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Order Granting Fees and Costs of February 3, 2015

Epstein’s Motion for Fees and Costs with attached pleadings dated June 2,
2014,
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IN.-THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
IN AND FOR PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA

JEFFREY EPSTEIN, CASE NO.: 2009CA040800XXXXMB
CIVIL DIVISION “AG"
Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant,
V.
SCOTT ROTHSTEIN,

BRADLEY J. EDWARDS,

Defendants/Counter-Plaintiffs,
/

ORDER GRANTING MOTIQN FOR FEES AND COSTS

THIS CAUSE came before the Court on Counter-Defendant’s, Jeffrey Epstein’s, Motion

for Fees and Costs filed on June 2, 2014. A hearing was held on December 8, 2014, at which
'R

counsel prwerﬂad argument on the Motion. On December 23, 2014, Jefitey Epstein filed an

additional memotandum of law. This Court has carefully reviewed the Motion, Response, Reply
and all applicable legal authority, and is otherwise fully advised in the premises.
| 1. BACKGROUND

This case arises from Plaintif/Counter-Defendant Jeffery Epstein’s lawsuit sgainst
Defendants/Counter-Plainiiffs Bradley Edwards and Scott Rothstein. Edwards then countersued
Epstein for mglicious prosecution. Epmh voluntarily dismissed his initial suit. On August 23,
2011, Epstein served an Offer of Judgment (“Offer”) on Edwards in the amount of $300,000.0n
the cmmtm*::lafm The Offer included a general release, specifically a confidentiality pmmm
Edwards did npt accept the Offer. On Jaguary 27, 2014, the Court granted summary judgment.in
favor of Epstain on both counts and issued an order to this effect on May 19, 2014, A final

judgment was entered in favor of Epstein on May 27, 2014,
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Epstein now seeks fees and costs pursuant to Floride Statutes Section 768.79 and Florida
Rule of Civil Procedure 1.442. Edwards argues that the Offer of Judgment was not valid and
therefore Epstein is not ontitled to fees and costs. s

IT. ANALYSIS

The mﬁﬁjmm:rns for a.valid proposal for settlement are set forth in section ?63?9,
Floride Statutes, and Florida Rule of Civil Procedure 1.442. The offer of judgment statue and
rule must be strictly construed, as they are in derogation of the common law rule that each pmﬁr
pay its own attorney’s fees, Alamo Fin, LP. v Mazoff, 112 So. 3d 626, 628 (Fla. 4th DCA
2013). “The:rule doss not demand the impossible. It merely requires that the settlemient
proposal be sufficiently clear and definite to allow the offeree to make an informed dedision
without needing clarification.” Id “Therefore, parties should not ‘nit-pick’ the ‘v-fulin:lit.j;r ﬁi‘ .:1
proposal for settlement based on allegations of ambiguity unless the asserted ambiguity could
‘reasonably affect the offeree’s decision’ on whether to accept the proposal for settlement.t 14,
0629, v

Releases are generally treated as conditions or nonmonetary terms that must be described
with particularity. State Farm Mut. Auto. Ins, Co. v. Nichols, 932 So. 2d 1067, 1078 (Fla: 2006).
A proposal for settlement can contain either the proposed release or a summary of the tenns of
the proposed felease, provided that the summery eliminates any reasonable ambiguity abnu;,g.;
scope. Mix v, Adventist Health Sys./Sunbelt, Inc., 67 So. 3d 289, 292 (Fla. 5th DCA:2011),
“Without the. attachment of the agresments for release, indemnity, and contribution, oz, an
inclusion of their terms in the proposals of seftlement, the proposals did not satigfy ‘the
particularity requirement of Rule 1.442(c)(2), which requires the settlement proposals lo 'state
with particularily any relevant conditions and ‘non-monetary terms.™ Ziadie v. Feldbaymj-84

So. 3d 435, 436 (Fla. 4th DCA 2012), i,
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In the present case, Epstein attached he pmpaaed general release in its entlrety m:ﬂﬁ
offer of Judgmant (See Epstein's Exhibit A} The terins of the release include Ianguage t]:.at'
specifically requires Edwards to keep the details of the settlement confidential. lerufnre ;s ﬂ.w
Court finds that the non-monetary terms of the offer of judgment were sufficiently descnbed tﬂ-

N LI |
meet the mqu.’rmmmts of section 768.79.

