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SITRICK AND COMPANY TNC.
L0 ANGELES - D Yo
MHovember 4, 2005
H.I}'B\l-l_tl:.i'::q.
Dewr Riny:

This lefter, when eccopted by you below on belull of Joffrey Epsteia (the "Cllent”} and
aceepted by Bluck, Srebnick, Komspan & Stumpl’ (*Antorncy”), will nonstitute the agresment
with regpeot w0 the cogagemenl of Sitrick And Compasy Inz, a Califemin corporation
("Siriek”) 2 copersic communicalions adviser, specialist end  mon-desiganied xpart
congis|land, wilh respest Lo any legal issuex Anomey is buadifeg for Client on the follywing teram
and conditions:

I The Client oad Atlomey, elfeckive ey of Ocisher 21, 2005, have retsined Sitdek o
E:Iilh-nd\'iﬂeuﬂwhltulu@uumﬁm in connection with legel issees i s
g,

4 Siwick will waive i custonary nenerefundable remainer of 560,000 us & miminum,
eznunl fee. In lies theresl, Compeny shall pay Sitrick & pon-refondable retsiner of
530,000 an » minimum, anousl foe, Sitrck's tene charges will be billed againgl the
reiziner ab the houdy rite mnge of $165 1o $650 depending oo the porson perfiovmeng the
servives; parprolessionalimsistsn me b billed sl 555,00 per howr, When (e retdng
bas been applicd against lime charges, addiiiens| lisne charges in any yesr will be billed
w3 incusred mnd are paysble within twealy days sfler moapl, Charges are compused un s
portal-to-portal basis for any mavel time for meelings beld cuside of Simick's offices.
Titne is billed by Sivick in increments of ane-gquarisr of 5= hour.

Ln addilion, we custonmrily request & “uccess fa6™ i we believe we have parfomicd
services for o elient whdch resull in significact benefits o the cliest beyend those we
beligve 3 normal public rlations frm could schieve, Obviously, we would 5il dows and
discuss w0y such praposed foc with you if we belicve 11 bt wamsnied, ig such (oo would
be subfest 1 ymur appreval,

Pleage meview.our bills each menth upon receipt. I you bave sy queshions, pease fiec
free to call. Howsgwer, unless you nuske some protest 1o Sitrick In vriting wilhin pasenly
deys of recelt af the bill, it will be presimed you bave no objeciions 1o 12 end sgroe w
Uhe reasonablensss of the bill.

X Th:l:l'amlMluﬁulmﬁmmhlmy#ﬂﬂimﬁ!hrmmulm
al pocket coits and etpenses incurred by Sirrick in cenheetion with Its engugement

1840 Cempnary m.m- A T30
"
Pax:
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SITRICH AND COMPANY INC.
108 ANCELES - MEW TR

Mevember 4, 2005

hereunder, inchading withow! limimtlon, trevel coss, predincion cost, long diviance and
phudocopy charges. and sher cut-of-packel costs aul capensss, Reimborssble casis mre
not applicd againg the ieiner s will be hilled manihly by Bariek.

Sitrick scknowledzes thot ils services being providei! marsuent o his lemer agreement see
for the benefit of Client end that Atiamey, s Clienr's covasul, shall il be respunsible fag

. amy foex, cosls or expenses inewred in comnectizy with Sitrick'y scrvices.

Siirick And Company's engagement bereoader may be remuionted by either purty on 30
days prinfwrition natice. All provisions of diis lester relating to 1be payment of feen snd
mm-ﬂhﬂwﬂﬂndm-ﬂlnﬂwmmmﬁMcmlhyﬂuf
partys All the peovisions of fhin better contsined fn parographs 4, 5, 6 ond 7 will srvive
for . period of two years following the date of sy temination of the engagemenl by
cither party.

I the evenl eny employee of Siidck, s any fime is required or requested 1o paruciputs or
provide iestimony, docunenls or oiber evidence in sy ncilom, arbltmion o olher
proceading releling, directly er inditecly, b cor engapoment, whether or not our
engagement has been ternvinnted, the Client shall pay Sirick for the Ume spent In
pregarng for and providing fuch padicipolion or lestimeny, 8 Sitrik’s then sndand
billing rates. wnd for wny cost and expenses, including atiorneys fees, incumed in
commection therewith.

-CHent sgrees i indsranify and bold hermiless Sitrick, it sharcholders, officers, direciors,
employees snd ugests {each such entity or person bekng referred fn s m "Tademaifled
Pervon®) from and against uny end el losscs, claims, damages, liabililies, cesis gnd
expensea fincluding, bul ot linicd o, reasonsble stiomey’s fiecs) which any Indemeifed
Person may be subjest 19 or lncur in carnection with ihe mervices rendered by Sirick 1o
Client andfar Atiomey, This mnspraply sball pol apply o sy mech logees, elanns,
damnges, linbilitics, costs or eapenses of ey lademnified Person thai we Judicially
detcrmined 12 have resulind fiom Shoick's ar such osher Indemiified Person's gross
negligence or wil liul miscanducl

Each of the parrics berelo agreas lo keop this lelier sgroemeni, and the jerme snd
conditions hersof, incliding billing statvmsuls and time sheets, sictly confidential,
excepl anly as may be ncorssiry lo enforce dhis letter. AT communications,
correapondonce, instruments wod wrilmgs between Sittick sad Atiomney shall be deemed
1o consitule attorney work-product end otherwise promecied by the alisrnoy-client
privilege. Ench of the parties agrees not 1o solicit for employment, not smploy. sny
mlmr:dlmmmcpﬂﬂunfm enpagenient and for & period of hve
year 1

Any gums not pald ko Silcek pursuent 1 1his ogreemest within o days wihtn due dull
bmhn‘mulhnlul_’impmﬂpwm I action be commenced to enoree any

2
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SITRICK AND COMPANY INC.

L8 ASEGE LES = hL W YOI

Wowernber 4, 2004

provision of ihis deuer agrement, the provailing pary shell be entitled to reasunabls
tfjamey feer. Any coniroversy, claim or dispute relstiag 1o 1his lener ngreenent gholl ba
resolved by binding arbitrmtion ia sccordance with the rules of the American Arbitranan
Asmgistion pursuant w en arbilmiiun conducted in Los Angeles Cownty, Callfornda.
Judguseni upon such arbilmiion may be entersd iin 2ny ebint having fursdiction tereal
This letier ngreement shull be intevprated and enfreed in accondance wilh te substantive
Jmwn of ihe State of Callfornis applicable io contils made nad (o be performed therefn.

