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Michael C. Miller 
212 5063955 
mmifler@>teptoe.c,,m 

1114 Avenue of the Amencas 
New York, NY 10036 
212 506 3900 main 
www.steptoe.com APPLICATION GRANTED 

. so_ DfDERED; .. 

~-61~; 
( 

John G. Koeltl, u.s.o.J. 
, ' o cr Ir 7 

/, November22,2017 
SUBl\fiTTED UNDER SEAL 
Hon. John G. Koeltl 
United States District Court 
United States Courthouse 
500 Pearl Street 
New York, NY 10007-1312 

Re: Jane Doe 43 v. Jeffrey Epstein, et al. 
Civil Action No.17-cv-616 

Dear Judge Koeltl: 

~0002/0022 

Ste11toe 
STEPTOE & JOHNSON LLP 

A~ }Ve pfe'li0U!llf !14yiS!Xl, ~ C9urt, JarJe Ope 'l'Ol~t.;ui!J'. ~~.$; ~ositig,11 testimony and 
pr°'duced doc~ ~~ ~ ~ fl.l}i~ps in the Jane Pfl_g, ~tw- ip, a l;!'W,~ captioned 
G.ieffre 'I'. Ma;oveli, No. 1§ Civ. 'l,1,3~. ~W~) (~"Giuffre.~•) (~:!lime Poe ~vidence"). 
Th~ J~e Poe ;Bvi4~e, al:¥@ P1 J~ J29e l!h-ort).y llfl:t;r $.o @¢ t4~ ,4t.a11 Ro.e ~, .was 
i!_r,si~ted as Contid~tj~ j~~\ ~ th~ PiotecU'l'.e Ower ii, il,is; 6lwfr~ :ty(atte,r (''~te.c:tive 

"'~. Order''). Specifically, Janl~~ tlf,tparties to the in the Giufjfp ';Matter, the plaintiff, Virginia 
Giuffre, and the defendant, Oltlslirlne Maxwell, all designated Jane Doe's deposition transcript as 
Confidential, and Jane Doe ~e§jgp.ated her document production zj ¢onfidential. Jane Doe and 
the plaintiff in the Giuffre Matr>Fi:both subsequently withdrew theij: confidential designation of 
Jane Doe's deposition transcript '.'in its en~," and objected to the'.confidential designation of 
that transcript by the defen4aDt}~ fbat apJion. • , • • 

. ··:·:t·r;_',,r':. :: ~$ ·. 
1 Jane Doe's mote r~i:!f ~nduct is entirely consistent.with her decision to withdraw 

thi~ confidential d~signation~itri'ti;,:,aUs'ihto question whether she :s~~d be permitted to continue 
to proceed in this matter b$.ii:i_q i!';'-!'~Doe" caption. Indeed, on }lpvember 1:5, 2017, Jane Doe 

, i···/·'· • • . ;,:.; (Continued ... ) 
, > _r~l~,. ( :· 
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Page2 

Tue Jane Doe Evidence, as it turns out, is dispositive of this action. In particular, the 
Jane Doe Evidence demonstrates that the sole claim asserted in the Jane Doe Matter is barred by 
the longest potentially applicable ten-year statute of limitations, the Court in the Jane Doe Matter 
lacks personal jurisdiction over Defendants, and Jane Doe cannot plead a legally sufficient 
amended complaint. 

On October 5, 2017, and pursuant to directions from this Court, the Defendants filed a 
motion before Judge Robert W. Sweet seeking a modification of the Protective Order to permit 
the Defendants to use all of the Jane Doe Evidence in support of the MTD ("Motion to Modify''). 
On October 19, 2017, Plaintiff responded to the Motion to Modify, l?y agreeing to permit the use 
of only some, but not all, of the Jane Doe Evidence. Ghislaine Maxwell, the defendant in the 
JJiWfre ~ttef, ad.~·~-~P~k~li-~~ tQok ~ pqsitio:q Q,\l ~-MQ~ l<l. Mo<!ify anii -• -
r~u,~;<J only that J~ ~e'.a, ~~J!i¼~ ~~ript ~ ,t+~t&;,:t il'-1! ~.AAti~~ p~~ tQ a 
~t~v~ orµ~ tQ bl:) IS~~ ~ tpe ,!BM ft'111 ~11.tt9r. • : • 

' '"½. '. • 
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Ste:Qtoe 
$Tll[Pl0~ I JOHNSOfl ur 

May 25, 2017, all protected information, including the Jane Doe Evidence, was to be returned to 
the original party, parties, non-party, or non-parties who designated it as confidential." Opinion 
at 7-8. 

