 1T there are
22 BY MR, SCAROLA; 2z more, I'm going to be interested to hear about
23 Q. - whether the e-mail that you claimed to 23 i,
24 have seen was sent before or after your first media 24 {Thereupon, marked as PlaimifT
25 25 Exhibit 7.)

appearance?
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1 {Dnscussion ofl the record.) 1 exonerated by any Might logs that were innocent —

F THE WITNESS: What's Number 6 then? I'm 2 that were complete and accurate, of course.

3 confised, there were two. 3 ). So you made the public staiements

4 BY MR. SCAROLA: 4 repeatedly that the fight logs would exonerate you

] ). Have you ever seen Exhibit Number 6 B without having examined the flight logs to see

& before? & whether they were accurate or pot; is that correct?

7 A, Exhibit Number 6. [ don’t believe so. It 7 A, Well, | knew — 1 knew that —

B8 doesn't look familiar to me, 8 . Did you say those things without having

E . Mo? 2 cxamined the Might logs?

10 A. Tt does not ook familiar to me. 10 A, 1 said those things having looked at some
11 3. Did you bother at any time 1o review 11 of the Might logs a1 seme point in time, But ]
12 discovery that was produced by Bradiey Edwards and 1z knew for sure that the Might logs would exoneraie
13 Paul Cassell responding to requests for information 13 e because W ron Jeffrey Epstein's
14 that suppaoried the allegations 14 plane wm any other young
15 A, Tm not clear what you're asking. 1% underage girls. >0, | knew (hat to an absohie
1é Q. 1want to know — 16 cerainty. And | was prepared 1o say it. F'm
17 A. In which case? In which case are we 17 préepared to say il again wider oah here.
18 falking? 18 And if your clients had simply called me
19 (). This case. This case, 12 and 1old me they were planning 1o do this, we
20 A, Right. 20 wouldn't be here lodny because 1 could have shown
21 (. Did you ever bother to review the 21 them in onc day that it was impossible for me o
22 discovery produced in this case responding to 2z have had sex with their client on the island, in the
23 requests for all of the information that supported 23 ranch, gn the airplanes, in Palm Beach, And they
21 their belief in the truthfulness of Virginia 24 would have, if they were decent and ethical lawyers,
25 Roberts' allegations against you? 25 nol fibed that,

242 244

1 A. 1don't know if' 1 reviewed everything. L And there are cases, legal ethics cases

2 But I cerlainly, in preparation for this deposition, 2 that say that lawvers are obliged to make that phone

3 reviewed some of the documents that were produced in 3 call. Lawyers are obliged to check if it's easy 1o

4 discovery. But 1 can't say | reviewed them all, 4 check. Lawyers are obliged io, particularly when

5 ., Well, having placed such substantial 5 they're making extremely heinous charges agaimst a

& emphasis during the course of your public & fellow lawyer, do very, very, detailed

T appearances on the flight logs exoncrating you, it 7 investigations. And they didn't do that in this

8 would certuinly seem logical that one of the things g case.

9 that you would want to review would be all of the # Q. 1will represent to you that | have handed
10 available - all of the available fMlight logs, 10 you all of the available flight logs produced in the
11 right? 11 discovery of this casce. Could you show me, plese,
L A. Nou 12 which of these flight logs exonerates you?

13 MR. SCOTT: Objection, argumentative. 13 A. The absence of evidence 15 evidence of

14 A. Mo, 14 absence. None of the flight logs have me onan

15 BY MR. SCAROLA: 15 airplane wii Maone of the Might
18 3. No? 18 logs have m

17 A. Mo, Look, | knew | was never on a plane 17 period of time whe irms that she
18 with any underage females under amy circumsiances. 18 had gex with me in the presence of another woman.
12 I knew that. 1 knew that as cerainly as 'm 19 So, the fight logs clearly exonerate me.

20 sitting here today. So, 1 knew absolutely thet if 20 There's absolutely no doubl about that,

21 the manifests and the Mlight logs were accurate, 21 . Well, the flight logs, in fact, confirm

22 they would, of course, cxoncrate me because | am 22 tliat you were in the same places at the same time as
23 1otally, completely, unequivocally innocent of any 23 | ey

24 of these charges. 24 A. Mo, they do not.

25 So of course | knew that 1 would be 25 ). Do you - do you deny that they confirm
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1 that you were in the same place at the same time — 1 nxiows to sec any timeframes when
2 A. Firs 2 mclm’:m she was with me on the
3 Q, —a 3 1skand, claims was with me on - at the ranch,
4 ME. question. 1 claims she was with me on the airplanes, claims she
5 THE . . 5 was with me in Palim Beach. And they will all
& MR. SCOTT: Then you answer the question. & conchusively --
7 And Mr. Scarpla will oy to, you know, keep the 7 Q. You lorgot —
8 emotion down, I'm sure, so we can get through 8 A. - prove —
2 this with less acrimony between everybody here. £ Q. = New York. Didn't you mean New York
10 A Your client has adamantly refused, as well 10 also?
11 as the lawyer -- 11 A No, | did not mean Mew York -
1z BY MR SCAROLA: 12 Q. Oh, okay.
13 (). Mo, sir, that's nonresponsive to my 13 A, - because Mew York is very different. 1
14 question. 14 was, in fact, in New York for large periods of time.
15 ME. SCOTT: Wait a minute, 15 [ was not, in fact, on the island during the
16 BY MR, SCAROLA: 15 relevant imeframe. [ was nol in the aifplane in
17 Q. My question is: Do you deny that the 17 the relevant timeframe. | was not in Jeffrey
18 flight logs corroborate 18 Epstein's Palm Beach home i the relevant timeframe.
19 place at the same time m 15 Amnd | was onee in the ranch bul under cireumstances
20 A Sothe question i 20 where it would have been absolutely impossible for
21 and, therefiore, [ must answer in this way., Your 21 me 1o have had any contact with her.
22 client -~ 22 So if you will give me the timeframe, |
23 Q. How to build a watch? 23 will be happy 1o answer your question. Bt without
24 MR. SCOTT: Waitl a minule, you're culling 24 timeframes, that question is an absolutely
25 him off, He's been trying to answer the 25 inappropriate question, And the answer 10 it is no.
248 248
1 question. 1 Q. Well, Mr. Dershowitz, it might be
2 A, Your clicnt has adamantly refused, and her 2 inappropriate if you had not repeatedly made the
3 lawyers and your clicnts have refused to give me any 3 public statements that the fMight logs exonerate
4 fimelrames, any timeframes when your clicnt claims 4 you,
5 that she had improper - falscly claims, 5 A. They do.
& perjuripusly claims that she had improper sexual & Q. Sowhat I am attempting to find out is the
7 encounicrs with me. T basis upon which you can contend that the Might
8 So how can you possibly ask me a question 8 logs exonerate you if vou are now telling us you
) that includes the word "timclrames” when your clicnt 2 don't even know when it is that yvou are alleged to
10 has refused -- thas refised to 10 me place at the same time as
11 give amy timeframcs’ ossible that 11
1z the Might togs show me being in the same time and 12 . .
13 suime place with her when she has refused 1o deseribe i3 Q. Sohow — how can you make both those
14 any of the times that she claims to have been in 14 statements?
15 those places? 15 i ause | know the limeframe
18 So the answer to the question is 16 :MW, knew Jeffrey Epstein. And
17 categorically no, sir. 17 during that timveframe, | can conclusively prove that
18 BY MR, SCARDLA: 18 | was never on Jeffrey Epstein's island where she
13 ). What is the question that you are 1% claimed to have sex with me. That the only time 1
20 answering no to? 20 was at the ranch was with my wilc, with the Ashe
21 A Whether or not the tmeframe shows that | 21 family, with my daughter, the house was under
22 could have been in the same place at the same time 22 consiniction, we just sumply stayed owlside the
23 as your clicnt, Absolutely not. Because we don't 23 house and looked around. That the manifests show |
24 know whal times your clicnt — now, if you know 24 was never on Jeffrey Epstein's plane during that
25 25 period of time. And the manifests show that | never

that, you should have produced them in discovery and
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1 flew down to Palm Beach during that relevant period 1 ). Which of the manifests are you referring
2 of time. 2 to when you claim what you have claimed about the
1 S0 1 have a timelrame not that was 3 manifests, Exhibit Number 6 or Exhibit Number 77
4 provided by your client but that was provided by the 4 A. 1 can onky tell you that | have reviewed
B exiernalifies of the case. And that timelrame 5 the nanifesis and they show, 1o me, thai [ was never
3 coupled with the manifests ¢learly exonerate me & on Jeffrey Epstein's airplane during the relevant
T without any doubt 7 period of tme. That's all | ean tetl you now.
g8 ). 1 want to make sure that I understood what & I'mmol in a position where [ look at all
8 you just said. 1 never flew down to Palm Beach 9 these documents now. [f you point nie (o any
10 during the relevant timeframe™? 10 particular irip that shows that [ was on Jeffrey
11 M. [never flew down and stayed at Jelfrey's 11 Epsiein's plane, [ would be happy to respond 1o
12 house in Palm Beach during that relevant period of 12 that.
13 fime 13 . There are two separate collections of
14 ). Okay. So you want te withdraw the 14 documents purporting to be flight manifests for
15 statement that you never flew down to Palm Beach -- 15 Jeffrey Epstein's plane. When you made the public
16 ME. SCOTT: Objection. 16 statements that you made regarding the Might logs
17 BY MR. SCAROLA: 17 or manifests exonerating you, were vou referring to
18 ). = during that relevant period of time — 18 Exhibit Number & or Exhibit Number 77
19 A, Letme be - 19 A. | have no recollection as 1o which
20 MR, SCOTT: Objection. 20 particular exhibits, which are formed lor purposes
21 BY MR. SCAROLA: 2l of the legal case, | had reviewed. | know | had
2z ). — and what you want to say is, *] never 22 reviewed the manifests. Mot only had | reviewed the
23 flew down to Palm Beach and stayed at Jeffrey 23 manifests, but others reviewed the manifests and
24 Epstein's house during that timeframe period,™ 24 have conclusively 1old me that their review of the
25 correct? 25 manifests shows that | was right.
250 252
1 MR. SCOTT: Objection, argumentative -- 1 Q. Who else —
2 A, Let me be - 2 MR. SCOTT: Avoid any atiemey-clicnt
E ME. SCOTT: - mischaracterization, 3 cominunications cither with Ms. — you know,
4 A. Let mebe clear. A, | never flew down on 4 with your current lawyers, pleasc.
5 Jeffrey Epstein's plane during the relevant period 5 THE WITNESS: Okay.
& of uime. & BY MR. SCAROLA:
T BY MR. SCAROLA: 7 Q. Who told you that they had reviewed the
8 3. Flew down to where? & manifests and they confirmed your position?
3 A. To Palm Beach or anywhere else. 1 was 2 MR. SCOTT: Objection, work product.
10 never on Jeffrey Epstein’s plane, according to the 10 MR, SCAROLA: Well, you know, Mr. Seoit,
11 flight manifests and according 1o my own records, 11 he can't have il both ways. He can't inscrt
12 during the relevant period of time. 12 into the record the gratuitous statements that
13 1 have independent records of my travel 13 he inserts into the record regarding others
14 which demonsiraie that | was not in Jeffrey 14 having corroborated his inaccurate testimony,
15 Epstein's house during the relevant period of time. 15 and then refuse 10 tell us who those others
1s And - but the - talking about the manifests, the 16 are, It constituics a waiver of whalever
17 manifests conclusively prove that | was never on the 7 privilege mught exist.
18 airplane during the relevant period of time. 18 MR, SCOTT: He can - he can tell who they
12 S50 1 don't kinow how yo 1% are. I'm just saying he ean'l go into
z0 manifests show that I was wit 20 communications with them,
21 during the relevant period of t 21 MR, SCAROLA: Well, he's already said whai
22 that. And if you would testify under oath to that, 22 the communication was, The communication was
23 I think you could be subject 10 pretty -- preity 23 these manifests prove your position.
24 scathing cross examination, So your statement is 4 MR, SCOTT: And he's answered that because
25 25 based on his review of them, Mr. Scarola,

categorically false, sir.
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1 BY MR. SCAROLA: 1 MR [INDYKE: Objeciion, This is Darren,
2 Q. Who told you that the manifests confirm 2 Amything that relates 1o youir conversations
3 the accuracy of vour public statemenis? 3 with Jeffrey —
2 MR, SCOTT: I it involves lawyer-client 1 THE REPORTER: He's going 1o have o speak
5 privilege, don'l answer il 5 upr.
6 THE WITNESS: Okay. ] MRE. SCOTT: You're going to have to speak
T BY MR, SCAROLA: 7 up a liithe bit more, Counsel.
& Q. You're refusing to answer? 8 ME. INDYKE:; Objection. This is Darren
£ A, Mo, ' would like - 2 Indyke. Anything that Alan might have to say
10 MR, SCOTT: Instruct you not (0 answer. 10 to that, to the extent they are covered under
11 A -- o answer. Bul I've been instructed 11 conversations with leffrey Epstein, privileged
12 ol 1o answer. | would like to answer. 12 under atlomey-client privileges as well as
13 You've made o statement — 11 commean inlerest privileges.
14 MR. SCOTT: There's o question pending. 14 MR. SCOTT: Do you understand?
15 THE WITWESS: But he made a statement -- 15 THE WITNESS: | de.
16 MR. SCOTT: But there's o question 16 BY MR. SCARDLA:
17 pending, sir. 17 ). To which your response was: "Sure, sure,
18 BY MR. SCAROLA: 18 certainly I have been his lawyer and 1 did speak to
13 Q. What does it mean to make samething up out 15 him about it. 1 wanted to neake sure that his memory
20 of whale cloth? 20 and mine coordinated about when | was at his island,
21 A, 1t means that _m:r 21 He was able to check. 1 was able to check 1
22 clicnts - 22 checked with my friends who went with me."
23 1 g asked you anything 23 Did you make that answer to that question?
S am I haven't asked you 24 A Yes
25 apything about my clients, 25 ). Disclosing the contents of your
254 2586
1 I want to know what the words "making 1 communication with JeiTrey Epstein, corvect?
2 something up eut of whole cleth” mean, 2 A. 1 disclosed that | had speken to him o
3 A | said those words in the context of 3 find oui wheiher he had any records of when | was on
4 4 his island. And, yes.
5 _l's -- that's fine. Gao 5 ME. INDYKE: Again, this is Darren Indyke,
& - L3 Jeffrey does not waive any atlomey=clicnt
T BY MR. SCAROLA: 7 privileges here.
B . What do the words mean? a8 BY MR SCARDLA:
2 5 absolulcly no basis for 2 . Well, the reason why you were able to
10 ﬂim that she had any scxual 10 answer that question and discuss with the press what
11 COaact wi . 1hat the story was catirely falsc. 11 Jeffrey Epstein was telling you was because you
12 I don't know where the metaphor derives about whole 12 weren't his lawyer at that time, right?
113 ¢loth, but certainly that's the comman 13 A. Mo, | was his lawyer al that time. ['m
14 ynderstanding. And I repeat under oath that 14 still his lawyer.
15 —udc: up the entire story aboul 15 Q. O, what were you representing him on
16 having sexual coniact with me out of whole cloth. 16 then -—
17 . During the course of the same interview 17 A. The ongoing ==
18 that we have been referencing with Hala Goranj — 1s Q). - that is, on January -
13 for the record, that's H=A-=L=A, G=0-R=-A-N-1. 13 MR. SCOTT: Whoa.
20 A, What page? 20 BY MR. SCAROLA:
21 Q. Page 19, 21 (= on January 5, 20157
22 You were asked: "I'm wondering, have you 22 A, The ongoing -
23 spaken to Jeffrey Epstein about this since these 23 ME. INDYKE: My objection stands.
24 allegations came out in this suit in the United 24 MR SCOTT: You can answer what you were
25 States? Have conversations happened there?™ 25 representing him on, [ think.
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1 A The ongoing issues - 1 ). —the last 10 years?
2 MR. SCOTT: But nothing about 2 A, Dwould say 15 -
3 communications, i ). Last 15 -
] A Right. The ongpoing issues relating (o the q A, --years.
i MPA, which continue to this day. And | regard 3 ). —how about the last 20 years?
& myself as his lowyer basically on all those - all & A Thave - | dow’t think so.
7 thiose Ssucs. T Q. Okay.
8 BY MR, SCAROLA: 8 Ao As T stand here today, [ have no
9 Q. So, when the pleadings were filed in the k] reeollection of ever being in New Mexico except to
1a Crime Victi roing your conduct in 10 visit the Ashes in January of 2000.
n l""I"‘"fi'f""*'ml"l"lmlml Jeffrey 11 I'm 77 years old. ['ve lived a long life.
12 Epstein, you were und still are his lowyer in the 12 It is certminly possible that at some carlicr point
13 Crime Victim's Rights Act case; is that correct? 13 in my life -- | mean, I've been in most of the
14 A | certainly am bound by lawyer-client 14 states. But | have no recollection of ever being in
15 privilege and communicalions, yes. 15 New Mexico.
16 Q. Okay. You o on tosay in that same 16 And 1 ean tell you unequivecally the only
17 jmterview: “"Only once in my life have | been in 17 time 1 was ever at Jeffroy Epstein's ranch was that
18 that aren,” referring to New Mexico, 18 one time with my wifie with the Ashes, with ny
19 A Yes. 13 daughter. And we only stayed there for an hour and
20 . "Only once in my life did my travel 20 the house was not completed. It was under
21 records show I was in New Mexico.™ 21 construction. And | certainly did not have any
22 A Uk-huh 22 gexual encounler or any encounter with Virginia
23 (). Is that an accurate statement? 23 Raberts during that visit.
24 A. Tothe best of my knowledge. 1 have no 24 MR. SCAROLA: Move to strike the
25  recollection of being in New Mexico other than a5 unresponsive portions of the answer,
258 260
1 during that visit 1o the Ashes, which was not during 1 MR. SCOTT: We don't agree on that point,
2 the - the narower timeframe, 2 50 let's go ahead,
3 The narnower timeframe, remember, is 3 MR. SCAROLA: It's of any help, | can
4 _:s JefTrey Epstein in the late 4 agree that you don't agree to any of my
& sutrmier, the summer just before she's mming 16, of = objections.
6 1999, She says she didn't comnence having sexual 6 MR. SCOTT: Mo, that's not true. | mean,
T getivities with any of Epsicin's friends until nine T I'm trying to work with you, sir.
8 months later. That would put it in March or April 8 I hawe to tell you, this -- this is
g of 2000. This visit occurred in Janusry of 2000, g obviously one of the most acrimonious
10 1¢'s the only time | recall having been in 1o depositions I've sat through in my 40 plus
11 MNew Mexico, 11 years because of the personalities involved
1z Q. Okay. 1 want to be sure now, You're not 12 here and because of the personal issues. And
13 just saying that you were only at Jeffrey Epstein's 13 it's quite difficult for everybody in this
14 ranch in New Mexico once; you are confirming your 14 FOOIML
15 statement on national televizion that you have only 15 MR. SCAROLA: | agree.
16 been in New Mexico one time? 18 MR, SCOTT: And all I'm saying, and my
17 A. My recollection right now is that | was 17 client is -- who's 77, is trying to defend his
1a only there once, | have no — no other recollection 18 life. And 1 understand you're trying to
12 of == it's conceivable when | was a very young man, 13 vigorously -- and you're a great lawyer --
20 | could have been there. Bt | have no recollection 20 represent your clients. And it's - this is
21 pfhaving been there. It certainky -- certainly | 21 not the typical deposition. And we're trying
22 haven't been there recently. And during the 22 our very best, both of us,
23 relevant time period, 1 know | haven't been there. 23 MR. SCAROLA: Thank you. And you're
24 Q. "Recently” means - 24 right, you and 1 do agree on something.
a5 A. Filteen -- 25 MR. SCOTT: As you said yesterday, more
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1 ofien than we usually say, 1 A, Where? Where? Can you point to that?
2 MR. SCAROLA: Yes, =sir. 2 BY MRE. SCAROLA:
3 BY MR, SCAROLA: L] Q. Well, I'm asking you, sir, based upon your
4 Q. Ininterviews on January 4 and January 5, 4 superb memory whether you remember having said -
5 you claim to have completed the necessary work to 5 MR, SCOTT: Mo, we're going to do —
B identify documents exonerating you within an hour & BY MR. SCAROLA:
7 after learning of the accusations that were made, 7 Q. --onJan--
B correct? B MR. SCOTT: He's going to take a moment o
2 A, 1 don't remember having said thal, But g review the transcript and - and that's -- any
10 within a minute, | had clear knowledge that every 10 witness is entitied to do that. So why don't
11 document in the world would exonerate me because | 11 we take a break, he'll review transcript and
12 knew for absolute certainty that every aspect of her 1z we'll come back? We've been going an hour -
13 allegation was totally false. That's why | 13 MR. SCAROLA: Because | haven't asked him
14 challenged the other side to produce videos, to 14 a question about the transeript,
15 produce photographs. | knew that there could be no 15 MR SCOTT: You've asked --
16 evidence inculpating me because | knew | was 18 ME. SCAROLA: T'm asking him a question
17 innocent. Solknew that all of my records would 17 abauit his recollection.
18 prosve that, 18 ME. SCOTT: Based upon what he said in the
13 Facts are facts. And | just wasn't in an 19 transcript.
20 contact or any sexual contact wit 20 MR, SCARDLA: Mo, I'm asking him whether
21 and 1 knew with absolute certainty that the lacis 21 hez has a recollection of having made public
22 would completely exonerate me.  And if your clients a2 staterments that within an hour, he had gathered
23 had just called me, at the courtesy of simply 23 the documents that proved his innocence,
24 calling me, | would have been ablk to point them to 24 exonerated him.
25 Professor Michael Porter of the Harvard Business 25
262 264
1 School. 1would have been able 1o - 1w alert them 1 BY MR. SCAROLA:
2 to the Ashes, 1 would have been able to tell them 2 ). Do you remember having made those
3 that | keep little black books which have all of my 3 statements?
4 travel information. Although they were in the 4 A, 1 do not, but i's true. | was able to
& basement of Martha's Vineyard, | would have been & gather documents literally within an hour, [ was
6 happy to go up and get them. 6 able to call Tom Ashe. He was able 10 access his
T If they had just simply called me, T would 7 daughter's journal notes that I had taught his
8 have been able to persuade them without any doubt 8 daughter’s class. | was able to find out where my
e that these allegations were false. [T they needed e other documents were,
10 any persuading because I believe, as 1 sit here 10 My wifie made some phone calls immediately.
11 yoday, that they knew they were false at the time - 11 We called the Canyon Ranch. We called and
12 certainly should have known, but [ belicve knew they 12 determined the dates of when 1 was in Florida. We
13 were false at the time that they leveled them. 13 called the Porters. We very, very, very quickly
14 ). My question related to your gathering 14 were able to gather information that conclusively
15 documents that you claim exonerated you -- 15 would prove that she was lying about me having had
18 A. That's right. 16 sex with me on the island, in the ranch,
17 ). — and vour public statements were that 17 particularly those two [ was able 1o prove
18 within an hour, you — 18 conclusively.
13 A, Can you - 12 And when a woman lies deliberately and
20 ). == had gathered the documents — 20 will fully about two instances where she in great
21 MRE. SCOTT: Listen lo the question. 21 detail claims she had had sex, 1 think you can be
2z BY MR, SCAROLA: 22 clear that you should discount any other -- any
23 ). -- you had gathered ihe documents that 23 other false allegations,
24 exonerated you, correct? 24 MR, SCOTT: We've been going for an hour,
25 MR. SCOTT: You can refer. 25 Let's take a break for a few minutes. Then we
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1 have another hour. 1 and then explained it but now you have i
2 ME. SCAROLA: I'm almost ready 1o take a 2 directly answered, 50 we're -- we'rcata
3 break. E] break point.
2 MR, SCOTT: Okay. . MR, SCAROLA: Thank youw
5 MR. SCAROLA: Could you read back the last ] VIDEOGRAPHER: Going off the record. The
6 question, pleasc? 6 time is approximately 11201 a.m.
7 First of all, | move 1o strike the T (Recess was held from 11:01 a.m, until 11:23 a.m.)
8 unresponsive speech. g VIDEOGRAPHER: Going back on the record.
E And now read back the last question, if 9 Thi timc 15 approximately 11:23 am.
10 you would. 10 BY MR. SCAROLA:
11 (Requested portion read back as follows:) 11 Q. When did you last travel from outside the
1z THE REPORTER: "Do you remember having 12 State of Florida to arrive in Florida?
13 meade those statements?™ 13 A, The day before yesterday, | think.
14 Do you want me to read prior to that? 14 ). And where did you travel from?
15 ME. SCAROLA: Mo, that's fing. That's the 15 A, New York,
16 guestion that | asked 16 Q. When were you last in Boston, in the
17 BY MR, SCAROLA: 17 Baoston area?
18 Q. 1s the answer yes? 18 A, About two weeks ago,
1z A. 1 don't remember specifically. 1 do 19 Q. So, if anvone had represented that you
20 gencrally remember having said that your clienis 20 were going to be traveling from Boston to Florida
21 1 conclusive proof that 21 this past weekend, that would have been a
22 ng about ime and that | 22 misrepresentation; is that correet?
23 [ course, it was falsc - 23 A. 1 have no idea what you're talking about,
24 MR SCAROLA: Tom - 24 Q. Well, I'm talking about your personal
25 A. --been able to uncover such proof. 25 travels, If anyone had represented that you were
266 268
1 MR SCAROLA: That has nothing io do with 1 going to travel from Boston to Florida and canceled
2 the question [ asked - 2 travel arrangements from Boston to Florida this past
3 MR SCOTT: Let's take - lel's take a k| weckend, that would have been a misrepresentation,
4 break like | suggested and we'll coine back and 4 correct?
5 then you can ask your question and - okay? 5 A, | have no idea what you're talking aboul.
[ MR SCAROLA: Well, while the question is 6 ['m sorry.
7 pending, 1 would like an answer (o the question 7 €. Well, what is it that you don't understand
;! before we break. B about that question? Either you were in =
@ MR, SCOTT; Did you answer the quesiion? g A. The basis -
10 THE WITNESS: [ thought | did 10 Q. - Boston and were planuing on traveling
11 A. Bul what -- could you repeat the question? 11 from Boston to Florida this past weekend or the last
12 I'll try 10 answer it in a yes or no if | can. 12 time you were in Boston was two weeks ago, 50 you
13 BY MR SCAROLA: 13 couldn't have been planning —
14 0. Did you make the statement that within an 14 AL
15 hour of learning of these allegations, you had 15 Q. — on traveling from Boston Lo Florida
16 gathered documents that completely exonerated you? 16 A. |was acteally in Boston — now that |
17 A 1 don't recall those specific words - 17 checked my calendar, | was actually in Boston --
18 ). Thank you, sir. 18 here, [ have - aha. [t says - and my calendar
13 A, == but the trath - 13 says | 'was in Boston. Then it says leave for
20 MR SCOTT: That's it, and [ think he 20 Florida, but that got changed. Yes, that got
21 indicated that before. 21 changed, nght.
22 MR. SCAROLA: That would be very helpful 22 Q. May | see that, please?
23 if we said that and then we stopped and we can 23 A Mo, this is my personal calendar.
24 take a break. 24 Q. Yes, I'msorry, but if you refer to
25 MR. SCOTT: He previously had said that 25 anything (o refresh your recollection —
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1 A Ihave — 1 Cassell had done in the conrse of their
2 0. = during the course of the deposithon, | 2 invesiipgdd ibiliy of the accusations
3 am permitied fo cxamine it 3 made WIHH you?
4 A | have lawyer-client privileged 4 A Well, lirst and foremiost, the inast
5 informatson i here, so 1 canll give it o you, | 8 important picce of mformation [ had was my firm and
6 can give it 10 you ina redacied form. Thavea & eomplete knowledge and memory that | had never had
T quote from David Boies in hese, which U'm sure - 7 any sexual contact with nder
4 ME. SCOTT: Donlt = 8 any circumsiances or almlfun I
9 A. - nobody is going 10 want 10 soc — 2 kncw =
10 ME. SCOTT: Well make a copy and give it 10 . The question 1'm asking, sir —
11 1o you. 11 A. - thiz information —
12 ME. SCAROLA: Thank you. Would you hand 1z Q. = focuses on what knowledge you had
13 it 1o your counsel, please? 13 regarding what Bradicy Edwards and Paul Cassell did
14 MR SCOTT: On that note, Iedd on 1o that, 14 in the conrse of their investigation of the
15 THE WITNESS: But | need that hack 15 credibility of the accusations against you made by
18 MR. SCOTT: Of course. Dot worry. 16 —
17 ME. SIMPSON: Hold on fo it 17 A, That was the first and niost important bit
1& MR, SCOTT: That's why [ gawe it 1o him 18 of information; namely, tat | couldn't have done it
19 because I'd lose it 13 and didn't do it. So | knew for sure that they
20 BY ME. SCAROLA: 0 could not have conducted any kind of valid
21 . Before January 21, 2015, whai information 21 imvestigation.
22 did you have regarding what Bradley Edwards and Paul 22 Second, I knew from — that they also had
23 Cassell had ga Imvestigating 23 a letter from Mr, Scarola that said that mudtiple
24 the accuracy uMuaaﬂuns 24 witnesses had placed me in the presence of Jellrey
25 againgt you? 25 Epsicin and underape girls and | knew that
270 272
1 A Well, first, | knew that anything they 1 Mr. Scarola's letter was a patent lic, And they had
2 gathered -- 2 access 1o that keter and that information,
3 MR. INDYKE: Objection o fle extent that 3 I also knew they were relying on
4 requings - 4 depositions of two house people of Jeffrey Epsicin,
5 MR, SCOTT: Whea, 5 And I've read these two deposinons.  And 1'm s |
& MS. McCAWLEY: - you lo disclose anything & kinew of athes -~ other information as well,
7 You gave -- 7 I knew that they had stated -- | knew that
L THE COURT REPORTER: 1 can't hear, a they had staied publicly, or you had stated publicly
a I'm sorry, Mr. Indyke, can you repeal your g on their behalf s a wimess, that you had stated
10 objection? 10 publicly that you had tried to depose me on these --
1L MR. SCOTT: Can you say that a little 11 on this subject. | know that that was a blatant lic
12 louder? 12 and uncthical eonduct because nobody ever tried 1o
13 MR. INDYKE: Darmen Indyvke. 1 would 13 deposc me on this subjeet.
14 object to the extent thal your angwer would 14 [ had never been accused, nor did 1 have
15 disclose anything you -- you oblained or 15 any knowledge that anybedy had cver falsely accused
18 leamned or any knowledge vou gained in 16 me of having any scxual encounters. And | had a
17 connection with your representation of Jeffrey 17T preat deal of information about the paucity or
18 Epstein. 18 absenee of any legitimate investigation., And [ also
12 MR, SOOTT: Do you understand ihai 12 knew that they hadn't called me, they hadn't ined
0 instruction? 20 ta call me, there was no record of an atlcmpt 1o
21 THE WITNESS: | do, yes. 21 call me or c-mail me. My c-mail is available on my
22 Could you repeal the question? 22 wehsite. My phone number is available on my
23 BY MR. SCAROLA: 23 wehsile.
24 . Yes, sir. | wani to know what information 24 The most basic thing they could have done,
25 25 as courts have said, when you're accusing somcbody

you had regarding what Bradley Edwards and Paul
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1 of outrageous, herrible, inexcusable misconduct, al 1 vour assertion that the testimony of these two

2 least call the person and ask them if they can & individuals completely exculpates you.

3 disprove it before you file a - a statement, Not 3 A, Uh-huh.

4 even asking for a hearing on it, nod even basically 4 Q. The following question was asked of —

5 seeking to prove it, just - just putting it in a 3 MR. SCOTT: What you are reading from?

& pleading as if serolling on a bathroom stall. 6 ME. SCAROLA: I'm reading from the

7 Sa, yes, | had - 1 had a great basis for 7 deposition transcript,

8 making that kind of statement and | repeat it here 8 BY MR. SCAROLA:

2 today. And we will find out in depositions what g Q. The following question was asked of —
10 pasis they actually had. And Fim anxiously awaiting 10 MR, SCOTT: The deposition transeript -
11 Mr. Cassell's deposition this afternoon, 11 BY MR. SCAROLA:

12 MR. SCAROLA: Mowe to strike the 12 Q. —of Mr. Juan — Mr. Juan Alessi and —

13 non-responsive portion of that answer, 13 ME. SCOTT: Lot me abject to the - first

14 Could 1 have a standing objection to 14 of all, let ine objeet 1o this format because he

15 unrCSponsive - 15 has not been provided a part of the deposition.

le MR. SCOTT: Sure, 16 You'te reading portions from the deposition —

17 MR SCAROLA: - answers? That would be 17 MR. SCAROLA: Yes, [am.

18 helpfsl. Thank you. | appreciate that. That 18 MR. SCOTT: -- which can be taken out of

13 will save us - 13 context. He has not had the ability to review

20 MR. SCOTT: Absolutely. No, any time. 20 the deposition. This is improper.

21 MR. SCAROLA: -- save us some lime. 21 MR, SCAROLA: Okay.

22 ME. SCOTT: Thank you, sir. 22 ME. SCOTT: Cross-cxarminaiion,

23 BY MR, SCAROLA: 23 BY MR SCAROLA:

24 Q. Theone portion of what you just said that 24 Q. Do you recall the following questions

25 directly responded to my question was you knew in 25 having been asked of Mr. Alessi and the following
274 276

1 early January of 2015 that Bradley Edwards and Paul 1 answers have been given doring the course of this

2 Cassell had the sworn testimony of two — did you 2 deposition which you contend completely exonerates

3 refer to iliem as house - 3 You?

4 A House people. 4 " Question: Do ; n

5 ). House stafl? 5 of VR, referring tMg t

a A, House siafl. 6 the house when Prince Andrew was there?

T Q. House stall of Jeffrey Epstein's - 7 "Answer: It could have been, but I'm not

8 A, That's right. B SUTE.

£ Q. —correct? £ " Question: When Mr, Dershowitz was
10 And those two individuals are Juan Alessi 10 visiting —

11 amd Alfredo Rodrigues, correct? 11 "answer: Uh-huh.

i2 A, That's right. 12 "uestion: - how often did he come?

13 Q. And you, in Tact, were aware of the 13 "Answer: He came prefty -- pretty often.
14 existence of that testimony from shorily after the 14 1 would say at least four or five times a year.
15 time that the testimany was given, weren't you? 15 "Question: And how long would he stay
16 A, Well, | was certainly aware of it at the 16 typically?

17 tirne | made these statements, 17 "Answer: Two to three days.

18 Q. Yes,sir. But you also knew as far back 18 “Ouestion: Did he have massages sometimes
13 as 2009, when this sworn testimony was given, that 12 when he was there?

20 you were specifically identified by name in the 20 "Answer: Yes. A massage was like a treat
21 sworn testimony of Jeffrey Epstein's house staffl 21 for everybody. IF they wanted, we call the

22 members, right? 22 miassage, and they get -- excuse me — and they
23 Ao was identified by name in o manner that 23 have a massage.

24 completely exculpated me, yes. 24 "Ouestion: You said that you set up the
25 Q. Okay. Well, let's — let's take a look at 25 inassage tables, and would yon alse set up the
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1 oils and towels? 1 is a third-year student ai Harvard, were all there
2 "Answer: Yes, ma'sm E with me. That was the only time that | stayed over
3 "Question: And did you ever have oceasion 3 more than one night. And | never stayed even one
4 to go upstairs and clean up after the massages? 4 night during the relevant timeframe.
5 “Answer: Yeah, uh-hulh. S But most importantly, he gives no
6 “Question: Did you ever find any 6 timeframe. And clearly his reference to the sex
7 vibrators in that area? 7 toys is a reference (o the part of the house that |
B “Answer: Yes. | told him yes. 8 was never permitted in and never entered.
g "Question: Would you describe for me what 3 3. What is the question that you think you
1o Kimds of vibrators you found? 10 were answering?
11 “Answer: 1'm not too familiar with the 11 A Whether --
1z names, but they were like big dildos, whai they 12 MR, SCOTT: He was cxplaining to you
13 call the big rubber things like that 13 exactly why he felt that that was
14 (indicating). And I used to go and put my 14 inappropriate, which is exactly what you asked
15 gloves on and pick them up, put them in the 13 him.
16 sinlk, rimse it of f and put it in Ms, Maxwell - 16 MR, SCAROLA: Mo, itis noL
17 Mz, Maxwell had in her closet, she had like o 17 MR, SCOTT: Well, it is my recollection,
18 Iaundry basket. And you put laundry in. She 18 so | don't know —
19 have full of those Loys.” 1% MR, SCAROLA: Well, then —
20 Is that testimony that exonerates you, 20 MR, SCOTT: | think he was defending --
21 Mr. Dershowitz? s that what you were referving to? 21 MR SCAROLA: Letme try the same gquestion
22 MR, S00TT: Let me -- objection 1o the 22 OVECT AgAIn
23 form, improper cross examination by taking 23 MR. SCOTT: [ think he was defcnding
24 excerpls oul of depositions of wilnesses, 24 his -- his position.
25 25 THE WITNESS: Right.
278 280
1 BY MRE. SCAROLA: 1 BY ME. SCAROLA:
2 Q. s it your contention that that testimony, 2 ). The question was: Is that part of the
E under oath, of your frdend, Mr. Epstein's stafl 3 time that you claim exonerates you?
4 persou, cxoncrates }'nn? 4 AL Wl:li, | think I'F}'\CH..I n:ﬂli the whole
5 A. First, a little background. Mr. Alessi 3 testimony, it clearly exonerates me and | think that
& was fired for thefl of material from Mr. Epstein, so & part of the testimony in no way inculpates me and no
T Mr. Alessi was not on a [riendly basis with Jeffrey 7 reasonable person reading that could use that as a
8 Epstein & hasis for making allcgations that | had scxual
E Second, the description of the dildos and 9 encounters or misconduct with
10 sex toys clearly refers 1o the arca of the house 10 So, when -- il that's the best testuimany
11 that | was never in, the ares of Ms. Maxwell's room, 11 that your unprofessional clients relied on, then
12 ragher than the area of the room that | stayed in 12 clearly that cxoneraies me.
13 Third, he gives no timeframe for the 11 Again, the absence of evidence is evidence
14 visils. 14 ol absence. And the very idea (hat this is seen as
15 And, fourth, he certainly didgets ] 15 spane basis for concluge al
16 way confirm that | was there whilm 16 encounters with -- wil why wasn't
17 was there, His answer was simply that T was (here 17 gsked did he ever see me have a massage by
18 froun Lime o time. He's wrong about that, During 18 Did he ever see me have a sexual
19 the relevant timeframe, 1 was never in the howse, 13 -_ Did he ever go 1o
20 And even laking outside the relbewant 20 the room I was staying in and find any sex Loys?
21 timelrame, the only time | was in the house for more 21 The answers to all those questions, if
2z than one day was when my family, my wile, my son, my 22 truthful, would be no.
23 daughter-in-law, my then probably seven or 23 ). 'What was Mr. Alessi’s motive against you?
24 eight-year-old granddaughter, who just graduated 24 You've told us he was fired by Jeffrey Epstcin, so
25 Harvard, and my probably four-year-old grandson, who 25 he may have had sone motive against My, Epstein.
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1 What was his motive against you? 1 A Yes.
2 A. 1was Jeffrey Epstein's friend and lawyer 2 Q. A man who would never undertake to sdvance
3 and, in fact - well, 1 can't get into this. But | 3 the cause of a client whom he believed to be
4 can say this, [ gave advice -- 4 incredibde, right?
5 MR. SCOTT: Be careful about anything 5 A, Yes. And a man who told me and a man
6 involving -- & who -
7 THE WITNESS: Okay. 7 MR, SCOTT: That's it
8 MR. SCOTT: -- Mr. Epstein, please., ] A, Okay, And a man who believes I'm
3 A. He could easily have believed that 1 was 2 innocent,
10 one of the causes of his firing, 10 BY MR. SCAROLA:
11 BY MRE. SCAROLA: 11 Q. You know that Bob Josefsberg would never
12 (). So, he was -- he may have been angry at 12 file charges on behall of a elient alleging that she
13 vou becauise you assisted in getting him fired? 13 was lent out by Jeffrey Epstcin for purposes of
14 A s - 14 sexual abuse while she was a minor to acadenicians
15 MR, SCOTT: Objection, 15 unless he absolutely had confidence that those
16 mischaracterization. 16 statements were true —
17 A, I's conjecture. It's possible. But in 17 MR. SCOTT: Let me object -
18 any event, cven - 18 BY MR. SCAROLA:
13 BY MR. SCAROLA: 19 Q. - right?
20 Q. It's conjecture, is that what you were 20 MR SCOTT: - that this is completely
21 about to say? 21 imelevant to the issucs in this case.
22 A I'm saying | have — | don't know what he 22 Whatever Mr, Josefsberg thinks has nothing o
23 was thinking, but there is a basis for him believing 23 do with this lawsuit. This is all vour effor
24 that. But most — most important, even if you lake 24 to try o put Josefsberg inio this case to try
25 ewverything he says as true, which it's not, it's 25 io give some justification to your position.
282 284
1 exculpatory because il has no 1 A Tl answer that question.
2 had any sexual encounter wil 2 BY MR SCAROLA:
3 And if | were a lawyer 3 ). Thank you.
4 MR, S3COTT: It's okay? 4 A. And 1 also know Bob Josefsherg and know
5 A, = | cerainly would not base this heinous 5 that he would never nmintain a friendship, as he has
& secusation on thal Mimesy read. & with me, if he believed that | was one of the,
7 BY MR. SCAROLA: 7 quote, academicians --
8 0. You know the context in which that 8 Q. Well, how about —
a deposition was taken, don't you? 2 Ao = with whom -
10 A. Ddon't recall it as ['m sitting here 10 (). — answering my question —
11 today. 11 ME. SCOTT: Wait a minute. No, no, no.
12 ). Do you remember that the lawsuit in which 12 A, You're going o let me finish.
13 that deposition was taken was a lawsuit in which 13 BY MR. SCAROLA:
14 m being represented by Bob 14 Q. 1 know |'m going to go, but I don't have
15 15 pelikeit—
1g A, No 16 MR SCOTT: Yeah, but --
17 . You know Bob Josefsberg, don’t vou? 17 BY ME. SCAROLA:
1g A, We - we were classmates at law school, lg (). - when you're not being responsive to the
1% Q. You know Bob Josefsberg to be an extremely 15 questions that are being ashed.
20 ethleal, highly professional amd extraordinarily 20 MR, SCOTT: Yeah, but you're
21 well-respected lawyer, right? 21 inferjecting -
22 Ao Absolutcly, yes. 22 BY MR, SCAROLA:
23 Q. Absolutely? 23 Q. And-
24 A Yeah. 24 MR. SCOTT: You're interjecting questions
25 Q. 25 that are irrelevant wtilizing Bob Josefsberg's