Edwards next argues that becavse it is impossible to determine the value of the
confidentiality clause, it is therefore impossible 1o find that the final judgment in favor of Epstem
(which has no confidentiality provision) is “better” than the proposed settlement.

In genaral releases and confidentiality clauses are typical and valid as part of & pmpas.a-.l

ye vy

for mﬂmenl. See Bd of Trustees of Florida Ad. Univ. v. Bowman, 833 So. 2d 507, Sﬂﬁ‘ (Fla.
4th DCA 2(11]3} (“In the instant case, the language in the General Release, even. ﬂmugh

| ?IL".

expansive, is typmal of other general releases and is clear and unambiguous, The fact that
Plaintiffs aremquimd to release Defendant for all claims which had accrued as of the date of the
Proposal for Settlement does not invalidate the Proposal for Settlement. The Florida Supreme
Court has held that general releases contained in proposals for sertlement are enforceable 1o
further the policy of encouraging settlements.”)

The sﬁnda:d for determining whether a proposed settlement is eligible mldu;'\_-wg-tj..ué _
768.89 is nob whether the final judgment is “better” than the offered settlement. “Undey seotiop
768.79, u defendant in any civil action for damages is entitled to reasonable costs and a&m@q
fees if the defendant’s offer of judgment is not accepted and if the judgment is for no hablht}' t}r
is ot least 25% less than the offer.” Section 768.79, Florida Statutes (2009); Disney v. Faughen;

804 So. 2d 581, 583 (Fla, 5th DCA 2002).

EFTA01196662



In the case at hand, the final judgment in favor of Epstcin made # finding of nudltigligllﬂf,
Therefore it is clear that the value of the confidentiality clause is not necessary in ord;r Ef;'
determine whether the judgment obtained was better than the judgment offered. Bmuac 1h¢
final judgment was for no liability, Epstein’s offer makes him eligible under this section for feas
and costs.

At the hearing on this Motion, counsel for Edwards clalmed a practical effect of the
confidentiality clause in the offer of judgment FEdwards argues that compliance with the
confidentiality clause would have been imposing en unethical restriction upon his lagl;i
obligations to existing clients, The Court finds that the language of the mnﬁdcnﬁnlih,.r-?in@'u’-iﬁ
clear and ulinﬁ for disclosure of the details of the settlement pursuant to “valid order m’:‘ uﬂgurr.
of competent jurisdiction whether directly or indirectly.” This allows for any required dia;::hsutﬁ
of the settlement to Edwards’ clients. Moreover, to the extent (here is any conflict betwewﬂ:;c.
outcome of this matter and Edwerds’ obligations to existing clients, Edwards knew or should
have know of that conflict when he brought the counterclaim against Epstein while representing
clients in other matters that may have involved Epstein.

Accordingly, it is Bt s )

ORDERED and ADJUDGED that Defendant’s Motion for Fees and Costs:is
GRANTED. . Vg =-

DDNE-;lnd ORDERED in Chambers in West Palm Beach, Palr ch County, Flnridu

this 3 day of ;Zgé , 2015,

‘ /tz X HAFELE
CIRC JUDGE

Coples fumished to!
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Jack Scarola, Esq.
2139 Palm Beach Lakes Bivd.
West Palm Beach, FL 33409

Jack Goldberger, Esq.
250 Australian Ave, South, Ste. 1400
West Palm Beach, FL 33401

Mare Nurik, Esq,
1 East Broweard Blvd., Ste. 700
Ft. Lauderdale, FL 33301

Bradley J, Edwards, Esq,
425 N. Andrews Ave,, Ste. 2
Ft, Lauderdale, FL 33301

Fred Haddad, Bsq.
! Financial Plaza, Ste. 2612
Ft. Lauderdale, FL 33301

Tonja Haddad Coleman, Esq.
315 SE 7" 8t., Ste. 301
Ft. Lauderdale, FI. 33301

William B. King, Esq.
2139 Paim Beach Lakes Blvd.
West Palm Beach, FL 33409

Burlington & Rockenbach, P.A.
Courthouse Commons, Ste, 350
444 West Ralroad Ave.

