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1
1 ' IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
2 IN AND FOR PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA
CRIMINAL DIVISION
3 ]
4
, STATE OF FLORIDA )
5 )
vs .) CASE NO. 06 CF9454AMB
6 ) 08 93B1CFAMB
JEFFREY EPSTEIN )
7 )
Defendant. )
8 . S )
9 "
PLEA CONFERENCE
10
11 PRESIDING: HONORABLE DEBORAH DALE PUCILLO
12 APPEARANCES :
13 ON BEHALF OF THE STATE:
BARRY E. KRISCHER, ESQUIRE
14 . State Attorney
401 North Dixie Highway
15 West Palm Beach, Florida 33401
By: LANNA BELOHLAVEK, ESQUIRE
16 : . Assistant State Attorney
17 ON BEHALF OF THE DEFENDANT:
ATTERBURY, GOLDEERGER & WEISS,P.A.
18 250 Australian Avenue South
Suite 1400
19 Wesat Palm Beach, Florida 33401
By: JACK GOLDBERGER, ESQUIRE
20
. CERTIFIED COPY
22 ‘
23 o e
¢ _June 30, 2008
24 Palm Beach County Courthouse
West Palm Beach, Fleorida 33401
25 Beginning at B8:40 o'clock, a.m.
PHYLLIS A. DAMES, OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
03956-10980
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20
regularly congregate?
MS. BELOHLAVEK: I personally do not
know.
TEE COURT: Neither deo I, which ia
why I'm asking. Has that been
investigated? -

MR. COLDBERGER: We have done our due

~diligence, for what it's worth, there is a

residential street. There are not children
congregating on that street. We think the
address spplien, if it doesn't, we fully
recognize that he can't live there.

THE COURT: Okay, D is, you shall
not have any contact with the wvictim, are
there more than one victim?

MS. BELOHLAVEK: There's several.

THE COURT: Several, all of the
victims. So this should be plural. I'm
making that plural. You are not to have
any contact direct or indirect, and in this
day and age I find it A&cusanry to geo over
exactly what we mean by indirect. By
indirect, we muaﬁ no text messages, no
e-mail, no Pace Book, no My Space, no

telephone calls, no voice mails, no

PHYLLTS A. DAMES, OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
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messages through carrier pigeon, no
messages through third parties, no hey
would you tell so and so for me, no having
a friend, acquaintance or stranger approach
any of these victims with a message of any
sort from you, is that eclear?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, (i

THE COURT: And then it states,
unless approved by the victim, the
therapist and the sentencing court. Okay.

THE DEFENDANT: I understand.

THE COURT: And the sentencing court. '
So, if there is a desire which, I would
think would be a bit strange to have
contact with any of the victims the court
must approve it.

MS. BELOHLAVEEK: Correct.

THE COURT: If the victim was under
the age of 18, which was the-cnae, you
shall not until you have successfully
attended and completed the sex ocffender
program. So, is this sex offender program
becoming a condition of prebation?

MS. BELOHLAVEK: That is not. I

don't believe I circled that one.

PHYLLIS A. DAMES, OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER

03956-10982
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO.: 08-CV-80119-MARRA/ I
JANE DOE NO. 2,
Plaintiff,
VE.
JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant,

Related Cases:
08-80232, 08-80380, 08-80381, 08-80994,
08-80993, 08-80811, 08-80893, 09-80469,
09-80591, 09-80656, 09-80802, 09-81092,

/

DECLARATION OF ADAM D. HOROWITZ

L. My name is Adam D. Horowitz. Iam an attorney for Jane Doe No. 4.

2. The deposition of Jane Doe No. 4 was scheduled for September 16, 2009 at 1:00
p.m. at 350 Australian Ave. South, Suite 115, West Palm Beach, Florida. On the day before the
deposition, the undersigned and counsel for Jeffrey Epsiein entered into a written stipulation in
which it was agreed that “Jeffrey Epstein will not attend tomorrow’s deposition of Jane Doe No.
4 (in the absence of a court order permitting him to attend).” It was further agreed that Jeffrey
Epstein may listen in to the deposition by telephone or view a videofeed of the deposition, but
under no circumstances would he “be seen by our client.”

3. While Jane Doe No. 4 and | were in the lobby of 350 Australian Ave South at
approximately 1:00 p.m. for her deposition on September 16, 2009, we crossed paths with
Jeffrey Epstein and someone who appeared to be his bodyguard. Jeffrey Epstein stopped

EXHIBIT

I_A
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walking and began to stare at and intimidate Jane Doe No. 4. Jane Doe No. 4 was temified,
began crying and ran outside the building. Jeffrey Epstein smirked at her and walked away.
4. As a result of this incident, Jane Doe began crying uncontrollably and was unable

to proceed with her deposition.
Under penalties of perjury I declare that I have read the foregoing Declaration and the

facts stated in it are true.

Dated: September /_/, 2009 7 /

Adam D. Horowitz /

03956-10984
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

cASE No.: 08-Cv-80119-MARRA JII
JANE DOE NO. 2,
Plaintif,
v.
JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant.
/

Related Cases:

08-80232, 08-80380, 08-80381, 08-80994,

08-80993, 08-80811, 08-80893, 09-80469,

09-80581, 09-80656, 09-80802, 09-81092.
{

EFEND MOTION N
LD ON OF J 4 UM

SUPPORT THEREOF
Defendant, JEFFREY EPSTEIN, by and through his undersigned attorneys, moves this
court for an order granting sanctions pursuant to Rule 30(d)(2) and (3)(A) and (C) (referencing
Rule 37(a)(5)), Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and compelling the deposition of Jane Doe No.
* 4 within fifteen (15) days and as grounds therefore would state:
1. On August 16, 2009, the deposition of Jane Doe No. 4 was noticed for September
16, 2009 to begin at 1:00 p.m. Plaintiff’s counsel had advised that Jane Doe No. 4 could not
appear for a deposition prior to that time of day, i.e. 1:00 p.m.
2. The deposition was originally set at the offices of the undersigned, but Plaintiff's
counsel requested that it be moved to the court reporter's office. The court reporter is Prose
Court Reporting located at 250 Australian Avenue South, Suite 115, West Palm Beach, FL

33401.

03956-10985
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3. The undersigned’s office began attempting to set the deposition of Jane Doe No. 4
on July 21, 2009. Because of the number of attomeys who would be attending (based on the
court's consolidation order) coordinating the video deposition creates logistical problems.

4. On August 27, 2009, the undersigned wrote a letter to counsel for the Plaintiff
indicating that Mr, Epstein would be present at the deposition. A copy of that letter is attached
as Exhibit 1.

5. Some 13 days later, counsel for Jane Doe No. 4 filed a motion for protective order
on September 9, 2009 attempting to prohibit Mr.Epstein’s presence at the deposition. The
Defendant immediately filed a response (an Emergency Motion) on September 11, 2009
requesting that the court enter an order allowing Epstein, the Defendant in this matter, to attend
the deposition. This is common procedure. See Exhibit 2, without exhibits. As of the date of
the deposition, the court had not ruled on these motions.

6. On Monday, counsel for Jane Doe No. 4 and the undersigned spoke, an agreement
was reached that the deposition would proceed as scheduled, and that Mr. Epstein would not be
in attendance other than by telephone or other means. See Exhibit 3.

7. The deposition was originally scheduled on the 15" Floor and moved by Prose to
a larger ground floor to accommodate the number of people who were to attend

8. The undersigned and his partner, Mark T. Luttier, had scheduled a meeting with
Mr. Epstein for approximately an hour prior to the deposition. It is well known through multiple
newspaper articles that Mr. Epstﬁn's office at the Florida Science Foundation is located on the

14" Floor in the same building as the court reporter and Mr. Epstein’s criminal attomey, Mr.

‘Goldberger. As well, had the court issued an order prior to the deposition that would have

allowed Mr. Epstein to attend, he was readily available.
2

03956-10986
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9. As of 1:00 pm., no order had been received from the court, so Epstein’s
attorneys, in good faith, decided that Epstein would not attend the deposition (as per the
agreement), if we chose to proceed, which we were doing. The undersigned and Mr. Luttier
specifically waited until just after 1:00 o’clock, the time that the deposition was to start, prior to
leaving with Mr. Epstein. Counsel instructed Mr. Epstein to leave the building. Clearly,
Defendant and his counsel simply wish to have meaningful discovery.