Yery truly vours,
o
-l

..1"'P' fomls

Chairrean and Chier Exeeutive Officer
Agread bo snd neceptid this
7 Syot Nauembe s
A gomey”
Counsel 1o Client

B?._‘-S?""‘r_ r( -y ®) Maaeging

Partrer oF Plee, S7thmen Ciimyma = “i“ﬂfr_ fd

T
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Novanber 4, 2005

Hoy Black, Bsg,

Black, 3rebmick, Kormpan & Stumpl
201 8, Hle=ayme B, #1300
Mieen, FL 33131

Re:  Jeffrey Epstein
INVOICE

Retginer for the period beginhing:

Pleass wire wansier funds 1o:

OTY NATIONAL BAMNE
CREDIT ACCOUNT OF: SITRICK, AND COMPANY
ABRA ROITTTHE NO.: 122 016 064
CREDIT ACCOUNT MOL1 112204570
ATTH: DAVE NATHAN

or
Plemse minie check piryable oo

SITRICK AND COMPANY INC.
1840 Cemtury Park Eaal, Sube 500

1

140 Cirrsumy B« Lot Ao, (24 072100
o Fas: (10 TEB. 2055
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Fe Darren Ind‘.rl:e
Subject: Eorl‘ldenll.d

o r.mxa bl.r
At JE's request | am forwarding contact info from he following reporters who have contacled Jefirey's lawyer's over the past few weaks:

1 Sharon Churcher {NY office of the Mail) contacted Jefirey's attorneys leaving he lolowing contact info:

Phona_Nu 1'|I:-er

Jeffrey's lawyers also received a call from Anna Witheridge of the N office of the London Mail. | am cbtaining her contact info as well and will
forward lhat to you as soon as | gel it.

2. Baolh Jon Swaine and Neal Tweedle [rom lhe Daily Telegraph of London also called Jefirey's lawyers
Jon Swaine appears fo ba lrom the NY Office. The contacl inlo Swaine el was:

24 Droadw i | Yir

J ! F

' _
aadla &% an s Londan i@laphone No.®

lhe Sunday Times in England also conlacied Jellrey's attormeys leaving the fallowir

s |

Pleasa conlirm receipl, Thanks

Darren K. Indyke

Darren K. Indyke, PLLC
301 East 66th Street, 10B
New York, New York 10065

i i el dr e e dedi ek de e aa s s a s b BR PR E T g s ey s e S e SRR L L

The information contained in this communication is confidential, may be attorney-client
prmleged and is intended only for the use of the addresses. It is the property of

_____ IF e dem PR 1™ L L B I [ 1 T I | T eepppeyp—" ppy |
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LrdineEn m. IlH-IyHH. Fllbor. U el LG LH LEER) Ui, WIS U LY LU U W GSUnmnan imsguen
or any part thereof is strictly prohibited and may be unlawiul. If you have received this
communication in error, please notify us immediately by return e-mail, and destroy this
communication and all copies thereof, including all attachments.

Copyright of Darren K. Indyke, PLLC - © 2011 Darren K.

indyke, PLLC - All rights reserved.,

LR et e L e s b e R e S s * 2t 1 e Tl ]

EFTA01121321



Ae: Conlidenti

March 8, 2011 at 6:56 AM

Here is Witheridoe info as promised:
Remember, she is from the NY office of the Mail.

Darren

wn MHI-?I ?.{}1 I o 1D 51 PM' .Mﬂc Sil:ick_rnlﬂ.

Thank you

EFTA01121322



From: Mike Sirck
Sublect: RE:

Daie: May 11, 2011 1:50:48 PM EDT
To: Dairen indyios -cide s @l coms
Ce: Jedfrey Epsiein <jsavacalion Sgmail coms

D=men

Tha ergagemer iafier | sem on Manch 118 (s the same as the gne Roy
Back sigred in 2005 on bahalf of Jeffray, wilh the exceplion of ha
raies (wisch have changad) ead e lawyer belng Jay Lelooeale (sl
Jefray's request). That 2005 kefler avd engagemant was never
lenminaled. | mm Sne operaling under the prior engagement lesier with
Lhex mummmm Eral B weonilc b el piul I yew could bellme wiy
you [ha letier you nndewad (5 and wial is

why e unacoaptable

Mika
—Cmgna Message—

From; Dasren ndyks JM
Senl Friday, May 06, 201
To: Mike S3rick

Ce Jefirey Epsiein
Butiject’ Engagsment Latier

I have jusst pirviswescl your engagemant letier and il Is unaccepisbla,

Drasran K. Indyke
Drasren K. Indyke, PLLC
301 Enst 65h Blewat, 108

TR T

Tha inlormation coniained bn i ication Is confidartial, may be

atiomey-dien

pervilaged, mnd bs inlended only for the usa of the addressea. It s Lha
propany af

Daen K Indyke, PLLC. Uneuthorized usa, disdosure o copying of tis
COTETI rRCA S o

o any par theredl |5 seictly prohibiied and may be unlesdul, I you
hava received this

crmmnuricaton in erar, plinss nolly us Immedistely by reluom e-maill,
and destioy His

communicaton and all copies heveol, inckding al atachmants.
Copyrignt of Damen I indyke, PLLC - (¢) 2011 Daren K

Ik, PLLE - AN fights raservid.

B e L T e
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rrom: e sorc
Subjeot: RE:
Dale: June 2 2017183415 P T
To: Darren Indys
Darran,

A5 stalad belors, e engagament letier | sant Jay ard Ly send you s
our stands anpagement kethar, 1 18 suolly e same laisr & the
ona whach wing pescuted tn 2005 with Roy Black with the axception that
e bililng rales of cowrse him changed cver B pasl aix years.

Wilh respedl 10 pour note, 00 e fangs Is stated In the engagement
lafior: from £185 am how lor aasociabes io 8585 an howr lor me. 1 you
want 8 schedule of who bils af whal rass, wo will be repey 1o provide
i, Asflor our chiigatons - 1 [s as e later stales, Mo provide
consulting advics and pubfic releiions servicas, wiich sendons ara
Intended ic incilitsle |opal advice balng given ta Company and provided
by Alorney.® | asked JJettey i e wanted U (o sperake under tho old
lemaT Dyl wah our mew [ees and he sald e prefered | send the naw
ltier bo Jay, which | did,

Az you may be aware, Jeffray caled me cut of ihe biue, asked for my
et on this matier and | dropped sveryhing and penped In. | did not
warl - @5 wa Lsualy do— o gat @ signed onpagement keter and
retamnar becausa (a) wa had worked ingether beloos and (b) me did not
allgw fl. Homibie press was breaking when Jefiney calied end immediata
acion was required.

I b v idiza If thier e will b et another wave resuliting from thea
plaini#s lmwngorm. (1 | wen advising hem = which of course | am not
= | would have e gifs on Nighsine, 80 Minules (when it natems In
e Fall}, the Today Show of whatevar  Hopalully, they won'l go that
lar )

Aeganless, I Ior whatever roason JeHrey doosn wanl o sign tha
letier, | woukd msk thad ne just process B mvolcea wia have sant for
wark wi havo dons. On of I malin porpasas of Ihae letter - as | know
you are gware - Is 1o provide ws with the protection of pavilege for

our communicgons.