West Palin Beach, FL 33401
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, B '
Fiiing # 14304135 Electronically Filed 06/02/2014 12:14:26 Pas

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE

CASE No. EDEUG'ECAMMMXXX}{MB

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,
Hainﬁﬂ'tount&ra-ﬂefmdmt,

PlaintiffCounter-Defendant Jefirey Epstein (“Epstein™), by ang through his
undersigned counsel and pursuant to §768.79 of the #orida Stafuies and Rule |.442 of
the Florida Rules of Chvil Procedure, hereby files this Motion requesting that the Court
enter an QOrder of entitlement to costy and attorneys® fees against Defendant/Counter.
Plaintiff Bradiey Bdwards ("Edwards”™). In suppart of thereof, Epstein states as follows:

INTRODUCTION

On Angusi 25, 2011, Epstein served an Offer of Judgment op Edwards in the
amount of three hundred thousand dollars ($300,000.00) pursuant to Ruie 1.442 of the
Florida Rules of Civil Procedyre and §768.79 of the Florida Statutes (the “Offer™), A
true and correot copy nflsmnn is attached hereto as “Exhibit A." Edwards faijed to accept
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19, 2014. A true and correct copy of the Order is attached hereto as “Exhibit B.* A Final

Judgment has been entered in favor of Epstein against Edwards, and is attached hereto as

“Exhibit C.” Pursuant to §768.79 of the Florida Statutes and Rule 1.442 of the Floridg
Rules of Civil Procedure, Epstein is entitled to recover hig reasonable costs and attorneys®
fees against Edwards that were incurred from the date of the Offer.

MORA F LAW

Section 768.79 of the Florida Statutes govemns offers of judgment, and provides,

in relevant part:

(1) In any civil action for damages filed in the courts of this state, if a
defendant files an offer of Judgment which is not accepted by the
plaintiff within 30 days, the defendam shall pe entitled to recover
reasonable costs and attorney’s fees incurred by him... from the date of
filing of the offer if the judgment is one of no liability. ..

§768.79 FLA. STaT. (2013). In addition to an award of reasonable costs, “ftlhe statute

fulfilled: i.e., (1) when a party has served ...an offer of Judgment, and (2) that party has
recovered a judgment .. less than the ... offer.’” Levine v, Harris, 791 So. 2d 1175, 1177
(Fla. 4th DCA 2001)(citing Schmidt v. Fortner, 629 So. 2d 1036,1040 (Fla. 4th pea
1993). Likewise, pursuant to this statute, “once an offer of judgment has been made and
rejected and a judgment of no liability has been entered, the defendant has g right to an
award of attomey’s fees unjess the offer was found to have been made in bad fajth”
Florida Gay Transmission Co, v, Lauderdale Sand & Fill. Inc., 813 So. 2d 1013, 1014
(Fla. 4th DCA 2002}, Accordingly, if the Moving party satisfies the above requisites, the
court has very limited discretion to deny artorney’s fees and costs.

2
Tonja Haddad, P.A. + 315 SE 7" Street, Fon Lauderdale, 17 mm--
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If the above requisites are satisfied, the court may only deny attomey’s fees ““if
the court determines the qualifying offer was not made in good faith." Absent a finding
that a party’s offer of judgment was not made in good faith, the trial court cannot
disallow an entitlement to an award of fees.” Downs v. Coastal Sys. Int'l, Inc., 972 So. 2d
258, 261 (Fla. 3d DCA 2008) (citing Vines v. Mathis, 867 So.2d 548 (Fla. 1st DCA
2004)). See also McMahan v. Toto, 311 F.3d 1077,1083 (11th Cir. 2002). An offer of
judgment is typically deemed to be a “bad faith” offer when it is a nominal amount in
light of the valuation of the case, although many nominal offers have been accepted by
the courts as made in good faith. See Fox v. McCaw Cellular Communications of
Florida, Inc., 745 So. 2d 330 (Fla. 4th DCA 1998); Neptune Beach v. Smith, 740 So. 2d
25,27 (Fla. 1st DCA 1999),