10. The undersigned and Mr. Luttier exited the elevator heading toward the
deposition room and Mr. Epstein and his driver, Igor Zinoviev exited in separate elevator at the
same time and turned to depart from through the front entrance such that he could go to his home
to watch the deposition and assist counsel, from a video feed.

11.  Completely unbeknownst and unexpected by anyone, apparently the Plaintiff and
her attorney(s) were at the front door where Mr. Epstein was intending to exit. Upon seeing two
women, one who might be the Plaintiff, Mr. Epstein immediately made a left turn and exited
through a separate set of doors to the garage area. See affidavit of Jeffrey Epstein and Igor
Zinoviev, Exhibit 4 and 5, respectively.

12.  The entire incident was completely unknown to the undersigned and Mr. Luttier
until Adam Horowitz, Esq. came in and announced that the deposition was not going to take
place in that Mr. Epstein and his client saw one another, she was upset and therefore the
deposition was cancelled from his perspective.

13. The undersigned and his partner, Mr. Luttier, had a court reporter and a
videographer present. Additionally, Mr. [JJJ on behaif of C.M..A., Adam Langino on behalf of ;

B.B., William Berger on behalf of three Plaintiffs were present for the deposition.

03956-10987
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14.  Any suggestion that the chance “visual” between Mr. Epstein and Jane Doe No. 4
was “pre-planned” would be absurd, disingenuous and false. The undersigned counsel went out
of his way to make certain Mr. Epstein would not be in the building after the time the deposition
was set to begin. Had the Plaintiff and her counsel been in the deposition room at the appointed
time, no visual contact would have occurred.

15. It is possible that Plaintiff’s counsel, by filing their motion for protective order on
September 9, 2009 and then advising the undersigned on September 14, 2009 that the deposition
would not go forward unless the undersigned agreed to exclude Mr. Epstein from the deposition,
were not prepared and/or did not want to proceed with the deposition.

16.  The unilateral termination of the deposition was unnecessary, inappropriate and a
substantial waste of attomey time and the costs related to the deposition (court reporter and
videographer). (See Affidavit of Robert D. Critton, Jr., Mark T. Luttier and Deposition
Transcript, Exhibits 6, 7, and 8 respectively).

17.  Had the “visual” been premeditated, the cancellation of the deposition may have
been justified, however, under these circumstances, it was grandstanding and improper. In that
the Plaintiff has stated that she voluntary went to JE's home 50 plus times without trauma until
she filed a lawsuit, this brief visual encounter from a distance should not have resulted in the
unilateral cancellation of her deposition.

18.  The costs associated with the court reporter and videographer total $428.80, See

Exhibit 9.

Memorandum of Law In support of Motion

A substantial amount of administrative time went into the setting up the deposition of
Jane Doe No. 4. Almost two months passed from the time that the Defendant’s counsel first
4

03956-10988
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requested a date for the deposition of Jane Doe No. 4. The deposition of Jane Doe No. 4 was to
begin at 1:00 p.m, based on her schedule, and was moved from the undersigned’s office to the
office of the court reporter at her counsel’s request.

Pursuant to Rule 30(d)(2) and (3)(A) and (C) and its reference to 37(2)(5)), Federal Rules
of Civil Procedure, the court may impose an appropriate sanction, including reasonable expenses
in attomneys fees incurred by any party on a person who impedes or delays the fair examination
of the deponent. In this instance, the brief visual encounter, which was completely unintended
and inadvertent, should not have been grounds for Plaintiff"s counsel and Plaintiff refusing to
move forward with the deposition. Furthermore, pursuant to (3)(A) and (C), Plaintiff and
Plaintiff’s counsel had no right to unilaterally terminate/cancel the deposition and fail to move
forward. Plaintiff should have continued with the deposition and filed any motion deemed
appropriate post deposition. Therefore, Defendant is asking for the costs associated with the
attendance of the court reporter, her transcript and the presence of the videographer. Defendant
would also request reasonable fees for 2.5 hours at $500 per hour for being required to prepare
this motion and affidavits associated with same.

The records obtained thus far on Jane Doe No. 4, do not reflect any “emotional trauma”
by her own account of some 50 plus visits to the Defendant’s home prior to the time that she
hired an attomey. Even in her interview with attorney’s handpicked expert, Dr. Kliman, by her
own comments, her significant emotional trauma relates to physical and verbal abuse by a prior
boyfriend, Preston Vineyard, and deaths associated with two close friends, Chris and Jen.
Therefore, the supposed “emotional trauma” caused by a chance encounter resulting in a
“glance” at best, should not be the basis for Plaintiff unilaterally cancelling her deposition.

03956-10989
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Rule 7.1 A. 3. Certification of Pre-Filing Conference

Counsel for Defendant conferred with Counsel for Plaintiff by telephone and by e-mail;
however, an agreement has not been reached.

WHEREFORE, Defendant moves this court for an order granting sanctions to include
attorneys fees and costs as set forth above and costs associated with the attendance of the court
reporter, the transcript andthepmsemeufﬂteﬁdmgmphcranddirwﬁmtﬁﬂlmﬂmﬂo. 4
appear for deposition within fifieen (15) days from the date of the court’s order at the court
reporter’s office. If the court has not issued an order regarding Mr. Epstein’s attendance at
Plaintiff’s deposition when Jane Doe No. 4 is to appear, the Defendant will agree that Mr.

Epstein will not be present in the building on the date of her scheduled deposition such that no

“inadvertent” contact will oceur.

Robert D. Critton, Jr.
Michaél J. Pike
Attorneys for Defendant Epstein

Certificate of Service
1 HEREBY CERTIFY that a true copy of the foregoing was hand-delivered to the Clerk
of the Court as required by the Local Rules of the Southern District of Florida and electronically
mailed to all counsel of record identified on the following Service List on this l !E day of

September, 2009.

Certificate of Service

Jane Doe No. 2 v, Jeffrey E
Case No. 08-CV-80119-MARRA/

03956-10990
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eifil Esq.

Stoart S, Merm

Adam D. Horowitz, Esq.
Memmelstein & Horowitz, P.A.
18205 Biscayne Boulevard
Suite 2218

Miami, FL 33160
305-931-2200

Fax: 305-931-0877

Counsel for.PfainIﬁ&
In related Cases Nos. 08-80069, 08-80119, 08-
80232 08-80380, 08-80381, 08-80993, 08-

80994

Richard Horace Willits, Esq.

Richard H. Willits, P.A.

2290 10™ Avenue North

Suite 404

Lake Worth, FL 33461

561-582-7600

Fax: 561-588-8819

Counsel for Plaintiff in Related Case No. 08-
80811

reelrhw@hotmail.com

Jack Scarola, Esq.

Jack P. JJJjj Esa.

Searcy Denney Scarola Barnhart & Shipley,
P.A.

2139 Palm Beach Lakes Boulevard
West Palm Beach, FL 33409
561-686-6300

Fax: 561-383-9424
isx@searcylaw.com
iph{@searcylaw.com

Counsel for Plaintiff, CM.A.

Bruce E. Reinhart, P.A.
250 S. Australian Avenue

Suite 1400
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Rothstein Rosenfeldt Adler
401 East Las Olas Boulevard

Suite 1650

Fort Lauderdale, FL 33301

Phone: 954-522-3456

Fax: 954-527-8663

bedw. -

Counsel for Plaintiff in Related Case No. 08-
80893

Paul G. Cassell, Esq.

Pro Hac Vice

332 South 1400 E, Room 101
Salt Lake City, UT 84112
801-585-5202

801-585-6833 Fax

cassellp@law.utah.edu
Co-counsel for Plaintiff Jane Doe

Isidro M. Esq.
Law Firm, P.A.
atura Street, Suite 900
West Palm Beach, FL 33401
561-832-7732
561-832-7137F
isidrogarci '
Counsel for Plaintiff in Related Case No. 08-
80469

Robert C. Josefsberg, Esq.
Katherine W, Ezell, Esq.
Podhurst Orseck, P.A.

25 West Flagler Street, Suite 800
Miami, FL 33130

305 358-2800

Fax: 305 358-2382

m&n@mﬂhm
Counsel for Plaintiffs in Related Cases Nos.
09-80591 and 09-80656

Jack Alan Goldberger, Esq.

03956-10991
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West Palm Beach, FL 33401
561-202-6360
Fax: 561-828-0983

Cmmﬂ;’hrbg%nd;rth

Theodore J. Leopold, Esq.
Spencer T. Kuvin, Esq.
Leopold-Kuvin, P.A.