1ok lorward 1o haaning Bom oo soon.
Best rogaids,
ST ]

o Cirignal Massag e

Feom: Darer iy
Snnt: Tussday, May 31, 2071 7:30 AM

Tioe Mo Stk
Subjed: Canfiderdal

Mg,

1just retumad from vacation and will get back o you with commens gl
e @nd of the weel. In general, however, Lhem [3 no delall whatsomsme:
In tha engagermend leRes, Beluding but ot Bmlled 1o detall re fees,
approvals. of obligations, and that ia just for Stariens.

Damen K. indyks
Damen K. Indyke, PLLG
3011 Emst 86th Sireel, 108
Merwr York,

B e L LAt E Y

Tha Indormsation conlalned In his communlcation ls confidental, may ba

atomeny-clent

privilagied. and s intended anly far e use of he addessan, | is the
preperty of

Daran K. ndyke, PLLC. Uneuthorized use, disdosws or copying of Sis
commuricatihon

o any parl thereol |s sirkfy prohibited and may be unlawiul B you
hawve recelvad this

commuricathon I emoe, pleass nollfy us Immedialely by retum s-mail,

EFTA01121324



ond desiroy this
comrmurdcation and all copies thereol, incuding all sttachments
Copyright of Damen K. Indye, PLLG - (&) 2011 Damen K

Indyke. PLLS - All iights resaned

EECELEE T
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From; Miks SiFck
Subject: RE: PANVILEGED Anorney Cllent Communlcation - NY Times articlo on D of Y

Data: June 5, 2011 1
Ta! .Jafiray Ep Jpcada Pmrb
Ce: oy Black . Mestin Weinberg - Darren incycs . oy Lo I

= 6 ARchmants, 54.5 KB

The attached article which was on the front page of the Style section ef today's NY Times, Fortunately, the reporter — whom | know but did not speak with
about this story ~ Ignored what Sarah said in the UK and Just treated her association with lefrey in brlef passing — and not by name.

itk

§avm_g, Sarah From Herself, Gprah St)’]ﬂ T

s — 1)

| e

ol
-
i)

s TusriHigm Froguckom. Ing s Aeeaos el P
DOYSSEY “F ewtng Saekh,” & sio-at dotusmenibary aboul Sarsh Ferguson's iansfommtion wil ba shown on Oprah Wney's neteo
By LAAA M, HOLSON
Potahed June 3 2011

CHICAGO

Related

Times Topic:Sarah Ferguson
Ectapee Thin beyipis

EFTA01121326



HENNIGCAN DORMAN LLP
LAWYERS

565 50UTH ACUERDA STREET
SUITE 2900
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORMIA Q0017

TELEPHOM EP}
FACSIMILE { 273 ) 6041234

emecr evone

HENMICANEHDLMGATION.COM

July 12,2011

VIA EMAIL
Mr. Roy Black Mr. Jay Lefkowitz
Black, Srebnick, Komspan & Stumpf Kirkland & Ellis LLP
201 §. Biscayne Blvd. 601 Lexington Avenue

Suite 1300 N -4611
Miamil FL 33131 ]

Dear Roy and Jay:
Our firm represents Sitrick And Company.

In early March of this year, your client Jeffrey Epstein called Michael Sitrick to ask for
his and his firm’s help in stemming a tsunami of negative publicity resulting from a photograph
of Prince Andrew and Mr. Epstein walking in Central Park. The focus of the publicity, as you
are aware, was that Prince Andrew was friends with Mr. Epstein who the British press called a
pedophile. Mr. Epstein said this was not only disturbing, but threatening the viability of his
business.

At the onset of this engagement, Mr. Sitrick asked if he should have Black Srebnick sign
anew engagement letter. As you know, the Black Srebnick firm signed the 2005 letter (which
by the way was never terminated and therefore is still in effect). Mr. Epstein responded that the
letter should be sent to Jay Lefkowitz of Kirkland & Ellis. On March 11, Mr. Sitrick sent
Mr. Lefkowitz a copy of Sitrick And Company’s standard engagement |etter.

Given the urgency of the situation and his prior relationship with Mr. Epstein, Mr. Sitrick
and one of the firm’s senior partners Tony Knight dropped everything, got up to speed and
immediately began to work with Mr. Epstein and his attorneys. This was despite the fact that
they had not received either a retainer or a newly executed engagement letter. (You both were
involved in the work that Sitrick did and were part of many, many email chains reflecting same.)

iManage\l 756557.1

EFTA01121327



HENNIGAN DORMAN LLP

July 12, 2011
Page 2

The media frenzy, again as you both are aware, required Messrs. Sitrick and Knight to
work days, nights and weekends. When the Duchess of York, who said she had considered
Mr. Epstein a friend, chimed in and also called Mr. Epstein a pedophile, the already frenetic pace
of media hysteria accelerated. News publications from The Daily Telegraph to Newsweek
jumped on the story.

Despite the salaciousness of the coverage in both the U K. and the U.S., Mr. Sitrick and
his team were able to stop stories that would have aired on TV and in the mainstream media in
the U.S. Among the media outlets that discussed the “story” with Mr. Sitrick were “60 Minutes”
and “Piers Morgan.” While they mitigated the damage as much as could be done, Mr. Sitrick
and his team believe they would have been able to do a great deal more -- particularly with
respect to the pedophilia allegations - if what they had been told by Mr. Epstein agreed with
what they were told by the attorneys representing him with respect to the ages of the girls who
provided the massages and other facts of the case. Because the lawyers involved disputed
Mr. Epstein’s version of the facts, the lawyers intervened and told Sitrick not to move forward on
their plan. Sitrick also believes the media allegations about Mr. Epstein being a pedophile could
have been put to a stop earlier if their advice had been heeded earlier with respect to forcing the
Duchess of York to retract her statement cafling Mr. Epstein a pedophile. (Getting this term out
of the headlines and the stories was, as you are aware, Mr. Epstein’s top priority.)

Mr. Sitrick has repeatedly tried to get a signed copy of his new engagement letter
returned and his invoices paid, but to no avail.

