Case 9:08-cv-80736-KAM Document 362-18 Entered on FLSD Docket 02/10/2016 Page 1 of 5

EXHIBIT
83



Case 9:08-cv-80736-KAM Document 362-18 Entered on FLSD Docket 02/10/2016 Page 2 of 5

; 0
12,08/07 THU 15:22 FAX 305 530 8440 BAECUTIVE CFRICE Rroo2

1.8, Depariment of Justice

{nited Stares Attoyney
Southarn Distrier of Florida

IO NE, 4 Street
Miamt. FL, 33132-2111

Decemnber §, 2007

DELIVERY BY FACSIMILE

Jay P. Lefkowilz, Exq.

Kirklond & Elis LLP

Citigroup Center

153 Bast 53rd Street

New York, New Yark 10022-4875

Re:  Jeffrey Epstein
Deat Jay:
Fwrite in besponse to your recent e-ails and letters regarding victim notification and other
issnes, Our Office is frying to perform onr contractual obligations wder the Agreement, which we

fee) are being frostrated by defense counsel’s objections. The Offfce also is conasrned about My,
Epstein’s nonporfonmance.

More than thyde weeks ago we spoke about the filure 1o sat a timely plea and sentencing
date. At thal time, you assuced me that the scheduling delay was vatsed by the unavailability of
Judge MeSodey, You promised that 2 date would bs set promptly. On November 15th, Rolando
CGarcia met with Bary Krisher on another matter, and was told by Mx. Krisher that he had jost
spoken with Jack Goldberger, and that Mr, Epstein’s plea and sentencing were set o oceur on
December 14, 2007, Since that time, we have trisd to confipm the date and time of the hearing in
order fo includs that information in the victim notification letters, You confinue to refer to the plea
and sentencing as thougl it will be in January; Mr, Kelcher’s office has not confirmed any date; and
Mr. Goldberger recently fold Marie Villefafia that “there is no date,”

I trust reiterate that a delayed guilty plea and tentencing — now more thap two months
beyond the origingl deadline — is unacceptable to the Office. As your will recall, the plea and
sentencing hesring originally was to ocetir in earty October 2007, but was delayed umtil Ootobel 26th
to allow Mr, Goldberger to attend. It was delayed zgsin until November to allow you to attend.
Rather than vsing your best efforis to insure that the plea and senfericing ovetr in November, we
recently learned that a plea conference had been scheduled with JTudge McSorley for November 20,
2007, but was canceled at the request of the parties, not the judge. Judge MeSorloy hias ngt besn
away for any extended period, and there is no bagis for your assertion that the judge ig the cavse of
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any past or finture delay. Mr. Epstera cusrently has fowr Flodda Bar members on his defenss tea,
so attomey scheduling is not s adequate basis for delay.

Three weeks 2gol also asked you te provide our Office with the terms of the Plex Agreement
with the State Altorney’s Office. It is now muore than two monthy since the signing of the Non.
Prosecution Agresment md wohave yet to see any formal agreement, or eveon & Iist of essent]al tenns
of such an agreement,

Next, let me addtess your allegation that attorneys In our office and agents of the FBI have

" leaked information to the press in an effort to affect possible ¢ivil litigation with Mr, Bpstein. This

is noirne, There has been no contact batween any mamber of the press and agy employes of our

office or the BRI siace you lncorrectly accused investigators of teiling *"Vanity Fair™ abont Mr.

Starr’s employrhent by Mr. Epstein several morths ago. We Intand to continie to refiain from

commenting or providing information fo the pross. We would ask fhat your client and alf of his
representatives do the same,

I alsc want to addvess your Tnterpretafion of several statemenis that were included -
corzespondence — at your insistence ~ as proofihst the designated victims have nvalid claims. Lot
e ke clear that each of the Ested individnals are persons whom the Offioe identified as victime
as defined in Section 2255, that is, as persons “who, while 2 minor, was a victim of a viglation of
section . . . 2422 or 2423 of this title.” I other words, the Office is prepared to Indict Mr. Epstein
bused upon Mr. Epsteln's “Interactions” with these individuals.! This conclusion is based upon o
thorough and proper investigation —one tn which none of the victins was informed of any rightto
recefve demages of any amount prior to the Investigation of her clafin, The Office agrees that i is
not a party to, and will not take a role in, any civil Htigation, but the Office can say, without
hesitation, that the evidence demonstrates that cach person on the kst was a victim of Mr. Epstein’s
criminal behavier. Mr, Star’s Jettor also suggests that the number of victims to whom Mr, Epetein
is exposed by the Agreoment ig limitless. As you know, early drafty of the Agreement contained 2
numerical Yimit 0f 40 vietims, which was removed st your request. The Offfce repeatedly confirmed
that the number would not oxceed 40; and the list is significantly shorter than that. Once the list is
provided to you, if you have a good faith basis for asserting that a victim never met Mr. Epstein, we
remain willing to lsten and to modify the fist if you convinee 0z of your position,

Finally, let me address your objections to thedrafl Vietim Notification Letter. You write that
you don’t nnderstand the basis for the Office’s belief that it is appropriate to notify the victims,
Pursnant to the “Tostiee for All Act 0f 2004, crime victims are ertitled for “The right to reasonable, )
aceurate, and timely votice of any public cowt proceeding . . . involving the crime” and the “right :

*Unlike the State’s mvesugaﬁon the federal invesiigation shows criminal conduct by Mr
Epstein at least ag early as 2001, so al7 of the vietims were mivors at the time of the offonse.