In the case at hand, Edwards filed a Counterclaim against Epstein for abuse of
process and malicious prosecution; a Counterclaim agamnst which Epstein vigorously
litigated. Throughout his defense of the Counterclaim, Epstein repeatedly asserted
several defenses, including that all allegations contained in Edwards’s Counterclaim were
barred by the litigation privilege. This Court concluded that both of Edwards’s causes of
ection were barred by the litigation privilege, and entered Summary Judgment in favor of
Epstein.  Epstein timely, and in complete accordance with §768.79 of the Florida
Statutes, tendered a good faith Offer of Judgment to Edwards in the sum of three hundred
thousand dollars ($300,000.00); an offer Edwards rejected. Undeniably, this offer was
not for a nominal amount. Additionally, this offer cannot be deemed as one made in bad
faith, especially in light of the fact that throughout his defense of this action, Epstein

maintained that he had no liability to Edwards and that Edwards's actions were barred by,

3
Tonja Haddad, P.A. * 315 SE 7 Strest, Fort Lavderdate, 71, 33301- [ | D
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among other things, the litigation privilege. Accordingly, an award of attorney's fees and
costs in favor of Epstein is required under Section 768.79 of the Florida Statutes.

B. A Fees and Costs Award is Proper Pursuant to Rule 1,442 of the
Florida Rules of Civil Procedure

Rule 1.442 of the Florida Rules of Civil Procedure applies to all proposals for
settlement authorized by Florida law, and provides, in pertinent part: |

(1) A proposal shall be in writing and shall identify the applicable Florida
law under which it is being made,

(2) A proposal shall: (A) name the party or parties making the proposal
and the party or parties to whom the proposal is being made; (B) identify
the claim or claims the proposal is attempting to resolve: (C) state with
particularity any relevant conditions; (D) state the total amount of the
proposal and state with particularity all nonmonetary terms of the
proposal; (E) state with particularity the amount proposed to seitle a claim
for punitive damages, if any; (F) state whether the proposal includes
attorneys’ fees and whether attomeys' fees are part of the legal claim; and
(G) include a certificate of service in the form required by Rule 1.080(f).
(3) A proposal may be made by or to any party or parties and by or to any
combination of parties properly identified in the proposal. A joint proposal
shall state the amount and terms attributable to each party.

(h) Costs and Fees,

(I) If a party is entitled to costs and fees pursuant to applicable Florida
law, the court may, in its discretion, determine that a proposal was not
made in good faith. In such case, the court may disallow an award of costs
and aftorneys’ fees,

FLAR.Civ.P 1,442 (2013). Under this Rule, which is analogous to §768.79 of the
Florida Statutes, “[a]bsent a finding that a party’s offer of judgment was not made in
good faith, the court cannot disallow an entitlernent to an award of fees.” Downs v.
Coastal Systems International, Inc., 972 So. 2d 258, 261 (Fla. 3d DCA 2008). Here,
Epstein served his proposal for settlement in good faith and fulfilled the requisites of Rule
1.442 of the Florida Rules of Civil Procedure to create valid and enforceable proposal as

a matter of law. Consequently, Epstein is entitled to an award of his fees and costs as

permitied thereby.

3
Tonjz Haddad, P.A. » 315 SE 7* Strect, Fort Lauceraale, F1. 33301 {J NN
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C LUSION
For the reasons stated above, and in reliance upon the law cited herein, Epstein

respectfully requests that this Court enter an Order entitling him to an award of costs and
fees, retain jursdiction to determine the amount of costs and fees to which Epstein is

entitled pursuant to the above-referenced authorities, and such other and further relief as

this Court deems just and proper.
WE HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was served,

via electronic service, to all parties on the attached service list, this June 2, 2014,