On March 31, Mr. Sitrick wrote Darren Indyke of Mr. Epstein’s office stating that he
understood that Mr. Lefkowitz had forwarded him a copy of the Sitrick engagement letter and
that he would appreciate getting it executed and returned. On Saturday April 30 (while
Mr. Sitrick was working on a project for Mr. Epstein and in the midst of several email
exchanges, he wrote Mr, Epstein that he had not received a response back from Mr. Indyke on
his letter. Mr. Epstein apologized and said he would check on Monday. On May 6, Mr. Indyke
finally responded with one sentence: “I have reviewed your engagement letter and it is
unacceptable.” When Mr. Sitrick responded that this was exactly the same letter which was
executed in 2005, except for an adjustment in billing rates (a letter which he pointed out was still
in effect, since it had not been cancelled) and asked what was unacceptable about it, Mr. Indyke
responded that Mr. Epstein was traveling and he would have to wait until Mr, Epstein returned.
Once again several weeks passed. On Tuesday, May 31, Mr. Indyke wrote, “l just returned from
vacation and will get back to you with comments at the end of the week. In general, however,
there is no detail whatsoever in the engagement letter, including but not limited to detail re fees,
approvals, or obligations, and that is just for starters.” Mr. Sitrick responded that in fact the
engagement letter does include detail about the fees and obligations, but if they wanted more he
would be happy to provide it. Mr. Indyke never did get back to Mr. Sitrick.

iMbanngeld 756557, 1
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HENNICAN DORMAN LLP

July 12, 2011
Page 3

Given Mr. Sitrick’s long relationship with Mr. Epstein, he is hopeful that Mr. Epstein will
sign the letter and, that if he does not want to sign it, that he will just pay Sitrick's invoices and
Messrs. Sitrick and Epstein can just part friends. The amount due is $103,518. As stated,

Mr. Epstein is obligated to pay both on the basis of the earlier letter, an implied contract and
quantum meruit,

Mr. Sitrick does not want to have to pursue legal remedies and turn what has been a good
relationship into an adversarial one. Thank you for your attention to this matter.

JMH/ebm
cc [via email]:

Michael Sitrick ([

iManageh | T56557.1
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SUMMONS
(CITACION JUDICIAL)

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT: JEFFREY EPSTEIN; an individual;
(AVISO AL DEMANDADO): and DOES 1 through 20, inclusive

ey _'f?ﬂﬂimﬂmn
YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF: SITRICK AND COMPANY, a

(LO ESTA DEMANDANDO EL DEMANDANTE): division of SITRICK
BRINCKO GROUP, LLC

':ﬂﬂﬂ?«;mmmmmmmmpummummmmmmmm,mum
?wmaumsmmn-hmhmmhﬂlmnmﬁmmmm-mmmmnuumnMim
:uwdmhphmn:hmnrpionaulﬂlndprmwu.vwmﬂunmpmmuthinmbguthrmfwummhmﬂbhwm
m.lmmthWﬂlmhr responss. You can find these court forms and more information al the Celifornia Couts
E'thﬁﬂﬂ-rhl ﬂ:r'::r-:m e ca. Woalth ].mrmuwhm,wﬁﬁmwﬂﬁmwf.&mmmyhmwuI:
NS on o 2. 3 [=_k 2] s M A
mﬁ:.‘:f“ﬂ'k *m*fﬂm m“ your respo tma, you may dofau FoUur wages, money proparty
re are other logal requirementa. You may want to call an attomey away. If you do mot know an attomey, you want o call an atiomey
reforal service. Il you cannot afford an atlo r,mmndgmmmhgdmﬂﬁunl Euaﬂwmry . You can |ocate
gmwmmmmwmmm mia Courts Opline Se Cenlar
{www.courtinfo, ca, ), or by con your local court or county bar nssociation, NOTE: The court has & statutary Ben for waived fees and
Cosls on any settement or armitration sward of 10,000 o mose in & clvil case. The court's ilen must be pald befors the court will dismiss the cese,
Jﬂ“ﬁﬂfumm Si no respande deniro de 30 dias, la corte puede decidlr en su conlre sin escuchar su versidn, Lea 2 informecicn 8
continuacidn
ThmﬂﬂDQ{ASBEGALEPMIG&MNmhmmm;mwmmmmmshpﬂmﬂnmm
mrﬂwmuwmmdmr-.uﬂmnwwnmmmmm.mmmwmmwuw
mﬁmmims{m“nmmwmmhm&pﬂmqmmmmmnmumm“mwm
Prnd-mmmmmdnkmwuhﬁmmwmﬂMmﬁAyud-ﬁhscmm*Cmemumwnnﬂmh
biblioteca de leyes de su condado o en s corte que le quede mds carca. $I no pusde pagar la cuola de presentacion, pids al Secretsno de e corte
mhﬂmmmemwﬁnﬂmdammmmnﬂnnmmwmlmmmumnwmjhmh
po‘_:ﬂmmnumm blanes sin mds adverfancla. - aba —_
y clros requisios (sgalas. Es meomsndable fieme & un inmedistamants. Sino conoce & un ebogado, puads lamar 8 un senido
remigicn @ abogades. 5/ no puade lﬂ!lhﬂﬂlﬂh.m um%@wmmmmmmmmmdam
programa de servicios lagales sin fines de fuero. Pusde encontnar esfos grupos sin finas de lucro en el silo web de Caiiformia Legal
fwww iswhelpcalifornia.or), en of Centro de Ayude de las Cortes de Califoria, (weww.sucorte,ce.gov) 0 ponéndose an contacio con fa core o of
miug.l'q#rWMAVIW:PW.M%&MMM:WMMrmmmwwmmﬂmm
cusiguier recuparaciin de 310,000 8 més de valor moibids medisnts un acuardo o una concesidn de arbiraje en un cago de derecho civil. Thene que
& gravamen da ls corts anles de que s corte pusda desachar of caso,

The name Snd BAArGEs of 158 ot i —
{El nambre y direcoidn da ls corte es): Mikmen cied Comgle
Los Angeles Superior Court ,

Cantral District

111l North Hill Strest

Los Angeles, California 90012

The name, address, and telephone number of piaintiffs attorney, or plaintiff without an attormey, is:

(El nombre, la direccitn y el nimero de teldfono def abogado dol demandants, o del demandante no Hans a -
JONATHAN B. COLE (70460) VINCENT S. GREEN (231046) ﬂ
NEMECEK & COLE

15260 Ventura Blvd,

Sherman Oaks, CA 91403
DATE: JONN A. Cigrge  Clork,by CRISTINA GRUALVA Deputy

(Fecha) {Seuam#ng {Adjunto)
(For proof of service of this summons, use Proof ice of Summons (Torm -010))

(Para prusba de enirega de esla citalién use el formulario Proof of Sarvice of Summons, (POS-010)).
NOTICE TO THE PERBON SERVED: You ere ssrved

(BEALY 1. as an individual defendant.