Lastly, Judge Sweet held that a "party or non-party is deemed a designator of 
confidentiality if, on the date of this matter's termination, i.e., May 25, 2017, that party or non­
party was deemed the confidentiality designator of the document, information, or piece of 
material." Opinion at 8. Since both Jane Doe and Giu:f.&e withdrew their confidentiality 
designation with respect to Jane Doe's deposition in its entirety befure the termination of the 
Giuffre Matter, the only confidentiality designator of the deposition transcript, including the 
documents used during the deposition, is Maxwell. 

Counsel for Maxwell has now advised the Defendants that Maxwell agrees that 
Defendants need not return the deposition transcript, including the documents used during the 
deposition, and that this evidence may be used in the Jane Doe Matter, provided that this 
evidence is used pursuant to a confidentiality order. See Ex!noit D attached. 

In order t.o comply with the seven-day filing deadline ~ed by the Court, Defendants 
have filed their MTD yesterday. This version of the MTD does not contain references to the 
Jav9 I;)Qe.AepositiQll.m:.teii\ted~~Ji;lSQ w~ \:j.g ~ot~¥~~ll#li1,JJ,tjajj.ty 9~ ~P~: 
~~~s V\'ill work !<lili~9tl,tl.J t() ~~.t>tlt au,bmit ~J<liilt·df!!.ft ~~~ty ~~~ to ,d,le • 

L
CP,urt h.:t ~rdance with i4e ~~~ llcfvl/llced by .M~.l:lll l'tl1d ~~i.~llt :with th~ Sel!).9'i 
<;)P.b:i.i91.1. • 'fl~ respec.t{l4ly ~~ ... t tiw .. • . th!l ~<?\lft ~~ ~ ~:f~JA tg tj,I~. ll. t,UPI!!~ent!l,l 
MW whJ,.Gh refe©l.Cl;l! ·t;hi!I ~nte,nts 9f ~t:: Jl\lle Dqe depqsitfM ~ d_gpllilJ..~ts ~ d,pring ~ 
~,PQajti9!1"'1thin ~exep, (7) ~ya ~l.kl:wwg c;ntry at a 9<llltid.~ Q..:,P~ 'ill ti)#~. • . -. -~-,.,• - - -~-. "'· ,. ~. '. ~- - . "'- ~ ·_· 

We have ~Pte9 41 i::<;:u:i.wq ,;:t>:pnsel for ltine I)oci ~ Qf9C!'. tl'.l i:i.b.taip. !)iii COD.S~t to this 
~J.M,s~, b:!,l,t h.;ye nllt ~ ~k sw.i, • • • ' • 
• ·~ " . . ). . . • 

~t ~llllmi~ 

t~t:tt-#1&-
MicMef C. Miller 
Couf!.iP(for Defendants Jeffrey 
Epst~~n:allfl Lesley Groff 

2 We will also attempt to reach agreement with Jaiw Q~.tJ;,gaaj!};ig tb., 1:i.alance gf~ 
,Time Doe Evidence that ~-q~~~~ confidential but \1/11.S ~ot\i.¢4 iit'Iane Doe's deposition. 
,;- •,. \',.,,_:::-.:··.••(¥~ ', ~ ."-::c C C ";j,,--,,';,tt, 
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EX1H[KJffili1r A 

'" ,~ .. -- _ .. ~-
'-<- . - • 
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• How David Boies :Saved Me - l he New y orJC 1 unes 

i]Je;Vtui lotk1tunes : https:t/nyti.ms/2jvHgf5 

Opinion 1 LETTER 

How David Boies S-aved Me 
NOV. 15, 2017 

To the Edito~ 

Re «DAVld ~•11 li:~wi lDVONGinent Witb Hra.rwy Weiru;t@in" (Op-Ed, 

nytimes.com> )iG'V,, 9): 

lil]0006/0022 

lJaving~d the ~e by :erot. De~ L lU:l.q(le i:tjp.tj~iµg the laW¥i:u, ~!I~~ 
131i>ies, I doubt ~t ~~ has ~-&rsthailld ~peri~~ w;ftb l'IPw Mr, ~oi~ deals ~ij:q 
~pi,: ·a.-nd abus!l~. , - . . . 

I d9, b~ l ~ri;. ~- \-vhe11- J 'l'illll in the ~s. P( ~~r fyo:in ~aving been 