2925 PGA Blvd., Suite 200
Palm Beach Gardens, FL. 33410
561-684-6500

Fax: 561-515-2610

Entered on FLSD Docket 09/17/2009

Atterbury Goldberger & Weiss, P.A.
250 Australian Avenue South

Suite 1400

West Palm Beach, FL 33401-5012
561-659-8300

Fax: 561-835-8691

jagesq@bellsouth.net
Counsel for Defendant Jeffrey Epstein

Counsel for Plaintiff in Related Case No. 08-

08804
um@ ‘Eh ! -m!l

Respectfully

By:
ROBERT D, _JR., ESQ.
Florida Bar No. 224162

MICHAEL J. PIKE, ESQ.
Florida Bar #617296

Page 8 of 8

mpike(@bclclaw.com
BURMAN, CRITTON, LUTTIER & COLEMAN

303 Banyan Boulevard, Suite 400

West Palm Beach, FL 33401

561/842-2820 Phone

561/213-0164 Fax

(Co-Counsel for Defendant Jeffrey Epstein)

03956-10992

EFTA02850671



Case 9:08-cv-80119-KAM  Document 305-2

J. MICHAEL BURMAN, A -
GREGORY W. COLEMAM, PA.
ROBERT D. CRITTOM, JR. PA. !
BERNARD LEBEDEXER,

MARE T, LUTTIER. PA.
JEFFREY C. PEFIN

MICHAEL ). PIKE

HEATHER MENAMARA RUBA
DAVID YAREMA

HPLORIDA BOARD CERTTFIED CIVIL TRIAL LAWNYER
L\ BMITTED T FRACTICE 1M FLORIDA AND COLORADD

Stuart S. Mermelstein, Esq.
Herman & Mermelstein, P.A.
18205 Biscayne Blvd.

Suite 2218
Miami, FL 33160

BURMAN, CRITTON
LUTTIER & COLEMAN, L

YOUR TRUSTED ADVOCATES
A LIMITED LIABILITY PARTMERSHIP

August 27, 2009

Re: Jane Doe No. 4 v. Epstein

Dear Stuart:

Entered on FLSD Docket 09/17/2009 Page 1 of 1

Please be advised that Mr. Epstein plans to be in attendance at the deposition of
your client. He does not intend to engage in any conversation with your client.. However, it
is certainly his right as a party-defendant in the lawsuit to be present and to assist counsel

in the defense of any case.

RDClclz

Cordiall rs,

Robejt B. Critton, Jr.

cc. Jack A. Goldberger, Esq.

EXHIBIT_/_

303 BANYAN BOULEVARD * SUITE 400 - W‘Err PALM BEACH, FL 33401 + PHONE: 561-842-2820 + FAX: 561-844-6929 * MAIL@BCLCLAW.COM

WWW.BCLCLAW.COM

03956-10993
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

cASENO.: 08-cv-80119-MARRA- [N
JANE DOE NO. 2,
Plaintiff,

V.
JEFFREY EPSTEIN,
Defendant.

Related Cases:

08-80232, 08-80380, 08-80381, 08-80994,
08-80993, 08-B0811, 0B-B0893, 09-80469,
09-80581, 09-80656, 09-80802, 09-81052.

Defendant, Jeffrey Epstein, by and through his undersigned counsel, and pursuant to all
applicable rules, including Local Rule 7.1(€) and Local Rule 12, hereby files and serves his
Emergency Motion To Strike Plaintiff's Motion For Protective Order (DE 292) ﬁnd Emergency
MohmTuAﬂowThe&ﬂmdnuﬂDflnﬁ:yEpﬂunmmmanhmﬂfﬁmmﬁhAﬂ
Response In Opposition To Plaintiffs’, Jane Doe Nos. 2-8, Motion For Protective Order As To
Jeffrey Epstein’s Attendance At The Deposition Of Plaintiffs. In support, Epstein states:

troduction an

1. On August 19, EMQ,DeﬁudnmmnNuﬁmfurTahngmsDcposiﬁmaﬂm

Doe No. 4 for September 16, 2009, See Exhibit b &

EXHIBIT A2

03956-10994
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2. Addiﬁomﬂy,mﬁmmmmuhnthumhmmﬁmﬁthdwmg
additional Plaintiffs.

3. No uhjwﬁm[s}msfw:mﬁwdfm* Jane Doe No. 4, which was the only
deposition set relative to the Jane Doe 2-8 Plaintiffs.

E3 DnaugustZT,ZUDE,ﬂmmdwsigmdnmmselmﬂeﬁnmmmulfuﬂaneDﬂc
Nu.imnﬁnghudupuﬁﬁmmdhmﬂhgnfmemmeabowdnm. See Exhibit “2".

5. Nummwmhﬁmﬁimmdﬁuummﬂn.4uudmsepmba
B,m,wwm&ﬁmwﬂwsmdﬂﬂdmﬁﬁmmhﬁmmwm
hndmabjwﬁmmdmﬂﬂbeﬂlmgamoﬁmformwctiwmdﬂmeﬁnngwﬂﬂEmin
from attending the deposition. Dmngﬁn.?hinﬁﬂsmaﬂmpﬁngtnaﬁﬂeﬂﬂsﬁﬁgﬂi&n
ﬂnﬂuﬂlthﬁrum&uhyucﬁmmﬂngdimw.mﬁnﬁﬁswhhmtuﬂymmmfom
Epﬂdnmﬁﬂwﬁhnmymmﬁnsﬁdﬁmvm,thwmhmhmEPMnMMy
dmﬂﬁm;ﬂmﬁymemﬂngﬁmﬁumﬁsﬁngﬁsﬁmmshﬁsmomm. What's
next — will Plaintiffs seek to prevent Epstein from attending any of the trials that result from the
lawsuits Jane Does 2-8 have initiated? Plaintiffs see millions of dollars in damages, both
compensatory and punitive, against Defendant.

B. Dcfmﬂmtisﬁﬁngthhmgmﬁmnﬂunmdhishnme&htcmpmmmﬂn
motion for protective order to guarantee his right to be present and assist counsel in deposing not
uu]anmDuaNoA,butnthurpln‘nﬁ.&‘smduﬁtmsminﬂmm To hold otherwise would
vhiﬂuEpshh‘s&uepmmﬂghumdafmdﬂmmﬂlmPhinﬁﬁnhwcaﬂmndapﬂm
him. Duﬂaﬂsfmdmtmthlwaﬁwmbemudcposiﬁnmmothummwmm
assist counsel with the defense of his case? Does a Defendant, no matter what the charges or the

Mmhmmﬁﬂmdwhdﬂﬂnmmﬂmmm;ymmmwmwﬁnpitgwm,

03956-10995
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Page 3
including discovery? The short answer is unequivocally, yes. To hold otherwise would be a
direct violation of Epstein’s constitutional due process rights. Plaintiffs’ attempts to play fast
and loose with the law should not be tolerated.

7. Asﬂmmmisnwu,plainﬁﬁsmddefmdmummm&ymddupﬁsiﬁnnsuf
purﬁeundmbﬂudmminbuthmﬂd&dmlmmpmwoding& In fact, parties have a

right under the law to attend such depositions.
8. .ﬁ:ﬂtmﬂwiﬂmlcﬁmﬂxhibit?,mmifmﬂmmfmdmspudﬁmry

mnmdthal“l"lusebendvisedthnthlr.Epndnplmtubeinmendmcenﬂh:dspmiﬁmufynur
client. He does not intend to engage in amy conversation with your client. However, it is
certainly his right as  party-defendant in the lawsuit to be present and to assist counsel in the
defense of any case.” Despitnﬂﬂsﬁgh,?hh:ﬁﬂ'ﬂmminuctnmﬁmu:unmIMWdimwry
is conducted in this case and how this court has historically govemned discovery.

9. mmﬁngly,iulmnoeu,memmmmmsm-mkun
dwuﬂﬁunofﬂwﬂe&ndaﬂundﬁsdimﬂ,lmmeﬂ,mprﬁmwmm&mﬂﬁm
Thj:iudeapitahnrclaimsof"amﬁnnaltma“ﬂfmthinhﬂmmplaint Jane Doe No. Il is
almaPhinﬁﬂhthefedﬂﬂmmtprawadinsimHMHchﬁey&wmm{MHn.D‘Q-CW~
80469). hﬂﬁsmmmmmtaprmedmtwhﬂbhnﬂmﬂdnﬁﬂkmmmﬂdcpmhims
ufJ:fﬁ':}rEpstdn,bmmaHqupnﬁummmddﬁrdepusiﬁm(i.e.,ﬂmvmyPl,nintiﬁﬂnt
have asserted claims against him for millions of dollars)? This court should not condone such a
practice.