A man of impeccable honesty and Integrity?
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1 relationship with him and he has an ability to 1 the people who the FBI had put on the — the list,
2 justify and explain his position in response — 2 I just don't know what his responsibility was.
3 ME. SCAROLA: IFit's responsive 1o the 3 1 can say wilh confidence that he would
& quesiion. 4 anly act elhically and would, A, nol represent --
3 A, It's responsive. And as far as the 5 not make any false stalements the way your elients
6 filibustering is— & made them, and that | wish your clicnts had the
7 BY MR. SCAROLA: 7 ethics of Bob Josefsberg.
B Q. Do you remember what the question is? B . You then agree that if Bob Josefsberg
2 A. - iz concerned, | was here - 2 advanced the claims that | have deseribed in a
10 . Do you remember what the question was? 10 complaint on behalf of a client, he would not have
11 A, Yes. Yes, 11 doneso onless he belicved those allegations to be
12 . What is the question? 12 true, having conducted a fair and reasonable
13 A. The question is - no, why don't you 13 ipvestigation, correet?
14 repest the question, 14 MR. SCOTT: Objection, asked and answered
15 Q. Yes, sir, 15 several limes.
16 A. So- 16 A, 1don't know the answer Lo that question
17 Q. You know that Bob Josefsherg would not 17 because [ don’t know the context in which he made
18 advance allegations on behalf of a client that that 18 these arguments. All [ do know is that he never
15 client had been lent out by Jeffrey Epstein to 1% would maintain a friendship with me if he believed
20 satisTy the sexual desires of friends of JefTrey 20 in amy way that | was one of the people that she had
21 Epstein, including academicians, unless Bob 21 accused,
22 Josefsberg believed those allegations to be true, 22 BY MR. SCAROLA:
23 right? 23 Q. Did Alfredo Rodriguez, another one of your
24 A. I believe that - [ know that Bob 24 friend's staff persons, have a motive to lic against
25 Josefsberg would never maintain a friendship with 25 you?
286 288
1 me, as he has, if he believed that | was one of 1 A. Alperto Rodriguez -
2 those academicians. Bob Josefsberg knows (hat | was 2 Q. Na, sir, Alfredo Rodrigue:.
3 not one of those academicians, and the inference of 3 A, Alfredo Rodrnigues, | never knew him by
4 your question is beneath contempt, sir. 4 name. He was, of course, there oul — well outside
5 . Could we try to answer the guestion now? 5 of the timeframe of the alleged events in this case.
& A, The answer 15 that Bob Joselsherg would & And so anything that he would be able 10 1estify to
? never maiitain 4 friendship with me if he believed 7 would bear no relationship whatsoever to the -- the
a iheat there was any possibility that [ was among the 8 allegations here.
2 academicians who she was accusing of sexual 2 He was eriminally prosecuted, to my
10 misconduct 1 do not believe that she ever accused 10 memory, for kaving stolen material and tumed it
11 me of sexual misconduct to Bob Joselsberg, 1o the 11 over 10 Bradley Edwards is my recollection. And as
1z FBI, to the LS. attomey, or even, sir, t© you and 12 the result of that clearly had a motive to fie. And
13 Bradley Edwands, as she says in 2000, [ think, "1E. 13 the same with Mr. Alessi, clearly would have a basis
14 I think she made up this story on the eve of the 14 for belioving that [ may have played a role as
15 filing in 2014 15 Jeffrey Epstein's lawyer in seeking to do hamm to
16 Q. You do agree that Bob Josefsberg would not 16 hiim.
17 have advanced the elaims that he advanced if he did 17 But agnin, there's nothing in
18 not have confidence that they were true, correct? 18 Mr. Rodrigues's testimony which is in any way
19 A. 1 have no idea what he believed or knew at 1% inculpatory of me. | think he has me sitting and --
20 the tirne. [ would say this: | know Bob Josefsberg 20 and reading a book and drinking a glass of wine,
21 is an extraordinarily ethical lwyer. | don't know 21 ). Inthe presence of young women?
22 whal his responsibilities were in the case. 1 don'i 22 A, Mo
23 know whether his responsibilities were 1o make those 23 Q. No?
24 kinds of judgments or whether his responsibility was 24 Ao T don't --
25 simply to make sure thal money was paid o cach of 25 ). Do youo -
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1 A, —believe that, 1 that testimony?
2 ). — recall the following testimony — 2 A Yes
3 A, Tt wouldn't be true if he sasd it 3 MR. SCOTT: Objection. This is totally
1 Q. Yes, sir. Well, do you recall the 4 improper cross examination of a witness by
5 following testimony having been given by Mr. Alfredo 5 trying to use a deposition. The only purpose
& Rodriguez in a deposition that was talen on & of doing this s 1o interject this into the
7 August 7, 20007 1 record, which has no relevance and would not be
B "Ouestion: Mr. Rodriguez, you stated last 8 adnussible at tral. And in any case, he never
2 time that there were guests at the house, 9 actually has my client doing any of the things
10 frequent guests from Harvard, Do you remember 10 that you've accused him of,
11 that testimony? 11 Go ahead, let's go ahead and do it
1z "Answer: Yes, ma'am. 12 Answer the question. Answer the question,
13 "Question: Was there a lawyer fram 13 MR. SCAROLA: He did
14 Harvard named Alan Dershowitz? 14 A, Yes, | remember that.
15 "Answer: Yes, ma'am 15 MR SCAROLA: He snid yes.
16 "Question: And are vou familiar with the 16 Ao Yes, T remember that, ves.
17 fact that he's a Famous author and famous 17 BY MR, SCAROLA:
18 lawyer? 18 . And do you know why it was that back in
19 "Answer: Yes, pm'am. 13 19 = excuse me, back in 2009, August of 2009, four
20 "Question: How often during the six 20 and a half years before you allege that this story
21 months or so that you were there was 21 about you was being made up out of whole cloth, that
22 Mr. Dershowitz there? 22 lawyers representing Jeffrey Epstein's victins,
23 "Answer: Two or three limes. 23 including Katherine Ezell, E-Z-E-L-L from Bob
24 "Question: And did you have any knowledge 24 Joseisherg's office, who had filed the complaing
25 of why he was visiting there? 25 alleging that you had - excuse me, that Virginia
290 292
1 "Answer: No, ma‘am. 1 Roberts had been lent out for sexual purposes to
2 "Question: You don’t know whether or not 2 peademicians, were asking specific questions about
] e was a lawyer acting as a lawyer or whether = you? Do you know why It was in 2000 they were doing
4 he was there as a friend? 4 thai?
5 *Answer: | believe as a friend., 5 A, | have no iden that it happened. And 1
& "Question: Were there alse young ladies & imagine that they had a list of every academic that
7 in the howse at the time he was there? 7 vk in the house. Probably included -
B "Answer: Yes, ma'am. 8 MR, SCOTT: | want to object 1o this whaole
] "Questiog i 9 procedure because you're taking pieces out of
10 for mstanum 1o the record and ol reading other picoes thal
11 "Answer: Y es, na an. 11 totally absolve my clicol. For example,
14 "Question: Were there other young ladics 1z there's testimony by him that says --
13 there when Mr. Dershowitz was there? 13 MR, SCAROLA: 1s (his an obpection?
14 "Angwer: Yes, ma'am. 14 MR. SCOTT: Yes, if's a siatement into the
15 "Question: Do you have any idea who those 15 record just like you're putling into the
16 young wonen were? is recond. There's — | wanl to show this to oy
17 "Answer: Mo, ma'an. 17 client and refresh his memory as 10 sone other
18 "Question: Were there any of these — 18 teslimony by this witness -
13 excuse me. Were any of these young women that 19 MR, SCARDLA: There's no question pending
20 you have said came to give massages? 20 as to what you can -- as o whal you can
21 "Answer: Yes, ma‘am,” 21 refresh your clicnt’s memory. What you are
22 Do you recall that testimony having been 2z daing is coaching him.
23 given = 23 MR. SCOTT: Mo, I'm not,
24 A Yes, 24 MR, SCAROLA: Improperly.
25 25 MR SCOTT: And youl are improperhy reading

Q. — and those answers having been given io
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1 cxcerpls out of a depasition to try 1o imply 1 Do you remember that testimony having been
2 something when there's other parts that totally 2 given?
3 are inconsistent with that. And if you're 3 M. | assume that when your clients used the
4 going io do that, then he has the ability wider i transcripl as a basis for their false conclision
5 our rules 1o review the enlire transeript off 5 that | was guilty, they read the whole transcripts,
& the deposition and that's what I'm permitting & noljust the -
7 i to do, just like when we're in court. 7 BY MR. SCAROLA:
8 ME. SCAROLA: What | ain doing, 8 ). Every word.
] Mr. Scott -- what | am doing, Mr. Scoit - 2 MR. SCOTT: Dent interrupt him.
10 MR. SCOTT: Have you rcad that now, sir? 10 BY MR. SCARDLA:
11 ME, SCAROLA: -- is reviewing the evidence 11 Q. You don't need to assume that. 1 will
12 that was relicd upon by Bradley Edwards and by 12 stipulate they read every word,
13 Paul Cassell in coming to the conclusion that 13 MR. SCOTT: Mr. Scarola, he's speaking,
14 the allegations that had been made by Virginia 14 You don't have a right 1o do this,
15 Roberts were, in fact, credible allegations. 15 A And if you read every word, you will see
16 ME. SCOTT: And I'm -- 16 that it's totally exculpatory, that [ have no idea
17 MR. SCAROLA: Because your own clicnt has 17 whether there were any young women i ane part of
18 acknowledged that this is information that was 18 the houwse when | was in another part of the house.
1% available to both him and to them back in 2000, 1% [1's completely consistent with my testimony that [
20 MR, SCOTT: Andwhat | am doing is showing 20 have never scen any underage women, Lels see.
21 him portions of the same depesition that 21 And if you read the whole transcript,
2z totally take a diffcrent position from this - you'll see, 1 think:
23 wilness from what you have read, so that this 23 "Was Dershowitz ever there when ane of the
24 record is a complete record and not a partial 24 woman gave a message?
25 record with your inference only, And | feel 25 "1 don't remember that.
294 296
1 thar that's iatly appropriate. 17 we were in 1 “Were you in - were You in any way
2 a courtroom, a juds would penmit him 1o do it 2 atempaing in your response o imply that
3 So you have your position and 1 have mine. 3 Mr. Dershowite had a massage by one of these
4 MR, SWEDER: Can we have the witness read L] young ladies?
5 thai? £ T doa't know, sir.
B BY ME. SCAROLA: & "You have no knowledge?
7 (). Do vou recall the following testimony ? "M, sir.
B having been given in that same deposition? 8 * And you cerainly weren't implying that
) *Question: All right. This is follow-up g that occurred; you just have no knowledge,
10 to questioning by Ms. Ezell. Ms, Ezell asked 10 comreet?
11 you about Mr. Dershwwitz being present in 11 "answer; | don't know.”
12 Mr. Epstein's home, and 1 think you said - | 12 And T would hope that your clients would
13 think you said Mr. Epsiein and he and 13 be reading the whole thing in context, unfike wha
14 Mr. Dershowitz were friends? 14 you've tned 1o do o iry o create a false
15 "Answer: Yes 15 impression thai this testimony in any way exculpates
16 *{uestion: She also, 1 think, asked was 15 e
17 Mr. Dershowitz ever there when oie of the voung 17 1 have to say if this is what they relied
18 wamen wha gave s massage was present in the 18 o, my confirmation of their unethical and
13 home. 1% unprofessional conduct has been sirongly
20 "Answer: 1 don't remember that. 20 comoborated by that and you're helping my case.
21 "uestion: That's where | want to clear 21 BY ME. SCAROLA:
22 up. Is it your testimony that Mr, Dershowitz 22 . Would it have been reasonable for Bradiey
23 was there when any of the women came to 23 Edwards and Paul Cassell to have relied upon the
24 Mr. Epstein's homne to give a massage? 24 detailed reports of Palm Beach police department?
25 "Answer: Yes" 25 A. 1don't know. 1 don't know what the Palm
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1 Beach police department says. 1 this.
2 ). You never read those reports? 2 A, Excuse me one second.
3 A [ don't know which reports you're 3 MR. SCOTT: You know, vou think this is
1 referring to. 1 funny and I think this man's -- and | think
5 Q. Al of the reports aboul Jeffrey Epstein. 5 this man's --
6 ME. SCOTT: Asked and answered yesierday 6 MR SCAROLA: I think it's improper for
? on this whole line. 7 you to be coaching the witness in the middie of
8 A, [probably did not read ali the reports on 8 examination. [f you think that there's
% Jeffrey Epstein. I'm sure I've read some of them. g something that needs 1o be brought out, you do
10 [donot recall - 1o that in cross examination. You don't feed him
11 MR, SCOTT: Be careful about any work -- 11 information that you want him to be reading in
12 attoruey-client privilege, 12 the middle of my examination of this witness.
13 THE WITNESS: Right, 13 MR. SCOTT: Mo. But it's also true that
14 A, L dont remember my name coming up. [ was 14 under gur rules, when you read portions of a
15 the lawyer during that period of time. 15 deposition, he has the ability 1o read other
16 BY MR SCAROLA- 18 portions of the deposition which clarify the
17 Q. To the exient that Bradiey Edwards and 17 answers. That's done in every couriroom on
18 pyul Cassell relied upon detailed reports from the 18 every time a witness — you have selocted
19  paim Beach police department in order to assess the 13 partions of it that are not accurate based on
20 eredibility & would it be 20 other portions and 1am having him review them
21 reasonable for them to rely upon police reports? 21 sinee you did not offer him the deposition to
22 A. | would hope that they would rely on all 22 review.
23 the palice reparts, including the ones that showed 23 MR SCAROLA: And that's what you do -
24 that she was involved in criminal actions, including 24 MR. SCOTT: And I think that's totally
25 the ones that would show that she took money as an 23 proper —
298 300
1 adult 1o provide sexual services o people, e MR. SCAROLA: —in cross examination. It
2 1 would hope they would logk at all the 2 i5 -
3 reporis, not just selected portions of those 3 MR. SCOTT: —todo. Mo
4 reports., 4 MR. SCAROLA: -- improper.
5 . Would that include the reports of the 5 MR. SCOTT: Mo.
& Federal Burean of Investization? & MR, SCAROLA: There's no question pending
7 A, 1 would hope so. 7 as to which that's relevant, But let's take a
8 ). Would that include the information f look at what you're showing him.
g provided by the U.S. Attorney's Office? e MR, SCOTT: Surc. Why don't you read it
10 A. 1 would sure hope so, and [ could tell you 10 into the record?
11 that the -- 11 THE WITNESS: I've read it
1z Q. Would that include — iz MR, SCOTT; Read it into the recond so
13 A, Let me just say that the LS. Attorey's 13 that Mr. Scarola is advised.
14 Office has told me unequivocally that my name never 14 A, "Okay. When Alan Dershowitz was in the.
15 came upin any context of any sccusation against me 15 house, | understand you to say that these local
16  during the negotiations. 15 Palin Beach girls would come over to the house
17 Q. Is this part of your work product that 17 while he was there, but you're not sure if he
18 you're waiving right now? 18 had a massage from any of these girls?
13 MR. SWEDER: Mo, no. 139 “Exactly.
20 A. My conversation with Jeffrey Sloman is not 20 “And what would he do while these girls
21 work product. 21 were in the howse?
22 MR. SCOTT: Here'sa - 22 “He would read a book with a glass of
23 BY MR, SCAROLA: 23 wing by the pool, stay inside,
24 Q. What is the work product — 24 “Did he ever talk 1o any of the girls?
25 MR, SCOTT: Excuse me. Pleasc review 25 “1 don't know, sir.
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1 "Certainly he knew they were there? 1 A, Let me answer. “Rely™ connotes to me that
2 "1 don't know, sir.” 2 they would place a heavy emphasis on that to the
i That's the best you can do? That's really 3 exclusion of other things and ihai it would be
1 the best you can do? You think a professional 4 enotigh. And so my answer is, yves, they cerlainly
3 lawyer would make these allegations based on "] 5 should have read all the reponts. They certainly
& don't know, sir.” & should have read all the transeripts. But they also
T MR, SCAROLA: Is there a question pending, 7 should have called me, they should have made other
8 Mr. Scou? B inguiry, and they should have made sure that they
L MR, SCOTT: He's reading — you asked him 9 read all of these depositions and reports in
10 what he was reading -- 10 context
11 MR. SCAROLA: Yes, sir. 11 And iT you're implying that there arc FBI
12 MR. SCOTT: -- from and 1 had him publish 1z reports that in any way inculpate me, that's
13 it 13 inconsistent with the information 1 have from Former
14 MR, SCAROLA: Yeah, [ know, and then he 14 Chief of Assistant JeiTrey Sloman, who was prepared
15 went on to make a speech. So 1 know | don't 15 to file an affidavit saying that that wasn't the
15 have to do it, but I'm mmpt.‘] led to move to 16 cage bul was m\-gnlgd Iroam mmg %0 h}l the Justice
17 sirike the unresponsive speeches. 17 Department.
18 MR. SCOTT: And | consider these to be a 18 MR, SCOTT: If's about noon now. 5o
13 response to the interrogation that you did 19 puess we're heading -- we're wrapping this up?
20 taking excerpis improperdy and not having the 20 ME. SCARDLA: Mot quite yes.
21 entire record in front of him, which he's 21 BY MR, SCAROLA:
22 entitled o do to make that the record is 22 that the allegations that
23 complete. And |intend to protect him in that 23 “::de against Prince Andrew were
21 way. 24 well-founded allegations, correct?
45 5 A, 1 have absolutely no idea, ['ve met
oz 304
L BY ME. SCAROLA: 1 Prince Andrew on a number of occasiofs in a public
2 0. Sowe have agreed that it was reasonable # comtext. He came and spoke in my elass at Harvard
3 for Bradiey Edwards and Panl Cassell, in asscssing 3 law school. The dean then had a dinner in his - or
4 the credibility nl—n rely wpon 4 lunch in his henor. | was then invited to a dinner
= police reports, FBI reports, U5, Attorney’s Office 5 at the British Consulate.
& information, and information from the Palin Beach & I've never scen him in the presence of any
7 County State Attorney's Office, correct? T underaged women, so | have absolutely no basis for
B A. No. g reaching any conclusion whatsoever about
2 (). No? 9 Prince Andrew.
10 A, Moo It would not be enough for them io do 1o Q. S0 you don't know ene way or anather
11 ihat- 11 whether those allegations are truc or fulse?
12 (). 1didn't ask you whether it was enough, 12 A. Meither do you. Mobody would know except
13 A You said it was -- 132 two people, | imagine. But | don't know. Of course
14 Q. 1asked you: Would it reasonable for them 14 nod.
15 o rely upon those sources oid ——— 15 Q. Allvight.
16 assessing the credibility of 16 A. Butl presume --
17 A Not alone, not Mﬂm 17 (). You say you have never seen him —
18 (). That wasn't my question. 18 A. -- people innocent --
12 A. - other sources of information. 1% Q. = in the presence of any underaged women,
20 ME. SCOTT: Wait a minute, 20 but you've seen photographs of him in the presence
21 BY MRE. SCAROLA: 21 of an underaged woman, correct?
22 . Well, what he's relying upon -- 22 Ao I have, yes.
23 MR. SCOTT: You're not the judge here. 23 MR, SCAROLA: May we mark this as the next
24 Let him -- ask a question and let him answer it 24 numibered ex hibit, please,
25 25 A, And | want to note -

and not cut him ofT, please.

32 (Pages 301 to 304)

www.phippsreporting.com
(888)811-3408

EFTA01116750




305

307

1 THE REPORTER: Hold on. Hold on. 1 THE WITNESS: Excusc me, [ need to a take

2 A. = the absence of any - 2 a very quick bathroom break.

3 MR SCOTT: She can't take it down. 3 MR, SCAROLA: That's finc.

4 THE WITNESS: Sorry. 4 THE WITNESS: Probably be two minutes or

e (Thereupon, marked as Plaintifl 5 less tham two minutes,

& Exhibit £.) & VIDEOGRAPHER: Going off the record. The

T THE REPORTER: It's okay. Goahead, 1 time is approximately 12:03 p.m.

8 Ao And 1 wani 1o note the absence of an B {Sidebar held off the record.)

9 pholograph of me “-in- 5 MR. SCAROLA: While we're waiting, let me
10 BY MR, SCARDLA? 10 mark the next numbered cxhibits as well. That
i1 . That's the photopraph that vou were 11 will save us soime time.

12 referring to? 12 MR. SCOTT: What is this?
13 A. Pve seen this pholograph in the 13 MR. SCAROLA: Her calendar, his calendar.
14 NEwspapers, 14 MR. SCOTT: Who's calendar is this,
15 Q. Yes, sir. And the woman on the Tar right 15 Carolyn's?
1a of that photegraph, whe is that? 16 MR, SCAROLA: Okay, This is Numbcr 10,
17 A, Ghislaing Maxwell. 17 MR, SCOTT: Carolyn's calendar,
1a Q. The woman that you and your Triend Jeffrey 18 {Thercupon, marked as Plaintiff
13 Epstein have traveled with repeatedly, correct? 13 Exhibit 10.)
20 A, No. A woman who 1 may have traveled with 20 MR, SCAROLA: This is Number 11,
21 on twio or three occasions. | can'i think of more 21 {Thercupon, marked as Plaintiff’
22 times than that that | raveled with her, but it's 22 Exhibit 11.)
I3 possible But ot - 1 woldi't say repeated 23 MR, SCAROLA: This is Mumber 12.
24 occasions. I've - 24 {Thereupon, marked as Plaintifl
as Q. Well - 25 Exhibit 12.)
a0e ips

1 A. - prohably been in her presence fewer 1 BY MR. SCAROLA:

2 than a dozen times. 2 Q. Mr. Dershowit, | have handed you a

3 Q. 1'm going to hand you — 3 composite exhibit that is marked as Number 9.

4 A, But just to be clear, what [ knew about 4 A Yes

5 Ghislaing Maxwcll was that she was the daughter of 2 5 ). The first document in that composite is a

& prominent British publisher -- & page from —

T Q. 1 haven't asked you what vou knew about 7 MR. SCOTT: Here's Mumber 9.

g Ghislaine Maxwell. 1 asked you - & BY MR SCAROLA:

9 A, Well, you asked -- 9 ). —is a page from your wife's calendar; is
i0 (), = whether or not you recognized her in 10 that correct?

11 the photograph? i1 A Yes.

1z A Yes Yes 1z MR, SCOTT: Take a moment o review the
13 (). Thank vou very much, sir. 13 exhibit, please.

14 I'm going to kand you an afrport codes log 14 A, Yes, it looks like = I'm looking at the

is that identifies the airports that are identified by 15 first page. It looks like my wife's -- my wife's

18 abhreviations in the case — in case that is of spme 16 handwriting, yes.

i7 assistance to you in answering the next serics of 17 BY MR. SCAROLA:

18 questions that I'm about to ask you. 18 ). And the second page is another page from
13 A Right 13 your wile's calendar; is that correet?

20 ). And I'm going to liand you this compasite 20 A, Looks like it, yes.

21 exhibit, which we will mark as the aext numbered 0 Q. And-—

22 composile, 22 MR, SCOTT: Take the time to review it

23 A Uh-huh, right. 23 before you answer questions, please.

24 (Thercupon, marked as PlaintifT 24 A. Right

25 Exhibit 9.) 25
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1 BY MR SCAROLA: 1 December,
2 ). And can you determine from the calendar : Q. One shows the subsequent two months and
3 entries here where your wife is during the period of 3 the —
1 time that's covered by these calendar entries? 4 A, Okay.
5 Ao Dwould have 1o look ol a particular 5 ). - other one shows —
& entry. 11 it describes where she is, yes. & A, Yeos,
T Q. Okay, Well, tell me where she is. 7 Q. = the preceding and following month,
8 A What day? 8 correct?
g MR. SCOTT: Which onc? What point? £ A, Yos, that docs look like it's Decomber of
10 BY MRE. SCAROLA: 10 2000, yes.
11 (). The period covered by this calendar 11 ). Okay, sir. So look at the calendar and
12 petween December 7 and December 13. 12 tell me where it appears your wife is during this
13 A What year? 13 peried of time,
14 2. You know what, I can't tell you what year 14 A, The whole period of time?
15 it is from these ealendars. So you tell me. 15 MR SCOTT: Please read the exhibit, all
16 I sugpest to you that this is a calendar 16 the pages, thoroughly, so that you kave a full
17 from December of 2000, since the next bwd months at 17 caniext.
is8 thie top of the ealendar are January 2000 and 18 A Itsays, AD. in Boston. That mcans [ was
19 February 2001. So let's assume that since it isa 1% in -- in Boston.
20 page from a calendar that appears to be December of 20 It says Charleston, Mew York, It says
21 2000, that it's December of 2004. 21 book fair. It says book fair. It says AD. in
2z That would be a reasonable conclusion, 22 Boston
23 wouldn't it? 23 It then says the Halbreiches amive,
24 A, [ have no idea. 24 They - they were probably our guests,
25 Q. You don't know? 25
310 31z
L A, Ddon't know, 1 mean, [ don't know - you 1 BY MR. SCAROLA:
2 said you doot — you can't tell what the year is, 2 . Your guests at home in Cambridge,
3 50 -- 3 Massachusetts, right?
4 Q. Well, I'm telling - 4 A. Mo, [ don't know. | don't know.
5 A, == [ can't tell what the year is. 5 Halbreiches arrive.
& . = you ihat it sppears o be December 2000 & Andd | cam’t really tedl from here where
7 because the next two months at the top of the 7 Carolyn is. McDonalds - let's see, this is 2000
B calendar are January of 2001 and February of 2001, 8 and what vear? 2001, 2000, Ycah, yeah,
E A. [ only see - P'm sormy, we're probably E So el me what you're looking fos. Tl
10 looking at different things. [ sec November 2000, 10 try 1o --
11 December 2000. [ don't see January or anything like 11 Q. 1 want to know where your wile was during
12 that, Maybe you can show them o me. Oh, it's on 12 this period of tfime if you can rell from the
13 the first page. 13 calendar entries,
14 0. First page, ves, sir, 14 A Well, she may have been in -- there's
15 A, Soit's in reverse order. 15 something about Charleston.  There's somethmg about
16 Yeah, so the pages are in reverse order, 16 Mew York. There's something about me being in
17 The firsi page says on top January 2001, 17 Baoston. 1 really can't tell much beyond tlat.
18 February 2000 and the second page says 18 Q. Okay. So you don't know one way or
1% Movember 2000, December 2000, yeah. 19 another from these calendar entries where your wife
20 Q. So it appears we're looking at 20 was during this period of time; is that correct?
21 December 2000, correct? 21 A D can't tell that from this eniry, no.
22 A, When we're looking at which page? When 22 Q. What we can tell from the enfry in the
23 we - 23 ottom right-hand corner —
24 (). Both pages, 24 MR SCOTT: Which page?
25 25 A, Which page?

Ao Well, one is JansaryFebruary and ong 15
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1 BY MR. SCAROLA: 1 BY MR. SCAROLA;
2 Q. Of the first page of this composite is 2 Q. And you would appear in New York —
3 that there is a notation that says Alan Dershowitz 3 A, Well, no -
4 11:45 a,m., New York City, right? 4 ). = for those Court TV appearances —
5 A Eleven - AD. | 1:45 and then there's a 5 A, | would appear -
6 word that [ can't read ] ). — on a regular basis, eorrecl?
7 Q. How about a.m.? 7 A, | would appear wherever [ was. 5o when |
a AL Oh, 5:00 a.m., New York City, yes. B was in Mew York, | appeared in New York, but they
¥ ). Okay. Thank you, sir. 2 would do it by remote when [ was in a different
10 And the next page, where did - where did 10 gy, And I clearly did some remotes for Court TV.
11 vour wife have opera instructions? 11 . In fact, you took an apartment in New York
iz A. Thave no idea. We go to the opera in 1z for purposes of convenience to lacilitate your
13 Boston, we go to the opera in New York, we go to the 12 New York Court TV appearances, correct?
14 opera in Florida, We do a lot - a lot of opera. | 14 A. Totally false.
15 don't know what "opera instructions™ means, 15 ). Did vou have an apariment in New York
18 Maybe it would be best if you asked my 16 during this period of time in December of 20007
17 wilic about these things. 1ts her calendar. 17 A 1 had an apartment for - I've had an
18 Q. 11 intend to, sir, but — 18 apartment in New York for 30 -- 30 years or more.
13 A Sure. 1% But | ceriainly didn®t take an apartment for
0 ). - these are calendars that you produced 20 purposes of Court TV, no.
21 as part of the evidence that you contend exonerates z1 Q. On Tuesday, December 11, the eniry is
22 vou. So, | assumed that you had some knowledge of 22 1:30, Jeff, correct?
23 the meaning of these pages. 23 A, Right. Yeah
24 A. No 24 Q. And that's a reference to Jeffrey Epstein,
25 Q. But | may be wrong. 25 correct?
314 ile
1 A We have - 1 A Tdon't = I don't know.
2 ). So you're telling me that you don't know 2 . Well, what other Jefl might it be?
3 where she was and that's — 3 A, Lknow = | know many, many Jeffs.
H A, We just — we just gave you everything we 4 ). Tell me which other Jeffs it might have
5 had -- 5 been a reference to —
& MR SCOTT: We provided hundreds and & A Thave no idea.
7 hundreds of pages. You're picking oul one. 7 Q. - on this calendar page.
8 BY MR. SCAROLA: i A, 1 just have no idea. | would be
9 0. Let's po == let's go to the next page, if 2 speculating.
10 we could, please, the third page in this composite. 10 ). During the same period of time on
11 A, The third, okay. Third, okay, 11 December 12 when there's 2 calendar entry that
1z ). And can we agree that this is a calendar 12 reflects 1:340, Jeff, we know from the flight logs
13 from December of 20007 13 that Jeffrey Epstein traveled on December 11 from
14 A Yes 14 Patm Beach International Afrport to Teterboro
15 ). Canwe agree it's your calendar from 15 Adrport, which is the private plane facility that
1g December of 20007 16 services the New York Metropolitan area,
17 A That's right, yeah. 17 A. 1 have no idea.
18 ). And can we also agree that during this 18 Q. You don"t know?
19 period of time, you were making regular appearances 1% A. Mo, | have no idea whether he was on that
20 i MNew York on Court TV? 20 plane. I haven't seen the Might log.
21 MR. SCOTT: Review the document before you 21 Q. Well, I'm calling your attention to the
22 answer the question, please. 22 flight log. It's the next papge.
<3 A, It says 12730, Court TV, yes. There was a 23 A, Its the next page here?
24 period of time where | had a contract with Court TV 24 Q. Yes, sir
25  and | would appear when they asked me to, yeah. 25 A, Okay,
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317 319
1 (). December 11, 2000, PBI to Teterbore, 1 that, but that you were in New York at the same thie
2 passengers, Jeffrey Epstein — S Jeffrev Epstein -
3 A Wait a second. [ have to find it. 3 A. And that Carolyn --
4 ME.SCOTT: Well, let him -- let him read 4 Q. == and Virginia were in New York and you
5 the exhibit. 5  were--
& A, What - what's the date? 6 A, And that Carolyn arranged for o massage,
7 BY MR. SCARDLA: 7 . - having a massage.
8 ). December 11, 8 A, And that my wife amanged for o massage.
2 A. December 11. Yes, | see that. 9 . Mo, | didn’t say that at all, sir?
10 . Palm Beach International Airport to 10 ME. SO0TT: Well, that's what he's saying
11 Teterboro? 11 that the recond reflects.
1z A. Right, yeah, 12 A, The record --
13 (). Passengers, Jeffrey Epstein? 13 MR SO0TT: Don't cut him ofT.
14 A, Right 14 A, - reflects that Carolyn -- Carolyn always
15 Q. GM, a reference to Ghislaine - excuse me, 15 wanted me to have massapes because she thought it
18 Ghislaine Maxwell, 16 would relax me. 1 don't like massages panticularly,
17 A. Uh-huh. 17 bt when Carolyn arranged massages, almost abways we
18 Q. And ET and Virginia, right? 18 had them together at the same time. 'We would have
19 M. That's what it says, yos, sir. 1% the same masseuse, sOMClmMes & man, sometimes a
20 . And then we see three of the same Tour 20 woaman, cor: 1o the house and give us massages
21 passengers leaving the New York area. 21 ipgether,
22 A. Uh-huh. 22 The idea that my wife would arrange for ine
23 Q. Tofly to ansther destination three days 23 to have & massage with an underage girl for sexual
24 later on December 14, correct? 24 purposes is 5o bizarre and absurd as to defy any
25 A, Yes 25  kind of credibility, but go on.
318 320
1 ). And let's look at the next page of your 1 BY ME. SCAROLA:
2 wile's diary for December 13, the period of time 2 ). Yes. Thank you very much, sir,
E when the flight log shows JefTrey Epstein and 3 A Goon.
4 Virginia in New York - 4 Q. 1intend —
5 A, Uh-huh. 5 MR. SCOTT: Since you're both smiling,
& (). - at the same time when it would appear & thene seemis b0 be some humor that I'rm miassing
T that vou were in New York., And at the bottom of 7 here. I guess [ -
4 this calendar, Wednesday, December 13, A.D., 8 MR, SCAROLA: Well, 'm missing the humor
g massage, right? g toe.
10 A 10:00am, it says? What is it? 10 BY MR. SCAROLA:
11 €. 1t says 10, 10-A.D. massage? 11 €. Let's go to Composite Exhibit Number 10,
1z A. Yeah 1z A. Yeah,
13 ). Okay. 13 ). The first page of that composite exhibit
14 Let's go to the next composite. 14 is a photocopy of pages from your personal calendar
15 A, Ldon't have - there's another page after 15 in January 2001, correct?
16 that. Oh, the next compasite. 15 A Thats right, yes.
17 Q. Yes, sir. 17 ). Another Court TV appearance on Jasuary 11,
ig A, Yeah, 18 correct?
12 ). Composite Number 10. 18 A January 11,
20 A, Ub-huh. But — but 1 just want to be 20 Q. Yes, sir, Tharsday, Janvary 11, entry in
21 glear, So you'ne saying Carolyn was with me in 21 the left-hand column, Court TV,
22 Mew York duning that peniod of time. 22 A Eniry on - yes, January - | see it as —
23 ). No, I'm not saying that at all, sir. 1 23 I see it on January 12, 1 don't sce it on
24 suggest that when we take a close look at the 24 Janary 11, but...
25 calendar, it's going to reveal something other than 25
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321 323
1 BY MR SCAROLA: 1 MR, SCOTT: Wait a munute. Let him get to
2 Q. T'msorry, maybe it is January 12, but 2 it.
3 some lime between the 11th and 12th, cither on the i A. 2 of the composite, Page 2, and what —
4 11th or on the 12th, it's Court TV, correct? 4 what day are we on?
5 A, Mo, po, no. You're just totally -- 5 MR. SWEDER: Do we even have it?
6 Q. It's the 12th - & ME. SCOTT: I'm soary. Excuse me. Do owe
1 A, - wrong - il's the | 2th, yes. 7 have copies of this exhibit?
8 Q. Okay. Good. Thank you. B8 MR. SCAROLA: I've given you copies of
2 A, Ivs elearly stated on the 12, yeah. 9 everything --
10 €. Okay. And then on Friday, the 19th, a 10 THE WITNESS: Were these produced in
1l week later, another Court TV appearance, correct? 11 discovery?
12 A, 19, Yes, 12 MR. SCOTT: [ assume.
13 Q. Okay. And on the 26th on Friday, 13 A. Okay., What are we up to? What page?
14 another Court TV appearance, correct? la BY MR. SCARDLA:
15 A, That's what it says, yes. These were 15 Q. Page 2 of Composite Exhibit Number 10,
16 gll- 18 MR SCOTT: Okay. Mow, stop.
17 0. During this period of time - 17 BY MR. SCAROLA:
18 ME. SCOTT: Whoa, Let — let him Finish 18 ). Tuesday, the 16th.
13 his answer. 12 MR SCOTT: What yvear arc we talking about
20 A, These are all scheduled appearances. | 20 now?
21 assume that | did them. These - these were — when 21 MR. SCAROLA: 2001, the only year covered
22 they requested me 1o - 1o do them, 1 would do them, 22 in this compaosite exhibit.
23 yeEs. 23 A, Yeah, dinner foreign policy Epstein, that
24 BY MR SCAROLA; 24 was dinner we had at Jeffrey Epstein's house with a
25 Q. Okay. And it looks tike you're appearing 25 group of very distinguished foreign policy experts,
322 324
1 on & scheduled basis every Friday during this period 1 yes.
2 of time? 2 BY MR. SCARDLA:
2 A 1 don't think that was right. Yeah, | 3 Q. All right, sir. Lei's go to the next
4 don't think that was right. [ ihink that they 4 page. 1"ve just focused on this period of time in
5 called me when they wanted me. And it may have been 5 Janupary 2001 and on Friday, January 12 -
6 several Fridays ina row, bui | think it depended on & A, S0 we're going back to Friday, January 12
T breaking news at the - 7 Yeah
B Q. What is "scheduled appearance” -- L Q. Your wile is in Cambridge, correct?
8 MR, SCOTT: Well, wail a minute. Let him a A, Mo, [ don't think se. My wile was living
10 finish his questions [sic]. 10 in Mew York with me at the time. | don't see any
11 A, Iwould depend very much on whether there 11 record of her being in Cambridge.
12 wasa particular trial because | would be the 12 She was — we were living together in
i3 commeniater on the trial, along with other lawyers, 13 Mew York at NYU downtown. [ was a visiting scholar,
11 And there were some days when there were trials and 14 Having been appoinied by John Sexton of NYL! to be a
15 some doys when there weren't and | would be 15 wisiling scholar, we were there for the year, And
16 available because [ was Hving in New York at the 16 my wifie was with me during the year. Our daughter
17 time 17 wasin school in Mew York. She went to Little Red
18 BY MRE. SCARDLA: 18 Schoolliouse in Mew York., And we had -- our life was
1z (). On Tuesday, the 16th, there Is an entry 13 in Mew York for a period of one year,
20 that says Epstein, right? 20 . And on Friday, Janaary 12, you had ancother
21 A, On Tucsday, the 16th? 21 massage, right?
22 Q. Yes, sir, 22 A. | don't see anything on my record that —
22 A, Where are we? Which calendar now? 23 . Massage, AD.?
24 ). Page 2. Page 2 of the composite, Tuesday, 24 A, We must be looking at the different pages.
25 25 . Friday, January 12, page 4 -

the 16th, Epstein.
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1 A, Who's — 1 A, Uh-huh

2 Q. —of Composite Exhibit 10. 2 . Okay. Or from 3:30 to 4:15, that would be

3 MR, SCOTT: Let me see the page you're 3 a playing time for you in Cambridge; is that

4 talking aboui 5o he can - 4 correct?

e MR. SCAROLA: I've given you the entire 5 A, You'd be asking me te speculate. | can't

& calendar, & speculate based on my wife's calendar. It says

7 MR, SCOTT: Come on, Jack. 7 utility bill, Reservoir address, That suggests

& MR, SCAROLA: I've given you the entire 8 Cambridge. Rescrvoir is our house in Cambridge,

’ composite -- 9 Q. So, it would appear that this is another
10 THE WITWESS: Soyou're talking about my 10 massage that you goi somewhere?

11 wife's - 11 A But | would like to also say ong thing. |
1z MR, SCAROLA: Fourth page - fourth page 12 don't -~ | at least wonder were these reconds
13 of Exhibit 10, You have Exhibit 10, I've given 13 awailable to your clicnts at the time they made the
14 a copy of that, 14 falsc accusations against me or arc they
15 MR. SCOTT: 1 understand it and he has it 15 afier-the-Tact constructs designed o simply iy to
18 front of him and Fro trying to get him to the 16 Find cxcuses 1o justify their false allegations? It
17 right page. Thank you. Please ke it down. 17 seems to me the latter is probably the case,
18 BY MR. SCAROLA: 18 Q. And you are going to have an opportunity
12 ). Fourth page, Compaosite Exhibit 10. 1% through vour counsel to ask those questions.
20 A Yes 20 A And we will.
2l Q. Friday, January 12, 21 Q. And my clients are anxious to be able to
2z A. Okay. That's very simple. We were both 22 answer those guestions.
23 in Cambridge and 1 had a massage in Cambridge. How 23 A. Mot as anxious as | am to hear their
24 do | know that? Because it had basketball. And 24 ANSWCTS,
25 that's where I play and watch basketball was in 25 Q. Okay.
336 328

1 Cambridge. So probably | was in Cambridge if it 1 MR. SCOTT: Okay. Let's wrap it up,

2 says B ball 3:30, 4:15 and says Cambridge with Efla, 2 ME. SCAROLA: Mot quite,

3 so I'm sure 1 was in Cambridge. 3 ME. SCOTT: Yeal, it's 12:30. I'm ending

4 ). Allright. So - 4 this. That gives you three and a half hours.

5 A. But I'm -- I'm looking at my wife's 5 We take a lunch break and then we have three

& calendar. |ecan't tell you and nor can you tell me 6 and a half.

7 where | was at that period of time, 7 ME. SCAROLA: We don't need three and a

B (). S, the basketball entries are references 8 half hours for lunch.

g to your watching basketball in Cambridge? 2 ME. SCOTT: Mo, | didn't say that, [ said
10 A Mo. They could be playing basketball, | 10 we take an hour break and then we have three
11 played basketball in those days -- 11 and a hall hours with your client, just like...
1z Q. Watching or playing basketball? 12 MR, SCAROLA: 1f-- if that's what you
13 MR, SCOTT: Let him finish his answer, 13 want to do --

14 please. 14 ME. SCOTT: That's the fair thing to do
15 A, 1 cither watched basketball or played 15 because that's why we're dividing it equally
16 basketball, yeah, 1 did not go to basketball games 16 and [ suggested that —

17 in Mew York, to my recollection, unless the Celtics 17 MR, SCAROLA: 1 will state — 1 will state
18 were in New York and maybe we can check - 18 for the record that Exhibits 2, 3 and 4 -

1% MR. SCOTT: You've gol about five minutes, 19 excuse me, Exhibits 9, 10, 11 and 12,

20 Counsel, 20 compaosite exhibits, directly confliet with the
21 BY MR. SCAROLA: z1 wilness's assertion --

22 ). The Celtics didn’t play from 4:15 1o 5:00, 22 MR. SCOTT: This is all a speech on your
23 did they? 23 part.

24 A, No, but 1 did, 24 MR, SCAROLA: 1t is a speech.

25 Q. You did? 25 MR. SCOTT: Itis a speech and -
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MR, SCAROLA: I'm giving you notice as to
what you can do to do your homework. Okay?
They dircetly conflict with the witness's
asseriion that the Might logs exonerate him.

In fact -
ME. SCOTT: Wait a minute,

ME. SCAROLA: - the fight logs - the
flight logs cnn‘uhmt“

BESCTLIONS.

MR. SCOTT: And I thank you very much for
that cxplanation and we look forward to
resuming this at the appropriste time and
responding 1o that,

THE WITMESS: And that is a false
statement.

MR. SCOTT: Thank you.

VIDEOGRAPHER: Going off the record. The
time is approximately 12:26 p.m.

(The proccedings ADJOURNED at 12:26 p.m.)
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Q. I would like to know why you alleged "and
ather minors” given what you have said about your
knowledge of the factual basis, so to speak, for that
allegation.