t~ftlcked by very~. ~~thy ~ople, I was unable to fiil<l anyone who would 
~ake rp.y ah1,1Se s~tio~ly, Mi;:. ~9!~ heard me anJ cam~· to.mj rescue. He examined 
niy ~Wt::ri~n~, sPrte,li;mt tb(l f?,$al v:b~a:t: p:9m the CO!lfu~i~g chaff, and filed my 

~~- E\'.e~bing lle _au4~ ~~_guey 4i4 ~ th~ ~e,!i hl?-~~ Qfj_tltimt4~ti9..!1 or 
silencing. '/:. l • • , . 

They have protectecf;rae rjght from the beginning, a sci\ was fear of being harmed 
that kept me from comi~'g\f~~rd many years ago. For th~ first time in 10 years l 

i £, ' ~ 

finally feel safe becausiiqf'pa':id Boies and his colleagues-:) , 
, 't',-;. :. • , ~, -c: ·•: _c; 

¼nat's more, his firiq,'dia'n'ot ¢large me legal feei,. ¼!~~ ,many other victims he 
represents, I will be {o~{¢r grateful to him for bri.ngj'ns t~~ ~buse I suffered to th-e 

";' . . , ~ ''. -;: ,~.,-'; 

attention of the cour~~-anq lh(public. • '/ 
• ' _,;, :,,1 :·t T·-

• SARAH RANSOME~!fRCELONA, SPAIN , , 

h1tps://www.nytimes.com/20! 7/l J/l S/o~lni~n/david-boies.hcm:1?..:it1bReward•A.RT __ ,~l'Ml&roci .. , I l/16/2017 

., . .. . 
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How David Boies Saved Me • The New York Times !:'age .t or .l 

The wl'"iter is the plaintiff in Jane Doe 43 u. Jeffrey Epstein, Ghislaine Maxwell, 
Sarah Kellen, Lesley Groff and Natalya Malyshev. 

© 2017 The New York Times Company 

t • 

h I~ bl'leward"'ART (:;TM:1&reei... H/ll'l/:!01'f 
https://www.nytimes.com/2017/! l/!S/op!nlon/david•boies. tm .ma -
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JEX1H[TIJIBK1r JIB 
' • 
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BSIFl 80IES 
SCHILLER 

~ FlEXNER 

V1AE-MA11,,. 

Laura Menninger, Esq. 
HADDON, MORGAN AND FOREMAN, P.C. 
150 East W" Avenue 
Denver, Colorado 8~ 
lntenninger@hmtlaw:eam 

Re: Giu./JM'R,. M~e/1 

MayS,2017 

Case 1"tr.1§;;v--07G:RWS 

Qear Mf. Menning,"!', 

Mcrooi1h Schul!Z, E,q. 
m&ebulti@hsflrp...com 

~rstiati~to ~ ~ ot:rhei ~Onl<:i' ©E §~), ;hiij l,uter be.,!>y !pfonn; )ll),11 
of~- GM'lhi's wi~~ !l~11(~ty desigtra!iO!l ofMs. \lll!l~P,lli!:'.s d~£>,!I 
~script lo i~ M~, !is well ait~GM&e•s ~ to.~IJlli•i, l),9ntjde~ill!Jity 
doai$nA!ion <>fM~ ~-'•~Q!i ~m ilallllliMY, Ml, R,arisomajoins Mt. 
Giuffu, in ob~tolUl)l~~ity ~ o-m b~~J•9sltj!lll ~.Pb 

• • _,:- ~ • V •"' " • ' ~, . * . ~ 

MS/akc 

~0009/0022 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

VIRGINIA GIUFFRE, 

Plaintiff, 

-against-

~i:n,i:e~ _;f 2f., ~t~i:,t.~#.5'; 
aoi~~. ~CHIJ;,~~ & ~~~R ~tP 
~!31- ,E.<1~~ L<1;i! '°"111,s ~y1e:varp, &ui-te iio~ 
Fo~t ~a~d,~"4~;~, l:l,·3~3Ql 
By:· Si9,t!!i S. t¢9'!<1wiey, Esq .. 1, ... 

M,i.':i;afilth t. Schultz, Esq. ,.· ~-
- • J ; ,, •r ~ ". ,,, 

Coutl:$1 fo~. Ghisla.:lne Maxwell, 
: ~ . ' '·,,. 

HADDON, MORGAN AND FOREMAN, P.C. 
150 East :f~nth Avenue 
Denver,; fQf ~P.f Q} 
By! ~l¼.t~:n '. 'Menninger I Esq. 

• :Ji;~je}' S:, ·l?agliuca, Eljq, 

15 

'• '/ (?J;1):p- '\ , ' • 
Couns~l f~; Jeffrey Epstein and 

~~ :· ).~~7{:,;-J°¥ ./, '; 
Les~ :i: Groff 