10.  The undersigned is well aware of the court’s No-Contact Order entercd on July
31, 2009 (DE 238). Ampynfth:urﬂnriaathcheduhﬂhﬁ“:!”. In fact, the order provides

mnﬂudufmdthWmdirmtmhdhmmnmﬁﬂamPlﬁnﬁI&.mmmmmimﬁmﬁﬁ

03956-10996
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the plaintiffs either directly or indirectly. However, there is no prohibition against Mr. Epstein’s
mdunmatadepnsiﬁunwl:m:,nsisrdlectadinthaurdﬁ.themmmmimﬁunwﬂlb:nud:w
ﬂnﬂﬂnﬁﬂmleﬁ&m@dﬁmﬁmmﬂﬁthmmmufplﬁnﬁfﬁ'mm&dnfmd
present in the room in a videotaped deposition. Obviously, any inappropriate contact or
mwmmmmwwwmﬁinm. As such, Plaintiffs
muymmwummmmﬁsmﬁ.n.nm;pmmmm&mm
MdmﬁommwmmPlduﬁﬁshﬁmmmnmmhmgiEWmumy
MﬁmMmmﬂcﬁmmbuﬂdmdbyamnﬁmnmhmtthma}
11. Nm,Plahniﬂh,JmDuHZ-!,ﬁumplmmmﬂhfﬁdaﬁtnfDLKIhmnfm
mmnﬂmfﬂrp:ﬁacﬁmmﬂuﬂohjw&nﬂladmdm This also includes the two most recent
mﬁm,wﬂﬂwmwmmm';mpmﬁmdumgmm,smmm
Defmdmtmdhisatmersmdsﬁndﬂmchimusuwdinthﬂem Plaintiffs lose sight of
ﬂ::ﬁctﬂutﬂummt,indimstugthﬂm—ﬁumm'mw inquired as to whether
Epsﬁnmdtﬁscounmlcouldﬁﬂ]yHnﬂhm&.vﬂﬂehhmhﬁaddiqumdimmﬁgnﬁam
Al plaintiffs’ counsel and the USAQ responded in the affirmative. In fact, Plaintiffs universally
agraadnthe]m]lmDBhuﬁngonDefmdmt'sMuﬁmmﬂwmnmmdudismvawmﬂd
proceed. ﬁgc«mpummuﬂa'nmza-an&sa-u. For instance, the court asked
Plaintiffs’ attorneys the following questions:
ThuCnurhﬂSoagﬂn,ljustmmtomnkemthuifﬂnmmguforwuﬂmd
ifthpmeindeﬁmd;thcmcummmdimrﬂywuuldd:fmdambdng

aglinst]:ﬁmmhu.muﬂminmduﬁbelﬁsnm going to cause him to
be subject to criminal prosecution? (Ex. “A,” p-26).

ek

mcnurtYnnmuheﬂmqu:ahhmuhmaordinufmthﬂ
defmd:minnciﬁ!aﬂioncmuh:uﬁmtb:mnmdabummm

prosecuted? (Ex. “A,” p.27).

a
be

03956-10997
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ek

The Court: Okay. Bma;ain.;mn'minmtvﬂthwdumﬁ:
ﬂm’sspokmunbah:lfnfa;iahﬁﬂﬂmdefmdhwﬂnmmﬂ:mnnﬂm{‘m;
nfwn&ucﬁngdismmmdﬁ]i_ugmuﬁnmwuﬂdmtbenhmch? (Ex. “A,

p-30).

Mr. Horowitz — counsel for Jane Does 2-7: Subject to your rulings, of course,
yes. (Ex.“A,” p.30).

Lt

T o P e i, b

huﬂ&uﬂmmﬂmmmwmﬂdwﬁnuﬂyduinthcmufdefmdmgnmvﬂ

case would constitute a violation of the agreement? (Ex. “A," p.34).

e o 2 e, Lo S

Mr.Epﬁeinismﬁﬂadtuukemcdepmhionﬂfnlehﬁ'mdmmbpom

records, ete. (Ex. “A,” p.34)

12. Itischu&nmthemmﬁptmthedasEﬂﬂ:ﬁﬁ“thﬂmhufth:Phinﬁﬁh’
mmhﬂinng.HmwitzfmeDouifﬂ,mdmdmmdndM
regularftraditional discovery would take place (i.e., discovery, motion practice, depositions,
requests for records, and investigations).

13. Impoﬁmﬂy.?hinﬁﬂ's'mmsdadﬁsedthmmdﬂm‘gmdﬂﬂnhwmdinﬂeﬂnir
eﬂ'omhjointmnfarmmmllsulmtmﬁmpa_rmmb. At recent depositions of two
ﬁmﬂm,ﬁlﬁndukudﬁgmmdlmmmﬁwdjﬁumtpldnﬁﬁs’mqmiﬂmdm
wimﬁfuruppmxhunte]ysixtudglﬁhomuﬂnumpﬂtingthenmeﬂrsimﬂuqmﬁmsﬁm
had previously been asked. |

14.  Clearly, the Plaintiffs’ counsel wish to control discovery and how the Defendant
is allowed to obtain information to defend these cases. However, the court has ruled on a
number of these issues as follows:

intiffs’ counsels sought to udathEqumdlnlﬁ'umscrvmgﬂnrd
ﬁ.. mszh:;msuﬂdlwﬁﬁ:dmﬂyPhinﬁﬁ'mmlmm

03956-10998
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15.

deposiﬁmumdthmcmmidlmd“ﬁllﬁﬂm"to defense counsel.
That motion was denied, and the court tailored a method such that the
Defendant could obtain the records directly.

Plaintiffs' counsels sought to limit the ical psychiatric

examination in C.MLA. v. Jeffrey Epstein (Case No. 08-

Wll].uhﬁm:,subjaﬂmm:andmpe, However, Magistrate
entered an order denying the requested restrictions.

Other Plaintiffs' attorneys have said that they object to requested
psynhologicalm:moftbdrcﬁmﬂs}.thmmuﬁmﬁumchmwﬂl
mwmodmbeﬁhd:yatnﬂmkmiﬂinmofduﬂmindmgesfm
alleged psychological and emotional trauma.

Many Plaintiffs’ nhjuctmdjsmmrogmﬂingmmtmdpm
empiuymuﬂ(althnughtbcymmking]mufhmmc,buthinpaﬂmd
future).

there is reference to rape, molestation, abusive relationships (both
phyﬁcnluﬂvmhal},]ﬁurabmﬁmﬂlcsﬂdrugsandﬂmholabm,

C[ﬂtﬁ,?luiﬂﬁﬂ'svﬁ!hmmk:aumﬁmﬂhuwwmfmyfmguthﬂﬂwym

meet their burden by proving same. Meeting that burden and disproving those allegations is not

possible if this court allows Plaintiffs to stifle and/or control the discovery process.

186. _Spcciﬁmlijr,withmgudtnhmﬂmﬂu. 4, which is the deposition set for next

week, September 16, 2009, the plaintiff has in her past (see affidavit of Richard C.W. )

m..mmmmmmﬁwmmmmmmunmmmmmmm

Exhibit “5”

Snughtmme]ingducmady:ﬂmcﬁonﬂhumnsimﬁon. specifically with
regard to her father. She described herself as being angry, bitter,

depressed and having body image problems;

Hadmm-boyﬁi@nd.rmmnvmd,whnmmhﬂhrmaﬁmmd
belief, a drug dealer who she lived with;

Had drug and alcohol problems herself; and

03956-10999
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D.  Spoke with two psychiatrists when she was sixteen or seventeen (before
this lawsuit!) and did not reference Epstein, but did reference her
boyfriend and family issues.

17.  There are police reports that reflect that:
A. hSeptunhariﬂN.abattnrymportmﬁledregardjnngDo:Nu.d

and Vinyard based on an argument where he grabbed her by the neck and
began spitting on her and calling her a cheater.

B. Also in September 2004, there was a domestic violence file opened where
Vinyard was physically and verbally abusive to Jane Doe No. 4, his
girlfriend at the time. There is reference that the two started a serious
mhﬁnnshipin]unmyzm,ﬁtmahewunnlyfuunmﬂd}ymald.

C.  Vinyard was arrested in December 2003, and charged with reckless
driving and leaving the scene of the accident with Jane Doe No. 4, when
their vehicle hit a tree and they fled.