A. Okay. There are going to be — I'm going to
end up giving you nine reasons, each of which is
complicated, so I just want to - if -- if — I don't
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was your basis for this?
A. All right. So the Initial basis for it
wWas -

MR. SCAROLA: First of all, let me object
because Professor Cassell is not here as an
expert witness and hypotheticals are
inappropriate. You're calling for speculation on

ESQUIRE DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS
(954) 331-4400

PR want to be accused of -- of filibustering or anything. oriaoe 8 his part. I'm not geing to instruct him not to
e I just want you to know that you have asked a broad prixe 9 answer, but it is an improper question.
ouw 10 guestion that's going to require a broad and extended prixne 10 MR SIMPSON: I disagree, but you can answer
anm 11 answer. It == it == oz 11 the question.
o 12 Q. Answer the guestion. pane 12 THE WITMESS: Right. So the -- the factual
ot 13 A. Okay. Then I'm going to refer to a =- I have sear 13 basis would -- we are setting aside
e 14 a — well, actually, I don't. sraas 14 attamey/dient communications, right?
weorm 15 Q. Let me ask you this: Before you refer to o 15 BY MR. SIMPSON:
s 168 something - nnn 16 Q. I'm asking: What would you tell the judge?
prae 17 A. Yeah. sz 17 A. Right. So that--I-- I -- that's
s 18 Q. -- please give me your best recoflection of anm 18  speculative to -- I don't think I can give a fair answer
s 19 what the basis was, the factual basls that you had in s 19 at this point because that would have invelved going
mnw 20 mind. If the court said to you -- let me put it this wnw 20 badk to my client and — and carving out what kinds
mvan 21 way, If you went to court and Judge Marra said, siae 21 of things we were going to present to Judge Marra in
s 22 Professor Cassell, what's your factual basis for this o 22 light of the posture of the case at that point.
mees 23 allegation? Tell me. What would you say? ornaz 23 So it's a speculative question. I would
oo 24 A. Right. srnes 24 have == let me just -- without going into any
e 25 MS. McCAWLEY: Wait. Outside the context of s 25 attorney/client privileged communications, I would have
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PRI | anything that's been communicated o you. sasn 1 provided an ample factual basis for those allegations.
g 2 MR. SCARDLA: Excuse me. You have asked two mas 2 MR, SIMPSON: 1 move to strike as
o 3 different questions now, and I need to understand mnase 3 nonresponsive.
e 4 which question you are asking. mase 4 BY MR. SIMPSON:
P ] The question that you posed before just now siaze 5 Q. Let me ask it this way: We have talked
siizee B was: What was the reason for your including oo B about -- somewhat about the basis for this allegation
stz T those allegations In this pleading? owm @ about other minors. Putting aside information as to
sirw O Mow you have asked: What is the factual mww B  which you're claiming privilege, tell me what you knew
sz 9 bazis? And that's going back to guestions that oy 9 a5 of December 30th, 2014, that formed the factual basis
oz 10 we have already covered, and we have, I think, oram 10 for your -- for that allegation about ather minors,
sz 11 exhausted the ability to respond to that question orun 11 MR, SCAROLA: And I'll instruct you not to
stz 12 outside of privileged information. arvazs 12 answer that question for the same reason, that
oun 13 Do you want to go back to the guestion about: priazr 13 when the same question was asked earlier, [
mzn 14 What was your reasgn for including those priaze 14 instructed you not b answer.
sun 15 allegations? pviam 19 MR. SIMPSON: I'm -- I'm -- maybe we are not
wian 16 MR. SIMPSON:; T'll ask the question a ariass 16 being clear, Jack. I'm asking him to put
ooz 1T different way. sivaas 17 aside -- I mean, certainly, he -- ha filed a
oran 18 MR, SCAROLA: Thank you, oriasr 18 pleading. You've asserted privilege as to
wan 19 BY MR. SIMPSON; ariess 19 certain aspects. I'm simply asking him, putting
o 20 Q. Mr, Cassell, I'm going to ask you: If you're pireas 20 aside whatever you're cdalming privilege for,
erizw 21 In court and Judge Marra said to you, counsel, what is oteas 21 right, so I'm mot -- I'm not asking you right now
sriza 22  the factual basis for your allegation that Professor oraar 22 to tell me anything you're claiming as
prizer 29 Dershowitz abused ather minors, what would you say? And wiean 23 privileged,
svizsn 24 if you wouldn't say something because it was privileged, wr1aas 24 BY MR, SIMPSON:
orizsz 25 then don't include it. What would you tell the judge oriase 26 Q. Tell me whatever is not privileged that
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praess 1 supports that allegation. pesz 1 began, you know, T guess what we would call
B 2 A. Okay. The privileged information, obviously, praese £ knock-and-talks, knocking on doors to try to get to some
s 3 you're asking me not to reveal at this point. sus 3 of these girls, and they would get to the girls, and
ST | Q. I'm asking you -- I'm asking you to tell me presa 4 many of them initially were — were afraid to explain
sewee 8 the nonprivileged information. And I'm not agreeing pire 5 what had happened.
ez B with your privilege assertion — orirm B But as they — as thay continued talking to
ERCTT I | A. Sure, stirea 1 them, the girls began to explain that what was happening
wasar B Q. -~ but for purposes of this question == sires 8 was, they ware going over to Epstein's house under the
suisar 9 A. For purposes of this question. sritin 8 guise of giving a massage, and when they got there, the
sriaer 10 Q. -- I'm accepting it. arimr 10 massage was, in fact, sexual activity.
piasar 11 A. Al right. sz 11 And for many of the girls, I think, as I say
ssee 12 Q. Putting aside what you daim is privileged, 1 stz 12 around 23, 24, something along those lines, they were
s 13 want to know everything that's the factual basis for gures 13 underage. They were under the age of consent in
mstz 14 including the allegation about ather minors. prirze 14 Florida.
prasie 15 A. Okay. Privileged information which I'm not pvirm 15 And so each and every one of those events was
pasr 16 disclosing in any way would have interacted with a vast et 168 a crime being perpetrated == and let's be clear, not
esm 17 body of other information. mrs 17 just being perpetrated by Epstein, but by other people
psz 18 The vast body of other information would have wirm 18 who were involved there at the mansion.
mosze 19 started with an 89-page police report from the Palm eerm 19 And so what the -- the Palm Beach Police
ez 20 Beach Police Department that showed for about a aprran 20 Department was putting together was that this mansion in
wwm 21 six-month period in 2005, there was sexual abuse of eriran 21 Florida was the nest of sexual abuse of young girls here
wws 22 minor girls going on on a daily basis, in -- whenever wiran 22 in Florida that invalved, literally, in the -- in this
stisan 23 Jeffrey Epstein was in his Palm Beach mansion. wiran 23 period of time, more than a hundred events that they
meiea 24 And on some cases, it was going on not once, srirsr 24 were able to document of sexual abuse,
siian 25 not twice, but three times durlng the day. That - lat wrizde 29 And when you put that together with the
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s 1 me just be clear. I mean, I -- I referred to the maeer 1 pattern or practice that was being revealed there, there
sssr 2 B9-page police report. T have offered to put it into meo: 2 were hundreds of acts of sexual abuse golng on In the
wmisss 3 the record if -—= if it would speed things up, but let's primse 3 mansion.
smisss & just talk about some of the things that are in that ovkar & But then what becomes -- and this is where I
s 5 B9-page police report. mrie 5 indicated that, you know, the answer would continue on,
s B This was a -- a very intensive investigation ez B The — the problem was that the evidence was starting to
moans T that the Palm Beach Police Department put together. s T show that this was a much broader series of events. For
ooy O They did, for example, what are called trash covers; o B example, there were flight logs showing that Mr. Epstein
moem 9 that is when trash came out of the -- of the mansion of orwn 9 was then flying with underaged girls, and those flight
o 10 Epstein, the police would intercept the trash and then auw 10 logs, you know, as -- as the flight logs began to
wsws 11 they would go through the trash and look for wun 11 develop, for example, we have seen, Ik in th
oesr 12 ineriminating information. wun 12 day or two here, one underage girl w
o 13 And what they began to discover was memo s 13 who is on the flight, you know, with Epstein, and with
wwz 14 pads -- and I say “memo pads,” let's ba clear, pad after simm 14 Maswell, and those sorts of things.
nwm 15 pad after pad, or I guess I should say, sheet after wma 15 So you start to look at the flight logs and
e 16 sheet after sheet that had the name of a girl, and then wwan 16 you see what's going on is not just events that are
pen 17 thera was a notation of something to the effect of a sraas 17 occurring in Florida, but it's occurring on a
e 18 massage. mumsn 18 multi-state basis, which now starts to make it a federal
oins 19 And so the Palm Beach Police Dapartment began | sisss 19 crime. For axample, we are sesing evidence that --
mwn 20 tracking down, well, wait a minute, these -- thase are sriase 20 lat's just talk abo
ower 21  girls giving massages and they don't seem to have any simse 21  central to this ca
mws 22 specialized training in massages; they don't seem to be srmse 22 We are seein flown
pwer 23 masseuses in any sense of the term; what's going on wimez 23 from Florida to New Yo utches of
mwne 24  here? sy 24 Jeffrey Epstein who is sexually abusing her, you know,
e 25 And so the Palm Beach Police Department wra 23 many times a week. And not just Jeffrey Epstein, but
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prws 1 other powerful persons. For example, Ghislaine Maxwell w1 particular girl had been sexually abused.
pramie 2 is there with him on all of these flights and apparently srrian 2 What the Palm Beach Police Department had
swn 3 being involved in the abuse. stz 3 discovered was brazen, notorious, repetitive activity
R | Indeed -- and so you -- you have == you e 4 sometimes occurring as often as three times in a
srwx B  hawe that. You also start te see on the flight logs, grziae B particular day. And so that led me to believe that the
smwm B  what to my mind are some very sinister things, simsn B sexual activity that was geing on in Florida was such
mwu T suggesting that the pattern is not just confined to sort szmsse 7 that someone who was a regular house guest there would
wrwe B of, you know, the girls that are there in Florida, but smsr B have immediately come to the conclusion that, well,
swam 9 ft =it is extending more broadly. nmewe 9 look, gee, there are these underage girls coming in here
erwar 10 Like one of the — to my mind, sinister and szmes 10 and they -- they seem to be - you know, they don't seem
mwa 11  scary things on the flight logs is, we see, you know, mzee 11 to be here to be doing, you know, business activities;
srwman 12 o we know has been sexually abused, | oz 12 they -- they might be here doing other kinds of
awn 13 and we see Jeffrey Epstein, and then we see on the mzn 13 activities. So these would be the kKinds of things that
swa 14 flight logs one female. mza 14 would - would have formed the factual basis.
ra— |1 That's kind of an odd notation for a flight wan 18 There are other things as well, but I'm sure
muwes 16 log because, you know, typically, I understand the w16 you want to ask other questions in addition to that. So
wam 17 flight logs, the purpose is, well, if something happens sz 17 I'll stop there, but those — that's - I think gives
mam 18 with the flight, or there's some question about who was mmu 18 youasmall flavor of the kind of evidence that, you
mooes 19 on it you want te know who == who the person was who man 19  know, was form = undergirding the allegations that were
wne 20 was on the flight. sz 20 being presented here.
sronee 21 So, to my mind, when I started to sea on wan 21 Q. Itsounds like you quite passionately belleve
s 22 these flight logs entries like one female, I viewed that mmas 22  that there was strong evidence that Mr. Epstein had
mis 24 as a potential device for obscuring the fact that there wms 23 engaged in sexual misconduct; is that right?
pr2nir 24 was interstate trafficking of underage girls for w24 A. Ithink "strong” understates it
maw 25  purposes of sexual activity. Serious federal offanses. g 29 Q. In the course of that long answer, you didn't
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mwz 1 But then that evidence extended, you know, orzzas 1 mention Professor Dershowitz's name once.
mmm 2 mere broadly than that, The evidence also started to smn 2 A. 1 said flight logs. And let's talk about
mamm 4 show, again, if we talk just ab mze 3 Flight logs.
mmy & the -- that underage girls such wWere nms & Q. Let me back up. You didn't answer his
mms 5 being flown Internationally from, - rboro mzzer B name -- mention his name once; is that -- is that your
sims B in New York to - to locations, just to pick one, you ozse B recollection as well?
simar T know, for example, in London, where again sexual abuse | o 7 A. That's correct. We were talking about a
pmes B was occurring. sz B factual basis, and I'll be glad -- I told you that there
mma 9 And so you started to put together this wazes 9 were other things if you want, factual basis for - for
mmss 10 pattern of criminality that was started in this -- you waem 10 Mr. Dershowitz. I'll be glad to add that in. Let me --
maau 11 know, I don't know what the right word is here. I don't wzre 11 let's — let me = let me == T would like to supplement
mmse 12  want to == I don’t want to == you know, you've heard sarn 12 my answer then if I could.
mms 13 discussions of hyperbole and things like that, but we erzriz 13 Q. Do youwant to look at a document?
snm 14 have got this nest of — of — and I wen't say snakes, prznia 14 A, Yes.
manm 15 but we have this nest of criminals in Florida, but it - i 15 Q. Let me first == have we exhausted your
mae 16 it seems to be spreading to Epstein’s mansion in New maxw 16 recollaction without documents of all the evidence that
stz 17 York; it seems to be spreading to Ghislaine Maxwell's paszn 17 you would refer to to support the allegation that
w21 18 flat in London, and == and -- and it goes on. oxza 1B Professor Dershowitz abused other minors?
maar 19 So those are the kinds of things that would mas 19 A, Mo
e 20 have formed the == the == the basis, particularly when pme 20 MR. SCARDLA: And let me say that you have 8
s 21 you -- when you start to add in this fact: What the pizaze 21 right to refer to whatever documents you choose
wnm 22 Palm -- going back now to Florida with the Palm Beach srzan 22 to refer to, to be sure that you give a complete
nan 23 Police Department. What the Palm Beach Police maas 23 response to the guestion that has been asked, as
sizrns 24  Department has - had discovered was not a one-off kind | nme 24 long as you understand that whatever you refer to
nns 20  of event, you know, on one particular day, one e 25 is going to be available to the other side, and
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73 75
mama 1 we would be happy to make it available to you. masm 1 Mr. Epstein saying that she had been trafficked,
nnes 2 ME. SIMPSON: And -- and ['ll give you an mae 2  sexually trafficked, you know, nat just abused by
prdia? 3 opportunity to look at that -- mzees 3 Mr. Epstein, but now being forcibly sent to, you know,
woar 4 THE WITNESS: Sure -- sz 4 other people to abuse,
weva B BY MR, SIMPSON: srzsas B And in the categories of people that were
sz B Q.  -- but I'm entitled to ask first about your srzpsz B sexually abusing her were academicians, and I knew that
sz T recollection. otzmas 1 Mr, Dershowitz fell within that category of -- of being
maas B A, Okay. mam B anacademician. The -- that complaint also indicated
maas 9 Q. Based on your recollection = pramos 9 & flight logs that would show that
mae 10 A. Right. prsec 10 d been sexually abused in these
omar 11 Q. -- I want to know all the evidence -- masa 11 And that started to indicate to me
eraxsa 12 A.  Right. mamw 12 that there might be what the la mon
sraea 13 Q. - you were relying on here. sz 13 scheme or plan. And that, just &
o 14 A. Sowhat — what I'm going to do is, I'm going wmaz 14 being trafficked to these powe
wzsr 15 to make a list here on my -- on my notepad of all the mmm 15 places, there might well be other girls.
w250 16 things, and then I'm going to com pare that with notes I wms 16 And so I have mentioned a flight log, and let
szm 17 have here. There may be a couple things that I don't main 17 you = you wanted to talk about Mr. Dershowitz, On ==
mumn 18  cover. m203s 18 on December 30th, 2008, I was aware that there was a
s 19 Q. As long as your counsel is okay with that. mmn 19  flight log showing Mr. Dershowitz flying with Tatiana,
vizens 20 A.  Yeah. mased 20 who as far as I can tell was not a business person, was
oipeos 21 Q. You understand you'll have to give that to mass 21 not providing financial advice or something else.
e 22  me? w22 I understood that Mr. Epstein was a
man 23 A, Yeah. I'll give you the notes -- w23 billionaire who was heavily involved in financial
praer 24 Q. ANl right. wamer 24  issues. I knew that Tatiana was on a plane with
saemm 25 A, == and then I will compare with what I've got siwrer 25 Mr. Dershowitz, and then there was also, if I recall
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#2111 there. So I mentioned the Palm Beach Police Department w1  correctly, working from memaory as -- as you were
st @ report. mwod 2 wondering about, there was a notation that
oims 3 The next thing that I want to mention is the pigres 3 Mr. Dershowitz was on a plane with one female.
szt 4 Jane Doe 102 complaint. In August of 2009, Beb maros & And so I was — when I looked at that, I'm
sz 5 Josefsberg -- who is, from what I understood, a very marn 5 seeing Mr. Dershowitz an & -- on a flight with & woman
sz B  well-regarded lawyer here in Florida; in fact, a lawyer mars B who doesn't seem to be there for, frankly anything other
nizaa 7 that was selected by the United States Government to piaras 7 than sexual purposes or something along those lines with
mxx 8 represent a number of the -- of the girls that had been srarsn B Mr. Epstein, with Mr. Epstein, who is a sex trafficker,
mae 9  sexually abused by leffrey Epstein. He was — he was wasm 9 and with one female which seemed to me to be a potential
mzea 10 part of the procedure that was including the szt 10 entry for disguising international sex trafficking. So
mzss 11 nonprosecution agreement. srzras 11 that was of concern,
maean 12 he filed a complaint on sraras 12 I then began to look at, well, I wonder, how
wmm 13 behalf complaint indicated szt 13 would I find out if Mr. Dershowitz had been abusing
ozees 14 that een sexually abused in mzs 14 other girls? Let's see. I knew H“—
mnum 15 Florida, i, in == in other places, as I mzrazr 15 had been forced to -- to -- to - to
man 16 recall. The thing that -- that I pa mzra 16 thing.
oz 17 was that Mr. Josefsberg had sai as ogrss 1T ’ MS, MCCAWLEY: You're okay as long as
sz 18 abused by == and he gave some categories of peo nrws 18 you're -- if you're revealing something that's in
w19 He mentioned, I think, business peopla. He ovarss 19 an affidawit -
maxr 20 mentioned royalty, and he mentioned academicians. And mars 20 THE WITMESS: That's right.
mam 21 $o to tie into your guestion, I knew that Professor oz 21 M5, McCAWLEY: -- that she submitted, you're
s 22 Dershowitz was an academician. And o what I was seeing | e 22 fine,
sz 23 now was, that according to a very, very respected srarm 23 THE WITNESS: Right. So -- so what...
szn 24 attorney here in Flerida, he had l'ﬂl.ln-d_ sranes 24 Let's see. What did [ want, at this point --
m=y 25  to be credible, and had filed a lawsult sranes 25
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smes 1 BY MR, SIMPSON: masar 1 MS. McCAWLEY: Yeah.
manes 2 Q. Do you want the question back? oI 2 MR. SCAROLA: -- whe keeps jumping up and
w9 A. Mo. I'm just trying to remember what I was |smm 3 down and distracting everybody in the room?
maeiz 4 thinking about with -- with regard to -- FIECE MS. McCAWLEY: And there was also profanity
e S MR. SCAROLA: Do you need the response read swsa D used earier. I mean, we just have to settle
pramir B hack up to the paint — waes B down on this side, and take a deep breath, and
w1 THE WITNESS: Yeah, if you wauld do that, sraesa 7 let him answer his questions,
sawm B yeah. I just -- srovee B MR, SIMPSON: Look, I mean, the same thing
mem 9 MR. SCAROLA: -- about privilege arose. v 9 was happening on the other side.
ez 10 THE WITNESS: Yeah. Let's just see what that L MR. SCAROLA: Mo, sir,
sz 11 ane -- wsane 11 M5, McCAWLEY: There was no profanity on this
ooen 12 MR. SCAROLA: Just read the last couple of waaos 12 side of the tahle.
saa 13 sentences back, or the last two sentences. oranoe 13 MR. SCAROLA: Mo, no, no. There was mever
wnan 14 THE WITNESS: Oh, I'm sorry. MNow [ remember | si00 14 anyone who jumped to their feet at any time
waaz 15 exactly what [ was thinking. sraans 15 during the course of the last two days. The anly
memaz 16 How would we go find out whether Mr. Epstein saoe 16 person who keeps jumping up is Alan Dershawitz.
ermas 17 was lending women, or in this case, underage maar 17 Hawve him pass you a note quietly, if you would,
erznan 18 girls, to Mr. Dershowitz for sexual purposes? praawe 18 please.
maa 19 Well, the first thing [ want to do was ask -- you oane 19 MR, SIMPSOM: 1 will disagree with your
smas 20 know, I'd == I'd go ask Jeffrey Epstein. oz 20 characterization, but let me say the
waar 21 And so what [ discovered when I started to manas 21 argumentation --
man 22 look at the transcripts, there were a number of praom 22 MR, SCAROLA: Excuse me. Are you -- are you
sz 23 transcripts where Mr. Epstein was asked about mwom 23 making the representation --
srass 24 &lan Dershowitz, And rather than say, well, no, maoz 24 MR. SIMPSON: Mo, I'm not.
v 25 he wasn't invelved in any of these illegal manz 25 MR. SCAROLA: -- that somebody on this side
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nmew 1 activities, Jeffrey Epstein took the Fifth as the PTECE N | of the room jumped up?
s 2 phrase, you khow, to bé more precse, He manm 2 MR. SIMPSON: Mo, no, na, I'm nat.
mmes 3 exercised his right against compelled PETE . | MR. SCAROQLA: Okay. Thank you.
wmew 4 self-incrimination and refused to answer the o= 4 MR, SIMPSON: I'm not.
nan D question, which since these were civil cases, man 5 MR, SCAROLA: And I appreciate that.
nmn 6 indicated to me, since he was being represented wun B MR, SIMPSOM: And [ --
[ LT by very experienced legal counsel, that there was wsam T MR, SCAROLA: And you do acknowledge that
wmw B mare than an insignificant risk of incriminating ersom B Mr. Dershowitz has repeatedly been jumping up in
maw 9 himself if he answered that. eragn 9 the middle of testimony, correct?
mmz 10 And so Jeffrey Epstein now had taken the evazss 10 MR. SIMPSOM: That's -- he just got up and
wman 11 Fifth. And one of the things that I was aware of eraear 11 came over to me, That's the only time I'm aware
o 12 having been invalved in, you know, civil o 12 of, because I'm -- I'm looking at the witness,
oz 13 litigation and criminal litigation in other oaens 13 but he did just do that, and I will pass notes.
sz 14 cases, was that once somebody refuses to answer a eraoes 14 We won't get up.
mmaz 15 question like, you know: Do you know orapas 15 MR. SCAROLA: Okay. Well, I will tell you --
wimas 16 Mr. Dershowitz? And they take the Fifth on that, srazas 16 MR, SIMPSON: I'm naot going to take time from
amn 17 that vou're then entitled to draw what's called ensear 17 this.,
T | - an adverse inference, You can -- you can infer wiaeer 18 MR. SCARDLA: I will -- I will, for the
wmaz 19 that, well, if they answered that question, they onaras 19 record, as an officer of the court, represent
stz 20 would have -- ensnse 20 that there have been multiple times during the
ama 21 MR. SCAROLA; Excuse me. oraesd 27 course of Professor Cassell's deposition when
nze 22 MS. McCAWLEY: Yeah, I want to make an ovanm 22 Alan Dershowitz has jumped up in the middle of
srma 23 objection here -- e 23 the testimony and excitedly whispered in your
srzman 24 MR. SCAROLA: Pardon me. Could you please sraver 24 ear.
srziar 25 try to control your client -- orar 25 You may not have realized it because you were
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ETTTI | focusing on the witness, but everybedy on this w1 review, in which he took the Fifth when asked questions
o 2 side of the roam has been distracted by his man 2 about Dershowitz.
[ TETRS | unprofessional conduct. praa 3 So, at that point, in trying to figure out,
T MR. SIMPSON: I'm not geing to argue with wan 4  you know, whether Mr. Dershowitz was involved in
marw 9 you. And [ -- marm 3 sexually abusing, not nnlm in
mitw B MR. SCAROLA: Thank you. muz B other girls, then you go d I, next
pravi T MR. SIMPSOM: -- [ disagree with that a7 layer of the criminal conspiracy.
onm B charachérization. There is another attorney o B Epstein is at the top, so you go to the next
one 9 sitting between us. We will pass notes. wun 9  layer. These are, you know, basically the -- the women
ez 10 MR. SCAROLA: Thank you. s 10 who, from what I could gather, were -- were older than
wenas 11 MR. SIMPSON: And we -- and 1 believe, sas 11 the age that Epstein wanted to sexually abuse, I think
ormas 12 Ms. McCawley, were you instructing not to answer mna 12 these were 22 and 23-year-old girls, so they had, you
sratan 13 or what was happening? What did you -- what were w13 know, assentially aged out of being his sexual abuse
wrnw 14 you raising? pravar 184 wictims, but they continued to — what they would do is
w3 15 MS. MCCAWLEY: Mo. There was a lat of smnw 15  collect girls for him under the age of 18, that I guess
wnas 16 yelling going on here, so 1 was trying to make sisas: 16 was in his target range.
LYETE T I sure that everybody was quiet -- s 17 And so what — so the next person I
18 MR, SIMPSON: All right. o 18 t information from wa
19 MS. MCCAWLEY: -- so that the client could nsm 19 on a lot of these flight logs
20 BNSWer. orsaoe 20 O ris that -- or women and with
21 MR. SIMPSON: All right, Let me back up. mumer 21 Epstein and others, and so I wanted to talk tn-
22 BY MR. SIMPSON: oraagr 22
srnan 23 Q. Professor Cassell, I think you were in the praan 23 But what I discovered there was that, when
gran 24 middle of an answer? praais 28 s askéd about Alan Dershowitz, she took
aravig 25 A. Iwas. Yes, If I could conclude -- mam 25  the Fifth, and there was -- she wasn't the only one.
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gz 1 MR, SIMPSOMN: All right. Could the court mun 1  Thera was Miss Mucinska, who also took the Fifth when
g 2 reporter read me the last two lines of your muss 2 asked guestions about Alan Dershowitz.
PRI | answer? paarr 3 And then there WH‘MFSS -
ETT THE WITNESS: Okay. wuw 4 who also took the Fifth. So - what
praae B (Thersupon, a portion of the record was read muwn 5 this point was Jeffrey Epstein’s international sex
sraas B by the reporter.) mas B trafficking organization. I had the next echelon, and
graas T BY MR. SIMPSON: @ F both the top kingpin of the sex trafficking
waw B Q. oOkay., Can you pick up then? saiz B organization, and the next echelon had taken the Fifth,
iy B A, Sure. I'l pick up -- pick up the — pae 9 had refused to answer guastions about Alan Darshowitz,
armar 10 Q. Okay. sraean 10 And so, at - at that point, I was drawing an
srmn 11 A. 5o 1was beginning to draw an adverse wun 11 adverse inference, not just from one peérson, but from
srun 12 inference when Jeffrey Epstein, who is at the heart of s 12 four persons, and that adverse inferenoe was being
srx 13 the sexual abuse of, not only Virginia Roberts, but puer 13 strengthened by the surrounding circumstances, some of
srew 14  dorens and dozens and dozens of -- of girls literally e 14 which we have already talked about.
sinwe 15  scattered across the globe, takes the Fifth, refuses to erizen 15 one of the things that -- that really
srma 16 answer the question, off the top of my head, I can't wam 16 bolstered the adverse inference that I was drawing in
piaza 17 recall exactly, but something along lines of: Do you e 17 this case was that I've mentioned those three girls,
srazae 18 know Alan Dershowitz? And he says, I taks the Fifth, orason 18 They were all coverad
smw 19 That sort of, frankly, startled me, that — that this w2z 19 by a nonprosecution agreement. And the nonprosecution
sz 20 international sex trafficker was taking the Fifth now ars1s 20 agreement was highly unusual,
mus 21 when asked about Mr. Dershowitz. pasr 21 1 --1 had been a federal prosecutor for
mnm 22 And so I was stymied in trying to get misn 22 about four years, I had been a federal judge for about
s 23 Information from Mr. Epstein at that point. 1 think praen 24 five=and-a-half years, so I had seen a lot of -- of, you
wnw 24  there were two depositions, if T recall correctly off masm 24 know, nonprosecution types of arrangements, And one of
warm 25 the top of my head, that -- that I had an opportunity to s 29  the things that was very unusual in this one is, it has
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mzz 1 what I'll refer to as the blank-check immunity marsn 1 that are said there, but Alessi puts Mr. Dershowitz at
mma 2 provision. mrares 2 the nest of this international sex trafficking
P T | There was a provision in the nonprosecution sirdr 3 organization. Let's see. I think he said four or five
mww 4 agreement that said, this agreement will prevent fedaeral mws 4 times a year, two or three -- you know, two or three
stsan 5 prosecution for international and interstate sex sizrss 5 days when he goes there,
mase B  trafficking, not only of Jeffrey Epstein, and not only viarss B And lat's be clear, T know Mr. Dershowitz had
sssan T of the four women who were identified, but - and this mase 1 said at some points like, I'm an attorney, and that's my
simas B is a direct gquote: Any other potential co-conspirator, mase B client and so forth., And Alessi said, no, but this was
m=sa 9 close quote. prme: 9 notin a --in a lawyer/ client capacity; this is in a
mmss 10 And so that was unusual because what it -- saam 10 friend capacity.
m=e 11 what it seemed to be doing was that somehow this o1 11 And so now we have Alessi putting him there
muis 12 agreement was quite out of the normal and had been mmr 12 at the same time when young girls were there. And one
mwee 13 designed to extend immunity to other peaple that might g 13 of the -- the -- the things that I picked up, so is
m=mx 14  have been associated with Epstein. s 184 Alessi -- you know, is he able to figure out who these
oz 156 And I knew that that categery included the sraare 15 girls are?
sme 16  people that were involved in negotiating this highly oz 16 A photograph _ shown to
wwn 17 unusual provision included Mr. Dershowitz, who had been mamz 17 Juan Alessi in the deposition, and he I.D.s the
srw 18 heavily involved, not only in the drafting of the s 18 photograph as, you know, V.R., 50 he -- he had, you
srmnw 19 agreement, but had alse been involved remarkably in mws 19 know, put two and two together.
srmn 20  attacking the credibility of these girls and saying aramss 20 So now I've got V.R. coming to the house at a
wmas 21 things like, you know, it was -- Epstein wasn't prmum 21 time when Mr, Dershowitz is also in the house, and
smm 22  targeting minor girls, which just struck -- you know, I mmy 22 apparently spending, you know, bwo to three nights there
srma 234  was -~ I don't want to use a technical term, prase 23 and doing this four or five times a year.
s 24 gob-smocked, that a defense attorney with an obligation oraas 24 Now, Alessi wasn't the only one. There was
wxw 25  to tell the truth was making a factual representation prma 25 Alfredo Rodriguez who was there in about 2004 to 2005,
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waz 1 that Jeffrey Epstein was not targeting minor girls, when maasz 1 after the time period of it it's part
maa 2  the Palm Beach Police Department had collected, you mms 2 of the common scheme or plan that we've been discussing
mawe 3 Know, 23 of them that had all given essentially maase 3 here,
wawuw &  interlocking stories about how they had all gone over to wan 4 And s0 in 2005, Alfredo Rodriguez says, yeah,
ows 5  this house, you know, the mansion, to give a massage and | mimo: 5 again, Mr. Dershowitz is there at a time when these
sy B when they had gotten there, they had been sexually mme B massages are going on. When you start to look at Alessi
sraem 7 abused. wme ¢ and Rodriguez's statements in context where they're —
prws B Sa the kingpin wouldn't tall. The next mamw B they're saying he's there at the same time the massages
wm 9 echelon of the trafficking organization wouldn't talk. wmw 9 are occurring, and with the West Palm Beach Police
parm 10 So the next step was to say, okay, let's see if we can mmw 10 Department reports showing that massages are of a sexual
w11 find somebody, you know, lower level in there, you know, oz 11 mature, again, it started to put two and two together.
marm 12 a household em ployee or something like that; maybe they | ormes 12 One of the things that was particularly
marw 13 will have some information about, you know, what this ewse 13 important about Rodriguez's situation was that Redriguez
s 14 criminal arganization is doing. srmas 14 had an access to what's been called the little black
marw 15 Mow, let's — let's understand, you know, srmse 15 book, or I think he referred to it as the holy grail.
s 16 given the pervasiveness of the -- of the criminal erme 16 This was Jeffrey Epstein’s, you know, telephone baok
mars 1T activity, I == I wasn't convinced that they were going wama 17 where he had telephone numbers in it.
maa 18 to be able to get in there and start saying exactly what oraas 18 And so Rodriguez had that and, you know, I
mau 19 was going on because they might well be exposing wmea 19 guess thought that this would be worth a lot of money
e 20 themselves to criminal = you know, criminal smnw 20  because it would - you know, it would identify all of
mma 21 culpability. pmiz 21 the people that have been sexually abused by -- by
araran 22 But I -- I was able to read a sworn sass 22 Jeffrey Epstein. And so he tried to sell it. The FBI
aarm 23 deposition from Juan Alessi, and Juan Alessi - I massr 23 busted him for that.
erarw 24 think -- I doen't know. Maybe just to speed things up onaesa 24 And when the FBI busted him, now he's got
warm 25 today, I won't go through all the things that are - panm 25 this book. And so the book went to Alessi, and
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snos 1 according te a -- to a later FBI report, Alessi mazxz 1 alot of money., I mean, Epstein was identified as a
stansr 2 identified information that was pertinent to the FBI's ez 2 billionaire in this article, billionaire with -- with a
vanar 3 investigation. g4z 3 B, so the record is clear.
ovann & And so when I look at the little black book praze & But he said, look, if Epstein lost all his
oo 3 that I have seen copies of, there are a handful of names trazas 5 money -- I'm paraphrasing here - I would be, you know,
pranr @ im that black book that have been circled, apparently by srazda B  happy to walk down, you know, the Coney Island Boardwalk
pranzm 1 Mr. Rodriguez, and one of the names that's -- that has tiaxar 7 with him and discuss things with him, as -- you know,
pran 8 been cirded is Alan Dershowitz. And so that, to me, smazas B even if he didn't have any monay.
pranie 9 was suggesting that Mr. Rodriguez had identified, you araase 9 %o now I'm seeing Dershowitz is a very close
prane 10 know, Alan Dershowitz as somebody who had information sazse 10 personal friend of Jeffrey Epstein. And then I started
srans 11 about this -- this international sex trafficking ring. sz 11 to loock at flight logs. There were -- there were some
sranan 12 But just as a side note, but an important mam 12 wery interesting things that I noticed on the flight
staraz 13 note, when the -- the thing that was circled on the Alan maam 13 logs.
srerss 14 Dershowitz page was not a single phone number praaps 14 One of the things I noticed was when I began
st 185 indicating, you know, somebody had bumped == you know, prazer 15 to, you know, get into this, that, you know, T was
srast 16 Epstein had bumped into at one point. I believe there sax1a 16 wondering, well, what = well, how do these flight logs
srasw 17  were 10 or 11 phone numbers that were associated with mazz 17 come into the possession of, you know, law enforcement
siaasr 18 Mr. Dershowitz that had all been circled and an e-mail saxis 18 agencles? And the answer turned out to be that they had
sresee 19 address as weli. wazm 19 been provided by Epstein’s defense attorney and == and,
ez 20 So that started to corroborate my sense that wan 20 you know, coincidentally, I suppose, or in my mind,
wiaroe 21  Mr, Dershowitz was, indeed, a very close friend of wagr 21 suspiciously, they were not provided by just any defense
pare 22 Jeffrey Epstein. Now, I had then continued to do - wam 22 attorney on this rather large defense team. They were
patw 23 there's been reference today to, you know, using Google sa1x 23 provided by one attorney according to Detective Recarey.
prart 24 to do research and so forth. So I Googled Jeffroy sraw 24 Detective Recarey testified under cath that the flight
marze 25  Epstein and one of the things that pops up rather v 25 logs were provided to him by Alan Dershowitz.
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marzz 1 rapidly is an article in Vanity Fair. [T | So one of the things that was - was
mars 2 And what you see in that article is, you maraer 2 interesting is, Dershowitz has had access to these
matzs 3 know, discussion about Mr. Epstein, but when you're mazss 3 flight logs, and now I'm beginning to wonder, well, has
marz 4 trying to do a profile of somesne, you try to figure out paza 4 there been an opportunity to sanitize those fight logs
mars 5 who that person's closest friends are. mazss 5 or remove any incriminating information?
oraas B And =o the Vanity Fair author had gone to oazgs B And == and one of the things that was
prarvs T Alan Dershowitz, you know, our -- Mr, Dershowitz here, orazsa T interesting about the flight logs that were produced --
oty B and had asked him, hey, what do you know about Jeffrey LTFLEN] 8 1 believe just o the record is clear, that was Exhibit
mates 9 Epstein? srarm 9 1 that == if we could -- if I could refer -- I need to
oraras 10 And, again, off the top of my head, you want sraena 10 refresh my recollection as to — well, I don't = you
srarar 11 to know what I can remember right now. What I can prarer 11 may not want me to look at documents,
oraran 12 remembaer right now is that in the Vanity Fair article, praca 12 It was either Exhibit 1 or 2 this morning
man 13 the -- in the Vanity Fair article, Mr. Dershowitz said, marnn 13 during Dershowitz's deposition which was covering a time
wrarw 14 I'we written 20-some odd books; there's only one person practs 14 plrh'.hd of January to, I believe, September 2005. These
san 15 outside my immediate family with whom I share drafts, sz 15 were flight logs that were produced by Mr. Dershowitz to
weres 16 and that's Jeffrey Epstein, waenn 16 the Palm Beach Police Department,
orazee 17 So 1 took that as indicating a -- a very wraesm 17T And you wonder why did they stop in
erarin 18 close personal assoeiation that == you know, among the mnauw 18  September -- you know, why stop in September 20057
siaris 19 people that - that obviously he's sharing this -- these marst 19 What's the significance of that? Well, later on,
wazis 20 kinds of things that he wants evaluated before he shares wauw 20  additional flight logs were obtained, #nd sure enough,
eraxe 21 them with the broader world, there's his immediate s 21  who shows up on an October 2005 flight log with Jeffrey
prazyt 22 family and then thera's -- there's Jeffrey Epstein. raras 22 Epstein? Mr. Dershowitz.
orazm 23 There was also another similar quote in the sraas 23 5o that led to a suspicion that
warn 24 article that indicated that — that Mr. Dershowitz sald weran 24 Mr. Dershowitz had provided to the Palm Beach Police
etazze 25 that he wasn't interested in Epstein just because he had saaz 25  Department flight logs that, the time period of which
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mssts 1 for the production had been carefully crafted to keep I I | THE WITNESS: Right. Mo, I mean, T want to
prasst 2 him out of it; in other words, to not produce the o 2 make -- I want to make clear that there was a lot
praess 3 October 2005 version, a3 of information that I was relying on in filing
orasm & The other thing I = I began to discover as I ot 4 this pleading, and -- and, of course, the later
s B started going through some flight logs, Dave Rogers, who |cima 5 pleading. So we are on the subject of flight
pazm B is one of I think about three pllots that -- that crasas B logs.
sasn 1 Epstein regularly relied on to fly his — you know, he erasas T Flight logs showed that the flight logs
m4s1a 8  had very fancy -- to use the technical term -- jets. waes B Mr. Dershowitz had produced to Detective Recarey
maze 9 There were about -- there were about three pilots there, sresan 9 were incomplete and inaccurate. And so that led
orasn 10 One of them had some flight logs and that - srasy 10 to concern on my part that Mr. Dershowitz had had
man 11 that was Pilot Dave Rogers, if I'm recalling his name wasss 11 an ppportunity to sanitize the flight logs,
siazm 12  correctly. And so later on in the litigation, the sex srarsr 12 had -- had = had provided incomplete production,
mam 13 abuse litigation against Epstein, flight logs were s 13 you know, obviously, very important production
masx 14 obtained from Dave Rogers, and it was possible to -- to sraroz 14 that the Palm Beach Police Department was looking
orasit 15 compare == I'm sorry. I don't mean to -- I want to make waros 16 at.
erazan 16 sure I get -- you know, the question is: How much canI | wos 16 Then we got some additional flight logs from
mataz 17 remember and I'm trying to make sure I get - get it all waros 17 Dave Rogers. And what those flight logs
orazas 18 In. marn 18 showed — first off, let's talk again about
orazas 19 And so the flight logs were produced fram gara 19 the -- the production of those flight logs.
masas 200 Dave Rogers. And so Dave Rogers produced some flight arar 20 My recollection is that Dave Rogers's flight
srasm 21 logs, and some of the flights that he produced logs for s 21 logs were provided by Bruce Relnhart who was a
warsm 22 eolncided with the logs that Mr, Dershowitz had provided | siom 22 former Agsistant U.S. Attorney who had been
mazm 23  to the Palm Beach Police Department, and there were stz 23 inside the Southern District of Florida Office at
o 24 inconsistencles. And so that, again, aroused my grare 24 a time when the Epstein case was the subject of
paeos 29 suspicion that maybe Mr. Dershowitz when he had - saraz 25 regular discussion in that office.
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v 1 MR, SCOTT: 1just got a call from a lawyer pearar 1 And then he had gone to work for some kind of
v 2 on the screen, His -- his phone is not working, pLw 2 @ -- a law firm or private operation that was
masnm 3 Epstein’s lawyer, Darren Indyke. a3 located adjacent to Mr, Epstein’s business. And
orasn & MR. SIMPSON: Why don't -- sraras & so, now, Reinhart, who appeared to be being paid
orae1s 9 MR. SCAROLA: Do you want to take a break for paran 5 by Mr. Epstein, and certainly was adfacent to
sy B a second? vrars B Mr. Epsteln's business office, was producing
peagir T MR. SIMPSON: Well, why don't == well, why [T ST these flight logs.
orasii B don't we let him finish his answer? oo B So that, again, aroused suspicion that the
vrans 9 MR. SCAROLA: Let him finish the answer, siarss 8 flight logs that were being produced would have
orsem 10 MR. SCOTT: Yeah, let's do that. You're sarsr 10 been sanitized or inaccurate,
oranm 11 right. ararse 11 But even — I mean, you know, T think the
oaan 12 MR. SCAROLA: Although it may take a while. manoe 12 problem with -- you know, you can't sanitize
mana 13 THE WITNESS: It -- it's, 1 mean, the prannz 13 everything. That would be too suspiclous. And
waas 14 question -- omo 14 so what - what was -- was -- what was evident on
masn 16 MR. SCAROLA: Yeah. But let's - praor 15 these Might loge was, for example, approximately
viaazs 16 MR. SCOTT: I don't care. man 16 ten flights by Mr. Dershowitz with Tatiana has --
o 1T MR. SCAROLA: Okay. Let's -- Iet's go ahead aanne 17 has been discussed; with Maxwell; with Jeffray
w18 and finish, wan 18 Epstein. One of them had one female, which,
manz 19 MR. SCOTT: Let's go ahead and finish the wazs 19 again, in the context that I was looking at,
manz 20 answer. We heard this much. srazr 20 seemed to be a potential code word for
sz 21 MR. SCAROLA: Good. Thank you. wan 21 underage -- underage girl.
manzs 22 THE WITNESS: Okay. Sothere -—- oraaz 22 And so those flight logs showed, you know,
vy 23 MR, SCOTT: 1don't want to break him on a sraze 23 again, close association and travel with --
sraaz 24 roll, sraan 24 with -- with - with Mr. Dershowitz, and
nan 25 MR, SCARQOLA: Thanks. eraar 25 Mr. Epstein.
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PP | Another thing that I had, and I will not mme 1 going into any confidential communications or
was: 2 reveal any privileged communications here or any mmz 2 trying to waive in any way, I knew that David
waws 3 confidential information, but on December 30th, I mwx 3 Boies had agreed to repres
mas & was aware that one of the preeminent lawyers in mwzn & which gave me additional confidence in the fact
ez 5 the Unite i joec, had agreed to mwsw 5 that I was also representing this young woman in
sraanr B represenwm given the vast meawu 6 her effort to bring sex traffickers to justice,
ssnn 7 @amount of business that -- that, you know, tries swmar 7 and those who had sexually abused her to justice.
w8 to getin the door -- ey B And so those are things that come to mind
pans 9 MR. SIMPSON: Could I interrupt? I mean, I s 8 immediately as -- let me just take a second and
maaw 10 think we are going towards a waiver here. msaw 10 see if there were other things regarding
arans 11 MS. McCAWLEY: Yeah. No, no, no, I do not - | wsew 11 Dershowitz that -- that come immediately --
otz 12 MR. SIMPSON: We can't have testimony seors 12 immediately to mind.
sy 13 about -- arirm 13 Oh, one of the things was in the Jane Doe 102
sz 14 MS. McCAWLEY: Yeah. wao 14 complaint, which alleged academicians that had --
opanzz 15 MR. SIMPSON: -- this is one of the most wsia 15 that had abused -- sexually abused Jane Doe 3,
maez 16 respected people in the country, or lawyers in wars 16 there -- there were -- so that raises a question,
s 17 the country, and then you won't answer the wemae 17 obviously, of who were the academicians that Bob
ez 18 quEStiﬂl’lS - evsian 18 JDE!EfEbErg had identified?
oanm 19 THE WITNESS: Okay. v 19 I can't recall, actually. Let me -- the
oapa 20 MR. SIMPSON: -- you said not to answer. ssas 20 record should be dear, I can't recall
o 21 MS. McCAWLEY: Oh. Well, describing David ase 21 Immediately whether it was singular or plural.
wasw 22 Boies in general - wnws 22 It may have been plural, but if it's singular, 1
orasm 23 MR. SIMPSOMN: I agree with the description. weae 23 don't want to suggest that there were other
s 24 MS, McCAWLEY: -- doesn't constitute a wse 24  academiclans, but at least one academician had
wan 25 Waiver, msaz 25 sexually abused Jane Doe 3, according to the
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wanzz 1 MR, SIMPSON: He's a distinguished lawyer, sses 1 complaint that had been filed by Bob Josefsberg.
waem 2 MR. SCAROLA: And I don't think we are ssa 2 There were two things that were of interest
men 3 getting beyond anything that is a matter of s 3 to that: One was that Mr, Epstein, the man that
masx 4 public record. mam 4 [ wasn't able to get information from because he
orasar 5 MR, SIMPSOM: I just --1 -- mas 8  was invoking the Fifth, had refused or declined
sem B MS, McCAWLEY: But I appreciate you == wssr 6 to file an answer to that complaint.
oz T MR. SIMPSON: Be aware of waiver. stz T Rather than deny the allegations, he had,
maem B MS, McCAWLEY: -- letting me know that. wszea B Ultimately, it's my understanding -- I don’t have
oanes 9 THE WITNESS: All right. I will be -- T will mszes 9 Inside information and I'm not trying to waive
sares 10 not waive anything, and if I start to do that, 1 arszar 10 any information, but my understanding is that
saner 11 would certainly request the opportunity to -- to msre 11 rather than answer the complaint, he settled the
waas 12 retract what I'm doing, but I was aware -- since mezn 12 case through the payment of some kind of
mae 13 the issue is, well, what's in the public record, mazn 13 compensation that Jane Doe 102 found desirable
wasse 14 I was aware that, you know, probably the most awazr 14 for dropping her claim.
mas: 15 significant United States Supreme Court case sraze 18 The other thing that I found interesting is
manss 16 argued in the last 20 years was Bush versus Gore, |w=n 16 that Josefsberg's partner, 1 believe it is,
sasse 17 which was a case that essentially determined who | ess 17 Miss Ezell, had been to some of the depositions
mwn 18 was going to be President of the most powerful swe= 18  of, for example, I believe Juan Alessl and
sem 19 country in the world, asma 19 Alfredo Rodriguez. And 1 believe at least one of
arsees 20 There were two attorneys who argued that case |ss:s 20 those, and perhaps both of those. And she had
smss 21 in front of the United States Supreme Court, and w21 asked guestions about Alan Dershowitz in those
swe 22 arguing for the Democratic Fresidential waze 22 depositions, but had not asked questions about
s 23 Candidate, Al Gore, was David Boies. wsra 23 other academics in those depositions.
oz 24 He had put his credibility on the line in sz 24 So that led me to conclude that Bob
wsw 25 arguing the Bush versus Gore case, and without mizn 25 Josefsberg and his outstanding law firm had
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PIETT | identified Alan Dershowitz as someone who had wowa 1 let me clear all of that misunderstanding up.
oszm 2 information relevant -- and let's be clear, that wns 2 You know, that's == frankly, if 1 had gotten
risrs 3 this is not a lawsuit about some contract dispute comm 3 something like that, that's what [ would have
viszen 4 or something == that he was someone who had won 4 said.
osw 5 information relevant to the sexual abuse of waw 5 The answer that came back was -- from
merer B underage girls and, indeed, they were asking sz B Mr. Dershowitz was something along the lines of,
prsxes T questions about what information -- what wmw T if 1 remember correctly, well, tell me what
wae 8 information he might have. azmas B you -- you -- tell me what you want to know and
mem 9 Another -- [ know, I remember now, there's a sz 9 I'll decide whether to cooperate, was I think
orszn 10 whole other line of things that - that I had in azear 10 the phrase that was used. And -- and so there
mszia 11 mind at the time, and I think since you want to ozrosay 11 was an attempt, you know, a 2009 attempt, a 2011
sz 12 test my memaory -- I'm not -- let me be dear. wme 12 attempt to get information from Mr. Dershowitz.
o 13 I'm not claiming 1 have a superb memory. 1 have wos 13 Then there was another subpoena without
omn 14 an average memory, but this is a subject that's wmz 14 deposition for -- for documents. You know, we
nann 15 very important to me, and so I've worked, you s 16 have heard a lot about records in this case that
s 16 know, very hard to get all the information. s 16 could prove innocence. There was a records
wan 1T I would like to take a break. wms 17 request to Mr. Dershowitz in 2013, And, again,
onz 18 MR. SCAROLA: Sure. Take a break. orieor 18 my understanding was that there was no -- you
wann 19 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: We are going off the video | eziea 19 know, no documents were provided on that.
vemm 20 record, 3:27 p.m. winar 20 And so those -- 1 had that Information.
oo 21 (Thereupon, a recess was taken.) mnn 21 Another bit of information that I had was that in
o 22 THE VIDEDGRAPHER: We are back on the video | swew 22 2011, 1 believe in early April -- this is not
moan 23 record, 3:41 p.m. i 23 iwileged information from
worm 284 THE WITNESS: I want to continue my answer. wun 24 is is a telephone call that
] I'm sorry, [ got emotional there for a moment. wwa 25 she placed from Australla where she had been
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oz 1 I want to do a good job fo w1 essentially forced into hiding by Jeffrey
w2 on == on representing all t wen £ Epstein. She managed to escape and was hiding
T | that is available to support her. szma 3 out in -- in Austraiia, and that she would --
wenn 4 The next thing that I was thinking of was, s 4 that somehow, you know, Mr, Scarola and
wees 5 all right, then the question is: Well, what does [ESTETI - Mr. Edwards were able to reach her and there was
mun B Mr. Dershowitz have to say about all this? Sol s B a telephone call that was made.
mwn T started to look at the infoermation on that as oz T And in that telephone call she identified
wwn O well, woas B Alan Dershowitz as someone who would have
oream 9 In 2009, there had been a deposition request s 9 relevant information about Jeffrey Epstein and
nzeas 10 sent to Mr. Dershowitz, and I - [ saw a document ozww 10 the sexual abuse of underage girls.
sz 11 showing that that had actually been served on -- seese 11 And so I had that information as well. So
orense 12 on him, and, you know, to the extent that what I nn 12 that, as I understand, the question was: What
areaas 13 saw was a -- | think a receipt from the process mua 13 could I recall off the top of my head with regard
aroean 14 server, or something along those lines, 50 I saw sz 14 to the factual basis for information connecting
aroas 15 attempt to contact him in -- in 2009, e 15 Mr. Dershowitz with the sexual abuse of minor
szoass 16 And then | saw an additional attempt to e 16 girls, plural, and that, sitting here at this
nrosss 1T contact him in 2011, Mr. Scarola had sent him a s 1T moment, is the best that I can recall for the
wrmn 18 note and there was, you know, some back and o 18 information along those lines.
orosma 19 forth. The -- the one note that -- that jumped wnw 19 BY MR, SIMPSON:
o 20 out to me was one in which Mr. Scarola had enn 20 Q. Was that answer --
oo 21 written to Mr. Dershowitz, I think the phrase enn 21 MR. SCAROLA: Excuse me. Before -- before
oy 28 was: Multiple witnesses have placed you in the mna 22 you go on to another subject, Professor Cassedl
ok 23 presence of Jeffrey Epstein and underage girls; T mnae 23 is entitled to refresh his recollection to give
sosm 24 would like to depose you about those subjects. sz 24 you a complete response. So why don't you go
awn 25 And the answer that came back was not, well, exiem 29 ahead and do that now. Make sure you've covered
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w1 everything. e 1 document produced by the witness was marked for
auu 2 MR, SIMPSON: I'm -- [ think | get to ask the @i 2 identification.)
aum 3 questions, but 1 was going to ask the same i 3 THE WITNESS: All right. So let me -- if I
wim 4 question. wun 4 could look &t this to see If it -- the top
ana 5 MR, SCAROLA: Wonderful, We are on the same griza B portion of it Lo see if it refreshes my
wiw B page, wriziy B recollection about --
it T BY MR, SIMPSON: gprars T BY MR, SIMPSON:
win B Q. Mr. Cassell, you — you mentioned that you ariae O Q. Could 1 just see it for one second?
wia 9 had something that you had prepared -- serae 9 A.  Sure, Absolutely.
ane 10 A. Yes arian 10 Q.  Mlright. Yeah. Let me just clarify one
srrae 11 Q. -~ that would summarize -- eziazr 11 point before you do that.
wenas 12 A. Right. ariazr 12 A.  Yes, sir.
sz 13 Q. -- your knowledge. priaz 13 Q. In your answer, were you referring to the
ozien 14 A. Right. arvaze 14 evidence you could recall or the information you could
sz 15 Q. And now that you have exhausted your szrass 16 recall that supported your allegations as to both
sznst 16 recollection, could you produce that and let's just mark arau 16 ﬂ other minors, or were you treating
cns 1T dp-- wrax 17 those separately?
wmuu 18 A. Yeah, sure. araar 18 A. Mo, T was not treating those separately. I
pxnas 19 Q. -- as an exhibit? prram 19 was == for me, there's a commaon == what -- what the law
o 20 MR SIMPSON: We are up to Exhibit 3, I sriaaz 20 refers to as a common scheme or plan in a --
w21 believe, Cassell 3. srizaz 21 Q. Okay.
aem 22 THE WITHNESS: Right. Mow, there -- there are maa 22 A. - acriminal conspiracy for international
won 23 two parts to this -- maes 23 trafficking that involved not just a single girl, but
war 24 MR, SIMPSOMN: Can we mark it first and mraes 24 multiple girls, So the answer was -- was with respect
wun 25 then -- mras 23 to-- to multiple girls,
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wman 1 THE WITMESS: Yeah, I just want the record ESETII | Q. Okay. Sol may have some questions ta
wwm 2 to be clear, that I'm cnly looking = there's -- srmm 2 distinguish further between those two --
mun 3 there's a pre-December 30th section and & ariasr 3 A, Yes.
muw 4 post-December 30th section, so the top part is w4 Q. -- but is it fair to say that -- and I
w9 the == is what I was working off of. prapr 5 realize you're going to refresh your recollection, but
wan B BY ME SIMPSON: orape B  that you had exhausted your recollection of the basis
s T Q. Olkay. orvaor  F for the allegation in this Exhibit 2, the motion bo join
w8 A.  Now, undemeath this is -- you know, if you wriew 8 @5 to both Miss Roberts and other minors?
man 9 have guestions about what happened after December 30th. | muar 9 A, Yes.
e 10 Q. Soyou're — you're prepared to produce the arravr 10 Q. Okay. Sothen, now, take a look at that and
swuwa 11 entire document, but you're clarifying? 1 don't -- | sraze 11 tell me if there's anything there that refreshes your
iz 12 don't want to ask you -- If you're going to use it in aazs 12 recolliection as to something that you have not yet teld
men 13 vour testimony, then we will mark the whole thing. araze 13 me about.
mary 14 MR. SCARDLA: Mark the whele thing, You can araze 184 A.  So this refreshes my recollection. Sarah
o1z 15 use it ariass 15
wmen 16 MR. SIMPSON: Mark the whole thing and I'll ariess 16
sz 1T ask yow about it. arasz 17
wrzn 18 THE WITNESS: That would be great. crmsy 18
azizas 19 Absolutely. sziase 19 that's the second echalon of the — of the — of the
orizm 20 MR. SIMPSON: All right. 1'm q!n; to ask czrse 20 eriminal conspiracy.
eeiaas 21 the court reporter to mark as Cassell Exhibit 3, orsoe 21 Oh, this refreshes my recollection that
a1 22 a gne-page document that the witness has just wum 22  Jeffrey Epstein had answered some questions in the civil
wrzaz 23 handed to me. It's mostly typed. [t has some szn 23 litigation. He provided, for example, names of - of
s 24 handwriting an it. 2w 24  some people who were involved, but he took the Fifth
g 25 (Cassel 1.0, Exhibit No. 3 - one-page wun 25  when asked - he took -- he provided names of some
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zun 1 people who would have relevant information in the civil szmes 1 strategy to sort of stall the investigation to say:
wum 2 cases, but when asked in deposition about mws 2 Well, we will get you Epstein; oh, we can't meet now;
s 3 Mr. Dershowitz, he took the Fifth, wun 3 oh, we will get it now -- and then — and so forth.
mun & S0 I -- I found it significant that for some mwn & And one of the things that I noted from all
sxis 5 pedple, he was willing to answer questions, but with mrimns 3 that was that Mr. Dershowitz, as Mr. Epstein's attorney,
s B regard to Mr. Dershowitz, he took his — he invoked his wwe B never ultimately produced Epstein for a meeting with the
sz1s3s 1 Fifth Amendment right against compelled i 1 Palm Beach Police Department, having made another offer,
sz1e0 8 self-incrimination presumably because revealing what he @it B Mow, obviously, something could have happened
@4 9 knew about Mr. Dershowitz would, you know, cause mwnw 9 there. I mean, Idon't--you know, I don't know what
aisas 10 eriminal — eriminal charges potentially to be filed wwsn 10 was the communications and so forth, but as an attorney
axss 11 against him. e 11 trying to get information and unable to do that, I had
ormsr 12 There was a common scheme or plan, and Il muws 12 to make some reasonable inferences.
wrinae 13  elaborate on that in a moment, but yeah, one of — so wiem 13 And so one of the Inferences I began to draw
sz 14 this was another point. T mentioned that -- that there wun 14  was that thiz was a stall tactic by Mr. Dershowitz, and
wer 15 had been three efforts to get information from wux 15 in my view, potentially, an unethical one, but I
sziae 16 Mr. Dershowitz by way of a 2009 deposition request, a euy 16 don't - I don't think we need to get into that in this
mwa 17 2011 deposition request, and further follow-up ann 1T  litigation.
mwx 18  correspondence from counsel on that, and a 2013 document | szwa 18 What I saw was a stall tactic going on,
e 19 request all propounded to Mr, Dershowitz that had not ewuu 19  and = and the reason I think it was a stall tactic, as
mwu 20 gone answered, azaae 20 we are sitting here now in, what is it, October of 2015,
arnas 21 Yeah, and this was -- yeah, I'm sorry, this szis 21  and Mr. Epstein has never been willing to answer
wur 22 slipped my mind at the time -- but when -- when we saw siase 22  questions about his sexual abuse of these girls.
mwes 23 Mr. Dershowitz not responding to these answers, you arwss 23 And this was back in around -- what was t?
wus 24  know, maybe the mail didn't get delivered to him or wun 24 1 guess it would be 2005, 2006, you know, roughly a
mws 25  something like that, I don't — I suppose that's, you s 25  decade ago, Mr. Dershowitz was offering to make Epstein
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wuwa 1 know, a theoretical possibility. oy 1 awvailable, And then that never happened, and given the
s 2 But —- but the reason I ruled out that wun 2 ten-year pattern that — that developed - I guess T
mws 3 possibility, first, it didn't seem likely; but secondly, wutr 3 should go back. I'm sorry. Let me correct my answer,
muws 4 there was a pattern of Mr. Epstein's associates evading a4 We should go back to December 30th, 2014, So
wuwsm 5 efforts to get information from them. mrew 9 there - there appeared to be about an eight-year period
mwym G And so let me just go back to the earliest mwz B of time during which Mr. Epstein had refused to answer
wires 1 Instance of that. According to the Chief of Police in arwa 1 any questions about his sexual abuse of girls and yet,
mwirm B the Palm Beach == of the Palm Beach Police Department, ariz B Mr. Dershowitz said, oh, it's just a scheduling issue
s 3 Mr, Dershowitz had said that he would make available ez 9 and -- and we will get the Palm Beach Police Department
mirw 100 Mr. Epstein for questions about the -- the sex, you mwn 10 to == to, you know, to meet and — and learn all this.
@i 11 know, abuse that was going on. And, you know, arwa 11 The other thing that I'm -- that I'm seeing
warzr 12 Mr. Dershowitz had said to the Palm Beach Police wws 12 here, 50 now there's — there's -- Mr, Dershowitz had
wirn 13 Department, yeah, we will make him available; no, we got wwa 13 been involved in concealing Mr. Epstein from the Palm
mirz 14 to reschedule it; you know, and then another time, wwa 14 Beach Police Department, but there were others that had
wirs 15  reschedule, another time. And $o there wers multiple - wae 15 done similar serts of things.
wurn 168 according to the Chief of Palice, there had been wues 16 So one of them was a Ghislaine Maxwell. I
sxira 17T multiple, you know, requests to interview Mr. Epstein mowes 17 will just call her Glenn Maxwell. I think that's kind
s 18 and Mr. Dershowitz had repeatedly said: Oh, yeah, we srwss 18 of the nickname I understand she goes by.
wrirar 19 will schedule that, and then it hadn't happened. wwes 19 So Glenn Maxwell — remember, she is — she
ariray 20 Mow, obviously, there could have been a mwws 20 s the one, you know, I think the record is clear, in —
wriras 21 situation there where, you know, an emergency had come o 21 in-- in litigation that, you know, an allegation has
srirar 22 up for Mr. Epstein and he wasn't able to make a schedule mwos 22 was the one that - that brought
mirae 28  or something like that, But what I saw was a -- was a axirod 23 —:n the =- into the sex trafficking,
wiraz 24 pattern of offers to - to meet and then withdrawals, mnn 24 and was heavily invelved with — you know, on all the -
s 25 and that seemed to me to be a deliberately calculated w25  not all the flights, but on many of the flights with
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w2 1 Jeffrey Epstein where -- where this seemed to be going wam 1  what his excuse was, but, you know, evaded the
marwm £ onand was very close to Epstein, staying at the mansion wan 2 deposition and, in fact, later information came to light
mwn 3 freguently, mma 3 hewas hiding out in, you know, in the mansion of
awn 4 And 5o she would, obviously, be == I guess if arzzs 4 Epstein while he's claiming he's unavailable for -- for
s 5 you have Epstain at the -- the top of the -- you know, e O deposition.
sz B the kingpin of the operation, Maxwell would be, you waw B S0 == 50 this pattern of Mr. Dershowitz, you
smmw T know, a close second or certainly at, you know, the wma 1 know, where there were three attempts to obtain
sme B  higher echelon. szzzar B Information from him, if that's all I had, I guess that
mma 9 S0, obviously, someone who would have, you szzs 9 would have been one thing. But what 1 had was a pattern
amma 10 know, very significant information about, you know, the wzzzes 10 of people who were implicated in this sex trafficking
wmuw 11 sex trafficking, who were the other people that the -- musn 11 rng evading questions, you know, quite in violation of
wzmai 12  the girls were being trafficked to, what kind of abuse masr 12 eourt erders and depositions and things - I shouldn't
mrma 13 was going on, you know, what kinds of sex toys were mem 13 say court order — in violation of the deposition
ama 14  being used to abuse them, because I think it was in her waor 14 notices that were being sent and agreements being made,
w2z 15 room or -- or adjacent to her room that many of these -- wraam 15 you know, through counsel.
mzmsz: 16 these devices were located, and so she would have had ozzans 16 And then in addition to that, 1 had this, so
wrmse 17 very significant information to provide. maxn 17 why == why would you think that, you know, there's this
wrmsr 18 And so In connection with the civil cases wmaars 18 sex trafficking, you know, ring going on? It sounds
manoe 19 that some of the girls had filed against Mr. Epstein, manr 19 kind of farfetched,
wnm 20 her deposition was set, in fact, by my co-counsel, mania 20 Well == well, one of the things that I had
wzzos 21 Mr. Edwards, and then there was some haggling over a mais 21  available to me on December 30th was a photoegraph that
e 22 confidentiality agreement, you know, what are we munn 22  was widely available on the Internet, and that
pzraz 23 gonna - and that had all been worked out, and then she mum 23 photograph depicted three people.
mezie 24 was set for a deposition and finally agreed, you know, warn 24 Glenn Maxwell, Prince Andrew, and
wrzie 25 to a deposition. mam 25 the — at the time that it loocked
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wan | And just shortly, you know, I think a couple wan 1 i vrderaoe oirl. She was not
maws 2 of days before that deposition, she canceled. And well, mua 2 dressed in formal attire. And Prince Andrew had his arm
mnz 3 she didn't cancel. Her -- her attorney called to cancel e 3 around her, I think if memory serves, and right next --
wunas & the deposition and represented that Miss Maxwell was wane 4 smiling in the background is Miss Maxwell, and it
wre 9 outside the United States of America and had no plans to e 9 appeared that that was a private residence, presumably
mpmas B return back to the United States, wng 6 in London, dnn; to Buckingham Palace where — where
uzzias T And so, at that point, the deposition was -- wase T Prince Andrew lived.
mre B was not able to go forward. But it turned sut that she ETLI ] And so here was Prince Andrew with this
wrxar 9 had not left the United States for an extended period of wum 9 underage girl with Glenn Maxwell, the — the right-hand
mzes 10 time. She was spotted later at a wedding of a prominent eeaes 10 girl, if that's the right expression -- I probably
mzzuee 11 person in New York. waor 11 should say — strike that -- right-hand woman of --
ans 12 And s0 that was Maxwell fitting into this wan 12 of — of Mr. Epstein -- that were there and somebody had
mns: 13 pattern of, you know, Epstein was being told = you waw 13 taken the photograph.
w14  know, the Palm Beach Police Department being told by war 14 Given the surrounding circumstances, 1
wzmsr 15 Dershowitz that Epstein will answer your questions, and wawe 15 thought perhaps Mr. Epsta tograph.
nzzen 16 then, you know, not -- not getting information, Maxwell waun 16 So that would have show exual abuse
szzes 1T evading the deposition. wun 17 was not confined just to . to the
azme 18 Jean Luc Brunel was another person who seemed | war 18 New York mansion; it would have -- it would have
pzmase 19 to be wery much involved in = in trafficking the girls, mzen 19 presumably continued into Londen where one of, you know,
sz 20 and it was the same situation. A deposition was set to ey 20 the highest, most powerful persons in the governmental
wmmn 21 try to get answers, you know, who is involved, which waa 21 structure that -- that exists in England was now
sz 22 girls are involved, what are their names, what's — moidr 22 invelved in == in sexual abuse.
mz 23 what's going on? praein 23 And so that created grave concern about, how
man 24 And so Brunel's deposition is set and then mum 24 far did this sex trafficking ring reach; what were their
wmns 25 he - he finagles out of It too. I don't recall exactly e 25  connections; what were their abilities to influence, you
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wan 1  know, law enforcement agencies in those countries, you cas 1 Mr. Dershowitz was trying to do the same
wsu 2 know, in England, or law enforcement agencies in this mxm 2 thing and it is a difficult situation.