sTEPTOE 'iK)oHNSON LLP 
, • ' ~' 'S ·~ - : • f 

1114 ~~~~*~ ?f. the AmericaG 
New Y~F;k,! ~~~ 't::,,:k 100~36 
By: tl~9,fl~.l,"½o· -,Mil,ler ,. £sq:. 

,j/!/fi\J;P·, ~. I',. Chu, Esq. 
!di;td~l- A; Keouoh, Esq. ·~---l•f~'f:-~~ .. ~-- ~ ••• -

:: \· ~ 

r 

J 

I 
I 

I 
' ' : 

I 
I 
I 

I 

Ii!) 0011/0022 
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·-·· O.J. I 
Third-Party Proposed Intervenors Jeffrey Epstein at:· 

Lesley Groff (the "Intervenor.s") have moved under Fed. R. Ci .. 

P. Rule 24!b) to interverre in this action and to modify the 

protective order enter~d in this action on March 17, 2016 ( 

"Protective Order" or the "Order"). See Fed. R. C:i.v. 

Ortler, ECF No. 62. Int~enors a1;-e two of the defendants 

action c-aptiened Jane Doe 43 v. Epstein, No. 17 Civ. 616 

currently pend~ng bef~te the HQnorable John G. Koeltl (the 

Doe action"). Illt"!'rveno.i:s seek th¥ough the instant motion 

Int-erv,mozei !t;b.!l "J~l')O t!Qe ivi~nee" "r tb.e "!>viqen.91>"), 

in~lud1n~ depoaition ~e~~im9~~ and docqmen:s, to assist thein.1n 

' ~ 

j 

I 
' I' 

liJ 0012/0022 

*~~.:;".:°i½;;;,-,.~;q':"+¥";,~~\.; 4/s'",." '?''' -"~ ,-$>',<, •• <'-

9ase'ct-''ui:1oi1 the· ,:oi\.c;Lusions set forth below, the motion 
.• _, ." •, •' 

. ' ' 
to intervene is 1~~~1:,q, and al 1 document~#· ~'tl~teri.als, and J 

t / : :i: f 
inEoi:mation .subjec~, to the Protective Order ir.Gst be retLtrned to , -, ~ . .,, l 

confJdenti~litv: as of-the.dat~,th~s • \ ... J 
i 

;its -, " 

2 
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I. 
,1 
I 
j 

14!0013/0022 

This action was commenced on September 21, 2015 byl 
/, 

Virginia Giuffre ("Giuff,re'' or the "Plaintiff"). On March 17-i, 

" 2016, the Court entered into a Protective Oi:der to maintain "the 

privacy of the parties and deponents during the pendency of 

discovery. Pursuant to the O.tder, the parties .and non-parti 

including Doe, designa'ted eertain dfl>cwnents, materials, 

deposition testimony, an.d other information confidential. 

was a fact witness and deponent in. this action, and provid 

both deposition testimcny arul documei'tts, which were design 

confidential .by th~ lillair.,tiff and D.oe under the terms of t 

' • 

I 

cpnfiqentiill-4 d~iiJ.~f);tCI!) ?f ;~ f.!Qe. 8¥i4~n~~ QI} l.i~Y ~, ~Q~ i. bu~ 

J:h~ g~fei;ti;ijll'Ji; ~;i.~l<i!i.P~ ~l'~el..l (::'Mffl'h'.!#tl" 9i; ~l1~. "1'41ilff,!l'!dt1n: :•! 

<?l?jtct§ld. '1~, ~~,rift.: Ll;}"!'";r! E~ii- a & :a: Th;t {;;t~:: "'.~~ I·"'~ 

settled and dismis'.:se4 with prejudice pursuaritfto a joint 
'ol)'h. 0 ., ,; t 
,,>z , • ':-: 

stipulation for g~~~i~s,~i entered into on May,25, 2017. 
~ ,· . . , 
: J: 

'I! ,': ~ •f 

against Jeffrey ~P~tt.i!f:2. and others (the '\'Eps1:e~~ Defendant7''
1

i 

,i.s,C. § , 
i 

iu;:t~on, 
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confidential pursuant to the Protective Order, in support 

that Motion to Dismiss. Jane Doe sought to bar the use of 

~0014/0022 

certain material, and Judge Koeltl instructed the Interveno~ to 