/s/ Tonja Haddad Coleman
Tonja Haddad Coleman, Esq.
Florida Bar No.: 176737
Tonja Haddad, PA

5315 SE 7" Street

Suiie 301

Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301

Attorneys for Epstein

b

Tonja Haddad, P.A. + 315 SE 7 Sueet, Fort Laudesdale, FL 33301 [ R
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SERVICE LIST

CASE NO. 502009CA040800XXXXMBAG

Jack Scarola, Esqg,

!earc}r |!¢|1n&y !Icarﬂla et a|.
2139 Palm Beach Lakes Blvd.
West Palm Beach, FI. 33409

Jack Goldberger, Esq.
ll|!| Illlr !!i!!erger, ! !mss, !!

250 Australian Ave, South
Suite 1400
West Palm Beach, FL 33401

Marc Nurik, Esq.

| East Broward Blvd.
Suite 700

Fort Lauderdale, FL 33301

Bradley J. Edwards, Esg.
*a“e !el 1831Ng !wa!s !ls!s L!rma.n

425 N Andrews Avenue
Suite 2
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301

Fred Haddad, l:tii
nanci

Suite 2612
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33301

Tonja Haddad Coleman, Esquire
ma onjd !!!ﬂ! !!

315 SE 7th Street, Suite 301
Fort Lauderdale, FI. 33301

W. Chester Brewer, Jr.
250 S, Australian Avenue

Suite 1400
West Palm Beach, F1. 33401

6
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 15th JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
IN AND FOR PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA

CIVIL DIVISION
CASE NO. 502009CAM0B00X30OIMB-AG
Judge David F. Crow
JEFFREY EPSTEIN,
Plaintiff,

Y.

SCOTT ROTHSTEIN, individually and
BRADLEY J. EDWARDS, individually,

Defendants.

Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant, JEFFREY EPSTEIN, by and through undersigned counszl,
hereby serves this Proposal for Settlement upon Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff, BRADLEY J.
EDWARDS, individually, pursuant to §768.79, Fla. Stat. and Fla. R. Civ. P. 1.442:

1. This Proposal is being mede pursuant to §768.79, Fla. Stat. and Fla. R, Civ, P.

1.442,
2, This Proposal is being made on behalf of Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant, JEFFREY

EPSTEIN.
ER This Proposal is being made to Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff, BRADLEY J.

EDWARDS, individually.

4. This Proposal is directed to, and is intended to resolve, all claims pled or which
could have been pled in the instant action (Case No. 502009CA040800XXMB-AG) by
Plaintiff'Counter-Defendant, JEFFREY EPSTEIN, against Defendant/Counter-FPlaintiff,
BRADLEY J. EDWARDS, individually, and al! claims pled or which could have been pled by

Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff, BRADLEY J. EDWARDS, individually, against Plaintiff/Counter-

FowLer WHINE BURNETT P_AL » Bsmimivo SanTo PLaza, 1395 Buokst Avenus, 4w Froor, Miasa, Froerms 33131 - [ NGBG
EXHIwWIT "a"
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CASE NO. 50 2009 CA 040800 XX(XXMB AG

Defendant, JEFFREY EPSTEIN, in this action, including any and all claims for compensatory
damages, interest, attorney’s fees. and costs.

5. Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant, JEFFREY EPSTEIN has not pled a claim for
punitive damages against Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff, BRADLEY EDWARDS, individually,
nor has Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff, BRADLEY EDWARDS, individually, pled a claim for
punitive damages against Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant, JEFFREY EPSTEIN, although this
Proposal is intended to resolve all such claims if available.

G. Attorney's fees are not part of the legal claims brought by Plaintif/Counter-
Defendant, JEFFREY EPSTEIN, against Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff, BRADLEY EDWARDS,
individually, and are not part of the legal claims brought by Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff,
BRADLEY EDWARDS, individually, against Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant, JEFFREY
EPSTEIN. However, this Proposal is intended to resolve all such claims if available.