@mm 3 country, through -- through power that, you know, @us 3 A, All right,
w4  somebody at that level, fifth I think in line to the wun 4 Q. Sol was not trying to make light of the
ms 5 British Throne, would have, you know, presumably access | 5 questions I'm asking you,
manr B tolevers of power that other people might not == might wun 6 A. Right. This involves sexual abuse --
m#n 1 not have, sesase T Q. 1 understand that,
man B And so that Is the - I believe is the -- the s B A. -- of multiple girls.
wam 9 information that I had available to me on December 30th | =we 9 Q. 1 understand that. Your -- 1 understand the
=z 10 invelving not jus t the entire sex wree 10 allegations that have been made.
was 11 trafficking ergani . azzree 11 A. And your side keeps attacking these girls.
w12 Q. Okay. And that - just to clarify again, It wrzros 12 That's why it's emotional for me.
saer 13 exhausts your refreshed recollection as to both the sezriz 13 Q. That -- that part is not true, but I will ask
czzas 14 Information you were relying on as to the allegations ererss 14 guestions --
wxe 15 about to the allegations about arsris 16 A. I believe that part is true.
seadz 18 ather minors; is that right? preveres [ 4 THE WITMESS: I would like to take a break.
enn 1T A. Correct. axzre 17 I'm sormy.
wns 18 Q. Sol don't have to ask you separately about s 18 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: We are geing off the video
wns 19 Roberts? grzrz 19 record, 4:01 p.m.
nxzse 20 A. That's right. No, and I gave you a heads-up, araen 20 {Thereupon, a recess was taken.)
sms 21 that was going to be a long answer. wraoa 21 THE VIDEQOGRAPHER: We are back on the video
srmse 22 Q. You made Mr, Dershowitz look like an amatewr, wranay 22 record, 4:04 p.m.
cma 2d 1F 1 could -- mawe 23 {Thereupon, Kenneth A, Sweder, Esquire, Alan
exme 24 MR, SCAROLA: I'm sorry, Like a what? wranar 24 M. Dershowitz and Carolyn Cohen left the
w29 M. SIMPSON: Amateur, at the long answers. oraas 25 proceedings. )
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wua 1 THE WITNESS: Well, I wasn't trying to -- let e 1 MR, SCARGLA: The record should reflect that
e 2 me be clear. I want the record to be clear: | wrames 2 Mr. and Mrs. Dershowitz have -- are no longer
w3 was not trying to filibuster. You asked me a w3 present.
oz & very direct question which was: I want o know wuwn 4 MR SIMPSOMN: Correct.
wms D everything that was in your memory on December w5 ME. SCAROLA: Thank you.
w8 30th, and as you can tell, this was a very wws 6 BY MR SIMPSON:
weam T important subject to me, and it's very important CETTE Q. Mr. Cassell, would you agree with me that
wawn B to Miss Roberts, and 1 wanted to be wanw B  accusing someone --
a9 comprehensive, wrpa 9 MS. MCCAWLEY: Oh, I'm sorry. T just
sz 10 And 1 gave you the opportunity to Say, mzaroe 10 realized that she stepped out to get water, [
e2zee 11 let's == let's have a narrower question, and -- mnm 11 belleve. I didn't ask. I'm sure it's
spvemn 12 but you wanted the broad guestion and that's why maos 12 probably okay --
wman 13 I did this, so I wasn't... arm 13 THE WITNESS: It's all right.
mwn 14 BY MR. SIMPSON: wzries 14 MR. SCAROLA: It's all right.
maew 15 Q. Mr. Cassell, I apclogize for attempting humor praere 15 MR, SIMPSON: That's okay with you?
mau 16 In this intense situation. w16 THE WITNESS: Sure,
mawn 17 A. This is very impartant to me. wnn 17 BY MR. SIMPSON:
wawn 18 Q. I1--1--1-- armia 18 Q.  Would you agree with me that accusing a
waww 19 A. This Is not — this is not something that I wan 19 person of -- an adult of engaging In sex with a mingr is
mun 20 find funny. mum 20  a serious accusation?
mawer 21 Q. And -- well, It - like I say, It's very senze 21 A. Sure.
mma 22  important to Mr. Dershowitz, or Professor Dershowitz ozis 22 Q. And would you agree with me that the cause of
meaeas 23 also. He was trying to answer questions, I'm not rena 23 Victims' Rights Is harmed and not furthered by false
wrwar 28 guestioning that you were trying to answer my guestion, wrnm 24 allegations of sexual abuse?
mma 20 and | appreciate it araar 25 A. Sure.
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1 DEPOSITION OF PAUL G. CASSELL meesn 1 never thought to record it, but that's fine.
patand 2 MR. SIMPSON: We don't -- we don't need to
2 Saturday, October 17, 2015 wezes 3 make that --
3 wozes 4 MR, SCAROLA: We don't need to discuss that.
4 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: We are now on the video | == ° 1 duestionis -
. ’ w6 MR. SIMPSON: What you're saying does --
wan 5 record. Today is Saturday, the 17th day of 7 M ROLA: -- ; d
wown 6 October, 2015, The time is 8:32 a.m. We are e R. SCAROLA: are you going to produce the
mme T here at 425 North Andrews Avenue, Fort wma 8 recording without the necessity of a new request
woew 8 Lauderdale, Florida, for the purpose of taking waw 9 to produce, or will it be necessary for us to
wwn 9 the videotaped deposition of Paul G. Cassell. wan 10 file a new request to produce?
soen 10 The case is Bradley ). Edwards and Paul easars 11 MR. SIMPSON: As Mr. Scott indicated
woer 11 G. Cassell versus Alan M. Dershowitz, sz 12 yesterday, we will respond to you to the
coow 12 The court reporter is Terry Tomaselli, and wazw 13 discovery request. We will confer at a break and
mmx 13 the videographer is Don Savoy, both from Esquire wen 14 respond to that question. I don't want to take
=unn 14  Deposition Solutions. mwx 15 time on the record debating it. After Mr. Scott
s 15 Will counsel please announce their wsn 16 and I have conferred at a break, we will respond
swz 16  appearances for the record, wizm 17 further to your question.
ooz 1T MR. SCAROLA: Jack Scarola on behalf of the T MR. SCAROLA: All right. So that the record
::: :: Plai"l:::f;mps ON: Richard Simpson of Wiley Rein wen 19 is clear, it Is our position that the recording
wens 20 on behalf of the Defendant and Counterclaim w20 |E3ed, any evidence of any r:nmmunica.ﬂnn between
weoe 21 Plaintiff, Alan Dershowitz. With me is my wea 21 Mr. Dershowitz and Rebecca and/or Michael, any
mun 22 colleague, Nicole Richardson, and Thomas Scott of | = 22 notes with respect to any such communications,
wawu 23 Cole, Scott & Kissane, also for Mr. -- Professor waw 23 text messages, e-mails, and an accurate privilege
wmeoa 24 Dershowitz. wes 24 109 as to everything that is being withheld is
— MR, SCAROLA: Before we begin the deposition, |wnn 25 responsive to the earlier request to produce, and
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worsz 1 we were informed for the first time yesterday wwmae 1 that the obligation was to have provided it to us
moess 2 morning of the existence of a recording of a man 2 previously and is to provide it to us now.
won 3 telephone communication between Alan Dershowitz | won 3 We understand that you're considering that
wnes 4 and a woman identified only as Rebecca. warn 4 and you will respond, so we can proceed with the
coore 5 That Information was conveyed to us waw 5 deposition.
wmon 6 subsequent to Professor Dershowitz's sworn i B MR, SIMPSON: Yes. And we disagree about
worw 7 testimony that no recording existed, but now that wern 7 that, and as you know, we have a motion to compel
wox B  we know that the recording existed and that it worw 8 regarding your inadequate privilege log.
sorn 9 was obviously made according to the wnn 9 M5, McCAWLEY: Just before we begin, I'm
werzs 10 representations given to us, prior to the wax 10 sorry, I didn't announce my appearance for the
won 11 completion of the responses to our earlier max 11  record. Sigrid McCawley from Boies, Schiller &
o 12 discovery requests, I would like to know whether wnm 12  Flexner, and I have a standing objection that I'd
mnw 13 it is the Defendant's position that it is wman 13 just like to repeat on the record.
e 14  necessary for us to propound a new discovery sosaz 14 MR, SCOTT: Feel better that you got that off
mns 15  reguest to get information that clearly should wnz 15 your chest?
mna 16  have been disclosed in response to the earlier | sz 16 MS., McCAWLEY: With == me
wmes 17 discovery request. samu 1T With respect to my die ;
coerar 18 Is that the position that you're taking? wmnw 18  she is asserting her attorney/client privilege
coorar 19 MR. SIMPSON: First, Mr. Scarola, I believe wow 19 with her attorneys and is not waiving it through
eorss 20 you have mischaracterized Professor Dershowitz's wore 20 any testimony here today, and that I object to
o 21 testimony. You didn't ask the guestion whether woa 21 any testimony elicited that would be used as a
wons 22 he made a recording. Yesterday morning, he wosa 22 Subject of waiver for her attorney/client
mosr 23 provided that information in response to a wnae 23 privilege.
wmerse 24 different question. 24 MR. SIMPSON: Would you reswear the witness,
oemzor 2D MR. SCAROLA: His exact testimony was: | 25 please?
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1  Thereupon, owmaze 1 Q. And when you say "all day," what time period
2 PAUL G, CASSELL, pessn 2 are you referring to?
3  having been first duly sworn, was examined and testified presm o A. 9:00 to 5:00.
4 asfollows: passay & Q. 9:00to 5:00. Okay. And was that through
5 THE WITNESS: 1 da. messa B lunch; you just stayed through elght hours; is that =
B CONTINUED DIRECT EXAMIMATION wisan B what's your recollection of that?
T BY MR. SIMPSON: wmar T A, Yeah, I remember we were working very hard
s B Q. Good merning = wosss B on --on it so I think we had, if I recall correctly,
P A. Good morning. sees 9 had lunch brought in and worked straight through that.
sonan 10 Q. == Mr. Cassell. sensas 10 Q. Any other meetings in persan with
pesana 11 As of Decembar 30th, 2014, had you ever met messa 11 Miss Roberts before Decermber 30th of 20147
oeroens 12 on? messr 12 A. No.
oweans 13 oxeasy 13 Q. Any telephone calls with her that you -- you
msate 14 @. And how many times had you met with her in oxeena 14 had, obwiously, before December 30th, 20147
oeess 18 person? ooy 15 A, Ibelieve there ware a couple of -— of
moere 16 A, Once. moses 16 telephone calls.
woers 17T Q. When was that? wmosss 17 Q. And can you tell us whin those wera?
morrs 18 A, Approximately May 2014. woerz 18 A,  Let's see. Roughly September 2014, Give or
oz 19 Q. Mayof 20147 wess 19 take a month. I mean, you know, sometime after May and
son 20 A, Yas somssz 20  before Decembear 30th,
sogen 21 Q. Who was present for that meeting? woan 21 Q. Okay. And were those telephone calls between
o 28 A. I'm just pausing for a second because I wosar 22 just you and Miss Roberts, or was anyone else on the
woem 23  don't — I think we're — mmn 23 line?
o 24 Q. 1--I'mnot-- s 24 A,  Mo. It was just the two of -- just
sosan 25 A. = clearly not trying to get into mwu 23 Miss Roberts and I
ESQUIRE DEFPOSITION SOLUTIONS ESQUIRE DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS
(954) 331-4400 {954) 331-4400
161 163
moun 1 attorney/client communication. I | Q. Okay. And are you able to distinguish the
sopas 2 Q. I'm not asking you for what was said at this mwn 2 calls in your mind as two separate telephone calls?
s 3 point. I'm just asking you who was present, I'm going peesa 3 A, I--1think there were either one or two
s & 1o ask you where it was, those kind of questions, w4 calls. Ithink there may have been two, but it == it
mon 5 A, Sure. Yeah. The main person who was present | mwss 5 would not have been more than two that I can recall.
e B was Bradley ). Edwards, my Co-Plaintiff in this casa, s B Q. Okay. How long did each of the telephane
broaay T Q. Okay. And Miss Roberts obviously was vest 7 calls last?
mosr B present? wosiz B A, Less than five minutes.
voear 9 A.  Yes. PTTI | Q. [I'm going to ask you a question now, but
meeas 10 Q. Anyone else present? woess 10 before you answer it, pause, because [ believe you will
woas 11 A.  You know, there were -- this was at the sorer 11 be instructed not to answer it ==
wwusn 12 Farmer, Jaffee office here, and so persons who were soores 12 A.  Okay.
wus 13  associated with tha law firm were assisting, but those searay 13 Q. -- but want to == [ think == we disagree on
waor 14  were the main people. sorar 14 the privilege --
wssos 16 Q. Okay. Do you remember any of those pther soorar 15 A. Sure,
mesms 16  people associated with the law firm who were presant? wworar 16 Q. -- we believe it's been walved.
eanses 1T A,  Present for, you know, coming in and sozrar 17 My question is: During the meeting, did you
mezne 18 assisting, I believe Brad's assistant, Maria, was there, wern 18 discuss Professor Dershowitz?
mes1s 19 and perhaps others at the firm, but it was -- it was soory 19 MS. McCAWLEY: I'm golng to object to any
werir 20 basically Brad and I, oeere 20 discussion of what my client told you during any
sooss 21 Q. was there anyene else who attended for the orm 21 situation where you were representing her as
mesz 22 entire meeting or a substantial portion of the meeting? ohera 22 an -- an attomey.
somn 23 A. Mo, ootz 23 MR. SIMPSON: So-- and | think we had an
s 24 Q. Okay. How long did the meeting last? oserzd 24 agreement yesterday, if you follow your own
wosm 25 A. Approximately all day. v 25 counsel's imstruction on not answering, ére you
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worze 1 also going to follow Miss McCawley's instructions wpane 1 and all that goes into the advice that they were
vasrz 2 on nat answering on behalf of -- nagdne 2 giving her and surrounding that advice, so I
mernm 3 MR. S ollow the premtn 3 would object ta that.
mers & instructions sal. Itis wosiz 4 MR, SCAROLA: Could I have the guestion read
mera 5 not his privi ethically pagsis B back?
wora B obliged to respect the direction coming from woss B {Thereupon, a portion of the record was read
R soss 1 by the reporter.)
woras B I'm -- I'm simply, wmn B MS, McCAWLEY: And I would like to clarify
woran 9 Mr. Scarola, making my record that the witness -- wma 9 what l;;ﬁe as well that you're referring to,
worsz 10 MR. SCAROLA: 1 understand that. s 10 MR. SIMPSON: All right. Let me ask the
worsz 11 MR. SIMPSON: Right. We disagree. oeoeas 11 question, and -- and I will note for the record
sy 12 MR. SCAROLA: I understand, but you can setam 12 that yesterday, the witness testified that the
srerse 13 assume the same way [ have authorized you to [ fact that Mr. Boies was representing Virginia
werse 14 assume that Professor Cassell will fallow my meosz 14 Roberts was significant to him. So it's sort of
vt 15 instructions, Professor Cassell will also follow o 15 being used as a sword and a shield here, but 1
maase 16 all instructions concerning the assertion of mosan 16 have only asked the question. 1"l clarify.
mear 17 attorney/client privilege exp acea 17 MR, SCAROLA: We haven't used it any way yet.
oaoe 18 by Miss McCawley on hehalf“ congss 18 MR. SIMPSON: Well, the -- the witness
proeia 19 MR, SIMPSON: All right! woesz 19 volunteered. Shall I put it that way? And we
woew 20  BY MR. SIMPSON: wmss 20 have a waiver.
woze 21 Q. Sa, Mr. Cassell, based on that, 1 will assume wose 21 BY MR. SIMPSON:

o 22 that if I ask you what you recall the discussion being s 22 Q. But, in any event, my question is: Have you
wmm 23 at the meeting or at each of the phone calls, that st 23 spoken - before December 30th of 2014, had you spoken
wom 24 you're not going to answer those questions; is that wansz 24 with David Boies abuut_tmns
woz 25  correct? wose 25  regarding Professor Dershowltz?
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(e | MS. McCAWLEY: Yes. T | MR, SCAROLA: Without getting into the
oaoas 2 THE WITNESS: Yeah, obviously not. mwnn 2 substance of any such discussions, you can answer
setse 3  BY MR, SIMPSON: SR that question.
soeem 4 Q. Okay. wanr 4 THE WITNESS: My recollection is no.
pas: 9 A. I mean, I have a duty to my client which I'm | wwon 5 MR. SCOTT: [ think you're right on that one.
mwx 6 going to respect. wom 6 BY MR, SIMPSON:
max T Q. Al right. So we'll == we'll take that up o T Q. Okay. So the answer is, no, you had not
mun 8 later with the judge. wizzn 8 spoken with him?
w9 As of December 30th, 2014, had you spoken wun 9 A. My recollection --
meaa 10 about this case with David Boies, and the question is sowas 10 MR, SCAROLA: Judge Scott has issued a
woesr 11 just: Had you spoken -- seiear 11 ruling, so --
worey 12 MS. McCAWLEY: Objection. sz 12 MR. SCOTT: I wrote several opinions on that
woets 13 BY MR SIMPSON: peinzs 13 actually.
oonem 14 Q. -- not what the discussion was, oeinss 14 MR. SCAROLA: -=- we'll proceed,
woess 15 MS. McCAWLEY: Objection, It's the seaz 18 THE WITNESS: Let me go back ==
worsz 16 commaon-interest privilege. pemm 16 MR, SCOTT: In the context of criminal
woesz 17 BY MR, SIMPSOMN: swwas 17 lawyers,

o 18 Q. I'm only asking if there was a discussion, no swun 18 THE WITNESS: I'm trying to remember if I
sworss 19 substance at all. Just, was there a discussion? o 19 wrote any opinions on that one when I was a
wones 20 MS. McCAWLEY: I'm going to instruct you not oevnas 20 judge. My -- I don't recall, but -- T don't
wamen 21 to answer that, oreay 21 recall. 1 -- my recollection is 1 had not
sanstn 22 MR. SIMPSON: Okay. You're taking the o 22 personally spoken to David Boies before December
o 23 paosition that the fact of whether or not -- e 23 30th, 2014,
soohes 24 M5, McCAWLEY: Yes, because you're also wuwu 24 BY MR, SIMPSON:
wonses 25 trying to get into the timing of communications, e 29 Q. 0Okay. Had you, before December 30th of 2014,
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wisa 1 spoken with any other lawyers at Mr. Boies’ firm? oot 1 record, B:47 a.m.
w1 2 A. My recollection is, no. piasi 2 MR. SCAROLA: As it turns out, while we may
w1z 3 Q. And after December 30th of 2014, have you ITATEL reach some issue of privilege at some point in
seitoe &  spoken with Mr. Boles abo [CXPEI | this discussion, the answer to your pending
s 5 allegations against -- persn B question is, no, o there's no privilege concern.
wis B MS. McCAWLEY: Again, I'm going to object. s B MR. SIMPSON: All right. T'll -- I'll ask
e 7 BY MR, SIMPSON: PERTTERN | the witness for the --
w8 Q. -- Professor Dershowitz? www B MR, SCARDLA: Sure,
prite 9 MS, McCAWLEY: Sorry. 1 will let you finish. w9 MR. SIMPSON: -- the - the answer. I'll
wirw 10 I'm objecting to this. I think it gets into s 10 move to == I'll reask the question.
mus 11 the substance of conversations under the srsne 11 THE WITNESS: Sure. That will be good.
w12 commaon-interest privilege, whether there was a wun 12 BY MR. SIMPSON:
s 13 conversation, but you're getting into the sz 13 Q. My question is: I believed you had already
wuz 14 substance of what the conversation was about, and s 14 answered the question as to before Decemnber 30th, 2014,
mna 18 1 think that is a violation of her == her o 15 you had discussed Miss Roberts' allegations against
mnn 16 privilege. w16 Professor Dershowitz, and you said, no; is that right?
w17 MR. SCAROLA: And just so that I can clarify secrsas 17 MR. SCAROLA: David Boies.
st 18 our position on the record, 1 think that we can orisoe 18 MR. SIMPSON: David Boies. I'm sormy.
sonan 19 identify the general subject matter in order to orisze 19 THE WITNESS: Before December 30th, no
sz 20 support our position that it falls within the px1san D0 discussions that I can recall with David Boies.
sotias 21 common-interest privilege. So we are willing to sisn 21  BY MR, SIMPSON:
soias 22 answer the guestion about the general subject mrisM 22 Q. After December 30th, 2014, did you have any
peiE Ed matter to support cur assertion of misw 29 discussions with David Boies about Professor Dershowitz?
sans 24 common-interest privilege, but not get into the ERCT A. CanI--
seiise 29 substance of the communications beyond that. priss 25 MR, SCAROLA: You can answer yes or no.
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wornse 1 MR. SIMPSON: And [ believe it's the same wwas 1 THE WITNESS: Yes.
iz 2 question that was answered a moment ago for a wisas 2 BY MR. SIMPSON:
waw 3 different time period, and again, I'm not asking WaAT 3 Q. You did.
weizos 4 for any substance. I'm just asking whether, wisar 4 A. Yes,
oeizer 9 since Dece ave discussed the | wise 5 L. What was the substance of those
oz B allegations inst Professor wus 6 communications?
otz T Dershowitz, wrssz 7 MS. McCAWLEY: I'm going to object to that.
oz B THE WITNESS: 1 would like to confer with my sotesy B You -- it's under the common-interest privilege
oz 9 counsel on that question. It gets into a wrigss 9 and it's Virginia's privilege to waive, and she's
setzz 10 complicated legal issue that I'm not sure I wissr 10 naot waiving it.
oeizas 11 can -- seisse 11 MR. SIMPSON: Okay.
oeizzs 12 MR, SIMPSON: You want to confer on a srisse 12 MR. SCAROLA: We -- we assert the
serpse 13 privilege issue; is that right? semm 13 common-interest privilege with regard to the
oz 14 THE WITNESS: 1 want to confer with my soranz 14 substance as well.
oz 16 counsel before answering that question anyway, sormas 16 MR. SIMPSON: All right. And that -- that
e 16 MR, SIMPSON: 1 just want to clarify -- soans 16 will be -- that will be asserted as to all
mrn 17T MR, SCAROLA: With respect to privilege, somos 1T guestions about the substance of the discussions
wiz 18 MR. SIMPSON: All right. As long as it's o 18 with Mr. Boies; is that right?
mzas 19 with respect to privilege, you're entitled to do senn 19 MR. SCAROLA: I can't say that for sure.
sz 20 that. oevn 20 MR. SIMPSON: All right. Let me ask my
oz 21 THE WITNESS: Okay. spnss 21 question then.
o 22 THE VIDEQOGRAPHER: We are going off the videt | s 22 MR. SCAROLA: And let -- maybe this -- maybe
wrizes 23 record, B:45 a.m. s 23 this will help you and maybe it won't. But,
oriasy 24 (Thereupon, a recess was taken. ) s 24 obviously, there have been some public statements
pi4s 29 THE VIDEQOGRAPHER: We are back on the video | evwsr 25 with regard to this general area. If the
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(AT | communications were not considered to be somee 1 MR. SCAROLA: Because of concern about a --
e 2 privileged at the time that they were made, we Gom 2 an inadvertent potential waiver of the
peiadr o can answer questions about that. If they were b o work-product privilege, while it is not our
oeiaas o considered to be privileged at the time they were wmn 4 intent to assert a privilege with regard to
priEal D made, we can't answer questions, peanzt B nonexistent communications, any effort to
sinez B So I can't tell you that there's a blanket wwmn B identify the subject matter of communications in
T assertion. We nead to hear the guestion. w1 the questions that you asked will require that we
wea B THE WITNESS: I need the question back. pezne B assert work-product privilege with regard to
moas; 9 MR, SIMFSON: All right. wawa 9 those questions.
wewa 10 BY MR, SIMPSON: waee 10 MR. SIMPSON: Okay. We disagree, obviously,
wwan 11 Q. what did you discuss with Mr. Boies about the waa 11 on that position.
wus 12 allegations against Professor Dershowitz? wara 12 MR. SCAROLA: We understand.
wus 13 MR, SCAROLA: And that is common-interest waen 13 MR. SIMPSON: So I will ask some additional
o 14 privilege information and we do assert a sozras 14 questions and we will see if the witness answers
sorren 15 privilege. sazess 15 thefrn.
wiree 16 BY MR, SIMPSON: wmsy 16 MR, SCAROLA: If it begins: "Did you talk
e 17 Q. Did you discuss with Mr. Boies any coms 17 about,” the answer is going to be an assertion of
wires 18 discussions he had had with Professor Dershowitz? sazase 18 privilege.
scrron 19 MS. McCAWLEY: Objection. peaase 19 MR. SIMPSON: Okay.
stre 20 MR. SCAROLA: Same objection. Same praass 20 MR, SCAROLA: Okay?
seirin 21 instruction. prsass 21 MR. SIMPSOMN: T'll ask the questions.,
ot 22 BY MR, SIMPSON: marioe 22  BY MR, SIMPSON:
s 29 Q. Did you discuss with Mr. Boies any documents peries 29 Q. Did you discuss with Mr. Boies any meetings
seiras 24 that Mr. Boles had reviewed? senm 24 Mr. Boies had had with Professor Dershowitz?
w20 MR. SCAROLA: Well, let me -- again, 1 don't iz 29 MS. McCAWLEY: Objection,
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orrrar 1 want to be asserting a privilege to questions as eI | MR. SCAROLA: Objection. Same instruction.
priTE 2 to which the answer is no, so you can answer wmaas 2 BY MR. SIMPSON:
T 3 generally as to whether the subject matter was w3 Q. Did you 5 ViEws as
wirer 4 covered in any discussion that you had with wnw 4 to the credibility
priTer D Mr. Boies, wnzm D MR, 5 .
mira B THE WITNESS: Okay. mnn B MS. McCAWLEY: Objection.
CRTTT MR, SCAROLA: Okay. If the answer is no. If sema T ME. SCAROLA: Same instruction.
mirar B the answer -- as I sink down in this chair, if wnss B BY MR, SIMPSON:
parss 9 the answer may be yes, you can't respond. s 9 Q. Did you discuss with Mr. Boies any
wars 10 MR, SIMPSON: I --1 - that's a new version. w10 allegations about sexwal misconduct by Les Wexner?
wmras 11 MS, McCAWLEY: I'm afraid -- yeah, I want sozna 11 MR. SCAROLA: Same objection.
w12 to -- I'm sorry, I want to confer on that s 12 MS. McCAWLEY: Objection.
ooy 13 because I have an objection. sora 13 MR. SCAROLA: Same instruction.
wwem 14 THE WITNESS: 1 hawve to say I want to confer, sozras 14 MR. SIMPSOMN: That's the same question you
wwon 15 I'm confused, too, so let's take a short break. oozees 15 allowed to be answered. Did you -- let me ask it
womes 16 MR. SIMPSON: Again, you'ra conferring on the ooz 16 a different way.
o 17 privilege now, not the substance? s 17 BY MR. SIMPSON:
wmm 18 THE WITNESS: That's right. s 18 Q. Did you discuss, In any way, Les Wexner with
w19 MR, SCAROLA; Can we go off the record? wavsr 19 Mr. Boles?
winta 20 MR. SIMPSON: Yes, oearss 20 MR. SCAROLA: Same objection,
wowd 21 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: Going off the video wzrs 21 MS. McCAWLEY: Objection.
MIETT 2& record, B:48 a.m. nearsl 22 MR. SCAROLA: Same instruction.
pnEe 29 (Thereupon, a recess was taken.) DTS 2 MR. SIMPSON: He's instructed not to answer
povoss 2 THE VIDEQOGRAPHER: We are back on the video | sovss 24 whether that topic was discussed?
winm 25 record, B:52 a.m. pexiss 25 MR. SCAROLA: Yes.
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mnsr 1 MS. McCAWLEY: Yes. w1 discussed gations of sexual
wnsr 2 MR. SIMPSON: Okay. wamer 2  misconduct against Professor Dershowitz with Bob
wns 3 BY MR. SIMPSON: s 3 Josefsherg?
waea 4§ Q. Did you discuss former Prime Minister Barak oz 4 A. Me personally?
wmew 5 with Mr, Boies? pazes 5 Q. Yes, you personally.
sezzon 6 MR. SCARDOLA: Same objection. przam B A. No.
sz T MS. McCAWLEY: Objection. mun T Q. After December 30th of 2014, had you -- did
wezroe B MR. SCAROLA: Same instruction. muz B you discuss with Mr. Josefsberg Ms. Roberts' allegations
wzw 9 BY MR. SIMPSON: wmm 9 against Professor Dershowitz?
w10 Q. Yesterday, you mentioned that one of the sz 10 A. Mot personally, no.
wmzw 11  reasons that supported your conclusion that it -- you sz 11 Q. You say not personally. Are you aware of
wzn 12 had an adequate basis to allege in the joinder motion waw 12  someone else who had those discussions of -- with Mr. --
wzs 13 that the allegations against Professor Dershowitz was s 13 had any discussions on that topic with Mr, Josefsberg?
Lt reprasentin a5, onzaan 14 MR. SCAROLA: To the extent that that
TN you recall oozass 15 guestion would call for any information that was
[rErE es. oezasn 16 communicated to you in the context of the
waw 17 Q. And you said that because of how highly waass 17 common-interest privilege, you should not answer,
wze 18 regarded Mr. Boies was, I think you mentioned the Bush wism 18 THE WITNESS: All ight. I'm not going to...
smzzas 19 v, Gore case; is that right? wzsm 19 MR. SCARCQLA: So you -- you can answer it if
sazas 20 A. Yes. wasm 20 any such communication came to you outside the
ooz 21 Q. 1 used to work for his opponent in Bush v. wasor 21 context of the commaon-interast privilage, but you
wnw 22 Gore case. They are both very good. s 22 may not include in your response any information
oz 23 A. T'm trying -- I was trying to remember. I'm | s 23 derived from the common-interast privilege,
wan 24 sorry to take time, but who was the other lawyer? wamaz 24 BY MR. SIMPSON:
wmn 25 Q. Ted Olson. snmas 25 Q. And my guestion right now is not the
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e 1 A. Ted, that's right. That's... sersr 1 substance. We will gat to that. But, to your
mirss £ Q. Butthat's a side note. swew 2 knowledge -- put -- let me rephrase that.
marsr 3 My guestion is: Given your high regard for s 3 Did someone tell you that they had discussed
mam 4 Mr. Boies, - iews as to the wmu 4 with Mr. Josefsbergs -- Josefsberg, the allegations made
maa 5 credibility mething that would misn 9 by Miss Roberts against Professor Dershowitz?
waw 6 be import he case? s B MR. SCAROLA: You may only answer that
w1 MS. McCAWLEY: Objection. pazem T guestion to the extent that you had any
wau B MR. SIMPSON: Are you instructing him not to prasw B communication regarding that subject matter with
w9 answer? pgma 9 someone outside the common-interest privilage, or
wars 10 MS. McCAWLEY: 1 mean, s it a hypothetical? tazsan 10 the attorney/client privilege for that matter.
wwarw 11 MR. SIMPSON: MNo. I'm just asking whether wma 11 BY MR. SIMPSON:
ooz 12 his views -- those views -- I'm not asking what sazsan 12 Q. I'm simply -- I'm not asking for substance,
wan 13 the views are. I'm simply asking whether those w13 just the name if you did,
wnn 14 views would be important to him. senaz 14 MR, SCAROLA: Well, T understand that, but
ooz 15 MR. SCARCOLA: You may answer that question. |eo=sws 15 following along the same lines as before, you are
wanx 16 THE WITNESS: Yes. sasr 16 asking us to identify the subject matter of a
wns 17 BY MR. SIMPSON: soman 17T communication that is privileaed, We won't
sena 18 Q. Andif 1 -- T may have asked this already, wxw 18 answer guestions regarding the subject matter of
semaae 19 but did you discuss with Mr. Boies his views as to the samer 19 privileged communications, but if
mux 20 credibility of Miss Roberts? sazmse 20 Professor Cassell had a conversation with Sam
cora 21 MS. McCAWLEY: Objection, oo 21 Smith standing on the street corner about Bab
conm 22 MR, SCAROLA: Same objection. Same e 28 Josefsberg, he can answer that question.
oezree 23 instruction. mwmw 24 BY MR, SIMPSON;
s 24 BY MR. SIMPSON: wman 24 Q. Did you have a conversation with anyone --
oegisy 25 Q. Prior to December 30th of 2014, had you e 29 just narrow guestion: Did you have a conversation with
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wmazs 1  anyone who told you that they, that person, had soma 1 helpful. So please just instruct him to answer
wmaz 2 discussed the subject mat‘term w2 or not answer, and we will let the judge decide,
mmx 3 allegations against Professor W 9 MR. SCAROLA: Well, the instruction -- T only
wezmas 4 Mr. Josefsberg? Just did you discuss it with anyone? mnw 4 gave the explanation in the hope that it might
prmai 5 MR, SCAROLA: Same objection. Same wan 5 facilitate the examination and allow you to move
wwa B instruction. wn B to areas where you can get substantive
waka T MR. SIMPSON: Okay. oz T information.
wea B MR. SCAROLA: If you want o rephrase the wam B 1 apologize if you consider it a waste of
wma 9 question to ask him whether he had such a sorass 9 time. So I will simply instruct Professor
waas 10 conversation with anyone outside the sazaaz 10 Cassell not to answer the guestion as phrased.
sozean 11 attorney/client or work-product privilege, that's oemas 11 If you ever want an explanation as to the basis
soeman 12 a question that we are obliged to answer. pemar 12 of my instruction, I'm prepared to give that to
onmss 13 The question, as you phrased it, is a pasase 13 yoLL.
oxmmse 14 question that we are precluded from answering. mmuw 14 MR. SIMPSON: Thank you. That -- that's a
oxzade 15 MRA. SIMPSON: That's a very strange notion of man 15 helpful way to proceed.
mzrm 16 privilege., sznsz 16 MR. SCARDLA: Okay.
sezrm 17 BY MR, SIMPSON: wzen 17 BY MR, SIMPSON:
waros 18 Q. But let me ask it this way: Did you discuss wamw 18 Q. Hawve you -- well, let's start this way: Have
warer 19 with anyone whoe is not an attorney - let me rephrase it mass 19 you discussed with any of the attorneys within what you
maras 20 a different way. mwees 20 described as the comman-interest attorney/client group,
pazrs 21 You testified yesterday about your soz 21 had discussed with Mr. Josefsberg
wars 22 understanding of the scope of the alleged sozeee 22 legations against Professor
warn 23 common-interest privilege, cormect? semze 23
warzm 24 A. Yes. wmma 24 MR, SCARDLA: Same objection. Same
wmarn 28 Q. Putting aside the people within the scope of wasm 28 instruction,
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warn 1 that privilege -- wimm 1  BY MR. SIMPSON:
w2 A, Yes. wmn 2 Q. Have you discussed with anyone who is not an
sz 3 Q. - that you identified -- wmz 3 attorney for Miss Roberts whether -- strike that.
w4 A, Uh-huh. wan 4 Has anyone who is not an attomey for
ww D Q. - your definition of it == s 9 Miss Roberts told you that they had discussed with
oz B A. Right. That's right. mma B Mr. Josefsberg the allegations against -- by Virginia
SRV Q. - did you discuss the topic - did anyone szwas 7 Roberts against Professor Dershowitz?
wxra B tell you they had discussed the topic of Virginia sowar B MR, SCAROLA: Same objection. Same
wssr 9 Roberts's allegations against Professor Dershowitz with w9 Instruction.
marae 10 Mr. Josefsherg? s 10 BY MR. SIMPSON:
mara 11 MR. SCARDLA: You may not answer that nms 11 Q. Have you personally spoken with anyone else
oearas 12 question to the extent the question still wmn 12 at Mr. Josefsberg's firm, other than him, about Virginia
oearas 13 encompasses attorney/client privileged meaesz 13 Roberts's allegations against Professor Dershowitz?
orzres 14 communications. If you want to rephrase the pesas 14 A. Mot to my knowledge.