1. &s the person sued under the fictittous name of (specify);

3. [ on behalf of (specify):

1 ﬂ'ﬁ undar: E CCP 418.10 (corparation) CCP 418,60 (minor)
CCP 418.20 (defunct corporation) CCP 416.70 {conservatea)
[_] CCP 418,40 (association or pertnership) [ CCP 416.90 (suthortzed person)
other (speciy):
l 4. [ hy%ﬁaldeﬁm u':'r (date): Puga 1 of 1

PSP T —
aia) o o Cotnat _ SUMMONS Sﬂﬁg Cote of Civi Procadurs §§ 412.20, 486
BUM-100 (Rav. Juy 1, 2009

EFTA01121330



- . SUPEL_ imumnrmmmmmh JOS ANGELES
NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT - mmmmmm&mm}

' Tmuﬁﬂ#ﬂham-mumummmmmnmnm anmiﬁifﬁuén%ﬂﬁ
Imwm 1 534 Hon. Debro Katz Welntraub ﬂ' 507
Hon. Mishael P, Linfisld 0 | & Hoa, Blizabeth Allen Whits K 506
Hoo. Barbars A. Melers 12 636 Hon. Deirdre Hll 0 | s»
Floa. Tarry A. Groes 14 300 Hoa, Joha L. Sogal | so | so8
oo, Ricberd P 1.1 307 Hon. Abnben Kk 51 51
Hoa. Rita Miller 16 306 | | Hon Sersn Brysot-Desson | = 510
Hon. Richard E. Rico 1 309 Hop. Steven ], Kiclfjeld 53 513 .
Hon, Kevin C. Brasile ém 170 Hon. EmestM. Hiroshige s4 512
Hoo. Robert L. Hess 2 314 Hon. Malgolm H. Mackey s sis |
| ¥ion. Mary Asn Murgy 25 37 Hon. Michasl Tchason 56 514
Hon James & Dusn % 316 Foo. Raiph W, Dey 57 517
Hion. Yvotte M. Pelarusios 28 38 | HonRolfMTrea | = 516
Him. Barbare Scheper 3 400 Hon. David L. Minaing 6 | e
Hia. Alss 5. Roseafletd 31 a0 Hon. Michesl L. Stern & 600
| B MayESIbd | 32 406 Hon. Mark Mocnsy & 611
Hon. CharlesF. Polmar 1 409 Hon. Ramona See | ® | e
Han. Amy D. Hogue ' 3 408 Hon. Soussin G, Bruguara n 9
“unagsigned” 35 41 Hon. [ < n 71
Han. Gregory Alreon 36 410, Hon. Teress Sanchez-Gardan ™ | T
Hoo. Josnns O"Domnell 37’ ¥ | | Moo Willian . Pabey 7 m0
Hon. Maureen Dufly-Lewis ® | 42 | |Hon.EmilieH.Eliss | 324 | CCW
Hon. Michalle R_ Rosecblan @ ] e | [Honmium Berle m | ccw
Hom. Ronald M. Sohigim i a7 Oher
Hm. Holly E. Kendig | e 416
Hon. Mel Red Recans | 529 ,
‘Han, Frodrick C. Shaller - 46 601
Given to the PlaintifffCross-Complainant/Atiorney of Record on FOHN A. CLARKE, Executive Officer/Clark
By , Deputy Clerk
mm?mmun NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT - Page 1of 2

Far Cptionsl Uiss UNLIMITED CiVIL CASE
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INSTRUC,. NS FOR HANDLING UNLIMFTEL AVIL CASES

mtlhﬁngﬂiﬂulmvinimufhﬁhqwmwm::m&uhh hhMﬂMmmhmm

AFPLICATION
mmmm.mamm 1, 1994. They spply to all general civil cases.

ERIURITY OVER OTHER RULES

mmmmﬂmmwmmmmxﬁ“mmmnﬁmnm

A challenge wnder Code of Civil Procedure section 170.6 zmgt be made within 15 days after notice of assignment for all purposes to
ljlﬂﬂ.wﬂlﬂ‘&hﬂﬂ!ﬁmwﬁhliﬁﬂﬂﬂnﬁrﬂm

TIME STANDARDS
mmumwmmmhﬁmmmmmmmm
mm:mmmuhmmmhummmumnnhmwwmurﬂ;

Amcmmhwwhmmewmwmmmmm filing of the
complaint. Muhmmmmmmmmmmwm

m&mmﬂﬁqﬂthpﬂmulmmm:ﬂnhlﬂhhbm‘ﬁ:ﬁdhhnnﬁmnhﬂadtﬂluvdﬂ
mhlm,ﬁlnﬁmmMMufmmmmeumﬂwmqﬂ
special jury instructions end special jury verdicts, Mmmhhﬂdﬂdnﬁhm At least 5 duys
mmmmummmhdmmnﬂmmhnmmhmﬂﬁu

SANCTIONS

mmmmmmmw&hmuMhmhmmmmmmwum
ﬂhM&wwwwﬁMuhﬁnMMM Such sanctions may be oa a party or if
appropriate on counsel fior the party. o
Thhhlgumphwlﬂnﬁhﬂmﬂmﬁ;um-nildh,‘uxu-hhlhuhwpwrld&ml:ﬂﬂihu
not & guarantee agalnst the imposition of aamctions under Trial Court Delay Reduction, Careful reading end
compliance with mmmnﬂuhmmm : '

W

LACTV CCH 180 (Rav, 01/12) NOTICE OF CASE ASSIONMENT -
LASC Approved 08-08

For Optional Uss UNLIMITED CIVIL CASE

PageZof 2
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NEMECEK & COLE
A PROFESSIONALCORPORATION

15260 VENTURA BOULEVARD, SUITE B20, SHERMAN CAKS, CALIFORMIA G1403-8344

TELEPHOME {818) T88-0500 FACSIMILE {518) 801-0328
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JONATHAN B. COLE (70460)

VINCENT S. GREEN (231046)
NEMECEK & COLE APC O PED.
15260 Ventura Boulevard, Suite 920 T O oS AMGELES

She
Tet /o APR 08 201

‘ . _ lohmA- Executive Officen Clesk
Attorneys for Plaintiff SITRICK AND COMPANY, w;%mw

a division of SITRICK BRINCKO GROUP, LLC

SUPERIOR C

FOR THE COUNT OF LOS ANGELES — CENTRAL DISTRICT

SITRICK AND COMPANY, a division of
SITRICK BRINCKO GROUP, LLC,

Plaintiff,

vs.

JEFFREY EPSTEIN, an individual;, and
DOES 1 through 20, inclusive, -

Defendants. -

OURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Case No. BC502448

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR
DAMAGES BASED UPON:

(1) BREACH OF CONTRACT;
(2) BREACH OF ORAL CONTRACT;
(3) COMMON COUNTS;

" (4) ACCOUNT STATED;
(5) OPEN BOOK ACCOUNT; AND
(6) QUANTUM MERUIT

S T Mt St N et St Vit it N il

Piainﬂ'ﬁ, SITRICK and COMPANY, a division of SITRICK BRINCKO GROUP, LLC

(“Plaintif") complains and alleges as follows:

1. Plaintiff is and at all imes herein mentioned was, a limited liability company
organized and existing 'und-ar and pursuant to the laws of the State of California and

doing business in the State of California, with its principal place of business located in

Los Angeles County.