7. The total amount of this Proposal is Three Hundred Thousand Dollars and 00/100
($300,000.00) to be paid on behalf of PlaintifffCounter-Defendant, JEFFREY EPSTEIN, to
Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff, BRADLEY EDWARDS, individually,

8. The conditions of this Proposal are: (1) that Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff,
BRADLEY J. EDWARDS, individually, shall execute and deliver to undersigned counsel the
General Release attached hereto as Exhibit “A;” and (2) that Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff
BRADLEY ], EDWARDS, individually, shall, by and through his attorney, execute and deliver
to undersigned counsel the Stipulation for Dismissal with Prejudice attached hereto as Exhibit
g »

9. This Proposal shall expire in thirty (30) days from its service unless withdrawn in
writing prior to that date. Any acceptance of this Proposal must be in writing and must be an
acceptance of the entire Proposal as outlined above.

-2
FoWwees WHITE BURNETT PLA. + BSPIRIVO SANTO PLAZA, | 395 BRICXELL AVENUE, 14w FLook, Miase, Froains 33131 - [ R
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CASE NO. 50 2009 CA 040800 XXXXMB AG

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was faxed and mailed
A
this 25 dey of August, 2011 to Jack Scarola, Esq., Searcy, Denney, Scarola, Barnhart &

Shipley, P.A., 2139 Palm Beach Lakes Blvd., West Palm Beach, FL 33409,

Fz L SStE & A

:Tusr:ph L. Ackerman, Jr.
Fla. Bar No. 235954

FOWLER. WHITE BURNETT, P A.
Espirito Sanio Plaza, Fourteenth Floor
1395 Brickell Avenue

Miami, Florida 33131
Telephone:
Facsimile:

WASIHMIPROSETEE-AN chaims-MIS, doex

-3-
Foren 88 WHITE BURHETT P.A + ESFIRITO SANTO FLAZA, 1395 BRackes), AVaNUE. [4uw Fuoow, Mias, Fuomoa 23231 [

EFTA01196673



GEN REL.
TO ALL TO WHOM THESE PRESENTS SHALL COME OR MAY CONCERN:

BRADLEY J, EDWARDS, individually, for and in consideration of the sum of Three
Hundred Thousaad Dollars and 00/100 ($300,000.00) lawful money of the United States of America,
paid to him on behalf of JEFFREY EPSTEIN, the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, bas
remised, released, and fumn} discharged, and by these presents does for himself, as well as his
heirs, survivors, executors, administrators, agents, and assigns, remise, release, acquit and forever
discharge JEFFREY EPSTEIN, as well as his heirs, survivors, executors, administrators, agents,
assigns, altormeys, insurers, and reinsurers (hereinafler referred to as “Releasees™), of and from all
manner of action and actions, cause and causes of action, suits, debts, dues, sums of money,
accounts, reckonings, bonds, bills, specialties, covenants, contracts, controversies, agreements,
promises, variances, trespasses, damages, judgments, executions, claims and demands whatsoever, in
law or in equity, which BRADLEY J. EDWARDS, individually, ever had, now has, or may have
ggainst Releasees or which his heirs, survivors, executors, administrators, agents, and assigns
hereafter can, shall or may have against Releasees, including but not limited to all claims for
compensatory damages, punitive da.m;gm, penalties, interest, costs or attorney’s fees, past, present
and future, and all other damages, without limitation, specifically arising out of that certain incident
described more panticularly in Defendant/Counter-Plaintiffs Counterclaim filed in the Action
entitled JEFFREY EPSTEIN v. SCOTT ROTHSTEIN, individually, and BRADLEY J. EDWARDS,
individually, Case No. 502009CA040800XXXXMB-AG, pending in the Circuit Court of the | 5th
Judicial Circuit in and for Palm Beach County, Florida (“the Action™).