s 15 question to exclude both common-interest praas 15 MS. MCCAWLEY: I'm sorry. I'm sorry. Can

ware 16 privileged communications and atterney/client maais 16 you read that back?

marsr 1T privileged communications, that's a quastion we osaais 17 MR. SCAROLA: Was a communication with anyone
mnm 18 are prepared to answer. manm 18 else in Bab Josefsberg -- Bob Josefsberg's firm,

wun 19 Otherwise, we are prohibited from answering wmmz 19 personal communication between Professor Cassell
wanm 20 the question as phrased as a consequence of it manze 20 and any firm member of Bab Josefsberg.

wawm 21 encompassing privileged communications. mrsam 21 MS. MCCAWLEY: Okay.

samiz 22 MR. SIMPSON: As he defined the man 22 BY MR, SIMPSON:

o 23 common-interest privileged group, it included wmann 23 Q. And the answer was, not that you recall?

wair 24 attormey/client, but I think at this paint the maos 24 A. HNot to my knowledge. I don't know all the
ez 25 explanations you're providing aren’t really wau 25  members of his firm, but I certainly have no
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max 1 recollection of talking to, you know, anyone wha is - w1 BY MR, SIMPSON:
w2  who was in his firm. s 2 Q. Have you ever -- I'll rephrase the question.
w3 Q. Okay. somas 3 Have you ever discussed with Mr. Boies his
oot 4 A. I =-1Ithink the record should be clear, mma 4 views as to whether or not Miss Roberts is mistaken in
saseas 5 I'm == I'm an attorney and a law professor in Salt Lake mmar 5 her allegations against Professor Dershowitz?
sws 6 City, Utah, and my understanding, he's an attorney here | pes B M5, McCAWLEY: Objection.
sssass 1 in Florida. So I don't ordinarily interact with - w1 MR. SCAROLA: Same objection. Same
wassn B with, you know, attorneys in Florida, other than the orizes B instruction.
mms 9  ones that I'm interacting with on — on this case. mazes 9 BY MR, SIMPSON:
exaazsa 10 MR. SCARQLA: Which is now occurring on a sz 10 Q. Prior to December 30th of 2014, had you
msoss 11 very regular basis, wmae 11 personally reviewed any of the flight logs that had been
mnen 12 BY MR, SIMPSON: muew 12 referred to in the testimony in this case?
mnm 13 Q. Mr, Cassel -- sense 13 A, All Fight?
maua 14 MR. SCOTT: No teaming, Mr. Scarola, please, soazsz 14 Q. My only guestion is whether you personally
wan 15 BY MR. SIMPSON: semna 15 reviewed them.
mae 16 Q. --did -- didn't you testify yesterday that snm 16 A. Yes.
waes 17 the fact that Mr. Josefsberg's firm had filed a veraot 17 Q. What flight logs have you reviewed; how would
wan 18 complaint against Miss Roberts, who is also your client, pemamr 18 you describe them?
wanu 19 o be significant to your evaluation of the case? ormos 19 A. Both Exhibit 1 and Exhibit 2 that were shown
soaras 20 A, Yes. maxta 20 to Mr. Dershowitz yesterday.
weanis 21 Q. And if it -- if that was significant to paamis 21 Q. If == I believe those wera Exhibits 6 and
oarse 22 evaluation of the case, why are you télling us you don't parxe 22 T ==
wr 23  normally talk with attorneys in Florida? Doesn't he marm 23 A.  Okay.
wn 24 represent -- at one point, represent the same dient? taare 24 Q. -- but can we agree that flight logs were
] A. Right. wnn 25  marked as exhibits?
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TR | Q. And so wouldn't it bé natural for you to be saazz 1 A. Right. The two composite exhibits of flight
wrm 2 speaking with -- at least within the realm of something wns £ logs I had examined previously.
wrn 3 one might expect for you to speak? mna 3 Q. Okay. Sothe same documents that Professor
mrw 4 A. If I were a solo representative of Virginia wawx 4 Dershowitz was shown at his deposition; is that right?
mam 3 Roberts, that would be the case, but I think you're [TEETIN- A. That's my recollection, yes.
it 6 obwiously aware that I have co-counsel on this case, and |cns 6 Q. Okay. When did you review those?
pravas 7 there are other attorneys who are also participating in serasy T A. Soone of the reviews was in May 2014, There
w8 this matter, prmnee 8  may have also been an earlier review at an earlier --
sarar 9 So 1 think it would be obvious that if mnn 9 earlier ime, but I definitely remember reviewing them
wunse 10 there's a division of labor, it might not be along the mau 10 in May -- approximately May 2014.
wansn 11 lines that you're suggesting. And I can't go any s 11 Q. Would -- do you -- isn't it true that those
wns 12 further without going into work product and other issues | wuw 12  flight logs support Professor Dershowitz's testimony
snw 13  surrounding Miss Roberts” representation. mutr 13 that he was never on a plane wtt_
mun 14 Q. Has Mr. Boies ever told you that he believes waen 14 A, No.
eames 15  Miss Roberts was mistaken in her accusations against iz 15 Q. How do they not? What is -- what is the
eanae 16 Professor Dershowitz? waew 16 explanation for your conclusion in that regard?
senos 17T MR, SCARDLA: Same objection. Same waw 1T A. Right. We talked about this yesterday, so
nexn 18 instruction. wuz 18  I'l incorporate to speed things up some of the
ez 19 MS. McCAWLEY: Same instruction. wuz 19  testimony that I gave yesterday,
ez 20 THE WITNESS: I'd like to confer with my wu 20 What the flight logs showed was, to my mind,
orarn 21 counsel on a attorney/client privilege issue in wum 21  evidence of potential doctoring, evidence of -- of
ooarw 22 connection with that question. wuw 22 selective presentation of evidence. Mr. Dershowitz had
w29 MS. MeCAWLEY: Can I just write down the i 24 presented to a law enforcement agency, at their request,
o 24 question and -- swaar 24  apparently what I understood to be the -- the = I
murw 25 MRA. SIMPSON: T'll -- I rephrase it. wua 25 understood that he had been requested by a law
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wua 1 enforcoment agency to provide flight logs relevant to www 1 that covered the jet were not just the David Rogers’
w2  this investigation. wirm 2 flight logs, but there should be flight logs for ather
W 3 And rather than providing all the flight logs saaraz 3 pilats which were not apparently being produced.
mycan & that were available at that time, he appears to have ansrzs 4 And so, in light of all that, what I was
sz 5 provided flight logs that went from January 2005 through serar 5 sesing was a - a production of flight logs that was
smusr B September 2005, knowing that he appeared on an sz B  incomplete. And then I started to hear from
wmun T October -- T may be off by one month here — but on an oexrse  §  Mr. Dershowitz that, weil, these records prove
wus B October 2005 flight log. wasr B  conclusively T couldn't have done that. And I knew to
mme 9 So that, to my mind, had indicated that mwaws 9  an absolute certainty, that the records were
wus 10 Professor Dershowitz was providing selective information | mre: 10 inconsistent and inaccurate; and for somebody who had
waun 11 tolaw enforcement. Those concerns — this s, you mwiws 11  apparently carefully produced these records, to
meae 12 know, there's — there's more to it mirs 12 represent that these conclusively prove that he wasn't
oeasis 13 The other problem was that the flight logs wirm 13 on the flights, seemed to me to be inaccurate
muz 14 that Mr, Dershowitz had produced were inconsistent with mwa 14 information.
wasm 15 the flight logs that Dave Rogers, one of Mr. Epstein's wirss 15 So that was -- those were the kinds of things
masu 168 pilots had, so there were now inconsistencies on these wmarsm 16 I was thinking about.
mwasn 1T  fMight logs. And it seemed to be -- it seemed to me to warss 17 Q. Mr. Cassell, is it your testimony —
mn 18  be surprising that during the period of time where wus 18 MR, SIMPSON: Well, first of &ll, [ move to
peasa 19 nvolved, Mr. Dershowitz was not wuen 19 strike the nonresponsive portion of the answer,
wws 20 -ght logs. wum 20 BY MR, SIMPSON:
orasas 21 Mow, it is possible, T suppose, and that voanr 27 Q.  Mr. Cassell, is it your testimony that you
misa 22 seems to be Mr. Dershowitz's position, that the reason woues 22  have sufficient information to conclude and allege that
waxs 23 he's not on those flight logs is that he was not on wm 23  Professor Dershowitz falsified documents and gave
wass 24 those flights. But given all of the information -—- and waw 24 falsified documents to a prosecuting authority?
wassr 28 1 won't take your time this morning to go through — all o ts 25 A, Itis my belief that Professor Dershowitz
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marsm 1 the information I had about this international sex wwmz 1 provided incomplete production to law enforcement
mwn £ trafficking organization, it seemed to me that it was wun 2 agencies.
w4 also possible that the sex trafficking organization, w3 Q. Is it your testimony under oath that you have
wxm 4  which was represented by, you know, vast resources and oeaaze 4 sufficient information to allege that Professor
waxiz S the ability to produce witnesses and documents and other mumy 5 Dershowitz intentionally provided false information to a
s B information that would == would cover up the existence maaw B  prosecuting authority?
waiw 1 of this organization, had gone through the flight logs SR A, It is my position that he provided incomplete
wwz B and had made necessary alterations to - to conceal the pparz B  information to a prosecuting authority and inaccurate
wxx 9 scope of -- of the -- of the operation. mwws 9 information to a prosecuting authority.
womm 10 In addition to that, when I started to sawar 10 Now, as to precisely what his state of mind
mxn 11 compare the Dave Rogers’ flight logs with the David -- wiwa 11 was when he was producing the incomplete and inaccurate
wanuw 12  excuse me. Iam going to get a drink. s 12 information, that remains to be this -- you know, that
searaz 13 When I started to compare the == oh, I'm mas 13 was one of the topics that I was hoping could have been
waie 14  sorry. I should be looking at the camera. miew 14  covered in == in the depositions here in the last two
i 15 When I started -- when I started to compare maes 15  days, but unfortunately, there wasn't sufficient time.
mmas 16 the Dave Rogers' flight logs with the Dershowitz == wawn 16 Q. Let me ask it a different way. You -- you
waw 1T which we call them the Dershowitz flight logs, which wiwew 17 gave a long answer in which you described reasons you
waunm 18 were the logs that he had produced, there were wwo 18  apparently believe that these flight logs were not
wum 19 inconsistencies, and so it struck me as odd that there s 19 merely incomplete, but that someone had false --
wirm 20 were these inconsistent flight logs. wamw 20 falsified them, And did 1 understand you correctly?
waren 21 The other thing that I noticed is, I don't wnn 21 MR. SCAROLA: Excuse me. The question that
wares 22  baelieve that Dave Rogers was the exclusive pilot for swwn 22 was asked was limited to the time period prior to
wares 24  Mr, Epstein. And so I had a concern - excuse me. I'm e 23 December 30th, The answer that was given was
wir 24 sorry. wwm 24 limited to the time period prior to December
wara 25 I had a concern that the flight logs that — wEn 25 30th.
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wwa 1 Are you now asking for an expansion of that mazem 1 Another thing that happened during the
R response to include information that's been mazm 2 deposition, and I will not repeat what was said in the
wwa 3 gathered since December 30th? wa4 3 deposition, because there was immediately an objection
w4 MR, SIMPSON: [ will take your objection to warr 4 from Ms. McCawley, but there were two points in the
foaiia O the form. warw 5 deposition where Mr. Dershowitz made representations
w6 Can we have the question back? warm 6 about what a New York Attorney David Boles would say,
cnaned T {Thereupon, a portion of the record was read wazzs 1 and I'm not going into any —
warss 8 by the reporter.) wazar B Q. --1just want to say if he starts talking
oo 9 MR, SCAROLA: And [ object, The question is weizae 9 aboutit -
oseancr 10 vague and ambiguous because It fails to identify swan 10 MS. MCCAWLEY: Mo, I -- [ object bo any
wamos 11 the time period about which you are inguiring. maznz 11 reference --
wan 12 BY MR. SIMPSON: prazan 12 MR SIMPSOM: -- then T get to ask all the
orans 13 Q. Mr. Cassell, a5 you sit here today, are you iz 13 questions if he should say amything,
waw 14  prepared, based on the information you have available to sz 14 MS. McCAWLEY: 1 think he's just
waz 18 you, to assert that Professor Dershowitz intentionally wazs 15 acknowledging that - I'm sorry. I think he's
wan 18  provided misleading or doctored documents to a wan 16 acknowledging that that occurred. T object to
wmav 17 prosecuting authority? warn 17 any -- any discussion of any settlement
mayw 18 A.  So based on all the information I have today? waoa 18 communications in the context of that privilege.
man 19 Q. Yes. warae 19 MR, SCAROLA: T don't intend to get into any
waa 20 A, Yes saarin 20 settlement discussions. We are not going to
poara 21 Q. What do you base -- what |s the basis for oeazsn 21 repeat the substance of the objected-to
mins 22  that conclusion, and include informatien up until today? s 22 testimony.

s 23 A. Al right. So, obviously, that's an was 29 MFL SIMPSOMN: My point, 1 just want it to be
wan &4 open-ended question. was 24 on notice ==
] Q. I --just answer the gquestion, please, as Bodss 29 MS. MCCAWLEY: Yes.
ESQUIRE DEFOSITION SOLUTIONS ESQUIRE DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS
(954) 331-4400 (954} 331-4400

183 185
waess 1 best you can. mwass 1 MR, SIMPSOM: -- is If this witness starts
cosnts 2 A.  Sure. All right. Well, lat me just -= ohazss 2 saying anything about his communications or why
swass 4 that's alot -- there's a lot of things to get into on owarne 3 he -- he's coming to a conclusion, he's putting
wam 4 that neaanz 4 that forth as a basis, he has opened the door,

s 9 Let's start with the events of the last two praxos D You can't put it forth and park and not let

maes B days, the deposition of Mr. Dershowitz, which in my mind priany B me ask for all the discussions,

sain 7 demonstrates repeated false statements that were made by | seaam T MR, SCAROLA: You can -- you can proceed and

prdvia B Mr. Dershowite. pdzis B you know not to indude privileged --

soas 9 Let's bagin with the overarching point about sz 9 THE WITNESS:; Yes.

seavie 10 the deposition of the last two days. I've been saazis 10 MR, SCAROLA: - communications.

wmaw 11  practicing law — law since about 1986. And in my wara 11 THE WITNESS: There was a newspaper that

wax 12 experience, I have never seen a more evasive effort to wais 12 reported == a Florida business newspaper that

waw 13 avold answering questions, and to essentially run out waxm 13 promptly after Mr. Dershowitz said that Mr. Boles

wau 14 the clock so that detailed questions could not be asked wan 14 had made certain representations, a Florida —

swam 15 by my attorney. And I witnessed over the last two days, wawn 156 respected Florida business newspaper iImmediately

wan 16 Mr, Dershowitz was asked a serles of very simple wmaz 16 reported that David Boles had sald, that was a

waras 1T questions; where were you on this day; or what's the wam 17 false staternent.

seaas 18 name; or what time, things like that, and instead of, wan 18 and In lght of that, I now had David Boies

waa 189 you know, giving an — an immediate answer, he ended up waxn 19 saying that Mr. Dershowitz was making false

was 20 giving a very extended answer commonly punctuated with | waar 20 statements under oath during the -- the

was 21 disparaging remarks that seemed to have nothing to do wae 21 deposition that occurred over the last two days.

waw 22 with answering the guestion. warn 22 In addition to that, [ had -- agan, during

seazer 23 So I drew the inference from that that snaxes 23 the deposition, [ heard Mr, Dershowitz say that

sooen 24  Mr. Dershowitz did not want to answer questions over the wae 24 Attorney Bob Josefsberg had said that -- words to