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS

1

24880037.1.c0m FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES, ETC.

EFTA01121333



NEMECEK & COLE
A PROFESSIONALCORPORATION

16280 VENTURA BOULEVARD, SUITE 920, SHERMAN OAKS, CALIFORNIA 91403-5344

TELEPHONE (818) 786.0800 FACSIMILE (816) 801-0328

.. D
L

14
15

16 ||
17
18
19

20
21
22
23
24

- 25

26
e
28

© O N DO AW N -

|
2. Plaintiffis informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that defendant
JEFFREY EPSTEIN ("Epstein®) is, and at all times relevant hereto was, a citizen of either

Florida or New York _

3. EpsﬂtharngagedmﬁamwniMmhﬁswﬁhﬂuStﬁsof
NMMWGM&MM]WH.WIW.MMHth
entering into a cuntmdln California with a California limited liability company, phone calls
andumnhhmlnmﬁnmhhuwwm--aMpoﬁm-fwm_
delivered from Calfornia. R e

‘4. On or about November 4, 2005, Epstein entered into a writien contract -
(the “Contract) with PIaintf to provide advice and public relstions services. The

{| Contract provides it may be terminated with 30 days written notice by either party. The

Contract has never been terminated. A true and correct copy of the contract is attached

hereto as Exhibit 1. _

5. On or about March 11, 2011, Epstolnanhmdanmlmnmm‘mw
(the “Oral Gonn'acf'}tnpruwde consulting advice and public mmm conceming
Epstein’s relationship with Prince Andmw of England. i

8.  The true names and mpacilias of Defendants DOES 1 through 20,
inclusive, whether individual, anporﬁte, am. or otherwise, are unknown tu-Pla‘hﬁﬁ
at this timme, who therefore sues said Defendants by such fictitious names, and whnn-tha
true names and capacities of such Defendants are ascertained, Plaintiff will seek leave of
Court to amend this Complaint to insert same. Plaintiff is informed and believes and

" thereon alleges that each Defendant named as a DOE is responsible for each and every

act and obligation hereinafter set forth.

7. Plaintiff is informed and belleves and thereon alleges that each Defendant
named in this Complaint was at all times ﬁamin mentioned and now is the agent, servant
24890031 com FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES, ETC,
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NEMECEK & COLE
PROFESSIONALCORPORA'
15260 VENTURA BOULEVARD, SUTTE 620, SHERMAM OAKS, CALIFORMUA 914536344

TELEPHONE (518) 785-6800 FACSMVILE (818) 5010328

© @ =~ 4 ¢ = BN =

NONON N NN
mqmmﬁumﬂgaﬁﬁaﬁiﬁﬁjﬁ

except as excused by the breach of Epstein

i
i .

and employee of the other Defendants herein, and was at all such times acting within the

mﬂmdwmmammtmdmﬂnmﬂammm
dmammrm.mmmmammmmmmﬁdémd
ﬂtaamufuchufﬂnuﬂwrm-ndendm and each of them.

8. mmlgaﬁmmdupmhmhmmmdmmdummhm
County of Los Angeles, State of Califomia.

9. &Huﬁb&ﬁonhmmﬁlhnﬂm.ndbmdupanamhimmrl
mmdwammuﬁmwntact.andnntwbjedhmm;dcm

Code §§1812.10 and 29344 |
FIRST GAUSE OF ACTION

{Bmch Of Written Contract as Against Epstein and Does 1 thfough 20, and Each

of Them)

10.  Plaintiff repeats, realleges and incorporates herein by reference the
allegations of paragraphs 1 through 4 and 6 mh 9, inclusive, as though set forth at

11. Pum;anttothatarmumidcm entered into by and between
Plalntrﬁ and Epstein on or about ann'lher 4, 2005, Plaintiff agreed to provide advice
and public relations services to Epstein, and Epstein agraed to pay forﬂ'm services.

12. Plaintiff has sent-written statements of account to Epstein listing the
amount of its indebtedness o the Plaintiff and requesting payment therefore from

Epastein. _ _
13.  On or about July 8, 2011, Epslain breached the Contract by failing to pay

Plaintiff for the advice and pubic relations sarvm rendered.
14.  Plaintiff has performed all conditions, covenants and promises required on
its part to be performed in accordance with the terms and conditions of the COntrad

3

S " FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES, ETC.
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NEMECEK & COLE
APROFEBSIONALCORPORATION

15280 VENTURA BOULEVARD, SUITE 20, SHERMAN OAKS, CALIFORMN : LA G 4035344

TELEPHOME (848) 785-8500 FACSIMILE (818) B01-0528
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| 15. Pursuant to the terms of said Contract, and ai_amltdEpstain breach of
saﬂconmﬂmF‘alnﬁﬂhaabeendatmgedhﬂ'remoI$1m,51?.Bz.toganmwm
interest thereon at the legal rate from the date the obligations were due, and said sum is

‘now due and owing.
SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION
(Mchuinnlmmﬂummwmmu1mmwh20 and Each of
.. Them) .

16.  Plaintiff repeats, realleges and incorporates herein by referance the
alagaﬂnmdmphﬁ through 3 and 5.through 9, inclusive, as though st forth at

length.
17. Pummmmﬂﬂtﬂmﬁfuidﬁmlw.mmdinhbyandhem

Plaintiff and Epsteln on or about March 11, 2011, Plaintiff agreed o provide advice and
public relations services to Epstein, and Epstein agreed to pay for these sarvices.

18. PHnﬂﬁhmsaMwﬁhnMnfmummEpatdnﬁsmﬂu
amount of its indebtedness to the Plaintiff and requesting payment therefore from

Epstein.
19.  On or about July 8, 2011, Epmnbmmmwcmmwmwm

pay Plaintiff for the advice and public relations services rendered.
20. Plaintiff has performed all mndilions. covenants and premises required on
its part to be performed in apmrdama.wm the terms and conditions of the Oral Contract

except as excused by the breach of Epstein.
21.  Pursuant to the terms of said Oral Contract, and as a result of Epstein

breach of said Oral Contract, the Plaintiff has been damaged in the sum of $103,517.82,
together with interest thereon at the legal rate from the date the obligations were due..

and said sum is now due and owing.