18. Ma:euvﬂ',nnex-boyﬁimduf.lmDmNo.4diadinhDUIaccidsutmditmok
her two years to get over his death, and another good friend of hers, “Jen,” died in an automobile
accident involving drinking. Within her Amended Complaint and Answers to Interrogatories,
she indicates that she went to Epstein’s house on several occasions. However, at no time did she
mhMﬂmﬁmnﬁdmemwhmﬁcmmmﬁmﬂmWw
mﬂﬁuu,fom:mimpmpﬁbchaﬁmbyﬁpmdnmﬂshegufa“hwycﬁmdismwmng
claims for millions of dollars. Epstein’s assistance to his attorneys at these depositions regarding
ﬂ::lhowimiamtnﬂyamnsﬁmﬁunﬂdmpmussﬁghrﬂwdedmhimb;ﬂtmﬁalgim
ﬂmﬁﬂMﬁ:mﬂMmMMPﬁnﬁﬂi‘dmﬁﬁmmMM"mﬁ
bite” absent a court order.

19.  Given the breadth of the allegations made against Epstein and the substantial
dmmmu;h,EpsﬁnhmmmﬁMnﬂmﬁtwﬁuﬂﬁgtﬂmhmumy
deposition such that he can assist his counsel with the defense of these cases. Sec infra. pr.

03956-11000
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also prepared affidavits regarding Jane Does 2, 3, §, 6, and 7, which are attached to DE
247.
Memorandum Of Law

20. P]ainﬁﬂ‘mnﬁunismqﬁmdmbﬂdmiedlsﬂmyhﬂtfaﬂudtummﬂheirbmﬂm
mmmﬂmm“mymmbﬁshmdmmwma
pﬂhﬂﬁwmd:rwchwmﬂdmﬂnmmﬂymmﬁﬁofprwmﬁngammedpaﬂy
ﬁnmnﬁmdinginpumnﬂmdepusiﬁmofmﬂﬂnmudputy. Msomqwﬂﬂn;;dmialuf
PhinﬁEs’mmianisme&ctﬂﬂitmksmmdﬂbwmﬁnmaﬂﬂndzpoﬂﬁmufaum
Plaintiffs in actions before this Court. Smhreliefisunprmdmtedmdaﬂmpum]nvcthis
Cumﬂuututﬂw[’lainﬁffs’mﬂmﬁwﬁuwpoﬂhmﬂyﬁngmhmhﬂmﬁva
bmadspmﬂaﬁmwhﬂhur“exhnrdimwchmmwu'eﬁ!unambynmbﬂis. In other
mwmummmwmaum@mmmmrw
tmamdhﬂhudmstmuldthcmntmnﬁdundapﬁngsmhmdimrymﬁci On its face,

the motion does not meet the necessary burden as to Jane Doe 4, or Jane Does 2, 3, 5,6, 0r 7.

Rule 26(c)1)XE), Fed.R.Civ.P. (2009), governing protective orders, provides in relevant

part that:

(1) In General hpmtrmmypnmﬁomwhomdimwiasm@nmnymnwfur
nprmecﬁveurduinthcmmﬁhuutbamﬁmhpmding—maamﬂmﬁvem
mrwtsrﬂlﬁngmadcpuﬂﬁmhthcmmtfmﬂudishiﬂm&d:pusiﬁmwﬂl
behkm.Thamuﬁonmuﬂinc]udcauﬂiﬁmﬁnuﬁmtthcmmmlhxingmdfaﬁh
ounfm&dntmnnptodmauufmmthuﬂlﬂnﬂemﬂdpmﬁuinmcﬁmmrﬁnmma
dispumn&tbmﬂmmm.mmmm,fwmdmiuuamnrdam
protect a party or person from annoyance, embarrassment, oppression, or
unduehnrduﬂupanw.hcludingnntormnnftheﬁum:
L] L ] L] L

[E)daﬂ@mmepﬂmm“hnmnybcmsunwhﬂcﬂm discovery is conducted;

03956-11001
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‘ N * *

mm;mmmmmmmmmmmwhmmmm
are being deposed, Plaintiffs generally rely on treatise material from & J 8 Ecder!
Practice & Procedure Civ.2d, §204], and cases cited therein. The case of Gaella v. Onassis, 487
FHM&W@C&.]W}MWWMWW&&H&&Md;mm
a deposition “should be ordered rarely indeed.” Unlike the Gaella case, there is no showing by
each of the Plainﬁf&lhﬂﬂmhlsbammynmdudby-ﬁpsttin,indghtﬁﬂlymm
actions filed ngmnat him, reflecting “an irrepressible intent to continue ... harassment” of any
Phhiﬁﬂ’ornuumplmdimrdofﬂmjudiniﬂmi.n.pﬁmdhgdmnduutvmusany
action/conduct displayed in this or other cases that would justify extraordinary relief. There is
Mmdymhﬁsmhmdwindmmmdn“ﬁﬂmmhﬂﬂmmpaiymﬁthﬂm
pmpudwwrumatﬂndgposiﬁunsuﬂheﬂnimiﬂ'smﬂahiﬂeina]lmpncts with the No-Contact
Order.

Mnﬁpﬂﬁnrwpnﬁuﬂymmmmcmmmm&mﬁngm'
MutiunfMMacﬁwDrdu,pmﬁdcthﬂEpmeinispnmimdhmm:depoﬂﬁmufm
Pmﬁmmmmmmhﬁinmmmmfwmmm

further relief as this court deems just and proper.

Robert D. Crj IJr.
Michael J

Attorney for Defendant Epstein

03956-11002
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Certificate of Service
| HEREBY CERTIFY that a true copy of the foregoing was hand-delivered to the Clerk
of the Court as required by the Local Rules of the Southern District of Florida and electronically

mu:ihdtnu]lcmmaelnfmordidmﬁﬁadonlhefullnvdngSmrin:Liman&ﬁstayuf

September, 2009.

Certificate of Service

Jane Doe No. 2 v. Jeffrey Epstein
Case No. 08-CV-80119-MARRA/ | IIEIGN
Stuart S. Mermelstein, Esq. Brad [ Esa
Adam D. Horowitz, Esq. Rnsmfcldt Adler
Mermelstein & Horowitz, P.A. 401 Ethath:B-uu]ward
18205 Biscayne Boulevard Suite 1650
Suite 2218 , Fort Lauderdale, FL 33301
Miami, FL 33160 Phone: 954-522-3456
305-931-2200 Fax: 954-527-8663
Fuc 3'35-931-03‘?‘? bedwards@sra-law.com
35 abuse: Counsel for Plaintiff in Related Case No. 05-
80893

anef ﬁ:u' Plabﬂ‘l'_ﬂ.'s
In related Cases Nos. 08-80069, 08-80119, 08-
80232 08-80380, 08-80381, 08-80993, 08- Paul G. Cassell, Esq.

80994 Pro Hac Vice
332 South 1400 E, Room 101
Richard Horace Willits, Esq. Salt Lake City, UT 84112
Richard H. Willits, P.A. 801-585-5202
2290 10" Avenue North 801-585-6833 Fax
Suite 404 cassellp@law.utah.edu
Lake Worth, FL 33461 Co-counsel for Plaintiff Jane Doe
561-582-7600
Fax: 561-588-8819 Isidro M.
Counsel for Plaintiff in Related Case No. 08- m mP.A.
80811 Street, Suite 900
reelrhw@hotmail.com - West Palm Beach, FL 33401
561-832-7732
561-832-7137 F
Jack Searola, E!q sidrogarciaf@bellsouth. o
Jack P. Esg. Counsel for le‘m‘fﬁ' in Related Case No. 08-
Searcy Denney Scarola Bamhart & Shipley, 80469

P.A.
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2139 Palm Beach Lakes Boulevard Robert C. Josefsberg, Esq.

West Palm Beach, FL 33409 Katherine W. Ezell, Esq.

561-686-6300 Podhurst Orseck, P.A.

Fax: 561-383-9424 25 West Flagler Street, Suite 800

isx(@searcylaw.com Miami, FL 33130

iph@searcylaw.com 305 358-2800

Counsel for Plaintiff, . Fax: 305 358-2382
rosefsberg@podhurst.com
kezell@podhurst.com

Bruce Reinhart, Esq. Counsel for Plaintiffs in Related Cases Nos.

Bruce E. Reinhart, P.A. 09-80591 and 09-80656

250 S. Australian Avenue E

Suite 1400 Jack Alan Goldberger, Esg.

West Palm Beach, FL 33401 Atterbury Goldberger & Weiss, P.A.