As further consideration, I agree not to disclose the details of this release in settlement of all
claims, including the nature or the amount paid and the reasons for the payment, to any person other

than my lawyer, accountant, income tax preparer, or by valid order of a Court of competent
EXHIBIT

IR
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jurisdiction whether directly or indirectly, To the extent that | must disclose any of the above
information to any of the above named persons, I shail instruct that person or persons (o keep the
information confidential,

1 understand and agree that this settlement is the compromise of a doubtful and disputed
claim, and that the payment made is not to be construed as an admission of liability on the part of the

party or parties hereby released, and that Releasees deny liability therefor and inlend merely to avoid

litigation and buy peace.
I understand and agree that this General Release shail be construed, enforeed and interpreted

in accordance with the laws of the State of Florida and venue for any action to enforce or construe

the General Release shall be Paim Beach County, Florida.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, |, , have bereunto set
___ hand and seal on this day of » 201 __.
Signed, sealed and delivered
in the presence of:
WITNESS BRADLEY J. EDWARDS

STATE OF FLORIDA )

COUNTY OF }
BEFORE ME, the undersigned avthority, personally appeared BRADLEY J. EDWARDS,

who, upon being first duly sworn according (o [aw, deposes and says that he executed the foregoing
General Release and that the representations therein are true and correct to the best of his

knowledge and belief.
SWORN TO AND SUBSCRIBED before me this day of

20__
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Individual Personally Known OR Produced Ideutification

Type And Number of Identification Produced;

My Commission Expires: e
(seal) NOTARY PUBLIC
State of Florida at Large
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TN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 15th JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
IN AND FOR PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA

CIVIL DIVISION
CASE NO. 502000CA040800X X MB-AG
Judge David F. Crow
JEFFREY EPSTEIN,
Plaintiff,
V.

SCOTT ROTHSTEIN, individually, and
BRADLEY 1. EDWARDS, individually,

Defendants.

STIP TION FOR DISMISSAL P

COME NOW the parties herein, by and through the undersigned attorneys, and show
unto the Court that the parties hereto, Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant, JEFFREY EPSTEIN, and
Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff, BRADLEY EDWARDS, individually, have apgteed to amicably
settle all claims brought in the above-styled cause.

WHEREFORE, the parties petition this Court for an Order dismissing the claims
‘brought by Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant, JEFFREY EPSTEIN, against Defendant/Counter-
Plaintiff, BRADLEY EDWARDS, individually, and the claims brought by Defendant/Counter-
Plaintiff, BRADLEY EDWARDS, individually, against Plaintift/Counter-Defendant,
JEFFREY EPSTEIN, with prejudice, each party to beer its own costs and atiorney’s fees. The
parties further request that the Court retain jurisdiction ever this case for a period of sixty (60)

days to enforce the terms of the settlement.

SEARCY, DENNEY, SCAROLA, FOWLER WHITE BURNETT, F.A.
BARNHART & SHIPLEY, P.A.
2139 Palm Beach Lakes Blvd, Espirito Santo Plaza EXHIBIT

I @,

EovwLei WIETE PUKNEST PLA, « ESsimo SANTe Puaza, 1395 Brickes Avenye, 14w FLoos, Mus, Fuorioa 331031 [
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West Palm Beach, FL 33409

fax

JACK SCAROLA, ESQ.

Counsel! for Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff
Bradley J, Edwards

Fla. Bar No. 169440

CASE NO. 50 2009 CA 040800 XXOXXMB AG

1395 Brickell Ave, 14" Floor
Miami, FL 33131

JOSEPH L, ACKEBRMAN, JR., ES(Q).
Counsel for Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant
Jeffrey Epstein

Fla. Bar Mo, 235954

_a.

Fowezn WieTs BURNETT PA » BSpIRITO SANTO FLAZA, 1355 BRICKELL AVENUE, 14w FLOGR, MiaM, Fuomios 33131 -
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT,
IN AND FOR PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA

CIVIL DIVISION: “AG”
CASE NO.: 502009CA040800XXXXMB

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,
Plaintiff'Counter-Defendant,

V5.