4

2480003F.1.com FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES, ETC.
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NEMECEK & COLE

" A PROFESSIONRALCORPORATION

15260 VENTURA BOULEVARD, GUNTE B30, SHERMAN OAKS, CALIFORNLA S1403-5344

TELEPHOME (818} TA8-8800 FACSIMILE (B18) 801-0328
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THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION
(Open Book Account For Reasonable Value Of Services Rendered as Against
Epshln,andﬂmﬂlwmh!ﬂ.lmlﬁmhofmm}
| 22 Plaintiff repeats, realleges and incorporates herein by reference the
allegations of paragraphs 1 through 9, inclusive, as though fully set forth at length herein.
23.  Within Iha last four years, at Los Angeles County, California, Epstein,
became indebted to Plaintif In the sum of $103,517.82 as and for the balance due upon
nanaWhrmmwbhmMumpMWme
Epﬂ!hhmedmonﬂncmmmommm Pursuant to the Contract and Oral
Contract, paynmtwanpmniwdmdagmedhyEpatehtubamada. Billing records of
Iagaumandmulmmweﬁm.inammmmmﬂs,whmmmm

'rngularqnumnfhminaﬂhymahﬁhnd kept in a reasonably permanent form reflecting

an open book account In the aggregaie reasonable value of $103,517.82.

24.  No part of said sum has been paid, although demand therefore has been
made, and there remains due, owing and unpaid from Epstein to Plaintiff the sum of
$103,517.62 together with interest thereon at the legal rate from the date the obligations

were due.
' FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION
[Dpﬂl‘l Book A:mum, For Agreed Value Of Services as Against Epstein, and Dnu -
| 1 through 20, and Each of Them)

25.  Plaintiff repeats, realleges and irmrpomtu herein by reference the
allegations of paragraphs 1 through 9, inclusive, as though fully set forth at length herein.
26. \I'ﬁll_*lin the last four 'fm, at Los Angeles County, California, Esptein

became indebted to Plaintiff for legal services provided by Plaintiff to Epstein at its
specific instance on an open book account in the agreed value of $1 03,517.82.
27. No part of said sum has been paid, although demand therefore has been

made, and there remains due, owing and unpaid from Epstein to Plaintiff the sum of
. . 5

2489003F.1.com - FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES, ETC.
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NEMECEK & COLE

A FROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

14260 VENTURA BOULEVARD, SUITE 820, SHERMAN CAKS, CALIFORNIA 91403-5544

TELEPHONE (848) 788-0500 FACSIMILE (518) 501-0428
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27
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$103,517.82, together with interest thereon at the legal rate from the date the obligations
were due.

FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION
{Accuuntshtad Against Epstein, and Does 1 through 20, and Each of Th-un}

28.  Plaintiff repeats, realleges and incorporates herein by reference the
allogations of paragraphs 1 through 9, inclusive, as though fully set forth at length herein.

29, Within the last four years, ath-nAngele;Cmnly Califomnia, an account
was stated by and between Plaintiff and Epstein, wliereinatdmehvitwaaagmedtlut
rlEmemdemdemmuﬁhmnmnafsmawnz wrﬁchaumEpntnhagmod '
and pmmnedmpay.mdmatmpanofmamhashmpaﬁ

30. N-npanufaaidnumhnheonpnld Mhdonurdhmﬁuﬂ.lhuhun
’lrmde.andtlwreremam:iua, owing and unpaid from Epsteln to Plaintiff the sum of
$103,517.82, together with interest thereon at the legal rate from the date the obligations

were due.

SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION '
I (nmnlum Merult Against Epstein and Does 1 through 20, and Each of Them)

31.  Plaintiff repeats, realleges and incorporates huruln by reference iha
allugaﬁona of paragraphs 1 through 8, inclusive, as though fully set forth at length herein.
32, Balwaqn on or about November 2005 through June 2011, Plaintiff

I performed public relations services on behalf of Epstein for which Epstein promised to

1 pay Plaintiff at its fair and reasonable value.

33. - ' Demand for payment for these services has been made by Plaintiff to
Epstein, but Plaintiff has not been paid. |

34. The faif and reasonable value of said services equals not less than

$103,517.82 or an amount to be proven at trial.

- 35. Epstein has failed and refused, and continues to fail and refuse, to pay
]

24200039, 1.com FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR DWGES, ETC.
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NEMECEK & COLE
A PROFEASIONALCORPORATION

15280 VENTURA BOULEVARD, SUITE 520, SHERMAN QAKE, CALIFORNIA §1403-5344

TELEPHONE (818} 788-8500 FACSIMILE (818) 581-0a28
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Plaintiff for said services, leaving a balance immediately due to Plaintiff according to
proof, but in no event less than $103,517.82, together with interest thereon at the rate of

10% per annum from the date said sum became due.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays judgment against Epstein, and Does 1 through 20,
and each of them, as follows:
1. Fnrdamgaahmuumofsmﬂji?ﬂz,buomermmmﬁﬂumnal

thahgalrnhfrmﬂladntnﬂﬁ obﬂnaﬂommduu
2, Fmrmumbhnhmupmﬂodbrhymcomm

2. anustsnfsui‘thmad hamh.and

3. For sudwlhorreliefaaht:ourtdeamsmatnnd proper.

Dated: April 5, 2013

NEMECEK & COLE

JONATHAN B.
VINCENT S. GREEN

Attorneys for Plaintiff

SITRICK AND COMPANY,

a division of SITRICK BRINCKO GROUP, LLC

7

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES, ETC.
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TELEPHONE (818) T8S-8800 FACSRILE (818) 501-0328
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DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL
Plaintiff SITRICK and COMPANY, a division of SITRICK BRINCKO GROUP, LLC,

demands a trial by jury on all claims.

Dated: April 5, 2013

NEMECEK & COLE

JONATHAN B.

VINCENT S. GREEN
for Plaintiff
SITRICK AND COMPANY,
a division of SITRICK BRINCKO GROUP, LLC

8

2459003, 1.com

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES, ETC.
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248900310 Proposed Order, wpd

TELEPHORE (B18) TES-5500 FACSIMILE (218 501037

L S R L D
S -~ ohn v B W R = & oy Da

JONATHAN B. COLE (70460)
DAVID A. MYERS (140181)

Ohitindl
FILED

Court of Califomia

NEMECEK & COLE
A Professional Corporation ty of Los Angelas
15260 Ventura Bnulevard Suite 920 APR 15 2014
iforni
T T — S ——
o Bamice G —

Attorneys for Plaintiff SITRICK AND COMPANY,
a division of SITRICK BRINCKO GROUP, LLC

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, CENTRAL DISTRICT

SITRICK AND COMPANY, adivisionof ) Case No. BC502448
SITRICK BRINCKO GROUP, LLC )
) |[Assigned 1o the Hon. Kevin C. Brazile:
Plaintiff, ) Dept. 20] _
-Vs- [PREESEED] ORDER
JEFFREY EPSTEIN, an individual; and
DOES 1 through 20, m*luswc (Lodged Concurrently with [Proposed]