561-202-6360 250 Australian Avenue South

Fax: 561-828-0983 Suite 1400

: artlaw.c West Palm Beach, FL 33401-5012
561-659-8300

Fax: 561-835-8691
jagesq@bellsouth.net
Counsel for Defendant Jeffrey Epstein

Impold-liuvm. P.A.

2925 PGA Blvd., Suite 200

Palm Beach Gardens, FL 33410

561-684-6500

Fax: 561-515-2610

Counsel for Plaintiff in Related Case No. 08-

08804
kuvin@riceilaw

W
MICHAEL J. PIKE, ESQ.
Florida Bar #617296

mpike@bclclaw.com

BURMAN, CRITTON, LUTTIER & COLEMAN
303 Banyan Blvd., Suite 400

West Palm Beach, FL 33401

561/842-2820 Phone

561/515-3148 Fax

(Co-Counsel for Defendant Jeffrey Epstein)
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Robert D. Critton Jr.

From: Adam Horowitz [ahorowitz@sexabuseattomey.com]
Sent: Tuesday, September 15, 2008 11:43 AM

To: Michael J. Pike; Robert D. Critton Jr.

Cc: Stuart Mermelstein

Subject: Jana Does v. Epsiein

Please allow this to confirm that Jeffrey Epstein will not attend tomorrow’s deposition of Jane Doe No. 4 (in the
absence of a Court order permitting him to aftend). We understand you may wish to have your client listen in by
telephone or view a videofeed of the deposition, but will not be seen by our client.

Regards,

Adam D. Horowitz, Esq.
www.sexabuseattorney.com
Mermelstein & Horowitz, P.A.
18205 Biscayne Boulevard

Suite 2218

Miami, FL 33160
ahorowitz@sexabuseattorney.com
Tel: (305) 931-2200

Fax: (305) 931-0877

From: Michael J. Pike [mailto:MPike@bdclaw.com]
Sent: Tuesday, September 15, 2009 10:54 AM
To: Stuart Mermelstein; Adam Horowitz

Cc: Robert D, Critton Jr.; Jessica Cadwell
Subject: FW: Jane Does v. Epstein

Gentlemen:

| sent the e-mail below weeks ago. | have not heard back from you. I'm entitled to the
questionnaires Kliman had your clients fill out and which he utilized to formulate his opinions. |
need them by tomorrow since they are well over due. If not, | will have no other choice to file a
motion, which | do not want to do given how we have worked together on these issues in the

past. Let me know, pike.

From: Michael J. Pike

Sent: Tuesday, August 18, 2009 11:37 AM

To: Robert D. Critton Jr.; Stuart Mermelstein; Ashlie Stoken-Baring; Connie Zaguirre
Subject: Jane Does v. Epstein

From reviewing the transcripts, it seems Dr. Kliman utilized Questionnaire’s with all of your
clients. | need them. Please advise of your position. 1'm sure you will produce since they are

EXHIBIT 2

9/15/2009
03956-11005
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discoverable. Thanks.

Michael J. Pike, Esq.

Burman, Critton, Luttier & Coleman
515 N. Flagler Dr., Ste. 400

West Palm Beach, Florida 33401
Telephone: (561) 842-2820
Facsimile (561) 844-6829

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

The information contained in this transmission is attomey/ client prvileged and/or attorney work product.
Ifjmrua.r:not&madd:umquuﬂmﬁzadby&madd:ummmﬂﬁsmuggmshﬂnotm,
disclose, copy, distribute or otherwise use this message (including any attachments). If you have received
this e-mail in error, please immediately notify the sender by reply e-mail and destroy the message (including
attachments) and all copies. Thank you.

9/15/2009
03956-11006
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

cASE NO.: 08-CV-80119-MARRA- NN

JANE DOENO. 2,
Plaintiff, I

JEFFREY E. EPSTEIN,

Defendant.
/

Related Cases:

08-80232, 08-80380, 08-80381, 08-80994,
08-80993, 08-80811, 08-80893, 09-80469,
09-80581, 09-80656, 09-80802, 09-81092.

STATE OF FLORIDA )Ss o
COUNTY OF PALMBEACH )

BEFORE MB, the undersigned authority, personally appeared Jeffrey E. Epstein
having personal knowledge and being duly sworn, deposes and says: |

1. My office is located at 250 Australian Avemue South, 14” Floor, West Palm
Beach, Florida. Its location has been well publicized in the news.

2, I met with my attorneys, Robert D. Critton, Jr. and Mark T. Luttier, at 12:30 pm.
inprwamtionforthedepoutﬁmuﬂmbuuﬂnAwhichwtutahphmboghmingﬂl:ﬁﬂ
p.m. on September 16, 2009,

3. 1 was aware of the motion for protective order which had been served in this case
by counsel for Jane Doe No. 4 and the Emergency Motion To Strike Plaintiff's Motion For

EXHIBIT i |

03956-11007

EFTA02850686



Case 9:08-cv-80119-KAM  Document 305-5  Entered on FLSD Docket 09/17/2009 Page 2 of 3

Jane Do No, 4 v, Epslein
Page 2 :

Protective Order And Emergency Motion To Allow The Aftendance Of Jeffrey Epstein At The
Deposition Of Plaintiffs And Response In Opposition To Plaintiffs’, Jane Doe Nos. 2-8, Motion
For Protective Order As To Jefftey Epstein’s Attendance At The Deposition OF Plaintiffs, With

the deposition and assist my attomeys in my defense.

4, I also understood that as of 1:00 pm. on September 16, after I had finished
mkhaﬂmyWﬂ:ﬂﬂmmﬂhdmtrﬂudmwdhg&mMrd&mmﬂmﬁm

5. T was instructed by my aitomeys that I could not attend the deposition and
therefore a video feed was set up such that I could view the deposition from my home.

6. 1 also understood that my attorneys did not want me in the building after the
deposition began.

7. At 1:04 p.m. after we assumed that everyone would be in the deposition room, my
lmmmmmﬂMdem’dmmmﬂmudmmwmydﬁw.m
Zinoviev, both exiting at approximately the same time.

8. I asked Igor where he had parked, and he said “out front”. We exited the
clevator, I walked toward the front door. Near the front door, I saw a taller woman and 2
shorter woman who I thought might be Jane Doe No. 4 and immediately tumed to my left and
went out a separate exit to the garage.

9, At no time did I speak with or attempt to interact with either women.

FURTHER THE AFFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT.

03956-11008
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Jane Doe No. 4 v. Epstein
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STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF PALM BEACH

" 'T hereby Certify that on this day, before me, an officer duly authorized fo administer

oaths and take acknowledgments, personally appeared Jeffroy B. Bpstein known fo me to be the
described in and who executed the foregoing Affidavit, who acknowledged before me

that he/she executed the same, that I relied upon the following form of identification of the above
named person: .Igﬂ.,,‘ f:’d:‘.]!:tl.‘n , and that an oath was/was not taken.

WHHES8myhmdmdofﬁcialauﬂinﬂnGonnrymdStmhltafhmaidﬂﬁs
day of ﬁxﬁ‘ 12 , 2009. _

03956-11009
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO.: m-cvmm-mm-.-

JANE DOE NO. 2,

Y-
JEFFREY EPSTEIN,
Defendant.

/

Related Cases:

08-80232, 08-80380, 08-80381, 08-80994,

08-80993, 08-80811, 08-80893, 09-80469,

09-80581, 09-80656, 09-80802, 09-81092,
/

AFFIDAVIT OF IGOR ZINOVIEY

STATE OF FLORIDA )88
COUNTY OF PALM BEACH )

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, personally appeared Igor Zinoviev
having personal knowledge and being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. Iwork for Jeffrey Epstein. Ias well drive him from place to place.

2. Atapproximately 1:04 p.m., Mr. Epstein and I went down in the elevator from the
14™ floor to the ground level. I was to drive Mr. Epstein to his home. His lawyers went down at
approximately the same time in a separate elevator.

3. I parked the car at the front entrance. As I walked toward the front door and
notioed that Mz, Bpstein quickly turned o the left 5o 8s o exit through the door to the garage of

the building rather than the front entrance.

EXHIBIT S
|

03956-11010
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4’ At no time did Mr. Epstein speak or gesturs to anyone, including the individuals
whom I saw near the front door.
5. Atno time did I speak with the individuals at the main entrance.