SCOTT ROTHSTEIN, individually and
BRADLEY J. EDWARDS, individually,

Defendants/Counter-Plaintiffs,
/

ORDER GRANTING COUNTER-DEFENDANT, JEFFREY EPSTEIN’S

MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

THIS CAUSE having came before the Court upon Counter-Defendant, Jeffrey Epstein’s
Motion for Summary Judgment. Having reviewed the law and case file, having heard argument
of counsel and being otherwise fully advised in the premises, the Court hereby determines as
follows: |

Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant,  Jeffrey Epstein  (“Epstein™)  filed  suit against
Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff, Bradley Edwards (“Edwards™). Edwards then filed a counter-claim
against Epstein. Epstein subsequently dismissed his Complaint without prejudice. The counter-
claim proceeded, undergoing several amendments. As it now stands, the Fourth Amended
Counterclaim has two causes of action: abuse of process and malicious prosecution. Epstein
moved for summary judgment arguing that the litigation privilege applies to both the abuse of

process and malicious prosecution claims. This Court agrees and grants summary judgment in

favor of Epstein.

EXHIAIT "

EFTA01196679



The Court thoroughly reviewed Levin, Middlebrooks, Moves & Mitcheli v. U.S. Fire Ins.
Co., 639 So. 2d 606, 608 (Fla. 1994), Echevarria, McCalla, Raymer, Barrett & Frappier v. Cole,
950 So. 2d 380 (Fla. 2007), and Wolfe v. Foreman, 38 Fla. L. Weekly D1540 (July 17, 2013).
These cases provide the binding precedent in this area of law. All actions occurring during the
course of a judicial proceeding are absolutely privileged, so long as the actions have some
relation to the underlying proceeding. Levin, Middlebrooks, Moves & Mitchell v. U.S. Fire Ins.
Co., 639 S0O. 2d 606, 608 (Fla. 1994). This position was reaffirmed in Echevarria. In Wolfe, the
‘Third District Court of Appeal, quoting in large pant from Echevarria, found specificelly that the
litigation privilege applies to malicious prosecution claims and acts occurring during the course
of a judicial proceeding, if tho.m: acts bear some relation to the proceeding.

Edwards urged the Court to find that Olson v. Johnson, 961 So. 2d 356 (Fla. 2d DCA
2007), is in conflict with Wolfe, thereby allowing the Court to find that the privilege does not
apply. However, Olsor is inepplicable, because that case involved false statements made to a
police officer prior to the judicial proceeding. The court found that the privilege did not apply,
and that the malicious prosecution claim was not barred.

At the hearing on the motion, Edwerds conceded that all of the allegations made in bath
the abuse of process and malicious prosecution claims are of acts occurring during the course of
a judicizl proceeding and bear some relation to the proceeding. Therefore, the Court finds that
the absolute litigation privilege applies to both the abuse of process and malicious prosecution
claims made herein. The Court also notes that the cases cited by Edwards involved malicious
prosecution claims stemming from actions filed by the parly themselves, not counsel. In the

instant case, it was conceded that all filings were done by an attorney in good standing with the

Florida Bar, rather than by the individual party. Accordingly, it is
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ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that Counter-Defendant, Jeffrey Epstein’s Motion for
Summary Judgment is GRANTED.

DONE and ORDERED in Chambers, at West Palm Beach, Palm Beach County,

Florida, this /7 day of May 2014,

Copies furnished to attached service list
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FIFTEENTH
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND FOR PALM
BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA

CIVIL DIVISION -AG

CASE NOQ. 502009CA040800O0(XMB

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,
Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant,

V5.

SCOTT ROTHSTEIN, individually and
BRADLEY J. EDWARDS, individually,

" Defendants/Counter-Plaintiffs.
/

Pursuant to the Summary Judgment rendered in this action:

IT 1S ADJUDGED that Counter-Plaintiff, BRADLEY J. EDWARDS, 425 N. Andrews
Avenue, Suite 2, Ft. Lauderdale, FL 33301 (88 unknown) take nothing by this action and that
Counter-Defendant, JEFFREY EPSTEIN, 6100 Red Hook Boulevard, Virgin Islands, shall go

hence without day. The court reserves jurisdiction for the taxation of costs and if appropriate, the

award of attorney's fees.

DONE AND ORDERED =t West Palm Beach, Palm Beach County, Florida, this
SIGNED & DATED

day of , 2014,
MAY 27 204
JUDGE DONALD W, HAFELE

CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE

Copies fumished to those on the attached service list.

EXHIBIT “CY
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