"make their application for relief from the Protective Order to 

the Judge in the case in which the Protective Order was 

entered," and to attempt t.o agree with Doe and Giuffre on t 

scope of the propose<! modificati¢n. See Intervenors' Br. Ex. B. 

Jane Doe and Giuffre agreed to the release of Doe's deposit 

transcript and fifty-six !56) do£uments, but sought to oar ;·ne 

use of a collection of pJ,;,otogrl:lphs e-ri<ii a series of 2016 ema, l 
.. _...,,,,_,,. ~""' ··~ =,,.._,..~ ... ,.-.. y:,.- """"""":'"""' .... """""'-""~" • ·" - ,,,,., "':'-<- ~ -"}' ... ~·---:"''",.. ~ -..,- -·-

t;Ql!!ll\!llliCl't~ori:. l;ifl:tW~f,llf .I/'1!> ![lf,ld D, ~9,rt~, tp.~ ;1t~l;1,u1 'tt 
• " c • •' ~ ' , T ? • ., • ,;/; • 

is n~~ th~ ~uhj~ct ~ th~ ~n~ta~t m~~~pn, T-hi~ motio~ va~ 

~~« @~tke~ ;u~\lf ~u~~~l~J9 ~F ~~v~~ 8, ~~;7, 

~- r 

'l)he .Jl,_,~"!~~,i,llJ~,;Ox:d@x: px:9vid~•t. qr;.u1t{~ut.i.<\lity fP'~' 

documents, mate;:i,~..;if: a'ri~/~r information so ;;~ignated by, t~e 

parties, toget!:1er 1i1~tp
1 
;rocedures relating ~; \he designatf-0ns 

.. '. I 
and any challenges.~,fp '.:the designations amon9-:6ther provisLens. 

,. '!,; - ' ~'5 ,-,, •.• 0' l 
'-< ':.· ' 

See Order, SCI, N<i ,· ., ~2. ?lie Orde:: also provJd<;;a., tb~t it woulc 
•••• :\"'.·~. ·:• . .,, .- ~:, .... '-~ f-,i' '-\:!,: ''"-, 

ha•;e no effect ,;n:i;c~~,lJ~; qf .. c~ntictent~41l ~tj'r,~~mjticn at tl'.'ial. 

The Order st;,tei; ~i~r~{~v<l9/'!:rt: ., .\➔• ,,. 

4 
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.. 

l 

I 
I 
I 

1. This Protective Order shall apply to all documents, 
materials, and information, including without 
limitation, documents produced, answers to 
interrogatories, responses to requests for 
ad.~ission, deposition testimony, and other 
information disclosed pursuant to the disclosure or 
discovery duties created by the Federal Rules of 
Civil Procedure. 

J 
I 
l t.. . • t 

12, At the conclusi'""' of this case, unless oellei: t 
arrangeme_nts a:i:e agreed upon, each document and all I_ 

copies the~eof which- have been designated as f 
CONFIDENTIAL shall be returaed to the party that I 
designated it CONFI0~1'!AL, or the parties may elect ' 
to destroy d1NFIDENTIP..L documents. Where the parties, 
agree to destroy eONFIO~T!AL documents, the 
destroying pa-rq shall ~ide all parties with an 
affidavit cgnfirming the destruction: 

1~.Thi~ f;qteetiv~ ~~ sh~ll b~~e n9 f9~cft i~4 etfe~t 
'qn J:.l\~. i.la~ 9t· et~ ~E::+i!Fl:11IaL J;Nfi:l~i'lQ.N at t,:iAl 
tn. ';:ht$ m~it~. -- . •' 

--~~~f.t.o~_!J~17~ 7 :i;:';~~ ... •. :p,,,. • 1 
' :- ','.t i J 

. ~ ! l 
Pursuant>fo F'ed. R. Civ. l?. Rule 2°4(b), the Courtl:nay 

~0015/0022 

, - ,:~ • : I 

pe.i;mit a non-pality· to in'te~ven9 whei:-e the· no~lpal:"ty haa \"a ·~la.i.m '· 1 . . . j• 

or defense that s~,t~s ~ith the main action.~ common ouest~on of 

law or fact," an;;! -~i,~ cpui:t "consider[s) l'lhe;l;~r the • I 
~ '.,_ "' • .. , j 

• ... ; t • 1 
intervention will- µt~uiy delay or preJudiQ~ ~h~ adjudication of 