Judgment By Court By Defaulr)
Defendants.

i i i L L S

On ﬁtpri.l 10, 2014, during the 8:30 a.m. calendar, in Department 20 of the Central District of
the Superior Court of California, County of Los Angeles, the Request for Judgment of Plaintiff’
SITRICK AND COMPANY, a division of SITRICK BRINCKO GROUP, LLC (“SITRICK") in the
total amount of $170,983.22 against Defendant JEFFREY EPSTEIN (“EPSTEIN") came on for
hearing before the Hon. Kevin C. Brazile. David Myers, Esq. of Nemecek & Cole appeared on behal [
of SITRICK. There were no other appearances. The Court, after due consideralion of the papers and
evidence submitted regarding the matter, and oral argument orders as follows:

1. Certain costs requested by SITRICK are disallowed including the “Arbitration Filing

Fee” in the amount of $2,850 (SITRICK’s Memorandum of Costs dated March 17,

1=
ORDER

EFTA01121346
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IT IS SO ORDERED.

Date: April /5, 2014

@ o :
2014 at 7.d) and other arbitration fees in the amount of $1,850 from the §3,328.52 in
“Other” costs (SITRICK’s Memorandum of Costs dated March 17, 2014 at 7.c.,
Attachment 1). As such, the total amount of costs in the “Other” costs section that are
allowed is $1,478.52 ($3,328.52 less $1,850).

As 10 attomeys fees, the Court awards a total of $20,000 ($10,819 less than the
$30,819 SITRICK requested). .

The Remainder of SITRICK's Request for Court Judgment is GRANTED and as such
a JUDGMENT in favor of SITRICK AND COMPANY, a division of SITRICK
BRINCKO GROUP, LLC and against JEFFREY EPSTEIN shall be issued in
the total amount of $155,464.22 ($170,983.22 - 32,850 - $1,850 - $10,819).

L
- BRAZILE, Judge, 5 ourt of
California, County of Los Ang#l¢s

D

2489003P.10 Proposed Ovder. wpd
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3 115260 Ventura Boulevard, Suite 920
Califomo -5100
4 Tel. / Fax
5 i Attorneys for Plaintiff SITRICK AND COMPANY,
a division of SITRICK BRINCKO GROUP, LLC

6

7

8 SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

9 FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - CENTRAL DISTRICT
10

Case No.: BC 502448

11 §SITRICK AND COMPANY, a division of
[Assigned to the Hon. Kevin C. Brazile;

SITRICK BRINCKO GROUP, LLC

12 Dept. 20]
13 AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF
Plaintif, FOREIGN JUDGMENT IN FLORIDA
14
-vs-
15

16 || JEFFREY EPSTEIN, an individual; and
DOES 1 through 20, inclusive,
17

18 Defendant.

N N S N S S S St Vv S N N it Vi N Vi it

19
20
21 | DAVID A. MYERS, declares:

22 1. | am an attorney licensed to practice law in the State of California. T am a member of
23 | Nemecek & Cole, a Professional Corporation, the attorneys of record for Plaintift/Judgment Creditor,
24 | SITRICK AND COMPANY, a division of SITRICK BRINCK.O GROUP, LLC (“SITRICK"). I

25 || have personal knowledge of the following facts and could and would competently testify thereto if

26 || called as a witness in this action.

27 2. The judgment creditor’s name is SITRICK AND COMPANY, a division of SITRICK

28 | BRINCKO GROUP, LLC and the business address is 11999 San Vicente Blvd., Penthouse, Los

-
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Angeles, CA 90049,

2
3 3. The judgment debtor is known to me as JEFFREY EPSTEIN and was last known to
4 {lreside at 358 El Bnllo Way, Palm Beach, FL 33480,
5 [ declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is
6 | true and correct.
7
8 || Dated: 0%/39 /I Ll M‘Y\"ﬁ
4 s ID A. MYERS 0
9
10
11
12
13
14 | State of California \
County of ! : 5 )
15 .
16 | On : ,’r}r_. QE’!? before me,
17 )
personally appeared . .
18 | who provided to me orfThe basis of satisfactory eVidence to be the person{s} whose name(s} 15/aze—~
subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that helshelhey executed the same in
19 || his/hesithetr authorized capacity(ies and that by hisfhesShesr signature(si-on the instrument the
person{s¥; or the entity upon behalf of which the person{sFacted, executed the instrument.
20
I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing
21 | paragraph is true and correct.
22 YVONNE M. MAGHSODI
WITNESS my hand and official seal. Commission # 2042160
23
24
25
26
27
28
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ANY, a division of SITRICK BRINCKO

PLAINTIFF: SITRICK AND C CASE NUMBER:
GROUP, LLC . BCS02448
DEFENDANT: JEFFREY EPSTEIN; an individual: and DOES 1-20
JUDGMENT |S ENTERED AS FOLLOWS BY: (X1 THECOURT  [] THE CLERK

4. (] stipulated Judgment, Judgment Is entered according to the stipulation of the parties.

5. Partles. Judgment |s
a. IX] ' for plaintiff (name each): Sitrick And Company, a
division og Sitrick Brincko Group, LLC

and against defendant (names): Jeffrey Epstein, an
individual _

[ Continued on Attachment 5a.
b. (1 for defendant (name each):

8. Amount
a. [X] Defendant named in item 5a above must
pay plaintiff on the complaint:

e. [ for cross-complainant (name each):

and agains! cross-dafendant (neme each):

(] Continued on Attachment 5c.
d. (] for cross-defendant (name each):

¢. [CJ Cross-defendant named In item Sc sbove must pay
cress-complainant on the eross-complaint:

() (X1 Damages $103,517.82 () [C] Damages $ 0,00
(2) (X1 Prejudgment $ 29,652.93 @ [J Prejudgment 3 0.00
Interest at the interest al the |
annualrateof 10 % annual rata of %
(3 ] Attorney fees $ 20,000.00 (3) ] Atiomey fees $ 0.00
(4 [X] Costs $ 2,293.47 (4) [] Cosls s 0.00
8 [ Other (specify): $ 0.00 (8 (] Other (specity): s 0.00
(6) TOTAL $155,464.22 {6) TOTAL $ 0.00 |
b [__] Ptaintiff to receive nothing from defendant d. [_] Cross-complainant to receive nothing from
named in item 5b, cross-defendant named in item 5d.
[] Defendant named in item 5b 1o recover [J Cross-defendant named in item 5d to recover
costs § 0.00 $0.00
and attomey fees $ 0.00 and atiomey fees $0.00
7. [ Other (specity):
. _ /D . — )
Date: ] -
C T ADICAL OFFICER
[ Clerk, by 4 , Deputy
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE (Oplional) !
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e AUG 1 52014
Clerk, by . Deputy
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