~—
f#n g:ﬁ —
]

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF PALM BEACH

I hereby Certify that on this day, before me, a officer duly authorized to sdminister
oaths and take acknowledgments, personally appeared Igor Zinoviev known to me io be the
person described in and who executed the foregoing Affidavit, who acknowledged before me

that he/she the same, that I relied upon the following form of identification of the above
named person: ’ and that en oath was/was not taken.

WITNESS my hand and official seal in the County and State last aforesaid this

day of 2009,
“ﬂilllmh
SGr O iy
0l wornte : Skl 17 Vo hows_ (SEAL)
T L oo™ I NDTARY PUBLIC/STATE OF A |
% o PUBVSGSS  COMMISSION NO.:

03956-11011

EFTA02850690
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO.: 08-CV-80119-MARRA-J ] IEGNG
JANE DOE NO. 2,

Plaintiff,
V.

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant.
/

Related Cases:

08-80232, 08-80380, 08-80381, 08-80994,

08-80993, 08-80811, 08-80893, 09-80469,

09-80581, 09-80656, 09-80802, 09-81092.
/

Vv R b N, JR.

STATE OF FLORIDA )88
COUNTY OF PALMBEACH )

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, personally appeared Robert D. Critton, Jr.,
having personal knowledge and being duly swomn, deposes and says:

1. I am counsel for Jeffrey Epstein in the above-styled matter and other civil
lawsuits.

2. The information contained in motion, paragraphs 1 through 9, 11, 13, 14 and 16
is true and accurate based on my personal knowledge.

3. The costs and fees set forth in the motion are true, correct and reasonable.

FURTHER THE AFFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT.A

Robert )i Critton, Jr.

XHIBIT &6

03956-11012

EFTA02850691
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STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF PALM BEACH

I hereby Certify that on this day, before me, an officer duly authorized to administer

oaths and take acknowledgments, personally appeared Robert D. Critton, Jr.. known to me to be
the person described in and who executed the foregoing Affidavit, whu ac:knuwladgad before me

that he/she ex s;me,lhatlmhaduponthefullumngﬁ:mo tification of the above
named person: and that an oath wag/was

W my hand and official seal in the County and State last aforesaid this
day of 2009.

LIC/STATE OF FLORIDA
COMMISSION NO.: DD £5 3579
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES: JU//}? /,3

03956-11013

EFTA02850692
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO.: 08-CV-80119-MARRA-IEEE
JANE DOE NO. 2,
Plaintiff

V.
JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant.
/

Related Cases:
 08-80232, 08-80380, 08-80381, 08-80994,
08-80993, 08-80811, 08-80893, 09-80469,
09-80581, (09-80656, 09-80802, 09-81092.
/

AFFIDAVIT OF MARK T. LUTTIER

STATE OF FLORIDA )SS
COUNTY OF PALM BEACH )

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, personally appeared Mark T. Luttier., having
personal knowledge and being duly swom, deposes and says:
1. I am counsel for Jeffrey Epstein in the above-styled matter and other civil
lawsuits.
2. The information contained in motion, paragraphs 1 through 10, 11, 13, 14 and 16
is true and accurate based on my personal knowledge.
FURTHER THE AFFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT.

Wad Jﬁﬂm

Mark T. Luttier

EXHIBIT [

1of2

03956-11014

EFTA02850693
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STATE OF FLORIDA -
COUNTY OF PALM BEACH

I hereby Certify that on this day, before me, an officer duly authorized to administer
oaths and take acknowledgments, personally appeared Mark T. Luttier, known to me to be the
person described in and who executed the foregoing Affidavit, who acknowledged before me

fhathefsbeex ‘&d same, that I relied upon the following form of identification of the above
fﬂl/ﬂ; A 22477 , and that an oath was/was not taken.

w ;hmdmdufﬁm]mmthccmtyandsmlastafammdmu/,?’”

day of

NOTARY PUBLIC/STATE OF
COMMISSION NO.: )D 5’53 5. 9‘? |
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES: / 2 /x Z |

03956-11015

EFTA02850694
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE No. 08-cv-80119-MARRA/ [N

JANE DOE NO.2,
Plaintiff,
-'T.fE -

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant.
/
Related cases:
08-80232, 08-083B0, 08-80381, 08-8B0994,
08-80993, 08-8B0811, 08-B0BS3, 09-B0469,
05-80591, 095-B0O&5&6, 095-B08B02, 095-8B1l0852
' /

DEPOSITION OF JANE DOE #4

Wednesday, September 16, 2009
1:03 - 1:08 p.m.

250 Australian Avenue South
Suite 115
West Palm Beach, Florida 33401

Reported By:

Cynthia [l RPR., FPR
Notary Public, Btate of Florida

Prose Court Reporting
EXHIBIT_¥
(561) 832-7500 FPROSE COURT REPORTING AGENCY, INC. (561) 832-7506
Electronically signed by cynthia [JJJJil is01-051-976-2034) d2a43603-0513-4206-0641 5687 d2dM0e5
03956-11016

EFTA02850695
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(561) 832-7500

PROSE COURT REPORTING AGENCY, INC.

Page 2 Page 4
; m 1 PROCEEDINGS
3 mnmzﬂmmiﬁ 2 T ,
. 1205 B B Ilml WITZ, 3 HR.HDRDWI’IZ. Adam Horowitz, counsel for
Sulte 2218 4 Plaintiff, Jane Doe 4.
: B Tte T 5 MR. CRITTON: Cindy, what time is it?
. O bl of the 6 THE COURT REPORTER: [Itis 1:03.
g B CRITTON, . BOQUNE 7 MR. BERGER: William J. Berger for LM and
. MARK T. LUTTIER, ESQUIRE R - B EW.
ﬁwmm”m““'m POLEMAR, 9 MR secill for cvia.
i 10 ME. LANGINO: Adam Langino from
11 Phanee 61 863380 11 Leopold Kuvin on behalf of BB.
13 R AL S e, 12 MR. LUTTIER: Mark Luttier on behalf of
ATTERBURY, GOLDBERGER & WEISS, P.A 13 Burman, Critton, Luttier & Coleman for the
14 230 Austradian Avenue South 14 Defendant.
15 mmmmnmmz 15 MR. CRITTON: Robert Critton on behalf of
- - on o
ol e
! and BW: 17 MR. HOROWITZ: This is i
WILLLAM J. BERGER, ESQUIRE
. ROSENFELDT, ADLER 18 We're canceling today's deposition. Before
1» e O Buuiand 19 appearing here today, we had a stipulation with
20 Foet Laudendaie, Florida 33301 20 Defense counsel that Mr. Jeffrey Epstein, the
- SR S 21 Defendant, would not be here. He would not
22 Onbehalf 5 22 cross paths with our client.
. mh 23 And immediately as we were approaching the
2 BARNHART & SHIFLEY, P.A. 24 deposition room, he made face-to-face contact
25 ﬂzmmmm 25 with our client. He was just feet away from
Page 3 : Page 5
1 APPEARNCES CONTINUED 1 her and intimidated her, and for that reason
:::. On behalf of BBE: 2 not gol
3 MR. CRITTON: Ididn't see any contact
4 ADAM J. LANGINO, ESQUIRE 4 because I, obviously, was not out there. We
LEOPOLD KEUVIN ..
5 2925 PGA Boulevard 5 started at about -- when you came in it was
Suite 200 6 approximately 1:03. Mr. Epstein has an office
6 Palm Beach Gardens, Florida 33410 7 here at the Florida Science Foundation. Had
Phone: 561.515.1400 ] you been here at 1:00, your paths never would
7 9 have crossed because Mr. Epstein was leaving
8 10 the building. I instructed him to leave the
’ 11 building so that he would not be here.
:: 12 He was going to appear by way of Skype so
12 13 that he could be on a video camera so that he
13 14 could see this.
14 15 (M. Goldberger entered the room.)
15 16 MR. CRITTON: Had you been here on time,
16 17 and not faulting, I am just saying had you been
17 18 here on time at 1:00, as everyone else seemed
:: 19 to be here at least get here before you did,
20 20 Adam, you and your client, your paths never
21 21 would have crossed.
22 22 1 directed Mr. Epstein to leave the
23 23 building so he would not be here so that there
24 24 would be no way that your paths could have
25 25 crossed. It was neither my intent nor was it

2 (Pages 2 to 5)

(561) B832-7506
d2a43603-0513-4206-0641-608T d2dfTRal

Elsctronically signed by cynthia [l (s01-051-976-2034)
03956-11017

EFTA02850696
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Page 6

my client's intent specifically, because I also
advised him that he was not to cross paths, not
to have any contact with your client, and
certainly by our agreement not to be here today
for the deposition.