. . .. ·~- ·- -

the orJ,ginal par;i~~ ,lghcs." Fed. R. Civ:• f '·24 (~); see l1so 
';' .- :; .. ;;,, ."'!'/' : • " " f 

Giuffre v. 11a-'<~(_;n-f :~?i;~er 2_: 201? Ss1~l~q ~~{11fon on Motion to 
.• ~'.!;_:;;- -,;~::-,:~·'. " .,;.,}· .. ~~~.,~~~ 

Intervene :=:or ~l9p?.~~'· O~r$ho~;itz; Gi.uffi:c ·V:; :·¥{~.?{Well, No. 1.5 
[-', ~, ~:~• ,!' • .:,.,tr~."' 'i. :,_,; 

,_ J<-, >"; ~. : ,. , 

5 
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Civ. 7433 (RW.S), 2017 WL 1787934 (S.D,N.Y. May 3, 2017) 

(granting permissive intervention for Michael Cernovich). 

i 
l 
! 
; 

i. ,r 

I 

@0016/0022 

The Jane Doe Evidence at issue relates directly to/the 

facts alleged by Doe in both the Jane Doe action and this aclion 

relative to Doe's purported relationship with the Intervenort, 

sufficient to satisfy the Rule 24(b) regI:l.irement. Ac~ordingl~, 

the motion to intervene is granted. 

'"', , 

:v. Afl ~blis, ~~~-~ -J:ht ra=att,stt,,.;e 0~ ~!; l>a 
, N .~, J: • , ,, \"' 

~!:';:5"~,{~--~-~$-1\f ~v-,~~ 

. '0 • " 

Qf: th~ir MotiQ_~ .~i,,;, J;!~i,IJlii.:. .i.n th!il -!1;nt': ~~ ,!I~~~'~' Qi::11:1 ancl 
,,,..~r,.-•(·1·/'_'<,,; '. ~;_; ,: 

Giuffre contest thiJ' modification arguing the .documents in 
,, \ : . _,;;- ·:. .: l 

dispute have no o~i~ing on the Epstein Def~nJ~nts' argumentf in 

thei~ Mot.ion to oil~~oe, and •llaqin9 that~t~• Int•=v•nor• j 
merely seek to ui.e~{~e '.._,'~!)Jc! Doe Evidence itl -~-~µblic fi:i.in~ in 

•;,'I:~"','•~[;/ :'\ > ~• ./ •,~~-i:::wt /: 
orcter to public}¥ !J~~}}S'f~:" f~q. i.ntimid~;~ ~';{f: ,j)ile the 

parties dispute sht'(i~~~?s for a~d -~g~i~~i;: ifiJlJfcation o!\ the 
: ~.,, t ~'_,~ · ·· ~ · r . ~ 1/\ -~ s.. )>:. ~ ,/· _ .... . l 

Order and the ~;;Qp!i! qi; .S\H;h a" m9dif i.;a t 3.Q!l ,' ,;t,!l D,,W "'" 1den<.ie at 
£••?,:_,~;~-~-~;- ?·z:~~< c· ", ~~} •.,·:~.,J: :~it•-'A~ 

isirne is no Ic,n'i1s.:,~\.lbJ1,'it to the Ordei;. • ,·.-• 
~•r'.~:::~,,w~:·:r;'.~~-~v{ . ,r :~/., 

~.:... , 

1/ 
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l 
l 
r 
! 
l 

The specific language of the Protective Order, as 

as the underlying reasons for its issuance, establish that 

certain actions were to be taken ~[a]t the conclusion of thiJ 

case" regarding the ultimate disposition of the protected J 
• information. See Order, S[ 12. Paragraph 12 of the Order stat, ;s~ 

At the conclusio:n of ue easer unless other 
arrangements are agreed upon, eaeh document and all 
copies thereof which have been designated as 
CONFIDENTIAL s1:iall be returned to the party that 
designated it CONF'l!)EN'l'IAL, o:r the parties may elect 
to destroy CONFIDENTIAL d<!IC!ll1tents. 'Olhere the parties 
agree to destroy CONFIDEN'l'IAL document~, the 
destroying party shall pr-0vide ~11 parties with an 
affidavit confirmin,g the destruction-, 

li!i 001710022 

Id. Moreover, para,1,raph 1:3' and the ~er' s introductory lan age 

establish that the purpose O•f tile Orde:t was to guide 
. . ,.,_,~ -. ._ ... _~.., -v~ .,...,...-.,.,»_,_.. ~ ... ~ ~ ,, ,.,,,. . ......, ....,"""-f, .. -~. ~, "" -~ 