swow 25  last two days. waxsz 25 the effect that he, Josefsberg, did not befieve
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wass 1 [T | Wou know, I also have — [ would like to
a2 as an attorney who had weits 2 refresh my recollection and if == if counsed --
w3 represented Miss Roberts based on public sosin 3 that's ==
cosaso 4 Information, and I knew that that would be a poranss o MR. SCAROLA: You can refresh your
casez 5 gross violation of Mr. Josefsherg's ooz 5 recollection on anything you need ko.
vaeans B attorney/client obligations, And as a result of peasz B THE WITNESS: All right. I'd like to refresh
casams T that, it seemed to me that, once again, oedais T my recellection by looking at --
oeaacs O Mr. Dershowitz was giving false information under paaes B MR, SIMPSON: Actually, [ -- [ object to this
opaarz 9 oath in an effort to exculpate himself from the st 9 answer as nonresponsive. I haven't heard
wasrr 10 sex trafficking that he had been invelved with. waenn 10 anything about flight logs once.
wacn 11 In addition to that, I learned during the meen 11 MR. SCARQLA: You can continue.
wam 12 depasition on Thursday that it had, quote, not wan 12 THE WITNESS: These -- you know, these all go
wam 13 crossed my mind, close quote -- [ believe that's szt 13 to the statements.
wam 14 a direct quote from Mr. Dershowitz -- to record a sz 14 BY MR, SIMPSON:
wan 15 conversation with a woman allegedly named Rebecca poamze 16 Q. You'relooking at a document?
w16 who had allegedly made certain statements. That poamzs 16 A. Yeah. Let's mark it as an exhibit if you'd
waar 1T was an Thursday. waez 17 like. This is a memory aid te me.
was 18 And then yesterday, Friday, I learned that ooas 18 Q. Did you prepare It?
corsean 19 Mr. Dershowitz, not only had It crossed his mind maezs 19 A,  Yes, Idid. All right. Let's see. At page
ooseas 20 to make a recording, he had, In fact, made such a waen 20 114 of & rough transecript that I saw prepared of
oasar 21 recording; and in fact, had it transcribed; and manw 21  Thursday's testimony, Mr. Dershowitz was asked. Quota:
oasasy 22 In fact, turned It over to his attorneys. So, wassn 22 You know _nt the only person
mraasy 23 once again, I had what appeared to be a false wan 23  who has sworn under oath that you were present at
oaass 24 statement under gath by Mr. Dershowitz In an w24 Jeffrey Epstein’s Palm Beach home with young girls,
oeiass 25 attempt to exculpate himself fram the -- the sex masm 23 right? Answer: No,
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wasey 1 trafficking that we -- we have evidence he has PP | That seemed to me to be false or at the very
prase 2 been involved with. mares 2 least misleading testimony given that Mr. Dershowitz
T | The false statements or certainly misleading warsr 3 knew that Juan Alessi, among potentially other people,
wmagiz 4 statements continue. 1 suppose, some of these wearnn 4 had identified him as having been in the presence of
wasa 5 could be a matter of judgment. The -- they raise wmerw 5§ Jeffrey Epstein and young girls at the Florida mansion
wasis B grave concern to me, wartr B and, indeed, had identified a photograph of Virginia
gzt T One of them was that we had propounded an marm 1 Roberts,
smasm B Interrogatory requesting the basis for warn B At page 164 of the transcript, Mr. Dershowits
wan 9 Mr. Dershowliz's statements th warss 9 was asked, quote: All of the manifests that have been
waszn 10 had a criminal record. And he s warz 10 produced in this litigation, the ones that you say
wan 11 she's admitted that she had sex with various wan 11 corroborate your testimony and exonerate you,
sz 12 people, so that renders her a criminal, and wan 12 demonstrate that you never flew on Jeffrey Epstein's
wau 13 something along those lines, which I didn’t think warar 13 plane in the company of your wife, correct? Answer:
srazas 14 WAS very accurate, warer 14 Mo, that's not true. I don't know that.
waam 15 BUL in any event, that was the answer he waris 15 And, again, in the context of this litigation
oo 16 gave, And then I leamed during the deposition waras 16 where the flight logs have been, as this guestion that
ooasaz 17 in the last two days, that Mr. Dershowitz had weras 1T I'm answering tends to show, are so central for
soasas 18 0 3 he says shows that warez 18 Mr. Dershowitz to testify under path that he didn"t know
woasas 19 “ money from a werss 19 whether his wife was depicted on the flight log, struck
wassn 20 restaurant and had been criminally charged with searsa 20 me as, at the very least, misleading information, but I
seass 21 that, weaez 21 concluded in my opinion was actually deliberately false
weass 28 That was not produced to us during discovery, e 22 information, particularly, given this litigation where
sossss 23 even though it would have been obviously waes 23  he has produced, not only his own personal travel
ooasss 24 relevant, and it was directly called for in the wan 24 record, but all of his wife's travel records for the
oeesse 25 discovery that we were provided with. mamw 25 relevant period of time.
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PPRTE | So I thought that was, again, a deliberate a1 logs. And I could refresh my recollection here by
pans 2 false statement under cath designed to exculpate him ez 2 looking at, T think it's docket entry 291 of our
pranzz 3 from his criminal involvement in this international sax pesess 3 pleading that we presented on January 21st to
wam & trafficking ring. pasnsn & Judge Marra where we provided specific itemized examples
w5 At another point in the transcript, he was s 5  of inconsistencles between the Dave Rogers® flight log
wan 6 asked, guote, - no, I'm sorry. He stated, quote: T cosesa B and the — again, I'll call it, the Alan Dershowitz
war 1 challenge you to find any statement where I sald I have mae 1 flight flog, which was a selected presentation of flight
was 8 nevertraveled outside the presence of my wife, close waea B log information,
weax 9 guote, representing that there would be no such wsm 9 And when you see those inconsistencies, it
swassz 10 statement there, when, in fact, I'm aware of an American sesise 10 becomes very hard to believe that all of the information
werss 11 Lawyer quotation attributed to him from January 15th, oesios 11 that was provided in those flight logs was accurate. So
earae 12 2015, quote: I've been married to the same woman for 28 | st 12 when I take all of that information, put it together, T
sas: 13 years. She goes with me everywhere, elose quote, And, pesrr 13 believe that there's sufficient - I have a sufficient
was 14  again, yeu know, this — T understand sometimes people w14 basis for believing at this point in time, that
eanss 15 may go away from their wife, but the American Lawyer msrm 15 Mr Dershowitz has, indeed, provided inaccurate
wasot 16 was, obviously, on January 15th, 2015, asking about: marz 16 information to - to law enforcement agencies, or at a
wasss 17 Well, have you been outside the presence of your wife in wies 17 minimum has provided -—- has produced inaccurate
wan 18  situations where you might have interacted with Virginia wsim 18 information through circumstances beyond his control.
mase 19  Roberts? And that was the answer that he gave to the wsre 19 But when he continually represents that the
wasiz 20 American Lawyer. wiim 20 information is accurate and exonarates him, I believe
orap1y 21 And based on -- on my review of the flight wsiar 21 that that is a deliberately false statement.
wars 22  logs, I thought that was, again, a deliberate effort to wear 22 MR SIMPSON: Move to strike the answer --
waxn 23 obscure and try to exculpate himself from his wrEar 29 the nonresponsive portion of the answer.
wan 24  invelvement in this International sex trafficking ring. wwses 2 MR, SCAROLA: Which portion is that?
toar 25 The - he also said yesterday: Mobody knows persiar 28 MR. SIMPSOMN: 99 percent of it. [ think at
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wan 1 about Prince Andrew and Virginia, except for the two of oprsise 1 the end, we got to the flight logs.
sosss 2 them. And, again, I thought that was at a minimum, mEE 2 I move to strike the nonresponsive portion.
comn 3 deliberately mis - misleading information and more wstst 3 BY MR, SIMPSON:
wadt 4 likely deliberately false information, because wsens 4 Q. Mr. Cassell, you came here today looking for
orara; 3 Mr. Dershowitz was aware of the photograph and had long pestsr 3 &N opportunity to give that statement; did you not?
poaar 6 been aware of the photograph that shows Prince Andrew msism 6 A, If it was relevant to an answer I was giving,
wrasss 7 with his arm aroun ing next to & warm T Yes.
wan B beaming Glenn Max Ived in this pErm B Q. The answer to my question is, yes, you came
peaass 9 international sex trafficking organization. wsxs 9 here today looking for a question to which you could
oxaass 10 And in the circumstances of that photograph, sszee 10 respond with that prepared staterment?
s 11 it seems quite likely that the photographer who took wmaxn 11 A. I was prepared to give that — I anticipated
weau 12 that picture was the head of the international sex w12 that a very good attorney for Mr. Dershowitz might ask a
sesnor 13 trafficking ring, Jeffrey Epstein, And so for him to smare 13 guestion where that would be relevant. And if that
msw 14  say that only two people knew what went on was, again, wan 14  guestion were asked and I was given the oppertunity to
orsn 15  deliberately false information, because I know he is tha s 15  make that statemant, T wanted to be prepared to give it
wean 16 attorney for Jeffrey Epstein, and he could have asserted peszza 16 in the most accurate way that T could.
mz 17 attorney/client privilege over that, zaid, I can't get veszs 17T MA. SIMPSOMN: | would like the reporter to
waz 18 into my communications with my client about what he was | s 18 mark &5 Exhibit -- are we up to 4 -- Exhibit 4,
wmaex 19 doing with Prince Andrew. ssn 19 the document that Mr, Cassell was referring to,
cesozs 20 But instead he said, no one knows what voszw 20 T'Il bt the reporter do that.
mazn 21  happened, other than those two people in dreumstances ooz 21 THE WITNESS: Okay.
wan 22 where it was quite clear that there would have been oxsas 22 {Cassell's 1.0, Exhibit No. 4 - decument
mau 23 athers who would have been aware of that, oesrw 24 produced by the withess was marked for identification. )
wosoas 24 Mow, the question is: Why do I think the -- ooszss 2 MR. SIMPSOMN: 1 just want to make that part
wsew 25 the -- you know, there are inaccuracies in the flight pasn 29 of the record.
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e 1 BY MR, SIMPSON: T . | perfectly clear.
wesiny 2 Q. Before Wednesday of this week, you had none wossee 2 BY MR. SIMPSON:
wegagr 3 of the information that you just described about oosiee O Q. My question, Mr. Cassell, is: You reviewed
ms1w 4  Professor Dershowitz's testimony, correct? w4 the flight logs, correct?
(TSR - A. Carrect. bessrr 5 A. Correct.
maz B Q. I'm trying to look at my notes here of your seesrz B Q. You reviewed them in some detail, correct?
msaz 1 long answer, but one thing you indicated that -- was the oxiss T A. Correct.
miaze B fact that Professor Dershowitz gave long answers is ogssrs B Q. Isthere any entry on those flight lines --
msam 9 somehow indicative of false answers or perjury -- oess1r 9 |ogs that you read as putting Professor Dershowitz and
mszs 10 MR, SCAROLA: That is -- smssm 10 Miss Roberts on the same plane?
mau 11 BY MR. SIMPSON: wmaen 11 A, No.
pasvm 12 Q. -- is that right? sassaa 12 Q. And so your testimany about questions about
wern 13 MR. SCAROLA: That is an absolute wam 13 the completeness and accuracy of those flight logs goes
s 14 mischaracterization of the statement that sassaa 14 to whether the logs are -- let me rephrase that.
wsan 15 Professor Cassell made. He did not refer to the wsmae 15 The answer that you gave about your guestion
cosur 16 length of the answers, but rather their oostas 16 as -- your views as to the completeness of the flight
saszar 17 NONresSPoONSiveness, mmar 17 logs and whether they may have been changed in some
waar 18 BY MR. SIMPSON: wmeaso 18 ways, goes to whether those logs are conclusive, not
wasise 19 Q. Letme -- let me ask a different question. wase 19 whether they, in fact, support Professor Dershowitz's
mas 20 Go back to the flight logs themselves, mcsase 20 testimony that he was not on 2 plane with Virginia
waar 21 A, Okay. pesanz 21  Roberts?
sasasr 22 Q. My initial question that got us going down osmny 22 MR. SCAROLA: I'm going to object to the form
waun 23 this line was: Isn't it true that the flight logs P 2 of the question as vague and ambiguous. [ don't
wan 24  themselves support Profe itz imony that w0 2% understand it.
win 25  he was never on a plane Wmm sasans 25 THE WITNESS: And I won't give a long answer,
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seserr 1 of the flight logs support that proposition? wam 1 but I -- I think, as I previously indicated, you
w2 A. The face of the flight logs for the relevant W 2 can't just look at the face of these documents
wriazz 3 period of time, we can call it the hot period of time or |wes 3 without -- with -- you know, against the context
mazs 4  whatever you want, did not reveal the presence of s & of an international sex trafficking ring that's
wss 5 Mr, Dershowitz on those flights, yes. w5 trying to cover up what it's doing. You can't
mun 6 Q. Okay. Soduring the period == well, wamn B just look and documents and assume that they are
msaem 1 actually, there's no flight log that shows Virginia sz 100 percent accurate without that -- having that
muu 8 Roberts and Professor Dershowitz on the same aimplane, s B context in mind.
msew 9 correct? w9 BY MR, SIMPSON:
maw 10 A, That's my understanding, yes. sosszs 10 Q. And so am [ right, that
msem 11 Q. And-- srsaze 11 flight logs, there's nothing showin
msew 12 MR. SCARCLA: By name. You're -- you're -- prsazz 12 and Professor Dershowitz on the
msem 13 MS. McCAWLEY: And it -- onsass 13 A. That's correct.
msea 184 MR, SCAROLA: -- asking whether she was there | sosass 14 Q. And - goon,
wsear 15 identified by name? pesaan 15 And so do I understand correctly that your
wses 16 BY MR. SIMPSON: mms 16 position is that the flight logs may not be complete or
wsea 17 Q. To your knowledge, isn't it correct that wees 17 may have been changed, but you do not dispute, that on
mies 18  there is no flight log that's been produced in this case werm 18 their face, they support Professor Dershowitz's
w19 Professor Dershowitz and pesrir 19 testimony?
psess 20 me plane, as you read the pesria 20 MR, SCAROLA: Objection.
pasess 21 04 e 21 MS, McCAWLEY: Objection,
mis 22 MR, SCAROLA: I'm sorry. Are you asking asire 22 MR. SCAROLA: Compound,
mism 23 whether those same names appear on the flight log orsrw 23 THE WITNESS: Could you just aggregate that?
masm 24 together? werw 24 BY MR, SIMPSON:
wwm 25 MR, SIMPSON: My question, T think, is o 25 Q. You follow the objections very well.
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wsrn 1 A. I was thinking of that as well, | A. I recall his testimony to that effect, yes.
wsrn 2 BY MR. SIMPSON: w2 Q.  And you testified that no support for that
wam 3 Q. Letme-- wwia 3 had been produced in discovery; Is that correct?
sadrm 4 A. Iwasn't-- wers 4 A. That's my understanding, yes.
won 5 Q. Let me-- wey D Q. Isn'tit true that in Mr. Alessi's
wsts B A. --following their answer, wmaa 6 deposition, he describes that under cath and says that
oestas T Q. Let me -- let me just ask a different swmas 1 it happened?
wiz 8§ question o B A. Idon't have a recollection of eriminal
w9 A. Sure. Thanks. prsn 9 charges having been discussed in the Alessi deposition.
sesran 10 Q. You testified that you have -- at some pesan1 10 Q. Isit -- wel, et me -- let me ask you: Is
wsras 11 length, about why you question the accuracy of the pesass 11 it your testimony that you understood that, in fact,
waae 12 Might logs, correct? pesnes 12 Miss Roberts had been accused of stealing money from her
st 13 A. Correct. wwes 13 employer?
wea 14 Q. ButImay be redundant, but you don't waar 14 MS. McCAWLEY: I'm going to object to the
wsres 15 question that what they show on their face supports wiwa 15 extent it gets into any conversations that you
weras 16 Professor Dershowitz's testimony -- mszan 16 had with Virginia on any of these issues.
st 17 MS. McCAWLEY: Objection. cosesz 1T THE WITNESS: Yeah, I'm trying to == if your
msras 18 BY MR. SIMPSON: wossss 18 question is about the Alessi depo, [ don't ==
msrsn 19 Q. - that he was not on a plane with Virginia sosmia 19 don't immediately recall him discussing =-
msrsz 200 Roberts? soem 20 discussing them.
wera 21 A. The -- you know, the — the sex trafficking mwes 21 BY MR, SIMPSON:
wise 22 ring run by Jeffrey Epstein has produced Epstein flight | sioo 22 Q. If I represent to you that Mr, Alessi, in his
wars 23 ow that -- that Dershowitz and mme 23  deposition, referred to a police report and an arrest of
wseoe 24 not on the plane; s0... wown 24 Miss Roberts, do you have any reason to question that?
cosees 25 to my question is, yes? nwn 25 MR, SCAROLA: Could we -- could we pull out
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some 1 MR. SCAROLA: T'm sorry. [TRPI | the deposition? And if you have got a reference
sosas 2 THE WITNESS: Which question now? pcw 2 in the depaosition, let's take a look at it.
saste 3 MR. SIMPSON: The question you just -- could e 3 MR. SIMPSON: I'm just asking for his
ses & you read back my == my question and the answer? preen recollection right now. The document will speak
sy 5 BY MR, SIMPSON: meam 5 for itself. But I want to --
wun B Q. Let me ask it again. moen B MR. SCARDLA: Yes, it will.
oo T A.  Okay. moen T MA. SIMPSON: He -- he made a very serious
sasan B Q. That's fine. wwn B accusation, I would like to get an answer to my
cesann 9 A. I mean, Ithought I was -- sonzs 9 question, Does he recall whether, in that
cosa 10 MR, SCAROLA: There's no question pending. woe 10 deposition that all the parties in this case
oesaae 11 THE WITHESS: I'm sormy. wun 11 have, Mr. Alessi said under oath, that she had
oesaas 12 BY MR. SIMPSON: sroeaz 12 been arrested and charged with stealing from her
vesaas 13 Q. ‘What were you about to say? s 13 employer.
oesas 14 A. Iwas about to say that the records that they | sos 14 THE WITNESS: When you - the question built
msan 15  produced -- I'm -- I'm sorry... sroew 15 In a serious accusation, the -- the — the -- the
oxsanz 16 Q. The records -- the records that were s 16 statement I was making is that we had propounded
sosest 17 produced -- sroaz 17 an interrogatory to Mr. Dershowitz saying:
msnas 18 A. On--on their face, I cannot give you a srmas 18 What's the basis for your assertion that
e 19 flight log that ha_ Alan Dershowitz | s 19 Miss Roberts had a criminal record? And that
mmse 20 sitting next to each other, yes. aroay 20 answer didn't refer to an Alessi depo. 1f it —
s 21 Q. And you also -- yau also testified a moment s 21 this is one of the problems that I'm having.
mese 22 ago that Professor Dershowitz in his testimany in the s 22 When -- when -- you know, when you come into
meesr 23  last couple of days, had testified tha ovmse 23 a deposition, both sides are supposed to turn
mseos 24 had been arrested for stealing cash; oreass 24 everything over. And then if I get a question
o 25  you recall that? moree 28 about, well, what if -- you know, we're relying
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piwror 1 on this plece of the Alessi depo and it's not in oimmar 1 Mr, Alessi had also testified previously about the
e 2 the answers to interrogatories, it's hard for me sszse 2 arrest of Miss Roberts for stealing from her employer?
moros 3 to -- to give an answer to that. So -- so that's pIeEEr 3 A. Ididn't recall that. If that's in there,
moror 4 the == that's the concemn I have. moae 4 you're == you're making a representation, and I know
wora 5 MR. SIMPSON: I move == | move to strike as e 3 you're a fine lawyer, so I'll accept your
wov B nonresponsive, wores B representation.
wo 7 BY MR, SIMPSON: voxes 7 I didn't recall that when he was testifying
waorz B Q. My guestion went to whether -- let me back mmes 8 a--aday or two ago on that subject.
wovw 9 up, If == if I'm == unless I misunderstood you -- moes 9 MR. SCAROLA: We have been going for about an
srm 10 MR, SCAROLA: The question was: Did he serr 10 hour. Is it time to take a break? s that
mona 11 recall the contents -- proree 11 convenient for you?
sy 12 MR. SIMPSON: ['m asking the question. prmw 12 MR. SIMPSON: We can take 2 break now.
morzs 13 MR, SCAROLA: -- of the Alessi depasition. pieazi 13 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: We are going off the video
porae 14 MR, SIMPSON: I'm withdrawing it. 1 will ask oear 14 record, 9:35 a.m.
peras 15 a new question. oviso 15 (Thereupan, a recess was taken.)
per s 16 MR. SCAROLA: Okay. Thank you, orson 16 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: We are back on the video
oo 17T BY MR, SIMPSON: orsm 17 record, 9:47 a.m,
vz 18 Q. 1 understood you in your -- the long answer eresn 18 THE WITNESS: I need to take two minutes, if
mere 19 that you gave a while ago to suggest that Professor srie 19 1 may, and just supplement the long answer that 1
morm 20 Dershowitz had either testified falsely or failed to o 20 gave about the series of things.
oot 21 provide relevant information on which he was basing his sraan 21 By looking over my chacklist, I noticed that
seoras 22 testimony about Miss Roberts's arrest; is that right? sraan 22 itern 5 of the 12 items was not given during my
orova 23 A, Yes. nma 23 testimony. I'm ==
sroven 24 Q. And that assertion would be incorrect if srma 24 BY MR, SIMPSON;
siorse 25 there's a deposition in this case that all the parties primas 29 Q. 1don't--I'm not going to ask about item 5.
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wmsa 1 have that include that information? ormas 1 IE's in the record as part of your == your -= your --
s 2 MR. SCAROLA: Mr. Simpson, there was an prsae 2 A. Iwould like to just supplement --
seoss 3 express reference to an answer to interrogatory, prisss 3 MR, SCAROLA: That's fine, That's fine, If
e | and the absence of any reference to an arrest for mssn & you don't want to hear it, that's okay,
srmss B theft in your client's sworn answer to pss 9 THE WITNESS: 1'd like --
moe B interrogatory. That's == meta B MR, SCAROLA: Just as long as it's noted that
ovmoe T MR. SIMPSON: We == we == orimss T there was an inadvertent omission.
oy B MR. SCAROLA: -- exactly what the testimony owssa B THE WITNESS: Yeah.
o 9 was, erisss 9 BY MR, SIMPSON:
mmz 10 MR. SIMPSON: If you object to the form, mssa 10 Q. As part of - I'm going to go back actually
wmn 11 please just object to the form. I think it's a puwe 11 to--
orezs 12 proper question -- oomaz 12 A. Sure.
v 13 MR. SCAROLA: T -- [ object -- w13 Q. -- the questions I was asking. One guestion
o 14 MR, SIMPSON: -- in our discovery response. wrmes 14 about the -- the flight logs again.
o 15 MR. SCAROLA: -- 1 object to your w15 A. Okay.
oo 16 misrepresentation of the earlier testimony. I'm srmee 16 Q. It's true, is it not, that you have no
oeman 1T sure it was not intentional, and that's why I'm semn 17 personal knowledge as to whether Professor Dershowitz or
oz 18 calling it to your attention so that we don't go tewis 18 some other member of Jeffrey Epstein's defense team
v 19 down a rabbit trail. wmn 19 prepared those logs for production to the government?
o 20 MR, SIMPSON: I'm not going down any rabbit sian 20 A. I don't have personal knowledge of -- of
ormar 21 trail. I'm really -- objection to the form will sz 21 that, that's right.
w22 preserve it mnme 22 Q. And you would agree, would you not, that it's
orma 23 BY MR SIMPSON: sian 23 the duty of a defense counsel to represent a client
oezar 24 Q. My question is whether you were aware at the sinae 24  zealously within the bounds of the law, correct?
mas 25 time that Professor Dershowitz testified that, in fact, wae 25 A. Correct.
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oewn 1 Q. Infact, I think you testified yesterday s 1 MS. McCAWLEY: The location is fine.
siwgas 2 about your duty with respect to Miss Roberts along those e 2 THE WITHESS: The location, once
war 3 lines, correct? prez 3 personally == once here in Florida, and then in
i & A, That's right. prins 4 my office in == while in Salt Lake City.
orimde 9 Q. And so with respect to Professor Dershowitz's primss 5 BY MR SIMPSON:
svwsz B  representation of Jeffrey Epstein, he would have begn mwmm B Q. And are you able to place in time when you
wwsr 1 acting unethically if he didn't attempt to negotiate the mwem 7 reviewed these portions of the police report, other than
marse B best resolution for his client that he could, consistent evies B before December 30th of 20147
sores 9 with the law; is that comrect? oviear 9 A. Not precisely, no.
priros 10 A. Right. Consistent with the law, yes. aran 10 Q. And do I understand correctly from your
waros 11 Q. And 50 you wouldn't == ewaz 11 testimony yesterday that that police report is one of
oarm 12 A, I'msorry. Let me just == consistent with mizar 12 the things you relied on to support making the
garas 13 the law and with the ethical obligations of attorneys. sssn 13 allegations against Professor Dershowitz that are
s 14 Attorneys cannot make, for example, false mess 14 included in the joinder motion?
sirie 15 representations when they are negotiating those kinds of | 01 15 A. That's right.
somw 16 things. mass 16 Q. It's also true, Is it not, that that police
s 17 Q. Right. The duty as a defense counsel, mzoo 17 report includes an Interview with an adult woman who was
awsm 18 Professor Dershowitz's duty was to attempt to cbiain the maom 18 retained to provide massages at Jeffrey Epstein’s
sarar 19 best resolution he could for Jeffrey Epstein consistent mazon 19 residence for guests, among others; isn't that correct?
e 20 with the law and legal ethics, correct? prao 20 A. I believe that's correct.
ana 21 A. That's correct. oo 249 Q. And based en that, is it your testimony that
s 22 Q. And, in fact, if he had not done that, he oo 22 it's fair to presume that a reference that a guest got a
srw 23 would have been acting unethicaily, correct? manm 23 massage s a code word for abusing a minor sexually?
g 24 A, That's correct. oo 24 MR, SCAROLA: I'm sorry. Are you -- are you
s 25 Q. And would you agree that it would be praen 29 isolating —
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sres 1 Inappropriate, totally inappropriate, to Infer anything wan 1 MR. SIMPSON: Iden't -- I don't want a
sirss 2 negative about an attorney because the attorney s 2 speech, Mr. Scarola. If you object to the form,
oirss 3 represented someone accused of helnous crimes? nmw 3 object to the form, and I -- If it's not a proper
PRI A, Justthe fact of representation alone? wmam 4 question --
TRTTYINN-1 Q. Yes. nmw 5 MR SCAROLA: 1 want a clarification of the
ormes B A, Yeah, that's right. Sure, of course, wnn B question, please. Are you Isolating only that
wwm 1 everyone is entitled to a defense, oz T plece -
ormos B Q. As-- before December 30cth of 2014, had you maw B MR, SIMPSON: [ -- the gquestion --
ooww 9 reviewed the Palm Beach Police report? srma 9 MR. SCARDLA: -- of information?
oraz 10 A. Portions of it, yes. sz 10 MR. SIMPSON: I'm — I am asking a guestion
mun 11 Q. Had you reviewed the entire report? pranas 11 that's perfectly clear, If you think it's
s 12 A, Ithink I reviewed most of it, but I don't prnee 12 objectionable, it won't - it will stand,
pen 13 think I've gone through it page by page. s 13 MR, SCAROLA: I'm going to object on the
prme 14 Q. When did you do that? pamse 14 basis that it is vague and ambiguous. Itis
prinss 15 A.  Well, let's see. Before December 30th, 2014, pisass 15 undlear whether you're asking for him --
ovier 16 Brad and I filed the case in about July 2008, so it was pizass 16 MR. SIMPSON: Please don't coach the witness,
sruwa 17 about a six-year period of time, and I remember I'd been | sizos 17 MR. SCAROLA: -- to isolate - to isclate his
mmes 18 to Florida a couple of times on this case, once in 2010 mams 18 focus to that single piece of evidence.
wriem 19 and I think another a year or two later. And I w19 MR. SIMPSON: I object on the coaching of the
wuwn 20 remember, at least on one of those times, reviewing the | oz 20 witness,
swm 21 report here with == I don't know if I can... peno 21 BY MR. SIMPSON:
sy 22 MS. McCAWLEY: Yeah. I wouldn't go into nam 22 Q. My question is: Is It reasonable,
s 23 anything. maee 23 considering that the police report on Its face shows
e 24 THE WITNESS: To the -- right. So we just -- marn 28 evidence - let me back this up. Ask ancther question
s 28 we just want to know -—- mae 28 to you,
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R | Are you aware that the police report reflects s 1 A. That sounds accurate with the information I
man 2 that the woman 1 referred to who was hired to give wnw 2 have, yes, she doesn't sound like she would fit his
w3 massages, told them that she never touched anyone sz 3 type.
mnm & inappropriately? arzran 4 Q. And so do you agree with me then =-
Haw B A, Ithink that there ara -- thare is piga 9 A. And sha's over the age of 18, which is
srmaz B information along those lines in the police report, yes. mzas B another reason why wouldn't fit his type, so...
vizes T Q. oOkay. And so do you acknowledge that the orvzmar T Q. But you acknowledge that -- that this
maw B police report, on its face, reflects both reports of mizasm B woman -- that the police report reflects 8 woman over =
pima1 9 massages that involved improper sexual contact == maazs 9 well over the age of 18, being hired to give perfectly
pirras 10 contact and massages that were perfectly legitimate? masr 10 legitimate massages, correct?
prse 11 A. Yes, but not in the same proportion. oz 11 A. Yeah. That was cover for the sex trafficking
marss 12 Q. My guestion wasn't proportion. The -- the maese 12 that was going on.
sizier 13 report on its face, you understood, reflected that there sz 13 Q. Okay. So you're now -- does the police
mazm 14 were massages glven at Mr. Epstein's residence that were maos 14 report say "it was cover” --
mazm 15  perfectly legitimate? w15 A. That was --
mzm 16 A, Some -- it was basically a few isclated srans 16 Q. - "for the sax trafficking"?
szrn 17 examples from what I could see. oraner 17 A. That was my conclusion when I reviewed the
oz 18 Q. So you would characterize what was said in mzos 18 materials.
wazm 19 the police report as "a few isolated examples™? vrans 18 Q. Okay. Soyour inclusion is that a
sz 20 A.  well, given the backdrop that they had -- mizasn 20 fair-minded reader of the palice report would come to
oz 21 Q. No. My guestion -- it's 8 yes or no pizer 21 that conclusion?
sz 22  question. Is that how you would characterize it? piaets 22 A. December 30th of 2014, knowing what we know
sz 23 MR. SCARDLA: Excuse me, The wilness is not P 23 NOW, yes.
sz 2 confingd to Bnswering yes or ng, if yes or no prperd 24 Q. Do vyou consider yourself a very suspicious
mzmn 29 would be misleading. praem 29 persan?
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mazn 1 BY MR. SIMPSON: CIETEE I | A. Mo,
mEn 2 Q. It's a different position than was taken o 2 Q. Do you consider yoursell a conspira -- having
mgas 3 previously, but -- sram 3 @ conspiratorial view?
waze 4 A, I mean, I was just geing to give one wun 4 A.  Absolutely not.
mmw 5 sentence, and the one sentence would be, in the context | oimie 5 Q. Do you consider yourself a crusader?
mama 6 of this whole police report where they had 24, mauxs 6 A, Well, crusader for justice, I would say, yes,
mamal 1 approximately, minor girls who were -- who were being a1 Q. If - let me put it this way: In your view,
mazar B sexually abused, the references to legitimate massages I seas B s evidence that a person, any person, any guest at
mzs 9 would view as isolated. srzese 9 Mr. Epstein's house had a massage, evidence that that
mazsy 10 Q. So you're coming to the conclusion, looking sz 10 person engaged in criminal sexual conduct, contact with
mzs 11 at the police report, that they are isolated; is that mamer 11 minors, because of the fact of having a massage?
mzm 12 right? pise 12 A.  You'd have to look at the context.
man 13 A. Yes, w13 Q. Onits own, is it any evidence == doesn't
pnm 14 Q. And do you think a fair-minded reader of the piasw 14 it == is it any evidence at all, in your view?
manie 15 police report would reach that conclusion? man 16 A, It would ba some evidence, yas.
pvns 16 A.  Absolutely. maszm 16 Q. Motwithstanding that the report, on its face,
oz 17 Q. Andwere you aware that the police report, to mamz 1T reflects both legitimate and illegitimate massages?
ma: 18 give a bit more detail, reflected that a woman who was o 18 A, The report on its face, let's be clear,
maau 19 described as having tattoos was hired to give maz 19 reflects a lot of illegitimate sag -- massages and a
maan 20 deep-tissue Swedish massages. Do you recall that being masx 20 sporadic or isolated, you know, legitimate massages. 5o
maaze 21  In the -- in the palice repart? mam 21 the fact that somebody gets a massage in that context,
marm 22 A. Something along those lines, yes. mmaz 22 1 ==1I think is = Is = raises, you know, the concerns
mazn 23 Q. And she also -- that woman also told the masas 23 we have been talking about.
wnm 24 police that she was not Jeffrey Epstein's type, that she prmar 24 Q. Did you, before December 30th of 2014,
mawn 25  wasn't thin, had tattoos, didn't fit his type? mmn 29  yourself personally, review what 1 think you referred to
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w1 In your testimony yesterday as the haoly grail, an e 1 Q. wWould It be a reasonable Inference, or a
moaiz 2  address book of Mr, Epstein? maw 2  possible reasonable inference to draw, that
poir 3 A. Pieces of it, yes. sz 3 Mr. Rodrigoez was trying to highlight people who would
CETRTI ! Q. Did you review the entire document? iz 4 be of interest to the Press for purposes of selling the
nmn B A, MNeo. mmas 5 book?
PIETETIN : Q. Did I understand yesterday that you s B A. Mo, because he was not talking to the Press.
womaas T testified -- did I understand correctly yesterday, that mazaes T He was talking to an FBI agent who had busted him for
mmas B you testified that the fact that names were circled mmsz B  criminal activity. And so I was assuming that what he
mmn 9  indicated that those persons likely engaped in illegal pizess 9 was trying to do, as many criminals do when they are
mmn 10 sexual contact with minors? pzess 10 apprehended, was give infarmation to law enforcement
o 11 A. My = my impression Is the names that were msen 11 agency that would be helpful so that they can catch
mma 12 circled were circled by Alfreds Rodriguez when he was mien: 12 other "bigger fishes” is the phrase that's sometimes
mmer 13 busted by the FBI for Invelvement, and he was asked te | mzm 13 used, so that the little fish would — would get off or
mams 14 identify those who would have information about the sex |z 14 get a cooperation deal from the law enforcement agency.
mms 15 trafficking organization. And my -- based on all the oz 15 He was talking -- let’s be clear. He was
mws 16 evidence I have, I believe the names that were drcled wrzse 16 talking to somebody he understood was an FBI agent at
parw 17 were those who would have that kind of information. stz 17 the time, and so that was the context of the
mrrm 18 Q. Sois it your testimony that if the name is wwnw 18 conversation.
mares 19 circled, it indicates that they have information, or mzw 19 Q. Do you have any personal knowledge that it's
maro 20 that they are criminals? maszz 20 In the context of talking to the FBI that Mr. Rodriguez
pares 21 A. That they would have information about the was 21 croled those names?
mat 22  sex trafficking organization, and that would probabiy vmw 22 A. I have reviewed — I know I could refresh my
patis 24  mean that they were part of the organization. It may mmw 23 recollection here, but there's an FBI 302, a report of
pers 24  mean that they were witnesses to what the organization | sma 24 interview of the circumstances surrounding
pare 29 was doing. mmis 23 Mr. Rodriguez’s arrest, and I believe I reviewed that
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w1 But they would have information that the FBI, mmw 1 302
pars 2 among other law enforcement agencies, should be nmw 2 Q. Do you know whether the FBI, at any point,
garm 3 following up on, if they are trying to plece together wmamar 3 contacted Professor Dershowitz to discuss any evidence
sarm 4 what the sex trafficking organization was doing. mmn & he might have after his name was circled on this
v 5 Q. Would you agree that a fair-minded person, maess 5 document?
srarir B with that background that you just described, would nat maesr B A. Idon't have personal knowledge of what the
mzrat T go to the conclusion that the fact that a name is simes 7 FBI did to follow up after that.
maras B circled indicates that that person has engaged in vranes B Q. Okay. One of the names that's circled In the
oravas 9 criminal conduct? manes 9 book is Courtney Love. Do you know who she Is?
praran 10 A. They - what it would indicate is that they praem 10 A. Not off the top of my head, no,
srzrst 11 had information relevant to criminal activity. Now, paez 11 Q. 1If I mention te you or if I represent that
stma 12 would they on the == just the fact that a name was mans 12 she's a famous actress, any reason to question that?
w2 13 circled, standing alone, reach that conclusion? praots 13 A. No.
waran 14 Well, that's a hypothetical question because poem 14 Q. [Inyour view, was Courtney Love invalved in
orzeer 15 obviously in this case, there's lots of other poes 15 sex trafficking?
wne 16 information. monm 16 A.  Idon't kmow.
s 17 Q. Did you understand -- It Is true, Is It not, manm 17 Q. Invyour view, was Courtney Love a witness to
wae 18 that Mr, Rodriguez was trying to sell that book? mumz 18  sex trafficking?
orasw 19 A. That's true. pen 19 A. If--is there a way -- are you representing
sz 20 Q. Andis it not also true that the people who winw 20 her name is circled?
s 21 are circled are famous people? oo 21 Q. Her name is circled on the book. In fact, we
ETRII A. I'd have to refresh my recollection as to sisna 22 can show it —
vmn 23 exactly who was circled, but T know that some famous mana 23 A. Okay. Yeah.
s 24  people were dreled and some famous people were not oranan 24 Q. Itis circled on the book.
orzen 25 circled. non 25 A. Okay. Sure. Yeah, I mean, my -- my
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pruwet 1 understanding would be that if her = and this is == maz 1 all
s 2 could I ask a question about the circling == or your mamm 2 Q. Take as long as you wank to look at the
maa 3 representation? orem 3 document.
mwsw & Is the circling the same type of circling FIETr A. Super. Thank you.
muwm 5 that is done for Mr. Dershowitz, for example? Is it the FIETI T Okay. Yeah. Ithink I'm - I'm oriented
mww B same, you know, handwriting, same ink, same — same ez B now. But I haven't looked at the Love entry.
s 1 Bppearance? You know, if it's consistent with the woas T Q. My -- my first --
wanm B circling = are you representing it's consistent with nusr 8 A. Iwant to look at the Love -
wnm 9 the circling? wmsr 9 Q. --question is: Is this a copy of the
sz 10 Q. Mr. Cassell, we have a document produced in masez 10 address book that you referred to in your testimony?
s 11 discovery that has various names circled. Looking at arvaans 11 A.  Yes.
waa 12 the document, T don't see any difference among the srmas 12 Q. Okay. And if you would take a lock at the --
senr 13 circles. Are you aware of any document -- simes 13 I've marked the entries for Courtney Love. Take a look
s 14 MR. SCAROLA: Could we have a look - could maers 14 at that one,
wnn 19 we see the document? sty 18 A. Al right. I see it
s 16 MR. SIMPSON: Take a -- go off the record for siaau 16 Q. Okay. And then if you look at the last
mma 1T one moment. maws 1T entry, there's an entry for Professor Dershowitz that's
sinas 18 THE WITNESS: We are golng off the video maenn 18  also circled. It should be on the Aag. It's
oraae 19 record, 10:03. mawm 19 two-sided.
sz 20 [Thereupon, a recess was taken.) oz 20 A. ©Oh, yeah.
orsez 21 THE VIDEQOGRAPHER: We are back on the video v 21 Q. Do you see that one?
drm 22 record, 10:08 a.m. wann 22 A, Iseeit
masw 23 MR. SIMPSON: Okay. Back on the record. I'm s 29 Q. And then also the other one T marked is
mxn 24 going to ask the reporter to mark as Cassell oz 24 Donald Trump.
masxe 25 Exhibit 5, a multi-page document. It's a copy of wnan 25 A. Yes. Gotit. Iseethose entries circled.
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maess 1 the address book we have been speaking about, and aemar 1 Q. Soam I rght -- I'm right, am 1 not, that
T ask that Doc -- Mr. Cassell to take a look at mmsa £ among the others circled are: Courtney Love, Donald
TETTI | this, and I'm going to ask him about certain of smass 3 Trump, and Alan Dershowitz, correct?
e the entries, mms 4 A. Correct, among the others, yes.
marm 9 {Cassell's 1.D. Exhibit No. 5 - copy of prmsr 8 Q. And they are all circled in the same way,; are
mares 6 address book was marked for identification. ) oaoe B they not?
erarm T MR, SIMPSON: And I will note, I put a few avdnne T A. Yeah. It's kind of a — a box is what I
mares B flags on hera -- pasee 8 would say. Some, yes.
oaa 9 THE WITNESS: Sure, RT Q. Isthere anything on the face of that
warm 10 MR. SIMPSON: - to direct your attention -- maom 10 document that leads you to conclude that the circling --
orares 11 THE WITNESS: Comrect, yeah, man 11 the significance of the circling is any different for
orare 12 MR. SIMPSON: -- which we can - I'll note oranw 12 one person than another?
wara 13 the pages for the record just 50 we have them. sean 13 A. HNo.
orars 14 38, 76, and 85. ovan 14 Q. So based on the document, do you infer that
orarm 15 THE WITNESS: Okay. I just--I just want to oarm 15 Courtney Love was involved in some kind of sexual abuse
parz 16 take two minutes or so -- wrane 16 of minors?
s 1T BY MR, SIMPSON: s 17 A. Iwould infer that if I were running a
orarr 18 Q. Yeah. Take -- take a moment to look at it. prans 18 criminal investigation through the FBI and I'm trying to
orarm 19 A. Okay. Iwantto make a few notes, if that's pranyy 19 find people who would have relevant information, she
waeer 200 all right, just to get them in -- panas 200 would be one of the people I'd want to talk to. I mean,
sraver 21 Q. You're going to mark on the -- wrana 21 the names that are circled here, Glenn Maxwell, one of
otase 22 A. HNo, not on the exhibit. I'm just going to manes 22 the identified traffickers, Epsteln is circled, the
siaen 23  make notes to refresh my recollection so we don't have s 23  pilot -- one of the pilots is circled. So it's these
oraen 24 to take time. I'm just — I'm just making notes of the man 24  people that all seemed to be connected are -- are all
maes 25 context here. This will just take another minute is wranss 25 being marked here, and -- and the number of people that
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232 234
mazar 1 are circled is, I would say, you know, 5 to 10 percent sazsr 1 BY MR, SIMPSON:
paroe 2 of the — of the names ball-parking in the dark. B 2 Q. But based on your testimony previously, you
puan 3 Q. Do you know whather this address book was pazze 3 would consider all of those facts to be evidence that he
wavor & Jeffrey Epstein's address book or Glenn Maxwell's ez 4 may have been?
a1 B address book? praxzs 5 A. They are, you know, certainly things that I
ma: B A. I'm not certain exactly whose book itis. I maan B would want to follow up on.
parw T actually thought it was Alfredo Rodriguez maintaining a | suas 7 Q. And--
s 8 copy of records in case he was worried that Epstein o B A. If I were running an -- we were in the
oarz 3 might try to have him killed at some point, and so this marw 9 context, I take it, of your gquestion, you know, if
sa= 10 was his insurance policy, I think he said, against that praae 10 somebody is running an investigation into the
san= 11 happening. ez 11 organization, so...
oo 12 MR, SIMPSON: Object to the nonresponsive oraa 12 Q. Did you, in the course of your representation
oan 13 portion of the answer, oaar 13 of Miss Roberts or any of the other Jane Doe clients you
wan 14 BY MR, SIMPSON: m4ase 14  have had who have had claims against Mr. Epstein, make
areraz 18 Q. Isthe answer to my question: You don't know sase 16 any effort to find out whether Mr. Trump had abused any
srae 16 whether it was Jeffrey Epstein's or Glenn Maxwell's vz 16 of them?
mam 1T address book? vt 17 MR. EDWARDS: 1 would just object to this
v 18 A. Idon't know. And the reason I don't know praeos 18 being work-product privilege as it relates to
s 19 that is because I actually believe it is neither == paais 19 other cases that I'm working on with Paul that
savas 20 neither of their — that's -- is it one or the other? oz 20 Jack Is nat involved in.
saves 21 Actually, I think it's a third possibility. I think praxiz 21 MR. SIMPSON: Okay.
praae 22 this was Alfredo Rodriguez’s insurance policy against ey 22 MR. EDWARDS: With respect to what we did
mas 24 getting knocked off by Jeffrey Epstein. s 23 during our investigation an behalf of other
narss 24 Q. Sothat's the view you have of the erarnn 24 clients,
oz 25 significance of this document? erecna 29 MR, SIMPSON: Okay.
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oazm 1 A. Yes. In part. I mean, there are other [AETE I | M5, McCAWLEY: Right. And T object on that
mazm £ reasons it's significant, as we have been talking about, |oun 2 to the extent that it reveals anything you did on
v 3 names are circled who appear to have relevant oz 3 behalf
waztn 4 information on Jeffrey Epstein’s criminal activities. graaz i MR would know
(TF-ST 1 Q. Donald Trump was a friend of leffrey Epstein; paazs D to object to this, but because I know of another
wazzm B  is that not correct? vz B case that we work on, that’s protected by our
oazz T A, Ireally don't -- my understanding is, yes, TR work-product privilege, who 1 talked to and who 1
wvrazze 8 but I --I don't have a lot of Information about Trump. ITHPETON . did not.
oazm 9 Q. It's true also, is it not, that Mr. Trump was praear 9 THE WITMESS: I'd like to --
pdz 10 a frequent visitor to Mr. Epstein's residence? praeaz 10 MR, SCAROLA: In that case, I instruct you
oraza 11 A. I--1know that he visited frequent. I--1 praase 11 not to answer.
waza 12 don't have a lot of information about Trump. praese 12 THE WITMESS: All right.
iz 13 Q. And his name is cirded in this book; is it pacy 13 MR. SIMPSON: All right. You're here,
mazaer 14 not? prazss 14 Mr. Edwards, as a client, not an attorney,
orazar 15 A. 1 believe it is. oraesr 15 correct?
mazam 16 Q. Based on him -- assuming he's a frequent oracer 16 MR. EDWARDS: Yes. That's my primary role in
eazs 17 wvisitor to Mr. Epstein's home, and that he's a friend of oazas 17 being here, but I'm going to protect the
oaxee 18 Mr. Epstein's, and that his name is circled in this aaes 18 privilege to the extent that it's not being
oaxm 19 book, do you infer that he was engaged in criminal oaear 19 protected by others who don't recognize that the
oraxm 20 sexual abuse of minors? maess 20 privilege neads to be protected on othar matters,
oraxn 21 MS. McCAWLEY: I'm going to object to the orassy 21 MR. SIMPSON: Okay.
a1 22 extent that your answer would reveal anything o 22 BY MR, SIMPSON:
oaxn 23 that my client has told you. oraess 23 Q. Mr. Cassell, as of December 30th of 2014,
viaxts 24 THE WITNESS: Mo, wmasm 24 were you aware that Professor Dershowitz had visited
ot 29 pasm 25 Mr, Epstein’s home and stayed as a guest for a week in
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o 1 the company of his grandchildren, amaong ather family paros 1 scene of ongoing criminal abuse of minors, and who
pdase £ Mmembers? etz 2 himself, has engaged in that criminal abuse, would bring
prasg 3 A. I'm sorry. Which residence? Which Epstein sz 3 his grandchildren to stay there for a week?
maszn 4 residence? gaim 4 A. It would depend on the circumstances.
prasrs B Q. Palm Beach, warn B Q. When you say that Professor Dershowitz was a
maers B A. Can you -- can you restate? swaran B regular guest at the mansion, at the Palm Beach house,
graszs T Q. Yes. grarn 7 it's correct J X ferring to a
et B A. I mean that's kind of a compound question, I waras B period afte for Thailand?
sasm 9 mean. vrarar 9 A.
orasao 10 Q. Well, let me rephrase it. I will be clear. avaras 10 Q. Are you aware of any evidence -- let me back
sy 11 A. Yeah. srss 11 that up.
oz 12 Q. Were you aware as of December 30th of 2014 -- prarsr 12 Are -- during the period that Virginia
maze 13 let me back up a moment, marss 13 Roberts contends she was sexually abused, which I
o 14 A, Sure. eaem 14 understand to be middle of 1999 to middle of 2002 -- is
orasar 15 Q. You Indicated yesterday that part of the ewm 15 that consistent with your understanding?
wasee 16 basis for your conclusion that this pleading -- it was vrapie 16 A. Approximately, yes.,
mas# 17 appropriate to file this pleading accusing Professor erapra 17 Q. -- how many times did Professor Dershowitz
mases 18 Dershowitz of misconduct was that he was a guest at the eraria 18 wisit the Palm Beach mansion during that period?
sassa 19 Palm Beach house, correct? st 19 A. My understanding is in the neighborhood of --
ovasts 20 A. Mo, It was more than that. He was a srars 20 what was it? Three to five times a year, staying two to
maser 21 frequent guest, a frequent overnight guest. nas 21 three nights at a time.
D 22 Q. My question is: As of Decemnber 30th, 2014, treass 22 Q. And was that your understanding as of
n4am 29  were you @ware that Professor Dershowitz had spent a sraz 29 December 30th of 20147
pranie 24  week at the Palm Beach house with family members, s 24 A, Yes.
praein 29  including his grandchildren? sz 29 Q. What was the basis for your understanding,
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s 1 A. Mo pranse 1 what pleces, what documents, or testimony?
peEts 2 Q. Okay. Doyou think it's reasonable -- would LI A. Right. The information, you know, I gave a
w20 3 it be reasonable to believe that someone who is mazat 4 long presentation yesterday. So it was that
preszn & committing criminal sexual abuse of minors at a home pares & information.
wasas 9 where such abuse, as you understand it, is a daily pramas 9 Q. 1 want to focus now specifically -- I'm nat
srasn B occurrence would bring his grandchildren to stay for a sanse B Iooking for @ full answer on your entire views --
oresas 1 week? oragsa 1 A. Yeah, right.
presas B A. It would depend on the circumstances. 1 mags B Q. --onthe case.
wsyr 9 mean, you know, so - you know, it would depend on the | 9 A. Iappreciate that.
sraan 10 circumstances. wase 10 Q. I just want to say, you've testified that you
eanan 11 MR. SCAROLA: Are you representing that sraasr 11 understood as of December 30th, 2014, that Professor
o 12 Jeffrey Epstein was there at the time? wam 12  Dershowitz had == was a visitor at the Palm Beach
aranaz 13 MR. SIMPSON: I'm not answering guestions. maeea 13 mansion three to five times during this relevant period
eranas 14 I'm asking questions. wrases 14 of 1999 to -- middle of 1999 to the middle of 2002,
mma 15 MR, SCAROLA: Oh, okay. masn 18 What was the basis on December 30th of 2014, for just
srames 16 BY MR. SIMPSON: erassn 16 that fact?
aratar 17 Q. So, in your view, you can -- let me -- let me Pra I'J A. Right. I mean, I will take about a minute
wawe 18 rephrase that, srasza 18 here because there are a few things I want —
sreasz 19 You say it would depend on the oz 19 Q. Okay. And I want to make sure my question is
oaese 20 circumstances - srasze 20 clear,
manse 21 A. Sure. Sure. o 21 A. Sure.
s 22 Q. --that's your answer? sz 22 Q. I'mnot asking you about any of your
v 23 A, Yes sraan 23 Inferences about anything else. Just, what's the basis
viass 24 Q. Okay. Sothat you don't find it incongrucus srense 28 for your belief that he visited three to five times
wew 29  that someone who knows that a particular home is the sres 29 during that two-year period?
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ctagn 1 MR, SCARDLA: Could I ask far a mma 1 context, in ather words, Infarmation that was
sasan 2 clarification? Are you looking only far direct nEs 2 going to be disclosed, not for advice, but
shaaz 3 evidence and you want to exclude the T . factual information that she intended to
mrmae 8 circumstantial evidence? Is that the way you pvsvae o disclase, that's na -- that's not privileged,
g D want to -- s 5 But if it's something that she communicated to
semes B MR, SIMPSOM: I'm asking. You can object to mua B you in confidence with respect to getting legal
viaas T the form. pvirm T advice, then that would be privileged.
praaas B BY MR, SIMPSON: psim B THE WITHMESS: Right. Okay. So Juan Alessi's
ganas 9 Q. My question is: 'What was == what werg you == pnsres 9 deposition, Alfredo Rodriguez’s deposition, and
pramsr 10 what did you have in mind as supporting your conclusion praran 10 then considerable circumstantial evidence which
pransy 11 ar belief that he -- that Professor Darshowitz visited sz 11 we don't have to rehash here involving the dose
msanr 12 three to five times during that relevant period? sranes 12 personal association between Epstein and
manes 13 MS. McCAWLEY: And I'm sorry. Can I just orszen 13 Dershowitz.
menen 14 place an objection on the record. I'm going to erszen 14 I mean, again, we can rehash all of that, but
osanr 15 object to the extent that -- 50 that you do not sz 15 those were -- those are -- that's kind of a
wsen 16 reveal attorney/ client privileged communication, nae 16 guick -- because 1 know you want to get to a lot
ovsgrz 17 unless it's something that's already public that wszee 17 of quastions -- that's a quick sort of highlight
orsers 18 she's revealed, e 18 film, If you will.
orseis 19 THE WITNESS: Okay. Right. So I'm going to wazse 19 BY MR, SIMPSON:
wrser 20 just exclude -- [ take It your question isn't sz 20 Q. Mr. Cassell, isn't It true that Mr. Rodriguez
wrsen 21 asking about any communications, mszn 21 was not hired until several years after the Summer --
sz 22 BY MR, SIMPSON: mw 22 A, 2004,
wsm &3 Q. My question is asking about that, but 1 nsw 23 Q. Letme ask it again.
s 24 understand you're going to refuse to provide it. niszn 284 -- until well after 20027
nsen 29 MS. MCCAWLEY: Unless it's already public. nszm 29 A, Yeah, about 2004,
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ona 1 THE WITMESS: Okay. So as of December 30th, mazn 1 Q. And Mr, Rodriguez would have no personal
wrsea 2 . communications from mszm 2 knowledge of how often Professor Dershowitz visited
w3 pszn 3 during a period two years or three years before he was
v & pt to extent that they have psza & hired; Isn't that true?
wazr B already been made public. That is, if she has prdzris B A. So, look, this is -= this is why I was trying
mww B given express permission to make disclosures, mizir B  to speed up the answer to the question. We have a sex
sy T these were not confidential communications, but T | trafficking organization that is running a common schame
s B communications intended to be communlcated to wea B and plan that is continuing on until it was interrupted
s 9 third parties, th i gnclude sszas @ by law enforcement about 2005 and 2006,
sesasz 10 infarmation fre srszan 10 So what the -- the criminal organization is
wmse 11 response to tha ad, wazst 11 doing in 2004, unless I have some significant evidence
srmon 12 THE WITNESS: Okay. w12 that it's different than what was going on in 2002,
srase 13 BY MR, SIMPSON: waw 13 2001, 2000, 1999, I think it's reasonable to conclude
srsen 14 Q. As of December -- wam 14  that the same sort of criminal activities are going on
wan 15 A. Right wmes 15 later.
nann 16 Q. -- 30th, 2014 - wsee 16 So if — if you want -- if you want me to get
srmee 1T A. Right. wmer 17 into the -- the full scope of the criminal organization,
o 18 Q. -- correct? So-- wnamw 18 we can get into it. But the fact that somebody in 2004
wase 19 A. Yeah, that's right. wa 19 sees this going on, leads me to conclude that it's
sragr 20 Q. - any - any public statements by her after wsve 20 probably the same thing going on in the absence of other
wan 21 December 30th, 2014 would not be included in the answer, s 21 information in 2001.
s 22 A,  Okay. msan 22 Q. Sofrom Mr. Radriguez's testimony about what
s 23 MS. McCAWLEY: But let me be clear, Let me siman 23 was going on, se to speak -- and my question related,
s 2 be clear about my objection. To the extent that maw 24 what was going on the number of times that Professor
srsrm 29 ghe revealed something to you in a8 nonprivileged srmas 25 Dershowitz visited. That's the topic.
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msrwr 1 A, Right, TS | ME, SIMPSON: Really, objecting to the form
nsyw 2 Q. That because he visited, according to sassz 2 of the question preserves all of any problems
srizan 3 Mr. Rodriguez, several times a year in 2004, 2005, he e there may be with the guestion.
weazas & must have visited several times a year in 2000 -- 19- -- wssar & MR. SCAROLA: Mo, sir.
vaasz 5 middle of 1999 to the middie of 2002, mssar 5 MR, SIMPSON: We don't need a speech.
was B A, I didn't say must have. I said that that's nmar B MR, SCAROLA: It doesn't. It doesn't,
mms 1 going to be evidence of the common scheme and plan, and | mssr T BY MR. SIMPSON:
mms B  then, in the absence of, you know, some falling cut mssa B Q. Mr. Cassell, is it your testimony that, from
;9 between people or somebody becoming, you know, more mssyr 3 Mr. Rodriguez's testimony about how often he says
preags 10 asseciated or less associated with a eriminal pizsar 10 Professor Dershowitz visited in a 200472005 time frame,
msemr 11  organization. I mean, if you want to get into the owsses 11 it"s fair to draw an inference about how often he
pisew 12 circumstantial evidence, in 2003, there's an article on mesz 12 visited in an earlier -- three-year earlier time framea?
s 13 which, you know, Dershowitz identifies himself -- wsess 13 A, Inthe circumstances of this case,
prseis 14 Q. Let me interrupt you because I'm asking -- s 14 absolutely.
prsets 18 A, Okay. o 15 Q. And would it be fair to infer from the number
orsen 16 Q. - about - my only question is evidence of wsas 16  of times that Donald Trump visited three years later,
ssenn 1T how == not anything, whether engaged in conduct or ssase 1T how often he visited at an earller period?
sran 1B didn't engage in conduct, just how many times he came wsase 18 A. 1 did not investigate the elreumstances
mass 19 during this period. memz 19 involving Trump. He wasn't somebody that was coming up.
ersem 20 A.  Right maawe 20 Q. Were you aware on December 30th of 2014 that
o 29 MR, SCARCLA: Excuse me, counsel. That's the orenzs 21 Donald Trump was quoted in Vanity Fair as saying: “I've
s 22 reason why 1 asked you to clarify whether you wisze 22 known Jeff” -- referring to Epstein -- oh, I'm sorry.

s 23 want to limit this to direct evidence or whether ortase 23 It was @ New Yorker Magazine, not Vanity Fair. That he
msn 24 you want all of the evidence Including msar 24  was quoted as saying: “I've known Jeff* - referring to
oraas 25 circumstantial evidence, because s we both know, vsmes 25  Epstein - “for 15 years. Terrific guy. And he's a lot
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TR | ciroumstankial evidence Is good evidence, A psses 1 of fun to be with." 1t even said that: "He likes
msuz 2 well-connected chain of circumstance can be -- mee 2  beautiful women as much as 1 do, and many of them are on
mEas 3 MR. SIMPSON: We really don't need a speech. msess 3 the younger side. Mo doubt about it, Jeffrey enjoys the
PIRTIT | MR. SCAROLA: == @ well-connected == wmsssm & soclal - socal life"? Were you aware of that on
sisar B MR. SIMPSON: We really don't -= sisasr 5  December 30th, 20147
msa 6B MR. SCAROLA: -- chain of circumstance may be w6 A. Possibly. T mean that sounds vaguely
msay T as compelling proof as direct evidence of a given saren T familiar. Trump has just not been somebody that -- that
nan 8 fact. That's the law. warss B I've paid much attention to in this case,
msass 9 If you don't want -- osrer 9 Q. Based on that statement, and the facts we
nus 10 MR. SIMPSON: Really, sir. orsre 10 discussed earlier about Mr. Trump visiting and being a
meas 11 MR. SCAROLA: -- the circumetantial weern 11 friend, and the other circumstances we discussed, are
mas 12 evidence -- srsrzs 12 you suspicious about whether he engaged in sexual
vms 13 MR, SIMPSOM: Mr. Scarola -- weawar 13 misconduct with minors?
nses 14 MR. SCARCLA: -- tell us that. wss 14 M5, McCAWLEY: I'm going to object to the
vaan 15 MR. SIMPSOM: -- please don't make speeches, wesran 15 extent that you can't reveal anything that my
nua 16 and please don't coach the witness, vesrar 16 client has informed you of,
mssn 17 MR. SCAROLA: Just tell us that, I'm not wisraa 17 THE WITNESS: Right. If we set gside that
o 18 coaching the witness. 1I'm asking you == you're meras 18 information, I'm naot == I'm not suspicioss, no,
posos 19 asking ambiguous guestions, mera 19 not given the information 1 hawve,
vissor 20 M. SIMPSON: There's nothing ambiguous -- merae 20 BY MR, SIMPSON:
msson 21 MR, SCAROLA: IF you want only direct msran 21 Q.  Okey. S0 notwithstanding that his name is
nmw 22 evidence, we will give you only direct evidence. wisrar 22  circled in the address book, he was a good friend, he
(TR 23 If you want a full and complete answer, it's prsras 28 visited often, and he was quoted as saying that Jeff was
mesw 24 got to include circumstantial evidence, so don't sisrse 24 a terrific guy who liked young women almost as much as
wsy 25 cut him off when he's giving you that. o 25 Trump did, you're not even suspicious?
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wan 1 A. Mot -- you know, let's break that down in a wom 1 and energy in that, right.
wanm 2 couple pisces. wosiz £ Q. And you referred to your pro bono case, What
srsese 3 The fact that his name is circled, if T were azozie 3 is your bast estimate of how much maoney you have made
sisees 4 running an FBI investigation, I'd go send somebody to ezmn 4  representing victims of Jeffrey Epstein?
memin 5 seewhat he knew about it, but no, it would take a lot areaze 9 A. In which case are we talking about now?
msn B  more for me to become suspicious that somebody is wma B Q. Any -- any case representing a victim of
e [ invelved in — in sexual activity like that. oreaze  §  Jeffrey Epstein.
meaw B Q. Okay. Soyou would agree with me then, that pon B A. I needto confer with ==
msam 9 the fact that a persen often visited the mansion, the preons 9 M5, McCAWLEY: Yeah. I'm going to object.
w10 person -- the fact that a person was a friend of peem 10 BY MR, SIMPSON:
maz 11 Mr. Epstein for 15 years, the fact that the person had meon 11 Q. And that -- that's a fact -- that's not a
meas 12 stated publicly that: "Mr. Epstein liked young women meoss 12 privileged question. That's a factual question.
msax 13 almost as much as 1 do mysell,” and the fact that the wuar 13 A. Factual, Well, there are - there are -
ozt 14 name is circled in the address book Is not sufficient to mwa 14 Q. Just how much money? You don't have to tell
mzma 15 raise a suspicion that that person engaged in sexual worw 15 me who the clients are, Just how much money?
osaer 16 misconduct? waia 16 A.  Okay. Ineedto--
oran 17 A. So.. wzovas 17 MR, SIMPSOM: There's a question pending. 1
vsea 18 Q. Yesor no. It's & yes or no quéstion, czroear 18 object to @ break, There's no possible
prees 19 A. It requires — ezoran 19 privilege.
vises 20 MR. SCAROLA: You're not required to answer szonen 20 MR, SCAROLA: He has a privilege -- he has a
nmn 21 yes or ng, if @ yes or no response alone would be worso 21 privilege guestion. He wants to consult with
TR LE misieading. s 22 counsel,
ot 29 THE WITNESS: The problem is the word wroest 29 MR. SIMPSON: well, really? My question is
vsesr 24 *suspicion.” I'm not particularly suspicious on wrosy 24 how much money, and that's privileged?
vitks 29 those facts, but it -- you know, what da you mean so0sE 29 MR, SCAROLA: It may be, 1 dan't know, We
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wsem 1 by “suspicion™? If [ -- if I were running an FBI mzoass 1 need to talk,
BERH £ investigation and somebody circled 8 name as -- wresr 2 THE WITNESS: That's why | need to ==
orsese 3 as saying, look, this fellow may have some oreass 3 MR. SCOTT: Thera's no fedaral law or state
viskE & information, I'd go follow up on that. mrornn law that supparts that financial information and
prsn If you say that's suspicion, then the answer ororor 9 fees is privileged.
T L] would be, yes. But I -- you know, based on that won B MS. McCAWLEY: We can argue about that
mokss T information alone, no. T mean that -- that czores T because that’s in my motion, so we can argue
crswe B wouldn't -- wouldn't be encugh for me to, you aroree B about that.,
msn 9 know, invest time and energy into that particular provm 9 MR. SIMPSON: Well, can -- can --
oo 10 possibility. arevm 10 MR. SCOTT: That one, [ know all about.
e 11 BY MR, SIMPSON: mrevie 19 MR, SCARCLA: You're objecting to our taking
messr 12 Q. Okay. So none of those facts are sufficient pzsiin 12 a break --
mewn 13 even to justify spending time and energy, correct? s 13 MR. SIMPSOM: 1 am objecting -
mamu 14 A. Uniess == if I'm running - this is — again, wen 14 MR, SCAROLA: -- while this question is
ol SgaT 15 what do you mean by "suspicion”? Time and energy in the | man 15 pending?
maziz 16 context of somebody whe is running a pro bono case with man 16 MR, SIMPSON: That's cormect,
mseas 17 limited resources to try to figure out what the sex mevis 1T MR. SCAROLA: It is our position that the
weear 18 trafficking ring's going te do, I'm not going to chase srove 18 witness has a legal question about privilege, We
meee 19 after that rabbit. It seems farfetched. mom 19 are going to take a break. We are going o talk
o 200 I'm going to focus my afforts on the people prarz 20 about it. It may turn out that it's not a
mwn 21 who appear to be more directly involved. marm 21 problem at all. 1 don't know.
moem 22 Q. Okay. Sobased on the facts that T gave you mom 22 THE VIDEDGRAPHER: We are going off the video
sisem £4 @ moment ago, you think it's farfetched that Donald won 23 record, 10:38.
worst 24 Trump was engaged in abusing minors? won 24 MR, SIMPSOM: With my note, we are taking a
ot 29 A. If that's all I had, I would not invest time w25 break over my objection,
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ATETI | THE VIDEOGRAPHER: 10:38. sziwer 1 counsel of record in three cases and you were involved
wna 2 {Thereupon, a recess was taken,) szmss 2 in another case == at least one other case In which you
w3 THE VIDEQGRAPHER: We are back on the video s 3 did not appear --
wwmar & record, 10:49 a.m. oz & A. That's right.
szwaz 5 BY MR. SIMPSON: s 5 Q. -- as counsel of record; is that correct?
wwa B Q. Back on the record. My guestion, wen O A. That's -- that's my recollection right now,
mriwas 7 Mr. Cassell, was: What is your best estimate of how awmn 7 yeah,
mase B much money you have made representing victims of Jeffrey prwoy B Q. Al right, How many of those cases have been
mwss 9 Epstein? meos 9 resolved at this paint?
mxsess 10 A.  In which case are we talking about? mxsens 10 A.  All. Al -- of the four, I recall all four
orsese 11 Q. In--in any case. Combined total. rrwos 11 have been resolved.
mare 12 A. Okay. With regard to the CVRA case, that's w12 Q. Okay. Without telling me the amount, did you
mou 13 pro bono, no money there. With regard to the other wwiz 13 receive -- all four were settled; is that right?
w14 cases, I'd like to answer your question, but due to wes 14 A. Correct.
e 18 confidentiality obligations that have been imposed upon | s 15 Q. Without telling me the amaount, is it comect
mirs 16 me by Jeffrey Epstein, in the course of negotiating wwn 16  thatin all four of those cases, you received a legal
mwrw 17 those cases, I'm not permitted to answer that guestion. | smer 17 fee?
mwn 18 MR. SCARDLA: We are certainly willing to eum 18 A. I think that starts to call for a question I
mres 19 respond appropriately to a court order in that pzmar 19 need to consult with my attorney about,
mrz 20 regard, but it requires a court order to release azrase 20 Q. Simply the question of whether in each of
o -m 21 us from the contractual confidentiality o7 1938 21 them you received a fee?
wirn 22 obligations that we are under, oximan 22 A.  Ijust want to...
marn 23 BY MR. SIMPSON: ariaar 29 THE WITHESS: Is -- is there any problem --
w24 Q. Isit your testimaony, Mr. Cassell, that there or1aar 24 MR. SCAROLA: You can respond to that. You
wua 256 are confidentiality agreements with Mr. Epstein that ariaa 25 can answer yes of no to that question.
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wwas 1  precude you from giving the total amount paid without armat 1 THE WITNESS: Yes, I received something.
wmirs £ breaking it down into particular cases? prieas 2 BY MR. SIMPSON:
w3 A. I'm sorry. Ididn't understand. prme 3 Q. Okay. Was the fee -- and If it's different
mira 4 Q. Oh, maybe that wasn't clear. Let me do it wasss & for the -- the cases, tell me, but was it a contingent
w5 this way so we avoid -- mimss 9 fee or some kind of hourly fee?
muw B A. Yeah. masm B MR, SCAROLA: That -- that does get into
w1 Q. -- the confidentiality issues., s T attorney/client privileged matters, The terms --
wun B In how many cases have youw been counsel for a wam B MR, SIMPSON: You're instruckting him not to
wmuw 9 person suing Mr. Epstein alleging that she was a victim? i 9 answer?
wu 10 A. Counsel of record? winm 10 MR. SCAROLA: -- the terms of the
w11 Q. Put it this way, How -- well, start with won 11 representation are attorney/client privilege. 1
wunr 12 that, counsel of record, wanm 12 instriect him not to answer,
wwn 13 A. I believe three. traoon 13 MR. SIMPSOMN: All right.
e 14 Q. Okay. And in addition to those three, have wun 14  BY MR. SIMPSON:
wun 15  you assisted other counsel in some way without bacoming warnn 15 Q. In addition to these four cases that have
wum 16  counsel of record In cases by women suing Mr, Epstein e 16 been resolved, are you representing any other clients
wiww 17 alleging that they had been abused? wazn 17  who are alleging, in a case sesking monetary damages,
s 18 A. I believe there's one other case in addition wun 18 that they were abused by Jeffrey Epstein?
wwa 19 to the counsel of record case. wzanm 19 A, I--
wrwdz 20 Q. And withaut telling me -- wam 20 M5, MCcCAWLEY: I'm going to object to the
o 21 A, I'd -- I'd have to go double-check my record. wan 21 any information related to
wwwm 22 This is an approximate best recollection. mawn 22 could be deemed privileged
e 23 Q. Al right, wans 23 or con al.
w3 24 A. It's about four. w24 THE WITHESS: So what's the...
e 25 Q. Tothe best of your recollection, you were wwn 25
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waw 1 BY MR, SIMPSON: ena 1 A. Yeah. That hasn't been something that I have
w2 Q. I'm == I'm trying to close a loop here. weu 2 focused on, no. I mean...
w3 A, Yeah. w@aras 3 Q. [tis--itis correct, Is it not, that you
w4 Q. I'm asking whether you were invalved In any sz &  anticipate that if you are successful in setting aside
waas 5 other cases in which daims have been made against wmea 5 the nonprosecution agreement, that the names of
wmar B Jeffrey Epstein for damages that are still active; they maw 6 additional victims will become known; didn't you testify
wxmz 1 have nob been resalved? szaw 1 tothat yesterday?
axmsa B A. Sowe are talking civil cases, unresolved o B A. I--I'mnot--I must be confused here. I
sz 3 civil cases against Jeffrey Epstein right now? prnw 9 don't remember.
azzse 10 Q. Unresolved cases seeking money from Jeffrey sz 10 Q.  Wwell, walt -- 1 dan't want to - you know,
mner 11 Epstein. maw 11 let me ask the question --
arzee 12 MR. SCAROLA: And to the extent that that wraaos 12 A.  Yeah.
wno 13 question calls for matters that are of public oz 13 Q. -- rather than my recollection,
w14 record, then, obviously, you can respond. ozt 14 A,  Yeah, yeah. That's what I'm not...
arnoe 15 THE WITMESS: Right. Yeah. None. mraxz 15 Q. My question is: Do you anticipate that if
wrrres 16 BY MR. SIMPSON: arzxis 16 you're successful in setting aside the nonprosecution
prae 17 Q. Are there == and I'm not asking for the name. mae 17 agreement, that the names of additional victims will
sz 18 Are there any not of public record that == wan 18 become known?
w19 A. What would be a "not"? w19 A,  Additional Epstein victims at this point?
prree 20 Q. well, if you had made a claim that's nat in saza 20 Q. ‘es.
maw 21 sult, for example, aarm 21 A.  Again, it's pretty speculative. The --
mpaa 22 A, Oh, against Jeffrey Epstein? sz 22  the issue - you know, the case, you know, the events
pran 23 Q. Yes. wnu 23  were roughly a decade ago. I mean, we are always hoping
praem 24 A. Yeah. Mo, Idon't=--1I don't think there's wam 24 that there might be somebody additional that would come
mwnx 25 anything, Yeah, no -—- no claims against Epstein, right. waan 25 forward, but that hasn't been the focus of the
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ETEL I | Q.  And -- and it's true, is it not, that if waas 1 litigation.
mnmn 2  you're successful in the CVRA case, in setting aside the e 2 Q. Whether --
maw & nOnprosecution agreement, you expect to get other s 3 A, And you always hope that there are -- yeah, I
maan 4 clients who will have claims against Jeffrey Epstein? szzvae 4 mean, any time you file a case, ah, I hope some more,
wys B A.  If we -- in civil claims? masn 9 you know, witnesses will come forward to support that
maae B Q. Claims for damages, claims for money from pzmsz B case, but that hasn't been the focus, trying to secure
mase T Jeffrey Epstein. szzss 1 additional -- additional witnesses. Thatis a
maram B A. That -- I mean, that starts to -- if the srmsr B possibility, though. I mean, I think in fairmess to
mrm 9  nonprosecution agreement ks set aside? gzam 9 your gquestion, that is a possibility that, you know,
mara 10 Q. Yes, if you're successful. azzaoz 10 if - if the case attracts attention and - and
mavsm 11 A. I haven't really -- that sounds pretty pzzane 11 somebody, you know, says, you know, gosh, now that I --
mum 12 speculative. I haven't really thought about the gzza08 12 I == == you know, I moved away to escape Epstein and
mao 13 cvil -- the focus of the CVRA case is criminal. I sz 13 now it's safe for me to come back, or -- or now I
mum 14  haven't thought about, you know, whether, civil claims szze1: 14 realize I have a claim, that's always a possibility.
mat 185  could somehow arise out of that. I mean, we are talking ozzars 15 I certainly wouldn't want to suggest that,
mzw 16 about, you know, events that took place long ago. There sesr 16 you know, we are ruling that possibility out.
wawe 17 would be statute of limitations issues, you know. azare 17 Q. And for the same reason that additional
mazw 18 Whether they are viable civil claims at this point has szaz 18 witnesses might become avallable -- known, additional
mau 19  not been something that I have, you know, given much szazr 19 dients might become known, correct?
pwes 20 thought to. w20 A, Thatis a theoretical possibility, yes.
mrae 21 Q. Sois it your testimany then that you have ozaasn 21 Q. In these four cases that you mentioned, the
mrpa 22 not thought about the question of whether success in the szzens 22 three that were, which you were counsel of record and
mpa 23 CVRA case may or result in you obtaining additional szzaz 23  one in which you were not, did you meet at any time in
wan 24  clients with claims for money damages against Jeffrey szzess 24 person with the clients? And If it's different as to
o 25 Epstein? szsade 29 some than others, tell me that, but -
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wun 1 A.  Yes. marse 1 filing on December 30th of 2014, was the first time that
maE 2 Q. In all four, you met with the dients? w@are 2 you had ever, yes, ever an behalf r
e A. In threeof the four, szt 3 any other client, accused Professor ar
mas & Q. And were those three the three in which you wmarza &  Prince Andrew of sexual abuse in a public filing?
mue 5 were counsel of record? erare D A. If you're talking about direct allegation,
musw B A, Yes. wrn B that's correct.
wass T Q. As of December -- sz 1 Q. Had you ever public -- well, at no cther time
wan B A, 1 believe I was counsel of record on all w2 B that -- you expected when you filed the pleading on
mame 9 three of those. I would have to double-check. I know I wrra1 9 December 30th, 2014, that it would be - be something of
mzzse 10 was counsel of record in the federal case. The two of mrras 10 public record that would generate publicity, correct?
wae 11 them are state cases, I believe, that it was pro hac in srarar 11 A. Public record, the focus was not generating
mmn 12 the state cases, e 12 publicity. Of course, when you file an allegation like
e 13 Q. Okay. I won't ask you the names, but In the mars 13 that, there certainly would have been -- we would
mmw 14 four cases, what are the initials of your clients? warss 14 anticipate there would have been publicity, absolutely,
nzae 15 A. Okay. Sothe — the -- wwa 15 Q. And before December 30th of 2014, to the best
nax 16 Q. Putitthis way: How are they identified in mam 16 of vour knowledge, neither you, nor anyane else, had
muz 17 the caption that you filed? monea 17 told Professor Dershowitz that there were allegations
mun 18 A,  Well, also the three that wera filed, one soeiz 18 that he personally had engaged in sexual miscanduct?
wxx 19  was -- one was the initials 5.R. I referred to w2 19 A, Um...
masn 20  Miss 5.1 yesterday. That was the Jane Doe case in w20 MS. McCAWLEY: I'm going to object to that
wamn 21  Federal Court in front of Judge Marra. ena 21 date if that reveals anything that would be
pSH B8 There were two state claims. I'll == I'll ann 28 privileged between something that would have been
way 24 identify the clients as E.W. and L.M. srEu 29 communicated by the client.
wxso 24 Q. And then the fourth one? s 24 MR. SIMPSON: Mo. These are communications
s 25 A. The fourth one, I believe == the initial M. szmar 25 to Professor Dershowitz.
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wza 1  and I believe the last initial was B., but I may be wrmas 1 MR, SCAROLA: Yes. And that could very well
was & wrong about the B, First initial M, prEN 2 include attorney/client privileged
wxss 3 Q. Atthe -- okay. Al the Gime that you filed w3 communications.
wan & the joinder mation -- w4 MR. SIMPSON: Let me -- I'll ask my question,
waw 5 A, Yes, mauy 5  BY MR, SIMPSON:

o B Q. --in the federal case, so December 30th of ormm B Q. My guestion is: Did you ever advise

waw 2014, you knew that naming Prince Andrew would generate sames 1 Professor Dershowitz that there were allegations that he

mas B  substantial publicity, correct? mawss B  had engaged, himself, in sexual misconduct with minors?
w9 A. I knew it would attract a lot of attention. pranm 9 A,  Not me personally, no.

mzxn 10 Yeah, I mean, "substantial” we could debate, but, sure, szs 10 Q. Are you aware of any e-mail, letter, other

s 11 1 knew that that was going to == you know, once you mmn 11 commumication from anybody that went to Professor

wxw 12 start exposing the extent of this criminal activity, mamm 12 Dershowitz that told Professor Dershowitz that he had

w2 13  obviously, there were going to be a lot of people man 13 been accused of engaging in misconduct himsaif?

mwxwx 14  interested, yes. maw 14 A, Well, there -- I mean, I'm aware that there
Preee 1. Q. And you also knew that naming Professor mmn 185  was a deposition request in 2009, There was a

wama 16 Dershowitz would attract publicity? mmz 16  deposition request in 2011. That was accompanied by an
czmas 17 A.  wWell, when you say "naming,” one of the wxnn 17  exchange of correspondence that said, for example,

waa 18 things you've got to understand is the names were munm 18  numerous witnesses have placed you in the presence of
waw 19 already in the case, both Prince Andrew and Alan mxn 19 Jeffrey Epstein and underaged girls. It didn't then go
wuws 20 Dershowitz. We had pending discovery requests for wnw 20  on to say, and you were committing sexual abuse of them,
wow 21  information about both of them. So when you say "naming |ws= 21 but It said numerous witnesses had - had done that.
wow 22 them,” you know, they were already named in the case. g1 22 And I think a reasonable inference would be
e 23 Mow, would the additional allegations have w1 23  that, you know, you're verily sure that a witness and
wares 24  attracted additional attention? Sure. mwe 24  then that also raises the possibility of - well, I

woer 28 Q. Mr. Cassell, it's true, is it not, that the merds 25  mean, I think Professor Dershowitz mentioned yesterday,
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wame 1 that if you're in the presence of a convicted sex EEET I | MR, SIMPSOMN: I'm sorry. You were right,
mma £ offender, or a sex offender and sex abuse is going on, I 2 yes,
pmsr 4 you would have obligations, for example, at a minimum to | ooe 3 MR. SCAROLA: Can you just show it to him?
wwm &4 report that, and it raises the possibility of other wne 4 MR, SIMPSON: 1l read ik, and then if he
e 5 eriminal activity as well. ProveTii wants to look at it, that will be fine.
wanee B Q. Isit your testimony, Mr. Cassell, that waa B M. SCARDOLA: Thank you.
wawer T telling a person that multiple people have identified szmaa 7 BY MR. SIMPSON:
eaas B you as a witness to some activity is fair notice that wou B Q. This is a letter from Mr. Scargla to
s 9 you, yourself, are accused of engaging in criminal pzzzss 9 Mr. Dershowitz dated August 23rd, 2011, The second
sx3s 10 misconduct? sz 10 sentence says -- well, I'm going to read the whole
srmze 11 A. So -- soyou, I think, recharacterized the oz 11 thing.
szma 12 letter that went to Mr. Dershowitz in 2011, The letter, mazm 12 MB. SCAROLA: Yeah, thank you.

@wn 13 as I recall, doesn't say he is a witness. It says, if I 13  BY MR, SIMPSON:

wmus 14  recall -- we can double-check the language -- but I 14 Q. "We donot™ --

waow 15 believe the language says: Numerous witnesses have 15 MR. SCAROLA: It's short, 50 It would be

wzaaz 16 placed you in the presence of leffrey Epstein, underaged 16 helpful if you just read the whole thing.

mwae 1T girls, and Epstein. Then, you know, so at that point, 17 BY MA. SIMPSON:

muwa 18 given what we know in this case, given that at that 18 Q. Yeah.

wmawsm 19 pointin 2011, there had been an ongoing set of ezazan 19 "We do not intend to inquire about any

wws 20 allegations against Mr. Epstein, T -- I think your eun 20 privileged communications or attormey work

muws 21 guestion doesn't - doesn't take into account this wun 21 product, We do, however, have reason to believe

mnm 22  surrounding context. arazar 22 that you have persenally observed Jeffrey Epstein

waw 23 Mot to mention the fact there had been a 2009 arn 23 in the presence of underaged females, and we

maw 24  deposition request and a 2013 document request. sz 24 would like the opportunity to guestion you under

g 25 Q. Okay. I think you accurately characterized oxazar 25 oath about those observations, Thank you for
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wae 1 the communication about the deposition reguest that [TECETI | your anticipated cooperation. Signed, Jack
mnm 2 multiple persons have placed you in the presence -- e 2 Scarola.”
ann 3 A. Right. wau 3 If you would like to --
wnn 4 Q. --of minors -- mars & A. Sure
angs B A. Right s 5 Q. --take a look at the letter to refresh
mnx B Q. --correct? masr B yourself, you're welcome to.

CTETE I A. I believe that's my recollection. Numerous wam T A. Great. Thanks. Okay.

mum B witnesses have placed you in the presence of sex pum B Q. Now, first, you're aware, are you not, that
w9 offend - at that point, convicted sex offender Jeffrey mate 9 Professor Dershowitz answered that letter and said the
sz 10 Epstein, who was convicted of sexually abusing underaged | wuoqz 10 assertion that he had observed Mr. Epstein in the

wra 11 girls, and underaged girls, and those are the subjects mars 11 presence of underage --

mwe 12 we would like to quastion you about. mu 12 MR, SCAROLA: Females,

arna 13 And rather than getting a response that says, wenn 13 BY MR. SIMPSON:

wzsies 14 well, let me clear that all up, the response that's s 14 Q. --females was not true?

szn4e 15 received was, something along the lines of, give me more e 15 A. Something along those lines, yeah,

wns 16  information and -- and, quote: I'll decide whether I eun 16 Q. Yeah. And I will read it from that letter --
mns 17T want to cooperate, close quote, or something along those | eexs 17 A. Okay. That would be good, Yeah, that would
wrnar 18 lines., wun 18 be great.

masr 19 Q. Mr. Cassell, let me == I'm going to read to pan 19 Q. And "I have never” -- this is a letter from
wns 20 you -- s2mas 20 Mr. Dershowitz to Mr. Scarola, August 29th, 2011,

prmse 29 A. Good. searas 21 "Dear Mr. Scarola, 1 have never personally
mranas 22 Q. -- from the letter itself -- srna 22 observed Jeffrey Epsteln in the presence of

s 23 A.  Okay. grards 23 underaged females. 1 do not believe you have any
vz 24 Q. --and tedl me if it's consistent with your srmas 24 reasonable basls for believing that I have, 1f
mrus 25 recollection. sane 25 you have -- if you claim to have reason to
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wnn 1 believe, please provide me with any such reason. a1 In the context of this case, to say, you have
mrmss 2 I am certain [ can demonstrate ta you that it is armas 2 besn observed in the — in -- by numenous
wnss 3 false.” oy 3 witnesses in the presence of a convicted sex
arase 4 Is that consistent with your recollection of awa 4 offender and underage girls, and we would like to
prmar D the response? orises 9 talk to you about those observations, 1 think
prum B A. That sounds about right, yeah. pr1mes B that puts you on notice that you're in - in --
oraemy T Q. So Mr, Dershowitz did not ignore the letter: oramas 7 in jeapardy of == of criminal activity,
wuw B he responded to it, correct? waws B particularly when you combine that with the fact
pzaams 9 A. 1 think that's right. masss 9 that there is a duty to report child abuse in
ozaeer 10 Q. And go back to the first letber. wrassr 10 many states in this country, including the State
waenw 11 A. But, now, if we are - if we're talking samsr 11 of Florida.
wan 12 about -- yeah, there's that one letter and now there's a s 12 And so that if thase observations were such
waeu 13  response letter, right. sramsz 13 that they would give rise to a reasonable
mun 14 Q. My question to you Is: Does the statement to casmes 14 inference that sex abuse was -- of children was
cun 15  a person that "we have reason to belleve that you have szmen 15 going on and you'd be ghligated to report it, as
wumw 16 personally observed another person in the presence of wuwe 16 I think Mr, Dershowitz conceded yesterday, yes,
wun 17 underage females and we would like to ask you about your rzmz 17 vou -- [ think that puts you on notice that --
w2ms 18 observations,” put the recipient on notice that you, szmae 18 that those kinds of things are being alleged.
an 19 yourself, are accused of criminal conduck in abusing oz 19 BY MR. SIMPSON:
mws 20 minors? sz 20 Q. 5o, first, the |etter itself, the letter from
seaas 21 A,  wWaell, it puts you on notice that you're a mraezz 21 Mr. Scarola simply says, you were - you were personally
mua 22  potential, obviously, witness to this and then therefore priace 22  -- you personally observed Jeffrey Epstein in the
i 24  you could have potential involvemant. praan 23  presence of underaped females, correct?

s 24 Let me give you a simple illustration. It orman 24 A. Correct,
wuss 25 take about 20 seconds. If somebody says — wrma 25 Q. It does not say, you witnessad abuse of any
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e T | Q. well, let me back up, My first question, prswr 1 minor; we have reasan to believe you ohserved abuse of
szmst 2 though, if you can answer the question, mmw £  minors?

M 3 ME. SCAROLA: No. I'm sorry. The witness is ws 3 A, If those words do not appear there, but come
oo & entitled to complete his response, 1f you mawsa & of, we — we know -- we know in the context of this
[rETI don't -- if you believe it to be unresponsive, wwea 5 case, when somebody is asking to take a deposition about
mwm B you can move to strike it, but he's entitied to wwe B  your observation of young girls, they weren't talking
azwew T complete it. wwwm 1 about preparations for birthday parties, They were
awws B MR. SIMPSON: He - wxm B talking about sexual abuse of children.
mww 9 MR. SCAROLA: So go ahead and complete your wum 9 And that was what Mr. Dershowitz was going to
arsson 10 response. wum 10 be asked about. And he did not =- he did not take that
armon 11 MR. SIMPSON: Can we have a -- you can give wwm 11 opportunity to try to clear the record; Instead, we are,
arwsos 12 #n explanation, but a y&% or no with an waes 12 you know, here today, because among other reasons, he -—
szman 13 explanation. wwm 13 he-- he wasn't deposed then.
szmn 14 MR, SCAROLA: You already got that., Could we ware 14 Q. [ want-- [ want to comment. I'm just a
azasz 15 now hawve the completion of the response? warin 15 little bit non -- nonplussed, so [ want to come back to
wau 16 THE WITNESS: Here's the simple illustration eawn 16 this again.
orww 17 1 think makes it pretty clear: If somebody says, ean 17 A, Well, I'm == T have to tell you, I'm a little
o 18 we have ohserved you in the presence of a kilo of wwa 18 bit nonplussed that somebody would say that letter
axz 19 cocaine, we would like to question you about the waw 19 deasn't put you on notice that you're potentially
wan 20 presence -- about your observations of this, that saryr 20 involved in eriminal activity. I mean, come on.
ozma 21 doesn't directly state that you are a drug user waran 21 Q. 1-- my question wasn't potentially invalved
wnn 22 or & drug dealer, but it certainly puts you on earm 22 in criminal activity. We disagree about whether it does
w29 notice that you're associated with that criminal warw 23 that,
w24 activity and somebaody is going to question you w24 A. Okay. Ithink it does,
arwn 25 abaut it. o 25 Q. 1 suspect you -- that's how you read it?
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sraran 1 A, I think it puts you on notice in the conbaxt szaxez 1 his eriminal associates were doing. And he thought that
wwaz 2 of a country which has required people to report the szans 2  Mr. Dershowitz would have information and was trying to
craas 3 sexual abuse of children, and somebody wants to talk to arengy o collect that.
ware 4 you about your observations of a convicted sex offender aranes 4 Mow, whether the — the -- the tentacles of
szws; 8 with underage girls, that that's going to be ane of the maoe 85 the erganization would extend so that they wrapped
wrae B subjects that's going to be discussed, yes. mamn 6 around Mr. Dershowitz himself, I guess was the subject
TR Q. My guestion was -- my initlal question was: weaw T that = that Mr. Scarola, I am assuming, was hoping to
wun B Does -- do the statements in this letber put the reader mwn B explore. But Mr. Dershowitz prevented that opportunity.
muss 9 onnotice that yvou, personally, are accused of abusing manz 9 Q. And Mr. Dershowitz, you knew, had been
sz 10 minors yoursell, not that you have in seme knowledge or wanm 10 Mr. Epstein's attorney, comrect?
sz 11 evidence that somecne else did it, but that you, oz 11 A, Correct.
memz 12 yoursell, did it; is that a way to give fair notice? wavam 12 Q. And you knew, just as we have seen here today
nws 13 A, well, in fair notice in what context? You maeaz 13 with multiple assertions of privilege, that he could not
sz 14 know, is he on notice that a lawsuit is going to be waxw 14 testify about anything he learned as an attormey?
wawa 15 filed the next day? war 15 A.  He could testify, and the letter itself says,
wuw 16 Simply from that piece of -- that letter w240 16 we are not going te ask you about any communications; we
wisu 17  alone, they are on notice, you know -- I mean, I think wwaia 17 are going to ask you about observations of sex abuse by
wmx 18 that puts you on notice that there are serious srenar 18 2 convicted sex offender, and your personal knowledge of
waes 19 allegations afoot and it would be in your best interest szerse 19 that, That would not have erased in the — and
mwwa 20 if you hadn't done anything, to show up, attend a was 20  Mr. Scarola‘s a very good attorney, and I'm sure all of
wwa 21  deposition, let all the facts come out so that everybody s 21 his questions that we saw the last couple of days would
wia 22 can know them. wass 22 have been very narrowly focused on observations about
w23 Q. Would you agree that accusing someone of marnt 24 what this eriminal arganization was doing.

s 284 themselves abusing a minor is different than accusing sanns 24 Q. And 8o to the bottom line s that your view,
wawm 25 someone of having knowledge that somebody else did it? man 25 your sworn testimony, this letter of August 23rd, 2011,
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wwe 1 A.  Yes. was 1 put Mr. Dershowitz, Professor Dershowitz, on fair notice
w2 Q. And to accuse somegne oF abusing a minor is a mratyn 2 that he was being accused of being a sex offender
prawos 3 Serious, Sedous accusation of criminal conduct, szarzs 3 himself?
wewis 4 personal criminal conduct, not just failing to report mam & A.  We - we have gone over this. I think it put
w8 somebody else, but you, yoursell, are abusing people? marzmm 5 him on fair notice that there were serious gquestions
wawn B A. Oh, yeah. min B being raised about what he knew about this criminal
wawn T MR. SCARDLA: Are you suggesting that that's mretss 1 organization, what the potential criminal responsibility
wan 8 not criminal conduct? marm B  he had for failure to report sexual abuse of a child, as
e 9 MR, SIMPSON: ['m == I'm == my question prarss 9 well as other possibilities,
wapzs 10 stands. orarar 10 MR, SIMPSON: ['m going to move to strike as
mwx 11 BY MR SIMPSON: mara 11 Nonresponsive.
w12 Q. What is the answer to that? wara 12 BY MR. SIMPSOMN:
anzr 13 A. Itis a very serious charge, I agree. That's e 13 Q. My question is a very narmow one, whether
wax 14  why we are all here today. warer 14 this letter, in your opinion, under oath, fairly put
wuxn 15 Q. Okay. and — and if you wanted to put marss 18 Mr. -- Professor Dershowitz on notice that he himself
wwxe 16  someone on fair natice that they are accused themselves mas 16 was accused of abusing minors,
www 17 of being a sex offender, a criminal who has abused mazm 1T A.  Again, that's a vague question. I've tried
e 18 children, wouldn't you tell them that? wae 18 to give the best answer I can. That was certainly a
wmawa 19 A. That's a speculative question because that wazm 19  potential area of questioning. I think that puts him en
rmws 20 letter was designed to try to collect information about mazm 20 notice that it would have been in his best interest to
wwa 21 aninternational sex trafficking organization. And so wae 21 appear to answer those questions,

@ o8 asto-- you know, I'm not going to speculate as to why mazu 22 MR, SIMPSON: I'm going to object to the
wws 24  Mr. Scarola wrote it that way. But my sense, based on wan 23 answer again as nonresponsive,
mawe 24  the public record is, that he was trying to get as much wazn 24 BY MR, SIMPSON:
wao 25  information as he could about what Jeffrey Epstein and maz 25 Q. It's a really simple guestion.
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prazss 1 Does that letter put Mr, Dershowitz on fair w17 1 hawving abused minors? Can you answer that: Yes or na?
waan 2 notice that he's accused of being a sex offender a2 A. No. Ithink a yes-or-no answer would be
mam 3 himself? a3 misleading, given the context of this case.
manr 4 MR. SCARDLA: Objection. Repetitious, To a4 Q. you referred in your earlier testimony to --
maw 9 the extent that you can improve upon the answer, wwada 5 strike that for a moment.
pazzy B you can improve upon the answer. If you can't, wasn B You referred in your earlier testimony to an
wars T all you need to do is say that. pzasse 7 article that appeared today regarding
wayw B THE WITNESS: I -- and I'll try to -- sraace B Professor Dershowitz's deposition testimany, correct?
wan 9 obviously, T want ta be responsive -- sresn 9 A. Idon'tthink so.
waw 10 BY MR, SIMPSON: sxesna 10 Q. Okay. Are you aware that -- well, perhaps it
eaw 11 Q. Let-- let me ask -- s 11 was Miss McCawley who referred to it.
waan 12 A. == to your question. arazis 12 Do you recall there being a reference this
szazan 13 Q. I'll ask you a different guestion. masn 13 morning to an article being published about
sreza 14 A. Idon'tthink that's a yes or no question mazz 14 Professor Dershowitz's testimony?
maa 15 because of -- of you're including vague terms like fair pasm 15 MS. McCAWLEY: Oh, I'm sorry. It was me. 1
mazee 16  notice and =- and those sorts of things. So == but go rrasn 16 objected to the extent == anly to the extent it
czazes 17 ahead and ask your questions and I'll -- I mean, go wen 17 revealed something public that had been stated in
mazes 18 ahead. man 18 pubilic.
orazss 19 Q. ou're a former federal judge? s 19 BY MR, SIMPSON:
wazss 20 A, Right. ez 20 Q. Okay. And I -- you recall that?
mrazss 21 Q. A former Supreme Court law - law clerk? masw 21 A. Yeah, I recall the objection. I think
wazse 22 A. Yes. sras37 22 there's an article that came out yesterday or a
warn 23 Q. Professor at a law school? sze 23 communication. I == I == you know, I can't remember
man 24 A, Yes. meaa 24 the -- exactly where I -- I know that I received a
maam 25 Q. Reading as -- reading the language of this mesas 29 communication, either through publication or in some
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waxes 1 letter, in your opinion, does the language itself put wasar 1 other way from the == from the == you know, I became
warw 2 the recipient on notice that the reciplent is accused of mass 2 aware that there was a statement that the == what's the
wan 3 abusing minors himself? masss 3 name of the outfit? It's the Business Investar -—
wan & A. It puts him on notice that that is going to mass 4 MR. SCARDLA: Daily Business Review.
wmam 5 be a potential subject of inquiry at the -- at the - wasss 5 THE WITNESS: Daily Business Review that was
man 6 the deposition, oo B stating that David Boies was saying that the
tpaxm T Q. So your answer then is, yes, it puts the -- masos T representations made by Mr, Dershowitz were
wearw 8 the - the persen on notice; that's your reading? wasm B false.
wapa 9 A. You're - I think you're putting words in my masmn 9 MR, SCARDLA: 1 did just coach the witness,
waxiz 10 mouth. You're == you're trying to ask, you know, a sy 10 1 apologize.
waa 11 guestion that on the one hand, you're suggesting is wrastn 11 THE WITNESS: Yeah. And, I'msorry, just for
waer 12 narrow, and on the other hand is broad. It -- I mean, raniz 12 the name of that, so...
mam 13 this is probably the simplest way to answer that wan 13 BY MR. SIMPSON:
wman 14  question. weia 14 Q. And you -- in your earlier testimany, you
wars 15 If I had gotten that letter, I would have waia 15 referred to it -- you didn't recall the name, but you
wan 16 said, schedule the deposition in the next 24 hours, and | e« 16 refered to it as a reputable --
wa= 17 come on down here now, and I will be available for a ewann 17 A. That's right.
waw 18 week. That's what I would have said if I had gotten wan 18 Q. -- publication?
waum 19 that letter. wan 19 A. That's right. That's the one we are talking
wets 20 MR SIMPSON: Move to strike as wan 20 about, right.

e 21 nonresponsive, wan 21 Q. Right. And in that article it states:

mam 22 BY MR, SIMPSON: wan 22 "McCawley,” referring to our colleague,

wew 23 Q. Isit your testimony you can't answer yes or max 23 "later issued a statement on Baoies's behalf

wuw 24  no whether that letter, on its face, puts the recipient e 24 saying, because the discussions that Mr. Boies
sz 25 on notice that the recipient is accused himself of wey 25 had with Mr. Dershowitz were expressly privileged
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arande 1 settlement discussions, Mr. Baies will not, at grany 1 MR. SCAROLA: Why don't you start over again?
a2 least at this time, describe what was actually ey 2 MR. SIMPSON: No. I just want --
orases 3 said. However, Mr, Boies does state that @aws 3 MS. McCAWLEY: We disagree with
szanz 4 Mr. Dershowitz's description of what was said is wag 4 your characterization of that as a waiver, It
grasM 9 not true.” a9 was a statement that was issued in order to stop
prasss B A. That's the one. wan 6 the walvers that Mr. Dershowitz was trying to
masss 1 Q. You read that? wan 1 engage in, and we -- we don't agree that's a
mraess B A. Yeah. I--1Ilearned of it -- yeah, I don't wenzs B waiver and we will not allow any testimony
mam 9 remember whether I read or how I got it, but yeah, sz 9 regarding those communications.
waron 10 that's the one. sz 10 MA. SIMPSON: Okay. I disagree with the
warm 11 Q. In light of that statement by Mr. Boies, s 11 position and the characterization, but T just
waren 12 would you agree that any privilege has been waived? szanny 12 wanted to clarify on the record, I didn't have to
wam 13 A. 1 would not. aramss 13 ask those questions again.
wam 14 Q. So-- pranas 14 MR. SCARDLA: Sure,
arar 15 A. That's -- that's a newspaper article. pranss 15 MS. McCAWLEY: [ understand,

e 16 Q. Ir's apub -- it's a quote. Let me clarify. orinss 16 MR. SIMPSON: And, obviously, our position is

etz 17 That's a statement -- quoting a statement issued by oxanm 17 that if it hadn't already been -- if It hadn't

maw 18 Ms. McCawley and quoting Mr. Boies as saying, waeen 18 already been waived -- either it wasn't

srarzs 19 Mr. Dershowitz's description of what was said is not mapan 19 privileged or hadn't been walved, Iit's now

szarm 20 true, so that's a public statement by Mr. Boies saying taear 20 waived.

waras 21 that Mr, Dershowitz's testimony is not true; is that a waeer 21 THE WITNESS: And my -- just --

azeras 22 waiver in your view? wansn 22 MR. SIMPSON: I don't have a question.

gratan 23 A. No. And that would require -— I'm with -- s 23 THE WITNESS: I know, but I -- but I think

sea 24  I'm just putting you on notice, talking about notice, if e 24 now in light of, since the record has these

szers 25 you want me to, I could give you the law professor was 26 characters, 1 just want to put one sentence into
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man 1 answer as to why that's not a waiver. Off the top of my | s 1 the record, which is: It doesn®t seem to me that
srarer 2 head, I can start talking about that. wass 2 an attorney can inject into a depaosition
mara 3 Q. Mo. Idon't-- I don't need that. wan 3 confidential settlement proceedings, have
e 4 A. Right. That's why I just wanted to let you azaes 4 somebody deny that, and then say, aha, they're no
waret B know, so... azames B ionger confidential setterent proceedings, so
wites B Q. But I really wanted to clarify -- and what I azens B that's —
sreras T wanted to clarify was -- gzeaoe T MR. SIMPSON: There's no question pending. [
it B A. Idonot--let me just be clear, so the araae B mave to strike the comments,
orarss 9 record is clear: I absolutely do not believe that's a oraarz 9 THE WITNESS: Right. I just didn't want your
mersr 10 waiver and I could give you an extended answer, but I | cze 10 comments to -- to reflect back on my eadier
warss 11 know time is drawing short -- arames 11 answer.

s 12 Q. Al right. azazs 12 BY MR, SIMPSON:

warss 13 A. --s0.. azape 13 Q. I want to go back, Mr. Cassell, get back to

mzarss 14 Q. But you - what I want to clarify is that, sraem 14 yesterday's exhibits. I'm going to hand you what was

arasns 15 notwithstanding that statement, you will continue to mraezs 15 marked yesterday as Cassell Exhibit Number 2, which is

eranax 16 answer all my questions about the substance of szanss 16 the joinder motion, and when you have that in front of

arasos 17 discussions with Mr, Boles; you're continuing not to oraas 17 youw -

oranne 18 answer, you're continuing -- orans 18 A. Gotit.

wzamie 19 M5, McCAWLEY: Yes -- oy 19 Q. Do you have that in front of you?

mranre 20 MR. SCAROLA: You just said you - nranas 20 A. Ido,

wraane 21 MS. McCAWLEY: -- I believe -- wan 21 Q. Al right. Would you == find my copy of

mrdan B2 MR. SCAROLA: -- continue to answer. prewaz 2@ It - if you would turn to page -- bottom of page 3,

araan 23 MS, McCAWLEY: I'm sormy. nranse 23  part of -- top of page 4; do you have that?

aran 24 MR. SIMPSON: I'm sorry. aransy 24 A. Got it

e 25 MS. McCAWLEY: Continue not to answer, prinss 25 Q. Al right. I'm going to read it. Tell me if
ESQUIRE DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS ESQUIRE DEPOSITION SOLUTIONS

(954) 331-4400 {954) 3314400
33 of 46 sheets Page 280 to 283 of 335 10/20/2015 01:08:15 PM

EFTA01116809




ESQUIRE DEFPOSITION SOLUTIONS
{954) 331-4400

284 286
wass 1 I've read it correctly. wan 1 speak words. They both have the same physical ability
a2 A, Okay. wizze 2 to speak the English language, yes.

s 3 Q. “Epstein also sexually trafficked the @ 3 Q. And, in fact, before, at least three years
w4 then-minor Jane Doe" -- and tha =y 4  before December 30th, 2014, she had the ability to be
mae 5 COMTect? mzezas D guoted in an article, more than one article, in the
wmns B A. Yes, meszos B Daily Mail in London about her experiences, correct?
wrsony T Q. -- "making her available for sex to grszar 1 A. That's correct.
mme B8 politically-connected and financially-powerful people, mza B Q. Andam I correct that as of December 30th,
mms 9 Epstein's purposes in lending Jane Doe, along with other mma 9 2014, you didn't know whether she was paid for that
wmu 10 young girls, to such powerful people were to ingratiate mszse 10 interview or not?
sz 11 himself with them for business, personal, political, and meesn 11 A. Iwasn't sure. That's right.
prsaz 12 fin@ncial gain, as well as to obtain potential blackmail vrsxrsn 12 Q. And after December 30th, 2014, the references
mso 13 information.” msrsa 13 to Prince Andrew and Professor Dershowitz generated
msone 14 Did I read that correctly? esrea 14 international publicity; isn't that true?
ozsaat 18 A, You did. wsar 15 A. Okay. Which -- yes, I mean, in a general
msan 16 Q. What did you mean by “abtain potential wo 16 sense, I could ask which allegations, but these
w17 blackmail information®? wan 17 allegations did generate publicity, certainly.
man 18 A. Okay. Let me just double-check. w18 Q. Yes, The allegations in your joinder motion
msaan 19 Once the criminal organization had put the wesrie 19 and Professor Dershowitz had abused
maaae 20 bait out, so to speak, to various people, and they took w20 en known as Jane Doe Number 3,
mana 21  the bait that == you know, I'm == I'm speaking wam 21 generaled a Nrestorm of publicity; did it not?
mson 22 colloguially here. These are -- these are young girls A 28 A. It generated a lot of publicity, yes.
msas 23 who are being sexually abused. Once the criminal ez 23 Q. And within days of that, you were -- you werg
maw 24  organization had gotten people to sexually abuse was 24 participating in attempting to arrange an interview with
muw 25 these -- these young girls, at that point, they had ersvie 29  ABC News; isn't that true?
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wan 1 information that they could use to blackmail those [P E I | A. That -- within days of — the chronology is
mum 2 people and -- and then get favors in exchange. arsvan £ important here: The allegations were filed in this
mas 3 And that's Epstein at the head of the waas 3 pleading on December 30th. Several days after that,
wam 4 organization would be the one who would benefit most | @me 4 Mr. Dershowitz then took to the airwaves to denounce,
marnn B directly from the black -- the blackmail infermation. izam 9 not only Brad and me, but == but particularly of concern
man B Q. And by "blackmail information,” do you mean meas B tome wa- victim of sex
marr ¢ that Mr. Epstein then had information that he could msise 1 traffickin
marw B threaten to disclose if the other person didn't do what arsies B And, at that point; as one of -- as one of
msra 9 Epstein asked them to do? wan 9 her attorneys, I was looking for a way to respond to
marm 10 A.  Precisely. meaos 10 that media assault on her by Mr. Dershowitz.
werm 11 Q. As of December 30th, 2014, if Miss Roberts arsame 11 MR, SIMPSON: Move to strike as
eow 12 had access to publicity, she had exactly the same arsam 12 nonresponsive.
wsrw 13 ability to blackmall people; isn't that true? arsace 13 BY MR. SIMPSON:
msrw 14 A. Absolutely not. A billionaire has far more w14 Q. Did -- within 24 hours of this pleading being
wsras 15 resources than a victim of child sex abuse, particularly | eruz 15 filed, there was publicity about the allegations against
w5 16 one that has been forced into hiding in Australia to sraaz 16 Prince Andrew and Mr. Dershowitz -- Professor
msres 17 escape the criminal organization. praan 17 Dershowitz; isn't that corract?
ozsren 18 So for you to suggest thw w18 A. 1don't know the exact time frame, but
man 19 had the same ability to blackmail msan 19 that — you know, roughly that time frame sounds about
wus 20 Epstein is, I think, preposterous. oraw 20 right.
orszon 21 Q. As of -- Miss -- Miss Roberts had the same mraans 21 Q. If Mr. -- if Professor Dershowitz had never
mean 22  ability as Jeffrey Epstein to reveal publicly the names msaw 22  said anything, wouldn't you expect that these
areze 23 of the people who she says sexually abused her, as did s 23 allegations as to Prince Andrew, in particular, and
mmw 24 Mr, Epstein; isn't that true? sxeeer 28 Professor Dershowitz would get substantial publicity?
maw 25 A.  You're talking about physical ability to arsase 29 A. There was -- there was --
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waun 1 MR. SCARDOLA: Excuse me. To the extent the wss 1  Prince Andrew had sexually ahused-
e 28 question calls for speculation, 1 object, mww £ comrect?
msaEs o MR. SIMPSOM: No. I'm asking for his state i o A. Thatwas one of the allegations in here,
e 4 of mind when he filed this decument. weer & SURe.
wun 5 THE WITMESS: There's no doubt that -- esanm 5 Q. And the allegations that Professor Dershowitz
wuw B MR. SCAROLA: So the question is: At the a6 had sexvally abuse GGG -
mssm T time of the filing -- caan 1 A. That's right. It was in a — what we were —
e B MR, SIMPSOM: Please -- please don't coach sz B what we were starting to document and allege here was
ezssea 9 the witness, szssas 9 that terrible things that Epstein’s criminal
s 10 MR. SCARDLA: Mo, I'm not coaching him. I szzaz 10 organization had done.
mases 11 just want to understand the guestion. You're ozeaam 11 Q. Let me refer you to page 6 --

s 12 asking what his state of mind was at the time of pemay 12 A. Okay.
e 13 filing? nreaaz 13 Q. == of your filing. It's the first full
azsiee 14 MR. SIMPSON: Did he -- did he anticipate -- w14  paragraph.
o 15 MR. SCAROLA: Because the other question was: arma 16 A, Yep.
wssn 16 What do you -- what's your position today. mzenas 16 Q. [I'm going to read it. "Epstein also
e 17 MR, SIMPSON: Mr. Scarola, really. wews 1T trafficked Jane Doe Number 3 for sexual purposes to many
wesn 18 MR. SCAROLA: That's - that's a different wmm 18 other powerful men.”
s 19 question. So I just want to know which ane orsasr 19 A. Okay.
nzssar 20 you're asking. mrsesr 20 Q. "Including mumerous prominent American
sregn 21 Da you want to know his state of mind then, mstm 21  politicians, powerful business executives, foreign
e 28 o his state of mind today? msres 22  presidents, a8 well-known prime minister, and other world
eresa 23 MR. SIMPSON: 1 will take that as an s 23 leaders, Jane -- Epstein required Jane Doe Number 3 to
vzesas 24 objection to the form of the question. s 24  describe the events that she had with these men so that
nma 25 wews 25 he could potentially blackmail them,”
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arsszs 1 BY MR, SIMPSON: w1 Did I read that correcthy?
arsiar 2 Q. Asof-- w2 A. You did.
ez 3 MR, SCAROLA: It's a request for a sz 3 Q. With respect to blackmail, the ability to
wmn 4 clarification of an ambiguous question. wwam &  blackmail, is that the same potential we talked about a
msu 9 MR, SIMPSON: It's coaching the witness, wsw 5 moment ago in your testimony?
amn 6 BY MA. SIMPSON: asuw B A. Sure.