US_Atty Cor 00191



Case 9:08-cv-80736-KAM Document 362-18 Entered on FLSD Docket 02/10/2016 Page 4 of 5

Ho
12/08/07 THEU 15:23 FAT 305 530 8440 EXECUTIVE OFPLCE @ocq

JAY P. Larcowrrs, Bsg,
DeceMBER §, 2007
Page3 oF4

not io be excloded from any such pubie court proceeding . . .7 18 UB.C, § 37712 & (3).
Section 3771 also coromands that “employess of the Department of Tustice ., , . engaged in the
detection, Investigation, or prosecution uf otime shall make their best efforts to see that crime victins
are notified of, and accorded, the rights desoribed in subsection {a).” 18 U.S.C. § 3771{)1).

Additionatly, prrsuant to the Victims”® Rights and Restitution Act of 1990, our Offics Is
obligated to “inform a victim of any restitution or other relief to which the victim may be catitled
under this or any offier low and [the] manner in which such relief may be obtained.” 42 U.8.C. §
10607(c)(1)(B). With respect to notification of the other information that we propuse to disclose,
the statnte requires that we provide & victim with the eorlies: possible notice of: the slatus of the
invostigation; the flng of charges apainst 2 suspected pffender; and the acpeptance of a ples. 42
U.8.0. § 10607(c)(3). Just psin 18 US.C, § 3771, these sections are not fimited to pmcccémgs m
a federal district court, Our Non-Prosecution Agreement resolves the foderal investization by
allowing Mr. Bpsteln to plead to a siwte offense. The victims identified threugh the, foderal
investigation should be appropriately informed, and onr Nou-Prosecution Agreéement does not
require the U.S. Attormey’s Office to forego its lepal obligations.

With respect to your assertion that we are seeking to “federalize” the state plen, ovr ofice
is stmply infonning the victims of theirrights. It does not command them to appear at the hearing
or to file 3 vicilm impact staternent. In fact, the letter recornmends the sending ofany statemant to
the State Attorney’s Office so that ASA Belohlavek vm deteradne wWhich, if any, statements are
appropriate to file with the Contt.

Mext, you asseri that our Jetter tischaracterizes Mr. Epstein®s obligation to pay damages to
the victims. To avoid that suggestion, [ have asked AUSA Villafaba to simply quote the tarms of
the Agreement directly info the Notification Letter. We alzo have no objection to referring to Mr.,
Epstain a5 a “sexual offender” rather than a “predator,”

We bave no ohjection to usfag the conjunctlon “amb/or” in referring to the particular
offense(e} of which the recipient was a viclin,. ‘We will not inclnde the language that we take no
posifion as to the validity of awy claims. While theOffice has no Intention to take any position in
any eivil liigation arieing between Mr. Bpstein and any individual victim, as stated above, the Office
belteves that it has proof beyond a reasunable doubt that each listed individual was g victim of M.
Epstein’s criminal ¢ondust while the victim was a minor, The law requires us to treat all victims
*with fairness and with respect for the vietin’s dignity and privacy,” 18 T.8.C. § 3771(a}8). We
will not include any languege that demeons the harm theymay have suffered.

The lefter’s agsertions regarding representation by the Podhurst fimo and Mr, Josefthery are
accurate. Judge Davis conferred with Messrs. Podhirst and Josefsberg to sure their willingness
to underfake this assigmrent prior to finalizing his selection.
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Lastly, you object to personal communication between the victims and foderal attoreys or
agents. We have no objection to sending the letters through the mali? but we will not remove the
language about contacting AUSA Villafafia or Special Agent Kuyrkendall with questons or
concerns. Apguin, federnl law requires that victhms have the “repsonuble right to confer with the
atborney for the Governinent in this case.” 18 UR.S.C, § 3771(a)(5). The three viotims who were
notified prior to your objegtion had guestions directed to Mr, Epstein’s pundshment, not the civil
litigation. Those questions are approptiately directed to Jew enforcement, If questions arise related
fo the civil litigation, AUSA. Villafafia and Special Agent Knyikendall will recommend that the
viciims direct those guestions to Me. Josefsbarg.

T have attached a revised letter incorporating the chanpes ou which we cun agres. Please
provide any further cosments by the close of buslness on Friday, In addition, please provide us with
a definftive statement, signed by your cifent, of his intention to ablde by sach and every term of the
Agreement by close of businoss on Friday, December 7, 2007, By that time, you must also provids
ns with the agreement(s) with the State Attomey”s Office and a date and time dertain for the plea and
sentencing, which must oceur no Jater them December 14, 2007, There must be closure in this
matlter.

Sincerely,
R, Alexander Acosta

United States Aftomey

By:  Teffrey H. Sloman
First Assistant Unifed Stuteg Attorney

Brclosare

ce:  R. Alexander Acosta, U.S. Atorney
AUSA A. Marie Villafdia

“This is contingent, however, on being able to provide adequate notice of the change of
ples and sentenclog. The soouer that you schedals that hearing with Judge McSorley, the soonsr
we can dispatch these letters, 1f you detay finther, we will bave to rely on telophons ot personal
notifisation.
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