q~ftt;:Ieptiap. ty ~t~i;,1!J~t~o,ns ~;i;mJ tl;I.!? llltijAAVji!ii pu,i;:e~~, <!!l'ii 

PPt ~er~nq ;~t~ p~i3:t, ae~ Order, ii~ !~1b~~ Pt~te~tiv~ Q~ ~ 

SQa!J, bave oo ~orce ~P.\l !ot:fect c:,n t'1~ use of aay C91\l(~O,EN'.U 

Itill'QR~lIQ,." ;,t litial in tlii;i.s matti,r. "l. '..the, !'r-.t<iH,ti.ve f!,<;i!s.; ¢.td 
~ . ! • ' 

t.10\; <lX!:-fin~ ~1;!%'!209 :l;~f/ s.e!Q~;!.~J;,iop. B}; 4+§';~"~!")( gr J:?erond the i 

tei;min~ti~p ~f tn~, a~~~e~-
' 

0 
-~- ..,_:, ,·~"' -· 

Accorct1ng1.-y, ab!$ent ~~other arrangewents 
\ ✓\' ',•, ,~ ': • '; a • • ' ~: 

upon~ regarding trt -~is~osal of the protecte~ ~nformation, and 
~ • ,,.,_,. C \ 

this Court. was ~~~~.r1;ted 0£ no such arrangemen'ts_; on May 2S,? 
• ': ! 

rric-lw:iinsf'-:1:t1e/'jane Doe 
. .. , .. /. -· . " ,,. 

201/t all 

7 

' j 
} 
j 
'I 
I 
1 
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non-party, or non-parties who designated it as confidential.'·See 

id.; cf. In re Agent Orange Prod. Liab. Litig., 821 F.2d 139, 

145 (2d Cir. 1987) (holding that the court did not abuse its 

l 
discretion, even where it modified a term of 

agreement, by lifting the protective order}. 

the settlement I 

A party or non-party ;ai:se ~Eld ~. ~~ q;f 

confidentiality if, on the G:tat'e t:lf. -~.et'~:!oi ~~f!.t~<f:1111:r·,. 

.i.. e., May 25, 2017, that party ~ ,~p;,,ri.w• w& ~ the 

confidentiality designator of ~ ~p~~ ~~!on1 :i:!;t . 

piece cf material. Moree:liler, W'll.~ ·a n~ ~~ r 
piece cf material, was dee.med ~i::J~ ~ l!IW,t:,M~ p ·. ' ' •• 

t 

.:>,. 
Eased on·· t:ce. ;acts and c:onclusions :•set forth 

,t .r '•, . :, ', '• t : 

I 
abovi1l, 

the Intei:-v .. no"s' mo1;:i.on to .l.ntll'l'Vll'ne a.& <iJ:i;;antej:l., and the 11101,i.on 
I 

to modify the Prof~ctive Order. is denied. ~ut~µant to parag~aph 

1 At the terminQtio~ of the case~ the parties also obtained 
pgri;ii:;;,,,:>n, R¥ ;,,;,'~",( Q( 1,;0r;i~gapl) 12 of thl\l 9,J;91H', t"l q~~t\f<:?¥ JJ!'l,l¥ 
or all conf,l.<;l~riittf.fsiF.~fli,nt:&, HqWelll'!", Wi!lJ'<\J'.:it ii[')' .;,H'h!a'!4~::1 
provided to the Cj?,'ur,t" ~1:atj.ng this effeJOt, ;,pfl.'-~n-,).ight of lfhe 
present dispute-'::"ffr~:\;~Jf~ ?{nfers that ,:-~,:ff~•:-j~·tl9J1 was not 
taken. ·-=:".j'"'.-:- _ 

1 
;,-_~: '-.t~·.::· ... 

. '.i ~~--'"'- ~ 
. 8 ,,. ·' ... 

,, . 

i 
': 
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12 of the Order, all documents, materials, and information 

subject to the Protective Order have been, or will be 

to the party who designated its confidentiality. 

It is so ordered. 

New- York, NY 
Noveniber Jtf, 2017 

@0019/0022 

l 
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ttAoO:oN 
;.-~,. JI O St G A•!',I 

.FOJtEMAN 

@002110022 

Hoddon, Morgon and F01eman, ,.c • 
Jeffrey S. fognuca 

November 21. 2017 

VIA EMAIL 

Justin Y.K. Chu 
Steptoe & Johnson, LLP 
l l 14 Avenue of the Americas 
N11w York. NY 10036 
iclm@steptoe.com 

1 SO Ecut I 0th Avenue 
D"r.-. COIOTOdo 00203 