MR. HOROWITZ: And at approximately 1:00
is exactly when my client crossed paths with
Jeffrey Epstein. And not only did he cross
paths but he proceeded to stare her down just
feet away from her. For that reason she became
an emotional wreck and cannot proceed with the
deposition. She's simply not in an emotional
state to do so.

And in addition Mr. Epstein violated the
agreement between counsel that he would not
cross paths or come into contact with our
client. And it will be also for the criminal
court judge to decide whether he has violated a
no-contact order. I have nothing else to say.

MR. CRITTON: Again [ instructed
M. Epstein to leave the building so absolutely
no contact could occur between he and
Mr. Horowitz and his client nor anyone else.
Until the court, until either Judge Marra or
Judge | roed on the issue as to whether

0@ o=l Oy ks W R

Page B
CERTIFICATE

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF PALM BEACH

1, Cynthiall, Registered Professional
Reporter and Florida Professional Reporter, State of
Florida at large, certify that I was authorized to
and did stenographically report the foregoing
proceedings and that the transcript is a true and
complete record of my stenographic notes.

Dated this 16th day of September, 2009.

(561) 832-7500

Page 7

or not he could appear at the depositions of
not only Jane Doe 4 but any other individuals,
50 you do what you need to do.

MR. HOROWITZ: Off the record.

(The Deposition was concluded.)

Electronically signed by cynthia [l (s01-051.976-2934)

3 (Pages 6 to 8)

PROSE COURT REPORTING AGENCY, INC. (561) 832-7506

d2343603-0513-4206-0641.6637 d2dffIes
03956-11018

EFTA02850697
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Prose Court Reporting Agency, Inc
One Clearlake Centre
250 South Australian Avenus, Suite 1500
West Palm Beach, Florida 33401
(561) 832-7500 Phone (561) 832-75086 Fax
Tax ID; 26-3892897
WWW.prosecra.com

September 17, 2000

Raobert Critton, Esquire

Burman, Critton, Luttier & Coleman - WPB
303 Banyan Boulevard

Sulte 400

West Palm Beach, FL 33401

Involce Number
CH 411

Re: Jane Doa No. 2 vs. Jeffrey Epstein
B-18-08 Scheduled Deposition of Jane Doe No. 4
Statement for Record

Description of Sarvices
Depo App NT - 1st Hr Appearance 1st Hr 110.00
Depo Trans 0&1-Reg Transcript Pages - 8 26,80
E-Transcript Emalled Complimentary

Thank you for choosing Prose Court Reporting Ageney, Inc. Payment is due upon receipt.

EXHIBIT_ﬂ_

03956-11019

EFTA02850698



8a80!ds-cV 01 | oL RARA = B5cument 305-10  EMféred on FLSD Docket 00M72dde PPabeB/die

VISUAL
EVIDENCE

PO, bax 8907  Wast Padm Beach, FL 33405

BURMAN, CRITTON & LUTTIER
ROBERT CRITTON

303 BANYAN BLVD

SUITE 400

WEST PALM BEACH, FL 33401

Invoice

9/17/2008| 28616

Terms

Dua on recelpt

Case / Refarance: JANE DOE %2 v EPSTEIN
Date Sarvices Rendeted Qy | Amount
3/16/2009 | VIDEOTAPED DEPOSITION OF: JANE DOE # ¢
Tech Time - 2 Hours 1 275,00
mﬁ " | 15.00
Ti OF DISCUSSIONS BETWEEN ATTORNEYS PRIDR TO SWEARING IV
ING CANCELLATION OF DEPO. .
9/17/2008 |Delivary 1 a.00
TAPES FORWARDED PER YOUR REQUEST, NO COPIES HAVE BEEN MADE OR KEPT ON
VISUAL EVIDENCE. SHOULD COPIES BE REQUIRED IN THE FUTURE PLEASE FORWARD
TAPES TO OUR OFFICE FOR DUPLICATION. THANK YOU,
TOTAL: $250.00
MORE THAN JUST VIDEQ | Ses ALL avallable presentation
technology services at: www.visualevidence.org, e o m?
' West Palm Beach, FL. 33405

Tax ID # 59-2476529

Phone: (561) 655-2885  Fux: (561) 6552896  office@visualevidence.org

03956-11020

EFTA02850699
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO.: 08-Cv-80119-MARRA-J GG

JANE DOE NO. 2,

Plaintiff,
V.

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,

Defendant.
/

Related Cases:

08-80232, 08-80380, 08-80381, 08-80994,

08-80993, 08-80811, 08-80893, 09-80469,

09-80581, 09-50656, 09-80802, 09-81092.
/

ORDER ON DEFENDANT’S, JEFFREY EPSTEIN, MOTION FOR SANCTIONS

AND TO COMPEL DEPOSITION OF JANE DOE NO. 4
AND MEMO PORT THEREOF

This matter came before the Court on Defendant’s, JEFFREY EPSTEIN, Motion For
Sanctions and to Compel Deposition of Jane Doe No. 4. Having considered Defendant’s motion,
it is HEREBY ORDERED and ADJUDGED that: '

Defendant’s motion is hereby GRANTED: Plaintiff shall pay sanctions in the amount of
- < in costs and § in fees directly to Burman, Critton, Luttier and
Coleman within 10 days, and further directs that the Plaintiff make herself available for
deposition no later than October ___ , 2009 beginning at 9:30 a.m. at the same location. Mr.

Epstein shall not be present in the building on the day of the deposition absent a court order on

pending motions.

03956-11021

EFTA02850700
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Jane Doe No. 4 v. Epstein
Page 2

DONE and ORDERED this day of , 2009,

Kenneth A. Marra
United States District Judge

Courtesy Copies: Counsel of Record

03956-11022

EFTA02850701
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1
1 IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
2 1N AND FOR PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA
CRIMINAL DIVISION
3 ]
4
_ STATE OF FLORIDA )
5 )
va ) CASE NO. 06 CF9454AMB
g ) 08 93B1CFAMB
JEFFREY EPSTEIN )
7 )
pefendant. )
8 )
5
PLEAR CONFERENCE
10
11 PRESIDING: H!
12 APPEARANCES:
13 ON BEHAIL
BAR
14 . Sta .
401
15 West
By:
16 .
17 ON BEHALF
ATTER.
18 250 AL
Suite
19 West P . «aorida 33401
By: Ji. . GOLDBERGER, ESQUIRE
20
; GERTIFIED COPY
22
23 ’
June 30, 2008 )
24 Palm Beach County Courthouse
West Palm Beach, Florida 33401
25 Beginning at 8:40 o'‘clock, a.m.
PHYLLIS A. DAMES, OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
03956-11023

EFTA02850702
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10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

20
regularly congregate?

MS. BELOHLAVEK: I personally do not
know.

TgE COURT: Neither do i, which is
why L'm asking. H;ﬂ that been
investigated? .

MR. GOLDBERGER: We have done our due
diligence, for what it's worth, there is a
residential street. There are not children
congregating on that street, We think the
address appliea. if it doesn't, we fully
recognize that he can't live there.

THE COURT: Okay. D is, you shall
not have any contact with the victim, are
there more than one victim?

MS. BELOHLAVEK: There's several.

THE COURT: Several, all of the
victims. So this should be plural. I'm
making that plural. You are not to have
any contact direct or imdirect, and in this
day and age I find it ﬁecessary to go over
exactly what we mean by indirect. BY
indirectc, we meaﬁ no text messages, no
ezmail, no Face Book, no My Space, no

telephone calls, no voice mails, no

PHYLLIS A. DAMES, OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER

03956-11024

EFTA02850703
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21

messages through carrier pigeon, no
messages through third parties, no hey
would you tell so and so for me, no having
a friend, acguaintance or stranger approach
any of these victims with a message of any
sort from you, is that clear?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, [N

THE COURT: And then it states,
unless approved by the victim, the
therapist and the sentencing court. Okay.

THE DEFENDANT: I understand.

THE COURT: And the sentencing court.
So, if there is a desire which, I would
think would be a bit strange to have
contact with any of the victims the court
must approve iti

MS8. BELOHLAVEK: Correct.

THE COURT: If the victim was under
the age of 18, which was the case, you
shall not until you have successfully
attended and completed the sex of fender
program. SO, is this sex offender program
becoming a condition of probation?

MS. BELOHLAVEK: That is not. I

don't believe I circled that one.

PHYLLIS A. DAMES, OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER

03956-11025

EFTA02850704