M T Q. Asof-- e Q. And you're referring there to --

wmu B A. Yeah, I don't need any coaching. I mean... wau B A. Roughly, yeah. I mean, if there's something
arssas 9 Q. Let me ask the question. waas 9 that you want clarified, go ahead and clarify it.
axssas 10 As of December 30th -- that's true -- as e 10 Q. I just-- I just wanted to make sure I

arss 11 of -- seras 11 understand cor refer that -- to
w12 A. Right-- a2 12 Epstein requln%he these
arun 13 Q. -- we agree that's coaching. szsras 13 events so that he could potentially blackmail them, what
wrun 14 A. == but that wasn't coaching. That wasn't szeras 14 you had in mind was, Epstein wanted to know what
w0 15  coaching, so the suggestion that it's coaching is -- is waw 15 \M these men so that he had the
szuas 16 not Fair. woss 16 ability reanen sclose it If they didn't do

arssay 17 Q. Okay., We disagree. axsrss 17 what he wanted them to do?

muma 18 As of December 30th, 2014, did you anticipate exaws 18 A. That was — that was part of it, yes.

sz 19 that naming Prince Andrew in a public filing as having sxaam 19 Q. Andisn't it true you could have

wun 20 abuse -\ acnerste substantial waw 20 accomplished - in terms of furthering

mws 21 publicity? ersaar 21 m;m interests, you could have acoomplished
arsn 22 A. "Substantial" is a debatable word, but e 22 same thing by saying Epstein also

ozmee 23 eertainly, it's going to generate publicity, yes. smaw 23 trafficked == trafficked Jane Doe Number 3 for sexual
w24  Publicity about the allegations. szaw 24 purposes to other well-known men, period?

am 25 Q. Yes. And -- and the allegations are that sraan 25 A. Mo, I don't think so.
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PATETI | Q. Okay. You felt that it furthered her legal moa1 1 break. Iappreciate that.
mresan 2  interests to specify American politicians, powerful stz 2 Q. Okay.
a3 business executives, foreign presidents, a well-known mpen 3 MR. SCAROLA: Could you just read back the
szman &  prime minister and other world leaders; that was your -- aroass & last guestion for me? 1 just want to orent
sefaaz 9 you - you believe that furthered her legal interest? axmy B mysell as to where we are. Thank you.
e B A, Yes. sz B (Thereupaon, a portion of the record was read
a7 Q. Did you also anticipate that that would mesys 71 by the reporter.)
wmar B titillate the Press, so to speak, that there would be a memx 8 MR. SCAROLA: Yeah, [ didn't I think the
wus 9 ot of speculation on who these paople are? pyesse 9 BNEWEr Was --
wmsz 10 A. That wasn't the -- that wasn't the focus oaesse 10 THE WITMESS: [ guess [ was mid-sentance, 50
wmu 11 of the — those comments, no. oxesm 11 think [ will just stick with the same word,
oeeass 12 Q. You said it wasn't the focus. Did you mesm 12 preposterous. And one -- one thing that occurred
wesast 13 realize it would happen? wen 13 to me during the break, in the context of this
w14 A. Sure. I mean, this was a case that had mesa 14 case, is that there had been allegations that
sraer 15 been already - this litigation had been going on at mose 15 Epstein was part of the -- the sex trafficking
srmar 16 that point for seven years and lots of people were ana 16 organization, had video cameras mounted
arsans 17 following it. This is = this case is one of the most ot 1T throughowt many of his -- his mansions, And sa,
wun 18  egregious examples of a violation of Crime Victims' woss 18 whereas a young woman could say, or & young g
smn 189 Rights in the history of this country. mosia 19 could say, look, I was a victim of sex abuse,
s 20 And so against that context, yes, there were e 20 paople would attack her; people wouldn't believe
waw 21 going to be people interested in every word that was oz 21 her, that unless she had, you know, cormoborating
pzeas 22  going into this pleading. Whether we had gone more mon 22 evidence, people would say, well, look, it didn't
srsaw 23  broadly or more narrowly than what we did, people were s 23 happen.
smman 24 going to be interasted in this. sroses 24 And so Epstein had managed to collect
w25 Q. And as of December 30th of 2014, Miss Roberts e 25 apparently a lot of videotapes and other kinds of
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wsn 1 had the same ability to discose who these individuals amn 1 information that would have been -- givén him the
waw 2  were publidy, as did Jeffrey Epstein, correct, because srosa 2 ability to make the blackmail kinds of charges
e 3 she had personal knowledge of who they were? oo 3 that the girls that he was trafficking would --
mewan & A. She had the ability to speak the words, but, wosn & would not have had the ability to do.
wsaz 5 again, I think it's preposterous to say that a victim of s 5 BY MR, SIMPSON:
wapas B sex trafficking has the same power as the sex trafficker oux b Q. Mr. Cassell, didn't you testify yesterday
wewean T to disclose information. oz T  that any videotapes from Mr. Epstein's house had been
wasn 8 For exam Id be mmsn B destroyed?
msesz 9 attacked, and I think as we were talking about waun 9 &, I--when I used the word "destroyed,” T
mwea 10 yesterday, we have seen evidence of the kind of attack wmosm 10 probably should have been more precise. They had been
wemer 11 that powerful people ean mount against the victims of woz 11 concealed from law a;ll’umunent, is what I meant. That
meom 12  sex trafficking. 5o to say that the young wWomen in sex woss 12 when Palm Beach Police Department went up to the Epstein
weans 13 trafficking schemes have the same power as their wosw 13 mansion, they found survelllance cameras and other
menwr 14 traffickers to do this -- I'm sorry. I'm going to have worat 14 cameras. I can't remember exactly where the cameras
mewts 15 to take a break. woses 15 were, but they found surveillance cameras, and when they
mwaiz 16 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: We are going off the video moe 16 looked for the tapes associated with those cameras, I
mvats 17 record, 11:32 a.m. caoaso 17 used the word "destroyed”; and as I say, I probably
areand 18 (Thereupon, & recess was taken.) moss 18 should have said they were missing. And so they were
oxoene 19 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: We are back on the video meesiz 19  never able to locate those -- those missing videotapes.
axeazn 20 record, 11:36 a.m, vaemses 20 Q. 5o as of December 30ch of 2014, to your
mesze 21  BY MR SIMPSON: wiores 21 knowledge, there were no videotapes avallable?
aroair 28 Q. Had you finished your answer, Mr, Cassell? avarey 22 A, There were no videotapes avallable to law
canazs 23 A. Ithink I had. mete 23 enforcement or to Brad and his pro bone crime vietim
caoaze 24 Q. Okay. merm 24 attorneys to help document our case. We were trying to
axnaze 25 A. Thank you. Thank you for letting me take a merz 26  get those and we are continuing to try to get those,
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296 298
st 1 but, obviously, Epstein and his criminal asseciates have aaemas 1 intended to be a direct quote?
worm 2 had the ability to — to destroy the evidence that's s 2 MR. SIMPSON: Back up.
w3 been -- that we have been trying to gather. oesar 3 BY MR, SIMPSON:
s Q. And in -- in your answer a couple of wmn 4 Q. What Is your understanding of Judge Marra's
w9 guestions -- nxsear 9 ruling with respect to these allegations about Professor
worer B A. I--I'msorry. Ishouldn't say “destroyed.” meeas 6§  Dershowitz and Prince Andrew?
were  § They have been able to conceal would probably be a more | o 7 A. That they were premature.
perse 8 accurate term, the =- the evidence that we are trying to oveass 8 Q. That's your understanding of his order?
wmern 9 gather, patany 9 A. Yes,
sxeran 10 Q. In my answer -- in my SNSWer -- meass 10 Q. Okay.
oxerar 11 A. Yeah. mees 11 A. AndI-— maybe I should - I see some
merse 12 Q. --in the question and answer, your answer to meoss 12 skepticism there, so let me explain why I think those
wax 13 my guestion a couple of questions ago, you talked about mom 13 allegations —
merez 14 whether Mr, Epstein a# have the prnnes 14 Q. ‘feah. Well, we can pull --
mere 15 same or equal ability to disclose -- moon 15 A. -- are appropriate.
mara 16 A. Right. g 16 Q. --we will pull out the order itself -
wara 17T Q. -- what these prominent politicians, wwoi 17 A, Sure.
merm 18 et cetera, had done, correct? cavees 18 Q. -- &t the appropriate time, but first, your
merse 19 A. Correct. ewes 19  understanding is that the judge didn't find that those
merm 20 Q. Without attempting to make any comparisen, s 20 allegations, at the time they were made, were so
morss 21 you would agree, would you not, that as of December mwn 21 irrelevant to the case, that they should be stricken
moen 28  30th, 2014, Miss Roberts had the ability to name the easers 22  from the public record?
mew 23 names of the people who are referenced in this document? o 20 A. Inthat pleading at that time, remember, we
meain 24 A. Physical ability, yes. wwn 24  hadin our = our brief -- let me explain the == the
moen 25 Q. And -- well, et me ask this: You say a wmws 25  nine reasons why we thought that those allegations were
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mearr 1 well-known prime minister. 15 that Prime Minister ama 1  relevant to the case, since I think your question calls
weaz £ Barak? awem 2 forthat.
wen 3 MS. McCAWLEY: I'm gonna instruct you not to nn 3 Q. Are those the nine reéasons you gave
mmzs 4 re communications you had soen 4 yesterday?
sezs B wit e specifics of her e 9 A, Mo, I didn't have a chance to.
nen B cou e individuals, a6 Q. Are they the nine reasons that are set forth
wmn 71 BY MR, SIMPSON: sxtase 1 LM ypour - in your brief?
weasz B Q. Isone of the other -- one of the powerful pumas B A. They are. Those are the nine reasons that
meas 9 business executives, Les Wexner? wexw 9 are setforth in the brief.
weasr 10 MS. McCAWLEY: Again, same instruction. cazse 10 Q. Okay. And -- and Judge Marra had that brief
sxeaas 11 BY MR. SIMPSON: exienr 11 in front of him when he held that, these allegations
aeaar 12 Q. Okay. Mow, you mentioned yesterday -- well, samas 12 were o not relévant to the issues before the court,
meeas 13 a moment ago, you testifled that these -- in your view, sximan 13 that they would be stricken and not part of the public
wost 14 these allegations about other powerful men furthered caesz 14 record?
wwmst 15 Miss Roberts' legal position in the case, correct? s 15 A, At that time, in that particular pleading --
ooz 16 A. Yes wzss 16 I think you're mischaracterizing Judge Marra's ruling in
wees 17 Q. And it's also your position, I assume, that saanw 1T its entirety. He specifically said that the allegations
morw 18 the allegations regarding Professor Dershowitz and woon 18 could be reasserted, if they were relevant to issues
amaw 19 Prince Andrew furthered Miss Roberts' legal position; is sxnies 19 that are = that were coming up. And se, in following
ox0s that right? wuer 20 that ruling, we went to the U.5. Attorney’s Office,
caopyr 21 A, Absolutely. arn 21 propounded discovery requests and said, look, we believe
£33 Q. Does the fact that Judge Marra struck those i 22 you're sitting on information that Dershowitz was, you
wuw 23  allegations as impertinent, scandalous, and completely wie 23 know, connected with the -- with the eriminal
wwn 24  irrelevant to the case, cause you bo reassess? wirr 24 trafficking here; we would like you to produce those
woer 29 MR. SCAROLA: Excuse me. Is that -- is that e 29 documents,
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IR | And rather than say, hey, we don't have any oxrzar 1 the United States Attormey for the Southern District of
mun & such documents, the U.S. Attorney's Office gave us the oxtaes 2 Florida to represent victims, correct?
wmix 3  response indicating, to our view, that there were such oxiae 3 A.  Yes. Through the -- through the NPA, yeah,
muny 4 documents, and as you know, since you'ra ona of mxms 4 there was an apparatus that led to his selection.
pzinas 95 Mr. Dershowitz's attorneys, we have drafted a pleading ox1ase D Q. And does that answer reflect holding the U.S.
sanaz B now to try and collect that information, that law syianr 6  Attorney for the Southern District of Florida in that
mnw T enforce -- federal law enforcemeant agencies have pxiany 7 office in high regard?
s B collected, and -- and to figure out the appropriate way priane B A. Sure.
axiaz 9 to litigata that so that we can get that information and prisps 9 Q. Do you contend that at the time the United
arnae 10 move forward with the casa, puiats 10 States Attorney for the Southern District of Florida
o 11 That's just one example of - of how the wmiee 11 negotiated the NPA, they knew that Professor Dershowitz,
03 1948 13 allegations, if they were premature at that point, are orase 12 himself, had been involved in abuse of minors?
sz 13 no longer going to be premature as the case moves along. | o 13 A, Idon't know exactly what information they
w14 Q. Isiteris it not your understanding that earr 14 had. I do know that we have been propounding discovery
wzer 15 Judge Marra ruled that the allegations in this pleading wux 15 requests on all of these subjects, including
axize 16 In front of you were o imelevant to the pleading in muwn 16 Professor Dershowitz's involvemaent, whan the 0.5,
arizre 1T which they were stated, that they should be stricken wmun 17 Attorney knew. Thay ara asserting privilege over that.
sz 18 from the public record? wur 18 I would wish they would waive the privilege or at least
iz 18 A.  Inthat particular pleading at that wwn 19 provide the information to pro bono crime victims'
wize 20  particular time, that's right. wua 20 attorneys that they have, so we can get to the bottom of
orizar 21 Q. Doesthat cause you Lo reassess, in any way, wuas 21 this,
miz 22  having filed this document? wmoaas 22 But there have been, you know, a nonstop
oias 29 A.  wWall, Ithink certainly as a tactical matter, wusrr 23 serlas of assertions of privilege and other barriers
arizze 24 we should have ressrvad the — the allagations for -- meas 24 Interposed against us in this case, and I think
prizat 25 for another motion, I - I think that's -- you know, w25  Inappropriately so, and -- and we have bean arguing that
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arizu 1 certainly, with the = you're -- now, we are now sort of a1 now for a number of years.
iz 2 speculating, would we have done something different if o 2 Q. Would you agree with me that if the United
aviz 3 we knew that? And the answer to that is, sure, we would | = 3 States Attorney's Office had been aware that Professor
miren 4 have tried to do something that Judge Marra thought was | e 4 Dershowitz had engaged in sexual misconduct with miners,
wze 5 the appropriate way to handle it, so... susr 5 or himself had observed Mr. Epstein do so, that it would
arizes B Q. And Judge Marra also reminded counsel of sz B  have been improper and unethical for them to let Mr. --
syizas 1 their Rule 11 obligations; didn't he? wwsar 7 Professor Dershowitz negotiate the terms of the NPA with
srizsr B A. That's right. Yeah. sasm 8  them?
aizsr 9 Q. And did it cause you bo question, not w9 A, If they had direct personal knowledge of
axizsr 10 tactics, but whether you were acting property in filing mun 10 that, sure. I mean, the = the == but the realities are
saaoe 11 this? miszn 11 a little bit mere complicated in that Professor
orase 12 MA. SCAROLA: Excuse me. [ -- s 12 Dershowitz, over the last couple of days as
sxaoz 13 MR SIMPSON: I'm just asking if it caused mur 13 frequently -- has frequently used the word "continuum,”
wam 14 hirm to reassess. nus 14 and so if they were certain of that, it absclutely would
aae 19 MR, SCARDLA: [ understand what you're w15 have -- would have been unethical,
wns 16 asking, and you're asking him about his mental satsn 16 The question is: Well, what if they had a
e 1T processes In connection with pending litigation. satsas 17 suspicion or what if - you know, a reasonable suspicion
sz 18 That's wark product. [ Imstruct you not to wws 18 or a possible suspicion. Those are the kinds of
wan 19 answer that question. aus 19 dimensions that you've got te, you know, take into
e 20 BY MR. SIMPSON: wiwaz 20 account in the real world about, you know, what they --
s 21 Q. Al right. You testified yesterday that one wua 21 what they would have done.
wie £  reason that you found the filing of the complaint on s 22 I mean, it seems pretty clear, for example,
wuzn 23 behalf of Jane Doe 102, who is ||| | NKEEGNG s 23 that at some point, you know, later on, they got a black
w24 the -- Bob Josefsberg and -- and why that was wisis 24 book in which Professor Dershowitz's name had been
eanyn 25  cignificant was that Bob Josefsberg had been selected by wwa 25  circled. Mow, what they did with that information, T --
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w1 Idon't know. prirse 1 certainly believe I have a good-faith basis, along with
w2 Q. And what they did with the fact that Courtney mwez 2 my co-counsel, to explore that subject, and try to sea
cxm 3 Love and Donald Trump were circled, you don't know also, mwu 3  how someone who is fifth in line to the British Throne
cxuwse 4 correct? waw 4  might have been able to use the contacts and power that
cueoe 8 A. That's right. Fair point. prieee 9 he has to influence a -- a -- a disposition in this --
muwer B Q. But somehow it's suspicious as to prmis B imthe Crime Victims' Rights Act case that it would have
sxiene T Mr. Dershowitz, but not as to anyone else? puew 1 been favorable to one of his friends and potentially
om B MR. SCAROLA: Objection. Argumentative. mizm B favorable to himself.

e 9 THE WITNESS: And I'm - I'm glad to srgue on mmm 9 Q. And - and you have that view,
oriers 10 that point, let me, because they -- mus 10 notwithstanding that the government had represented they
mwen 11 MR, SIMPSON: I'l withdraw the question. s 11 have ne record of that?
w12 THE WITNESS: All right. Because I would w12 A.  They didn't -- no, no, no, no. Let's not -
mowe 13 have a -- et 13 not -- let's not slip and try to get me to admit
o 14 MR. SIMPSON: Let == wwn 14  something that is not what the record reflects. The
w15 THE WITNESS: -- a substantial argument on wwm 15 government said they did not have documents. They did
w16 that. wwm 16 not say that they didn't have any information along
wun 17 MR. SIMPSON: 1 — 1 will withdraw the w17 those lines.
wwn 18 question. sua 18 To the contrary: They asserted a whole
wen 19  BY MR, SIMPSON: sawas 19 series of privileges every time we tried to get
wun 20 Q. with respect, again, to the -- sauar 20 information along these lines. So the fact that they
men 21 MR, SCAROLA: And I'll withdraw the sxman 21  didn’t have a letter, signed Prince Andrew, saying,
W 22 abjection. s 22  please do the best you can for this convicted sex
mwnr 23 MR. SIMPSON: Thank you. sus 23 offender is one thing. That's the request for
wwa 24  BY MR. SIMPSON: cxinse 24 production of decuments.
e 25 Q. At the time that you filed this joinder sxmsr 25 But they never said that they -- they -- that
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w1 motion, Exhibit 2, you knew that the United States exwoe 1 something along these lines had never happened and, to
i 2 Attorney's Office had denied having any contact - any mum 2 the contrary, we were faced with assertions of privilege
w3 documents reflecting any contact with Prince Andrew; sximer 3 owver roughly, if I remember correctly, about 10,000
wwn 4 isn't that true? srmoe 4 pages of documents where a whole host of privileges were
wuws 9 A. They had -- there were — there were various mun 5 being asserted.
muw B discovery requests that had been propounded, and I think | owen & Q. Do you think it's credible that the United
wwm 7 with regard to one, they had denied, and my recollection srww 7 States Attormey's Office would be discussing an NPA with
mwm B is with regand to another, where there had been an erwze B a member of the British Royal Family?
wow 9 assertion of privilege. wwn 9 A. Not directly, but there certainly are
e 10 Q. Isit not true, that before December 30th, pwx 10 possibilities of surrogates. I -- my == somebody who is
e 11 2014, in response bo & request asking the government: mmyr 11 that powerful certainly wouldn't go out at it directly.
exirs 12 Are there any documents reflecting contact with - by sxwzm 12 What they would probably do is try to find the best
e 13 Prince Andrew regarding the NPA, the government men 13 lawyers they could around the United States and -- and,
w14  represented, there were none? mun 14 you know, and some of the, you know, big-named lawyers
wmiram 15 A. That -- with regard to the -- you're talking srws 15 and try to bring them in there to -- to work a deal.
wmirw 16 about RFPs, request for production of documents, T wwmw 16 That's, I think, how, you know, we're -- you're
wer 17 believe that's == T believe that's correct. prwar 17 asking -- your guestion is asking for speculation and
worn 18 Q. And on December 30th, 2014, knowing that, you wrwar 18 I'm saying that -- that based on, how would you
murn 19  named Prince Andrew in this motion, correct? mowes 19 influence & deal in an American criminal justice system?
e 20 A. Correct. s 20 You go try to get the best defense lawyers you could and
worar 21 Q. And is it your testimony that you believe orwsr 21 see -- you know -- you know, figure out which political
wiras 22  that Prince Andrew somehow attemgted to influence the s 22  party was in power; and try to get people who are
miwi 23  negotiations of an NPA in the United States as to pvinss 24 well-connected to that political party, things like
wirss 24 Mr. Epstein? priass 24 that.
wrsr 25 A. Idon't have direct evidence of that, but I T ] So that's the way that I think somebody might
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wan 1  have gone about trying to -- to put pressure fora - a munm 1 know — I can't recall sitting here today whether
man £ favorable plea deal. mmmw £  Mightline, is that an ABC program or NBC or -- or some
w3 Q. And that's what you just referred to as mmas 3 other network.

mm 4 speculation, correct? mme 4 Q. If you jook at the exhibit, the e-mail in the
e 9 A. Well, your question said: Well, how would mas 5  second -- the bottom half of the first page, it has her
wauw B they go do this? And I --I--Igave you my answer as |mwa 6 e-mail address. Does that -- @abc.com?
mau [ to how I think somebody could well do that, yes. mazas T A. Yeah, yeah, yeah. That's good. Thank you.
wwe B Q. And -- and your pleading doesn't allege how nza B Q. SoABC. Sointhis e-mail on January 4th of
mmz 9  someone would do it; it alleges that they did it; isn't mae 9 2015, you told Miss Jeskn of CBS News [sic] that --
armae 10 that correct? mazes 10 MS. McCAWLEY: ABC. I'm sorry. You said
anr 11 A. Did what? mazse 11 CBs.
ang 12 Q. Let me -- let me rephrase it. azn 12 MR. SIMPSON: I'm sorry.
w13 A. No. I--1-the - w13 THE WITNESS: There you go.
mmwe 14 Q. [ --1withdraw the question, mam 14 MS. McCAWLEY: Mow, we are really confused.
maw 15 A,  Yeah. anw 15 MR. SIMPSON: I'm sorry. Let me start again,
s 16 Q. We only have about ten minutes here. There wawu 16 and thank you.
o 17 are a couple of things that I -- w17 MS. McCAWLEY: Sure,
mnu 18 A. Sure. Absolutely. ans 18 BY MR. SIMPSON:
maes 18 Q. -- wanted to get before we -- we will come wrzies 19 Q. In this e-mail on January dth, 2015, you told
man 20  back to these when we resume. We have a lot more mzw 20 Miss Jesko of ABC News, quote: | represent, along with
wmana 21 questions. sans 21 Brad Edwards in Florida, the young woman who was
o 22 A. Great. Ilook forward to it. mre 22  sexually abused by Prince Andrew and Alan Dershowitz,
manm 23 MR. SIMPSON: I'm going to ask the reporter pxnz 23  period, close quote. Have | quoted that correctly?
wans 24 to mark as Exhibit -- what are we up to -- 6, aran s 2 A. You have.
s 25 Exhibit 6, a document bearing Bates stamp numbers o3z 29 Q. Sois it falr to say that in this e-mail, you
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mnm 1 BE-510 through -514, man 1 have told ABC News that Mr, -- Professor Dershowitz, in
mrm 2 (Cassell's 1.D. Exhibit Mo, & - series of mnn 2 fact, had abusa
mye 3 e-mails, Bates numbered BE-510 - -514 was marked for nmw 3 A. No, Ithink it says that I'm the lawyer who
maa 4 identification.) mnw & s representing someone who has -- has made those
mzia 5 BY MR. SIMPSOM: mna 5 allegations,
mra B Q. I will give that to the witness. And to nna B Q. That's how you read this e-mail?
mam T identify the document further, It's a series of e-mails, pare T A, Yes.
mazim 8§ the most -- the latest one in date being at the top, naas 8 Q. In the e-mail you identified Miss Roberts as:
maa 9 which appears to be an e-mail frorm Paul Cassell to maa 9 “The young woman who was sexually abused by
wna 10 Jacqueline S. Jesko on Sunday, January 4th, 2015 at mnan 10  Prince Andrew and Alan Dershowitz.”
maas 11 12:48 p.m. maves 11 That doesn't read to you as a statement that
o 12 A, Right. maum 12  she was abused?
w13 Q. My first question is whether you, in fact, sz 13 A.  In context, I think it was understood that I
mavw 14 sent this e-mail that -- that this - had this exchange mam 14 was the attorney representing her with that claim.
wazam 15 of e-mails with Miss Jesco? wnn 15 MR. DERSHOWITZ: Maove on.
mau 16 A. Yes, mun 16 BY MR. SIMPSON:
mau 17 Q. And Miss Jesko =- whao is Miss Jesko? wan 17 Q. Who--
mzon 18 A. She works for == which == which == oh, mas 18 THE WITNESS: I'm sorry. What was that?
mzza 19  Nightline. She works for Nightline, yes. mas 19 Whao -- who was that?
mazw 20 Q. So she's with ABC News? sz 20 MR. SIMPSOM: Who is speaking?
mazi 21 A. 1 believe that's right, yes. o 21 THE WITNESS: I heard somebody say "move on®
nown 22 Q. aAnd - maem 22 or something. Could somebody identify
may 29 A. I mean,I--Ican'tremember, The network | e 23 themselves, please? Did [ --
mrn 24  wasn't significant to me, but she's with the Nightline mam 24 MR. SIMPSOMN: Inany event, I -- I will move
mus 25  program. I knew that was a major program. I don't waur 25 on.
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EETETI | THE WITNESS: Well -- well, who -- I'm S0FTY. nxmoz 1 MR, SIMPSON: Okay, I--
pa 2 Who was that? The speaker? I want to know who nEn 2 THE COURT REPORTER: I can't hear.
mxn 3 is on the line here. Could somebody identify prmor 3 MR. SIMPSON: I heard it and Il -- I
w4 themselves, please? w4 repeat it.
maem D If somebody is eavesdropping in my wzEn 5 MR. SCAROLA: “It was me who said it.”
muw B deposition, I would like to know who it is. mxe B MR. SIMPSON: "And I thought my mute
mais T MR. SIMPSON: No one has the call-in number w1308 T button® ==
mua B other than counsel and parties. camm B MR. SCARDLA: "I thought my" -
saa 9 THE WITMESS: Sp-- ame 9 MR. SIMPSON: -- "was on.”
e 10 MR, SIMPSON: To my knowledge., sazees 10 MR. SCAROLA: -- "mute button was on."
was 11 MR. SCAROLA: Yeah, but that — exzace 11 And that was Mr. Dershowitz making that
waces 12 THE WITNESS: But who is that person? axzese 12 comment?
ama 13 MR. SCARCLA: -- that dossn't preclude wxm 13 MR. SIMPSON: Yes, it was.
aaa 14 someone from sharing that call-in number., And cazrz 14 MR. SCAROLA: Okay. Thank you.
wuswe 15 it Is appropriate that anybody on the line maxz 15 MR. DERSHOWITZ: I was trying to instruct my
wasz 16 identify themselves. mmu 16 attorney.
s 1T And if the people on the line refuse to sxmre 17T MR, SCARCLA: Then we are ready to move on.
masen 18 identify themselves, then it's our intention to mmea 18 BY MR. SIMPSON:
wue 19 cut off the line, and the people who are nmw 19 Q. Have you told any -- all right.
erzser 20 authorized to be on the line can call back in. mmzs 20 Putting aside counsel wha are working with
sazsan 21 MR. SCOTT: [ agree with that. mmze 21  you, and putting aside these who you identified as being
araste 28 MR. SIMPSON: Could =- could the people on mmw 22  within the common-interest privilege --
axzeie 29 the line identify themselves? nxmm 23 A. Right.
sazsr 2 MR. SCAROLA: Okay -- o 24 Q. -- 50 not those people -
sy 25 MR, DERSHOWITZ: Alan Dershowitz, nwwu 25 A. Right.
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w1 MR. SCAROLA: -- cut it off. waw 1 Q. -- have you told anyone that Professor
PTET R I MS. McCAWLEY: He just -- he just -- wwe £ Dershowiz abuse any other minor?
oz 3 THE WITNESS: 5o he -- ams 3 A. MNo. I've — what I have tried to say is that
oz 4 MR. SIMPSON: Alan Dershowifz. Anyone else? mmw=a & I'mrepresenting a young woman who has made those
sxzma 5 MR. SCAROLA: So the only person on the line mms 5 allegations. As an attorney, I'm proud to represent
nsy 6 is Alan Dershowitz, and it was Mr. Dershowitz who mma B her, proud to present her case in court, proud to
oxmam T made the comment "move on®; is that correct? maez § present arguments to whoever will listen that she's been
e B MR. SIMPSOM: Well, he's the only one on the wmym B sexuvally abused by various people.
PIETETINS | line, I know == I've only got throm minutes (eft aper 9 Q. Okay. And you have spoken with
sazsar 10 hera. mmw 10 representatives of the News Media on the record and off
pmn 11 MR. SCAROLA: Well, I'll give you three more mers 11 the record about this case; Isn't that -- is that not
sz 12 minutes. [ want to know: Was it Mr, Dershowitz amr 12 correct?
sz 13 whg made that comment "maove on" because if it w13 A. Well, on the record, yes; with regard to off
sz 14 wasn't, there's somebody else an the ling == wzrn 14 the record, there have been some communications that T
axzsas 16 MR. WEINBERG: I--1-- wwx 15 think now have been turned over to the — to the
ana 16 MR. SCAROLA; -- that refuses to identify wux 16  defense. So I don't -- I'm not sure if there still
sz 17 themselves, @ 17T remain any off the record == I suppose probably there
sazssr 18 MR. WEINBERG: Marty Welnberg for Epstein. i 18 are a few, but I would -- I think most of the - what
s 19 I've been on the line on occasion. 1 have a mute mzrmw 19 were originally off-the-record communications have now
mavss 20 button and have sald nothing and just kept on wras 20 been provided to -- to the defense time.
amw 21 going with no statements on my end. szra 24 Q. Mr. Cassell, is it not true -- true, that you
e B8 MR, DERSHOWITZ: It was me who said it. 1 -- maras 22 have spoken with reporters on what you referred to as
@5 23 I -- I thought my mute button was on. mgras 23  guote, background, close quote?
s 24 THE COURT REPORTER: I can't hear. Ican't marsn 24 A. Yeah. I mean that's different than -- your
s 29 hear. maw 25 earlier question was off the record and on the record.
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PP T I | There is an intermediate category of w1 your chient, my client, or any joint defense
mrm £ background information as well, and T have spoken to w2 communications, You can't reveal that.
mam 3 some reporters in that capacity, yes. srxz 3 THE WITMESS: All right. So I'm going to
w4 Q. And-- and -- and background means that it's wne 4 follow that instruction and not answer.
wmam 5 not for attribution, correct? mazm 5 BY MA. SIMPSON:
man B A. Right. The background means the reporter can sxmas B Q. with respect to the -- what's now still
w3 1 use the information, but shouldn't attribute it to a sxszsz 7 Exhibit 2, the motion for limited intervention =-
pmwe B particular person. samss B MR. SCAROLA: Let me just observe for the
wmmr 9 Q. And, in fact, you have -- axms 9 record that it's 12:02. [ don't think we used
cazeis 10 A. Orlet me -- lat me just clarify. Some axane 10 the three minutes that [ said [ was going to give
wan 11 time -- well, background, I think, you know, we are now el b you, but we will go to 12:03 anyway,
mnn 12 talking about sort of — when I use the term aasin 12 MR, SIMPSOM: This line of questioning will
muz 13 "background,” it would generally mean that this is pxmar 13 take a little -- & little time, so --
mnn 14  something maybe that you want to investigate and sea if s 14 MR, SCARCOLA: Well, what's a "litte™? Oh,
maun 185  you can confirm in other ways, but it shouldn't ba axsiae 15 &0 oL -
mau 16 sourced to — that I shouldn't be quoted directly axavis 16 MR, SIMPSON: Five minutes.
wmuw 17  because they are going to have to find other — other axsues 1T MR, SCAROLA: So you prefer bo wait then?
wmue 18  sources that confirm that same information, axnae 18 MR, SIMPSON: Let me ask -- [ can ask you a
wawa 19 Q. oOkay. And so my guestion |s that it is true sz 19 few questions here.
waces 20 that you have spoken with a number of reporters on mnz 20 THE WITNESS: Sure,
o 21 background abo-allms in this maean 21 BY MR, SIMPSON:
s 28 Case, correct? sz 22 Q. I'm going to keep going. On the -- this is
s 29 A, well, a number — a few, I would say, is syxeas 23 your brief actually --
mzess 24  probably a more accurate characterization. ma 24 A.  Which --
w25 Q. And in any of those background conversations, sxmvze 25 Q. -- Exhibit 1.
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wmaues 1 did you ever identify Miss Roberts as someone who had PTRET I | A.  Which — let me just make sure which one is
mae 2 been sexually abused by Mr. -- Professor Dershowitz? assiar 2 it. T hawe Exhibit 2, but I don't think I have
w3 A. I tried to ldentily myself as the attornay oxseae & Exhibit 1.
mza & representing someone whao said that she had been sexually | cnws 4 Q. Oh, I probably have Exhibit 1. Let me give
w5 abused by Dershowitz, I think you've received — you mrar D you Exhibit 1. 1 will give you 2 back so we don't lose
wam B  know, we can go through - you know, we have produced, I |omne & It --
mwa 7 think, 2,500 pages of discovery. Many of those pages oxzeas T A.  Okay.
msx B are media communications. And, you know, We can go pxnas B Q. --or keep itin front of you with the
mam 9 through, and I think you know that there are a number of | onae 9 others.
wmn 10  examples, many axamples, where I have said, I represent | cxnas 10 A. Okay. So, now, lot's see. Okay. Yeah, I
mm=u 11  a woman who has alleged that... Some verbal formulation | nnse 11 have it
mzawe 12 along those lines. praean 12 Q. In preparing this brief, did you personally
przew 13 1 mean, attorneys represent victims all the mam 13 review the citations to the record that were given to
pme 14 time and — and I don't think people generally wme 14 support the factual assertions?
mma 15  understand when an attorney makes a statement, that the | oo 15 A. As opposed to somebody else on the legal
mmn 16 attorney is adopting and vouching for that statement. man 16 team?
wmse 17 They are -- they are serving in a representative mae 17 Q. ¥es. I'mtrying to ascertain whether you,
wns 1B capacity. arizee 1B yolrsell, reviewed citations -- I'm going to be asking
anwe 19 Q. Have you finished your answer? mazwe 19 you about a deposition transcript -- citations to the
wmew 20 A. I have, mmn 20 record evidence that are cited as representing to the
saan 21 Q. Okay. Do you -- are you a party to any fee mexs 21  court as supporting the factual assertions?
wmes 22  agresment of any kind that would relate to a possible e 22 A. I mean, I reviewed some, and others, You
i 23  recovery from Les Wexner? men 23  know, maybe I need to -- this is starting to get into
iy 2 MS. McCAWLEY: Objection to the extent that muw 24  work product. If you're asking, you know, what did Brad
s 25 it reveals any confidential communications with saazie 29 do, what did you do, what did the paralegals do --
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320 322
wra 1 Q. Let -- let me ask you a different question PETETI | visiting?
maza 2 Ethen, mwE 2 "Uh-huh. Answer,
mza 3 A, Okay. w3 "Question: How often did he come?
maa & Q. By -- by submitting this brief with your name waum 4 "Answer: He came pretty -- pretty often. I
w3 signing it, you were representing that the factual mase 9 would says as least four or five times a year.”
wam G allegations, factual assertions, were support -- are muw B And that's what is cited as the support for
meu 1 supported by the record citations that are given for waw T the proposition --
num B those, cormect? wsen B A, I'd--I would like to look at the document.
wem 9 A. Yeah. I mean, obviously, when you write a wnw 9 Q. I'mgoing to give you the document before 1
mas 10 brief, you're -- you're -- you know, you're trying to samn 10 ask you to comment on It
ware 11  represent that this is the best product I can come up | sams 11 A. Sure.
mas 12 with. axass 12 Q. 1 will - I will go beyond what was cited to
aanes 13 Mow, you know, in a 40-page brief did -- maw 13 the court --
wne 14  did -- is there some, you know, error in citation or vemw 14 A.  Okay.
gun 15 something like that? I have to == I'm not perfect. I'm |nsw 15 Q. --to putitin context.
sz 16 sure that's a possibility, but, you know, I worked hard | nxm=s 16 A. But I mean, there's -- this is a large --
waxs 17 to try to put ther the best product that I could on | e 17 well, that's what I'm saying. I would like — my
waunw 18 behalf o en I filed this brief. misu 18 recollection is that there are number of parties to the
wmarn 19 Q. -- and In general, when a lawyer signs a max 19 Alessi depo --
max 20 brief, it's a representation to the court that the wwn 20 Q. HNo. My -- my only question is in this brief,
wunn 21  citations to the record support the factual -- masa 21  the lawyers signing it represented to the court that
paun 22 A. Yeah, to the — msn 22  this citation supported that factual assertion.
wan 23 Q. -- propositions given to the court? orias 23 A. But that's true, yes.
nna 24 A. Yeah, that's right. To the best of, you nsm 24 Q. Okay. I will read it.
wu= 25 know, your ability, sure. masa 25 "Do you have any recollection of V.R.,
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wax 1 Q. Take alook if you would at page 29 -- TETT | _ﬂln-g to the house when
ez 2 A, Okay. mrma 2 Prince Andrew was there? Question.
aara 3 Q. --the top of the page - [PEPTR I | "angwer: It eould have been, but I'm not
manz & A.  Okay. waws 4 sure.
manz 5 Q. --the statement: “Jane Doe number 3 came to mass 5 "Not sure. When Mr. Dershowitz was visiting?
waum 6 the house when Dershowitz was there,” And then it's mnxn 6 "Uh-huh.
wxmm T "1d." which is a citation to the Alessi deposition, page FEECTI "How often did he come?
muw 8 73, line 18 to 20. Do you see that? wss § "He came pretty -- he pretty often. I would
pan 9 A. Ide. mws 9 says at least four or five times a year."
s 10 Q. 5o that sentence if [ -- do you agree with me waaama 10 A. Okay.
muwm 11 that sentence is representing to the court that Virginia mswe 11 Q. Do you want to take a look at that?
wum 12 Roberts came to the Palm Beach house when Professor o 12 A. Yeah.
muia 13 Dershowitz was there? srsem 13 MS. RICHARDSON: Page 73.
wun 14 A. Yes, sz 14 BY MR. SIMPSON:
w15 Q. I'm going to read you what's cited for that wwos 15 Q. Page 73, line - it's right here {indicating)
waeis 16 proposition. [ can show it to you if you like. maem 16 If it helps you find it.
wseir 1T A. I would like to see it because, you know, paen 17 A.  Yeah., Okay. All right. That's what those
muw 18 it's possible I'm off. mwu 18 lines say, yes.
masze 19 Q. Let me read it for the record. ormis 19 Q. Okay. Somy -- my question is: In your
wxun 20 A. Sure. sxswe 20 view, as an attorney, does that quotation -- does that
prsazr 21 Q. And 1 will read what is cited, It's page 73, mmz 21 testimony support the assertlon that Professor
mun 22 lines 22 to 25. mwaz 22 Dershowitz and in the house at the
prmw 23 Actually -- I'm -- yeah, I'm sorry. 73, 18 wwn 23 same time?
sxss 24 o 20, Line 18: mwn 24 A. Those -- those lines 18 to --
orun 25 “Not sure. When Mr. -- Mr. Dershowitz was osaa 25 Q. And if you want to put It in the context of a
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w3 1 couple of lines above it that do refer to Virginia pmazr A. The lawyer -- look, this is not the first
maa 2 Roberts, put it In the context. axmzr 2 time --
maga 3 My guestion Is: Does that, faidy read, aaar 3 Q. I'm not asking the --
mwes 4 constitute testimony th d Professor oz & A. == alawyer has cited the wrong line number
mmes 5 Dershowitz were in the house at the same time? msi1 9 onatranscript or something, and if you're suggesting
psl B A. Those three sentences, three lines. prma 6 that = you know, I will concede that I cited the wrong
pxasss  F Q. What -- yes, what the brief cites. m=mn ¢ line number for that particular assertion.
prassy B A. Those -- those three lines: "Not sure. When oya B Q. And this Is what [ want to clarify: When you
mwm 9 Mr. Dershowitz was visiting. Uh-huh. How often did he | maea 8 say the wrong line number, if you look at the quotation,
mww 10 come?® Those -- those three lines, T agree, that looks msssm 10 there is, up above -- you cited 18 to 20 -- 22 to 25 --
prar 11 like a miscitation there. I agree with you on that. mws 11 no, 18 to 20. I'm serry. You cited 18 to 20 which is
prara 12 Q. And isn't it true that -- first of all, srsess 12 -- do you see that?
marwe 13 nothing else is cited in the brief or elsewhere to pxmsr 13 A. Idosee 18 to 20, yes.
maz 14  support == put == put aside. oo 14 Q. And those lines don't refer to Virginia
marm 15 Other tha-ljmny, amne 15 Roberts coming to the house, correct?
mpm 16 thisis the only evide court to ame 16 A. Lines 1B to 20 do not refer to Virginia
arw 1T support -- wnw 17  Roberts — oh, no, wait a minute. Now, this is --
warn 18 A. Mo, no, no, no, no. That would reguire a a2z 18 because when I look at it here, line 15:
mwa 19 30-minute answer., camair 19 . y recollection of V.R.,
wwu 20 Q. Okay. Iwon'task you a 30-minute answer -- ann 20 ing to the house when
w21 MR. SCAROLA: How about == how about wrapping | sn 21 Prince Andrew was there?"
wrn 22 it up then because it's now 12:10. samas 22 Answer: "It could have been. I'm not sure,
win 23 MR, SIMPSON: T will wrap it up. I have one mms 23 “Mot sure. ‘When Mr. Dershowitz was
wara 24 more -- ane more question. saman 24 visiting?"
wara 25 THE WITNESS: Okay. wnw 25 So now when I read it, actually, I'm now
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srwas 1 BY MR, SIMPSOMN: sam3z 1 going to withdraw my earlier answer, I would -- because
srwar 2 Q. And thatis: I just want to confirm that you sxmas £ you know, I's getting late im the day. I'm getting a
marar 3 do agree with me that what was cited to the court for sxmar 3 little fuzzy here. When Mr. Dershowitz was visiting,
mwsw & the proposition that they were together, in this sssase 4 uh-huh, could be an affirmative answer read in context
st 5 sentence, doesn't support that proposition? mmas D to saying, | don't recall about Prince Andrew, but I do
wars B A. I will agree with you that there appears to sssmar 6 recal g there. And I think when
marw 1 be a miscitation of the line number — of the lines 18 oxmeas 1 WE u—he deposition, which we don't
wuw B  through 20, samsz B have time right now, that the context that I'm
waste 9 Now, you're saying that there is not sama 9 suggesting now would be accurate. 5o I am not prepared
soene 10 Information cutside of 8 -- lines 18 through 20 to sxmsr 10 to say, as I sit here right now, that those were the
mue 11  support the allegation, and that's going to require a samss 11 wrong line numbers,
wun 12 much longer answer. oxano 12 Perhaps those are the correct line numbers,
aug 13 Q. Idon't want a long answer, but I do want to meaoz 13 but what I think I should have done was to cite
mais 14 clarify. When you say "outside” -- saanes 14 additional parts of the transcript that would have, in
mas 15 MR, SCAROLA: You also said one more sxare 15 context, made clear that the assertion was correct.
man 16 question. sxaau 16 MR. SCAROLA: With that ==
w17 MR. SIMPSON: Well, I -- let me just finish orans 17 MR, SIMPSON: 1 == 1 just need to finish this
maw 18 this, so we are not going to have this hanging, sase 18 one or two guestions, but this is the topic, so
wan 19 because [ want to make sure we are communicating. opazre 19 let me finish it.
wy 20 THE WITMESS: Okay. Sure. ovane 20 BY MR, SIMPSON:
wap 21  BY MR, SIMPSON: oxare 21 Q. Did you ever watch the video --
nun 22 Q. [ understand you're -- you're saying that oxarE 22 MR, SCAROLA: Running out of tape --
maws 23 there -- there may be evidence -- prae 29 BY MR, SIMPSON:
mmm 24 A. Yeah. mema 24 Q. -- of the transcript?
maen 25 Q. - elsewhere? s 25 MR. SCARDLA: We are also running out of tape
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taaess 1 right now, saaras 1 MR. SCAROLA: Right.
pam 2 MR, SIMPSON: I've got -- a2 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: We are going off the video
cam 3 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: Two minutes. oxess 3 record, 12:14 p.m.
w4 MR, SIMPSON: Two minutes, All right. That 4
[ETTECI won't take -- 5 {Witness exoused.)
orare B BY MR, SIMPSON: 6 {Deposition was adjourned.)
oragam T Q. 1 wantyou to look at the video of that -- [
awan 8 that testimony. Would you play it, please, for the 8
man 9 witness? This is from the videotape of the deposition. ]
sxass 10 THE WITNESS: I do not want to watch just -- 10
aaw 11 I want to watch -- what -- what I'm seeing here 11
oxanay 12 as | dive into this, 1 would -- if you're going 12
oranas 13 to ask me questions about what's in these 13
ovanar 14 particular lines, I want to see -- [ want to go 14
wrinse 15 back. I want all of the -- the relevant parts of 15
wanss 16 rmony playved. And I 16
orans 17 elieve there pproximately four points in 17 -
wans 18 the transcript where she's mentioned, so can we 18
wam 189 play all four of those? 18
men 20 MR, SCAROLA: We are not going to do that. 20
v 21 We have run out of time. Per agreement, this was 21
it 22 supposed to stop at noon. 22
wreres 23 MR. SIMPSON: Okay. 23
maros 284 MR. SCARDLA: Itis now 12:12, 50 this 24
mam 25 deposition is ended, There were a lot of things 25
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w1 that I would have like to have finished with 1 DEPOSITION ERRATA SHEET
mara 2 Professor Dershowitz and wasn't permitted to do 2
a3 that. Se by agreement, this deposition is now 3  Assignment no: 220190
[TTET | aver, 4 BRADLEY ). EDWARDS and PAUL G. CASSELL vs.
warn 5 MR, SIMPSON: It -- it's =- it's ending over 5 ALAN M. DERSHOWITZ
manm B my chjection and the witness's -- ]
a1 MR, SCARQLA: T -- I understand that. T DECLARATION UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY
wan B MR, SIMPSON: -- the -- I'm going to make my ]
aarn 9 record. ) I declare under penalty of perjury that I have
orenzs 10 MR. SCAROLA: Okay. 10  read the entire transcript of my deposition/examination
warzs 11 MR. SIMPSON: -- the witness's refusal to 11 under oath taken in the captioned matter or the same
marzs 12 look at the videotape of the portion of the 12 has been read to me, and the same s true and accurate,
wan 13 deposition that he just characterized in his 13 save and except for changes and/for corrections, If any,
marn 14 testimony as suggesting an affirmative answer to 14 a5 indicated by me on the DEPOSITION ERRATA SHEET
mars 15 the question of whemew 15  hereof, with the understanding that I offer these
orarm 16 Professor Dershowitz were there at the same time, 16 changes as if still under oath.
waixn 17 and 1 will represent -- 1
mara 18 MR, SCAROLA: That record Is clear. 18 Signed on the day of ,
warer 19 MR. SIMPSON: -- and anyone looking at that 19 2015,
waras 20 videotape would know, to a moral certainty, that 20
ararvan 21 that was false. 21
mare 22 THE WITNESS: Okay. And I -- I want to make 22 PAUL G, CASSELL
maa 23 clear that [ would be happy to look at 23
s 24 everything. We will do that at another time 24
orers: 29 perhaps. 25
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