PH 303.e:)l.?364 "- 30J.a3:1.$.28 
wwwnmf.cw.com 

JpOQiueo®hmllaw.coro 

,,_, 
<'j'• f;iu.(frfl v. M~U: ~f)JJ l'l'JIDSl,J'.ipl q( Sa@b Ran:;;Qm~ 

With A.eil ~il>it,, • 

Dear Mi:, Chu, 

As a reSl\lt of Judge~~'~~ 9f:i-Jo..,emb,;r l4, 29l 7 ~ !md~ 1hat ~­
Mal(welJ il! the O!l!;t in3ivi411al that m;,Jn~ l:hll ~4~il:x' 4Cl!.lilnlltiOAsif'Ms. 
Bansi>me'. ~ dtpPSition 11/i~ \l)e related J:Xhi\>its. <ihe· ~9l'lfidMlia) lnformation''). You 
h~v_~ ~!/~ fti11t ~ j1Ji~tl! be pl\111\!tte!f :tP ~ pqrtjQl!ll gf ~ ~Q!'fidential 
infQmi• 'fo ~llP.~rl 'lfbjli M!>W,n to Di!llniss Ui.11 ~!)!wit ill ,k,rre Doe 43 v. 
Eps.tem e..t ((I, Case l':l1,. 17,cy.UQo l~J~K (" JarJJ! ~ 1§. 'J. E[Jil.~in ·,. 

' , • if • 

• . / .. • • ~ • : ' ~ ' .. w•.' w_ ·r-

Wr, bavJ: no ol;,je/;t\on ro tbe t1$e of th~ qonfideut:ial ibf<;?frott!M u.nd=r t!J:"11 fo!IQ\1(Ulg 
conditions: "' ; (, , : ; '\ 

• ': .< • 
• ;:~ : 

l. Use of thll eonfidentfal information by your ,;;lieiit!i is limited to the Motion to 
Dismiss,ii\4 a~y,:elated reply in in Jane D<ie 4~'.v'JEpstein, 

• •"1 " ·,_ "'" 
"' ,~.f • 

2. Dissemination of the coofidenti,d informati<m ls,estricted to the parties in 
.r -~ . . ;. ,' _, -

Jane D,oel4J y. Epstein, the p!l)ites' laW):eT§ wlig'!-i~ye 1:nrercd their 
appeiiff'~•~Jn..11J~31;tio~, ~d '1'.: 'toul)i ·, • ({ • 

3. Any·use dfih~ confidentiai'i~fo~tion i~ connc~l~~ with the Motion lo 
- -•·;, <.,; ~- \., ,';, ~., ,:,·, ;._:,_• :""' 

Dismi~$ fl:i.Jwm Doe 43 v. Epstein wiffbe under!i!i~l.~~d not accessible to the 
publ!tY!~~~~!i· ~g reda~t an1 confidi:o,~~( !~~~Jiti?q:from ?ny motions or 
plcn1:d\f1Jt,:a,nd su?_rn1t any )?ortmn21o of the c.o,o~_ettt1a!_ 1qfomu~t1on used as an 
exhibffa{s~ie'.<! doiumenis. ,, • .., :· '?'?'.'' 

•'}'A:,-\.~,:,-,·I .. r~J:'.~,~,~:•••'~r• \ > :\ •;.:;, 
t~ . ~. . . '~; ~-,., . :"' ,">,f 
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• 

••1<zrzu17 11:51 FAX 

Justin Y.K. Chu 
November 21, 2017 
Page2 

'4J 0022/0022 

4. Prior to your use of the confidential information you will request and obtain a 
Protective Order from the Court in Jane Doe 43 v. Epstein that limits and 
restricts the use of the confidential information to the tenns in paragraphs l ·3 
above. 

5. We have no objection to any of the other parties using the confidential 
information in connection with thl}motion to dismiss the complaint in Jane 
Doe 43 v. Epstein if they so request, so along as the evidence is used pursuant 
to the terms stared above. 

6. If the Jane Doe M~ proceeds beyond the motion to dismiss stage, we are 
open ro pennitrlng the use of.the evidence fur the remainder of the case, 
subject to an agreed upon Protective Ql:der. 

If you have any questions or coooems ~g this matter, please feel free to CODtact 

'l.ery Truly 'lours, 
,, •• ,;;,ffy,~.•-... i" ~~-·~ .,s~ ........... , . .,,.,_p ..,,... --, ....... ..,._:.~,.,....,..,;;... .. ,..,._,...,....,...,. - -~ ' ~ -

,, . 

. ~ ( . . 
HA~~; ~I\!~ fQ.~!h f.1,. 

i 

Ji !IY s. p Ii~ - . . . ., .. -.. ' • 

. . 


